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terminating the duty on tea and coffee in two 

earsif that would make it any more satisfactory; 

ut I have no idea that unless we resort to some- 
thing else when we terminate this, we shall get 
the revenue, unless there should be a very great 
saving in the expenditures of the Government; 
and so far as that is concerned, you would have 
to reénact this provision. 

I cannot perceive why we should get into any 
difficulty in adjusting this tariff, among ourselves 
at any rate. There is no man in the Senate who 
believes that, without some increase of the duties, 
we can possibly get revenue enough to support 
the Government; and when we are doing it, we 
might as well spread it over as many articles as 
possible. I have carried a great many free arti- 
cles into the duty-paying lists—articles used by 
the manufacturers, and Ì expect to have a clamor 
raised about them when I get home; but they may 
as well pay some of the duties as other people. 
Everybody will have to contribute more than he 
has done, or else we shall get in debt every year 
more and more. I hope the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I see, by reference to the 
Journal of 1858, that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts voted with me to abolish the duty on 
sugar at that time. : 

“Mr. WILSON. We could afford to do it at 
that time, and cannot now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am sorry he has so 
changed his views now as to insist on retaining the 
duty. He voted to strike it all out at that time. 

Mr. WILSON, In regard to that, I have sim- 
ply to say that, at that time, we reduced our du- 
ties generally, because we had too much revenue. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was in 1858, not 1857. 

Mr. WILSON. Was it not at the time we 
changed the tariff? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. We might have made that 
reduction, and should have made it in my judg- 
ment, in those years when we had money; but 
everybody admits to-day, that you cannot spare 
the money which this duty brings in; and those 
who propose to cut it down, offer to put it on tea 
and coffee, 

Mr. GRIMES. I do not. : 

Mr. WILSON. All but yourself, sir. I doubt 
the wisdom or expediency of making this change, 
and I think we had better keep the duty on sugar, 
than take it off that, and put it on tea and coffee. 
These are free articles. Let the other stand as it 
is, and nothing will be said about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In 1858 there was very 
great danger that we should take offthe bounty on 
codfish,and I moved—l believe 1 did it myself— 
that the duty on sugar should be abolished.’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, I moved it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At any rate, the motion 
came from the Northwest, that the duty on sugar 
should be abolished; and for fear of losing the 
bounty on codfish, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts voted to abolish the duty on sugar. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘You have no right to say 
that, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Well, I will take it back. 
Lam not satisfied with this reduction; and I had 
an amendment which I proposed to offer, to reduce || 
the duty on sugar to $ cent a pound. I believe 
it ought to be so reduced. I think it is sufficient. 
It is well known that sugar is as universal in its 
use as salt; and I believe that sugar and salt should 
be free under all circumstances, But, sir, having 
great faith in the judgment and discretion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, I shall follow him, 
and vote for his proposition to impose 3 of a cent | 
a pound duty upon sugar, although my judgment 
is that it ought to be soll further reduced. I hope 
that the amendment of the Senator from Rhode | 
Island will prevail, and that we shall finally settie 
the matter on his proposition. As for the Senator |i 
from Massachusetts, if he takes exception to my 
allusion to codfish, I will say that I did not wish 
to be offensive in the allusion at all; and if it be 


| duty in the present bill, putting 10 per cent. on 


offensive, I will withdraw that remark and assume | 
that he voted on patriotic principles. Sull, I must i: 
i a6 
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say, that codfish was very much mixed up with | 
the proposition to abolish the sugar duties. I 
hope the proposition of the Senator from Rhode 
Island will prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster in 
the chair.) The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. DooxirrLe,} 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, [Mr. Smmons.] 

Mr. GRIMES. T wish to know the precise 
state of the question we are about to voteon, Will 
it be open to amendment after it shall be adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can 
not tell what the Senator would propose in regard 


to it. 

Mr. GRIMES. If I should propose to add, after 
the words “‘ tea and coffee,” the word “ sugar,” 
would it be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The Chair is 
of opinion that it would, after the clause should 
be put in the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. If I understand the question 
of the Senator from Iowa, I would answer that, 
after you have once adopted these words, you 
cannot alter them again, though you might add 
to the end of them. 

Mr. GRIMES. I shall propose to add to the 
end of them the word “ sugar.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it not in order for the Sen- 
ator to offer that proposition now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not, now. 
This, being an amendment to an amendment, can- 
not be amended. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Chair decides that he 
iay add to what is put in? 

_ The PRESIDIN OFFICER. 
time. 


Mr. HUNTER. That is correct. 

Mr. GRIMES. I simply want to know, in 
order to govern my vote on the proposition of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, whether, after the Sen- 
ate have adopted it, I can move to amend it, by 
adding the word “sugar.” 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator can add, but he 
cannot take out. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will, at the suggestion 
of my friend from Iowa, include sugar in my pro- 
viso, so that the duties on tea, coffee, and sugar 
shall cease on the 30th of June, 1863. 

Mr. GWIN. Let the amendment be read as 
it now stands. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: strike out 
all the proviso in the amendment of Mr. Simmons, 
in the following words: 

« Provided, That whenever the Treasury notes and bonds 
of the United States which have been, or shall be, issued 
under the authority of any laws or parts of laws passed be- 
tween the 4th day of March, A.D.1857, and the 4th of March, 
1861, shall be redeemed and paid, the President of the Uni- 
ted S s is hereby authorized to make proclamation that 
the aforesaid articles of tea and coffee may be imported 
into the United States exempt and free from the specific 
duties berein imposed.” 

And to insert in licu thereof: 

Provided, The duties on tea, coffec, and sugar, shall cease 
from and after the 30th day of June, 1863, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin to say ‘the specific duties.”” We have a 


Not at this 


tea if it comes from this side of the Cape of Good 
Hope, and I want to retain that. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Very well, I will accept 
that modification. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I donot understand precisely 
why the limitation is to notes and bonds issued 
between the 4th of March, 1857, and the 4th of | 
March, 1861. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is not the question 


now. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That comes up, because the || 
question is whether you will strike out and insert, 
and that brings up the merits of the two propo- 
sitions. I do not know why that limitation is put | 
in. Why not say: “until all the public debt is | 
paid off,” without reference to when it was issued ? 
Whatis the difference in our obligation to pay 


our debt, whether it was contracted during these 
four years or during any other four years? i can |i 


x 


see no necessity for the limitation. [do natknow: 
why the discrimination is made in favor of bonds; 
issued in:that-period of time, or whether greater. 
security is to be given for the payment:of those: 
debts than any others. Ido not know that:there 

is any moral obligation upon us to pay: the debts 

incurred during this Administration, more than 

those incurred during any other Administration. 

I do not understand the limitation. It looks bad 
on the face of it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In order to relieve the Sens 
ator from Illinois, I will tell him why it is putin. 
The debts that were contracted prior to the 4th of. 
March, 1857, will all be paid before any of those: 
that were contracted since: become due. The 
longest loan is the last one that we passed. One 
of the issues of bonds that were contracted prior 
to that time, is due in 1862; and I think it will be 
necessary for us to be providing some means to 
pay that before many years goby. My purpose 
was to keep the duty on tea and coffee as long as 
we owed any of these debts, until they were paid 


off. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I could understand it, if the 
Senator would so -framée his amendment as ‘to 
provide that this duty should continue as long as 
there was any national debt left to be paid. E 
cannot understand why he:should leave the debts 
contracted prior to the 4th of March, 1857, to take 
care of themselves; make special provision for 
paying the debts contracted during the last four 
years, and then leave the debts created after the 
next 4th of March.to take care of themselves. Í 
do not understand it. It seems to make a differ- 
ence in the character of our public debt. It seems 
to imply that there is more obligation on us to 
pay the debts of these four years than any other 
time. Nor is the answer given by the Senator’ 
from Rhode Island satisfactory to me, that the 
debt created prior to the 4th of March, 1857, will 
be paid first. On the contrary, the Treasury notes: 
being issued now, will be paid before that debt. 
All the Treasury notes will come in prior to that 
other debt becoming due; so that explanation will: 
not do. I cannot understand it. It does not look. 
well on the book. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will try to fix itso thatthe 
Senator can understand it. Theré isa provision 
in this bill now for a loan. This provision will 
include all the loans that will exist to the 4th of 
March; and all the debts that are contracted under’ 
these laws are to be paid before this duty is taken 
off, if the amendment prevails. They are the Jast 
debts; the furthest off. Another thing: fthought 
it might be well for it to appear that this tea and 
coffee duty gvas put on in consequence of the enor- 
mous debts we had contracted by reason of the 
deficiency in former years under the present tariff 
law; that that would satisfy the people, in some 
degree, with the imposition; and that the people 
would, in some degrec, be satisfied with this im- 
position of duty upon those articles, when they 
knew it was intended to meet the payments for 
these public debts. If the loan-of $25,000,000, 
which has passed Congress, and the loan pro- 
posed to be authorized by this bill, are nego- 
tiated, they will bring the public debt to between 
$98,000,000 and $108,000,000. Ido not intend 
to ask for more than $10,000,000 in this bill. From 
$10,000,000 to $15,000,000, I think, is enough, 

Another thing: I think that, in enacting a loan 
bill, we should provide in the bill itself for the 
redemption of the debt created by it. If there are 


| any debts contracted after the 4th of March, I 


shall be for putting in the bill authorizing the loan 
some means of paying it. That used to be the 
old-fashioned way of hiring money, making pro- 
vision for its payntent when you created the debt. 
If we are to provide now for debts that have been 
created, without any such provision in the bills, 
and the policy is pursued, which I think isa wise 
one, when making a farther loan, to take meas- 
ures in the loan bill for its payment, I think it will 
be well; and that is the reason that itis put in 


here. - 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on the amendment to the amendment 


‘994. 
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Mr. DOOLITTLE. I hope we shall all unite 


+ on that.” Funderstand the full effect of the prop- 
osition will be. to, reduce. the duty on: sugar to 
3 cent a pound. It is now about 14 cent, if I 
understand aright. 

Several Senators. A cent. 

- Mr; DOOLITTLE. “As it stands in the origi- 
nal bill; but I understand the present tariff im- 
poses about l4 cent on the pound. 

.. Mr. HUNTER. That is the statement made 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania; but I think he 
made ‘it.so: by taking one particular year. I have 
no idea. that the present tariff does amount to 
that: i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It will reduce it some- 
what; but it will still produce three fourths of the 
revenue that it now produces, and perhaps more 
than three fourths the present revenue upon sugar. 
As the revenue is absolutely necessary to pay 
debts of the Government, and to maintain its 
credit, I have no doubt that the American people 
will submit temporarily to a taxation upon their 
tea and coffee, and without any complaint. This 

rovision, which I have added to the amendment, 
ig, that-the duty on teaand coffee, and sugar also, 
shall cease at the end of two years from the 30th 
of June next. In the mean time, we shall fully 
understand what our relations are to our sister 

State of Louisiana; and it may be that Lousiana 
will then be here by her Representatives to vote 
when we come to change the tariff on that sub- 
ject; and if it is thought best to continue the duty 


‘on sugar two years hence, she may have a voice | 
c=) ? 


in it; and, perhaps, if she is not here at that time, 
we may not conclude to have any duty on sugar 
at all after that period. i 

Mr. GWIN. This purports to be a bill to raise 
revenue-to carry on the Government; and now it 
is proposed in a short time to make an article, 
upon which the duties last year amounted. to 
$8,711,118, free. Of all the articles imported into 
the United States during the last fiscal year, the 
article that paid the most duty was sugar, and 
now itis proposed to make that free; and itis 
said this is a measure to raise revenue. Jt scoms 
to me the amendment is entirely inconsistent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is to make it free at the 
end of two years. 

Mr.GWIN. I think we had better continue 
the duty on those articles that will certainly bring 
revenue to the Government. Ishouldlike to have 
cheap sugar, as well as others; but I want money 
enough to carry on the Government. 

Mr. BAKER. should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, what, in his judg- 
ment, is the difference between the tax upon sy- 
gar now, tea and coffee being free, and the proba- 
ble result by the amendment to the amendment; 
the effect on the revenue? 

Mr. SIMMONS, I have stated several times 
—perhaps the Senator did not hear me—that I 
think the revenue, by this amendment, will be in- 
creased about $4,000,000 over what it now is. 

Mr. BAKER. ‘That is, on tea and coffec, as 
proposed to be taxed, and sugar? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. The fact is, that 
this is a diminution of the sugar duty, varying 
according to the price of sugar. As sugar is now, 


perhaps, the duty will be about the same in one | 


form as the other. When sugar rises, the duty 
goes up with it, until it gels to 2cents per pound; 
and when it falls, it falls below lcent. If you 
put a certain amount of duty on it, you will have 
about a uniform revenue fromit, ‘Thatis the way 
we got $12,000,060 from sugar alone in one year, 
about two years ago, 

Mr. BAKER. I shall take this occasion, Mr. 
President, in very brief words, to express the 
principle by which I shall be governed In voting 
upon this measure. Iron, sugar, tea, and coffee, 
are the articles which, in Oregon, we consume 
most of, and upon which the heaviest duty is laid, 
so far as our interests are concerned. 
ment of the people there, and I apprehend upon 
the Pacific coast, is notin favor of the principle 


of the tariff. They incline in their opinions to- | 


wards what is called free trade; and the duty 
which we agree to have levied ig, in our judg- 
ment, in pursuance of the highest obligation to 


the Government of the whole country. We have | 


looked fora Pacific railroad; I believe we shall 
not getit. We have looked for an overland mail, 
We are taxing the country heavily for what we 
have received in that particular, and we are look- 


The senti- į 


| aforesaid articles of tea and coffee may be imported into 


| cease from and after the 30th of June, 1603. 


i 


: : i uy 
ing fora system which will yet tax it heavily. | 
I have hoped, and shall hope, until after Thurs- 
day, that the debt contracted by the State of Ore- | 
gon for the reduftion of the savage foe upon her 
frontier, will be paid; and in return, actuated by 
that expectation, still hoping that, ifnot to-day, or 
this year, some time before long, that great high- 
way of nations will be made, and that debt will be 
paid, I propose at this session loyally—in consid- 
eration of the difficulties under which the country 
is laboring in point of finance, and because we are 
in a state of revoliition—I propose, living distant 
as I do, to vote for measures oppressive upon all 
our interests, for the maintenance of the Govern- 
ment, and to afford revenue for that Government. 
But while I do it, I desire it to be understood that 
I do it against the general wish and opinion of 
the people of the Pacific coast. The duty upon 
iron, upon sugar, upon tea,and upon coffee, falls 
upon us most heavily and most oppressively; and 
while I do it, sacrificing their convictions and 
mine for the general welfare, I trust gentlemen 
upon all sides of the Senate will remember that 
we suppose we impose upon all gentlemen who 
desire to look at the interests of all sections of the 
Confederacy, an obligation not to regard the 
measures which we propose lightly, or to sup- 
port them doubtfully or unwillingly. 

Mr. BIGLER. “The Senator from Virginia 
seems to think that I may be mistaken in the 
statement which I made in regard to the amount 
of sugar imported, and the duties charged thereon; 
or rather, that I have taken a year which did not 
indicate clearly what the general effect of the sys- 
tem is. Now, sir, I will give two years; and I 
think they will show the Senate that I am right, 
that the duty we now have exceeds 1 centa pound 
on brown sugar. In 1859 the imports amounted 
to six hundred and fifty-four million two hundred 
and twenty-six thousand pounds; the duties to 
$7,313,000. . Under the bill, as it came from the 
House, the duty would have been $6,542,000. 
If the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island prevails, then the duty on the imports of 
1859 would little exceed $4,000,000, instead ‘of 
$7,313,000. Now, sir, let us take the year 1869. 
‘The importation for the year 1860 amounts to six 
hundred and fifty-four million three hundred and 
twenty-six thousand pounds;and the duty thereon 
to $7,430,000. So you will perceive that both 
years exceed 1 cent a pound; and, taking the two 
years together, nearly 14 cents. Then, sir, if you 
take the year 1857, which the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. Fircw] is looking for, you will see 
that for that year the duty amounted to 2 centsa 
pound; and taking a period of five years, or six 
years, if you please, the duty on brown sugar 
exceeds 1 cent a pound; and the proposition, as 
now proposed, is a decided reduction of the duty, 
I do not intend to vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Rhode Island I have said so from 
the beginning. : 

Mr. SUMNER. Let the question be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know what 
the amendmentand the amendment to it are. 

The Secretary read the amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out all after the word ‘ pro- 
vided,” in the following words: 

“That wheneverthe Treasury notes and bonds ofthe Uni- 
ted States which have been or shall be issued, under the 
authority of any lav or parts of laws, passed between the 
4th day of March, 1857,,and the 4th day of March, 1861, 
shall be redeemed and paid, the President of the United 
States is hereby authorized to make proclamation that the 


the United States exempt and free from the specific duties 
herein imposed.” | 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 
That the specific duties on tea, cofe 


and sugar, shall 


Mr. BIGLER. I have now the imports for | 
1857; and as I discover that I stated them a little | 
too strongly, I will give them as they really are. į 
In 1857, seven hundred and seventy-four million 
nine hundred and thirty-one thousand pounds o 
brown sugar were imported; and the duty thereon 
was $12,784,000, exceeding 1; centa pound. L; 
said I thought it was near 2 cents. 

Mr. GRIMES. [call for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Doo- 


| 


| 
i 
ii 
| 
$ 


| son of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, P 
| Powell, Sebastian, and Simmons—20. 


little, Douglas, Durkee, Foot, Grimes, Harlan, King, Sew- 
ard, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—1L8. - 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bragg, Brigit, Cam- 
eron, Dixon, Fessenden, Fitch, Foster, Hale, Hunter, John- 
carce, Polk, 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will now renew the 
amendment, leaving out the word sugar; so that 
the duty on tea and coffee shall cease on the 30th 
of June, 1863. 1 move to strike out all of the 
proviso after the word “ provided,” and to insert; 

That the specific duties on tea and coffee shall cease 
from and after the 30th day of June, 1863. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected 5 
there being, on a division—ayes 14, noes 20; and 
the question recurred on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Simmons. 

Mr. POLK. I ask that that amendment be 
divided. The amendment proposes to reduce the 
duty on sugar, and then to add a duty on tea and 
coffee. I propose that it be divided, so that we 
shall take a vote separately on the reduction of 
the sugar duty, and then also separately on the 
addition of a duty on tea and coffee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment proposes to strike out and insert. The 
Chair thinks that the question must be takea upon 
the question of striking out and inserting as one 
motion; and that the amendment, under these cir- 
cumstances, is not divisible in the manner sug- 
gested by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. POLK. Will it not be proper first to 
amend—— 

Mr. GRIMES. Move to strike “tea and 
coffee” out of the amendment. 

Mr. POLK. -‘Then] will getit outin that way. 
1 move to amend the amendment by striking out 
all that relates to tea and coffee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The portion 
of the amendment proposed to be stricken out will 
be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

“ Second, on coffee, 14 cent per pound , on tea,when im- 
ported from any port or place beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, 4 cents per pound: when Imported from any port 
or place this side of the Cape of Good Hope, other than in 
the country where produced, 4 cents per pound, and tire 
addition thereto of 10 per centum ad vaorem: Provided, 
"That whenever the Treasury notes or bonds of the United 
States which have been or shall be issued under the author- 
ity of any laws or parts of laws?’-- 

Mr. POLK. Ido not want to strike out that 
proviso, but only so much of the amendment as 
puts a duty on tea and coffee. 

Mr. BRAGG. That isa part of it, and applies 
it in a particular way. 

Mr. POLK. Then I move to strike that out 
too. 

TheSecretary continued the reading, as follows: 
“passed between the 4th day of March, 1857, and the 4th 
day of March, 1861, shall be redeemed and paid, the Presi 
dent of the United States is hereby anthorized to make 
proclamation that the aforesaid articles cf tea and cofee 
may be imported into the United States exempt and tree 
from the specific duties herein imposed.’ 

Mr. CAMERON. It seems to me that our 
friends on this side of the House who are for a 
tariff bill forget the condition ef the country by 
the motions offered to-day. We have done very 
well for our own position as members of the mi- 
nority; but I beg them to remember that we are 
going to be the majority in the country after the 
4th of March. While there may be a nominal 
majority on the other side, they are demoralized, 
and we have the political power of the country; 
and I wisli to remind them that, as we shall act 


|; with an eye only to the interests of the country, 


we shall reduce this tax, as they call it, the mo- 
ment it can be dispensed with. We want the 
money now to pay the interest on the debt in- 
curred by the maladministration of the last four 
years. This Administration came into power, 
not only with no debt, but with $17,000,060 in 
the Treasury, and itis going out leaving us from 


ii $80,000,000 to §100,000,000 of debt, which we 


have not only to pay, but for years we shall have 


: to provide the interest on it. 


Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania should remember that with such a pure and 
economical administration of the Government we 


shali not need half so much money as the present 


party in power. 


Mr. CAMERON. I know that; but we have 


i nee A 
| got to pay for all the errors of the Administration 
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going out, and we ought to fortify ourselves to 
enable us to doit. But the force of habit, Mr. 
President, is more powerful upon the human mind 
than any rule or law which has ever been made 
by law-makers. Senators on this side have been 
in the habit of so long being in the minority and 
endeavoring to correct the errors and wrongs of 
the majority, that they.are now trying to fetter 
themselves—putting bonds upon themselves for 
their own good behavior. We need none of them. 
These gentlemen have done the wrong, and we 
will correct it, under God’s permission; and the 
moment we can do without this revenue, which 
is raised only to pay interest on the public debt, 
made by the people who have gone before us, we 
will dispense with it. 

Mr. FITCH. I believe the question is on strik- 
ing out the proviso in the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is to strike out the portion 
of the amendment taxing tea and coffee, and also 
the proviso. 

Mr. FITCH. The object, I presume, of the 
proposed amendment, is simply to discontinue the 
duty upon tea and coffee for a certain period. 
That I understand to be the object. 

Mr. POLK. Oh, no; to raise the duty. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is to strike out so much 
as proposes a duty on tea and coffee. 

Mr. FITCH. The reverse, then, I thank the 
Senatot for correcting my misapprehension. 

Mr. President, in the present pecuniary condi- 
tion of the country, I am perfectly willing, and 
more than willing, to vote a reasonable tax on all 
such articles as tea, coffee, and sugar, as a reve- 
nue measure. They will yield a revenue to the 
country. That we know, not only from our ex- 
perience on the subject of sugar, but from the 
very large consumption of the other two articles. 
The argument of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
(I think it was,) that they are necessaries, and 
therefore should be exempt from taxation, does 
not hold good. However desirable they may be 
deemed, they areluxuries, That they are neces- 
saries, and enter into the consumption in every 
family throughout the country, is wholly errone- 
ous. Thousands of families dispense with them 
altogether. Those who consume them, like those 


who consume other necessaries still more luxu- | 


rious, if they are prudent and patriotic American 
citizens, will be perfectly willing to pay the small 
additional cost for the purpose of extricating the 
country from its present troubles. While 1 shall 
vote for a tax for revenue purposes, on these ar- 
ticles, it must not be inferred that I shall vote for 
the bill even with that proposition ingrafted in 
it. The bill, as a whole, provides for a protect- 
ive, not a revenue tariff; and, as a measure of that 
character, can never receive my vote, 

I desire to correct the phraseology of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. Speaking of this side 
of the Chamber, he said it was demoralized. 
Not so. That side of the Chamber $ where the 
demoralization cxists, and will exist from the 
moment of the inauguration of the party it repre- 


sents. This side is being disintegrated, and that | 


is doubtless what he meant; but the demoraliza- 
tion exists entirely on the other side. 

Mr. POWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and bein 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Doug- 
las, Grimes, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Lane, 
Lathan, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, Wig- 
fall, and Wilson—18. 


g 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, | 


Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Hale, King, Pearce, Sew- 


ard, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and | 


Wiilkinson—24. 
So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


now recurs on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. POWELL. 
on that, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire that the amend- į 


ment may be read. | 
The Secretary again read it. 


= Mr. CLINGMAN. JI find by the reading of | 


it, that there are some provisions in the amend- 
ment which I did not understand as being in it 


I ask for the yeas and nays |, es 2 : : 
| included in the $59,000,000, the total expenditure 
would be between $58,000,000 and $59,600,000; į 


j 


| already provided, will be 
i from that, $21,000,000 of Treasu 


j in Secretary 
! of the last year were only $59,848, 
cluded a deficiency of $4,446,000, which was a | 
debt, not the deficiency of that year, but the de- } 


i 


when I spoke on the subject; and therefore I shall 
vote against It, : 

Mr. MASON. I was absent from the Senate 
a moment; and therefore, I am not certain on a 
question of order. Is it not in order now to move 
to strike out that proviso, and insert another as 
an.amendment to the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is. i 

Mr. MASON. Then, I will move to strike out 
the proviso, and insert what I send to the Chair: 

When the public Treasury is no longer called onto con- 
tribute to the service of the Post Office Department. 

The object of the amendment is to authorize 
the President by proclamation to discontinue this 
tax upon tea and coffee and sugar whenever the 
public Treasury is no longer called upon to con- 
tribute to the service of the Post Office. I hope 
we shall have a vote upon it by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I had not looked 
at this thing very closely; but I was struck with 
the fact stated by my colleague in his very able 
speech the other day, that by the persistent and 
persevering vote of a majority of the Senate, now 
running through a period of about three or four 
years, against a remonstrating vote of the other 
side, it is insisted that the public Treasury shall 
bear the expense of postage of citizens, and I 
want to put this tax in competition with that 
burden. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would it bein order to 
move an amendment to that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ merely wish to say, 
when the proper time comes, I desire to offer an 
amendment to it that all mail service be discon- 
tinued in seceding States where they do not pay 
the expense of carrying the mail. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Hunter, John- 
son of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nich- 
olson, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, and Wigfall—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Doug- 
las, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Sammer, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinsdn, and Wilson—28. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected, and the question recurred on the original 


| amendment offered by Mr. SIMMONS. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays; 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fitch, Foot, Poster, Hale, King, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, 


| Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and Wilkinson—23. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
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| man, Douglas, Grimes, Gwin, Hunter, Joblnson of Arkan- 


sas, Lane, Latham, Maxon, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Se- 
bastian, Wiglall, and Wilson—19. 

So the amendment was agreed to 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish now to propose an 
amendment to that part of the bill providing fora 
loan. I move, in the first section of the bill, to 
strike out the word “twenty-one,” and insert 
“ten,” as to the amount of the loan, making it 
$10,000,000, instead of $21,000,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. Of course, Mr. President, I 
do not object to the reduction of the loan; but I 


think we ought to have something to show us that | 


i 
it session, would be $72,000,000 altogether, Then, 


a loan of $10,000,000 is necessary. Now, sir, Í 
have been looking a little into this matter, and it 
seems to me, with what we have already pro- 
vided, we ought to be able to get along. 1 have 
found that the total means for the year, taking re- 
ceipts and estimated receipts, with what we have 
$89,269,850. Deducting 


are to be paid out of it, leaves $68,269,850. I find, 


A474. Thatin- 


ficiency of the preceding year; so that when you 
come to subtract that amount, and add the inter- 
est on the public debt to the balance, which is not 


and that, too, including the deficiency for one year 
for the Post Office Department. 

Now, sir, the Senator from Rhode Island—and 
it was partly upon that statement that he made 
his estimate—said: 

“ Last year there were only $60,000,000 spent , but it will 


Cobb’s report, that the expenditures | 
pors p 


ry notes which ! 


be recollected that the Post Oficeappropriation DUI forthe 
year fajled, and was paid during this year, making an ags 
gregate of $68,000,000 foreach year.” Lad eae 

So far from the. Post Office deficiency for that 
year being paid this year, in that year they paid 
two Post Office deficiencies. They paid the Post 
office deficiency for that year and forthe preced- 
ing year, asis stated by the Secretary of the Treas . 
ury in the Jastannual report. If you look tothe 
table of receipts and-expenditures, you. wilt- End 
they paid alittle over ¢8,000,000.in the:last fiscal 
year for Post Office deficiency, because they. weré 
paying for thetwo years—-for the deficiency forthe 
preceding year as well as for that year. The Sen- 
‘ator from Rhode Island was, therefore; entirely 
mistaken. Instead.of adding $4,400,000, in order 
to show the real annual expenditure, he ought to 
have subtracted that amount. That is the sort of 
arithmetic upon which we are asked to go into 
this large amount of indebtedness. 

Now, Mr. President, I have given you thestate- 
ment as we get.it from the Treasury | The bal- 
ance on hand last year was $3,629,206.* During 
the first quarter, we received from all sources 
$17,719,790; that is, from customs, lands, and 
miscellaneous sources. During the second quar- 
ter we received $15,520,854. 'Theë Secretary of the 
Treasury (Mr. Dix) estimates that we are to re- 
ceive in the last two quarters $17,400,000, mak- 
ing a total of $54,269,850.. That $54,269,850 in- 
cludes a portion of the loan that was realized, to 
wit, $6,871,000. To that we must add $10,000,000 ` 
of Treasury notes which the Government author- 
ized in December, 1860, and the $25,000,000 of a 
loan, for which we passed a bill the other day- 
The whole makes $89,269,000 of means that we 
have already furnished, including the estimated 
receipts for the two last quarters. Taking from 
that amount $21,000,000 to pay outstanding Treas- 
ury notes, which are chargeable to the receipts of 
this year, we have $68,269,000. Now, if we spend 
no more this year than we did last, and that is, 
allowing an expenditure of nearly $4,000,000 for 
Post Office deficiencies, and allowing for the in- 
terest of the public debt, and allowing for all the 
other sources of expenditure, it will be between 
$58,000,000 and $59 000,000—say $59,000,000; 
and that ought to leave us on the Ist of July a 
surplus of $9,000,000 in the Treasur 

Now, ought we to add to this? Is not that 
enough? Would nota due regard to the public 
eredit itself require us to borrow no more than 
would be absolutely necessary; and ought it not 
to be deemed a duty by all those charged with the 
expenditures of this Government at least to keep 
them within the same limits within which they 
were kept last year? We have heard strange 
statements going around as to the amount that 
this Administration has added to the debt. It has 
been said that they have paid out $20,000,000 a 
year more than they have received. That will be 
found to be an entire mistake. Mr. Cobb reports 
the debt, on the Ist of July last, at $64,769,000. 
When hecame in, there wasa debt of $34,000,000; 
so that they have added $30,000,000 up to the lst 


| July, 1861; and $7,000,000 they have received 


out of the loan of last year, all of which cannot, 
now be realized, making $37,000,000; and the sum 
of $10,000,000 for the Treasury notes issued at 10 
and 11 percent. ,and the §25,000,000 which we have 
already authorized in the shape of a loan at this ` 
deduct froma that the $21,000,000 of Treasury notes 
included in the statement of 664,000,000, and we 
should have about $54,000,000 for the four years. 
So it will be seen that these estimates are entirely 
mistaken. I will not undertake to say. what will 
be spent this year; but L think I may fairly say 
they ought to spend no more this year than they 
spentlast year; and hereis Mr. Cobb’s statement, 
in which itis shown that; in the last fiscal year, 
we did not spend $59,000,000, including the Post 
Office deficiency for that fiscal year, and including 
the interest on the public debt, The actual ex- 

enditures were more; because, during that year, 
we had to pay the Post Office deficiencies for two 
years, to wit: for that year and the year before. 
The two years were thusthrown together, because 
at the session before the last we failed to pass the 
Post Office appropriation bill. That is the true 
statement of the case. 

Now, we are talking about economy. I think 
that is a fair cxhibit. This Administration came 


in when we were spending at a much larger rate; 
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and they have reduced from year to year until 
they have brought down the expenditures of the 
Government, including the Post Office deficiency, 
and including the interest qn the public debt last 
year, to something under $59,000,000. Deduct 
from that the $3,500,000—I speak in round num- 
bers—for the pupport of the Post Office, and it 
would reduce it to between fifty-five and fifty-six 
million dollars. : 

T maintain that under such circumstances as 
these, gentlemen ought to show us some necessity 
before we are required to raise these $21,000,000, 
or even $10,000,000. As far as we can see, there 
ought to be $9,000,000 in the Treasury at the end 
of this fiscal year; and that surely ought to suf- 
fice them, especially if this tariff, which I suppose 
will be passed, is to yield the large excess of 
revenue which the Senator from Rhode Island 
estimates. I think he said it was to give us 
$20,000,000 more than the present tariff. If it 
yielded anything like that rate, with $9,000,000 
of surplus on the Ist of July, the Government 

“ought to be able to get along. Now, I am will- 
ing to vote what is necessary to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, but I believe thet a due regard for econ- 
omy, for prudence, and a due desire to keep up 
‘the public credit, require us not to go into the 
market for more Joans than are absolutely neccs- 
sary; at any rate, not to proclaim to the world 
the necessity for this large amount of debt, unless 
indced it can be shown to exist. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In the course of my remarks 
the other day, I believe I stated that Thad then 
a statement signed by the officers of the Treasury 
of the amount expended the first three years under 
this tariff’, and it reached an average of $66,000,000 
a year, exclusive of the payments on account of 
the interest on the public debt. Ido not know 
what statement the Senator has based his caleu- 
lation upon, by which he says that the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury calculates we shall have $9,000,000 
at the end of this fiscal year. I have seen no such 
statement anywhere, except the one from the past 
Secretary. Perhaps he may have made that esti- 
mate, 

Mr. HUNTER. I did not say the Secretar 
had estimated that. I say that upon the expend- 
itures, if we expend no more than we did last 
year, the means already provided ought to give 
$9,000,000. 

Mr. SIMMONS. During the last four years, 
every time I have taken up the Treasury returns 
and undertaken to show by them that we were 
not getting money enough to pay the expenses of 
the Government, the Senator from Virginia has 
invariably had papers showing that we were ac- 
tually getting enough, and that we should soon 
have a surplus, I do not know where he gets 
these estimates. T know the fact that we have 
hired about $63,000,000; and we have expended 
the $23,000 000 of money that was on hand when 
this Administration took power, The last time I 
conversed with the Secretary of the Treasury, he 
told me that the loan of $25,000,000 just author- 
ized was what he estimated would be required for 
the present fiscal year, to go to the 30th of June 
next, and take up all the Treasury notes which 
full due within that period, not considering the 
$10,000,000 due next January. That is all he 
talked of taking up. There is a provision in an- 
other loan bill authorizing the negotiation of 
$10,000,000 to take up the Treasury notes due 
next January. That leaves us with nothing but 
the current receipts for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1862, the receipts under this bill, and | 


what we may get from public lands. Without 
this loan, our indebtedness is $88,000,000. That 
is what we have provided for. We have provided 
$10,000,000 to take up the Treasury notes due 
next January. We have provided $25,000,000 to 
pay the current expenses to next June, and re- 
deem the former issues of Treasury notes that 
are out. We had a loan of $20,000,000 under the 
act of June, 1858. Seven million dollars were 
taken under the loan bill of June, 1860. These 
sums make $62,000,000; and besides there is about 
$25,000,000 or $26,000,000 of old debt yet unpaid. 

That is the condition thatwearein now. Sup- 
posing that I was mistaken about the Post Office 
balances, there were still $66,000,000 a year spent, 
l cannot be mistaken as to what was spent the 
last three years, because I have it from the books, 
It was about $66,000,000, exclusive of interest 
on the public debt. ‘That now amounts to about 


| Mr. 


$5,500,000, which added to the $66,000,000, makes 
$71,500,000, chargeable upon the Government, 
provided there is no diminution of expenditures 
next year from what there was last year. That 
is plain ciphéering. The Senator from Virginia 
stated, in his speech the other day, that he would 
venture his reputation that this bill would not give 
$56,000,000 next year. He intimated thatI said 
it would; but I never made any estimate of what 
it would give next year. I said it would give, on 
such an-amount of importations as we have had 
for the last- three years, over $60,000,000 a year. 

Mr. HUNTER. Did not the Senator say it 
would yield $20,000,000 more than the tariff bill 
of 1857, on the data of the last fiscal year? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir. Taking the four 
years that we have had of the present tariff, tak- 
ing the estimates as they are up to the end of this 
fiscal year, and it has not averaged $45,000,000. 
For the first half of the present year, it yielded 
$24,000,000, and it is estimated for the second half 
at $16,000,000. That makes $40,000,000. That, 
of course, reduces the average of the other years. 
I think this bill will yield $65,000,000 of income 
in prosperous years. That is my opinion about 
it, but Í do not expect $65,000,000 from it next 
year. What I say is, that we have got to provide 
for what the falling off in the imports will be for 
the next fiscal year in this bill, provided the tariff 
would support the Government under ordinary 
circumstances. That is manifest enough to every- 
body. I expect this bill, under the ordinary cir- 
cumstances of this country, to yield ample reve- 
nue to pay the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
ment; and I hope that gradually, by economy, we 
can extinguish the public debt under it; but I 
would not undertake to say, nor do I think it 
prudent to estimate, for the next fiscal year, an 
amount of revenue under this tariff equal to the 
ordinary amount of importations, Ido not be- 
lieve the Senator from Virginia thinks we shall 
import next year as much as we have ordinarily 


done; and if we are not likely to have those im-, 


ports, I should like to ask him, if he does not think 
it proper, as Congress is not to be together again 
for the next nine months, to make suitable pro- 
vision for the exigencies ofthe Government? This 
section is so amended that the loan is not to be 
negotiated, unless the public exigchcies require it. 
That is a provision in it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator limit it to 
be negotiated in the next fiscal year, or does he 
allow it to be negotiated in this? Will he limit 
the right to negotiate it to the next fiscal year? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no sort of objection 
to that. It says within twelve months from the 
passage of the law. Ido not suppose this money 
can be negotiated until after the other loans are 
disposed of. The remainder of the $25,000,000 
loan authorized the other day will have to be ne- 
gotiated in this fiscal year, because it is for the 
requirements of this fiscal year; but after that, 
there will be nine months in which this bill will 
permit this loan to be negotiated. I have no 
means of knowing, more than any other Senator, 
what the condition of this country is to be for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1862; but I know that 
if we should get a surplus, there are about 
$3,000,000 of an old loan that will fall duc in 1862; 
and the Senator knows that the present Secretary 
of the Treasury is not calculating to leave in the 
Treasury, atthe expiration of this Administration, 
$1,000,000. Will he pretend to say that this Gov- 
ernment can go on and be administered conve- 
niently with $1,000,000 for Mint purposes, or the 
purposes of the Treasury? He knows it cannot. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator say that 
the Secretary of the Treasury declares thatif what 
he asks be given, we shall only have $1,000,000 
at the end of the year? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I said this: that he designed 


to raise enough during the continuance of this’ 


Administration to pay what was due before the 
4th of March, and leave $1,000,000 in the Treas- 
That is what I said. 
HUNTER. lt leaves nearly the whole 
$25,000,000 to be negotiated whenever they want 
it, 

Mr, SIMMONS. But what I speak of is that 


he has estimated not to leave anything in the | 


Treasury. He has only estimated, when he had 


to be paid, and he took the $2,000,000 towards 
paying it, not leaving anything in the Treasury 


on the Ist of July, if he pays all that he intended 
to pay. We certáinly ought to have some means 
in the Treasury. I should think Senators, if they 
took notice of the condition of our public finances, 
would be willing to do what was necessary, that 
i the public creditors should not have to wait from 

week to week and month to month, before they 

could have a requisition made upon any depos- 
itory of public moneys. When I was there last; 
there was over $1,800,000 from a single Depari- 
ment waiting for payment, and there was no 

money to pay them. Ihave no kind of dispo- 
sition to ask for more loans; I have made this ag 

low as I think could be anywise got around, and 

I trust it will be voted. We ought to have at least 

from $4,000,000 to $6,000,000 in the Treasury. 

The Senator from Virginia, three years ago last 

December, said it required $12,000,000. I did not 

believe it then, and do nat believe it now; but I 

think the $3,000,000 or $4,000,000, to carry on the 

Mint operations with facility and convenience, is 

as little as we can get along with. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Rhode 
Island has fallen into a mistake in regard to Mr. 
Dix’s estimates. He estimates that it will take 
$21,677,524 to carry on the Government until the 
end of the year; and that is exclusive of the bal- 
ance which is now on hand, evidently assuming 
that that is to leave a working surplus at the end 
of the year. Now, the Senator from Rhode 
Island says that I estimated that there ought to 
be some $6,000,000 for the Mint and $6,000,000 
to work the Treasury. I believe that, in times 
when it is easy to raise money, it is well to have 
$5,060,000 or $6,000,000; itis convenient to have 
that surplus in order to work the Treasury. In re- 
gard to the Mint fund, that may have been over- 
estimated; and I believe we have now intro- 
duceda provision by law to receive refined bars, 
in payment of public debts, at } per cent. dis- 
count. That will dispense with the necessity 
for the Mint fund to a great extent. I have just 
shown by the figures that we shall have, after 
paying the $21,000,000 of Treasury notes, 
$68,000,000 to-apply to the expenditures of this 
fiscal year. Ihave shown that, during the last 
year, exclusive of the Post Office deficiency for 
that year, we expended less than $59,000,000, in- 
cluding the interest on the public debt. Now, I say 
that, unless we spend more this year than we did 
last, there ought to bea surplus at the end of the 
year, if we negotiate all this loan, of something 
like $9,000,006. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Allow me to ask the Sena- 
tor one question. On what data does he predicate 
that we shall have $68,000,000 or $69,000,000 for 
this year’s expense? 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihave just given it; but I will 
give it to the Senator again. Here is the state- 
ment: according to Secretary Cobb’s annual re- 
port, there was on hand on the Ist of July last, 
$3,629,206. In the first quarter we received from 
public lands, customs, and miscellaneous sources, 
$17,719,790; in the second quarter, including the 
same sources, and $6,870,000 of the loan nego- 
tiated by Mr. Cobb, $15,520,000. Then Mr. Dix 
estimates that we shall receive from these sources, 
exclusive of the $5,000,000 of Treasury notes, 
during the last two quarters, $17,400,000. These 
sums added together make $54,269,850. Add to 
| thatthe $10,000,000 of Treasury notes authorized 
in December, 1850, and the $25,000,000 Ioan au- 
thorized the other day, and you have $89,269,850. 
Deduct from that $21,000,000 of Treasury notes 
that are to be redeemed by this sum, and it leaves 
us $68,269,000 to be applied to the expenditures 
of this year. I have just shown from Mr. Cobb’s 
report that last year the expenditures were under 
$99,000,000, and that, counting one year’s defi- 
į ciency for the Post Office Department, the interest 
on the public debt, and all the other expenditures. 
Now, I say that if we got along last year with 
$59,000,000, ora little under it, we ought to get 
along this year for the same sum; and if we do, 
then, substracting $59,000,000 from $68,000,000, 
we ought to have $9,000,000 surplus at the end of 
this fiscal year. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 

Mr. POWELL. 


I want to reply to that. 
If the Senator’ from Rhode 


Island will allow me, I will move that the Senate 
. . : adjourn. 
$2,000,000 in the Treasury, for what was actually |! 


ii H is five o’clock. 
_ The question being put on the motion to ad- 
journ, there were, on a division—ayes 11, noes 


21; no quorum voting, 
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Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Crittenden, Fitch, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Nichol- 
son, Pearce, Powell, and Wigfall—l2. 

NAVS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Dougias, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Latham, 
Morrill, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinsun, and Wilson—28. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. BIGLER. I am exceedingly anxious that 
the Senator from Rhode Island should reduce the 
amount of this Joan to the lowest point that will 
possibly answer the purposes of the Government, 
and I feel inclined to think that he can safely re- 
duce it below $10,000,000. But I do not rise for 
the purpose of settling that point between him and 
the Senator from Virginia. 1 hope they will arrive 
at a fair conclusion; but I want to say something 
on this general subject, which I shall say very 
briefly—I mean as to the operations of the pres¢ 
ent tariff upon the finances of the country; if you 
please, upon the public debt. It can be settled 
very clearly and in a very few words. 

In the year 1856, the public debt was a little 
over $30,000,000; the balance in the Treasury 
was 19,000,000. Now there is no balance in the 
Treasury. The actual indebtedness of the Gov- 
ernmenment then was $11,000,000; the actual in- 
debtedness this day is almost $70,000,000-—sixty- 
nine million and some hundred thousand. So 
that, at the least, there has been created since the 

resent tariff came into operation, a debt of over 
$58,000,000—exceeding $14,500,000 year. Now, 
sir, what is the use of talking longer about the 
revenue qualities of a tariff that runs us in debt 
$14,000,000 a year? I know that the Senator 
from Virginia—— 

Mr. HUNTER. I will ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. He counts four years. Laskif oneof them 
was nota year of severe financial crisis, in 1857; 
and lask him if we have not had a severe crisis 
since the presidential election? Would any tariff 
have brought in money during those times? 

Mr. BIGLER. ‘The Senator from Virginia 
could not make a more unfortunate argument for 
himself. I shall show, whatever may have re- 
sulted from revulsion and panies, that in the last 
four years, the importations have increased with 
unprecedented rapidity, and his argument on that 
point is utterly unavailable. Why, sir, for the 
four years preceding 1860, and 1860 inclusive, the 
importations amounted to $1,344,437,000, being 
about $200,000,000 over the four preceding ycars. 
Then, take the years 1849, 1850, 1851, and 1852. 
For those four years, the importations were 
$755,000,000, being but a little over 50 per cent., 
as you perceive, of the amount imported in the 
last four years. 

The Senator complains that his revenue scheme 
has failed because of revulsionsand panics. Why, 
sir, take the decade from 1849 to 1860, and your 
importations have increased over 78 per cent., 
while the population of the country has increased 
but 35 per cent. and a fraction. That is where it 
is. T said from the first day that the Senator and 
myself differed on this subject, that there never 
had been a time, there never would be a time, 
when 14} per cent. on your aggregate importa- 
tions into the country would pay the expenses of 
the Government. There is the defect in this tariff. 
It is fundamental, and no ingenuity can cure it, 
no skill can escape its consequences. The defects 
are even more fundamental than I have stated 
them now. Our experience is for forty years that 
the per capita consumption of foreign goods by 
the people of the United States has averaged $6 72, 
the healthy periods being when the consumption 
was about $8 per capita. The Senator’s scheme 
will require over $14. Now, let gentlemen look 
_atthatseriously. About $14 per capita consump- 
tion of foreign goods in the United States is re- 
quired to make the tariff of 1857 yield enough 
revenue. I tell gentlemen—and I tellit in all can- 
dor and kindness, for my responsibilities with 
this subject will cease very soon, and they will 
remain here—they will never see a time when the 
people of the United States will be able to receive 


and pay for $14 per capita of foreign goods. You} 


may gét them for a single year, or two, and then 
will come your revulsion, your accident, your 
commercial contractions, and bank suspension. 


But, sir, the Senator has the benefit of the largest 
importations. the country has ever had, and. the 
largest percentage of increase of importations; and 
yet, with all that, his tariff has not kept us from 
going into debt. : ; 

The Senator said, very reasonably and justly, 
that he had no idea that the expenditures would 
be so great; but it was his business to view both 
sides of this question, to estimate the expendi- 
tures as well as the receipts; and looking at all 
sides, I have before expressed my amazement 
that the Senator from Virginia, with his. great 
experience and his admitted intelligence on this 
subject, and his entire sincerity, could have. per- 
suaded himself that the present rates of duty 
would produce the amount of money necessary 
to sustain the Government. _ I agree that the debt 
is much larger than it ought to be; that the ex- 
penditures have been larger by far. than they 
should have been. 

But, sir, in this connection, I will say to gen- 
tlemen on the other side, especially to my col- 
league, who, I think, was very uncharitable and 
very unnecessarily brought in the question of the 
policy of the present Administration, I predict 
here—you may mark the prediction—that the ex- 
penditures of the Government will be greaterunder 
every year of the incoming Administration, than 
they have been of the past. I count the Confed- 
eracy as it has heretofore existed, and as, I trust 
in God’s name, it will hereafter exist. I speak 
of the expenditures of this entire country, and of 
the union of all the States. But when I say the 
expenditure will increase, Ido not mean to say 
there will be any improper or necessary increase. 
The whole experience of our Government has 
shown that the expenditures will increase in the 
same ratio with the growth of your great country, 
and the increase of your population, and with the 
spread of your domain, and of your vast machine- 
ry of Government. You may just as well make 
your financial policy to suit itas not. This is all 
I have to say on the subject. 

Mr. PEARCE. The question now, I believe, 
is upon the motion of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, to reduce the proposed loan from $21,000,000 
to $10,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question before the Senate. : 

Mr. PEARCE. Well, sir, I was about to re- 
mark to the Senate that the estimates of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1862, are as follows = 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What Secretary ? 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Cobb. Estimated receipts 
from customs, $60,000,000; from public lands, 
$3,000,000; from miscellaneous sources, $1,250,- 
000; and the balance in the Treasury is estimated 
at $245,000; makinga total of $64,950,000, in round 
pumbers. The estimated expenditures for the 
same period by that Secretary were $68,363,000, 
leaving a deficit in the Treasury on the 30th of 
June, 1862, of $3,867,000. We know that cir- 
cumstances have changed very greatly since these 
estimates were sent to Congress. The Secretary 
had a right, when he prepared his estimate, to 
suppose that the revenue from customs would be 
$60,000,000; for the receipts from customs in the 
first quarter of this fiscal year, ending September 
30, 1860, were $16,000,000. Butsince that period, 
we have had the monetary and commercial revul- 
sions, brought about by the political agitations of 
the country; and therefore, for the second quarter 
of the present fiscal year, the revenue from cus- 
toms was only about $8,000,000; and the present 
Secretary of the Treasury has estimated the rev- 
enue from customs for the two remaining quarters 
of the fiscal year at only $16,000,000. 

Now, sit, I know that if the pending tariff bill 
should pass, it will makca difference in theamount 
of revenue. 
less revenue, who can tell? 


more than the average revenue from customs dur- 
ing the last four years. Other gentlemen say it 
will not yicld as much revenue as the tariff bill of 
1857. But one thing we know certainly, that 
whether the one tariff or the other shall be in ex- 
istence during the next fiscal year, unless the con- 
dition of the ccuntry shall be materially changed, 
we cannot expect to realize anything like the es- 
timates which the Secretary of the Treasury has 
made for revenue from customs for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1860. What likelihood is there that 


But whether it will yield greater or | 
The Senator from | 
Rhode Island estimatesthat it will give $20,000,000 | 


peace will be restored; that confidence: in the Gove 
ernment will be restored; that commerce will re- 
sume its natural fow; and that importations will 
be as great as they were, under ordinary circum-., 
stances, when the condition ofthe country was 
not disturbed by political agitations? I confess I 
think it would be very. unwise, unless we have 
better lights than now shine upon the prospect, to 
anticipate a perfect restoration of political tier. 
mony, and therefore of commercial confidence ; 
during, at all events, the earlier part of the next. 
fiscal year. I do not believe, therefore, that we cal. 
count confidently upon anything like $60,000,060" 
of revenue from customs during the year.ending 
June 30, 1862. If so, it seems to me it might be 
well enough to provide in advance for the. defi- 
ciency which we may reasonably expect. ‘Tf the: 
revenue from customs in the first half of the next 
fiscal year should be no more than is estimated 
for the last two quarters of this year, we shall 
have but $16,000,000 from that source.. That 
will be far less than enough to defray the ex- 
penditures of the Government under ‘the appro- 
priations we are now making; for we are passing : 
just as large appropriations as we made: for the 
present fiscal year, or the year before it. Indeed, 

rather think, though I have not made an accu- 
rate computation, that our appropriations are 
somewhat larger. I know they are larger in sev- 
eral of the appropriation bills, if the amendments 
put on by the Senate shall receive the approba- 
tion of the House. de : 

Let the political contests which have led to the 
secession of six States, and which yet threaten to 
tear away others from the Union, be terminated 
and fraternal feelings return, and commerce and 
revenue will resume their flow with more than 
their wonted vigor. Butuntil this adjustment be 
made, we must continue to witness the embar- 
rassment of commerce, and a deficient revenue. 

It seems to me, therefore, it would not be un- 
reasonable—unless we are disposed to Jet the Gov- 
ernment come to a dead halt, to remain unable 
then, as it is now, to pay the demands upon the 
'Treasury—to give the authority to make this loan, 
which I think ought to beadequate; but I should 
like to couple it with a provision which I will now 
yead to the Senate, and offer at the proper time, 
by which the application of the loan shall bere- 
stricted to the service of the next fiscal year. I 
would add at the end of the third section, as a ` 
farther proviso: ` . 

Provided further, That no part of the loan hereby author- 
ized shall be applied to the service of the present fiscal 
year. $ j ` 

With that proviso, I will vote to authorize the 
loan. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ihave no objection to that. 
I will adopt it. : 

Mr. PEARCE. Then I will send it up to the 
Chair. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not suppose any of it 
was to be used this fiscal year. 

Mr. PEARCE. I prefer to have it in the statute. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment as modified by the consent 
of the mover. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS, TI have another amendment 
to offer. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think we had better adjourn. 

Lam willing to sit here until five o’clock every 
day, and go on regularly with the work; but we 
shall weary ourselves down if we sit in this way 
every day. We cannot sit the bill out. A. great 
many amendments have been offered to it, and 
they ought to be printed. We ought to see them. 
I do not know the effect of some of the amend- 
ments that the Senator himself offered to-day. i 
think we had better adjourn now. We meet to- 
morrow at eleven o’clock, and we may have five 
hours at this bill to-morrow. I move that the 
Senate adjourn. $ 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Lask the Senator to with- 
draw that for a moment. 

Mr. UNTER. 1 will. 

Mr.,.FESSENDEN. I wish to say that I pro- 
pose to-morrow, at one o’clock, to move to take 
up the miscellaneous appropriation bill. It is 
perfectly manifest to me that if this is to go on 
irom day to day, dribbling over these amend- 
ments, and we sit only to five o’clock, it will be 
impossible to get through the ordinary business 
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of the ‘session; and we may as well take. that 


which is absolutely essential first, as to wait until” 


the last moment, and lose thosebills. Now, the 
Senator from Virginia speaks of our wearying 
ourselves out. Why, sir, we have not sat after five 
o’clock for a single day during this session; and 
we know very well that it has been the habit for 
us to sit, when an important bill was up, day af- 
ter day, and into the ‘night, in order to pass it. 
Gentlemen have refused to do that up to this time. 
We have been left without a quorum two or three 
times. > They have refused to sit here after five 
o’clock in the afternoon; and now we have but 
eleven days of this session left, and many very 
important measures to be acted upon, which will 
occasion a good deal of debate; and it is perfectly 
useless to Reen going on in this way. e shall 
not get this bill through this week at the rate gen- 
tlemen are going. I really think therefore we 
ought to be aided by the Senators on the other 
side to stay here a little after the ordinary dinner 
hour, and see if we cannot get through with this 
bill, and be ready to take up the ordinary busi- 
ness of the session. - 

Mr. PEARCE. I would be really obliged to the 
Senator, if he will allow me to get rid of a busi- 
ness which I have had in my hands for two days, 
and which usually is acted upon whenever the 
suggestion is made. [havea report from the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill.. I hope F shall beal- 
owed to present it now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As that is a report from 
a committee of conference, I suppose there will 
be no objection to receiving it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland asks unanimous consent to make 
a report from the committee of conference on the 
bill indicated by him. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection; and the bill now before the Senate will be 
laid aside temporarily, to receive that report. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 899) 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1862, submit- 
ted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Elouses on the amendments to the bill (IL R. No. 
892) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1862, having met, after ful and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s sixth amendment, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their following amend- 
ments, namely: the third, cleventh, twelfth, thirteenth, 
fourteenth, fifteenth, and stxtcenth. 

That the House recede trom their disagreement to the 
Scnate’s twenty-second amendment, and agree to the same, 
with an amendment, as follows: strike out all of said 
amendment after the word “ bars,” in the fifteenth line of 
the amendment, J. AL PEARCE, 

MILTON 8. LATHAM, 
JAMES DIXON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN SUERMAN, 
THADDEUS STEVENS, 
JOHN ©. BURCH, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Mr, PEARCE. Ifthe Senate will allow me, I 
will now briefly explain the effect of this report. 
The first amendment, from which it is proposed 
that the Senate shall recede, relates to the appro- 
priations for officers of the House. The Senate 
amended that upon a miscalculation, a misaddi- 
tion, and they restore itnow to the sum proposed 
by the House, which you will find by adding up 
the items, was correct. Thesixth amendment of 
the Senate, from which the Elouse propose to 
recede, restores the estimates for miscellaneous 
items in the State Department—an addition of $500 
only. The amendments from which it is pro- 


posed the Senate recede, ave as follows: Forcom- | 


pensation of the surveyor general of Illinois and 
Missouri, $2,000; for compensation of gurveyor 
general of Indiana, $2,000. These were omitted 
in the Fouse bill, under the belief that these of- 
cers were unnecessary, and that there was ample 
time up to the 30th of June next to wind up all 
the business in those two offices. The Senate— 
being informed by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office thatit would be better to restore 
the estimates, and that he did not know that they 
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would be able to wind up their business by the 
30th of June next—restored the estimates; but the 
House insist upon it that they should be left out, 
and they say they are mere sinecures. It is not 
for us, we thought, to resist such an application 
coming from the House, and representing what 
will be the party in power afterthe 4th of March 
next. Another amendment, from which it is pro- 
posed the Senate should recede, restored the ap- 
propriation for the rent of the surveyor general’s 
office in Oregon, from $2,000 to $2,500, adding 
$500. The next, the fourteenth amendment, from 
which the Senate also recede, restored the esti- 
mate for the rent of the surveyor general’s office 
in California from $3,000 to $5,000. They also 
recede from their fifteenth amendment, which re- 
stored the estimate for the rent of the surveyor 
general’s office of. Washitigton Territory, and 


4 the sixteenth, which restored the estimate for 


rent for the surveyor general’s office in New 
Mexico. The whole amount of the reductions 
of the estimates was only $10,000. As the bill 
came from the House, the appropriations were 
$10,000 less than the estimates. 

The twenty-second amendment is one which 
relates to refining bullion. There was a provis- 
ion in the last clause of the amendment reducing 
the price of coinage at the Mint. The price is 
now one half of one per cent. The Senate agreed 
to an amendment to make it one fifth of one per 
cent. Their reason for so reducing it was, that 
it was understood from the director of the Mint, 
upon the coinage of $50,000,000 at one establish- 
ment in the course of a year, that that would be 
the expense; buta further letter from him informs 
us that the coinage being distributed among dif- 
ferent mints, cannot be done at that expense; and 
it would be safest and best to retain itat the pres- 
ent price, which is one half of one per cent. We 
therefore recommend that the House recede from 
its disagreement to that amendment, upon our 
striking out that last clause. We therefore make 
provision in this amendment for refining bullion 
at private establishments, and do not interfere with 
the price of coinage as now established by law. 
That is the whole amount of the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the report of the committee of 
conference. ; 

The report was concurred in. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 
which thereupon received the signature of the 
Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1861; and 
a bill (S. No 154) for the relief of Randall 

ero 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 

A message fron the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLOSSBRENNER, his Secretary, 
announced thatthe President of the United States 
approved and signed, on the 16th instant, a bill 
(S. No. 547) for the relief of the parish of St. 
Matthew’s church, in the city of Washington. 


SEIZURE OF AMERICAN VESSELS BY PERU. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to offer a resolution at this time. 

ane PRESIDING OFFICER. Is objection 
made? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I only gave way to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland to make a report from a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator can intro- 
duce his resolution to-morrow morning, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair 
understand objection to be made to the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I hope the Senator from 
Rhode Island will give way for a moment, to 
allow the resolution to be adopted. 

Mr: SIMMONS. Iwill give way for it to be 
read. 

The Seerctary read it, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish the 
Senate with copies of any correspondence with the Gov- 
ernment of Peru in relation to the seizure by that Govern- 
ment of vessels belonging to citizens of the United States. 


Mr. SIMMONS, It had better lie over until 
to-morrow morning. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill. (H. R. No. 
338) to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to fix the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move to strike out the 
fourth section of the bill after the enacting clause, 
and to insert. what I send to the Chair. 

Mr. FOOT. I presume nobody cares about 
hearing the reading of the section proposed to be 
stricken out. The reading of the matter proposed 
to be inserted, I suppose, will be sufficient. 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest that the section proposed to be stricken 
out consists of but three lines. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

“ That the faith ofthe United States is hereby pledged for 


the due payment of the interest and the redemption 6f the 
principal of said stock.” 


.Mr. SIMMONS. If such a provision as that 
is not inserted in the amendment, it need not be 
stricken out; but perhaps it is in the amendment 
I propose; I do not know. 

The Secretary read the matter proposed to be 
inserted in lieu of the fourth section, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That in case the proposals made 
for said Joan, or for so much thereof as the exigencies of 
the public: service shall require, shall not be satisfactory, 
the President of the United States shali be, and hereby is, 
authorized to decline to accept such offer, if for less than 
the par value of the said stock, and in lieu thereof and to 
the extent and amount of the loan authorized to be made 
by this act, to issue Treasury notes for sums not Jess than 
$20, bearing interest at the rate of 6 per centum per an- 
num, payable semi-annually, on the Ist days of January 
and July, in each year, at proper places of payment to be 
prescribed by the Secretary with the approval or the Pres- 
ident; and, under the like circumstances and conditions, 
the President of the United States is hereby authorized to 
substitute Treasury notes of equal amount for the whole or 
any part of the loans for which he is now by law authorized 
to contract and issue bonds; and the Treasury notes so is- 
sued, under the authority herein given, shall be received in 
payment for all debts due to the United States when of- 
fered, and in like manner shal} be given in payment for any 
sum duc from the United States, when requested by the 
person to whom the payment isto be made. And the faith 
of the United States is hereby pledged forthe due payment 
ofthe Interest and the redemption of the principal of the 
stock, or Treasury notes, which may. be issued under the 
authority of this act. And the sum of $20,000 is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to pay the expenses of preparing the cer- 
tificates of stock, or Treasury notes, herein authorized, to 
be done in the usual mode, and under the restrictions as to 
the employment and payment of officers contained in the 
laws authorizing the former loans and issues of ‘Treasury 
notes. And it shall be at the option of holders of the Treas- 
ury notes hereby authorized by this act to exchange the 
same for the stock herein authorized at par and in lieu of 
which said Treasury notes are issued. 


Mr. HUNTER. [will suggest to the Senator 
from Rhode Island to order this amendment to be 
printed, and take it up to-morrow morning, so 
that we shall have an opportunity to examine it. 
We cannot act on such an amendment as that 
atonce. Let him get an order now to print it, 
and in the morning we can,act upon it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. This is not very hard to 
understand, it seems to me. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator cannot expect 
us to get through such a proposition as that this 
evening. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on striking out the fourth section of the bill 
and inserting what has been read. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to adjourn is not debatable, 

_ The question being put, there were on a divis- 
lon—ayes 5, noes 24; no quorum voting, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resuited—yeas 7, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Lane, Pearce, and Powell~7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Clark ,Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
| Foster, Grimes, Haie, Harlan, King, Latham, Morrill, Sew- 

ard, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wilson—235. 
‘So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. As there is no quorum 
present, I wil move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 


i adjourned. 
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-HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 18, 1861. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

STATE OF THE UNION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, and 
in compliance with the request of the Common 
Council of the city of Boston, Massachusetts, 
presented resolutions of that body, expressive of 


_ their unalterable devotion tothe Union, asking 


the immediate adoption of Such measures of a pa- 
cific and conciliatory character as will effectuall 
check the spirit of disunion, and tend to consoh- 


-date the fraternal bonds of our national brother- 


hood, and recognizing the proposition of Mr. 
CRITTENDEN, of Kentucky, as a satisfactory basis 
of adjustment. 

The resolutions were laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed 


CLERKS IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, commu- 
nicating a list of clerks employed in the Treasury 
Department for the year 1860; which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF DESERET. 


_Mr. HOOPER. I wish to give notice that I 
shall, at the proper time, introduce an amendment 


‘to the act entitled ‘“ An act for the admission of 
“New Mexico asa State,” and I ask that it be 


printed. 

The amendment—which provides for the admis- 
sion of the State of Deseret into the Union—was, 
by unanimous consent, ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM FOR LEGAL SERVICE. 
Mr. HAMILTON, by unanimous consent, in- 


_ troduced a joint resolution providing for the pay- 


ment of certain claims for legal services rendered 
the United States in the district court of the Uni- 
ted States for the western district of Texas; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with ac- 


“eompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
ying ’ 


the Judiciary. 
WIDOW OF FRANCISCO ROBALDO. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Task the unanimous con- 
sont of the House that the Committee of the Whole 
House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 795) for the relief of 
Ana M. Rolas y Robaldo, widow of Francisco 
Robaldo, deceased, and that it be put upon its 
passage. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Mrs. Robaldo the sum of 
$30,000 in full payment for sundry property de- 
stroyed in New Mexico, in 1847, by an officer of 
the Army of the United States in the late war 
with Mexico. 


Mr. TRAIN objected to the bill. 
JOSEPH CLYMER. 


‘Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a joint resolution for the relief of Joseph 
Clymer; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BABBITT. Icall for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of bus- 
iness is the call of committees for reports for ref- 
erence. Reportsare in order from the Committee 
of Elections. 


CLAIM OF H. M. RICE. 


Mr. BLAKE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the acting Secretary of the Interior be 
requested to inform this House— 

1. Whether a claim of the assignee of Hon. H. M. Rice, | 
amounting to about twenty-four thousand dollars, ($24 ,000,) 
has been paid. 

2. If so, how long has said claim been pending before | 
the Department; and whether any Commissioner of the 
Indian Bureau or Secretary of the Interior has heretofore 
rejected said claim, or refused to estimate for it; if so, the 
reasons for such rejection or refusal. 

3. Whether said claim, if paid, was or was not referred 
for settlement to the Second Auditor and other accounting į 


officers of the Treasury, as is usual in such cases ; and if j 
not, the reasons theretor. 
4. What is the nature of such claim; and what was the | 


Mr. SICKLES. I object. 
Mr. BLAKE. I move to suspend the rules. 
The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 


| for one hour, 


MONTGOMERY GIBBS. 


Mr.SHERMAN, fromthe Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back the petition of Mont- 
gomery Gibbs, of New York, and asked that the 
Committee of Ways and Means be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same, and 
that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

It was so ordered. 


NIAGARA COLLECTION DISTRICT. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, from the Commit- 


; tee on Commerce, reported back House bill No. 


995, for the removal of the port of entry in the 
collection district of Niagara, in the State of New 
York, from Lewiston to Niagara Suspension 
Bridge, in the same district, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SURVEY OF PACIFIC COAST. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE also, from the same 
committee, reported a bill to appropriate $50,000 
for the survey of the northern water coast and 
islands of the Pacific ocean and Bhcring’s strait, in 
view of telegraphic communication between the 
mouth of the Amoor river, in Asia, and the region 
of the Russian possessions, in America; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, also, from the same 
committee, reported the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That ten thousand copies of the report of the 
Committee on Commerce, accompanying House bill appro- 
priating $50,000 for the survey of the northern water coast 
and islands of the Pacific ocean, &c., be printed. 


WASIINGTON INSANE ASYLUM. 


Mr. CARTER, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to amend an 
act supplementary to an act approved March 3, 
1855, to organize an institution for the insane of 
the Army and Navy and of the District of Co- 
lumbia, in said District, approved February 7, 
1857; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent to 
have this bill put upon its passage. 

Mr. BURNETT. [ think that this bill will 
meet the approval of the House. It will require 
but a short time to consider it; and I hope it will 
be now considered aud passed. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. CARTER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD. 


Mr. KILGORE. I ask unanimous consent to 
have the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union discharged from the further consider- 
ation of House bill No. 917, to incorporate the 
Washington city,and Georgetown Railway Com- 
pany; and that the same be put upon its passage. 

Mr. BABBITT. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. HUGHES. I have a substitute to offer to 
the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is a substitute already 
reported. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope there will be no 
objection to the consideration of this bill. Tam 
opposed, myself, to any city railway in Wash- 
ington; but fam ready to give the people a vote 


upon it. a 
Mr. BABBITT. I insist on the regular order 
of business. 
GRADING, ETC., SEVENTEENTH STREET. 


Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill making an 
appropriation for the curbing, grading, and pav- 
ing of Seventcenth street west, from Pennsylvania 


! avenue to B street north; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee of the 


be printed: 


JOHN JOHNSON. T 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. I attempted. a few, days 
ago to report back from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, House bill No. 263, for the relief of John 
Johnson, an old man of eighty-nine years of age. 
I learn that he has:since paid the last debt.of na- 
ture; and I therefore-ask that,the committee -be 


discharged from the further consideration. of. 
bill, and that it be laid upon the table.: y 
It was so ordered. pi pug coi 


EDWARD. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. STOKES. Iam instructed. by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to report a bill for the 
relief of Edward. Williams, and to ask to have.it 
put upon its passage. Mr. Williams is a citizen 
of the State of New York. He was in the Navy 
from 1837 to 1851-52, and réceived a pension of 
five dollars per month. He now asks that his 
pension be increased to $11 25 per month—thepen- 
sion for three-fourths disability. ; Mr.: Williams 
is now in this city. I have seen him, and I think 
he deserves this increase of pension.. `I hope the 
House will pass the bill. : ‘ 

The bill was read a. first and second time.” It 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
name of Edward Williams, of the State of New ` 
York, on the list of three-fourths pensioners, at 
the rate of $11 25 per month, to commence from 
the Ist of January, 1861, and continue during his 
natural life. vette, Cleat 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; arid: being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. i 

Mr. STOKES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moyed to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TOBACCO TRADE. 

Mr. QUARLES. At the request of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Cremzns,], who is 
absent from the city, I desire to report back from 
the Committee on Commerce, with a recorimend-— 
ation that it do pass, joint resolution No, 3, in 
regard to the tobacco trade of the United States 
with foreign nations. n 

The joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. ; Bai 

$ KATHERINE K. RUSSELL.. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iask unanimous consent to 
have the Committee of the Whole House dis- 
charged from the further consideration of House 
ar No. 537, for the relief of Katherine K. Rus- 
sell. : 
There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill; and the House proceeded 
to consider it. The bill directs the name of Kath- 
erine Kirby Russell to be placed upon the pension 
list of the United States of America, and directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to pay to her ie 
five dollars pèr month, to commence and to 
computed from and after the 19th of September, 
1849, and to continue during her natural life, 

Mr. SICKLES. I ask that the report of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, which is.a unan- 
imous report, be read. : 

The report was read. ote aa 

It appears therefrom that the husband of the 
petitioner entered the Army in the medical staff 
in 1812, and continued in the constant discharge of 
his duties as a medical officer till the time of his 
death, which occurred in New York, at Fort Co- 
lumbus, Governor’s island, on the 19th day of 
September, 1849. It appears from the certificates 
of the surgeons in attendance upon Surgeon Rus- 
sell during. his last sickness, which was verified 
by a post mortem examination, that he came to his 
death from over-exertion and exposure in meet- 
ing the demands made upon him in the discharge 
of his arduous duties while in an enfeebled state 
of health. a 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. f 

Mr. SICKLES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 
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fet Sieh « RICHARD CHENERY. 

Mr. BURCH. ‘JI ask that the Committee of | 
the Whole House may be discharged from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 171, for 
the relief of Richard Chenery. 

Mr. KILLINGER. . I object. 


VAN CAMP, CHAPIN, AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FOUKE: I ask that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the farther 
-consideration of House bill No. 772, for the relief 
of Van Camp, Chapin, and others. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. 


MARIA CORNELL. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee‘on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
Maria Cornell, widow of George Cornell; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RULES AND ARTICLES OF WAR. 


Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a revision of the rules and 
articles of war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUGHES, also fromthe same committee, 
reported the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That five thousand copies of the report of the 
Committee on Military Affairs on revision of the rules and 
articles of war be printed, and that two hundred and fifty 
copies be furnished the Adjutant General for disbursement 
among Officers of the Army. 


GEORGE C. DAVIS. 


Mr. STOKES. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the papersin the case of George 
C Davis may be withdrawn from the files of the 
House, and returned to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Marxory,] who presented them. 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 


JOHN P. MILTON. 


Mr, PEYTON, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and required to ascertain the time during 
which John P, Milton pertormed the whole clerical duties 
of the commandanvs office at the late navy-yard, at Mem- 
phis, Tennessee, and allow him the foll compensation paid 
for such duties at the navy-yard at Gosport, Virginia; and 
that whatever balance of that compensation remains due 
to said John P. Milton, be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

THOMAS FORSTER. 

Mr. HALE  Lask the unanimous consent of 
the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 984, for 
the relief of Thomas Forster, and to put the same 
on its passage. 

The bill was read, Itdirects that there be paid 
to Thomas Forster, the sum of $2,250, for ser- 
vices in taking care of the public property at 
Dunkirk harbor, in the State of New York, for 
three years and one month, namely: from Decem- 
ber 1, 1856, to December 31, 1859, both days in- 
elusive, at two dollars per day. 

There being no objection, the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration. 

The bill was ordered to engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was read the 
third time, and passed. : 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. J. LINTS. 


Mr. BABBITT. 1 ask the consent of the 
Fouse to discharge the Committee of the Whole į 
House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of Senate bill No. 233, for the re- | 
lief of J. J. Lints, and that the same may be put } 
on its passage. 


Mr. KILGORE, I object. 
PAGES AND FOLDERS. 


Mr. SPINNER. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Accounts to present the following res- 
olution: 


eesolved, That the Committee of Accounts are hereby jj 
authorized and required to settle and adjust the claims of |! 


I object. 


such. boys or pages who were in the service of the House 
under the resolution of the House of March 9, 1860, not ex- 
ceeding ten in number; and that said committee are fur- 
ther authorized and directed to adjust the claims of the 
several book and other fofders appointed by the Doorkeeper 
of the House, and to allow each what may appear to said 
committee to be just and equitable; and the accounts so 
adjusted, together with such claims as were passed and 
allowed ‘by the Committee of Accounts of the Thirty- 
Fourth. Congress, shal) be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from New York whether he has given this 
matter his personal examination, and is satisfied 
that nothing will be paid under it except in pay- 
ment of labor actually and honestly performed, 
under a bona fide contract? 
object to it. A 

Mr. SPINNER. It will be récollected that, 
upon the last day of the first session of the pres- 
ent Congress, this same resolution was offered. 
The rules were suspended for that purpose, by a 
vote of nearly three to onc. The motion was 
made for the Hlouse to adjourn, and the yeas and 
nays called upon it, for the purpose of consuming 
the time of the House until the period fixed for 
the expiration of the session had arrived. The 
resolution was thus defeated. After that indorse- 
ment by the House, however, the Committee of 
Accounts went on to settle and audit these ac- 
counts. The Treasury Department has refused 
to pay the accounts, on the ground that we were 
not authorized to pass upon them—upon a mere 
technical objection. We adjusted the accounts, 
I believe, satisfactorily to every member of the 
committee, We allowed $1 50 per day, only, to 
the book-folders for the time they were actually 
in attendance. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I did not intend to trouble 
the gentleman from New York to go into all the 
details of the case. If the gentleman will give 
me his personal assurance that none but proper 
accounts shall be passed, I will not object. 

Mr, SPINNER. All the accounts will be 
passed in such a manner as will be satisfactory 
to every member of the committee. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ifthe gentleman from New 
York will add a proviso which J will suggest, I 
have no objection to the adoption of the resolution. 
Unless he will adopt that proviso, much as I dis- 
like to interfere in a matter of this kind, I shall 
be compelled to object. The proviso I suggest is, 
that no accounts shall be paid under this resolu- 
tion until they shall have been first audited by the 
Treasury Department. 

My reason for wishing this proviso added, if the 
gentleman from New York will allow me, is, 
that this House has been annoyed, ever since I 
have been a member upon this floor, by applica- 
tions for the settlement of the accounts of the em+ 
ployés of the House, so that it has become almost 
impossible to ascertain what is the number of per- 
sons employed by the House, or the amount of 
their compensation. Every session, since my 
service in this House commenced, we have had 
propositions coming in here for the settlement of 
accounts of persons employed in and about this 
Capitol. I think this is all wrong. Now, that 
the chairman of the Committee of Accounts is 


upon the floor, F desire to say that, in my judg- |} 


ment, there is no abuse calling more loudly for 
the action of the Iouse of Representatives than 
the very matter of the regulation of the employ- 
ment of persons about this Capitol, and their 
compensation. 


Mr. SPINNER, I will say to the gentleman 


that I propose to report from the Committee of ; 


Accounts—perhaps to-morrow, certainly very 
soon—a bill regulating this very matter, by which 
a saving of from thirty to sixty thousand dollars 
will be effected to the Government, per annum, 
Mr. BURNETT. Lam very glad the gentle- 


H| man from New York has come to that determina- 


tion; and Lam almost sorry that I have called forth 
the announcement; for I tell you, I would rather 
fight almost any power upon the face of this earth 
than to fight the combined influence of the intelli- 
gent gentlemen who are employed about this 
House. 

Mr. SPINNER. I think we shall be able to 
carry the bill through the House, if the gentleman 
will stand by us. 

Mr. BURNETT. Well, sir, having confidence 
in the Committee of Accounts, that they will not, 


under this resolution, consent to pass any account | 


for services not actually performed, and that they 


If he has, I will not 


“those engaged in its service. 


will allow no claim for. extra compensation, I am 
willing to risk the matter.in their hands without 
the proviso I have suggested; and I will make no 
objection to the resolution in its present form. 

r. ALLEN. If I believed that these claims 
for services as folders were meritorious, I certainly 
should not object to this resolution. But I have 
some personal knowledge of the manner in which 
some of these employés obtained their positions. 
Jt will be remembered that, during the two months 
of the last session in which the House remained 
unorganized, there were a large number of per- 
sons here for the:purpose of obtaining positions. | 
Many of them werc, of course, disappointed. 
Some of them wentinto the folding-room as piece- 
folders, for which they would be entitled to forty 
cents per hundred for folding, which.amount they 
have received; and notwithstanding the fact that 
they were told by myself and others that, if they 
went there as piece-folders, they must rely upon 
the regular compensation,and would not be paid 
by the day, yet they nevertheless went with the 
expectation that they would be able to obtain the 
passage of a resolution for the payment of a per 
diem compensation in the last days of the ses- 
sion. I opposed these claims at the last session 
of Congress, and the House adjourned fivally 
without passing the resolution; but a majority of 
the committee, without the passage of the reso- 
lution, passed the accounts which went to the 
Treasury Department, which, as. I think very 
properly, refused to pay them. I think the reso- 
lution ought not to pass; and I object to it, 

Mr. CAREY. I want exactly to understand 
the character of this resolution; and I hope it will 
be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CAREY. I want tosubmit afew remarks. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Accounts will permit the resolution to be 
so amended that it will only provide for the pages 
employed at the last session, I will not object to 
it. If it be not so amended, I must insist on my 
objection. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, I enter my pro- 
test against a practice whicht has grown up in this 
Housc im relation to itsemployés. Ido not know 
exactly how these men and boys have been em- 
ployed; but Ihave understood that the House 
has, by resolution, fixed the number and pay of 
Notwithstanding 
that, I learn, a great many have been put in po- 
sitions indirectly, and without the warrant of the 


; House, and that, at the close of a session, res- 


olutions are introduced to pay them salaries, In 
this way persons are employed when their ser- 
vices are not needed, and are paid out of the Treas- 
ury, adding still further, and without profit to us, 
to the now very large expenditures.of the Gov- 
ernment. Inthe folding-room of this House, most 
of the time, half the force employed there are not 
at work. There ought to be a fixed determination 
in the minds of members to reject all claims not 
provided for by law. If that were so, we would 
have none of these resolutions in future forced 


| through the House. — 


Mr. SPINNER. In regard to the folding-room, 
T will inform the gentleman that there is a speci- 
fied number agreed upon by the committee of the 
House, ‘ not exceeding five folders.’? The others 
fold by piece—at so much a hundred—-and it is 
immaterial to the House whether ten ora hundred 
are employed. I move that the resolution be put 
upon its passage. 


Mr. ALLEN. I insist upon my objection, 


| unless the resolution is modified to the extent I 


have stated. 

Mr. SPINNER. I move, then, that the rules 
be suspended, in order that I may introduce the 
resolution. 

qe SPEAKER. That motion is not now in 
order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I tell my colleague on the Com- 
mittee of Accounts that 1 will withdraw my ob- 
jection, if he will so amend the resolution that it 
will only provide for the pages who served at the 
last session. 

Mr. SPINNER. I withdraw the resolution for 
the present. 

HENRY HEWSON. 

Mr. FRENCH. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar be discharged 
from the further consideration of House bill No. 


1861. 
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992, granting increased pension to Henry Hew- 
‘gon, in order that it may be put on its passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that the House 
ought not at this time, and without proper consid- 
eration, to pass these private bills; for I learn that 

just a while ago, a pension to a widow of a com- 

mon physician was antedated to 1849. I must 
object to any more of these bills being passed in 
this hurried manner. 

Mr. FRENCH. I will say, in relation to this 

“particular bill, that it is for an increased pension 
for an old soldier who has been in the employ of 
the Government ever since 1808. He was inva- 
lided during the Japan expedition, in consequence 
of an injury he received. He was captain of the 
after-guard. He was pensioned upon his return; 
but it has been discovered that there is no pro- 
vision of law for pensioning a captain of the after- 
uard. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. If House bill 
No. 292, antedating a pension as far back as 1845, 
at twenty-five dollars a month, can be brought be- 

` fore the House, I will make a motion to that effect. 
It ought to be modificd, so as to agree with similar 
bills for pensions. 

Mr. BURNETT. I agree with the gentleman 
from Ohio; but I think that, in the case he refers 
to, a motion was made to reconsider, and that 

“motion was laid upon the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I hope no more of 
these bills will be passed without due considera- 
tion. 

Mr. KILLINGER. 
reconsider. 

Mr; SPEAKER. It is entered upon the Jour- 
nal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [trust that, by unanimous 
consent, the motion to reconsider Will be received. 

Mr. BURNETT. I am as much opposed to 
this system of legislation as the gentleman from 
Ohio can be; but it is impossible for one or two 
men to resist the action of the House upon these 
bills. But, sir, fair play isa jewel; and masmach 
as the gentleman from New York, [Mr. SickEs,] 
who has charge of the bill, is not now in his seat, 
courtesy demands that he should be here before 
anything is done by unanimous consent, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. SHER- 
MAN. | object, then, to action upon bills during 
this hour. The rule provides that nothing shall 
be done during this hour but to receive and refer. 


RANDALL PEGG. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled a bill (S. No. 154) for the relief of 
Randal! Pegg; when the Speaker signed the same. 


INVASION OF WASHINGTON. 


_ Mr. GURLEY. [am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report to the House the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Reolved, ‘That there be printed for the use of this House 
five thousand extra copies of the report and evidence sub- 
mitted by the committee of five on the subject of a secret 
hostile organization. 

I call the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope that the call for the 
previous question will be withdrawn, so that I 
can move to amend, providing for the printing of 
alarger number. This is the only document I 
have been in favor of printing since I have been 
a member here. I am particularly in favor of the 
printing of this document. 

Mr. GURLEY. I withdraw the call for the 
previous question to let the amendment come In. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that fifteen thousand 
extra copies be printed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Say twenty thousand. 

Mr. BURNETT. Very well. I move thatthe 
number be twenty thousand. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

_Mr. GURLEY demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was adopted. 

TIVE MILITIA. 

Mr. STANTON. I rise to a privileged question. 
In compliance with a resolution of the House, of 
the 31st instant, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs to report a bill supplement- 
ary to several acts now in force to provide for 


I heard no motion to 


calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 


Union, to suppress insurrection, and repel inva-. 


sion. 

_ Mr. BOCOCK. Ido not know what that bill 
is.. I think it is one of the numerous force bills. 
If it be, I raise the question, and move that it be 
rejected on its second reading. 


Mr. BRANCH. I would like to hear read the 
resolution under which the gentleman from Ohio 
submits his report at this time. : 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the standing Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire and to report to the House 
jrow, to whom, and at what price, the public arms distrib- 
uted since the Ist January, A. D. 1860, have been disposed 
of; and also into the condition of the forts, arsenals, dock- 
yards, &e., of the country ; whether they are supplied with 
adequate garrisons ; and whether any further legislation is 
required to enable the President to afford adequate protec- 
tion to the public property; and that the committee have 
power to send for persons and papers, and leave to report 
at any time. 


Mr. STANTON. - Let the bill be read. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
the provisions of anact approved the 28th day of February, 
in the year 1795, entitled An act to provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress in- 
surrections; and repel invasions, and to repeal the act now 
in force for those purposes,” and of the act approved the 
3d day of March, in the year 1807, entitled **Anact author- 
izing the employment of the land and naval torees of the 
United States in cases of insurrections,’? are hereby ex- 
tended to the case of insurrections against the authority of 
the United States. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President, in 
any case in which it may be lawful to use either the mili- 
tia or the military and naval force of the United States for 
the purpose aforesaid, may accept the services of such vol- 
unteers as may offer their services, as cavalry, infantry, or 
artillery, organized in companies of the maximum stand- 
ard, squadrons, and regiments, respectively, according to 
the mode prescribed for the organization of the respective 
arms in the military establishment of the United States; 
and it shall be lawful for the President to commission the 
officers of such companies, battalions, squadrons, and regi- 
ments, in their respective grades, to continue till dís- 
charged from the service of the United States ; and such 
volunteers, while in the service of the United States, shall 
be subject to the rales and articles of war, and shall be en- 
titled to same pay and emoluments as officers and soldiers 
of the same grade in the regular service. 


Mr. STANTON. I believe this motion to 
reject is not debatable, and I am ready, therefore, 
to let the question be taken. 


Mr. BOCOCK. Ido not know whether it is 
debatable or not. 

Mr. STANTON. Itwas so decided in the last 
Congress on the Lecompton bill. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I will not insist. I demand 
the yeas and nays on the motion to reject. If 
there be any hope of a restoration of peace, it 
must be in the defeat of these force bills. 

Mr. STANTON. The bill merely supplies an 
accidental omission in the act of 1795. It is the 
most harmless thing in the world, as gentlemen 
will find if they look at it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The bill was again read. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 68, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, William C. An- 
derson, Avery, Barr, Barret, Bocock, Bouligny, Brabson, 
Branch, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, 
John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Jobn G. Davis, De Jamette, Edmundson, English, 
Etheridge, Florence, Garnett, Gilmer, J. Morrison Harris, 
John T. Harris, Hation, Hindman, William Howard, 
Hughes, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Lo- 
gan, Maclay, Mallory, Maynard, McKenty, Millson, Laban 
T. Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Nell, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, James C. Robinson, Raffin, 
Rust, Scott, Sickles, Simms, William N, H. Smith, Stokes, 
Stout, Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, Winslow, 
Woodson, and Wright—68. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Ai- 
len, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bray- 
ton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Conkling, Conway, 
Corwin, Covode, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 
Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Wiot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Foster, Frank, Freuch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, 
Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Hutchins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William. Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Long- 
neeker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, 
McPherson, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, NiX- 
on, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottcr, Pottie, Ed- 
win R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Chris- 
topher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, 
Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, 
Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 'heaker, Tompkins, Train, 
Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, W alton, 
Cadwalader €. Washburn, Elihu B. W bbume, Wells, 
Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Woodrufl—110. 


So the House refused to reject the bill. 


During the vote, = 6 Sos Io 

Mr, BINGHAM. stated that Mr. Feary, was 
detained from the House.by indisposiuon.... 

Mr. HINDMAN said: I vote “ayy but not 
that I feel any special interest: in the. matter: I 
am willing to give gentlemen a chance to try. steel 
if they prefer it. : Pilg OP 

Mr. BUFFINTON stated that CLarg B. Cocx- 
RANE was paired off with Mr. Martin; of: Vir- 
ginia, forthe day... es 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky, stated: that 
Mr. Borexer was paired off with Mr. MILLWARD. 

Mr. DEJARNETTE stated that Mr. Jenxina 
was detained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky, stated that 
Mr. Avams, of Kentucky, was detained.from the 
House by sickness. 7 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM stated that his col- 
leagues, Mr. PeyprLeroy and Mr. Martin, were 
absent from the city. e S 

Mr. STANTON stated that he would offset his 
vole against that of his colleague, Mr. Martin, 
who was absent. i : 

Mr.SICKLES said: I desiretoghange my vote. 
I voted under the inipression that the motion was 
to suspend the rules to allow the bill to be intro- 
duced. I understand that the motion is to.reject 
the bill upon the second reading. I desire only to 
observe, in explanation, that I shall votein favor of 
that motion, because I regard this as a direct prop- 
osition for coercion, and therefore is objectiona- 
ble upon principles which I. have heretofore de- 
veloped during the discussion of this subject} and 
Lobjectto the measure, also, upon the same ground 
that I have protested against the-organization of 
armies, in the States in question, for attacks tipon 
the possessions of the United States within their 
limits. 

Mr. PERRY said: The Legislature ofthe State 
of Maine have appointed the delegation of that 
State in Congress as commissioners to the peace 
congress. Mr. Cosurn is now absent in attend- 
ance upon that meeting. 

Mr. VANDEVER stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Curtis, was absent in attendance upon the 
peace congress at the other end of the avenue. 

Mr. BRIGGS said: I desire to say a word or 
two in explanation of my vote. In regard to this 
question of secession, I am prepared to say that 
Ibelicve there is no such thing as a peaceful sė- 
cessi§n of any of the States of this nion; that 
secession is revolution, and revolution is war. 

ortion of the States of our Confederacy are now 
in a state of insurrection and rebellion against 
the Government; and therefore, I shall vote: for 
this bill, which invests the President with the 
power to meet the condition of things which is 
now upon us. I vote “no.” 

Mr. BURNETT said: I desire to state that my 
colleague, Mr. Stevenson, is detained from. the 
House as one of the counsel of the State of Ken- 
tucky in the argument of a case now pending in 
the Supreme Court. 

Mr. FOUKE asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. FOUKE. Iam opposed to war, and the 
shedding of fraternal blood; and therefore, in order 
to leave open the way to: peace in the future, I 
would have voted against anything like a force 
bill. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Not being satisfied 
at this moment that the existing laws in this re- 
spect are not sufficient for the protection of the 
Union, I vote “ay.” f 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STANTON. [call for the second read- 
ing of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The morning ‘hour has ex- 

ired. oie 
Mr. SICKLES. The hour for the considera- 
tion of the special order bas arrived; and the bill 
cannot be read a second time, _ 

Mr. STANTON. What will become of this 
bill? Will it come up as unfinished business in 
the morning? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes so. 

Mr. SICKLES. I think not. It will go to the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the 


special order as the business before the House. 
Mr. PHELPS. I rise to this question of order: 


the gentleman from Ohio cannot submit a motion 
with respect to the bill upon which we have just 
taken a vote, because the time for the considera- 
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tion of the special order has arrived. It may come 
‘Wp to-morrow, or it may not. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. [twill come up to-morrow 
as unfinished business. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land {Mr. Wessrer] is entitled tothe floor, upon 
the special order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tappeal to the gentleman 
from Maryland to give way a moment, to allow 
me to move to postpone the special order long 
enough to put uponits passage a bill, which I will 
send up. mo 

“Mr. GARNETT. 
yielding the floor, unless he yields it uncondi- 
tionally. 
“Mr. WEBSTER, I have no objection to giv- 
ing way to the gentleman from Ohio, if Ido not 
lose my right to the floor thereby. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Maryland yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

“Mr. WEBSTER. Ido, if I can have the floor 
after ‘the gentleman from Ohio has finished his 
business. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move to postpone 
the special order. 

Mr. GARNETT. I rise toa point of order. 
If objection is made, the gentleman from Mary- 
land cannot yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Ohio, unless he does it unconditionally. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields the 
floor unconditionally. 

Mr. GARNETT. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to postpone. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not trespass upon 
the time of the gentleman from Maryland now. 
‘The bill Î desire to bring ùp is one providing for 
the public credit. I withdraw my motion forthe 
present; but when the gentleman gets through, 
l will move to postpone the special order until 
to-morrow, for the purpose of passing the bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. Irise to a personal explana- 
tion, in reference to a motion made this morning 
by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Snerman.] I 
desire ouly to say, that the gentleman from Ohio 
sought to reconsider the vote of the House by 
which the bill] called up this morning was passed ; 
and assigned as his reason that the date of the 
pension went back to 1849. That objection im- 
plies that the House has not passed such bills 

reretofore, and that the objection is peculiar to the 
bill I cailed'up. I desire ‘to say that the Flouse 
has passed fifty such bills, and more than a dozen 
of them during this Congress. 1 could furnish the 
gentloman with a long eatalogne of such laws, and 
among them the bill for the relief of Mrs. Gaines. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Bills have seldom been 
passed antedating the pension ten or twelve years. 
qe was done in the case of Mrs. Gaines, I know; 
but certainly never for the widow of a doctor of 
the United States Army. 

Mr. SICKLES. Pensions should not depend 
upon the distinction of the person, but upon the 
merits of the case 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The SPEAKER stated that the special order 

was now under consideration; and that on that 

ucstion the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
epstTen] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WEBSTER addressed the House for an 
hour. [His speech will be published in the 
Appendix.] ` 

CLAIM OF H. M. RICE. 


Mr. BLAKE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolret, That the acting Secretary of the Interior be 
requested to inform the Honse, 

1, Whether a claim of the assignee of Hon, H. M. Rice, 
amounting to about twenty-four thousand dolars, (324,000 ) 
has been paid. 

2. If so, how long has said claim been pending before the 
Department; and whether any Commissioner of the Indian 
bureau or Secretary of the Interior, has heretofore rejected 
said claim, or refused to estimate for it; if so, the reasons 
for such rejection or refusal. 

3. Whether said claim, if paid, was or was not referred 
for setuement to the Second Auditor and other accounting 
officers of the Treasury, as is usual in such cases; and if 
not, the reasons therefor. 

4. Whatis the nature of such claim; and what was the 
contract botweeu Hon. H. M. Rice and the Government 
for the removal of the Winnebagos. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate, by Mr 


T object to the gentleman. 


Parron, one of its clerks, informing the House 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference upon the bill to supply 
deficiencicgin the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1861. . 

Also, that the Senate insist upon their amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House, to the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill of the Senate in 
reference to the reorganization of the Patent Of- 
fice; and also insist upon their disagreement to 
the amendments insisted upon by the House to 
said bill; and agree to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 


GOVERNMENT LOAN. 


Mr. SHERMAN, -I now submit my motion, 
that the special order be postponed until to-mor- 
row after the morning hour; and upon that I call 
the previous question. 

Mr. PHELPS. Permit-me to make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman from Ohio, as also to gen- 
tlemen upon this side of the House. I understand 
the object of postponing the special order is to 
enable the gentleman to introduce a bill reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means. For one, 
I am willing that it shall be introduced, provided 
its consideration shall be postponed until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would be overslaughed 
by the special order to-morrow. 

Mr. PHELPS. You can make this bill the 
special order, and you can to-morrow postpone 
the other special order. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. IfI can get the unanimous 
consent of the House to make the bill the special 
order for one o’clock precisely to-morrow; so that 
all other business shall be postponed, and we may 
have a vote upon the bill then, I have no objection. 

Mr. PHELPS. Idesire to make a suggestion 
to the gentleman. For my own part—and I think 
Lean speak also for some others upon this side 
of the House, from my knowledge of their views 
—I am willing to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill which the gentleman holds in his hand 
to-morrow at any time he pleases, with no stipu- 
lation, however, as to the time when the vote shall 
be taken, but with the expectation that the vote 
will be taken to-morrow, 

Mr. SHERMAN. {1 prefer, then, to do my 
duty, and press the bill now. It must be passed 
to-day or to-morrow, Itisa simple bill, and con- 
tains nothing that every man cannot understand. 
I move, therefore, to postpone the special order 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. PHELPS. I thought I had acceded to the 
gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman did not. He 
was unwilling that any hour should be fixed for 
taking the vote. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to present my opin- 
ions on the bill, for { cannot vote for it, and Jam 
not ready to present them now. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. If this debate is notin 
order, I object to it. 

Mr. PHELPS. I then ask for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to postpone. If it cannot be 
accomplished in one way, it can in another 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to say a word to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio to postpone the consideration of the special 
order until one o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. PHELPS, [ presume the gentleman from 
Ohio can have a vote on the bill which he desires 
to report by two o’clock to-morrow. There will 
be no desire, I think, to impede it or to prevent 
the House from coming to a vote on the question. 

Mr. SICKLES. Lask that the bill be read for 
information. It may guide the votes of many gen- 
tlemen upon this motion. 

Mr. PHELPS. I assure the gentleman from 
Ohio that I will aid him to come to a vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task that the bill be read; 
and if I can have it understood that immediately 
after the morning hour and after the unfinished 
business has been disposed of, I may havea vote 
on the bill, I will consent thai it shall go over. 

The bill to amend the several acts authorizing 
loans was read. The first section provides that, 


by law, the President be authorized to issue bonds 


i 
i 
i 


i 
Hi 
i 
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| when the bids are to be opened. 


i ; aes 
| of the United States, of a denomination of nat less 


than fifty dollars, bearing not to exceed six per 
cent. interest, payable annually or semi-annually, 
at his discretion, and running not to exceed twenty 
years, and, at his discretion, to attach to any of 
such bonds, coupons for the interest thereon; and 
he is also authorized to apply such bonds at par 
to the payment of such creditors of the Govern- 
ment as choose to receive them, provided that the 
aggregate amount issued under this act and the 
acts now in force authorizing loans, shall not 
exceed the amount authorized by said acts. 

The second section authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ and pay such additional 
clerical force as he may deem necessary to enable 
him to execute the act, to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. © i 

Mr. BARR. Is that bill the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only difference between 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the Committee 
of Waysand Meansis this: the Secretary thought 
the bonds ought not to be under the amount of 
$100. We thought they might be issued as low as 
fifty dollars, in order that they might be used more 
expeditiously in the payment of public dues. 

Mr. SICKLES. Is this bill necessary for the 
promotion of the public credit now? f í 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido believe that itis abso- 
lutely necessary for the preservation of the public 
credit against a combination of bankers. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iunderstood that to be the 
case, and I hope the bill will be considered now. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Has this bill been the 
subject of consultation between the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Committee of Ways and - 
Means? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has.’ 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Does it meet with his 
approbation ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does, except that he 
thinks the minimum amount of the bonds author- 


| ized to be issued is too small. 


Mr. PHELPS. Iam willing that the bill shall 
be made the special order for to-morrow, imme- 


i diately after reading of the Journal. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The bill must go to the 
Senate and become a law before Saturday next, 
If we do not 
pass it to-day, there is no use in passing it at all. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I trust we shall proceed 


į with the bill now. ‘The country is in a suffering 


condition, and this is looked to as a means of 
relief everywhere. For my own part, I cannot 
sec why there should be any objection to it, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Snurr- 
MAN’s motion; and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 124, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Al- 
Jen, Atley, Thomas L. Anderson, William U. Anderson, 


| Barr, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 


Bullinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carey, Case, Conkling, Conway, Corwin, Covodc, Cox, 
Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerion, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, Gra- 
han, Grow, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, John T. Harris, Hel- 
mick, Hoard, Hotinan, Wiliam Howard,William A. How- 
ard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
Jogg, William Keliogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Larra- 
bee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Love- 
joy, Marston, McClernand, McKean, Mel enty, McKnight, 
McPherson, Milison, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nel- 
son, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, 
Peyton, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sher- 
man, Sickles, Simms, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
vens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, 
Tompkins, Train, Vailandigham, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Windom, Wood, and 
Woodruff—124, 

NAYS — Messrs. Avery, Barret, Bocoek, Brabsen, 
Brown, Burnett, John B. Clark, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Fouke, 
Garnett, Hatton, Kunkel, Leake, Logan, Maclay, Mallory, 
Laban T. Moore, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, James C. 
Robinson, Ruffin, William N. H. Smith, Thomas, Vance, 
Winslow, Woodson, and Wright33. 


So the further consideration of the special 
order was postponed until to-morrow at one 
o’clock, p. m. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. HOLMAN stated that his colleagues, 
Messrs. WiLsox and Encutsu had paired off. 

Mr. HINDMAN stated that he had paired off, 


l ; | | for the rest of the day, with Mr. Tuayen. 
in place of any part of the loans now authorized +i 


The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I now ask leave to report 
the bill, and that it be put upon its passage. 

Mr. WALTON. I rise to a question of order. 
I had.a motion pending to suspend the rules when 
the House adjourned on Monday last. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Ver- 
mont insists upon it, that motion is now in order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I insist upon the regular order 
of business. If there is a motion pending to sus- 

end the rules, holding over from last Monday, 

insist on its being put. 

Mr. WALTON. All Task is, that the House 
will suspend the rules and postpone a private bill 
until Friday next. 

Mr. PHELPS. [I insist on the regular order. 

` Mr. WALTON. Then I withdraw my mo- 
tion. 

: Mr. SHERMAN. Inow move to suspend the 
rules, to enable me to introduce this bill, and have 
it put upon its passage. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended, (over two thirds voting therefor.) 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved the previous question 
on the third reading and engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. GARNETT. There is an appropriation 
in the last clause of the bill, and therefore it must 
go ta the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The rules have been sus- 
pended. 

Mr, PHELPS. For the introduction of the 
bill—not for its consideration. ` 
..Mr, SHERMAN. I moved to suspend the 
rules, to enable me to put the bill on its passage. 

Mr. GARNETT. The rule requiring appro- 
priation bills to go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union was not suspended. 

The SPEAKER. The rules were suspended 
to introduce and consider the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I stated distinctly that I 
moved to suspend the rules to introduce the bill 


‘and put it upon its passage. 


_.Mr. GARNETT. I submit that the gentle- 
man from Ohio could not move to suspend the 
rules for two different purposes at the same time. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair docs not see it 
in that light, but supposes it can be done. 

The previous: question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was engrossed and read a third time. 

. Mr. SHERMAN moved the previous question 


- on the passage of the bill. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 


main question ordered. 
Mr. GARNETT called for the yeas and nays 


` æn the passage of the bill, 


The yeas and nays were not ordered 

The bill was passed, 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled the bill to supply 
deficiencies for the service of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1861; when the Speaker signed the 
Same. ;PURRITORY OF COLORADO. 

Mr. GROW. Iask to take up Senate bill No. 
366, to provide a temporary government for the 
Territory of Colorado, in order to put it upon its 

assage., 

Mr. SIMMS. 

Mr. GROW. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SIMMS. I call forthe yeas and nays. 

- Mr McCLERNAND, I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to fix some day for the 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. GROW. Oh, no. 

Mr. SICKLES. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. COX. Lask the Chair whether I can offer 
an amendment now ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not yet before the 
House. 

The bill was read. 

Mr SICKLES. I only desired to have the bill 
read in order to see if the Wilmot proviso was in 
it. I see that that principle is abandoned. 

Mr. COX. Before the question is put I desire 
to offer an amendment. 


T object. 


Let us pass it to-day. 


Í ask to have the bill read. ~ 


Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman cannot offer 
any amendment now. - 

The question being on suspending the rules, 

Mr. BURNETT called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was deéfled in 
the afirmative—yeas 110, nays 37; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Allen, Alley, Babbitt, Bingham, Blair, Blake, ‘Brayton, 
Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, But- 
terfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, 
John Cochrane, Colfax, Conway, Cox, James Craig, John 
G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Ed- 
wards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Flor- 
ence, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 
Hail, Helmick, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, Wil- 
liam A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
Maciay, Marston, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, Me- 
Pherson, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Mortis, Niblack, Nixon, Olin, 
Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, Seran- 
on, Sedgwick, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stew- 
art, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Tompkins, Train, Vande- 
ver, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Evihu p Washburne, Wells, Windom, Wood, and Wood- 
ruff——110. 

NAYS—Messrs. William C. Anderson, Avery, Barret, 
Bocock, Brabson, Branch, Brown, Burch, Burnett, John B. 
Clark, Corwin, Burton Craige, De Jamette, Edmundson, 
Garnett, Gilmer, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hat- 
ton, Leake, Mallory, Maynard, Mulson, Nelson, Noell, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Ruffin, Scott, Sickles, 
Simms, William Nl. Smith, Thomas, Vallandigham, and 
Wright—37. 

So (twothirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended. 

During the vote, j 

Mr. CAREY stated that his colleague, Mr. 
AsuLey, was absent on account of ill health, | 

Mr. BRABSON said: I understand that there 
is an attempt here to absorb part of the Territory 
of New Mexico. I therefore change my vote, 
and vote ‘‘no.”” 

Mr. MALLORY. I voted to suspend the rules; 
but in order that the gentleman from New Mex- 
ico may have an opportunity of offering an amend- 
ment to the bill so as to correct the boundaries, 1 
change my vote, and vote “ no.” ; 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. I desire to 
change my vote from the affirmative to the nega- 
tive, for the reason that this bill changes the bound- 
aries of New Mexico. . 

Mr. BURCH. F understand that there is an 
unwillingness to permit the gentleman from New 
Mexico to introduce an amendment which he de- 
sires to offer. I therefore vote “ no.” 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. GROW. According to an agreement had 
with the chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Territories, and in order to make this biil corre- 
spond with two bills pending in the Senate for 
the organization of other Territories, I offer the 
following resolution: : 

In section nine, strike out the following: 

“ Except oniy that, in all cases involving title to slaves, 
the said writs of error or appeals shall be allowed and de- 
cided by the said supreme court, without regard to the value 
of the matter, property, or title in controversy 5 and except, 
also, that a writ of error or appeal shall also be allowed to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, from the decision 
of the said supreme court created by this act, or of any 
judge thereof, or of the district courts created by this act, 
or of any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus in- 
volving the question of personal freedom.” 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to have an explana- 
tion of this amendment. ` 

Mr. HINDMAN. It seems to me that the 
gentieman from New Mexico ought certainly to 
be permitted to offer his amendment. 

My. SICKLES. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether it is understood that an 
opportunity will be given to offer amendments 
after his shall be disposed of? i 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman will understand 
exactly what I mean, when he hears my motion. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? Eo 

Mr. GROW. Not now. I propose to strike 
out what has been read by the Clerk, on an 
understanding with the chairman of the Senate 


Committee on Territories, that this bill should 
conform, in its phraseology, to two other bills 
reported in the Senate. . 

Mr. PHELPS. Just at that point, I desire to 


inquire if we are not acting now on a Senate bill? |; 
Mr. GROW. Weare acting on a Senate bill |} 


to organize the Territory of Colorado, which: was 
called Idaho in the bill reported inthe: House: 
The Committee on Territoriés:in:the Senate have 
reported: two other bills—one for Nevada.and:one. 
for Dakota. The bill for the organizationof Nes 
vada was taken upin the Senate on Saturday, and 
was left undisposed of. As there is:nothing said 
anywhere else in the bill in regard to slaves, then 
this extract should be struck outs” Lf we are to 
organize a government for this people, we ought 
to do it in away to secure for them a government 
by passing a bill which will meet the approbation ~ 
of the legislative and executive departments-of 
the Government. Behe : i 
: Now, to give the boundaries of this Territory 
in brief, it proposes to take what is leftof Kansas 
Territory upon the admission of Kansas into the 
Union as a State; it takes from the Territory of. 
Nebraska one degree in width—extends to Utah, 
taking two degrees of longitude from that Territo-~ 
ry;and it takes also onc degree from New Mexico, 
including that portion forming the notch, which - 
gentlemen will see on the map between the thir+ 
ty-seventh and thirty-eighth degrees of latitude. 
Thesouthern boundary of the Territory willthere-.. 
fore be the thirty-seventh degree of north latitude. 
The eastern boundary is 250 of longitude west 
from Washington, corresponding with 102° from 
Greenwich. The western boundary is 320 from 
Washington. Thenorthern boundary corresponds 
with the forty-first parallel of north latitude, mal- 
ing in all something over one hundred and four 
thousand square miles. t i. 

That portion of the Territory comprising what 
remained of Kansas Territory, according to the 
returns of the census taken five or six months 
ago,as furnished me by the Superintendent of the 
Census, containsa little rising of thirty-four thou- 
sand inhabitants. That taken from New Mexico, 
from the best evidence I can obtain—for the:cen~ 
sus returns as yet furnish no data—contains about 
twenty-five hundred’or three thousand inhabit- 
ants. 

Mr. OTERO. Seven thousand. : 

Mr. GROW. That is the gentleman’s opin- 
ion. There are no census returns, and I believe 
the population will not exceed three thousand, 
The portion taken from Nebraska contains three, 
four, or five thousand. So that the whole Ferri- 
tory, from the best information I have, will con- 
tain a population of from forty-five to fifty thou- 
sand; more than were residing in the Territory 
of Oregon when it was admitted into’ the Union 
asa State. Here, sir, is a population, as I have 
said, of forty-five or fifty thousand, living under 
the control of no organized government, and ac- 
knowledging no law but that of the bowie-knife 
and revolver. In my opinion, thay are entitled to 
a government at the hands of the Congress of the 
United States. I now move the previous ques» 
tion on the third reading of the. bill. 

Mr. BOCOCK. ‘With the permission of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Í want to ask him 
whether he has any information that the people 
living in that portion of the territory now included 
in New Mexico, numbering, as my friend behind 
me (Mr. Orero] says, seven thousand, desire to 
be put into this new Territory; and if he has no 
such information, is he not willing that the bound- 
aries be so changed as to leave these people within 
their present territorial limits and under the ters 
ritorial organization of New Mexico, with which 
they seem to be satisfied? I admit that the lines, 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania would run 
them, exhibit more beauty and grace; but if they 
cannot be preserved consistent with usefulness 


i and justice to the people concerned, I think we 


ought to change them. I have not so much po- 
etry and fancy about me as the gentleman has; 
and prefer, myself, in this matter, to sacrifice 
beauty and grace to rightand justice. 

Mr. GROW. The only difference between the 
gentleman and myself is as to what constitutes 
Such a sacrifice. I believe he is quite as poetical 
as I am; and I certainly do not yield to him in 
advocating right or justice. ? 

Now, sir, the Committee on Territories have 
had. this matter under consideration for the last 
three sessions of Congress, and they have uni- 
formly agreed that the boundaries now fixed were 
properoncs. And why? Ifyou take their social 
relations as a political community—having po 
reference, of course, to party politics-——-you will 
find that there is a large tract of land, comprising 
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the head waters‘of the Arkansas and Red rivers, 
which is cut off from the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, containing much arable soil and some gold 
and mining resources; lying near the route which 
the Pacific railroad, I suppose, will necessarily 
pass. 1, of course, am not going into. that sub- 
ject now. I will merely state that Frémont’s 
route passes just along ‘the line which divides 
New Mexico from the Colorado Territory. If this 
railroad passes through that portion of territory, 
some pointon the route will, asa matter of course, 
be selected:as the seat of government; and it be- 
ing just. upon'‘the southern borders of. the 'Terri- 
tory, the peeve of this country the gentleman 
speaks of will be better accommodated than by 
any other arrangement you can make. : 

Then, in-respect to their preferring to remain 
‘within the New Mexican territorial organization, 
Iwill say, that within the last year a large num- 
ber of persons have gone down there from the 
Pike’s Peak region, and I believe number more 
to-day than the Mexican population who reside 
there; so that, in that point of view, there is cer- 
tainly no reason for not detaching them from New 
‘Mexico, when the geography of the Territor 
requires it shail be done, and every other consid- 
eration corresponds. Now, sir, I will hear the 

entleman from. New Mexico, who, I believe, 
Radios to ask. me a question. 

Mr. OTERO. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to give me the opportunity of 
offering an amendment which shall leave that 
portion taken from the Territory of New Mexico 
within its present jurisdiction. The reason is 
this: I know that the people living in that coun- 
try are satisfied with their present. government, 
and are not disposed to be included within any 
other organization, They have lived under that 
territorial organization ever since they have been 
under the Government of the United States; and 
this Government is bound to give them their pref- 
erence in that respect by treaty stipulations. The 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo expressly makes 
provision for their protection in this respect. I 
will read that portion of the treaty to which | 
refer, It says: 

e Mexiéans now established in Territories previously be- 
longing to Mexico, and which remain for the fumre within 
the limits of the United States, as detined by the present 
treaty, shall be free to continue where they now reside, or 
to remove at any tine to the Mexican Republie, retaining 
the property which they poss a the said Territories, or 


disposing thercot, and removing the proceeds whenever |! 


they please, without their being subjected, on this account, 
to any contibution, lax, or charge whatever.” 


Now,sir, these Mexicans are living there within 
that jurisdiction. ‘They are a part of the people 
of New Mexico; they are a homogencous people, 
and do not desire to go into any othor ‘Territory; 
and I give gentlemen notice, that if this bill is 
passed in its present form, at the very next ses- 
sion of Congress, if this Union remains, they will 
come here petitioning you to reinstate them under 
their former government, in the Territory of New 
Mexico. 

Now, sir, [do not see any force in the argument | 
that, because of grace and beauty, this Govern- 
ment should inconvenience the rights of the citi- 
zens of New Mexico. It has been the custom, 
on. the part of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, 1 am very well aware, especially since 
this Congress began, to bring up: New Mexico 
and her people in every shape and form, and try | 
to hold it up to the ridicule of the nation. Ipro- | 
test most solemnly against such a course of con- 
duct, And gentlemen think now they are at liberty | 
to cut it up in any shape they please. I have lis- | 
tened to these aspersions on the people whom I | 
represent with a great deal of calmness. I have 
stood all sorts of opprobrium cast upon them; but 
I cannot sit here quietly and see the people of that 
Territory, who, as I have said, are a homogene- 
ous people, cut in picccs, and a portion of them 
transferred to another jurisdiction, when 1 know 
it is against their wishes. I should do injustice 
to them, and injustice to myself, if I did not ask | 
that Yu shall make the southern boundary line of 
this proposed Territory of Colorado the northern 
boundary line of the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. Corwry] will not permit the Territory || 


of New Mexico to be dismembered before giving 
us a vote upon his compromise, 
Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I have the floor; 


| Gon made by my colleague, the chairman of the 


and the gentleman from New York cannot insert 


a discourteous. remark. into my speech without 
my consent, : . 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether he will not withdraw the demand for the 
promis question, in order that I may-submit an 
amendment to the bill. AH I want is.a vote on 
my proposition. . 

Mr. GROW. I have declined to yield toa 
similar request from the gentleman from New 
Mexico. I must decline to yield. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I want to move to 
strike out, in thecleventh line, the words ‘ thirty- 
seventh parallel of north latitude,” and in lieu 
thereof to insert the words “ the northern bound- 
ary line of said Territory.” I ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to let the amendment be 
voted on. 

Mr. GROW. I decline to yield for the intro- 
duction of the amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word in response 
to the gentleman from New Mexico. So far as 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo is concerned, it 
is true that it provides, in regard to the population 
of the territory we acquired from Mexico, that 
they shall not be deprived of their rights either of 
person or property. Suppose it provides that they 
shall live under one jurisdiction. What jurisdic- 
tion? Why, sir, the jurisdiction of the United 
States. They are not removed from that juris- 
diction, whether they are placed under the terri- 
torial government of Colorado, or remain under 
the territorial government of New Mexico. None 
of their rights are changed, and they cannot be 
changed by being transferred from one territorial 
government to another. Both the territorial gov- 
ernments are the creatures of the United States, 
and are within the jurisdiction of the United States. 
As I said before, there are more Americans in 
that notch than Mexicans. 

Mr. OTERO. No, sir; I know that it is not so. 

Mr. GROW. My statement is derived from 
the best information that I could obtain. I have 
made the statement, and there J leave it. 

Mr. OTERO. I have personal knowledge of 
the fact, 

Mr. GROW. I think the Delegate himself told 
me that there had been a large emigration from 
Pike’s Peak to that notch. 

Mr. OTERO. To the Territory of New Mex- 
ico; but not to that notch alone. 

Mr. GROW. I will yicld now to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. The pre- 
vious question is pending, and I object. 

Mr. COX. The call has been withdrawn; and 
I desire, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, who yiclds to me, to state the 
amendment which I desire to submit. I want,if 
I can, to geta vote on it. It coincides with the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Mexico. 
But I have another feature in this substitute; and 
that is, to make the territorial offices—executive, 
legislative, and judicial—elective by the people of 
the Territory. That is a new and progressive 
feature in our legislation in reference to the Ter- 
ritories; and I want to see gentlemen on the other 
side come up to some of their professions, and vote 
on this subject. I appeal to my friend from Penn- 
| sylvania to let us have a vote on the proposition. 

Mr. GROW. Ihave uniformly declined all re- 
quests to vote on amendments. I have refused 
my old friends, and I cannot now yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio. I demand the previous 
question on the bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
now adjourn. 
not object. 

Mr. CORWIN. I wish to say a word. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Debate is notin order, 
pending the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES. I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn, to hear my friend from Ohio. 

Mr. GROW. Has my demand for the pre- 
vious question been entered? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. SICKLES. I withdraw my motion to ad- 
journ, in order to permit the gentleman from Ohio 
to address the House on a more important ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CORWIN. 


I move that the House do 
Ifthe Fouse wanta recess, I will 


I understand, from the mo- 


Cornmittee of Ways and Means, this morning, 
to postpone the special order until to-morrow, 


that there will necessarily be no night session for 
the purpose of discussion. I now move that when 
the House adjourns, it be to meet at seven o’clock, 


‘this evening, for debate alone. 


Mr. SICK LES. I am willing to vote for that, 

rovided we take the recess now, and it is under- 
stood that there is to be no business transacted at 
the evening session. 

Mr. GROW. I insist on my demand for the 
previous question. oo 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio for an 
evening session? 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. HINDMAN. 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe House adjourns now, 
it will be till seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. GROW. What is the condition of the . 
pending bill? : 

The SPEAKER. It will go over until to-mor- 
row as the unfinished business. 

Mr. BURCH. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

“The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that when the House 
adjoupns it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. SICKLES. Imove that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky is not in order, the House 
having fixed the time to which it will adjourn; 
and the motion to adjourn made by the gentle- 
man from New York is not in order, because that 
motion has just been voted down. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iwill reach it in another 
way. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move that the House do now 
adjourn; and on that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

TheSPEAKER. There are only twenty voting 
for the yeas and nays, which is not a sufficient 
number. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

The House refused to adjourn 

Mr. SICKLES. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion that there be a call of the House. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The House refused to ordera call of the House. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. COX. I want the amendment read again; 
and l demand the yeas and nays on its adoption. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask the House 
to let me say a few words in explanation. 

Objection was made, 

Mr. SICKLES. I demand tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Telers were ordered; and Messrs. BARRET, 
and McKnieur were appointed. 

Mr. BARRET. I want to. explain before I 
vote, 

Mr. GROW. [object to anything outof order. 
Gentlemen on the other side have undertaken to 
filibuster, and they can stay here if they please. 

Mr. BARRET. I wantto ask the gentleman 
a ‘question for information. 

Mr. GROW. [have no answer to make. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—~ 
ayes thirty-three; noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURNETT. [suppose we might as well 
ee now; and I submit that motion. 

‘he motion was not agreed to, 

The question was then put; and it was decided 

‘In the afirmative—yeas 87, nays 52; as follows: 

_YEAS— Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Bab- 
bitt, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Bufiinton, Burlin- 
game, Burnham, Buttertield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, 
Case, Colfax, Conkling, Conway, Covode, H.Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Gdgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hali, Helinick, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Killinger, De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, 
McPherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, Nixon, Paher, 
Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pette, Edwin R. Reynolds, Christ 
opher Robinson, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spinner, 


I move that the House do 


I demand tellers on ordering 
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Stanton, Stevens, Tappan, Tompkins, Train, Vandever, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, El- 
lihu B: Washbume, Wells, Windom, Wood, and Wood- 


- rurt—é87. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, William C. Anderson, 
‘Avery, Barret, Bocock, Brabson, Branch, Burch, Burnett, 
Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Corwin, 
Cox, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmund- 
sön, Florence, Garnett, Gilmer, John T.: Harris, Hatton, 
Hindman, Holman, Wiliam Howard, Hughes, Leake, 
Logan, Maynard, McClernand, McKenty, Millson, Mont- 
gomcery, Isaac N, Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Phelps, 
Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Scott, Sickles, 
Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, 


2 and Wright—52. 


|, So the amendment was agreed to. 


During the roll-call, 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM stated that he was 
paired off with Mr. AsHLEY. 
» Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, stated that Mr. Pey- 
ToN was called away from the House by sickness. 
“Mr. QUARLES said: Mr. Lzeacu, of North 
Carolina, has been indisposed for some days, and 
was taken sick in the Hall to-day, and compelled 
to leave. Iam instructed to say that, were he 
chere, he would vote in the negative. 
Mr. SIMMS stated that Mr. Brown was com- 
elled to leave the Hall on account of sickness in 


is family. 
* Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, stated that 
he had paired off with Mr. Vance. 

Mr. STOKES stated that Mr. ETHERIDGE had 
paired off with Mr. Harris, of Maryland. 
+ Mr. TOMPKINS stated that Mr. Beare was 
confined to his room by sickness, 

Mr. NIBLACK stated that Mr. Davis, of Indi- 


: ana, had paired off with Mr. Wirsow upon this 


and all other votes which may be taken to-daye 


» Mr. GARNETT stated that Mr. Jenkins was 
detained from the House by sickness. 

.. Mr. HINDMAN stated that he transferred to 
his colleague his own pair with Mr. THAYER, 
and would vote on the pending question. 

: Mr. STANTON stated that Mr. PENDLETON 
had paired off with Mr. THEAKER. 

. Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Vance was 


absent on account of sickness. 


Pets os 
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: Mr. STANTON stated that Mr. TRIMBLE was 
called away by sickness. 
r The result was then announced as above re- 
corded. . 
$ Mr. PRYOR. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. : 
| The motion was not agreed to. 
$. The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
reada third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. : ‘ 
“Mr. GROW called the previous question upon 
the passage of the bill, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the bil. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. , . 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative-yeas 90, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, 
Conkling, Conway, Covode, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, 
Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, 
Helmick, Willian Howard, William A. Howard, Bum- 
phrey, Hutchins, frvine, Junkin, Francis W, Kellogg, Wil- 
liam Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lec, 
Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, Me- 
Kenty, McKnight, MePherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward 
Joy Morris, tsaac N, Morris, Morse, Nixon, Palmer, Porter, 
Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Rob- 
inson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
vens, ‘Tappan, Tompkins, ‘rain, Vandever, Wade, Wal- 
dron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellibu B. Wash- 
burne, Wells, Windom, Wood, and Woodrutt—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, William C. Anderson, 
Avery, Barret, Bocock, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, 
John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Corwin, Cox, Burton 
Craige, Jobn G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Garnett, 
Gilmer, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Holman, 
Hughes, Leake, Logan, Maynard, McCiemand, Millsen, 
Laban 'T. Moore, Nelson, Niblack, Pettit, Phelps, Pryor, 
Quarles, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Sickles, Simms, Wil- 
Ham N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, and Thomas—44. 


` So the bill was passed. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. FLORENCE said: I desired that the wishes 
of the gentleman from New Mexico should be 
complied with; but I think these people ought to 
have a government; and therefore, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. QUARLES stated that he was instructed 
to say that Mr. Lxacu, of North Carolina, would 
have voted in the negative had he been here. 


Mr. SICKLES said: Believing this bill to bea 
violation of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, I 
vote no.” : 

The vote was then announced as above re- 
corded. : 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. > 


DEBATES OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. McCLERNAND.. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to ifttroduce the following 
joint resolution: 

Joint resolution authorizing the purchase of the debates of 


Congress, to furnish those members who have not re- 
ceived them : 


Resotved by the Senate and House of Representatipes of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives be, and they are hereby, respectively at- 
thorized aud directed to purchase from the publisher of the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix, at the rate they have 
heretofore paid him, a sufficient number of the copies 
thereof, containing the debates of Congress from December 
3, 1833, to March 3, 1859, inclusive, to furnish each mem- 
ber of each House, who has not heretofore received them, 
one complete copy, to be paid for in whole, if sufficient, if 
not, in part, with the unexpended balance of the appropri- 
ation for the purchase of books contained in the act of 
March 3, 1857. 

Mr. THOMAS objected. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Then I move to sus- 


pend the rules to introduce the resolution. 
FRAUDS IN INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I ask my colleague 


to allow me to introduce a resolution, to which 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
the floor in the mean time. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois, introduced the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That twenty-five thousand extra copies of the 
report, and the accompanyiug testimony, made by the select 
committee appointed to investigate the facts pertaining to 
the abstraction of bonds from the Interior Department, be 


printed for the use of the House, and five hundred for the 
use of said Department. 


HUSSEY’S REAPER. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam satisfied that there is 
no quorum present; and I call for a division of the 
House upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STANTON. Before that motion is put, 
I ask the gentleman from Illinois to allow me to 
have read a resolution which F desire to have 
passed. If there is any objection to it, I will with- 
draw it; and if there be none, it will not interfere 
with his motion. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the further time of ninety days be given to all parties op- 
posed to the renewal or extension of the patent for Hus- 
sey’s reaper, and of all modifications or improvements of 
the same, to take testimony against the extension or re- 
newal of the same, and the patentee shall have the same 
time to take testimony in favor of said renewal. 

Mr. SICKLES. I object to it; and I object 
upon the ground that we ought not to legislate 


I will yield, retaining 


| here in reference to contested lawsuits. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at five o’clock, p. m.) 


adjourned to meet at seven o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembled at seven o’clock, p. m., 
(Mr. Atpricu occupying the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore,) and immediately resumed the con- 
sideration of the special order, being the report of 
| the committee of thirty-three on the present con- 
dition of the country. 
| Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, it is useless to 
| disguise, and traitorous to increase, the gravity of 
| the occasion. Against the Governmentestablished 
by Washington, a rebellion, formidable in its pro- 
portions and portentousin its results, is even now 

bucklingonitsarmor,and with vigorousdiplomacy 
-courting allies. Iam painfully aware how vain 
for me would be the attempt to stay this down- 
ward revolution; and, if I cannot arrest it, I will 
do nothing to accelerate its execrable speed. I 
do not underrate the martial spirit of the South; 


| and those who imagine there is nothing to be 


dreaded by thé tocsin that assembles the North in 
arms, know litdé of thefire that now lies concealed 
in gorthern ice, °* Let buta singlé gun Ue fired 
in this capital,” to use the words of one of'my 
correspondents, “and there would not bë men 
enough left at home in the North to milk ‘thé 
cows.” - It is growing too evident that'in. each 
section of our country the wat-dogs only need to 
bé let loose to cut the Gordian knot we have so 
long unsuccessfully struggled to untie. Expecté 
ant heroes, the cavaliers and the roundheads,al- - 
ready stand on tiptoe to vindicate their respective 
claims; on one side the eagerness to commence and 
on the other the reluctance to leave off, afratricidal 
war. He that does not pause ere he scars‘ the 
pages of history with such a ċòntest, is a madman. 
tis not because I doubt the mettle of my own 
people that I pause, but because I know: their 
pluck: ‘Therefore, not until all hope of the Union 
shall pass away, will I whet the edge of animos- 
ities by imitating the bad example of some. gen 
tlemen in sending forth the war-whoop, instead of 
sober arguments and reasonable conclusions. 

Recognizing the fact that there appeared to be 
an organized plan to revolutionize and break up 
the Government, a conspiracy to blot out the Dec- 
laration of Independence and subvert the Consti- 
tution, I voted in favor of raising the committee 
of thirty-three, when it was proposed, in order to 
give those who represented that portion of our 
country loudest in their complaints an opportu- 
hity to be heard to the utmost latitude; and not 
because any teal grievance was visible to mè 
always excepting that some men were about to 
go out of office, and others were about to come in. 
1 would consider the complaints of a single indi- 
vidual; and could not, therefore, reject unheard 
those of whole States. The Representatives from 
the disaffected section were each our equals, and 
respectable in numbers, and therefore, if they pro» 
posed it, entitled to the right of being heard. `T. 
do not regret that vote. This opportunity has 
been granted; and yet, I confess, while there is a 
fertility of apprehensions, no real grievance hag 
been made manifest. Our admirable and complex 
form of Government in all its operations has ex- . 
hibited as little friction, as little of local hardship, 
as any ever devised by the wit of man.  “ 

It is undeniably true that, if the late election had 
resulted in the defeat of Mr. Lincoln, no revolu- 
tion would have been precipitated, and no new 
guarantees to slavery would have been required 
at Gur hands. © But, while we have been victori» 
ous in the campaign, we are invited to submit to 
what would not even have been suggested had 
we been defeated; ay, and invited to submit fo 
what nearly two thirds of the popular vote of the 
Democratic party itself rejected; for one million 
three hundred and sixty-five thousand nine hun- 
dred and seventy-six Democrats, in voting for 
Mr. Douglas, voted against the protection of sla- 
very in the Territories; and only eight hundred 
and forty-seven thousand nine hundred and fifty- 
three for Mr, Breckinridge, in favor of it. Under 
these circumstances, the demand made is a hu- 
miliation to which no party can submit. In 1820 
the Missouri compromise was established, and 
its repeal was never agitated by the North. In 
1828 Joh n Quincy Adams was defeated on charges 
of extravagance, although the expenditure was 
not one sixth of what we now witness; but the 
North submitted. In 1832 General Jackson was 
reélected on the ground of hostility to the United 
States Bank; and when the bank went down, all 
acquiesced. In 1844 Mr. Polk was elected “be- 
cause he was in favor of ‘the reannexation: of 
Texas,” and “extending the area of freedom;” 
and when Texas came in, with foar slave States 
extended onits banner, even then there was no 
rebellion. In 1848 the Wilmot proviso was de- 
feated; but no secession followed. In 1854 the 
Missouri compromise was repealed; and yet the 
Union stood firm, notwithstanding this combined 
blunder and crime. ‘In 1860 Mr. Lincoln was 
elected, because he was opposed to the extension 
of slavery into the Territories, and opposed to the 
general maladministration of the Government for 
the last eight years. That verdict of the people 
cannot be reversed, except by the people them- 
selves, four years hence. I trust it may never be 
reversed. Meantime it must be accepted by all 
ordet-loving, Constitution-obeying men. If the 
South did not mean to abide by the resuit—only 
on the principle of ‘ heads I win, tails you lose 
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~sthey: should not-have, courted the issue, nor 
made the appeal to the ballot-box, Having par- 
ticipated in the election, it is too late to reject the 

“verdict. They will find consolation im the best 
of books, “The patient abiding of the righteous 
shall be turned to. gladness.” . : 

Whatever fate may:betide our country, the Dem- 
ocratic. party has much to do. to redeem itself from 
the odiam of the present crisis, and I would urge 
it to that patriotic end. A Democratic President 
has not used.his high prerogative toestop the dis- 
memberment. of the Republic, but only to license 
anarchy. He has looked benignly on secession. 
Like a clever old man, with unruly-sons, he has 
deprecated their conduct by saying, ‘* Don’t; but 
if [were you I would, and I can’t help it if you 
do.” It is not a difficult feat for the officers and 
crew to scuttle and sink the staunchest of ships; 
and any Government may go down when its own 
officers betray their trust, or lapse into corruption 
and imbecility. The names of those now or re- 
cently in command, will have a page not to be 
envied in future history. Nor will it be lost.sight 
of that secession was begotten and nursed by the 
wolves of the Democratic party. The true men 
of this party must now take care of their own rep- 
utation. 

Mr. Speaker, not having been able to coincide 
with the honorable’ chairman, who presented the 
views of the majority of the committee of thirty- 
three, nor yet altogether with the views of any of 
the minority reports, I feel it to be my duty to 
take this method of explaining what, inmy judg- 
ment, should be done, and what should ‘not be 
done} with the various subjects upon which we 
shall soon be called upon to act. ; 

And first let me say, that the course of those 
occupying extreme positions in the South, before 
and especially since ourasscmbling here, has made 
it embarrassing for me, or aniy of us who would 
preserve the Constitution in all its vigor, to listen 
even to words of conciliation; while anything like 
compromise hasnever been possible fora moment. 
Compromises are under the ban of all parties, and 
to the advocates ofsecession,who mean revolution, 
more odious than to eed other. If any State or 
States may withdraw their Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, seize forts, ships, arsenals, mints, hos- 
pitals,and dock-yards, whenever an election term- 
inates adversely to their political opinions, and 
then demand terms—fandamental changes of or- 
ganic laws—before they will return to their alle- 
giance, what is our Constitution, with all its his- 
toriesplendor, worth? Should such a course obtain 
the sanction of serious concessions, the national 
Government would be forever destroyed, and each 
member of the family, as they acquired strength 
and mettle for disobedience, might in turn defy 
the law and order of the paternal roof unless some 
portion of authority was abdicated, and some por- 
tion of the estate was set apart for exclusive en- 
joyment. I will do nothing to commit our Repub- 

ic to this crumbling process of mutiny and decay; 
I will do nothing to admit the doctrine of seces- 
sion as the extreme medicine of the Constitution. 
No one who desires the continuance of the Union 
should consent to put it in a position of mere suf- 
ferance—tenant at will—of one State, nor even a 
dozen States. Self-preservation forbids that our 
system should be inoculated with any such virus. 
If the seceding States desire to quit the Union, 
and to quit it forever, let them propose constitu- 
tional amendments for that purpose, and calmly 
submit them to the people. This is the only mode 
by which the end aimed at can be reached with- 
out civil war, and the utter demoralization of alt 
the parties who choose to maintain the present 

Constitution. 
I know that the existence of a party, as com- 


pared with the existence of the Union, is a matter | 


of utter insignificance. But, at this time, there is 
but one party which can be relied upon as an en- 
tirety, and in all its integrity, in favor of the Union 
and the Constitution as itis. If this party fails 
in its duty, or lacks the courage equal to its mis- 
sion, either the Union will be destroyed, or the 
Constitution will be so changed that if might cost 
less to abandon our inheritance thus incumbered 
than to support it. Union men, in whatever party 
now to be found, should acknowledge the neces- 
sity and unite with us in rescuing the Govern- 
ment from its present dangers; and when we reach 
calmer seas, we shall have ample time to fight 
about political differences as practical issues arise. 
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Whether Representatives here show that patri- 
otism or not, I feei sure the people will rally un- 
der no other banner than the * stars and stripes.” 

For one, I cannot make what appears to.me to 
be concessions, nor consent to any measure that 
shall lower the moral and political standard of the 
great majority in the North. The South shall 
have all its rights; but I am commissioned to sur- 
render none. When the principles upon which I 
was elected a member of this House become dan- 
gerous to the country, I shall deem it my-duty to 
resign and go home; but while I believe them vital 
to its preservation, they will continue to be as- 
serted. Measures intended for humiliation, forc- 
ing the majority to capitulate to the minority, 
will have no countenance from me. But, outside 
of this, being victors, we can afford to be frank 
and magnanimous, and de and say what we mean. 
Rather, we cannot afford anything less. If some 
future republican traveler from Naples or St. Pe- 
tersburgh shall ever come here to sketch the ruins 
of this temple of liberty, Jet him have no data to 
note that it was shattered by mere perversity of 
temper. Let the rock upon which we split—sla- 
very extension~and no other, be marked on the 
map. The assailants of the Union are now in the 
wrong, and we must keep them so. I willnot shut 
my eyes to the fact that several States, with ap- 
parent and sudden sanction of their people, have 
started to leave us, with the intent never to return. 
Other fixed stars of the Republic, with fear of 
change, arc perplexing the world. What I can 
properly do to restore harmony, although it may 
prove fruitless, I shall try. I will deal in trath, 
frankness, and conciliation; and shall favor such 
measures as will not compromise, in my judg- 
ment, the great principles of human liberty upon 
which our Government was established—if such 
shall be accepted as an adjustment of present difi- 
culties. Whatever I might do under ordinary cir- 
cumstances, neither more nor less, I shall feel it 
incumbent upon me to do now. To the people of 
the South our party has been most pertinaciously 
inflereppreaeyited: and I am willing to tell them that 
we intend them no harm; that, if Jefferson and 
Jackson were not dangerous, their apprehensions 
ave unfounded as to Mr. Lincoln. laa, there- 
fore, willing to give a congressional certificate that 
we have been slandered; that the Republican party 
of to-day is no blacker than the Republican party 
which, for twenty-four years in succession, found 
in Virginia successful candidates for the Presi- 
dency; and that Mr. Hamlin is as immaculately 
white as is the geneman from Ohio, [Governor 
Corwin.) [feel sure the southern people, goaded 
by calumnious oratory, have made a suicidal 
plunge; and I would give time for sober truth to 
risc and reassert its empire. Not standing on the 
soulless punetilio that they ought to have known 
better than to leap into such turbid and bottomless 
waters, let us fling them at least the driftwood that 
may float them to the shore. If they can havea 
chance to return by their own volition, it will cost 
less than to plunge in after them, and they will be 
better associates in all time to come. 

It is not to those States now in armed revolt 
that I would offer the calumet; for they are not 
entitled even to an explanation to save them from 
suicide. They have not asked it; they have ap- 
pealed to no tribunal save that of force. But the 
horder States have, as yet, done nothing to earn 
our hate, something rather to elicit praise; and to 
them, made glorious by ancestral renown, and by 
a common fame, precious by holding the ashes of 
heroes and statesmen whom we have loved with 
that wonderful love, passing the love of wa- 
men,” to themlet us give assurances of a faithfal 
redemption of all the obligations imposed upon 
us by the Constitution we have sworn to support, | 
and that fraternal sympathy that shall leave them 
no excuse for seeking a foreign home. 

Among the resolutions reported by the com- 
mittee, not allof which received my assent, there 
was one— 


1 
That the several States be respectfully requested to | 
eause their statutes to be revised, with a view to ascertain | 
if any of them are in conflict with, or tend to embarr or 
hinder the execution of the laws of the United States ad 
to which I did assent, because it is respectful 
in its tone, pertincnt to States South as well as H 
North; and because my own State had already | 
ordered precisely this thing to be done before we || 
assembled here. Moved by her own sense of pro- || 
pricty, Vermont will, in her own good time, do! 


i 
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whatsoever is right—because it is right. I have 
not given critical attention to what are called per- 
sonal liberty bills, for none of them, nor anything 
else, has prevented the execution of the fugitive 
slave law, though repugnant to a large share of 
the legal and moral sense of the country, which 
the President says has been executed in every con- 
tested case. That cannot be said of the neutrality 
laws to prevent fillibusterism, nor of the laws for 
the suppression of the African slave trade. 

So far as the legislation of Vermont is con- 
cerned, I think it has been intended to maintain 
her reputation as the purest democracy in the 
world, the very sanctuary of liberty, and to throw 
around all her inhabitants, however humble, the 
safeguards of the writ of habeas corpus and trial 
by jury, as well as to prevent the nefarious crime 
of kidnapping from being committed within her 
borders. 

Such laws as these are common, and ought to 
be, to all the States. They arc merely legislative 
authority to enforce a bill of rights, ‘* dear to free- 
men and formidable to tyrants only,” and stand, 
as the flaming. sword to defend the rights of man, 
as recognized in all our republican constitutions, 
whenever they shall be assailed. f 

By the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
ease of Prigg vs. Pennsylvania, which subsequent 
events have rendered historical, it was decided 
that the master could seize his slave as any other 
property, wherever found, if there was no State 
lawagainstit. Muchof the legislation complained 
of was thercfore set in motion, to compel masters 
to resort to United States authority, and preveni 
the possibility of lawlessseizure of free black men, 
In the same case, it was decided that the legisia- 
tion of Congress exciudes all State legislation on 
the subject. Free State Legisiatures, therefore, 
very generally prohibited their officers from aid- 
ing or assistingin such business. If this showsa 
lack of comity, it was in pursuance of this decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court. It is true, also, that 
the rigors of the fugitive slave act of 1850 multi- 
plied and intensified such statutes, If, however, 
in doing this, State Legislatures have transcended 
the object aimed at, and any of their statutes con- 
flict with that section of the Constitution of the 
United States which declares, that ‘no person 
held to service or labor in one State, under the 
laws thereof, escaping into another, shail, in con- 
sequence of any law or regulation therein, be dis- 
charged from such service or labor,” they sbould 
be repealed without debate. Itis never to be for- 
gotten, and especially not now, that the “ Con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States which 
shall be made in pursuance thereof” is “ the su- 
preme law of the land,” “anything in the con- 
stitution or laws of any State to the contrary 
notwithstanding.” 

One of the propositions of the committee, as 
offered by the distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis, is to provide an amendment to the 
Constitution which shail forbid any possible fu- 
ture interference with slavery in the States where 
it exists. Such, unquestionably, is the true mem- 
ing of the Constitution now. I know of no party 
having the remotest intention of giving it any 
other construction. The Republican party, of all 
others, bound themselves in the most solemn form 
by the fourth resolution of the Chicago platform, 
thus: 

“That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the 
States, and especially the right of cach State to order and 
control its own dome: fitutions according to its owr 
judgment exclusively, i sential to that balance of power 
on which the perfection and endurance of our politieal 
fabrie de s; and we denounee the lawless invasion by 
armed force of the soil of any State or Territory, no matter 
under what pretext, as among the gravest of crimes.” 


That is‘explicit, and among cool men would 
be so regarded. Unfortunately, all men at this 
time are not cool. The resolution unanimously 
adopted by this House on the 11th of February 
last is even more explicit. Every member, Rê- 
publicans inclusive, for once in harmony. 

“Resolved, That neither Congress nor the people or gov- 
ernment of any non-slaveloldiig State has the constitu- 
tional right to legislate upon, or interfere with, slavery in 


any slavehoiding State in the Union.” 

Surely, after this, the possibility of deception 
must be considered effectually throttled. Only 
those who desire to be cheated ean be cheated. 

I have been unwilling to consider any amend- 
ment to the Constitution, lest a master work 
should be botched by journeymen; and I have 
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tolerated the idea at this point alone, not because 
I thought it necessary, but that, if accepted as 
an adjustment of present difficulties, it might, 
by perpetuating a part of our present Constitu- 
tlon—reénacting it, if you please—perpetuate the 
whole. But I have, as yet, had no. assurances 
that this will be taken in any larger sense than of 
“ good so far as it goes.” T'o secure my support, 
it must be taken as afull and final settlement. To 
that end, guarantces against the heresies of seces- 
sion would be indispensable. 

I know of no one who claims or desires the 
constitutional power to interfere with the domes- 
tic institutions of any State. Whenever the af- 
firmative of that doctrine shall be maintained, it 
will be in some remote age, when all State rights 
shall have become extinct, and the spirit of the 
people so tamed as to be ready to submit to im- 
perial despotism. Then the Federal Government 
may as easily establish slavery in a free State ag 
to abolish it in a slave State. 

The particular form which this proposition has 
assumed appears to me objectionable, and unne- 
cessarily complicated; and all that part which 
makes a discrimination between the States should 
be stricken out. But, if the substance of such a 
declaration could serve the great purpose of con- 
ciliation in the present exigencies of the country, 
I would go to the extreme verge of liberality in 
order to give it my assent.. We are cither in favor 
of ultimate interference with slavery in the States 
where it exists, or we are against it. Now, if 
against it—though we may consider it surplus- 
age—why may we not put the subject beyond 
even the power of willful misrepresentation? As 
amere matter of taste, I would not vote for it; 
but I would be willing to sacrifice taste for the 
Union. The proof is abundant that southern men 
have indulged, and do indulge, in serious charges, 
if not real apprehensions, on this point; and if 
the measure proposed would carry healing on its 
wings, it appears to me to be one that may be 
tendered without sacrifice. I presume, however, 
it will fail to receive that support from gentlemen 
of the South which would indicate thatit is sufi- 
cient for the evils complained of; and then it will 
he useless to offer as a remedy what the patient 
avows will be flung out of the window, and may 
properly be abandoned. Should the seceding 

tates stand aloof, it would be vain to attempt to 
give efficacy to this measure, as its only induce- 
ment—general codperation—would be wanting. 

If it be said that this would be a surrender of any 
principle, I ask how? We have already solemnly 
abjured it. Itis not, unless you intend to accom- 
plish an unconstitutional end by constitutional 
means, and the chance of doing that even, can be 
computed by tracing out the process. As it re- 
quires three fourths of all the States to carry any 
amendment of the Constitution, with fifteen slave 
States sure to vote against it, no amendment au- 
thorizing interference with slavery in the States 
could succeed, until the whole number of States 
amounted to sixty, and of these it would require 
the entire concurrence of forty-five, It is unne- 
cessary to spend more time in discussing a meas- 
ure that cannot pass, and which, if it could pass, 
would not give the slave States one whit-more of 
security than they now practically enjoy. 

The present fugitive slave law, confided to ma- 
gistrates unknown tothe Constitution, who, it was 
assumed, would need five dollars more to be per- 
suaded to decide a case in favor of slavery than 
for freedom, merciless in its summary process, 
and with no trial by jury, compulsory upon all 
citizens to join in the hunt of any runaway, so 
obnoxious in its features that it would almost 
seem to have been made repuisive by design, has 
yet been held by the highest judicial tribunals le- 
gally and technically constitutional. Such being 
the decision, nullification by inferior courts or 
Legislatures is no remedy for its faults, as their 
action is itself a nullity. 
posed by the committee, although they may not 


reach to the extent of amelioration thatthey might | 


have done without impairing the constitutional 


purposes of the law, are yet steps in the right | 


direction; and though they will not secure alac- 
rity in the ordinary execution of the law, so long 


as life and liberty are more precious than prop- | 


erty, they willremove the general excuse for mobs. 
No proposition to amend the law of 1850 would 
be likely to fail of being an improvement; and 
these amendments eught not to be refused by any 


The amendments pro- | 
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just legislator, unless other provisions of an.ob- 
jectionable character shall be ingrafted upon them 
in their progress through this House, calculated 
to defeat substantial improvements here tendered. 

Another proposition of the committee is an en- 
abling act for the admission. of the Territory of 
New Mexico as a State in the course of the ensu- 
ing year J am ready to admit that this would 
practically „dispose of all the territory we now 

ave to which the slaveholding States set up any 


claim in their ultimatum of a restoration of the. 


Missouri line; but it leaves open what they hold 
to be the paramount question of the. disposal of 
territory hereafter to be acquired, and will not there- 
fore be satisfactory, even. if the question that. it 
would become a slaveholding State was free of 
doubt. 

. The fatal objection to this measure is that the 
civilization of the territory is unequal to the task 
of supporting a State government. I trust that 
they are making progress in wealth and education; 
but there is no evidence present showing either 
their capacity or desire to embark in the experi- 
ment. i 

To be entirely frank, I do not think it can ever 
practically become a slave State. It must forever 
remain a pastoral country. Whatever its mines, 
real or fabulous, may attract, its tillage land, skirt- 
ing the borders of streams only, its arid wastes 
destitute of water, can never support a popula- 
tion, much beyond its present numbers; nor can 
a cheaper labor be substituted for that which now 
prevails. 

By the organic act. passed ten years ago, in 
addition to the rights obtained by treaty, New 
Mexico obtained the right of admission into the 
Union with or without slavery; and during eight 
years of that time, the whole Federal patronage 
of the Government has succeeded in permanently 
forcing into that Territory eleven slaves only, ten 
of whom are women. With this state of facts I 
cannot but think whenevey, sooner or later, the 
subject shall be discussed, as it would be at the 
formation of a constitution, and all outside pres- 
sure on the people shall be removed, they will 
decide the question in favor of human freedom. 
But any people willing to vote peon servitude 
upon themselves, as mey do in New Mexico, are 
hardly to be trusted with the destinies of a State. 

Under ordinary circumstances I should vote 
against enabling New Mexico to come into the 
Union at the present time; and I cannot find any- 
thing in the present condition of affairs to release 
me from the obligation of doing so now. It has 
not been made apparent, if this measure could 
receive the entire vote of this side of the House, 
thatit would be acceptable as a measure of adjust- 
ment. But were it otherwise, I should not vote 
for it; because it wears the appearance of an eva- 
sion of principles heretofore made prominent, and 
which Fam unwilling to vail in a cloud. 

There is another proposition, founded upon the 
same section in the Constitution upon which the 
law for the return of persons held to service es- 
caping into another State is based, in relation to 
fugitives from justice, which, in my opinion, 
would in practice prove unsatisfactory, and in- 
stead of curing present irritations, would multiply 
them tenfold. Heretofore, the requisition has 
been made by the chief executive officer of one 


State upon the chief executive officcr of another | 


State. Itis now proposed to make this requisi- 
tion “ upon the district judge of the United States 
of the district’? in which the criminal may be 
found, whose duties are so defined and limited 
as necessarily to give the criminal laws of local 
Legislatures a wider and even nationalapplication, 
and atthe same time blots out the sovereignty 
of a State altogether. 
question to be determined, Tanswer that the Gov- 
ernors of most States are apt to be as able jurists 
as the judges of these district courts; nor can po- 
litical ‘prejudices be avoided by the change, for 
judges are now often appointed as much in ref- 


| erence to their political affinities as to their legal 


knowledge. The demand must be made by a 
Governor, and it is proper that it should be re- 
sponded to by an equal, Under the present prac- 
tice, Governors surrender fugitives from justice 
when the charge alleged would be a crime in the 
State to which they have fled. That would seem 
to be arule far less liable to abuse than the one 
proposed, and as equal and just as can be devised. 
| trust this most exceptionable project to change 


If it be solely a judicial | 


the old law..will receive; the-decided ne, 
all sides of the House, and of State-rights me: 
especially. ee eer. 
‘ailing of success in the late election of Presi-. 
dent, though still maintaining supremacy in both: 
branches of Congress, the southern’, States now 
demand as. their ultimatum, and as a condition 


) s have been 
foreseen, will meet with anemphatic denial. There 
is no part of it worthy of the sanction of a great 


and high-minded people. If the desire was sim- 
ly room for the expansion of slavery into New 
exico, that is practically enjoyed already. If 
the desire reaches beyond that; if itis Sonora and 
Chihuahua that is hunted in the distance, let those 
who mean it avow it. Then the question would 
be squarely presented, whether those Mexican 
rovinces must be obtained at the cost. of break- 
ing up the Union or .not; whether secession or 
Mexico. should be conquered; whether South 
Carolina or Cuba mustbe bought, Mot until after ` 
the present dangerous fit of indigestion shall Rave, 
passed away, can the American people be induced 
to swallow more of the disjointed limbs of priest- 
ridden Mexico;.and I trust their hunger in that 
direction is forever appeased. I knew a man once 
who was always in litigation about the bofindary 
lines of his land, and a neighbor said of him, that 
he believed ‘‘if the cap’n owned all Paradise he 
would quarrel with the devil just for a little strip 
more for a hog pasture !’? Have we not enough ? 
Then let us not quarrel about any more little 
strips. But, come what may, the North will stand 
by the declaration of Henry Clay, and “no 
earthly power can compel them to vote for the 
positive introduction of slavery, either south or 
north of that line,” (36° 30 .) 

1 do not propose to marshal the resources of the 
free States, nor to consider how tolerable might 
be their condition when left alone, or after the 
withdrawal of the slave States, and the accession 
of the Canadas and other British provinces—the 
failure of the first being the only possible hinder- 
ance to the Jast—but I wish to make a way-side 
remark touching the threat of sending certain 
States to “ Coventry.” i 

I know it isthe fashion of some parties to sneer 
at New England, to talk of a reconstruction of a 
Union with this part left out, ‘ sloughed off” but 
this imbecile spite does not even excite pity. i 
will be found that almost every free State has its 
New England-within its borders, and thus leav- 
ened, some for-aught I know, are in advance of 
the Puritan stock. It is evident the political Jonah 
would not be disposed of, even if “down cast” 
were to be thrown overboard. They remember 
the fable of members rebelling against the head, 
but will let others make the application. New 
England makes no apology jor the past, and will 
indulge in no énvy for the future; but having po 
invincible sectional hatreds, if any can do better 
than herself, she will bid them God speed. It 
might be pertinent to remind those who flippantly 
talk of ostracizing such a people, that when the 
old Greek philosopher was banished from Sinope, 
he retorted: And Teondénts you to stay in Sinope. 
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Certainly Vermont begs for nd concessionsyasks’ 
no guarantees.” For years and in her infancy she 
stood alone, and such a doom, now in her matur- 
ily, were it possible to be enforced, would ‘have 
ho terrors for her, as almost each one of: her in- 
habitants possesses within their own homes the 
mreans—industry and unconquerable will—ofab- 
solute independence. She can both feed and clothe 
herself with the plow, the loom, and the anvil, 
no matter whether cotton or wool, flax or hemp, 
is king. s 

--Fhese taunts do not arise from a positive dis- 
like to the thrift'of New England character, nor 
to their eminence in all ‘the highways of modern 
civilization, for among the most seductive argu- 
‘ments addressed by secessionists to Georgia, to 
North Carolina, to Virginia, and to Maryland, 
each in’ turn, We find this: that they will become 
the new New England of the cotton heptarchy; 
but the disgust arises from the obstinate vote of 
New England; and, though I'am for conciliation, 
I cannot honestly say that I foresee any millen- 
niùm at hand when they will have repented of the 
fanaticism they have so long manifested in the 
persecution of thepropheti of modern democracy, 
as that party will, L fear, continue to furnish: | 
abundant provocation. 

There seems to be a tenacity of purpose, by | 
some amendment of the Constitution , to foist the 
word slavery into that instrument, in order to se- 
cure to it, by a prolific brood of logical inferences, 
a higher degree of protection as property. Not 
content with the language of the Constitution, it 
is hoped to make the rose, not more aromatic, but | 
still entitled to higher consideration under another 
name. I have not time to discuss the length and 
breadth of this apparently very innocent propo- 
sition, and will only say that the language of the 
framers of the Constitution was well chosen, ex- 
pressed all they intended, and all we intend now 
and forever. hether slaves are merely prop- 
erty or persons, in the language of Sterne, * Dis- 
guise thyself as thou will, still, slavery, said I, 
still thou art a bitter draught.” 

The idea of a reconstruction of the Constitu- 
tion held out by the architects of ruin, who now | 
bear despotic sway in the South, to those who | 
hesitate to break away from the ark of our cove- | 
nant, is a fraud in its southern aspect, as South | 
Carolina and the autocratic Yanceys have already 
imperiously indicated, and wholly fallacious in 
its northern aspect, as time will surely proclaim. | 
The leaders in the cotton States mean something 
far diffgrent from a reconstruction, and nothing 
less than revolution and its consequences have 
been invoked from the outset. They may snatch 
some parts of our system of government; but, | 
like the fortresses they have siezed, they will be 
converted to unwonted uses; and, stiff with the 1 
embroidery of new devices, seck protection no | 
longer against majorities, but against minorities. 
Once escaped from the power of majorities, good 
care will be taken that minorities are henceforth 
handcuffed. 

But, to suppose that nineteen free States would 
consent to give slavery greater power or privi- 
leges, under a reconstraction of the Constitution, 
than was consented to seventy years ago, when 
there was but one free State, is simply absurd. 
It is a libel upon the age. Who will contend that, 
though all other nations have been steadily ad- | 
vancing to a higher plane of frecdom, the Amer- |] 
ican people have relapsed from their own key- | 
note? While the North does not, and will not, : 
seek to retract or avoid any point in the present | 
compact, if the question is ever opened, it would 
be all opened; and property represented on one f 
side of Mason and Dixon’s line would be on the | 


other, or none at all. Open all these questions, : 
and the grievances of the North, now dumb, would i 
find voice, and, unless redressed by constitutional | 
guarantees, relief would be snatched in the sepa- || 
ration already offered. There is no reactionary | 
spirit that can extort greater submission to sla- ` 
very from the present age than was conceded by | 
Franklin and Sherman, Hancock and Adams. | 

If the South would live in peace and escape the || 
agitation of the subject of slavery, they have only ij 
to cease thrusting forward their aggressive policy || 
of its extension—a policy that cannot escape the | 
stern and enlightened resistance of all Christen- ‘| 
dom. Inaspecch made by me at the last session | 
of Congress, | showed that the South already | 
enjoyed her full share of territory in proportion to | 


her population, and that, should all the remainder’ 
-be appropriated to the use of the North, jt would 


be only at lasta fair and equal division. ‘There 
is No inequality or injustice to slaveholders in the 
exclusion of slaves from the Territories. As the 
London Times aptly suggests, ‘ the South is not 
to be excluded from Territories unless the South- 
rons consider themselves in the light, not of slave- 
holders, but of slaves.” : 

Mr. Speaker, I speak not of thé sacrifice of 
blood and treasure’it cost to create our present 
Union—not of the glories in its civil history; not 
of its eminent prowess in military and naval ex- 
ploits; not of its grandeur and power amotig the 
great nations of the earth; not of its accumula- 
tions of legal learning; nor yet of the illuminated 
chapters in its administrative precedents, to all 
of which, though American character is only yet 
in the bud, secession bids adieu forever; but I will 
ask, what higher gauge of prosperity cana south- 
ern military republic hold out than we have wit- 
nessed and now hold within our grasp in these 
United States? In what part of the world is labor 
more remunerative, or wealth less impeded by 
taxation? Is there any denial of this in the plant- 
ing States? Why, sir, they have incontestably 
grown rich. Have not the number of their slaves 
quadrupled, and their value more than quadru- 
pled, in threescore years and ten? The advance 
of the American people in national and individual 
wealth—the standing marvel ofthe world—is such 
that it has for forty years attracted, and still con- 
tinues largely to attract, the enterprising emigrant 
from every nation and tongue on the globe. The 
average scale of the comforts of life here obtained, 
the enjoyments incident to cultivated society here 
so widely diffused, find no parallel in any other 
land. 'T'hese things may be bravely altered, but 
are they likely to be altered for the better? New 
inventions do not always enthrone the inventors. 
While it is obvious that no single right which is 
now claimed to be withheld can be secured through 
the doors of secession, the only new right which 
will belong to this attitude will be the right to 
make war upon the United States, 

Let me appeal, then, to all parties, to try to live 
under that Union a little longer which ‘has not 
only secured our property, guarded so well all our 
material interests, but which has received the'com- 
mendation of the enlightened world and given to 
us a name not surpassed in all the monuments of 
history. Give us another span of seventy years, 
and prolong the hopes of mankind in the possi- 


bility of man’s power of self-government. Do not | 


let us break up the model with which patriots, 
though with unequal steps, in contiguous as well 
as far distant countries, have struggled and are 


| struggling to mold institutions like those among 


which our own still Jive the leading example. 
But if all our attempts to put off the evil day shall 
fail, and this matchless form of free Government 
is to be put to the extremest peril, it will rally all 
the vigor remaining in its Constitution in behalf 


of self-preservation. It cannot abnegate its power, | 


and it will not die willingly. The great heart of 
the nation will confront all dangers, and survive, 
I trust, to cover friends and foes with countless 
blessings. 


Mr. EDWIN R. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, i 


having had but little experience in legislative 
assemblies, I have hesitated long before asking 
the attehtion of the House to my views on the 
present unhappy and alarming condition of our 
public affairs. But I feel, sir, that, in a time of 
genera} disturbance and commotion like this revo- 
lutionary epoch through which we are now pass- 
ing, no one, however humble or obscure, is to be 
pardoned for neglecting to contribute his mite 


| toward a proper elucidation of the weighty ques- 


tions under discussion, looking to a speedy, safe, 
and satisfactory adjustment of our national diffi- 
culties, 


And, on the threshold, I am met by a peculiar | 


difficulty. There appears, sir, to have arisen an 
ugly controversy in our midst, which has not only 
divided and disrupted the Republic of Washing- 
ton, but has kindled the lurid and baleful fires of 
domestic insurrection and of civil war in more 
than one locality of our fairand hitherto peaceful 
and most highly-favored land. 

I seem, sir, to have been listening, for two 
months past, to powerful efforts of argument and 
oratory onaill sidesof this House, and in the other 
branch of Congress, to satisfy the country that 


the extension of slavery in the Territories, and its 
protection everywhere under the authority of the 
national flag, was the first and paramount consti- 
tutional duty of the United States Government; 
or that such protection and extension is uncalled 
for ahd-unconstitutional: I seem to have heard 
of the secession of atleast six of the States of this 
Confederacy on account of our failure to comply 
with the demands and to do the behests of this 
institution of human bondage; and Í have all along 
innocently supposed that the question of the pro- 
tection of slavery by the national Government, 
or of its being confined to and protected only by 
the several States wherein it exists by force of 
local law, was the great, foremost, prominent, 
serious, and all-absorbing question of the hour; 
and that upon its speedy, conciliatory, and just 
solution, hung the very destinies of the Republie 
for all coming time. Judge, then, sir, what was 
my surprise on hearing it said, but a day or two 
since, by the very distinguished Senator from 
New York, that ‘the matter is disposed of; the 
people have gravely and deliberately determined 
against slavery extension, and it is no longer a 
practical question.” 

Sir, I am surprised, bewildered, dumfounded. 
Do my senses serve me? Is this perilous com- 
motion really attributable to some other cause 
than the agitation for and against slavery exten- 
sion? Have not South Carolinaand Georgia and 
Alabama and Louisiana and Florida and ‘Texas 
openly seceded from the Confederation on this 
account, and on this account only? And do not 
several other States hang trembling in the balance? 
Have not our forts and vessels been seized, our 
arsenals invaded, and our mints robbed, by men 
and States in arms, justifying themselves only on 
the ground that. the Republican party has come 
into power on the avowed sentiment of hostility 
to the further extension and legalization of slavery? 
Has not our flag been fired into, our mails been 
rifled and intercepted, our commerce on the Mis- 
sissippi cbstructed for the same ostensible cause? 
Is not the public mind to-day, North and South, 
convulsed, as never before in the whole history 
of the Union, on this mighty subject? On what 
other point did the recent elections turn in Virginia 
and in Tennessee? What else crowds the burst- 
ing columns of the daily and weekly journals 
wherever published? Ay, sir, what other topic 
now feeds the thunders of the London Times, or 
attracts more undivided attention from Lord Pal- 
merston and Lord John Russell, and from the 
ministry of Louis Napoleon and other European 
Governments, than this? And yet, “it is no 
longer a practical question P? 

With all deference to superior wisdom and ex- 
perience, I cannot, for one, acquiesce in this con- 
clusion. Sir, we cannot overlook primary causes 
and impelling motives, if we would. Not by cov- 
ering up, or In any way ignoring the laws of na- 
tufe; not by closing our eyes and saying the sun 
no longer shines; not by stopping our ears and 
imagining that sound no longer exists, can we 
overturn or avoid the consequences of the vivify- 
ing potential laws and agents, the great existing 
facts of the universe around us, 

„Nor can we successfully cope with the most 
dificult political problem of modern times by pre- 
tending to exclude the primary propelling moral 
forces and opinions which underlie the whole 
subject-matter. Non sic tantas componere lites. 
No, sir; not thus can this tremendous crisis be 
succesfully treated; not thus can the spirit of dis- 
order, insurrection, and rebellion, be successfully 
quieted or subdued. Have we yet to learn, in this 
advanced day of high culture and civilization, that 
the world is moved by ideas, and by ideas alone? 
If so, we have read history to little purpose. The 
voice of reason, the monitions of conscience, the 
teachings of ordinary prudence and common sense, 
as well as the highest considerations of public 
safety, all alike loudly demand that this irritating, 
disturbing, perpetually-recurring question ofques- 
tions, should be put to rest, finally and forever. 
How, sir, shall it be done? Following, then, the 
example of all around me, as well as the dictates 
of my own judgment, | shall continue to regard 
the present and prospective legal status of African 
slavery on this continent as the mighty problem 
to he solved before peace, quict, and permanent 
happiness and general prosperity can be restored 
to the American people, and the dark and gloomy 
portents of the times can be dissipated. 
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We are met, in limine, with various ingenious 
propositions, calculated, at least in the minds of 
their authors, to settle our difficulties. Almost 
every man has his specific, his nostrum, his cata- 
plasm, his life pills, or some other empirical emol- 
lient for the occasion. But, sir, in my humble 
judgment, all such temporizing expedients and 
prescriptionsare worse than useless. Utterly vain 
and illusory is it to dream of effecting a cure for 
the suffering bod y-politic, in these last convulsive 
and deadly throes of imminent dissolution, with- 


out going at once to the inmost root of the disease. | 


Mr. Speaker, there are precisely two methods, 
and only two, of healing this raging disorder that 
is crazing the brain and consuming the body of 
the State and nation One course is to go on, as 
the Administration has so far been doing, yield- 
ing to the threats and insulting demands of the 
armed traitors who openly avow their fixed res- 
olution to finally break up and destroy our Gov- 
ernment, and our free institutions as well; sub- 
mit to the robbery of your mails, of your mints, 
of your arsenals, of your ships; cringe and 
shrink like cowards under the attacks on your 
flag, the hitherto glorious and invincible stars and 
stripes, at the bare sight of which, always here- 
tofore, the heart of every American has leaped 
up with an irrepressible impulse of pride and 
loyalty, but which now seems to be dishonored 
and retreating before the attack of every con- 
temptible mob which chooses to flout and insult 
it. Incorporate your new guarantees in favor of 
slavery into the Constitution; suppress free speech; 
muzzle your free press; chain up your free pul- 

its; pass your sedition laws; give your slave- 
holders’ court the power of sending a citizen into 
another State to be tried by a court and jury for- 
eign to him, for the crime of having written, or 
spoken, or printed, words that may be construed 
by that foreign court or jury to have been in- 
tended to be incendiary; do all this at the bidding 
of King Cotton, and, as we have been graciously 
told, a part of the slaveholding States may deign 
to “ take into consideration what they will do.” 
I will admit that it is not impossible, if you will 
do all that, that even the Gulf States might be 
coaxed back to assume the reins of Government 
over us; though I suppose we may fairly take 
their word when they say they will never come 
back into any sort of fellowship with free States. 
In a speech before the late State convention, in 
Alabama, Mr. Yancey said: 

“Mr. President, I avow myself as utterly, unalterably 
opposed to any and all plans of reconstructing a Union with 
the Black Republican States of the North. No new guar- 
antees, no amendments of the Constitution, no peaceful 
resolutions, no repeal of offensive laws, can offer to me 
any, the least, inducement to reconstruct our relations with 
the non-slavebolding States. This opinion is not founded 
on any objection to a confederation with States north of 
Mason and Dixon’s line, on principles mutually agreeable 
te them; but it is founded on the conviction that the dis- 
ease which preys on the 
not emanate from any defect in the Federal Constitution, 
but from a deeper sourcee—the hearts, heads, and con- 
sciences of the northern people. They are educated to be- 
lieve slavery to be a religious as well asa political wrong.” 


Mr. Jefferson Davis also says, the day for com- 
promise is past. He will have no conciliation. 
He will have us ‘smell southern powder and feel 
southern steel.” They spurn your concessions. 
They despise your friendship. ‘They will have no 
reconstruction. Ah! sir, when all this is done, 
there will be no more free States to be anxious 


about their liberties. Then, do allthis, and ‘‘ or- | 


der will again reign in Warsaw.” 

Sir, there is another method by which a settle- 
ment may be secured, and which, E must say, 
I altogether prefer; and that is, in short, to sup- 
port and stand by the present Constitution and 
the present Union, and secure the enforcement 
of the laws as they are. 
or amend the Constitution? Have we not lived 
for seventy years or more under its rovisions, 
as framed by the fathers; prospered beyond all 
the nations of the world; all the time making 
such progress in the arts of peace, in commerce, 
in husbandry, in mechanics, in manufactures, in 
public education, in civil and religious liberty, as 


vitals of the Federal Union does | 


Why should we alter | 


has been a prodigious marvel, not -only.in our 
own eyes, but in those of the whole inhabitable 
globe? And shall we have the rash temerity, in 
fright, in haste, under the pressure of menace, to 
undertake to amend it? To fumble and tinker 
with its time-honored provisions? To lay our 
hasty. hands upon the ark of the covenant which 
has guided us so long safely and happily through 
the arid wilderness of party strife, of extraordi- 
nary expansion of territory, of pro-slavery fanat- 
icism, of Democratic corruption and misrulc, and 
of piratical fillibustering upon unoffending sister 
Republics? Does it not seem the part of wisdom 
—admitting the necessity of some alterations in 
the fundamental law of the land, at the proper 
time, and in the proper manner—that these should 
be sought and obtained Ueliberately and with great 
caution, scrupulously conforming to the method 
prescribed in the present Constitution itself for 
its own alteration? Let us do nothing precipi- 
tately and without all duc deliberation. Let us 
be perfectly certain, in the first place, that the 
people really desire a change in the Constitution; 
and secondly, that there is a reasonable probabil- 
ity of a concurrence of three fourths of the States 
in the projected amendments. In a matter of 
this immense consequence to the welfare of the 
present and of future generations of our vast, out- 
spread, majestic empire, certainly, if ever, should 
be followed the scriptural injunction, ‘let all 
things be done decently and in order.” Any con- 
gressional compromise that could be produced at 
this session must necessarily be hasty, immature, 
crude, and imperfect, and would fall short of meet- 
ing the conditions of the present emergency; for 
we have noted in vain the eventsand discussions 
of the time, if we are not satisfied that the seces- 
sion fever will run its appointed course with entire 
disregard of what may or can be done by this Con- 
gress, and even of the recorded opinions of man- 
kind here or elsewhere. ‘ 

Again, sir, the people did not elect gentlemen 
here to change the Constitution. They expected 
no such thing of us. They did not anticipate any 
state of things which would render such a pro- 
ceeding necessary or judicious. ‘To do it, then, 
would clearly seem to be a superfluous overstep- 
ping of our legitimate functions. If the Consti- 
tution must be changed, let the people doit. Let 
them elect men especially commissioned for the 
purpose. So shall it be done in accordance with 
their judgment and wishes, and in some reason- 
able degree of compliance with the due propricties 
and decorum properly connected with so grave 
and consequential a procedure. Sir, lam opposed 
to all congressional changes in the Constitution, 
whatever. ` 

We are asked to adopt the Crittenden amend- 
ments, orsome compromise substantially amount- 
ing to the same thing. What are these Critten- 
den resolutions, about which we hear so much 
said? I reply: they are the Breckinridge and Lane 


platform incorporated into the Constitution of the | 


United States. We are called upon to do what 
even the Douglas Democracy refused only last 
April to do at Charleston; to consent to even more 
than the Charleston seecders then thought of de- 
manding. In order to make this plain ata glance, 
I will read, in connection, first, the three chief 
articles of the Breckinridge platform, and then 


the main proposition of the Crittenden compro- | 


mise: 

Breckinridge Platform. 

J. That the government of 
a territory organized by an 
act of Congress, ls provisiouat 
and tempor and during 
its existence, all citizens of 
the United States have an 
equal right to settle with 
their property in the Tcrrito- 
ry, Without their rights either 
of person or property being 
destroyed or impaired byeon- 
gressional or territorial legis- 
lation. 

2. Thatit is the duty of the 
Federal Government, in ail 
its departments, to protect, 
when necessary, the rights of 


Crittenden Compromise. 


House of Representatives, 
That the following article 
be proposed and submitted 
ag anamendmentto the Con- 
stitution, which shall be valid 
as partof the Constitution, 


people of the States: 

First, tn ati the Territories 
now or hereafter acquired 
north of Jatitude 36° 30’, sk 
very or involuntary servi- 
tude, except for the punish- 
mentor crime, is prohibited ; 
while in all the territorysouth 


Resolved by the Senate and | 


when ratified by the conven- | 
tions of three fourths of the 


persons and property in the 
Territories, and wherever 
else its constitutional author- 
ity extends. i 

3. ‘That when the settlers 
in a Territory having an ad- 
equate population, form a 
State constitution in pursu- 
ance of law, the right of sov- 
creiguty commences, and, 
being consummated by ad- 
mission into the Union, they 
stand on an equal footing 
with the people of other 
States; and the State thus 
organized oughtto be admit- 
ted into the Federal Union, 
whether its constitution pro- 
hibits or recognizes the insti- 


of that latitude, slavery ‘ia 
hereby recognized as exist- 
ing, and shall not be inter- 
fered with by Congress, ‘but 
shall be protected as property 
by all departments of the ter- 
ritoria! government during its 
continuance. AU the terri- 
tory north or south of said 
line, within such boundaries 
as Congress may prescribe, 
when it contains a popula- 
tion necessary for a member 
of Congress, with a republi- 
can form of government.hall 
be admitted into the Union 
on an equality with the ori- 


_ ginal States, with or without 


slavery, as the constitutionof 


tution of slavery. the State shat! preseribe. 


Sir, it would be shamefal, dishonorable, dis- 
graceful, suicidal, for Republicans to listen for a 
moment to these propositions. ‘They can_never 
receive the assent of the people of the North, 
much less of the Republican party. -Slavery re- 
quires further and greater guarantees than Wash- 
ington, Madison, Jefferson, were willing to give 
it. It will have additional protection, or it will 
dissolve the Union! Et asserts itself to bea wise, 
humane, just, and beneficent institution. Tt will 
not be letalone. It will thrust itself upon us with 
loud ‘demands for new. recognitions, new safe- 
guards, new guarantees. Why should it?) What 
is it that asks this new protection? Let its own 
courts answer. Itake no northern anti-shivery 
definitions; but go to itsown records. In the case 
of Neal vs. Farmer, (9 Georgia Reports,) the 
court decided that if there was no statute pro- 
hibiting it, it was not a crime to kill: 


“Licensed to hold slave property, the Georgia planter 
held the slave as a chattel ; and whence did he derive tiile? 
Either directly from the slave trader, or from those who held 
under him, and be from the slave captor in Africa, "The 
property in the slave in the planter became, thus, just the 
property of the original captor. In the absence of any stat- 
utory limitation on that property, he holds it as unquali- 
fiedly as the first proprietor held it, and his title and the 
extent of his property were sanctioned by the usage of nu- 
tions Which had grown into law. There is no sensible 
account to be given of property in slaves here but this. 
What were, then, the rights Of the African chief in the slave 
which he had eaptured in war? The slave was his to sell, 
or to give, or to kill.” 


Again: the North Carolina supreme court, in 
the case of the State vs. Mann, (2 Devereux’s 
Reports, page 268.) Mann was indicted for 
wounding a slave woman; and the question was, 
whether a man could assault a negro. There was 
no statute punishing it, and the question was, 
does the common law protect. the slave? ‘The opin- 
ion was delivered by Judge Ruffin. He says: 


“ Slavery has indeed been assimilated at the bar to the 
other domestic relations, and arguinsnts drawn trom the 
well-established principles which confer and restrain the 
authority of the parent over the child, the tutor over the 
pupil, the master over the apprentice, have been pressed on 
us. The court does not recognize their application. ‘There 
is no likeness between the cases. ‘hey are in opposition 
to cach other, and there is an impassable gulf between 
them. The difference is that which. exists between frec- 
dom and slavery, aud a greater cannot be imagined. In the 
one, the end in view is the happiness of the youth, born to 
equal rights with that governor on whom the duty devolves 
of training the young to usefulness, in a station which he 
is atterward to assume among freemen. ‘Io such an end, 
and with such an object, moral and intellectual instruction 
seem the natural means; and, for the most part, they are 
found tosuflice. Moderate force is superadded only to make 
the others effectual. Lf tat fail, it ia better to leave the 
party to his own headstrong passions and the uhimate cor- 
rection of the law, than to allow it to be immoderately in- 
flicted by a private person, With slavery it is far other- 
wise. The cnd is the profit of the master, his security and 
the public safety ; the subject, one doomed, in his own per- 
son and his posterity, to live without knowledge, and with- 
out the capacity to make anything his own, and to toil that 
another may reap the fruits. What maral eousiderations 
shail beaddressed to such a being, to convince him of what 
it is impossible but that the most stupid must feeland know 
can never be trac—thathe is thus to labor upon a principle 
of natural duty, or for the sake of his own personal hap- 
piness? Such services can only be expected from one who 
has no will of his own; who surrenders his will tn implicit 
obedience to that of another. Such obedience is the con- 
sequence only of uncontrofled authority over the body. 
There is nothing else which can aperate to produce the 
effect. The power of the master must be absolute, toren- 
der the submission of the slave perfect. j 

«f most freely canfess my sense of the harshness of this 
proposition; } feel it as deeply as any man can. And as 
a principle of moral right, every persan in his retirement 
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must repudiate it. But in the actual condition of things 
it must beso. There is no remedy. This discipline be- 
longs to the state of slavery. They cannot be disunited 
without abrogating at once the rights of the master, and 
absolving the slave from his subjection. It constitutes the 
eurse of slavery to both the bond and free portions of our 
population. But it is inherent in the relation of master and 
slave. : 

«Thar there may be particular instances of cruelty and 
barbarity, where in conscience the jaw might properly in- 
terfere, is most probable. The difficulty is to determine 
where a court may properly begin. Merely inthe abstract 
it may. well be asked, which power of the master accords 
with right? The answer will probably sweep away all of 
them. But.we cannot look at the master in thatlight. The 
truth is, that we are forbidden to enter upon a train of gen- 
eral reasoning upon the subject. We cannot allow the right 
of the master to be brought into discussion in the courts of 
justice. Theslave, to remaina slave, must be made sens- 
ible that there is no appeal from his master; that his power 
is in no instance usurped ; but is conferred by the laws of 
man, at least, if not by the laws of God. 

“ { repeat, that £ would have gladly avoided this ungrate- 
ful question. But being brought to it, the court is compelled 
to declare, that while slavery exists among as in its present 
state, or until it shall seem fit to the Legislature to inter- 
pose express enactments to the contrary, it will be the im- 
perative duty of the judges to recognize the full dominion 
of the owner over the slave, except where the exercise of 
it is forbidden by statute. And this we do upon the ground 
that this dominion is essential to the value of slaves as prop- 
erty, to the security of the masterand the public tranquillity, 
greatly dependent upon their subordination, and in fine, as 
most effectually securing the general protection and com- 
fort of the slaves themselves.” 

Shall such an institution be extended? Shall 
it have new securities, new guarantees? Let the 
American poeple, let the whole world of mankind 
answer, Do youexpect the Republicans to aban- 
don and belie every principle they ever professed 
and maintained? to eat their own words and oft- 
avowed opinions, and effectually demean and 
stultify themselves by consenting to what the ma- 
jority of the late Democratic party refused to agree 
to-—its delegates at Baltimore even accepting the 
division and dissolution of their party instead? 
Those who look for any such thing will find 
themselves eminently mistaken. ‘They will be 
first among those who, here or elsewhere, in this 
controversy, are busying themselves—to use the 
figure of the distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts—in “ gathering wool from goats.” It 
should be enough, on this head, for me to say, that 
had Mr. Breckinridge been elected, four months 
ago, the whole Republican party would have re- 
garded such a result as a most disheartening defeat 
and an overwhelming calamity. Would it be less 
so now? By no means. It would bea victory more 

„brilliant than our enemies ever dared to hope for, 
and our triumph at the Jate clection a defeat more 
terrible than was ever fearcd as possible. No, sir; 
even the threat of civil war, and of a dissolution of 
this Union, cannot drive us to so utter and shame- 
less un abandonment of all our principles, consist- 
ency, and honor. 

And here, sir, I wish to allude to some senti- 
ments, most remarkable in my judgment, recently 
uttered in this House by the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. De Jannurre.] 1 quote 
them as the expression from what I suppose to 
be a large class of those southern gentlemen who 
are looking forward to the establishment ofa great 
slaveholding empire. [wish to give them prom- 
inence, that my constituents, who are accustomed 
to earn their bread by the sweat of their brow, 
may see the sort of Democratic feast to which 
they are invited; that our hard-working farmers 
and mechanics, who are accustomed to honor 
labor, may behold ina clear light the exclusive 
and aristocratic philosophy upon which the lead- 
ers of the so-called Democratie party proceed in 
advocating their political system. “Methinks it 


will be a surprise for our independent yeomanry | 
to know that they are regarded in the light of 


slaves to capital or to anything else; that they 
have among them the worst form of despotism, 
or even any despotism at all; that free labor has 
destroyed the prerogatives of justice, or invaded 
the sanctity of God’s altar, or that it is in avy 
danger of returning to barbarism. i 


|“ l have known, Mr. Speaker, for ten years, that dissolu- 
tion must come, F have seen the irrepressible coniliet be 
tween labor and capital at the North, and known that it 
could but result in favor of the former, inasmuch as that 
labor possessed tue revolutionary power there, to wit. the 
elective franchis Wherever, sir, the free competi- 
tion between labor and capital, and that] 
the unrestricted ri 
the majority 
ing power as to hold the eapital subject it ri Tha 
Jabor has for many years p ee a E E E 
power of New Engela 
law-making power 


tand. it has now gained control of the 
in many States west of the Hudsons ad 


abor is armed with | 
ght to vote, the labor being always in | 
> Must sooner Or later so control the law mak- |! 


ast controlled the law-making } 


j 
} 


| 
| 


| 


Hi 


j 
l 
| 


i ities, decided that the 


in the last presidential contest, it aspired to, and obtained, 
the coutrol of the law-making power of this Government. 
Wherever there is free competition of labor and capital, and 
that labor vindicates its power to contro} the Government, 
liberty cannot long survive. Sut the worst form of despot- 
ism will exist as long as there is capital left upon which it 
ean feed. When this fails, the only result which can fol- 
low is, for such a people to return to barbarism. 

“'Yhus, society at the North is now pregnant with the 
seeds of its own destruction. Its only salvation is a stronger 
Government, and a restriction of the elective franchise. 
This is not speculative theory, but fact; it is not wild im- 
aginings, but history. 

& It is the free suffrage and free labor of the North which 
now controls the press, the bar, the schools, and the pul- 
pit. Itis the free labor of the North whick has invaded 
the sanctity of Gud’s altar, and compelled its ministers to 
acknowledge its divinity by dethroning Jehovah and wor- 
shiping Beelzebub. It is the free labor at the North which 
has invaded the highest judicial tribunal of justice, de- 
stroying its prerogatives, and teaching men to despise its 
decrees. Sir, it has so shattered the framework of society, 
that society itself exists Only in an inverted order at the 
North. Capital at the North for a Jong time waged an un- 
equal contest with labor. It looked then to the Govern- 
ment, and found that impotent for aid. For momentary 
security, it seemed to sympathize in the objects of the fa- 
naties, and to point to the institutions of the South as fit 
objects for attack. Fatal delusion! They not only intro- 
duced the Trojan horse inte their counting-houses, but 
drove away their best customers by their efforts to enslave 
them. 

“ At the South, our new republic will have no such ele- 
ment of discord. Capita there owns all labor which, from 
its nature, so lowers the man as to make him unfit for so- 
ciety and sclf-government. Thus capital and labor, in our 
new republic, will work in beautiful harmony ; and it is 
thus that African slavery furnishes the only basis upon 
which republican liberty can be preserved.” 


Sir, if such sentiments as these are really en- 
tertained to any extent by our southern brethren, 
it affords usa key to this frenzy of the times 
which is tearing them from their ancient moorings 
of attachment and loyalty to the Republic. At 
the same time it is lamentable to see the founda- 
tions of a new State attempted to be laid upon a 
philosophy so utterly at variance with the teach- 
ings of history, the truest instincts of humanity, 
and the monitions of conscience, which is the 
stern monitor of God within us. And I must be 
permitted to add, such notions, however sincerely 
entertained, as I have no doubt they are, are erro- 
neous in fact, erroneous in theory, and erroneous 
in application. Free labor at the North has not 
shattered the framework of society. Society at 
the North is not threatened with destruction. Its 
salvation is not in a stronger Government, nor 
in any restriction of the elective franchise. Quite 
the reverse holds true. It cannot be successfully 
denied, however, that our whole system of free 
labor, democratic institutions, is founded upon 
diametrically opposite ideas of the philosophy 
and utility of government to those put forth by 
the gentleman from Virginia. And I bless God 
that itis so! Long may it so remain! 

The border-States compromise is next urged 
upon our attention. That this is but another 
treacherous, time-serving, and most futile and 
fruitless proposition, is perfectly apparent to my 
mind from the foliowing considerations: 

1. The first article of these proposed amend- 
ments provides that Congress shall have no power 
to legislate in regard to slavery in any places in 


which it now has exclusive jurisdiction without | 


the consent of the States which had made the ces- 
sion of such places to the United States. It is 
very generally conceded, and I entertain no doubt 
on the point, that Congress now has actually the 
exclusive right of jurisdiction in all such place’. 
We are, therefore, asked to take away from Con- 
gress what little power it now has over the sub- 
ject; and some press this course on us as a cer- 
tain and speedy panacea for all our difficulties. 
But, sir, I differ from all such in toto celo. Instead 
of abrogating any right or power we now possess 


| to rid ourselyesof this unspeakable curse, | would 


rather excreijse that power by abolishing slavery 
in the arsenals and dock-yards forthwith, and in 
this District as soonas the inhabitants here should 
give their consent; and thus put this terribly dis- 
turbing question at once beyond further cavil. 

2. This second article offers us the old line of 
36° 30’, in this respect being identieal with the 


Crittenden compromise. 


ft is enough, sir, on this point, for me to gay | 
| that this question is already settled, recently set- 
! ted; and, as i believe, finaily settled by the peo- 


ple themselves, At the last election, eighteen 
States, by overwhelming and astounding major- 
would not accept this ar- 
ticle; but rather that Congress should pass laws 
to prohibit slavery forever in all of the Territo- 


ries of the United States. Do gentlemen expect 
the people to change their verdict? Let them try 
it. But never was a more fallacious expectation 
entertained. 

3. The third article is offered asa pretended 
concession to freedom. For what purpose? As 
a cheat, as a blind, to deceive northern men with 
an idea that you make a show of fairness; that 
you give us a little something in this matter in ap- 
pearance, while in reality you take all? The Con- 
stitution already does all it can to suppress the 
African slave trade; and it is either a cheat or a 
gross blunder to talk of putting in again a provis- 
10n for that purpose. 

4. The fourth article prohibits Congress from 
interfering with the domestic slave trade. Sir, I 
would rather, if there is any doubton the subject, 
propose an amendment to the Constitution that 
Congress shall have the power to utterly extin- 
guish that nefarious and accursed traffic. If this 
is not one of the kinds of commerce between the 
States that Congress has the power of regulating, 
it certainly should be. I can never consent to part 
with it. : 

5. We are next called upon to insert in the 
Constitution a provision denying to.Congress the 
right to meddle with slavery in the States. It 
might be sufficient to say to this that it is entirely 
unnecessary and superfluous, inasmuch as it has 
never been pretended by anybody that Congress 
has any such power. And I think, sir, itis not 
too much to expect that, if southern gentlemen 
will not believe us now, when we disavow any 
such intention, they will not do it even if we put 
it in the Constitution. Itis true that John Quincy 
Adams thought that, in case the General Govern- 
ment should be called on to suppress a servile 
insurrection, the power of doing so must neces- 
sarily be somewhere implied in the Constitution, 
and would involve control of the whole subject. 
Now, if gentlemen would consent, also, to amend 
that instrument so as to relicve us of the duty of 
suppressing domestic violence In any case where 
there is an attempt onthe part of the slaves to 
recover their freedom by force, then I have no 
objection to voting for this alteration. But, sé- 
riously, I suppose it is, or might be, in certain 
not improbable events, of the last importance for 
Congress to retain all the power they have over 
the subject. 

6. The last provision, proposing that no ter- 
ritory shall be acquired without the consent of 
three fourths of the Senate, means nothing— 
might easily be avoided and made nugatory; and 
whenever the necessities for more slave territory 
demanded, it would require but little ingenuity 
on the part of the propagandists to set it entirely 
aside. 

I think, then, we may say the border-States 
proposition is pretty much disposed of—partly as 
meaning nothing, and partly as being impossible 
to be complied with. 

As it regards the question of admitting New 
Mexico as a State, there ave several objections to 
my mind. Its lack of population, and the consti- 
tutional difficulty of carving it into future smaller 
States, as is intended, are barriers that jt seems 
to me ought not to be surmounted. Besides, it 
amounts to nothing. Our southern friends spurn 
the offer. You say that there are but a dozen 
slaves there, all told, and that God and nature for- 
bid there should ever be any more. Then, why 
and how can it be a propitiatory offering to sla- 
very? Iam not surprised that they reject it as 
unsatisfactory. Most evidently there can be no 
advantage in it to slavery, unless, in some way, 


| it provides for the perpetual establishment of 
human bondage in all territory hereafter to be ac- 


quired. In any case, I cannot vote for the admis- 
sion of New Mexico under its present laws and 
boundaries, and with its present atrocious white 
slave code unrepealed. 

_ But, Mr. Speaker, not wishing to be outdone 
in making offers of compromise, I respectfully 
propose the following: 

]. Forall persons in arms against the Govern- 
ment, or who are plotting its overthrow, to aban- 
don their rebellion and their treason, restore the 
national fortresses, mints, vessels, coin, arsenals, 
and hospitals, and other public property they 
have appropriated to feed the slaveholders’ insur- 
rection, 

2. To alloy Mr. Lincoln to take quiet and 
peaceable possession of tne administration of the 
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Government, and for all the people North and | Minnesota were for peace; that they were anxious 


South to cheerfully and cordially aid him in the | 
enforcement of the laws and the protection of | 
our flag. 

3. To give complete protection to the persons | 
and property ofall northern men visiting and tem- 
porarily residing in the slaveholding States, and 
especially to save northern men from hanging for 
no other crime than being ministers and mission- į 
aries of the gospel. 


4. For Congress to abolish slavery in all the jj 


dock-yards, arsenals, and other places where it 
has the right and jurisdiction to do so, and in this 
District, when the inhabitants shall desire it. 

When these compromises are conceded and 
agrecd on, I think we may have peace on the 
slavery questions. 

All that the friends of civil and religious liberty 
have to do in this crisis is to stand firm by their 
faith, gather round and uphold the good old Con- 
stitution of our fathers, and loyally defend the 
Union they established. It seems to me that our 
duty is very plain. 

We are asked to make new laws. 1 answer, 
there are too many already. Let the present laws 
be enforced. Amend the Constitution? Let the 
people do it in the regular way, whenever they 
think it desirable. I shall not object. No, sir; 
obey the Constitution, and administer the laws 
as they are, and all will be well. Stand by the 
Union of our fathers. Rally ander the glorious 
folds of the stars and stripes; AND THE COUNTRY 
WILL BE SAVED. And for the rest, let us “ trust 
in God, and keep our powder dry.” 

“Stand for the right, mid the gloom and the sorrow, 

That hangs lowering over the prospect to-day , 

For the truth will shine brighter and clearer to-morrow, 
While darkness and doubt shall be driven away, 

Stand, as the rock of old Plymouth is standing, 
Though lashed by the fury of ocean so long 5 

Twas a foothold most firm to the pilgrim on landing, 
And stands for his children, now equally strong.” 


Messrs. ELY and MeKEAN next addressed 
the House. [Their speeches will be published 
in the Appendix.] 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, obtained 
the floor, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PATTON, 
one of their clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed a joint resolution to repeal a joint res- 
olution approved June 15, 1860, for the relief of 
William EH. De Groot. 

Also, that the Senate had ordered the printing 
of certain documents. 

And then, on motion of Mr. VAN WYCK, (at 
nine o’clock and thirty minutes, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, February 19, 1861. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to dis- 

ense with the further reading of the Journal. It 
is a recitation of enrolled bills, bills referred, and 
other such uninteresting details. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the further read- 
ing of the Journal? The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 


PATENT LAWS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Bre- 
Len, Mr. Rice, and Mr. Wiusoy, the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Flouses on the bill (S. No. 10) in addition to “An 
act to promote the progress of the useful arts.”’ 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr.Nicu- | 


oLson as a member of the committee of con- 
ference upon the bill (H. R. No. 864) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1862, in the place of Mr. SAULSBURY,, 
who ig absent. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. RICE. The other day, when I presented | 
a memorial to the Senate immediately. following | 
one presented by my colleague, I stated that I| 


believed evidence would soon be sent here to sat- i; ht 
isfy the Senate that the people of the State of ii petitions, 


to have the vexed questions now disturbing the 
country settled in an amicable manner; and I can 
state now that I believe what I said then is soon 
to be verified. They are in hopes that the ques- 


t tion will be settled, and that the Union will be 


preserved; but if separation must take place, I 
believe it is the wish of nine tenths of the people 
of that State that that separation shall bea peace- 
ful one. Here is a memorial, signed by over one 
half of the voters of the city of St. Paul. This is 
in addition to one that I have already presented; 


; and as there is a short letter accompanying it, I 
: ask that that may be read. 


The Secretary read the following letter: 
Sr. PauL, February 11, 1861. 

Dear Str: May we ask you to present, at an early day, 
the accompanying memorial to Congress; the entire me- 
morial being signed by twelve hundred legal voters of this 
city, largely representing both political parties—all easily 
obtained without a regular canvass of the city, which would 
have increased the number to at least two thousand. 

The memorial was originated and largely signed by con- 
servative Republicans. i 

The people are anxious for an adjustment; forthe pres- 
ervation of the Union, if possible; and, at all events, fora 
peaceful solution of the quarrel, ifa separation is unavoid- 
able. If we are to have two Governments, matters will not 


be mended by cutting cach others’ throats. 
* + * * * * * * * k 


Very truly, &e., THOMPSON & BROTHERS. 
Hon. II. M. Rice, Washington. 


Mr. RICE. 
the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. RICE also presented a memorial of citizens 
of St. Anthony, Minncsota, praying for the ad- 
justment of the sectional difficulties on the princi- 
ples contained in the resolution of Mr. CRITTEN- 
DEN, or that of Mr. Rice; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of St. 
Cloud, Minvesota, praying for the adjustment of 


1 move that the memorial lie on 


the sectional difficulties on the principles contained | 


inthe resolution of Mr. Crirrenven, or thatof Mr. 
Rice; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Stillwater, Minnesota, praying for the adjust- 
ment of the sectional difficulties on the principles 
contained in the resolutions of Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
or that of Mr. Rice; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, hundreds of į 


thousands of memorials have been presented to 
the Senate, signed by men of every class and every 
political party, praying Congress to take some 
action to secure continued peace to the country, 
and the permaneney ofthe Union; but no action 
has been taken. 
of presenting this morning, a memorial from a 
band of pure-minded and patriotic ladies in my 
State—two hundred and twenty in number—who 
live in the county of Cambria, on the Alleghany 
mountains, in the pure atmosphere, twenty-five 


| hundred feet above the level of the sea, who, see- 


of yesterday. || ing the inaction of Congress and the imperriled 


condition of the country, have deemed it their 
duty to send their prayer to Congress and see 
whether it is not possible for them to produce 
such action as will bring peace to the country. I 
will read briefly what they say: Gi 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of. 
the United States: eee 
GrNTLEMEN: The undersigned ladies of the horough of 
Johnstown, Cambria county, Pennsyivania, fecling a deep 
and abiding interest in the perpetuity of our country, do 
most earnestly and respectiully asic 
to adopt, without delay, sucirméastres as may. be neces- 


sary to heal the threatening breach between the northern | 
Jonfederacy, and thus insure | 


and southern States of this € 


the existence of our glpriou n, fog ages yet to come. | 
The demands of the border tes, asking constitu- 


tional guarantees that their righis, in the Union, shall be 


| protected, and nó- jonger wampled upon, seem to your peti- 
| tioners just and.right, Gr: 


nt them, and peace will again 
be restored, and our happy country move onward and up- 
ward in a careér Of prosperity uncqualed by the past, and 
your petitioners, as in duty bound, will thank God for his 
mereics. : 

T move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas 
are no more petitions. 


I hope there 


The VICE PRESIDENT. There are evi- | 


dently a good many more. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Ihave one. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
right to object to the explaining and reading of 
Ì do so. You might as well sing psalms 


I have the honor and pleasure | 


our bovorablé badies | 


If I have the || by. à pu 
ithe Government of a eertain compilation of the 
| laws applicable to all the land offices throughout 


to a dead horse [laughter] as to get up and read 
these petitions, and consumcall the little time left 
of the morning hour, but about fifteen minutes. It 
is too bad; and it is so every morning, and it will 
continue to be so until the end of the session, 
unless it is arrested in some way or other. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. By the leave of the Sena- 
tor, I should like to present a petition, without 
any remark. I have a petition of more than six 
hundred citizens of Jersey City, New Jersey, 
praying Congress to stand by the Constitutionas 
itis, and to enforce a wholesome respect for the 
Federal laws. I move that the petition lie on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I present a petition of 
legal voters of Machias, Maine, and its vicinity, 
without distinction of party, praying Congress to 
adopt the measures of conciliation and compro- 
mise submitted by me, or any similar plan which 
will insure tranquillity and the peaceful perpet- 
uity of the present American Union. I have no 
speech to make; but I may say that these peti- 
tions are about the best speeches | hear on this 
floor on the subject. : 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of school district No. 10, in Bethany, Genesee 
county, New York, without distinction of party, 
requesting Congress to stand firm for the Union, 
the Constitution as it is, and the enforcement of 
the laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Brook- 
lyn, New York, praying Congress to stand firm 
for the Constitution and the Government, and to 
make no compromise whatever; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, in favor of the Union, the Constitution, 
and the enforcement of all the Jaws; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, representing that they have learned with 
much concern that some of the people of the Uni- 
ted States, unmindful of their duty as good citi- 
zens, are in open rebellion against the Constitu- 
tion and laws thereof, and that some disposition 
is manifested on the part of the Federal authori- 
ties to compromise und negotiate with traitors, 
and thus justify their treason; and earnestly pro- 
testing against any and every compromise, either 
by amendments to the Constitution or otherwise, 
and praying Congress so to strengthen the heart 
and hands of the Executive that he may‘effect- 
ually maintain the Government as itis; which 
was ordered to lic on the table, ` 

Mr. SEWARD. I present the memorial of J. 
Arlington Bennett, inventorand patentee of a car 

which may be used, he says, for civil and mili- 
tary purposes, citheron a railroad orin the open 
country, ot On. the field of battle. He regards it 
as a very Important and valuable invention. I 
move. its;reference to the Committee on Military 
Affairs,and Militia. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I present, also, a petition 
“from, the attorney general and others, of the State 
‘of New York including many distinguished citi- 

zens—including Charles O’Conor, Amos Dean, 
ang others—in which they recite that ‘€ whereas 
„it hath lately become a most deplorable fashion 
to send petitions and lamentations to Congress 
upon the state of the country, which can in no 
way mitigate the present evils, but tend rather to 
weary and confuse the minds of our honorable 
and worthy legislators; and whereas we think that 
the attention of Congress should be directed to 
higher and more elevating subjects,” your peti- 
tioners therefore pray that Congress will enact 
suitable and efficient laws against unmitigated 
scribbling. [Laughter.} I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agieed to. 

LAND LAWS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask leave to 
| call up a joint résolution, which I was instructed 
| by the Committee on Public Lands to report last 
year. Iwas directed to do so during the last ses- 
sion of Congress; but itescaped my attention until 
a very few days ago;.and E now ask its adoption 
by the Senate. His in regard to the purchase by 
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tates, and found to be peculiarly val- 
uable for that purpose. The number is not to 
exceed two thousand; and if that should not prove 
sufficient, the Secretary is required then to select 


those offices to which itis most important. Task | 


that the resolution may be read; and that it may 
be passed, if it suits the views of the Senate. _ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
yead the resolution for information. . 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (Ss. 
No. 39) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to purchase certain books, which was reported by 
the Committee on Public Lands, with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be and is hereby au- 
thorized to purchase uf W. W. Lester such number of copies 
or Lester’s Land Laws, Regulations, and Decisions, as may 
be necessary to furnish one copy to each surveyor general, 
register of a land office, and receiver of public moneys, and 
to every officer of the United States now entitled by law to 
the laws of the United States, published by Little & Brown, 
to be held for the use of their respective offices, at a price 
not exceeding four dollars per copy: Provided, however, 
That no greater number of copies shall be purchased than 
inay be required by the terns above set forth, and shalt if 
no event exceed two thousand: And further, That if two 
thousand shall prove to be insufficient to supply the offices 
hereinbefore gpecitied, then it shall be the duty of the See- 
retary of the Interior to sclect such proper offices for the 
distribution asin his judgment shall be deemed best for 
the publie interest. 


Mr. HALE. _I object to the resolution. 


Mr. KING. I will inquire how many of these | 


land officers there are? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the resolution must lic over. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Lask the Senate to take 
up a bill which lies on your table, sir, which F 
am very anxious to have passed this morning, 
and which will explain itself by the reading of a 
very short report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Muine be kind enough to pause ? The Chair 
feels it duc to the Senator from Arkansas, to say 
that he supposed this was a report made this 
morning from a committee. The Secretary in- 
forms him that it is not a report made this morn- 
ing. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wag instructed 
by the committee to ask the Senate to put it on 
its passage this morning, 1 reported it some con- 
siderable time ago, but 1 have been instructed by 
the committee to ask for its adoption now. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. A single objection, ; 


therefore, the Chair thinks, will not at present 
lay it over. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will suggest to my 
friend from Arkansas to lay it overa little while, 
untl Lean look at it, I should like to inquire 
into It. $ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Very well. Of 
course, L will not object to that. 


SAMUEL 8, GREEN, 
Mr. FESSENDEN. J hope the Senate will 
oblige me by taking up the bill to which I alluded 
just now. 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. 
R. No. 514) for the relief of Samuel 5. Green, 


was read twice, and considered as in Committee | 


ofthe Whole, It proposes to remit the fines im- 
posed by the Post Office Department on Samuel 
S. Green, of New Orleans, while carrying the mail 
on route 3503, from New Orleans and other ports 
on the Gulf of Mexico, to Key West, and back, 
when he fatled to depart from or arrive at any 


port named in his contract with the mails at pre- | 


cisely ‘schedule time.” 

Mr. KING. I should like to hear the report. 

The Secretary read the report made by Mr. 
Auey in the House of Representatives, by which 
it appears that Samuel S. Green contracted with 
the Post Office Department, on the 26th of April, 
1853, to carry the mail, on route 3503, from New 
Orleañs, by Pensacola, Apalachicola, St. Mark’s, 
Cedar Keys, and Tampa Bay, to Key West and 
back, twice a month, for $26,000 per annum. dt 
was a new and untried. route, upon a dangerous 
coast, deficient in buoys, lights, and guides, and 
the petitioner was unable to make, in all cases, 
schedule lime, sometimes in consequence of rough 


weather, and in some instances oh account of the | 


prevalence of the yellow fever. in conaegnence 
of his inability to make sehedule time the Depag 

meut imposed upon him, at sundry times, heay; 
fines, amounting in all to 49,208 24, and withheld 
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his pay to satisfy these fines. He now prays to 
have these fines remitted, alleging that they are 
unjust, inasmuch as the delays were no fault of 
his, but incident to the circumstances of the case, 
over which he could have no control. It appears 
in evidence that his successor was paid $42,000 
per annum, and failed to make much nearer sched- 


‘ule time than the petitioner. The Department 


ame service about seventy-six 
thousand dollars, and are subjected to occasional 
delays. The postmasters upon the route certif: 
to the industry, vigilance, and energy of the peti- 
tioner, in endeavoring to perform all the stipula- 
tions of the contract to the utmost of his ability, 
and they ascribe his failures to make schedule 
time, in most cases, to circumstances over which 
he had no control. The committee, therefore, be- 
lieving that the petitioner performed the condi- 
tions of his contract to the best of his ability, and 
that if the fines are remitted the sum paid him is 
very inadequate for the service performed, recom- 
mend that the fines be remitted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ifthe Senate will listen 
to me for two or three minutes, 1 think { can sat- 
isfy them with the explanation made in the report 
that the bill ought to pass. This was an original 
contract taken by Mr. Green. ‘The service was 
anew one, ‘The reason why it has come to my 
knowledge is, that his partner is a constituent of 
mine—a gentleman by the name of Harding— 
living in our State, whom I know very well. It 
was the first contract; they took it at $26,000, as 
the report states; the coast was entirely without 
lights, buoys, or things of that sort; and they 
failed occasionally, owing to fogs, to make the 
schedule time; but never failed to deliver the mails 
within twenty-four or forty-eight hours of the 
time. There was no difficulty occasioned by it, 
because there were no connections which were dis- 
turbed. The postmasters of the principal post 
ofices on the route unanimously represent that 
the service was performed exceedingly well, con- 
sidering the difficulties, and that no troubles what- 
ever arose in consequence of their being occasion- 
ally behind time, owing to the difficulties of the 
navigation. It was a first attempt. The Post- 
master General, however, fined them every time 
there was a failure to mako the schedule time, 
even if it was merely from the noon of one day 
to the morning of the next, deducting about two 
thousand two hundred dollars, I believe, for the 
failures. They lostagreat deal of money by their 
contract; but they carried it through. They lost 
money for one reason—on account of the cholera 
prevailing in that sectionyand their being obliged 
to pay very Jarge sums for hands—but still they 
carried it through in all respects, except a simple 
occasional failure to arrive exactly at the hour or 
the day; for which they were fined. The Post- 
master General, Mr. Campbell, insisted upon put- 
ting the fines upon them. The persons who took 
the contract next, received, I think, $40,000, and 
they failed repeatedly, but were not fined, for some 
reason or other. These who have the contract 
now, receive $76,000, instead of $26,000, and they 
are not fined. Mr. Campbell refused to take off 
the fines, and his successor declined to interfere 
because of his action. This bill directs simply 
that the amount of the contract price shall be paid, 
and the fines remitted for these failures, which 
did nobody any harm, and which were unavoid- 
able. The contract was performed in the midst 
of very great difficulties. 

Mr. HALE. 
but I confess that I am rather unwilling to see a 
bill ike this run through, without referring it to 
a committee. If the gentleman will refer it to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, I 


now pay for the s 


! will pledge myself to consider it the first time we 
| meet; and if it is asthe Senator says, I will report 


it, and put it on its passage at once. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘Then I shall not object. 
Mr. HALE. I move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, ils Clerk, announced that the | 
House of Representatives had passed the follow- | 
ing bills, in which the concurrence of the Senate j 
was requested: i 


A bill (No. 537) for the relief of Catharine K. į 


Russell, ' 


Ido not want to oppose the bill; | 


! atives of Joan A. B. Danterive. 


A bill (No. 984) for the reliefof Thomas Forster; 

‘A bill (No. 999) to amend anact supplementary 
to an act approved March 3, 1855, “ to organize 
an jnstitutiom for the insane of the Army and 
Navy and of the District of Columbia, in the said 
District,” approved February 7, 1857; 

A bill (No. 1001) for the relief of Edward 
Williams; and 

A bill (No. 1004) to amend the several acts au- 
thorizing loans. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 366) to 
provide for a temporary government for the Ter- , 
ritory of Colorado, with an amendment, in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; andthey 
were signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. No. 22 
Reeves; 

‘A bill (S. No. 227) for the relief of Laura C. 
Humber, widow of Charles H. Humber; and 

A bill (S. No. 543) to carry into effect conven- 
tions between the United. States and the Repub- 
lics of New Granada and Costa Rica. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered the following documents to be printed 
on February 19, 1861: 

A letter from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting a list of clerks and others employed in 
that Department—ordered at twelve o’clock and 
eighteen minutes. 

A letter from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting a statement of the expenditures made on 
account of the contingent expenses of the Post 
Office Department—ordered at twelve o’clock and 
nineteen minutes. i 

Also, that the House had ordered the printing 
of the following documents on February 18, 1861: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a list of clerks and others employed in the 
Treasury Department—ordered at twelve o’clock 
and twenty minutes. 

A letter from the Mayor of Boston, transmit- 
ting resolutions of the City Council, in reference 
to the disturbed state of the country—ordered at 
twelve o’clock and twenty minutes, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1004) to amend the several 
acts authorizing loans, was, on motion of Mr, 
Pearce, read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


JEAN A. B. DAUTERIVE. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I made an unsuccess- 
ful motion yesterday to take up House bill No. 
583, for the relief of the heirs and legal represent- 
l renew that 
motion now. ‘Lhe billis one of great consequence 
to the heirs, and I hope the Senate will tale it up 
and dispose of it now. The bill has passed the 
other Ilouse; a gentleman is interested in it who 
is a member of the other House, and he wishes 
to know the result of the claim. 

Mr. CLARK. T hope that bill will not be 
taken up at this time. But a few moments ago 
the report in the case was laid upon my desk and 
Į have proceeded to examine it so far as I have 
had time, and F find that there are very great dis- 
crepancies between the report and the laws which 
are referred toin it, Į presume other Senators 
have not examined it. i should like a little fur- 
ther time to examine the report, and also to exam- 
ine the cases which have been decided in regard 
to it, that I may be enabled to act intelligently. 
Í cannot act on the report, because the report 
does not furnish the facts; and it is necessary to 
investigate the authorities referred to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I feel every disposition 
in the world to accommodate the gentleman; but 
we are getting towards the close of the session; 
this is a bill of much consequence, and I should 
be exceedingly glad to have jt decided this morn- 
ings If the Senator from New Hampshire desires 
time, and will name a time when he will assist 
me in getting up this bill for disposition, say to- 
morrow morning, of course I shall be happy to 
accommodate him. á 


134) for the relief of James 
5) for the relief of Annie D. 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1013 


Mr. CLARK. I will say to the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky, that i shall make no ob- 
jection to taking it up to-morrow morning. I will 
endeavor to examine it between this time and that. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman’ 
move to postpone it to a particular time, so that 
it shall be called up? 

Mr. CLARK. The Senator can take his own 
course in regard toit. Itshall be entirely subject 
to hiscontrol. Ido not wish to assume the control 
of it. I only ask for a little time to examine it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. But my control amounts 
to very little. 

Mr. CLARK. The Senator will please make 
his own motion, and name the time most conve- 
nient to himself. T shall be ready by to-morrow 
morning. : i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If the Senate is willing 
to give the gentleman a little time, and say that 
this bill shall be taken up some named morning, 
it will be satisfactory. It is now up, I believe. 

Mr. CLARK. - Ido not understand that it is 


now up. I am not opposed to its coming up toz 
morrow morning. Let it lie where it is for the 
present. 


t ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Kentucky move to, postpone the bill, and 
make it the special ordër for half past eleven 
o'clock to-morrow morning? [“ Oh, no !”} 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Why not? 

Mr. CLARK. Itis not up. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam ready to go on 
with it now; but it is for the accommodation of 
others that I move to postpone it until half past 
cleven to-morrow morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator, then, 
moves to take up the bill, and to postpone it until 
to-morrow morning at half past eleven o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SCHOONER PERSEVERANCE. 


Mr. KING. Iask leave of the Senate to take 
up the bill (S. No. 524) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue a register to the schooner 
Perseverance, of Ogdensburg, State of New York. 
1 hope the Senate will allow it to pass. It is one 
of those bills which usually pass as a matter of 
course. I move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Et pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to 
issue aregister to the owner of the schooner Per- 
severance, of Ogdensburg, which was built in 
Canada; and the vessel is hereafter to be consid- 
ered and deemed to be a schooner or vessel of the 
United States, and entitled to all the rights and 

rivileges accorded by law to ships or vessels built 
in the United States, if the Secretary shall be sat- 
ished that the owner is a citizen of the United 
States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the post route bill, which 
was under discussion yesterday when the morn- 
ing hour expired. I am anxious to have it dis- 
posed of; and I hope the Senate willagree to take 
it up, so that we may dispose of it this morning. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Lask the kindness of the 
Senator from California, without displacing his 
motion, to allow me to report back a large num- 
ber of references, which encumber the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GWIN. We have got an hour and a quar- 
ter for morning business yet. This will lead to 
some discussion. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. ‘With the Senator’s con- 
sent, it will not displace his motion, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state, now, to the Senators, that for the remain- 
der of the session he will feclit hisduty to enforce 
the rules strictly; and that a Senator cannot take 
the floor and make a motion, and withdraw it for 
the benefit of other Senators. If he does, he may 
not regain the floor. 
ifornia yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. GWIN. Iask the Chair, if the morning 
hour does not expire at one o’clock, as usual? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the usage has been twelve o’clock, when the Sen- 
ate mects at eleven o’clock. 


Does the Senator from Cal- į 


The Chair thinks | 


Mr. GWIN. With all due deference to the 
Chair, it has always been one o'clock, I think. 
I may be mistaken; but 1 think that has been the 
rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The usage hasbeen 
for some time back that one o’clock has been the 
hour for calling the special orders, when the Sen- 
ate met at twelve, and at twelve o’clock when the 
Senate meet at eleven. 

Mr. GWIN. If the morning hour expires at 
twelve o’clock, I shall not insist on my motion, 
because I have something to say, and Ido not 
want to be cut off by the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour. J withdraw the motion. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 171) to provide for the examination and pay- 
ment of certain claims of citizens of Georgia and 
Alabama, on account of losses sustained by dep- 
redations of the Creek Indians, asked to be dis- 
charged from its farther consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Eleazer Williams, 
praying that a sum intended to have been secured 
to him ‘by the terms of a treaty between the Uni- 
ted States and the St. Regis tribe of Indians, in 
consideration of his services and expenses in their 
behalf, but unjustly withheld from him through 
the interposition of others, may now be paid to 
him, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition and papers of David Bris- 
ter and others, citizens of ‘Texas, praying com- 
pensation for property taken from them by the 
Comanche and other tribes of Indians, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Susan E. Gordon, 
widow of George Fisher, deceased, praying for 
the passage of such measures as muy be neces- 
sary to execute the joint resolution of June J, 
1860, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the papers in relation to the claims 
of the heirs of persons killed at the Mountain 
Meadows, in Utah Territory, for property lost, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Leonard J. Rose, 
praying indemnity for property stolen and de- 
stroyed by the Indians, asked to be discharged 
from its farther consideration; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the papers relating to the claim of 
Louis Roberts, praying for indemnification for 
losses sustained by him by the burning of certain 
Indian supplies while being transported to the 
country in November, 1855, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Barrow, Porter & 
Crenshaw, contractors for carrying the mails from 
Kansas City, Missouri, to Stockton, California, 
praying indemnity for mails stolen by the Indians, 
asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a resolution of the Legislature of 
Arkansas, in favor of a modification of the laws 
of Congress regulating trade and intercourse with 
the Indians, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the representatives 
of the Choctaw nation of Indians, in general coun- 
cil assembled, praying for the payment of the 
amount due to the Choctaws under the treaty of 
June, 1855, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin in relation to the affairs of the Indian 


agreed to. 


its farther consideration; which was 
to whom 


| He also, from the same committee, 


tribes in that State, asked to be discharged from | 


was referred the petition of Robert Perkins, pray- 
ing indemnity for property stolen and destroyed 
by the Indians, asked to be discharged from: its 
farther consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Joel and Thomas R. 
Hedgpeth, praying indemnity for losses occa- 
sioned by Indian depredations, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. : on ` 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the memorial of the principal chief and 
his associates, representatives of the” Cherokee 
nation of Indians, praying that the President of 
the United States may be authorized to purchase 
that portion of their territory known as the neu- 
tral land, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to.” 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the papers in relation to claims of 
citizens of Texas, to indemnify for depredations 
committed by the Indians, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration; which was agreed 
to. j 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
communicating additional information in relation 
to depredations committed by Indians upon citi- 
zens of Butte county, California, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a letter of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, communicating, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate of March 3, 1859, a copy of 
the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
in relation to depredations committed by the In- 
dians upon the citizens of Butte county, Califor- 
nia, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Thomas Brown, 
administrator of George Fisher, deceased, of 
Florida, protesting against the repeal of the act 
of Congress of June 1, 1860, which provided for 
the adjustment of the accounts of said deceased, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; which was agreed to. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GRossBRENNER, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President of the United States 
approved and signed, on the 18th instant, the fol- 
lowing bills: 

An act (5. No. 
bles; and 

An act (S. No. 274) for the relief of Townsend 
Harris, or his heirs, or legal representatives. 

Also, that the President this day a proved and 
signed an act (S. No. 154) for the re ief of Ran- 
dali Pegg. 


125) for the relief of John Pee- 


J. RANDOLPH CLAY. 


Mr. FOSTER. I ask the Senate to take up the 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 5) authorizing the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to re- 
vise and adjust the account of Jolin Randolph 
Clay, United States minister to Peru. Itis ver 
short, and I believe it will lead to no debate. It 
is a resolution which was referred by the Senate 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and has 
been reported back without amendment. J am 
not aware that there is any objection to it from 
any quarter. g 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 5) authorizing the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to revise and 
adjust the account of John Randolph Clay, Uni- 
ted States minister to Peru, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. HALE, Read the 
report in that case. 

The Secretary read the report made, from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the House of 
Representatives, from which it appears that Mr. 
Clay was appointed chargé d’affaires of the Uni- 
ted States to Peru on the 17th day of August, 
1847, and served in that capacity until the Ist of 
July, 1853, at which time he was appointed envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the 


| same Court, and has continued in the discharge of 


the duties of said last-mentioned office ever since. 
Under the acts of Congress creating the offices of 
foreign missions, and making appropriations to 
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pay the salaries of forcign ministers, no place is 
designated where their salaries are to be paid. But 
under long-established usage, sustained by the 
opinion of the Attorney General, (Mr. Mason,)in 
the case of Henry A. Wise, United States minister 
to Brazil, foreign ministers are entitled to receive 
their salaries at the place to which they are accred- 
ited. Instead of sending the money to pay their 
salaries, they have been directed to draw on the 
Treasury or certain bankers in London; and where 
they have suffered a loss in the sale of such drafts, 
the Treasury Department, upon satisfactory proof 
being made, have, since 1846, paid the difference 
between the amount of the proceeds of such drafts 
and the salary due, as “loss in exchange.” Mr. 
Clay has drawn on the Treasury and the London 
bankers for his salary, as directed by the Govern- 
ment. In presenting his accounts, he has never 
charged or been allowcd anything as loss in ex- 
change. Sometime in the year 1859, Mr. Clay 
presented an account to the Treasury Department 
for amounts which he claimed to have allowed as 
loss in exchange. The Department declined to 
examine and adjust his account, upon the ground 
that his case came within a rule long since adopted 
by the Department, ‘‘ that settlements of accounts 
of individuals against the United States are not to 
be opened for readjustment at the instance of such 
individuals, unless new and distinct facts are 
shown by legal and sufficient evidence, to justify 
such opening and resettlement; but the committee 
do not think that the neglect of Mr. Clay to charge 
the amounts claimed as loss in exchange in the 
accounts which he was required to render, ought 
to be construed as an abandonment of any such 
claim, or that he can fairly be charged with knowl- 
edge of the fact that his claim would be considered 
by the Department as coming within the rule 
aboye stated, s 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave listened to the report; 
and I take occasion to say that the rule laid down 


by the committee is the clear rule established in | 


all cases for the payment of the salaries of our 
diplomatic agents. Where they are compelled to 
sell the drafts at a discount, the Government sus- 
tains the loss; where they sell the drafts at a 
premium, the Government deducts the premium. 
Lhis is merely applying to Mr. Randolph Clay 
the rate which the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions has, | understand, universally applied in 
all cases, for years past. 
equitable claim, and I do not think he ought to 
be debarred by the fact that the Department once 
decided against him, and a new Secretary, when 
he came in, refused to open the account out of 
deference to a former Secretary. 

Mr, HALE. 1 should like the Senator from 


IHinvis, if it is in his power, to state a case that : 


he ever knew or heard of, or that there is any 
tradition of, where any money was paid into the 
‘Treasury by one of these ministers on account of 
his draft being sold at a premium. 
the uniform practice. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 
of cases either way. During the period I have 
been upon the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


we have had this identical question before us time | 
and again, and have uniformly decided that the | 
just and equitable rule was, if the minister iscom- | 


I think itis a just and | 


He says itis i 


T cannot now give the names | 


pelled to sell his drafts at a discount, that he | 
should have the real amount of his salary where | 


he was; and if he got a premium, the Government | 
should gain by it. There is a great difference be- | 
At some places | 
there Is a heavy discount, and at others a large |! 


tween the different missions. 


premium, and J understand that the Department 
of State takes cognizance of the premium and the 
discount, and adjusts the salary accordingly. 
do not know anything of this case, and feel no in- 
terest init. I never heard of it before, but I un- 
derstand from the report that the only objection 
now to the State Department paying the claim is 


that a previous Secretary had closed the accounts, | 
and itis the rule in the Department for one Seere- | 
tary not to reopen the accounts of a previous one, | 


ii 


although there may have been but a few days be- | 


tween the settlement of the account and the change 
in the office of Secretary of State. If the only 
jection to settling the account according to the 
principles of justice and equity and the rules of the 
Departinent, 1s that there was a sudden change in 
the Department, I do not think that fact should de- 


ob- | 


poe him of the just and equitable settlement of 
his case. 

Mr. SEWARD. I think the honorable Sena- 
tor from Illinois labors under a misapprehension 


in regard to one part of the subject, as_he pre- | 


sents it. My recollection is, that, in the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, we have always under- 
stood that the Government pays its agents abroad 
in funds at par in the country or place where they 
are stationed, and thatit makes up the deficiency 
of exchange. Itis clearly just; and that has been 
the uniform course of the State Department for a 
great many years. I know we have had the sub- 
ject before us, as the Senator says, and have come 
to that conclusion. I think he falls into an error 
in supposing that there have been cases in which 
a premium was received and paid over to us. The 
remittances are always made in funds 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator will permit me. 
I cannot call to mind the cases that have come be- 
fore us. What I mean is, that the committee have 
always held that the true rule was, that the min- 
ister should receive the par value of his salary at 
the place where he was; and where there was 
a deficiency, it should be made up; and where 
there was a premium, it should be deducted; but 
whether the case of a premium has come before 
us, I do not know. 

Mr.SEWARD. The Senator isright. Itwould 
nothappen. In England, where the exchange is 
in our favor, we pay, through our agents there, 
in English funds. In other countries the exchange 
is always against us, even in countries where it 
would seem that itought to be otherwise, because 
theirexchange is with London, and our exchange 
has always been on London again, and there we 
have put the funds at par; and I see no reason 
why the same thing should not be done here. 

Mr. FOSTER. It is not, as I believe, Mr. 
President, the case that this account was closed, 
except that there was that partial closing of ac- 
counts which is always made up between the De- 
partment and the foreign minister quarterly, the 
final closing of the accounts being reserved until 
the close of the mission. At that time, when the 
minister secks to have his account closed for the 
whole, he puts them into his account charges of 
exchange, that, in point of time, chronologically, 
would come into a former quarter. Thatis the 
case here, and they were not allowed. All that 
there is in this resolution, is to allow the account 
to be settled as a whole; the previous settlements 
being the quarterly settlements, which have never 
been understood as a closing and adjusting of the 
account, but only partially. This 1s to have the 
account simply closed, as has been the practice 
until a very recent period. 

Mr. HALE. Will some member of the Com- 
mittee on Forcign Relations tell me when this rule 
was adopted? Tas it always prevailed? 

Mr. SEWARD. Always. for twenty-five or 
thirty years, certainly. 

Mr. HALE. This was an office that this man 
held from August, 1847, to July, 1853, it seems 
from the report; so that it is eight years since it 
terminated. If the rule always prevailed, he knew 
itat the time, and the accounting officers knew 
it; but his accounts, such as he presented, were 
audited and allowed, and he made no charge of 
this sort. Sir, pass this bilt, and you will have 
every account of cvery diplomatic agent, from the 
beginning of the Government, down upon you. 
Where the thing is once settled, and he has made 
no claim, I am opposed to opening it. 

Mr.GWIN. [will say to the Senatethat this 
gentleman has been absent all the time. He has 
been in the foreign service for thirty years. He 
has not been in the United States for a great num- 
ber of years, and has only come here recently. It 
is well known that a gentleman absent in foreign 
countrics, and in South America especially, has 
a very bad chance to have a case brought before 
Congress, or acted on at all, He is settling the 
whole of his accounts. 

Mr. POLK. I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire will find that the claim comes down 
Mey later date than the last one that he speci- 
fied. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. He was chargé at that 
time, and since then has been full minister. 

Mr. FOSTER. We is still minister, except 
that he has been recalled withina very short time, 
in consequence of disturbances between our Goy- 


ernment and Peru. 
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Mr. HALE. We shall have every account 
we have ever settled on us, if we pass this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the third reading of the joint resolution. 

Mr. SIMMONS, I should like to hear the 


joint resolution read, to see how much it amounts 


to. 

The Secretary read it. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading—ayes twenty-five; noes notcounted. It 
was read the third time, and passed. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA. 


The VICEPRESIDENT. The hour of twelve 
having arrived, the Chair will call up the special 
order. The special order set for to-day was the 
message of the President communicating to the 
Senate a series of resolutions adopted by the Le- 
gislature of Virginia, on which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has the floor; but the unfinished 
business of yesterday takes precedence, being 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the message be 
postponed to Thursday at one o’clock. 

Mr. LANE. I was not fortunate enough to get 
the floor when this message was last under con- 
sideration, It was my desire to speak then, oras 
soon as possible. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts, however, got the floor, and moved to post- 
pone it until Monday—if I recollect aright—then 
until Tuesday, and now until Thursday. The 
session is coming to a close, and I am very anx- 
ious to have a few moments to speak on this mes- 
sage. If the Senator will say that he will be ready 
on Thursday, and that I may have an opportu- 
nity to follow him then, I shall be very much 
obliged to him, so that there may be some cer- 
tainty about the matter. 

Mr. WILSON. I have been prepared to speale 
for weeks upon this quentan, ee far as I make 
any preparation; and should have done so, had it 
not been for the pressure of the important meas- 
ures which are before us. I have consented, at 
the solicitation of our friends here, to postpone 
speaking upon the question ay after day. F 
should be glad to go on to-day; but we have the’ 
tariff, and we have important bills, important to 
the Government, and we have not ume to con- 
sider them. E propose to put it of until Thurs- 
day, in the hope that this will be acted on, and 
that then we may obtain a few hours for the mes- 
sage of the President. If we cannot do so, I will 


| unite with the Senator from Oregon in holding an 


evening session to consider this question, as there 
are several Senators who desire to speak on the 
general subject. E hope it will be postponed until 
Thursday. and then iE walk try the best I can to 
get it up. 

Mr. LANE. Ido not want to interpose any 
objection; but I want it distinctly understood that 
l believe I was entitled to the floor on this mes- 
sage before this time. I was dircetly and per- 
sonally assailed when the message was last up, 
and I thought it was my right to have an oppor- 
tunity to reply then; but not being fortunate 
enough to get the floor, as I said before, [now 
desire that some agreement shall be made that 
will fix a time when I can have the floor; and if 
the Senator’s purpose is to delay this, to put it 
off from time to time, until the close of this ses- 
sion, it is not fair to me. 

Mr. WILSON. | willsay to the Senator from 
Oregon, that I certainly have no desire to keep 
him from the floor. My only desire is to put 
along the important and necessary business of the 
session. Now, I propose to put this message 
over until Thursday. If we cannot get the time 
then, E will propose that the Senate hold an even- 
ing session, and he can have the floor, and sev- 
eral of us may speak upon this subject; but the 


| Senator must know that at this stage of the 


session we are erowded beyond measure with 
important bills that cannot be put off. 

Mr. LANE. J have not another word to say, 
only this: I shall be very much obliged to the 
Senator if he will agree now that when this mes- 
sage comes up for consideraticn on Thursday, if 
he is not ready to speak, he will allow me the 
privilege, 

Mr. WILSON. I shall be ready to speak, if 
the Senate will be ready to hoar me. Iwill make 
the effort, at any rate, 

Mr. LANE. When thisis agreed upon between 
us, Limagine the Senate will not interpose any 
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objection to the consideration of this messages 
but will allow the Senator the privilege of speak- 
ing then. : 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will have my aid to 
get the floor. I hope the business of the Senate 
will be suspended when one of these Democrats 
wants to speak to another. {Laughtcr.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
indicate twelve or one o’clock on Thursday ? 
Mr. WILSON. One o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The motion was agreed to. 
SPECIAL ORDER. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
now before the Senate is the tariff bill. 

Mr. GWIN. Lask that the Senate will con- 
sider a resolution that I send up. 

‘Mr. FESSENDEN. I objects 

Mr. GWIN. If the Senator will allow it to 
be read, he will not object. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 shall havc it read for inform- 
ation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can only be 
donc by unanimous consent, unless the Senator 


makes a motion to postpone the bill before the | 


Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. I will make that motion; and 
then read the resolution myself, as my reason 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California moves to postpone the special order. 

Mr. GWIN. My reason for desiring to post- 
pone it is, that I wish to offer a resolution of this 
description: 

Resolved, That, for the residue of the session, the special 
or general orders of the day shall not be called until one 
o’clock, 

That will give two hours every morning for 
miscellancous business, which is just as import- 
antas the heavy business before the Senate, which 
wo always take up at one o’clock. It will enable 
us to dispose of the tariff question, the appropri- 
ation bills, and other important questions, and 
have two hours for miscellaneous business. My 
desire was to facilitate business; and I hope the 
special order or the unfinished business will go 
over, to give me an opportunity to make this 
motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California moves to postpone the unfinished busi- 
ness, with a vicw to take up the resolution he has 
just read. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope not. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I object to it. It must 
lic over one day if the resolution be objected to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 


move to postpone the special order, notwithstand- | 


ing. 
The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 19, noes 16. 


Mr. GWIN. Now, I hope there will be no! 


objection to the consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
is postponed; and the Senator from California 
offers his resolution, and asks for its considera- 
tion to-day. 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
‘made, it must lie over. 


SEIZURE OF AMERICAN VESSELS BY PERU. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to take up the res- 
olution I offered yesterday, requesting the Presi- 


dent to send in the correspondence between this } 


Government and the Government of Peru, in re- 
lation to the seizure of certain vessels. 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution 
was considered and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That the President be requested to furnish the 
Senate with copies of any correspondence with the Gov- 
ernment of Peru, in relation to the seizure by that Govern- 
ment of vessels belonging to citizens of the United States. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. POWELL, it was 


Ordered, That the bill GI. R. No. 654) granting a pen- 
sion to ‘Thomas Bootle be recommitted to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the folowing 


It is moved that | 
the message of the President be postponed, and | 
made the special order for Thursday at oneo’clock. | 


i 
ji 
H 


j 
H 
} 
i 


signed by the Vice President. 

A bill (H. R. No. 892) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expen- 
ses of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1862; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 5) authorizing 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
revise and adjust the account of John Randolph 
Clay, United States Minister to Peru 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 537) for the relief of Katharine K. 
Russell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No, 984) for the relicfof Thomas. Fors- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 999) to amend ‘An act supple- 
mentary to an act approved March 3, 1855, to 
organize an institution for the insane of the Army 
and Navy and the District of Columbia in said 


| District,” approved February 7, 1857—to the 


Committee on the District of Columbia. ° 
A bill (No. 1001) for the relief of Edward 
Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move now that we take 
up the tariff bill and go on with that. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (EI. R. No. 338) to provide for 
the payment of outstanding ‘Treasury notes, to 
authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on- 
imports, and for other purposes, the pending 


| question being on the amendment of Mr. Simmons 


to strike out the fourth section of the bill and 
insert a substitute for it. 

Mr. GWIN. I have been requested—on the 
subject of the tariff, and all the votes thatmay be 
taken to-day—to pair off with the Senator from 
Vermont, (Mr. Cortamer,| who is sick, and who 
cannot be brought to the Senate to vote on this 
question without serious inconvenience, and prob- 
ably danger. I have determined to accommodate 
that Senator, and therefore shall not vote on this, 
or any other question that comes up to-day, con- 
nected with this bill, as I have been paired off 
with him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting in line seven, after the word 
“cof ” the words “the bonds constituting the,” so 
as to read ‘the par value of the bonds constitut- 
ing the said stock,” and in the twenty-third line, 
to putin after the word “when,” the words “pay- 
ment in that mode is;’? and then in the twenty- 
fourth line, after the word ‘made,”’ to insert ‘at 
their par value in coin;’’ so that the notes may 

ass for coin, when people want them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer 
in the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
as modified by the mover, 

Mr. BAYARD. 
amendment to the amendment now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


small for a Treasury note. 
“ twenty?’ in the tenth line and insert ‘* fifty.” 

The question being taken, there were, on a 
division—ayes 8, noes 20; no quorum voting. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GREEN. I beg leave to make one remark. 
I shall vote in the affirmative; but I think $50 
too smalla sum. I think ¢100 ought to be the 
smallest Treasury note ever issued. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 


ED 


| man, Crittenden, Fitch, Green, Johnson of Arkansas, John- 


son of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Lane, Latham, Masou, 
Nicholson, Polk, Powcll, Rice, Sebastian, and Thomson— 
QL. 

NAYS—Moessrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, $ eward, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson— 
92. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 


rejected. 
Mr.BAYARD. Ihave anotheramendment to 
propose 1 shall vote against the amendment as 


enrolled bil and joint resolution; and they were | 


Es it in order to move an | 


It isin order. | 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not object to the amend- | 
ment generally; but Í think the sum of $20 is too | 
I move to strike out |! 


Į ask for the yeas and nays | 


| 


i provided here that “itshallbe 


it now stands, because I do not conceive thatthe 
| United States ought to issue $20 notes to circu- 
| late through this country as a currency; but the 
| amendment which I shall now offer to the amend- 
| ment, I presume will not be objected to. It is 
at the option of the 
i holders of the Treasury notes, hereby authorized 
i by this act, to exchange the same for the stock 
! herein authorized at par, and in lieu of which said 
Treasury notes were issued.” | think there ought 
to be some limitation upon them. Under it cer- 
tificates of stock for $20 may be issued by the 
United States in exchange for the Treasury notes. 
I suppose that was not the Intention of tie amend- 
ment, though I do not know. We have never yet 
issued certificates of stock for so small an amount 
as $20; and I think it would be preferable to insert 
a limitation as to the amount. [ move to amend 
the amendment by adding this clause at the end 
of it: 

Provided, That no certificate shall be exchanged for 
Treasury notes in sums less than $1,000. 

Mr. SIMMONS and Mr. FESSENDEN, 
Say $500. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We have never issued less 
than $1,000 bonds. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [I think there will be no 
objection to the amendment, if the Senator will 
fix the limitation at $500. 

Mr. BAYARD. Well, say $500. 
isfied with that. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
$1,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will stand by the amend- 
ment fixing it at $1,000; and if the Senate pre- 
fer $500, that will be no objection to me. I shall 
leave it to the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK. Is it in order to amend the 
proposition of the Senator from Delaware? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks not. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ihave no objection to having 
it $500; and if the Senator from Delaware will fix 
it at $500, I will vote to put in his proviso. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think it stands at $500 
now. I believe he put that in at my sugges- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment stands at $1,000. is 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I thought the Senator 
adopted my suggestion to fix it at $500. 

Mr. CLARK. He said he would try $1,000 
first. ` 

The amendment to the amendment, was re- 
jected. 

Mr.BAYARD. Now, I move the same amend- 
ment, with a modification of the amount, insert- 
ing $500 instead of $1,000. 

The amcndment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. SIMMONS, I move to amend, by strik- 
ing out the word “ and,” inline thirty-eight, and 
i inserting the words, ‘or for bonds.” These 
Treasury notes will take the place of several loans, 
! and L want them to.be paid for in bonds, if the 
holders desire to change them for all the loans. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment as it has been amended. 

The amendment of Mr. Simmons, as amended, 
is to strike out section four of the bill, after, the 
enacting clause, and insert, in lieu thereof: 

That in case the proposals made for said loan, or for s0 
much thereof as the exigencies of the publie service shall 
require, shall not be satisfactory, the President of the Uni- 
ted States shall be, and hereby is, authorized to decline to 
accept such offer if for less than the par value of the bonds 
constituting the said stock, and in lieu thereof, and to the 
extent and amount of the loan authorized to be made by 
this act, to issue Treasury notes forsums not less than $20, 
bearing interest at the rate of 6 percentum per annum, pay- 
able semi-annually on the Ist days of January and July in 
each year, at proper places of payment, to be prescribed by 
the Secretary, with the approval ot the President; andun- 
der the like circumstances and conditions, the President of 
the United States is hereby authorized to substitute Treas- 
ury notes of equal amount for the whole or any part of any 
of the loans for whieh he is now by law authorized to con- 
tract and issue bonds. And the Treasury notes so issued 
under the authority herein given, shal! be received in pay- 
ment for all debts due to the United States when offered, 
and in like manner shall be given in payment for any sum 
duc from the United States when payment in that mode is 
requested by the person to whom payment is to be made, 
at their par value in coin. And the faith of the United 
Sta s hereby pledged for the due payment of the inter- 
estandthe omption ofthe principal ofthe stock or Treas- 
ury notes which may be issued under the authority of this 


I am sat- 


I think it better to say 
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act; and the sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated, outof 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
pay the expenses of preparing the certificates of stock or 
‘Treasury notes berein authorized, to be done in the usual 
mode and under the restrictions as to employmentand pay- 
ment of officers contained in the laws authorizing former 
loans and issues of Treasury notes; and it shali be at the 
option of holders of the Treasury notes hereby authorized 
by this act, to exchange the same for the stock herein au- 
thorized, at par, or for bonds, in lieu of which said Treas- 
ury notes were issued: Provided, ‘That no certificate shall 
be exchanged for 'Preasury notes in sume less than $500. 


Mr, CRITTENDEN. I wish to say a word 
on this amendment. It seems to me that the ef- 
fect, if not the object of it, must be to establish in 


the country an irredeemable paper currency, is- | 


sued by the Government. It professes that these 
Treasury notes shall be paid out only to such 
creditors as desire to receive them. f wonder 
what class of creditors are looked to as those who 
will be willing to receive a depreciated currency? 
You are only to issue them in the event that your 
credit will not enable you to borrow money at 6 
percent. That is the state of the case you sup- 
pose. Six per cent., or 8 percent., or 10 percent. 
might be satisfactory to the President; but if, in 
his judgment, the rate upon which you can ob- 
tain money upon your credit is not satisfactory, 
then, finding that you have no credit, you are to 
issue your paper. This is a very casy way, nom- 
inally, of supplying the want of credit. When 
you have ascertained that you have notthe credit 
to obtain it at a reasonable price, you issue your 
paper upona marketin which you have no credit? 

What can be hoped from such a measure as 
this? Tappeal to my friend from Rhode Island: 
what can you expect from it? Who will take 
your paper? Nobody that consults his interest 
will take your paper. Your own premises lcad 
irresistibly to that conclusion—that your paper 
would be of less value than silver, and itis there- 
fore that vou issue it. Fow will it get into cir- 
culation, but at the loss of him who takes it; and 
upon what principle of human action arc you to 
expect anybody to be willing to take it for the 
same amount due to him in money? Nobody, 
unless you suppose that there are aclass of Gov- 
ernment creditors so far under the influence of 
Government that they will be influenced against 
their will to receive these notes. 

This would be a forced as well as an irredcem- 
able currency thrown upon the country; and, sir, 
to the extent that you could enforce its circula- 
tion, what would be the effect of it? The effect 
of it would be, to thatsame extent to displace the 
more valuable currency from circulation, That 
is always the law of such currency; the more 
valuable is put aside, and the less valuable is 
uscd and put off into other hands. Fts tendency 
is to expel money, as far as you can do so, by the 
use of a less valuable currency, altogether injuri- 
ous to the public; more injurious in all its con- 
sequences than any imaginable rate of interest 
which you would be obliged to give to hire or 
borrow money. Asa measure of economy, there- 
fore, it does not seem to be wise, and it seems to 
me to be forbidden by all the laws that condemn 
an irredeemable currency, especially when that 
currency is issued by the Government of the 
country, 

I think it will be nugatory, in the first place, as 
regards the Government; that they cannot avail 
themselves of such a measure to any useful ex- 
tent. Uf they can, then it will be injurious to the 
people of the country for the reasons I have stated. 

think, therefore, if the time has come when our 
credit is so far impaired in the public markets of 
the world that we have to give a higher price than 
is salisfactory, for money, we had better, all the 
consequences considered, incur that loss at once 
than introduce into the currency of the country a 
disorder more injurious in its result than any rate 
of interest you could give. 

I desire to afford every facility to the incoming 
Administration to maintain itself, and to maintain 
all the branches of the pablic service profitably to 
the country, and advantageously and beneficially 


tothe county. ThatI desire; butitscemsto me, | 


that this measure must fail of its effect; that it is 
objectionable, not only because it will produce no 
heneficial results, and will not obtain for the 
Government any of the advantages which money 


injurious than the highest price you can give for 
money. When are these notes to be payable? 


not specified in this amendment. The payment 


of the interest is to be semi annual; but it is not 
said when the principal shall be paid; but by ref- 
erence perhaps to the loan, it is to be paid when 
the loan will be paid, if we could obtain it. If, by 
that reference, we are not to limit the time when 
the notes are to be paid, there is no time fixed 
when they shall be paid. Itiscommencing the same 
sort of carcer, and we are exactly on the highway 
that led to the issue of continental paper in the 
days of our great revolutionary necessitics. We 
are not so low, it seems to me, that we are com- 
pelled to enter upon that course; therefore, sir, I 
am opposed to the amendment altogether. Its 
object is to issue these Treasury notes as low as 
$20, evidently with the hope that they are to be- 
come a circulating medium in the country. It is 
to that I object. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will move further to amend 
the amendment by inserting a limitation in point 
of time. I shall vote against the amendment any- 
how, because I regard it as providing for a paper 
currency; but I think the power to issue these 
notes should be limited to the 30th of December, 
1861. That will give time for the meeting of an- 
other Congress. Ido not like to give an unlim- 
ited power of this kind, requiring the repeal of 
the power by positive legislation, unless the ne- 
cessity absolutely calls for it. In the présent con- 
dition of the country, and the present embarrassed 
state of the Treasury, it may be that, in order to 
procure money to carry on the Government, notes 
should be issued by the Treasury of the United 
States, and payments made in that mode; but 
surely, we ought not to make that a permanent 
power; it ought to last only from Congress to Con- 
gress; and 1 therefore move further to amend the 
amendment by adding: 

ind provided further, That the authority to issue the said 
Treasury notes, or give the same in payment for debts due 
from the United States, shail be limited to the 30th day of 
December, 1861. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Lhope that amendment will 
not prevail, There is an amendment, 1 believe, 
in some part of this bill, offered by the Senator 
from Maryland, that none of these notes shall be 
given for the expenses of the current fiscal year. 
Now, the Senator from Delaware proposes to ter- 
minate their issue on the 30th December next. 
That will be one day sbort of six months for the 
use of them; and I think, if we consult the views 
of gentlemen not over-friendly to the proposition 
itself, we shall, before we get through, have the 
power limited toa mouth. Lshould like to make 
a suggestion to the Senator from Kentucky. Va- 
rious loan bills are authorized, and it is doubtful 
whether the money can be got withouta very large 
discount on the amount of the bonds. There is 
a feverish state of anxiety among money-lenders 
that may induce them to withhold their money, 
unless they can get very extravagant rates for It. 
The Senator says that this is commencing a sort 
of continental paper money system. How many 
times have that Senator and myself voted for issu- 


ing Treasury notes when the Government was | 


short of funds? Ever since we have been here, 
invariably. [recollect that, in 1841, the Govern- 
ment was crippled in its finances, and we made a 


loan and issued Treasury notes. When wecame | 


here, in 1857, at the very first month of the ses- 
sion, we authorized the issue of Treasury notes, 
and they have been reissued and reissued; and 
the very first month of the session we authorized 
another issue of Treasury notes because the loans 
would not be taken, Have they not answered the 
purposes for which they were issued? 

Every one knows that although aman might 
not be willing to take a bond for $1,000, payable 


twenty years ahead, he would take $1,000 of | 


Treasury notes when he could use them any time 


he had occasion to use them in the payment of | 
Government dues. Itis a very different species | 
of paper from that which is payable twenty years | 


ahead, Itis always convertible ifa man has any 


i; transactions with the Government. 


Mr. SEWARD. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWARD. Does not this amendment 


| propose that the holder of the Treasury note may 
Lan i ‘fund it? 
would, but in its consequences, it will be more |! 


Mr. SIMMONS, Certainly. That is the very 


i ebject. Whenever money becomes easy, and con- 
leisi 


fidence is restored, the holder may convert the 


il notes into the bonds we have authorized. That 


| 
j 
| 
| 
t 
| 
i 
| 
i 


{ 


Fis just the object; butif these times of trouble and 


agitation, I had almost said of intentional agita- 
tion, disturbing the minds of moneyed men, con- 
tinue a year, do not Ict us stop the Government; 
do not Jet us be hawking about bonds payable 
twenty years ahead, and begging for money. Let 
the people who are willing to trust this Govern- 
ment take these notes. 1 tell you there are mil- 
lions of them; honest, true-hearted men, lovers of 
their country and their Government, laboring men, 
all kinds of men, who will take these notes. They 
are nota currency, because they will bear inter- 
est. When we have issued Treasury notes hith- 
erto for a currency—and I have seen them afloat 
—they were at ] mill per cent., one tenth of I per 
cent. per annum, so that the interest could never 
amount to anything of consequence. Then, they 
were a currency; but these notes are to bear 6 per 
cent. interest. They will not pass from hand to 
hand. : 

Certainly this is no new expedient in this Gov- 
ernment. During the last war, Treasury notes 
were circulated, and the Government issued 7 per 
cent. Treasury notes, and sold them at 62} cents 
on the dollar, and took their pay in Baltimore 
money that was at 25 per cent. discount. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will my friend from 
Rhode Island permit me to ask him upon what 
time are these notes to be issued? 

Mr. SIMMONS. They are to be payable in 
the same time that the stock was that they are 
issued in lieu of, of course. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That would be twenty 
years. 

Mr. SIMMONS. They are not to be payable 
in cash until twenty years are up. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And you propose to 
issue a note for $20, payable twenty years ahead. 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir; we do not say when 
they shall be paid, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Is the President to issue 
them payable at any time he pleases? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no objection to putting 
in that they shall be redeemable at the pleasure 
of the Government. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The question is, how 
does this amendment regulate it, or is it regulated 
at all? 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is regulated by the time 
the bonds are payable. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. So l suppose. What 
time is that? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Twenty years. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Heis to issue a Treas- 
ury note to run twenty years? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That is what I under- 
stand. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [should like to know what 
difficulty there is in havinga Treasury note draw- 
ing interest for twenty years, any more than a 
bond drawing interest for twenty years. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ora bank note. 

Mr. SIMMONS. A bank note does not draw 
interest. [have no particular partiality for Treas- 
ury notes} but if we cannot get money for our 
bonds at par, I propose to make it optional with 
the President either to take it at a discount, or to 
issue these notes; and I should like to ask tf itis 
not proper for any Executive to have that option. 
If the bonds should be taken at 98 or 99, it might 
be a question whether he had not better submit 
to lor 2 per cent. for twenty years; but he can- 
not issue these notes provided the stock is taken 
at par, ‘Phat is the provision. If the bidding is 
at par for the G per ceut. stock, he has no right 
to issue these notes, Itis only in the contingency 
that the par value is not offered for the bonds; and 
that he thinks the public interests will be sub- 
served by issuing the notes, that he is to put out 
Treasury notes. When the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury advertises for these bonds, if offers should be 
made at 99, [ have no doubt the President would 
accept them just as the Senator from Kentucky 
would,and put out the money in bonds for large 
sums, rather than these Treasury notes, which 
cost something to issue, and it takes many of them 
to make $1,000. If the terms bid for the loan are 
ruinous and exacting, I want the Government to 
have some other opportunity to seek another class 
of men—men who do not deal in millions, and 
who have small sums that they would like to loan 
their Government. It is for their convenience. 

I happened to read this morning, in a Ken- 
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tucky paper, some items in regard to this matter 
of currency. The circulation is a subject of con- 
tinual agitation. I never knew a hard time come 
about but what one class of politicians would 
blame the banks for having too much circulation 
out, and another for having too little. I see that 
the Senate of Kentucky have undertaken to lec- 
ture their banks for having too little paper money 
afloat according to their basis. We know that, 
if they had much more paper out than they had 
specie, they would be lectured for having too 
much out. If they do not get out enough, they 
are lectured for that. You cannot get any paper 
money but what is subject to be lectured by men 
who make lecturing their business, and who are 
never satisfied with the banks or the bankers; 
who always insist that the banks have either too 
much or too little money afloat. You cannot fix 
itany way to suit them. I see thatthe banks of 
Kentucky have out about $9,000,000 of paper 
on a basis of about $5,000,000 of coin; and the 
Senate of Kentucky have called them to order to 
see whether or not they ought not to discount 
$4,000,000 more. The difficulty is, that they do 
not discount paper. It is not because they have 
not money, but the banks are a little cautious 
aboutpaper now; and men who cannot get money 
at the banks want the State to interpose and make 
the banks lend money on poor paper. It will be 
so always. We ought to try and take care of the 
Government; let them have the means of sustain- 
ing themselves without ruinous loans. That is 
all this amendment proposes. 

Mr. BAYARD, It is difficult to see the con- 
nection between the operations of the banks of 
Kentucky and the Treasury of. the United States, 
in reference to the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island,ormyamendmenttoit, Hisamend- 
ment proposes to give apower, connected with an 
emergency, in relation to our fiscal affairs. Itis 
always the case, where we issue Treasury notes, 
that we limit their issue to a certain time. I pro- 
pose to limit the power, in this case, until an- 
other Congress will have time to continue them 
—for that is all they would have to do—if they 
find that the existing state of things in the coun- 
try at that time requires the continuance. I do 
not propose to aflect the notes that have been 
issued; but to take away the power, after the 


30th of December, 1861, to issue any more notes, | 


or pay them out; not to prevent the redemption of 
those that stand out or have been previously 
issued, 

The honorable Senator makes it an objection 
to this amendment of mine, that it only gives the 
power for six months. g 
for more than six months, or three months, If the 


have an extra session or not) before that time; 
and all they will bave to. do, if the condition of 
the country requires the extension of time within 
which it may be within the power of the Excen- 


It ought not to be given | 


tive to issue these notes, will be to extend it bya: 


few lines of legislation, to pass a bill saying that | 


the time shall be extended for so long. But have 
we ever before issued a Treasury note without 
limiting the time within which it should be issued 
by the Government? 


and to that extent to take the place of money. 
do not think that that isa proper discretion to 
trust to any Executive. 
sity of that, arising out of the emergency. Ifthe 
eredit of the Government, under existing circum- 
stances, is unable to procure the loan at par, the 
idea is, that then the emergency justifies it in pay- 
ing out these notes to its creditor, if the creditor 
is willing to receive them. Very well; but in 
what sums? In asum that we have never au- 
thorized before—g20. The honorable Senator 
says that is not a currency, because it carries in- 
terest. It will become practically a currency, carry 
interest or not. The object is to make a paper 
currency for the people of this country; and if 
the want of limitation is adhered to, its effect is to 
be a permanent paper currency issued by the Fed- 
eral Government for circulation throughout this 
country The amount of the notes shows that, 
and the rejection of the amendment proposing the 
increase of the amount to $50 renders it more cer- 
tainly. I hope now, that at least this power to 


Here you propose, in this į; 
amendment, unrestricted, togivethegcneral power : 
to the Government, without limiting the time, to | 
issue Treasury notes in payment of its duties, į 


E 


I do not see the neces- | 


flood the country with an irredeemable currency, 
founded on the idea of an emergency, as regards 
our fiscal affairs, will not be carried to that ex- 
tent; but that the limitation will be imposed upon 
the power of the Executive to issue notes of that 
kind until another Congress can assemble, for it 
will require no discussion, na extended bill, in 
order to carry the power further if the emergency 
requires it. Congress meets on the first Monday 
of December. By ray amendment, the power can 
be exerted until the 30th of December. Then, if 
the condition of the country requires that the 
power shall be extended further, the most simple 
legislation, a bill of a few words, enables you to 
carry it further still, I hope my amendment will 
be adopted, though I object to the amendment in 
the form of $20 notes, any way. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, so far as the 
substitution of the Treasury notes for a loan is 
concerned, I would not object to it.. I think that 
would be a wise financial amendment; but there 
are features in this particular amendment which, 
it seems to me, must defeat it when they come to 
be understood. There is no limitation of time 
within which they may be issued and reissued; 
and when once in the possession of a holder, he 
may keep them forever. ‘There is no authority 
on the part of the United States to call them in 
after a certain period, in order to pay them. The 
only way in which they can come in, is in receipt 
of the public revenue. They may be taken in 
receipt for public dues; but there is no mode in 
which the United States can call them in. If the 
Senator will strike out the provision making the 
denomination of $20, and let it be $50, as the 
other Treasury notes have been, and give power 
to issue and reissue within two years—I am will- 
ing to give two years, which is the longest limit 
ever given—then I think it will be better than the 
attempt to issue stock in these times. There are 
various ways, when the Treasury is hard run, 
in which a Treasury note may be passed off. 
There are persons who would be willing to take 
them in receipt of dues when you could not pay 
them stock; but, without these limits, it would 
be exccedingly unsafe—a mere currency. There 
is no provision in the amendment which enables 
the United States to call them in at any time, no 
matter if it had millions in the Treasury. I sug- 
gest, therefore, to the Senator from Rhode Island, 
if he will put in that restriction, that they shall 
not issue or reissue except within the space of 
two years, and that the United States, at any time 
after that, may call them in, and strike out $20, 
and insert $50 as the denomination—I am willing 
to goas low as $50—I shall then vote for his amend- 


|i ment. Treasury notes of the denomination of 
emergency does not extend beyond that time, | 
There will be a Congress in session (whether you | 


$50 we have tried, and I am willing to issue them 
at as low a denomination as we ever did before; 
but without these limitations it would be utterly 
unsafe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the amendment? 

Mr. HUNTER. Allow me to have thatamend- 
ment reported. I was out when it was offered, 
and that is my excuse for troubling the Senate. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: to insert as 
an additional proviso: : 

Jind provided further, That the authority to issue the said 
Treasury notes, or give the same in payment for debts due 
from the United States, shalt be limited to the 30th day of 
December, A. D. 1861. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will suggest an amendment 
to come in at the close of the amendment already 
made as a proviso: 

Said Treasury notes to be paid or redeemed, at the pleas- 
ure of the Government, after two years. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator propose to 
add that to the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir; I propose to insert 
it in lieu of it. We do not want these Treasury 
notes payable next December. There will bea 
$10,000,600 batch issucd this year payable then, 
which are now out at ten percent. interest. We 
do not want them all to come due next Decem- 
ber. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will suggest now another 
compromise between the Senator from Rhode 
Island and the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 do not make any compro- 
mise of that sort. 

Mr. HUNTER. I willsuggest it, and then he 
can see whether he will make it or not. Ipro- 


pose to give the Government power to issue, them 
for one year from the Ist of July, 1861; Congress 
will meet in the mean time; and make them re- 
deemable two years after the expiration of the Ist 
of July,.1861..: k 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ihave made them redeem- 
able in two years now. pated 

Mr. HUNTER. Thatisright.. Now, [hope 
the Senator. will consent to the other modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYARD. I am willing to amend my 
amendment by saying, ‘the 30th day of June, 
1862,” and I will alter it in that way. Instead of 
the 30th of December, I will say the 30th day of 
June, 1862. . ; 

Mr. HUNTER. “ After which time they may 
be redeemable at the Treasury of the Govern- 
ment.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not after that; but after 
two years. i 

Mr. HUNTER. Let it read, “and the same 
may be redeemable after the Ist of July, 1863, at 
the pleasure of the Government.” 

r. BAYARD. Iwill say this: ‘ all the notes 
under this provision shall be redeemable within 
two years from the time of their issue.” 

Mr. HUNTER. I will suggest that, for the 
convenience of the Department, they ought to be 
redeemable on the same day, and not to havea 
different period for each note. There ought to 
be one period at which all can be brought in. 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well; I have no objec- 
tion to that. Let the Senator alter the amend- 
ment to suit himself in that respect. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then let it read: ‘‘ redeem- 
able at the Treasury of the United States two 
ears after the date of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. “Redeemable at the 
Treasury of the United States at any time after 
two years from thé passage of this act.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes,sir. Letthe Secretary 
add those words. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That I will agree to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. How does the Senator 
agree asto the time of issuing them: that the Gov- 
ernment shall not issue them after one year. ` 

Mr. SIMMONS. I would have them for two 

ears. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The other side will not 
agree to that. Say that the power to issue shall 
be for one year, from the 30th of June next. I 
think that will do very. well.” 

Mr. HUNTER. ow, sir, I ask that the 
amendment be read, . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amend ment, as modified by the mover, 
will be read. 

The Secretary read it: to insert an additional 
proviso: \ 

And provided further, That the authority to issue the said 
Treasury notes, or give the same in payment for debts due 
from the United States, shall be limited to the 30th day of 
June, 1862, and that the same may be redeemable at the 
pleasure of the United States, at any time within two years 
after the passage of this act; and that the said notes shall 
cease to bear interest, after they shall have been called in 
by the Secretary of the Treasury under the provisions of 
this act. 

Mr. HUNTER. There isa part of the amend- 
ment which I think, as the Senator will see, there 
|! is no necessity for. It is that portion which says 
they shall be receivable in payment of the public 

dues. That ought to be strickenout, They should 
| be receivable for public dues at all times. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is not a part of my 
amendment. 
| Mr. HUNTER. Very well. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. k 

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The question 
now recurs on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, as amended. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Rhode 
Island said he would never compromise it; but I 
suggest to him to change the amount of these 
notes from $20 to $50, and there will be no diff- 
culty in adopting his amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We have just had a vote on 
that proposition, and debated itan hour, and then 
voted it down. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ifthe Senator from Virginia 
had been in, we would have carried it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must vote against this 
amendment, on account of the denomination of 
the notes being put at $20; and yet I believe the 
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Senator is right in preferring Treasury notes to 
aloan. Is there no way by which we can have 
another vote in a full Senate upon it? I am told 
if the Senate had been full, it would have been 
voted down. I-wasabsent. I hæ forgotten that 
the Senate met to-day at eleven o’clock; and they 
tell me if I had been here we could have carried 
such an amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We. can: have another 
vote on it in the Senate. The billisnow in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. i 

Mr. HUNTER. Very well, sir; we will try 
it again in the Senate. 

'The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 17, nocs 12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CLARK called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. f 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll; and 
Mr. Anruony answered to his name. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, cannot 
there be a reconsideration of the vote upon the 
proposed amendment, to strike out $20 and insert 
$50, as the denomination of these notes? Would 
it not be in order to movea reconsideration of the 
vote rejecting that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The recon- 
sideration of the vote would be in order but that 
the calling of the roll has commenced, and the 
Senator from Rhode Island has answered to his 
name. 4 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
had addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iwill move a recon- 
sideration of the vote on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Delaware, to strike out $20, 
and insert 50. That will harmonize the views of 
Senators. I make that motion. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the motion to strike out $20 and insert 

50. 

r Mr. BRAGG. Let us have the ycas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. When this question was 
last before the Senate, I voted against this amend- 

ment, although that vote was against my judg- 
mont. I am of opinion that these certificates 
ought not to be at less than $50; but, under the 
circumstances of the country, I was disposed to 
allow them to be issued at as low denomination | 
as was at all consistent with my views of pro- 
pricty, in ordor that we might appeal from the 
groat bankers and money-lenders to the people, 
that they may be enabled to lend their assistance 
to sustain the Government in itsemergecy. My 
opinion sull is, that the friends of this measure 
had better have the issue of these certificates 
changed to $50 from $20. I hope they will ac- 
cept this amendment, 

Mr. HUNTER. I suppose, by general con- 
sent, the call for the yeas and nays can be with- 
draw. J think the amendment will be adopted 
without the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will withdraw the call, by 
permission of the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent, the call for yeas and nays will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. 

» Mr. SIMMONS. I object. I want to have 
the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

VhePRESIDINGOFFICER,. Objection being 
made to the withdrawal of the call, the question 
must he taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have generally been as 
much opposed to issuing Treasury notes as any- 
body, and I should not have offered this amend- 
ment to the bill if I had not believed there was a 
stern necessity for it. IT believe—thore have been 
such rumors in the papers, and I believe them to 
be true—that there is a sort of combination of 
capitalists, and an understanding that they will 
not lend this Government money unless they can 
control its action, Ihave nothing to say against 
capitalists, or as to whom they shall lend money; 
but l want to give the Government of my country 
a chance to appeal to the people of the country 
for aid, when those who generally lend money 
choose to lock it up. That is the only reason that | 
l propose to issue these notes in these small 


I was on the floor, and 


sums. The Emperor Napoleon HI, when he 
went into the war with Austria in reference to | 


Italy, issued scrip of 100f—$18 75 cach bond— 
and put that paper out to the people, and opened 
his subscription. He asked for a loan of the sum 
of 500,000,000f., and there were 1,400,000,000 or 
1,500,000,000f. subscribed. I believe our people 
are as patriotic as the French; and if we give them 
a chance, and bring these notes within their 
means, they wib take them. - 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I trust this 
amendment will not prevail. It is yery pombe 
that it may be necessary to pay these Treasury 
notes to contractors—those who furnish supplies 
for the Government, mail contractors, even to 
members of Congress—and in that case it is very 
desirable that these notes should be of such a de- 
nomination that they may be transferred, easily 
broken, not in large amounts, that they may even 
pass as currency, if you please. It is well known, 
sir, that our circumstances are now peculiar. Our 
credit has been badly damaged—damaged in a 
way in which the credit of no Government was 
ever damaged before. We have had a Secretary 
of the Treasury in the market with bonds of this 
Government, proclaiming, at the very moment he 
uttered those bonds, that they were worthless. 
We have had a Secretary of War issuing his ille- 
gal acceptances by millions, until the people of 
this country have lost confidence in your Gov- 
ernment. ‘They have had reason to lose confi- 
dence in it; it was not entitled to confidence. 

Sir, there will bea different state of facts within 
the next three months. In the mean time, I trust 
we may make an appeal to the patriotic sentiment 
of the pcople of this country. If the bankers of 
the great cities refuse to lend us money, I will go 
to the people of the rural districts and appeal to 
their patriotism, to their love of country, to the 
love of their flag, and I will get all the money you 
want, sir; Icare not whether it is $10,000,000, or 
$50,000,000, or $100,000,000. New York city may 
close and lock her vaults! I care not a rush if 
she does. It is well known that since God rained 
fire and brimstone upon Sodom, cities have been 
the great marts of corruption. ‘They are so now. 
They have always been so. Cities have always 
been ready to buy immunity, and never ready to 
fight forit. Cities have always been ready to buy 
peace—never ready to furnish men to fight for 
their rights. Sir, if all the cities of this continent 
containing a population of a hundred thousand 
inhabitants and upwards were swept from the 
face of the carth, our country would be quite as 
strong as itis to-day. We should hear less dis- 
union croaking, less fears expressed that we could 
hot carry on the Government, less threats that 
unless this, that, or the other thing was done, we 
should not have money, and the wheels of the 
Government should stop. Sir, the wheels of this 
Government will not stop. 

This is a great peace measure. This isa direct 
appeal to the mass of the people. Sir, I will go 
into the State of Michigan with your Treasury 
notes of $20 and upwards, and wherever f finda 
man that has $20, I will finda man who will take 
one of these bonds that are to be issued by the 


Government. I hope that the amendment will 
not prevail. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire toask the Senator 


whether it is true that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has expressed a desire that the bonds of the 
United States should be indorsed by the States? 
l see something on the subject in the papers. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know, sir. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Isupposed, from the man- 
ner in which the Senator had spoken of the abil- 
ity and the power of the Government, &c., that 
there must be a mistake in this idea that some of 
the States are coming forward and proposing to 
indorse its bonds, to give it credit. It used to 
have a higher credit than any State in the Union. 
Now it scems to have fallen so low that the States, 
either by the advice of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or of their own motion, voluntarily come for- 
ward and offer to indorse its paper, to enable it to 
gct money on the same terms that individuals 


| get it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the 
Senator from North Carolina why the eredit of 
this Government has fallen so low? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I think it is obvious to 
everybody. A portion of the States have seceded; 
and others are going to secede, unless there is a 
change of policy on the part of those who now 
control the Government, or who will control it 


after the 4th of March next. I think that is per- 
fectly clear. f 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I would ask the Sen- 
ator why the credit of the Government has fallen 
in this way? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has fallen because you 


shave had traitors in your Cabinet. You have had 


men in the Cabinet who, at the very time they 
were issuing bonds and evidences of debt, declared 
to the world that they were worthless. You have 
had other traitors in your Cabinet, who have been 
issuing illegal bonds by the million, and I had 
almost said tens of millions of dollars; and these, 
in untold millions, are now in the hands of your 
moneyed men, scattered throughout the length 
and breadth of this land, as worthless as the paper 
upon which they are drawn; and now you taunt 
us with a depreciated national credit. . Sir, had it 
been understood from the beginning that this Gov- 
ernment would be maintained at all hazards—had 
there not been traitors in your Cabinet and imbe- 
cilesin your presidential chair—y our credit to-day 
would have stood as high as it ever stood. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I should like to ask the 
honorable Senator, before he takes his seat, if he 
assigns the true reason for this failure of the Gov- 
ernment’s credit, why is it, now that all these men 
are out of the Cabinet, and good men are in their 
places, that its credit did not rise again? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ithas risen; but the Dem- 
ocratic party are not out of power yet. Those 
who have been guilty of all these corruptions and 
frauds and thefts and peculations are yet in the 
seats of power. The party is in power, although 
the individuals may be out. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I will ask the Sen- 
ator, inasmuch as the Democracy will be out in 
two weeks, if the credit of the Government is 
going to be raised so high on the 4th of March, 
what is the necessity of all this legislation? 

Mr. CLARK. will tell the Senator from 
North Carolina, with the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, Itis because you have got 
itso low that it takes some time to get it up again. 
{Laughter.} 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then why is it necessary 
to have this indorsement of the States? You do 
not expect to use all this money in two weeks; 
and everybody understands that the Government 
goes into your hands onthe 4th of March. If the 
character of your Administration will be such, 
when you have control of the finances, as to raise 
the credit of the Government, surely you can get 
along for two weeks, until that time arrives. 

Mr. CLARK. This measure is to enable us 
to raise it. We do not ask the States to indorse 
the paper of this Government. We ask you to 
put these bonds out in small sums so that small 
holders of money can take them; and we will put 
our arms and our small means around this Gov- 
ernment, and we will hold it so fast that no trai- 
tors shall overthrow it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. Why is it that they can- 
not get credit upon the same terms as past Ad- 
ministrations? Mr. Buchanan’s administration, 
when it had to borrow money at an early day, 
did not have to resort to this expedient. No Ad- 
ministration has done it heretofore. Why is it 
that the Senator’s Administration that is to come 
in cannot get along like every other Administra- 
tion we have had since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. CLARK. I will tell the Senator. A Dem- 
ocratic Administration has borrowed so many 
times in the same quarter, and has reported so 
many times that the bonds are worthless, that 
even the men we borrowed of will not now lend. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to make a very 
few remarks on this amendment; and I shall not 
oceupy the attention of the Senate more than five 
minutes. I have often voted for Treasury notes, 
as Ilamreminded by my friend from Rhode Island; 
and with the amendments that have been made, 
the Treasury notes proposed to be issued by this 
amendment will be nearly of the same character 
of those I have voted for. I have no opposition 
to the issuing of Treasury notes. think itis a 
valuable resource of the Government; but we must 
take care to limit their issue to their proper func- 
tion; not to issue by means of them a currency, 
but to relieve the Treasury from a sudden emer- 
gency,a sudden exigency. That is a proper use 
of them, as has always been held here by all par- 
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ties. My object was to get this amendment so 
changed that it should resemble the other bills 
that we have passed authorizing the issue of Treas- 
ury notes; and not issue them either for smaller 
amounts, or payable at a distant future day. It 
is to meet an emergency generally transient in its 
character that they are issued; and they them- 
selves ought to be as transient as the necessity or 
occasion for them. That is the sense in which I 
haveapproved of bills for issuing Treasury notes. 

I now retain the same principles and entertain 
the same policy precisely; and wishing to give 
the incoming Administration, as I sincerely do, 
all the means necessary to sustain itself, I am will- 
ing to authorize the issuing of these notes. I 
think this is a fit occasion, and a proper occasion, 
to give that Administration all the assistance that 
the use of this extraordinary power can give it. 
We are in an emergency, a great exigency. lam 
willing to provide for the emergency and exigency 
by al} the financial means we can employ. It is 
very repugnant to my feelings to see the credit of 
this Government reduced so low that we shall be 
obliged to pay an exorbitant interest to capitalists 
for their money. I can see very ample reason 
why those capitalists should not be as free to lend 
their money, or as willing to lend it on the same 
terms, as formerly. I can see that, in the exist- 
ing state of the country; we can all see it; but it 
seems to me we had better adhere to the precedent 
in regard to the denomination of these notes, and 
let ithe $50, instead of $20. 

My friend from Michigan is entirely mistaken 
in supposing he can take these notes home and 
make them the instrument of borrowing money 
for the Government. That is not the character of 
the amendment. By the amendment, they are 
only authorized to pay them at the Treasury, to 
those to whom the Government is indebted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is mistaken 
about that. They can pay them out at their par 
value for coin. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That is by an amend- 
ment you have since made, 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That gives a different 
character to the bill, and Ido not know that it 
improves if. This is anew mode of borrowing 
money. It is borrowing the money, and issuing 
Treasury notes in payment for it. I do not ex- 
pect much from that; and I doubt the policy of it. 

There has been an excitement on this subject, 
it seems to me, that ought never to accompany 
the consideration of a mere financial or Treasury 
measure of the Government. That is a thing in 
which we all have a common interest. Itis a 
question aside from party. Now, sir, you pro- 
pose to borrow money from the people of the coun- 
try. There are occasions upon which that resort 
and every other might be made; there might be 
some desperate emergency in which it would be 
necessary; but we are desirous here, and always 
have been, to obtain such loans as we wanted, or 
the money we wanted, from moneyed men, from 
men who have large surpluses; because, by obtain- 
ing it from thera, we do not disorder the ordinary 
business of the country at all; we do not disturb 
it. The country generally has no more money 
than is necessary for its convenience and its ex- 
change. You would disturb the condition of the 
country exceedingly if you could withdraw from 
it the sum ordinarily and daily used in its little 
transactions. If you can obtain it from the men 
of money it is better for the country, because it 
leaves the country less disturbed; you get it from 
large capitalists; you get itout of large surpluses; 
and you employ the surpluses of the country in 
the use of the Government. That is the advant- 
age of getting money from capitalists. "That has 
becn the English policy at all times. It is more 
advantageous to the general interest, as they 
suppose, to obtain it in that way than in any 
other. 

There hag been a late eminent instance, and a 
single one, to the contrary, in Paris, where the 
French Emperor obtained a loan, it is said, from 
poor people—ordinary citizens of the country. 
Now, sir, that is a precedentof exceedingly doubt- 
ful authority. There was a little policy, I guess, 
on the part of the Emperor, in making this loan 
an occasion for manifesting the great confidence 
which the French people had in him. He is a 
politic and wise man, What policies were added, 
what facilities were furnished by these poor peo- 


ple by richer people, who ultimately took the 
stock, to go there and carry their money, which 
they had just brought from the bank in an old 
stocking, and then transfer the loan immediately 
to the capitalists who had furnished the money, 
we do not know. However, I do not intend to 
go into any remarks on that subject. It seems to 
me that these capitalists are not to blame for con- 
sidering the altered condition of the country as 
affecting our credit; and we cannot be surprised 
atit. It may bein some degree attributable to 
the influences which gentlemen have suggested; 
but the main cause of disturbance is known toall, 
and must be acknowledged by all. We feel it, 
and we know it. I am content to vote for this 
bill,and will vote for it with pleasure, if only this 
amendment be made; and I think for the sake of 
unity it should be acquiesced in. 

r. CAMERON. I will say only a word for 
the purpose of endeavoring to correct the impres- 
sion on the mind of the Senator from Kentucky. 
I know he always acts from right motives, and I 
know he has‘no desire to improperly embarrass 
this bill; but his long service here has prevented 
him, I think, from becoming acquainted with the 
condition of the country. Twenty-five years ago 
there was very little money in this country, ex- 
cept among capitalists. Now all over my own 
State, and, I think, through the North, and prob- 
ably the West, certainly in the North, everybody 
whois in business has alittle spare capital. There 
are plenty of men in my village, many over my 


county, and a great many in the little city near 


which I live, that possess large sums, to them. 
Some have $100; some have $500; some have 
$1,000, and a great many of them $4,000 or $5,000, 
and all put out at interest. A thrifty man makes 
every dollar of his money work for itself. A man 
starting out in life as a laborer, who makes $100, 
lends that outandit produces him 96a year, andthe 
next year it isincreased. Now, there are a great 
number of persons of that kind, who would be 
glad, I think, to invest their money in these notes, 
because they would feel certain that at any time 
they could get the interest; because, when they 
wanted to use the money, they could transfer it 
for the value on its face, adding to it the interest 
which had accrued. Besides, there are a large 
number of people who have sums of money which 
they do not wantto use immediately, and yet may 
want to use in six or nine or twelve months after- 
wards; and they will take these Treasury notes, 
because they can get payment for them immedi- 
ately. 

I should prefer the proposition of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, bringing down the denomina- 
tion of the notes to $20, because that would make 
them currency. Fifty dollars would prevent them 
from being a currency. ‘The advantage ofa cur- 
rency would be this: that the Government could 
use In its credit a large portion of the capital 
which is now invested in the funds of the country 
banks, andthe city banks, if youlike—particularly 
the country banks. You all remember that the 
greater portion of the banking system of this 
country now is based upon State and United 
States stocks. One of these Treasury notes would 
be better than a bank note, because it is the stock 
of the Government itself, and a large number of 
persons would take it for that reason. 

Then, again, the Senator from Kentucky has 
forgotten that there are two classes of lenders in 
this country—one consisting of those who have 
temporary capital at command, and the other of 
those who have a surplus capital. These notes 
will go out at first among those who have tempo- 
rary capital; but after a while they will get into 
the hands of those who have permanent capital 
to invest. [ have no doubt that if we pass this 
bill we shall get money enough on the notes, and 
after a while they will be taken from the channels 


! of circulation and invested in these bonds. That 


is my experience; and experience is the best 
teacher we can have. F dislike, however, to em- 
barrass the bill; and I think the less we say on 
our side the better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. If lam at liberty to do so, 
before this vote is taken, I wish to have a very 
small amendment made that I think will be as- 
sented to on the other side. I find that an alter- 
ation has been made in the amendment of the 
Senator from Rhode Island since it was printed, 


so as to provide that the stock herein authorized 
to be issued shall be taken at par, or exchanged 
for bonds, and then comes the provision which 
has been inserted on my motion, that no certifi- 
cate shall be exchanged for Treasury notes in 
sums less than $500. I move to insert the words 
“ er bonds,” after the word *“ certificate’ "in the 
proviso, because the intention certainly is, that 
you shall not issue bonds or certificates in ex- 
change for Treasury notes in a less. sum than 
500. 

t The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modifica- 
tion can only be made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

Mr. BIGLER. I suggest to the Senator from 
Delaware to withhold that amendment until we 
vote on the pending question. Then he can offer it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to make a single re- 
mark in reply to what fell from the Senator from 
Kentucky. He willfind, by looking at this bill, 
that these Treasury notes are to be a temporary 
issue. There is not longer than a year from next 
June for issuing them. There is only one ques- 
tion before us, and that is: whether these notes 
shall be $20 or $50? This is an alternative prop- 
osition, to issue Treasury notes in lieu of bonds; 
and we choose to go a little further, in respect to 
making small issues, than we have done hitherto, 
under the peculiar circumstances which now exist. 
If the notes can as well be issued for $100, they 
will be so issued, because it is less expensive to 
issue them of that size; but we thought it was 
safe to make provision for going lower, not know- 
ing exactly what the condition of the market may 
be. Why should not the Government have that 
right? They will not use it unless it is needed. 
I sce no propriety at all in tying them up to a 
rigid Jaw ina time of such exigency as this, when 
we do not exactly know what is to take place. 

The Senator complained that these notes might 
be issued for coin. Have we not issued all the 
notes we have issued for the last four years for 
coin? They have all been put into the market, 
and the money taken into the Treasury. This 
is only giving them the same chance; if persons 
goto the Treasury, and want to exchange coin for 
these notes, let them take them at 6 per cent. 
They can then fund the notes in this stock atany 
time within two years. That is the whole thing; 
and I cannot see the slightest objection to it. I 
do not know why we should go up to $50. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ishall not detain the Senate 
a moment on this subject; but I wish to say to gen- 
tlemen that the principle upon which this amend- 
ment for $20 Treasury notes stands is already 
conceded. It iscustomary, when the credit of the 
country is sound, when the money market is 
easy, to raise money by issuing bonds or certifi- 
cates of stock of the amount of $1,000 each. If 
the money market be feverish and deranged, or the 
credit of the country is at all regarded as unsound, 
you come down, as you have done in this bill, 
from certificates of stock for $1,000 to $500; and 
then, as the exigencies of the case seem to require, 
in order to get the stock taken at as low a rate as 
possible, you come down to issues of $100. We 
have not been accustomed to issue Treasury notes 
for less than $100. Everybody around me in the 
Senate Chamber is now convinced that it would 
be wise to reduce the denomination to $50. The 
same principle which induces us to bring it down 
from $100 to $50 applies to the reduction to the 
sum of $20. The lower the denomination, the 
more favorably will the loan be regarded, and on 
better terms will it be taken, because you enter a 
much larger circle of money-lenders. The cap- 
italists in the great cities, the financiers who ad- 
vance money upon the public credit, and deal in 
stocks as a matter of speculation, and whose deal- 
ings are reported every day in the stock market, 
want certificates of $500 or $1,000; but below 
these is a class of independent men, money-lend- 
ers in the country. In town and country there are 
men who have small means, and the lower the 
denomination of the paper which is offered to 
them the more acceptable it is to them, and the 
more favorable are the terms on which you can 
dispose of it. 

The Senator from North Carolina seemed to 
think there was something very extraordinary, 
and something very wrong and unnatural in the 
fact that the credit of tht United States is so much 
depreciated that the Secretary of the Treasury has 
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proposed that the States should indorse the secu- 
ritics of the United States. I am sure that if he 
had reflected upon the peculiar structure and char- 
acter of this Government, or upon its history, he 
would find nothing very surprising, as I certainly 
find nothing very alarming in this. It is a com- 
lex Government, consisting of States and*of a 
Pederal Government. It has happened in our 
history, that the States have been endangered, 
that the States have been embarrassed in prose- 
euting systems of internal improvement, and their 
credit has sunk so low that they have applied, and 
earnestly applied, to the Government of the United 
States to indorse their bonds. Tremember when, 
in the year 1817, the State of New York came to 
Congress, asking a loan of the credit of this Gov- 
ernment, to enable it to construct the Erie canal, 
asking a loan of credit to what was then thought 
the enormous sum of $8,000,000; and yet only 
three or four years before that, in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain, when a Hartford convention 
was silting with closed doors in the eastern States, 
and the enemy was at our ports, the stock of the, 
United States was guarantied and indorsed by the 
State of New York, and even by the municipali- 
ties of the United States, and then sold at a vast 
discount. When the States are passing through 
a crisis, they need and they ought to have the 
favor and aid of the Federal Government. It was 
in such a crisis as this, that about the year 1840, 
when the Federal Government was’ prosperous 
and rich, it loaned to the several States the sum 
of about $26,000,000 of surplus funds which it 
had, and the States received the money propor- 
tionally, made such use of it as they thought 
oper; many of them invested it, as the State of 
Now York invested its sharc, taking ample secur- 
ities for the investment, and appropriating the 
interest to the support of literature and the diffu- 
sion of knowledge. ‘When these several States 
took this loan, they came under a contract with 
the Federal Government to repay the money, and 
they now owe it to the United Sietes Government. 
That is a fund of $26,000,000 which belongs to 
the Federal Government, and which it has a right 
to reclaim to-day. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, secing that now the States are strong and the 
Federal Government is passing through another 
crisis, with disaffection at home and suspicion 
abroad, suggests that we may recall that money 
from its depositories in the State Treasuries, or 
if unwilling to do that out of tenderness to the 
States, that we may ask them to indorse our bonds 
for twenty years, and leave with them our own 
money which is on deposit. That is all there is 
of this simple story. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ican by no means agree to 
the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
New York, that because we may assent to the 
issue of Treasury notes for $50, we thereby con- 
cede the principle of issuing them for $20. We 
have heretofore, in the history of the Govern- 
ment, issued them for $50—never below that. If 
his argument were sound, he could say that be- 
cause you agreed in an emergency to issue Treas- 
ury notes for $50, you might therefore issue them 
for $5, and that the principle was conceded. The 
difference is, that when you get below $50, the 
effect and the tendency is to create a currency of 
paper money by the United States. Fifty dollars 
will probably not do that. I should have pre- 
ferred $100, but $50 would not do it. Notes of 
that denomination would not go into the hands of 
the people at large, so as to create a currency for 


circulation; and whether they bear interest or not, | 


does not vary it; it is the smallness of the sum. 
We do not mean to concede the principle thatyou 
ought to create a paper currency to circulate 
among the people as money. 
effect, certainly, of $50 notes, and T think of $20 
notes; and that is the objection we have to issu- 
ing them for any sum under $50. 

As to making war on the capitalists of the 
country, or saying that you mean to go from the 
capitalists to the people, Í will simply remark that 
auy man who has money to loan, and who can 
afford to loan it, certainly cannot have less than 
$59 to loan. If he can afford to loan at all, and 


to let his money stand out on Joan, he is not | 
likely to have less than $50; but if the object is | 


to create a paper currency for the country, you 
may drop down to $50, or $10, or $5. 


That would be the | 


l there- | 
fore cannot agree to the proposition, that we con- | 
cede at all the principle of issuing notes for $20 |i 


because we are willing that they should go for 
aa I shall vote against this amendment if item- 

odies the issuing of a note of less than $50; but 
shall vote for it if it is limited to that amount, be- 
cause I think there is an emergency in the affairs 
of the country which justifies a recourse to that 
species of loan by which, most probably, we shall 
get the money at the lowest rate. : 

As to the views of the honorable Senator in ref- 
erence to the relations of the States and the Gen- 
eral Governmentas to indorsement, partly applied 
to the particular state of things now existing, 1 
do not deny the truth of the proposition that, if 
the General Government (although, in my judg- 
ment, unwisely, and against the intent of the Con- 
stitution,) chose to deposit with the States, twenty 
years ago,a sum of money which belonged to it, 
arising from taxes levied on the people at large, 
whenever its interests require it, there can be no 
objection to the State, if 1t has not the money to 
pay, indorsing the loans of the Government to 
that extent. ‘That money was not intended asa 
loan to the State, but a deposit, not to bear inter- 
est; a deposit to be returned—at least, it was so 
stated at the time—when the exigencies of the 
Government should call for it. It is, therefore, 
no matter of reproach, no matter of objection, in 
my mind, that any State should comply with the 
requisition of the General Government, when it 
wants funds, by indorsing its bonds, if the State 
is unable to pay the money; but I deny the prop- 
osition that it is either beneficial to the structure 
of our Government, or calculated to give it per- 
manency, that the Federal Government, under 
any circumstances, should indorse the credit of 
the States. The proposition, the honorable Sen- 
ator said, was made by the State of New York 
years ago, when she was constructing the Erie 
canal; but he has not told us that Congress ever 
assented to indorsing the credit of a State, or to 
loaning money to a State. When they made that 
distribution by way of depositto which he alluded, 
they did notdoitasaloan. They said the Treas- 
ury had more money than it wanted; and there- 
fore they might as well deposit it with the States 
until the exigencies of the public service should 
require il to be produced. That was all, lt was 
covered in that way. I think it was a dangerous 
proposition, even then; but certainly, I have no 
recollection that the Federal Government ever 
loaned money to the States. under any circum- 
stances whatever. The States, on the contrary, 
often may, and must, be called upon to make ex- 
penditures arising out of their relations to the Fed- 
eral Government, and the necessity of the per- 
formance of duty which properly, under other 
circumstances, would devolveon the Federal Gov- 
ernment to make advances; for which, subse- 
quently, certainly that Governmentoughtto repay 
them. There may be emergencies when they are 
called upon to do so; but I dissent from the gen- 
eral proposition that the States are to be made de- 
pendent on the Federal Government by any sys- 
tem of loans from the Federal Government to 
them, or indorsement by the Federal Government 
to them. Ifthere is to be any dependence, } pre- 
fer to see that dependence of the Federal Govern- 
ment on the States, which was the original intent 
of the Constitution, as I view it. Ido not, there- 
fore, object for one moment to the suggestion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, if he conceived that 
the public service required that the States should 
be requested, if they saw fit to do so, to indorse 
the bonds of the Government of the United States, 
so as to give them greater credit in market, and 
obtain the money for aless sum, especially as the 
States stand holding a deposit made by the Fed- 
eral Government asa deposit to be recalled when- 
ever the exigencies of the public service should 
require it. With this distinction, I should assent 
to the rest of the doctrine of the honorable Sen- 
ator; but certainly not as to the relative relations 
of indorsement one way or the other, at pleasure, 
and as a matter of duty. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. KING. This is a question between fifty 
and twenty, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
to strike out twenty”? and insert “ fifty.” 

Mr. KING. I voted for fifty before. I find, 
however, that many of our friends deem the de- 
nomination of preferable. Ido not think there 
is any question of principle involved in it; nor 


do I think there is any doubt about this country 
having credit enough to obtain all the money, ag 
I know it can have all the men it needs for its 
purposes; but in deference to the opinion of my 
friends, I will vote for this $20 proposition. 

_Mr. GWIN. Ishould vote yea; butthat lam 
paired off with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
Cottamer,] as I have already stated. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Critten- 
den, Douglas, Fitch, Foot, Green, Hunter, Johnson of Ark- 
ansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, Thom- 
j son, and Wigfall—23. $ 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Suinner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—22, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment, as amended; and on this 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. . 

Mr, IIUNTER. The amendment having been 
amended as it has just been, I suppose nobody 
wants the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Irequiresunan- 
imous consent to withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays. The Chair hears no objection. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. On the 11th page of the bill, 
after the words “ wood-screws,”’ in line eighty- 
four, I move to strike out all down to and incla- 
ding the word “pound,” in line eighty-five, and 
insert ‘25 per centum ad valorem.” My purpose 
in offering thisamendment is to strike out the ex- 
travagant specifie duties upon these articles of 
common use, and substitute what I think is quite 
a high ad valorem duty, 25 percent. There was a 
committee of hardware men here from New York, 
who came to remonstrate principally on the sub- 
ject of this duty on screws; and I believe that I 
myself have presented petitions from nearly every 
city in the Union on the part of the hardware men, 
against the duty imposed in the bih, which they 
maintain is exceedingly extravagant. They left 
here a table, by which it appears that the duties on 
screws half an inch long, one set of them, average 
31 per cent. ad valorem, reducing the specific to 
an ad valorem rate; on another set a little longer, 
51 per cent.; on another set 564 per cent.; on an- 
other set 75 per cent.; another, 84 per cent., an- 
other, 90 per cent.; another, 57 per cent.; another, 
59 per cent.; another, 54 per cent., and another, 
50 percent.; that is arranging the duties according 
to the different classes. These screws are an ar- 
ticle, as we all know, of very general and common 
use. Every carpenter uses them. They are used 
in every house that is built. It seems to me that 
if there is anything on which we should have a 
moderate duty, it is on wood screws. 

That is not all. I understand that the company 
which monopolizes chiefly the sale of these wood 
screws is already protected by a patent, and the 
object of this bill is to give them a double protec- 
tion. In addition to the patent they have, they 
are to be protected by the extravagant duty im- 
posed in the bill. I will ask leave to read the 
statement which is made by this committee, very 
respectable gentlemen as I understand they are, a 
committee of the hardware board of trade of the 
city of New York. They say: 

“Five or six years since, the article of € wood-screws? 
were manufactured and sold in the United States, (and paid 
large profits,) when a discount of 60 per cent. from list 
was madc from the established list price. Since that time 
there have been improvements made in machinery, which 
have enabled the manufacturers at Providence, Rhode Isl- 
and, to alter the points on screws; and by so doing, were 
enabled to force the foreign and home manufactured blunt- 
point screws entirely out of the market. Subsequent to 
| that, (we think in June last,) they have, after forming one 

enormous company by combining all the screw companies 
in the United Stares at present, altered the discount, and 
reduced it to 20 per cent.; showing that what they were 
selling for $40, they now receive $80 for. But they will 
| alow to any purchaser who will buy the amount of 83,000 
j worth at an order, an extra discount of 12} per cent. for 

“Tt has been estimated that the consumption of ¢ wood- 
screws? in the United States and the Canadas is not Jess 
than $4,060,000 in value ; and it would be well to remark 
that, while the United States merchants are receiving only 
an average of 20 per cent., the same company sells to the 
Canada merchants the same screws at a discount of 60 per 

“Not long since a Mr. Nettlefold, of England, having 
became possessor of machinery to make pointed screws, 
(such as were used in th ountry.) was ennbled to come 
into our market and offe for sate under our 24 per 
cont. ed valorem tariff duty h enconraged other Eag- 


i lish, Freneh, and German manufacturers to compete for a 
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share of the trade. But the Providence Screw Company | 
sends an agent lo England, and pays Mr. Nettlefold a large 
sum of money— £5,000 sterling, or $25,000 pe annum— 
not to fill any orders for this country 5 and Mr. Nettletold 
did refuse even to fili orders already on hand and received 
by him. 

« Now, the bill known as ¢Morrill’s tariff bill,’ prevents 
any screws being imported, as the specific rates proposed 
will make them probibitory. 

« One of the most important and profitable manufactur- 
ing businesses in thiscountry is the manufacture of £ wood- 
screws,’ which is now monopolized by the American Screw 
Company of Providence, Rhode Island, the only screw 
company in the United States at this time. 

«Phe two rival companies (that were) of that city, it is 
known, to have divided for the last six years, most fabu- 
lous profits and dividends, even as high as.50 per cent. per 
month for six months, and are now consolidated under the 
above name, and ifthe rates proposed in the billare adopted, 
it will give tu that company the sole centrol of the sale of 
screws in the United States, and it is honestly believed 
that they will take such advantage of the same by raising 
the price of serews, by reducing the discount (evidence of 
which we offer by the reduction they made after having 
bought off Mr. Nettlefold) from 523 per cent. from list to | 
20 per cent. and thereby prevent the Government from re- 
ceiving $l of revenue, 

‘Whe bardware merchants and consumers of nearly 
every city and State in the country, have signed a remon- 
strance, without hesitation, against the passage of this ‘tar- 
iff bill,’ exceptat a rate of duty which will not only pay 
a revenue to the Government, but be a protection to Ameri- 
can manufacturers. 

“tis an undisputed fact, that should the bill pass under 
the present rates proposed, uot 1 will be collected for rev- 
enue. But should the rate of duty be amended to the rate 
of other hardware, or even at 30 per cent. ad valorem, it 
would be acceptable to the hardware trade, and still be a 
very large protection (equal to 65 per cent.) to the ouly 
company in the United States, and help to replenish the 
exhausted Treasury, and not encourage the monopoly ofone 
of the most useful articles of consumption in the world.” 


Mr. SIMMONS. Ishould think the Senate 
would be perfectly satisfied , after hearing the last 
clause of that memorial read, of the general char- 
acter of these memorials. They say there, that 
a duty of 30 per cent. would be equal to 65 per 
cent. protection. That is ciphering with a ven- 
geance, Ido not know whether the Senator read 
it right or not; but that is the way he read it. 
Does it say so? 

Mr. HUNTER. It says: 

« But should the rate of duty be amended to the rate of 
other hardware, or even at 30 per cent. advalorem, it would 
be acceptable to the hardware trade, and still be a very 
Jarge protection (equal to 65 per cent.) to the only company 
in the United States.” 

Mr. SIMMONS, Thatis the character of that 
memorial read here in the Senate. lt declares that 
a simple duty of 30 per cent. is equal to a protec- 
tion of 65 per cent.; and yet Senators will get up 
and read this sort of missives, which are sent here 
to try to injure innocent people. We have, in 
this bill, raised the duty on iron from which these 
screws are made, as muchas $10 a ton. They 
use four thousand tons a year. There will be 
440,000 extra duty that they will pay into the 
Treasury. They ask nothing for that I will read 
the price of these screws, aud the duties under the 
tariff of 1842. The Senator’s memorialists are 
very correct in saying that these companies have 
driven all the English screws out of the market, 
and supplied our market with them. The duties 
on screws, in the tariff of 1842, were put at 12 cents | 
a pound. This duty is 6; cents. I had Ictters | 
from all the hardware men in 1842, and took the 
values from their letters, and put them down ina: 
report which I made to the Senate, and I will read 
what they were valued at then: * Screws, com- 
monly called wood-screws, exceeding one inch in 
length, at 40 cents per pound; and one inch and 
less than one inch in length, 66 cents per pound.”’ 

That is what they were valued at in 1842, by the | 
importers themselves. The present prices of them, 
instead of being 40 and 66 cents, as the Senator 
read, are from 243 to 253 cents a pound, Onone |! 
size of these screws, the duty under the bill is 5 
cents a pound. That is the large size, selling for 
about 20 cents. On the smailer size the duty is 
8 cents, and they sell at 30 or 32 cents; the aver- 
age price is about 25 cents. I took the books of į 
this company and averaged the screws two years 
ago myself, and the average price was from 243 
to 253 cents. I told them then they could not get 
25 per cent. on the fair market value here, and it 
was so putin the bill. There was amistake about 
putting one size of the screws into a lower sched- 
ule, but that I concluded not to alter, as itis of | 
no great consequence. These men have driven 
old Mr. James out of this market and out of Eng- 
land. They have had to buy some patents. The | 


| tives, it applies to 


| ing interest in the 


Senator says they have patents on these machines. | 
“They pai $50,000 for their patents, and every- | 


body else that is making screws in this country 
has the same patents; and those who are making 
them in England have the same patents. 

Now, look at the advantage the English have. 
Nearly half the iron which is used in the manu- 
facture of these screws is turned off, and cut into 
thread in turning the screws. They have toim- 
port nearly two tons of iron to get one ton of 
screws. ‘Che English turn it off at home, and 
send one ton of screws here, saving the freight, 
and saving the duty on the other ton. This, I 
suppose, is an attempt to crush out this American 
interest, and repay them for having made these 
screws at half what they were selling for when 
those machines were invented, in order that Eng- 
lish capitalists may come here, and break down 
the American manufacturers. J ask nothing for 
these screws that is not given to every other man- 
ufacture in the country; not a farthing more. But, 
because some busybody has been getting up me- 
morials insulting the Senate with such statements 
as that one which the Senator from Virginia has 
read, he must rise here, and make a great appeal 
about monopolics. I said the other day, when 
my attention was called to this matter by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Wape,] that there had been 
about twenty-four or twenty-five of these com- 
panies, and that all but four of them had been 
broken down by the competition, and failed, and 
lost their capital; and the stockholders of some 
of them were assessed to pay up the balance of 
their debts. These four existing companies are 
now filling the market; and they can make to-day 
from 25 to 50 per cent. more than the United 
States want to buy. Their machines are par- 
tially stopped, in order not to overstock the mar- 
ket; and there are competitors from New York to 
New Hampshire. 

It does not really make any difference, how- 
ever, what the factsare. Ifa hardware merchant 
gets a little offended with an establishment, be- 
cause they will not sell to him for less than they 
do to anybody else, he gets up these memorials, 
just as they did about steel. The Senator has 
put in a great many memorials here about steel, 
more, ten to one, than he has about these screws; 
and how did they come out? Just as this ought 
to come out; only that the men there had manli- 
ness enough to go before the committee, and ac- 
knowledge that they were mistaken, and admit 
that the duties, as they were in the bill, were right, 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘Has not the Senator altered 
the duties on steel as they were in the original 
bill? Did he not amend them in committee ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did. But how did I amend 
them? 

Mr. HUNTER. Does he say that because 
some of them were satisfied with the duty as 
amended, that showed that they had not cause 
to be dissatisfied with the duty before it was 
amended ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. It was before it was amended 
that those memorials were put in. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is a very ingenious 
way to get out of it, I agree. The duties were 
amended in only one particular. The bill, as it 
came from the House of Re resentatives, was in- 
consistent with itself. It said that all steel worth 
from 7 to 11 cents a pound should pay 2 cents a 
pound duty; and it had a proviso in, that no steel 
should be admitted for less than 20 percent. That 
on the 11 cent steel was a little over 2 cents a 
pound, and therefore we amended it. Then there 
was another specific rate of 23 cents; and I should 
like to know how much that was. On steel worth 
12 cents, the 20 per cent. would be 2.4 cents, and 
the bill imposed 2; cents. There was no material 
reduction in the amount—only a reduction of a 
mill on a pound in one stage, and that was the 12 
cent steel. Surely, that would not satisfy any- 
body. Ifthere was any serious objection to that 
duty as it came from the House of Representa- 
it to-day. - That is certain. 
Now, the manufacture of these screws is a lead- 
State that I represent here. I 
do not ask anything for that; but I dislike to see 
any of my constituents marked out here for de- 


| struction by any portion of this country. They 


have made a better article than ever was made 
in the world before, and they are selling them. 
to-day for less than half the price they were 
when they began, and you are putting on a duty 
of about half what there was then. The duty 
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was 12 cents under the tariff of 1842, and in this 
bill it is 64 cents. l : 

_Mr. BIGLER. I have no disposition. to par- 
ticipate in this contest about screws; but I desire. 
to state that the memorialists, in alleging that the 
sales of screws in this country and in Canada an- 
nually amount to $4,000,000 in value, are certainly 

mistaken, The consumption in the United States, 

as I am informed by very intelligent sources," 
amounts to less than $1,000,000. What itis in 
Canada, I cannot tell; but it is not so large in 

Canada as it is in the United States. 

_ Another point: there is no question of revenue 

in this controversy between the Senator from 

Rhode Island and the Senator from Virginia.. 
That, I presume, the Senator from Virginia is 

awareof. There is no importation of screws now 
worthy of mention at ally the revenue from that 

source is utterly insignificant; so that. there is no 

uestion of-revenue. 

Mr. HUNTER. According to that statement, 
the present duty of 24 per cent. excluded the for- 
eign goods, and that was prohibitory, and they 
certainly ought to be content with 25. But before 
I return to this, I will make a remark in regard 
to the steel. The Senator from Rhode Island him- 
self, when he went to-amend the provision in re- 
gard to the steel, acknowledged the justice of those 
who petitioned against it, before it was amended; 
and 1 read the other day a statement from the 
New York appraisers, showing thateven now the 
increase amounted to 20 per cent, on some articles 
of steel; which we all know is a most important 
raw material in many Kinds of manufacture. But 
I return to this matter of screws: I know nothing 
about it, except from the evidence which I have 
here.. I say it is presented to us by these gentle- 
men, who area committee from the board of hard- 
ware trade in New York—Thomas B. Oakley, 
Charles Vandervoort, and A. 'T. Rusgsell—intro- 
duced to me as gentlemen of respectability; at 
least one of them was,and said to be so by one of 
the members from the city of New York. This 
is their statement. I take it for granted that a 
statement made by a committee from the board of 
hardware of the city of New York must be enti- 
tled to some respect. It is true that their remark © 
in regard to the 65 per cent. I had not adverted 
to to understand their explanation; but I think I 
know what it does mean. ‘The protection is not 
only in the duty; but the manufacturers are also 
protected by the amount whieh it costs to obtain 
the imported article from abroad, and to bring it 
here. J presented last year some accounts in 
which the other charges were equal to the duty; 
and it may be so in regard to the screws. I 
only suggest that as a possible explanation. I 
did not advert to that when they were here; but 
I have no doubt that is what they mean; that be- 
sides the 30 per cent. duty which they say they 
would agree to, the cost of getting it here from 
abroad would be equal to 35 per cent. morc. I 
know that there are cases in which the expense 
of bringing articles here is fully equal to the duty. 
Whether this is one of them, | am not able to 
say. I know nothing about it, except from the 
statement of these gentlemen who were sent on 
here by an important branch of trade in the city 
of New York. 

Now, the Senator from Rhode Island turns up 
his nose at 25 per cent. protection—turns up his 
nose at a protection of one fourth the value of the 
article lt seems to me that that is a high duty. 
As I said before, if a man makes an importation, 
and has to leave one fourth of it in the custom- 
house—if he imports a hundred tons of iron, or a 
hundred bales or goods, and has to leave twenty- 
five in the custom-house—I think he would say 
he was paying a high tax; and it seems to me 
that if these parties have, as 1s stated—I do not 
know whether itis so or not—a patent m addition 
to this protection of 25 per cent., which saves 
them from domestic competition, while the 25 per 
cent. will save them from foreign competition, they 
ought to be contented with that. I am willing 
to do these gentlemen equal justice with others, 
neither Jess nor more; and whilst Tam not dis- 
posed to mark out the constituents of the Senator 
for destruction, 1 do not think he ought to mark 
out mine, and the constituents of other Senators 
here, in order to pay extravagant taxes for the 
benefit of his constituents, and especially as he 
himself has charge of the bill. I say that a duty 
of 25 per cent., it seems to me, ought to be ample 
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for any one. It appears to me that itis a large 
duty; and if, in addition to that, it be true, as 
stated—I do not know, the Senator knows—that 
they have the advantage of a patent, too, which 
excludes domestic competition, surely they ought 
to be satisfied with that. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not want to protract 
this debate, but the Senator repeats his statement 
that I said that those people who usesteel in this 
country had good cause to complain of the duties 
that were proposed in the tariff bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives. I never said 
that, to my recollection. If I did say it, it was 
when I was not thinking of what I was saying; 
because I never believed they had the slightest 
reason to complain of it. Now, the Senator says 
I turn up my nose at 25 percent. I tell him in 
return that I do not turn up my nose at anything. 
{Laughter.] The duty in the bill on these screws 
is 25 per cent. on the fair market value in this 
country, and no more; and itis he, and not I, that 
is complaining of 25 percent. 1 can prove by 
the most irrefragable testimony that these screws, 
for the last three years since they have been 
brought to the utmost perfection, have brought in 
this market an average of 25 cents a pound; and 
we put on them, in this bill, an average duty of 
6 cents a pound; and that is as near 25 per cent. 
as you can cipher. There may be a little fraction 
over. The bill divides the duties upon the differ- 
ent classes, at 5 and 8 cents, I suppose for con- 
venience. I do not know how else they came to 
divide the duties in that way; but the average is 
6} cents a pound. 

The Senator’sarguments are like puzzling caps; 
pull them one way, and they mean one thing; pull 
them another, and they mean another, If I should 
propose to require an importer to deposit twenty- 
five bales out of every hundred in the Govern- 
ment chest, the Senator would say that that was 
more than 25 per cent.; and F should not dispute 
it. I havealready explained that where we could 
not ascertain the precise market value here of any 
goods, we have put invariably in the bill 30 per 
cent. on the foreign value. The Senator talks 

- about the expense of bringing these screws here. 
I have told him before, and it is obvious to every- 
body, and must be to him, that it takes about two 
tons of iron to make one ton of these screws; and 
our manufacturers import the iron and pay the 
Government a duty for it. The duty upon that 
iron amounts, on every pound of these screws, to 
2 cents out of the 64 cents protection given in the 
bill; for the duty is 1 cent a pound, or $20 a ton. 

Well, what did we do with the wool people? 
We put a duty on wool; and when we did so, we 
put precisely double the amount on the manufac- 
tured article, because it takes two pounds of wool 
to make a pound of cloth; and we put upon the 
cloth a duty of precisely double that which we 
put on the wool, as a sct-off to the duty imposed 
on the wool. ‘That may be perceived through 
the whole of this bill; and we put it there as much 
for the benefit of the farmers of the country as for 
the manufactures, because itis just as bad for the 
farmers—the wool-growers of this country—to 
have one pound of cloth brought in, as it is to 
have two pounds of wool brought in. It takes 
the place of their wool in the same proportion. 

The Senator says that, according to this me- 
morial, the Government will not getany revenue 
if these screws are made in this country. I have 
said once before that they use four thousand tons | 
of iron in making them. That is what they rep- 
resent to me; and at $20 a ton the duty on that 
iron would be $80,000. That is increased about 
one half by this very bill, They make no com- | 
plaint of that; butthe first few years, until we get ! 
the iron business improved in this country, we 
know that they will have to import it. F haveno | 
doubt that, in the long run, they will get most of 
it here; and Į trust this bill will become a per- 
manentmeasure. Ido not propose, if Ishouldhave į 
the honor of a seat here, to resort to an increase | 
of duties when we get short of money. If this 
bill is made so asto supply the wants of the Gov- 
ernment in ordinary times, and there come extra- 
ordinary times, when we shall need money, lin-} 
tend to resort to some other method if I have a) 
chance; but I trust that this bill is not to be whit- 
tled and hackled and abused by every enemy of | 
the bill itself, and of the Treasury of the country. | 


Mr. POLK. I have received within a few days | 
past a letter from some leading hardware firmsin | 
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the city of St. Louis, in regard to the duty pro- 
posed to be imposed on wood-screws, a portion of 
which I beg leave to read to the Senate, because 
it states the case better, perhaps, than I could. 
The letter is dated the 28th of January. ‘They 
say: 

«The ¢ Morrill tariff? bill before Congress imposes a duty 
of 6 cents per pound on ¢ wood-screws,’ which is equal to 
a duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem. if this is passed it will 
drive out the foreign screws, and, of necessity, will bring 
no revenue. {t will then permit the American makers to 
make an exorbitant profit, and they will then still further 
increase the price, and for ‘net cash? only. The screw 
business has become acomplete monopoly. There were 
only four separate companics manufacturing screws in 
America. The ‘Eagle? and ‘New England? companies 
have consolidated under the name of the ¢ American Screw 
Company. The‘ Bay State,’ of Taunton, Massachusetts, 
and the ¢ Utica,’ of Utica, New York, are smali and weak 
concerns, over whom the American Screw Company lords 
it completely, dictating its own terms to them. Thevalue 
of the stock of the Eagle and New England (or American 
Screw Company consolidated) is now worth over 1,006 per 
cent.: that is, $100 of original stock cannot be bought at 
Jess than $1,000, and has been sold as high as $1,200 per 
share. We inclose you a few circulars showing their posi- 
tions. Circular No. 1 shows that they have offered 60 per 
cent. discount. This was in 1855, and resulted from do- 
mestic competition between the ‘Eagle and t New Eng- 
land’ companies, which led to the consolidation as shown 
in circulars Nos. 2 and 3. Circular No. 1} shows the dis- 
count to have been, 1856, 30 and 5 per cent. discount for 
large orders. No. 2 shows the discount to have been, June 
1, 1860, 45 and 7} per cent. discount, or 52k per cent. net. 
his discount was made when the Eagle and New England 
companies consolidated. Some few months previous to 
tbis time, (June 1, 1800,) Nettleford & Chamberlain bought 
the right of a third party to make screws in England. Heuce 
the Eagle and New England companies reduced screws to 
52} per cent., so that Messrs. Nettteford & Chamberlain 
could not export profitably. Then William G. & Atbert G. 
Angell, managers of the American Screw Company, went 
to England, and made arrangements for Messrs. Nettleford 
& Chamberlain to keep out of the American market. ‘They 
did so, as will appear trom letter 4. Stil, other makers in 
England, who, itseems, bought Nettleford & Chamberlain’s 
right to make screws before the trade was made between 
Nettleford & Chamberlainand the American Serew Compa- 
ny, are now offering screws for exportation atan equivalent 
of 50 per cent. discount on the American list. This being the 
condition of matters, 6 cents per pound averdupois specific 
duty will keep out the English serews, and of necessity 
furnish no revenue, and will admit of putting American 
serews at 15 to 20 per cent. discount uet cash, resulting in 
augmenting tbe value of the serew stock in Providence, 
whieh fs already worth 1,000 per cent., placing the whole 
hardware trade and consumers at the mercy of the already 
overgrown monopoly of the American Screw Company at 
Providence, Rhode Island. If the amendment now betore 
you of 20 per cent. duties on wood-screws should become 
a law, it would still permit the American companies to 
make enormous profits, and permit importations, thus fur- 
nishing revenue, and save the large dealers from dictatorial 
terms, and be the means of placing this most useful article 
at a fair price to consumers. We would call your atten- 
tion to the several circulars—noticing in 1855, 60 per cent. 
discount; in 1856, 30 and 5 per cent.; June 1, 1850, at 45 
and 7} per cent., from long price; August 13, 1860, 20 per 
cent. discount, which last price is nowruling. But if this 
6 cents per pound bill is passed, they will undoubtedly put 
screws at 10 per cent. discount ‘net cash??? 

This is signed by Child, Pratt & Fox; Shap- 
leigh, Day & Co.; Haywood, Carr & Co.; Wilson, 

Brother & Co.; Adolphus Meier & Co.; Q. Bren- 
nermann & Co.; and Wilson, Levering & Wa- 
ters, large hardware dealers and sellers of this ar- 
ticle at wholesale in the city of St. Louis. I myself 
have no personal knowledge of this matter; but 
itseemsto me that a duty of 25 percent. ad valorem 
ought to be suflicient on those screws—as much 
as any person ought to ask. For that [am willing 
to vote; but Lam not willing to vote for a spe- 
cific duty, which, rendered into advalorems, would 
amount to 40 per cent. 

Mr. FOOT. I can say, with the honorable 
Senator from Missouri, that Iam not at all ac- 
quainted with the subject now under considera- 
tion; I have not made myself familiar with the 
details and operations of it; and am not in the 
habit of attempting to enlighten others on a sub- 
ject which I do not profess to understand myself; 
but a paper has been placed in my hands, drawn 
up by a committee of the manufacturers of these 
articles, in reply to the statements contained in 
the paper read by the honorable Senator from 
Virginia from a committee of hardware dealers; 
and Í beg leave toread that statement as a response 
and answer to that of the Senator from Virginia: 

“The sales of wood-screws last year were $967,000 for 
the whole country. 

& Serews are made of English iron. About three thou- 
sand nine hundred tons were used the last year, which will 
pay a duty under the proposed bill of $78,000. Onc third of 
this quantity is wasted in process of manufacture, after 
having paid the duty, freight, and expenses, amounting to 
$36,200, all of which sum is saved by the English manu- 
facturer. 

_ Of twenty-two screw companies established since 1839, 
eighteen have failed and lest their entire capital. 


“The English manufacturers are now working under the 
same patents with the Americans, purchased of the sune 
inventors. 

«c The increased duty on screws, under the proposed bill, 
only equals the inercased duty on the iron out of which they 
are made. 

« Under the tariff of 1842, the duties on screws were about 
double what is now proposed, while the duty on the iron 
was less. 

« The English provinces are supplicd entirely by the Eng- 
lish manufacturers. À 

« Blunt screws, of a second quality, without the manu 
facturer’s label, have been sold as low as 60 per cent. dis- 
count from list-price, only for a short time, ata period of 
great depression, and at a toss to the manufacturer. 

«The American manufacturers were compelled last year 
to buy off English competition, or stop the most of their 
works, not having sufficient protection from their own Gov- 
ernment. . 

«The opposition to the duty on screws was started and 
is prompted by the English agents and a New York mer- 
chant, who has for several years been engaged in a lawsuit 
with one of the screw companies, which suit has lately 
been decided against him.” 

This is all the speech I have to make on this 

estion. I have thought it proper to read this 
in response to the paper which has been read on 
the other side. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Braga in 
in the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTER. On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Sceretary procecded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLINGMAN (when his name was called) 
said: I wish to say that, on one or two of the last 
votes, I was paired with the Senator from Maine, 
[Mr. Fessenpen,] who is on the committee of 
conference; but he is now in the Chamber, and I 
vote “ yea,” 

Mr. FITCH. I voted somewhat thonghtlesiiy 
having paired off with the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
Harran) fora short time. J ascertain that he 
would have voted nay on this matter. { therefore 
desire the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
withdraw my vote. If itis necessary to vote in 
order to make a quorum, I will do so. 

The result was then announced—yeas 16, nays 
24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Green, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, 
Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, and Powell---16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, King, Seward, Simmons, 
Sutanor, en Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wit- 
son—24, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, my attention 
has been called, by a communication from the 
Department of State, addressed to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to a difficulty that will arise 
upon this bill in its present shape, bringing it in 
conflict with existing treaties, certainly with the 
Government of Portugal, and probably with other 
Governments, in the mode of imposing a duty on 
wine. In the sixteenth line of page 6, the duties 
imposed on wine are: 

On Madeira, sherry, and port wines, champagne and 
sparkling wines— 
enumerating a number of them— 
in casks or bottles, 75 cents per gallon. On all other 
wines not enumerated, 33} per cent. ad valorem. 

I will ask the attention of the gentleman who 
has charge of the bill to this fact. I say, my at- 
tention has been called by the State Department, 
in a communication addressed to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to a difficulty that may 
arise if the bill remains in its present form, bring- 
ing the clause in relation to the duty upon the 
wines of Portugal in conflict with the provisions 
of the existing treaties with Portugal. There is 
a discrimination made upon wines as they are set 
out here by various descriptions in the bill. The 
duty on Madcira and port, and various other 
wines that are enumerated, is 75 cents per gallon; 
and then on all other wines not enumerated there 
isimposed a duty of 333 percent. In consequence 
of that suggestion, I move to strike out of the bill, 
in line sixteen of page 6, the words ‘‘ Madeira and 
port.” Those are the only two wines of Portugal 
that are specifically enumerated. 

The same difficulty arose, as is shown by the 
communication from the Department of State, in 
1844, in reference to the tariff bill of 1842. Jn the 
act of 1842, in assessing the duties ou wine, the 
duties were very discriminating on wines of dif- 
ferent character, and imported from different 
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nations. In consequence of a remonstrance from 
the Government of Portugal against the exactions 
contained in that tariff of 1842, because it wasin- 
consistent with the treaty with Portugal, the 
President sent a special message to both Houses, 
which, in the House of Representatives, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. That 
committee, in February, 1844, made a report. In 
that report the committee sustained the objection 
taken by the Government of Portugal, and intro- 
duced a bill for the purpose of repealing so much 
of the law as related to the duty on Portuguese 
wines. The third article—which is set outin the 
report of the committee, and I refer to it therefore 
for convenience—contains these words: 

“The third article of this treaty stipulates as follows: 
‘no higher or other duties shall be imposed on the import- 
ation into the United States of any article the growth, prod- 
uce, or manufacture of the kingdom and possessions of 
Portugal, than are or shall be payable on the like article 
being the growth, produce, or manufacture of any other 
foreign country.’ 

« Articles five, eight, and thirteen, extend to the produce 
of Portugal and her possessions the same rights, privileges, 
and favors which shall be granted to the products of the 
most favored nation”? 

The subject was discussed, of course, between 
the Portuguese minister, then in the United States, 
andthe Governmentof the United States; and the 
committee say: 

“The positions taken by the Government of the United 
States, as developed in the correspondence, with respect 
to this treaty, are: 

“i, That ‘wines of different places, or different charac- 
ter or designation, are, in fact, separate articles, liable, on 
their several importations, to be charged with different du- 
ties by this Government.’ ş 

«9, That, ‘in adjusting the rates of specific duties ad 
valorem on wines, it is assumedand believed that Congress 
acted with a special reference to the foreign values of the 
several kinds of this product.’ ”’ 

The committee then go into a disquisition upon 
the position then taken by the Government, and 
disagree to it; and, as I said, accompany their 
report by a bill to repeal so much of the law as 
was objected to. The bill, however, did not pass. 
It failed for want of time; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, nevertheless, by a Treasury order, 
availed himself of a provision in the law of 1842, 
tolimit the duty upon Portuguese wine to the low- 
est rate of duty provided for in the treaty. I will 
read that stipulation of the treaty of 1842. At the 
the close of the paragraph imposing the duty on 
wine, there was this proviso: 

« Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
atrued or permitted to operate so as to interfere with sub- 
sisting treaties with foreign nations.” 

The Secretary, in accordance with the reason- 
ing contained in the report of the committee, by 
a Treasury order, brought down the rates of duty 
in conformity with that clause in the tariff bill. 
The best mode for the Senate to agree to the 
amendment—as the bill as it now stands is in vio- 
lation of our treaty stipulation, and that treaty 
should be respected—would be, in my judgment, 
to strike out from the bill the words that 1 have 
mentioned—** Madeira and port”’—they being the 
only Portuguese wines that are specifically vated, 
and they will then come in under the designation 
of alt other wines on which an ad valorem duty of 
334 per cent. is placed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I had examined this subject 
before I reported this bill; and J thought I had 
drawn this portion of it so as to avoid that difi- 
eulty in regard to the treaty; but I discovered, on 
looking over it more closely last night, that it did 
not obviate that objection, and E have drawn an 
amendment to meet the case. As the bill now 


siands, it dees conflict with the treaty—not as I, 


understand the treaty, butas the Government un- 
derstood it,and had committed themselves to adopt 
it. I had not read that treaty for some time; but 
I discovered that the different rates of duty, or the 
different forms of duty proposed to be levied, 
conflicted with that treaty. We can neither put 
“ higher nor other duties’? upon the wines from 
that country than those of other nations; and Í 
believe we have just such treaties with most of 
the wine-growing countries. I propose, therefore, 
to strike out all these descriptions of wines, and 
insert: 

On wines of ali kinds, 40 per centum ad valorem. 

That is precisely the duty that it has been under 
for eleven years, in the tariff of 1846. These are 
the highest priced wines. I intended to put a 
pretty high duty on them. I think they are lux- 


uries, and will bear a high duty; and I thought, 


if we put a pretty fair duty on the high priced 
wines, we could afford, on the low wines, to have 
a duty of 334 per cent.; but, inasmuch as we are 
prevented from making any distinction as to the 
quality of the wines, I think we ought to return 
to the old duty of 40 per cent. That was what 
Mr. Guthrie recommended when he proposed to 
revise the tariff in 1856 and 1857—to retain the 
schedules on liquor, and then put all the manu- 
factured fabries into one schedule. That was his 
plan. Ido not think that wines of any import- 
ance are made in this country. There are some; 
bat as we must have a uniform rate of duties on 
wines coming into the country, we cannot dis- 
criminate under these treaties according to our 
construction of the treaty; and according to the 
construction taken by the nations with whom we 
have made them, I propose the amendment I have 
suggested. I do not want to interfere with those 
treaties. 

Mr. BIGLER Will the Senator submit his 
amendment? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ic is to strike out all the de- 
scriptions of wines in the bill, and to insert: 

On wines of all kinds, 40 per centum ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Virginia accept that as a substitute for 
his amendment? 

Mr. MASON. We know, Mr. President, that 
large quantities of inferior wines are imported 
from Spain, Portugal, Italy, and other places, 
wines which are really very cheap, and I believe 
add largely and advantageously to the consump- 
tion of the country. Perhaps a duty of 40 per 
cent. upon cheap wines would be too high. I 
would prefer to leave it at 333 per cent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That was the duty put on 
the low-priced wines, and I was perfectly satisfied 
with it; but if you have got to put the same duty 
on all wines, I do not see why we should not go 
back to the duty placed upon wines by the tariff 
of 1846, and continued for cleven years. We got 
a great deal of revenue by it, and we shall want 
the revenue now. 

Mr. MASON. The tariff bill which passed in 
1846 was a bill imposing very heavy duties gen- 
erally. I should prefer to have a vote taken on 
my amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. I should like the Senator from 
Rhode Island to remember, while he is devoting 
his great experience and discrimination to this 
question of duties on wine, that on the Pacific 
coast there is now growing up an interest which 
is scarcely understood here yet. IT know one gen- 
tleman in California who has four hundred thou- 
sand vines growing on his plantation. Next year, 
or the yearafter, those vines will make four hun- 
dred thousand gallons of wine; and that is by no 
meansa singular case. Ido not know that E shall 
live to see it, but many gentlemen in this body 
will live to see the time that the value of the wine 
product of California will be greater than the gold 
product now is; and whatever there may be in 
this idea of protection to a new manufacture, to 
enable the child to walk by a little artificial aid 
until it is strong enough to support itself, I hope 
he will apply to that interest the only relation 
which connects us with the tariff, except inju- 
riously, ag we suppose. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then, l hope the Senator 
will sustain me in this 40 per cent. duty. 

Mr. BAKER» Say 100. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘I would not mind putting 
it at 100; but I will take the old rule, 40 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Virginia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I now offer my amendment 
to strike out all the descriptions of wines in the 
bill, and to insert “ on wines of all kinds, 40 per 
cent. ad valorem.” ; 

The Secretary rcad the amendment; to strike 
out from lines sixtecn to twenty-four of section 
six, in the following words: 


« On Madeira, sherry, and port wines, champagne and 
sparkling wines, Burgundy, and hock, in casks or bottles, 
75 cents per gallon; on all other wines not enumerated, 335 


| per centum ad valorem.” 


And to insert the following, in licu thereof: 
On wines of all kinds, 49 per cent. ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BIGLER. There is some difficulty about 


the meaning of the ‘thirty-third section. 1. move 
to strike out all after the word ‘$ act,’? in the sixth 
line of that section, in the-following words: .; 

“The word valued, where used inthis act, shall be con- 
strued and understood as meaning invoiced or appraised.’? 

And to insert the following, in lieu thereof: 

The words value and valued, where used in this act, 
shall be construed and understood as meaning. the true 
market value of the goods, wares, and merchandise in. the 
„principal markets of the world, from whence exported, at ° 
the date of exportation. ee 

Mr. SIMMONS, That amendment is right. I 
do not think there is any objection to it. 

Mr. BIGLER. It only simplifies the bill. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 


Mr. HUNTER. In connection with the sub- 
ject of an amendment just offered, there is another 
matter to which I should like to call the attention 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was about to make an al- 
teration in the bill. I want to strike out in the 
twenty-eighth and twenty-ninth lines, on page 7, 
the words ‘and to the highest rates of duty ap- 
plicable to the article of the same name;”’ so that 
the clause will read: 

Provided, That all imitations of brandy or spirits, or of 
any of the said wines, and all wines imported by any names: 
whatever, shall be subject to the duty provided for the gen- 
uine article which it is intended to represent. 

As we have now got but one rate of duty on 
wines in the bill, that qualification is now unne- 
cessary. 3 

T'he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to amend the twelfth 
section, by striking out in the eighth line, the 
words “shall exceed 18 cents per pound and,’? 
and adding in the ninth line, after the word 
“ pound,” the words ‘shall be subject to a duty 
of 19 per centum ad valorem;”’ so that the section 
will read: 

That from and after the day and year aforesaid there shal} . 
be Jevied, collected, and paid, on the importation of the 
articles hereinafter mentioned, the following duties, that is 
to say: First, On all woot unmanufactured, and all hair of 
the alpaca, goat, and other file animals, unmanafactured, 
the value whereof at the Jast port or place from whence 
exported to the United States shall not excced 24 cents per 
pound, shall be subject to a duty of J9 per centum ad 
valorem. 

The object of the amendment is to place an ad 
valorem duty of 19 per cent. on all wools under 24 
cents a pound, On that amendment I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLARK. The effect of this amendment, 
as I understand it, is to impose a duty upon all 
wool; to alter the provision of the tariff now, that 
all wool costing less than 20 cents a pound, shall 
be admitted free. That is the present state of the 
tariff. Now, Mr. President, as my vote for this 
bill, when it shall be perfected, will depend upon 
the passage of this amendment, I desire to say 
something in regard to it. 

I suppose the object of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, is to afford protection to the wool-grower, 
and to increase the growth and product of wool 
in this country. Let me say to the Senator from - 
Kentucky, that I desire as much as he can to in- 
crease the growth and product of woot in this 
country; but I do not believe that the amendiment 
which he proposes will have that effect. I believe, 
on the contrary, that it will take from him the 
very market which he now has, and in which and 
to which he sends and sells his wool. : 

The present tariff as it now stands, that is, the 
tariff of 1857, is a good tariff for a large part of 
the manufacturers of New England. They do not 
desire to change that tariff. I may say, that those 
people who are concerned in manufactures in my 
city do not desire to change the tariff of 1857. 
‘The proposed tariff will impose a burden on them 
in a great many respects, which will be onerous, 
which they do not wish to bear; but in consider- 
ation of the fact that other portions of the coun- 
try desire to be protected, they will cheerfully ac- 
cede to this tariff, if they can be permitted to have 
it in other respects agreeable to them; that is, if 
they can be permitted to have, as this tariff pro- 
vides, wool costing less than 18 cents per pound 
come in free, they will cheerfully submit to this 
alteration of the tariff. Let me inquire of the Sev- 
ator from Kentucky, if there is any domestic wool 
which comes in competition with this description 
of wool? Do our people raise in Kentucky or any- 
where else, wool so coarse as to come in compe» 
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tition with this, or does he design to prevent fraud 
by the imposition of this duty? I do not under- 
stand that there isany coarse wool raised in Ken- 
tucky which comes in competition with this; but 
J understand the complaint to be that, under the 
present tariff, they bring in woolsof a very much 
finer description, by mixing it with dirtand other 
foreign matter, so that it costs less than 20 cents 
a pound in the market. Now, let me say to the 
Senator from Kentucky, that that should be pro- 
vided for in some other way, not by imposing a 
duty en the coarse wool, but by so guarding the 
bill that the fine wools cannot come in in that 
way. 

In the town where I reside, we manufacture 
woolens and we manufacture cottons. The wool- 
ens that we manufacture are generally of a fine 


kind; we manufacture delaines; we take the finest 


of the wool which is grown in this country; we 
earefully sort and card its and in so doing there is 
a certain portion of the course woo! which comes 
from it. That of itself would not be sufficient to 
carry on a distinct branch of the manufacture, 
but by importing this coarse wool and putting it 


with ihat which is sorted from the finer wools of 
this country, we are enabled to build up a manu- 
facture of very coarse cassimeres and coarse ho- 
siery, so that we are enabled to dispose of the 


coarse wools in that way, and to some profit. 


Now, if you impose a duty on that coarse wool, 
which does not come in competition with the 


other wools of this country, you destroy entirely 
that branch of business, and in so far you destroy 
the manufacture of the wool. By this imposition 


of duty on iron, we enhance very much the cost 


of the machinery which manufactures this wool. 
By the imposition of the duty upon linseed, and 
upon oil and paints, we increase the expense in 


that respect. By the imposition of duty on coal, 
we increase the expense in that respect. Lf, while 
increasing the duty on the iron that makes the 
machinery, on the coal by which we manufac- 
ture, on the paints and oils which are used about 
that manufacture, you add, algo, a duty upon the 
raw material, you destroy to a very great extent 


that branch of manufactures. : 


I submit tothe Senator from Kentucky whether 
he wishes to do that. I think he will tell me that 
he does not. Let me say to him that I fear he is 
looking only to one end of the business, and neg- 


lecting a little the other. 


for wool as can be afforded. He, on the other 
hand, will desire that the manufacturer should 
find a ready sale for his goods. Now, [submit 
to the Senator from Kentucky, whether, within 


the last three years, he has not had a better price 
for his wool than he has ever had before; whether 
there is not more competition for it; whether 


agents are not going through the country for the 


purpose of buying it; and whether, instead of 
sending his wool to market, he does not find a 
sale for it at his own door? [think the history | 


of the trade reveals that. 


If he imposes this duty, I want him to inquire 
whether he will not so retard the manufacture of 
the prodact which he furnishes as very much to 


diminish the price. I agree, and am willing to 


acknowledge, that within two or three years the 
woolen manufacture has been a good branch of | 
business—not so good within the last few months j 
ag it was before that time; but, at the same time, 


so has wool-growing been very much increased 
in its profits. 


strike down the manufacturer of woolens, you 


strike down the profit of growing wool in this | 
country, because you will not export It to any | 
I submit to the Senator from | 


very great extent. i 
Kentucky whether the provisions of this bill, 
which have been arranged by the friends of both 


partics, are not satisfactory, and whether he had | 


not better let it remain as it is in this respect? 
By the tariff of 1857, we admitted all wool cost- 

ing less than 20 cents a pound free of duty. By 

this bill we propose to admit all wool costing less 


wool which is mostly used, is that costing be- 
tween 20 and 16 cents. The manufacturers say 
they cannot carry on profitably the manufacture 
if you reduce that minimum to I6cents; and there- 
fore there has been a settlement of the question, 
so far as the friends of the two sides could settle 
it, by adjusting the minimum at 18 cents, and 


? 1 am desirous that he 
should have as large a sale and as good prices 


Both have gone along together, 
and both must go along together; for, when you | 


leaving it there; and now, it seems to me, if you 
guard the hill so as to prevent fraud, which I agree 
should be done, so as, not to admit fine wools in 
this way, but toadmit only the coarse wools which 
are worth less than 18 cents a pound, you will 
protect the wool-growing interest, and you will 
protect the manufacturer, both 
will go on and thrive together;-which, it seems to 
me, is very desirable. ` 

Mr. POWELL. Iregret that I cannot concur 
in the views expressed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I want this duty imposed for two 
reasons. First, | want the growers of wool in this 
country to be protected; and, in the next place, I 
want the revenue. Itisa fact that is apparent in 
this Chamber, that we are now imposing taxes 
upon articles of the greatest necessity. Coffee 
and tea, by an amendment already adopted to this 
bill, are subjected to taxation; and I can see no 
reason why the wool-growers, those who grow 
coarse wool in this country, should not have this 
protection. ‘The Senator indicates many reasons 
why the woolen 
fer in consequence of this tariff bill. Among others, 
he tells us that the onerous duties which it places 
upon iron will be injurious to them. ‘The hon- 
orable Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron] 
has been trying to impress me with the belief, 


on iron will make it cheaper; and the venerable 
Senator from Rhode Island, who has the subject 
peculiarly under his charge, tells us that high 
duties make the articles cheaper. J was delighted 


and tell the country, that these duties will make 
these articles higher. Lam utterly opposed to the 
high duties that are imposed on iron in this bill. 
Lintend to make an effort to reduce them, because 
Lam confident that those duties will not only tax 
the machinery employed in the mills of the Sen- 
ator’s constituents, but they will tax the plow- 
shares, the axes, the sickles, and the hoes of the 
great agricultural interests of this country. 

lam very confident that the Senator is mis- 
taken when he thinks there is no wool grown in 
the West, the price of which is under 24 cents. 
I have often known wool to sell cheaper than that. 
The State from which I come is not a wool-grow- 
ing State to avery large extent, but almost every 
one of our farmers has more or less sheep, usu- 
ally the eoarse-wool sheep. I think iteminently 
proper that the duty which Ihave proposed should 
be imposed; and itis a wonder to me that Sen- 
ators from the great Northwest, where this is a 
commanding interest, do not come up and help us 
to amend the bill so as to tax this wool. Iam 
not disposed to permit, if I can avoid it, the great 


posed upon for the purpose of protecting and fos- 
tering every other industrial interest. God knows 
that | wish the manufacturing and all other inter- 
ests of this country to be prosperous; but I think 
itentirely wrong that, in order to give them duties 
to enrich them, you should be constantly drawing 
heavily on the great agricultural interests of the 
nation. 

I hope that the amendment will prevail, Tam 
credibly informed by those who are more con- 
versant with the wool-trade than I am—for E con- 
fess | have not examined it very much—that it is 
the custom to bring in fine wool mixed’ with dirt 
so as to get it in cheap, and then wash it out and 
use it as fine wool. Í want that,practice put an 
end to. For the reasons that I have very briefly 
assigned, I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
|| It is not my purpose to strike at the gentleman’s 
wrong to foster one branch of industry by taxing 
i| undaly another, I think it wrong upon principle 
if in acountry like this, or in any other, to hire labor 
i 
suit and take to one that is not so profitable; and 


i 
j 


then talk about protecting the great laboring in- 
|Í terest of the country! I hope the Senate will 
adopt this amendment. 

| Mr. CLARK. I want to adduce an illustration, 
which I think will make this matter a little plain 
to the Senator from Kentucky. 
have said before, an establishment in my city 
manufacturing woolen goods. There are a large 


without the duties imposed by this bill, Senators | 
admit that our labor could be more profitably em- | 
ployed. You take the people’s moncy, you give | 
i| itas bounties and duties to those interests, and || 
than 18 cents a pound, free. Now, the quality of | 


i 


We have, as E| 


1 
Hy 


so that both branches į 


-manufacturing interest may suf- | 


agricultural interests of this country to be im- j 


i 
j 


by bounties or by dutics; to leave a profitable par- | 


during the whole session, that the high duties put | 


to hear the Senator from New Hampshire tell us, į 
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interests or any other; but I think it improper and | 


number of operatives. They buy wool from all 
the western States; they not only buy wool, but 
they buy flour, and breadstuffs, and cheese, and 
other articles of agricultural product. Strike down 
that establishment, and you destroy the. market 
for your wool; and more than that, you very much 
injure the market for your flour and your other 
agricultural products, You injure the interest of 
the western partof the country at both ends. They 
can neither buy your wool, nor your flour, nor 
your other articles. Whatisan illustration In one 
zase is an illustration in another. If you strike 
down all the woolen manufacturers, it would have 
precisely the same operation on the products of 
the country. ie 

Now, I want to make one further suggestion in 
regard toa remark that fell from the Senator from 
Kentucky, because I perceive that he did not give 
the right meaning or the full scope to a remark I 
made. Iam not going to discuss the effect of a 
protective tariff on the manufactures of the coun- 
try; but I think experience has demonstrated that 
where you have protected a manufacturer of one 
branch of business, you have thereby reduced the 
cost of the manufacture. For instance: twelve 
years ago, it cost us 6 or T cents to manufacture a 
yard of cotton cloth; now we can manufacture 
that same yard of cotton cloth for 3 cents; and by 
perfecting our manufacture, in some kinds of cot- 
ton cloth we can compete against the world; but 
we had to be protected somewhat at first, and 
some branches of the cotton business have to be 
protected now. 

I think precisely the same will be the effect on 
the manufacture of iron. I do not doubt that, for 
a short time, the pride of iron will be enhanced; 
but when we come to manufacture iron more 
abundantly and by better methods and by better 
processes, I have no doubt that in time iron will 

c manufactured cheaper than it is now, and that 
we shall have it at as small a price as now; but 
in the mean time our manufacturers must suffer 
somewhat by the imposition of that duty; but that 
we are cheerfully willing to bear, While we have. 
duties laid on iron which we use in our manufac- 
ture, and duties laid on other things, we do not 
want to be cut off from the supply of forcign wool 
which does not come largely in competition with 
the productofany portion of this country. Lagree 
with the Senator from Kentucky, that these frauds 
should be prevented; and if that is what he com- 
plains of, P think other provisions of the bill are 
sufficiently guarded to accomplish his purpose; if 
they are not, I will cheerfully go with him in such 
measures as may prevent the frauds; but Ido not © 
unk it should be done by a duty upon the coarse 
wool. 

Mr. POWELL. I will say to the Senator that 
I propose this amendment for three reasons: first, 
revenue; second, protection; and third, to prevent 
fraud. 

Mr. GRIMES. Allow me to ask the Senator 
whom is he going to protect? Where is it that 
this species of wool, below the value of 18 cents 
a pound, is produced? 

Mr. POLK. IfI fully believed that the effect 
would be, by leaving this cheap wool to come in 
free, to give protection to American wool growers, 

I should feel disposed to fall in with the line of 
policy that is indicated by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. But I will state a fact: there is a 
large quantity of this coarse wool, most of which 
is thrown away entirely; but some of it now is 
beginningto be broughtextensively into the coun- 
try, raised in New Mexico, where, as it is well 
known by all of us, they have immense herds of 
sheep mainly for the meat that is produced by the 
sheep, having heretofore paid very little, if any, 
regard to the wool. But now the return trips (if 
I may say so) of the plains vessels, the immense 
wagons that go there, bring in a good deal of that 
coarse wool; and that coarse wool would be pro- 
tected by this duty, and ultimately they would be 
led to make an improvement in the quality of 
their wool. Į have no doubt they can grow fine 
sheep there. That is a country as well calculated 
to produce fine wool, as it is to produce the meat 
that is gathered from thesheep there. I am dis- 
posed to vote for the amendment for that reason. 

Mr. GRIMES, Then it seems this proposition 
of the Senator from Kentucky is designed for the 
benefit of New Mexico, and for the wool pro- 

ducers of New Mexico. 


Mr. POWELL. No, sir. 
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Mr. GRIMES. For there is certainly no class 
of wool producers in the West, that I have ever 
-known—and 1 am somewhat familiar with the 
character of that country—who produce any wool 
that is below the value of 18 cents a pound. 

Mr. POLK. I will say to the Senator, that I 
am not aware that the Senator from Kentucky 
knew the fact I have stated. I suppose he offered 
the amendment because 

Mr. POWELL. f wasaware of the fact stated 
by the Senator. It is not my object to protect 
New Mexico. Neither is it my object to foster 
New England woolen manufacturers at the ex- 
pense of the great laboring interests of the gentle- 
man’s constituents. ` 

Mr. POLK. I suppose that in every State 
where sheep are grown, not for the purpose of 
the wool so much as by the farmer for his own 
domestic manufacture, where he has a few pounds 
of wool more than he wants to use in manufac- 
turing the cloth which he manufactures in his own 
looms in his own house, he ought to have a chance 
to sell it. Itis the case in a good many of the 
southwestern States, it is the case in a great many 
ef the counties in my own State, that the cloth- 
ing that is used by the family is manufactured by 
the family itself; and where they raise sheep for 
the purpose of getting that kind of wool, in all 
those families there is apt to be a surptus of the 
wool, at least of the coarser quality of the wool, 
(they using the better quality,) which they have 
for sale. In any general system of legislation 
that is intended to raise revenue, they ought to 
have the benefit of the system that will raise rev- 
anuc on the one hand, and favor incidentai pro- 
tection on the other. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should take no interest in 
this matter at all, and say nothing on the subject, 
if it had not been for the appeal that the Senator 
from Kentucky made to representatives on this 
floor from the Northwest, the effect of which would 
be to put us, perhaps, in a false position before 
our constituents. In the first place, allow me to 
say, that in the State which I represent—and I 
profess to be somewhat familiar with the agricul- 
ture of that State—the poorest sheep in it docs 
not produce wool that will not bring more than 
20 cents a pound. There is: not a fleece in any 
flock of shcep that will not produce better wool 
than that. It may be that in the State of Missouri 
agriculture has not been as far advanced as it has 
in the neighboring States, and it may be that they 
do not produce as fine grades of wool; but cer- 
tainly they do, in the States north of that, pro- 
duce wool of much superior quality to that which 
has been referred to by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, 

But I vote against this proposition for this rea- 
son: I find by reference to the tables that the price 
of the wool in my State has been increased since 
the passage of the tariff of 1857, when cheap wool 
was allowed to be introduced free of duty; and 
the reason has been very aptly assigned by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, that this wool is 
mixed with the fine wools which we produce, 
and thus a market has been furnished for our own 
productions of wool; and that is the reason why 
{ vote against the proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

I concur most fully in the remarks made by 
that Senator in regard to the necessity of obviat- 
ing the frauds that are now perpetrated under the 

resent law; butthis bill provides for that. This 

ill specifically declares a forfeiture of any wool 
that shail be brought in, in fraud of the law. ‘The 
Senator stated three points; first, that he wants 
this duty on account of revenue. That amounts 
to nothing, for he would cut off entirely the sup- 
ply. i 
tion. There is no wool in this country that I 
gan learn of, except that which is brought from 
New Mexico, which it would protect, and that 
would be but one single drop in the great ocean 
of the character of wool which is provided for in 
his amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We had a little discussion 
about this matter the other -day, and | stated my 
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in the second place, he wants it for protec- | 
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views about it then. I wish to state now, in, rè- 
ply to the Senator from Iowa, that there is no 
wool produced in Iowa which, if it was put up in 
the condition that wool is imported here, would 
bring 18 cents.a pound, in my judgment. The 
imported wools that are brought into this coun- 
try are not washed. The shcep are kept in very 
large flocks in Buenos Ayres and Australia, and 
some in Africa. They are gathered together and 
sheared, and the wool is all put up inthe dirt. At 
an honest valuation, it probably would be right 
to leave the duties as they are; but we all know 
that we cannot rely on the valuations. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois, the other day, stated that in- 
voices were always made out falsely; so that, even 
if you sent to Paris for a single dress, there would 
be one bill for goods, and another of its valua- 
tion, sworn to. The tables from the Treasury 
Department show that there were about twenty- 
five million pounds of free wool imported last 
year. There is no man who believes that that 
wool is all really valued under 18 cents a pound. 
Most of it is fine wool—valuable wool. The man- 
ufacturers cleanse it, and pay for cleansing it, and 
then it becomes worth from 40 to 60 centsa pound. 
They might as well pay the farmers of the West 
for putting up clean wool, as they all do; for they 
drive their sheep to the river or brook and wash 
them, and put up the wool nice and clean. They 
might as well pay us for putting up clean wool 
as pay for cleaning the foreign wool, only they 
get it cheaper in that way. 

Now, l would be very far from doing anything 
to embarrass, in the slightest degree, the manu- 
facturers, for they are our customers; and since 
they have been flourishing, the price of wool has 
been raised, as the Senator from New Hampshire 
and the Senator from Iowa have said; but they 
must remember that, while the price of wool has 
been rising, the price of woolen cloths has been 
rising. We pay more for ourcloths than before. 

Mr. GRIMES and others. No, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We'do. You may dispute 
that as much as you please; but I say the price 
of woolen cloths has been rising for the last few 
years, just about in the proportion that the price 
of wool has raised. 

Mr. GRIMES. Since 1857? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRIMES, Mr. WILSON, and others. Oh! 


o. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would not do anything to 
embarrass the woolen manufacturers. J want 
them to have all the advantages they can; but I 
do not want this bill to pretend to protect the fine 
wools when it docs not protect them. There are 
no high-priced wools imported. I have a table in 
my drawer stating the exact value of the wool 
that paid duty; and its average price last year was 
25 cents a pound. We do not produce any such 
woo] as that. Even the very finest wool that is 
imported is worth, according to the valuation at 
the custom-house, 25 cents a pound. The wools 
of Iowa and Michigan are all of them a great deal 
higher than even the finest wools imported that 
pay a duty, according to the custom-house valu- 
ation. So that is no criterion. 

We have the capacity to produce all kinds of 
wool in this country, the coarse wool for the 
blankets, and the fine wool for the broadcloths— 
every variety of wool. We have the capacity to 
produce, and can produce them just as cheap as 
anybody else can. Ifa small duty is laid on 
coarse wools, it prevents these frauds, and encour- 


n 


| ages the home manufacturers. [I think the prop- 
| osition of the Senator from Kentucky is too high; 
| for it would be prohibitory, and it would embar- | 


rass the manufacturers, which I do not want to 
do. T have consulted the chairman of the com- 
mittee—the Senator from Rhode Island—and if 


5 per cent. on all wool valued under 18 cents a 
pound; and Í think that will help us a little, and 
be acceptable, and give a little revenue, 

Mr. POWELL. It is certainly not my object 
to place the Senator from lowa in a wrong posi 
tion before his canstituents. I suppose'that noth- 


his proposition fails, I shall propose a daty of | 


ing I could say would do: that. 


hear the Senator from Michigan, whose $ 
a. very large wool-growing State, say, th 

rice of our wool, put-up as is ‘the wool th 
imported Here, is above 18 cents. Far : 


wool grower of this country that this amendment 
should pass.. tas Sih. we 
Mr. SIMMONS. I merely wish to: say one - 


word. The duty upon wool was the subject ofa 
great deal of discussion: last winter, when. this 
bill was before the House of Representatives, and 
I attended two or three. evening meetings which 
were held to try to go down lower with the: free 
wool. I believe the wool-growers and manufac- 
turers finally agreed among themselves to make - 
this arrangement about the. wool duties, and I 
hope the bill will not be disturbed in this respect. 
The Senator from Michigan alluded to me... If 
this practice of fraud continues, and this bill fails 
to prevent the practice, of frauds, 1 will go as: far. 
as any man to prevent it; and if I cannot stop.it 
in any other way, I will puta duty on every 
pound of wool imported, whether worth 5 cents 
or over. I intended to try to stop these frauds.if 
possible; but I hope the bill will be left.as it is. 
The House of Representatives arranged this te suit 
themselves; and we shail only get into.another 
difficulty at the end of the session by pressing this 
matter. I hope Senators will allow this whole 
business to rest at any rate until next year. If 
this amendment be adopted, it will produce long 
discussions in the House, perhaps for the very 
purpose that discussion is carried on here. 

Mr. POWELL. If my ftiends. on the other 
side of the Chamber consider the duty I_have pro- 
posed too high, I will strike out 19,and insert 15 
per cent. be 

Mr. SIMMONS. That will not be aswell for 
the revenue as the billas it is now. ; ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
has a right to modify his amendment. pi 

Mr. POWELL. I make that modification. | 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky if it includes all under 24 
cents ? i i 

Mr. POWELL. Yes, sir. ‘ 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then, we shall not get-as 
much revenue under that as under the billas it 
now stands. There is now a duty of 3 cents a 
pound on all the wool between 18 and 24 cents. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the Senator from 
Kentucky had better take my proposition, and 
put 3 cents on all wool between 18 and 24 cents 
and 5 cents on-all under 18 cents. i 

Mr. SIMMONS. You had better leave it where 
It 1s. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Kentucky 
says he does not wish to put the Senator from 
Iowa in a false position before his.people. Tap- 
prehend it would be very difficult for any Senator 
to put.any other Senator in a false position on 
this question before the intelligent wool-growers 
of this country. Four years ago, this question 
had the most rigid and thorough investigation. 
On one side, it was Contendéd that the admission 
of wool under 20 cents in value, duty free, instead 


| of diminishing the prices of our own native wool 


would increase those:prices. That was the posi- 
tion maintained by men in and out of Congress, 
and miaintainéd by men who studied this question 
the world over. Men, representing the wool- 
growing interests, met here, and met in the coun- 
iry, examined that question, and generally. as- 
sented to it, Four years have passed away,and 
the predictions of those who maintained that it 
would increase prices instead of diminishing them, 
have been verified. by the-history. of the country. 
By the importation of these wools, nearly all of 
which range between 18 and 21 cents, (for there 


+ 
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between 18 and 21 and 22 cents. 
"The Senator from Michigan says that the price 
is only 25 cents a pound on which the duties are 

aid." Now, the Senator knows, or should know, 
if he had inquired into it, that the most of these 
imported wools that pay duties are the wools that 
are worth from 20 to 21, 22, and 23 cents, and 
those other wools worth from 50 cents to $1, the 
very finest and hizhest priced kinds of wool; but 
the great mass of wools that have paid your 24 
per cent. duty, have been wools worth 20 cents, 
and from that. to 22 or 23 cents. It averaged 25; 
but the great mass of it was only werth 21, 22, 
and 23 cents, and the other portion of it was cx- 
tremely valuable wool, being the finest kind of 
wools that can be found in the world that are ne- 
cessary to be used. : 

Now, sir, a word in regard to the price of cloths. 
Ithas been said here that woolen cloths have risen 
during the last four years. Thijs will be news to 
the manufacturers of the country. I venture to 
say to-day that they are lower, and have ranged 
lower, than they were the four preeeding years. 
Nobody can doubt this fact. There is nota man 
in the country that will examine the prices cur- 
rent, or who knows about the prices of woolen 
goods, or almost any kind of textile fabrics, who 
will not acknowledge they have diminished rather 
than increased in price during the Jast four years. 
Now, sir, say, xs was said by the Senator from 
New ROAD ane my vote isto depend on whether 
this amendment be put in thé bill, If itis put 
there, I shall vote against the bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky; and upon that question the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesgsrs. Baker, Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
man, Fitch, Green, Hunter, Jonson of Arkansas, Johnson 
of Tenuessec, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nichol- 
son, Polk, Powel}, Thomson, and Wigfall-19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Cameron, Clark, Dix- 
on, Doolittle, Douglas, Durk yssenden, loot, Foster, 
Grimes, Aale, Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Samuer, 
Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—23. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ido not rise to offer an amend- 
ment, but I desire to make a general statement in 
reference to the progress of this bill; and, so far | 
as I understood Senators, think it will be agreed 
to. We have now pursued it diligently for some 
days, and we must dispose of it in a short time. | 
L suggest that, by common consent, it be under- 
stood that we shalt vote on this bill finally to- 
morrow. There are one or two Senators here 
who are under pressing engagements to leave the 
Chamber in a few minutes—engagements that I 
feel required to consider-and it is important to | 
them to know that no attempt will be made to | 
press the bill to a final vote thisevening; but there | 
seems to be universal consent that the vote shall | 
be taken to-morrow. Is there any objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frron in 
the chair.) That cannot be the subject of any 
motion, and of course it is not before the Senate. 

Mr. POLK. 1 hope the vote will not be taken | 
oa the bill until all the amendments have been 
offered. There are a number to be offered yet. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I propose to amend the bill 
in the section laying a duty on wool. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the Senator will al- 
low them to get through with their amendments | 
on the other side. | 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me perfect mine about 
wool. I propose a duty of § per cent on ail wool 
valued under 18 cents a pound. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope my friend from Mich- |! 


| prices ofhome-produced wool, has increased those 


| make them believe that the way tohave things | 


igan will not embarrass this bill with thatamend- 
ment. I know it will create a good deal of hostil- 
ity in the House of Representatives; and possibly 
we may lose the bill in the Senate by it. fun- 


y tį 
derstand there are some members who will not | 


agree to it; and I would not have this great rev- 
enue measure destroyed for the sake of getting a 
mere temporary duty.on wool this year. If these 
frauds should continue, I will try to help the Sen-- 
ator as much as anybody hereafter; but I hope 
he will not press this amendment. i 

Mr. BINGHAM. This proposition of mine 
will make the duty about 1 centa pound on wool. 
If there is anybody here representing the manu- 
facturing interest that wants to defeat the tariff 
bill on account of a duty of 1 centa pound on 
wool, I have no objection to its being done. There 
is nothing in the bill that benefits my constituents 
particularly. We are taxed all the while. We are 
taxed for the benefit of the manufacturersin every 
particular, If we cannot have that trifling pro- 
tection of 5 percent. on wool, when we pay 30 and 
40 per cent. on woolen goods, let the bill go. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I once heard a 
great judge say, that, next to doing justice, the 
best thing was to appear to do it. Now,I do 
not know that a duty of 1 cent a pound on wool 
will kill the manufacturers, or will make the farm- 
ers of the West or of Oregon rich; but it will let 
some of them know that we are here thinking 
about it; and I carnestly hope we may be consid- 
ered, and that Senators will give usa duty of 5 
percent. Ido not think it will ruin Massachu- 
setts. F have better faith in her. 

Mr. WILSON. We all know, sir, that the 
Senator is here. I wish he would think about it, 
and then I should have more confidence in the vote 
he would give. Wool, under the present tariff, 
valued under 20 cents a pound, is brought in duty 
free. By the present Lill, you have changed that 
to wool costing 18 cents. We did not want the 
change. We workedagainstit; we worked against | 
it all last winter, in order to keep it at 20 cents; 
but you would cut it down to 18, which cuts off 
four fifths of all the importations, and taxes those 
from 18 to 23 cents a pound. We agreed to it, 
After wecks and weeks of examinationand strug- 
gle, that was assented to by all parties, and be- 
lieved to be satisfactory; and now here, at this 
time, comes in a proposition to change that. 1 
know itis a small amount, but still it is some- 
thing. You have cut off more than four fifths of 
all the importations that come in duty free under 
the present tariff, and taxed them 3centsa pound, | 
by fixing the limitat 18 instead of cents. Why | 
cannot the Senator from Oregon be contented with | 
that? Why does he wish to crowd itso that there 
cannot be a pound brought into the country under 
it? Who is to he benefited by it? If gentlemen were 
to be benefited, I should be willing to divide with 
them; for I do notask any special favors; but the 
facts show that the policy of admitting cheap 
coarse wools duty free, instead of diminishing the 


prices; and } would be willing to stake my exist- 
ence that that policy will continue todo it. There 
is no doubt about it at all; and still, Senators come 
in here and persist in these propositions, not to 
gain anything for themselves, but to strike down 
the great interests of this country. 

ne BAKER. Will the Senator allow me a 
word? 


Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 


Mr. BAKER. Let me saya word to the Sen- fi 


ator about this subject. I,asa Whig, in old times, 
understanding a little of the principles of a tariff 
and very little of the details, used to argue with 
the distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. Dove- |! 
LAs] in the presence of a great many people, to |; 


that they wanted to eat, to drink, and to wear 
very cheap, was to put a very high duty on them 
{Laughter.] Well, I reasonably believed tha 
then, and l reasonably believe it now; that is, 1 
believe that in the infancy of a manufacture you | 
may really help the country by laying a protect 
ive tariff in its favor. I believe, moreover, that 
protection is sufficient when you give the revenue |; 
duty upon the proposed article. I am content 
with that; and lam trying to protect the manu- 
factures of the country by raising revenue for a 
tariff, discriminating as I do. That being so, it į 
would be very hard for me to go home and tell | 
my people that Senator Winsow convinced me |: 


idea running round this Chamber, and I desire to 
dispose of it at once; and that is, that we of Mas- 
sachusetts are deeply interested in this tariff bill. 
I tell you, sir, as my deliberate judgment, four 
fifths of the people of Massachusetts are against 
this bill, and in favor of the tariff as it now stands. 
Nineteen twentieths of the letters I receive on this 
subject are to that effect. The feeling generally 
among our commercial and business men is, that 
it will put greater burdens upon us than it will 
affords benefits. ‘Take, for instance, the article 
of iron. You have put heavy duties uponit. We 
manufacture from $8,000,000 to 12,000,000 an- 
nually of products in which iron enters, We have 
vast railroad interests. We have shipping inter- 
ests; and you are going to put hundreds of dollars 


| on every ship we build, by the tax that you put 
on theiron, and various other articles which enter 


into the building of it. I want Senators to under- 
stand that, whatever might have been the senti- 
ments of Massachusetts a generation ago, in those 
good old Whig days, when the doctrines of pro- 
tection were thought highly of, we feel that we 
have as much capital, as much skill, and it is as 
well organized as can be found anywhere in Amer- 
ica; and a high protective policy, instead of being 
for our interests, is calculated to raise up rivals at 
home, and is more injurious to us than foreign 
competition. We have come to understand our 
precise and exact position; and J desire Senators 


| to understand here to-day that Massachusetts is 


not here asking for the passage of this bill; and if 
it is passed, it will not be passed for her interests 
she is content with the tarif as it now stands. 
But, sir, Massachusetts is ready to stand with her 
sister States in advocating a policy for the general 
interests of the country, and to take ber part and 
lotin it. The time hag come to increase the rev- 
enues of the Government; and her Representa- 
tives in these Chambers support this measure as 
a revenue measure. I support it as such, wholly 
and entirely; for my conviction to-day is deep and 
profound that our State is not to be specially ben- 
efited by it. 

Now, I say to the Senator from Oregon and to 
the Senator from Michigan, in all kindness of feel- 
ing, that if they or their constituents were to gain 
anything by it, L would not stand here to contend 
upon the subject; but I know by this proposition 
they will injure us and not benefit themselves; 
ay, more: that every blow struck in the direction 
in which they are now moving, is to injure us 
first, and beinjured themselves as the result, That 
is my conviction. Now,as you have cut us down 


i from 20 to 18 cents, and by so doing puta tax on 


the great mass of wools imported under 20 cents, 


; in Heaven’s name, why not be content with that? 


/ most extensive merchants there is in the we 


Why press it further upon us? 
Mr. BINGHAM. One question of fact I want 
to have settled before the vote is taken. My col- 


| league is a merchant in ‘Detroit, a wholesale mer- 


chant, and has been in that occupation for more 
than a quarter of a century. He is one of the 
stern 
country. I want to have him tel if the price of 
woolen goods has raised or fallen within the last 
three years. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WADE. I have looked into this matter 
as wel as lam able, and it is a matter of some 
considerable difficulty to my mind to ascertain 
what the effect of this amendment would be. On 


T ask for the 


| the whole, after studying the bill on the subject 
, of wool as well as I am able, I have determined 
to support itas itis. I represent a constituency 


as deeply interested in this subjeét as any other 
Senator on this floor; for my State is the largest 
wool-growing State inthe Union. Now, sir, cur 
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wool-growers for two or three years past, have 
been doing tolerably well; the business has been 
pretty satisfactory; and I have come to the con- 
clusion that I would not attempt to alter the rate | 
of duty that was already fixed in this bill, Iwas 
suspicious that there were frauds committed in 
the importation of this coarse wool that ought to 
be corrected. I proposed an amendment at one 
time that I thought might have an effect to cor- 
rect them. On inquiry about it, I am informed 
that the bill itself is sufficient for that correction, 
and therefore I shall not undertake to embarrass 
the manufacturers against the earnest and violent 
protest of those who represent that interest, by 
adding any additional duty upon this coarse wool. 
Tam not at all certain that that would not have 
the effect to operate against us, for I am perfectly 
aware that our interests are mutual. If we throw 
any impediment or embarrassment in the way of 
these manufactures, the reflex of it will be upon 
ourselves; and I have made up my mind finally, 
that, without proposing any further alterations 
upon this subject, so far as my vote goes, I shall 
suffer the bill to pass as it is on this subject of 
wool. If frauds are committed, they can be cor- 
rected afterwards. 1 shall watch it closely, and 
if I find that the operation of the bill is not such 
as itis said it will he, I shall be the first, if I can 
ascertain that fact, to correctit. For the present 
Tam unwilling to run the hazard of amending 
this bill, so that it may, perhaps, militate against 
our interests instead of furthering them. 

Mr.GWIN. Mr. President, aremark was made 
a short time ago by the Senator from Oregon, that 
there was a very small quantity of wool exported 
from Oregon. I cannot speak as to that State, but 
it is becoming a very large export from the State 
of California coastwise. We have not had the 
advantage of a very fine stock of sheep there, 
and therefore ours is entirely the coarse wool; but 
I believe in a short time California will be one of 
the largest wool-producing States in the Union. 
It has great capacities for it. There are large 
herds. There are individuals owning thousands 
of head of sheep. The shipment of wool is get- 
ting to be an important matter; and in time it will į 
be a large item of export. Therefore, so far as 
the producers of coarse wool are concerned, if 
any advantage is to be derived from this bill, I 
think there ought to be more duty on that article. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Chand- 
ler, Clingman, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Jobnson of Peunessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Potk, Powell, ‘Thomson, Praw- 
bull, and Wilkinson—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony. Bigler, Cameron, Clark, Dix- | 
on, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harku, King, Seward, Sinunons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Wade, and Witson-—20. i 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POLK. I move to amend the bill in sce- 
tion twenty-two, page 45, by inserting after the 
word “umbrellas,” 

Unwrought clay, $3 a ton. t 

Ido not believe there will be any objection to it. | 

Mr. BIGLER. Notat all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ihave no objection to ìt. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POLK. Now I move to strike out of the | 
free list, at page 48, line seventy-seven, the words 
“clay, unwrought.” There will be no objection | 
to that. [bis ne ary, for the purpose of mak- 
ing the bill square with the amendment which has | 
just been agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POLK. I move to amend the bill, on page 
25, by striking out, in line six, the word “fifteen,” 
and inserting “twenty;” inline cight, by striking 
out “ten,” and inserting “ twelve;’’ and, in line 
nine, by striking out “ten,” and inserting “ fif- 
teen;’? so as to make the duties on hemp as fol- | 
lows: : 

Os unmanufactured hemp, $35 per ton; on Manilla and | 
other henips of India, $20 per ton; on jute, 
hemps, coir, and other vegetable substances, 
ated, used for cordage, $12 per ton; on codilla or tow of 
hemp, $15 per ton. f 

Iwill state thatl havea memorandum furnished 
me in regard to the duties upon hemp, rendering 
the specifics as they are put down in the bill into 
ad valorems. On manufactured hemp the duty is 
$35 a ton, as the bill has been amended; and at 


i $30 dollars a ton. 


$30, as it was originally, it would amount to 26 


per cent. ad valorem. Then, the duty upon ma- 
nilla and other hemps of India, at $15 a ton, as it 
isin the bill, would give an ad valorem duty of 
134 per cent. I propose to raise that $15 to 920, 
and that will raise the ad valorem duty a little above 
what it is here, so as to make it approximate to 
an equality as an ad valorem with the duty upon 
the unmanufactured hemp—that is the Russian 
hemp. As f understand it, under this phrase, 
“‘unmanufactured hemp,” is included generally 
the hemp that is brought in from Russia. -As the 
bill wag originally projected, that was put at a 
duty of $30 a ton; but it has now been amended 
so as to make it $35, At $30 a ton it was an ad 
valorem of 25 per cent. The manilla and other 
India hemp, at $15 a ton, paid an ad valorem of 
only 134 per cent. I propose to raise that to $20 
a ton, which will increase the ad valorem, I sup- 
pose, to nearly 20 per cent. Then, on the jute, 
sisal, grass, and sun hemp and coir and other 
vegetable substances used as cordage, the billim- 
poses a specific duty of §10 per ton. That will 
be 20 per cent. ad valorem. 1 propose to raise it 
to $12, which will make ita little above 20 per 
cent. ad valorem; but E am not very particular 
about this item. On codilla, or tow hemp, there 
is a specific duty of $10 per ton, by the bill. That, 
when reduced to an ad valorem duty, amounts to 
only 10 per cent. I propose to raise that to $15, 
which would raise the duty to an ad valorem of 
15 per cent. i 

The object of these amendmenits is to make the 
ad valorem something like on an equality as ap- 
plied to all these different kinds of hemp. I think 
it is fair that there should be this degree of equal- 
| ity. Leansce no fairness in one paying an ad 
valorem of 26 per cent., and another kind an ad 
valorem of only 10 per cent The Senator from 
! Pennsylvania [Mr. Biever] suggested to me that 
there was but very little codilla imported; but 
there is some of it imported, for, from the book 
which I have before me, itappears that there was 
imported between $13,000 and $14,000 worth of 
itin the years 1858 and 1859. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to ask the Senator if 
he knows exactly the rates of duty, under the 
present tariff, on hemp. ' 

Mr. POLK. I do not know what is the rate 
now imposed; but the Senator from Pennsylvania 
suggests to me that itis 15 per cent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think I can correct the 
Senator from Missouri about the prices of the dif- 
ferent kinds of hemp. He will find, if he will 
look into any prices-current, that Russian hemp 
is more than twice the price of Manilla, and I 
have no doubt the Russian hemp is now more 
than $200 a ton. We thought $35 a ton duty was: 
just about equivalent to the present duty. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ifthe Senator will allow me, 
I will state that, under the present tariff, hemp 


and codilla or tow of hemp at 12 per cent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. They made that distinction; 
but E do not think there is $] a ton on any of these 
kinds of hemp in this bill over what the duty is 
at present. I know on Russian hemp it is not so 
high. Ido not know why the Scnator should 
say that the duty of $15 is 13 per cent., and that 
the $35 duty is 26 per cent., when the price of the 
one is justas much again as that of the other, 
The duties were putin the bill at $30 and $15, 


|| and we raised one of them $5, but the ether was 


about 19 per cent., and we did not raise that. 
_ Mr. POLK. 
these specifics, when reduced into ad valorems, 
according to the memorandum which I have, and 
i which I believe isa reliable rendition of them, 
makes this difference. I know that the Russian 
hemp that is imported, is much more valuable 
than the Manilla hemp; it is the most valuable 


orandum, that will pay a duty of 26 per cent, at 
I do not propose to interfere 
with that. Indeed, it has already been raised to 
$35 dollars a ton, which will make more than 26 
per cent., adding one sixth to that—amounting to 
30 per cent. But these other classes are a great 
deal lower ad valorem. The India hemps are only 
13} per cent.; jute and sun hemp, 20 per cent; 
and tow of hemp as low as 10 per cent. Ihave 
attempted to arrange this so as to make the ad 
valorems nearly equal on these different kinds of 
hemp. It seems to me there can be no impro- 


unmauufactured stands at 24 per cent.; that is the | 
Russian hemp; the Manilla hemp at 19 per cent.; | 


hemp that isimported; but according to the mem- ; 


I will state to the Senator that |j 


priety init. Ido not -believe: the commi 
tended to make an unequal division-of the dutiés 
on these Kinds of hemp. = i ay es 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 hope the bill will not ‘be, 
changed ih this respect. If anything ought to be.. 
done, Russian hemp ought tobe put up. Weadded 
toit $5 a ton, and I am- astonished to hear the 
Senator say— Hy A 

Mr. POLK. The Senator is mistaken. I 
propose to put down Russian hempat all 00i 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 do not’ say you -do; but 
you propose to raise the duty on Manilla hemp, 
when there is actually a greater per cent, on it 
now. than on the Russian hemp in this: bill,as we 
have-raised it, : 

Mr. POLK. l think that is a mistake: | <.> 

Mr. SIMMONS. I say the duty on Manilla, 
hemp is higher now, in proportion to its cost; than 
on the other hemps. do not rely on the state- 
ments which the Senator has paraded before us.” 
I know that whoever made this statement must 
have been mistaken, or else intended to mislead 
the Senator. I profess to. know something abou 
the price of hemp. 

Mr. POLK. 1 will state to the Senator that 
she statement I have is one that is furnished, to 
me, on my application, by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Hunrzr,] who has been chairman of 
the Finance Committee; and it was furnished-to 
him, as I believe, by the appraisers in the city of 
New York, who, I suppose, ought to understand 
this matter. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We have a great many cu- 
rious documents coming from those custom-house 
officers before the election; but, asI'said the other 
day, I never expected they would be used after 
the election. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have not said a word 
about this tariff bill from beginning to end; but 
have followed my friend from Rhode Island; be- 
lieving that he knew much more about it than I 
did, and believing, of all things, that it was not 
very much to be benefited by discussion in this 
Chamber, if we ever intended. to get it through; 
but here comes a point where I do feel inclined to 
say a single word. This tariff is not to operate 
for the benefit of Maine in any one particular. 
On the contrary, it is to lay heavy burdens on 
her; and if I were to consider the particular im- 
mediate interests of my own State alone in refer- 
ence to this bill, without looking at the interests 
of the whole country and the state of the revenue, 
I should vote against this tariff bil] without any: 
sort of hesitation; but I hope! I take-a broader 
view than that;and therefore I have been dis- 
posed, understanding the subject upon general 
principles more than as regards details, to do that 
which, on the whole, it was thought best to do. 
Here, however, is one interest of that State very 
heavily burdened by this bill, and that is the in- 
terest of ship-building; the building of the vessels 
which are the carriers of your agricdltural pro- 
ductions and of your manufactures, In the in- 
creased duties upon iron, and the increased duties 
upon hemp, you are laying very heavy burdens 
on that interest, which now has a difficult com- 
petition with our neighbors alongside of us, Tt 
Itis a fact, in regard to many things, that our ship- 
building interest has so much difficulty, and la- 
bors under such burdens, that, when our ships 


| go out to foreign countries, they very frequently 


take care to provide themselves with a good sec- 
ond set of cordage, and rigging, and sails, &c., in 
order to avoid the expense which arises from pro- 
curing the same things in this country. 

The duties on all these articles are raised very 
considerably by this bill. They are made heavy. 
At any rate, they are raised very much on iron; 
and my friend from Rhode Island says the com- 
mittee have raised $5 a ton on Russian hemp, 
and I think that is enough. I understand the 
Senator from Missouri does not propose to m- 
crease that, but to increase the duties on other 
kinds of hemp.. ‘They are high. enough as the 
bill stands now. , -a 

I will not say, as Senators have said on this 
floor, that my vote depends upon what may be 
done with regard to any particular article. We 
can stand a good deal for the benefit of the whole 
country; we are broad in our views on these sub- 
jects; and probably I shall vote for the bill even 
if I find a great deal of fault with it, in reference 
to my own particular section; but I hope the Sen- 


ate will leave this matter as it is now, and: that, 
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in consideration of the patience andsilence which 
we have'shown, the vote will be taken at once. 
Mr. BIGLER. Ihave thought that perhaps 
it would relieve this matter a hittle to state the 
practical operation for the year 1859, to show how 
unimportant this question is. ‘The whole im- 
portation of unmanufactured- hemp, in 1859, 
amounted to but $405,000, and of tow of hemp, 
or codilla, to $13,704. i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen in 
the chair.) If there be no objection, the Chair 
will-put the question on. all the amendments of 
the Senator from Missouri at once. 
- Mr. POLK. - I ask for the yeas and nays. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 23; as follows: 
VEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Clingman, Fitch, Green, Hemp- 
hill; Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Latham, Mason, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, and Powell—13. 
NAVS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—23. 


So the amendments were rejected. 


“Mr. POWELL. I offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional section to the bill: 


And be it further enacted, That from and after the 30m" 


day of June, 1861, all acts and parts of acts granting allow- 
ances or bounties on the tonnage of vessels employed in 
the bank, or other cod fisheriés, be, and the same arc 
hereby, repeated. 

Mr.GREEN. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator, I will move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
It is utterly impossible to go through with this 
bill to-day. 

Mr. POWELL. As this is an amendment that 
will lead to discussion, probably it had better lie 
over until to-morrow, 

Mr. CAMERON. I appeal to the Senator from 
Kentucky, and to the Senator from Missouri, to 
let me say a word only. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fireu in 
the chair.) Does the Senator from Missouri 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir, to allow the Senator 
to say a word. 

Mr. CAMERON. I appeal to Senators to al- 
low us to get the bill out of committee, and then 
we will adjourn. 

Mr. GREEN. Itdocs not amount to astraw’s 
difference whether it is in committee or in Senate; 
because amendments can be proposed in cither, 
as a matter of course. We lave been here in 
session very long to-day, and [really think we 
need a little rest; and therefore we had better 
adjourn, ; 

Mr. CAMERON. [appeal to the kindness of 
Senators to let us get the bill out of committee, 
and then we shall make no difficulty about ad- 
journing: Let us have a vote on this proposition. 

Mr. GREEN. I will answer the Senator. Sev- 
eral other amendments are going to be proposed, 
that I know of; each of which will consume some 
time. f would prefer av adjournment, and let us 
close the bill to-morrow—it may be forever. 

Mr. CAMERON. If it is understood that this 
bill is to be de 
the legerdemain of legislation, let us understand 
it, and we can be prepared for it. 

Mr. POWELL. What does the Senator mean 
by legerdemain in legislation? 

Mr. CAMERON. Motions to waste time. 

Mr. POWELL. Allow me to say to the Sen- 
ator, that the motion | have made is not designed 
to waste time. j 

Mr. CAMERON. iknow that. 

Mr. GREEN. Task, is mine to waste time? 

Mr. CAMERON, Lt is not. 

Mr. GREBEN. Then whose ts? 

Mr. CAMERON. None, as yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER proceeded to 
put the question to the Senate on tae amendment. 

Mr. POWELL. I will say to the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania, that 1 offered this 
amendment in good faith, thinking it ought to be 
adopted. Our Treasury is empty. We are re- 
sorting to taxation on the necessaries of life for 
the purpose of raising revenue. There are paid 
out of the Treasury annually about $600,000 for 
these bounties upon cod fisheries. In my judg- 


ment, the law allowing them is unconstitutional. | 


It benefits only three or four States. Massachu- 
setts has had two thirds of the benefit. This 
Government has paid about $13,000,000 for these 
bounties. It was said when they were first inaugu- 


ated by improper legislation, by | 


| Journ. 


rated, it-was for the purpose of having a nursery 
for seamen. In my judgment, our mackerel fish- 
eries, our whale fisheries, our merchant marine, 
and-our military marine, now afford a sufficient 
field to educate our seamen, and these bounties 
ought to be repealed; and I think there is no bet- 
ter time to do it than upon this bill, at this time, 
when the Treasury is empty, and we are resort- 
ing to taxation upon every necessary of life for 
the purpose of having revenue sufficient to carry 
on the Government. The distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Witson,| a moment 
ago—and I was pleased to hear it—asserted that 
Massachusetts wanted no exclusive privileges. 
This bounty upon these cod fisheries is an exclu- 
sive privilege to Massachusetts and two or three 
other States. The statistics will show that Mas- 
sachusetts has had two thirds, or more, I think, 
of these bounties. I hope the amendment will be 
agreed to. j 

Allow me to say to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, that I offered no amendment to the bill in 
any factious spirit. Ihave never attempted to be 
out of the way, but have been in my place through- 
out, and voted upon all questions, and intend to 
remain here; and I shall offer no amendment that 
I do not think ought to be adopted. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, I sincerely hope 
that, if the Senate doadjourn, they will come here 
to-morrow with a distinct understanding that we 
shall sit here untilthe 4th of March, if necessary, 
to finish this bill. I will not vote for an adjourn- 
ment to-night. I would rather sit here until mid- 
night, and finish this bill, than come to-morrow, 
and start fresh at twelve o’clock on it. The his- 
tory of this bill, as of every other bill shows that 
when members are fresh, the physical as well as 
the mental powers are keen and lively for debate, 
and amendment after amendment comes up, and 


of course the day is consumed, and then we want 


to adjourn; and it will be kept up in this way two 
or three more days. I think we ought to come 


to a distinct understanding, and sit this bill out, | 


and have it finished. And for this reason, I shall 
vote to-day and to-morrow, if necessary, against 
every motion to adjourn, until we finish this bill, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 wish to say one word. 

Mr. GREEN. I should like to understand, as 
a point of order, whether my motion is debatable 
or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
remark that he understood the Senator from Mis- 
souri to have withdrawn his motion to adjourn; 
because the Senator himself participated in the 
following debate upon it. 

Mr GREEN. 
only answered questions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
having recognized the Senator from Maine, and 
understanding the motion to adjourn was with- 
drawn, that motion cannot now be put. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The question is now on 


the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 


Kentucky, as 1 understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
perhaps had better correct what appears to be the 
understanding of the Scnator from Maine. That 
amendment may be deemed pending, but the vote 
was had, and the Chair was about to announce the 
result, when interrupted by the Senator from 
Kentucky 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If a vote had been had, 
and the Chair was about to announce the result, of 
course I have nothing to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote was 
had. The noes appeared to have it. The noes 
have it, and the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. POWELL. I intend to call for the yeas 
and nays on it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis too late. 

Mr. POWELL. Task for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the Senator is too late. 
been announced. 

Mr. GREEN. Itis not too late te move to ad- 
I make that motion, and I want it dis- 
uncily understood that it will not be withdrawn. 

Mr. POWELL. Iask for the yeas and nays 
on the adjournment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to have the 


! Senator from Missouri [Mr. Green] called. He 


I certainly rencwed it, and I 


The result had 


made the motion to adjourn and did not answer 
to his name. He is present, and 1 believe the 
rule is that every Senator must vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator from Min 
sota [Mr. Rice] and the Senator from Arki 
[Mr. Jonnson] have just come in, and I be 
they have not voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 27, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Fitch, Hunter, Lane, Polk, and 
Powell—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harian, Johnson of Tennessee, 
King, Latham, Nicholson, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
quorum present. Less than a quorum, however, 
can refuse to adjourn. The Senate is without a 
quorum, and refuses to adjourn. ` 

Mr. ANTHONY. Two Senators have come 
in since. Thereisa quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent, the Chair can assume that there is a 
quorum, and proceed with business. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isuppose the Chair can 
ascertain, by an actual investigation, that there is 
a quorum present. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators have 
come in since the vote was had, and the Chair 
entertains no doubt that there is a quorum pres- 
ent; but there is no official record of that fact. 

Mr. GREEN. I will inquire of the Chair what 
number constitutes a quorum? 

-The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not choose to decide that question. It is for 
the Senate to decide. 

Mr. GREEN. I should like to have that ques- 
tion decided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion 
of the Chair, it requires thirty-four to make a 
| quorum, 

i} Mr. RICH. 


I have no desire to lend myself, 
or to he instrumental in breaking up a quorum; 
and F wish to say that I am here, and if my vote 
will make a quorum, Iam ready to give it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
ng doubt that there is a quorum present. 

Mr. GREEN. Then [| cannot raise the point 
of order, if there isa quorum present; but I really 
think it very important that at some proper time 
i! we should raise that question, and have it decided 


by the Senate. 
i Mr. SEWARD. It is not important now, 
|! because we want to get through with this bill. 
Mr. GREEN. I do not raise it at all. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments reported from the select committec to the 
first five sections of the bill will now be read. 

The Secretary read the first amendment reported 
I| by the select committee in the first seetion, to strike 
out “two’’ and insert “ten;’? so as to make the 
clause read: 

vided, That no stipulation or contract shal} be made 
t the United States from reimbursing any sum 
under the authority of this act, at any time after 


ae expiration of ten years from the ist day of July next, 
Z 


Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to have that stricken 
i out, and to insert instead of it the following: 

No contract shalt be made to prevent the United States 
from redecming this loan after twenty years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island move that as an amend- 
ment to the amendment? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear that 
amendment reported again. I did nothearit. I 
thought the Senator from Rhode Island was 
through with his amendments, 

The Secretary again read it. 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 suggest to the Senator from 
Rhode Island to let that remain as it is, at ten 
years. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Well, I bave no objection. 
Let it stand as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendmentis withdrawn. T'he ques- 
tion is on the amendment reported from the select 
committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the select committee 
was, in the same clause, to strike out “ six ” and 
insert “ twenty,” so as to make it read: 

And no contract shall be made to prevent the redemp- 
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tion of the same at any time after the expiration of twenty 
years trom the said 1st day of July next. ’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the third section. 
That section of the bill reads as follows: 

‘That before awarding said loan, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall cause to be inserted in two of the public 
newspapers of the city of Washington, and in one or more 
public newspapers in other cities of the United States, 
public notice that sealed proposals for such loan will be 
received, &c. 

The amendment proposes to alter the section so 
as to make it read: 


That before awarding any of said loan, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall, as the exigencies of the public service 
require, cause to be-inserted in two of the public newspa- 


pers of the city of Washington, and in one or more public 
newspapers in other citics of the United States, public no- 
tice that sealed proposals for so much of said loan as is 
required, will be received, &c. 

Mr. HUNTER. - What is the effect of this 
lastamendment? I should liketo know. I thought 
the Senator was through with his amendments 
long since. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is that they shall adver- 
tise for so much of this loan as the public exigen- 
cies require, instead of the whole of it. , 

Mr. BIGLER. It issimply a provision that 
they shall advertise for a part and not the whole 
of it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to alter the proviso 
to the fifth section, in these words, ‘‘ Provided, 
"That no stock shall be disposed of at less than its 
par value;’’ so as to make it read: 

Pravided, That not more than $5,000,000 of said stock 
shall be disposed of at one time. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is the effect of this amend- 
ment to permit them to dispose of the stock at 
less than its par value ? 

Mr, POLK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thought the amendment 
introduced this morning was to cnable them to 
substitute Treasury notes in order to prevent that, 
because, if they can do both, tben 1 am unwilling 
to agree to it; but I thought it very fair to allow 
them, if they cannot get the stock off at par, to 
issue these Treasury notes. Í have no doubt 
they could get them off on more casy terms; but 
to say they may do either, that they may sell the 
stock, no matter how low, I think is wrong. 
They are sufficiently protected by the Treasury 
note amendment. Tyould not add to it this dis- 
cretion to sell the Government stock at anything 
the Secretary chooses. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I suppose the Senator would 
prefer, if 99 were offered for this stock, to take it 
rather than issue Treasury notes. 

Mr. HUNTER. That isan extreme case. I 
would not prefer to allow the Scerctary to take 
69 or 59. I think it is sufficiently protected by 
allowing him to issue Treasury notes instead of 
this loan, and I am unwilling to give him ualim- 
ited discretion on the subject. 

Mr. SIMMONS. How much would the Sen- 
ator be willing to limit it at? 

Mr. HUNTER. | think the substitution of 
Treasury notes is suflicient. I think he ought to 
be required to put out the stock at par; or, if he 
cannot do that, to issue Treasury notes. I would 
rather issue Treasury notes than sell stock under 
par. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed that there are no further amendments 
from the select committee. 

Mr. WILSON. I propose to amend the fif- 
teenth section, in the ninth line, by inserting after 
the word “ton” these words, “on jute butts, $5 
per ton.” 1 wish to explain this amendment, 
Jute butts are worth about half the valuc of jute. 
The ordinary jute is from four to six feet in length. 
These butts are some six or eight inches, and are 
used generally to make paper; and are less than 
half, or about, the value of jute. If the duty was 
fixed at the same rate, or at an ad valorem rate, or 
taxed aceording to what they are really worth, 
they would be imported into the country for th 
purpose of making paper chiefly and mainly. I 
therefore move this amendment for the purpose 
of inercasing their importation into the country. 
{think it will add to the revenue of the country. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is right. 

Mr. POLK. Is that article used for cordage 
aiall? 


e 


Mr. WILSON. No, sir; jute is used for the 
purpose of making gunny-bags. "The ordinary, 


jute is from four to six feet in length. These are 


the butts, which are from six to eight or nine 
inches in length, which are‘brought into the coun- 
try to make paper, and are of about half the value 
of the jute itself. Ifthe duty is put at a reason- 
able rate, it will be brought into the country largely 
for those purposes; and F think it will increase 
the-revenue. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POLK. I move to strike out the thirty- 
first section of the bill. Itis the section that pro- 
vides for a drawback on this unmanufactured 
hemp, which, by a preceding section—the one to 
which I offered an amendment some time ago— 
pays $35 a ton. By this section, when that hemp 
is manufactured and exported, there is a draw- 
back on it, less 10 per-cent. This will not inter- 
fere therefore with the interests spoken of by the 
Senator from Maine; for while the duty is puton 
the cordage that may be used in Mainé, manu. 
factured out of this imported hemp, and on all 
the cordage used in this country, it is taken off 
where the cordage is manufactured and exported 
to foreign countries, so that it is a duty intended 
exclusively for the benefit of the manufacturers, 

The Secretary read the section proposed to be 
stricken out, as follows: 

“ Sec. 31, And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be allowed a draw- 
back on foreign hemp manufactured into cordage in the 
United States, ant exported therefrom, equal in amount to 
the duty paid on the forcign hemp from which it shall be 
manufactured, to be ascertained under such regulations as 
shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
no more: Provided, ‘That 10 per centum on the amount of 
all drawbacks so allowed shall be retained for the use of 
the United States, by the collectors‘ paying such draw- 
backs respectively.” 

Mr. BIGLER. Hf this section is carricd out 
properly, it is one of the soundest in principle that 
there is in the bill, or that there is in any similar 
system. It is simply this: the raw material is 
allowed to come into the country to be manufac- 
tured, and a drawback given when it is exported. 
If Russian hemp is broughtinto the United States, 
manufactured, and exported, who is injured? 
What interest can possibly suffer by it? Itis giv- 
ing your own citizens a productive labor. It is 
based upon the most universally-admitted prin- 
ciples of political economy, those taught by Say 
and Smith. I do not know that it is liable to 
abuse. If it is abused, that is one thing; but in 
itself it is right. The Senator will discover the 
game provision in reference to old iron. Provis- 
ion is made by which old iron is allowed to come 
in and be manufactured and exported without 
duty. 

Mr. POLK. I think itis a thing that is very 
much liable to abuse. There is the difficulty 
about it. It is liable to extensive and almost un- 
limited abuse. It will operate as a fraud on the 
Treasury. The Senator from Pennsylvania says 
the same principle is carried out in regard to old 
iron. But that is confined to one kind of old iron 
only. Lapprehend that the Senator would not 
like to extend it to all kinds of iron that may be 
imported into the country, and then manufac- 
tured and reéxported. 
merely provides that railroad iron, a particular 
kind of old iron, when it is remanufactured, may 
be sent out of the country, and a drawback to the 
amount of the duties may be paid. That is true 
in regard to the iron interest; but when it comes 
to hemp, it is extended to all the Russian hemp, 
to all the unmanufactured hemp. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ido not suppose there are 
a hundred pounds of Russian hemp reéx ported 
ina year. There is some Manilla hemp made 
into cordage for the running rigging of vessels; 
that is made better in this country than in any 
other part of the world; and if we had a draw- 
back on it, we could supply almost all nations. 


It is the running rigging of vessels that this sec- | 


tion is intended for; and we retain 10 per cent. of 
the dutics when it is reéxported. 

Mr. POLK called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 11, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, and 
Wigfall—ll. 3 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandicr, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 


This bill does not give | 
any such latitude of application to iron, at all. It 


rih, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, ° 
Wade; Wilkinson, and Wilson—25. 


“an additional section to. the bill: 


Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Latham, Mor-/ 
‘en Eyck, Trumbull, : 


So the amendment was rejected. 0 i Ay eia 
Mr. WILSON... I propose as- an amendment, 


And be it further enacted, That when goods imported from: 
a foreign country are sent to bonded: stores:or public stores 
by order of thé collector, and it shall appedr bya notice 
sent by the master, owner, or consignee of: the vessel in- 
which the -goods were imported to the. keeper: of said 
bonded stores or public stores that the-freight and charges. 
pave not been paid, it shall he lawful for said: Keeper of: 
said stores to detain said goods for five days after’ the ré- 
ceipt. of permit, and it shall be lawful for ‘said ‘master,: 
owner, or consignee to take legal proceedings against said: 
goods within. said five days, to secure the payment of 
freight and charges; and if, by action of the collector, said 
goods shall be sold after the duties and storage:sha}l have’ 
been paid, out of such proceeds‘ the freight and: charges, 
with interest thereon, shall be paid out of the residue of 
such proceeds, unless the same shalt have been previously. 
paid to the party entitled to receive the same. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that proposes 
to secure the ship-owner; but what is the “ res- 
idue” to be sold for? I understand that portion. 
which is to secure the ship-owner; but the amend- 
ment speaks of the residue being sold, I believe. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘Ifsold by order of the col- 


lector.” : 

Several Senators. ‘¢Ifsold?”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. If sold under existing laws? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. FESSENDENT® It is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER: I have a few small amend-. 
ments that I should like to propose. On page'l2,’ 
section seven, line. one hundred and seven, after 
the word “on,” I move to insert “skates cost= 
ing 20 cents or less per pair,.6 cents per pair; on 
those costing over 20 cents per pair, 30 per centum 
ad valorem.” This makes no difference in the 
existing law except as to skates costing 20 cents 
or less. There is 30 per cent.; but in consequence 
of the fraudulent invoices, a great many àre in- 
voiced at a low rate, so that they really pay no 
duty, or one of no consequence. The amendment 
is only to put a specific duty on those costing 20 
cents orless, which is about the same duty as on 
those above. oo 

The amendment was agreed to. a fag 

Mr. FOSTER. On page 22; section thirteen, 
line one hundred and two, after the word ‘ val- 
orem,” I move to insert “ on bunting.” IT do not 
think, myself, that this will make any alteration 
in the bill at all; but there is a little ambiguityas 
it stands, and that article might, by one construc- 
tion, fall under the 25 per cent. duty, instead vof 
the 30. My object is to put it where I think the 
bill now puts it,at 30. This, I would say, is what 
our national flag is always made of, and, at the 
present time, it is imported entirely from foreign 
countries; there is not a yard of it made in this 
country. If we fight a foreign nation, we have to 
fight them under a flag which they make for us; 
or, at all events, we are quite liable to fight a na- 


| tion to which we are indebted for the flag under 


which we fight. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

Mr. FOSTER. On. page 26, section sixteen, 
line sixteen, after the word ‘ buttons,” I move 
to insert * button cloths.’ That is inthe 30 per 
cent. list. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER. On.the motion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, the other day, from section 
nineteen, line eighty-six, page 32, certain.articles, 
“saddlery,coach, andharness, and hardware,” 
were transferred from that section to the twen- 
ticth section, I think, after line twenty-five, on page 
37. I move that that clause which.reads thus: 
“ Saddlery, coach, and harness hardware, silver- 
plated, brass, brass-plated,’’ &e., be transferred 
to page 41, at the beginning of line fifty-one, so 
as to come in the 30 per cent. schedule. 

Mr. BIGLER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut propose to transfer the cheap kinds of 
saddlery, the burnished and tinned, as well as 
the silver-plated? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BIGLER. I think the ordinary article 
ought to remain in the 20 per cent. 

Mr. FOSTER. The ordinary saddlery to which 
Į allude, and to which the Senator alludes, is made 
of wire, manufactured probably in Pennsylvania, 
but not at the East, on which, by this bill, there 
is a duty levied of about 40 per cent, It is raised 
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very much above the present duty. The wire is 
the raw material to the manufacturer of these 
articles, and he, by this bill, pays a duty of 40 
per cent. on the raw material; and T think, if we 
give him a duty on the manufactured article of 
only 30 per cent., the Senator from Pennsylvania 
ought not to complain. . 

Mr. BIGLER. ‘The Senator is totally mistaken 
about the duty on iron. 

Mr. FOSTER. lam not mistaken, with all 
deférence to the Senator; because I have a letter 
from the most. intelligent manufacturer in my 
State, in which he says that he uses between 
four and: five hundred tons of this wire, on which, 
by this bill, he will pay a duty of 40 per cent.; 
and | ask, as a matter of partial justice to him, 
that, after we tax him 40 per cent. on the raw 
material, we allow him at least 30 per cent. on the 
manufactured article. It would seem to me to be 
gross injustice to refuse it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut will be 
read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Strike. out, in page 37, from the list of goods paying a 
duty of 20 per centum ad valorem, “saddlery, coach, and 
harness, hardware, silver-plated, brass, brass: plated, or 
covered, common, tinued, burnished, or japanned, not oth- 
erwise provided for;”? and insert these words after line 
fitty, page 41, in the list of articles paying a duty of 39 per 
centum ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I move, on page 49, inline 
eighty-nine, after the words “copper ore,” to 
insert ‘5 per cent,” 

Mr, SIMMONS. Thatought not to be put in 
that section, because the articles there are exempt 
from duty. lf the Senator wants that amendment 
made, he should propose to transfer copper ore 
to some other section, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand there is no 
duty now on copper ore. 

Mr. BIGLER. Tsuggest to the Senator that 
he withhold his amendment until the bill comes 
into the Senate. in the mean time, he, can look 
up the proper place for it, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no objection to the 
Senator’s proposition. I will do almost anything 
to get a little money in. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well, I withdraw the 
amendment at present. 

Mr.SUMNER,. I propose an amendment that 
will add to the uniformity of the bill, in relation 
to paintings and statuary. In the free list we find 
“all other paintings and statuary, provided the 
same be imported in good faith as objects of taste 
and not of merchandise.’ I propose to transfer 
into that list, and place in connection with paint- 
ings and statuary, the clause “< engravings or 
phates, bound or unbound.” ‘They are obviously 
in the same category, and they ought to be inthe 
same condition, so far as the duty is concerned. 
I will therefore make the motion in this form: to 
strike out on page 30, line thirty-five 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is a great differ- 


ence between engravings and paintings. 


Mr. SUMNER. Excuse me until L state my 
motion, 1 move to strike out ‘ engravings, or 


plates bound or unbound,” in line thirty-five of 


page 30, and to insert these words after the word | 


£ statuary,” and before the word t provided,” 


in line one hundred and cighty-three of page 53; | 


so that it will read in this way: 


Paintings and statuary, the production of American 4 
abroad, and all other paintings and statuary, and cn 
ings or plates, bound or unbound: Provided, The same be 
imported ip good faith as objects of taste and not of mer- 
ehandise. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
ever get any duties on statuary and engravings 
after that, for everybody will import them as 
matters of taste. 

Mr. SUMNER. Paintings and statuary are in 
that condition now. There is no duty ou them, 
provided they are imported in good faith as ob- 
jects of taste and not of merchandise. I simply 
propose to put other works of art—engravings 
and plates, bound or unbound—in the same con- 
dition with paintings and statuary, ** provided the 
same be imported in good faith as objects of tast 
and not of merchandise.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SIMMONS, There is a single word omit- 
ted. On page 46, in the sixteenth line, after the 


a 
e 


I do not suppose you will | 


| which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 


word “ medals,” I move to insert“ regalia.” This 
ig in the free list. z 

The amendment was agreed to... 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. “Will the Sen- 
ate vote upon the amendments which have been 
made as in Committee of the Whole, in the ag- 
gregate, or on each amendment separately? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the Senate will vote 
upon the amendments in the aggregate, except the 
one putting a duty upon very coarse wool. ‘That 
{ want excepted. 

Mr. LANE. I think this is the proper time to 
move my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The billis be- 
fore the Senate, and is still open for amendment. 

Mr. LANE. Then I move the amendment 
which has been printed, and lies on the table. 

Mr. FOSTER. I suggest that the question is 
on the amendments reported from the Committee 
of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
stands corrected. 

Mr. GRIMES. Do I understand that the bill 
has been reported to the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 call for a separate vote on 
that amendment which levies a duty on tea and 
coffee. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think we had better adjourn 
now, and let the amendments lie over, so that we 
can examine them and sce which we wish to ex- 
cept. Tam willing that the vote shall be taken 
in gross on those which may not be excepted to; 
but unless time be given tocxamine them, I shall 
have to call fora separate vote now upon each 
one by itself, 

Mr. POLK. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. The bill is in the Senate;and 
I meve that the Senate adjourn. j 

Mr. LANE. [ desire to know whether my 
amendment is now pending, so that we shall have 
a vote upon it in the morning, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
inform the Senator from Oregon that the question 
must first be taken on the other amendments. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Lask that the motion to 
adjourn be withdrawn, in order that P may male 
one word of explanation. I understood the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Breker] to state 
that it was universally understood on the other 
side of the Chamber that we should come toa vote 
and finish this bill to-morrow. I wish to know, 
before we adjourn, whether that is the understand- 
ing; because if it is not, we had better sit to-night, 
and go on with the bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is the general intention. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. = [f that is the general un- 
derstanding, tam willing to consent to an adjourn- 
ment now, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That cannot 
be the subject ofany motion or vote by the Senate. | 
The question is on the motion that the Senate 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


The Chair 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turspay, February 19, 1861. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 

"The Journal of yesterday wasrcadand approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid | 
before the House a communication from the Post- | 
master General, travsmiting, agreeably to the | 
provision of the eleventh section of the act of Con- 


gress approved August 26, 1842, a statement of 
clerks and other persons employed in that Depart- | 
ment during the year ending December 30, 1560; 


printed. 

Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, transmitting, agreeably to the requirement 
of the twentieth section of an act of Congress of 
August 26, 1842, a detailed statement of the ex- 
penditure of the contingent fund of the Post Office 
Department, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1860; which was haid en the table,and ordered to 
be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. | 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parrox, $ 


one of their clerks, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
the bill making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1862. 


NATIONAL CONVENTION. 


Mr. FENTON IJ have a resolution which Į 
shall propose as a substitute for the report of the 
committee of thirty-three; and I ask that it be 
printed. ; , 

The resolution, which was read, is as follows: 

Whereas the Constitution prescribes, in article five, that 
“the Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall 
deem it necessary. shall propose amendments to the Con- 
stitution, or on the application of the Legislatures of two 
thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for pro- 
posing amendments which, in either case, shall be valid to 
alt intents and purposes, as part of this Constitution when 
ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of-the several 
States, or by convention in three fourths thereof 3”? and 
whereas varied and conflicting opinions prevail among the 
members of this House in regard to the causes which have 
produced the unhappy disturbances now afflicting our coun- 
try, and in regard to the proper mode of quieting and adjust- 
ing these disturbances, and guarding against their future 
occurrence: Therefore, 

Resolved, That, inthe judgment of this House, the proper 
tribunal to which all existing disturbing questions, should 
be referred, for deliberate consideration and final settle- 
ment, is a convention of delegates from the several States 
ofthe Union, to be called in the mode prescribed in the 
Constitution. 

The resolution was laid on the table, and or- 


dered to be printed. 
SPECIAL PRINTING. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, by unanimouscon- 
sent, introduced the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the account for printing done by order of 
the select committee appointed to investigate the late-ab- 
straction of Indian trust bonds be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House, as audited by said committee. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. FOSTER. I desire to state to the House 
that I yesterday voted inadvertently upon what 
is called the force bill. 1 was paired off with Mr. 
Winrrexrey; and I ask that my vote be withdrawn. 

No objection being made, the Journal was cor- 
rected accordingly. 

Mr. CURTIS. 
business. 

EXPENSES OF CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentleman will yield 
to me for a single moment, to permit me to offer 
a resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. What is it? 

Mr. DAWES. It isa simple resolution from 
the Committee of Elections. It will not take a 
minute. I am instructed by the Committee of 
Elections to report the following resolution: 

Resolved, That such expenses as the Committee of Ac- 
counts of the House shall find have been actually and ne- 
cessatily incurred in the prosecution or defense of the 
several election cases from the States of Michigan, Ken- 
tucky, Missouri, New York, Maryland, and the Territory 
of Nebraska, during the present Congress, sball be allowed 
and paid out of the misecHaneous item of the appropriation 
for the contingent expenses of the House. 

Mr. BRANCH. Thatresolution is a little too 
broad, and I must object to it. Itdoes notspecify 
such expenses as have been incurred by the com- 
mittee, or under their order; but would cover all 
the expenses incurred by contestants. I do not 
know what the purpose of the committee is. 

Mr. DAWES. The design is to cover the ex- 
penses of witnesses and the printing of documents 
and briefs for the use of the committee. 

Mr. SICKLES. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Massachusetis that he agree to the modifi- 
cation of the resolution suggested by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ihave no sort of objection to 
the resolution if it is so worded as to pay no eX- © 
penses except those which have been incurred for 
the committee and by its orders, But, of course, 
Tam unwilling that Congress shall pay for print- 
ing done for contestants before the committec. 

Mr. DAWES. No printing is designed to be 
covered by the resolution, except the printing of 
the briefs for the use ofthe committee. ‘The com- 
mittee requested the contestants to have their briefs 
printed for the use of the committee. The expense 
of that printing is included in the resolution. 

Mr. BRANCH. All that would be covered by 
the language which I suggest. 


I call for the regular order of 


lan 
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Mr. DAWES. What is that? 

Mr. BRANCH. “All such expenses as have 
oeen incarred by or under the order of the com- 
mittee.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. It is designed to extend further 
than that, and to pay the expenses of witnesses 
who were called before the committee, and who 
were called before commissioners in the country. 
That is all. 


Mr. BRANCH. With that statement from thee 


gentleman, I will make no objection to the reso- 
lution. 
The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE MILITIA. 


Mr. CURTIS. I must now insist on the reg- 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the bill reported yes- 
terday from the Committee on Military Affairs 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Srawron,] 
supplementary to several acts now in force to 
poe for calling forth the militia to execute the 

aws of the Union, to suppress insurrection, and 
repel invasion. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I feel that it 
is due to the House that I should say a word or 
two about the object of the committee in report- 
ing the bill, as T find that there is much miscon- 
ception and misapprehension in regard to it. It 
seems to be supposed that we contemplate by this 
bill to raise an army to march into the seceding 
States of the Confederacy and subjugate them. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the House 
for a moment to the law which the bill propascs 
to amend, so as to show the necessity for some 
legislation. The law of 1795 provides in the first 
section for authorizing the President to call out 
the militia to suppress insurrection in any State 
against the authority of the State. The second 
section provides for calling out the militia for the 
purpose o 
where they are resisted by combinations too pow- 
erful to be overcome by the ordinary civil pro- 
cesses and by the civil officers, In my judgment, 
that law covers the case of an insurrection against 
the authority of the United States, and authorizes 
the calling ‘out of the militia for the purpose of 
putting down an insurrection against the author- 
ity of the United States. Bat I find that the late 
Attorney General, Mr. Black, has expressed a 

‘different opinion to the President of the United 
States, of this section of the law 
it only authorizes the President to cail out the 
militia to aid the officer of the court—the marshal 


—in the exccution of process directed to him,and | 


to overcome combinations against the execution 
of some particular law, and does not authorize 
the calling out of the militia for the purpose of 
putting down a general insurrection against the 
authority of the United States. In my judgment, 
the law was intended to go that far; but in order 
to remove doubt and ambiguity, and to avoid any 
obscurity, the Committee on Military Affairs 
deemed it their duty to report this bill, extending 
the provision of the law of 1795, so as to make it 
apply notonly to a case of resistance to a specific 
law, but to a case where there is resistance to the 
authority of the United States and to the execu- 
tion of any of its laws. 

Mr. SICKLES. Will th 
an interruption? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SICKLES. Do | understan 
of the premises up 
that there is a general insurre 
authority of the United States? 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SICKLES. Then the gentleman differs 
broadly with the President. elect, who says that 


e gentleman yield to 


à that it is one 


ction against the 


there is no danger, no trouble; and treats the idea | 


of apprehension with ridicule. There is a great 
discrepancy here. 

Mr. STANTON. Iam acting upon my own 
responsibility here in relation to this matter. Bat 
I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that upon the theory of 


the present Administration that the right to secede ! 


is not a constitutional right, and that the action of 
the States that have assumed to secede is revolu- 


tionary action, this sccession can be treated in no i I do not 


f aiding in the execution of the laws, | 


, and holds that j 


on which this bill is founded | 


other light @y the constituted authorilies of the 
country, to whatever party they may belong, than 
in the light of an insurrectionary or revolutionary 
proceeding. Whether it requires the measures 
which we have proposed to institute for preven- 
tion, is a question about which men may well 
differ; but as to the nature of the thing, there is 
no difference of opinion, as I understand it, be- 
tween the present Administration and gentlemen 
upon this side of the House and the incoming 
Administration. 

Mr. SICKLES. As to that point, I want to 
make one remark. The present Administration 
has not asked for any such legislation as this; 
and if the next Administration concurs with the 
present one, in that point of view, this bill ought 
to be abandoned now and-here. This Adminis- 
tration does notsee that such a law can be brought 
into use; and if Mr. Lincoln is authority for the 
next Administration, he certainly secs no dan- 
ger which requires the employment of a Federal 
Army for the purpose of subjugating the seceding 
States, 

Mr. STANTON. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from New York, that nobody has any idea 
of subjugating anybody, except to enforce the 
laws with the exhibition ofthe least possible force. 

Mr. CURTIS. The President says, in his an- 
nual message: “Secession is revolution; it may 
be justifiable revolution, but nevertheless it is rev- 
olution.” Those are the very words of the Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. SICKLES. There are many kinds of 
revolution, and some that do not require force. 

Mr. STANTON. If I have the floor, I prefer 
not to interrupted. What the existing Adminis- 
tration would do if it were charged with the re- 
sponsibility of administering the Government for 
the next four years, I do not know; but the fact 
that the existing Administration, whose lease of 
power expires In two weeks, does not decm it 
necessary, during that interval, to call for any 
additional powers, furnishes no reason why, in 
the judgment of patriotic and intelligent men, such 
necessity may not arise during the four years of 
the incoming Administration. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STANTON. I hope I will not be inter- 


suo 
Mr. WINSLOW. I do not want to interrupt 
the gentleman. I only rise to ask a question for 
information. I suggest tothe gentleman that, as 
there is some doubt in the Committee on Military 
Affairs as to the necessity of this bill, and as the 
bill is not yet printed, ought he not let the ques- 
tion go over till the bill is printed? 

Mr. STANTON. I propose to go on, and 
finish my remarks now. 

Mr. SICKLES. Let him wait, and gee what 
the peace congress may do. 

Mr. STANTON. We are within ten days of 
the close of Congress: 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Will the gentle- 


i man allow me to make a remark ? 


Mr. STANTON. Gentlemen will please not 


| interrupt me. We are now within ten days of the | 
expiration of the present Congress. If this bill 


| is to pass at all, it must pass without unneces- 


sary delay. It will have to go to the Senate, 
where there is no previous question, and where 
interminable delay may be interposed. The com- 


mittee have, in deference to the condition of pub- | 
lic sentiment, and toavoid any unnecessary causes 


of excitement, delayed the introduction of this 
measure, and did not report the bill till the very 
latest day to which they could withhold it with- 
out endangering its ultimate passage. 

I wil! state what I understand to be the present 
condition of things, and what Í understand to be 
the necessity that exists for the passage of such 
a measure as this. The incoming Administra- 


| tion does not desire to be under the necessity of 


running counter to the opinion of the Attorney 
Generai under the present Administration, and of 
subjecting itself to the charge of usurpation, by 
exercising powers the existence of which is de- 
nied by that officer. It therefore desires, by reme- 
dial jegislation, to cure that defect and omission. 
We have before us six seceding States organized 
into a separate hostile confederacy. His said that 
it is about to have, in thirty days, anarmy of fifty 
regiments, backed up by a fund of $14,000,000. 

know what authority there is for the 


| 
| 


statement, but so the xumor goes, No 
two things must be done-—— i000 0 St A 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I desireto 
correct the gentleman, The southern confederacy 
vis not hostile. Its government desires- to- be 
friendly. : oe Be 

Mr. STANTON. So understand. Itregards 
the right of sectssion as a constitutional tight, 
and on that idea ‘claims to be friendly; but not 
recognizing that theory, we cannot:so regar ; 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker. ; 

Mr. STANTON. The géntleman from Penn- 
sylvania must excuse me, f i g 2 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire to ‘ask one 
question. f Pe 

Mr. STANTON. Icannotyield. Mr. Speaker, 
we have the important ports of Charleston; Sa- 
vannah, and New Orleans, in which the'authori- 
ties of the United States are superseded, where 
its laws cannot be executed, and where no duties 
can be collected, unless some mode. be adopted, 
aside from the ordinary mode of collection. One 
of two things has to be done: either this right of 
secession has to be recognized, the execution of 
the laws of the United States in these ports to'be 
abandoned, or they must be treated as’free ports, 
and all the foreign commerce of the country dì- 
verted from the ports of Boston,.New York, Phil- 
adelphia, and Baltimore; or else the duties on im- 
ported goods must be collected at those ports, or 
they may be suspended as ports of entry, and 
their commerce made illegitimate. 

One of these two things must be done. Now, 
I take it there are very few gentlemen that are 
prepared to say that the authority of the United 
States over those ports shall be surrendered. and 
abandoned; that the whole foreign commerce of 
the country shall change its course and go to 
those ports for the purpose of escaping duties. 
That, take it, there are very few gentlemen pre~ 
pared to recognize as a state of things which is to 
be allowed to continue. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt that it is 
the expectation of the incoming Administration 
either to collect duties at those ports by vessels of 
war stationed off their harbors, or, by some meas- 
ure to be authorized at this session of Congress, 
to close their ports, and not regard them any 
longer as ports of entry.. Onc of these things has 
to be, and inevitably must be done. Now, if the 
southern confederacy should treat that as a hos- 
tile act, an act of war, and should organize. an 
armed force to make an aggressive war upon the 
United States, this Government must be placed 
in a position to protect and defend itself. I do 
pot, myself, suppose that even the possession of 
the forts in the southern States will be regarded 
as a matter of sufficient practical importance to 
imperil the peace of the country by attempting 
théir recapture, until all hopes of a peaceable ad- 
justment are abandoned. But if there should be 
‘a hostile attack made on vessels of the United 
States stationed off southern ports, if that mode 
of executing the laws should be resisted by march- 
ing southern armies into northern States, or by 
secking the capture of the capital of the Republic, 
then the Administration must be placed in a po- 
sition to protect and defend itself against aggres- 
sion. 

Look at the condition of things. Suppose that, 
by some untoward collision, the States of Virginia 
and Maryland should, within twenty or thirty 
days after the 4th of March, be precipitated into 
acis of secession? We have now in the Army of 
the United States eighteen thousand men, when it 
ismustercd toits maximum strength. Thesetroops 
are scattered over California, Oregon; Washing- 
ton, New Mexico,and Texas; and you could not, 
in sixty days, concentrate in this capital five thou- 
sand men belonging to the regular Army. Are 
we, and are the personnel of the Government, to, 
be exposed to capture as prisoners of war? Is 
the capital. of the nation, are the archives, tb? 
seals, the symbols of sovereignty, all to be ex- 
posed to an invasion that may happen within 
twenty or thirty days after the rising of the pres- 
ent session of Congress? Does any gentleman 
desire such a state of things? Sir, this bill is 
called for and desired for no other purpose than 
those of defense and protection, and for the exer- 
cise of such Force as may be indispensable in col- 
lecting the revenues in the least possible offensive 
manner. 


Mr. SIMMS. I call the attention of the gen- 
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tleman from Ohio to this clause of the Constitu- 
tion: 

“No preference shall be given by any regulation of com- 
merce or revenue to the ports of one State over those of 
another.” i i 

T understand the gentleman to say that the rev- 
enues must be in the seceding States collected, or 
the ports.closed. I ask the gentleman if, under 
this provision of the Constitution, he believes this 
Congress has the right to pass laws to close the 
ports of any seceding States, while he holds`to 
the idea that these seceding States constitute a 
part of. the Government? il that not be exer- 
cising a preference in favor of the ports of “one 
State over that of another” in regulating its com- 
merce? ` 

Mr.STANTON. Iam not now discussing that 
question, and do not know that the incoming Ad- 
ministration will resort to that mode of attempt- 
ing to execute the laws. Whether the closing of 
certain ports by taw would be giving preference 
to one.port over another, is a question which I do 
not. think it necessary now to discuss. fdo not 
think there is any constitutional dificulty about 
it. I think that Congress has plenary power over 
locating ports of entry. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I have no question 
myself as to the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to close the ports of any State—even all the 
ports of that State. But Lam informed by the 
gentleman from Ohio, that itis his opinion that 
our southern borders are in asiateof revolution. I 
ask him this question: whether it is the intent of 
the friends of this bill—-for I shall be guided in 
my action on the bill by his answer—to precipi- 
taie, through its instrumentality, an armed force 
on the scene of that trouble, for its suppres- 
sion? 

Mr. STANTON, 


I apprehend that no man 
contemplates marchin 


g a single hostile foot into 
the territory of any State of this Confederacy; 
never, until it is absolutely necessary in self-de- 
fense, and until southern armies are marched on 
northern soil, or on the soil of this capital. Never. 
That is not contemplated, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then, do I under- 
stand my friend from Ohio to say that this meas- 
ure is proposed simply asa purely defensive meas- 
ure? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. A defensive meas- 
ure against revolution? 

Mr, STANTON. Entirely so. 

Mr. JOHN COCLIRANE. Not for the sup- 
pression ofrevolution. L hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will find bis opportunity of enlightening the 
country by explaining how the efficacy and force 
of this bill will not be, instead of defending the 
country against revolution, to subjugate revolu- 
tion. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 do not precisely under- 
stand the remark of the gentleman, 

Mr. CURTIS. [do not care which way you 
take it, Lamsfor it either way. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 suppose, of course, any 
disoretion may be abused, ‘The Army may.be 
used for improper purposes by any Administra- 
tion under existing laws. We must, under any 
circumstances, and under every Administration, 
trust something to the inteligence and pratiousm 
of these who control the Government of the Re- 
public. 

Mr. SIMMS. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio whether, under this bill, there is any 
limit to the number of volunteers that may be 
called out; and to call his attention to the differ- 
ence there is in this respect between ‘this bill and 
the foree bill of 1833. 1 wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether, under this, the President may not 
call into requisition a million men, or rather, ac- 
cept them, for any purpose whatever, and thus 


ineur a debt of millions and hundreds of millions | 


of dollars, not for the invasion of the southern 
Stotes, but merely as an arm of defense, and for 
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aws. Nothing more, and | 


: question 


pose of this question at this time, asat any other, 
and I ask for the previous question. . 

Mr. BOCOCK. Then we are not to obtain a 
hearing upon this declaration of war. This is the 
first time in the history of this country that we 
have been precipitated into a war under the pre- 
vious question, and I call upon the men who in- 
tend to stand up for the peace of this country to 
resist this bill, and resist it to the last. I move 
to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I call for 
the yeas and nays upon that motion. 

Mr. STANTON. I want simply to say that I 
call the previous question, for the reason that this 
bill only comes up during the morning hour; and 
if we are to continue it from day to day for dis- 
cussion during the morning hour, we shall never 
come to a voteuponitat all. The morning hour 
has already been more than half consumed, and 
delay is unavoidable, unless, by the previous 
question, the special order is superseded. I there- 
fore must insist upon the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio permit me onc moment? J understand him 
to say that the only reason which induces him to 
call the previous question at this time is, that by 
the expiration of the morning hour, he will be cut 
off from the further consideration of the bill. 
Now, I undertake to say that, if the gentleman 
will allow the discussion of this bill to go on, so 
far as this side of the House is concerned, he 
shall have more than the morning hour to con- 
sider itin. Your side of the House has a major- 
ity here; and you have put through nearly every 
important measure here under the gag of the pre- 
vious question, We have had no opportunity to 
discuss them; but L give them notice that, if all 
discussion is cut off upon this bill, you can never 
pass it through this House so long as there are 
thirty or forty of us to call the yeas and nays. 


But if the gentleman will allow the discussion to 


go on, we will agree to any condition that he may 
want in respect to the special order. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, sir; I will propose a 
compromise. As I said, this bill only comes up 
in the morning hour. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If you pass this 
bill, it will be the morning hour to this Republic. 

Mr. STANTON. The compromise I propose 
is, that the debate upon this bill shall go on for 
to-day, with the understanding that when itshall 
close this evening, the previous question shall be 
ordered, and no factious opposition interposed to 
the final disposition of the bill. 

Mr. BOCOCK. One word more in reply to the 
gentleman from Ohio. I do not think he ought 
to ask us to vote upon this bill to-day. The bill 
has not been printed. Ihave not been able to see 
it, and Have hardly heard it read. I have had no 
opportunity to compare the provisions of this bil 
with the law to which itis an amendment. No 
one on this side of the House has been able to ex- 
amine the provisions of the bill; and yet we are 
asked, under these cirenmstances, without the op- 
portunity of saying a word, upon the mere read- 
ing of a bill declaring war, to vote upon it ‘under 
the operation of the previous question. 

Sir, J tell the gentleman as the Duke of Argyle 
told George LU, that if you intend to convert this 
country into a great hunting-ground, give us an 
opportunity to lift up our voices, that our people 
may hear and prepare for the change, Sir,as the 
Duke of Argyle said to George IHH, when he pro- 
posed to make Scotland a great hunting-ground, 
so I say to him, that our people may be ready 
for the change. 

Mr. STANTON. If gentlemen intend to in- 
terpose factious opposition to this bill, I must ask 
that the rules may be enforced. Discussion is 
not in order. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I wish merely to say, that 
so far as Tam concerned, I ask for no delay in the 
passage of this bill, Lam not only willing, but 
i desire that 
shall force the bill through under the 


antry may know their determ- 
elf, Pam ready to vote. 
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ther. 

Mr. BURNETT. ithi gentloman from 
Ohio perhaps misunderstood me in the position 
I mentioned a moment ago. 


nk the 


the members upon the other side of | 


e they may j 


Let us have the previous | 
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Mr. PRYOR. Irise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Ohio has called the previous 
question, and debate is out of order. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 
has the control of the floor, and I ask his permis- 
sion to set myself right. {do not desire the gen- 
tleman to understand me as consenting to any 
proposition as to the time the House is to come 

oavoteupon this bill. F stated to the gentleman 
that he and his side of the House were in the 
majority in this House, and can sustain the de- 
mand for the previous question whenever they 
may think proper; but I hold that it is the right 
that gentlemen upon this side of the House can- 
not justly be deprived of, to discuss the bill before 
it shall be pressed to a vote. 

Mr. STANTON. I said that I was willing to 
have the debate go on for the whole day if gentle- 
men would make no factious resistance to the 
passage of the bill. f 

Mr. BURNETT. Ido not understand what 
the gentleman means by factious resistance. This 
is a measure for involving the country in war. 

Mr. PRYOR. No debate is in order. Lask 
that the rules may be enforced. 

Mr. ITARRIS, of Maryland. Ihope the gen- 
tleman will yicld to me for a moment. I never 
make a factious resistance to anything in this 
House. I desire to ask him a question in rela- 
tion to this bill. 

Mr. PRYOR. 
enforced. 

The SPEAKER. No debate isin order. The 
question is upon the motion to lay the bill upon 
the table; upon which the yeas and nays are de- 
manded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUGHES. ` I wish simply to make a sug- 
gestion to my friend from Ohio. It is this: that 
the House take a recess and hold a night session 
for the purpose of debating this bill. [Cries of 
“Order!??] This is one of the most important 
measures that ever came before the House. Let 
us have a night session for the purpose of debate. 

Mr. BRANCH. Tam in favor of discussion, 
of course; but unless it can take place in order, 
unless the demand for the previous question can 
be withdrawn, J insist that the debate shall stop; 
and lct the gentleman either stick to the demand 
for the previous question or withdraw it. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I propose that, by 
unanimous consent, the debate upon this special 
order shall be postponed until this bill shall have 
been disposed of. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to discussion. It is 
out of order. I want a vote on the proposition. 

Mr. CORWIN. Lask my fricnd from Ohio to 
withdraw his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. RUST. Irise to a point of order, [want 
to know whether my fricnd from Ohio is in order. 
The motion has been made to lay upon the table, 
and on that motion the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. T understand that, under the rules, noth- 
ing is now in order but the call of the roll. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order on a 
motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. RUST. Then let the rules be enforced. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 68, nays 105; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, AUen, Th 
Willian ©. Anderson, Avecy, Barr, Bocock, Boteler, 
ligny, Brabson, Braneh, Br h, Burnett, Horace 
E. Clark, Jobn B. Clark, John Cochrane, Cox, James Cra 
Burton Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, 
Saglish, Etheridge, Florence, For 

Jamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Jobn TT. Harris, F 
Hindman, William Howard, Hughes, Kunkel, La 
games M. Leach, Leake, Maclay, Mallory, Charl 
Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, MeKenty, Mi 
Laban T. Moore, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Peyton, ry 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Scott, 
mms, Stokes, Stout, Thomas, Valandigham, Vance, 
Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—68. 

NAYS—Messts. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Aley, Bab- 
bitt, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bufiintou, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Car- 
ter, Case, Colfax, Conway, Corwin, Covode, Ca 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwar 

worth, Fenton, Ferry, Frank, French, Goce 

ham, Grow, Gurley, Nall, Helmick, Hickman, W 
Howard, Humphrey. Hutchins, Frvine, Funi 
W. Kellogg, Willian Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgo 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Le snis, J 
Marston, McKean, McKnight, MeP M 
MN ead, Morrill, Edwar 
almer, Perry, Pettit, 


I ask that the rules may be 


omas L. Ande 


ke, Garnett, Gilmer, 
Jatt 
i 


on, 


iat 


Morse, D 
Pottie, Bawi ynoids, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Ch 
opher Robinson, Royce, Sedewiek, Sherman, Somes, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stauton, Stevens, William Stewart, 
Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, 


, tained. from the House by an engagement in the | 


ad 


to preserve order. 
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Van Wyck. Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader | 
C. Washburn, Elihu B, Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Win- | 
dom, Wood, and Woodrutf—105. : 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky, stated that 
his colleague Judge Apams was detained at home 
by sickness. 

Mr. ADRAIN said: Mr. Speaker, I want to 
explain my vote. 

Mr. RUST. I cali the gentleman to order; and 
I insist on the enforcement of the rules. 


Mr. ADRAIN. I suppose that I have the || 
; 1 submit a motion which will receive the general 


[Cries of * Order!’’] 


right to explain my vote. 
-The 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
gentleman will vote. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that the rules will 
be enforced. 

Mr. RUFFIN. Tobject to any explanation of 


votes. 

Mr. ADRAIN. 1 vote to lay the bill upon the 
table, because no opportunity is afforded for dis- 
cussion. {Cries of “Order!’} It ought to be 
discussed. [Cries of “ Order!’’] I vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. BOTELER. I desire to say a word on 
this subject, as a member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. [Cries of «Order !”’] 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object. 
I insist on the Speaker of this House enforcing 
the rales. 

Mr. BOTELER. I presume that I have the 
right to explain my vote, as a question of privi- 
lege. Lama member of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. ADRAIN. There are no privileges here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that no 
debate is in order during the call of the roll. 

Mr. BOTELER. 1 have but a word to say. 
Atevery stage of the progress through the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs of this most ill-timed, 
unwise, and iniquitous measure, I have warred 
against it; and only this morning, I took occasion | 
to warn thé chairman of the committee that he | 
could not devise a more efficient method by which ; 
to destroy the Union, than to persist in pressing | 
itin this way, and at this particular time, through | 
the House. [Cries of Order P7] I vote “ay.” | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs gentlemen | 


Mr. COX. As this is a disunion measure, I 
vote to lay itupon the table. [Cries of“ Order !’’] 

Mr. HINDMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is with | 
great reluctance that f vote for the motion to lay | 
upon the tabie, recognizing the measure as one of | 
the best disunion propositions made in this Con- | 
gress. l wili, however, to remain in good com- | 
pany, vote to lay upon the table. 

Mr. DUNN stated that his colleague, Mr. Hox- | 
MAN, Was paired with Mr. ASHLEY. f 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, the people of | 
the North will regard this as the substitution of 
coercion for justice, as the abandonment of con- | 
ciliation for war. 
Ga we 

Mr. SIMMS stated that his colleague was de- | 


Supreme Court. : 
Mr. PEYTON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Brown, was detained at his room by sickness in | 


his family; and that, if he were present, he would || 


vote to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. CARTER siated that he was requested to 
say to the House that Mr. Foster, of Maine, 
was paired with Mr, Winrezey, of Delaware, 
for the purpose of attending the peace congress. 

Mr. RUST stated that Mr. Barrer was paired 
with Mr. Hats. , 

Mr. VANCE stated that his colleague, Mr. 


; : l 
Suit, was confined to his room by sickness; and | 


that if he were present, he would vote “ay.” 
Mr. GARNETT said that he would make the | 
same statement in regard to his colleagues, Mr. | 


Jenxins and Mr. Smite. They were both absent || } J y 
ii in the American Congress, and too serious every- 


because of illness, and would no doubt vote to | 


lay the bill upon the table, if they were present. ji 


The vote was announced, as above recorded. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Í 
Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Enrolled | 
Bills, reported thatthey had examined, and found | 
truly enrolled, bills of the following titles; when | 
the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. No. 134) for the relief of James Smith; 


(Cries of ‘Order !”?] I vote; 


| 
| 
"i 
il 
| 


A bill (S. No. 227) for the relief of Laura ©. 
Humber, widow of Charles H. Humber; 

A bill (S. No. 225) for the relief of Annie D. 
Reeves; and : 

A bill (S. No. 543) to carry into effect conven- 


| tions between the United States and the Repub- 


lies of New Granada and Costa Rica. 


THE MILITIA—-AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The question récurs on the 
demand for the previous question on the pending 
bill in reference to calling out the militia. 

Mr. CORWIN. Iask my colleague to with- 
draw his demand for the previous questioñ until 


concurrence of the House. 

Mr. STANTON. I withdraw the call for the 
previous question, and yield to my colleague. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Does the gentleman with- 
draw it absolutely ? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Of course he must. 

Mr. CORWIN. I suppose that the time has 
arrived for taking up the special order. 

The SPEAKER. Not yet. 

Mr. CORWIN. I move to postpone that spe- 
cial order until to-morrow at one o’clock, with a 
view of giving an opportunity for the discussion 
of this question of the militia. I think it ought 
to be discussed, for 1 am sure the motives which 
have dictated the presentation of the bill, and I 
think its legitimate effect and the status of the Jaw 
on the subject, are very imperfectly understood 
in this House. 

Mr. SICKLES. That is not to be wondered 
at; for neither has the bifl been printed, nor dis- 
cussion of it permitted. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I inquire of my 
colleague, when he proposes to call the previous 
question on the report of the select committee of 
thirty-three? 1 desire to speak on the question; 
and Ì hope nothing will be done to preclude me 
from an opportunity of doing so. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Is the motion to postpone 
the special order now in order? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is inclined to 
belicve that it is not exactly in order, another 
question being at this time before the House. 

Mr. SICKLES. The objection is technical, 
and I hope will not be insisted on. The morning 
hour has almost expired. 

Mr. WINSLOW. How near is the morning 
hour to its termination ? 

The SPEAKER. Only five minutes. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I suggest, by unani- 
mous consent, that this bill shall be postponed 
ani to-morrow, and ordered to be printed in the 
slobe. 

Mr, STANTON. 
morning. 

Mr. SICKLES. We ought to have an oppor- 
tunity of reading the bill. 

Mr. CORWIN. You can read it in the Globe. 

My. SICKLES, But we cannot go through 
this bill currente calamo, as the gentleman from 
Ohio desires. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the pending bill 
be postponed until to-morrow, at one o’clock, and 


Itis in the Globe of this 


| be made the speciai order, with a view of having 


it discussed. I move, also, that it be printed. 

Mr. SICKLES. That is fair. 

Mr. CORWIN. 1 waive my motion. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. J object. I under- 
stand that it is the intention of the chairman of 
the select committee of thirty-three to call the pre- 
vious question next Friday on the report of that 
committee, and if the motion be agreed to, dis- 
cussion of measures of peace will be arrested, in 
order that questions of war may be debated. 

Mr. CORWIN. I will oblige my most un- 
happy colleague. [Laughter.] I never will call 
for the previous question until this question has 
been fully discussed. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Sir, this is the 


most solemn and important question ever debated 


way for jest. It ought to make every man ‘‘ un- 
happy;” and I am very sorry that my facetious 
colleague isnotunhappy oyerittoo. Itisa pity, 
sir, that he cannot lay aside his levity long enough 
to consider it witha little of the seriousness which 
it demands. Jt is no time, sir, for smartness, but 
for sadness and solemnity rather. 

Mr. STANTON. My proposition is to post- 
pone this bill until one o’clock to-morrow, and 


make it the special order at that tigre; with a-view: 
to discuss it to-morrow. 90° Fh Ps 
Mr. WINSLOW. Is that motion inorder? 
The SPEAKER. Itis not, if objected to. ~ 
Mr. WINSLOW. -I object ‘to ite: 2 S552 
Mr. STANTON. Theh I will let-the call for 
the previous question stand, and allow my col- 
league to call-up the special order! . The pend: 
ency of thé previous question, Ltakeit, will bri 
up this bill during the morning hour to-morro’ 
My. SICKLES. ‘Will you allow debate? ` 
Mr. STANTON. Certainly. : 
Mr. BURNETT... Has the morni 


ired? 
The SPEAKER. It has. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. oo 

Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent; re- 
ported back from the Committee of Ways and 

eans the Senate amendments to the. following 
bills; which were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union: 

A bill (H. R. No. 914) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending June 30, 
1862; and has 

A bill (H. R. No. 865) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
indian department and for fulfilling treaty. stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1862. 


STATE OF THE UNION. R £ 
The SPEAKER. . The Chair announces. that 


ng hour ež- 


i the business before the House is the special order, 


being, the report from the. special committee of 
thirty-three, upon which the gentleman from Penn~ 
sylvania (Mr. Stewart] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, then ad- 
dressed the House for an hour. [His speech will 
be published in the Ap Fer 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM obtained the floor... 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial departments of the Government 
for the year ending Junc 30, 1862; and a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 5) authorizing the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to revise and 
adjust the account of John Randolph Clay, Uni- 
ted States minister to Peru; when the Speaker. 
signed the same. i 


NAVY APPPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iask my colleague to yield 
the floor, that I may move to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
that purpose. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the naval ap- 
propriation bill be made the special order in com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by A. J. GLoss- 
BRENNER, his Private Secretary, announced that 
the President had approved and signed bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 673) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Cowing; ' 

An act (H. R. No. 841) making further pro- 
vision in relation to consolidated land offices; 

An act (H. R. No. 554) to extend the right of 
appeal from the decisions of circuit courts to the 
Supreme Court of the Uniied States; and 

An act (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1861. 


WILLIAM H. DE GROOT. 


Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio permit me, before the motion to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union is put, to ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take from the Speaker’s table a joint 
resolution of the Senate, which I desire to pass? 
There will be no debate upon it, 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is it? 

Mr. BURNETT. Itis a resolution repealing 
a joint resolution passed by Congress, referring 
the claim of William H. De Groot to the Secre- 
tary of War for adjustment. 


l will yield “for 


1034 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 19, 


No objection. bemg made, the resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I move to refer that resolution 
to the Committee forthe District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURNETT. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Certainly. I hope the House 
will not act in such hot haste to pass such a res- 
olution as that. - 

Mr. BURNETT. Lhope the House willindulge 
me in a few remarks, somewhat in the nature of 
a personal explanation. During the second ses- 
sion of the'Thirty-Fifth Congress, this claim was 
referred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. The committee referred the matter to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brices,] 
who was a member of that committee, He pre- 

ared a report, drew up a resolution, and reported 
itto the House. That joint resolution did not 
pass at. that session of Congress. At the last ses- 
sion of Congress, this matter was again referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. I 
reported a joint resolution for the benefit of the 
party named in that joint resolution. ft did then 
pass this House. That joint resolution referred 
the question to the Secretary of War. Now, I 
desire to say that, according to a calculation I 
then made, this party was entitled to $41,500 only; 
that the claimant under this joint resolution never 
claimed from any member of the committee, and 
particularly from myself, who investigated the 
matter thoroughly, that he was entitled to any 
larger sum than $57,000. When that claim went 
to the War Department for settlement, under that 
resolution, they reported that there was duc him 

119,000, nearly double the amount the party 

imself claimed before the committec. 

The late Secretary of War (Mr. Floyd) taxed 
the-estimate which was made in that Department 
upon an estimate made by a gentleman of the 
name of Latham, aclerk in that Department, and 
he writes a letter to this House, in which he says 
he makes the estimate upon the contingent profits 
which the party was likely to be entitled to, and 
also upon estimated damages growing out of what 
he might have made if he had complied with his 
contract, The report, accompanying the joint 
resolution which was made to this House, au- 
thorizes and warrants no such construction, and 
if the parties at the War Department had looked 
into the debates of the first session of this Con- 
gress, they would have found that, in answering 
a question propounded by the gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Crawrorp,] L stated distinctly 
that the object of the resolution was only to give 
to this party the actual damages sustained by rea- 
son of the annulment of his contract. My lan- 
guage was this: 

«This resolution cannot operate to the prejudice of the 
Government. The resolution authori the Secretary of 
War to adjust his accounts upon prineiples of equity and 


justice. Itauthorizes payment to him for losses he sus- 
tained by the action of the Government.” 


Now, I want this resolution passed, and the 
whole matter referred to the Court of Claims. I 
call the previous question. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Do I understand that the reso- 
lution is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Itis, by general consent. 

Mr. BOCOCK. | do not wish to say anything 
in reference to this case, because I do not under- 


stand it; but allusion has been made to-day, by i 


the gentleman from Kentucky—and frequently 
before by gentlemen upon the other side of the 
Louse—to the decisions of the late Secretary of 
War upon the subject. I understand that the 


. ` fa t 
reasons which influenced the conduet of the late į 


Secretary are given in a fetter of his, which ] 
called for by a resolution some days ago. I knew 
nothing about it then; | know nothing about it 
now. But f understand that the date which I gave, 
in that resolation, of the lettcr was an incorrect 
date, and for that reason the letter has not been 
communicated to us. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ihave seen it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I merely ask that, by gencral 
consent, | may be allowed to correct the date in 
that resolution, so that the letter of the late Sec 
retary of War may be sent to the House. 


the letter brought here. These accounts were 
settled, and estinates made by a gentleman in the 
War Department by the name ef Latham. Ido 


not know that the Sceretary of War gave any | 


| gentleman from Ohio notto take uptime,and I must 


i contrach 
I hope, sir, that the resolution will be referred |j 


f 
i 
| 

i that the late Secretary of War issued his requisi- | 

; tion for this sum of $119,000; and it has been 

i suspended by order of the President. Now, if | 

' we repeal the resolution, there will be no chance | 

| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 


personal supervision to this matter; but I wanted 
to say this much in defense of my own action, 
beeause I never would have reported that reso- 
lution if it had entered my mind for a moment 
that contingent profits were to be included in the 
adjudication of this claim, and that, too, when it 
is nearly double the amount which the pary him- 
self claimed when he had, his claim before the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. ï de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. 
my colleague one question. . 

Mr. BRIGGS. Wil the gentleman withdraw 
the previous question for a moment? 

Mr. BURNETT. LI cannot. I promised the 


I desire to ask 


insist upon the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I have moved that the resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman did not have 
the floor to make that motion. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I had the floor before the pre- 
vious question was moved. p 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
still operating; and the motion of the gentleman 
from New York is not in order, 

Mr. BRIGGS. I was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman is certainty 
mistaken. | had the floor. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The gentleman is mistaken. 
At the time I rose and addressed the Chair, he 
did not have the floor. 

Mr. BARR. I think it very unfair to call up 
the resolution in this way, and move the previous 
question before any argument has been heard on 
the question. I am not favoring the resolution; 
but 1 am opposed to the cutting off of my col- 
league. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The consent of the House was 
not given to the gentleman to have the resolution 
taken up. It was merely read for information. 
Mr. De Grootis an immediate constituent of mine, 
and lam unwilling that he shall be crowded down 
like this. Tagrec with the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky in his construction of the resolution, that 
itwould not give Mr. DeGroot more than $41,000. 
That was my impression at the time the resolution 
passed. I voted for it under the belief that that 
was all he was entitled to. F still believe that he 
is entitled to thatamount, and Lam unwilling that 
he shall be entirely sacrificed in the manner con- 
templated by the gentleman from Kentucky, by 
repealing the joint resolution, Let this resolution 
go to the Committee for the Di ict of Columbia, 
and there be considered and revised; and they can, 
if they see fit, report another bill to the Tłouse. 
There has been no moment, since the gentleman 
asked to take up the resolution, when a single ob- 
jection would have not been fatal to it, and I was 
ready to interpose itat any time. It is due to the 
House that the resolution should be referred to | 
the same committee from which the original res- 
olution for the relief of Mr. De Groot emanated. 
L believe that the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury who are soon to come into office will never 
put such a construction on the resolution as to 
allow Mr. De Groot $119,000. [know that he is 
not entitled to sucha sum, or to any constructive | 
damages, but he ought to be allowed the actual į 
damages occasioned by the breaking up of his | 


l 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia; | 
and that justice, and nothing but justice, will be į 


done to Mr. De Groot. 

Mr. BURNETT. The reason why I wantthis | 
question referred to the Court of Claims is, that i 
it would be impossible for us to pass any resolu- | 
tion; and if the gentleman from New York had | 
been familiar with the facts, he would have known 


to get this $119,000 out of the public Treasury, 


: and we transfer this party to the Court of Claims, |) 
Mr. BURNETT. I haveno objection to having |: 


where he will bave full justice done him. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I believe we shall never have | 
such another Secretary of War as Governor | 
Fioyd. Lam confidentthat the country will never | 
be disgraced in such a manner again; and I am | 


| the opinion of the 


willing that this matter shall be considered by 
the Sceretary of the Treasury of the incoming 
Administration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
third reading of the resolution. 

Mr. BRIGGS. IL insist on my motion to refer 
it to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must be undera 
great mistake, if the gentleman from Kentucky - 
had not moved the previous question before the 
gentleman from New York made that motion. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Then I move to lay the reso- 
lution upon the table. 

. The motion was not agreed to. i 

The joint resolution was then ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third. 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was pased ; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, ETC. 


Mr, NELSON, by unanimous consent, reported 
back from the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
a recommendation that itdo pass, Senate bill No. 
86, to amend the existing laws relative to the com- 
pensation of district attorneys, marshals, and 
clerks of the circuit and district courts of the 


| United States. 


The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LETTER OF MR. FLOYD. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Was it understood just now 
that I had unanimous consent of the House to 
change the date of the letter of Governor Floyd, 
called for by resolution of the House? 

The SPEAKER. That order was made. 

UNITED STATES CONSULS. 

Mr, PETTIT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of the late consuls at 
Cypress, in Turkey; Odessa, in Russia; and Mar- 
anham, in Brazil; which was read a first and scc- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
_ Mr. SHERMAN. I now insist on my mo- 


tion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. With the permission of my 
colleague, I desire to report a bill from the Ju- 
diciary Committee, merely for the purpose of hav- 
ing it printed. 

Mr. QUARLES objected. 

The motion to make the naval appropriation 
bill the special order was agreed to. 

The House then resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Conrax in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the special order, being the amend- 
ments of the Senate to bill (HI. R. No. 914) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending June 30, 1862. 

First amendment of the Senate: 

Page 4, after line two of the engrossed bill, insert: 

Por the purch of the right to use in the Navy, if, in 
retary of the Navy, it shall be deemed 
expedient, Davidson’s boat-lowering, attaching, and de- 
taching apparatus, a sum not exceeding $10,000, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Second amendment: 

For the purchase of the right to use by the United States 
Broo deep-sea sounding apparatus, $5,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Third amendment: 

For the balance of the expenses of the survey of the Isth- 
mus of Chiriqui, $1,637 81, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in, 

Fourth amendment: 

j folowing : 
cof the right to use in the United States 


os and propellers, a governor to a marine 
rovided the Secretary ofthe Navy may deem 
$25,000.” 

And insert in lieu thereof, as follows: 

For the parchase of the right to use in the United States 
Navy, on steams] and propellers, in navy-yards or oth- 


is 
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erwise, wherever the Government of the United States may | 


choose to use the same, Sargeant’s steam-engine governor, 
$10,000: Provided, The Secretary of the Navy shall con- 
sider it expedicut. 


Mr. BARR. 


I hope this amendment will not 


3 pees ; e ; 
prevail. It is siraply to indorse some man’s 
patent. : : 

Mr. COX. The matter has been investigated 


thoroughly in both Houses. . The amendment of 
the Senate cuts down the House appropriation 
$15,000. 

Mr. BARR. But why give this privilege to 
one man only? I presume there twenty other as 
good inventions in use in the country. 

Mr, COX. No, sir; this invention has been 
examined and fully approved by the Department. 

Mr. BARR. There have been plenty exam- 
ined, and perhaps many of them are as good as 
this. : 

Mr. COX. Notatall, sir. 

Mr. BARR. Imove toamend theamendment, 
by striking out the name of * Sargeant,” and iu- 
serting the words, ‘the best;’’ so that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy shall adopt the best steam-engine 
governor. This is merely to fasten some man’s 
patent on the Government, 

Mr. COX. There is no such object contem- 
plated. I explained to the Flouse, and shall now 
explain to the committee, what this proposition 
is. This House appropriated $25,000 for a steam- 
engine governor. It went to the Senate. The 
Naval Committee of the Senate examined it care- 
fully, and consulted the chief engineer. This 
steam-engine governor wasexamined by the Navy 
Department and was favorably reported on. That 
report was sent to the House. The invention was 
tested on the Pocahontas steamship, and it was 
found that it worked admirably, and that it sup- 
plied a desideratum long sought for in the Navy. | 
The calculations made by the Naval Committee 
in the Senate showed that this steam-engine gov- 
ernor would save from breakage atleast $1,200,000 
worth of machinery in steamships. We have 
thirty-seven steamships in the Navy, and ineach 
of them there is, on an average, $40,000 worth of 
machinery liable to breakage from not having a 
marine governor, Experiment after experiment 
has been tried; and finally, engineers were ap- | 
pointed in Philadelphia, who came on here, ex- 
amined the marine governor, and reported favor- 
ably upon it; which report I have here in my 
desk. 

The young man who has made the invention 
comes from the State of Ohio, and has had many 
misfortunes. His invention has been examined 
by the Navy Department, by the Naval Committee 
of this House, and by the Naval Committce and | 
Finance Committee of the Senate. The Senate 
cutdown the appropriation to $10,000. This young 
man’s shop has been recently burned, and this ap- 
propriation will give him a start. i : 

Mr. BARR. ‘Phe gentleman from Ohio, him- 
self, has let the cat out of the bag. He makes an 
appeal to us because this man’s shop has been 
burned down. 

Mr. COX. Not at all. 

Mr. BARR. Now, I contend that there has 
been but one examination of a steam-engine gov- 
ernor by the Navy Department, and that was this 
man, Sargeant’s, while there are a dozen at least 


of such inventions in use. I hope, therefore, that 


my amendment, to strike out the name, and to ij 


insert “ the best ” steam-engine governor, will be 
agreed to. 


Mr. CAREY. I desire to submit a few re 


marks in regard to this matter. I was requested, || 


last spring, to examine into this patent, and to in- 
quire into its character and usefulness; and there- 
fore I have spoken to several Navy officers about 
it, and I found that they all approved highty of 


i| to Norfolk, made the machine with his own hands, 


| and also of the captain of that boat, stating that į 


it. A trial was had, as my colleague says, and 
avery favorable report was made of it. Since Í 
have been here this session, I have made further 
inquiries, and have learned that it is far superior 


i 
to any other marine governor that has been in- l 
o i1 

i 


vented. 
Mr. HOARD. Will the gent 
new principle it introduces? 
Mr. CAREY 
the principle on which it works. — 
Mr. HOARD. It would be somewhat remark- | 
able to find a new principle in marine governors. | 
i 


eman state what 


Mr. CAREY. But it is recommended highly 
by experienced men. 


+ of the water there Is no resistance to the engine 
| except the mere weight of the atmosphere, and 

I do not pretend to understand ;; è 
i| racing speed; then when the wheel comes again 


Mr. HOARD. it is known to the committee 
that there was a law passed by Congress adopt- 
ing a certain safety steam-guage for use on Mis- 
sissippi steamboats. That was Evans’ patent, 
and it turned out to be a humbug. Itis no safety 
steam-guage at all. This, in my opinion, is an 
attempt of the same kind; and T think that the 
‘amendment of my colleague [Mr. Barr] is en- 
tirely correct. It does seem to me that no par- 
ticular patent should be named. 

The question was taken on Mr. Barr’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and jt was adopted. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to suggest that in- 
asmuch as the committee has struck out the name 
of the inventor, its best course now is, to disagree 
to the Senate amendment. The only difficulty 
between the House proposition and that of the 
Senate is, that the House provision leaves the 
matter open for the Secretary of the Navy, while 
the Senate amendment specifies the particular in- 
vention. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Ohio is 
mistaken. There is another very essential dif- 
ference. The House proposition appropriated 
$25,000, while that of the Senate only appropriates 
$10,000. Now I think we had better hold on to 
that much of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; but there is this dif- 
ficulty about that. If we limit the amount to 
$10,000, the Secretary of the Navy may not be 
able to buy the best governor at that price, and 
may be compelled to buy this very onè.. I think 
it better to leave the matter open. J presume we 
will have an honest Secretary of the Navy, to 
whom so much discretion may be intrusted. 

Mr. COX. 1 desire to say a few words in ex- 
planation of this matter, { have just procured a 
memorandum of the printed reports sent to this 
Honse from the Secretary of the Navy. Both the 
Naval and the Finance Committces of the Senate 
thought they ought not tosubject this young man, 
who made so meritorious an invention, to the risk 
of coming on to Washington city and competing 
here with men who are known to make combina- 
tions to break down honest inventors. They said 
that, when the model was here, when this young 
man was brought on to explain it, when commit- 
tees had examined it, when the chief engineer had 
reported on it and advised it, when the Secretary 
of the Navy had recommended its introduction 
into the Navy, they should not, in such a case, 
subject the inventor to the trouble of coming here 
and spending as much money as would be suffi- 
cient to buy the patent. The machine is peculiar 
in its character, and somewhat simple in plan, as 
nearly all good inventions are. The old govern- 
ors used in the Navy are not at all satisfactory. 
This one operates by the mode of a small engine 
being attached to a large one; and, as the report 
says, it controls, in a quarter of a second, every 
part of the machinery of a steamboat on the ocean; 
so that, in fact,asteamer running In a heavy sea, 
is as much under control as if she were in smooth 
water. There was a trial had of Silver’s marine 
engine governor, but it was unsatisfactory; and 
it was rejected. This young man came on here 
three years ago. The Secretary of the Navy ex- 
amined the model, and directed him to place it at 
the navy-yard here. It was there examined by 
|a board of engineers. They would not let him 


i take it away; and there itis to-day. They then 
requested him to putit on to a steamer. He went 


and placed it on board a vessel. I have here the 
i printed report of the engineer of the Pocahontas, 


it performed its work with wonderful accuracy; 
that it was all that could be desired for that pur- 
pose. 

To gentlemen who may not understand pre- 
! ciscly the operatien of this machine I will explain 
n halfa dozen words, so that it will be perfectly 
understood. We all know that in the case of a 


4H 


| propeller steamship, when the wheel is lifted out 


the wheel will instantly commence revolving at 


| into the water, there is a strain upon the engine, 
į which will very likely result in breakage and in 
| serious damage to the steamer. Tam told that 
i there is a liability of loss to the Government m 


these steamers to.the amount of $40,000 each, on, 
the average, from this cause, which may be avoided 
by the use of this governor. So-says-the report: 
of the. chief engineer, which Ichave before me. 
That was the conclusion of the Finance Commit- 
tee in the Senate, and of the Naval Committee in: 
the Senate—that $40,000 worth of machinery, could, 
be saved on each of these vessels by the applica- 
tion of this steam-marine governor. Now, sirs: 
there are in the Navy of the United States thirty- 
seven steam vessels, making, by the. application 
of this invention, a saving of $1,480,000, for the 
mere sum of $10,000, which. is, proposed to. pay 
for this invention. Task gentlemen if it is nota 
matter of economy. that we should purchase it?., 

Bat gentlemen ask, why not let this man go in 
and compete with others, if his invention .1s. the 
best? Sir, as I have stated, he is a poor man; 
and I do not desire to require him to come before 
the Secretary of the Navy in competition with all 
the men who may come here to oppose. him, when 
his invention has already been investigated, and 
has met the entire approbation of the Navy. De- 
partment, after it has been proved beyond all 
doubt that it is a valuable invention which ought 
to be used in the war steamers of the Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am afraid I am taking 
up, perhaps, more time than is necessary; but it 
ig a matter in which I have felt considerable in- 
terest, both in respect to the advantage. the Gov- 
ernment will derive and in respect to this young 
man. I do not believe a better-case can. be pre- 
sented. The gentleman across the way from Ohio 
[Mr. Carer] knows more of this gentleman even 
thanIdo. Eld has known him perhaps from his 
youth; and has also taken a spécial interest in 
him. He believes the invention is an important 
one, and is not willing that he shall be required 
to come here and subject himself to all the ex- 
pense of going into competition with all the com- 
binations that may be presented, when the value 
of his invention has already been recognized by 
the Department, and they are fully satisfied with 
its merits. 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to say just one word. 
My colicague is mistaken in supposing I have 
known this young man long. i 

Mr. COX: I believe, on reflection, that I should 
have said my other colleague [Mr. GurLer] has 
been acquainted with him a long time. 

Mr. CAREY. So far as I am concerned, I 
never saw him in my life until last spring. As I 
said before, I was to a certain extent acting as 
agent for him, If I have been unduly influenced 
in his favor, it has been by the officers of the 
Navy, men of genius and mechanical skill, who 


| have all spoken very highly of the invention. 


The individual himself scems to be an intelligent 
and respectable man, and from what I have seen, 
I have no doubt He is a very ingenious man. The 
oficers of the Navy have all spoken in the highest 
terms of this governor. They all say it is better 
than anything clsc of the kind known to them. I 
have no feeling upon the subject, but I think it is 
my duty to say what I know upon a question of 
this kind. 

Mr. HOARD. If this steam-governor is so 
very valuable, as these gentlemen represent it to 
be, there is certainly no danger of the Govern- 


| ment taking any other, if the matter is left open 


to fair competition. If the gentleman from Ohio 
has not overstated its value, lam willing, for one, 
to pay more than $10,000 for the use of such an 
invention, Lam willing to adopt the suggestion 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and Jeave the amount at $25,000, placing 
in the Secretary of the ‘Navy the discretion, of 
adopting the best device that is presented. [think 
we can afford to trust him ina- matter of this 
kind. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from New York is, 
perhaps, not aware that this amendment leaves it 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy to 
purchase this invention or not, as he may see 
proper. i : 

Mr. HOARD. Lam aware of that. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like toask some gen- 
ieman whether the Navy Department has stated 
to Congress, or to any committee, that if is neces- 
sary to buy any governor at all? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Navy Departmenthas 
requested the purchase of this. particular govern- 
or, as Lunderstand; but we did not think it proper 
to confine the Secretary of the Navy to the pur- 
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chase of any particular governor; because the 
next Secretary may think some other is better. 
We thought it was better to make the appropria- 
tion, and leave the whole matter in the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Navy. He may not see 
fit to pay more than @5,000 for such a governor 
as he shall decide to adopt. 

Mr. BRANCH. I can very well see that the 
Secretary of:the Navy, when asked which of the 
governors was best, might say that Sargeant’s was 
hest, or that somebody else’s was best; but the 
impression made upon my mind is, that under the 
present. circumstances, it will be well for us not 
to purchase any governor at all, but to leave it 
with the Navy Department, as it has herctofore 
been left, to purchase the best they can find in 
market. Let them try such as may be presented, 
and it may be found unnecéssary to purchase any 
patent right. 
supplied upon this principle. 

Är. SHERMAN. Under the existing law, the 
Government has no-right to purchase any pat- 
ented article at all, unless they purchase the right 
itself. It is therefore necessary to furnish the 
Secretary of the Navy with the power, as wellas 
the means, to purchase a patented article. The 
Committee of Ways and- Mcans, however, as I 
have said, thought that, while they were willing 
to permit the Secretary to purchase some new 
marine steam-governor, they did not think it 
prudent to specify by law any particular patent. 

Mr. BRANCH. confess thatI did not know 
of the existence of a law prohibiting the Secretary 
of the Navy from purchasing a patented article. 
If such a law be in existence, I must say that, in 
my opinion, it is a very unwise law, if itis in 
order to argue against a law after it has passed; 
because new inventions and improvements are 
being made from year to year, anchor have been 
especially numerous in respect to steam-engines; 
and the Government should have the power to 
keep up with the improvements that are being 
made in respect to steam-governors, as well as 


I believe they have thus far been | 


every other species of machmery, 1 object, how- | 


ever, to specifying this particular invention by 
law; for it may happen that, before this law shall 
go into operation, some other invention may take 
place in steam-governors which may be more val- 
vable than this, and which the Government should 
therefore be able to avail itself of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis the law now. It 
was enacted last winter. 
precluded from purchasing any patent or patented 
article, 

Mr. BRANCH. In that state of the case, I 
will not submit the amendment I designed. 

The Senate amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fifth amendment: 

For repairs of marine barracks at Charlestown, Massa- 
chusetts, $19,156. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment, 

The amendment was concurred in, 

Sixth amendment: 

Under head of “ Washington navy-yard,” insert as fol- 
lows: 

For wall on west side of yard, five bundred and forty feet 
long, §13,488. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committce of Ways 
and Mcans recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Seventh amendment: 


Strike out the following under the head of “ Pensacola 
navy-yard: °? ` 

t For repairs of all kinds, $10,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighth amendment: 
Strike out the following under head of ‘ Pensacola hos- 
pital :’ 

“t Wor general repairs, $7,500." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a‘ concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Ninth amendment: 


For the completion of the charts of the survey of the La | 
Plata, $6,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways ! 


The Government is; 


| United States Navy, copies of the charts ofall surve: 


i i 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the | 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Tenth amendment: 

For reducing and preparing for printing and engraving, | 
under direction of Captain Cadwalader Ringgold, of a 
an 
reconnoissances made by him while in command of the”! 
North Pacific surveying expedition, and of the “Coral 
Archipelago,” and the approaches thereto, together with 
sailing directions, reports, hydrographic and other results, 
and observations explanatory of the voyage, calculated to 
lessen the dangers and facilitate intercourse with the East- 
ern seas, China, and Japan, in accordance with the esti- 
mates of Captain Ringgold, $7,700: Provided, Tuat no 
publication shall be made under and by virtue hereof, ex- | 
cept the same be the result of actual surveys, reconnois- 
sances, and observations made by Captain Ringgold, or under 
his personal direction aud supervision. 


Mr. QUARLES. I hope that the amendment | 
of the Senate will be concurred in. It was on 
my motion last winter that it was rejected. I did 
not know anything about it then. I have since 
examined it, and am satisfied that it is right and 
proper, and ought to pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thé Committee of Ways | 
and Means recommend a concurrence, with the 
change of a mere verbal inaccuracy. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The verbal alteration will 
be made by unanimous consent. 

The Senate amendment as amended was con- | 
curred in, 

Eleventh amendment: 

For completing the publication of the charts of the ex- | 
ploration of the North Pacific, China seas, and Behring | 
straits, $11,672. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in that | 
amendment. p 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Twelfth amendment: 


Ske. 3. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States is hereby authorized to place ona retired | 
list any medical officer of the Navy who is now or may 
hereafter be proved to be permanently incapable, from phys- 
ical or mental infirmity, of further service at sea; and that 
the pay of otticers so retired shall be the leave. o-absence 
of their respective grades as it existed prior to the pa 
of the act of Congress to regulate the pay ot the Na 
proved June 1, 1860, 


; j 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways | 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment, 

The amendment was coneurred in. 

Thirteenth amendment: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all vacaucies in 
the medical corps of the Navy caused by the foregoing see 
tion shall be filled in accordance with established usa 
Provided, The numberof medical officers on the active li 
shall not exceed the number authorized by existing laws. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


- Fourteenth amendment: 


Sec. 5, nd be it further enacted, That the third section 
of the act entitled “ An act waking appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1851, ap- | 
proved June 23, 1860, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, | 
except so far as the d section prohibits the purchase of 
patented fire-arms, as to which the said section shall bein | 
foree. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways | 


and Means recommend a non-concurrence in the |! 


amendment. 
Mr. HUGHES. 
words: 


“Except so far as the said section prohibits the purchase | 
of patented fire-arms, as to which the said section shall be | 
in foree.” H 


I move to strike out these 


That, sir, it is quite as important should be re- 
pealed as the other portion. The War and Navy 
Departments should have the right to purchase 
such patented arms as they may need. [I am not 
a little surprised that the repeal of this part of the 
act is not provided for in this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tagree with the gentleman 
fnom Maryland, but not as to the mode he has 
adopted for reaching his object. Let us non- 
concur in this amendment of the Senate, and then | 
the committee of conference will strike out the | 
exception or strike out the whole thing. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [ thiok that there ought 
not to be this unjust and mischievous restriction 
upon the Secretaries of War and the Navy. 

Mr. HUGHES. I withdraw my amendment. 


Departments purchase the necessary patented arti- 
cles. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was noneconcurred in. 


Fifteenth amendment: 

Sec.6. And be it further enacted, That the compensation 
of the superintendent of the naval astronomical expedition 
to Chii shall be that provided by the act of March 3,1851, 
entitled “ An act making appropriations for the year end- 
ing 30th June, 1852,7 from the Lith September, 1855, and 
that the amount necessary to pay the same be, and hereby 
is, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in the 
amendment. i , 

Mr. WINSLOW. On consultation with the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and the chairman of the Committee on Naval 


| Affairs, I propose to offer the following amend- 


ment as a substitute for the amendment of the 
Senate: 


That the President be authorized to restore the present 
superintendentofthe naval astronomical expedition to Chili 


i to the active list of the Navy, and such rank as he would 


have been entitled to if he had not been retired: Provided, 
That the said officer shall be entitled to the rate of pay to 
which he would have been entitled for and during said re- 
tirement and suspension from active service, according to 
ais proper rank, deducting any pay he may have received 
during said time. 

That is the difference, Mr. Chairman, between 
$2,000 and $3,000. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I make the 
point of order that the amendment is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr SHERMAN. Lieutenant Gilliss was the 
superintendent of the naval astronomical expedi- 
tion to. Chili, By the law under which he was 
appointed, he was entitled to a salary of $3,000 
a year until the expedition returned to this coun- 
try. Itreturned in 1855. From that time he sim- 
ply received his pay as licutenant. This amend- 
ment proposes to give him full pay from 1855 to 
this time. The Committee of Ways and Means 
did not think that thatwas right; because, by the 
law, he was only entitled to bis pay as lieutenant. 
Having been retired from active service by being 
detached to another service, he has lost his place 
on the Navy list. We thought it nght to restore 
him to active service inthe Navy. F think it is 
a matter of justice to restore him, while I do not 
think he ought to receive the salary of his old 
appomtment, 

Mr. BOCOCK. Idonotknow much about this 
matter. I would like tohave some fuller inform- 
ation, The statement of the gentleman from Ohio 
is very fair, if he is certain that his facts are cor- 
rect. Permit me to say that, in allthe former part 
of his statement—that which relates to the com- 

ensation of Lieutenant Gilliss—I entirely concur. 

once had this matter under my examination; and 
having given it a thorough examination, I came 
to the conclusion that the agreement of the Navy 
Department to give him a salary of $3,000 was 
only intended to extend through the period of 
time when he was actually in the service, engaged 
in the duties of this astronomical expedition. So 
far, I agree with the gentleman from Ohio. 

In regard to the other branch of his statement, 
I do not know that f can agree with him, without 
further information. As { understand him, the 
naval retiring board, which sat some yearsago, and 
whose proceedings have figured Somewhatin this 
House, retired Licutenant Gilliss, among other 
gentlemen. Ido not know that they ever assigned, 
as a reason, that he had been sent off upon this 
astronomical expedition. Ido not know that they 
ever gave any particular reason for their action. 
They were authorized, under the law, to look to 
all the qualifications of these officers. They de- 
cided, in view of all the circumstances, that Lieu- 
tenant Gilliss ought to be retired. Now, though 
various opportunities have been given heretofore to 
the President to restore this gentleman, yetit would 
seem that efforts have never been made, or if made, 
never were successful, torestore Lieutenant Gilliss 


| to the service; and now we are asked to legislate 


him back into the Navy, without any information 
whatever that the causes for which he was retired 


| were not sufficient causes, and without any infor- 


mation that he isa fit and proper person to be 
restored, 


Mr.SHERMAN. Theamendment, as! under- 


s 
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stand, does not propose to restore him, but leaves 
it discretionary with the President. 


Mr. BOCOCK. The President has had the | 


power given to him to restore this man again and 
again; and, sir, to be continually thrusting itupon 
the President, to be continually telling him that 
he has this power, looks like a command from us 
to him to restore Lieutenant Gilliss. Now, if he 
has been correctly retired heretofore by the action 
of the board, why is he entitled, being retired, to 
pay he would have been entitled to if hehad been 
regularly in the service? Is that right? I know 
nothing to the contrary but that he was correctly 
retired. The probability is, that he was correctly 
retired; because, if he had not been, he has had 
opportunity after opportunity to petition the Pres- 
ident to have his case revised, and Lo get a resto- 
ration. e > 
proof that he was not willing to risk the matter 
upon such proofas he could bring to the Presi- 
dent or the Secretary of the Navy; that he was 
unwilling to try the question. Now, in that state 
of things, we come here and propose again to say 
to the President, “ You ought to restore that 
man’’—for that is the effect of your action; and 
without knowing whether he was correctly re- 


tired, we propose to say, also, that he is entitled | 


to pay as if he had been in active service all the 
time. . 
I understand my friend from Maryland, [Mr. 


Haxris,] sitting near me, to say that, although | 


there has been opportunity given him, he has not 
made any application that his case should be ex- 
. amined upon proof. But he comes now, and asks 
us, in effect, to legislate him back into the Navy, 
and by our act of legislation to say that he ought 


never to have been retired, and that, although he | 


has been retired, we ought to go back and give 


him back pay for all the time he has been retired. | 


Mr. WINSLOW. In the conclusion of my 
fricnd’s remarks, he says that Lieutenant Guliss 
asks us to do so and so. Let me say to the gen- 


tleman that Lieutenant Gilliss knows nothing | 


whatever about this application. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. To beginatthe 
end of the remarks of my friend from Virginia, 1 
beg leave to say, that the gentleman in question 
did not know, until within five minutes, that it 


was the intention of anybody whatever to press | 


this measure. lt was originated and suggested by 
some friends; and thus far my friend should ex- 
onerate Lieutenant Gilliss entirely. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 
comes personally, but through his friends, What 
he docs by his friends he does by himself. 

Mr. SPINNER. I desire to state a fact which 
is notorious to all the members of the former 


Flouse: that the law for the restoration of certain | 


persons to their former rank in the Navy was 
passed with special reference to the case of Lieu- 
tenant Gilliss. A great many members voted for 
it upon that particular ground, The President 
neglected to recognize his claim, and left him out. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I desire to say, 
in connection with this amendment, that I, my- 


self, and I know a majority of the Committee on | 


Naval Affairs, extremely regret that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means thought it necessary to 
strike out the amendment in reference to Lieuten- 
ant Gilliss. As to the matter of his right to be 
recognized continuously as superintendent of this 
astronomical expedition, there has been much 
discussion, but the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
last session, agreed that he was entitled to the 

osition; that he was recognized in it distinctly 
by the Secretary of the Navy. If it were neces- 


sary, 1 could lay before the committee various į 


papers proving that he was recognized by the 
Secretary of the Navy as continuously in. this 
rank. The Committee on Naval Affairs think it 
ig an act of simple justice, so far as the pay is 


concerned. I desire gentlemen to recollect that , 
any pay which this gentleman has been receiving | 


in connection with special services, is to be de- 


ducted from the pay he shail be considered as | 


entitled to receive if this amendment is adopted. 
Bat, beyond that, while, as my friend from Vir- 


ginia says, this amendment may be a reminder to ; 
the President of the power which he has to re- | 
store a party, it is not to be considered as any- | 


thing more than permissive in its character. It 


simply gives the President authority to restore | 
him, if, in his judgment, he thinks such restora- 


tion will inure to the benefit of the service. 


That it has not been done is prima facie | 


I did not mean to say that he | 


Į desire to say further, that this gentleman has 
made no application for restoration under any 
remedial act, because he has been upon special 
service and recognized as a meritorious officer of 
the Government. And it was not, perhaps, in his 
power, under such circumstances, to apply for the 
benefit of such action of the Government. 

Mr. PHELPS. The amendment under consid- 
eration is one which proposes to fix the compen- 
sation of the superintendent of this astronomical 
expedition to Chili at the sum of $3,000 per an- 
num. The act under which the compensation of 
the superintendent of the naval astronomical:ex- 
pedition to Chili was fixed, is the act of 1851. It 
prescribes that ‘* he shall receive the same amount 
of salary as is allowed to the superintendent of 
the naval observatory at Washington city, while 
he has been or may be in charge of that expedi- 
tion; provided, that the payment and emoluments 
of said offices shall not exceed for any one year 
the sam of $3,000.’ 

The Committee of Ways and Means have con- 
strued that language to mean that, while Lieu- 
tenant Gilliss was engaged in traveling to Chili, 
while he remained in that country, and during 
the time of his return, his salary should be $3,000 
per annum; but that, after his return to this coun- 
try, his compensation should be that to which he 
was entitled under the act regulating the pay of 
oflicers of the Navy, and no more. : 

I am aware it may be said the opinion of an 
Attorney General has been delivered in favor of 
the claim set up by the friends of Lieutenant 
Gilliss, that he is entitled to $3,000 per annum as 
long as he may be engaged in making the com- 
Il putations derived from the observations taken 
while in Chili. Bat, Mr. Chairman, we have had 
l several naval expeditions; and I know not when 
ii the services pertaining to them will end. Some 
|| twenty-odd years ago, the South seas were ex- 
i! plored by an expedition under the command of 
|i Commander Wilkes, and he is still assigned a 
‘| special duty connected with that expedition. l 
| think it is time for these expeditions and in- 
‘| creased compensations to officers to cease. Lieu- 
H tenant Gilliss has already received all the increased 
i| compensation provided for by law when he was 
i 


appointed to the command of this expedition dur- 
ing the time when he wasengaged init; but when 
' he returns to this country, and is engaged merely 
in making the computations derived from the ob- 
| servations made under his direction—a service 
which can be performed by any professor of math- 
ematics now employed in the Navy whose com- 
pensation is but $1,500 a year—I think it wrong 
|| to make him an exception, and say that, because 
I| he was in command of the expedition that made 
these astronomical observations, his pay shall be 
increased above-that received by any other licu- 
tenant in the Navy ofthe United States. Itis an 
encouragement to officers of the Navy engaged in 
these expeditions to delay the work assigned them 
and to procrastinate the work in their charge, be- 
cause they are not assigned to active duty, but 
are at home with their families; and they are to 
receive a larger compensation than the officer who 
isin the command of his vessel ormay be assigned 
aduty at sea. For these reasons, as a member of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, E recom- 
mended a non-concurrence in the amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HUGHES. Itscems to me, Mr. Chair- 


man, that the whole course of procedure towards 


Navy, has been very severe. He is a gentleman 
|; well known throughout the country as one of great 


scientific attainmcnts—one who has shed almost 
| as much luster on the science of the country as 
any man in the country-—inferior to very few; 
and:he has conducted this astronomical expedi- 
tion with infinite credit to himself and to the 
branch of service to which he belongs. I think 
it would be very hard, indeed, if—when he returns 
home, bringing with him such important results 
i| to science—he should be cut down to the mere 
| pay ofa lieutenant in the Navy or a professor of 
mathematics. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let me inquire of the gentle- 
man, if Lieutenant Gilliss’s duties now are any 
} more important than those of a lieutenant who 
| may be employed in the navy-yard here. or in 
New York? 

Mr. HUGHES.. In many respects, I should 


Licutenant Gilliss, in reference to his status in the | 


| merit in every way. He is a gentleman of high | 


say they are more-important; because he.i 
bringing uptheresults ofhis explorations; an 
is better caltulated- to do that than.the mat-who 
conducted the explorations? {t has always been 
to. me a most astonishing circumstance.-that:-thig 
gentleman has been retired from the N. avy. My 
personal acquaintance with him is very. slight; 
but, well known as he has been for many. year! 
I have never heard an aspersion: cast-upo Ns. 
Now, sir, it does seem to me that the Hoy 
ought to do him justice in one formor the other=+ 
either concur in the amendment as it came.from 
the Senate, or else that. suggested by. the -Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of the House. Icare 
very little which is adopted. 1 prefer the amend- 
ment of the Naval Committee; but I-would..be 
satisfied with the other. Mae? 
I am very happy, sir, to hear that Lieutenant 
Gilliss, with the modesty which belongs to. trae 
merit, has not been here urging the adoption of 
the amendment recommended by the Naval Com- 
mittee to place him in a position to be restored to 
the: Navy by the President. Heisa gentleman 
who does not come about these lobbies fora pur- 
pose of thatkind. Lbelieve the amendment origin- 
ated with the Committee on Naval Affairs for the 
purpose of doing justicc toa much-injured officer 
of the Navy. cone 
The amendment to the amendment of the.Sen- 
ate was agreed to... 
The amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was then concurred in. f : 


Sixteenth amendment: 


Sec. 7. And beit further enacted, That all appropriations 
now or hereafter made for the preparation-or publication 
of foreign hydrographic surveys, shall only be applicable to 
their object upon the approval by the Secretary of the 
Navy, after a report from three competent naval officers:to 


| the effect that the original data tor proposed charts are such 


as to justity their publication; and it is hereby made the 
duty of the Secretary of the Navy to order a board of three 
naval officers to cxamine and report upon the said data be- 
fore he shall approve of any application of money to the 
preparation or publication of said charts or hydrographic 
results. 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to strike out the 
words ‘now or,” in the second line of the 
amendment, so as to make it apply to the future 
only. I offer the amendment for this. reason: 
there are but two appropriations in this bill for 
the publication of matters of this character. They 
are specially designated; they are known to the 
House; they are known to the country ; and there- 
fore, it is useless to have a naval commission. to 
sit upon these appropriations which we have 
made. It may be that there has been’too much 
looseness in the transactions in regard to the pub- 
lication of charts; but we have specifically de- 
termined that these charts shall be published, by 
appropriations heretofore made in this very bill. 
The sum asked for the publication of the charts 
of Commander Ringgold is only $7,000, and that 
for the La Plata exploration only $6,000-—only 
$13,000 in all; so that there can be no great abuse 
about these matters. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that this pro+ 
vision is a partand parcel of the amendments 
adopted by the Senate, and was intended toapply 
to the very appropriations to which the gentle- 
man has referred—that none of these charts shall 
be published until they have been examined by 
this board. I hope the gentleman’s amendment 
will not prevail. 

Mr. MORSE. I hope the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee will not be adopted. 
‘There are one or two appropriations which are 
applied to new objects. This amendment of the 
Senate is intended to protect the Government by 
providing that before any chart shall be published, 
the surveyor shall lay his data and all his facts 
before a board of survey, so that they may ex- 
amine it and see that it is worthy of publication, 
There are in this bill two appropriations for new 
charts; and I want it understood that before these 
charts can be published they shall be cxamined 
by a board, to see whetherthe original surveys 
and date are sufficient to justify their publication, 
This is for the protection of the Government, If 
officers come forward with their surveys and data, 
and are unwilling orafraid to submit them to the 
examination of a competent and impartial board, 
I think that would imply that they are not worth 
publishing, 

It is objected to this amendment that it is to 
apply among others to Commander Ringgold....I 
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answer that it isnot intended to apply to any- per- 
son in particular, Itis simply to protect the Gov- 


ernment from the expense of publishing what | 


may be mere compilations of charts. The officer 
whom you-send out to make surveys may come 
home without having sufficient surveys or data to 
warrant the publication of his charts, without 
using surveys made by other men. We do not 
want. the Government to be put to the expense of 
publishing such charts. I take it for granted that 
Commander Ringgold’s surveys are complete in 
every respect: This amendment, therefore, is not 
intended to apply to him, or to anybody else in 
particular. But the fact that he should object to 
this proposition might create a suspicion that he 


apprehended a difficulty in getting a competent | 


board to pass his charts. Injustice to Gommander 
Ringgold, and to all the officers that have been 
engaged in making surveys, I would not ask to 
have this provision struck out, because that would 
look as though they were afraid to submit their 
work to the Inspection of a‘competent board. 

I want this amendment to apply to all existing 
surveys, whether they have or have not been be- 
gun. I want every officer who goes on such an 
expedition hereafter to do so with the understand- 
ing that, when he gets back, his work is to be sub- 
mitted to a proper board, to decide whether it will 
be published; and if so, then the Sceretary of the 
Navy can authorize the publication to be made. 
This is necessary for the credit of the Govern- 
ment,and to protect the Government against hav- 
ing to publish compilations; so thatit may notbe 
hereafter that a chart published by this Govern- 


ment shall be compared with French or English | 


charts, to show how it is compiled from them. [ 
hope the Senate amendment will be adopted just 
as it stands; because I believe it to be proper and 
fair towards all our naval officers. 

Mr. QUARLES. I desire to say, in answer 


to the gentleman from Mainc, who has addressed | 


the committee in opposition to this amendment, 


that this thing has never been done before. Why | 


ig it now that, after publishing the charts of other 
gentlemen who have been sent out on expeditions, 
Commander Ringgold aloncis required to submit 
his charts and surveys toa board? He was sent 


out by the Government in charge of this expedi- | 


tion, and we know that his charts and data are 
original. Why is it insinuated that charts may 
be foisted on the Government? Is there anything 


in Commander Ringvold’s character calculated to | 


raise that suspicion? If not, I ask the gendeman 
from Maine why should this slur be cast ona 
gallant officer of the Navy? 
called upon, after having been selected to command 
this expedition, to submit his work to a board, 
Jest he should foist other men’s charts and sur- 
veys on the Government?) Why should its ap- 
plication full first on Commander Ringgold alone? 
Mr. NIXON. On what ground does the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee think that itis intended 
to apply to Commander Ringgold ? 
. Mr. QUARLES. 
ation of any importance in the bill for the publi- 
cation of charts is that for Commander Ringgold’s 
expedition. Why was it that the vigilance ol the 


gentleman from Maine slept during the last ses- | 
sion of Congress, when there were appropriations į 
Why } 
has it awakened now, when Commander Ring- | 
gold’s survey comes up for publication? Has that | 


made for publications of this character? 


officer ever been remiss in his duties, or is ther 


anything in his character that calls for the rebuke | 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs or from the | 


House? 
Mr. NIXON. 


this bill. 
Mr. QUARLES. 


comes next. Why is it that there never was any 
attempt made before to guard tie Government 
against Imposition iy*the matter of these charts 


and why is this attempt made now, to reflect on i 


the character of Commander Ringgold? Com- 
mander Ringgold was sent out to the Pacifie under 
the order of this Government. 


important surveys, and brought them home. He 


ble charts, while you have given to others $15,005, 


620,000, and $25,000. 


Why should he be | 


Because the only appropri- | 


There are other cases, besides | 
that of Commander Ringgold, provided for in | 


. There is but one other. | 
That is for the completion of the charts of the :i 
survey of the La Plata. Commander Ringgold’s ' 


He there made | 
‘ ; i judgme 
now asks for oniy $7,000 to publish these valua- | 


; $25, He does not desire that | 
is work should inure to the benefit of others, | 


after the exposure of his health on this expedi- 
tion. He wishes to have his work published in 
his own name. He was actually struck down 
with disease for two or three years, contracted in 
this expedition, and has not yet recovered. Task 
gentlemen to make the provision prospective, if 
they choose, but not to pointitat this gallantand 
meritorious officer. 

Mr. NIXON. I think it is a great misfortune 
that a system of this kind was not established 
years and years ago. It would have saved usa 
great many useless charts published at the ex- 
pense of the Government. This is not a time to 
attach its application to Commander Ringgold, 
for there are at least two other items in this bill 
to which it has reference. It seems to me thatit 
is time for Congress to adopt a provision of this 
kind, to apply to all pending cases, and to all 
future cases, in order to defend the Government 
against impositions of this sort, I believe thatif 
this thing had been done ycars ago, thousands 
and thousands of dollars would have been saved 
to the Government in the publication of useless 
charts, and dangerous to the commerce of the 
country. I trust that this amendment will be con- 
curred in. Lt will be serviceable to the commerce 
of the country, and it will save the Committee on 


Naval Affairs from a great many applications of 
N 


this kind. 

Mr. MORSE. One word in reply to my friend 
from Tennessee, who appeals to me to know 
whether this is not unjust to g gallant officer. I 
say, in reply to my friend, that I never thought of 
thatofficer, Ido not believe that those who got up 
this amendment had that officer in view. There 
are, in this appropriation bill, three or four ap- 
propriations for the publication of charts. How 
bas this process been carried on heretofore? A 
surveying expedition was sent out by the Gov- 
ernment, When it returned, its officers came to 
Congress, and asked an appropriation to publish 
the charts and results. We appropriate fifteen 


or twenty thousand dollars, without knowing | 


anything about it. No one has recommended 
it. We appropriate the money, and the officer 
goes on and publishes his charts, Now, sir, I 


have not that entire faith in any class of officers, | 
such as would justify me in placing in them the | 
entire control of what they should publish. Fi 
| prefer that there should be some check placed | 
I want ali the results of their sur- | 
veys to be laid before a proper board of officers; | 


upon them. 


and on their examination, if they find sufficient 


| data to authorize the publication of these charts, | 
let them report to the Secretary of the Navy, and | 
Now, sir, I think | 


he will order the publication. 
that Commander Ringgold would not object to 
his work being subjected to that test. It is the 


gentlemen who have proposed these amendments | 


who bring in Commander Ringgold in connection 
with this matter, and not the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. We admit that be is an officer of very 
great gallantry; we admit his seamanship; we ad- 
mit his gentlemanly bearing; we have no desire 


to strike at his reputation in any respect; but we | 


desire that something shall be done. 


If gentlemen object to the amendment because |; 


it applies to works now in progress, when, fask, 
will the gentlemen allow it to be made? When 
are we to commence with this reform? 

Mr. QUARLES. l will tell the gentleman 
when. He should have commenced at the last 
session of Congress. 

Mr. MORSE. It may be truc that I failed 
to do my duty in the last session of Congress, 


but that shoald vot be urged as an objection | 
When these men j! 
» time after time, and make application | 
after application, over and over again, to have | 
their charts published, it occurred to me that it: 


when I attempt to do it now. 
come he 


was time that there should be some restriction, 
some check placed upon the publication of this 
description of matter. Gentlemen know what an 
outcry has been made against the book-naking 
in which this Government has been engaged; and 
Į desire to ask them whether there may not, under 


—-be abuses in the matter of chart-making as well 


have safe and prudent legisiation, that there should 


be some proper authority to determine whether the | 
results of the surveys made are suchas to authorize 
the publication; whether they are of sufficient con- 


| them. 


all future surveys. 


sequence to this Government and the commercial 
world to authorize the expense necessary for the 
publication of these results in the shape of charts. 
Now, sir, I do hope that our friends who are 
opposing this amendment of the Senate will not 
apply it especially to Commander Ringgold. I 
think, by that course, they are doing great injus- 
tice to that gallant officer; for they must see that 
the necessary result of sach a course on their part 
will be the inference of a want of confidence on 
the part of his friends in the merit of bis work. 
They betray a fear, which I do not entertain, 
that his surveys may be rejected; because, if they 
have the merit. which I have every confidence in 
believing they have, he would willingly come for- 
ward and submit to the board that may be ap- 
pointed the results of his surveys, fearlessly. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I say that it is time some 
general law should be passed, such as is now pro- 
posed. There will never any time come when 
the same objections will not be urged against its 


| passage that are now urged, until we shall have no 


more charts to publish. When we shall have 
got through; when we shall have no Navy to 
supply; when we shall send out no more ships 
to survey, then, and not till then, can we apply 


| this restriction without rendering ourselves liable 


to the same objection which is now urged against 
this amendment. 
Now, I do not carc who the provision hits, Tt 


| hits Commander Ringgold no more than it does 
| Commodore Page, no more than it does Captain 


Brooke, no more than it does Captain Rogers; 
á S 


; for they all have appropriations in this bill for the 


publication of their charts. 

Mr. QUARLES. I ask the gentleman if he 
does not know that Captain Rogers has already 
authority to publish his charts? 

Mr. MORSE, Why, sir, there is an appropri- 
ation in this bill for the publication of Captain 
Rogers’s charts; and this provision will apply 
as well to him as to Commander Ringgold; and 
it applies to just as fall an extent to -Captain 
Brooke and Captain Page. I think the amend- 
ment of the Senate is right; and E hope the amend- 
ment will be voted down. 

Mr. HUGHES. I entirely approve of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessce, [Mr. Quartes;}] and IT hope the House 
will adopt it. I have not the slightest objection to 
the establishment of this board of naval officers, 
to which shall be referred the results of all the 


į surveys that shall be made hereafter; but I think 


its application to those who have already finished 
their explorations, to those who have finished 
their work, and are ready for the results of these 
explorations to be published, is unjust. [submit 
to the committee that, to require the charts pre- 


; pared by these officers and now ready for publi- 
; cation, to go to a board of their brother officers, 


would be doing great injustice to them. These 
officers, so far as I know and believe, have dis- 
charged their duty with ability and with fidelity; 
and there can be no possible necessity of requir- 
ing these charts to undergo the supervision of any 
board of officers. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs seems to suspect that there 


| is something wrong. He seems to suppose they 


have no merit. 
Mr. MORSE. Oh, no; I have not suspected 
I so stated. 


Mr. HUGHES. Ifthereisno such suspicion, 


li what objection is there to the adoption of the 
ji amendment of the gentlemen from ‘Tennesse? 


Mr. MORSE. The opposition which gentle- 
men make to applying the provision to the pres- 
ent, seems to involve a want of confidence on their 
part. 


Mr. HUGHES. Well, sir, I think it would 
be mach better toanply the provision to the future. 


| I have no objection whatever to the establishment 


of this board for the supervision of the results of 


Now, sir, I have very little more to say. Since 
the name of Commander Ringgold has been men- 


races n r ther 3 t ; tioned, I desire to say one word in reference to 
this irresponsible system—if it is to be continued ii 


him. Sir, lam personally acquainted with many 


then mas || officers of the Navy, and especially with the sel- 
ing? I say, therefore, that, in my i 
s necessary and proper, ifwe would | 


entific men of the Navy; and I would not be will- 
ing to submit his operations and results to any 


: three men in the Navy who could be selected— 
; hot because I believe they are any of them supe- 


rior to him in judgment or ability—but I think it 
would be eminently unjust to him, when his work 
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is now completed, to submit the result of his ex- 
plorations to any other authority whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless debate is now ex- 
hausted, I shall move that the committee rise, for 
the purpose of closing debate upon this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. [have an amend- 
ment to offer to the amendment, and just two 
words to say upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe gentleman will con- 
fine himself to two words, I will not object; but 
two words is a very short speech. 

Mr. QuaR.es’s amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I move to amend 
by striking out the whole of the Senate amend- 
ment, and Inserting the following: 

And be it further enacted, That all appropriations now 
or hereafter made for the preparation or publication of 
foreign hydrographic surveys, shall only be applicable to 
their object upon the approval by the Secretary of the Navy; 
and it is hereby made his duty to cause the officer or of- 
fieers superintending or preparing said foreign surveys, to 
carefully tabulate the original data and elements upon which 
said surv: shall be exclusively based, and when com- 
plete, the ts, With the original data and clements, shall 


be submitted to a competent board of uaval officers, to be f 


selected by the Secretary of the Navy, who shall carefally 
examine them, and report accordingly to him for his ap- 
proval, before publication. 

Mr. BARR. I hope the Chair will keep the 
gentleman from Maryland to his agreement, and 
not allow him to say more than two words. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, 
I might literally comply with the request of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and, in two words, say whatis necessary; thatis, 


t pass this;’? but, in consideration of what has || 


been said, I think, in justice to this subject, l 
should say two or three additional words. The 
difficulty gentlemen are laboring under is, that we 
have had unnecessary mattcr published in the 
way of books and charts heretofore; and they de- 
sire to concur in this amendment of the Senate, 
in order to cut off such publications in the fature. 
I agree entirely in that view; and the amendment 
I send up, by way of substitute for the section, 
provides, just as rigidly as gentlemen could desire, 
that the Secretary of the Navy shall have all these 
proposed data, before they are published, sub- 
mitted to a board of officers to be appointed by 
himself; and that that board shall examine and 
report onthe subject. It provides that upon their 
report the publication of the charts shall depend. 


cd 


Such a plan will guard us from any mistake here- 


after in ordering unnecessary publications of this |} 


sort. 

It goes further. We are dealing with gentle- 
men of the naval service, who are sensitive, espe- | 
cially sensitive, on what they consider profes- | 


sional pride and’ reputation and personal honor, |) t 
iii 

timents that they should be compelled, when they | t 
return from an expedition upon which the Gov- | e 
; submitted to a board of his fellow-officers, selected 
by the Secretary of the Navy. Unless Command- | 


I think that it is odious to gentlemen of such sen- | 


ernment, having confidence in their skill, their 
judgment, and their discrimination, hassentthem, | 
to transmit their original notes, and such crude | 
elements and unarranged data to the supervision 
of a board of fellow-officers whose judgment is to 
be passed upon them. My substitute gives the 
same protection against the publication of im- 
proper matter, by providing that the data shall 
first be submitted to a board to be appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy; and secondly, in pro- | 


viding that the publication shall depend upon the ;i t f c é 
i been for this amendment providing for this exam- 


report of that board. But it docs the material 
thing of allowing the parties who have gone on | 
these expeditions to draft a report, to tabulateand | 
to arrange the data upon which the report is to be 
made, and to present the data in a concise and 


erfect form to the action of the bodrd. Esay that | 


is just to these gentlemen; and I think that the | 
committee, in justice to them, ought to adopt it. 
I hope my amendment will be adopted. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
out the words ‘now or.” i 
Mr. CURTIS. I oppose theamendment of my | 
friend from Maryland. 


preparation of notes of his survey, and I am sur- 
prised, indeed, that he has submitted such an 
amendment, 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I want to saya 


few words upon my amendment, I presume that |; 


it isin order. 


t 


ought to be printed. 
Į move to strike |: to go to any committee; but that they ought to be | 
| decided by a board of naval officers. 

It seems to me that it i 
will involve an officer in a long and expensive Mr ł . t 
ii to itis this: It will not apply to past charts, if E 
! understand it correctly, but only to charts in the 
: future. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is ‘in 
order, as an amendment of the Senate is consid- 
ered as the original text, and the gentleman’s 
amendment is only an amendment to an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I wish to present 
afew considerations to the committee which have 
not yet been presented on this question, and which 
constitute the reason of the motion I have made. 
I think, in my honest judgment, that this motion 
ought to prevail. The reasons submitted by the 


‘gentleman from Maryland are sufficient for the 


alteration which he proposes to the amendment 
of the Senate. I would direct the attention of the 
committee to the amendment which I propose, 
and which has already been discussed. 

It seems, sir, by the statement of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, that it would be judicious 
to submit this data to a board of officers of a su- 
perior grade to those who create or furnish the 
data. I would ask in response, what was the order 
respecting the data furnished by Commander 
Ringgold and the others referred to and provided 
for in this bill? 
mittees of this Hlouse—I speak certainly of one 
committee, the Cémmittee on Commerce—have 
reviewed these data. Under the authority of the 


| Secretary of the Navy, and by his advice, we 


have reported on these several charts constructed 
upon these data and elements referred to by gen- 
tlemen in the course of this discussion. The Sec- 
retary of the Navy, itis to be presumed, did not 
give his judgment on these data and their results 
without having received advice himself from gen- 
tlemen who are acknowledged to be cognizant of 
the matters treated of and skilled in these caleu- 
lations. ‘Then, sir, the very force proposed by 
the gentleman from Maryland to be given to these 
examinations hereafter, is the very force which 
has been applied already to the cases now con- 
tained in the bill. ‘Therefore it is in respect to the 
cases in the bill that this law should not apply, 
while it should apply to cases hereafter to occur. 

I appeal to gentlemen upon these various com- 


mittees, inclusive of the Committee on Commerce, | 


whether it be not the fact that they have examined 
all these charts and applications for their publica- 
tion, under the advice and information conveyed 
to them by the Secretary of the Navy? Those 
cases fall immediately within the scope of the ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Maryland, which 
I confess is cogent, and ought to be exempted in 
that regard from the application of his amend- 
ment, I mave, therefore, that the words “ now 
r” be stricken out, so that his amendment will 
uly apply to cases hereafter to occur. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must express my surprise 
that the friends of any officer, naming him, should 
oppose thisamendment. I confess, if I had heard 
iis debate, L would nothave assented to the pub- 
eation of any of these@harts. It seems to me 
hat the amendment of the Senate is perfectly 
It requires the work of the officer to be 


guarded, 


er Ringgold’s charts can bear the inspection of a 
board of his fellow-officers, they ought not to be 
published.. 
dream, when f voted for this proposition, that it 
was any reflection upon him. On the contrary, 
the Senate propose to appropriate money to print 


: these charts, and they also propose this amend- 


ment, I would not have voted for any of the 
amendments for the printing of charts, had it not 


ination by a board of officers. 
The geneman from New York refers to the 


examination of the Committee on Commerce. I 
i have great respect for the Committee on Com- 


merce, and for the gentlemen who compose it; but 
Ido not think they are the gentlemen to whom 
charts should be submitted, to decide whether they 
J think that they ought not 


Mr. HARRIS, of Meryland. 
hear my amendment? 


Mr.SHERMAN. Idid. The objection I have 


Did my friend 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I understand 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land applies to charts nowand hereafter made. 


It has been this: various com- ; 


I know that officer; and I did not! 


Mr. SHERMAN. T hope it will be‘read.. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland: The language is: 

And be it further enacted, That all appropriations now or 
hereafter made. oe 

Mr. SHERMAN. But, at the same-time, it is 
not at all guarded as this amendment isy i 0i 

Mr: HARRIS, of Maryland. It “is more 
guarded. aa 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why not take this amend- 
ment? Why get up an issue with the Senate 
upon the naval appropriation bill? There will be 
no dispute between the two bodies, unless you 
get up one upon these naval charts. . The Senate 
have ingrafted.a very good provision in this bill, 
and I hope there will be no controversy ‘about it, 

Mr: WASHBURNE, of Illinois. T nope the 
Senate amendment will firstbe read, and then the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland; 
and when the House has heard both, I hope they, 
will adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland, as an act of justice to the party. in 
question. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless this debate is ex- 
hausted, I shall move that the committee rise, for 
the purpose of closing debate. 3 

The question was taken upon‘the amendment 
offered by Mr. Jonn Cocuraye to the amend- 
ment; and it was not agreed to, 

The amendment offered by Mr. Harnis, of 
Maryland, was not agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate was then con- 
curred in. , : 

Seventeenth amendment: 

Sec. 8. And he it further enacted, That the pay of first 
clerks to commandants at all the navy-yards shall beat the 
rate of $1,200 per annum, except that at California navy- 
yard, which shall be at the rate of $1,500 per annum ; that the 
laws approved 22d of April, 1854, 4th of August, 1854, 3d 
of March, 1855, and 12th of June, 1858, increasing the pay 
of clerks and others twenty per cent, at the. Washington 
navy-yard, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. - 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. . 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighteenth amendment: 


Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Navy be, and be is hereby, authorized to cause to be 
constructed for the United States Navy, at as early a day 
as practicable, having due regard to efficiency ànd. econ- 
omy, seven steam screw sloops- of-war, of the second class, 


| as vessels are rated in the Navy, with full steain power, 


whose greatest draught of water shal! not exceed tourteen 
feet, which sloops shall combine the heaviest armament 
and greatest speed compatible with their character and 
tonnage; and for the purpose above specificd, the sum of 
$1,200,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of 
aby money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
ieee under the direction of the Secretary of the 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

Mr. GARNETT obtained the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. Itis time to adjourn; and 
with the permission of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust we will dispose of 
this bill to-night. 7 

Mr. BURNETT. You cannotdo that, unless 
gentlemen desire to sit here until a late hour. 

Mr, SHERMAN. It is important that we 
should pass it to-night, because I do not see any 
other time when we can take-up this bill. [think 
we had better sit here late, if it is necessary. 

Mr. BURNETT. I-submitthe motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means does not intend 
to force this bill to a vote to-night. He cannot 
do it, if he remains here till bedtime. Here is a 
proposition for war steamers, notoriously put 
upon this bill under circumstances in our public 


| affairs which must give rise to a great deal of de- 
| bate; and if the gentleman gets through with the 


bill to-night, he will have to remain. here until a 
very late hour. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The general political con- 
dition of the country is. open to debate upon two 
or three other measures, and there is no necessity 
to enter into such debate upon this bill. . If we 
do not dispose of this bill to-night, Ido not know 
when we can reach itagain, It is important that 
ihe disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon this 
bill should go to a committee of conference at the 
earliest possible moment. If the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Garnetr] desires to speak of these 
war supplies in connection with general political 
matters, he can do so upon half a dozen other 
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bills.. We can havea vote in the House upon the 
adoption, of this amendment, if gentlemen desire. 

Me. BRANCH. But the gentleman from Ohio 
will understand that there will be a great deal of 
debate upon these. propositions, confined strictly 
to the merits of the propositions themselves. The 
debate must be a long one, and I hope we shall 
not be detained here to-night. 

Mr. BURNETT. I insist upon my motion. 

_ The question. was put; and there were, on a 
division—ayes 38, noes 81. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair votes in the 

negative, which makes a quorum. 
r, PHELPS. 1 call for tellers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps it will be more 
agreeable to gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House to take a recess now, and meet this even- 
ing for business. 

Mr. RUFFIN. 

. taken to-night? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill state to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina that, if the bill can be 
reported to the House to-night, I will not ask for 
a vote until to-morrow. 

Mr. GARNETT. Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion. So faras l am concerned, it isa matter 
of indifference whether I speak to-night or at any 
other time; but I think the gentleman from Ohio 
will see, if he reflects, that his suggestion that de- 
bate upon the political condition of the country 
should be had upon the other bills, docs hot meet 
the necessities of the case. In our view, here is 
a direct proposition to raise a naval force to carry 
on war upon one portion of the Union. [*Oh, 
no!” “Oh, no!”] That is the view we take of 
it; and therefore, there can be no bill upon which 
it is so obligatory upon us, or so proper for us, to 
debate the question, as upon the proposition be- 
fore us. I propose to address the House upon the 
subject, and several other gentlemen have the 
same intention; and I presume thatthe gentleman 
will find that he cannot get the bill through to- 
night 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill state to gentlemen 
that the idea that this is acoercion measure seems 
to me very far-fetched. These sloops cannot pos- 
sibly be built in eighteen months. The trees are 
now growing out of which they must be built, 
and our difficulties will all be settled before these 
ships can be built. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I do not believe there is 
miaterial enough in all the navy-yards to build 
these ships. 1 shall vote for this amendment; and 
you know £ would not vote for a war measure 
upon any consideration. I consider the amend- 
mentasabsolutely necessary for the proper main- 
tenance of the Navy. I do not participate in the 
fears of gentlemen upon this side of the House. 

Mr. GARNETT. ‘Thedebate upon thisamend- 
ment must be somewhat lengthy, and that debate 
must be had. 
bill by any factious measures; we only desire rea- 
sonable opportunity to debate it. 

Mr. PHELPS. I call for tellers upon the 
motion that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Irtis too late now to call 
tellers, as debate has been allowed since the vote 
was taken. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. If the re- 
marks which have been made have any applica- 
tion whatsoever, the Federal Government ought 
not to have an Army, ought not to havea Navy, 
ought to be stripped of all means of defending its 
own existence, and surrender at will to all who 
attack it, 

Mr. WASHBURNIS, of Ulinois. I rise to a 
question of order. ‘The gentleman from Virginia 
gave way to a motion that the committee rise. 
The Chair decided that the metion was not car- 
ried; when the gentleman from Missouri called 
for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 
that after that, debate was allowed by unanimons 
consent, and the gentleman from Virginia is now 
entitled to Ure floor, 

n PHELPS. Then Task the gentleman from 
ia to alow me to make the motion that the 
committee rise. 
Mr. GARNETT. 
out of my tune. 
Mr. PHELPS. 
eall for tellers, 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


Is it proposed that a vote be 


I will, if ig does not come 


Tsubmit that motion; and now 


We do not propose to delay this | 


therefore, that at three o'clock to-morrow, by 
common consent, the House willtake up and dis- 
pose of this matter, after the military bill has been 
debated a reasonable time. I think it better to 
arrange these matters by some understanding than 
to weary ourselves out by contests. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I, too, want to regulate these 
matters by agreement, so far as we can; but I do 
not know how far we can do that. I think, if we 
agree now to enter upon the consideration of this 
bill to-morrow at three o’clock, we may thereby 
curtail the debate which we desire upon the bilk 
introduced by the gentleman’s colleague. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That will.then go over as 
unfinished business. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Let it be understood, then, 
that if we do not get through the debate upon the 
bill of the gentleman from Ohio, the colleague of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, it shall go over. If this proposition car- 
ries with it the idea thata vote is to be taken upon 
that proposition before three o’clock to-morrow, 
we could hardly be expected to consent to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If at three o'clock to-mor- 
row the military bill of my colleague is not fin- 
ished, it will, as a matter of ceurse, go over until 
the next day. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope this bill will pass, and 
that very soon. I sce very clearly that every 
measure, from this time forward, is to be opposed 
in this Hall as a force measure and a war meas- 
ure. Why, sir, we are trying to keep the peace; 
and for the purpose of keeping the peace, we want 
an Army and we wanta Navy. 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, of Ilinois. What is be- 
fore the committee ? 
Mr. HINDMAN, 
Illinois to order. 
Mr. CURTIS. It must not be inferred that 
everything we do here increasing the Army and 
Navy, justas we have done in past years, is done 
with a design to wage war. But there is no hon- 
orable man here who does not know that war is 
threatened; there is no man here who does not 
know that we are in danger of being assailed 
wherever our flag floats. 

ar BINGHAM. I call the gentleman to 
order, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
this debate. 

Mr. WINSLOW. There is no objection on 
this side of the House. We are delighted to hear 
the gentleman from lowa. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I hope the 
gentleman will be allowed to proceed with his 
war speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CURTIS. Iam not going to make a war 
speech. 1am making a peace speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. [think the 
proposition of the chaignan of the Committce of 
Ways and Means is a fair and just one, and 
ought to be agreed to by all sides; and I hope it 
will be agreed to. i 

Several Mempers. What is it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state it again, I pro- 
pose that the debate on the military bill, which is 
in charge of my colleague, [Mr. Stanron,] and 
with which I have nothing to do, shall go on un- 
til three o’clock to-morrow; and that then we shall 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union and take up this bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs said that the whole day 
to-morrow should be given to the debate on his 
bill, and f hope it will not be interfered with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My proposition is, that to- 
morrow, at three o'clock, we shall take up this 
bill and dispose of it. If that is not agreed to, I 
sie no other way but to go on with this bill to- 
nuient. 


Mr. BRANCH. 


I call the gentleman from 


I object to 


I would say to the Chairman 


; of the Committee of Waysand Means, that some 
i gentlemen upon this side of the House object to 
į any agreement that the debate upon this bill shall | 


be closed to-morrow. [ think, however, thatif we 
commence the debate at three o’clock, the debate 
will be ciosed to-morrow. At any rate it will be 
at hisowp option,and {think he will have no dif- 
ficulty in disposing of the biil before the close of 
to-morrow’s session. Butif he insists upon such 
an agreement, there arc gentlemen here who will 


I desire to get this bill off |, object to it. If he will just give notice that he 
my hands as soon as possible. Twill propose, || will move to go into committee at three o’clock to- | 
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ij 
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morrow and take up this bill, in my opinion, he 
will get through with it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Igive notice, then, that at 
half past four to-morrow, if I can get the floor, I 
will move that the committee rise for the purpose 
of closing the debate, and a majority of the House 
can then dispose of the naval bill 1f they see-fit, 

“Mr. BURNETT. Now let us rise. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. ‘Will the gentle- 
man from Ohio consent to let me have a vote in 
the House on the substitute which I offered to one 
of the Senate amendments? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; I cannot. 

Mr. PHELPS. I withdraw the call for tellers 
on the motion to rise. 

The motion was agreed to.* 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the Chair, Mr. Corax reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the amendments of the Senate to the 
naval appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Imove that the House do 
now adjourn. ae 

RECESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to ask the 
House one question, so that we may understand 
one another. There is an order that the House 
take a recess from four till seven o’clock. The 
Chair wishes to understand distinctly whether, 
when we adjourn, we shall adjourn till seven 
o’clock this evening or until to-morrow morning? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The special order is now 
pending? 

The SPEAKER. It is pending. 

Mr.SICKLES. Then let there be a recess till 
this evening, with the understanding that no busi- 
ness shall be dohe, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes the voice 
of the House as to when it will adjourn to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the order of the 
House, the Speaker is bound, at four o’clock, to 
declare a recess till seven o’clock, the special 
order being pending. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Before we take a recess, 
T desire to offer a resolution merely for reference 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BURNETT. There is no quorum here; 
and we can do nothing but take a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the recess has 
arrived, and the Chair can take no notice of any- 
thing further. 


. The House then (at four o'clock and thirty- 


five minutes, p. m.) took a recess until seven 
o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembled at seven 0’clock, p. m., 
(Mr. Moornean occupying the chair as Speaker 
protempore,) and resumed the consideration of the 
special order, being the report of the special com- 
mittee of thirty-three upon the present condition 
of the country. 

Mr. PETTIT addressed the House for an hour. 
{His speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, the questions to 
be solved in the present exciting crisis are the most 
delicate which have ever been submitted to north- 
era statesmen. They feel that their section has done 
nothing that ought to provoke the fears or resent- 
ment, or excite the apprehensions of the southern 
people. They abide by the Constitution; they men- 
ace no attack upon, or change of, its provisions; 
they meditate no interference with the domestic 
policy or institutions of the southern States; yet 
they are not blind to the fact that a total misap- 
prehension of their opinions and purposes exists 
among a largepart ofthe southern people, and that 
unscrupulous leaders have availed themselves of 
this misapprehension to excite rebellious and rev- 
olutionary opposition to the Government. Con- 
cessionsarcasked for from two quarters for directly 
opposite purposes. Treasonable leaders ask for 
concessions, which they think impossible to be 
granted, in order to strengthen rebellion and pres 
vent the reaction of revolutionary ideas, Patriotic 


| men asi for them in order to quietapprehensions 


which they admit to be ill-founded, and thus to 
enable them to make head against treason, and 
maintain and perpetuate the Union. Those from 
whom they are asked, while they feel that no 
moral demand can be made for them, are called 
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upon, by a generous deference for misapprehen- 
sion and alarm, to decide what can be made, with- 
out substantive. sacrifice of principle, which will 
sustain. patriotism in its brave struggle face to 
face against rebellion; which will break the sway 
of revolutionary leaders; which will give repose 
to present troubles, without at the same time sow- 
ing the seeds of greater troubles to come. $ 

itis natural that. there should be great diver- 
sity of opinion in regard to the manner in which 
the present crisis is to be met. . The mind is. be- 
wildered in secking the means of quieting dis- 
turbances. which spring. from diseased apprehen- 
sion instead of real grievance. It is an occasion 
when patriotic minds must differ, and when. the 
exercise of charity is the duty of all. 

Mr. Speaker, the perils which surround us and 
menace the Republic, if they indced spring from 
any infirmity in our Constitution, as in some de- 
gree they may, are, at the same time, a historic 
tribute to the greatness of our institutions. The 
illustrious men who framed the Constitution, and 


- adjusted with a wisdom so near divine the bound- 


aries of Federal and State authority, did not fore- 
see the amazing energy to which the institutions 
they were inaugurating was to give birth. In 
less than three quarters of a century—a period 
hardly to be estimated in the life of a nation—an 
expansion of territory has been witnessed which 
they had notanticipated inall time. The utmost 
expansion of the Federal Union which they had 
contemplated comprised merely the organization 
into States of the then existing territory of the 
nation. Nor were they without apprehension that 
even this breadth of empire might be fatal to 
union, and productive of discord, menacing lib- 
erty itself. The wonderful. progress in practical 
science, by which the means of transit and com- 
munication have been so singularly multiplied and 
quickened, and by which old ideas of distance 
have beenso nearly annihilated, and the flexibility 
with which our Constitution has adapted itself to 
numerous unforeseen exigenties, have removed 
this apprehension, and demonstrated its adapted- 
ness to a people, however widely separated, who 
possess the homogeneous elements of a common 
origin, language, traditions, and ideas of law. 

But the mode of governing acquisitions never 
anticipated, the point where local and Federal 
authority over them were severally to begin and 
end, these, of course, were not prescribed; and 
to that, in no inconsiderable degree, is to be attrib- 
uted the misfortune that those who never experi- 
enced the disadvantages and dangers which pre- 
ceded union, of which our Constitution is the fruit 
and confirmation, are called upon to settle the 
troubles of to-day. 

Mr. Jefferson, during whose administration the 
first acquisition was made, entertained the opin- 
ion that there was a want of constitutional power, 
and paused in the midst of all advantages prom- 
ised to contemplate the danger of overstepping 
the strict. limits of constitutional authority. But 


the West, with the audacity of youth, demanded 


a free outlet for her commerce through the mouths 
of the Mississippi, and formidably threatened to 
seize by violence from a foreign Power, if it could 
not be acquired by constitutional means, the ter- 
ritory that frowned upon her trade. Mr. Jeffer- 
son, proud of the expansive energy of the young 
empire dawning in the West, and confident of the 
strength of our Federal system, for once gave 
way, and the Constitution was expanded, by a 
loose interpretation, to meet theemergency. Thus 
the region was acquired which now comprises 
thie States of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, and 
Kansas, and some of the organized Territories. 
“While shutting out all extraneous lights, the 


` Constitution, to the student exempt from the bias 


of passion or self-interest, leaves no doubt that, 


-in the contemplation of its framers, slavery was 


regarded as a relation existing only where estab- 
lished and maintained by local law, and was 
meant, while thus tolerated, not to be fostered by 
the Federal Government; and while cotempora- 
neous history is luminous with. corroborating 
proof, yet let us not deem it after all passing 
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strange, when the Government, by. acquiring ter- 
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ritory, seems to have outgrown its machinery, 


that there should be eccentric movements and jar- 
rings, and that angry controversies should: arise, 


such as we meet to-day. ‘They who travel sọ 
swiftly and audacjously the rugged path of em- 
pire must expect often not to perceive the preci- 
pices on the way, till they have reached. their 
brink. - 

Could the framers of the Constitution have fore- 
seen the empire that was to be added to the pos- 
sessions of the nation, the manner in which the 
distracting subject of slavery, that now excites us, 


was disposed of in the northwestern territory co- | 
temporaneously with the adoption of the Consti-, 


tution, and their recorded opinions, leave- little 
doubt that such distinct provisions would have 
been made concerning it as would make its secu- 
rity in the States repose upon some other basis 
than the policy of extending itinto the Territories. 

But we approach the exciting subject of slavery, 
in all its aspects, under different and less favorable 
auspices.. They dealt with it, under the circum- 
stances which then existed, not as sentimentalists 
insisting on present abolition, and thus defeating 
Union, but as statesmen recognizing its existence 
and furnishing it securities against.external-inter- 
ference, but discouraging its extension by treating 
it as the creature of locallaw. We ought to deal 
with it, also, under the circumstances which now 
exist, in a practical manner suited to the exigency. 
If angry passions are aroused, a just but not de- 
grading forbearance must be exercised; if adverse 
views prevail, there must, within the limit of prin- 
ciple at least, be the appearance of mutual conces- 
sion. When the Constitution was adopted, nearly 
all the States were slaveholding. The culture ofa 
particular staple, thatnow makes slavery so profit- 
able, was not then known. Slavery was then 
regarded as an evil—not to be removed, indeed, 
otherwise than gradually and by State regulations, 
but to remain within its local boundaries and qui- 
etly to pass away. Now, sir, we behold it, with 
afield vastly widened by the mere natural increase 
of the servile race, representing enormous pecu- 
niary interests, and so intimately interwoven with 
the social structure and industrial policy of a great 
section of the country, as to ask and to feel the 
need for its security of the most explicit assur- 
ances and guarantees of repose from every form 
of external interference. The property over which 
dominion is claimed is the most peculiar of all— 
capable of escape, for it has intelligent locomo- 
tion; capable of mischief, for it has passions; in 
case of escape, valueless; in case of mischievous 
inclination, infinitely to be feared. Itis an excep- 
tional property; to cultivated nations known only 
among us. The enlightened self-interest of the 
Old World has discarded it; its conscience frowns 
upon it. It prevents, too, the diversification of 
industrial pursuits; thus retarding the growth of 
population, and producing a relative lethargy in 
the midst of surrounding progress. All this en- 
hances the apprehension of external: aggression, 
and makes those who are interested in it as an 
institution quick to seize and to magnify every 
circumstance out of which danger can arise. 

A few years since, sir, it possessed not only the 
guarantees with which the Constitution shielded 
it against external aggression, but by the peculiar 
structure of a particular branch of the legislative 
department, and a dexterity on the part of those 
interested in it, in the management of political 
machinery in which the busy North was wholly 
unpracticed, it was dominant in political affairs. 
But now, while it retains all the securities with 
which the Constitution invested it, and Is not men- 
aced with any changes in that instrument; while 
it has expanded itself over a great territory and 
represents an interest of far greater magnitude 
than in the early days; yet, the rival system of 
free labor in the northern States, founded upon 
the policy of educating, compensating, and in- 
vesting with all political franchises the agents of 
industry, and diversifying theiremployments, has 
so increased the population of the northern States, 
and their number, as to give them, whenever they: 


“was before obviously 


choose to exert it, the political control of the Go: 
ernment: Nor.is:this relation :temporary..E. 
same causes which, quite. in defiance. of. p 
dexterity: and. opposition, have. produced these: 
results,.are constantly hereafter to-render that sus 
premacy more conspicuous: Ambitious men duty 
of power who would resort to desperate ex pedients:: 
to get iwit; ambitious:men in power who fearthat: 
these. will. turn them out; great leaders, asp 
to. highest distinction, whose excesses have made; 
them unpopular with the nation while not odious: 
to a particular section, have sought with infinite; 
industry, and-with not. less skill, to avail. them- 
selves of this circumstance to: touch the mercu-; 
rial. passions of the South, and: to excite. alarm: 
and apprehension, by. representing: to the south-} 
ern people. that this political .power menaces the 
security of their. property and- the quiet and safety, 
of their domestic sanctuaries. . There isna mise: 
representation to which they have not resorted): 
and there is none, it would seem, too incredible:. 
for belief. A popular panic has thus been created—. 
a belief widely spread through the southern States” 
that their institutions are. menaced, and that the: 
party. coming into power designs;-in. some sense, ; 
to put them under a yoke. This belief has been. 
expressed: by violent exhibitions, . States have 
seceded, which have never experienced. In. they 
Union anything but blessings; ambitious leadera’ 
throwing themselves in front, an alarmed people. 
following and supporting them. Other States. 
threaten to go, and are merely held in restraint, 
by efforts of patriotic men who have begged a. 
truce. f : ‘ 
If, sir, we can, by a wise and firm moderation, 
pass this transition period,.and the South. shall 
perceive that this transfert of power does not affect, 
the security of her institutions, the present trous; 
bles will cease. Let us then endeavor to. meet: 
this. exigency with practical good senge, rather. 
than stiff theoviesand unrelaxing pride of opinion, 
and tranguillity can probably be restored without: 
any sacrifice of principle. a ai 
Vhat do the southern people want? They fear: 
that the Constitution does not plainly protect their; 
domestic relations from external aggression; and 
also, that it may be amended so as to render val-' 
ueless. their slave property. They want a. plain: 
and permanent guarantee that no such thing shall 
be attempted or be possible. Sir, how does it. 
harm.us to. give it? The Constitution, we have. 
no doubt, already does so. But they entertain. 
apprehension that it does not explicitly enough to- 
furnish sure restraint. Shall we not give it in the. 
mostexplicitterms? Shall we notremoveall ground 
of alarm on that account fully and promptly, now 
and forever? The Constitution was meant to be 
a plain instrument; and an amendment can do no 
harm which removes a fear of lurking powers. 
I shall therefore, sir, favor the submission to the 
people of the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. And I say to our southern: 
friends that this will secure your peculiar institu- 
tion from external interference and aggression far, 
better than can any race for political power with: 
the non-slaveholding States... vs : 
I Know, sir, that on this side of the House there 
is, in the minds of some members, a great repug-: 
nance to amending the Constitution... If the ob-. 
ject were to change that instrument, in. order te 
venture upon some new experiment in the con-. 
duct of Government, such repugnance would be 
well founded.. But the purpose is: to make exist- 
ing provisions more -plain,.so as to remove. ill- 
founded, but anxious, apprehensions of possible 
dangers, and thus to strengthen the bond of Union 
which the Constitution was made to confirm. 
Under circumstances similar, except that the oc- 
casion was far less momentous, the Constitution 
was early amended, by adding clauses, not to 
change or modify the instrument, but to prevent 
misconstruction of existing provisions. The ninth 
and, eleventh amendments were made for that 
purpose, and thus uneasiness and apprehension., 
were allayed by specifying in explicit words what 
i implied. 
It may, however, be said that we propose ‘to; 
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ing in the aniending clause that a particular pro- 
vision shail not be amended, except by concur- 
rence of all-the States. That may be admitted. 
- But a change of the Federal Constitution which 
would allow an interference with the domestic 
poti¢y or institutions of a State, would be aubver- 
sive of the very genius and structure of our Gov- 
erfiment, and would be such an act of epee 
by the majority as, though tolerated by theletter, 
would be'so repugnant to the spirit of the Con- 
stitution aslikely, whenéver attempted, to produce 
civil-cérnmotions menacing the stability of the 
Union. : $ P i 

Sir, whenever, withoutaltering its reàl import, 
itis proposed to amend the Cohstitition by merely 
removitig obscurity from aty of its provisions, or 
making ‘plainer its guaraiitees, if civil troubles 
can thus be quieted, or estranged fraternal affec- 
tions recalled, or patriotic men, struggling bravely 
against odds to support the union of these States, 
éan be: cheered and strengthened and reassured, 
it will receive from me no hesitating support. — 

Nor are we, I trust, at all reluctant to recom- 
mend the removal from our Staté statute-books 
ofall laws, if any such there be, which stand in 
the way of a full and faithful compliance with 
every constitutional obligation. Much as south- 
ern violerice has done to inflame our people, they 
have learned to discipline their passions, and are 
willing to be just. The duty to surrender a fu- 
gitive from labor, upon claim of the person to 
whom such labor is due, is expressly enjoined by 
the Constitution. The State laws which have been 

assed in conflict with it, if there be any such, 

ave been chiefly directed to preventing the un- 
lawful removal, under color and by reason of the 
summary character of the provisions of the fugi- 
tive slavelaw, of persons—not fugitives, but free- 
men—to places where they would not be able to 
make a successful assertion of their undoubted 
right to liberty. The State which I have the honor 
in part to represent has never enacted any stat- 
ute impinging upon this constitutional require- 
ment. The law for the recovery of fugitives from 
labor has been faithfully executed within her bor- 
ders. Itisa law which all just men, without refer- 
ence to party or section, admit contains some very 
harsh features, designed, perhaps, to strengthen, 
but tending seriously to weaken, its efficiency. 
But its particular fault is, that it does not secure 
to the alleged fugitive the right to be taken to the 

lace whence he is asserted to have escaped, to 

ave his claim to liberty tested by the judicial tri- 
bunals. This fault has often elicited expressions 
of repugnance to the law, which have been mis- 
taken for indisposition to observe the constitu- 
tional requirement. I think there are few—I! know 
not that there are any—who do not believe that if 
the right which I have mentioned were guarantied, 
the claim to liberty would be fairly and impar- 
tially adjudicated. Tt is fit that a southern states- 
man should have sought to redress this fault, and 
furnish this remedy, by introducing into the com- 
mittce an amendment to the law, which, by ren- 
dering it more bumane, will make its remedial 
provisions really more effectual. 

The amendments mentioned—the one to the 
Constitution, the other to the law relating to fugi- 
tives, and the repeal of unconstitutional statutes— 
ought alone to restore the era of fraternal concord. 
The amendment to the Constitution would for- 
ever secure your domestic institution from exter- 
nal interference, by impregnable defenses; the 

- statute amendment would provide a remedy pre- 
venting freemen from being enslaved under color 
of a law to prevent escaped slaves from becoming 
freemen. 

But southern gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber are still not content. The territorial 
question remains unadjusted. 
thirty-three, of which the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] is the head, have, how- 
ever, offered to remove that subject of dispute. 
They propose that we shall admit into the Union 
as a State, with such a constitution as its inhab- 
itants may adopt, a Territory whose local statute 
law now tolerates African servitude. You say, 
however, that New Mexico is not adapted to sla- 
very; that slavery, though reccgnized by law, 
does not exist in fact; that, though nominally es- 
tablished, it can gain no permanent foothold, and 
must necessarily be of brief duration, because the 
labor of slaves cannot be made productive. Let 
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us. allow allthis to betrus.. “We believe it to be 
so. A recent census has surprised usall, indeed, 

by:-showing that there are but twenty-two slaves 

in that Territory, ten of whom are temporarily 

there with public officers. Your complaint against 

the Administration just coming into power has 

been, that it meant, by congressional legislation, 

to expel slavery from the Territories. We now: 
propose to remove this complaint, by withdraw- 

ing the whole subject, as to the territory we own, 

from the control of the Administration, and refer- 

ring it to the people immediately to be affected. 

We offer, in order to give repose to the country, 
to settle the whole territorial controversy, by al- 
lowing the condition of all the soil we possess to 
be fixed, in relation to its domestic conditions, by 
the inhabitants immediately concerned. 

What will then remain to renew controversy? 
Your domestic institutions protected from exter- 
nal interference by the most explicit safeguards; 
laws obstructing the recovery of fugitive servants 
repealed; the odious feature of the fugitive act 
amended so as to protect the free, without releas- 
ing the bond of the enslaved; the territorial ques- 
tion settled by the conversion of the territory into 
States; all subjects of mutual grievance fully and’ 
justly disposed of: Why, then, may not the coun- 
try rest from the unhappy strifes that have so 
weakened the bond of brotherhood? Why may 
not those cordial relations be resumed, that used 
to exist between the sections? We hear much of 
guarantees. The guarantee we want is not so 
much the guarantee of constitutional and statute 
provisions, as of mutual good temper. Here is 
the way toit. With it come peace, contentment, 
fraternity. i 

Ah! sadly enough, when we hedge you round 
with all possible securides against external inter- 
ference with your domestic relations, you still 
wish to run with us the ambitious race for polit- 
ical power. While the populous North, with its 
increasing millions, more vitally interested in ter- 
ritorial expansion, and more addicted to migratory 
adventure than yourselves, is willing to forego 
that expansion, and put a check upon adventure, 
for the sake of peace, you covet further acquisi- 
tions. You parcel out, in imagination, the terri- 
tory ofa neighboring nation, with which we are 
at peace; and, as if to covet were to possess, you 
demand, as a condition for further enjoying the 
advantages of Union, that provision shall be made, 
in advance, for the recognition and protection of 
slavery in all such acquisitions. Youare not will- 
ing to trust another generation to meet the natural 
exigencies of its position; you are not content to 
leave to them, when the question shall arise, the 
choice in which they will be so much more vitally 
interested than yourselves; whether they will ac- 
cept the arrangement which can then be made, or 
essay to destroya Government which, in the life- 
time of men now living, has eclipsed the splendor 
to which Rome attained in its proudest days, and 
has been the bountiful source of civil blessings 
never before experienced by mankind. 

The plan which you propose is presented as a 
settlement of controversy. fr by a settlement you 
mean a mode of giving final repose to the ques- 
tion, it seems to me you greatly err. Your pol- 
icy, instead of being pacitic, is the policy of pér- 
petual agitation It is the forerunner and pledge 
of endless strife. It demands protection for sla- 
very in every Territory, until it has attained toa 
population of an eighth of a million, without ref- 
erence to the adaptation of soil, climate, or pro- 
ductions, ifthe face, if need be, of a hostile pub- 
lic sentiment, and in opposition to the industrial 
policy of the community. ft introduces the Fed- 
eral Government as a foreign authority, in dero- 
gation of. the genius of our system, to enforce 
what, in the States, is universally a matter of 
municipal and domestic regulation; and it will be 
prolific of that strife which always attends the 
enforcement of a domestic policy not springing 
from the local sentiment. It will be difficult to 
make the inhabitants of a populous Territory un- 
derstand why they are powerless to control their 
domestic arrangements, when States, with less 
population, are doing so for themselves. Sir, our 
people are habituated to the exercise of local self- 
government, and of forming their own systems of 
industrial policy; and until you can, by legisla- 
tion, make them something else than Americans, 
they will, whenever they are organized into strong 
communities, assert this habit, peaceably if they | 


| the inestimable value of the Union. 
j it, I believe that everything, if necessary, ought 


can, and if.not peaceably, then as they. may. 
And thus your policy, so pacific in profession, 
yhen put into practical application, instead of 
bringing peace, will bring a sword. 

Do you hope by thispolicy to exclude the North 
from participation in the common territory, and 
thus, by. making new slaveholding States, to re- 
gain-the changed scepter of political power? The 
northern masses are, indeed, averse to settling 
where slaves meet them in the fields of industry 
and share in their pursuits; bat the experience in 
a receret Territory has taught them a lesson of 
confidence in the power of free and diversified in- 
dustry to press its peaceful way, in the very face 
of hostile political influence and armed resistance, 
to assured success; and that experience, however 
sad the occasion of it, cannever be recalled or lost. 
When, therefore, new Territories are opened, if 
slavery shall be even recognized and protected 
northern and southern men willalike rush in, with 
the indwstrial ideas to which they have been bred, 
and the dominant sentiment will-claim to assert 
the mastery. : Pas . 

The road to peace assuredly lies elsewhere. The 
fruits which you desire are more ‘likely to be at- 
tained by keeping the well-poised temper which 
used to be your wont, and skillfully wielding, in 
the nick of time, that balance of power which 
makes minorities, well cemented, achieve advant- 
ages so much beyond any theoretical estimate of 
their strength. ‘With the tact and skill to which 
your statesmen attain by long retention in pub- 
lic life, you would be quite as likely, when the 
critical moment for practical legislation arrived, 
to win the object which you desire, as by that 
protective policy to which you have recently be- 
come wedded, that will necessarily provoke, when 
brought to practical experiment, a rude collision 
of numbers and animal forces, excite unhappy 
strifes, and be injurious to all concerned. 

You sometimes say, protection to slavery or 
dissolution. But, if dissolution, what then? Re- 
member that the repugnance to the extension of 
slavery is the strongest check to northern migra- 
tory adventure. When that check shall be re~ 
moved, when that adventure shall be stimulated 
by the idea of preventing the spread of human 
servitude, when it shall be welcomed on account 
of a coincidence of domestic policy, rather than 
repelled by the pedple among whom its adven- 
turous emigrants shall settle, then will that cor- 
don of freedom be indeed stretched around you’ 
of which you have so often expressed apprehen- 
sion; and the hostile spirit excited by emulation 
in endeavoring to plant rival institutions render 
your domestic institutions utterly insecure. But 
not only this. You imagine you get security for 
slavery by establishing a separate confederacy. 
Never was there a greater mistake. You are now 
a great landed aristocracy; the slave is, asit were. 
your feudal vassal. So long as you can suppress 
commerce and manufactures, you can maintain 
your sway. A separate confederacy will give 
these at least a foothold. Wherever they go, they 
are the missionaries of freedom. When did that 
strife begin that has practically crushed the power 
of the landed aristocracy of Great Britain? When 
the navigation acts were passed; that (by prohib- 
iting the carrying trade in forelgn-built vessels) 
laid the foundation of manufacturing enterprise in 
that nation. The struggle went on— the irre- 


| pressible conflict’’—against vassalage, against 
į landed aristocracy, until the former ceased; and 


the triumphant passage of the act abolishing the 
corn laws was the grand announcement that the 
rule of the latter had passed away. Had the pol- 
icy of Great Britain allowed Holland to retain her 


| manufacturing supremacy , the power of the landed 


aristocracy would not have bowed its proud head 
to the ‘busy pretentiousness’’ of the manufac- 
turing and commercial classes. Take heed from 
this, and learn how importantit is for the security 
of your institutions to keep the North as the seat 
of commercial and manufacturing enterprise. 

It appears, sir, from what I have remarked, 
that I regard the basis of settlement proposed by 
the committee of thirty-three as the best which 
has yet been offered. “I cannot perceive why it 
ought not to putan end to civil troubles, and re- 
store fraternal relations between the States. 

I do not under-estimate, I trust, Mr. Speaker, 
To preserve 


to be sacrificed by patriotic men of all parties 
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We know, sir, the passionate love of the great 
Hungarian people for our institutions, and, above 
all, their reverence for the name of Washington. 
Long overborne by oppression, how often have 
their pulses been stirred by words from their 
exiled patriots, describing the felicity and the 
august progress of the country of Washington! 
And now, sir, put your ear to the water, and you 
can almost hear, coming across the seas, the tramp 
of those gathering legions, which, under the great 
Garibaldi, (who blends the impetuosity of Napo- 
leon with the disinterestedness of Washington,) 
mean to tread the path we trod, by whatever sacri- 
fice of blood and treasure, to an assured liberty. 
Sir, has the one nation risen, and is the other 
rising from the dead, only to behold the spectacle 
of the dissolution of the great American Govern- 
ment? No, sir; rather let us believe that, cemented 
afresh by the roused loyalty and patriotism of the 
people, she will resume her place in the van of the 
nations marching in the path of constitutional free- 
om! 

But, sir, when concessions involving no sub- 
stantial sacrifice of rineiple are proposed, some 
gentlemen on this side of the House say: will you 
compouid with traitors? I answer, no, never! 
I will compound with patriotic men, who have 

been deceived, who have been misled, and thus 
put down traitors! 

Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding all the gloom 
that surrounds us; notwithstanding the stars and 
stripes have been superseded in two of the States 
by the rattlesnake and the pelican; notwithstand- 
ing the old national songs that have so often stirred 
the pulses of the American soldier on the eve of 

` battle, and of the American citizen in foreign lands 
have been ptoscribed and forbidden in some of the 
States, I cannot but believe that, except as to two 
or three of the States, we are on the eve of recon- 
ciliation, reunion,and peace. All ourgrievances, 
real and fictitious, are being mutually stated; all 
our feelings thoroughly unbosomed; misappre-~ 
hensions are thus being removed; cmollients are 
thus being applied; and weare being taught how- 
completely we are one, not alone in material in- 
terest, but one in kindred and inspiring recollec- 
tions, and one by the bonds of an uneffaced af- 
fection.. Those who have plotted to divide this 
Union, under the. pretense of redressing griev- 
ances, will soon, I think, see their capital mis- 
take. Right well have they seen the importance 
of precipitation—of hurrying the South while yet 
blind with passions, excited by foulest deception 
and misapprehension, over the precipice of dis- 
union. Thank God, that personal acquaintance 
along the border between the citizens of slave- 
holding and free States has stopped the conflagra- 
tion at the southern border of Virginia, Mary- 
land, and Kentucky, and they and Tennessee, 
and the old North State, are yet loyal and true to 
the Union. Thank God, sir, that these States 
have been brought to pause and solemnly to šur- 
vey the immeasurable calamities of disunion—of 
affections estranged; of property escaped and ir- 
reclaimable; of houses consumed by fire; of cities 
sacked; of villages destroyed; of farms laid waste 
on both sidesof the line; of the exhausting expense 
of border fortifications and standing armies; of 
fierce and bloodthirsty animosities, requiring ages 
to appease and to forget. And forwhat? Why, 
sir, that Maryland may be separated from Penn- 
sylvania; that Virginia may be severed from Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio; that Kentucky may be dis- 
united from Ohio and Indiana and Illinois; that 


Missouri may be torn from Hlinois and Iowa. 
Why, sir, the people-of those free States, this very 
day, feel themselves as strongly bound to Mary- 
land, Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri, by in- 
terest, good-will, sympathy, and affection, asthe 
latter can possibly feel themselves bound to the 
cotton-growing States. Sir, it is said by certain 
enthusiastic persons that cotton isking! Not yet, 
sir. Let me say, if cotton is ever to be king, he 
will have to establish his dynasty on some other 
basis than this. - Cotton will be most king when 
cotton is most loyal to the Union. Letthe future 
be witness of this prediction. ` . 

Mr. Speaker, I confess to peculiar feelings when 
I meditate upon the dissolution of this Union. 
have lived in a slaveholding State. On a beauti- 
ful hillin Kentucky, quite within sight pf the resi- 
dence of one of my colleagues, in-a simple rural 
family graveyard, lie the remains of my fatherand 
mother, brothers and sister. I desire, that while 
I live, at least, and while my children live, the 
ashes of those who were so dear to me while 
living, and whose memories are my. precious in- 
heritance, shall repose. in my country, and not 
within a foreign jurisdiction. When I would visit 
their simple graves, I desire that no officer shall 
question my right, and disturb me in those sol- 
emn moments, by rudely demanding a passport. 
How many are like me; how very many! 

Mr. Speaker, the immediate cause of all the 
calamities which now threaten to sever the golden 
bonds which have heretofore united us, is the too 
long continuance in power of a single political 
party. During the period in which it has held 

ower, it has survived the issues which gave it 
Firth, and its chiefs having led it into excesses 
which shook the confidence of the country, ithas 
been able, by the unexampled strength of its or- 
ganization, and the military fertility and precision 
of its strategy, to divide, to distract, to demoralize 
the opposing forces, and still to hold to the reins 
of public authority. Abandoned in the northern 
States by those who, in many contests, have borne 
the heat and burden of the day—sustained with 
protest by the great part of those there who still 
adhere to it—its day of doom seems at length to 
have approached. Behold it now— 
“ Like some vast rock, 
Which has, for unimaginable years, 
Sustained itself, with terror and with toll, 


Over a gulf, and with the agony 
With which it clings, seems slowly coming down.” - 


It has broken a great compact, the adoption of 
which was hailed with rejoicing and wild acclaim, 
from the Kennebec to the deltaof the Mississippi, 
as the perpetual pledge of fraternal peace.. It 
has proclaimed the right of territorial self-govern- 
ment; yet we have seen how long, on account of 
the first fruits of its practical application, it has 
refused to one hundred and fifty thousand people 
the sovereign rights which it has so often con- 
ceded to one-fifth of the nymber. It has pro- 
nounced the right of the people of a Territory to 
form and regulate their domestic institutions, in- 
herent in the very genius of our Government and 
essential to liberty itself, yet the exercise of that 
right having in a single case displeased it, its 
leaders have not hesitated to attack and ridicule 
that right, and its subalterns have not failed to 
sneer at that class of inhabitants as a miserable 
aggregation of aliens and squatters. It has run 
the Government into bankruptcy, and its chiefs 
have plundered it at its very Treasury. Yet, dis- 
daining apology, we have seen them feted at pub- 
lie dinners as patriots and public benefactors. 
And. now, sir, having accomplished its work of 
desolation, like the licentious soldiery of Rome 
returning from the provinces which they had de- 
vastated, it turns its arms against the Government 
itself. When the voice of patriotism would call 
it back and welcome it to its early loyalty, it ex- 
claims, in its maddened pride— 

‘That were low indeed, 
That were an ignominy and shame 
This downfall.” 

Availing itself, in the South, of sectional jeal- 
ousies, which it has done so much to inflame; of 
misunderstandings, which it has done so much 
to propagate; having by a system of intimida- 


beneath, 


| tion established a censorship over the press. and 


stified free speech under pretense of securing the 
public safety, yet menacing that safety with the 
false declaration that a victorious. party north-de- 
sires to set bondmen free, thus-frenzying appre- 


yet-may ruins. cs, Po Pee 
-- Amd. this, bir, is the. melancholy | 
great party. organization which, springin 
into existence under the auspices ferson, 
strengthened into unexampled vigor by the pa 
triotic purpose and indomitable resolution of Jack- 
son, was so long and so justly the frie nd the 
idol of the people. ~ It has experienced theca 
mon fate of parties which have too lone tasted thi 
fruits-of power, | Its'‘death struggles ave those of 
a party which is held togéther by the ‘cohesive 
power of party discipline and love of office; instead 
of the vital power of grèat ideas, >: oi 
Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding all’ th ing 
elements arotind üs which threaten to: drive'thé 
Government to: wreck, I eannot bring myself to 
despair of the Republic: Our compass -and ow 
sheet-anchor yetremain. God i@in history;: 
public liberty: which we enjoy, won by s 


on motion of Mr. HUTCHINS, (at 
nine o’clock and twenty-five minutes, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. tae hoe! * 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 20, 1861. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. | 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. ea eae m 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move to dispensé with 
the further. reading of tfe Journal. ; 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. [It requires unani- 
mous consent, The Chair hears no objection, 
and the further reading will be dispensed with... 


; CREDENTIALS. : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented the credentials of 
Hon. Timorny O. Hows, ‘elected a Senator "by 
the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, forthe 
term of six years, commencing on the 4th March, 
1861; which were read, and ordered to bé filed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred thé bill (H. R. No. 899) 
making appropriations for the support. of- the 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1862, reported 
it with amendments. ; : 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE: 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced -that the 
Elouse had passed the joint resolution of the Ben- 
ate (No. 49) to repeal the joint resolution, ap- 
proved June 15, 1860, forthe relief of William H. 
Be Groot. ae ae 


_ BILLS BECOME Laws. _ 
A message from the President of. the United 


ve 
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States by Mr. GLOSsB RENNER, his Secretary; ani- 
nounced thatthe President had this day approved 
atid signed the following bills: 0 = o] l 

An act (S: No:134) for the relief of James: 
Smith; bE ee a eat eee 
~ Am act (S: No. 225) for the relief of Annie D. 
Reeves; > ny i : 
© An act (S. No. 227) for the relief of Laura C: 
Humber, widow of Charles H. Humber} aiid 

Knact (S. Nó. 543) to carry into effect conven- 
tions ‘betweeh-the United States and the Repub- 
Hies:of New Granada arid Costa Rica. 

- SURETIES OF A, J. MITCHELL. 

‘Mr, ANTHONY. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to.whom was referred the memorial of 
Mrs. Mary ‘Mitchell, widow of A. J. Mitchell, a 
purser in the Navy, praying that the securities of 
her: late-husband may be released from the pay- 
ment of a debt unjustly alleged to be due by him to 
the United States, have instructed me to.submit a 
report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of Les- 
lie Combs and: Robert H. Crittenden, sureties 
of the late.A. J. Mitchell, purser. in the United 
States Navy... I am also requested to ask for the 
present consideration of the bill, It will give 
rise to no discussion. Mr. Mitchell was a purser 
in the Navy, and receipted to his predecessor for 
more provisions and stores thanyhe had on hand, 
and he was so much worked up by the disappoint- 
ment that he committed suicide. A suit was in- 
stituted against his sureties, anda judgment recov- 
ered against them for $3,300. : The statement is 
verified by the chief of the bureau, and the bill for 
the relief has been reported unanimously. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 568) 
for the relief of Leslie Combs and Robert H. Crit- 
tenden, sureties of the late A. J. Mitchell, purser 
in the United States Nayy, was read twice, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to relieve Leslie Combs and Robert H. 
Crittenden from all liability as sureties for the late 
Purser A. J. Mitchell, United States Navy, on 
account of uny balance found due to the United 
States from Mitchell in the settlement of his ac- 
counts as purser on the United States steamer 
Michigan. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL B. HIBBARD. 


Mr. BINGHAM. There is a little bill on the 
Calendar appropriating about eight hundred dol- 
lars to a man in Michigan, which was reported 
unanimously last year’ by the Senator from Flor- 
ida (Mr. auren) from the Committee on the Post 
Otice and Post Roads.. I think there will be no 
objection to its passage. I move thatit be now 
taken up and acted upon. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S, No. 
561) for the relief of Danicl B. Hibbard was read 
asecond time,and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to direct the Postmaster 
General to pay to Daniel B. Hibbard $839, in full 
compensation for his services in transporting the 
United States mail between the villages. of St. 
John’s and Lyons, Michigan, under his agree- 
ment with the deputy. postmaster at St. John’s. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMODORE IIRAM PAULDING. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iask the Senate to take 
up the joint resolution authorizing Commodore 
Hiram Paulding to receive a sword and a grant 
of land from the Republic of Nicaragua, in order 
that it may be made a special order. I do not 
ask that a vote be taken on it pow. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 59) author- 
izing Commodore Hiram Paulding to receive a 
sword and a grant of land from the Republic of 
Nicaragua, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move that it be made 
the special order for Saturday next, at half past 
eleven o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to give notice to 
the Senate that, at that time, I shall expect the 
jon resolution to be taken up and acted upon, 

t has passed the House of Representatives, and 
appropriates no money. | - 


H 


> BUZA B. MILLS.: | 
. Mr. BRIGHT. Iwill ask the Senate to take | 
up for consideration a’ bill appropriating only 
$500. Itis a bill for the relief of Eliza B. Mills, 
widow of Robert Milis; reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and. Grounds at. the 
last session. > / i ee 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
490) for the relief of Eliza B. Mills, widow of 
Robert Mills, was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for the payment of $500 for services of Rob- 
ert Mills, as architect, in preparing and furnishing 
plans and estimates fora marine hospital at New. 
Orleans, and a public printing office in the city of 
Washington. peas 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. WADE. I move to take up House bill 
No. 950, in relation to the postal service. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 950) in relation to the postal service was 
‘considered asin Committee of the Whole. Itpro- 
vides that whenever, in the opinion of the Post- 
master General, the postal service cannot be safely 
continued, or the post office revenues collected, or 
the postal Jaws maintained, or the contents of the 
mails preserved inviolate till delivered to the proper 
address, on any post route, by reason of any in- 
surrection or resistance to the laws of the United 
States, he may discontinue the postal service on 
such route, or any part thereof, and any post 
offices thereon, till the same can be safely re- 
stored, and he is to report his action to Congress. 

Mr. GREEN. That bill involves a matter of 
ee and ought not to be passed in a thin 
Senate, in the absence of many Senators who take 
a deep interest in the subject. I move, therefore, 
that it lie on the table. 

Mr, WADE. [hope that will not be done. It 
is an important bill, and therefore I want it con- 
sidered. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I ask the Senator from Ohio 
to agree to pass this bill over for a few minutes, 
until the Senate. is more full, and allow me to pass 
a little bill, on which there will be no debate. 

Mr. WADE. I should be glad to accommo- 
daio the Senator, but I want to go on with this 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri moves that the bill lie on the table. 

_ The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
lon—ayes ten, 

Mr. WADE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretar proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LATHAM, (who at first voted “< yer”) 
I change my vote. I voted as I did, because 
was not prepared to take up the bill; and I had an 
amendment which I wanted to offer that I gave to 
one of the members of the Post Office Committee 
to lay before that committee; but it was over- 
looked, and the bill was acted upon when he was 
not present, he being in another committee. I 
vote-*‘nay.’’ I am as ready to act on this bill 
now, as at any other time. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 23; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Douglas, Green, 
Tfemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Nichol- 
son, Pearce, Rice, Sebastian, and Thomson—I4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Grimes, Hale, King, Latham, Morrill, Seward, Simmons 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, an 
Wilson—23. 

So the Senate refused to lay the bill on the table. 


The bill was reported to the Senate; and the 
question was stated to be, ‘‘ Shall the bill be read 
a third time?” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 voted to lay the bill on the 
table, not with reference to its merits, but because 
I did not wish to take up the whole morning hour 
with this measure, to the exclusion of the busi- 
ness that now comes up regularly. Tam inclined | 
to favor the passage of the bill; and think I shall | 
vote for it. Itstrikes me that it is rather a peace 
measure than otherwise. 

Mr. WADE. Certainly it is. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It seems to me to vest a 
conservative power in the Department which may 


be exercised for the promotion of peace; it cer- į 


tainly cannot-be exercised aggréssively; at least 
I think it will not be. Unless I see some objec- 
tion to the bill, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ishould like to hear a reason 
given for changing the presentlaw. LIunderstand 
that the present law allows the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, at his discretion, to discontinue the postal 
service on any route, by paying one month’s ad- 
ditional compensation: Does this bill propose to 

ay any more, or doesit propose to'pay anything? 
i Mr. ADE. It does nat say anhe about 
that; but, in answer to the Senator, I will state 
that the best lawyers of the Senate, perhaps, that 
have-had this matter under consideration, enter- 
tain some doubts with regard to the power of the 
Postmaster Gencral now to discontinue the ser- 
vice thioughout a State, or for the causes assigned. 
inthis bill. There are doubts about it. Perhaps 
the general opinion has heretofore been that he 
had that power; but, ona close investigation, I 
am told that in the committee of the other House 
there was a- diversity of opinion; and to render so 
important a matter certain, it was thought that a 
bill should be passed on the subject. I do not 
want to go into the discussion of the question 
whether the present law does clearly and abso- 
lutely give this power or not; because it is easier 
to pass this bill, and make that certain about 
which there are doubts entertained, than to leave 
it as it is. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to amend the bill by 
adding these words: 

And also that the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to suspend any effort to collect revenue in any such States, 

I think we ought to meet this question and pass 
judgment upon it, not by indirection, but by com- 
ing up squarely to the mark. If weintend to with- 
hold postal accommodationsfrom these States, we 
ought, it seems. to me, to withhold all efforts to 
collect revenue from them. We need nat call 
them insurrectionists. That is a distinct term, 
importing a different idea entirely. These States 
are in the Union, or they are out of the Union. 
Ifthey are in the Union, and do not interrupt the 
passage of the mails, why permit the Postmaster 
General to withhold postal accommodation from 
them? If they are out of the Union, you have a 
right to stop your mail at their border; but you 
would also be bound to prevent any attempt to 
collect the revenue. This amendment simply ex- 
presses my idea; and I will not consume time by 
making a speech on it. I move the amendment 
which I have indicated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
be good enough to restate his amendment? 

Mr. GREEN. To add the words: 

And also that the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to suspend all efforts to collect the revenue in any of the 
said States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri that there are no States mentioned be- 
fore. He ought to use the words, ‘seceding 
States,” if that is what he means, 

Mr. GREEN TI willalter it in that way. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the Senator from 
Missouri would attain his object better by meet- 
ing that question ona bill to which it would be 
pertinent. This is not a direction to discontinue 
the mails anywhere. Ft is not a direction that 
the mails shall be discontinued in the States which 
have seceded. Itis simply a discretionary power 
vested in the President of the United States, or 
the Postmaster General, under his direction, to 
suspend the carrying of the mails on those routes 
where he shall find obstructions. He may carry 
the mails in the States that have seceded; where 
there is no obstruction. They are thus carried 
now; but unless he suspends the mail on the 
routes where there are obstructions, he must re- 
move the obstructions, and thus produce collision. 
I understand this is a proposition to authorize the 
President of the United States to avoid collision, 
to avoid the using of military force to put down 
résistance to the carrying of the mails of the Uni- 
ted States. Tam willing to give him that author- 
ity; and it is not compulsory; it allows the mails 
to be carried in South Carolina as they now are, 
and in Georgia and those other States, except 
that, if violence be interposed to obstruct the car- 


eee ; ; 
| rying of the mails, he is released by this bill from 
the obligation to remove the obstruction and to 


carry the mails and use all the military force ne- 
cessary to remove the obstructions, not as an 
army, but as a posse. I understand it is giving 


t861. 
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discretionary power; [© That is all;”?]ʻand that 
being the case 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Ilinois will pause. E 

„Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 'On the motion of 
the senior Senator from Kentucky, a bill was 
postponed to and made the special order for half 
past eleven o’clock to-day; but perhaps, in the 
absence of that Senator, it may be the pleasure of 
the Senate to informally allow the present bill to 
go on. . f 

Mr. WADE. . Very well. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I only wish to suggest to 
the Senator from Missouri, that he is making it 
peremptory to suspend the collection of revenue 
in another class of cases, and to deprive the Pres- 
ident of any discretion on that point. I would 
rather meet that on the bills involving that ques- 
tion when they are matured and come up, as I 
believe will be the case Let us meet it on a bill 
presenting that isolated question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If it is now the proper 
time, I wish to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
offer an amendment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri... 7 á Was 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This isa substitute for the 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator had 
betterdet the vote be first taken on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. Sone 

Several Senarors. Let it be read. . 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I send up my amendment, 
and-ask to have it read. 

The Sectetary read it, as follows: 

Strike out the whole bill, and in lieu of it insert: 

Whereas several States have withdrawn from this Union, 
and the laws of the United States have no longer any force 
therein: Therefore, 

Be it enacted bythe Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 'T'hat 
in all States situated as above, the Postmaster General is 
hereby directed to discontinue the postal service within 


the limits of such States, and make arrangements with the 
governments of the same for inter-postal communication. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on the dmendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, i 

Mr. RICE. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to one pointin this matter. There is no 
‘law authorizing the President to discontinue the 
mails; the only power that there is on that point 
is in the contract with each and every contractor. 
In every contract it is specified that the Postmas- 
ter General may discontinue the service entirely, 
or he may increase it or diminish it. There is a 
direct and positive authority; and ifhe cannot now 
exercise that power, it must be upon the princi- 
ple of vested rights. If he cannot do it, by what 
authority can Congress do it? 

Mr. WADE. J hope that this simple bill, that 
has been said to be a peaceful measure, which 
contemplates nothing but peace, will be suffered 
to pass without involving any of the controverted 
subjects that undoubtedly will come up better on 
some other occasion. am anxious to get it 
through without any unnecessary delay. We 
have no time to debate. When these other things 
come up, I shall be the last man to fail to meet 
them; but Lhope they will not be brought up now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Mis- 


souri. 

Mr. GREEN. I am not certain but that the 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Texas 
will accomplish all that I desire. Jtis useless for 
us to try to deceive each other, and blink a ques- 
tion which underlies the whole proceeding. There 
is no insurrection in this Union; there is no ob- 
struction to the passage of the mails within this 
Union; but this is an indirect attempt to strike 
at States which claim to have seceded from the 
Union. That isthe sole purpose of it; and why, 
therefore, shall we undertake to employ terms to 
deceive the publicand mislead honorable citizens, 
with reference to the real purpose that we have in 
view? If you withhold postal accommodations 
to those States, you must cease to collect revenue 
from them. Revenue may be received in the shape 
of postages, may be received in duties, may be 
reccived on tonnage, and so on; and I want this 
question to be met directly, not by indirection. 
is there an insurrection in any State; and if in 
any State, in what State? ls there an obstruc- 


z 


tion to the passage of the mails freely.inany State? 
If there bean obstruction by way of insurrection, 


| the Postmaster General. has no power to remove 


that obstruction, asthe Senator-from Hlinois sup- 
poses. The President can suppress insurrection 
in certain cases provided for in the Constitution, 
when called upon by the executive authority of 4 
State; but he cannot do it of his own option.. He 


his duty, under the Constitution; but if there be in- 


unless the State authorities call upon him to assist 
them in suppressing it, he cannot move one finger; 
much less can the Postmaster General. -We-had 
better go back tothe Constitution and understand 
itasitis. The President has the power to assist: 
in the suppression of insurrection on demand of 
the State authorities, but not without; so ‘that 
neither the Postmaster General nor the Presidènt 
nor the whole Federal power can interpose, un~ 
less the State demands it.. The real purpose here 
is to strike at, by indirection, the States which are 
now denominated seceding States. If you will 
strike at them, and ignore their political relations 
by the passage of this bill, L demand itas a right, 
that you either accept my amendment. or the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas, 
which will, I think, accomplish the same thing. 
(** Withdraw yours.’’] 
tors, I will-withdraw mune, and let a direct vote 
be taken on-his. f lps 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri having been with- 
drawn, the question ison the amendment. of the 
Senator from Texas. i 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Taskthatit be read again. 

The Secretary again read Mr. HEMPHILL’S 
amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understand that, while 
I was absent—being unavoidably detained from 
the Senate this morning—the bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Jean A.B. Dauterive was taken up, 
and laid aside informally. i 

Ti VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Kentucky, that at the 
hour of half past eleven—which was the hour 
fixed—the Chair called up that bill; and, in the 
absence.of the Senator, by unanimous consent, it 
was laid aside informally, to continue the present 


bill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As it was laid aside 
only informally, until I should come in, I hope 
gentlemen will consent that it be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The action of the 
Senate, the Chair thinks, was that it should be 
called up after the present business is disposed of. 
Doeg the Senator make a motion to postpone the 
present business? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I make that motion; 
and I hope it will be acquiesced in. 

Mr. WADE. I should be very glad to agree 
to that; but at this stage of the session, in my 
judgment, the public business that is pressing 
upon us should have precedence over private mat- 
ters; and therefore 1 cannot consent to the mo- 
tion, but shall have to insist that we go on with 
this bill until we ect through with it. 


motion under such circumstances. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT Then the ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Texas to the bill before the Senate. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I had prepared an amend- 
ment which meets my view; but I do not know 
that that will answer the purpose. I am per- 
fectly willing, and, indeed, 1 regard it as the duty 
of the Government, to withdraw all postal ser- 
vice from those States which have seceded. Ire- 
gard them as being as completely foreign States 
as Great Britain; and for the same reason that I 
would not vote money out of the Treasury to 
carry mails through Great Britain, 1 cannot vote 
for keepifig up the postal service there; but the 
original bill is in such terms that I cannot vote 
for it; and I intended to offer an amendment to 
make it read in this way: ` 

That whenever, in the opinion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, the postal service cannot he safely continued, or the 
Post Office revenues collected, or the postal laws main- 
tained, or the contents of the mails preserved inviolate till 
delivered to the proper address, on any post route hereto- 
fore used, by reason of the secession of certain States, the 
Postmaster General is hereby authorized to discontinue the 
postal service on such route, or any part thereof, and any 
post offices thereon, till the same can be safely restored, 
{ and shall report his action to Congress. í : 


can prevent invasions of his.own option, and:itis. 


surrection pervading in every State of this Union, onger portions.of ‘the Union, and:w 


“surrection or: resistances then y 
other way;:but while Lam perfectly willing, and 


-service:in thode: States, T.c 


To accommodate Sena-. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will not interpose the. 


r dw) ich 
in fact, arenot.. If Senators hold the seceksio 
nullity, and.that they are merely. iniajstate of in- 
ey-ran. 


believe it to be: my: duty,-to vote to stop 
annat: vote £c 
es [fathe: ar 


ment is first inorder. , 


of the Senator from Texas is:intended: as i 
stitute to. the whole bill. - The Senator from North 
Carolina moves an amendment, to: the original 
bill, with a view to perfect.it.: That is the first 
question. in-order, l ; 

Mr FITCH.. 


least, the original bill, before a vote is taken on-the 
substitute. offered by: the Senator: from Texas.) 


desire, in. the first place, to. strike out from; é 


fifth line the words, ‘or the postal laws main: 
tained.’’ 
coming Posunaster General and the Administra» 
tion generally would scem to have itin their power 


to use force; indeed. they would have.it plainly in. 
their power to use force;to maintain the postal laws, 


before discontinuing these routes; and only in the 
eventofa failure.to enforce thelaws by that means, 
would they discontinue the mail service, » Again: 
the words objected-to by the Senator from: North 
Carolina, I think, should be stricken from the bill, 
‘tany- insurrection. or resistance toy’: 


which appear to recognize secessionjand to avoid 
that difficulty, I- propose simply ito insert, 4a re~ 
fusal to acknowledge.’’ That. obviates all :diffi- 
culty onthe subject.of recognizing insurrection or 
secession, while, at the same time it-appears, by 
striking out the first words I have suggested. in the 
fifth line, not to contemplate on the part.of Çon- 
gress, in directing a discontinuing of these, post 
routes, the use of any force, by the incoming Ad- 
ministration, in lieu of frst endeavoring to admin- 
ister the posta] laws. i; FEE n R j 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. | Does the:Senator 
offer that as an amendment to the amendment.. 
Mr. FITCH. Jofferthe first, which precedes 
the amendment offered by the Senator from North 
Carolina; andin the event of the adoption of that, 
if he does not accede to my suggestion, I shall 
offer my next amendment.: : . ee 
The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Indiana, that it seems 
to him the first amendment is in no -way-con- 
nected with the amendment of thé Senator from 
North Carolina. sie “ae Ea 
Mr. FITCH. No, sir. 1 offer.it.as.a distinct 
amendment, to strike out in-the fifth line the words 
“or the postal laws maintained.’? : 


The VICE PRESIDENT: It will-be in order | 


after the. present amendment:shall be digposed of. 

Mr. CLINGMAN:; So that we get at the facts, 
I do not care about the phraseology. I desire that 
the bill'shall pass;.and if I understand aright:the 
language proposed by the Senator from Indiana, 
I will withdraw my amendment, if: his will: be 
more acceptable. ; I hope that his maybe stated 
again, so.that I may understand it. 

Mr: FITCH. I offermy first amendment, strik- 
ing out in the fifth line the words “ or the postal 
laws maintained,” 

Mr. MASON. This bill has passed the House 
of Representatives, and it is.a ueclaration on the 
part of that House of the existing relations: be- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The. proposition 


With these words in the bill, the: ine’ 


Urr but instead: 
of substituting the words.,iwbich: he baste fl 
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tween’ the States tHat have left the Union-and- 


those that remain.under the present Confedera- 
tion: There`is a distinct declaration on the part 
of the House of Representatives of the relation 
now existing between the confederated States and 
the United States, and that relation is, that the 
people there'are ina state of insurrection, and are 
‘resisting the laws of the United States. Now, if 
that be true; the Constitution of the United States 
and the existing laws point out the remedy. If 
there are any’ portion. of the people of the United 
States resisting the laws of the United States 
within the Union, the law of 1795 and the law of 
1807 point out the remedies under the Constitu- 
tion. This bill proposes a new remedy, by way 
of suspending, and suspending by implication, the 
Federal courts within those Statesin regard to the 
post office system; but the bill itself recognizes as 
the relation between those States that have con- 
federated and the remaining United States, as one 
where the people there are only ina state of in- 
Surrection and insubordination to the laws of the 
United States. ; 
- Mr. President, I trust that ‘the Senate of the 
United States willlook upon this question, agitis— 
one of the most.grave that has ever arisen in the 
country; and if-itis to be determined in this ap- 
parently: collateral or incidental. manner, it‘ will 
not be determined without great deliberation, 
Words, sir, in this sense at least, are not things. 
Senators may, if they please, declare that there 
is no such thing as a separation, that there is no 
auch thing as an existing independent govern- 
ment formed out of States that once constituted 
parts of this Government; but when they do so, 
they do it in the face of facts that declare to the 
contrary. We' have not yet been officially in- 
formed; but I apprehend we shall be very soon 
officially informed, by a public functionary sent 
from: that confederation to this, to state the fact 
and to develop the relations resulting from that 
fact, and to ask that they may be amicably ar- 
ranged and adjusted.. What reception that mis- 
sion may meet with, it is not for me now to pre- 
dict; but I know this, none can mistake it, who 
, are not either willingly or tyrannically blind to 
the existing state of things: that several million 
people, organized as scparate and distinct polit- 
ical, communities in their States, have, by the 
most solemn act of their people assembled to- 
` gether, declared a separation from this Confed- 
cracy, and a final one; not one made upon condi- 
tions or contingencies, or even in futuro, but a 
fact accomplishcd—a final act on their part. 

They have done more: they have met in a con- 
gress of. sovereign powers, and are now in session 
in. one of those States—the State of Alabama— 
and, with plenary powers given to the members 
of that congress by these States, they have pro- 
ceeded to organize a government, and that gov- 
ernment is now. in process of complete organiza- 
tion. They have taken the first step; they have 
established an executive head; they have adopted 
a perfect confederation, adopting that system of 
government that they had recently abandoned— 
adopting it as their separate act. They havea 
congress in session, withall the powers that we 
possess: the power to establish armies and navics 
and public credit; the power to tax their people, 
and command the whole resources of that new 
empire. That being the state of things here, this 
bill from the House of Representatives speaks of 
it as an insurrection, or resistance to laws, which 
laws they have utterly abrogated. 

Now, Mr. President, if the bill passes the Sen- 
ate in this form, it will be as the deliberate sense 
of Congress that there is no independent govern- 
mënt consisting of States that formerly belonged 
to this Government; that there is no such thing as 
a new empire under the title which they have re- 
cently assumed; that there is no part of that which 
once constituted the United States that is no longer 
a part of the United States. It assumes that the 
Federal Government is just as potential within 
the limits of those States as it was twelve months 
ago. It assumes that the whole machinery of this 
Government is in operation within the limits of 
those States now, and competent to execute and 
to enforce the laws. It assumes, in other words, 
as facis upon which legislation is to rest, those 
which have no existence but in the chimerical 
brain of the visionary. Sir, there are no Federal 
jiaws-—I mean laws of the United States—now in 
operation in one of those States. There are no 


Federal officers there—not dne. The Post Office 
Department, as I understand, occupies a very 
equivocal relation, adopted for the convenience of 
those States that have abandoned the Union; and 

so far, without any act disaffirming it on the part 
of thosé States—a mere temporary arrangement 
until some other is made; but thereisno Federal” 
law under: the sanction of any power here: now 
existing in one of those States. Yet, this bill as- 
sumes, as the existing relation between the two 
separate countries, that the people of one are ina 
state of insurrection or rebellion. PS 

Mr. President, we have had some experience 
heretofore in the early annals of this country upon 
such a policy as this. For seven long years after 
these colonies had confederated under the Arti- 
cles of Confederation, after they were exercising 
the powers of government de facto, after they had 
been recognized by one of the chief of the Eu- 
ropean authorities—France—the Government of 
Great Britain still spoke of them as rebels, and 
had fleets and armies here to enforce laws that 
had no existence. They fought through a war of 
seven years, not to create the separation, but to 
establish it as a fact in the history of nations and 
the history of the world. Now, who doubts, who 
is there that is bold and rash enough to doubt, if 
this is the relation declared between these confed- 
erated States and the United States as the politi- 
cal relation between them, that we shall have pre- 
cisely the same war, and that at the earliest day? 

1 am not going into the policy of that separa- 
tion. We shall have that in due time; but | ear- 
nestly entreat all of my colleagues around me, 
north and south, who have not made up their 
minds to the’ necessity of a war—a war in the 
worst form that war can assume—to pause before 
they vote for this bill in its present form, and es- 
tablish as the policy of this Government the policy 
it establishes. Sir, it is far easier to institute a 
policy than to go back from it. This is the first 
step, the first measure to be matured in Congress, 
now declaring, as the sense of Congress, what is 
the political relation of the North and Sout and 
if it is established, bitter and bitter will be the 
recollections of those who have participated in it, 
and their posterity after them, for years on years. 

I donot know, sir—none know—what are to be 
the future relations between the two confederacies. 
Weareupon the eve of anew Administration—an 
Administration that has been broughtinto power 
upon a new policy, by the constituents of that 
Administration—I mean those who voted to bring 
itin. That policy was ordained and carried out, 
so far as the election carried_it out, before this 
state of things had arisen. When the election 
took place, which declared as the sense of a ma- 
jority of the people in the several States that the 
policy of this Government should be changed 
upon the great issue that has divided the North 
and the South—the slave question—it was made 
ata time when this Union conssted of thirty-three 
States, all of them in obedience to the Federal 
power, none denying it; when the Federal laws 
really were operating within the limits of all the 
States. Things have changed since that—an im- 
mense change. Six of these States, or I might 
‘properly say seven, have gone out; six are in 
actual confederation, and the seventh, with the 
most eager haste, already committed to join them. 
That they have established a government in fact, 
none can deny. Whether it be a government of 
right, may be a question remaining to try; but 
that they have established a government in fact, 
none can deny. And now, at the very outset 
of this new Administration, before it has come 
into power, before its policy has been divulged 
under any sanction whatever, they are to hurry 
through a bill of this kind, and fix the relation in 
advance. 

Mr. President, itis a policy that would be cruel 
and inhuman, not alone to those who were our 
fellow-citizens, or to those who are our fellow- 
citizens yet, but itis cruel and inhuman to the civ- 
ilized world. Who,does not know that, if there | 
arises this internecine war on this continent, with 
thirty million people in arms against each other, 
embarked in a social war, it will unsettle,as it has 
already disturbed, the entire level of the civilized ! 
world. I say, therefore, it would be cruel and ìn- | 
human, not only to those who inhabit the conti- 
nent, and who are parties to the war, but to those | 


who are to be affected, as they must be affected, |; jected to be reserved, and to take a vote on all the 


! rest together. 


everywhere, indirectly but necessarily. 


When this isdone, Mr. President, let it be done 
as a grave, deliberative act, not as a mere recital 
in a Post Office bill. When itis determined as the 
fixed purpose of this Government to treat these 
States as in insurrection and rebellion, with all 
the consequences that must enter, let it be doneas 
a deliberative act; and then, God defend the right! 

THE TARIFF. f : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brientin 
the chair.) ‘The Senator from Virginia will allow 
the Chair to announce that the hour for the special 
order has arrived; and it must be taken up, unless 
the Senate otherwise direct. The special order is 
the unfinished business of yesterday, being the 
bill (H. R. No. 338) to provide for the payment 
of outstanding Treasury notes, to authorize aloan, 
to regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. ` f i 

Mr. POWELL. I ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to present a petition, 

` Mr. FESSENDEN. I object. 

Mr. LATHAM. Before the Senate proceeds 
to the consideration of this bill, I will state that 
I had a bill the other day set down as the special 
order for one o’clock to-day. Ido not desire, of 
course, to interfere with the regular proceeding 
on this bill; and I will therefore ask the consent 
of the Senate to allow this bill to be taken up 
merely for the purpose of having it postponed to 
some other day, when it will notinterfere with the 
public business. T 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object; not from any 
disrespect to my friend from California, but a 
dozen gentlemen round me want to have business 
taken up which will consume time. It can be done 
just as well afterwards, 

Mr. LATHAM. Then I shall wait. until one. 
one o’clock. I wanted merely to prevent any in- 
terruption, at that time, of the regular business 
before the body. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Letus proceed regularly 
with the bill before us. 

Mr.POWELL. Ifitisin order, I wish to move 
an amendment to the bill under consideration. 

Mr. FOOT. The bill which is now before the 
Senate had just been reported previous to the 
adjournment yesterday, from the Committee of 
the Whole; and the first question, of course, ison 
concurring in such amendments as were agreed 
to in Committee of the Whole. . 

Mr. POWELL. If it be in order, I wish to 
offer my amendment before those are considered. 

Mr. FOOT. It is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brient.) 
The first question will be on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GWIN. Can those amendments be 
amended afterwards? , 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As they. come up, un- 
doubtedly they can be amended. S 

Mr. GWIN.. Thereare so many of them that 
itis utterly impossible for us to understand them; 
and we had better have them read. There are 
several of them that we ought to amend in the 
Senate. It was expected that they would be 
amended when the bill came into the Senate. I 
suppose there are a hundred amendments, and we 
cannot recollectall of those which we would wish 
to reserve. I think the best way to get on will 
be to read them all, and then let Senators indicate 
those which they desire to except or to amend. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose the object of 
the Senator can be accomplished—it is a very 
proper one—by proceeding to take up the amend- 
ments in their order. Those that are unobjec- 
tionable can be passed, of course; and those that 
any one wishes to take a vote on, or to amend, 
can be voted upon afterwards; and when that is 
a a Senators can moveany amendments they 

esire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read each amendment. : 

_ The first amendment was read. It was in line 
six of the first section, to strike out the word 
“twenty-one,” and insert “‘ten;’? so that it will 
read: 
g10,) ono of the United States a sum not exceeding 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendment just read. 

Mr. KING. “I propose to let such as are ob- 
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, Mr. FESSENDEN. : Let those that are not 
objected to be considered as adopted by the Senate. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will proceed to read each amendment; and if ob- 
jection is made, that objection will be noted, and 
the amendment reserved. ; 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Secretary. continued to read the amend- 
ments. When he reached that which proposes 
to strike out the fourth section, and insert a pro- 
vision to allow. the issue of Treasury notes in 
sums of not less than $50, 

Mr. HALE. Is.it in order to move an amend- 
ment to that amendment before it is concurred in? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
agreed to except such amendments as were ob- 
jected to. .. bine Mi 4 

Mr. HALE. Was this objected to? 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. It isin order 
„for the Senator to object to it, if he wishes. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to it; I am in fa- 
vor of the amendment. I wanted to make a very 
‘slight addition to it; and I think if the Senate will 
hear me, they will agree to it unanimously. I 
asked the chairman, and the chairman says that 
the: sum’ of $20,000 for printing the notes is to 
be spent, under the same restrictions as were in- 
cluded in former laws making appropriations for 
“Treasury notes. Under former laws authorizing 
Treasury notes, there has been this provision and 
this restriction: «That no part of the money 
hereby appropriated shall be paid to any officer 
‘for preparing ‘And issuing these notes, who al- 
ready teccives a salary by law.” That-isiexplicit» 
enough; but the money has been paid to- officers 
receiving a salary by law, for doing that service; 
and the way the Treasury Department have got 
around it, has been by taking it not out of the 
money hereby appropriated, but out of some 
other fund. {simply want to put that clause.in, 
that nothing shall be paid for preparing these 
notes to any officer who receives a salary by 


Jaw. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
willtake down the amendment proposed. 

‘Mr. HUNTER. If that.is done, it will be ne- 
cessary to allow the Secretary of the Treasury to 
appoint a certain number of clerks to execute that 
law, or continue those in existence. I believe two 
or three were-allowed before. There are two or 
three who were appointed originally under the, 
former law; and if the present clerks cannot ex- 
ecute it, somebody else must. 


Mr. HALE. arti 


Į am not particular aboutit. If 
the Senator from Virginia will listen to me, I will 
state the reason for it.. The provision in some of 
these Treasury note bills was that no part of the 
money hereby appropriated should be paid to 
any person already receiving a salary by law, and 
that is the restriction l suppose in this bill. With 
that restriction, they went on and still paid of- 
ficers that received a salary by Jaw; and the way 
they did it, was this: they said they did not take 
it out of this money, but from some other fund. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator ought to pro- 
vide then that they may continue the two clerk- 
ships they now have. Two clerks have been 
appointed to execute the present Treasury note 
law. Let him introduce some provision like that, 
and then his amendment will be well enough; hut 
we must have somebody to execute it. 

Mr. HALE. I wili not insist upon the amend- 
ment; let it go. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ithink the Senator’samend- 
ment would be very well if he would allow them 
to have somebody to doit. If he docs not, we 
ought not to amend it unless he allows them to 
continue the two clerks now employed on that 
business, and pay them out of this sum, or pro~ 
vide that they may appoint two.clerks. It will 

- take at least two clerks. ; i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire can except this amend- 
ment, and prepare his amendment in the mean 
time. 

. Mr. HALE. No, sir; let it- go. $ 

The Secretary read the amendment in relation 
to the duties on tea and coffee and sugar. 

Mr. GRIMES.. Icall for a separate vote on 


that. f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatamend- 
ment will be excepted. - 


The. Secretary continued to read the amend- 
ments until he reached the amendment on page 9, 


line thirty-nine, to strike. out the words: ‘*-on || * 


tires for locomotives or parts thereof.” 7 


Mr. HUNTER. What is the object of striking: 


that out? S 
Mr. SIMMONS. The object was to strike it 
out there and put it on the next page, with ihe 
duty on locomotives, where it properly belongs. 
Mr. HUNTER. Is not the effect of that trans- 


fer to raise the duty ‘on tires for locomotives or. |} 


parts thereof?” 


Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. It was put in here- 


by mistake; it belongs properly to the next page. 
; Mr. HUNTER. Whereis ii proposed to ans- 
er it? s _ oe 
Mr. SIMMONS. To page, 11, line eighty-one, 
after the word ‘locomotive? eek 
Mr. HUNTER. How much will that transfe 
raise the duty? : 
Mr. SIMMONS. Halfa cent a pound. 


Mr. HUNTER. The only thing on which there. 


has been any relief in this bill to iron was that 
part of the bill which reduced the duty ‘‘ on tires 
for locomotives or parts thereof.’ believe if it 
were allowed to stay there the duty would. be 
about 19 per cent. This bill is very hard.on rail-' 
roads.atany rate, and I do not sce why this trans- 
fer should be made. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will tell you why it should 
be transferred. This iron sells at from 63 to 105 
cents a pound; we propose only to put 13 centa 
pound on it. Itis not 15 per cent.. f : 

Mr. HUNTER.. As this provision now stands’ 
in.the bill, the duty on these articles, I believe, is 
19 per cent.; and-it seems to me the railroad in-. 
terest might be allowed to-have that, as the rest 
of the bill is very heavy on them. 

Mr. SIMMONS. You may call it any per- 
centage you please; but it is not 1 cent a pound 
where it is printed here; and we simply propose 
to make it 14 cent, which is not 15 per cent. on 
the market value of the article. {t is putin with 
locomotives, for which it has been used. It has 
been transferred by the Senate. How many times 
are we to have a battle over every little matter 
that has been altered ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask for a division on 
this amendment, but I know it is not worth while. 
We are voted down on everything. I will state 
—and then Senators can do as they please-—that, 
according to the statement which if have, if. this 
locomotive tire-iron is allowed to remain where 
it is in: the bill, the duty on it will be from 14 .to 


17 per cent. If the Senate choose to raise it, they 
can do so. 


The Secretary continued the reading of the 
amendments until he reached the one in section 
twelve, line eight, to insertafler the word +< shall? i 
the words ‘‘be less than 18 cents per pound, 5 
per centum ad valorem;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

On all wool unmanufactured, and on all hair of the al- 
paca, goat, or other like animals, unmanufactured, the 
value whereof at the last port or place from whence ex- 
ported to the United States shall be less than 18 cents per 
pound, 5 per centum ad valorem. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to haVe'that excepted. 


The next amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole was, in the sixth and seventh lines of 
the thirteenth section, to insert the words “ Brus- 
sels carpets wrought by the Jacquard machine; 
and in the twelfth and thirteenth lines of the same 
section, to insert the words, “ printed on the warp 
or otherwise.”* 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to insert, in the fifth 
line of that section, after the word ‘* Aubusson,” 
the word “Axminster.” That isa kind of car- 
pet not included in the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be so modified, unless objected to by 
some Senator. The Chair hears no objection. 

The amendment, as modified, was concurred in. 


The Secretary continued the reading of the 
amendments, until he reached that in section eigh- 
teen, with reference to the duty on imported books. 

Mr. SUMNER. That can be passed. over. 
There is a modification which I wish Yo have 
made, with the assent of the chairman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be excepted. ; 

The Secretary proceeded to read theamendment 
on page 34, to insert, in the twentieth section, 
among the goods paying 20 per cent. duty, 
“bronze powder.” 


Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to inquire whether 


_ bronze powder is m 


[line thirty-five, to i 


informed those words w 


“newspapers, bound or unbound, . 


"The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ite 


e 
` The PRESIDINGOFF 
the chair.) That amendmeri 

Mr. SIMMONS. ` Then 


metal, in leaf?” 


hears no objecti 
Mr. 


Mr. SIMMONS. T 
a vote of the Senate. 
with the other books at 15 per cent.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER “Itt 
objection, the:question will now be pu 
ing’ out in lines sixty, sixty-one, an 
the following words: ~~ 


‘¢ Magazines, printed ‘pamphlets, periodi als 
er 


for? : f 

` The motion-was agreed to SE 
< Mr. POWELL.” If it ‘isin order, I; 
after the word.‘ magazine,’ in the sixty-third 
line of page 31, to move to insert the wordi Pe~ 
ruvian bark.” ; TEENA ee 


done by. common.consent, © 
Mr. POWELL.: I. suppose: 
objection. Vie de es ea Bedat Gaa tty 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
hears none. ‘ k . a 
Mr. SIMMONS. I have no objection to ‘its 
but it isin already. There is a duty placed. oñ 
barks “of all kinds, and that includes Peravian 


bark. : ni 

Mr. POWELL. I ask to -haveit inserted.’ 1 
have received a letter.from ‘some dealers: in. that 
article, in which they say it js not in the bik. It 
willdo no harm to put it in- by name. ' 


there 


hears none. 


& Books, all.editions of which have been printed rhiety 
years prior to the ‘date of importation, whether bound’ or 
unbound.”? $ j cae oben ge 
` Mr. SIMMONS. If I. can get the ear of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, I will tell, Bim that 
the amendment just read. proposes to strike out 
the words which he wishes to have retained. — 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. I understand the 
Senator agrees that that clause shall, be retained 
as itis in the bill. I move that those words be 
retained; and I understand I have the-assent ofthe 
chairman of thé committee to make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
atorask that his amendment be.excepted from 
the other amendments? ; Decree he 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts wanted those words retained, so that 
these books can come in free. s 

Mr. SUMNER: I understand the Senator from 
Rhode Island. assents to. that; and I make the 
motion, therefore, that those. words.be retained. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is excepted, and will not, then, be passed 
upon with the other amendments, but will come 
up. in its turn, es . 
“The Secretary proceeded to read.the amend- 
ments, until he came to that striking out the 
twenty-ninth section, relating to the warehousing 
system. a AD ae Cada e een 

Mr. SIMMONS. I trust that that section will 
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öt be read. “It merely relates to the warehousing 


“system. 5 . ` 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ` The reading 
“Will be dispensed with, unless called for by some 
Senator, and the amendment will be passed ‘over. 
= ‘Phe Secretary having concluded the reading of 
“thé amendments mat gas in Committee of the 
‘Whole a a R sah g 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
“will now be put on the amendments to which no 

exception has been taken, The questionis, will 
‘the Senate concur in those amendments made as 
“in’‘Committee of the Whole? o. 

. The amendments. were.concurred.in. 

“Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now will be on concurring in the amendments to 
“which ‘exceptions are taken. They will be read 
“Gn'their order. >. : 

The first amendment excepted to. was in section 
‘five, after the word ‘“‘first,” to strike out the 
` duties on sugar, and to insert a.new schedule of 

duties on sugar, tea, and coffee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isuggest that that amend- 
“ment, to strike out ‘and insert, is a very long one. 
“I think we all understand it, and Ido not suppose 
any one requires to have it read. It has been ex- 
cepted, and we understand what it is. 

Mr. HUNTER. It would. be just as well to 
“read it in order to give time for Senators to get 
dh-there are a: good many out—so that we can 
have a fair vote on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope not, unless some Sen- 
ator desires it; and in the mean time | will give 

to the Senate a statement of the effect of it. 
. Mr. HUNTER... If the Senator will explain 
it, to give time for Senators to get here, it will be 
just as well. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ihave prepared a table show- 
ing the effect of the proposed reduction for four 
years, which may be interesting to Senators. In 
1857, the imports of brown sugar ‘amounted to 
755,000,000 pounds,and the duty collected thereon 
was $12,700,000. Under the hal pending, that 
duty would have been $5,837,500. In 1858, the 
importsamounted to517,228,000 pounds, on which 
a duty was collected of $5,591,000. Under the 
bill pending, the duty would have been $3,879,000. 
In 1859, the imports amounted to 654,000,000 
pounds, and the duty collected was $7,300,000. 

nder the pending bill, that duty would have 
beon $4,905,000. ‘The imports for 1860, the last 
year, were 692,944,000 pounds, und the duties col- 
ected were 87,430,000. Under this bill, the duties 
would have been $5,197,000, 

The summing up is as follows: the difference 
for the year.1957 between 24 per cent. and the duty 
imposed. inthe pending bill would be $6,862,500; 
for 1858, $1°712,000; for 1859, $2,395,000; tor 1860, 
$2,333,000; making a total for the whole four years 
of the difference between the duty of 24 per cent, 
and; ? of 1 cent a pound, as charged in the bill, of 
$13,202,500, and under the tariff of 1846, when 
the duty was 30 per cent., the difference would be 
$21,457,000, or $5,000,000 per annum. 

Thus, Mr. President, on the imports of last 
year the reduction on brown sugar alone, which 
we are about to vote on, would be $2,333,000; and 
the reduction on molasses, $611,000, making a 
total of nearly $3,006,000. Now, the increase on 
tea and coffee, as proposed in the amendment, is 
as follows: the importation of coffee last year was 
264,162,000 pounds, and the duty at 1) cents a 
pound would be $3,962,443. On tea at 4 cents a 
pound, the duty would be 41,338,866, the imports 
for the year being 28,466,000 pounds; the two to- 
gether making $5,101,000 of additional duty., 

These figures cover the case upon which we 
are about to vote—the question of the reduction 
of the duty on sugar, and the addition to the duty 
on tea and coffee. It will be perceived that the 
rates proposed on tea and coffec exceed the aggre- 
gate reduction on sugar and molasses. by about 
$2,000,000. Ido not know that itis necessary, 
although my table covers the whole question, to 
go into it any further. If this were the proper 
place, I would exhibit it. [* Give it to us!’ 

Then, Mr. President, Fwill show the financial 
operation of this bill as compared with the pres- 
ent tariff, so far as we have been able to make it 
out;and | take the great staple articles in classes, 
and then the remaining dutiable goods altogether. 

For the last year the importation of woolens 
amounted to $37,937,000, and the’ duties to 


portation of silks for the last year amounted to 


$8,155,000. The estimate is that the bill pending 
will increase these duties $2,276,000. The im- 


$30,767,000, and the duty to $5,589,000. The 
estimated increase under the pending bill is 
$2,312,000. The importations last year of mahu- 
factures of laxand hemp amounted to $11,505,000, 
and the duty to $1,728,000. The estimated: in- 
érease of the duty is $575,000. The importation || 
of iron, and the manufactures of iron, amounted 

‘to $18,726,000 for the last year, and the duty to 

$4,458,000. - The estimated increase under the 

pending bill is $1,123,500. The importations of 
wines for the last year amounted to $4,775,000, 

and at-the presentygte of tuya per cent.—the 

revenue was $1,1343000. e have concluded to 

ut it at 40 per cènt., which, of course, gives an 

increase of $477,000. The importation of bran- 

dies for the last year was $3,937,000, and the du- 
ties'‘amounted to $1,181,000. The increase under 
the present bill would be $1,347,000. The import- 
ations of cottons amounted to over $27,000,000 
last year, and the duties exceeded $6,500,000. 

The estimated increase is $1,645,000. On the vast 
variety of fabrics of mixed goods, clothing, &c., 
the increase is estimated at $849,000. ‘These 
leading articles amount to about $200,000,000 of 
the dutiable goods, leaving $79,000,000 of mixed; 
a vast varicty on which I have estimated the in- 
crease at 4 per cent., making $3,160,000. 

The total gains, therefore, on this estimate are 
$13,764,840. Deduct from this the reduction on 
sugar and molasses—$2,844,000—and it would 
leave an increase of $10,920,840, to which must 
be added the increased duty proposed on tea and 
coffce in the pending bill, which, together, would 
make an increased duty of $16,022,000. 

Itis unnecessary, Mr. Presideut, to comment 
on these figures. [have prepared them as delib- 
erately as Í could, I think they approximate to 
what may be relied upon, Of course, it is quite 
impossible to make anything like an accurate 
calculation. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I would ask the honora- 
ble Senator to allow his table to be scnt to the 
reporter, that it may go out in connection with 
his speech, and be printed in figures, so that we 
can see his estimates. 

Mr. BIGLER. I willdo that. 

Mr. GWIN. T should like to ask the Senator 
from Pennsylvania whether he has made‘an esti- 
mate of what the revenue would be under the tariff 
of 1846, as well ‘as under the tariff of 1857, and 
compared it with the tariff that is now under con- 
sideration by the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have not compared them as 
to all classes of goods. So far as I was able to 
ascertain them, and so far as I could influence 
any action of the committee who have had charge 
of this subject, we have endeavored to fix about 
the rates of the tariff of 1846. It must be remem- 
bered, however, that the tariff of 1846 had a com- 
paratively small free list. The present free list 
1s much larger, and if you took the tariff of 1846 
as it stood, without changing the free list, I think 
it would produce a larger sum of money than the 
pending bill, or about the same amount. On the 
different classes of goods, so far as my judgment 
has enabled me to act, I have been endeavoring 
to arrive at the rates fixed in the act of 1846; 
but the free list that we have now is very large, 
amounting to nearly $80,000,000 of importations 
last year, and mast essentially affect the amount 
of revenue, ; 

Mr. GWIN. Ishall vote against this amend- 
ment because it is an evident reduction. of the rev- 
enuc on sugar, to be compensated by taxing tca 
and coffee. Lam very glad that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania has prepared the statement which 
he has presented; but I am sorry that he has not. 
run out the parallel between the tariff of 1846 and 
the one under consideration. 

Mr. BIGLER. i will say to the Senator that 
I have here tables embracing some twenty pages, 
comparing the rates of the tariff of 1849, the tariff 
of 1846, and the tariff of 1857, with the pending 
bill, but it would take me about three hours to go 
over them. ; 

Mr. GWIN. I was about to observe, that after 
this laborious examination of the question by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, it is perfectly evi- 
dent, that if we. are going to pass a revenue bill 
for the purpose of increasing the revenues of the 


of the tariff of 1857, which the amendment of the 
Senator from Oregon ‘doés not reserve, we shall 
get a larger revenue by reénacting the tariff of 
1846, as he proposes, than we shall from this tariff. 
I intend, before this question is closed in the Sen- 
ate, to give the reasons why I think the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon should 
become a law, as it will give more revenue. I 
shall vote against this amendment, believing that 
we'can adopta system that will give more revenu 
than the bill under consideration 
Mr. GRIMES. Is a motion now in order to 
“strike out that. part of the amendment which re- 


lates to tea‘and ‘coffee ? 
OFFICER. The Chair 


The PRESIDING 
thinks itis. 

Mr. GRIMES. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved b 
the Senator from Towa that the proposed amend- 
ment be amended by striking out the following 
words: ; ; 

“Second. On coffee, 1} cents per pound; on tea, when 
imported from any port or place beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, 4 cents per pound; when imported from any port.or 
place this side of the Cape of Good Hope, other than inthe 
country where produced, 4 cents per pound, and.an addi- 
tion thereto of 10 per centum ad valorem: Provided, That 
whenever the Treasury notes and bonds of the United States 
which have been, or shall be, issued under the authority of 
any laws: or parts of Jaws passed between the 4th day of 
March, 1857, and the 4th day of March, 1861, shall be re- 
deemed, the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to make proclamatiom that the aforesald articles 
of tea and coffee may be imported into the United States 
exempt and free from the specific duties herein imposed.”? 

Mr. GWIN. Since I made my remarks ‘a few 
moments ago, the Senator from Rhode Island has 
notified me that he had informed the Senator from 
Vermont. [Mr, Conuamer] that I would pair off 
with him on these amendments. I understood 
that the Senator was able to come here to-day, 
and would be here. It would not be a fair pair 
if he was unable to come. But he is in bad health, 
and to force him to come heré’might subject him 
to inconvenience and impair his health. He would 
come here and vote-on these questions unless he 
could get some one to pair off with him. Ishall, 
therefore, very reluctantly, be compelled to abstain 
from voting until the Senator from Vermont can 
be got here. ` 
> The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questio 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Have the yeasand nays been 
ordered on that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have not 
been ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I ask for them. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Tonly wish to say one word. 
I think the statement made by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania ought to satisfy everybody that this 
is necessary to get revenue enough to support the 
Government, I cannot repeat-what I have said 
already on that subject. I have given such data 
as I thought should satisfy the Senate that we 
ought to raise $20,000,000 more than we have 
raised for the last four years, under the tariff of 
1857; because we have spent $20,000,000 more 
than ithas givenus. This duty will give, perhaps, 
$5,000,000; and he makes it out now that we shall 
not get but $16,000,000 or $17,000,000, or some- 
thing like that. 1 think, if I had time enough 
and voice enough to demonstrate it, I could get 
$2,000,000 or $3,000,000 more out of this bill 
than he has. 1 cannot do it to-day. 

The question-being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Green, Grimes, 
Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, 
Powcll, Sebastian, and Wilson—18, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Clark, Clingman,*Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Hale, King, Morrill, Pearce, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull; Wade, 
and Wiikinson—25. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


[As Mr. Crineman subsequently obtained per- 
mission to change his vote, ihe result was—ycas 


19, nays 24, 
SIDING OFFICER. The question 


[ 


The PRE 
now recurs on the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made asin Committee of 
the Whole was in line eight of section twelve, 


Government, without reserving the large free list |] 


afier the word + shall,” to insert-the words, ‘be 
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less than 18 cents per pound, 5 per centum ad valo- 


` vem;??-so that the clause will read: 


Sec: 12. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year-aforesaid there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid on the importation of tbe articles hereinafter men- 


tioned the following duties, that is to say: First, on all ! 


‘wool! unmanufactured, and ail hair of the alpaca, goat, and 
other like animals, unmanufactured, the value wheréof at 
the last port or piace from whence exported to the United 
States-shall-be less than 18 cents per pound, 5 per centum 
advalorem. . 
Mr. SIMMONS. I move that the Senate non- 
concur in the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole: I will not detain, the Senate about 
it Itis a very trifling matter, but it will make 
a grcat breeze, The Houge of Representatives 
agreed upon this wool arrangement last winter. 

Mr. POWELL. Task forthe yeas and nays 
on concurring in this amendment, 

‘Mr. BAKER. I hope the Senate will concur 
in the amendment, as it was-made as.in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. There may be a great breeze 
in the House of Representatives about it, but it 
will be a “ great cry and little wool.” [Laugh- 
ter.] I hope we shall concur in it. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firon in 
the chair.) The question is on-concurring in the 
‘amendment which has been read; and on this 
question the yeas and nays have been asked for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN Before the vote is taken 
on this amendment, I desire to state that I voted 


under a misapprehension on the vote taken just j 


now. Iasked a Senator near me what the. vote 
was, and | suppose he was mistaken in regard to 

it, Lintended to correct it, but was conversing 

when the result was announced. I ask permis- 

sion of the Senate to have that vote corrected. I 

intended to vote in the affirmative. [“ No objec- 

tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the correction will not change 
the result. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears io objection, and the correction will be 
made. — 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to know 
the form of the question in regard to this propo- 
sition about wool. Is the question on agrecing 

to the amendment?. f . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Then, those who are op- 
posed to it will vote * nay?’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

The question being takon by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 26, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Baker, Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, 
Chandler, Clingman, Crittenden, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Har- 
lan, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Jolinson of 
Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, 
Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Trumbull, and Wilkinson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Cameron, Clark, Dixon, Doo- 
little, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, 
King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Wade, and Wilson—19. : 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Would it be proper for me 
to offer an amendment now? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands that there are two other amendments to 
be acted on in the Senate which were excepted. 

The next amendment excepted was in line four 
of section eighteen, after the word * books,” to 
strike out to the end of the section, in the follow- 
ing words: . 

Printed in the English language, or of which the Eng- 
lish forms the text, bound or unbound, 15 cents per pound 5 
and on all books printed in foreign languages, 8 cents per 
ponnd.’? . * 

And to insert the following, in lieu thereof: 


‘Periodicals, pamphlets, ali printed matter, illustrated 
‘books, and papers, and on watches and parts of watches 
aud watch materials and unfinished parts of watches, 15 
iper centum.ad valorem. 


So that the section will read: 
Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be levied, collected, 


and prid, onthe importation ofthearticles hereinafter men- 
tioned, the following duties, that is to say: On books, pe- 


riodicals, pamphlets, ali printed matter, illustrated hooks | 


and papers, and on watches.and parts of watches and watch 
materials and unfinished parts of watches, 15 per centum 
ad valorem. 

Mr. BAYARD. If it.is in order, L move to 
strike out “ 15,” and insert “ 10 per cent.,”? ad 
valorem. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I suppose the Senator does 


ture of the amendment. 


not mean to put that duty on imported watches. ; 
He will reduce the duty on imported watches by’ 


his proposition. : 


Mr. BAYARD. Iam not speaking in refer-: 


ence to watches; but as to books and periodicals. 
I think this duty is too. high.,. : 

Mr. SIMMONS. If you strike out Sand in- 
sert 10, you strike the duty. off both of them. 

Mr. BAYARD. I prefer that the duty should 
be 10 percent. ; : eres 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to theamendment was rejected. 

The amendment made as.in Committee of the 
Whole was concurred in. 

The next amendment cxcepted was to strike 
out in section twenty-three, containing the free 
list, from line fifty-seven to fifty-nine, the follow- 
ing words: : : 

t“ Books, all editions which have been printed thirty years 
prior to the date of importation, in any language, bound or 


-Unbound.” 


Mr. SUMNER. I move that the Senate non- 
concur in the amendment; and in this motion I 
believe [have the concurrence of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. : 

Mr. BIGLER. It does not require any motion 
of that sort. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 
and declared the amendment to be concurred in. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I doubt that 
vote. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ido not-understand the na- 
Task to have it reported 
at the Secretary’s desk again. 

The Scerctary read it. 

Mr. LANE. I understood the Chair to an- 
nounce the vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had 
announced the result; and, unless by unanimous 
consent, the amendment cannot be considered 
again. 

Me. LANE. I object. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then, I move to reconsider 
the vote concurring in the amendment. I voted 
in the affirmative under a mistake. 

Mr. HUNTER. As J understand the object 
of this motion, it is to vote down this amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island which puts the 
duty on books at 15 per cent., so as to put on all 
imported: books and periodicals a duty of 10 per 
cent, n 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
The object of this amendment is simply to retain 
in the free list where they now are in the bill all 
books more than thirty. years’old—that is all. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 23, noes 3; no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the Chair 
consider the vote as reconsidered ? 

Mr. GREEN. No, sir. 

Mr. LANE. I object to that, no quorum hav- 
ing voted. 

Mr. PEARCE. There is a quorum evidently 
intheSenate. J hope the vote will be taken again. 
I will say a very few words on this motion. I 
understand the object is to make free all books 
which have been printed thirty years prior to the 
date of importation. I confess I am very reluc- 
tant toimpose.aduty on books imported under any 
circumstances, and especially old books which 
cannot interfere with the business of the printers 
of the country. It seems to me they ought to 
come in duty free. I believe such has been our 
practice formerly. 
sire to have this whole subject revised and changed 
in regard to all the scale of duty proposed: for 
books in this bill, but I suppose it is too late to 
attempt that now. At all events, it seems to me 
knowledge is the last thing in the world we should 
tax; and as this will not interfere with those who 
desire protection upon book printing, I hope the 
reconsideration will be carried, and that we shall 
not strike these books out of the free list. 

Mr. HALE. I am opposed to putting this class 
of books in the free list. I think they ought to 
stand on the same footing, as regards duties, that 
other books do; vot that [ think it will affect the 
revenue very much, but as a matter of principle 
Lthinkthese books ought tobe taxed alike. There 
are but a very few of these books; but I will tell 
you what they are, They are some old. books, 
rare books, that will be sought for by gentlemen 


Ido not know but I would de- | 


fessional pride; b: 
put them _in-libraries. » But, sir, I do: 
reason why. that class ofgentlemen shi 


those who import 


classes. of: books.: I think the amendment/made 
Tae 


of highly cultivated. tastes, 
quarian.. Gentlemer 
and wealth, that Qi 
valuable old books thåtha 

forty, or a-hundred-years; and 
y-and- bring’ thi 


books-int, the country on different. terra 
im bster’s Spelling Boo 
Perrys: Dictionary... I -think they ought 
stand upon the same-footing exactly, and. t 
there should be.no discrimination made‘bety 


Massachusets: ha 


as-my friend from aa g inum 
has been seduced inio giving his. sanction: to 


bMS. 
gach 
ie 


a principle:as this, J declare: I.must:retr 
vow I made, to follow him teithe end of this 
bill, . I -hope the amendment. will:siand:as-itis,, 

Mr. SUMNER. -There is: one-simple answer 
to all that the Senator haswaid;. and, thatie:.tbat 
these old books:donot come into.competition with 
any books printed in oùr-own conntry: They are 
not in the way of ‘an Američan book, i= 9": 


_ Mr. BAKER... Will the Senator allow, me to 
interrupt him one moment? porsi oya 


them better than any-man, imports a. very yalti- 
able book, a Machiavelli, for instance, (which I 
would recommend to him in, these times,).a hun- 
dred years old: it does not compete with anybody 
else in: printing a book, or in the writing of it; 
but, as.a question of revenue, it does. Wow, sir, 
books are inspiration; so is champagne. : Cham- 
pagne pays 40 per cent, and so. ought books. 
fLaughter.| My distinguished. friend from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Haue,] knowing. more about 
that branch of it, says champagne'is the cause-of 
inspiration. It is both the cause and.the source 
[Laughter.] I do not-see, as a question of reve- 
nue, why an old book, which isa luxury; eod 
the greatest of all luxuriesj;-ought not to:pay a 
revenue duty just as much as wine, or Ssilks,:© 
any other luxury which more people partake 
Now, if:it were:a-question of:protection;alone, I 
admit- the Senator from Massachusettacjis ri 
but, as a matter of revenue, J: think,he:is 


ly 


| wrong; and I, who could not persuade shim, to 


vote a duty of 5 per cent. upon the coarsest-wool 
in the world, will give my vote against letting the 
best books in the world come in free of duty, 
merely because they are old. : alta 

Mr. SUMNER. “My answer to.the suggestion 
that this duty ought to be imposed as a matter of 
revenue is, that itis.a tax on knowledge. . Itis a 
tax which, in its nature, is prohibitory: on: books 
which we ought all to. encourage.: Every book 
that crosses the Atlantic to. this country is again 
to our civilization.. If] understand the Senator, 
he would shut the gate against such books.. I 
would open the gate. .If I had my way, every 
book that crosses: the. Atlantic should. come in 
duty. free; but my views on the subject have.al- 
ready been voted down. You propose, to.impose 
a general duty of 15 per cent.-on books. I wish 


i now, simply to carve an. exception.out of that 


general duly of 15 per cent. in favor.of books 
which cannot-come.into competition with Amer- 
ican-products—those books that have been printed 
‘thirty: years; and I say. that, in making-that con- 
cession-to them; you:promote thecause of good let- 
ters and of civilization yand-J know that my friend 
from Oregon, though he thinksso.much.of wool, 
is not insensible to a good. book. 
Mr. BAKER rose. °° f me 
Mr. SUMNER. Stopa moment, if you-please 
Mr: BAKER. Certainly; I like to hear- you. 
Mr.SUMNER. ‘Ono other remark:.this broad 
duty that you. propose to-impose will ‘bear spe- 
cially hard- upon what are called book rarities, 
avery one of which when it comes to our country 
is a treasure to the whole country. Forinstance, 
take an carly edition-of Milton or of Shakspeare. 
The early edition of Shakspeare cannot be bought 
under $300 or $400... By this proposition you 
would imposea duty of IS per-cent. on that, though 
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itis a single volume, originally published at për- 
haps $o. Take a Milton’s Paradise Lost, the first 
edition of which can be purchased only at perhaps 
$40, and you would impose a:duty of 15 per cent. 
on that; and yet one of there editions in this coun- 
try, in the possession of'a hittérateur, is a treasure 
avhich all his. neighbors: have, and which helps 
literature, which Helps ggste, which advances civ- 
lization.” submit to my friend from Oregon that 
‘he should withdraw his:opposition to:the propo- 
sition which I now make, the result of which will 
be to throw open the gates as much as possible to 
these old books. - E believe I have the assent of 
miy friend from Rhode Island to the proposition. 
Tunderstood that he consented to it; in short, I 
believe Imay say he made a positive agreement 
to that effect; and [believe f must hold him to it. 

Mr. BAKER. °Mr. President, F am very far 
from blaming my distinguished friend from Mas- 
sachusetts for exhibiting his devotion to books, 
and-to literature generally; but I do not think he 
meets the objection which those who are opposed 
‘to hig views have presented to it. Iwill take now 
‘his: own illustration of an old edition of Milton 
He said, if an old edition of Milton is imported 
into the country, at a value-of $400-—— 
`| Mr. SUMNER, Oh, no; an old edition of 
Shakspeare at that price. j 

Mr. BAKER. ‘Well, better still; Shakspeare, 
ata value of $400;it will pay a duty of 15 per 
cent., or $50, $60, or $80 on that: Very well; it 
‘ought to. Why? Because a new edition of Shaks- 
peare is better than any old’ one; and a man who 
is fool enough to give $400 for what he can get for 
$2, ought to pay the duty. [Laughter.] The 
reason is obvious: the annotations, the emenda- 
‘tions and correations of the text, and various other 
things that he understands so much better than I 
do, benefit the book. An old edition of the Bible 
is notds good asa new one. An old edition of 
any book, | think—speaking with great deference 
to the Senator’s opinion—is not as good as a new 
one, supposing the text to be correct; and if my 
friend were to read—as he does read with infinite 
delight—Lycidas, Paradise Lost, Paradise Re- 
gained, and the Mask, Comus, his delight will 
not be lessened because the print is better in the 
new book. . Rather, I think, it will be increased, 
‘for he and I ave arriving at that time of life, when 
the larger the print-the better. [Laughter.] I 
‘do. not sce any other reason that he has offered. 
Now, my friend says that amateurs in this kind of 
book knowledge buy the old books. They buy the 
old wines, and they buy the old pictures, and they 
buy everything that is old; and the older we get, 
the better we love most old things, not all; bat I 
apprehend that is a taste, a fancy, sometimes an 
imagination, which we ought to pay for. 

But now, sir, treating the subject—for it is not 
to mean unimportant one—more seriously, let me 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts this: he ap- 
peals to me from loyalty to my party, and above 
that-to the country, to vote for a tariff which our 
enemies say isa protective tariff, taxing the com- 
monest articles of life—tea, coffee, sugar, and iron 
and I follow his lead. 

Mr.SUMNER. Notmy lead, 

Mr, BAKER. When I ask him to protect the 
wool of Oregon 5 per cent., | cent a pound, the 
$800,000,000 of manufactures in Massachusetts 
are endangered, and they will not do it; and yet 
they ask me, having taxed tea, coffee, sugar, and 
iron, all we use and almost all we want on the 
Pacific slope, he asks me to let him have his old 
books with bad print and bad paper, only valu- 
able for the dust which has gathered upon them, 
for book-lovers and book-fanciers, who value 
books for what Doctor Johnson did not; because 
Doctor Johnson said a book badly printed and 
well bound was high treason against literature. 
He asks me to please his fancy by not taxing a 
thing that, in my judgment, is useless to almost 
everybody in the world. 

Knowledge that cannot be got anywhere clse 
than in a new book, such as 1 had hoped Macau- 
lay might live to write, such as I hope Motley 
will continue to write for twenty years to come— 
to ask me to let that in free of duty, would be 
quite another thing; because that does carry out 
the Senator’s idea, that knowledge ought to run 
through the earth, and be glorified and free; but 
T submit to his better reflection, thatan old book 
1s not necessarily knowledge, whether it be Mil- 


Herodotus. I suppose that we understand them 
better now by reading. the new book than our 
forefathers did by reading the old one. . L-appre- 
hend that my distinguished friend would read the 
late edition of Herodotus, of which I believe he 
spoke to me with great knowledge and acumen 
yesterday, with much more delight than he. would 
the earlier one. . I do not think I vanquish him 
often on: these illustrations;, but I think I do on 
this; and I hope the Senate will hold him to the 
idea that old books ought to pay a higher duty 
the older they are. a 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I agree with 
the Senator entirely, that new books ought to be 
favored, 1 regret that this bill does not favor 
them. All will bear witness that my vote hasnot 
been wanting when the proposition was made to 
favor them. I agree with the Senator in his main 
proposition, in what he starts with; but as I can- 
not secure that favor for new books, or indeed for 
all books, Lask the Senate to grant. it to certain 
books that have been already printed thirty years; 
and I make that request on the simple ground that 
those books do not come into competition with 
American books. The argument for imposing 
the duty on new books is, that they do come into 
competition with Amcrican books. The books 
that have been printed thirty years do not come 
into such competition. I say, therefore, open the 
door to them; let us have them here, as many as 
come; and let us encourage their coming; do not 
stop the way; do notimpose, unnecessarily, a tax 
upon knowledge. 

The Senator suggests that these old books are 
not the books that we wish to read. Did I un- 
derstand him aright? f 

Mr. BAKER. Old editions. 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, the old editions. Do 
I understand the Senator as suggesting that an 
edition thirty years old is not one:that we wish to 
use? Tor instance, an edition of Hume, of Gib- 
bon, of Goldsmith, of Dr. Johnson, whom he 
quotes so affectionately; does he suggest that such 
an edition is not one that we wish to read? I be- 
lieve the contrary. I believe that those are_the 
very editions of these authors that all of us wéuld 
rather read; and I think that we shall confer a 
favor on all book readers, on all students in the 
county 
| possib J have no interest in this matter, ex- 
| cept to promote the cause of letters, as I under- 
stand it; and I submit that that, in a humble 
measure, will be advanced by allowing those 
books that have been printed thirty years to come 
in duty free. I therefore ask the Senate to non- 
concur in the amondment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. What the Senator from 
Oregon has said so nearly meets my views, that 
l only wish to add a single remark. I not only 
fully agree with him that new books are better 
than old, and intended to have said the same thing 
with a similar illustration, if I had got the floor 
before; but there is nothing in anold book of 
value that has not been republished in our time. 
If-all the books one hundred years old were de- 


The idea that they are mere curiosities, is the very 
reason why I wish to tax them. If a man will 
pay a large sum of money foran old Roman coin, 


contribute a portion of that to the support of the 
Government? 

The policy, as I understand it, of those who 
are opposed to us is, first, to benefit wealthy men 
who collect curiosities; and, second, to benefit 
booksellers, by protecting books. he people 


protect booksellers, enabling them to make larger 
profits off the community, and you are to relieve 
those gentlemen of wealth who wish to collect 
curiosities, That represents the system which is 
maintained on the other side of the House. It 
is not really to diffuse knowledge; and I do not 
į admit that, by leaving books to come in free, you 
tRereby diffuse knowledge, if you tax everything 
else oppressively. Ifa man in moderate circum- 


| necessaries of life, he is unable to spend on knowl- 
edge. 
support himself and his family, he cannot afford 


$ 


| him. 


A if we open the door to them as wide as | 
e. 


stroyed, no valuable knowledge would be lost. | 


or for any other curiosity, why should he not ; 


who read the books, who need them for knowl- | 
edge, are not to be considered at all, You are to | 


stances is obliged to pay an enormous tax on the į 
If you take all his income from him to | 
| to buy books. It is idle to make books cheap to |! 


: ; The truc policy which we ought to main- | 
ton, or Shakspeare, or Bacon, or Aristotle, or || tain should be to leave the necessaries of life as ji boys and 


i 


1 


free as possible;and-whether you throw the tax 
upon books or not, is immaterial.. I insist that 
the most proper. subjects of all for taxation are 
those luxuries which are mere curiosities. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not intend to engage in 
this discussion as to the relative merits of old and 
new books. I am in favor of the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, for the reason as- 
signed by the Senator from North Carolina for op- 
posing it. I think that those matters which are cu- 
riosities: such as old books, old coin, old paintings, 
and works ofart, ought to be permitted to comeinto 
the country freeʻof duty. I believe it is the pol- 
icy of all nations to encourage the introduction 
of works of art, andsthose collections of. curious 
things that are to be found in museums. I think 
we ought to encourage museums, libraries, collec- 
tions of art, and everything that tends to the cul- 
tivation of taste, and that enables ourown citizens 
to witness those collections at home, instead of 
compelling them, for that purpose, to go to foreign 
countries. Old books may become very essential 
to a historian in this country, to any man inves- 
tigating matters of science. You may compel him 
to leave his own country, in order to conduct those 
investigations which ought to be made at home. 

I am not willing to deprive our libraries of the 
opportunity of getting specimens of old books. I 
would vote to admit works of art free. I wish we 
could get a model of every work of art, a cast of 
every piece of ancient statuary, a copy of every 
valuable painting and rare book, so that our art- 
ists might pursue their studies and exercise their 
skill at home, and that our literary. men might not 
be exiled in the pursuits which bless mankind. 

The Senator from Oregon admits the propriety 
of this argument as a question of protection, but 
he objects on the ground of revenue. I submit 
to that Senator, that the revenue derived from the 
importation of such works will not pay the ex- 
ponse of the time we consume in this discussion, 

tis a simple question whether we shall discour- 
age the introduetion of these works, which will 
be a deprivation to the country. 

Mr. GREEN. Onewordonly. Ifa work has 
been published thirty years, and has not been in- 
troduced into the United States, it is sufficient 
evidence that itis not fit to come here. Iam not 
talking about old manuscripts and obsolete works, 
but works published thirty years since, and never 
introduced into the United States. If they have 


i been introduced, the reprint bere is better than 


the original print in the foreign country. Let us 
therefore stand by this bill as it is in this respect. 
Tam not going to talk about taxing knowledge. 
It is such a doubtful commodity that I should not 
know whether to make the tax specific or ad valo- 
rem, (laughter,] and I should have to hunt for 
examiners to appraise it and put it at the proper 
grades, and those examiners. themselves would 
have to be subjected to the same process. Hence, 
this idea of taxing knowledge will notdo. Knowl- 
edge is not in books; knowledge is in the brain. 
The sources of information may be in books; and 
when that information is collected, and treasured 
up, and appropriated, and used, it is knowledge; 
but in the book itself, itis not knowledge 
Talk about taxing civilization! I have heard 
that word civilization very often, and I should like 
to have a definite understanding as to its meaning. 
To be civil, to be gentlemanly, to be courteous, 
not he barbarous—is that civilization? Jt cannot 
mean Christianity. It cannot mean that high ad- 


| Vance towards the angelic form to which human 
i nature is destined. What, then, does it mean? 


It is used as clap-trap by men who are presum- 
ing to literature, ostensibly claiming a little ad- 
vance beyond other men, “All who buy these old 
manuscripts, who hunt them up, and pay from ° 
9400 to £400 for them at book auctions in Lon- 
don and in Paris, do it from pride, and from noth- 
ing else. They want the name of having paid 
the highest price for an old manuscript or an old 
book. It is the merest vanity in the world; no 
useful purpose is accomplished by it, nor any 
good to the human family; no advance in human 
development, in intellect or physics or otherwise 
is accomplished by it; but a poor, miserabic, and, 
I would say, contemptible vanity of having paid 
the highest price for an old book is gratified. Men 
who will do it ought to pay their ordinary taxes; 
we do not propose to tax them higher than other 
people. On their useful books for their school 
their. school girls, we are willing simply 
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to leave them to pay the same pro rata with others.: 
But here you want to exempt these miserable, | 
vain -cock-a-doodles, [laughter,] and tax your 
school boys and school girls who have to use.a 15- 
cent primer, 25-cent reader, and 50-cent geogra~ | 
phy. Is that vight? Is there good sense m that? | 

oes it not spring from a vain desire to pretend 
to superiority in literature, in book learning, over 
other people? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firea.) 
No quorum having voted, the question wili be 
again put. Those in favor of reconsidering the 
vote by which the amendment was concurred in, 
will signify it by rising. t 

Mr. SUMNER. I understood the Chair to 
declare that the vote was reconsidered, and the 
question now was on non-concurring. I made a 
motion to non-concur, after the vote on reconsid- 
ering had been stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote on 
reconsidering was not adopted; no quorum hav- 
ing voted. The Chair remarked that the afirma- 
tive would be deemed to have carried it, if no objec- 
tions were made. Objections were made, and a 
new vote was called for. 

The question being again put, there were, on 
a division—ayes 7, noes 23; no quorum voting. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. ; : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 hope Senators will un- 
derstand the motion, asthey did not seem to under- 
stand it when the division took place. Some 
understood that the amendment hadalready been 
reconsidered, and that the question was upon con- 
curring. JT understand that the question now is 
on the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 

uestion. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. We may justas well have 
the test vote on that, and dispose of it. 

Mr. SUMNER. The effect of reconsidering 
will be simply to keep this clause in the bill asit 
was when originally reported by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. Itis not to insert anything new, 
but to preserve the clause which was originally 
in the bill, : 
< Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iunderstand the effect of 
reconsidering will be to bring up the question of 
concurring in the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Wisconsin is correct. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. We may as well take a 
test vote on the reconsideration, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, 
Durkee, Hunter, Kennedy, Morrill, Pearee, Seward, Sum- 
ner, and Wilson—l2. 

NAVS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Doolittle, Fessenden, 
Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Powell, Ten Eyck, and Wil- 
kinson—24, 

So-the Senate refused to reconsider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still 
before the Senate, and open to amendment. 

Mr, LANE. I now move the amendment that 
lies on the Secretary’s desk; that is;to strike out 
all after the enacting clause 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. LANE. Ihave the floor; and I have been 
anxious to get at this amendment for some time. 
I hope the Senate. now will give mea chance to 
have a vote on it, and see whether the Senate is 
in favor of this bill or the amendment that I pro- 
pose. e 

Mr. HALE. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. FOOT. As the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Oregon 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstood the Senator from New Hampshire to 
rise to a question of’order, 


Mr. HALE. The very one, I suppose, that 
my friend from Vermont was going to.make; and 
that is, that the amendment proposed by the Sen- |; 
ator from Oregon isa substitute; and I desire to | 
know whether that is in order until the bill is | 
perfected. . as 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
deems it in order now, the Senate having voted 
on ali the amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. Bat [havean amendment which 
I wish to offer to the bill. | 


Mr. BINGHAM. So have I. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amend- 


ment of the Senator from Oregon is in order, but f 
| will be superseded by any amendment proposed 


to the body of the bill. 
Mr. HALE. Well, I have an amendment 
which | propose to offer. | 
Mr. DOUGLAS. But I suppose this amend- 
mentisin order, and will be read as such; and then 


| any amendment will be in order, whether to the 


original bill or to the substitute; but it is now in 
order to move it, and it has precedence. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon will. be read. 
The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 
Strike out ail after the enacting clause, and insert: 
That on ali such goods, wares, merchandise, or other 
articles imported from foreign countries, as are nientioned 
in Schedules A, B, and C, ofan act entitled An act reduc- 
ing the duty on imports, and for other purposes,” approved 


| the 30th day of Jisly, in the year 1846, there shall he levied, 


collected, and paid a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem; and 
that the said act, approved the 39th day of July, in the year 
1846, be, and the same is hereby, revived (except as herein- 
before excepted) in every schedule, section, or clause there- 


of, saving, nevertheless, the full effect and operation of the 


act entitled “An act to establish a warehousing system; 
and to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide revenue 
from imports, and to change and modify existing laws im- 
posing duties on imports, and for other purposes, ?? approved 
the 6th day of August, in the year 1846, and the several acts 
amendatory or supplementary to the same. 

Sec. 2 And be it further enacted, That the act entitled 
4 An act reducing the duty on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved the 3d day of March, in the year 1857, 
except the fifth section thereot, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That this act shall take 
effect on the lst day of July next: Provided, That no higher 
duty shall be charged on goods, wares, merchandise, or 
other articles in store on that day, than were chargeable at 
the time of their importation. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I have afew remarks to sub- 
mit on the bill generally, and probably there will 
be no occasion when they will be more appropri- 
ate than upon the offering of the substitute for the 
entire bill. The question now presented brings 
up for consideration the original bill, and also the 
substitute. . 

If I am brought to vote between the substitute 
and the original bill, I shall vote for the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon. I can- 
not vote for the final passage of either, for the 
reason that I think it unwise at this time to make 
any radical changes in the existing revenue sys- 
tem. The time is unauspicious for legislating 
upon this subject. The condition of the south- 
ern States of this Confederacy ought to warn us 
against any of these radical changes, which would 
increase the irritation and excitement in that quar- 
ter. We all know the repugnance of that section 
of the Union to a protective tariff at all times. 
Under existing circumstances, the passage of a 
tariff bill of the character of the one now under 
consideration cannot fail to increase that irritation 
and to alienate, in some degree, their affections to 
this Union, which have already been materially 
shaken. While the bill itself is not in accordance 
with my judgment of whata revenue bill ought 
to be; while I think it is highly protective; while 
J know some of its features are oppressive on 
many great interests in the country; even if 1 were 
satisfied on these points, I would not vote to pass 
the bill at this time in view of our present diffi- 
culties. 

Then again, sir, there is a necessity for direct- 
ing our attention to our commercial relations with 
our neighbors upon the north. The unfriendly 
or adverse legislation which has been adopted by 
the Canadian Parliament, intended to defeat the 
beneficial effects so far as this country is interested 
in the reciprocity treaty, ought also to be taken 
into consideration. We have arrived at that. pe- 
riod where our commercial system should extend 
to the whole continent; when, in arranging our 
own list of duties, we should take into consider- 
ation the effects, especially upon those countries 
that adjoin us upon this continent. I had hoped 
that the time had arrived when we could mature 
and adopt a continental system that would em- 
brace, in one commercial union, all the States of 
the North American continent, with a uniform 
system of duties, Such a commercial union could 
be adopted, in my opinion, that would be benefi- 
cial to all the States and countries who should 
become parties to it. ` I would like to see it em- 
brace not only the United States, but the Canadas 
upon the north, the British Possessions upon the 
east and the northwest, and Mexico, Cuba, and 


the. Central American States upon thesouth. 
would like:to see them all brought within-the, 
cle of one commercial union:and a-uniform B 
tem of duties; so. far.ags-all-these States we 

cerned. I desire to.se¢ all eustomshouses: i 
interior. abolished, all restrictions. upon in 
commerce done. away with,:so that there shou 
be entire free trade unrestricted ‘between. ev: 

State, province, or country upon the A 
continent and the adjacent islands. oo 

I think the present time is auspicious to mature 
a system of that kind...We are about to inaugu- 
rate a new Administration; and I hope: with ita 
new commercial system. ‘The very fact that we 
have internal. difficulties at home}. the: fact: that 
there hasbeenarevolutionin Mexico which brings 
into power a party friendly.to free and unrestricted 
commercial intercourse; the fact that we have dif- 
ficulties to adjust with the Canadas: and ‘British 
provinces growing out.of the reciprocity treaty; 
the fact that the commercial system of the Island 
of Cuba,.so far as it affects our ‘interests, is mot 
satisfactory to us, nor is that of Central America, 
renders it eminently: proper that we should take 
up this subject as a whole, considering it; with 
reference to one grand system, tote ett hy 

The idea, sir, of unrestricted commercial .iuter- 
course between contiguous countriesis nota novel 
cone. It may be novel, so far as applicable to the. 
American continent; but if we direct our attention 
to Europe, especially to Germany,.we will find 
there a model which, with such modifications. as 
would make itapplicable to thiscountry, we might 
adopt, I think, with great profit and great useful- ~ 
ness. I allude to the German. Zollverein, . There 
you find a commercial union, consisting of twenty- 
four sovereign, independent States or countries, 
combined into one union for commercial purposes, 
with a uniform system of duties applicable to the 
whole, and free trade as between those different 
countries. I take it for granted the Senate is fa- 
miliar with the German Zollverein... It was in- 
itiated in 1818; but was so imperfect that it did not 
realize the advantages that were expected from it 
until 1833. Prior to the latter day, there were 
such restrictions in examinations and in gertain 
tolls, on the boundaries of the interior States, as 
to deprive the arrangement of most of its advant- 
ages; but, in 1833, a treaty was effecied. between 
the principal States of Germany. by which these 
restrictions were entirely removed, the interior 
custom-houses abolished,.and only the exterior 
ones kept up for the common benefit of ail those 
States and Governments that. became parties to.the 
tariff alliance. oP ihe.) Ge doe 

From 1833 to this day, that system has worked 
so well and so satisfactorily, that it has lately ex- 
tended, until it embraces. nearly all of Germany. 
It now embraces twenty-four States; and 1 believe 
there is a movement now on foot by which Aus- 
tria, Hungary, Transylvania, in fact the whole 
Austrian empire, is about to be brought into the 
system; so that goods may pass from tlie head.of 
the Danube to the Black sea, as well as down.the 
Rhine into the Baltic, by the most unrestricted 
free trade between these people. The system is 
a very simple one. All the custom-houses are 
upon the frontier. They collect duties which are 
to be uniform upon all the frontiers, and these 
duties go into a common fund, and the proceeds, 
after defraying expenses, are divided between the 
different States composing the commercial league 
in proportion to population. The basis of the dis- 
tribution of the receipts is that of the relative pop- 
ulation of the several States and countries. com- 
posing the league. It is true, there are one or two 
exceptions to that ratio of distribution—-execep- 
tions founded upon local causes,.or upon. other 
causes satisfactory to the parties, and which have 
been adopted by unanimous consent. 

Now, sir, I desire to invite the attention of the 
Senate and of the country. to the inquiry whether 
we may not profitably form a commercial union, 
to comprise.all the North American continent, on 
the basis of the German Zollverein. Our conti- 
nent is admirably adapted to such a system, You 
would at once abolish all the interior custom- 
houses. All those custom-houses upon the north- 
ern frontier would be abandoned; all upon the 
dividing line between us and Mexico would be 
abandoned; all the internal restrictions upon trade 
would be swept away; andall you would require 
would be custom-houses at the ports on the At- 
lantic and Pacific. Why cannot we form the 
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whole Ameérican continent into-one commercial 
Union for commercial purposes, without interfer- 
Ing in the’ slightest degree with the political insti- 
» tations or domestic policy of the different coun- 
‘tries ‘within it? They have overcome -all the 
difficulties growing out of the practical working 
of such a system in Germany, where they were a 
thousand fold greater-than they would be in this 
country; forin the Germair alliance ‘they have 
every form of government, large States and small 
ones; ‘some formed on the republican’ system; 
large kingdoms, like Prussia, Saxony, and Bava- 
ria, with the small duchies, like Baden-Baden; yet 
all émbraced in one system. Itis one country for 
commercial purposes. There is free intercourse, 
free trade between them all; thus wiping out all 
the asperities and irritations that had grown up 
for hundreds of’ years, until Germany is being 
gradually molded and formed into one people, 
‘without interfering at all with the form of Gov- 
ernment, or the political institutions, or ‘the do- 
mestic policy of any one of the parties to the com- 

_ mercial union. ` 
The advantages to our own country of such a 
union of all countries embraced within North | 

America must be obvious to every one. It would 

restore and preserve amity and good faith between 

the people of all'the countries who became parties 
toit, It would eradicate all the jealousies and hos- 
tilities which “have been engendered by lawless 
fillibustering expeditions, and put an end to all 
outrages of that kind in the future. It would ex- 
tend ourcommerce, navigation, and carrying trade, 
while if would open up new and extensive mar- 
kets for our manufactures and agricultural pro- 
ducts. It would impart stability, permanence, and 
uniformity to our commercial system. It would 
‘afford more efficient, certain, and valuable pro- 
tectiqn to American industry than all the protect- 
ive tariffs that Congress can devise. 
While it would be beneficial to all the indus- 
trial and material interests of the United States, 
it‘requires no argument to práve that it would be | 
equa ly Advantageous to all other countries who 
should become parties to such a commercial ar- 
rangement, Each would furnish a market for the 
sroductions of the other, and be mutually bene- 
hred by the reciprocal exchange. ‘And above all, 
it would furnish a bond of perpetual peace and alli- 
ance among all the American countries, and make | 
us one people for all purposes of national defense, 
when either might be unjustly assailed by any 
European Power. 

It is a matter worthy of scrious consideration, 
whether the American commercial union, in ad- 
dition to the tariff duties, should’ not be author- 
ized to take cognizance of a light-house system, 
copyrights for books, patents forin ventions, postal 
regulations, telegraphs, anda uniform system of 
weights and measures, coinage, and such other 
regulations as may from time to time be found 
necessary to the freedom and convenienes of the 
commercial and, social intercourse, without dis- 
turbing the domestic policy or political institu- 
tions of the countries composing the union. 

I do not propose that we should initiate a pol- 
icy that would annex any of these countries to 
the United States. I do not propose that our pol- 
icy should interfere, in the slightest degree, with 
the forms of government, with the political inter- 
ests, or with the domestic ple of any of the 
States or countries within North America; but | 
that we should make a commercial arrangement | 
with them, by which we would derive all the ad- | 
vantages of a commercial union, without being 
encumbered with the embarrassments, the irrita- 
tions, and divisions growing out of adverse and 
conflicting domestic policies and political institu- 
tions. Sir, the difficulties we have had, growing | 
out of this slavery question and the continual an- 
nexation of countries adjoining us to the Ameri- 
can Union, ought to warn us of the dangers of 
trying to éxtend the same sortof domestic policy, 
the same system of political institutions, over 
countries and people who are not homogeneous 
with ourselves; but if we can secure the advant- 
ages of free trade, of unrestricted commercial and 
social intercourse—if we can be one country for 
the purpose of commerce and navigation and pos- 
tal arrangements, telegraphic and social inter- i 
course—we will derive all the advantages, with- | 
out incurring the disadvantages that might grow | 
out of a political union. 

tiis also worthy of consideration, whether such | 


acommercial union may not facilitate a peaceful 
and satisfactory solution of all our difficulties 
with the seceding States. 

Tam throwing out these suggestions merely for 
the purpose of inviting the attention of the Sen- 
ate and of the country to them; notwith any ex- 
peetation that they will be adopted at the present 
session of Congress. I think, if we could post- 
pone this tariff until the next session, and in the 
mean time devote ourselves to the investigation 
of the affairs of the entire American continent as 
they now exist, we might mature some plan by 
which free States and slave States will live in har- 
mony together, by which our neighbors upon the 
north, owing allegiance to the British Crown, 
may have a‘common interest and a common sym- 
pathy with us in all of our commercial interests, 
without disturbing their political institutions; an 
arrangement by which we may avail ourselves of 
the markets for nine million people in Mexico; 
markets for our mannfactures, markets for our 
agricultural productions, without being incum- 
bered with the political government of the coun- 
try; a system which would be beneficial to all 
parties engaged in it without impairing the sov- 
ereignty, the independence, and the integrity of 
the territories of any one of the countries that 
should become parties to it. In my opinion, such 
a system would combine the advantages of polit- 
ical community without drawing after it those 
irritating subjects that are now disturbing this 
country, and in imminent danger of plunging us 
into civil war, revolution, and final separation. 
H the peace of this country is to be preserved, if 
we can avoid the spilling of blood among our 
neighbors, give time to reflect upon the present 
state of things, study the causes which have 
brought the country to this distraction. I have 
hope we may mature a system of commercial 
union that will cover the whole American conti- 
nent; make us one people in interest, in commerce, 
and one people for national defense when either 
of us arc assailed; yet several people with refer- 
ence to ourdomesticand our political institutions. 

My object, sir, is accomplished. It was sim- 
ply to throw out the suggestion; to invite atten- 
tion to it; and to ask the Senate to pause before 
it adopts a system of revenue that willinflame the 
passions of those States that are now discontented 
and dissatisfied, and sce if there is not open to 
us a path of peace, by which bloodshed shall be 
avoided, and the peace of the country preserved, 
the Union maintained in its entire integrity, and a 


commercial system that will make us one country | 


on the whole American continent for all its ad- 
vantages, without bringing in those disturbing 
elements that are now threatening to dissolve the 
Union that our fathers made for us. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I might, for 
myself, forego any notice of the remarks of the 
Senator from fllinois; but I stand here represent- 
ing what I know to be the sentiments of my State; 
and because I represent the sentiments of: my 
State, as well known to me, Ishall vote for this 
bill; but, sir, E do not intend that the Senator from 
Illinois, or any other Senator, shall put me in the 
attitude of willfully and deliberately adding to the 
excitement of the country, or doing anything cal- 
culated further to alienate the people and separate 
the States; nor can my State be put in that atti- 
tude. Ido not believe there is a State in this Union 
to-day where the warmest and most enthusiastic 
desire for the continuance of this Confederacy 
prevails to a greater extent than in the State of 
Pennsylvania; and yet, they do not understand 
that, by changing the revenue laws to arrest the 


| creation of debt, they are adding anything to in- 


flame the land, or dissatisfy any class of people. 
It requires no argument to show the absolute ne- | 
cessity of increased rates of duty in order to meet 
the exigencies of the public Treasury and to 
arrest the creation of debt, But the distinguished 
Senator from Ilinois thinks the consideration of 
this bill is calculated to increase the excitement 
in the country; and therefore he will not vote for 
it. Forthwith, the honorable Senator presents to | 
the consideration of the country a far more novel, | 
extended, and complicated system. Will not that 
excite the country also? The Senator from Illi- | 
nois further states that he will not vote for the bill | 
before the Senate; but he will vote for the amend- | 
ment. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And then against both. 

Mr. BIGLER. And then against both, the 


Senator says. “Well, I did not hear that part of 
the Senator’s remark: I will confess to him, very 
frankly, that that qualification takes away a part 
of my argument. I was going to say, sir, that, 
complaining of the duties imposed by this.bill, he 
was about to vote foran amendmentin which the 
duties were quite as strong as in the pending bill, 
My friend from Virginia [Mr. Hunrer] shakes 
his head. I know he differs with me in opinion; 
and I do not know any way on the face of the 
earth that we can settle it. Perhaps he is right. 
It may be that the duties are higher in this: bill 
than those of the tariff of 1846. I have endeav- 
ored showever, to some extent, to satisfy myself 
on that point. : 

But, sir, what I want to say mainly is this: the 
people of this country are too sensible to become 
excited, unless they can see thére is some sufficient 
cause for it. They will not be excited because of 
the mere change of the mode of assessing duties, 
I can show the Senator from Illinois a carefully- 
prepared table of the rates of the ad valorem duties 
In the tariff of 1846, reduced to specifics, on the 
great staple which I representhere. His people 
will not become excited because, under this bill, 
they are required to paya little less revenue than 
they paid formerly. The people of no southern 
State will be excited because of that fact. Now, 
sir, here are these rates, taking the whole im- 
portations under the tariff of 1846, and reducing 
30 per cent. to specifics on these articles; and Ï 
will show you that itis less than the amount of 
duty on the specific quantity charged in this bill. 
Take railroad iron. The average specific duty 
under the tariffof 1846 would be $11 52; and under 
the pending bill it is $12. That is a fraction 
higher, On bar iron, which composes 80 per cent. 
of the iron imported, the specific duty under the 
tariff of 1846 amounted to $15 76 per ton; and the 
bill pending proposes to charge $15. This fact 
will not excite anybody. Then, on pig metal, 
which is the next principal article, the average 
duty was $5 72 under the tariff of 1846; the bill 
pending puts the duty at'$6 per ton. I could go 
through with all these items of iron; but that 
would, perhaps, be unnecessary. J have a table 
here coming down toa later period, including two 
years of the present duty, which makes it on bar 
iron $15 66. : 

Now, sir, I do not suppose the Senator from 
Illinois has the slightest inclination—I know he 
has not—to add unnecessarily to any complaint 
that may grow out of this new revenue system. 
That itis a very easy matter to find objection to it, 
Tagree. I can make a successful issue against 
any tariff that has ever been in existence; but there 
is a pressing necessity, which the Senator will per- 
ceive, for increasing rates of duty He knows, 
too, that this is no new opinion with me. I have 
said from the beginning that 143 per cent., the 
rates charged in the present tariff, will not sustain 
the Government. I reassert it; and while Lagree 
that this is an inauspicious time to regulate a rev- 
enue system, because of the troubles in ourcoun- 
try, Í do not feel that they necessarily prevent us, 
or should necessarily arrest the alteration of the 
system, so fay as the demands of the Treasury are 
pressing. 

l am aware that my Democratic friends on this 
subject generally assume that a specific tariff must 
be a protective tariff, and an ad valorem tariff 
must be necessarily only a revenue tariff. There 
could be no greater fallacy or misapprehension 
of theaquestion. An ad valorem duty may be a 
| protective duty, may be a prohibitory duty, or 
may be sifply a revenue duty. So, also, as toa 
| specific charge upon the quantity; it may be one 
or the other, depending entirely upon the rate. 
Now, to a very large extent, the bill pending 
makes the charge specific upon quantity, while 
the present tariff law charges an ad valorem upon 
the value. There are-fair grounds of complaint 
against both; but in “my humble judgment, the 
Specific, so far as you can apply it with any rea- 
sonable equality, is the better of the two. 

In the first place, the Senator conceded, the other 
day, that it guards against frauds, and that there 
are frauds manifestly practiced under the present 
system. I can show them here in the mostetart- 
ling form. I will not enter on that question to- 
day; but I say it has greater stability and greater 
certainty as a revenue policy. The Senator from 
| Virginia, [Mr. Honrer,}at the last session, took 


i precisely the reverse ground. I gay it requires no 
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drgtiment to'sustain my position. The simple 


statement of the nature of the case makes it con- 
clusive; and why? Because the ad valoren system 
is‘subject. to the fluctuations of quantity as well 
asthe fluctuations of price; whereas the specific, 
mode of charges is subject to the fluctuations of 
quantity only. The Government gets a larger 
Amount of revenue when the quantity of importa- 
‘tion is large. The quantity of importation might 
be really large under thé ad valorem system, and 
the revenue less, because of the depreciation of 
price. ‘Therefore, asa system of stability, it is 
preferable. é 
“i But, sir, what is more unfortunate in our ex- 
perience is this: that prices are always highest 
when importations are largest; and therefore, the 
gveat tendency is to fluctuation. The system fa- 
éilitates fuctuation from one extreme to the other. 
For instance: when goods are at avery high price, 
owing to some bank expansion, or commercial 
éxpansion, and importations are large, the Gov- 
ernment, under the ad valorem system, comes in 
and makes the largest charge upon the quantity. 
When iron, under the tariff of 1846, ran down 
to'$40 a ton, the auty under that system was $12. 
When it ran up to $60, the Government came in 
and charged $18 a ton, still heightening the price 
and burdening the consumer—the producer being 
already abundantly cared for; and the same is 
the effect upon the Treasury. 

+ That isthe ground of complaint by men in my 
State, who do not ask any favor orany protection. 
They want a system of stability; and they say 
that this mode faeilitates fluctuation from one 
extreme to the other; that the incidental aid they 
gét under the system comes to them in the inverse 
ratio of the necessity which exists for it. When 
they need most, they get least; when they need 
least, they get most. That is their ground of 
complaint. Furthermore, they prefer the specific 
mode, because it docs bear heavier on an article 
of an inferior kind. It is thé true policy of the 
country to exclude an inferior article of iron or of 
steel, or of anything else, because it isa fraud upon 
the consumen and a wrong upon the producer 
here. So far as that inequality in the operation 
of the bill is concerned, I acknowledged its x- 
istence. I do not agree, as I said the other day, 
to u policy that would charge a higher percentage 
upon coarse, common articles, good of their kind, 
consumed by the poor. That would bean entirely 
different system. 

But the Senator from [llinois may say, very 
justly, he has not entered into this argument; and 
lam not properly replying to him. I only as- 
sume, from what have seen, thatmy friends here, 
with whom I have so universally codperated on 
almost every other qiestion, seem to think that 
the duties in the bill are necessarily protective, be- 
cause they are to some extent specific. Itis right 
to say that far more of the duties, after all, are ad 
valorem than specific; but, so far as specific charges 
upon the quantity could be applied to leading ar- 
ticles, they have been. I shall not pursue this 
subject further. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is under a great misapprehension if he sup- 
poses that I intended to imply that Pennsylvania 
was improperly pursuing such a course as to in- 
crease the irritation in the country. Far be it 
from me to cast any such imputation upon his 
State. I do not think it would have been just, if 
it had been done by anybody. Pennsylvania, in 
regard to the tariff, is only pursuing that course 
that she thinks her interest, in common with the 
interest of the whole country, requires her to pur- 
sue; and I willsay to that Senator, that the duties 
inthis bill, in respectto iron, commend themselves 
to my judgment and to my feelings, better than 
almost any other portion of the bill. The inter- 
ests of Pennsylvania, so far as coal and iron are 
concerned, are not peculiar to that State. The 
iron and coal interest, beginning in Pennsylvania, 
stretches westward through the. mountains of 
Maryland and Virginia and Carolina, Tennessee 
and Kentucky, and also embraces southern Ohio, 
southern Indiana, southern Ilinois, and a large 
portion of Missouri. What are the interests of 
Pennsylvania to-day in regard to iron will be the 
interests of the rest of that great iron belt, five, 
ten, fifteen, and twenty years hence. I cannot 
close my eyes to the fact, that all the southern 
portion of the Northwest, and the northern por- 
tions of the slaveholding States, have a common 


interest, and will have a common sympathy with 
Pennsylvania, so far as the iron interest-is côn- 
cerned, just. as fast as our means and natural re- 
sources are cultivated. Hence; sir, it would be 
far from me to cast any imputation. upon that 
State, or upon the great interest'she has so much 
at stake in this tariff. ` BS te 

But my objection was, that it was an unfortu- 
nate time to bring in a tariff bill;so repugnant to 
the feelings of those States which are already ir- 
ritated to the point of separating from us on other 
causes. It was merely adding more to the irvita- 
tion; and I would have wished, therefore, itcould 
have laid over for another year, and for the rea- 
sons I have already suggested, but will not argue, 
in the remarks I have already submitted.  Fdid 
not expect action at this time upon the ideas that 
I threw out; they are mere suggestions. I think 
we have arrived at that period when we must eñ- 
large our commercial policy. I think an Ameri- 
can commercial Union, embracing the whole of 
North America, would afford more protection to 
the manufacturing interest, the agricultural inter- 
est, and to every other material interest of this 
country, at lower duties, than any other system 
that has been suggested, or that can be devised. 

But I will not occupy the time of the Senate in 
enlarging upon it. France and England are now 
negotiating commercial treaties with a view to 
removing restrictions and making those two.coun- 
tries one, so far as commerce and trade are con- 
cerned. They have difficulties there to encounter 
that do not exist upon this continent. Those 
old countries in Europe who have their heredi- 
tary prejudices running through centuries, who 
have their vested right of tolls upon rivers and com- 
mercial channels of intercourse, which cannot be 
divested without compensation, have to overcome 
and surmount difficulties in introducing free trade 
between themselves which we do not encounter 
in this country. I am in hopes that instead of 
turning our attention to war, to the marshaling of 
armies, to making conquests among our own peo- 

le at home, we shall begin to devise some system 

y which we can save the American Union, and 
avoid the rocks upon which we have been here- 
tofore in danger of wrecking the ship of State, 
and deriving all the advantages of free commerce 
without bringing these disturbing elements within 
our limits. 

I believe this can be done; and I think this is 
a favorable time to inaugurate it. I would rejoice 
if the incoming Administration would immortal- 
ize itself by carrying out a system that would re- 
store permanent peace and amity among all the 
people upon this continent. It must be done by 
treaty; by negotiation, It may be arranged by 
commissioners, subject to the ratification of this 
body; and I will cooperate with any man and all 
men of all parties in devising and maturing any 
system of public policy that will preserve the in- 
tegrity of the American Union, and enlarge its 
sphere of influence and guarantee us centurics of 
peace, by which we may be one people in inter- 
est, without interfering with the domestic concerns 
and political policy of our neighbors. 

Mr. HALE. I wanttocome back, sir, to the 
practical matter before us. J suppose it is in or- 
der to move to amend the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. HALE. On the53d page, one hundred and 
eighticth line, in the free list, there is this clause: 

Paintings and statuary, the production of American art- 
ists residing abroad, anil all other paintings and statu- 
ary— 

Mr. SUMNER. There is a proviso 

Mr. HALE. Yes: 

Provided, The same be imported in good faith, as objects 
of taste and not of merchandise. 

I move to strike out the words, ‘and all other 
paintings and statuary.” That would leave paint- 
ings and statuary, the production of American 
artists residing abroad, imported in good faith, as 
objects of taste and not of merchandise, to come 
in free. Then I move to insert the words, ‘ other 
paintings or statuary, not the production of 
American artists residing abroad,’’ on the 30th 
page, between the thirty-fifth and thirty-sixth 
lines, so as to leave statuary and paintings, the 
production of American artists residing abroad, 
when imported as objects of taste and not of mer- 
chandise, free, and other paintings and statuary 
subject to a duty of 10 per cent. 


; NE think the Senatex has made 
his motion ddera nit shensiony Tf hewill 
look’at page 32 of the bill in fine seventy-fiveyih 
the list that pays10 per cent; he-will finds: 

Paintings and statuary; vot‘otherwis ad for 

‘Mr, HALE. Then there is more 
amendment now than ever; because i 
here that they may. come in. frees py 

Mr SUMNER.: -I beg.the Senator's: parde 
It is simply provided that they may. come in drée; 
“ provided the. same: be imported. in good faiths as 
objects of taste, and not of merchandise”? stg 
_ Mr. HALE., As-I see these words are inserted 
in the 10 per cent. schedule, I do.not.move.to, ine 
sert anything, but simply to strike out.the words 
“and all other paintings. and statuary”? on page 
53, line one hundred and eighty-one: i =o gonny 

Mr. SUMNER. Let us:understand. precisely 
the effect of that amendment... It is simply.to dee 
clare that paintings and statuary, when imported 
in good faith.as objects of taste, and not of mer- 
chandise, shall be dutiable.: . n4 

Mr. HALE... Ten per eent oor gh pa 

Mr. SUMNER. Under the bill-ag-it-is,.paint- 
ings and statuary, when importedin good;faith as 
objects of taste, and not of merchandise; are; free 
of duty. Now, I submit to. the Senator that thig 
is right as it is. Jets A 

Mr. HALE. I donot want to say a word, but 
simply call back the attention of the Senate to the 
eloquent remarks made by.my friend. from Oregon 
fMr. Baxer] on the book question. [Laughter] 

Mr. SUMNER. - I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. : : 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move, on the 49th page, 
eighty-ninth line, to strike out “ copper-ore,”” 
and to insert it in the twenty-first section, on the 
38th page, third line, after the word ‘¢on;”’ so that 
it will be subject to a duty of 5 per cent. F think 
I have the assent of the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no objection to it, - 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to state that thereis 
a large copper interest in the Lake Superior coun- 
try, that 1s now somewhat depressed, and nis 
may help it. ai na 

‘he amendment was agreed to; o 0 st, 

Mr. POWELL. I move to amend the bill on 
page 7, by striking out all after the word “kinds,” 
in line thirty-nine, to the word ‘ad valorem,’ ? in- 
clusive, in line forty-three, and to insert “ 50/per 
cent. ad valorem;’? and-in line forty-five to strike 
out * 25,” and insert 403”? and in line forty-six 
to strike out *30,”’ and insert ‘ 40, The object 
of the amendment ig, first to provide that all cigars 


| shall pay an ad valorem duty of 50 per cent. Un- 


der this bill, as it is now, the fine cigars of Cuba 
will not pay a duty of over 15 or 16 per cent. ad 
valorem, while the cheaper cigars will pay over 
100 per cent. I propose, further, to-alter the bill, 
so as to require unmanufactured tobacco in leaf, 
‘to pay 40 instead of 25 per cent.; and all other 
manufactured and unmanufactured tobacco; 40 
per cent. ad valorem. 

This bill as it now stands, seems to have been 
made for the special purpose of allowing fine Cu- 
ban tobacco and cigars to be introduced into this 
country at a very low rate of duty. It taxes very 


| lightly the fine cigars, such as are used by gen- 


tlemen of fortune and wealth, and very heavily 
those made from common tobacco, Itaffords very 
little or no protection to the manufacturer or grow- 
er of tobacco in this country. We have an inter- 
est in this country of about $20,000,000 of annual 
product of this article of tobacco. So far from 
protecting it, the descriptions of tobacco not much 
grown in this country, Cuban cigars, &e., are ad- 
mitted at a very low duty. T: trust the Senate will 
adopt the amendment I propose. 

Mr. GWIN. I think the Senator proposes a 
very high ad valorem duty. Under the present 
tariff, we had a revenue from cigars and tobacco 
of $1,742,000 last year. The dutics on cigars abd 
tobacco are 30-:and 24 per cent., and most of it 
comes in at the higherrate. It seemg to me that 
50 per cent. is a very high duty; and it is not a 
revenue duty. The Senator can accomplish his 
object much more thoroughly by fixing it at 30 
per cent. instead of 50 percent. I agree with him 
that the duty should be the same on the finer as 
on the lower qualities. Nine tenths of the cigars 
consumed in the United States are of the common 
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ualityyiand Lam perfectly willing that the duty 
shallsbe:30-per cent: zand. that would be a revenue 
duty; butif-the Senator puts.it upto 50 percent., 
I think it will bean extravagant rate, and will be 
more apt to prohibit the importation of cigars than 
to increase the revenue. É would, advise. him, 
therefore, to put itat 30 per cent., iffhe wants to 
have a mere.révenue-duty, and to equalize the 
duty on the fine article andon the common arti- 
cle. -It will be accomplished in the same degree 
by-that ‘as by the 50 per cent., in my judgment. 
Mt; POWELL... On reference to the tables, I 
find that in the tariff of 1846, cigars paid a duty 
6f.40 per cent. ad valorem; in the tariff of 1857, 
30 per cent... They brought more revenue under 
the tariff of 1846 than under that of 1857.. These 
cigars are not only.a matter of luxury, but are 
said to be a luxury very obnoxious to health. I 
think they ought to pay high duties. I àm will- 
ing, however, at the suggestion of gentlemen, to 
modify, and will imodify my amendment so asto 
insert 40 per cent. on the cigars instead of 50. 
That will leave it precisely where the tariff of 
1846 put it; and I will put the unmanufactured 
tobacco-at35 per cent. ` 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator will say 30. 

Mr. POWELL. Well, I will say 30 per cent. 
on unmanufactured tobacco. : 

Mr. GWIN. Twill stand by that. 

Mr. POWELL. That:will leave the dutiesas 
they were fixed in the act of 1846. That brought 
more revenue than the lower duties of the tariff 
of 1857. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read as modified. 

The Secretary. If the amendment be agreed 
to, the bill will read as follows: 

On cigars of all kinds 40 per centum ad valorem; on un- 
manufactured tobacco in leaf, 30 per centum ad valorem ; 


on all other manufactured and unmanufactured tobacco, 
30 per centum ad valorem. 


Mr. GWIN. I move to amend the Senator’s 
amendment by making the duties uniform, 30 per 
cent. on cigars and tobacco; because I believe that 
will bring a larger revenue than the higher duty. 
I hope the Senate will agree that it shall bea uni- 
form duty of 30 per cent. on tobacco and cigars. 
I move to amend the amendment in that way. 

Mr. POWELL. _I hope the Senator’s amend- 
ment will not prevail. 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. SIMMONS called for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment of Mr. Powerex; and they 
were ordered, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I only want to say one word. 
It is a little significant that the first attack upon 
the cigar duty, as fixed in the bill, was upon the 

round that it was enormously high; and the 
Senator from Kentucky voted for another form 
of amendment, presented by the Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] to reduce it very much; 
and all the gentlemen on the other side vote for 
hisamendment, | believe. Now, the Senator from’ 
Kentucky has ciphered it out to be very low, and 
he proposes to raise it. The Senator from Vir- 
gimia complained very much that the duties were 
actually lower on the high-priced cigars than on 
the low ones. T-answered that by saying we put 
60 cents a pound on the high-priced cigars and 


20 on the low, and put an additional duty of 10 | 


per cent. on the high cigars. 
single thing here that is allowed to come in at 25 
per cent., and that is leaf tobacco, which is used 
for cigar wrappers, and the manufactured tobacco 
is put up to 30 per cent. I shall not go over the 
argument again on cigars, because we have very 
litle time, 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Virginia, 


There is only one | 


as L understand him, complained of this bill be- | 


cause, on the fine Cuba sugars, the high-priced 
cigars, the duty was very low. It is not more 
than 16 per cent. ad valorem upon cigars costing 


$100 thousand, while on the lower-priced cigars, | 


the cheap cigars, the duty is very high, ranging 
up to 100 per cent. ad valorem under the bill as it 
is. Thatis the statement I made a moment ago. 
Mr, BIGLER. Can the Senator from Ken- 
tucky give us any information as to the various 
‘ae of cigars imported from Cuba? I confess 
3 


know nothing about it. 

Mr, POWELL. I can state to the Senator that 
so far as I have personal knowledge of that mat- 
ter, I have bought some of them at $60 a thou- 


extravagant.in their taste than I am, have paid as 
much-as:$200 or $250; and I think some of them 
cost $500.a thousand. 

Mr. BIGLER, If that be so, it presents a sub- 
ject worthy of notice, so far as the importations 
are concerned. By looking atthe volume of Com- 
mercial Relations, page 266, you will find a state- 
ment of the quantity of cigars imported and the 
appraised. price, and you willsee that the average 
price of the Cuban cigarsis alittle over $6 a thou- 
sand, . : 

Mr. LATHAM. When manufactured here? 

Mr. BIGLER. When imported here. I mean 
to say that the invoiced price upon which the duty 
is paid, is a little over $6 a thousand. Now, the 
object of making a specific charge per pound, is 
to meet this manifest fraud which everybody can 
see. Cigars are invoiced at about 25 per cent. of 
their real value. 

The question being taken oy yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Crittenden, 
Fitch, Johnson of Tennessee, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, 
and Powell—l0. 

NAYS—Messrs, Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, T'en Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which a duty was laid on tea and coffee 
The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firon.) 
The question now is.on concurring in that amend- 
ment, 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to strike out the 
amendment imposing a duty on tea and coffee. 

Mr. GRIMES. The question recurs, I sup- 
pose, on the motion made by myself, that that 
portion of the amendment relating to tea and cof- 
fee should be striken out, 

Mr. BIGLER. The question is on striking out 
coffee and tea, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that the question is not upon striking out; 
but the Senate having reconsidered the vote by 
which that amendment was adopted, the question 
is on concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. In order to make these arti- 
cles, coffee and tea, free, do we vote yea or nay? 

Mr. GRIMES. Allow me to state what I un- 
derstand to be the condition of the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
hear the Senator from lowa. 

Mr. GRIMES. At the carly part of the ses- 
sion this morning, I moved to strike out that part 
of the amendmentof the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, which had been adopted in Committee of the 
Whole, which imposed a duty on tea and coffee; 
and that motion was not carried. The Senator 
from New York has moved to reconsider that 
vote. It has been reconsidered; sothat the ques- 
tion now to be presented to the Senate is, whether 
or not the motion I made this morning shall pre- 
vail. i 

Mr. BIGLER. You can renew it. 

Mr. GRIMES. I renew the motion, if that be 
necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ison theadoption of theamendmentto the amend- 
ment adopted by the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole; which amendment to the amendment 
is to strike out tea and coffee. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Was notthelast vote upon 
adopting that amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole retaining tea and coffee? 

Mr, BIGLER. That has been reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


; was on striking those articles out of an amend- i 
| ment adopted in Committee of the Whole, which 
included sugar with tea and coffee; and the ques- 


tion now is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, striking out tea and coffee from 
that amendment. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I have but one word to say | 
; about this; and that is, that I hope if they are to 


be stricken out, we shall all vote to strike them 
out. Whenever this bill is made so that we shall 


get a final vote on it, I want it to bea bill that the | 


friends of the Government can all vote for; and if 
some of them cannot vote for it with a duty on 
tea and coffee in, I will vote to strike them out 


3 ij are 


and I hope all our friends will vote to. doso,;though 
I think that duty ought to bë theres 

-Mr. WILSON. Gentlemen say they do not 
want any speech. Ido not mean to make any; 
but I object to the motion.. It is not in order; and 
the Senator from New York had no right to make 
it. "There was an amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, and a motion was made 
to amend that amendment, and it failed; and then 
the Senate adopted the amendment entire; and the 
first motion should be to reconsider the whole 
amendment. That must be done before the amend- 
ment to it can be reconsidered. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is what was done. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. Thestatement of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts corresponds with what 
I understood to be the condition of this question, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen.) 
The Chair will remark, that not. having been at 
that time the occupant of the chair, he did not 
know precisely in what form it was; but if it was 
adopted as the Senator from Massachusetts sug- 
gests, he names the only course by which it can 
be reached. The vote on the adoption of the 
entire amendment, of which that was a part, must 
first be reconsidered. 

Mr. BIGLER. That has already been done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, E make that motion 
now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from New York first was to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate refused to 
strike out tea and coffee. That of course brought 
up the proposition of the Senator from Iowa, that 
having been only a part of the amendment before 
adopted. The motion, though put by the Chair, 
was really not in order. The Senator from New 
York now moves to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment, of which that was part, was 
adopted. 

Mr. BRIGHT called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CLARK Now I raise a question of order 
that it is not competent for the Senator from New 
York to make the motion, because he voted with 
theminority. 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir; I voted with the 
majority. 

Mr. CLARK. ThenI was mistaken. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I wish to say that, so far 
as tea and coffee are concerned, in my judgment, 
they. do not enter into so general. use as does 
sugar. I was willing to put a duty upon all of 
them, for the purpose of raising revenue. Iam 
willing to’ stand by the duty which was laid on 
tea and coffee, but if either of these articles is to 
come in free, J insist that it shall be sugar. It 
enters into more general use than either tea or 
coffee, and it is more of a necessary; and I trust 
there will be no such division as to strike out tea 
and coffee. [am quite willing to strike out sugar, 
tea, and coffee—all of them, or I am willing to put 
a reasonable duty upon all of them; but I think 
there is greater reason for having sugar free than 
there is for having tea or coffee free. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is hardly necessary, 
Mr. President, that I should apologize for saying 
a few words, for I have been silent pretty much 
all the time in regard to this business. But we 
may just as well understand where weare, and 
tall the country plainly what we are doing. This 
backing and filling one way and the otheris hardly 
creditable. We are now attempting to pass a 
revenue bill, by which we shall get something to 
pay the expenses of this Government. My friend 
from Illinois says, strike outall these articles, and 
he is content. I should like to know where he ig 
going to get revenue from to support the Govern- 
ment. The people have got to support it some- 
how, and they have got to do it by paying duties; 
and it makes very little difference as to the precise 
articles upon which you lay them. At any rate, 
Tam not disposed to humbug them one way or 
the other, but to tell the truth, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Maine 
misunderstood me. I said.1 was willing that all 
these articles should stand in the duty list; but I 
object to the discrimination, which, I think, is 
wrong. If either is to come free, let it be sugar. 
_ Mr, FESSENDEN. Then I did my friend 
injustice in my supposition, I agree with him 
that all. these articles should stand just as they 
I know as well as anybody how disagreea- 
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ble a tax upon tea, coffee, and sugar is to the great 
mass of the community; but-it 1s ike any other 
tax; and the only difference between. this and 
others is, that in other cases you lay a tax with 
a view to protection in connection with revenue. 
Now, how do we stand about this? We have 
ot to raise revenue from some of these articles. 
f- you keep the duty as it ison sugar, we can get 
along; but some gentlemen wish to strike the duty 
off sugar. It is used by everybody; everybody 
wants a little sweetening; and therefore gentle- 
mei say lct us have sugai free. Why, sir, we 
have had this tax on-sugar continually year after 
ear, for four years, and nobody has complained. 
he people:have paid it willingly; and this does 
not propose to raise it of any consequence. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. This reduces the duty on 
sugar. | f 
Mr. FESSENDEN. As the amendment now 
stands, it reduces the duty on sugar; butin the bill, 


_ asit came from the House of Representatives, the 


duty on sugar stood at about the same as it was 
before. : 

‘Mr. SIMMONS. It is less than it was before 
in the bill as it passed the House of Representa- 


tives. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. My friend says that as 
the bill passed the House of Representatives, the 
duty on sugar was less than before. Tas any- 
body complained of that duty? Is there a com- 
plaint from any section of the country? ‘Nobody 
says a word. It is paid very willingly by every- 
body. Why, then, should we trouble ourselves 
about it if it is a proper and legitimate source of 
revenue, and connected also with protection, as it 
has been? There may be another idea floating 
about in the minds of men, that we do not want 
to protect sugar in Louisiana now. Lam just as 


‘ready to protect it now as I ever was, for Tdo not 


believe Louisiana is going to stay out of the Union 
a great while; and | do not want to do anything 
by way of punishing anybody in reference to that 
matter; but at any rate I do not want to punish 
myself and the Government by striking out a 
revenue which is absolutely necessary, because 
that!must be the result of it. Some Senators seem 
to have the idea that we may strike down a little 
on sugar, and effect one object, and put a little on 
tea and coffee. If we are not to gain by it, is it 
not better to let well enough alone than to attempt 
to try new things? 

Mr. BAKER. Allow me to make a suggestion 
to the Senator from Maine. I inquired yester- 
day of the Senator from Rhode Island, and he 
told me that the bill, as now amended in regard 
to sugar, tea, and coffee, compared with the bill 
as it came from the House of Representatives, 
made an addition to the revenue of $4,000,009, 


which he represented as indispensable; and there- | 


fore I voted for it. I should like to know if that 
be not so? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If itis indispensable, let 
us go for it; but if it is not indispensable, instead 
of trying new experiments which will be disagrec- 
able, as we believe, to the mass of the people, let 
us stand by the old, for we have tried that and 
found thatitis wellenough. But if Senators here 
will insist upon striking down the duty on sugar 
for any purpose, we must have the revenue from 
some source, and you must put on a correspond- 
ing duty somewhere else. 

Tam perfectly willing, if Senators desire to strike 
out the whole of this amendment offered by my 
friend from Rhode Island, to go back to the bill 
just as it came from the House of Representatives 
in this respect, laying a duty on sugar, to get what 


we can out of that, and leave the other articles as | 


they were before. Butif Senators insist, as Sena- 
tora do insist, under this state of things in the 
country, with an absolute necessity to raise a rev- 
enue and to increase that revenue, upon striking 
down in any considerable degree. one great source 
of it, we must find some other to put it upon, and 
that is the principle upon which this amendment 
was founded. Now letus do onething or another, 
for as to the idea of reconsidering and striking out 


. the duty upon tea and coffee, and then striking 
out the duty upon sugar besides, if we do that we | 


shall be acting very. absurdly, in my judgment. 
We must meet our responsibilities upon this sub- 
ject, and I am perfectly ready to meet them before 
the people or anywhere else. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I hope that this motion to 


reconsider will not prevail. For my part, I would 
= 


as soon tax the people of my State on tea and 
coffee'as'on chains and on iron, and upon‘every 


| article for which this new bill has ‘been introduced 


here. The people of the West are suffering more, 
and will suffer more, by the tariff upon iron, than 
any other portion of the country. I cannot see 
any reason or any propriety in imposing this high 
rate of duty upon chains and all kinds. ef iron 
which the people of the West use more than any 


portion ofthe country, and then excusing the peo- | 


plé of the East from paying a duty on tea and 
coffee. I object to any such unfair discrimination. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Wedo not use any more | 


tea and coffee than you do. 

Mr. WILKINSON. We would just as soon 
pay a tax on tea and coffee as pay it on a plow 
ora log chain; and I must say here, that į} am 
stretching my conscience a great deal to go forthe 
dutiesimposed by this bill on those articles. Now, 
I ask the tea-drinkers of the East not to shirk 
this ‘responsibility, and attempt to put it on these 
articles which are used so’ much in the West. I 
say to the Senator from Maine, and the Senator 
from New York, that I woald just as soon have 
the people of Minnesota pay a tax on tea as pay 
iton sugar; and I woulda little rather they should 
pay iton tea than pay it on chains, and on all 
classes of hardware which we do so much use in 
that country. I think when the tariff question 
comesto be pretty thoroughly ventilated, it will be 
understood that the people of the Northwest are 
to suffer more by this bill than any other people 
in the country; and this looks to me very much 


| like shirking their responsibilities bysome people 


who are not bearing the burdens which the pres- 
ent bill will impose on us. 

Why, sir, I saw a statement here which showed 
that there was a tariff of 108 per cent. ad valorem 
upon chains, articles which are not used very 
much in some of the States represented by those 
men here who are so very anxious for protection, 
My people, and the pbaple of the entire West, use 
the articles which are taxed so heavily. They do 
not use quite so much tea and coffee, because a 
great many of them have not, perhaps, always got 
the money to buy them with; but they are always 
obliged to have these articles which are taxed so 
heavily in this bill. I hope, therefore, that this 
motion will not be reconsidered, and if it is, I 
want to see sugar come in dutysfree. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Foot, Green, Grimes, Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Johuson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Powell, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Wiglall, and Wilson—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foster, 
Hale, King, Morrill, Simmons, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, Trum- 
bull, Wade, and Wilkinson—20. k 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote by 


i which the amendment was adopted having been 


recorsidered, the question again recurs on con- 
curring in the amendment. 

Mr. BIGLER. I think Senators are notabout 
to vote as they desire to do. If I understand 
them rightly, the intention is to strike out coffee 
and tea. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the | 


motion, 

Mr. BIGLER. I will make that motion; that 
seems to be what is desired. I move to strike out 
tea and coffee in the amendment. I do that sim- 
ply to put the question right. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to say one word be- 
fore this provision is entirely destroyed. If the 
proposed duty on tea and coffee, as a perpetual 
thing, is so disagreeable to people who are friendly 
to the genera! features of this bill, 1 shall be per- 
fectly content to limit its operation to two years, 


until we get over and supply the present pressing | 


necessities of this Government. This Govern- 
mentisabout to be demoralized for wantof money, 
and I ask Senators if they are going to allow a 
merc trifling duty like this to interfere with the 
bill? This duty will bring in $5,000,000 a year 
for the next two years; and there will not be one 
man, woman, or child in the country, if the 
demagogues said nothing about it, who would 
know that the tea and coffee were touched. It 
will never raise the price to the retailer a single 
half mill. You cannot tell when the duty on tea 
and coffee is taken off by the price; and you will 
not know by the price that a duty is put on. We 


may collec 
out of the ; t 
men. Ifyou puta duty on toffee he 
take-off the export duty in’ Brazil 
that extent; and, as you take‘off 
will put on. theirs. If -you take 
molasses, they would put: just. s 
duty on itin Cuba. They have doncs j 
years. Every time:wé have seduced? our 
they have put on theirs; and “every time we 
iton, they take itoff invariably. If people would 
suidy a little into the history: of commeréé;, they: 
would never dream that :this would add $1'to the: 
cost of the women’s tea and coffees. Dam very. 
sorry to be obliged to talk here until I get so Hoarsé 
that F cannot De ‘heard, in order to sustain ‘the 
Government that I like. T-willagree to limitttie. 
duty. Ido not want this change to be made ‘a 
perpetual noise in this: country; for. yoú cannot 
raise fhe money to support your. Go¥ernment: 
without having a clamor allsover the couliigy; and 
you cannot “hire money, and pay 3.-per:centiva 
month, without having a clamor in’ the ‘Senate; 
Everybody ‘rejoices when this Government ‘has 
every feather plucked out of. it. I'moveto amend 
the amendment’ so as to provide that the duties: 
levied by this section of the bill on'tea and coffee 
apa terminate in two years—on the 30th of June; 
1863. i SR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
will not now be in-order; there being an amend4 
ment pending to the amendment, offered: by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. ede 

Mr. SIMMONS. He will withdraw: that, E 
know, for this. ` wha 

Mr. BIGLER. 
Senator offers his. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island can propose his amend- 
ment. bas : 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move to limit-the time the 
tea and coffee duty shall last, until the 30th of 
June, 1863. pay ts 

Mr. BINGHAM.’ On sugar, too? : 

Mr. SIMMONS, All the duties in that sec- 
tion. [*¢Oh, no!’’] Let it apply to what is pro- 
posed to be stricken out, and we can take care of 
it by the time the two years come around. i 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Rhode Island 
says the Government is about to be demoralized 
for the want of money to carry iton. Now, Mr, 
President, I am in favor of striking out this duty 
on tea and coffee, because, if you.adopt the subs 
stitute of the Senator from Oregon; [Mr. Lane,] 
you will, without a duty on tea and: coffee; raise 
as much revenue as you will under this tariff bill 
with a duty on tea and coffee. Iam as much in 
favor of providing revenue to carry on this Gov- 
ernment as the Senator himself; but he has intro- 
duced an amendment here that strikes down rey» 
enue. It reduces the revenue on sugar and mo- 
lasses; it reduces the revenue on importations of 
iron. We collect the great bulk of our: revenues 
ona very few: articles of importation. If you 
will look to the tariffs that have existed for many: 
years past, you will find that we-collect the greater 
portion of the revenue that supports the Govern- 
ment upon very few articles. In order that I may. 
be understood, I will state the revenues for the 
last fiscal year, ending the 30th of June last, uns 


T will withdraw it until the 


| der the present tariff. 


The entire revenues amounted in the aggregate 
to $53,979,570 during the last fiscal year on im- 


| ports. Upwards of $46,000,000 of this amount 


“was collected on seven ‘articles. The Senator 
from Rhode Island has introduced an.amendment, 
which hag been adopted, that strikes ‘down rev~ 
enue to the amount of millions of doHars upon 
one article that pays the most money to the Gov- 
ernment. I will give to the Senate a list of the 
seven articles to which I-refer. The amount of 
merchandise imported into, the United States dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1860, 
paying duties, was $279,872,327, and the free 
goods amounted to $82,291,614, making a total of 
$362,163,941. The duties on the importations-of 
dutiable merchandise, were nearly $54,000,000, as 
I said before. The seven following articles paid 
more than $40,000,000 of the entire revenue: sugar 
and molasses, $8,711,118, manufactures of wool, 
$8,155,518; manufactures of cotton, $7,120,047; 
manufactures of silk, $6,491,822; manufactures 
of iron and steel, $4,835,973; wines and spirits 
and ale and porter, $3,321,805; and cigars.and to- 
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under consideration... He said it would be about 
the same with the free list of the tariff of 1857; 
butif we restore the tariff.of 1846, without that cx- 
tended free list, as amatter of revenue, we shall 
raise more money by adopting: the substitute of 
the Senator from Cregon than by this tariff bill. 
It has been proved by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania that we shall lose. millions upon millions or 
dollars on.the article of sugar alone, and you pro- 
pose to.tax, tea and coffee because you take a duty 
off otheriarticles from which, under former tariffs, 
we have raised a revenue to sustain the Govern- 
mentin itsexpenditurea Why makethischange ? 
Why not take the tariff that proved eminently 
successful? Why not adopt the tariff of 1846, 
that raised revenue enough to support all the wants 
of the Government, and more than enough, and 
satisfied every section of the country? In 1842, 
we intoduend a new system, the system of spe- 
cifics, and that was one of the greaiest failures as 
a revenue system that. we have ever had... That 
tariff was soon superseded by the tariff of 1846, 
which satisfied eyery section of the country, pro- 
tected every domestic interest that really required 
protection, and gave us a. revenue such as no other 
tariff evershad given before. We abandoned that 
tariff because it gave more revenue than would 
support the Government. Now, when we have 
not revenue enough under the tariff of 1857 to sup- 
port the Government, let us reénact the act of 
1846, which did support the Government, and | 
gave us more money than we wanted. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania says he has 
attempted, so, far as he was concerned, to make 
the specific duties in this bill correspond with the 
ad valoren: duties of the tariff of 1846. Why not | 
adopt that tariffitself? The tariff of 1842 was an 
experiment in regard to the specifics and mini- 
mums, and it was afailure; but the tariff of 1846, 
which adopted the ad valorem system, was agreat | 
success. Why should we, at this time of imminent’ 
peril to the country, changea system that was so 
eminently successiul, and which yielded us reve- 
nuc enough for all the wants of the Government, to 
adopt one that was a failarc, the worst failure of 
a revenue system we ever had since the Consti- 
tution was adopted? Under the tariff of 1846, we 
shall raise as much money as we can possibly 
under this tariff, and leave out the duty on tea and 
coffee. ‘That was demonstrated this morning by 
the figures introduced by a friend of this very 
tariff; and when I asked him the questiou, he 
could not deny.it, He said the revenue would be 
about the same under this bill as under the tariff 
of 1846, if you adopt the free list of the tariff of 
1857; and if you do not adopt that, it is larger. 

Now, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, 
lam in favor of a tariff that will create revenue to 
carry on this Government. I representa constit- 
uency. more than any other inthis whole Confed- 
eracy in favor of free trade. We produce gold; 
and we want free trade with the whole world, but | 
we want revenue also. This Government has not | 
much money in the Treasury, and I am for put- | 
ting money in the Treasury. Unlike the Senator | 
from Hiinois—-who said he would vote for the | 
substitute of the Senator from Oregon in prefer- 
ence to this bill, and thea vote against it, if that | 
substitute was adopted—I shall vote for it, be-i} 
eause I know it will put more. revenue into the 
‘Treasury;.and my constituents are ready to pay | 
any amount of duties on a revenue standard that 
are necessary to carry on this Government. They 


f 


are, not afraid. of paying. duties to carry-on the 

Government; but they donot want to change the 

taxing system of thissGovernment.. They donat 

wish. to resort to a system that gives protection 

first, and that makes revenue an incident, ag does 

the present bill. ‘They do not want to-go back 

to the principle of the tariff of 1842, of specific 

duties. The tariff .of. 1846 was an eminent suc- 

cess; the tariff of 1842 was-a great failure. < Itis- 
only necessary -to._restore.the tariff of 1846, with 

a few changes-in the schedules, to give us a rèv- 
enue. that will carry on the Government. Itecar- 
ried.on the.Government during its oxistence, and 

gave us more money than we wanted; and we re- 

duced. it because we had more money than we 

wanted. Now, when the present tariff does not 
produce the revenue that is required to carry onthe 
Government, letus restore this experiment which 
was so successful. The other experiment of spe- 
cific duties was a failure. 

Lam in favor of striking out the duty on tea 
and coffee. Itisunnecessary. If you will adopt 
the tariff of 1846, it is not at all necessary.: It has 
been demonstrated by friends of this measure that 
it. will produce more revenue than this very tariff 
bill. ft does not change the system that has 
worked so admirably for sixteen or seventeen 
years past—the ad valorem system; and if you 
adopt the substitute of the Senator from Oregon, it 
is unnecessary to tax tea or coffee atall to make up 
the deficiency that is created by striking down the 
duty on sugar. Therefore, I hope that the amend- 
ment even to limit this duty on tea and coffee to 
two years will not be adopted, because it will in 
some degree equalize the amount collected by this 
bill to the amount that would be collected under 
the tariff of 1846, without taxing tea or coffee. 
Hence, it would create more of an equality in the 
revenues of this Government if this was stricken 
out. Without it, the substitute of the Senator 
from Oregon will give us more revenue. With 
this, it may equalize it. Therefore, being in favor 
of that. substitute, I am in hopes the Senate will 
strike out this tax on tea and coffee, 

Mr. HALE. 1 have said but very little about 
this bill, because I know but little about it, and I 
do not propose to say much now; but I represent 
a people upon whom the tax.on tea, and coffee, 
and sugar, and iron is an unmitigated and unre- | 
quited burden, save what is found in the general 
prosperity of the country. This tariff bill, so far 
as l understand it, isnot for the protection of the 
people that L represent; and [ think the only ben- 
efit they are to have from it is to be found In the 
general prosperity of the country which is to be 
anticipated from the change that may be pro- 
duced. But, sir, I am in favor of putting a duty 
upon tea and coilec, and keeping it upon sugar 
as it stands in the bill; and when t say that lam 
not afraid of any demagogues, nor of what any 
demagogues may say to the people of New Hamp- 
shire, though, when 1 vote for it, 1 vote for an 
unmitigated burden on the people whom I repre- 
sent—every one of them that uses these articles, 
I do it for the same reason thatthe Treasury notes 
were reduced to the small amountof $50: because 
Í can say to my people that the necessities of a 
common country required it. We put the loan 
down to $50, and I wish it had been $20, so that i 
the Government might appeal to the whole peo- 
ple, and ask them to come upand put their shouid- į 
ers to the wheel and help to lift the Government | 
out of the condition in which it has found itself, | 
This duty upon tea and coffee is in the same sit- 
uation, and it is supported by substantially the 
same philosophy; and though I represent a pco- 
ple who occupy as sterile a soil, perhaps, as any 
one of the States, a people that have to work, and 
do work, aboutas hard as the people ofany State 
in the Union, and who feel the burdens of taxa- 
tion as keenly as anybody, 1 have that confidence | 
in their patriotism, in their love of country, and 
in their appreciation of truth and justice, to think 
that they will be willing to submit to the burdens | 
imposed on tea and coffec for the purpose of rais- 
ing the revenue that is necessary to carry on the 
Government. 

Sir, we are in a perilous condition. The coun- 
try has been living under Democratie rule until 
it is now eating the ripened fruit of it; and I think 
the best exposition of it is found in that pious 
emanation of the President of the United States— 
his proclamation for a fast. Whenever I want, | 
here or elsewhere, talking to my own people or || 


| 
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; five years before. 


anybody else, a. commentary, a touching. and 
searching commentary upon the fruits of Demo- 
cratic misrule, I shall read. President Buchanan's 
proclamation for a fast; and .if I found any old 
lady in the State of New Hampshire who, as she 
sipped her tea, thought the price of it had been 
raised by this duty, | would tell. her: “ Good 
woman,vead Mr. Buchanan’s proclamation for a 
fast,and then submit with patience to the increased 
burdens that are imposed on you for the purpose 
of raising the country out of that depth to which 
the President himself tells you, when he has an 
hour of pious sincerity upon him, the country has 
been reduced.” You will find it in the proclama- 
tion of the President; and in that I read the neces- 
sity, just as strong as if it was written by the pen 
of inspiration, for every effort that we can make 
by taxing tea and coffee, and anything else that 
iş necessary to give increased revenue to the Gov- 
ernment. : 

Mr. CLINGMAN.,. The honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire, I think, is a little mistaken 
in attributing the present want of credit and means 
by the.Government to the Democracy. I have 
only to refer him to the fact that in October last, 
when the Government wanted to borrow money 
at 5 per cent., its bonds were ata premium. Now, 
it is barely possible to obtain money at 11 or 12 
per cent.; and at 6 per cent., it cannot. borrow at 
all. Why isthat? It is because the country saw 
in Novémber that it was not going to be under 
Democratic rule for the next four years. The 
credit of this country fell on the 7th day of Novem- 
ber, when it was understood that Lincoln and 
Hamlin were elected. The credit went down like 
a shooting star; and I tell the honorable Senator 
that, if he wishes to restore the Government credit, 
he has only to effect this: if it could be known to- 
morrow that Lincoln and Hamlin had resigned, 
the credit of this country would be buoyant again. 
That, I think, is the fact. So far, therefore, from 
the Democracy having brought it. down—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him, would it not be also necessary that 
the country should understand that Mr. Floyd wag 
going back into the War Department? {Laugh- 


ter. 

Ate. CLINGMAN. Tloyd’s going into it or 
remaining out had nothing in the world to do with 
the matter—not in the slightest. They are con- 
necting an immaterial cireumstance. The whole 
people understand that it was because this coun» 
try was not to be under Democratic rule that its 


| credit failed. Gentlemen can restore it in a week 


by getting their candidates to resign. The Gov- 
ernment will then be able to borrow money on as 
good terms as it could have done last November. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I find that every time there 
is an amendment propesed, the tariff of 1846 is 
brought up, and we have a dissertation on that. 
I thought I would say nothing about the tariff of 
1846 until the amendment was up; but J now wish 
to state exactly the operations of that tariff. For 
the last few years of its operation it was admin- 
istered ably by a man who for his integrity and 
intelligence now enjoys.a wide fame. Hig loy- 
alty to his duties has become proverbial through- 
out the world, I mean Mr. Guthrie. Nobody 
ever doubted his honesty; nobody ever doubted 


j his ability. He and the Secretary of State [Mr. 


Marcy} redcemed the character of the last Admin- 
istration from utter ruin, Under that tariff, Mr. 
Guthrie addressed several reports to Congress 
stating what the operation ofit was. Ihavetaken 
from the returns of the Treasury the average rate 
of duties paid under that tariff. In 1 it was 
27.011 per cent. Ihave stated two or three times 
to the Senate that the average rate of duty under 
that bill was 27 2-9 percent, Before 185] or 1852, 
it paid within 1-9 of 1 per cent. of all its figures 
called for; but during the next six years, it fel 
from 27 per cent. down to 19, while the law re- 
mained precisely as it was, not a schedule altered. 
Ti fell more than 1 per cent. a year merely by 
frauds.. Mr. Guthrie so stated to Congress; and 
{ want my colleague to read what Mr. Guthrie 
said on this wonderfully successful tariff that feil 
in five years 7 per cent., when the duties remained 
Just the same! Atthe end of five years it did not 
give three fourths of the amount of money it did 
2 If my colleague will read this 
extract, Í think that will puta stop toal allusions 
to the tariff of 1846, as a fit subject to return to 
by any decent people. 
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Mr.: ANTHONY read as follows from Mr. 
Guthrie’s finance report for the year 1855: 

. “In carrying into effect the tariff of 1846, considerable 
difficulties have been encountered under the eightschedules 
of that act, imposing different rates of duties on the mer- 
chandise embraced in each. These difficulties, instead of 
diminishing, as the adjustment of the questions, arising at 
the Treasury and in the courts, takes place, seem to in- 
erease, owing to. the ingenuity of foreign manufacturers 
and merchants, in mingling materials, and modifying fab- 
ries, and giving them new names, until it is not possible to 
have uniform action in levying duties at different ports, or 
correct classifications at the same port. Tariffs and tax 
Jaws should be so plain and explicit in the terms used, as 
to make it impossible for right-minded officials to misap- 
prehend what it is lawful to collect, and the importer what 
the law requires to be paid.” 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then he goes on to recom- 
mend that the different classifications of wool 
should be fixed at one rate of duty, as we have 
done in this bill; only we made them specific in- 
stcad of ad valorem, because we know, when we 
cipher it out, what it comes to, and they cannot 
cheat us. This is the whole of it. Hereisa man 
belonging to the Democratic party, one of the 
most exalted men in it, and this is his experience 
for years. under it; and yet everybody is getting 
up and glorifying that tariff because the import- 
ing merchants have learned to cheat under it; and 
if it had gone to this time, it would not have made 
15 per cent. if they had proceeded in the same 
ratio they did while Mr. Guthrie was in office. 
He saw itall, He was vigilant about it. Heis- 
sued orders to prevent it, and he said the more 
orders were issued the more the Government was 
cheated; and yet it is proclaimed all over the Sen- 
ate that if we will only return to that tariff, we 
shall have everybody satisfied anda full Treas- 
ury. We collected more duty under that tariff 
when we imported $270,000,000 than we did when 
we got over $350,000,000. As much money went 
intothe Treasury as when we imported $75,000,000 
more, I donot want to read all these figures. I 
trust no man will dare to question what Mr. 
Guthrie said on that subject, much as they may 

rize that tariff. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
isonthe amendment offered to the pendingamend- 
ment, to insert at the end of it the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That the duties on tea and coffee hereby im- 
posed shall cease from aud after the 30th day of June, 1863. 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Now, I move that the Senate 
concur in that amendment as modified. 

Mr. BIGLER. It requires no motion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. On that question I desire to 
have the yeas and nays. I trust there is no man in 
this Senate who expects to go back to any of 
those cheating tariffs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendment as modified. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Well, I shall not ask for the 
yeas and nays if we can adopt it without them. 

Mr. HUNTER. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, 1 voted against the tax for 
two ycars, because I regard that as a war tax. If 
it were permanent and necessary for the expend- 
itures of the Government I should vote for it; not 
otherwise. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Morrill, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
and Wilkinson—25, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Douglas, 
Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkan- 
sas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Ma- 


son, Nicholson, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, and Wil- 
EON sl. 


So the amendment, as modified, was concurred 
in. 

Mr. POWELL, Ihave an amendment which 
J offer as an additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That from and after the 30th 
day of June, 1861, all acts and parts of acts granting alow- 
anees or bounties on the tonnage of vessels employed in 
the bank o! other cod. fisheries be, and the same are hereby, 


repealed. 
67 
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Mr. President, the objéctof this amendimentis 
to repeal all laws giving a bounty to vessels en- 
gaged in the cod fisheries. We paid, during the 
last two years, something over $500,000 in bounty 
to vessels engaged in the cod fisheries. I feel 
confident that all bounties of that kind are, in 
principle, wrong; and, at a time like this, when 
our Treasury is empty, when we are making a 
tariff bill which taxes almost every necessary of 
the people, I think it eminently proper that wé 
should stop the payment of these bounties. There 
are but two or three States that receive any ben- 
efit from these bounties—Massachusetts, Maine, 
Connecticut, and Rhode Island. Rhode Island, 
however, receives but very little of it. Massa- 
chusetts and Maine receive nearly all the benefits. 
This Government has paid about $13,000,000 ot 
money in bounties to these cod fisheries. I do 
not think there could be any time more appropri- 
ate to put a stop to this system than this. The 
great consuming interest of this country will have 
to pay the duties that are to be levied under this 
tariff bill; and I think it perfectly proper, while 
they have to pay all the taxes, that they should 
be exempt’ from paying $600,000 annually in 
bounties to protect this interest. 

I am fully aware that those who have con- 
tended for the ‘continuation of the law allowing 
this bounty have claimed that it is necessary, in 
order to encourage these fisheries as a nursery 
for our seamen. In the beginning of the Govern- 
ment, that might have been the case, although I 
think it was wrong from the beginuing. There is 
no excuse for it now. Our whale fisheries, our 
mackerel fisheries, our mercantile and military 
marine, in my opinion, furnish sufficient nurse- 
ries for the education of our seamen. It isa 
bounty bestowed upon that interest, without any 
equivalent to this Government. You take over 
$500,000 annually from the hard earnings of the 
consuming interest of the country, and put itinto 
the pockets of that shipping interest, in my judg- 
ment, without warrant of the Constitution. 

Sir, lam satisfied, from the investigation I have 
made of this subject, and from the reports made 
from the Treasury, that this is a greater nursery 
for perjury than it is for the education of seamen. 
The venerable Senator from Rhode Island, a mo- 
ment ago, passed a most glowing eulogy upon the 
ability and the integrity of a distinguished gen- 
tleman from my own State, the late Secretary of 
the Treasury. Iam obliged to the Senator for 
that tribute to the worth of one of Kentucky’s 
illustrious sons; but let me tell the Senator that 
that Secretary of the Treasury, upon whom he 
passed such a culogy, thought that this bounty 
did not encourage the fisheries, but rather encour- 
aged perjury. I will read an extract or two from 
a letter written by Mr. Guthrie on the 2d of Jan- 
uary, 1857, upon this subject. He says: 

«The great change which has taken place of late years 
in the manner and purpose of fisheries, has led, not to the 
encouragement of the cod fisheries under the bounty laws, 
but to the commission of perjuries'for the purpose of ob- 
taining bounty under those laws. Hundreds of vessels, on 
board of which no fish were caught for dry-curing, which 
is essential to entitle them to bounty, have claimed and 
been allowed upon false statements, as has been subse- 
quently made apparent.”? 

Again, he says: 

“Many of the vessels to which bounties are paid upon 
proofs prepared in conformity with the regulations, beyond 
all doubt are manned by crews compensated in a different 
mode from that required by law; and probably the fishery 
pursued is not exclusively for cod fish for the purpose ot 
dry-curing, as contemplated by all the provisions of the 
bounty law. Under this state of things, an important ques— 
tion of expediency, as well as of morality, arises, since these 
laws, instead of furnishing encouragement for seamen, 
mainly encourage the commission of multiplied perjuries, 
and tend to the demoralization of a large class of the com- 
munity.” 

While we are engaged in raising revenue for 
the purpose of carrying on this Government, 
while we are engaged in raising money to fill an 
empty Treasury, Í think it is proper that we 
should stop this most iniquitous drain upon that 
Treasury. Ifthe object of this bill is to’ foster the 
great interests of the country, as Senators-op the 
other side claim, I think they ought to eome’ up 


and relieve the people of the country from 
for the benefit of the few Who aré engag 
fisheries; for but two or three States of thi 
are interested in them. 4 s 
Senators on the othér side of thé Chamberelaim 
that, so far as this tariff. bill-is concerned ,:they 
are legislating for the great laboring interests of 
the country. Why, sir; look at the duties im+ 
posed by this bill on tobacco: “There are;nearly: 
$20,000,000 worth of that product exported every 
year. I endeavored to correct the bill in'that pars 
ticular, Upon fine Spanish cigarsyou putaduty, 
reduced to value, of about 15 per cent.; upon the 
common cigars you puta duty, reduced to value, 
as the Senator from Virginia (Mr. Mason] dem- 
onstrated on Saturday, of over 100 percent. pupon 
leaf tobacco you puta duty of.25 per cent.; nearly 
double the duty you place’ upon fine Cuban to- 
bacco when made into cigars. In the oné'case, 
you allow the fine Spanish tobaccoés to comein 
at a very low rate, injuring the producer;"and‘in 
the other, you tax leaf tobacco nearly: double 
what you do the cigar when manufactured; thus 
injuring the cigar-makers ‘and’ manufacturers of 
this country. i i & ant ae 
Without further remark, Mr. President, I-hope 
that every Senator on this floor, who is not will- 
ing to give to onè`class of people bounties ‘to 
which they are not entitled, aid which. the ‘late 
Secretary of the Treasury tells you are more fruit- 
ful of perjury than anything else, will vote for 
this amendment that I have offered; and I trust it 
will be adopted by the Senate. 0o o , = 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. This amendment is: not 
at all germane to the subject-matter of the bill, 
any more than it would be to introduce a provis- 
ion here to reduce the pay of officers of the Army, 


or the Navy, or to discontinue the bounties paid 


to those who enlist in the Army and the Navy, 
or the bounties received by those who prevent 
smuggling. It is ped foreign to the subject- 
matter of the bill; and therefore, it seems to me, 
it is not proper that it should come up here asan 
amendment to the tariff bill in relation to revenue. 
I shall not now enter into a discussion’ of this 
question. A, ease oy thes 
Mr. POWELL. Sir, I think there never was 
a better time, nor a better place than. this bill, for 
the amendment 1 have proposed. You are now 
legislating for the purpose of devising ways and 
means to raise money to fill an empty Treasury. 
You are calling upon the people, the great con- 
suming interests, to pay that money for the pur- 
pose of carrying on this Government. ‘That is 
proper, if the laws are properly made; but was 
there ever a better time than the present to stop 
this sum of $600,000 from going out of the Treas- 
ury in a manner in which it should not go, to per- 
sons who are not entitled to it? More than: half 
of it is obtained generally by perjury. Even if 
they obtained it all fairty under the law, the whole 
system is iniquitous and wrong. Those bounties 
are all wrong upon eel ae The great laboring 
interest of this country—lI will say the great farm- 
ing interest, for it is they that pay nearly all these 
duties—they are to pay a tribute of $600,000: a 
year to Massachusetts and to Maine; for those 
iwo States get nearly the whole of these boun- 
ties. Since the beginning of this Government, 
Massachusetts has received more than two'thirds 
of the $13,000,000 that have been paid forthose fish- 
ing bounties. Are gentlemen, whose constituents 
are in nowise interested, to vote td retain upon the 
statute-book a law so fraught'with evil, so unjust, 
so iniquitous in every form, for the purpose’ of 
ratifying a few citizens of any State of the Union? 
Tas not propose this amendment because those 
bounties go to Massachusetts and Maine, and one 
or two other States. Sir, I would vote'to repeal 
them if they were given to my own State, or any 
other State in this Union; because it is equitable, 
because it is just, because itis proper and right 
that they should be repealed. I merely name 
those States, because itis apparent that they get 
these heavy bounties: If they were going to my 
owh State of Kentucky, I should vote against 
them as I do now; and I trust every Senator who 
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loves justice, equity, and right, and does not wish 


to pamper perjury, will vote for my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky. 
+: Mre POWELL. Idesire tò håve the yeasand 
nays upon-it. gag os : : 

: The eas. and. nays-were ordered. : 
. Mr. SIMMONS. A single word on this prop- 
osition. 

Several ‘Sewators, . Let us vote. 

Mr, SIMMONS... This is merely hampering 
this bill with other questions.. If the Senator 
desires to have this bounty repealed, let him bring 
in.a separate bill for that purpose. s 
_.The Secretary proceeded to call the roll; and 
Mr. Anrnony answered to his name 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The calling 
of the roll has commenced. 

‘Mr. MASON. But one word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the unan- 
imous consent.of the Senate, the Senator from 
Virginia can continue The Chair. hears no ob- 
jection. : 

Mr. MASON Ihave but one word to say in 
reply to what the Senator from Rhode Island has 
said .You cannot fill the Treasury unless you 
stop the leaks; and if you want to fill the Treas- 
uy you should stop this leak. 

he calling of the roll was continued; and the 
result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as fol- 


lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Fitch, 
Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, 
Powell, Rice, and Sebastian—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


`: Mr. BAYARD. 1 do not desire to delay final 

-action on this bill; but there is one amendment I 
must move to it; because, on the vote of the Senate 
on that amendment will depend my own vote for 
or against the bill. After it is read, I shall make 
as brief a statement as I can of the principle upon 
which it is founded. 

TheSecretary read theamendment, in line seven 
of section twenty-four, after the word ad valo- 
rem,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, Thatthe duty imposed by the provisions of this 
‘act on any article whatsoever, except wine, brandy, or 
other spirituous liquor, shall not exceed 30 per centum on 
the value thereof on board at the port from which it is ex- 
ported. 

So that the section will read. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be levied, collected, 
und paid on the importation of all raw or unmanulac- 
tured articles, not herein enumerated or provided for, a 
duty of 10-per-centum ad valorem; and on all articles man- 
ufactured in whole or in part, not herein enumerated or 
provided for, a duty of 20 per centum ad valorem: Pro- 
vided, ‘That the duty imposed by the provisions of this act 
on any article whatsoever, except wine, brandy, or other 
spirituons liquors, shall not exceed 30 per centum of the 
leauge on board. at the port from which it is ex 
ported. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I will state, as 
briefly as possible, the general reasons which in- 
duce me to offer this amendment, and why it will 
control my vote. I will not attempt to illustrate 
itas I had intended to do; because I think the 
Senate are impatient to take the vote on the bill; 
and whether the amendment be adopted or not, I 
do not know that any argument I could make 
would effect its fate. Y shall content myself with 
simply stating the general principle. 

This bill, on its face, provides two classes of 
duties, ad valorem and specific 1 profess to be in 
favor of specific duties on certain classes of arti- 
cles, not as a universal rule, because there are 
many. things to which I think it is not applica- 
ble. The bill is framed on that basis; but I ob- 
ject to making a specific the means of covering a 
prohibitory duty; thatis, an amount beyond what 
is perfectly well known as the revenue standard. 
The effect, then, of this amendment is merely to 
restrict the amount of duty; that it shall in no 
case go beyond 30 per cent, ad valorem. It does 
not disturb the specific duties imposed upon the 


different articles mentioned in the bill, unless 
they exceed that amount. If they do, it restrains 
them to thatextent. The committee who reported | 
the bill ta the Senate have adopted that principle. | 
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Where the ad valorem system is presented ob- 
viously and plainly, they have not gone beyond 
30 per cent. as the revenue standard. There is 
no class of articles in the bill to which the ad va- 
lorem duties apply, in which the duty exceeds 30 

er cent. ad valorem; but. under specific duties, 
1t is alleged that many of the duties will run up 
from 40 to 60, 80, and even over 100 per cent. If 
that be so, I consider that class of duties as pro- 
hibitory in its character; and I consider it objec- 
tionable; because, although it may be in your 
power to impose these duties—you certainly have 
the power to impose any duty you please—it is 
an abuse of the purposes for which the Constitu- 
tion intrusted you with the power to place duties 
onimports, That power was given to the Fed- 
eral Congress for the purpose of supporting the 
Government. That is the primary object of the 
power. 

Now, sir, I admit that, in the adjustment of 
duties, you have a right to look to the industrial 
interests of the country, and you have a right to 
give incidental protection to your own industry, 
provided the aggregate of the tax which you im- 
pose upon the people of the country is not greater 
than is necessary for the purposes of the expend- 
itures of the country; but I am not willing to go 
beyond that. I am not willing to impose any 
duty which will have the effect, by its prohibitory 
character, of reducing the revenue which would 
be derived from the same article at a less duty. I 
am willing to increase the amount to the utmost 
limit of the revenue standard—and that I suppose 
to be 30 per cent., with rare exceptions. I have 
excepted, in that amen@ment, wines, brandies, | 
and spirituous liquors; because the Senate have 
already chosen to impose 40 per cent. upon wines, 
and I do not seek to controvert that. I suppose 
on articles of that kind you may impose a higher 
duty than 30 per cent., and yet you will geta 
greater amount of moncy, though { still think the 
tendency of these high duticsis always to increase 
frauds. Ido not know what the exact amount 
of duty is upon brandies and other spirituous 
liquors, but it seems to me it will exceed 30 per 
cent. I am willing to except these articles. They 
are not matters of protection atall, in any way. 

But, sir, I am opposed to the principle that Mr. 
Clay abandoned years ago, of protection for the 
sake of protection. Iam willing to give the pro- 
tection that is incident to raising the amount of 
revenue necessary to meet the expenses of the 
country. Iam willing to impose a tax, provided 
it does not go beyond the revenue standard on 
those articles that are produced in the country— 
which I understand to be the principle of inci- 
dental protection—leaving tea, coffee, and other 
articles free, and imposing a duty upon those arti- 
cles that are manufactured in the country. The 
effect of a duty of 30 per cent. will go, in my 
judgment, to the ultimate revenue standard. T! 
suppose that must have been the judgment of the 
committee, because they make that the highest 
class of duty which they impose by the name of 
an ad valorem duty. 

Now, sir, if there be no specific duty in the 
bul which extends beyond 30 per cent. ad valo- 
rem, this provision will be perfectly harmless. 
It does not affect anything on which there is a 
specific duty under that amount; it is simply re- 
strictive in its character. It embodies the princi- || 
ple that I mention, and which I am willing to go 
for—protection incidental to the collection of the 
amount of revenue sufficient to support the Gov- 
ernment of the country—and I will vote any ex- 
tent of revenue which is necessary for that’ pur- || 
pose; but I will not agree to impose a duty the 
effect of which is to diminish the revenue, in or- 
der to protect one class of industry in the country 
at the expense of the people at large. That is 
the basis of the amendment I will ask for the 
yeas and nays uponit. I consider it a necessary 
restriction; and upon the vote on the amendment 
will depend my vote on-the bill. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I am in favor of | 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Del- 
aware; but! rise now principally to vindicate the | 
reputation of a very distinguished gentleman from ! 
the statements that were made by the Senator from |! 
Rhode Island—I refer to the late Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Guthrie. The Senator has quoted 
him as authority bere in favor of this bill. I will 
send to the Secretary’s desk to be read what Mr. || 
Guthrie said on this subject. IT wanthim to speak | 


for himself. I have marked out certain extracts 
which I ask the Secretary to read; and then I 
shall have some remarks to make. $ 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to know if the Sen- 
ator undertakes to say that I made any imputa- 
tion on the character of the late Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Guthrie? 
` Mr. GWIN. {think so, in saying that he was 
in favor of specific duties. . 

Mr.SIMMONS. Idid not say any such thing; 
but I read from his report what he said about this 
tariff of 1846. i i 

Mr. GWIN. Iam going to read from it to 
show what he thought of it, and to vindicate his 
reputation, and to prove that he did not recom- 
mend any such thing. i 

The Secretary read the following extracts from 
the annual report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, dated December 1, 1856: 

“After determining to raise revenue by a tariff or tax 
upon imports, the question arises as to the best mode of 
fixing the amount. It may be done by levying a specific 
sum, with or without minimums, on all articles of weight 
or measure, or by a certain per cent. on the foreign value 
or on the home value, or by a combination of the specifie 
and ad valorem principles. ‘The first mode requires weigh- 
ers, gaugers, aud measurers for the ascertainment of the 
quantity, and with that the sum to be paid. The second 
requires not only weighers, gaugers, and measurers 10 as- 
certain the quantity, but appraisers, to ascertain the for- 
eign or home value, and with that, the sum to be paid. The 
first has but one set of officers; while the second has the 
same set, and appraisers in addition. The weighers, 
gaugers, and measurers inay, from accident, want of knowl- 
edge, or design, fail in ascertaining the true quantity, and 
so may the appraisers the dutiable value. In the first case, 
there may be errors to the prejudice of the Government; 
in the second case, like errors may, for like causes, exist 
in appraisement; and, with the double set of officers, the 
chances of error and fraud are doubled. The specifiesum 
attaches alike to all quantities, and results in unequal and 
unjust taxation. The article that costs Gl pays the same 
tax as the article that costs $5. A strong sense of the in 
justice, resulting from levying a fixed sum, with or without 
a minimum, upon all articles; no matter what the differ- 
ence in value, renders it inexpedient and unjust to resort 
to that mode of levying duties. ‘Those who favor a tariff 
for protection prefer a specific tax ; because the tax is gen- 
erally higher, and always the same, notwithstanding the 
fluctuations in the foreign and home value. Those who 
favor a tax for revenue desire ad valorem duties as the most 
equal and equitable mode that a just Government can Yre- 
sort to. If, to avoid the injustice and inequality resulting 
from specific taxation, it is provided the value shall also be 
ascertained, and a specific sum attached, pro rata, aecord- 
ing to the value, it becomes ad valorem.*? 

* * * + $ * * * * *» 

“Tn addition to what is there said, it is suggested, that 
the ad valorem principle has been in force and practiced 
for ten years, is well understood by the experts in the Treas- 
ury and in the custom-houses, and most of the questions 
which have presented themselves, during the ten years of 
its operation, have had the decision of the Department, and 
many of thein the sanction of the judiciary. I do not think 
it would be expedient now to make a change, and give up 
the knowledge and experience of the past teu years.” 


Mr.GWIN. Mr. President, I think the extract 
which has just been read presents the strongest 
argument that could be made against this tariff. 
It is the strongest condemnation of this principle 
that I could present to the Senate. Mr. Secretary 
Guthrie never recommended specifics further than 
to simplify the schedules, and to reduce the rev- 
enue; he preferred the existing system under the 
tariff of 1846 over that which is now proposed. 
In his report he says that it is against the truc 
policy of the Government to give up the ad valorem 
system. He has said precisely what I said when 
I was on the floor before, that those who are in 
favor of a tariff to raise revenue prefer the ad 
valorem system; and those who wanted protection 
were in favor of specifics. When he was called 
upon to present a plan to reduce the revenues, he 
recommended us, if we desired to reduce the rev- 
enues, to introduce specifics, for that system of 
duties strikes at the revenue; and if we wanted to 
raise revenue, to take the ad valorem system. 

I desire to ask the Senate and the country what 
tariffcarried us through the Mexican war? What 
system of revenue carried us through that war, 
one of the most expensive in which this Govern- 
ment was ever engaged ? It was the tariff of 1846. 
Our bonds were never under par during the whole 
of that war, a war which, as reported by a Sec- 


retary of the Treasury of the same political sen- 


timents with the Senator from Rhode Island, cost, 


| including the bounties to soldiers, $217,000,000. 


During all that time, the bonds of the Govern- 
ment, the loans of the Government, were above 
par. The tariff of 1846 was the cause of their 
being above par. When it was desired to bring 
down the excessive duties under that tariff—for 
we collected more under it than we wanted—Mr. 


1861. 
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Guthrie recommended that the best plan of bring- 
ing them down was to introduce specifics, and to 
reduce the number of the schedules. He never 
said that he was in favor of specifics, except to 
reduce the revenue. It isa system that never 
brings revenue to the Treasury. It protects do- 
mestic products. It was intended to protect them. 
Specific duties are intended to protect the domes- 
tie products of the country, and incidentally to 
bring revenue to the Government. Ad valorems 
bring revenue to the Government, and incidentally 
protect the products of the country. 

The Senator from Rhode Island now opposes 
the reénactment of that tariff, professing, at the 
game time, to want a tariff passed through the 
Congress of the United States, to increase the 
revenue. Experience has proved that the system 

- of ad valorem duties will bring more money into 
the Treasury than any other. The Senator de- 
sires to introduce a system which Mr. Guthrie 
recommended with a view to reduce the revenues 
of the country; and now, when the object is to 
increase these revenues, the Senator comes for- 
ward and urges upon the Congress of the United 
States to establish a system that destroys revenue; 
that is to say, which reduces it, and brings it 
below the wants of the Government, as was proved 
by the tariff of 1842, which was based upon a 
system of specifics and minimums, and which was 
never defended here by anybody, because it was 
a failure. All that Mr. Guthrie said in regard to 
specifics, and the reduction of the schedules, there- 
fore, was merely to reduce the revenue; not to 
bring revenue into the Treasury. The tariff of 
1846 brought too much revenue; and now, when 
we have not got revenue enough, I say restore 
that tariff. Ido not want the Senator to be quot- 
ing the authority of Mr. Gutnrie for any prin- 
ciple contained in this proposition; for he has 
dicey condemned it in the extracts I have had 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
_is on the adoption of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. One word more. I suppose, 
‘from what the Senator from Pennsylvania stated 
this morning, that the amendment I offer cannot 
in the slightest degree affect this bill injuriously 
‘to the manufacturer. His statement was, that the 
amount of specifics, so far at least as iron is con- 
céerned—and I suppose it is the case with other 
articles, imposed under the present bill before the 
Senate—did. not exceed, on the average, the du- 
ties imposed by the tariff of 1846; and in some 
cases fell short of them. Now, the tariff of 1846, 
‘except on cigars, wines, brandies, and spirituous 
liquors, imposed no duty exceeding 30 per cent. 
My only object is to restrict these specific duties, 
so that they shall not exceed thatamount—not to 
disturb them, or to prevent the collection of rev- 
enue in that mode. 

Mr. SIMMONS I merely wish to state that 
the Senator from Delaware cannot have read this 
bill through. If he had, he would not have of- 
fered that amendment. I have stated five or six 
times, that we had put on broadcloths, for in- 
stance, and woolen goods, specifically the same 
duty that we put on the wool out of which it was 
made. We put the average amount of the wool 
duty upon thecloth. We keep the wool out, and 
allow our folks to have wool at as low rates as 
foreigners, and give them the benefit of 25 per 
cent., &c. Now, tho Senator could not have per- 
ceived the effect of his amendment. It destroys 
the whole bill at once, and lets in woolen goods 
` without any reference to the wool of which they 
‘are made being taxed; and so, too, of a great 
many other articles. 

I merely wish to call the Senator’s attention to 
another single fact. Whenever there is a great 
depression in the price of any article abroad, so 
that there is an overstock, the goods are sold at 
half price, and thus you overturn your whole 
tariff. The specific duties act upon the average. 
If, three, or four, or five years hanes: iron goes 
dowi because the railroads stop, then it will over- 
turn the duty, and you get it at half price. At 
the very time you want to get it, it will come in. 
The Senator could not have understood anything 
about this bill, or he woald not have made this 
proposition to amend 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee; Lane, Mason, Nichol- 
son, Powell, Rice, and Sebastian—18, f 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Kennedy, King, 
Latham, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28, 


So the amendment was rejected 


Mr. FOOT. I desire to have one or two arti- 
cles transferred from one schedule into another; 
and in order to accomplish that, I shall move to 
strike out certain words and insert them in a dif- 
ferent place merely. The first is to strike out 
line one hundred and five in the twentieth section, 
imposing a duty of 20 per cent., in these words: 

“ Slates, roofing slates, and slate pencils.” 


I move also to strike out lines one hundred and 
fifty-four, one hundred and fifty-five, and one 
hundred and fifty-six of the twenty-second sec- 
tion, containing the 30 per cent. schedule, in the 
following words: 


€ Slate chimney-pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all 
other manufactures of slate, not otherwise provided for.” 


And to insert, after line one hundred and fifty- 
three, in the same section, on the 45th page, the 
following: 

Slates, roofing slates, slate pencils, slate chimney-pieces, 


mantels, slabs for tables, and all other manufactures of 
slate. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Whatis the object of that? 

Mr. FOOT. To transfer a portion of these 
articles from the 20 per cent. to the 30.per cent. 
schedule, and so far forth, the amendment will 
add to the revenue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FOOT Ihave another like amendment in 
reference to articles of marble. I move to strike 
out lines fifty-eight and fifty-nine in the twentieth 
section, imposing a duty of 20 per cent., in the 
following words: 


t Marble in the rough or block, unmanufactured, and 
not sawed, squared, dressed, and polished.’? 


I move also to strike out lines one hundred and 
seventeen, one hundred and eighteen, and one 
hundred and nineteen, in the twenty-second sec- 
tion, the 30 per cent. schedule, in the following 
words: 

« Manufactures of marble, marble paving tiles, and all 
marble sawed, squared, dressed, or polished, or more ad- 
vanced than the rough block.’? 

An@to insert after line one hundred and sixteen 
of the same section, on the 43d page, the follow- 
ing: 

Marble in the rough or block, manufactures of marble, 


marble paving tiles, and all marble sawed, squared, dressed, 
or polished, or more advanced than the rough block. 


That simply transfers manufactures of marble 
more advanced than the rough from 20 to 30 per 
cent., and will add to the revenue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
further amendment, the substitute offered by the 
Senator from Oregon is now before the Senate. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, upon this amend- 
ment I desire to be heard. Itis now late in the 
evening. I believe every Senator will bear me 
witness that I have consumed no time of the Sen- 
ate; certainly none upon this bill at any rate; and 
as I have not all my papers here, and as I wish 
to give my views fully upon this measure, I de- 
sire that the Senate will now adjourn, and allow 
me to give my reasons for the amendment I have 
offered, to-morrow morning I therefore move 
that the Senate do now adjourn 

Mr. FESSENDEN. IThope not. It was spe- 
cifically understood yesterday that the vote should 
be taken to-day. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


Mr. LANE. I-wish Senators to hear me. 1 
hope the Senate will not require that I shall pro- 
ceed this evening with what remarks I desire to 
make on the amendment that I have proposed to 
this bill, Itis now late in the evening; and I want 
sufficient time to give my views in relation to this 
subject. I am not prepared to do it this evening; 
and I believe the courtesy of an adjournment has 
never been refused to any Senator, especially at 
this time in the afterncon, to afford him an op- 
portunity to be prepared to give the views that 


he desires to present upon a matter of this import, 
ance F Sets rn on eer anon ean 
Mr. MASON. I. hope. the 
me to say a word, = 3° : 
‘Mr. LANE. Certainly. 80 62 Pe 
Mr. MASON... The Senate probably does not 
recollect, and did not bearin mind, thatthe amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon; was 
one that could not-be. entertained: untilall: the. 
amendments to the bill had been gone through 
with. He has not deferred. his motion until now: 
from any choice; but it has been-deferred by par- 
liamentary usage. I submit, in all fairness, ifhe’ 
does not desire to addressthe Senate now, whether’ 
he ought to be required to:speak:at this time... 1 
move that the Senate adjourn; and on'that:motion 
I call for the yeas‘and nays. i 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 
a moment? 
Mr. MASON. Certainly. i 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I wishtosaythatit was 
distinctly stated ‘and understood, yesterday, and 
nobody disagreed on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, that if we adjourned at 4 certain hour last 
evening, a vote should be takento-night. It was 
stated over and over again, and the understand- 
ing was perfect all over the Chamber, that.we 
were to finish this bill to-night... Now, sir, we 
have only nine days of this session left, and ‘we 
have many bills to pass, which will ‘take all our 
time. The Senator from Oregon, in my judgment, 
must do as others have done, and submit to the 
rule that has been applied to our side of the Chami- 
ber, day after day, many a time since I have been 
in the Senate. ‘Frequently, gentlemen. have ‘been, 
told very kindly that, at this period of the session, 
it was impossible to continue the debate. upon a 
a particular bill any longer, and they must:go 
through with it; and they have gone through until 
midnight,.and spoken at midnight, instead: of 
adjourning athalf past five o’clock in the -after- 
noon. We have not had an evening sitting this 
whole session of Congress, and certainly itis not 
hard to begin now. ee 
Mr. MASON. I shall renew the motion. to 
adjourn; but before doing it, beg leave to say that 
if any understanding of that sort was had, it took 
place when 1 was not in the Senate. Sh 
Mr. BRAGG. I do not think there-was:any 
such understanding. I was here. “ 
Mr. BIGLER. | desire to state that I made 
the ie aoe aa Trepeated it again and again 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to.adjourn, ; == TERROS 
Several Senarons addressed the Chair. ivs. 
The PRESIDING. OFFICER, Does the Sen- 
ator from Virginia withdraw his motion? >v- 
Mr. MASON. No, sir; and I ask forthe yeas 
and nays on the motion ot 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the'See 
retary proceeded to call the roll. i i 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (when his nam 
was called.) I do not hear any person dispute the 
agreement that is alleged here, and of course, I 
shall vote in accordance with it. I vote “naye? 
Mr. LATHAM, (when his name.was called:) 


j 


Senator will allow: 


Will you withdraw for 


| I mean no disrespect to the Senator from Oregon, 


but I know that two or three votes were: taken 
yesterday, and the Senate refused to adjourn, and 
did not adjourn until it was distinctly understood 


that we should sit this bill out to-day. I vote 
“nay.” ' as 
Mr. BIGLER. I made the ‘statement twice 


myself, distinctly. : wet Siar 

Mr. RICE, (when his name was-called.) Mr~ 
President,-as I remember the agreement:to: which 
the Senator from Maine has referred-I feel con- 
strained to vote ‘‘nay.” bey i 

The Secretary. concluded the calling of the roll. 

Mr HUNTER. Asit seems: to be admitted 
that there was such an ‘understanding, I change 
my vote to` “nay.” Thad no recollection of the 
understanding, Bat change my vote, as Senators 
say itis 80s . > : 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. Though I was disposed 
to indulge the Senator from Oregon, I hear from 
Senators——I happened to be out at the time, and 
did not know of it—that there was an understand- 
ing that the question should be taken to-day. I 
must vote in the negative. ` 

Mr. GWIN. Ihave paired off with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, (Mr. Cottamer.] 

- Mr. HEMPHILL. It appearing that there 
was a distinct understanding that the vote should 
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be taken on the bill this evening, I change. my 
vote.on.this motion... L did not understand it: in 
that way at the moment of adjournment. yester- 
day. [vote ‘*nay.’’. - ions nA 2A 

(Mr. POWELL, Senators have spoken of 
agreements being. made: here. I- shouid like. to 
know with whom? | Every Senator who-has got 
upon this side, declares that. he made no-such 
agreement.. I certainly made. none.. A therefore 
wish: my: vote to stand **yea.’? Ido not allow 
othets:to make agreements forme; and. if they do, 
Ishall not observe. them. -. : ao p 

Mr. BRAGG. L was here, and I did not un- 
derstand that any agreement was made. L under- 
stood:the Senator from Pennsylvania to say three 
or four times that some arrangement of that kind 
might be made; but I understood that gentlemen 
on the other side did not accede to it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. It was distinctly put to 
that side:of the House that we would agree to ad- 
journ-at a certain point, provided it was under- 
‘stood that the action on this bill was to be finished 
to-day. ‘It was distinctly stated twice; and no 
objection being made, the ordinary rule applies, | 
I suppose, | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This discus- 
gion is out of order, unless Senators wish to ex- 
plain their votes as they are giving them. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say one word, 
because I tools part in this matter. I will just 

ive what was said yesterday. The Senator from 
Virginia (Mr. HunteR] moved the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Wisconsin can only proceed by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. POWELL. I hope the Senator will be 
allowed to proceed, 

: Mr. DOOLITTLE. When the Senator from 
Virginia made that motion yesterday, J said: 


{ask that the motion to adjourn be withdrawn, in or- 
der that I may make one word of explanation. Lunderstood 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bra_er] to state that 
it was universatly understood on the other side of the Cham- 
ber that we should come to a vote and finish this bill to- 
morrow. J wish to know, before we adjourn, whether this 
fe the understanding; because if it is not, we had better sit 
to-night, and go on with the biil. 

«Mr. Brenen. ‘That is the general intention. 

“Mr. Doomrris. If that is the general understanding, 
Tam willing to consent to an adjournment now.”? 


Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The Senator from Califor- 
nia {Mr. Larnam] also made a similar statement. 
“Mr. BRIGHT. By way of explaining my 
vote, E will state that Í was not present when the 
Senate adjourned yesterday; and, as a matter of 
course, am not bound by any agreement that may 
have been entered into. Though my vote willdo 
no good, I shall give it in sucha way as to entitle || 
the Senator from Oregon to that courtesy which 
has generally been extended to every gentleman 
of the body, since I have been a member of it, for 
the last fourteen years; that is, when he gets up 
and states that he desires to make a speech in cx- 
planation of a proposition so important as the | 
one that Senator has presented, which is a sub- | 
stitute for the entire bill, the Senate gives him 
that privilege. J shall vote to give hima privilege 
_that-J have always given gentlemen on the other | 
side.of the Chamber, under similar circumstances. |! 
Tvote ‘ yea.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen.) 
Before announcing the result, the temporary oc- 
cupant of the chair will say, in his own defense, 
that, although. there may have been such an un- 
derstanding between individual Senators, as has || 
been alluded to, the Chair was no party to it, and! 
he interrupted discussion, stating distinctly that |} 
no bargain of the kind could be recognized, and || 
that it was not the subject of any vote. Upon | 
this motion, the yeas are 4, nays 37. 
The yeas and nays were as follows: | 
| 
i 


YEAS~— Messrs. Bright, Fitch, Green, and Powell—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigier, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Dixon, Doolittle, Doug- | 
las, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Har- ; 
ian, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of jj 
Tenueasee, Kennedy, King, Latham, Morrill, Nicholson, į 
Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, | 


Trumball, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson —37. |i 
So the Senate refused to adjourn, | 
Mr. GREEN. I will make this suggestion— | 

and if it be not proper to receive it, { will not! 

make it—that we now adjourn till seven o'clock. || 

[**Oh, nos let us finish the bill!?]. I will simply ; 

make this remark: the Senator from Oregon has | 


v . z . f 
certain notes that he would like to refer to in i 


a 


making his remarks, but they are at his chamber. | 


Mr. LANE. Iam very much obliged. to the 
Senator from Missouri; he is actuated by that 
feeling of kindness which I never fail. to appre- 
ciate; but however anxious I may be,as1 am, 
indeed, to havean opportunity of giving my views 
fully on, this subject, I ask no favors from the 
Senate that it is not willing to grant. Though I 
am not: fully prepared, though I have not my 
notes, I shall-go on how; if the Senate decide that 
I must do so, and state the reasons why I shall 
vote against the passage of the bill under consid- 
eration, and the reasons that control me in offer- 
ing the amendment. : j 

I think, Mr. President, that no Senator will 
say that, since I have beena member of this body, 
I have ever, at any time, refused an act of cour- 
tesy_to any member of the Senate. Upon this 
bill I have said not one word; I have offered no 
amendment; I have not interfered at all with the 
deliberations of the Senate upon it. I simply 
have contented myself by casting my vote when 
my name was called, according to my judgment. 
Now, sir, as the Senate has decided that I shall 
not have time to prepare to speak on this matter, 
as I should like to do, to-morrow morning, I will 
proceed with what I have to say on the bill we 
have had under consideration for several days 
past. I may as well say, right here, that I do 
not profess to understand it very well, for itis a 
very long and complicated bill; but I have en- 
deavored to study it, and to make myself as well 
acquainted with it as I could, in the time we have 
had to consider it. 

Mr. RICE. Will my friend yield to me one 
moment? This discussion is unpleasant. ‘There 
seems to be an unpleasant feeling on this matter. 
I am sure no Senator on this floor desired to with- 
hold the common courtesy due to another in the 
vote that has just beengiven. I didnot; but my 
understanding yesterday was clear in regard to 
the course that we should pursue, as stated by 
the Senator from Maine; and I merely rise now 
for the purpose of suggesting that this. matter be 
amicably arranged by taking a recess until seven 
o’clock. 

Mr. LANE. I thank my friend very much—— 

Mr. BAKER. Allow me to interrupt the Sen- 
ator from Oregon a moment. 

Mr. LANE, With all due respect to all Sen- 
ators who would like to interfere—and I am sure 
there will be no want of courtesy on my part— 
{ desire it to be understood now distinetly that I 
ask no favors; I want none; but] want to be per- 
mitted to go on, and to be let alone while I am 
going on. [‘ Go on.”] » 

Mr. President, the bill now under considera- 
tion, as I have looked at it, is not the kind of bill 
that, in my judgment, we ought to pass at such 
atime as this. This bill, Mr. President 

Mr. LATHAM. Let us take a recess until 
seven o’clock. 

Mr. LANE. If that is considered a courtesy 
to me, I cannot consent. lask no favor of any 
Senator, or of the body—of one man, or any 
number of men. [thank God that up to this age 
—and thatis not very germane to the matter under 
consideration—{ have never seen the time when 


| I would ask as a favor that which would not be 


extended to me from considerations of justice. 
Without the preparation I had made on this sub- 
ject, it cannot be expected that Í shall go on with 
the method that I hoped to pursue in discussing 
this matter. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator allow me a 
moment? I should feel very much pleased if the 
Scnate would adjourn to seven o’clock. I think 
itis due to the gentleman; and there are many rea- 
sons why that ought to be done, I think. I would 
go further, but there are political reasons, in my 
judgment, why we cannot lose a day. I trust 
gentlemen on all sides will appreciate that. 
move that we take a recess until seven o’clock. 

Several Sexarors. Say half past seven. 

Mr. BAKER. Well, half past seven. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 


ator make a motion for a recess? 


Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; until half past seven | 


o’clock. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I hene not. | 
Mr. LANE. I wouid rather not have any ad- 


journment, unless Senators can agree to itcheer- 
fully and willingly. As I said before, it would 
grieve me to have anybody de anything on my 
account unwillingly. 


i 
| 
1 
i 


i 
l 


| 


I; 


Mr. BAKER.. Task it from gentlemen on this 
side as a favor to mè. : ` 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Let us take a vote, and if 
a majority prefer the recess let us haveit. fthink 
we. shall come back refreshed. 

Mr. BRIGHT. We cannot take á recess un- 
lessby unanimous consent. Itisagainstthe rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing’ interposed, the Chair will not entertain the 
motion; but he was not aware before that there 
was any rule to prevent it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I ask that the rule be read 
which prevents the Senate from taking a recess. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itisso. Itis hardly worth 
while to take time to read it. It isa change of 
rule;and you cannot change a rule without giving 
one day’s notice. . You can only take a recess by | 
unanimous, consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon has the floor. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, the bill which we 
have been considering for several days is, in my 
opinion, such a billas ought not to pass Congress 
at this session. It is inaugurating a tariff policy 
that I regard as- very unfortunate. Ata time like 
this, it appears to me that every patriot, that 
every statesman, that every good man from every 
portion of this country, should desire to concili- 
ate and to produce harmony in a distracted coun- 
try, and not to heap coals upon a burning fire; to 
do all that he can, consistent with duty, to restore 
confidence and good feeling and friendship in a 
country where these feelings do not now exist, 
and where, for good reasons, they are likely not 
to exist. 

The party that has had charge of this bill; that 
has made all the arrangements that are spoken 
of; that has brought it into the Senate; that has 
taken charge of it from the time it came into the 
Senate from the House of Representatives, and 
has consumed the time of the Senate in. offering 
and explaining amendments; and, after having 
consumed nearly the whole time for three or four 
days, now refuse to ge a single hour for a man 
to prepare to give his views in relation to the 
matter—that is the party that has broughtupon the 
country the trouble that prevails to-day. They 
are wholly responsible for this bill in both Houses 
of Congress, It is an unfair bill; an unjust bill; 
a bill got up for the protection of certain interests 
at the expense of a large majority of the laborers, 
farmers, and mechanics of the country; a bill that 
provides for taxing the people whom I represent, 
away out on the Pacific, for the benefit of fishing 
interests in Massachusetts. It is a bill that will 
collect from the hard-laboring people of the coun- 
try $600,000, to be turned away from the Treas- 
ury into the hands of certain fishermen in Mas- 
sachusetts, Maine, and Rhode Island, taxing the 
whole country outside of that small portion of 
the Union for their particular benefit. 

It does not stop there. It provides for taxing 
the people of the country for the benefit of the 
manufacturing interests, for the benefit of capital, 
for the purpose of making the rich richer, and if 
possible, grinding the poor harder and harder, 
and driving them deeper and deeper into the dust. 
That is the object ofthe bill, as Í understand, and 
it is not calculated to restore confidence in the 
country. itis not calculated to give peace, but 
to widen the breach that they themselves have 
inaugurated in the country, by their disregard of 
the Constitution, by their disregard of its provis- 
ions, by their disregard of equality, of right, and 
of justice. By this course of theirs, they have 
brought about, even now, a dissolution of the 
Union. They have forced six States from the 
Union, and as the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Mason] well stated to-day, the seventh is already 
going out of the Union, because of the policy, in 
defiance of the Constitution, inaugurated by a sec- 
tional party, upon a platform of principles, every 
one of which conflicts with the. Constitution of 
the United States; every one of which conflicts 
with the principles of equality, justice, and right. 

Now, sir, instead of giving assurance to those 
States that they have driven from us, instead of 
doing anything to bring them back, or to prevent 
others from going, what do they propose?’ Here 
I will state—I may as well mention it right here— 
that the spirit of dissolution is not yet dead; it has 
not subsided. A number of States have gone out, 
and a state of things is now pending in this coun- 
try that will make it the duty of North Carolina, 
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of Virginia, and of Tennessee, the Senator from 
that State to the contrary notwithstanding, to de- 
termine very soon which side of the very import- 
ant question they will take. 

The question will be presented to them in less 
than three months from to-day, directly, will you 
go with the South, and defend your own rights, 
or will you take part with the Republican party, 
a party that is soon to be inaugurated with all 
the powers of this Government to crush out your 
portion of our country; to crush out, to conquer, 
to subjugate, to destroy the States that have sep- 
arated from the Union? The question presented 
to them will be,“ will you stand with those States, 
or will you go with the incoming Administration 
to destroy them??? When this question shall be 
directly presented, who can doubt the action of 
the States that I have mentioned? Their Senators 
and their members of the House of Representa- 
tives may proclaim that those States will not go 
out; but when that choice shall be presented to 
them, allow me to say to you that you can never 
separate the slaveholding States. They will not 
hesitate to choose which way they will go. 

There is no mistaking the policy which is fore- 
shadowed by the incoming Administration, and 
there is no mistaking the policy of its friends 
here. They mean coercion; they mean to enforce 
the Federal laws; they mean to collect the reve- 
nue; they intend to carry ona policy that will in- 
augurate in this country a civil war, an internecine 
war, a war that will drench these States with 
blood. Though they intend this policy of coer- 
cion; though they intend to replenish the Treas- 
ury by the passage of a law like that on your 
table, for subjugating a portion of the States of 
this country, there are some here who cannot see 
the danger, who encourage these gentlemen that 
intend to involve the country in all that is terrible, 
in carrying out the policy they have inaugurated. 

The amendment which I propose as a substi- 
tute for this bill, reénacts the tariff law of 1846. 
That was a revenue Jaw, as the Senator from 
California well said, under which we raised an 
abundance of money. The revenue was amply 
sufficient for defraying the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, Indeed, there was a surplus under its 
operation, which made it necessary, as some gen- 
tlemen believed, to reduce the tariff; and the then 
Secretary of the Treasury believed that the rev- 
enue that was collected under it was more than 
was necessary for Government purposes. Hence 
the revenue law of 1857; and now this amend- 
ment that I propose reénacts the tarifflaw of 1846. 
It reénacts that law, with a few additions and 
amendments. It provides for a reduction of sched- 
ules A, B, and C. In the act of 1846, the duties 
in schedule A were 100 per cent., on schedule B 
40 per cent., and on schedule © 30 per cent. My 
amendment reduces them all, as they now are in 
the law of 1857, to 30 per cent.; and it continues 
in force the act of Congress amending this tariff 
law of 1846, establishing the warehouse system. 
It continues in force the fifth section of the act of 
1857—a provision necessary for the protection of 
the revenue, for the protection of the Treasury, 
and forthe protection ofthe importer. Theamend- 
ment I introduce, therefore, is one thatis not com- 

licated; it‘is not a bill that there is any difficulty 
in understanding. It reénacts a law that is well 
understood by everybody in the country, one un- 
der which we lived from 1846 to 1857, and which 
afforded all the revenue that we needed, and more 
than was necessary for Government purposes. If 
I have looked at this thing aright, the law, as it 
stood in 1846, is a very much better law, a very 
much better revenue law, and affords all the pro- 
tection incidental to any revenue law, any tariff 
law, which can be expected by the manufactur- 
ing interests of the country. The country was 
prosperous and happy during the existence of that 
tariff; and I feel certain, if Senators now desire a 
revenue law, that the tariff of 1846is a very much 
better one than the bill that we have been consid- 
ering for a number of days. Everybody would 
be very much better satisfied with that. Every- 
body would understand it better. The country 
would be happier under it. We would be more 
likely, under its provisions, to give peace to the 
country, or, at any rate, to promote confidence in 
the country. 

With these views and these opinions on this 
subject, | hope, when the vote is taken, that the 


substitute I have offered for this bill, reénacting i 


the law of 1846, reducing the duties on schedules 
A, B, and C, down to the present revenue statid- 
ard, or that provided by the act of 1857, continu- 
ing the warehouse system, and continuing in force 
the fifth section of the act of 1857, will be adopted. 
If you will do that, sir, you will have made sach 
a law as will replenish the Treasury. If you are 
determined on war, I believe it will furnish the 
means for that. If it is war, or coercion, or the 
execution of the laws outside of this country, that 
you aim at, you will be more liable to get it under 
the amendment I have proposed than under the 
bill you are now considering. — ~ : 


very much at a loss for the want of some prepara- 
tion I had made on this subject. I have sent for 
my papers. I hope to get them soon; and until 
they do come, I hope the Senate will not tire if I 
„do not go along and talk to the subject as I would 
if L had my papers here. . 

Mr. GRIMES. We are patient. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, with all good feel- 
ing towards everybody in the Senate; with the 
kindest feeling towards every person in this coun- 
try; with the strong desire that has influenced 
every act of my life to promote the cominon wel- 
fare of our common country; having, as I under- 
stand it, stood square upon the Constitution ever 
since I have been in public life, urging, begging, 
pleading with everybody for justice to prevail in 
the country, that equality be maintained, that 
every man of every State of the Union be allowed 
his rights under the Constitution equal with every 
other in the common territory, on the high seas, 
and wherever the jurisdiction of our Government 
extended; with all these feelings of kindness to- 
wards my fellow-men, more especially towards 
my peers, and with this strong desire to promote 
the welfare and happiness of our country, there 
are some—very few, Iam proud to say—that have 
said—I suppose none of them believe it—that even 
I, who have stood firmly by the right; who have 
urged the Constitution; who have pleaded for 
equality; who have begged that justice should be 
extended to every portion of our country, without 
reference to locality—there are some that, even 
under their oath, have charged treason upon me. 
When that charge came, when I found that a man, 
upon his affidavit, had charged treason upon me, 
I was willing to look over my whole life. I took 
a review of my whole career; I went back to my 
boyhood; 1 followed my actions through my pri- 
vate and official life, and I could find nothing in 
my consciencé that justified such a charge. 

Mr. BAKER. I hope the Senator will allow 
mea moment. Mr. President, I shall renew my 
motion to take a recess until half past seven 
o’clock. The Vice President assures me there is 
no such rule as the one suggested; and I feel ex- 
ceedingly uncomfortable on this subject. I think 
my colleague ought to be allowed to have his 
notes, and ought, as perhaps he will not have a 
chance to address the Senate again, to be allowed 
time. I feel very unpleasant personally about this 
matter. I have no other motive than that in the 
world; and if the rule be as the Vice President 
assures me it is and not as I am told on the other 
side, I hope the Senate will take a recess until 
half past seven o’ciock. We shall have a quorum 
then as well as now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object to it. 

Mr. BAKER. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

Mr.-RICE. Will the Senator from Oregon 
permit me toask him whether it is parliamentary 
thus to introduce the name and opinion of the 
Vice President, and to add the weight of that 
distinguished officer’s authority in the decision 
of this question? 

Mr. BAKER. It is not right, you say? Well, 
if itis not, I takeit all back. That is all I can do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CLARK in 
the chair.) It is moved by the Senator from Ore- 
gon that the Senate take a recess until half past 
seven o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object; and I understand 
one objection is sufficient to prevent its consider- 
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands there is no such rule; that one objec- 
tion will not prevent its consideration. The Chair 
thinks the Senate can take a recess upon motion. 

Mr. FITCH. If there is no such rule, the Sen- 


ator from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] and my col- 


I hope the Senate will not get tired; for Tam. 


league, who fora long time was P 
of this body; were very: much ‘mis 
time since, myself beine inthe eh 
a recess could not be ta j; 
consent, and the Senator ‘ft 
orated the statement) and an obj 
of course it was notput. ee ee 
Mr. HUNTER: Thereis no rule’ 
récess. -A motion to take a recess is: 
to the rule; but, to take it in‘another way, n 
olution or motion can “beoffered and’ act 
upon the same day, if there is a’single’ objection: 
This is certainly a motion; and being objeviedto, 
it cannot be acted dn on the same‘day it is made. 
Mr. GREEN. “Theré-is no motion, 
the rule. opie ne : 
Mr. HUNTER. Tt cannot be acted ohif there 
is a single objection, (© G6 DY saii 
Mr. FESSENDEN. | ‘It is'a motion, ‘atid’ can- 
not be acted on if any Senator objects to it. . 
Mr. GREEN. Any person can move to adjourn 
to a special hour or take a recess. 4 Oni os 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ún 
derstands that one objection would carry a reso- 
lution over, but understands this is a motion that 
would not be carried over by a single objection: 


ei 


Mr. FESSENDEN: The same rule’ exact! 
that applies to resolutions ‘applies:to motions 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Che 
does not so understand it. OE Some eS 
Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘It cannot be put in any 
other shape.. ae al eh be. N 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will 
put the question of the motion of the Senator from 
regon, unless an appeal -is taken from thé’ 
cision of the Chair. ° * ae 
Mr. FESSENDEN,. It makes no differéiice 
about taking an appeal from the decision. Iwill 
ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. =° =” 
‘Mr. GREEN. Oh, now o 0o 55 SEa i 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, I will. I'want Ser- ` 
ators to keep to their engagements. ` Se 
The yeas and nays were ordered. af [eis 
Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator chooses 
to make his speech on some other matter, and will 
let us take a vote on this bill, I suppose we could 
come to some understanding on that point." 
Mr. GREEN. 1 must make one ‘remark: in 
reply. ‘The Senator from Maine says he wants 
Senators to keep their engagements.’ I want him 
distinctly to understand that I made ‘no engage- 
ment, by implication or otherwise; and he shall 
not throw any imputation. of ‘that sort upon me. 
‘Mr. FESSENDEN:- I did not speak of the 
gentleman, particularly; but I spoke:of that‘side 
of the House. We adjourned in that situation, 
and I take it out of their own mouths.: They-so 
understood it, as they have testified on this floor. 
. Mr. GREEN. - The Senator cannot throwany 
imputation on me. - pet Ay 
Mr. FITCH. [ wish to correct the Senator 
from Maine. There was no understanding. The 
Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. Dootirrim] and 
the Senator from. Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bréier;} 
both in favor of the bill, agreed- to a bargain: be- 
tween themselves; and I then being the occupant of 
the chair, interrupted the debate, and stated that 
it was a bargain or understanding which could 
not be the subject of a motion or a:vote. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. That is true; it cafiot — 


| be the subject ofa vote; but there was an under- 


standing. npeki 
Mr. FITCH. That was the last reference made 
to the subject. : POR eri 
Mr. BRAGG. The Senate adjourned imme- 
diately afterward. | í e 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Does-it appear on-the 
record? : : f a 
Mr. FITCH. Yes, sir} here itis: | 
“The Presipine Orricer... That.cannot be the subject 
of any motion or vote by the Senate.’ The question is on 
the motion-that the Senate adjourn.”” , 
And that motion was put; and the Senate ad- 
journed. : a ae 
Mr. FESSENDEN. That, in my judgment, 
amounts to nothing.” peat 
Mr. FITCH. It shows there was-no under- 
standing. 7 $ 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Itshowsno such thing. 
Of course it was not made asa motion; but it was 


addressed to the other sides and what. the Chair 


said on” the subject, although he stated correctly 
that it could not be the subject of a motion, had 
nothing to do. with thé understanding eae 
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Mr.BAKER. As tothis question whether there 
was or was not an agreement, I think there was an 
understanding, and it ought to be carried out; and 
that-means, we shall take the vote on this Dill 
to-night. It means nothing more. If we should 
take a recess, there will be no difficulty in having 
a quorum hereafter the Senator from Oregon has 
conclyded his remarks; and although it may give 
gentlemen.a.little- trouble to come here when they 
would not do it otherwise,I do not think itis very 
much. for nie:to ask, as a matter of courtesy, and 
under very peculiar circumstances; nor do I think, 
to-morrow morning any Senator will feel that the 
interest of the country has been hazarded by tak- 
ing a litdé extra iroubl t 

entleman who is not going to be here verylong. 
fr that Senator would certainly have another op- 
ortunity to say what he desires, I would not vio- 
ate the wishes of my friends here. As it is, 1 
thinkwe shall find that no man or any public 
body loses anything by paying some respect to 
the common courtesies. of deliberative bodies. 

Mr. LATHAM, Mr. President. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope the Senator will allow 
me a word. 

Mr. LATHAM. I want to say a word, be- 
cause magng pars fui, so far as this question was 
concerned, I understood distinctly, as the record 
will show, that we were to dispose of this bill to- 
day. I madea speech against the adjournment 
yesterday. I wanted to sit it out then. I think 
neither the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Fireu,] 
nor his colleague, [Mr. Brigur,] nor the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Grexn,] were in their scats 
when that understanding washad. We had barely 
aquorum present. It was with the utmost dith- 
culty, whenever a division was called, that we 
could get enough. Senators to constitute a quorum 
to carry on the business. I wanted togo on and 
dispose of the bill last night; but then a sugges- 
tion was made—lI do not recollect by whom—that 
we should finish. this ‘bill to-day, and nobody 
objected to it.. I afterwards, with that under- 
standing, voted for an adjournment, after having 
previously stated that I would not vote for an 
adjournment unless it was distinctly understood 
that we should either finish the bill yesterday or 
to-day. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GREEN. As a personal matter, I wish 
to make an explanation. 

Mr. BIGLER., Thatis just what I want to do. 

Mr. GREEN. I made that statement when I 
made my motion; and the Senate voted it down; 
but when we subsequently adjourned, there was 
no such understanding. ` 

Mr. GRIMES. Irise to a point of order. 


Mr.BIGLER. Ihave repeatedly tried to obtain, 


the floor; because I initiated this proceeding, and 
I want to explain. 1 am sure the Senator from 
Oregon knows that I am incapable of a want of 
courtesy to him; but: I wilt state just what oc- 
curred. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bay- 
ARD] came to me about four o’clock, and said it 
was absolutely necessary for him to leave the 
Chamber; that he could not stay to vote finally on 
the bill; and he was anxious that some arrange- 
ment should be made by which the bill should not 
be pressed to a final vote yesterday, but would 
agree that it should be voted on to-day. Passing 
around among Senators on both sides, I stated 
what the Senator from Delaware had said; and 
then I took the floor and made the statement which 
I will read: 

“I do not rise to offer an amendment, but I desire to 

make a general statement in reference to the progress of 
this bill; and, so far as I understood Senators, I think it 
will be agreed to. We have now pursued it diligently for 
sume days, and we must dispose of it ina shorttime. I sug- 
gest that, by common consent, it be understood that we 
shall vote on this bill finally to-morrow. There are one or 
two Senators here who are under pressing engagements to 
leave the Chamber in a few minutes—engageiments that I 
feel required to consider—and it is important to them to 
know that no attempt will be made to press the bill to a 
final vote this evening; but there seems to be universal 
consent that the vote shall be taken to-morrow. Is there 
any objection ?” 
_ I heard not an objection anywhere. At that 
instant the Senator from Indiana, (Mr. Frren,]} 
being in the chair, said that that could not be made 
the subject of avote. That is what occurred. 
There was not a word said against it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say a single 
word, When the motion for an adjournment was 
made by Mr. Hunver, that there might be no 


e to extend a courtesy to.a | 


| adjournment; ‘otherwise, we, who were in a ma- 


| my hands of the responsibility. 


1 


misunderstanding, I appealed. to that side of the 
Senate again to. know whether that was the un- 
derstanding. No one said that it was not. Mr. 
Brewer affirmed that it was. I then stated that, 
with that understanding, I would consent to an 


jority, would have voted down the adjournment. 
‘There was an adjournment with that understand- 
ing. It is true that the Chair remarked it could 
not be the subject of a motion; nor can it; for we 
have no previous question in the Senate, and can- 
notcut off debate. I asked that question while a 
motion was pending that we should adjourn; and 
the vote which was given on the motion to adjourn 
was upon the understanding as stated by the Sen- 
ator from California, [Mr. Larnam.] Such, cer- 
tainly was my understanding, and such the un- 
derstanding on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. GREEN. The motion made by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon does not involve any of this 
debate. -I am willing that the final vote shall be 
taken to-night; but the question now before the 
Senate is on the recess, and does not involve this 
matter. ` 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. ' Is it not a question of a 


quorum? 
Mr. GREEN. I think not. 
Mr. RICE. I will be here. 


Mr. GREEN. I think we shall all be here 
All those who attend to their duties will be here; 
and those who are not here will be responsible to 
their constituents. 

Mr. BAKER. I shall feel, Mr. President, that 
the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, 
whom I am endeavoring to assist, would not be 
treating me with kindness if they did not. come 
back and form a quorum. : 

Mr. GREEN. We will come back. 

Mr. BAKER. If the motion is agreed to, 
and we take a recess, I am sure they will come 
back. 

Mr. LATHAM. I think if we do not take a 
recess, and the discussion continues, that we shall 
find ourselves, when we come to the final vote, 
without a quorum, and then we shali be compelled 
to adjourn. I hope the Senate will sit here, if 
necessary, until to-morrow, in order to finish this 
bill, although I am in favor of a recess for a short 
time. 

Mr. BIGLER. T have no objection to a recess, 
if it is understood that Senators on the other side 
will come back. 

Mr. GREEN. I will come back. 

Mr. LATHAM. We will all come back. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object entirely. Lask, 
respectfully, of the friends of this bill, that they 
will carry out the engagement into which they 
entered, notwithstanding that the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Baxer] chooses to imagine that it 
is not courteous. I believe I have been here some 
eight years, and I am not aware that I have ever 
been accused of a want of courtesy and. proper 
treatment of Senators on both sides of the Cham- 
ber, or refusing anything that ought to be granted. 
But, sir, we had a distinct understanding and 
agreement that this bill should be closed to-night; 
and we believe if we attempt to have a recess now, 
it will not be closed to-night. That is my objec- 
tion. I believe the majority of us on this side of 
the Chamber are ourselves sufficient judges, each 
for himself, of the degree of courtesy which it is 
necessary for him to exercise, from his experience 
in this Chamber, of what is granted. 

Now, sir, that is talked about as if it were a 
new practice. Over and over and over again, have 
I and other gentlemen been compelled to go on at 
a very much carlier day in the session, in order 
to pass a bill, without any consideration of this 
kind, for a very geod reason: because it was ne- 
cessary to get through with it. I tell you, if you 
mean to close the business of this session, you 
must get through this bill to-night, and we must 
sit up to do it. If you do not mean to close it, 
very well; you can adjourn, or have a recess, or 
anything else. 1 have done my duty, and wash 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon, that 
the Senate take a recess until half past seven 
o’clock. 

Mr. BAKER. I will say eight o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, What do Iun- 
derstand to be the motion of the Senator? 


i upon the Government. 


Mr. BAKER. Until eight o'clock. [** Oh, |] 


no] I have no choice as to the hour. Let it 
stand at half past seven. 

Mr. HUNTER. Until halfpast seven will only 
give us one hour. Itis now half past six 

Mr. GREEN. That is long enough. 

Mr. HUNTER. Oh, no; it is not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon, 
that the Senate take a recess until half past seven 
o'clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest eight o'clock. 
Until half past seven would only give us an hour, 
and we could not go home and come back in that 
time. 

Mr. RICE. Iam in favor of the motion; but 
I cannot vote for it unless by the consent of the 
other side of the chamber. 

Mr BIGLER. Well, I will not vote for it, 
either. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to say one word. 
There was a fair understanding yesterday, in my 
opinion, that we would take the vote to-day.. I 
am against the bill, but I am for carrying out the 
understanding; and I think the best way is to 
take no recess, but sit here until this bill is either 
defeated or passed. That is my conviction, from 
experience here. 

The question peing taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 28; as follows 


YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bragg, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Latham, Nicholson, Pearce, and 
Powell—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Ilarlan, Jobnson of Arkansas, 
Kennedy, King, Morrill, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28, 


So the Senate refused to take a recess. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. LANE. [will go on with the remarks 
that I have made up my mind to make, though I 
have not now the arrangement that I have pre- 
pared. I had to sendto my room for my papers; 
and instead of their coming up in order as I had 
arranged them, they are all confused. I have not 
now the arrangement as complete as I had; but 
as it is the pleasure of the Senate that I shall speak 
now, I hope they will not tire. I shall proceed 
to give my views upon matters that I had arranged 
in my mind, and that I had arranged upon papers, 
not only upon the question of the tariff, but upon 
all other questions, I had prepared to give my 
views fully upon-the question of secession. . 

Sir, I believe in the right of secession. I be- 
lieve if that right had been conceded; if it had 
been acknowledged; if it had been provided, if 
you please, in the Constitution, that, whenever 
the powers of this Government should be sub- 
verted, or used to the oppression of the States, 
they having the right to judge, they should be 
permitted to withdraw from this Union, there 
would to-day have been no disunion, If that had 
been the understanding by all the people of this 
country, then the cause of secession never would 
have been perpetrated. The northern section of 
ourcountry would have been careful. They would 
not have violated the rights of the States. They 
would not have subverted the powers conferred 
They never would have 
refused justice to all the States; and to-day we 
should have had a happy and prosperous people, 

But, sir, thereisalarge party in this country, em- 
bracing almost the entire northern portion of the 
country, who hold that this is one great consoli- 
dated Government—a national Government; that 
all power is in this Government, and that who- 
ever has control of it can use it to the oppression 
of those whom they choose to oppress; that they 
can administer justice to one portion, and refuse 
equality to another, and nobody has the right to 
complain, I have different opinions of our Gov- 
ernment. Our Government, as I understand it, 
and as I have said before on this floor, is a Gov- 
ernment created by the States. The States made 
this Government for their use, for their protec- 
tion, for the promotion of their happiness, for 
their security, for the protection of all interests; 
and while this Government, this agent created by 
the States, shall be used for the legitimate pur- 
poses for which it was created, then, sir, we shall 
have a happy country. But-—— 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator from Oregon 
yield to me a moment? 


Mr. LANE. Yes, sir; I am willing to yield; 
for I intend to talk here all night, unless the Sen- 
ate shall choose sooner to adjourn; and I do not 
care how many interruptions may be madle. Ido 
not care whether the Senate adjourn or not. I 
am going to talk till I get through. 

Mr. WILSON. I want to make a suggestion 
to the Senator from Oregon. 1 think, from the 
course of his remarks, that he is speaking on the 
general question of political affairs more than 
upon the question of the tariff. Now, I desire to 
make this suggestion to him: whether we could 
not take a vote on the tariff question to-night, and 
agree to hold an evening session to-morrow. We 
could take up the question of the President’s mes- 
sage to-morrow evening, and he can make his 
speech upon it, and give some of the rest of us, 
who desire to do so, an opportunity to make 
speeches on that occasion. 

Mr. LANE. Iam talking now of the state of 
the Union generally, and the finances in particu- 


lar. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the Sen- 
ator from Oregon allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. LANE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. J do not like 
the way in which the Senator says ‘Oh, cer- 
tainly.”? I am sure the Senator from Oregon 
would not say an unkind thing to me. 

Mr. LANE, I certainly never would do so, 
intentionally, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then, sir, I 
wish to make this remark: I adhere of course to 
agreements that are made here. Every one else 
does so upon this side, and I have no complaint 
to make on that point of the other side. A ques- 
tion was made here about an adjournment and a 
recess, against both of which I chose to vote, in 
deference to that agreement. I had no idea that 
the Senator from Oregon really intended to make 
a speech except upon the tariff. I voted against 
both of these motions, although { am sincerely his 
friend; one who admires him; one who believes 
that he is a man living north of Mason & Dix- 
on’s line who pursues no other than a patriotic 
course, from patriotic motives. That has been 
my feeling. I find, however, that he desires to 
speak on a subject which connects itself with the 
business that was under consideration here a few 
days since, and it is in this light that I desire to 
make a suggestion to the Senate. It seems to me, 
the Senator certainly must be under the impres- 
sion that the floor is held from him on a subject 
in which he feels somewhat personally affected, 
ifnotaggrieved; that he is being kept from a hear- 
ing on that subject; and, in the exercise of his 
senatorial right~-to speak upon any bill—he 
chooses to make his remarks on the present bill, 
in order to place himself right before the country. 
Am I wrong, or not? If this is so, and I think 
he has indicated to us that that is the motive 
which influences him, I think that other agree- 
ments here should be waived in order to reach a 
point like that. I am sure neither side of the Sen- 
ate would for one instant deny him the chance of 
having a full opportunity of speaking on that 
subject, 

It seems to me, this whole difficulty can be 
accommodated; and, therefore, I wish to make a 
further suggestion. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Wirson,] who, in our intercourse 
here and upon the Committee on Military Affairs, 
in which I have been serving with him, I have 
never known to do an illiberal act, has probably 
never thought of the obstructions which he had 
placed in the way of the Senator from Oregon, 
who felt himself entitled to a hearing, but could 
not get it, owing to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts deferring his remarks on the consideration 
of those bills. [have thought, therefore, it would 
be as well for me to suggest now to the Senator 
from Massachusetts to give the floor to the Sen- 
ator from Oregon at the time it is appointed to 
take up the President’s message, and that the 
‘Senator from Oregon will suffer us to go on and 
dispose of this bill, in accordance with the agree- 
ment that it should be disposed of to-night. The 
Senator from Massachusetts can obtain the floor 
‘hereafter on that subject. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator says there was an 
agreement. ‘There never was one. 

Mr. WILSON. I will merely say—andI say 
it in all sincerity—that I have not yielded the 


i floor to him. 


floor, and not moved the postponement of the 
consideration of that question upon which I had 
the floor, in order to keep the Senator from Ore- 
gon from speaking. I have been forced to do it 
contrary tomy own wishes—for I wanted tospeak 
upon the subject—by the pressure of business, and 
by the universal wish of my friends here. I have 
the floor for to-morrow, at one o’clock; but I 
know I cannot proceed with my speech at. that 
time without going contrary to the wishes ofevery 
man on my side of the Chamber. They say we 
must attend to this important business. My prop- 
osition was this: that the Senator from Oregon, 
who is now making a speech on the general poli- 
tics of the country, shall allow us to come to a 
vote upon this tariff bill; and that, by common 
consent, the Senate to-morrow take a recess—say 
until seven o’clock—and let the Senator come here 
and have the floor first. I will not take the floor 
from him. I will call up the question of the Pres- 
ident’s message, and let him take the floor, and 
I will go on after him, if I can do so. 

Mr. GREEN. If it is understood the Senator 
can go on at one o’clock, I will agree to it; not 
otherwise. 

Mr. WILSON. There is an important bill— 
the miscellaneous appropriation bill—fixed for to- 
morrow at one o’clock; and I know the Senator 
from Maine will press its consideration; but, so 
far as I am concerned, I will yield the floor at 
one o’clock. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
I expected from the Senator from Massachusetts 
exactly as liberal a declaration as his last words 
imply; and I have.no question, when the matter 
is put to each Senator on the other side, that there 
will be conceded to any member on this floor a 
full right to have a hearing. I know how it has 
been with the Senator from Oregon; and I know 
how it has been with others on my own side; for, 
as the matter now stands, there is a good deal of 
division, not only here, but on the other side; but 
still every one is, willing that debate shall have 
free course and a fair show. It will not be denied 
by any one, that the Senator from Massachusetts 
has held the floor, and has held it in a way that 
the Senator from Oregon thought was oppressive 
upon him. He considered that it should have 
been conceded to him in the first place; not that 
1 would imply that the person who occupied the 
Chair (for ldo not know who it was) intended 
anything of the sort; but it has so happened. 

he Senator from Massachusetts has of course 
steadily conceded to his side, to the oppression of 
a member on this side of the Chamber, and it has 
been with much modesty that I have made the 
suggestion on this subject. I think the Senator 
should have a hearing. As to deferring it until 
seven o’clock, why, of course, you had just as 
well take itnow. Under these circumstances, I 
suggest to the Senate itself, that there should be 
a fair hearing on this subject. I am perfectly 
willing to give it. Iam satisfied that the Senator 
to whomthe Senatorfrom Oregon intends to reply, 
would not object to giving it himself. I believe 
he would. T think, as that discussion has been 
upon a higher question than one of dollars and 
cents—the question of the tariff—it certainly would 
not be intended to deny the Senator a fair hearing 
upon it in any respect; and then the tariff bill can 
be passed to-night, if the Senate will show that 
just liberality which it has hitherto shown to 
every Senator. 

Mr. WILSON I say to the Senator from Ark- 
ansas that, until a day or twoago, when I moved 
to put off the question of the President’s message 
until yesterday—and then I proposed to put the 
question over until Thursday—I had no idea that 
the Senator from Oregon had any feeling that I 
was kecping him from the floor. I say, sir, in 
the utmost sincerity, that I had no intention todo 
so, and no disposition to act with discourtesy or 
unkindness towards any Senator. 

Now, sir, a single word further. My proposi- 
tion was this: that we go on with the tariff bill 
to-night; vote upon it, and have an evening ses- 
sion to-morrow night. The Senator, if he desires 
it, will then have time to get his notes, and to 
arrange everything to suit himself. Let us go on 
and vote upon this tariff bill to-night; and to- 
morrow, at one o’clock, so far as lam concerned 
—I-cannot govern the Senate—I will-yield the 
Then I should like, if the Senate 
would gratify me in that particular, to have an 
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evening session to-morrow at seven o’clo¢!] 
as to give myself, and: onè or two others 
desire to speak, an opportunity to dos 
anybody should chodsé’ to come: to. hear 
speeches, very well. 9) SeT ga To acie Soe 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas 
the Senator from Oregon that I:do 
thing could be fairer than that: © > 
r. LANE. I did not hear the pr 
T was talking to a gentleman at the timè. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: Thopethé Sén- 
ator from Massachusetts will explain it agains) 
. Mr. WILSON. What I say is this: Fcannot 
bind the Senate to take'up the question ‘to-mor- 
row at one o’clock,on which T had the floors-but 
I will say to-the Senator from Oregon'that, so far 
as fam concerned, I will yield ‘the foor to him 
first, and will consent to follow himi: Ifthe Sen- 
ate choose to let him have the floor.to-morrow at 
one o’clock, very well. All I ask’is, that if they 
do so, they will agree to-have ari evening session 
and give me the privilege of speakirig in the even- 


ing. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
will be accepted. pe a ia 

Mr. POWELL. I wish to say one word upon 
this matter of agreement. I wasn the Senate 
Chamber when the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
the Senator from Wisconsin, and others, spoke of 
the agreement to take a vote on the tariff to-day. 
I was no party to that agreement, stated dis- 
tinctly in my seat, so that those who sat near me 
could hear, and addressed: myself particularly to 
the Senator from Missouri, [Mr Green, ] that‘I 
would not-make‘any such agreement: Tdi ad- 
dress the Chair to make ‘that statement; but ‘I 
stated it distinctly to the Senator from Missouri; 
and in reply to me,he said he would not. I make 
this statement in order that the Senate may: know 
that I could not bea party toan agreement which 
I made, and then refuse to abide by it; and I will 
say now, once for all, to the Senate, that I'do not 
consider ¥ am bound by any agreement or under- 
standing that may be entered into here, unless I 
rise and express my approbation of it; Iwill not 
allow other Senators to make agreements for mé; 
but I shall always, when I make agreements, ex- 
pressly state the fact; and when I make them, I 
will abide by them. mae 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the Sen- 
ator hereafter, when he hears an agreement, will 
get up and object to it, if he does not agree to it. 
Silence mee 


I ‘hope that 


‘ives consent. 2 ; vets 

Mr. EEN. No; it does not. You have 
no right to make it. E tag ie : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
take-in, and no gain by making it. 

Mr. POWELL. I will say to my friend from 
Arkansas, that I said I did not. agree to it inmy 
seat, without addressing the Chair. “I didnot 
know what the custom was. It is the first time 
Lever heard an agreement discussed in the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Ithas been the 
uniform practice to make such agreements. 

Mr. POWELL. To prevent mistakes here- 
after, I wish to state to the Senate that unless I 
expressly approve of an agreement, they néeed not 
consider me as bound by it. ; 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, Lam sure there 


: Then- itis ia 


i can be no gentleman in this-world by nature more 


kind than myself, nor one that feels more grate- 
ful for kindness when properly offered. Now, 


li the Senator from Massachusetts may not have 


known that I very much desired to get:the floor 
for some time past. I did not tell him that I did- 
I am sure everybody will say that by nature Tam 
modest; but I felt that, at the time he gotthe floor, 
I ought to have had it. Without saying.a word 
on the subject, I have waited for.an opportunity 


| to address the Senate; and I-was reminded a little 


while ago, that I had not very many days here. 
I concluded this was the dast opportunity I should 
have to address the Senate. Sir, while I love my 
friends and appreciate kindness from them, and 
will always give itin return; no man hates. his 
enemies so much, or cares as little about them, as 
Ido. I thank God that no living man shall ask 
anything honorable of me without. always being 
certain to get it. ; a Shee 
But, without saying anything on that subject, 
I will say.that I am very willing to the arrange- 
ment the Senator from Massachusetts proposes, 
with a hope that ishall be allowed to speak’to- 
morrow I do not want to lie under the feeling 
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that I have had for a.number of. days. It is not 
proper that the Senate.should.require me to do it. 
Į can say what I have. to say now with a better 
feeling and in better temper.than.] can. two or 
three. days after-this, and Lhope. I shall have the 
privilege of saying it. If.this is the agreement, 
Wf itis certain that I.can, have-the floor to-mor- 
row, then L will say-all I have to say, as-I before 
remarked, having been notified that I have not 
many. days to stay, andit will be, perhaps, the 
last time that I shall address the. Senate; but that 
matters not. -Ihave been in Congress now ten 
ears without losing one half hour from my seat. 
‘or. ten ‘sessions I have not been absent from my 
duty. one-half hour. Rarely have I lost a vote on 
any important.question, nor have I ever failed to 
discharge my duty; and I intend, for the short 
time Ihave to stay here, to continue to perform 
my duty;:and then, sir, I shall be the happiest 
man in this world when I leave here, because I 
can say, before high Heaven, on my conscience, 
that I have faithfully and honestly discharged my 
duty.to the State inwhich I live and to the whole 
country, with a desire as strong as ever beat in 
the heart of man to promote the interests of every 
portion of the country. I thank God that,in my 
feeling, I have no affection for one locality over 
another. This is.my country—the whole of it; 
and while I live, I shall be true to every inch of 
it. ‘I shall stand upon the Constitution made by 
our fathers; I shall be just to every portion of the 
country; and no power on earth can turn me one 
inch to the right or the left. No office on earth, 
or no wealth on earth, could move me one inch 
from that-which I believe to be my. duty. 

But there ig no reason why I should go on in 
this strain, I only desire to say, I thank the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts with all my heart; and 
if it is agreeable to all that I shall have an oppor- 
tunity to-morrow, atone o’clock, at three o’clock, 
or at: five o’clock, any time that may be agreed 
upon, to say what I desire to say, it will be per- 
haps the last favor that I shall ever ask on this 
-floor; and I will agree. to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope that will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to make a personal ex- 
lanation. Jam very sorry to have to detain the 
enateamoment, I observe my colleague repeats 

once or twice aremark which I very unfortunately 
and inadvertently made, if it pains anybody. £ 
was a little provoked at what I believed to be a 
want of courtesy towards me by some of my 
friends, and it appears that I have made aremark 
which I should very deeply regret, if it gave any- 
body pain. 

It seems I said the Senator from Oregon would 
not be here very long. I merely meant to say by 
that—and I hope every gentleman will believe me 
incapable of intending anything else—that that 
being. so, it was an additional reason why we 
ought to extend a courtesy to him, which it might 
not be go proper to extend to gentlemen in other 
circumstances. Although I have opposed the 
Senator, and perhaps shall till I die; although 
there are a great many things in which I differ 
from him; although my personal relations are not 
friendly with him, yet no man who knows me 
well would believe I could be capable of saying a 
word in this way to give even an enemy pain, or 
to make a remark which, I think, if I had made 
it for such a purpose, would have been not only 
unkind, but ungentlemanly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Oregon, as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I offer an amendment to the 
amendment, to insertat the end of it the following: 

That the first section of the act approved March 3, 1857, 
entitled “An actreducing the duty on imports, and for other 
purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
read as follows: 

Upon the articles enumerated in schedules A and B, of 
the tariff actof 1846, a duty of 40 per centum; and upon 
tbose enumerated in schedule C,33 per centum ; in sched- 
ule D, 25 per centum; in schedule E, 20 per centum ; in 
schedule F, 15 per centum; in schedule G, 10 percentum; 
and in schedule I, 5 per centum; with such exceptions as 
are hereinafter made: and all articles soimported as afore- 
said, and not enumerated in the said schedules, nor in 
schedule I, shall pay a duty of 20 per centum: Provided, 
That sugars, sirups, and molasses, shall be transferred to 
schedule E of said act: And provided further, That this 


ace take effect ftom and after the ist day of April, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in 


thechair.) The first question will be on the amend- 
ment.of the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
amendment.of the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now will be‘on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon. : . 

Mr. POWELL called for the 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. Before taking the question, 
I merely wish to announce, at the request of my 
colleague, that he has paired off with the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen.}. I am also 
requested to announce that Mr. Bricur has been 
called home by the sickness of one of his chil- 

ren. 

Mr. BIGLER. State how they would vote. 

Mr. HUNTER. My colleague, of course, 
would vote against the bill, and for this amend- 
ment. Mr. Critrenpen would vote otherwise. 
Mr. Brieur would vote against this bill, and for 
the amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS... I wish to say that the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. Drxon] paired off, 
before going home on account of sickness in his 
family, with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Kewnepy.] 

The question being takenon Mr. Lane ’samend- 
ment by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 13, nays 
25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Douglas, Green, Hunter, John- 
son of Arkansas, Jobnson of ‘Tennessee, Lane, Latham, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Powell, Rice, and Sebastian—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingbam, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—25. ` 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further 
amendment be proposed, the question is, ‘* Shall 
the amendments be engrossed, and the bill be read 
a third time?” 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time; and the ques- 
tion being on its passage, 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, I have made 
up my mind to vote for this bill; but as I shall 
vote for it for reasons quite different from those 
which have been assigned to members from that 
section of the country to which I belong, I must 
be indulged for a very few moments in giving my 
reasons tor the vote | shall give. 

It has been urged, Mr, President, especially by 
anumber of gentlemen from the West and North- 
west, that this is a bill to impose very heavy bur- 
dens upon their section of the country, and that 
it is for the advantage of New England and the 
eastern States. Ido not so view it. So far as 
the State of Connecticut is concerned, I think I 
speak the views of the people of that State when 
I say that their interests would be more advanced 
by having the present law continue, than to have 
this billenacted in its place. Lagree entirely with 
the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Wiison,] 
who asserted the same in regard to the State of 
Massachusetts. I do not believe that this bill is 
to be beneficial to the people of Connecticut to the 
same extent as the tariff now existing, passed in 

1857. There are various reasons for it, which I 
will not go into. It has been alleged, also, that 
the principal articles which this bill protects are 
those of castern manufacture, and so, of course, 
it will be beneficial to the eastern States; and that 
the West derived little or no advantage from it, 
there being but one or two, or, at all events, ver 
few articles in the bill on which a duty is levied, 
which will be beneficial to the western States. 

Now, Mr. President, 1 must be permitted to 
say that I believe this bill is more beneficial to 
the West than it is to the East; far more advan- 
tageous to the agricultural interest of this coun- 
try than any other interest. This is my convic- 
tign. Gentlemen from that section of the country 
may understand this matter much better than I, 
but inasmuch as they proffer their advice and give 
their opinions in regard to the effect which it has 
on my section, they must not be surprised if I 
also proffer mine in regard to the effect which it 
may have on their section. l 

Mr. President, New England has been charged | 
over and over again with great selfishness in this 


yeas and nays; 


matter of tariffs, It has been said that we are ex- 
ceedingly. covetous, greedy of gain, desirous of 
having ourselves protected at the expense of other 
sections of the country; and this has been suid 
so often that I suppose a great portion of the 
country believe it; but it isnot true. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. ‘Will the Sena- 
tor allow me to make a single suggestion ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I have no doubt 
that it has escaped the attention of the Senator; 
but I will state to him what I see to be the feel- 
ing prevailing. The Senator is destroying the 
chance of action on this bill according to his own 
agreement, and that of his side. It was expected 
that there should be no general speeches, and 
debate has been restrained; but, instead of reach- 
ing a question now, I am afraid the Senator is 
embarking in a course of debate which must call 
for and receive a reply; and, if so, we shall not 
get through with the bill to-night. I trust the 
Senator will take another occasion for this. I 
make the suggestion out of no disrespect to him. 

Mr. FOSTER. I certainly do not presume 
any is intended, and I shall not occupy more 
than five or eight minutes. I say, Mr. President, 
the charge that New England is responsible for 
the tariff policy of the country isa mistake. New 
England was originally commercial, and her com- 
merce was ruined by national legislation. The 
tariffs of the country, the principal tariffs, were 
passed in the years 1824, 1828, 1842, and 1846. 
The tariff of 1824, in this body, was voted for by 
Maine, Vermont, Rhode Island, and Connecticut. 
Massachusetts. voted against it, and New Hamp- 
shire was divided. On the tariff of 1828, Con- 
necticut and.Vermont voted for it; New Hamp- 
shire and Maine voted against it; Rhode Island 
and Massachusetts were divided. On the tariff 
of 1842, Massachusetts, Vermont, and Rhode Isl- 
and voted for it; New Hampshire voted against 
it; Connecticut and Maine were divided. Ön the 
tariff of 1846, New Hampshire voted for it; Mas- 
sachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, and Ver- 
mont voted against it; and Maine was divided. 
These were the votes in this body. I have not 
the Journals of the House of Representatives be- 
fore me; but my recollection is, from an exam- 
ination made not long since, that the majority of 
the New England delegation in the other branch 
voted against each one of those tariffs; and those, 
I repeat, are the main tariffs that have been passed 
by the Congress of the United States, 

So much for the charge that New England has 
been so greedy and so selfish in respect to this 
tarif policy which has, in fact, been forced upon 
her. I shall vote for this bill, notwithstanding, 
and for the reason that the present system is 
notoriously quite insufficient to produce sufficient 
revenue to carry on the Government.. We have 
been running shamefully in debt for four years, 
in a time of profound peace and general prosper- 
ity. I, for one, am willing to vote for such a tariff 
as will raise money enough to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, however it may affect my section of the 
country. Weare bound to do that. Therefore 
Tam willing to change the system, but not for the 
profit of my State. In regard to the agricultural 
section of the country, who seem to think that 
they are doing us a favor in voting for this bill, 
I will say that they are doing us no other favor 
than that they are aiding us to carry on the Gov- 
ernment in which they have as much interest as 
we, no more, no less. So far, however, as the 
agricultural interest is concerned, £ say, and if 
there were time, I think I could establish the fact 
to the satisfaction of every man who would be 
satisfied with reasonable proof, that every farmer 
in the West feels the effect of this tariff, if it bea 
protective one, upon every bushel of corn, every 
bushel of wheat, every barrel of pork, every bar- 
rel of beef which he sells. If the manufacturers 
of the East, those whom this bill will set to work, 
if it do set any to work, were not thus employed; 
but if they went to the West and commenced 
raising corn and wheat, two things would imme- 
diately occur: first, that the demand for these arti- 
cles would be diminished; and next, the supply 
greatly increased. The consequent result would 


be 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will my friend allow me 


| to make a suggestion? The course of remark in 


which he is indulging has.a very natural tendency 


i to call on some of the gentlemen who represent 
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the western States to reply; and we cannot enter 
into a debate now, because it would be a viola- 
tion of the understanding which we have had with 
the other side of the Chamber: and I very much 
fear that my friend is producing such an impres- 
sion on our friends upon the other side that we 
may never have another arrangement again about 
taking the vote on any question. : 

Mr. FOSTER. Lam replying to remarks made 
by Senators from Michigan and from Iowa, and 
others who have spoken in regard to this sub- 
ject, and who have reflected, though of course not 
unkindly, on my section. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I appeal to my honorable 
friend to allow us to take a vote. 

Mr. POWELL. I hope the Senator from Con- 
necticut will be allowed to proceed with his re- 
marks: We have plenty of time. We have until 
daylight. 

Mr. LANE. It is not near midnight yet. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will say to my honora- 
ble friend from Connecticut, that Í took some part 
in bringing about what I supposed was an under- 
standing; and if, on our side of the question, we 
indulge in debate after the time has arrived for 
taking a vote, according to the understanding, 
that understanding may be regarded as being vio- 
lated. on our side; and therefore I appeal to my 
honorable friend to allow a vote to be taken. 

Mr. POWELL. I willassure the Senator from 
Wisconsin that we consider it no violation on this 
side. I hope the Senator may be permitted to 
proceed, and that every other gentleman will be 
allowed to assign his reasons, if he chooses to 


do so. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘Will my friend from Con- 
necticut permjt me to make one suggestion? I 
should like very much to have had fifteen minutes, 
but have forborne. I hope we shall take some 
other occasion to explain our votes, 

Mr. FOSTER. I said I would not exceed eight 
minutes, and counting the time which I have been 
interrupted, I will come within the eight minutes 
I have spoken of. 

‘Mr. BINGHAM. I think the gentleman has 
spoken over ten minutes now. 

Mr. FOSTER. I have watched the clock; the 
gentleman is mistaken, 

As it regards, Mr. President, the resources of 
the West, the agricultural products of the West, 
I will merely glance at the subject, The average 
depth of ici throueh the West is from twelve to 
eighteen inches, and that soil has a substratum 
of sand, gravel, and barren white and gray clays, 
in which there is no element, or scarcely an ele- 
ment,of vegetation. These plains, resting on 
gravel, cannot long retain a food-producing sur- 

. face. Thirty years ago, the average yicld of wheat 
in Ohio was thirty-three bushels to the acre; it is 
now cleven bushels. In Indiana and Hlinois, the 
ratio of decrease in wheat and corn is as great as 
in Ohio. The soil is losing its life-blood. 

American agriculture, Mr, President, is little 
more than the art of rapidly cxhausting the soil. 
Let us go on at the rate we are now going; let us 
devote ourselves toagriculture; let manufactures 

„and all other industrial pursuits alone, devoting 
ourselves. to the cultivation of the soil, as it is 
called, raising wheat and corn and selling them, 
and the day is not distant when the West, instead 


of being the garden of the world, will be a desert. | 


Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. WILKINSON. We 
will take care of that. 

Mr. FOSTER, Take an acre of land: and the 
soil, a foot deep over the whole surface, weighs 
about 3,500,000 pounds. An acre of land that 
produces 30 bushels of wheat, takes from the soil 


239 pounds of the ash of plants. The grain weighs | 


about 1,840 pounds, and the straw 4,600 pounds, 
An acre of the same land will produce 36,800 
pounds of beet roots, 9,200 pounds of beet-tops; 
and these take from the soil 520 pounds of the ash 
of plants. Now, take the land fit for culture in 
the western country, take the amount of wheat 
and corn and other products that are raised there, 
and it is as clear.as any problem in mathematics 
that that soil is rapidly tending to-exbaustion, 


and when exhausted, the character of the subsoil | 


generally forbids entirely any renewal of it. It 
will become, L repeat, a desert instead of a gar- 
den. Now, Lsay to western gentlemen, on this 


state of facts, that it is not expedient, it is not | 


economical, it is not wise, to insist that the agri- 
cultural interests cf the country alone are bur- 


i 


dened and not benefited by a tari which protects 
domestic industry. .The true interest of the agri- 
culturist is to create a market as near home as 
possible. The more remote the market, the less 
valuable are the returns to the producér; and the 
constant transportation abroad of vegetable prod- 
ucts must impoverish and finally exhaust the soil. 
If the farmers of the country understood their 
true interests, they would be clamorous for a pro- 


tective tariff, ° 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is “ Shall the bill pass?” ù 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 14; as follows: 


Y£AS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, and Wilson—25. K 

NAYS—Meesrs. Bragg, Clingman, Douglas, Green, Hun- 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, 
Latham, Nicholson, Pearce, Powell, Rice, aud Sebas- 
tian~—jl4. 


So the bill was passed. 
INUNDATIONS OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. WILSON. I want to make a motion ac- 
cording to the suggestion thrown out thisevening, 
in regard to to-morrow. I move that we have an 
evening session to-morrowevening. [‘‘Oh,no.*’] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object. 

Mr. WILSON. I propose a recess from ‘five 
to seven o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GREEN. Let it lie over. I object to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask’that a 
paper on the desk be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. It is in regard to the survey of the 
delta of the Mississippi. There is a vast deal of 
information in it with reference to all the systems 
of inundation. J ask that it may be printed; and 
that motion, I suppose, will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Secretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 13th instant, 
transmitting the report of Captain A. A. Hum- 
phreys, of the topographical engincers, upon the 
result of the surveys and investigations made 
under the actof Congress directing the topograpi- 
cal and hydrographical survey of the delta of the 
Mississippi river, with such investigations as 
might lead to a determination of the most practi- 
cable plan for securing it from inundation; which 
was ordered to lie on the table; and a motion by 
Mr. Jounson, of Arkansas, tó print the report, 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. WILSON. Now! hope, by common con- 
sent, the arrangement we talked of will be made; 
that is, to havea recess from five to seven o’clock, 
to-morrow evening. 

Mr. GREEN. If it is for the benefit of the 
Senator himself, I shall not object. Otherwise, 
I shall. 

Mr. WILSON. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. GREEN. I withdraw my objection, ifit 
is for the accommodation of the Senator himself. 
If it is to be madea rule, T insist on the objection. 

Mr. WILSON. Do it on my account, then. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to know’ pre- 
cisely the nature of the motion. Is it the under- 
standing that the proposed evening session is to 
be devoted to discussion, but that no votes are to 
be taken? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Lam satisfied with that 
understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved, 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, that the Sen- 
ate take a recess to-morrow, from five to seven 
o’clock, p. m. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. 
adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate j 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 20, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by. the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
UNITED STATES SHIPS, BTC. ane 
The SPEAKER stated the business first:in 


I move that the Senate do now į 


order to be the cons 
by Mr. STANTON iti ; i 
My. DAWES: I wish’ to subi 
the select committee ‘of ‘five ð 
special messáge: ` DTA tag 
Mr. BURNETT. Linsist òn th ; 
of business: 507 ce s < “i 
The SPEAKER: ‘The gentleman fom Mas- 
sachusetts is entitled to make ï 
a privileged matter. ° aa ae in 
r: DAWES. I am instructed: by the seleet 
committee of five to ‘make a report; and task 
that it be read, ordered to be printed; and retoni- 
mitted to the committee. Vee es ‘ 
The Clerk conimenced to read: the repor 
Mr. BURNETT, (interrupting) Lunderstodd 
that the, gentleman from Massachusetts: onby 
asked to have the réport printed, and récommitted 
to the committee. d Š D E Š 
Mr. DAWES: Iwant to have it-printed mthe 
Globe, so that all the members of the Housecan _ 
read it. ; eT ENT ae 
Mi: BURNETT. I have ndiobjection to that. 
Mr. DAWES. I want it printed in the Globe, 
and recommitted. : Ee aE aae 
Mr. BRANCH. I want itiutiderstood thatit 
the report is to be printed in the Globe'to-mor- 
row, L shall deem it my duty, as an “act of justice 
to a high officer of the Government, to’ ask-the 
House to permit me to: submit.a few ‘remarks, 
after the resolution is read, in order that they: may 
go with the report. “If the reading of the report 
be dispénsed with, and the report printed in’ the 


his repo 


Globe, I-shall submit my remarks now. 

Mr. HOW ARS; of Michigan. ‘Teuggest 'to-th 
gentleman from North Carolina, that perhaps ‘it 
would suit him better to submit his remarks when 
the matter is called up for action, ; 

Mr. BRANCH. i think the course suggested 
would not be just to the officer -whose conduct is 
‘condemned by this report. T think thet vhis“d 
fonse, so fir I propose to makea defense of him, 
should go forth with the report itself, particularly 
as I do not understand the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to be to printthe evi- 
dence, but only the report containing his com- 
ments‘on the evidence.’ If the whole evidence were 
to be printed with the report, I should not deei it 
necessary to submit-any retnarks at alh $=: 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I suggest that the 
several members of the select comimittee:have an 
opportunity, when the report is-callled for con- 
sideration, to enter what defense’ of that:officer’s 
conduct they may deem nécessary. SpE 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave noobjectionito th: 
I desire to have the report printed in the-Globe, 
because it could not be printed in the regular form, 
for the usc of members, till after the adjournment. 

Mr. BRANCH. I shall make: no objection, 
provided I have an opportunity to submit afew 
remarks now. eee Te 

Mr. DAWES. I shall not object to that, if 
report be read to. the House. 

r. HOWARD, of Michigan. I desire to 
make a remark, ii justice to my colleagues on 
the committee. ‘The labors of the committee have 
been very great. But for that, minority reports 
would have been submitted at this time. I there- 
fore hope that, by unanimous consent, they shall 
have an opportunity to address the House, which 
is all they desire, either now or when the report 
comes up for action. i EO aa 

Mr. BRANCH. I prefer to go on now; if the 
report is to be printed in to-morrow’s Globe. 

Mr. DAWES. It seems to me that, ifthe gén- 
teman from North Carolina makes his remarks 
now, the report ought to be: read, so that the ap- 

ropriateness of his remarks can be seen by the 
Touse. ae ane 

Mr. BRANCH. So far as Tami concerned, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts may pursue his 
own couse in regard tò reading or not reading 
the report. we i ; 

Mr: DAWES. T have no desire to have it read 
myself; but ifthe gentleman from North Carolina 
desires to make his remarks at this time, T-think 
ihe report. ought to be read. It will take but little 


the 


ume. ae 

Mr. BRANCH. I only desirethatmy remarks 
shall go out with ‘the report. mee 
' The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that, 


‘by common consent, thé report shall be read, and 
i} that the 


gentleman’ from’ North ‘Carolina’ shail 


then be at liberty to’make his remarks. - 
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- Mr. STANTON, Ido not see very well how 
one privileged report supersedes another in this 
Ayay. If we are to go into a discussion of this 
matter now, it will occupy the day.to the exclu- 
sion of the bill which I reported in regard to the 
militia, l ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. No one desires to reply to the 
gentleman from North Carolina. Fie onty wishes 
to put himself. right. ; 

Mr. SPINNER. Ttis understood that the re- 
port goes in the Globe, and that the gentleman’s 
remarks shall appear in the Globe at the same 
time. Ido‘not, therefore, see. any necessity for 
reading the report. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; but the gentleman from 
North Carolina feels called upon to animadvert 
on the report. 

Mr. SPINNER. The gentleman knows al- 
ready what the report is. ; 

Mr. DAWES. But if he proposes to animad- 
vert on the report before the House, I think we 
ought to have the report read. 

r. BRANCH. I do not ask for the reading 
of the report, or thatits reading shall be dispensed 
with. Iam willing thatthe gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts may pursue his own course in that 
respect, mt 

Mr..DAWES, “If the gentleman’s remarks 
are to go in the Globe without being delivered in 
the House, [have no objection. Butif he is to 
deliver remarks in the House animadverting on 
the report, I think the report should be read. It 
is short, and will not occupy much time. 

Mr. BRANCH. lt will be observed, Mr. 
Speaker, that the reason why Jask to submit my 
remarks orally is in consequeiice of the physical 
inability of my submitting minority reports in all 
the cases reported from this committee. This is 
the fourth report made, in each one of which I 
have been under the necessity of submitting mi- 
nority reports. There are two other reports to 
be made this week; and I think it must be obvi- 
ous to the Honse that it is physically impossible 
for me, without a total neglect of all the other 
public duties devolving on me, to prepare minority 
reports in each case Hence the committee agreed 
that they would not consider it improper in me, 
when the resolutions came before the Flousce, to 
submit what few remarks I might desire to make 
verbally, in order that the reporters might take 
them down, and thus save myself the time and 
trouble of writing them out. My remarks will 
not be long, and will be only, to a very limited 
extent, in comment on the report. They will be 
simply on the general features of the evidence as 
they rest on my mind, 

Mr. BOCOCK. Ihave no objection whatever 
to having the report of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts read. It seems to be duc to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, that he should have an 
opportunity to be heard in reply to it; but E wish 
to understand the course which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] proposes to take on his 
bill, before I can give any consent.to the prosecu- 
tion of the matter at this time. If, at the end of 
the morning hour, the bill of the gentleman from 
Ohio is to go over, and be voted on without fur- 
ther debate, then Í would object to having this 
matter taken up this morning.. If, however, the 
gentleman from Ohio will allow his bill to go over 
till to-morrow, then I have no objection. I wish 
to conform entirely to the convenience of the 
House, 

Mr. STANTON. My expectation was, that 
to-day should be occupied with the consideration 
and discussion of this bill, and then I wished to 
close the discussion. I think that is as liberal an 
allowance of discussion as could be expected, 

Mr. BOCOCK. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, 
whether, except by unanimous consent—and 1] 
doubt whether that can be obtained—the debate 
upon this bill can go on beyond the morning hour, 
because at the expiration of the morning hour the 
report of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cor- 
win,] from the committee of thirty-three, comes 
up as the regular order of business; and the bill 
of the other gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] 
goes over, as a matter of course. There will be 
this difficulty in extending its consideration for 
to-day, even if the majority of the House decide 
it; for some member must, in the first place, obtain 
the floor to move to postpone the special order; 
and when that special order shall have been post- 
poned, this bill will not come uv then in order, 
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for under your parliamentary rules the bill will 
have gone over until to-morrow. If time‘is to be 
taken up by this report at this time, for its read- 
ing and the remarks of tlie gentleman from North 
Carolinay I think there should be some under- 
standing that the bill of the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Stanton] shall not go over at the expira- 
tion of the morning hour. A 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill not press the reading of 
the report at this time. Let it-go in the Globe of 
to-morrow, and let the gentleman from North 
Carolina either submit his remarks to accompany 
the report now, or let him reserve them for the 
consideration of the report when it shall come up 
for consideration. 

Mr.STANTON. I cannot consent to the prop- 
osition that the gentleman from North Carolina 
shall submit his remarks now, unless he can give 
us some assurance of the time he is to occupy; 
for when he takes the floor, he will, of course, 
submit to interruptions, and so the whole morn- 
ing hour will be occupied. Unless we can have 
some such positive assurance, therefore, I must 
insist on the regular order of business. 

Mr. BRANCH. I never was able in my life 
to tell the length of time I should occupy in re- 
marks I proposed to make. I canassure the gen- 
tleman that they will not, on this occasion, be 
very extensive. I do not think they will exceed 
a very few minutes; but Ihave made no prepara- 
tion whatever, until within the last ten minutes; 
and it is impossible, therefore, to say the precise 
time I shall occupy. 

Mr. STANTON. I think that we had better 

o on with the regular order of business. 

Mr. BRANCH. J will say to the gentleman 
that I have no disposition to prevent the full and 
free discussion upon either of the two very im- 
portant bills which I believe itis intended to press 
to a vote to-day. The large amount of business, 
and the number of papers before the select com- 
mittee of which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is chairman, has rendered it impossible for 
me, with any convenience to myself, to prepare 
minority reports if each case. But if the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will withdraw his report 
for the present, and again submit it to-morrow, I 
will endeavor, in the mean time, to submit my 
views in writing; but whatever course is taken, I 
think, ın justice to the Secretary whose conduct 
is called in question, that my remarks should go 
forth to the country in connection with the report 
of the majority of the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I must make this proposition, 
then, which will accommodate the gentleman from 
North Carolina: let the report of the committee 
be published in the Globe; let the gentleman from 
North Carolina in the course of the day prepare 
his minority report, give it in to the Globe office 
to-night, and it will go forth to the country fol- 
lowing the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusctts and the House will perceive that the ob- 
ject Iam trying to accomplish is, that my views 
shall go out with the report of the majority of 
the committee. I,am not able to prepare my 
views in writing this morning; but if the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will withhold his report 
until to-morrow, I will endeavor, in the course of 
the day and night, to prepare my report. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the gentleman from 
Worth Carolina does not understand me. The 
suggestion I made was, that the report should 
now, without reading, be given to the reporters 
of the Globe. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina may then, in the course of the day and even- 
ing, at any time before ten o’clock to-night, 
morning, and accompany the report. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 have before stated that this 
committee have already made four reports. In 
two instances, Í have submitted minority reports 
in writing. Now, I will say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, in response to his sugges- 
Htion, that the two reports I have written have not 
been commenced until after nine o’clock at night. 
The laborious work of the day will not permit me 
to place in writing my views upon this report as 
soon as ten o’clock to-night. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, sir, I am very desirous 
of accommodating the gentleman from North Car- 
| olina; and if itis the understanding that this re- 


| port may beagain presented to-morrow morning, | 


prepare his report, and it will come ovt in the j 


and that it may go in the Globe, I will now with- 
draw it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion; and willconsider that to be the understanding. 
EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. SPINNER. I ask the consent of the 
House to report a bill for the purpose of having 
it printed. 

r. BOCOCK. Ido not desire to be discour- 
teous to any gentleman; but, under the circum- 
stances, I cannot yicld further, for any purpose 
whatever. 

Mr. SPINNER. It is a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York presents a privileged report 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia ison the floor upon a privileged report. 
One privileged report cannot supersede another 
in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The report cannot be re- 
ceived, if objection be made. 

Mr. SPINNER. I desire to submit the report, 
and haveit printed. I presume no one will object 
to that. j 

Mr. BOCOCK. I cannot yield the floor. If 
all the gentleman wants is to have his bill printed, 
I have no objection. ` 

Mr. SPINNER. I should like, also, to have 
it made the special order for some day. The bill 
is for the reorganization of the employés of the 
House, by which the Government will be saved 
an expense of $60,000 per annum. I would like 
to make it a special order for some day which 
may suit the convenience of the House. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I cannot yield the floor for 
that. The morning hour will run out, and we 
shall have no discussion upon the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sranrow.] 

MESSAGE. FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of the 
United States, by A. J. Grosssnenner, his Pri- 
vate Secretary, informing the House that he had 
approved and signed a joint resolution authoriz- 
ing the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
to revise and adjust theaccount of John Randolp 
Clay, United States minister to Peru; and an act 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1862. 

THE MILITIA——AGAIN, 

Mr. BOCOCK spoke for three quarters of an 
hour, without concluding his remarks. [His 
proch complete will be published in the Appen- 
dix. : 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 
pired; and it is the duty of the Chair to announce 
the special order on the resolutions of the com- 
mittee of thirty-three, on which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VaLianpicHam] is entitled to the 
floor When this business is resumed, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will be entitled to the floor 
for a quarter of an hour. 

Mr.STANTON. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio 
will permit me, I will move that the considcration 
of this bill be postponed till next Monday at one 
o’clock, and made the special order. 

Mr. WINSLOW, I object to any yielding the 
floor. If the gentleman yields at all, he must 
yield unconditionally. 

Mr. GROW, I de not think the gentleman 
from North Carolinaunderstood the motien of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON. My proposition is to have 
this bill go over until Monday. I do not like to 
have it running, from day to day, merely during 
the morning hour. I propose, therefore, to have 
it go over until Monday. 

Mr. WINSLOW. How many days’ debate 
will you give us on it then? 

Mr. STANTON. Not very long, of course, 
at this period of the session, 

Mr. WINSLOW, How many days? 

Mr. STANTON. During the whole of that 


day. 
_ Mr. WINSLOW. Is not the gentleman will- 
ing to give us a couple*of days? 

Mr. STANTON, I donot think we ought to 
take more than one day at this period of the 
session. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Then I must object. 

Mr. STANTON. Then, if we cannot make 
that arrangement, I shall endeavor to-morrow 
morning to put the bill on its passage 
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Mr. SICKLES. I would suggest that this bill 
be allowed to go over until to-morrow, and that 
the House then make some arrangement in refer- 
ence to its final disposition. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iwould suggest 
that we devote to-morrow to the discussion of 
this bill 

Mr. STANTON. Ihave no objection to that 
arrangement. I desire, however, to renew the 
demand for the previous question for the purpose 
of bringing up the bill in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will come up as 
unfinished business in the morning hour without 
the necessity of the demand for the previous ques- 
tion 

STATE OF THE UNION 


The report of the committee of thirty-three was 
then called up as the special order. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM addressed the House 
at length upon the state of the Union. (His 
speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. BARRET obtained the floor 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. With the permission of 
the gentleman from Missouri, I will move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. for. the purpose of finishing 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. BARRET. Iwill yield, with the under- 
standing that I shall have the floor when this 
subject comes up again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman will of 
course have the floor. Pending the motion {have 
made, I move that all general debate upon the 
naval appropriation bill be terminated within one 
hour after its consideration shall be resumed in 
committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will not insist on that motion. The whole 
hour will, I have no doubt, be consumed by one 
gentleman, and all others who desire to speak will 
be confined to the five minutes’ debate. If the 
gentleman will modify his motion so as to limit 
the speeches to ten or fifteen minutes, I will not 
object. But to those who would desire to engage 
in the hour debate upon the amendment under 
consideration upon the naval appropriation bill, it 
will be impossible to engage in such a debate with 
any justice under the five minutes’ rule. 

r. SHERMAN. Ishould have no objection 
to that; but the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Garnett] is entitled to the floor in committee, 
and it would not be courteous to cut short his 


hour. 

Mr. BRANCH. What I propose is, that the 
debate shall be,confined to speeches of ten or fif- 
teen minutes each, after the hour to which the 
gentleman from Virginia is entitled shall have 


expired. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I prefer to insist on my 
motion. , 

Mr. BARRET. DoIunderstand that I am not 


to lose my right to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. When the hour arrives the 
special order will be called; and the gentleman 
will. then be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BARRET. On that understanding I yield 
the floor 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now submit my motion 
for the termination of debate on the Senate amend- 
ments to the Navy appropriation bill in one hour 
after their consideration shall be resumed in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state ofthe Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 


(Mr. Corrax in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments of the 
Senate to the Navy appropriation bill are before 
the committee, as a special order. On the eigh- 
teenth amendment—which is the pending amend- 
ment—the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Gar- 
nert] is entitled to the floor. 

The Clerk read the eighteenth amendment of 
the Senate, as follows: : 


SEC. 9. And beit further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause to be 
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constructed for the United States Navy, at as early a day 
as practicable, having due regard to efficiency and econ- 
omy, seven steam screw sloops-of-war of the second class, 
as vessels are rated in the Navy, with full steam power, 
whose greatest draught of water shali not exceed fourteen 
feet, which sloops shall combine the heaviest armamentand 
greatest speed compatibie with their character and tonnage; 
and for the purpose above specified, the sum of $1,120,000 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any.money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy» > 

Mr.GARNETT. I move thefollowing amend- 
ment: g 

Provided, That the said ships shali not be used to execute 
the Federal laws, or aid other land and naval forces in ex- 
ecuting the Federal laws, in States claiming to be without 
the Federal jurisdiction. 

Mr. Chairman, I addressed you yesterday, 
without any view of making a speech. I do not 
now expect to occupy the hour assigned me un- 
der the rules. My only desire is that thisamend- 
ment of the Senate shall not be sanctioned by the 
House, without some inquiry; and I have sub- 
mitted an amendment to the amendment, in order 
to test the design of the party upon the other side. 

I feel assured, Mr. Chairman, that the financial 
condition of the country would be a sufficient 
reason in time of peace to induce the non-con- 
currence of the House. The Secretary of the 
Navy has, for the Jast two years, recommended 
an increase of the Navy; and I believe that an 
amendment similar to this was introduced and re- 
jected. Why, then, shall we now regard a rec- 
ommendation which heretofore we refused or neg- 
lected? Why, at this time#when your Treasury 
is in a condition of bankruptcy, when you are 
attempting in every direction and in every possi- 
ble form to borrow money—in loans, in Treasury 
notes, and in the issue of the old continental 
money—seeking here and there indorsements for 
the bonds of your bankrupt and mendicant Gov- 
ernment—why select this time to increase the 
Navy? Is there any foreign war threatened? On 
the contrary, there never was a period when our 
relations with the nations of the world were more 
peaceful. I think, sir, that the true purport and 
intent of this amendment is to be found in the 
present condition of the country. I think it was 
disclosed in the debate which occurred in the 
Senate, and was avowed in the remarks of the 
Senators from Maine, Vermont, and New York. 
Ay, sir, it was admitted that steamers of this 
peculiar draught and armament were needed in 
southern harbors, to do what those Senators call 
enforcing the laws in States which claim to be 
without our jurisdiction. 

I have been told that these vessels cannot be 
built in time for immediate coercion. The chair- 
man of Ways and Means said yesterday, that the 
trees are not yet cut out of which they are to be 
built. But I cannot doubt that the timber and re- 
sources of our navy-yard_ and shops will enable 


us to build these vessels in a much shorter time | 


than the gentleman computes. And be this as it 
may, the sooner begun the sooner finished, and 
if gentlemen on the other side mean war, they do 
well to commence their preparations at once. No- 
thing but such designs could explain or justify this 
additional burden upon your finances, already 
crushed and crippled. 

Have we not every proof that reasonable men 
can have, that it is the purpose of the Republican 
party and of the incoming Administration to 
execute the laws, to coerce, to make war? Hear. 
their speeches in this House, and in the Senate. 
Look at the measures already before you. Your 
Committee on Military Affairs and your special 
committee of five have reported bills placing at 
the disposal of the President all the land and naval 
forces and the whole body of the militia of the 
United States, and as many volunteers as he can 
get. There is no limit on the number he may éall 
out, as in former wars. The only limit is the 
number of men in the United States. My col- 
league, behind me, reminds me that there is not 
even that limit. He can accept volunteers from 
any part of the world. The regular Army iscom- 
posed, in great part, of foreigners. Under these 
bills you may enlist volunteer hirelings, as the 
British, in times past, hired Hessians to make war 
on our fathers for asserting their right of self- 
government. So you will, under these bills, ask 
for power to hire mercenaries from every part of 
the world to suppress the operation of the same 
sacred privilege by their sons of the South. - 

Mr Chairman, the select committee of five has | 


also reported å bill to blockade the southern ports, 


and to seize and confiscate every vessel which 
may attempt to enter them,:The Committee-on 
the Judiciary has reported -a. bill, (which, Ear 
told, has been indorsed by a’Republican:cauens;) 
stationing vessels of war off the southern har- 
bors, and transferring the eustom-houses:to those 
ships for the collection.of ‘the revenues: Tw 
thirds of this House the other day. refused to rê- 
ject a force-bill reported from ‘the Committee.on 
Naval Affairs. Such facts are conclusive ofthe 
purpose of the Republican purty, and are’corrob- 
orated by the declarations of the President elect. ` 
In his Indianapolis speech he declares himself in 
favor of coercion; and he avowed thé same senti- 
ment to a gentleman from Kentucky. I refer to 
arecent conversation between Mr. Hatchieon.a 
member of the. Kentucky Legislature, and Mr. 
Lincoln, ona visit to the President elect. Tam 
told that Mr. Hutchison is a member of that Union 
party, as it calls itself, which is willing to accept 
any good compromise if to be hady and. fuiling to 
get that, to take the worst that is offered, and if 
none is offered, to. accept nothing atall, or any- 
thing, short of absolute submission to. the. aboli- 
tion of slavery by the General: Government.: <; 

Well, sir, Mr. Hutchison visited’ Mr: Lincoln, 
and was asked by him if the anti*coercive feso- 
lutions passed almost unanimously by the Ken- 
tucky Legislature, expressed the sentiment of the 
people of Kentucky... Mr. Hutchison replied that 
the people of Kentucky are for the Union; that 
they will cling to it as the:sheet-anchor of their 
hopes; that they would make any sacrifice which 
freemen could make to préserveit; but hethought, 
if any attempt should be made to coerce the se- 
ceding States by Federal arms, they would make 
common cause with the South; that he believed 
the resolutions expressed the sentiment, of the 
State. Lincoln ‘then’ said, with emphasis:. “1f 
Kentucky means to say that if the Federal Gov- 
ernment undertook to recapture the southern forts 
and collect the revenue, and war ensue, she will 
unite with the South, let her prepare for war.” 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to know of the gentle- 
man from Virginia whether he knows that there 
is any such person in existenceas this Mr. Hutch- 
ison? I am told that theré.is no such man: 

Mr.BURNETT I willanswer'the gentleman 
from Iowa, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Virginia, that there is such a person. Lam 
not personally acquainted with him; but he resides 
in Boyle county, and is a member of the Ken- 
tucky Legislature. And I will state further, that 
I understand he has, in a private letter, said’ that 
the statement which the gentleman from Virginia 
has referred to is substantially correct. i 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. Iwill say further 
to the gentleman from Iowa, that:the New York 
Tribune of yesterday publishes this statement of 
Mr. Lincoln’s conversation with Mr. Hutchison, 
and does not deny its truth at all, 

Mr. GARNETT. Yes, sir; and the Tribune 
also states in the same connection, that the writer 
knows this declaration to correspond with Mr. 
Lincoln’s sentiments. The writerstates. that upon 
his own authority; and when that statement is 
taken in connection with the fact that Mr. Gree- 
ley has lately been traveling with Mr. Lincoln, I 
think it is pretty good authority. 

Mr. CURTIS. Lasked the question because 
I have heard it said that no such conversation 
ever took place, and that there was no such man. 

Mr. GARNETT.. Well, sir, the gentleman 
now has it from a member of this House from 
Kentucky, that ‘Mr. Hutchison is a member-of 
the Kentucky Legislature, and that he has veri- 
fied this statement of his-conversation with* Mr 
Lincoln over his own signature 

Mr. BROWN. Iwill state fo the gentleman 
that I know Mr. Hutchison personally, that I 
know him tobe aman. of respectability and ver- 
acity, and that any statement he may make may 
be relicd -on as perfectly accurate. ; 

Mr. GARNETT. The gentleman fiom Iowa 
must be now satisfied that the person who makes 
this statement is a reliable and respectable gen- 
tleman. : s 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean te com- 
plain of Mr. Lincoln’s declaring his purpose.. I 
rather commend it. I may doubt the wisdom of 
a President elect, at such a time as this, publish- 


ing such a momentous policy in private conver- 
sation, and in roadside speeches.: I may think 
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thathe had-better either have waited, as he him- 
sélf'says he ought to-wait; until the delivery of his 
inauguraladdress, or, better still, havegiven to the 

country long ago ‘his views in some-authoritative 
“form, which might, at an earlierperiod of this ses- 
sion, :-have had. a powerful influence in controlling 
andcomposing our difficulties, But, sir, thercis, at 
least, one thing-in these declarations of his, which 
Ladmire. They are manly, they are frank. He 
does not attempt to hide the claws of. the tiger 
under the velvet of his fur. He does not attempt 
to evade: or conceal, under sophistical and evasive 
hrases, the purpose which he has when he is 
installed at the head of this Government. . 

Mr. CURTIS. .If the gentleman from Virginia 
will allow me. I would not have him suppose 
that I am traversing anything.he has said. [am 
anxious to hear him speak, and desire not to in- 
terrupt him. I alluded to this conversation, be- 
causé 1. had heard it spoken of as never having 
occurred at all; but I do object to such mere casual 
conversations being taken asthe standard by which 
the policy of the President elect is to be judged. 
At-the proper time, he will explain fully his own 
views about coercion; and the gentleman will find 


that he has no such purpose, and that he will: 


attempt to.execute no such thing. 

Mr. GARNETT. I have no objection to the 
gentleman s interruption; and Iam obliged to him 
for his first interruption, because it has been the 
means ofestablishing this statement of Mr. Hutch- 
ison’s conversation as authentic. Now, sir, let 
us look a little abcad. Mr. Lincoln has declared 
his purpose to collect the revenue, and to retake 
the forts. That was his statement to Mr. Hutch- 
ison; and, notwithstanding the doubt of the gen- 
tleman from fowa, this statement corresponds 
entirely with the speech made at Indianapolis. 

Mr. STANTON. I should think it extraor- 
dinary ifthe President of the United States, or any 
pole! party, was to beheld responsible for the 

oose conversations that he may have had with 
some one in the cars, or by the report of a way- 
side speech. Idonotapprehend that itis the pur- 
pose of anybody connected with the incoming 
Administration to engage ina civil war, unless it is 
forced upon them by others in a way in which it 
cannot be avoided. Ido not apprehend that any- 
body regards the recapture of the forts in the se- 
ceding States as a matter of the slightest conse- 
quence in the present condition of things. Ifthe 
seceding States return to their allegiance to the 
Federal Government, they will, as a matter of 
course, bring the forts they have taken with them. 
If they ultimately maintain their independent ju- 
risdiction, we do not want them. If Mr. Lincoln 
has made such a remark as that, it was a remark 
made in mere casual conversation. 

Mr. GARNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 
will allow me to ask him whether he speaks for 
his party upon this floor? 

Mr. STANTON. -L speak for nobody; I speak 
only what Lhave gathered from the views of every- 
body in conversation, and I take it for granted 
that they would not be guilty of talking nonsense 
about such matters, 

Mr.GARNETT. Iamto understand, then, the 
gentleman speaks for the members of the Repub- 
ican party as far as he derives their views from 
conversation, and that their sentiment is against 
any attempt to recapture the forts in the seceding 
States? 

Mr. STANTON. I do not say it never will be 
done. If we enter upon a war, in which armies 
are marching and countermarching between one 
section and the other, such a result would be prob- 
able. Ifall peaceful measures shall fail, and noth- 
ing else remains but open war, 1 do say that Ido 
not know that anybody regards an attempt to re- 
capture those forts as an impracticable or improb- 
able thing. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I hope 
what the gentleman from Ohio has said will not 
be regarded as an expression of the united voice 
of the Republican party. 

Mr. GA RNETTE. So I thought. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvanig. For my 
part, I hold different views, and agree exactly 
with what the President elect is reported to have 


said, and what I hope and believe he is authen- | 


tically reported to have said. I know nothing of 


the intentionsof the President, except what I sce i 


reported; but if he is what I understood him to 
be when I voted for him, I think it is his inten- 


| understand, also, that he is a secessionist; but | 


| 1 do not know what his private conversations | 


tion to retake all the public property of which we 
have been robbed—to retake it by such means as 
are necessary, using gentle means at first, and if 
those fail, then such as become necessary. 

Mr. GARNETT, 1 thank the gentleman for 
his frankness. I thought the gentleman from 
Ohio was. misrepresenting his party upon this 
subject... It is not the first time that that gentle- 
man has not had awarded to him by his party the 
confidence which is due to his services-and his 
talents. He belongs to what is called the moder- 
ate section of the Republican party. But let me 
tell him—and I wonder that a man of his experi- 
ence, and let me say of his logical mind, -has 
not before discovered it—that in times of excite- 
ment like this, and in crises like the present, the 
moderates of every party will be drifted, as chaff 
before the wind, by the tempest of popular feel- 
ing. The extreme men will rule. That is the 
law of parties, and the experience of history. 
Yes, sir; that gentleman does not even represent 
his party in this House—still less the President 
elect. 

Mr. Lincoln, in his speech at Indianapolis, the 
capital of one of the great States of the North- 
west, said the very thing which Mr. Hutchison 
avers he saidin private conversation; and Iam sur- 
prised thatthe gentleman from Ohioshould contend 
thatI ought not to hold Mr. Lincoln bound by pri- 
vate conversation. A private conversation ! Under 
what circumstances? A gentleman of the Union 
party of the South, a legislator of a sovereign 
State, visited him fot the purpose of seeking some 
means by which the present difficulties might be 
settled—something to hold Kentucky and other 
southern States faithful to the Union; and yet the 
gentleman from Ohio says that Mr. Lincoln isnot 
to be held responsible for holding a conversation 
with such a man and under such circumstances. 
Nay, the public spceches of the President elect he 
characterizes as loose utterances, to which he is 
not to be held bound! 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Do Į under- 
stand the gentleman Jo say that this Mr. Hutch- 
ison isamember of the Legislature of Kentucky. 

Mr. GARNETT. I was so informed by the 
gentleman before me, [Mr. Burner, of Ken: 
tucky.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I wish to say 
that he is not a member of the Kentucky Legisla- 
ture, but that he has inserted a communication in 
a paper in the town in which he resides, in refer- 
ence to this matter; and in justice to Mr. Hutch- 
ison, I will send up the statement to the Clerk’s | 
desk to be read. 

‘The article was read, as follows: 


“Mr. Thomas Hutchison, of this place, desires us to 
say, that a conversation he had recently with Mr. Lincoln 
has been misstated in the Louisville Couricr, and desires 
us to publish the following account of that conversation, 
prepared by himself: 

“<I told Mr. Lincoln that Kentucky was a Union State. 
Mr. Lincoln then replied, that he did not know how to un- 
derstand Kentucky—that he saw some resolutions passed 
by her Legislature a short time since, saying if the Gov- 
ernment attempted to coerce South Carolina, she would be 
found by her side. I told him that I thought I could tell 
him what she meant by those resolutions: that if the Gov- 
ernment attempted to retake the forts and collect the rev- 
enues, that she would be found by her side. Mr. Lincoln 
then replied, if that was what Kentucky meant by those 
resolutions, she may prepare to stand by her.’ »? 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I desire to | 


say that Mr. Hutchison is a man of as high |j 


character as any man in the county in which he | 
resides. The gentleman mistakes in supposing 


tucky, though he is a man of high character. [A 
voice. ** Did he vote for you?’’] He did vote for 
me, and he voted for me because he was a blood 
relation of mine, though he is a Democrat. I | 


whether that is true, I know not. As a matter of | 
justice to him I had that article read. Of course, | 


amount to, and I do not say or care; but I desire 
that justice should be done him. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. GARNETT. {hope these interruptions 
will not come out of my time. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
general debate will be arrested at the expiration 
of an hour. 

Mr. GARNETT. When I rose I did not ex- į 
pect to speak an hour, and do not now; still the | 
House will see the manifest propriety and justice 
of not taking these interruptions out of my time. |} 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee are pow- 
erless upon that subject; the House directed the 


debate to be arrested at the end of an hour. 


Mr. STANTON. I suppose. the gentleman 
will yicld to mea moment. What I desire to say 
is, that I suppose the gentleman’ from Pennsyi- 
vania is no more authorized to speak for the Re- 
publican party than I am; and when he says that 
the incorhing Administration will unquestionably 
take the forts, and all that, I suppose the remark 
is to be understood with a qualification. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I did not 
say what the gentleman has said. I did- not say 
that the incoming Administration would ungues- 
tionably take the forts; I said that he himself [ Mr. 
Stanton] did not speak for all the Republican 
party; thatif Mr. Lincoln was what I understood 
him to be when I voted for him, then, when he 
came in, he would retake the property of which 
we had been robbed. 

Mr. STANTON. Itake it for granted that the 
incoming administration of Mr. Lincoln will not 
recognize secession as a constitutional right; that 
it will be treated as revolution. I take it for 
granted that the incoming Administration will not 
claim that it has any constitutional power to forego 
the execution of the laws and the collection of the 
revenues, in the mode least calculated to create 
difficulty, or to result in bloodshed. But that, of 
course, is only a temporary state of things. If 
the southern States do not return, and there is no 
constitutional mode provided by which a separate 
nationality can be recognized, of course this busi- 
ness must end in war, and these forts be retaken. 
There is no escape from that. 

Mr. GARNETT. Mr. Chairman, then, after 
all, there is no great difference between the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from 
Ohio. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is in 
favor of taking these forts at once, and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is in favor of taking them after 
a little while. I repeat, that we have also the 
declaration of Mr. Lincoln, in his public speech 
at Indianapolis, and in his private conversation’ 
with Mr. Hutchison—not a member of the Le- 
gislature of Kentucky, as I said before, but a man 
ofhigh character, indorsed by gentlemen upon this 
floor; not a Bell-Everett man, as I said before, 
buta gentleman who voted for the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Anperson,] who represents his 
district, and I think that any gentleman who voted 
for my friend from Kentucky might pass muster 
in any Union party that cver was formed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I say that 
Mr. Hutchison did vote for me, and he voted for 
me ata time when I was, as I am now, in favor 
of the Union. 

Mr. GARNETT. I hope the gentleman will 
not take up my time. I have said nothing derog- 
atory to him. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Oh, I know 
that. I say that { am still for the Union,and I ask 
the gentleman whether he is or not? 

Mr. GARNETT: Lam in favor of the State 
of Virginia seceding from this northern Union at 
the earliest possible moment. [Great applause 
on the floor and in the galleries, mingled with 
some hisses. ] 

Mr. BARR. I hope order will be preserved 
here. If this occurs again, I shall ask that the 
galleries be cleared. 

Mr. HINDMAN. It is the first time there has 


been a patriotic demonstration here for two or 
-that he isa member of the Legislature of Ken- i 


three wecks. 

Mr. BARR. I think the gentleman himself 
has made a great many patriotic demonstrations, 
. Mr. HINDMAN. Imake one now for your 
instruction. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say that 
gentlemen upon the floor ought not to set the ex- 
ample of applause. 

Mr. BROWN. My colleague ‘says that he is 
for the Union. Will he sustain the incoming Ad- 
ministration in the event it commences a coercive 
policy against the States which have withdrawn? 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kentucky. If my col- 
league will respond toa questior that I shall pro- 
pound to him, I will then answerhim. [Laugh- 
ter, and cries of * No Yankec! "| Idesire to know 
if my colleague said, the other day, during the 
debate upon the bill of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Courax] in reference to mail service in 
the seceding States, that a State had a right to 
secede? It has been reported that he said so; but 
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the Louisville Democrat says that he did not say 
it. Iask my colleague now, if he believes that 
a State has a right to secede? 

Several Memgers. Answer the question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I say I do 
not believe a State has. [Cries of ‘* That is no 
answer to the question!’’] Iam for the Union, 
the Constitution, and for the enforcement of the 
laws, as long as I am a member of the Union. 
[Great applause in the galleries. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will order the 
galleries to be cleared if applause or disapproval 
is again manifested.. The Chair will arrest this 
whole debate. It is all out of order. This bill 
has been made the spccial order, and the gentle- 
man from Virginia will confine his remarks to the 
sloops-of-war. 

The LEAKE. [rise toa question of the highest 
privilege. I demand that the galleries be cleared. 
[Loud cries of No!” &No!?’] 

Mr. ADRAIN. All except the ladies’ gallery. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I think the galle- 
ries behave better than we do. 

Mr. HINDMAN. So dol. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia press his demand? 

Mr. LEAKE. Ido. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. The example 
wos set to the galleries by members upon this 

oor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will take their 
seats and preserve order. ‘The gentleman from 
Virginia is entitled to the floor. . 

Mr. GARNETT. Idesire to know how much 
time I have left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five minutes. The 
Chair will state to the gentleman from Virginia 
furthest from the Chair, [Mr. Lxaxe,] that if ap- 
plause is repeated in the galleries, the Chair will 
certainly order them to be cleared. The gentle- 
man from Virginia will continue his remarks. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky, addressed 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is not in order. The Chair thinks it neces- 
sary, in compliance with the order of the House 
making this bill a special order, and as this de- 
‘bate has widely diverged from the bill, to bring 
the debate back to the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I was an- 
swering a question which had been propounded 
to me, and { merely desire to finish my answer. 
It will not take three minutes. My colleague 
asked me whether [ was for the Union. 

Several Mempurs. That was not the question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Well, let me 
answer my colleague’squestion. As I said before, 


I am for the Union and the Constitution and the | 


enforcement of the laws, so long as we are in the 
Union. Iam not for coercing the South. Jam 
not for a force bill. I do not believe that the Gov- 
ernment can be held together by force; because 
of all things upon earth, I deprecate civil war, as 
gentlemen upon both sides of this House ought 
to do, and I believe do. 

Mr.BROWN. If force shall be resorted to by 
the incoming Administration, are you then for 
secession ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I do not 
know what Mr. Lincoln proposes, Lam no friend 
of his. I voted against him, and I expect not to 
sustain his Administration, unless he comes up to 
the Constitution, the Union,and the laws. When- 


ever a man, north or south, east or west, does | 
his duty asan American citizen, and stands ander | 
the old flag, I am willing to give him a cordial į 


and hearty support. [Suppressed applause.] I 
asked my colleague the question I did, in justice 
to himself, because it has been stated that he said 


in debate here that a State has a right to secede. | 


I have always understood him to be a Union man, 
I know that his district is as loyal a district as 
any in Kentucky,and perhaps more so, I know 
that, although it has been Democratic, the Cath- 
olic portion of his constituents and the adopted 


citizens—as I have every reason to believe, having į 


received communications from them—are ready 


and willing to stand under the old flag, and will | 


not go, at least under present circumstances, into 


a confederacy thatsays we must go on their terms, | i | e 
i| the sentimentof my State. Her Legislature, with- 


and not upon ovr own, 
` Mr. GARNETT. I must protest against this 
interruption. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair attempted to 


arrest this debate, but he was not seconded by the 
committee. : 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I have re- | 


sponded to my colleague’s question. I asked him 
a question; and, in justice to him, he ought to be 
allowed to respond. ` : 

Mr. GARNETT. ‘Let me say, then, before I 
yield to my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Brown,] 
to answer the question of his colleague, that I will 
not afterwards yield to any further ‘interruption 
from the other gentleman from Kentucky.’ 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I will answer 
the question of my colleague. Asan American 
citizen, my first, hichést holiest ambition has 
been to do all within the power of my humble 
abilities to contribute to the perpetuity, prosper- 
ity, and renown of this Union. The boast of the 
Roman was: “Ego sum Romanus civis.” Mine 
has been: “Jam an American citizen;” for about 
that name gathers as much of glory as any title 
has ever borne. Our grand mission has been one 
of civilization, of advancing the cause of civil lib- 
erty, of nurturing and developing the arts and 
sciences, and of expanding our power on land and 
sea. Proud, indeed, have been our achievements; 
and it was hoped all this greatness rested upon a 
safe and unwasting basis. But some of the pillars 
of the Union are fallen, others crumbling, and the 
magnificent fabric reels under the fury of the long- 
impending storm. 

n the midst of this so far bloodless, yet mo- 
mentous, revolution, itis with bounding pride that 
I speak of my native old Kentucky — God bless 
her! Her history, as proud as that of any mem- 
ber of this Confederacy, justifies me in saying 
that her loyalty to this Union must go unchal- 
lenged. Suffering most, and suffering longest, she 
has murmured least. Her voice and her hopes, 
in this tremendous crisis, have been and are for 
peace, for conciliation, for compromise, and for 
the Union. Her soil entombs the canonized bones 
of the great commoner, Clay. Her commission 
sent to the Senate the pure and patriotic pacifi- 
cator, CRITTENDEN. Her commissioners are now 
in council in this capital, pleading for adjustment, 
and urging the old Roman Guthrie’s propositions, 
The bones of her brave pioneers are buried on 
northwestern plains, where they fell defending the 
homes, wives, and children, of men whose degen- 
erate and unworthy representatives on this floor 
impeach ber character and defame her institu- 
tions. High, patriotic, and commanding is her 
position. Look at her! “[Applause.] 

As one of her sons and Representatives in this 
Congress, inspired by the spirit of her elevated 
love for what our fathers gave us, I am now, as 
I always have been, for the Union; a Union of 
equality, justice, fraternity, and comity between 
its members, wherein the rights and honor of my 
fellow-citizens will be secured. 

Right heartily do I indorse the compliment paid 
my constituents by the gentleman from the fourth 
district, [Mr. Anpmrsox.] Congratulating him 
upon his sudden affection for the Catholics, whom 
he mentions, I can confidently tell him that never 
was culogium more worthily bestowed. Yes, the 
Catholics there, alike chivalric, generous, and 
true, with Protestants, are for the Union. All 
want negotiation exhausted, every cffort forcom- 


promise first to fail, before they are for changing 


their status; but, when the fatal and startling fact 
is before them, that there can be no peace, the 
loyalty of Kentucky’s sons is not such as will 


permit them to be indifferent and inactive, when | 


the swords of Lincoln’s minions are drawn to cut 
the throats of their southern brethren. 
&“ Lay not that flattering unction to your soul.” 

If an effort be made to coerce her sister slave 
States, the moment that rings the echo of the first 
gun of that conflict over her hills and valleys, will 
find her unerring riflemen gathering for the rescue 


of the South, and in battle will she meet the forces | 


of this Government, which she is now doing most 
to preserve. 

Such an unholy, fratricidal, and causeless war 
will precipitate my State to the bosom of the 


southern confederacy; and as she may be the last | j 
| ‘| merchants and manufacturers accumulated, have 


to join, once the partner of its fortunes, she will 
be the last to leave it, come weal or woe. 
Such is my Unionism; and I believe I speak 


out distinction of party, have almost unanimously 
resolved that, in the event force is. used ‘against 


the States which have withdrawn frem the Unien j 
& 


Kentucky will résist:: Again, T answer, she idfor 
peace, compromise, and ‘the Union: 20). 65 yss 
: Tf the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr Ste: 
YENS,|—who just now said he was for collecting 
the revenue in southern ports; for reinforcing 
recapturing southern forts front the posséss 
“robbers and traitors," ashe fiercely-brand: 
~—foréshadows the policy of the incoming Aé 
istration, then this matter is beydnd accorfit 
tion, and thé sooner Kentucky knows itthe b . 
Judging from Mr. Lincoin’s Tadias olisspéech, 
‘and his conversation with Mr. Hutchison wi ch 
have been alluded to in this’ debate, it seenis, in- 
deed, that we are to be plunged into tlie midst of 
the horrors of civil war. “God forbid’ it! “Coer- 
eion is an insane, wicked, atrocious policy.” Its 
only rewards will be the wreck of commerce; the 
utter stagnation of trade: the bankruptcy of capi+ 
talists and workingmen of every occupation north 
and south; the desolation of fair fields and happy 
homes; and a gulf between the two sections filled 
with blood, hate,'and vengeance, will be made, 
and it will only be crossed for purposes of murder 
and rapine. EA S a 

Do you Repablicans thinkYyou can conquer the 
South? I tell you, if you achieve it, ii will be'a 
barren victory. Suppose you decimate’ the pop- 
ulation of the contederated States; suppose ‘you 
burn their homes, and drive their people to the 
caves and swamps: what will you have accom- 
plished? Do you expect to hold’ them as‘con- 

uered provinces? Vain and infamous is such'a 

ream. From the blood of your victims, as from 
the fabled dragon’s teeth, will spring up crops of 
armed men,’ whose feligion it will be to hate and 
curse you, to wage an implacable war of revenge 
upon you, on land and sea; to pursue arid hunt 
down you and your children and your children’s 
children; and this they will do till the last man of 
the South perishes. You must exterminate them 
before your task will be done. mea 

I have never defended the abstract right of séces- 
sion. The recent statements in the papers, that 
l did, was a misreport. My remarks on the pos- 
tal bill are correctly given in the Globe. J said 
‘recognized the independence of the States which 
have left the Union, and I say so still. T have 
been raised in a school of polities in which the 
abstract right of secession is not indorsed; butt 
do subscribe to the sentiment contained in‘ the 
Declaration of Independence—that first grand 
chart of ‘our liberties: that when Governments 
become destructive of the ends for which they 
were created, then the people, from whose consent 
Governments derive their just powers, have the 
inherent right to alter or abolish them. ‘Tcal the 
action of the confederated States of the South 
revolution. Revolution does not necessarily in- 
volve the idea of battles and bloodshed to. make 
it successful. The southern government, stands 
before us and the world,.a living fact; and ‘if we 
would not madly throw away all the power and 
glory and prosperity we have achieved as a peo- 
ple, you must deal with it as such, by recognizing 
its independence, and not madly and suicidally 
attempting its destruction. TEE 

Kentucky’s loyalty to the Union will nót: be 
preserved at the dear price of aiding men in war 
on the South who denounce her institutions, aid 
in the escape of her property, deny her that comity 
due her, and wish to destroy her equality asa sov- 
ereign member of the Confederacy. Never, sir, 
never! And if the dreaded necessity of her leav- 
ing you shall come, it will be when negotiation 
fails, when her entreaties are refused, and ‘you 
persist in denying what is due her interésts “anu 
honor; and if she must leave the Union, it will be 
upon the divine, inherent right affirmed in the Dec- 
laration of Independence that T.shall rest her vin- 
dication, so far as I may have to defend it. 

To me the futute is full-of gloom. For nearly 
three months have'I sat here hoping for a settle- 
ment ofthese distracting questions. The people 
want thein settled.” Southern men who buy the 
goods and machinery and products of the North, 
and. by whose patronage your great cities have 
been built up, and the immense fortunes of your 


been proud of your prosperity; for your States 


“werea part of their country. ` Is ruii now to come 


both upon North and South, by reason of the fanat- 
icism and blind ambition of the politicians of this 
Congress? You Republicans are firm, unyield- 
ing, unreasonable. You place the Chicago plat- 
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form and its, miserable dogmas above your coun- 
try and its Constitution, and in the attempted 
preservation of that catechism of your political 
faith you will wreck the nation. 

It does seem that God has struck our people 
with madness and blindness... Is it to be—shall 
it be—that this Government, the refuge of the ex- 
ile, and the hope of theloversof freedom through- 
out the world, :so glorious in its past history, so 
precious in its splendid promises for the future 
if peace is preserved and compromise accepted, is 
to fall to: ruin, and its sad fate furnish another 
chapter to history’s national epitaph? It is trea- 
gon to. human. hope thus to let it perish. 

‘I appeal to Republicans to come to the rescue; 
to do their duty to themselves, the country, and 
posterity; and, instead of speeches full of denun- 
ciation and insulting menaces to the South, give 
us our constitutional rights, concede our reason- 
able requests, and save the Republic. Those of 
you who, in an unselfish spirit of patriotism, shall 
shake off the fetters of party, and, as heroes, ad- 
vocate compromise on a fair basis, will receive 
the applause and gratitude of present and after 
times; but others, who are for party above coun- 
try and Constitution, and who now, deaf to the 
warnings of reason, and dead to the noble inspira- 
tions of a pure love of country, are resisting com- 
promise, and urging a war in which brother must 
shed brother’s blood, and whose prospective hor- 
rors sicken the heart to contemplate, will, if their 
damnable policy be pursued, be visited, while 
living, with execration, and when dead, 

* A thousand years from now, 
Wil! sit pale ghosts upon the Stygian shore, 
And read their acts by the red light of hell.” 

I hope that my colleague’s question is answered. 
In response to his interrogatory, I have said much 
more than I intended when Larose. I thank the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Garnett] for his 
courtesy in yielding me the floor, and I beg that 
he will accept my apologies for having so long 
trespassed upon his time, 

r. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Mr Chair- 
man- 

Mr. GARNETT. I cannot yield any further. 

J must continue my remarks. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky Just one 


word, 

Mr. GARNETT. No; Icannot. I beg the 
gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. 
occupy half a minute, 
to my colleague—— 

Mr. GARNETT. Ido not yield. I ask the 
Chair whether or not I havea right to the floor? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Ihave noth- 
ing to say to my colleague on that; but I desire 
to say a word on another matter. 

Mr. GARNETT. I cannot yield. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Then, of 
course, | yield. 

Mr. GARNETT. 1 will not further discuss 
the question of fact. Mr. Lincoln’s purposes 
are sufficiently explained by the debate which has 
just occurred. x 

Now, I ask gentlemen to mark the consequences 
of their attempt to retake the,forts of the South. 
Attempt to retake the southern forts, or even to 
hold those which you have in the seceded States, 
and you will certainly find yourselves at war. 
Recapture the forts and arsenals! March your 
armies to Baton Rouge and Augusta! Besiege 
Forts Pulaski and Morgan; and command Sa- 
vannah and Mobile! Storm Barrancas, and re- 

ossess yourselves of the Pensacola navy-yard! 

o you dream that any or all of this can be done 
without rivers of blood? Nay, sir, who that 
knows the gallantry, the high sense of honor, the 
indomitable spirit that animate the people of the 
South, can suppose that they will suffer youlong 
to continue your threatening and hostile positions 
in Fort Pickens and FortSumter? These States 
have declared their independence, and pledged 


1 will not 
I propounded a question 


themselves solemnly to the world to maintain it. | 


Imagine yourselves inlike situation. Would you, 
would any men worthy to be called Americans, 
permit a foreign Power, which refused to recog- 
nize, and threatened to subjugate you, hold forts 
in your harbors, and dominate by its guns over 
your commerce and your chief cities? No, sir; | 
the very position is an insult, and its continuance 
a declaration of war. Rely on it, the South will 
so consider it, 


| erate States, and you may have peace through- 
| out your. borders; you may keep with you the} 
border slave States peaceably, perhaps perma- |i 


Lknow, sir, that ashadowy distinction has been 
taken between the execution of the laws in States 
claiming to be independent of your jurisdiction, 
and war. You claim that your purpose is to 
enforce the laws against the individual who vio- 
lates them, and not to coerce a State. 

Sir, the true difference between the execution of 
the laws and war is plain enough. To execute 
the law is the duty of the officer of a court acting 
by its mandate. If he is resisted, he may call in 
the posse comitatus; or, if necessary, Government 
may aid him with the military forces. Butinevery 
case, force is used only under the order of a court, 
and only against the individuals who resist that 
order. “The innocent are never confounded with 
the guilty. 

But war assumes that the courts are gone; that 
the contest is no longer with individuals, but with 
the community; and such is notoriously the con- 
dition of things you will find at the South. There 

ou have the whole people, all the public author- 
ities, the organized State governments, and a fed- 
eral union, with its flag, its armies, its navies, its 
congress, and its president, to oppose you. ` 

You propose to put yourcustom house on board 
a ship-of-war, to be stationed off the harbor, and 
there collect the revenue. This is your latest plan 
for the constitutional difficulties, not to mention 
what foreign nations might say of a blockade, 
seems to have deterred you for the present from 
that form of coercion. I pass by the impractica~ 
bility of this floating and armed custom-house— 
the difficulty of appraising goods aboard ship, of 
weighing them, gauging them, and numbering the 
threads in a square ‘inch of cloth, as your new 
tariff requires. I pass by the outrage on the Con- 
stitution, in subjecting commerce in one State to 
oppressive regulations unknown in another. I 
say nothing of the objections the foreign trader 
will make to paying double duties to you, and to 
the confederate States. But I will suppose a con- 
troversy arises with the importer: who is to de- 
cide it? . What courts—what officers of the law? 
Suppose he forcibly resists your revenue laws: 
where will you try him? The Constitution says 
in the State where the crime is committed. But 

ou have no authority, no courts, in that State. 

Then you must violate the Constitution, or let his 
resistance pass unpunished, unless, indeed, you 
abandon your own theory, acknowledge yourself 
at war, and settle all questions by the sword and 
the cannon. 

Do gentlemen imagine that the men who have, 
with the utmost calmness and deliberation, in 
seven States of the Union, ealled conventions, as- 
sembled together at great hazard to their business, 
encountered the risks of revolution, declared their 
States outside of the Union, whose deputies have 
metat Montgomery and formed anew constitution, 
inaugurated a President, and whoarc proceeding to 
raise an army and to make treaties with foreign na- 
tlons—do you imagine, I say, that these men will 
permit you, aforeign nation as they esteem you, 
to collect revenue in their ports? Do you fancy 
that they will not resort to reprisals, retaliation, 
and to every measure which the law of nations au- 
thorizes for the vindication of their independence? 

Admit that the people of South Carolina and | 
the other seceding States are mad, fanatical, blind, 
what you please; condemn their action by every 
term ,which the most violent among you have 
chosen to heap upon them, still, you know the 
history of the country shows, all Christendom 
knows, that they are brave men; men who will 
shed the last drop of their blood in vindication of 
their honor. And do you suppose thatsuch men, 
who have taken this solemn position in the eycs | 
of the world, will retreat from it, will give it up į 
at the first exhibition of force that you choose to 
make by stationing ships-of-war off their har- 
bors? No, gentlemen; this executing the laws, 
as you call it, is coercion, and coercion is war; | 
and in your heart of hearts you know it—you 


know it; and while the sands of life are still run- || 


ning for this Congress, the question of peace or 
war is In your hands. 
Acknowledge the independence of the confed- | 


nently, probably till they have exhausted every 

conciliatory device to restore and reform the Union. 

Fail to recognize that independence, and with 

Mr. Lincoln’s avowed opinions, on the 4th day !] 
è 


of March next, whether you pass your force 
bills or not, but especially 1f you pass them, you 
will inaugurate a war, and open war, to be con- 
ducted according to the laws of nations, between 
you and them. It will be a war in which their 
object is to vindicate their independence and 
assert and maintain their right to govern them- 
selves; a war in which your object is. to conquer 
men who do not choose to live under your Gov- 
ernment, and to force your yoke upon an un- 
willing people. And in that war, do you doubt 
where Virginia will stand? Do you doubt where 
Kentucky will stand? Do you doubt where an 
of the border States will stand? Do you thin 
they will be so mean, so craven, as, not to rush 
to the defense of the rights of the sister States 
whose interests in common with their own are 
invaded? 

But if she were not impelled by honor, if she 
were as mean as some of you would represent 
her, as foolish as the false interpretation of her 
recent elections would argue, her material inter- 
est would not suffer her to be still. The confed- 
erate States cannot permit the border slave States 
to be abolitionized; and they will not remain in 
this Union when you close tue Territories to their 
emigration, while the South prohibits theentry of 
their slaves. Or if. the confederate States still 
invite our emigration, there will commence an un~ 
paralleled exodus of the wealth and the best pop- 
ulation of our States. Who will be disposed to 
remain in abolitionized Virginia, half a million of 
her laborers gone, her lands depreciated, and the 
remnant of her population and property left to 
pay her forty odd millions of debt? 

Meantime, what Union is this you expectusto 
adhere to? The equal Union of our fathers? No, 
sir; but a Union of a superior and an inferior 
section, governed byan anti-slavery party, whose 
policy is already revealing itself in spendthrift 
expenditures, in national bankruptcy, in ap- 
proaching civil war and military dictatorship ! 

Your Treasury is already so entirely bankrupt 
that you abandon the hope of borrowing from cap- 
italists, and imagine you imitate Louis Napo- 
Jeon, when you are really making a Government 
paper money like the old continental money, like 
the assignats of the French Revolution.. Your 
vacillation betrays your weakness. One day you 
implore leave to obtain the indorsements of the 
States, thereby creating stocks of such different 
valuesas New York’s and Pennsylvania’sindorse- 
ments would make, and the next you ask leave 
to issue paper money of small denominations, 

You mistake the French Emperor’s policy. 
His was a registered stock, with books of sub- 
scription and receiversin every village. He could 
have sold on better terms to capitalists; but he 
suffered the loss to make his war popular with 
the laboring classes, who subscribed their savings 
in small sums, But yours is a note that passes 
by delivery; you sellitonly atgreatcentral points, 
unless pretending to give the public creditor his 
his option, you, in fact, force him to take pay- 
mentin your paper. Andif you induce the labor- 
ing class of the northern cities to withdraw their 
deposits from the savings banks to buy yournotes, 
you first compel these banks to sell out an equal 
amount of other stocks, probably, in many cases, 
as notoriously in New York, of Federal stocks 
themselves. 

Thus, while you find purchasers for one class 
of Federal securities, another class will be thrown 
into the market, and depreciation will follow. Bad 
as your credit is, your policy would make it still 
worse, You propose toincura debt of $121 ,000,000 
for a Pacific railroad. You are clectioneering by 
lavish appropriations, for overland mails and In- 
dian war debts, and you willenact a. tariff against 
whose iniquities the commercial men of New 
York, of all parties, raise the cry of indignation. 
Your greatest importing city will thus be checked 
in iis growth, and in the mean time your people 
will be required to contribute millions in men and 
in money, to carry ona war against the South, 
a war against a people who trade with them; a 
war against a people who have fought with them 
in all their battles,a war against their own breth- 
ren. Your policy of financial bankruptcy and 
commercial ruin is not the worst. You propose 
to invest the President with almost unlimited 
power to borrow money. The bills you have 
peed. and are passing, for raising loans, give 
im the right to borrow some seventy million 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


dollars; and so various are their provisions, that 
he may be said to have almost absolute discretion 
in the mode of borrowing. 

Next, you give him the discretion of closing any 
port in the country which he may deem proper, 
and thereby place the whole commerce of the 
country at his mercy. Then, you authorize him 
to raise any number of troops that he pleases, 
thereby incurring the public debt and expendi- 
tures without check or limit.. He may execute 
the laws, and make war in the States *where and 
when he graciously pleases. The Constitution 
forbids war against the foreigner without special 
law to authorize; but you give the Executive 
discretion to make war-on your fellow-citizens at 
his own will—you give him absolute control over 
purse and sword. Sir, I do not believe I am utter- 
ing an extravagant prediction when I say that, if 

ou commence this war, before you come out of 
it you will have established an absolute military 
dictatorship. Look atthe signs already. Ithas 
been predicted; ithas been proposed uponthis floor 
by one gentleman; it has been spoken of as a 
probable necessity in the papers. Look at the 
assemblage of troops in this city; ridiculous, to 
be sure, if you consider the pretended cause or 
the mighty effort and the long time it has cost the 
lieutenant general to collectthem; but more serious 
if you regard the purpose for which they have 
been collected. How eagerly has our great cap- 
tain availed himself of anonymous letters and 
street gossip—for, in his evidence, he assigns no 
better causes—to lend himself to the idle panic 
which designing persons have gotten up! 

In the organization of these troops, every south- 
ern captain, every southern officer is sent off, the 
whole force put into the hands of northern men; 
and why? Does the lieutenant general expect 
to use them against the South? Sir, you have all 
around you expressive symptoms of the coming 
military despotism. Loék atthe progress of Lin- 
coln from his home in the West; at the military 
escort, before unheard of, detailed by General 
Scott and Mr. Holt to attend him; at the fawning 
sycophancy and adulatory praises of the thou- 
sands who have met him at every stopping place. 
Consider that culmination of flunkeyism in the 
fierce contest in the New York Legislature over 
the honor of waiting upon this great dispenser of 
loaves and fishes. Look at the minuteness with 
which every detail is paraded before the publicin 
the newspapers; the description of the rooms in 
which he sleeps, the chairs in which he sits; how 
he has a bow for one, a smile for another, and a 
kiss for a third, all reported with the greatest mi- 
nuteness; the growth of his whiskers commented 
upon. Sir, I challenge you to find in any Eng- 
lish newspaper the reports of the journeys of Vic- 
toria, so filled with fawning flattery as our daily 
accounts of the progress of this northwestern 
Republican President. tnt 

Ay, sir; and look at the evidences here in this 
city. Have we not ageneral-in-chief of the Army, 
attended by his guards—a guard always stationed 
at his door? Have you not troops posted at all 
the available avenues to this Capitol, kept, as we 
are told, in secret, ready to march into this Hall 
whenever any disorder may occur?. Is there not 
artillery enough here for an army of ten thousand 
men? And more than this, we are informed that 
there are spies who watch the movements of every 
southern man. 

It was but the other day that a gallant officer 
from the State of Maryland, a captain of one of 
the companies now stationed in this city, in pri- 
vate conversation with another officer, remarked 
that it was a disagreeable position in which gen- 
tlemen of the Army were placed here in Wash- 
ington, regarded as the soldiers of the Federal Gov- 

“ernment, in a possible war against their fellow- 
citizens. ‘This conversation was overheard by 
some miserable eavesdropper, who carried it to | 
Lieutenant General Scott; who, forgetting the in- 
stincts of a Virginian, listened to the eavesdrop- 
per, sent for this Maryland captain, and interro- 
gated him as to the truth of the story. It wasat 
once acknowledged; for to what honorable man 
would it not be disagreeable to be put in sucha 
position? It ought to be painful even to Winfield 
Scott himself, though he might think it an act of 
duty to aid in gathering forces,and pointing their 
bayonets against the bosom of that old State 
which has ever forwarded him in his career of | 


distinction, and whose plaudits attended every 


laurel he has won in ‘the battles of the country, 

had he not forgotten the instincts of his birth; had 

ue not forgotten the glorious memories of his native 
tate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is not only transgressing the order of the 
House making this subject a special order, but 
also the rule of the House which prohibits per- 
sonality. £ 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the chairman of. this 
committeee declare that it is against the rules of 
order of the House of Representatives for a mem- 
ber to comment upon the conduct of the lieuten- 
ant general of the Army? 

Mr. GARNETT. I was pointing out the forms 
of an imperial court which attend the progress of 
the Republican President elect. I was pointing 
out that the deletores of Imperial Rome had reap- 
peared, and eavesdroppers are part of the military 
court of your commander-in-chief; and I am in- 
terrupted by the chairman of this committee, who 
considers that it is an act of lese majesie to say 
anything against those in authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Virginia that nearly the en- 
tire body of his speech has been in contravention 
of the rule of.the House which confines debate on 
a special order to the subject-matter immediately 
pending. Yet the Chatr—no objection being 
made—did not check him. On the contrary, the 
Chair has allowed him the utmost latitude of de- 
bate. When the gentleman still further wandered 
from the rules, the Chair deemed it his duty to 
call attention to it. The gentleman’s time has 
now expired. However, as much of it was taken 
up by interruptions, the Chair will consider the 
gentleman’s amendment as now offered, and that 
he is entitled to five minutes upon it. 

Mr. GARNETT. The Chair will seethe pro- 
pricty of my finishing what I had commenced 
when interrupted. 

When this captain stated that what was re- 
ported of him was true, he was dispatched to 
another post, and a captain from Maine was or- 
dered here to take command of his company. 
In like manner, you introduce resolutions cen- 
suring the Secretary of the Navy because he dis- 
tributes the public ships as he thinks the public 
interest requires, and because he does not cate- 
chise the officers as to what their course of con- 
duct will be in future contingencies. For my part, 
I think it would be the instinct of honorable men 
to despise and to contemn any officer who would 
say thathe would ever beararms against his native 
State, whether right or wrong, whether he ap- 
proved or disapproved. Every man who feels the 
true spirit of honor would consent to any sac- 
rifice—would die the death—before he would raise 
an arm against the old State that gave him birth, 
that sheltered his youth, and to whom he owes 
his allegiance. 

The disregard of all law docs not stop here. 
The Secretary of the Treasury orders—and he is 
even applauded for the spirit of the order—~an 
officer to shoot down any one who commitsa 
trespass on the flag, and he directs a lieutenant 
to displace the captain if he does not obey the 
orders. lf this order ended in a murder, the 
Secretary would be an accessory before the fact; 
but it is paralleled by King Bomba, of Naples 
alone. That worthy potentate was for executing 
the laws; and he divided political offenses into three 
classes: the first was to be. dealt with in the: ordi- 
nary way—by courts, I presume. Thesecond still 
required a ‘‘ procedure,” though an ‘‘ extraor- 
dinary ”? one. But the third he treated as Mr. 
Dix does a trespass on the flag. The criminals 
were ‘to beimmediately executed by shooting,” 
and like Mr. Dix, he could not help suspecting 
that even in Sicily instruments might fail him 
for carrying out these savage ordinances, and so 
he continues: ; 


<1f, in trials of the kind mentioned above, there should 
he any case of refusal to act, or a scruple of conscience on 
the part of all or some of the judges torming the military 
or civil commission,” Pee eee ne “we grant 
; you the power to choose, in the place of those members 
who may have seruples, such other offieers or judges as 
you may think fit, of the same class as those who appear 
to you doubtful.” ‘ 


I said, sir, in answer to the gentleman from 
| Kentucky, (Mr. Anperson,] that I was in favor 
| of my State seceding at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. As I said ona former occasion, Lam in 
i favor of her secession, because I believe in my 
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heart that it is. the best- possible mode of'prevent- 
ing war and reconstructing a ‘Union. of equality 
You talk of amendments to the Constitwtion, and 
forget that the preliminary question of war or 
peace must first be settled. “It cannot remain open. 
during the tedious process of constitutional amend- 
ment. Nay,sir, amendmentis impossible, unless 
you previously recognize the independence of the 
confederate States... For until-you do that, amend- 
ment requires the ratification of twenty-six States; 
and as the seven seceding cannot and ‘will ‘not 
act, it requires every northern State, except one, 
and absolutely all, if Arkansas mearitime secedes, 
Is this a possibility? While you are waiting this 
slow and utterly improbable result, Mr. Lincoln 
will be recapturing forts, blockading harbors, and 
the whole. country will. resound with the horrid 
f din of war. $ 
But secession offers the best, if not the only, 
chance for peace; and peace, the only hope of re- 
construction. Already the signs, at. one time 
more hopeful of peace and adjustment, are blasted 
by the pretended friends of Ummon, who—God 
forgive them—have unwittingly taken the surest. 
means of hardening the hearts of our Black Re- 
publican rulers, and making disunion permanant 
and bloody. Upon their heads rests the respon» 
sibility. Even now, were the South all united, 
their confederacy would be so strong as to make 
attack hopeless. The confederate States have 
adopted a constitution nearly the same as ours, 
One by one we might join. them; and even. the 
border free States would find this new confed- 
eracy, with the old Constitution, a more faithful 
guardian of the old traditions, a truer successor-of 
the old Union, than the Government we now live 
under; and they would seek admission, and leave 
the fanatics of New England and the lake shore 
country to seek what Canadian connections they 
might be able to form. Yes, sir, when the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Anprrson] asks me 
if E am for the Union, l ask him, what Union? 
The Union of our fathers, the equal Union of sov- 
ereign States? Yes; but it is gone—vanished ! 
In its stead, we have two unions—a northern and 
a southern. I am against the unequal Union of, 
a few vassal slave States, and the numerous free 
States, inspired and governed by the New: Eng- 
land school of politics. I am for the union-of 
kindred southern States; I am for reconstructing 
a union, if not the same with that of 1789, yet 
preserving its spirit and inheriting its principles 
of State sovereignty and equality. Therefore, I 
am for seceding from this sectional despotism, and 
seeking peace, equality, honor, and. reconstruc- 
tion with the South. 
I believe, sir, that the question now stands be- 
tween two confederacies—a. northern and a south- 
| ern confederacy, Between them, £ would choose 
the southern. It is the only feasible mode of 
reaching a peaceful alliance or league between the 
northern and southern States. The mythical le- 
gend of antiquity tells you, that when the Sibyl 
offered the Roman tyrant the books of fate, he de- 
clined the offer. Twice she returned, buteach time 
a portion of the books was destroyed; and when, 
at last, his eyes were opened to their value, he 
could obtain but a remnant of the priceless leaves. 
You have been like that tyrant. During. the three 
months‘of this session, you have had it in your 
power to arrest the movement of secession, and 
save this Union. When you came:here, had you 
hastened to pass measures of adjustment, moder- 
ate adjustment, the Union feeling still strong, at 
least in the border. States, and then yet living in 
the South, would. have accepted it. You refused 
even to consider the offer. : H : 
Later still, it was in your power. to have saved 
the Union. It was proposed to:youto suspend the 
execution of the Federal laws in the seceding 
States, to give time for negotiation, and to allow 
the people of the North:to say whether they would 
longer submit to this Republican assault upon the 
Union, and the people of the South opportunity 
to decide whether they were willing to return on 
fair terms... That proposition, too, you refused to 
hear. Now, the chances are gone... The Sibyl- 
line books are nearly destroyed, Only one third 
remain, and they contain the issues of peace or 
war. Choose ye between them! WeoftheSouth 
desire peace. We desire friendship with you; but 
choose which you may, the people of the South, 
-and their brethren on the southern border—breth- 
renin heart, if not in name; ay, and many brave 
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February 20. 


: ready: to 
meet. yon In the name of the God-of. battles and 
pE our feathers. ~ ; ate ey 

:Mr:-MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to res- 

cue the amendment, now pending before the com- 
‘mittee; from ‘the general views submitted: by my 
colleague, and: to ‘presentit tothe committee in 
its proper. light..It is: because I agree with my 
colleague in. his: general purpose to oppose every- 
thing that -may-involve a collision, in. the future, 
between the Government of the United States and 
any: of the seceding: States, that Irise to: protest 
against the'effort to represent every subject, even 
of ordinary legislation, as being connected with 
an attempted invasion of the safety of certain 
States. I suggest to my colleague, that if we at- 
tempt now to say thateven a measure of this sort j 
is necessarily connected with a hostile purpose 
againstany State of the Union, we shall cease to 
have-any-effect when we raise our voices in oppo- 
sition’ to. measures of real and actual coercion. 
Why, sir, must we disband our Army entirely, 
lest, from the. maintenance of a military force, it 
shall bethought that we contemplate war against 
any'of the States? Shall we burn our Navy and 
dismiss our officers, lest it be fancied that the main- 
tenance of the Navy threatens the safety of some 
of the States of the Union? 

I concurred in the report of this amendment 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, and I 
expect to vote for a concurrence in it in the House. 

` [have been in favor of the measure for years past, 
-and uniformly voted for it. My colleague, per- 
haps, has uniformly voted against it. - Hle repre- 
sents the amendment as contemplating the insti- 
tutionof measures for coercing the seceding States. 
Why, does not my colleague know that the ap- 
propriation will not be effective at all until the Ist 
of July next, and that full two years will be ne- 
cessary to elapse before these vesscls can be built 
at all? Why, sir, the engines of these steamers 
cannot be completed ‘before, L. trust, all the difi- 
culties in the country will be ended in some way 
or other. If my colleague supposes that this is 
a war measure, [think I can relieve his appre- 
hensions by representing to him that I know noth- 
ing better calculated to prevent the active prose- 
cution of any war that may be intended against 
the seceding States than the passage of thisamend- 
ment; for, while the ships themsclves cannot be 
used for any such purpose, yet it is unquestion- 
ably true that the 41,200,000 appropriated will be 
taken from other objects of expenditure, and will, 
to that extent, cripple the finances of the Govern- 
ment, if they should propose to levy war against 
the States. 

Sir, the present Administration recommends this 
measure. The Secretary of the Navy recom- 
mended this particular measure more than two 
years ago. He repeated the recommendation at 
the next session, and he repeats the recommenda- 
tion at the present session. These vessels, sir, 
will be useful for many purposes. They will be 
especially useful in suppressing the slave trade on 
the coast of Africa. They are desired for that 
object, and they are desired also for ordinary ser- 
vice inthe Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean sea. 
Task the Clerk to read from the last annual re- 
port of the Secretary of the Navy the two pas- 
sages which I have marked; and surely this rec- 
ommendation of the measure, emanating from the 
present Secretary of the Navy, who is known to 
be opposed to the policy of coercion, and written 
after the present difficulties were universally 
known, ought to furnish at once conclusive evi- 
dence to my colleague that. these vessels are not 
intended for any such purpose. 

One word in conclusion. My colleague cries 
* war” go often that I am afraid, when war meas- 
ures. are really contemplated, we shalk be slow to 
believe it. If war docs come, I think my col- 
league willbe, perhaps, the first to perceive its 
approach. He seems, sir, to wait for war “ more 
than they that watch forthe morning.” [Laugh- 
ter.] 

The Clerk read the extracts from the report of 
‘the Secretary of the Navy; as follows: 

“The sloops-of-war built prior to 1840, and the brigs 
Bainbridge, Perry, and Dolphin, require such an expendi- 
ture to keep them fit for service that it will soon be advan- 
tageous to replace them with new vessels. They are not 
large enough for store-ships.” * $ à * 

“The constant appeal of American citizens, coming to 
us from all quarters of the world, askiig for security and 


lovers: of Justice in: the -North--stand. 


i 


* 


protection beyond what the Government, with its present 
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means, can.afford them, speaks'a language-to which we are 
not at liberty to turna deaf ear. _ To be able at any time, 
at short notice, to throw a powerful naval force upon any 
given point. where-our interests are threatened or the lives 
of American citizens are in jeopardy, is not only a consti- 
tutional duty, but one of the safest, most beneficent, and 
salutary powers that can be intrusted to official hands ua- 
der a republican form of government ; and 1 cannot permit 
the present occasion to pass without most earnestly recom- 
mending the policy of a gradual, substantial, and perma- 
nent increase of the Navy, accompanied by the universal 
introduction Tnto it of the motive power of steam. Such 
policy is essential to the protection of our coasts and com- 
meree, and of American citizens and their property on the 
ocean and in distant countries ; to the preservation of peace, 
the efficiency of negotiation, the general advancement of 
our commercial interests, the maintenance of our appropri- 
ate position among nations, and the prompt vindication of 
our rights and of the honor of the country, and should he 
subject to none of the ordinary vacillations arising from the 
varied success of political parties??? 

Mr. CURTIS. I move pro forma to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, by 
adding thé words ‘except for the defense of the 
Federal Government.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I have not time, in five min- 
utes, to answer the speeches that have been made 
this morning. I regret very much that I have 
not. The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Gar- 
dele on every occasion when any measure has 
come before the House from the Committee on 
Military Affairs for the last three weeks, has 
undertaken to present to the House the idea of 
coercion and war. When we proposed that the 
volunteers of this city should be so organized 
that they could kecp the peace of the city, and to 
require them to take an oath of fealty to the flag 
of the Union, the gentleman instantly raised the 
cry of coercion cui War. When the peace of this 
city was threatened, and the commanding gen- 
eral ordered troops here for the purpose of keep- 
ing the peace, and when they were marching into 
the city, he rose in his place and again cried 
“war! war! war’? Now, how many troops are 
there here? What terrible army is this that the 
gentleman is so constantly crying outabout? But 
nine hundred men, not equivalent to a single regi- 
ment in many of the armies of the world. What 
will the world think of this Government and of 
this great nation, when a statesman rises upon 
this floor and condemns the presence of a stand- 
ing army at the national capital at such a time 
as this, which amounts to the insignificant num- 
ber of nine hundred men? Why, sir, the other 
nations of the earth hold revolution and discord 
and anarchy in check by armies of millions, if 
necessary for that purpose. Two or three hun- 
dred thousand troops are considered in many 
countries but a small standing army, and here the 
commanding general cannot command a singie 
regiment. ‘The world will look upon these 
speeches. Their eyes are now turned upon us; 
and I ask you if the conduct of the lieutenant 
general commanding the Army of the United 
States should be thus held up before the world 
as though he were trying to establish despotism 
and tyranny here, when he has not got enough 
soldiers here to constitute a regiment or command 
a battery? 

And now, when it is proposed to add to the 
Navy five or six vessels of war, after we have 
lost some of our revenue cutters, which have been 
seized by the insurgents whom the gentleman so 
strenuously advocates and defends, he again rises 
and endeavors to make the people of the country 
believe that it is a war measure, and to alarm 
them, as if there was any real danger of tyranny 
and oppression and military despotism in this 
country. | 

Again, sir, when the Committee on Military 
Affairs propose to give the incoming President 
the powers which the Constitution contemplates 
to preserve the peace of the Union, the gentleman 


rises and deprecates any such effort to strengthen | 


the arm of the Executive, and speaks of it as 
though it were coercion of southern States. 
Sir, we have no war, except the war that is 


made upon the United States, the war that exists | 


in the United States, and which is only peculiar 
in one respect—that the blows are all from one 
side. Our forts have been taken. That is a casus 
Our armories have been taken. That is 
another? Our ships have been fired at. Thatis | 
athird. A red flag of war has been placed upon 
batteries and upon forts facing our forts. That 
is another act of war; and it is an indication of a 
determination of a bloody war, a war of exterm- 
ination; for a red flag is a pirate’s flag. T admit | 


H 


that there is a continuing war going on; for the 
flag of the United States that floats over Fort 
Sumter is now threatened with war. That fort 
is regularly besieged, and the lines of circumval- 
lation are being perfected. There is war in the 
South against the flag of our country, against the 
Union, against. the peace of the country, against 
our homes and our firesides; and it is for defense 
that we want an Army and a Navy and the mili- 
tia of the country. TiN; m4 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Iowa says we have but nine hundred troops 
here, and asks us what have we to fear, I assure 
him that I do not fear nine hundred troops, nor 
ten times nine hundred, against the liberties of 
this country. What wefear is that which seems 
to be taking possession of the public mind—a dis- 
position to rule this country by military power. 
‘We see, it is true, in limited numbers at present, 
regular troops brought to surround this Capitol 
while Congress is carrying on its deliberations, 
There are but nine hundred now. Next year, or 
the year after, there may be ninety thousand; and 
we may follow—and we fear we see the symptoms 
that this country is about to follow—the example 
set in so many Republics before us. 

The gentleman from Iowa reminds us that other 
Governments have millions of troops around them 
to sustain them. It is true, sir, that other Gov- 
ernments do have them; and hence it is true that 
this is the only free Republic that exists on the 
face of the globe. Does the gentleman from [owa 
intend that we shall follow the example of the 
Governments of Europe? Louis Napoleon, with 
his half million armed men, has crushed down 
the liberties of France. He holds the iron heel 
upon the necks of the people, because he has his 
half million armed men around his throne, Are 
we to follow thatexample ? The emperor of Rus- 
sia—— » 

Mr. HINDMAN. [rise to a question of order. 
I believe it was decided by the Chair a while ago 
that it was not in order to assail distinguished 
military characters; and I trust the gentleman 
from North Carolina will make no assault upon 
the French emperor. [{Laughter, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, but for a different reason from that 
stated by the gentleman. 

Mr: HINDMAN. I withdraw the point of 
order. 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from North Carolina and the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, both, that the remarks of 
the gentleman from Virginia were not in order, 
because he went into general debate after the 
House had limited debate upon this bill, by mak- 
ing ita special order; and certainly the gentleman 
from North Carolina is wandering far from the 
sloops-of-war when speaking of the conduct of the 
lieutenant general; and if the point of order is in- 
sisted on, the Chair will confine the gentleman to 
te pending amendment, 

Mr. WINSLOW. The question before the 
House is the question of coercion—the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I ask if it is in order for 
the Chair to decide a point of order which has 
been withdrawn. 

Mr. BRANCH. The point of order raised by 

the gentleman from Arkansas was, that it is not 
in order to speak disrespectfully of the Emperor 
of the French aga distinguished military charac- 
ter. I understand the Chair now to say that, if 
he insists upon that point of order, the Chair will 
have to sustain it. 
_ The CHAIRMAN., The decision of the Chair 
is, that the gentleman from North Carolina must 
confine his remarks to the ships-of-war, with 
which Louis Napoleon has nothing to do. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BRANCH. Tam very glad, indeed, of the 
explanation that the Chair has made in reference 
to the circumstance to which he has alluded, be- 


cause, I regarded it atthe time as one of the most 


striking features of the times, that when the Presi- 
dent of the United States, day after day, is as- 
sailed upon this floor in the most violent language, 
when his personal integrity is assailed without 
stint, and no member is ever called to order for 
it, the first time that a Representative of the peo- 
ple rises here, while we are surreanded by armed 
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troops, under the command of the licutenant gen- 
eral, and assails the conduct of that officer, the 
Chair should, without any suggestion from the 
floor, rise and say that the remarks were out of 
order, because they were personal. Iam pleased 
that the Chair has taken occasion to explain what 
he said. I hope that the time may never come 
when it will be either dangerous or out of order, 
for a Representative upon this floor to assail the 
conduct of any military chieftain. I hope the 
time will never come when, either bya call to 
order from that chair, or at the point of the bay- 
onet, members on this floor are to be silenced 
whenever they allude to the commanding general 
of the Army. 

But, Mr. Chairman, to return to the point at 
which I was interrupted: in the midst of all these 
scenes, the gentleman from lowa rises and re- 
minds us that, in the old countries of Europe, 
thrones are surrounded and sustained by millions 
ofarmed men. Mr. Chairman, if every Govern- 
ment in Europe shall choose to call around it to 
sustain it powerful armed forces; if every Gov- 
ernment on this continent shall sanction the policy 
of sustaining itself by means of a regular military 
force, I will never give up the opinion thatI now 
entertain, that our fathers entertained, and that 
we allentertained until a recent period, thatarmed 
bands of mercenaries, that soldiers, commanded 
by officers in no way responsible, either to the 
people or to their Representatives, for their con- 
duct, are not suitable instruments with which to 
maintain civil liberty, and more especially in times 
like these, when the passtons of men are so much 
excited that we see even grave and patriotic and 
sober gentlemen, like the gentleman from Iowa, 
defending the surrounding of this Capitol with 
cannon and bayonets, by saying that even yet we 
have not got as many troops as the Emperor of 
the French has to sustain him, or as the Emperor 
of all the Russias has to sustain that colossal des- 
potism. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to state 
to gentlemen of the committee, inasmuch as the 
remarks of the gentleman from North Carolinaand 
of the gentleman from Arkansas have, to some ex- 
tent,impugned hisdecision, that he did not arrest 
the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia until 
his entire hour was exhausted. The House had 
decided by a unanimous vote to make this bill a 
special order, which confined the debate to the 
merits of the appropriations in the bill. The Chair 
only regrets that he had not ruled throughout 
strictly in accordance with the instructions of the 
House; but as members did not object, he allowed 
the debate to go on far beyond the order of the 
House. But at the conclusion of the gentleman’s 
hour, and as the Chair intended to extend his time 
five minutes, he reminded him of the fact that his 
remarks were not confined to the bill, and were 
personal in their character. Of course, if general 
debate had been allowed, the Chair would not 


have interfered with the gentleman from Virginia, | 


or the gentleman from North Carolina in assailing 
the lieutenant general of the Army, the Emperor 
of France, or any one else. But certainly it was 
not. in order to do so on a bill which was made a 
special order. That is what the Chair intended 
to say, and what the Chair did say. 

Mr. PHELPS. The rule of the House which 
relates to personal matters only applies to mem- 
bers of the House or of the Senate, not to mili- 
tary or naval or other executive officers. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands | 


that very well; and if debate had been general, 
the Chair would have allowed gentlemen to goon 
without interruption. 

Mr. PHELPS. Towhom were the gentleman’s 
remarks personal? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [insist on the regular order 


i 


i! strike out the word ‘seven. 


| 
j : ‘ bee 
‘| discuss the question of the exercise of force. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mi 
souri will please indicate his amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have no particular amend- 
ment to offer; I will speak upon the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on 
the pending amendment. : 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I suppose I can speak 
on the pending Senate amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, No, sir. 

Mr. PHELPS. Well, I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word “ seven.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That will not be in order. 
The gentleman will have to move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to know if I have not 
a right to move to amend the Senate amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair is of opinion 
that the gentleman from Missouri may move an 
amendment ‘to the pending amendment, on which 
debate is exhausted. 

Mr. PHELPS. Does the Chair rule that I 
have no right to move to amend the text sent us 
by the Senate? Because some gentleman has 
moved in advance of me to amend that text, am 
I therefore precluded from moving to amend it 
further? ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia is not yet voted on. 
Therefore the gentleman from Missouri may offer 
an amendment to that amendment. The com- 


s- 


|i mittee is about dividing on it. 


Mr. PHELPS. Then the Chair rules that I 
have no right to move to amend the Senateamoend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair states to the 
gentleman from Missouri, that an amendment to 
the Senate amendment is already pending. 

Mr. PHELPS. Does the Chair mean tostate 
that I can at no time move this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not, sir. The 
Chair stated that there is now an amendment 
pending to the original text. 

Mr. PHELPS. Well, anotheramendmentmay 
also be offered to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not to the same matter. 
The gentleman from Virginia moves to amend 
the original text. There certainly can be no 
other amendment offered to the text until this 
matter is disposed of. % 

Mr. PHELPS. My amendmentis pro forma, 
and if I had been allowed to offer it, E should 
have, by this time, fiuished what I have to say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire the business of the 
committee to be conducted in the regular form. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain 
an amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well; then I propose to 
>? I do not want 


| these sloops built; and therefore I propose to 
| strike out that word. 
| The CHAIRMAN, That word is notin the 
| amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. The 
| Chair would suggest that the gentleman may 
| move to strike out the words ‘land or.” 
| Mr. PHELPS. Then I would be confined to 
| the discussion of ‘land or.” 
| Mr. SHERMAN. I think there should be no 
| difficulty about this matter. Let us take a vote 
i first on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
| from Virginia. : 

The question was taken on Mr Garnerr’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. PHELPS. i now move to amend the 
: Senate amendment by striking out the word 
ire seven.” It is not my desire, Mr. Chairman, n 
| have arisen to discuss the amendment sent to us 
; by the Senate, and to show that it is improper for 
| this committee to concur in that amendment. T 


(Laughter.] 


of business being proceeded with. We do not i| am ready to concede in this argument that, if this 


want to sit here all evening 
Mr. PHELPS. 
ment, and I will state in advance that I do not 


i 


| appropriation were made, it will require eighteen 
I rise to propose an amend- || months, at least, from this period of time, before 


desire to enter into the discussion that is now |! know that 1 shali touch a tender point here, when 


taking place. Isimply desirato state 


I speak of economy 


these vessels are finished and ready for service. E; 


in me lay, that the resources of the Governime 
should be husbanded, and that we should -avoi 


sary, and that would ‘have a tendency, if author 
ized by Congress, to depress the credit oi 
Government among the capitalists of the nation, 

I ask, why should we appropriate ‘this sum ‘of 
money for the purpose'of building seven’ steam 
sloops-of-war? At the last session of Congress 
.& Proposition similar to this was’ offered in: thé 


It was urged that it was necessary to’ construct 
steamers of this kind in order that we might bet- 
ter be able to capture vessels engaged in the slave 
trade. And yet, with a prospect of abundance of 
money in the Treasury; with a prospéct, accords 


ury, that the revenue from customs for the fiscal 
year would amount to the sum of $56,000,000, 
this proposition only got 14 votes for it in the 
Senate to Q5 against it. But at this session of Con- 


i revenue from customs has largely fallen off, When 
it is estimated that you will only receive the sum 
of $16,000,000 from customs between the Ist ‘of 
January and the Ist of July; the Senate sends to 
us an amendment proposing the construction of 
seven steam sloops-of-war, and ‘appropriating 
$1,200,000 towards their construction... Dogen- 
tlemen believe that that sum will be-all that will 
be necessary to complete these vessels? I hold 
in my hand a letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy, wherein he states that, in order to construct 
seven steam sloops-of-war of the class desired , it 
will cost $2,625,000. The letter is as follows: ` 
Navy DEPARTMENT, February 20, 1861. 

Str: In reply to your letter of the 19th instant, 1 have the 
honor to state, that the average cost of seven steam screw 
sloops-of-war, ofthe class and description referred to in the 
naval appropriation bill, now before. the House, would be 
Shout two million six hundred and twenty-five thousand 
oars. F ase i 
Tam, very respectfully, your obedient servanty °° 

ei EEEN A 1. TOUCEY. ` 

Hon. Jonn Suerman, Chairman Committee of Ways and 
Means, Hause of Representatives. : ye 


To that sum you will lave to'add the cost of 
armament, which will be about four hundred thoa- 
sand dollars additional. In other words, thé éx- 
penditure for these seven sloops-of-war ‘will be: 
about three million dollars, instead of $1,200,000. 
Task you whether the credit of the country is not 
sufliciently depressed already? We are now in 
the market asking another Joan of $8,000,000 ‘to 
meet the requisitions lying on the table of the Seo- 
| retary of the Treasury. Hc invites bids, that are 
to be opened on Saturday next, for the purpose 
| of replenishing the Treasury. ; 
I stated to the House on a formeroccasion, that 
| it would requite at least $25,000,000—and ‘more, 
in my opinion, unless Congress is more econom- 
ical in its appropriations—-in order to meet the 
expenditures to be incurred between this and the 
lst of July next. I now am prepared to state to 
you that it will require some thirty million: dol- 
| lars, at the rate in which you are progressing with 
your appropriations, beyond all the sums ‘that 


sales of the public lands, to supply means for’ 
j carrying on the Government up to July next. 
Where is the money to come from? The-actual 
debt of the countryds now about seventy million 
dollars. We have authorized: loans, not yet ne- 
gotiated, of about thirty-nine million dollars, and 
| it is proposed in the tariff bill, as it passed the 
House, and in the Pacific railroad bill, as it has 
| passed the Senate, to incur an indebtedness of 
| $142,000,000. Wershall, at the close of this. seg+ 
sion, if these bills shall pass, have provided for a 
national debt of $250,000,000, including, in this 
i estimate, the present indebtedness of the country. 
Where isthe money to come from? I repeat. The 
present tariff does not yield a revenue adequate 
to defray the expenses of the Government, and I 
believe the proposed tariff will yield aless sum 
than the present tarif. We must, then, borrow 


I have desired, as far as |i 


more money. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 


all expenditures that'were not absolutely neces: ` 


f thë: 


Senate, and was there advocated byits`friends: 


ing to the estimates of the Secretary of the Treas-. 


gress, when your Treasury is depleted, when the’ 


, 


you will receive from the customs and from the - 
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“Mr. FLORENCE. Ido not, as I remarked 
yesterday, participate in the fears which ‘have 
‘been expressed op this side of the House, that 
“the authority to build these steam sloops-of-war 
savors of coercion; nor do. I coincide with the 
gentleman from Missouri, who has just taken his 
Seat, in the opinion that this is an extraordinary 
measure. F-believe L expressed the opinion be- 
fore, that. the-unfortunate attack which has been 
made.on the Navy for two or three years past 
would result in precisely the state of things that 
now. exisis—the absolute. dismantling of the 
American: Navy. J believe that, if we are to main- 
tain this Government at all, if it is regarded as 
worthy of maintaining, this.is the time, and this 
is the manner, in which we should begin to rein- 
state a sufficient force to maintain the glory and 
the honor of our flag. 

The gentleman refers to the cost of these. ves- 
sels as extravagant, involving an expenditure of 
$3,000,000 before they are completed. I presume 
they will involve an expenditure of $ ,000,000 
before they are set afloat, But the gentleman 
should- understand that the expenditure of that 
amount of money is. an economical proceeding for 
the Government, when vessels of such hght 
draught will answer the purpose of the heavy- 
armed vessels, costing $1,000,000 each, that are 

-now employed for certain purposes. ‘They will 
answer the same purpose of the same number of 
vessels of heavy draught, which cost the Gov- 
ernment $7,000,000 in their construction. 

Mr.MAYNARD, Ifthegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will allow me, I would suggest the adop- 
tion of an amendment by which these vessels shall 
all be built at the Philadelphia navy-yard. Such 
a provision would be sufficient to insure their not 
being used for purposes of war or coercion for 
the present. [Laughter. 

r. FLORENCE. Mr. Chairman, I have no 
idea nor fear at ali that, if the vessels are author- 
ized to be built, at the proper time the Philadel- 
phia navy-yard will not receive the proper con- 
sideration atthe hands of thenext Administration, 
for several reasons; and in the first place, because | 
the skill of the Philadelphia mechanics is so well į 
known to the Government and to the country, 
as of itself to secure a proper consideration when | 
such vessels are to be built‘by the Government; 
and in the second place, I have every confidence | 
to believe that, although J shall not be upon this 
floor, the able representation which that city will 
have remaining in this House will insure a proper 
care of the interests of Philadelphia. So far as 
I am concerned, although departing from this 
Hall, although leaving these ‘gay and festive 
scenes,” [laughter,] my attention will still be 
turned in this direction,and I shall ask those who 
continue upon this floor to take all proper care of 
the interests of Philadelphia. 

So much in reply to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessce; for I am always glad to accord and to have 
accorded to the mechanics of Philadelphia credit 
and character for skill in the production of all the 
various articles of manufacture that are produced 
in that city. 

Now, sir, I desire to say, as I was proceeding 
tosay wheninterrapted, that, if weintend to main- || 
tain this Government at all, if we intend to main- 
tain our Navy at all, I contend that it is our duty | 
to proceed at once without delay to inaugurate | 
measures for reinstating the vessels of war that 
have been permitted to rot at the wharves, the 
navy-yards, and dock-yards of the country. But | 
ĮI desired more especially to urge this particular | 
appropriation as a measure of economy, and that 
these vessels should be commenced without fur- |j 
ther delay. I will also remark, that the fears | 
entertained by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr 
Gannertt,] that they are to be used for purposes | 
of coercion, for the subjugation of southern States, | 
were ably and fully answered by his colleague, | 
‘[Mr. Minuson,} when he stated the fact that it | 
would require eighteen months or two years to i} 
build the engines to be placed in them, and that | 
the timber out of which they are tobe builtis some | 
of it still growing in the forest ! 

I have no purpose of complaining, that for the | 
past two or three sessions the House has not | 
given credence to me when I have urged that more | 
timber should be supplied for the use of the navy- | 
yards of the country Theevent will show that | 


there iy not timber enough now on hand to con- | 
struct these vessels; that more will have to be sup- | 


lied before these vessels, which are wanted for 
immediate use to protect the honor and glory of 
the American flag, can be constructed. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. QUARLES. I propose to amend the 
amendment of the Senate by inserting in the third 
line, after. the word ‘* Navy,’’ the words ‘at 
some of the navy-yards in the United States.” 

Mr. Chairman, I oppose the entire policy of 
the amendment of the. Senate, and shall vote 
against it; but, if it is to be adopted, I desire that 
it shall be perfected as nearly as possible, Ido 
not think that this is the time for increasing our 
Navy. Our Treasury is not in a condition, as 
stated by the gentleman from Missouri, to make 
any addition to the expenses of the Government. 
And it is particularly desirable that at this time 
no act shall be done that may be construed as 
looking to the adoption of a coercive policy upon 
the part of the Government, thereby tending to 
inercase the excitement that now exists in the 
country. 

Sir, Tiosite that gentlemen will look at the atti- 
tude in which we find ourselves on the incoming 
ofa new Administration. ~There remains of the 
loan authorized in June last, not yet negotiated, 
$13,978,000. You have authorizedgby the bill 

assed the present session, loans to the amount 
of $25,000,000 more. The loan bill attached to 
the Morrill tariff bill, provides for $21,000,000 in 
addition, which, with the revenues to be collected 
from customs, if the commerce of the country is 
restored—estimated, under the new tariff bill, at 
$60,000,000—will give the incoming Administra- 
tion, in the first ycar of its existence, the control 
of a revenue amounting in the aggregate of within 
a few thousand dollars of $120,000,000. 

Now, sir, what is the cause of this enormous 
excess over the revenues usually provided? If 
gentlemen upon the otherside administer the Gov- 
ernment, as they profess to be able to do, with 
$50,000,000, for what purpose have they pro- 
vided the enormous excess of $70,000,000? Cer- 
tainly they do not want it to be used in a titne of 
peace. Isitnot wanted for war? Will not that be 
the construction the country will place upon it? 
You have provided a revenue of $70,000,000 more 
than you say is needed to carry on the Govern- 
ment. You have not done it by my vote or by 
my assistance. You have done it against my pro- 
tst; but you have done it, and I repeat, what is j 
it for? 

You have eighteen thousand soldiers of the reg- 
ular Army in the field; and you have before the | 
House a bill (Mr. Srawron’s] that will enable the 
President to increase the military arm of the Gov- 
ernment indefinitely» You are providing, in the 
bill now under consideration, for seven additional 
war steamers. What does this mean? Can gentle- 
men quiet the country by saying it means peace ? 
Suppose England sees France making warlike 
preparations on this grand scale: will she be in- 
duced to believe itis because France desires peace? 
Suppose Russia or Austria suddenly enters upon 
an immense increase of the military and naval 
forces: will the Powers of Europe sit quietly by 
and listen to her protestations that she means 
nothing but peace? Gentlemen upon the other | 
side are astonished that members from the south- | 
ern States should ask why this immense increase 
of the Army and the Navy and of the revenues 
of the Government is necessary at this time. 

Sir, the policy which all these measures would 
indicate is wrong. If gentlemen mean to save the 
country, ifthey desire peace and conciliation, this į 
is notthe way tobringitabout Let me tell them 
that it is just the way to drive the border States 
out of the Union. If you had decided to drive 
them out, you could not have pursued a policy 
more directly calculated to produce that result. 

Gentlemen may hypocritically sing peans to the 
Union; they may tell us that they are willing todo į 
anything to save it; but when, instead of listening 
to measures of compromise; instead of passing 
measures of conciliation, they place in the hands 
of the President of the United States the power 
of establishing a military despotism, and also | 
place in his hands a revenue of sixty or seventy 
million dollars more than is wanted to administer | 
the Government, the country will know how to 
appreciate their declarations that they mean 


Mr. Chairman, I hope most sincerely the House 


| 

nothing but quiet and peace. | 
ee : s i 
will reject thisamend ment of the Senate altogether; |i 


but, if it is to be passed, I ask that they shall, at 
least, provide that the ships to be built shall be 
constructed in our own country. As the amend- 
ment now stands, they may be built in any for- 
eign country. I say, if the amendment is to be 
adopted at all, I hope the House will accept my 
amendment requiring the vessels to be builtin our 
own navy-yards. 

Mr. MORSE. I wish to say a few words as 
to the necessity which I think exists for the con- 
struction of those vessels with all reasonable dis- 
patch. I cannot understand why it is that,on the 
other side of the House, it is so generally insisted 
that this is a war measure. It appears to me that 
these gentlemen do not properly represent their 
own intelligence; for they must know it is hardly 
possible for them to have sat here two years with- 
out knowing something of the condition of this 
important arm of the public service. They know, 
then, that we have a number of small steamers 
which are nearly worn out, and will in a short 
time be totally unfit for the public service. ‘These 
vessels must be replaced by others, or we shall 
soon be in great need of vessels of this class, and 
shall have to keep on active duty first-class frig- 
ates, which have to be sailed at three times the 
cost of these small sloops; and these are not al- 
ways suitable for the wants of the service. Then 
it is known here, or ought to be, that we have 
many sailing vessels, large and small, which ought 
to be no longer depended on for active service, 
but steamers substituted for them A survey has 
been held on these old sailing ships, and their 
conversion into war steamers recommended. But, 
sir, I venture to predict this recommendation 
never will be carried into effect. No sane Con- 
gress will ever appropriate money for such a pur- 
pose. They would have to be remodeled, rebuilt, 
and lengthened at each end; and when done will 
not be what the wants of the service require. All 
our line-of-battle ships had better-be sunk than the 
experiment of trying to convert them into war 
steamers attempted. Such an experiment would, 
a my judgment, show neither economy nor wis- 

om. 

We want these new sloops-of-war to take the 
places of these sailing vessels. We can hardly 
put these ships afloatand in commission in season 
to take the place of these sailing vessels, as they 
become unfit for use, without further repairs; and 
I do not believe in either the economy or wisdom 
of spending much more upon the most of them. 

Mr. QUARLES. Does the gentleman object 
to their being built in our navy-yards? 

Mr. MORSE. I presume they will be con- 
structed there, as a matter of course, but have no 
objection to one or two of them being put out on 
contract. I do not want to amend the bill in that 
particular or in any other, so that there may be 
any necessity of sending it back to the Senate. 

Mr. QUARLES. Irise to a point of order 
The gentleman is not opposing my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman’s point 
is well taken. 

Mr. MORSE. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, because I do not want the bill to go back 
to the Senate; ‘and if the amendment of the gen- 
tleman be adopted, it will of necessity carry it to 
that body again for its action. 1 should very 
much like to amend the bill in two or three par- 
ticulars, but do not think it prudent to keep it 
afloat-any longer between the two b#anches. 

While the two great maritime Powers of Europe 
are arming to the highest capacity of their skill 
and means; while France, by the close of the next 
month, will put three hundred rifled cannon upon 
her iron-clad, shot and shell-proof ships of war; 
and her great rival, England, is close upon her 
track, if not side by side with her, gentlemen here 
are proposing to do nothing, not even to keep up 
our present strength upon the sea. Gentlemen 
upon this floor, forgetting the necessities of the 
nation in this particular, and their nationality, 
resist our replacing old, worm-eaten, and nearly 
worn-out ships by small steamships, such as are 
barely necessary to keep up even an appearance 
of respectability as a maritime Power, because 
there is just now some political excitement in one 
portion of the Union. For my part, 1 cannot 
understand why this excitement, or revolution, if 
you please, should be considered by any one 4 
sufficient reason for a suppression of the powers 
of this Government for self-defense and commer- 
cial protection, Tam unable to understand why 
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this excitement is a sufficient reason for shutting 
up our navy-yards‘and not keeping our Navy on 
arespectable peace footing. These gentlemen ask 
too much when they demand that a great nation, 
with its five hundred million tons of shipping 
claiming protection, shall suspend its powers until 
they are ready to permit it to go on again. 
` Tam not exactly satisfied with the bill. If it 
were not for endangering it, | would provide for 
a gradual increase and improvementof the Navy 
by authorizing the construction of three new ships 
every year, some of them to be covered with iron 
armor, and made ball and shell-proof. We are, 
Iam very sorry to say, sir, only beginning where 
our greal commercial rivals are leaving off. The 
pest intelligence from England and France war- 
rant us in the belief that it will not be two years 
before those powerful nations will have their en- 
tire fighting navies clad in iron armor, and made 
balland shell proof.ata distance of over four hun- 
dred yards. A ball from a rifle-cannon, thrown 
at a distance of four hundred yards, will not take 
effect upon these iron-clad vessels, while the same 
balls thrown from the same gun would sink any 
ship we have ata distance of five thousand yards. 
The extraordinary attention now devoted to naval 
warfare by the great maritime Powers, and the 
great perfection and strength to which they are 
gadvancing, demand that this small appropriation 
should be made willingly and at once, without a 
moment’s hesitation. Why is it that England 
and France are now arming at all points as they 
are doing, in the most effective manner, by the 
use of rifled cannon and powerful, iron-clad war 
steamers? England has over four hundred steam- 
ers to our dozen or two, and upon many of them 
she is placing iron armor. France has over one 
hundred small sloops-of-war and twenty frigates, 
which she is clothing in ball-proof armor. If one 
of those frigates could take position midst our 
entire naval fleet, unless we carried her by board- 
ing and siezure, we should have to haul down 
our flag and surrender; for she could remain at 
such a distance as to be unaffected by our shots, 
while, under her shield of iron and with her rifled 
guns, she could in time sink our entire flect and 
come almost harmless out of the fight 
I have no time left me to say anything about 
the question of war. My own opinion, however, 
is that we shall have no war. I do not believe 
that all common sense, and all humanity, have 
entirely left the American people. All this ery | 
of war, which nobody designs, is for effect else- 
where than here. The future will prove, let ex- 
cited men here say what they will, that when the 
southern States determine that we can live no 
longer together in peace and harmony, we shall 
separate in peace. but, until that result is clearly, 
deliberately, and decisively reached, they must 
not interfere with the jurisdiction of this Govern- | 
ment over its own property. They must cease 
their forays upon the nation’s property, and sur- ; 
render the spoils until we can proceed calmly to 
a settlement in some manner hereafter to be 
pointed out. If they all say that they must go 
out, that we can dwell no longer together in peacc, 
then I say, with my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Sran- | 
tTon,] go in peace; that the time has come when 
there must be a peaceable separation instead of a 
violent separation by a cruel and useless war 
{Here the hammer fell. 
The question was taken on Mr. QuarLes’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 
Mr.SHERMAN., I presume that every mem- 
ber is now prepared to vote on this amendment 
of the Senate; and I move, therefore, that the com- 
mittee rise, with a view to terminating debate on 


Ab. 

Mr. BRANCH I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman can do that 
when we again go into committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. But I want to-make an ex- 
planation of it. Lt isan amendment recommended 
by the Navy Department. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Linsist on my motion. We 
are all tired of this debate 

The question was taken; and the motion was | 
agreed to. | 

So the committee rose;and the Speaker having | 
resumed the chair, Mr. Corrax reported that the 


Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally | 
under consideration, and particularly the amend- į 


ments of the Senate to the Navy appropriation | 


bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the pending Senate amendment to the 
Navy appropriation bill be terminated within five 
minutes after its consideration shall be resumed. 
That willafford time for the gentleman from North 
Carolina to explain his amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. ~ 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House thereupon resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Cotrax in the chair.) 

Mr. BRANCH. I move to strike out the first 
part of theamendment to, and including, the word 
* specified,” and to insert, in lieu thereof, the fol- 
lowing: 

For altering into steamships those sailing vessels which 
have been reported by a board of officers to be fit for the 
same. 

Mr. Chairman, at the last session of Congress, 
both Houses ordered a commission to be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy, to make a survey 
of the sailing ships of the Navy, and to report 
which ones might properly and profitably be con- 
verted into steamers. That board was appointed 
and made its report ‘hey recommended certain 
ships-of-the-line to be converted into steamers. I 
have before me the report of that board. F will 
read an extract from it. It is as follows: 

« The present steam frigates of the Minnesota class, car- 
rying mixed batteries of t and nine inch guns, forty in 
all, cost, on an average, < ,000 each, including the steam 
machinery. Ifthe line- tle ships be not converted as 
proposed, the value of the labor and materials represented 
in their present condition will be lost. We have seen that 
the cost of the converted frigates, compared with that of 
new ones of not greatly differing battery aud speed, will be 
as $383,000 to $725,000; and the disparity becomes still 
greater when there is added, as there should be, the present 
value of the materiais and tabor in the old line-ot-battle 
ships which caunot be estimated, in the aggregate, at less 
than $1,250,000, nearly all of which will be lost, if not 
utilized as proposed. 

t We are therefore of opinion that, in view of the cost, 
condition, model, and general character of the vessels after 
conversion, it is expedient to convert the above named 
line-of-battle-ships into steamers, in the manner proposed ; 
and, we believe, they will prove to be efficient steamships 
of war of full steam power? 

The Secretary of the Navy, in commenting in 
his annual report upon that paper, uses the fol- 
lowing language: 

J} concur in the measure which they propose, as, in the 
event of war, no one of these Hine-Of-bartte ships, in the 
present state of steam: navigation. could go to sea with a 
reasonable degree of safety? 

The board reported,as will be seen, that one of 
these line-of-battle ships could be converted for 
$383,000, while a frigate would cost $725,000. 
The sailing ships which itis proposed to convert, 
are, in their present condition, useless to the Navy. 
In the present condition of the public Treasury, 
as a measure of economy, it seems to me it would 
be better to convert some of these old sailing ships, 
at a cost of $383,600 each, than to build new frig- 
ates of the same class, at a cost of $725,000 each; 
and more especially, when we have heard it stated 
throughout this debate that if we authorized these 
new steamers to be built there is no timber in the 
navy-yards out of which to build them; that the 
timber is yet to be cut and seasoned and put into 
the ships. ‘The old. sailing ships now lying use- 
less in the navy-yards could be converted without 
difficulty; and when. that course meets with the 
recommendation of a board of naval officers ap- 
pointed under the direction of Congress, and at 
the same time by the Secretary of the Navy, I 
would like to hear some reason given why, instead 
of having these six vessels converted, they are to 
be left to rot, while this appropriation is made to 
build these new steamers. 

Mr. MILLSON. ‘The gentleman misunder- 
stands the matter altogether. In the first place, 
there is no necessity for a specific appropriation 


| toenable the Secretary of the Navy to convert these 


vessels; but be may do this under another pro- 
vision of the bill. In the next place, this isa dif- 
ferent class of steamers altogether; and, in the third 
place, the Secretary recommends both measures, 
and not one as the alternative for the other. 

Mr. BRANCH. According to my reading of 
this bill, there is no appropriation made under 
which these sailing vessels could be converted. $ 
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imagine. that no Secretary of the Navy would g 
on and convert then: without a specific appropri- 
ation by Congréss, © 3) ee me 

In the next place, the gentleman says they are 
of different classes; and that brings us to the-very 
gist of the whole reason.’ The ‘stéamer. frigates 
cannot get into southern harbors: and therefore, 
are useless for purposes of. coercion, «The nex 
steamers which it is proposed we shall authorize 
to be built, are of a draft of water limitéd to that 
draft which will enable them to-enter southern 
harbors The gentleman from Virginia hasgiven 
‘what I imagine is thetrue reason for building new 
steamers at double cost, in preference to convert- 
ing the old ships yow already have, and which are 
suitable for conversion, at ote half the cost of 
building new ones. aera ARGS, 

{Here the hammer fell.] es 

The question was taken on Mr ‘Brancn’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

The Senate amendment was then concurred in. 

Nineteenth amendment: i 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That so much of an 
act entitled “ An act making appropriations for the ‘naval 
service for the year ending 30th of June, 1855,” approved 
August 5, 1854, as requires the naval agent at:San. Fran- 
cisco to discharge ‘the duties of purser as well as of navy 
agent, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. ag Pe X 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in: f 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill and 
amendments be laid aside temporarily, so that we 
may take up the Indian appropriation bill, in or- 
der that it may be pending ‘when we go into.com- 
mittee again E ee ea 

By unanimous consent, the Indian appropria- 
tion bill was taken up 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that.the com- 
mittee rise, and report the Navy bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to, > o; f 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. CoLrax reported that the 
committee had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the Senate amendments to the bill of the 
House (No. 914) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending June 30, 1862; 
and had directed him to report the same to the 
House, some with a concurrence, some without 
concurrence, and others as concurred in, with 
amendments; and that the committee had had un- 
der consideration the Indian appropriation bill, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. | ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Gommittee of .the 
Whole on the state of the Union have concurred 
in all the amendments of the Senate, except'two, 
and they are of an unimportant character, One 
relates to Lieutenant Gillis, and the other to a re- 
peal of a section of a law passed last winter. I 
shall therefore move, in order to avoid any fur- 
ther delay, and for the purpose of relieving my- 
self from this bill, to concur in all the Senate 
amendments. ~ 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire a separate vote upon 
the eighteenth amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, gentlemen can 
have a separate vote upon any amendments they 
desire. 

No objection being made, all the amendments 
of the Senate, with the exception of the eighteenth, 
were concurred in. 

The question recurred upon the eighteenth 
amendment; which was as follows: : 


Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause to 
be constructed for the United States Navy, at as early a 
day as practicable, having due regard to. efficiency and 
economy, seven steam screw sloops-of-war ot the second 
class, as vessels are rated in the Navy, with full steam 
power, whose greatest draught of water shall not exeeed 
fourteen feet, whieh sloops shall combine the heaviest arm- 
ament and greatest speed compatible with their character 
and tonnage; and for the purpose above specified the sum 
of $1,200,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy. ; : 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. E 

The question wastaken; and it was decided- in 


| the afirmative—yeas 112, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Al- 
len, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Barr, Bingham, 
Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Co- 
burn, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, 
Conway, Cox, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Fior- 
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rence, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hall, 
Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Helmick, Hoard, Holman, 
Wiliam Howard, Humpbrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, 
Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, koomis, 
Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, Me- 
Pherson, Millson, Miliward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nixon, 
Olin, Falmer; Porter, Potter, Pottie, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
Sickles, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Tompkins, VanWyck, 
Verree, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellibu 
B.. Washburhe, Webster; Wells, Wilson, Windom, and 
Woodruft—12. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barret, Bocock, Branch, Brown, 
Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, Burton Craige, Jobn G. 
Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Etheridge, Garnett, John 
T. Barris, Hatton, Hindman, Hughes, James M. Leach, 
Elbert S. Martin, Nelson; Niblack, Pheips, Quarles, Riggs, 
James ©. Robinson, Rust, Scott, Sherman, Simms, Wil- 
liam N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, ‘thomas, Vallandig- 
‘ham, Vance, Winslow, and Wright—38. 

So the amendment was concurred in, 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. BARRET stated that Mr. Pryor was 
paired off with Mr. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. BINGHAM stated that Mr. Beare was 
absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. CURTIS stated that, Mr.. Vanprver, for 
the purpose of attending the pcace conference, 
had p&ired off with Mr. Jennys. 

Mr. DAW ES stated that Mr. Tras had paired 
off with Mr. KUNKEL. 

Mr. CARTER stated that Mr. Foster was ab- 
sent, by reason of his attendance upon the peace 
conference. 

Mr. BRABSON stated that he was paired off. 

Mr. DUNN stated that Mr. Enciisa was paired 
off with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. MAYNARD was 
paired off with Mr. Hane; that Mr, Maynarp 
would have voted no.” 


Mr: DUNN stated that Mr. Kiicgore was | 


paired off with Mr. Lraxe. . 
Mr. SICKLES (when his name was caled) 
said: I shall vote for this measure, because I 
believe these ships are required by the ordinary 
exigencies of the Navy, and without any refer- 
ence to its bearing upon the question of coercion, 
The result was announced as above recorded, 
Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the several amendments were agreed to; 
and also moved to lay the ‘motion to reconsider 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING A BILE. 


Mr. STANTON. I ask the unanimous con- 
sentof the House to have printed the bill and 
accompanying report, which have been under 
consideration during the morning hour for two or 
three days.. In consequence of the motion to 
roject, the usual order to print was not made. 

There being no objection, it was so.ordered. 

RED RIVER RAFT. 


Mr. HINDMAN. Laskthe unanimous consent 
of the House to ‘take up and put upon its passage 
Touse resolution No. 47, relative to the improve- 
ment of the Red river, which was passed at the 
last session, 
amended in an unimportant particular. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution, 
giving the assent of Congress to certain acts passed 
or to be passed by the Legislatures of the States 
of Arkansas, Louistana, and Texas, or any two 
of them, in relation to the raftof Red river and for 
other purposes, was taken up for consideration. 


The amendment of the Senate was then read ; 


and concurred in, as follows: 

Provided further, That the United States shalt have a 
right, at any time after the expiration of ten years, to take 
possession of the works by paying to the company the 
amount expended, with seven per centum interest. 


Mr. HINDMAN moved to reconsider the vote 


It was sent to the Senate, and there | 


by which the amendment was concurred in; and | 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon | 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The House will now take 


a recess. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet at eleven 
o’clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
that motion now. 


And then (at five o’clock and five minutes, p. |! 


m.) the House took a recess until seven o’clock. 


j izens of Newport, Rhode Island, approving of 


| Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, praying Con- 


ii the proposed Crittenden amendment to the Con- | 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembled at seven o'clock, p. M., 
(Mr. Hucues occupying the Chair as Speaker 
pro tempore,) and resumed the consideration of the 
special order, being the report of the special com- 
mittee of thirty-three on the present condition of 
the country. 

Mr. RUFFIN addressed the House for one 
hour. [His speech will be published in the Ap- 
pendix.) 

And then, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN, (at 
elght o’clock and fifteen minutes, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurury. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move to suspend the 
reading of the Journal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection, 
CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. BRAGG presented the credentials of Hon. 
Tuomas L. Ciiveman, elected a Senator by the 
Legislature of the State of North Carolina, for 
the term of six years, commencing on the 4th of 
March, 1861; which were read, and ordered to 
be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE presented the petition of 
H. W. Drake and six hundred others, citizens of } 
the United States, and residents of the city of 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, without respect to party, 
representing that they are firmly and irrevocabl 
attached to the Constitution and laws of the Uni- 
ted States as they are, and opposed to all com- 
promises with traitors, and with all men whoare | 
directly or indirectly plotting the overthrow of | 
the Government; and praying Congress at once 
to adopt such measures as may be necessary to 
hold and to protect the property of the Govern- | 
ment, to maintain the honor of our flag, and the 
integrity of the Union; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the petition of R. P. Eaton, 
and one hundred and fifty others, citizens of the 
State of Wisconsin, setting forth that they believe ; 
that the Constitution and laws, as they now exist, 
furnish to slavcholders all the security and pro- 
tection which, in good faith, the free States ought 
to furnish, and that humanity and the spirit of 
the age can tolerate; and asking the President of 
the United States to enforce all the laws of the 
United States, and to see that the ship of State | 
suffers no harm while the helm is in his hands; | 
and also asking of thcir delegation in Congress to 
look well and carefully te the interests and good 
of the whole Union, and if any acts of Congress | 
now in existence are found to conflict with the 
provisions of the Constitution, then, that they see 
to it that those laws are so altered, amended, or : 
repealed, as the cause of justice and humanity 
may require; which was ordered to lie on the | 
table. 

Mr. POWELL presented a petition of citizens 
of Superior City, Wisconsin, praying for the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed | 
by Hon. Mr. Crirrenpen; which was ordered | 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented a memorial of cit- 


the compromise measures proposed by the Rep- 
resentatives of the border States; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying that pen- 
sions may be granted to the soldicrs of the war 
of 1812, and the widows of those who have died, | 
or may hereafter die; which was referred to the ; 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the proceedings of a meeting | 
of citizens of Elk county, Pennsylvania, held at : 
he Military Hall, in St. Mary’s, on the 13th of 
February, 1861, in favor of the Crittenden-Bigler 
resolutions; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. | 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of ii 


gress to enact the law proposed by Hon. Wiz- 
x1AM Bierer, to submit to a vote of the people | 


stitution of the United States, or that there be 
such other immédiate action as will guaranty to 
the people of the southern States their rights in 
the Union,.as ruled in the Dred Scott decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. ‘ 

He also presented the proceedings of a meeting 
of citizens of Bradford county, Pennsylvania, 
held at the court-house on the 11th of February, 
1861, praying Congress to adopt measures for the 
adjustment of our national difficulties; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the proceedings of a Demo- 
cratic convention assembled at Clearfield, Penn- 
sylvania, on the 16th of February, 1861, in favor 
of the Crittenden or Bigler resolutions; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, praying that 


| Congress will forthwith adopt the proposition 


pending in the Senate, known as the Crittenden 
compromise, with the proviso submitting it to a 
vote of the people; or some other measure of ad- 
justment of the present fearful troubles agitating 
the country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Elk county, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to 
pass the Bigler or Crittenden compromise, as they 
are fully convinced that, unless a speedy compro- 
mise is made, we are in imminent danger of a dis- 
solution of our Union; which was ordered to lie 


i on the table. 


He also presented the proceedings of a Demo- 
cratic convention assembled at Alleghany, Penn- 


| sylvania, on the. 18th of February, 1861, approv- 


ing of the compromise measures proposed by 
Hon. Mr. Crrrrenpen; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. WADE presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the 
Constitation as it is, and the enforcement of all 
the laws; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Philadelphia, praying that pensions may be 
granted to the soldiers of the war of 1812, and the 
widows of those who have died or may hereafter 
die; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of Mystic, Connecticut, opposed to any com- 
promise for the extension of slavery; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
Samuel Garland and others, inhabitants and legal 
voters of Windham, Maine, representing that 
there has come to be an irreconcilable difference 
of views on the subject of slavery, its morality 
and expediency, between the free States and some 
or all of the slave States, which must be a per- 
petual and constantly increasing source of irrita- 
tion and discord; and praying Congress to take 
such measures as its wisdom may devise to refer 
to a vote of the people of the United States a prop- 
osition that any slave State which, by a fair vote 
of its citizens, shall so decide, shall be released 
from any legal obligations to the Constitution and 
te Union; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of 
five hundred and seventy-vight citizens of Jeffer- 
son county, Illinois, praying for the adoption of 


| the compromise measures proposed by him; which 


was ordered to lic on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, praying that pensions may be granted 
to the soldiers of the war of 1812, and the widows 
of those who have died or may hereafter die; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lib- 
erty Corner, New Jersey, praying for the adop- 
tion of the compromise measures proposed by 
him; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Michigan, in favor of the adoption of the Critten- 
den propositions as modified by the committee of 
the border States; which was ordered to lieon the 


| table. 


RELATIONS WITH PERU. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered, by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate of the United States, if net incompatible 
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ener rennet tne 


with the public interest, what at present are our relations 
with the Kepublic of Peru. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. Green in 
the chair.) If there be no further 
memorials, the next order of business will be 
reports from committees. ; 

Mr. POLK. If there is nothing else before the 
Senate, I move to take up Senate bill No. 548, for 
the relief of Joseph Clymer, of the State of Mis- 
souri. j 

Mr. WADE. I hope no private bill will be 
taken up at this time. There is unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour of yesterday. That is 
regularly in order; and [ hope the Senate will take 
that up and finish it, and not take up private bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to 
take up a private bill is in order, and it depends 


upon the sense of the Senate whether they will | 


take it up or not. 

Mr. WADE. Linquire whether the unfinished 
business of the morning hour of yesterday is not 
the first thing in order, and does it not require 
that that shall be set aside before we can take up 
anything else? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Notatall. A 
motion to take up anything else is perfectly in 
order. 

Mr. WADE. I hope it will not be taken up. 

Mr. GWIN. I should like the Senate to take 
up a resolution which I offered the other day, to 
extend the morning hour to one o'clock. That 


will enable us to get clear of a great deal of mis- | 


cellancous business, and then go on with the ap- 
priation bills at one o’clock. 

Mr. POLK. J yield for that purpose. 

Mr. KING. I supposed we were to goon with 
the bill of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. GWIN. 
to one o’clock, we shall certainly get through 
with it to-day; and then we can go on with the 
appropriation bills 

Mr. KING. Let the resolution lie over. 

Mr. GWIN. it was offered some days ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It has lain 
over the proper time, and is now subject to the 
order of the Senate. It will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That, for the residue of the session, the special 
or general orders of the day shall not be called until one 
o’clock, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope that will not be 
passed; because, if there is anything up at twelve 
o’clock any day. that it is deemed advisable to 
continue, we can continue it by a vote at the time; 
but it will only embarrass us, at this period of 
the session, to extend the morning hour to one 
o’clock by a vote. 

Mr. GWIN. We have 
propriation bills, except three. 
will come up to-day, and be acted on; the Post 
Office appropriation bill is not yet reported; and 
if the Senate will agree to this resolution, we can 
dispose of all our business before the session 
closes, by using these two hours for general busi- 
ness, and the remainder of the day—three hours to 


acted on all the ap- 


five o’clock—-we can have for the appropriation | 


bills. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ifthere is anything ofim- 
portance before us any day at twelve o’clock, we 
can continue it just as well without passing this 
resolution, If think we had better leave the rule 
as it is, and then at twelve o’clock we can post- 
pone the special order, if it is deemed proper to 
do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On taking it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
is correct. The question is on taking up the reso- 
lution just read by the Secretary, to extend the 
morning hour to one o’clock. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. IfI am in order, I desire 
to move to take up the bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Jean A. B. Dauterive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isa mo- 
tion pending; and until that is disposed of no other 
motion can be received. ; 

Mr. WADE. I want to understand the order 
of business and the ruling of the Chair 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from 
Ohio? 


etitions and | 


If we extend the morning hour |} 


Two of these | 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to have my 
inquiry answered. I am very desirous to take up 
the bill which was postponed yesterday on ac- 
count of my unavoidable absence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must inform the Senator that there is a motion 
pending; and while that motion is pending no 
other motion will be in order 

Mr. WADE. [rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. WADE. The unfinished business of the 
morning hour of yesterday, was the bill from the 
House of Representatives in relation to the postal 
service; and, now that petitions and reports are 
over, I suppose that is the first business in order; 
and it requires a vote of the Senate to postpone 
that and take up something else. I suppose that 
is ihe business that naturally comes up Am I 
right? ; í 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WADE. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. An appeal hav- 
ing been taken from the decision of the Chair, the 


question is: “Shall the decision of the Chair stand į 


as the judgment of the Senate?” 

Mr. BRAGG. Ishould like to vote understand- 
ingly about this matter. It depends altogether on 
my understanding of the usage of the Senate as to 
how I shall vote upon it. I should like to know 
whether. there is any rule as to unfinished busi- 
ness of the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. None. 

Mr. BRAGG. {should like some Senator who 


; has had more experience than I have had about 


that matter to inform me whether there is any 
unfinished business of the morning hour. 

Mr. BIGLER. Letus have the question stated. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
least forty times this session, by the President of 
the Senate, and by temporary Chairmen repeat- 
edly, that the unfinished business of the morning 
hour came up as of course the next day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
beg leave to state to the Senate that during the 
morning hour the first thing in order is the pre- 


sentation of petitions and memorials, or the mak- | 


ing of motions. We have not yet exhausted that 
hour with motions; and until that hour has been 
exhausted, according to the ordinary rule, no un- 


finished business can be called up, as matter of | 


> 


right, except on motion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understand that the 
bill which I propose to take up was taken up yes- 
terday morning, underaspecial order made the day 
preceding, for it to be taken up at half past eleven 
o’clock, When that hour arrived, and for five or 


| ten minutes afterwards, I wasabsent. Itwastaken 


up, and onaccount of my absence was laid aside 
only informally, which I understand to mean 
that it does not lose its position, but when called 
up will be acted upon as the regular order. This 
business took precedence and excluded it during 
the whole of yesterday, and now it is supposed 
it is to take precedence again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
inform the Senator that when half past eleven 
o’clock arrives, it will be time enough to raise 
that point. In the mean time, a motion has been 
made, which motion is now pending. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The way I have under- 
stood the practicc—and that is the ground, I sup- 


pose, on which the appeal istaken—is thatthe un- | 


finished business of the morning hour one day, 
comes up in the morning hour the next day. Sup- 
poes aquestion arises here on the presentation ofa 


memorial; suppose that on the first memorial that ; 


was presented yesterday, a question was raised 


on its reception, and the whole morning hour was | 


occupied in debate on that question of reception, 
and the hour expired and it was left as the unfin- 
ished business: | should like to know if that very 
memorial would not come up as the firat thing 
this morning, as the unfinished business of the 
morning hour yesterday ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest to the Senator from 
Maine that such is undoubtedly the practice of the 
Senate; but there is no morning hour, according 
to the rule. We have been working in that way 
by general consent; but it does not make much 
difference, as a majority can take up anything; 


| and therefore, the Chair is right in deciding. that 


It has been decided at | 


the motion-made must first be decided.’ If there 
isa majority for going ‘on with thé business which 
the Scnatér from Ohio desires to have taken ‘up; 
let them vote that motion down;-and thea the same 
majority can-take up his.bill. There is:no.incon= 
venience in-that... . ; Dg S Ge 
Mr, FESSENDEN. I havealwaysun 
thatthe uniform usage controlled. © jo... 
Mr. HUNTER.. ‘The.usage:is-as the Senator 
states. = a Boge So 
Mr. FESSENDEN. . The usage is. precisely:as 
I stated; and it is admitted -by the Senatoi from 


Virginia. .That has been the uniform: usage; it 


has been decided forty times this very session, by. 
the President of the Senate, that the unfinished 
business of the morning hour is- the first business 
in the next morning hour. Oh 

Mr. HUNTER.. That isthe practices... 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. Precisely.» It has been 
decided that that was the practice... =; 

Mr. FOSTER. I dislike, to enter-into these 
discussions in respect to the order of business; for 
of all the unprofitable modes of consuming time 
in this body, I think that is one of the most:pe+ 
culiar, and is getting to be one of the. most cams 
mon. I think, however, that the decision.of:the 
Chair is right, with one exception. The Chair, 
ata particular hour in the morning, would ‘not 
call up anything that was the unfinished business 
of yesterday in the morning hour, unless it: had 
been assigned, for that time. For instance, ‘the 
unfinished business generally ofthe morning: hour 
yesterday, the Chair would. not call-up during:the 
morning hour to-day, unless..there was.a:pausé 
in the business of the Senate. So long-as any 
motion which can be entertained by the Chair is 
made, it is the duty of the Chair to entertain it, 
and of a majority of the Senate to dispose of. its 
but if there is a pause in the business, the Chair 
then calls up the unfinished business of the morns 
ing hour. The case put by my friend from Maine, 
I submit, is not the practice of the Senate. He 
stated a very strong case—one that Ido notre- 
member to have occurred—the presentation of a 
memorial in the morning hour, and a question 
in regard to its admissibility raised, ‘and. that 
apestan discussed through the whole morning 
,0Ur—— si p pA 

Mr. WADE. If the Senator will yield, I see 
that my appeal is going to make more trouble than 
I supposed; and if there is a.diversity-of opinion 
about it, I withdraw it. I thought it was. the 
elcarest case that ever came up, according to our: 

ractice. I know I am right on the’ practice. 
That is all E profess to know about it; for I never 
studied the rules much, and I neyer wish to do s0.: 
Now, if the Senator will Bermit me, I will with- 
draw the appeal, and endeavor to get my. bill up 
by a direct vote of the Senate.’ Í : 

Mr. FOSTER. I will finish the sentence that 
I was engaged in, with the leave of the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By common 
consent, the Senator from Ohio can withdraw the 
appeal. 

Mr. FOSTER. I will consent as soon as I have’ 
finished the sentence; tillthen I claim that it shall 
stand. The case put by the Senator from Maine 
was, as I have said, that of a petition being pré- 
sented in the morning hour, and a discussion on 
its admissibility, occupying the whole hour, and 
attheexpiration of that hour, other business taken 
up; and he asks then, whether that will not be the 
first business in order the next morning, as the: 
unfinished business of the day before, to the ex- 
clusion of everything else. I say not.. I say that 
when the Senate is opened by the Presiding Offi- 


i cer the next morning, any motion will bein order. 


Any gentleman who is recognized by the Chair 
can make a motion, and the Chair will entertain 
it; and until all-motions that can properly be en- 
tertained by the Chair are made and disposed of, 
the Chair will not call up that or any other busi- 
ness until the morning hour has expired, and then 
he will call up the order of the day. a 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. As L wish to 
make some reports, I move to lay the question of 
order on the table. 

The. PRESIDING OFFICER. It is with- 
drawn; and the motion pending is the motion of 
the Senator from California.to take up a resolu- 
tion indicated by him concerning the extension 
of the morning hour Does the Senator from 
California yicld? ; 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. 
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REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr; JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands, submitted a letter of 
Captain. Humphreys, addressed to the chairman 
of the committee, relative to printing extra copies 
of: his report of the survey of the delta of the 
Mississippi; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. y 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 980) 
for the adjustment of the claims of the Puget 
Sound Agricultural Company, under the treaty 
of 1846, with Great Britain, reported it without 
amendment. ` 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
530) to provide for the payment of clerks in the 
land offices in the State of Oregon, reported it 
with an amendment. i 

Mr. BRIGHT. A report of the acting Secre- 
tary of the Interior, communicating, in compli- 
ance with a resolution of the Senate, transcripts 
of all accounts paid for the erection of the east 
and west wings and the north front of the Patent 
Office building, and for alterations and repairs to 
the south front of the same, was referred to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, 
with the view of reporting on the question of 
printing. The committee have directed me to 
report that the printing is unnecessary, in their 
judgment. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. By an act of Congress at the 
last session, the district attorney of this District 
was directed to ascertain the value of the grounds 
within the limits of the proposed extension of the 
Capitol grounds. He has performed that duty, 
and made a report—nota lengthy one—containing 
an abstract of the title to the property within the 
limits, together with the assessed value and ap- 

raised value. ‘The Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds have instructed me to report in 
favor of printing the report. F think it is unneces- 
sary that it should go to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undertherule, 
the Chair thinks it should go to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. FITCH. I think the view of the Chair is 
erroneous. ‘The question of printing usual num- 
bers need not go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BRIGHT I only propose to print the 
usual number for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to 

GEORGE FISUER. A . 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, Whe Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the Flouse joint 
resolution (No. 51) repealing a resolution relating 
to the claim of George Fisher, late of Florida, 
deceased, approved June 1, 1860, have instruct- 
ed me toreport it without amendment. In consc- 
quence of the pressing nature of this case, I ask 
the unanimous consent of the Sonate to consider 
it at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Greex.) 
T should like that to lie over. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Very well. I give notice, i 


then, that cither myself, or some other member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, will move for 
the consideration of the joint resolution to-mor- 


row morning, in the morning hour, as early as |! joy the postal service or any part of the general 


possible. 
POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. WADE. I move now to take up the bill 
mn relation to the postal service—the unfinished 
business of yesterday morning. 

Mr. HALE. Are not petitions and reports in 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio has made a motion which is in order; 
and until that motion is disposed of, unless he 
yields the fonr, nothing else can be entertamed. 

Mr. WADE. 1 cannot yield it. 


Mr. BRAGG. I eall for the yeas and nayson | 


the motion, 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 


taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—Moessrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, Sew- 
ard, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—23. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bragg 
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Bright, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, | 


Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, | 


Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, and Sebastian—15. 


‘and the general welfare. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
950) in relation to the postal service, the pending 
question being on the amendment of Mr. FITCH, 
to strike out the words ‘or the postal law main- 
tained,’’ in the fifth line of the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. Before the bill passes, [should 
like to say a very few words. The bill is right 
or wrong according to the sense and intention in 
which it is to be passed. If it is offered from the 
belief that the seceded States have left us, and that 
there is no obligation on us to carry the mails for 
them, it is entirely right, for there can be no such 
obligation on us. If,on the other hand, it is the 
opinion of those who report this bill, and who will 
vote for its passage, that those States are still 
within the Union, I do not see how they are to 
escape from the obligation which is imposed upon 
Congress under the Constitution, to make the ben- 
efits of our legislation general. We have noright, 
if they are still within the Union, to exclude one 
section of the country from the general benefits 
of our legislation. The powers that were given 
tous were delegated for ‘the common defense 
>» It is true these ex- 
pressions are not a substantive source of power, 
but they define the objects for which we are to 
use the powers thatare given. We have no right, 
without violating the spirit of the Constitution, in 
legislating for the country, to exclude any section 
orany State from its just share of the general ben- 
efits of our legislation. To test it, suppose there 
was a proposition to exclude all the slavcholding 
States from post office facilities: would not that 
be against the general spirit and intention of the 
Constitution? Would it not violate the very ends 
and objects for which the Constitution was made? 
How, then, can we say, if we maintain that these 
States are in the Union, that we will exclude them 
from their share of its benefits? 

It is not contended that this measure is neces- 
sary in order toexecute the laws, because, so far 
as | know, the laws in regard to the postal routes 
are the only laws of the United States that are 
observed and respected in those States. I have 
not heard of any violation of those laws, certainly 
not of any material violation. They are observed ji 
and respected. Now, sir, the most that any man 
can maintain is, that this Government, so far as 
the States are concerned which are within the 
Union, has the right to enforce its laws upon in- 
dividuals; but it has not the right to enforce its 
laws by punishing States. This Congress has 
not the right to judgé that States have violated | 
the Constitution, and to say to them ‘ Unless 
you will act constitutionally and properly, in our 
opinion, you shall not have your rights under the 
Constitution; you shall not have your share of 
the general benefits of legislation.” To do that 
would consolidate this Government, and make it 
supreme. If we can say, that because a State has 
not obeyed the Constitution, in our opinion, there- 
fore we can deprive it of its share of the general 
benefits of legislation until it does obey the Con- 
sitution, we may set up ourselves as judges of its | 
acts In every respect, and proceed to punish itin 
this way whenever it departs in any degree from 
our notion of its constitutional duties. Suppose 
we were to propose to discontinue the postal ser- 
vice in those States that have passed personal lib- 
erty laws, and to provide that they should not en- 


benefits of our legislation until they repealed those 
laws: surely, we should have as much right to 
punish that sort of nullification in this way, to 
say that we would punish the States by taking 
from them their share of the benefits of general 
legislation, as we have to punish what we con- 
ceive to be nullification in another section. Cor- 
tainly we have; but where would that lead us? 
We should annihilate all State governments; we 
should make this Government the judge and the | 
censor; and the moment that this Government | 
determined that the States were not discharging 
their duties under the Constitution, it would in- 
terfere, and infact exclude them from the Union; 
secede from them, put them out. That is the 
meaning of it; that is the effect of it. 

That, Mr. President, is not all. This bill leaves 
it to the Postmaster General; it proposes to vest 
in the Postmaster General the power of saying 
that they have violated their constitutional obli- 
gations, that they are in a state of insurrection 
and rebellion, and therefore to deny them the 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


benefit of the general legislation of the country. 
Where is this to lead us? Ifa Postmaster Gen- 
eral, if the Executive of the country can sit in 
judgment on the action of a State, and thus putit 
outof the Union at his pleasure, what sort of Gov- 
ernmeni have we, how many more steps are we 
to take in order to reach despotism? Now sir, Í 
say, that according to any theory, all that any 
Government can do, all that this Government can 
do, is to enforce the execution of its laws. on indi- 
viduals. It has no right to say that States shall 
act in the way that it thinks is constitutional and 
proper, or else thatit will deny to the States their 
rights under the Constitution. To do that, as I 
said before, would be to make this Government 
supreme and despotic; would be to annihilate the 
rights of the States. . 

And, Mr. President, that. is not all. Besides 
the alarming tendencies and effects of this meas- 
ure, if carried into execution, there are expres- 
sions in it which I will say do alarm me. These 
expressions in regard to insurrection and rebel- 
lion seem to indicate that this is to be one ofa 
series of measures which, step by step and stage 
by stage, is to end in coercion by arms, until the 
South is laid prostrate and bleeding at the feet of 
this General Government; because, if this right 
exists, you can coerce a State and punish it by 
taking away its rights under the Constitution, its 
equal rights to a share of the gencral benefits of 
the legislation of the country; you can punish it 
by arms. And, Mr. President, to what willthat 
lead us? We have been talking here of means of 
filling the Treasury, of carrying on the Govern- 
ment. There is one mode which is certain, and 
that is the reverse of the mode which the party 
coming into power seem determined to pursue. 
That would be to settle these difficulties if you 
can. Let them comeupand propose something, 
if it be possible, which will bring back all those 
States into one Union. That would be the best 
thing. If that cannot be done, then the next best 
thing is to separate in peace. If it were known 
this day that the matter either would be settled by 
bringing all back, or else that there would be a 
peaceable separation, trade and business would 
revive, credit would be restored, and we should 
soon see the business of the country resuming its 
ancient channels; and if we could not bring all 
the States back, we should be able to make some 
settlement which would give us, so far as trade, 
commerce, and credit were concerned, probably 
all the benefits which we derived from the old 
union. But, at any rate, I can see no good that 
is to be derived from coercion, from civil war; I 
can see nothing but misery, unmitigated misery, 
to every man, North and South. { believe, sir, 
that it is the duty of every man who desires to 
promote the peace, the happiness, and the pros- 
perity of this country, North and South, East and 
West, first to see if some scheme of pacification 
may not be devised which will draw them all to- 
gether again; and if he despairs of that, and 
believes it cannot be done, then provide for a 
peaceful separation of these States, so that, as far 
as commerce is concerned, we may be able to pur- 
sue and attain the great objects for which the 
Union was originally formed. 

I think, sir, that Senators had better reconsider 
this proposition. Of course, if it is their purpose 
to coerce; if they mean (although it may be at the 
expense of civil war) to try the plan of coercion 
and of forcing those States back, the sooner we 
know it the better, I admit; but would it not be 
better to pause, to take some time for considera- 
tion, before they commit themselves to a policy 
which is to lead to such unmitigated horrors as 
this must conduct us to, should it be parsued by 
the new Government when it comes into power. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, I think the 
honorable Senator from Virginia entirely mistakes 
the.purport of this bill. So far from this being a 
measure of war upon the States which are under- 

oing 

Mr. HUNTER I hope the Senator will allow 
me to correct him... I did not say that this meas- 
ure was a measure of war; but Í said that 1 was 
afraid it was one of a series which would end in 
war. I said this was ameasure, as I understood 
it, to coerce a State into what was supposed to be 
proper conduct, by denying to it its rightful share 
of the general benefits of the legislation of the 


OMD 
OOLITTLE. Mr. President, so far from 


Mr. 
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this being a measure of war, or a measure of co- 
ercion, itis a measure of peace, of pacification; 
for the provision of this bill is simply to author- 
ize the Postmaster General to suspend the ser- 
vice upon any postal route, or any part thereof, 
where, “ by reason of any Insurrection or resist- 
ance to the laws of the United States,” the mail 
service cannot be safely performed. If, upon any 
portion of a mail route in any State, north or 
south, by reason of resistance to the laws, or of 
insurrection, the service.cannot be safely per- 
formed, it authorizes the Postmaster General, in 
his discretion, to suspend service upon such route, 
or any part thereof. Now, it seems to me,so far 
from provoking a collision of force, so far from 
leading to the shedding of blood, it is the best 
way to avoid it. It is, therefore, a measure of 
pacification, and not a measure of coercion. 

And now, sir, a single word in reply to the re- 
marks of the honorable Senator, [Mr. Hunrer,] 
upon the state of the country. 

We may, indeed, be said to be passing through 
a revolution, or an attempted revolution, in some 
of the States of this Confederacy. [agree to that; 
and I agree in what that honorable Senator said 
in his speech the other day: 

s We must face and acknowledge the true evil of the day. 
New ideas, like new forces, have entered into our system; 
they are demanding the legitimate expression of their power, 
or they threaten to rend and destroy it in their wild and 
irreguYar play.” 

Lacknowledge the truth, I feel the full force, of 
that declaration. It is our duty, sir, to face and 
acknowledge the true evilof the day. New ideas, 
like new forces, have, indeed, entered into our 
system, and are the cause and the occasion of that 
revolution we now witness. But what are these 
new ideas, what are these revolutionary forces, 
which are now demanding the legitimate expres- 


sion of their power, or threaten to rend or destroy. 


whatever may stand in their way? I hold, sir, 
that first, and before all others, and more potent 
than all others, is this new idea, very recently 
adopted by southern gentlemen, that slavery is a 
blessing; that slavery is a divine institution; that 
slavery is the natural, normal, and best relation 
of labor to capital. I say, in the first place, that 
it is a new idea, the outgrowth of the brain of 
John C. Calhoun; but since he uttered it here, 
it has grown with a rapidity almost unexampled 
in the southern States, within the last fifteen or 
twenty years. This idea of Mr. Calhoun, that 
slavery Is a blessing, was not acknowledged by 
the men of the South, any more than by the men 
of the North, twenty yearsago. The world knows 
that in the days of the Revolution, whether you 
look south or north—whether you look into the 
writings and speeches of Marion, or Oglethorpe, or 
Washington, or Madison, or Jefferson, or Henry, 
or Mason, of the South, or into the writings of 
Franklin, or Adams, or Jay, or Clinton, of the 
North, you find the same language on the subject 
of slavery. It was regarded on all hands as an 
evil, socially and politically. As late as 1832, 
within my own recollection, in the Legislature of 
the State of Virginia, her leading men held the 
same doctrine. They denounced it, in terms 
stronger than any of mine, as a moral and polit- 
ical evil; as a blight, a mildew, a cancer, certain, 
steady, and fatal in its progress. I repeat, sir, 
that the doctrine that slavery is a social and po- 
litical evil was universally received at the North, 
and with very few exceptions at the South, until 
within a very recent period. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me—— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I shall be through di- 
rectly, and then I shall hear the honorable Sena- 
tor with great pleasure, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I merely want tomsk a 
question; but if the Senator will not hear me-—— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ishall not object to giv- 
ing way for a simple question. A 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The Senator states, with 
great emphasis, that Mr. Calhoun held slavery to 
be a blessing, or the normal condition, &c. Now, 
with some little knowledge of Mr. Calhoun’s 
opinions: 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I yielded for a question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I was going to ask the 
Senator where he gets thatidea; because I declare 
to him that I never heard Mr, Calhoun express 
any such opinion. 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. Mr. Calhoun, on the floor 
of the Senate, declared —- 


Mr. CLINGMAN.. Will the Senator allow 
me to complete my sentence, as he gives me the 
opportunity to ask him a question. I know Mr. 
Calhoun held—and I think he was right in that— 
that African slavery, as it exists in the South, 
was the best condition, the normal condition, if 
the gentleman chooses, forthe negro in this coun- 
try. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Calhoun, on the floor 
of the Senate, after stating that most southern 
men once held that slavery wasa moral as well as 
a social and political evil, declared that “folly and 
delusion are gone, and we now hold that slavery 
is the most safe and stable basis for free institu- 
tions in the world.” I will not undertake to say 
that [repeat the precise words, but I know I have 
given you their substance; and from that day to 
this hour, that idea uttered by John C. Calhoun— 
then feebly sustained, but gathering strength and 
momentum with every revolving year—has be- 
come that new idea, that revolutionary force which 
has entered into our system, and which is t now 
threatening to rend and destroy it in its wild and 
irregular play.” Sir, it has revolutionized the 
southern mind; it has been made to enter the 
schools and the pulpit of the southern States, and 
to reverse their teachings; it has entered into their 
judicial tribunals and reversed their decrees; it 
has entered their political rostrums and their le- 
gislative halls,and changed their political creeds. 

Sir, that idea has gained such a domination in 
two thirds of the slave States, that it reigns, to- 
day, supreme, despotic, and as intolerant of apja- 
sition as the Spanish inquisition. The honorable 
Senator from Virginia himself [Mr. Honrer] de- 
clared, in his speech last fall, at Charlottesville, 
that when he ‘ entered into the Federal Councils, 
which was at the commencement of Mr. Van Bu- 
ren’s administration, the moral and political status? 
of the slavery question was very different from 
whatitnowis. Then the southern men, with but 
few exceptions, admitted slavery to be a moral 
evil, and palliated or excused it on the plea of 
necessity ? But, last winter, in debate, in an 
elaborate speech, he declared that, to-day, the 
“ key-stone of the American arch is the black 
marble block of African slavery.” And his col- 
league, interrupting me in debate, asserted that in 
Virginia, to-day, the almost universal opinion now 
is, that slavery is ‘‘a blessing to both races; an 
institution to be fostered and encouraged.” What- 
ever claims to be a positive good, becomes, of ne- 
cessity;aggressive. It demands recognition, and 
to destroy everything standing in its way. 

l repeat, it is this new idea, this revolutionary 
force, which, entering into our system, threatens 
to rend and destroy the Government itself, in its 
wild and irregular play. Ten or fifteen years ago 
this idea demanded that every department of this | 
Government should yield to the legitimate expres- | 
sion of its power, and threatened to overthrow 
whatever stood in its way. The first demand 
which it made was, that Congress should surren- 
der all power to restrict the extension of slavery 
into the Territories. It demands, in the next 
place, that the people of the Territories shall have 
no power to resist its expansion. It demands, in 
the third place, that the Supreme Court, by a 
decree, shall declare that it is established by the 
Constitution in every Territory of the United | 
States. And now, it goes further, sir, and with | 
arms in its hands, itdemandsa new Constitution, | 
by which we shall carry the institution of slavery 
not only into the Territories acquired from Mex- 
ico, where it was prohibited by law before we 
acquired them, but new provisions by which we 
shall carry it into all future territory to be acquired | 
south of a given line, which may embrace the 
whole of Mexico and Central America. 

This new idea, this revolutionary force, de- 
mands the expression of its power, or threatens | 
to rend and destroy the best Government on earth, | 
involving, it may-be, the hopes and the liberties 
of the world. And, sir, with an effrontery almost | 
sublime, when, with arms in its hands, it seizes 
our forts, fires upon our flag, takes possession of 
our property, robs our Treasury, it claims to be | 
acting peacefully, with the most humane desire to 
avoid collision and bloodshed; and if the Govern- 
ment of the United States lifts its finger to defend | 
its property, then the Government of the United 
States is charged with inaugurating civil war? 
Why, Mr. President, what would be thought if 


| a man were to meet me upon the highway, put 2 


] on very rapidly. 


i into the discussion of these. questions at leng 


| 
| 
| 


pistol to my bréast,and tell me io deliveriny ur 


or he would shoot: me'do wn, and thei should have: 
the cool impudence to’ say, ‘if Ido ‘shoot you,’ 
you will be guilty of murder; and if you raise a: 
hand to defend yourself, you are using coercion.” 


But, Mr. President, 1 do not desire to be drawn: 


So far as this’ bill is concerned, it takes no ste 


looking towards coercion or to the employment: 


of force. It is possible that the time may coni 


though [trust in God it never will=when this: 


Government may be compelled ‘to acknowledge 
the fact that the Union has been disrupted, and 
that the States which have seceded have become 
independent. This is not an act which acknowl- 
edges their independence, nor is it an act which 


looks like coercing them by arms. What we want. 


is to employ peaceful means to avoid collision; 
to avoid the use of force, to avoid the shedding 
of blood; and for that purpose I hope that this 
bill will be permitted to pass. Asto those other 
questions—as to what our relations may ulti: 
mately become towards these seceding States 
they arc matters which belong to the future, which 
I cannot predict; and which, inmy judgment, no 
human mind is capable of predicting. It'rests 
with Providence; it rests upon. exigencies: over 
which, perhaps, we can have no control. Let ua: 
wait, and let us see what the developments: of 
Providence, the course of events, may be. For 
myself, I desire most earnestly to avoid the shed- 
ding of blood. I desire a peaceful solution ofall 
existiyg difficulties; and Į hope and ‘trust that. we 
may have a peaceful-solution. ‘Events are going 
i We can. hardly. keeppace wit 
them. We must open our eyes to them, and-see 
them as they are. Let us not deceive ourselves, 
nor suffer ourselves to be deccived, as to that 
great idea which underlies what is transpiring in 
our own day. 

Thope, Mr. President, that this bill may pe pèr- 
mitted to pass without raising the question of 
forcible coercion ofany of the States of the Union. 

Mr. HUNTER. Before I proceed to answer 
the Senator in regard to the bill, I will set him 
right with reference to the quotation from myself, 
I said that when I first entered public life, many 


southern men believed that slavery was a politi- 


cal evil—I speak from memory—I could nothave 
said a moral evil, because they did not believe it 
was wrong to hold slaves; but a political evil. 
However, that is a small matter. °° > 

I rise, sir, to express my gratification atthe tone 
of remarks, in one respect, of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. Iam glad to hear that he does not 
consider this as a measure of coercion, and that 
he does hope there may be some peaceable ad- 
justment of this question, even if it should be 
found impossible to recall the seceded States. It 
certainly was not my purpose to commit any man 
or any party to the policy of coercion. It will 
be time enough when they commit themselves, 
and I shall be sorry enough to hear of it when 
they do so. Iam very glad to take the disclaimer; 
but it was very natural that I should suppose that 
this was meant, because, if the whole design was 
to enable the Postmaster General to discontinue 
routes which were intercepted, where it was im- 
practicable to carry the mail, I believe he has that 
power now. He can discontinue now; and it 
seemed to me that the only object in such a bill was 
to direct it towards the seceding States. The'lan- 
guage is, ‘on any post route, by reason of any 
insurrection or resistance to the laws of the Uni- 


ted States.” We know they apprehend nothing - 


of the sort in the non-slaveholding States: We 
do know that a large party maintain that insur- 


I rection and resistance exist.in the seceded States. 


As I said before, this bill is good or bad, ac- 
cording to the end for which itis passed. I ad- 
mit, with the view I take of the relations of these 
States, they ‘have gone- out of the Union, and 


there is no obligation on ùs to carry-their mails 
for them, and I do not think we ought to do it; 


but what I wished to enforce, so far as I-wasable 


to do so, was that, if we admitted that they were - 


in the Union, we had no right to deny them their 
share of the general benefits of our legislation; 
that whatever power this Government had must 
extend to the individuals in the execution of the 
laws, not to the coercion of States by denying 
them their share of the general venekts of our 
legislation under the Constitution. F still think, 
if the bill has no further object than that expressed 
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bythe Senator from, Wisconsin, there is no use 
incits: passage} for the Postmaster General can 
discontinué routes. now, if it only means those 
isolated routes, where, owing to any apprehended 
insurrection or resistance, the mails cannot be 
carried. <I presame, though, that that. matter 
must: before long become a- subject of arrange- 
ment, Edo not doubt that- those States will make 
arrangements for carrying the mails. I do. not 
doubt ,that it: will become necessary to make 
some arrangement with them in order, at least, to 
provide as.well for the.rest of the States in regard 
to them, as we provide between the United States 
and. Canada. We. shall have to keep up some 
kind of mail communication and connection with 
them; and it would seem to me to be better to post- 
pone the arrangement—we certainly cannot make 
it now-—urtil the opportunity offers. But as I 
said before, if this bill has no other object than 
that expressed by the Senator from Wisconsin, it 
is unnecessary. 

Mr..POWELL. Iam opposed to the passage 
of this bill, for the reason that it substitutes the 
will of the Postmaster General for the laws of this: 
land. If I understand it, whenever the Postmas- 
ter General shall believe that, by reason of insur- 
rection or resistance to the laws of the United 
States, the mails cannot be safely carried on any 
route, or that mail matter may be violated before 
it reaches the party to whom it is addressed, he 
is, to have a right to arrest the mail service upon 
that iine. In my judgment, it obliterates every- 
thing like State rights. Many of the States of 
this Union have passed laws preventing the dis- 
tribution within their limits of incendiary docu- 
ments, such as the Helper book and others that 
incite our slaves to insurrection... Many of these 
documents advise that our wells and our food be 
poisoned, and the throats of our women and chil- 
dren cut by our slaves. We have laws in those 
States preventing the distribution of such books 
or documents. But pass this bill; and if you have 
a. Postmaster General who thinks that such in- 
cendiary documents should be distributed, he can 
stop the postal service if any postmaster in a slave- 
holding State shall, in obedience to the laws of 
his own State, decline to distribute such incen- 
diary pamphlets; and, in my judgment, that is 
one of the main objects of the getters-up of this 
bill; for L have heard much complaint from the 
other side of the Chamber about these laws in the 
slaveholding States. 

Sir, it is proposed here to clothe the Postmas- 
ter General with power equal to that held by the 
autocrat of all the Russias. It is proposed to 
place his will above the laws of Congress, above 
the constitutional rights of the people. 
cree an absolute despotism, so far as the will of 
this man to exercise power, touching your postal 


arrangements, is concerned. Lt is astonishing to | 


me that gentlemen, who properly appreciate hu- 
man liberty, should ever think of clothing one of 
the head clerks of the President, as Mr. Randolph 
used to call them, with such unlimited power. I 
have been taught to believe that rational liberty 
alone existed and was maintained where the laws 
were supreme. You have the most absolute and 


craven despotism whenever you make the will of | 


a man superior to the law of the land. I would 
not vote to clothe any officcr of this Government 
with such power. Í would have the action of 
every officer of the Government, from the most 
petty constable to the President of the United 
States, subject to the Constitution and the laws of 
the country; and, Senators, when you inaugurate 
any other policy, you decree yourselves to sla- 
very, and infamous submission to the will of a 
head clerk, or the head man of a Department. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I wish to | 


say a word or two upon the subject before the 
Senate. The Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber do not seem to agreeatall. One of them 
—the Senator from Virginia—says that the Post- 
master General now has all the power conferred 
by this bill. He is followed by the Senator from 
Kentucky, who sees in it an enormous grant of 
power which is to destroy the liberties of the 
people. 

Mr. HUNTER. I said that he had all the 
power now which was desi 
ee to what the Senator from Wisconsin 
said, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘Then I misunderstood 


You de- | 


gned to be conferred, |) 


= 


i that we have no right to interfere. 


it was unnecessary, and that the real gist of the 
matter was.in the description of the occasion for 
the bill.. The honorable Senator from Kentucky 
is alarmed Jest this enormous grant of power to 
stop the mail service in a particular place, where 
it is obstructed, should destroy the liberties of the 
people! ‘Well, sir, upon my word, thisiscarry- 
Ing fear to a most enormous extent We havea 
man at the head of the Department to regulate it, 
and to expend our money according to existing 
laws; and here is a bill brought into Congress 
authorizing him, when he finds that the laws 
cannot be carried out, merely to suspend their 
operation, instead of trying to carry them out— 
expending our money to no purpose, and getting 
ourselves into difficulty. And that is to destroy 
the liberties of the people! 
the Chamber are appealed to to be very careful 
how we grant suchyenormous powers! The 
power of stopping the mail service where you can- 
not execute if would not seem to be very danger- 
ous to the liberties of the people. I think the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky has been draw- 
ing upon his imagination to a most remarkable 
extent. 

Sir, what is this bill, and what isthe real secret 
that lies at the bottom of this opposition? Ifthe 
power exists now, it certainly can do no harm to 
grant it over again, so far as the exercise of it is 
concerned, If it does not exist now, the question 
is, whether it is necessary. It is stated to bea 
doubtful question whether it does exist; and then 
comes up the question of necessity. Weare about 
to adjourn; there will be along period when Con- 
gress will not be in session; and in the mean time 
much may be done either for good or evil. 
question is, whether it shall be left in doubt. Now, 
here is a simple proposition. If the Postmaster 


General finds that, in a certain locality, from in- | 


surrection or any other cause, the service cannot 
be executed, what follows in ordinary times? It 
follows, as suggested the other day by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, [Mr. Douaas,] that the Pres- 
ident is bound to execute the laws, and use force 
to do it, if necessary, if it is part of the country 
over which the Government has jurisdiction, or 
is understood to have jurisdiction. Then, this 
is—what? A measure to enforce the laws? Not 
at all; but merely to suspend their operation; to 
relieve the President of the necessity; to relieve 
him of the pressure which would otherwise be 
upon his conscience, under his oath to enforee the 
laws at all hazards; and to say, instead of doing 
that, it shall be a simple measure by which the 
matter shall be suspended until Congress, at least, 
come together and try to do something in regard 
to it. Itis most eminently a measure of peace, for 
avoiding coercion, and avoiding difficulty, ag it is 
described to be; and yet we find opposition from 
gentlemen on the other side. One Senator says the 
power is unnecessary; and another, sitting di- 
rectly at his elbow, that it is horrible and danger- 
ous to the libertics of the people. Now, whom 
are we to follow with reference to this matter? 
Whom are we to believe? Which ground are we 
to act upon? 

Sir, what is the secret of all this? The secret 
is found in the proposition of the Senator from 
Texas, (Mr. HempmLL.] Gentlemen want us 
to acknowledge, and to force us to an acknowl- 
edgment, on this side of the Chamber, that seces- 
sion is lawful and has been carried into effect. 
They are perfectly willing to agree to this prop- 


| osition if we will acknowledge that; and gentle- | 


nen here, acting as Senators of the United States, 
vish to compel the Congress of the United States 
o make that acknowledgment before they will 


| even pass a measure of peace, before they will 


even allow the President to suspend the opcration 
and the enforcementof the laws. It seems, from 
their action, they would rather force the Presi- 
dent into the use of force than pass a measure 
of this sort without compelling this side of the 
Chamber and Congress to consent and assent to 
the idea that secession is of itself proper and con- 
stitutional, and has been carried into effect, and 
They will 
not let us have a measure of peace, unless we 
shall give up our opinions on this subject. That 
is simply the truth about it; and the question is, 
whether it isto be carried out. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I donot know 


We on this side of } 


The | 


|| donot know whether that is the case or not. 


this side of the Chamber. Iremarked yesterday, 
with all sincerity, when this proposition was read 
at the Secretary’s desk, that it struck me as a 
measure of peace. I was glad to see a measure 
of this kind coming from that side of the Cham~ 
ber. There may be something in the phraseology 
that had better be changed. I think it would be 
wiser to changeit. Those word#about insurree- 
tion or rebellion had better probably be stricken 
out. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The words are, ‘ resist- 
ance to the laws.” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And “insurrection.” [think 
they had better be stricken out, so thatit will read, 
‘if; in any case, the laws cannot be executed,” 
and so on. It does not do any good to use terms 
that irritate; and probably a great many of the 
objections to the measure are taken to those words. 
I do not desire to use words that are harsh and 
| irritating on one side, and I will not use words 
that recognize the lawfulness of the doctrine of 
secession on the other. 

Then, sir, the proposition is simply this: to 
authorize the Postmaster General to suspend the 
mails in cases where they cannot be carried and 
delivered in peace and in safety. From that sim- 
ple proposition, the Senator from Virginia dis- 
covers an attempt to take the mail facilities away 
from the seceding States, an attempt to keep up 
a system of taxation and of burden, while #t de- 
prives them of the benefit of the Government; 
and he asks, why not apply it to the States in 
| which personal liberty bills have been enacted as 
well as to the seceding States? Sir, it does apply 
alike to States having personal liberty bills and 
to seceding States, to loyal States, and to every 
State in the Union; to every route where the mails 
cannot be carried and delivered peacefully and 
safely. The Senator from Virginia is entirely 
mistaken in supposing that this resolution has for 
its object the stopping of the mails in the seceding 
States. Sir, if does not give the power to the 
Postmaster General to stop them anywhere, ex- 
cept on condition that the carrying of the mails 
is obstructed. So long as they are not obstructed, 
so long as there is no resistance, this resolution 
| does not give power to suspend the mails any- 
where; and, from this resolution, the inference ig 
clear that it would be the duty of the Department 
to have the mails carried in the seceding States, 
where there was no objection and no opposition, 
Then, what is the fair construction of the reso- 
lution? That in these States, where this dis- 
turbance now exists, the mails shall be carried 
whereverthere is no opposition to it; but wherever 
the people are opposed to having the mails, and 
obstruct them, there, in order to avoid collision 
and hostilities, the Postmaster may suspend the 
mails. 

Sir, I think this is a wise measure. I think it 
has for its object the removal of causes of irrita- 
tion that might lead to collision and bloodshed; 
and Tam sorry and amazed to find opposition to 
it from this (the Democratic) side of the Cham- 
| ber, unless it be to some of thelanguage Iadmit 
that the language is unnecessarily harsh. Wedo 
not expect by this resolution to require men on 
one side to recognize the doctrine of secession, 
nor to require men on the other side expressly to 
deny it, when it is nota proposition that is in- 
volved in the pending question. The simple ques- 
tion is, shall we relieve the President from the 
necessity of carrying the mails under the existing 
dificulties where the carrying of them will lead 
į to collision, and perhapsto bloodshed? I would 
i rather suspend them in all such cases. 

The Senator from North Carolina {Mr. Brace] 
asks me, by a side remark, how are we to do it? 
My angwer is: if, in any State, the inhabitants 
are hostile to the carrying of the mails, and resist 
i the. eon of them, perhaps seize the 

mails, and the Postmaster General is bound to 
| keep up carrying them on those routes, it inevit- 
l ably leads to collision; and I am reminded that 
| that is what has already been done in Texas. I 
I 
have seen the telegraphic dispatches in the news- 
papers that the mails had been seized in Texas. 
_ Mr. LATHAM. The Department has official 
information on the subject. 

_Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Califor- 
mia says the Post Office Department has official 


eo 


information on that subject. Now, sir, if it be 
true that the inhabitants upon that linc will not 


| 
|| whether to be mostamazed or amused at the turn 
si 


the Senator. The drift of his argument was, that /! that has been given to this debate, especially upon 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


allow the mails to be carried in peace and safety, | 
I would. rather withdraw the mails than senda 
force to protect their transportation, and thus 
produce a collision that might extend to the whole 
Union. I think the case cited in Texas is one in 
point, showing the necessity and wisdom of this 
resolution, 

Mr.GREEN.. Willthe Senator letmeask him 
a question? It is simply this: how can a force 
be sent there except as a posse, and on the requi- 
sition of a lawful officer of the Federal Govern- 
ment, to execute the law, when there is no officer 
there that will ask for any such force? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Of course, it was not neces- | 
sary for the Senator to remind me that military 
force could not be used in this country except as 
a posse; for I attempted to instruct him and the 
Senate on that question some time ago. 

Mr. GREEN. [asked the Senator a question 
which 1 expected him to answer. I did not.ask 
him forhis instructions. Ihave better instructors. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the Senator has better 
instructors, he should have applied to them for the 
information, instead of questioning me. [Laugh- 
ter. 

»Mr.GREEN. Twanted to expose the absurd- 
ity of the Little Giant. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hgpe the Senator will be 
successful, and that he will not expose himself 
more than hedoes me. [Laughterin the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Brewer in 
the chair.) Order in the galleries! 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have now a word or two 


to say to the Senator from Wisconsin. He has 
discovered the cause of all our trouble. It isa 


new idea, he says—the idea that slavery is a 
blessing—~that has been ingrafted into our system, 
and become a political force that is now moving 
this whole Government and bringing it to destruc- 
tion. I suppose the idea has existed in some lo- 
calities a very long time—so long as not now to 
be new—that slavery is a blessing, and in others 
that it is a curse. I do not think the existence in 
men’s brains, or the mere utterance by men’s lips, 
of such an idea would have disturbed the peace 
and harmony of this country, if there had been 
no attempt to ingraft it on the policy of the Gov- 
ernment. Our troubles do not arise from the in- 
dividual opinions of men for or against slavery; 
they arise out of the attempt to use the Federal 
Government for the purpose of imposing their 
opinions upon other people. The Senator has 
quoted Mr. Madison and Mr, Jefferson as hold- 
ing the opinion thatslavery was unwise, perhaps 
unjust, and wrong in itself. He might have 
added, and should have added, that while those 
eminent statesmen held those opinions, they also | 
held that it was unsafe, dangerous, and revolu- 
tionary to attempt to use the Federal Government 
to control the slavery question. 

I have no objection to the opinion of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin upon the subjectof slavery, 
if he will confine his action on that subject within 

owers that are fully justified by the Constitution. 
Ihave no objection to the Senator from Virginia 
having his opinions on that subject as a citizen of 
Virginia; but I deny that this Federal Govern- 
ment has any right to interfere with the question 
either way; and our difficulties arise from the 
attempt by the power of the Federal Government 
to decide the moral and religious aspects of the 
slavery question. So long as you keep this ques- 
tion in Congress as a legitimate subject of Fed- 
eral action, you will have this same conflict rally- 
ing the South and the North to hostile collision; 
and the irritation must inevitably lead to a disrup- 
tion of the Government. I repeat, sir, not for the 
first time—it is a truth which cannot be repeated 
too often—that if we expect to preserve peace in 
this country, if we hope to maintain this Union, 
we must drive the slavery question out of Con- 
gress, and so amend the Constitution, if we can- 
not agree upon its true construction, as to render 
it out of order for any Senator to propose either 
to establish or to abolish, to protect or to exclude, 
slavery anywhere. 

The Senator has made great professions of de- 
votion to this Union; but he is violently hostile to | 
any mode that will restore peace and reunite the 
States of the Union. Sir, I must say, in all frank- 
ness, that I regard no man as friendly to this | 
Union who is unwilling to enter upen such a sys- 
tem of pacification and compromise as will pre- 
serve it. In my opinion, there is a deliberate plot į 


to break up this Union, under pretense of preserv~ 
ingit. Inmy opinion, there are as many disunion- 
ists on this: floor and on the floor of the other 
branch of Congress, from the North as from the 
South, men who have reasoned themselves into 
the belief that it is wiser and better to drive the 
sections into collision, to force disunion, and to 
getup a war, to have blood shed, and render 
reunion impossible, and then make a treaty of 
peace. I hope I am mistaken in this. I have too 
much respect for the intelligence of the Senators 
to believe for one moment that they hope to pre- 
serve this Union by military force. They know 
that the use of military force, producing collision 
and bloodshed, must result ina civil war between 
fifteen States on one side, and the remainder of 
the States of the Union on the other. How can 
you avoid that result? You must do one of two 
rthings. Either settle the difficulty amicably, or 
| by the sword. An amicable settlement is a per- 
| petuation of the Union. The use of the sword 
i is war, disunion, and separation, now and forever. 

How, then, can a man bea friend of the Union 
and pursue thatline of policy which leads directly 
and inevitably to war? Docs the honorable Sen- 
ator not know that war must have an end some 
time, and that the end of war will be peace, not 
by reunion, but by a recognition of independence 
and eternal separation—peace andamity by treaty, 
but not fraternal feeling as brethren? I desire to 
avoid bloodshed. If we can preserve peace and 
avoid civil war, I believe the Union may be main- 
tained, It is only to be done by such an adjust- 
ment of our difficulties as will remove the causes 
that have produced them, and prevent their re- 
currence, If it be true, that the causes are to be 
traced solely to the attempt of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to Interfere with the question of slavery, 
the remedy is to deprive the Federal Government 
of such power. This could be done in various 
ways. The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crrr- 
TENDEN,}| who deserves, as he is receiving, the 
thanks of every Union-loving man in America for 
his patriotic efforts, has brought forward a propo- 
sition by which this question can be taken out of 
Congress forever. Other Senators have brought 
forward propositions that willaccomplish the same 
result in a different manner. It matters not as to 
the form of the proposition, if we can take the sla- 
very question out of Congress, and deprive Con- 
gress of all power to legislate upon the subject. 
‘Then, candidates for office will have to talk about 
something else than negroes and slavery. © Then, 
we shall have time to discuss and to examine com- 
mercial and other questions that affect the mate- 
rial interests of the country; but so long as the 
slavery question is kept in Congress, that will 
be the most exciting, and hence the controlling 
topic, aud men will get into public life in conse- 
| quence of their opinions in regard to it. So itis 
now. The most ultra men get here from both 
sections of the Union, and moderate men, north 
; and south, are cut down; the most violent, the 
most reckless, the most unscrupulous, take the 
place of the moderate and conservative, simply 
because they are not restrained by constitutional 
guarantees. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to go into the 
discussion of this question, and should not have 
done so, if the Senator from Wisconsin had not 


this bill. I hope the bill will be amended by 
striking out the offensive words, and then adoptéd 
as a peace measure; but if it is necessary to dis- 
cuss the question of force, let us wait until the 
force bills come up, and then meet it plainly and 
unequivocally, when we know that the .measure 
means what we apprehend it does. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the Senator fram 
Missouri allow me to say one word in reply to 
the Senator from Illinois? 


Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Senator from Illinois 


stating that this was a new idea which had lately 
taken possession of the southern mind. Upon 
that subject, I will quote the language of the hon- 
| orable Senator from Virginia, [Mr Hunrer,] 
which helast fall used in his Charlottseville speech. 
Fie said: 

< When I first entered the Federal Councils, which was at 
the commeneement of Mr. Van Ruren’s administration, the 
moral status of the slavery question was very differentirom 


brought it before the Senate in connection with | 


seemed to think that I was entirely in error in | 


what it now is. “Then the southerh met themselves 
but few exceptions, adinitted slavery to bo a moral.evil 
pailiated or excused its gu the.plea ofnecessity. a. 
Now what I have.to say in-relation. to. thatis 
this: that since that period, since Mr. Van,Buten’s 
administration, this new idea, new.at.the South 
as wellas at the North, that slavery isa blessing, 
and no longer either a moral or political’ , bas: 
grown up;and it has been the growth of that idéa 
which has produced all the’ present troublecin 
relation to. the. Government of the United States. - 
This new idea, by demanding the legitimate ex- 
pression of its power in the Government of the 
United States; and in all its departments, is; just 
what has produced the whole difficulty. be 
In 1852 we had: peace. The slavery question 
was settled, and-settled by law; in all the: terri- 
tory of the United States north of 36°.30': by. the 
compromise of 1820; in - New Mexico and Utah 
by the compromise of 1850. - But, sir, this new 
idea, that slavery is a blessing, came herë to the 
Federal Government and demandéd expansion 
for slavery into the free ‘Territories: of the United. 
States. lt demanded first, the repeal of the Mis- 
souri compromise; and it was done.. The Sena- 
tor from Hlinois is the man whose hand was raised 
to strike down that compromise which hadigiven: 
peace for thirty years.: It demanded, after that 
was repealed, the subjugation of Kansas; and it 
was done. Then, sir, when the Lecompton còn- 
stitution was formed, though reeking with -per- 
jury and fraud, and though voted down. by ten 
thousand majority of the people of Kansas, :-this. 
same-new idea demanded that Kansas shouldbe 
forced: into the Union. under that constitution, and 
in violation of the will of that people. ‘That idea 
is still here pressing new demands; and what does 
itask now? Mr. President, it now demands a new 
Constitution; it demands. that the Constitution of 
our fathers, which was made,and made perfecton 
this question, shal] give way to new provisions to 
subject free Territories to the institution of slavery. 
Mr. GREEN. I gave way for one idea; not 
for a speech. a4 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I say, Mr. President, that 
this is the new idea which is producing all this 
trouble now. If we wish to have peace, let us 
cherish the ideas-of our fathers, the ideas of your 
fathers as well as of ours; ay, your own ideas but 
afew years ago. ; TE 
Mr. GREEN. I must claim my righte Really 
I did not give way for a speech, but for.one idea. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, desire to elaborate 
the idea, that the Senator from Missouri may 
fully understand it. [Laughter:] T say it now: 
demands a new provision in the Constitution 
which shall carry slavery into Territories thatare 
free. Lappeal to the Senator from Ilinois: are 
not the Territories which were acquired. from 
Mexico made free by the law of Mexico; and 


| were they not free before and at the time we-ac- 


quired them ? Now, when you ask fora provision 
in the Constitution which 1s to carry slavery into 
Territories already free, you ask for a new pro- 
vision, not to secure the rights you now have, 
but to obtain rights which it does not give. You 
do not ask to stand on the Constitution as it is; 
on the Constitution as our fathers made it. You 
ask new guarantees, new provisions. If you'will 
come back to the old, if you will adopt the ideas 
of your fathers, we shall have peace. Let us 
stand by the Constitution as it was made. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish the Senator would let 
me explain the extract in reference to myself... I 
want it to go with his remarks. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Very well, sir. ` 

Mr. HUNTER. I admit that the extractis 
true; but what I meant to say before was, that I 
had never asserted that anybody inthe’ South 


|| thought it was asin to hold slaves: Many did 


believe it was amoral and political evil. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President—~ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to say a word to the 
Senator from Wisconsin who has just arraigned 


me. s 

Mr. WADE. Sir, I do not nseto make a 
speech. When I go in for a war speech ora 
peace speech, I want to have a measure up that 
will warrant it; and I have risen now not to make 


| a speech, but to implore the friends of this bill, 


who really want it to pass, not to drag in and 


i about it all the controverted questions that arep 


atthe present time. 


Sir, if gentlemen would read 
this bii—— 
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Mr..FESSENDEN. Let me move to take up 
anappropriation bill. : 

“Mr: WADE. "Has the time come? 

Mr: FESSENDEN. There is no-time about 
it- Itis-no use to continue this bill now, for we 
cannot get a vote to-day. 

< Mr; DOUGLAS. “You can,as soon as I have 
said. a few words in reply to the Senator from 
Wisconsin. : i ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If there can be any kind 
of certainty that we shall have the vote as soon 
as: the Senator concludes his reply, I shall wait. 

Mr. WADE. ‘I will give way ina moment, if 
the Senator from Maine wishes to make his mo- 
tion. : , 

: Mr. GREEN. I have the floor myself. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not know how the 
Senator from Missouri can have the floor, unless 
he occupies it all the while other people are speak- 
ing. 

Mr. WADE. I claim that I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porr in 
the chair.) The Senator from Ohio is now en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. WADE. Much-has been said about this 
bill and the States to which it applies. It has been 
argued as if it applied to certain seceding States. 
Ifgentlemen, instead of arguing in that way, would 
read the bill, they would find that it applied no 
more. to those States than to any others. It ap- 
plies to all alike. It applies to any State where 
the mails are obstructed, or are about to be ob- 
structed, or where the revenues arising from post- 
ages cannot be collected. There is a dispatch in 
a paper beforeme, showing that in Texas, a State 
that I believe has not really technically seceded 
yet, they have arrested the mail agents and stopped 
the mails. Would it be proper for the Postmas- 
ter General to go on with the mails there, not- 
withstanding that act? and shall he send down an 
army to protect the mails there, and thus bring 
on war? I donot wish to claborate this idea; but 
if there is any measure on earth that is a peace 
measure, itis this. The bill ought to be passed. 


Ido not want to hear argument on our side; that 


is all. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘I have but a word to say in 
reply to theSenator from Wisconsin, who brought 
up his bill of indictment against a large number 
of persons, and then concentrated it all on myself. 
He tellẹus that this new idea which he has dis- 
covered originated about fifteen years ago, and 
has been gradually increasing from that day to 
this. The new idea is, that slavery is a blessing. 
He says that, prior to the period which he men- 
tions, the contrary had been the prevailing opin- 
ion; but that this new doctrine has increased, and 
increased within the last few years, until now it 
has become the gencral opinion in many of the 
States that slavery isa blessing. Let me inquire 
of him whether, according to his own statement, 
this idea did not originate just about the time that 
the anti-slavery agitation began? During the 
whole period of the anti-slavery agitation, we are 
told that opinions favorable to slavery have in- 
creased every year in proportion as the agitation 
against it was kept up. The Senator ought to 
reflect. Ifthe only result of the anti-slavery agi- 
tation at the North, and the attempt to control | 
slavery by the Federal Government, has been to | 
increase the opinion that slavery is a blessing, and 
to make converts to the slavery cause, you had 
better quitthe agitation. You have done a great 
deal of very bad preaching, if the only effect has 
been to make converts against you in those States 
where alone slavery exists, and where they have | 
the power to control it. It is a confession that 
shows that your whole agitation is wrong; that 
you have injured the cause you profess to be de- 
voted to, and have increased the feeling in favor 
of slavery at the South, while you may have in- 
creased the fecling against it at the North. Thus, | 
the result of your own action has been to create an 
antagonism by which the North and the South 
are brought into cgllision, and the peace of the 
Union destroyed. 

Sir, I shall not go into the discussion of the old 
story about the Nebraska bili. Inasmuch as that 
Senator was with me when I brought it forward; 
inasmuch as I understand that he belonged to the 
Democratic party for a long time afterwards; in- 
asmuch as, if I am correctly informed, he was a 


candidate for Congress before a Democratic con- 
vention in 1856, and never joined the Republican i 


party, or dreamed of doing so, until he was beaten 
in that Democratic convention for Congress, and 
then deserted tothe enemy and became aconvert, 
and in six weeks got his seat in the Senate, Í 
think I can afford to pass over what he said on 
that point 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. -As the gentleman from 
Illinois is speaking of a matter that concerns me 
personally, I desire to say a word. : 

Mr. GREEN. Ihave yielded for along while. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. But on this question, 
which concerns me personally, I have a right to 
say something. s 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will say to the honor- 
able Senator from Illinois, that it is true I aided 
in the election of Mr. Pierce to the Presidency. 
I went before the people of Wisconsin, and asked 4 
them to support him on the express ground that 
the slavery question was settled—settled by the 
compromise of 1820, as to the territory north of 
360 30', and by the compromise of 1850, as to New 
Mexico and Utah. I was elected to the bench of 
the first circuit court of Wisconsin in 1852; and 
while I was on the bench, the proposition to re- 

eal the Missouri compromise was made, first, I 

elieve, by Mr. Dixon, of Kentucky, and then 
adopted by the Senator from Illinois, in bringing 
forward the Kansas-Nebraska bill. Being upon 
the bench, I was not engaged, as a matter of 
course, in political action. As to the statement 
that I was a candidate for nomination before a 
Democratic convention in 1856, it is an entire 
mistake. The gentleman is under an entire mis- 
apprehension; he is entirely misinformed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iflam misinformed, I should 
like to be corrected. I was informed in Wiscon- 
sin, by a great many men, this year, that the Sen- 
ator was a candidate before a Democratic conven- 
tion, I think about September, 1856, and was a 
supporter of Mr. Buchanan until after he was 
defeated in that convention. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is not so. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am very glad to be cor- 
rected, because I have heard it very often, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The gentleman is very 
much mistaken. Iwill state to him, if he desires 
to know, precisely the time when I gave my ad- 
hesion to Mr. Frémont. When the House of 
Representatives was struggling to putdown what 
was denominated the border-ruffian code in Kan- 


sas, and the Senate stood here opposing the action |; 


of that House, I stated to my friends in Wiscon- 
sin, that if the Democratic Senate, the friends of 
Mr. Buchanan, should insist upon enforcing that 
code in Kansas, I could not act with any party 
that would sustain it; for it had been enacted by 
men who were not elected by the people of Kan- 
sas, but by those who had invaded their soil, and 
taken possession of their Territory. That was 
the occasion of my entering into the political field | 
atall. I had not said a word on polities for three 
years previous, and desired not to do so, until 
compelled to do so by a sense of indignation at | 
what I deemed a great outrage. I will say to the 
honorable Senator, also, that if he supposes J ever 
favored his project to repeal the Missourt com- 
promise, he is utterly mistaken; for I stated then, | 
what I have seen verified since, that if the Dem- 
ocratic party of the United States did disturb that 
compromise, it would be utterly demoralized and 
ruined. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have only to say, in reply | 
to the Senator, that his denial that he was a can- 
didate for nomination in 1856 before a Democratic 
convention is to me conclusive. I had heard it 
from so many respectable men in Wisconsin, who 
claimed to have been delegates in the convention, 
and to know all the facts they were talking about, 
that I supposed it was true. As he has denied it, | 
I withdraw all that I said upon that subject, and 
at very glad to be corrected. i 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, it has been the 
ordinary custom of the Senate, in the short space 
of time I have had the honor of a seat here, that 
when a Senator gets the floor, he may yield for 
little explanations; but to have four or five long 
speeches interjected,and then my right to the floor 
denied, is a little more, I think, than has been the 
custom of the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow me to saya word 
to the Senator. The President of the Senate de- 
cided the other day, and gave notice, that here- 


| rant in the 


after if any gentleman yielded the floor, he could 
notresume it; he must yield it entirely and uncon- 
ditionally. 

Mr. GREEN. I am talking about what the 
custom of the Senate has been. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair feels 
it due to state that the Senator from Missouri got 
the floor; and when the gentleman to whom he 
yielded for an interruption got through his re- 
marks, the Senator from Missouri was not in his 
place; and then the Senator from Ohio addressed 
the Chair, and the Chair recognized the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. GREEN.. I wasin my place; but having 
been willing to yield to the Senator from Illinois 
to rejoin, and to the Senator from Virginia to ex- 
plain, things went on in the manner they did. I 
have taken the floor for the purpose of making a 
correction. I asked the Senator from Hlinois a 
question, for the purpose of calling his attention 
to the existing law, and he saw proper to play off 
with a witticism, rather than to answer it as a 
statesman. 

It is said here that this is a measure of peace. 
If so—if it be a measure of peaco—it must be pe~ 
cause it will prevent a collision that might take 
place without it. What collision, I ask, can take 
place without the pasgage of this bill? It was 
stated yesterday that insurrection and rebellion 
might exist in a State, and thus obstruct the pas- 
sage of the mail; and that the Postmaster General 
and the President would be bound to suppress 
them. I then answered‘from the Federal Consti- 
tution, under which we are acting, and to which 
we owe allegiance, and to whose support we have 
sworn, that in no case of Insurrection or rebellion 
in a State can the Federal Government, by its Ex- 
ecutive or any other authority, interpose, unless 
the interposition is called for by the State itself; 
and hence this proposition cannot prevent collis- 
ion, for there is no danger of collision, If insur- 
rection exists in South Carolina, you cannot send 
Federal troops to suppress that insurrection, un- 
less either the Governor, or, if the Legislature be 
in session, the legislative power, calls upon the 
Executive tointerpose by sending Federal troops. 
That is the Constitution, and no law of Congress 
can change it. It is imperative; and itis as bind- 
ing as the law of the Medes and Persians. Inno 
case affecting the execution of the lawsin a State, 
can the Executive interpose, except with the aid 
of a process of the court. If there be no judge, 
no judicial proceedings, no marshal, and no war- 

kande of the marshal, there can be no 
call—no fact which will justify the President in 
making use either of the militia or of Federal 
troops. Hence, it is not a measure of peace, for 
there is no danger of collision, If there were 
danger of collision without this, then there would 
be some cause for it; but what can produce that 
collision? Can the Postmaster General or the 
President undertake to suppress insurrection and 
rebellion in any State under existing laws? They 
cannot. The Constitution does not allowit; the 
laws of the land do not allow it; and if there was 
a law that did allow it, it would be unconstitu- 
tional, because it would conflict with the Consti- 
tution. Hence, therefore, there can be no danger 
of collision; and it is a pretense, as 1 think, to 
smuggle in a measure of a different character. 

Before I take my seat, I will send to the Secre- 
tary’s desk, to be read, an amendment which E 
intend to propose. If the object here is to punish 
States because of any interruption of the mail and 
postal laws, I wish to punish them in a like de- 
gree for violating another law. I propose this 
amendment. It is not in order to receive it now; 
but I merely wish to have it read, and give notice 
that I shall move it, and desire to have a vote 


| upon it: 


And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 


| be directed to suspend mail service on al! routes passing 


through any county or State violating the fugitive slave 
law, either by force or by societies organized for the pur- 
pose of running off slave property. 

If our intention is to withhold mail facilities 
because there is some obstruction to the postal 
law, I intend to see whether you will mete out 
the same measure of justice for violations of other 
laws more important in their character, and the 
violations of which are more dangerous to the 
peace of the country. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr Poux in 
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the chair.) Itis the duty of the Chair to call the 
attention of the Senate to the special order fixed 
for this hour, which is a motion to print addi- 
tional copies of the President’s message commu- 
nieating a series of resolutions adopted by the 
Legislature of Virginia, having in view a peace- 
able settlement of the difficulties which now 
threaten the Union; and on that question the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts (Mr. Wizson] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the further 
consideration of that subject be postponed toa 
future day that may be satisfactory to gentle- 
men. 

Several Senators, This evening. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If it is the wish of Sen- 
ators, I will say seven o’clock this evening, in 
order to take up the miscellancous appropriation 
bill. I understand the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Lanz} will make no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON. I have the floor on this sub- 
ject; but by the arrangement made last night, I 
have yielded it to the Senator from Oregon; and 
the whole matter is now before the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wiilsimply state, in re- 
gard to that, that the arrangement made last night 
was between theSenator from Massachusetts and 


the Senator from Oregon, so that if this subject. 


came up, the Senator from Oregon would now be 
entitled to the floor; but he has very kindly said 
to me that if I desired to bring up an appropriation 
bill this morning, he would not stand ın the way; 
and, of course, on the strength of that declaration, 
I made the motion to postpone. 

Mr. LANE. Iam very willing that the sub- 
ject shall be postponed toa day certain; and then 

trust the Senator from Massachusetts will ex- 
tend to me the courtesy of the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senate postpone this 
question until seven o’clock this evening, I hope 
it is understood that the Senator from Oregon first 
has the floor upon it. I yield it to him. 

Mr. LANE. If it would suit the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and other Senators as well, to 
postpone it until Monday, it would be quite as 
convenient to me, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose the Senator will 
not object to postponing the subject to this even- 
ing; so that, if he does not choose to take the floor, 
the Senator. from Massachusetts may. He is per- 
fectly willing to go on this evening. 

Mr. WILSON. I will go on then, if the Sen- 
ator does not choose to do so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That being the under- 
standing, I make the motion to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this subject until this evening 
at seven o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no 
objection, that will be considered as the sense of 
the Senate. The Chair hears no objection. 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to submit the following resolution; 
and I hope it will be considered now: 

' Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency and probable cost 
of constructing a steamboat canal from Lake Michigan to 
the navigable waters of IHinois river ; and what additional 
appropriations are necessary to remove the obstructions in 
the Mississippi river atthe Des Moines and Rock river rap- 
ids; and that they have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent; and agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I havea memorial on that 
identical subject; and I should like to present it 
now, if there be no objection, and have it referred 
to the same committee, It is a petition of George 
S. Rumsey and others, citizens of the United 
States, mostly residing at Chicago, Illinois, ask- 
ing that the channel between the head waters of 
Lake Michigan and the Illinois river may be so 
opened or deepened that vessels and steamboats 
trading on the Mississippi river and its branches, 
may be able to pass through it; alluding to the 
difficulties of the times; and asking Congress to 
take steps to make steamboat navigation between 
the Mississippi river and its branches and the 
lakes for the benefit of the commerce of the west- 
ern country, and not to have it dependent upon 
the lower-Mississippi. I ask that it be referred 
to the same committee—the Committee on Com- 
merce--to which the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa was referred. 

The motion was agreed to, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in the amendments of the 
Senate tothe billof the House (No:914) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862 


RAFT OF RED RIVER. 


The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendmentof the Senate to 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 43) giving the 
assent of Congress to certain acts passed, or to be 
passed, by the Legislatures of the States of Ark- 
ansas, Louisiana, and Texas, or any two of them, 
in relation to the raft of Red river, and for other 
purposes. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The.message further announced that the House 
had ordered to be printed, on the QIst instant, a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
statement of the contingent expenses of the War 
Department—ordered at twelve o’clock and twelve 
minutes. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Presi- 
dent of the United States had approved and signed, 
on the 13th instant, the following bill and joint 
resolution: 

An act (H. R. No. 545) granting a pension to 
Gregory Patti; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) for the ben- 
efit of Duvall & Brothers. 

Also, that the President had approved and 
signed, on the 18th instant, the following bills: 

An act (H. R. No. 554) to extend the right of 
appeal from decisions of circuit courts to the 
Supreme Court of the United States; 

An act (H. R. No. 841) making further pro- 
visions in relation to consolidated offices; and 

An act (H. R. No. 623) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Cowing. 

Also, that the President had approved and 
signed, on the 19th instant, the following bills 
and joint resolution: 

An act (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies 
in tho appropriations for the service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1861; 

An act (H. R. No. 892) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government, for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1862; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 5) authorizing 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
revise and adjust the account of John Randolph 
Clay, United States minister to Peru. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint 
resolutions; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Vice President. 

A bill (H. R. No. 914) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1862; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 49) repealing the 
joint resolution, approved June 15, 1860, for the 
relief of William H. De Groot; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 43) giving the 
assent of Congress to certain acts passed, or to be 
passed, by the Legislatures of the States of Ark- 
ansas, Louisiana, and Texas, or any two of them, 
in relation to the raft of Red river, and for other 
purposes. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRIGHT obtained the floor. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [had not yielded it. I 


į was about to move to take up the miscellaneous 


appropriation bill. . 

Mr. BRIGHT. I shall make no objection, of 
course, to that motion, and I shall not object to 
taking up the bill the Senator refers to; but I give 
notice that when it comes up: before the Senate, 
as the business of the Senate, I shall move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Well, sir; we will try 
that question. I renew my motion to take up the 
appropriation bill I have indicated. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 


ins Committee of. the Whole,: proceeded, to: cons 
sider the bill (H. R. No.-895). making appropria= 


tions for sundry civilexpenses of, the Government. 


for the year ending 30th of June, 1862: 
; EXECUTIVE SESSION; °°! 


. Mr. BRIGHT. I now move to suspend the 
prior order of business, for the purpose of pros 
ceeding to the consideration of executive business; 


and on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays... 


The yeas and nays were ordered... vik 
Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘I hope the Senate will not 
go into executive session.’ It is very important 
to get through with business. ; ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
not debatable. ©. ; : reac 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted as follows: ao 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler; Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hun» 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 
Rice, Sebastian, Thomson, and Wigtall--26. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark,.Cotiamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, 
Seward, Simmofis, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. i pea ernie 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On this question, 
the yeas are 26 and the nays 26. The Senate 
being equally divided, the Chair will determine 
the question in the affirmative. 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive Dasiness: and after two and 
a half hours spent therein, the doors ‘were fe- 
opened. f ; : ; 
SAMUEL 8. GREEN. =: ©; i 


= 


Mr. HALE. The Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 514) for the relief of Samuel S. Green, 
have instructed me to report it back and recom- 
mend its passage. The bill was explained the 
other day by the Senator from Maine; and I then 
promised that if the committee, on investigation, 
found it to be right, we would recommend its im- 
mediate passage. Iask for its present consider- 
ation. i 
There bein 


; € no objection, the bill was con- 
sidered as in 


ommittee of the Whole. ` 


Mr. HUNTER. Why is Congress called on“ 


to remit these fines? That is usually done at the 
Department. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. For the reason that it 
was a case under Mr: Campbell, and as he would 
not rerit them, hissuecessor would not; although 
itis so very strong a case that it seems astonish- 
ing to everybody that he should not have done so. 
The matter has been investigated now by two 
committees. The account was closed by Mr. 
Campbell, and his successor refuses to open it. 
He accedes to the propriety of the thing in itself, 
but says he cannot undertake to open the account. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know what 
the extraordinary circumstances are that call on 
Congress for this interposition. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will explain it in less 
than five minutes. I explained it once before in 
the Senate, and the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads said the case ought to go to them, 
and if the facts turned out as I said, they would 
recommend the passage of the bill. It has gone 
to them, and they have unanimously found. the 
facts to be so, and recommend its passage. ‘Itis 
a simple case where aman undertook a Post Office 
contract on a route by steamboat—a-new and. un- 
tried route, where there were. no lights and no 
buoys—and he failed on some occasions to come 
up to the contract time; but no.sort of difficulty 
occurred to the Department in consequence of it. 
If he did not arrive at his destination on account 
of a fog at one o’clock to-day, when he was due, 
for instance, and he arrived to-morrow morning, 
the Postmaster General fined him, I believe, about 
twenty-two hundred dollarg. No evil conse- 
quences happened in any way, for there was no 
connection to. be made. The result was that he 
lost a considerable amount by fines. His con- 
tract was the first contract for this. service. He 
carried it out, and carried át out under great diffi- 
culties, and he lost money on it, although the 
price was $26,000. The next man who. took it 
had $46,000, and did not complete his contract; 
and the present man who has the same contract 
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receives $76,000 a year. This man carried out his 
contract in full, the only difficulty being that he 
failed sometimes to arrive at the schedule time. 
Ee only wants to getrid of these fines; and every- 
body who. knows anything of it says that they 
ought to be remitted. 

The bill was. ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


. ARMS TO CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. LATHAM. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee. on Military Affairs and Militia, to whom 
it was referred, to report back the joint resolution 
(S.No. 45) authorizing the issue of the same 
quota of arnis to the State of California, for the 

ears 1850 and 1851, as. was issued to that State 
in 1852. : 

Mr. GRIMES. How much is that? 

Mr. LATHAM. The same as the other States 
got. I will merely state that, in consequence of 
the failure to make a return on ‘the part of the 
officer of the State militia, to whom that duty be- 
longed, the State did not receive any arms for 
those three years, and they never had them. This 
subject has been examined by the Committee on 
Military Affairs; and I ask that the joint resolu- 
tion be put on its passage at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The Senator from California asks 
to put on its passage a resolution reported by 
him. 

Mr. GRIMES. 
it is considered. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. 
No. 45) authorizing the issue of the same quota 
of arms to the State of California, for the years 
1850 and 1851, as was issued to that State for the 
year 1852. 

Mr.GRIMES, I desire to ask the Senator 
from California how many arms the State received 
that year and the year before? 

Mr. LATHAM. | In 1852, California received 
the same amount of arms that the other States 
received under the law passed about that time. 
She received her proportion; I mean according 
to her population. 

Mr. GRIMES, Then what is the necessity for 
this joint resolution, if California received her 
quota under a law that exists? 

Mr. LATHAM. For the simple reason that 
for two years California received nothing at all. 
The other States received their quotas according 
their population; but California recci ved nothing; 
and has never got those arms to which sheis en- 
titled for those years. 

Mr. GWIN. E will state to the Senator from 
Towa that at that time the State was not admitted 
into the Union; there was along contest over it; 
and there were no census returns at all on which 
the quota due to California could be based. That 
is the reason we received no arms for those two 
years. 

Mr. KING. There isan annual distribution 
of arms among the several States; and for those 
two years mentioned in this joint resolutian, Cal- 
ifornia did not receive what she should have re- 
ceived. She has received her quota of arms for 
subsequent years. There isno harm in our peo- 
ple being armed. ‘The committee assented to 
this proposition. 

The joint résolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate without amendment, ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, and read the third time. It 
was read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES FLOYD. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move, now, to take up ; 
House bill No. 895, making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government, for the | 
year ending June 30, 1862. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. Lhopethe Senator will per- | 
mit me to call up a small bill now, at the instance i 
of one of my colleagucs. Ihave been trying to | 
get up, all the session, for consideration, a Elouse | 
bill to give a pension to a man who is in the poor- | 
house. It is a very strong case, and I hope very | 
much that the Senator will allow it to go through. i 
Thave received a great many letters about it. | 

Mr FESSENDEN, If that is the only thing | 
to be taken up, I will not object. | 

Mr, CLINGMAN. ° It is the only request of | 
the sort I have made this session, lt will not take | 
more than a minute to pass it. It is a bill for the | 
a of James Floyd. My colleague knows him | 
Wei. i 


I wish to have it read before 


There beingnoobjection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. No. 400) for the relief James Floyd. 
It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of James Floyd on the invalid pension 


il rolls of the United States, at the rate of eight dol- 


lars per month, to commence on the 28th of Jan- 
uary, 1858, and to continue during his natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading. read the 
a time, and passed. ` 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ’ 


Mr. FESSENDEN I now move to go on 
with the civil appropriation bill. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) When the Senate went into exec- 
utive session, the bill (H. R. No. 895) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government, for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1862, was under consideration; and unless objec- 
tion be made, it will be regarded as the sense of 
the Senate that that bill be now considered, Itis 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GREEN. I propose that we adjourn now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We have to take a recess 
at five o’clock until seven. 

Mr. GREEN. But we had a very long session 
yesterday. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We must have long ses- 
sions now. We can do a great deal in the hour 
we have before the recess, in the way of getting 
through with the details of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be read. 

The Secretary procecded to read the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I observe that it isa long 

bill, and I presume Senators all have it on their 
tables, and very few are paying any attention to 
it. I suggest, therefore, that wedispense with its 
reading, unless some one wishes to hear it read. 
It will take perhaps half an hour to read it. 
' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
of the bill can be dispensed with only by unani- 
mous consent. [“ No objection.” | No objec- 
tion being made, the reading of the bill will be 
dispensed with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The first was in line twelve, to strike out ** one 
hundred’? and insert ‘two hundred and fifty;’” 
so that the clause will read: 

Survey of the coast. For continuing the survey of the 
Atlantic and Guif coasts of the United States, (including 
compensation of civilians engaged in the work, and ex 
cluding pay and emoluments of officers of the Army and 
Navy, and petty officers and men of the Navy employed on 
the work,) $250,000. 

Mr. GRIMES. In order to have a vote in the 
Senate, is it necessary that we shall vote upon 
the adoption of these amendments here ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poux in 
the chair.) The bill is being considered by the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole; and the 
question is on the adoption of this amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
line sixteen, to strike out “ seventy” and insert 
“one hundred and thirty;’’ so that the clause 
will read: 


For continuing the survey of the western coast of the 
United States, including compensation of civilians engaged 
in the work, ¢130,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line twenty-two, 
to strike out “twenty,” and insert ‘ forty;’’ so 
that the clause will read: 


For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs and keys, 
including compensation ot civilians engaged in the work, 


The bill will 


i! and exeluding pay and emoluments of officers of the Army 


and Navy, and petty officers and men of the Navy cm- 
ployed on the work, $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, after line forty, to | 


insert: 


To provide for a steam vessel in place of the steamer 
Walker, lost by collision at sea, $45,000. 


The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was in line sixty-seven, | 
to strike out “forty-eight,” and insert “ forty- | 


five,” before “ light-vessels;’’ so that the clause 
will read: 

For seamen’s wages, repairs, supplies, and incidental 
expenses of forty-five light vessels, $170,967 70. 


The amendment was-agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line ninety-three, 
to strike out the word ‘expenses,’ and insert 
“ repairs;” so that the clause will read: 

For repairs and incidental expenses of nineteen light- 
houses and buildings connected therewith, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines one hundred 
and fifty-five and one hundred and fifty-six, after 
the word ‘‘bridges,’’ to insert the words, “and 
the roads appurtenant thereto owned by the Uni- 
ted States;’’ so that the clause will read: 

For repairs of the Potomac, Navy-Yard, and Upper 
bridges, and the roads appurtenant thereto owned by the 
United States, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment of the committee was after 
line one hundred and sixty-eight, to insert: 


To complete the inclosing of Judiciary square in Wash- 
ington city, as required by the sixth section of the act of 3d 
March, 1857, including the grading of the grounds, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. : 


The next amendment of the committee was 
after line one hundred and seventy-nine, after the 
appropriations for the insane asylum in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to insert: 

For repairs and painting of four western or first erected 
sections of the hospital edifice, including additions to the 
furniture and gardener’s houses, and out-buildings and 
fences; ice-houses, including preserving cellar; extension 
of stable for storage of hay and other fodder, and shelter of 
farm wagons and carts; and inclosing two sides of farm- 
yard with brick wall; improvement of grounds, including 
pavement surrounding all the buildings ; grading and plant- 
ing trees, paving gutters, and placing seats in the pleasure 
grounds of the patients; forcing and green houses, includ- 
ing apparatus; fitting up two bowling alleys, one in base- 
ment of each wing, $8,000, 

For extending the stone and brick wall already forming 
a part of the exterior boundary of a portion of the hospital 
grounds, with a view of eventually inclosing the whole 
tract in the same way, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
lines two hundred and two, two hundred and 
three, and two hundred and four, to strike out 
the following: 

“ For drawings to illustrate the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents for the year 1861, $5,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line two hundred 
and seven, after the word ‘‘ procurement,” to in- 
sert the word “ propagation;’’ so that the clause 
will read: 


For collection of agricultural statistics, investigations 
for promoting agriculture and rural economy, and the pro- 
curement, propagation, and distribution of cuttings and 
seeds, $60,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. | 


The next amendment was in line two hundred 
and sixteen, to strike out ‘one thousand four 
hundred,” and insert ‘‘ two thousand,’’ and after 
the word “ dollars” in the same line, to insert: 

So much thereof as may be necessary,.to be applied to 
the deficiency in that fund for the present fiscal year. 

So that the clause will read: 

For expenses of receiving, arranging, and taking care 
of copyright hooks, charts, and other copyright matter, 
$2,000, so much thereof as may be necessary to be applied 
to the deficiency in that fund for the present fiscal year. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out from 
lines two hundred and twenty-three to two hun- 
dred and twenty-six inclusive, in the following 
words: 

“Tor the preservation of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions of the Government, and the 
construction of suitable cases to receive said collections, 
$6,000. 

And to insert, in lieu thereof: 

For the distribution of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions of the Government, and the con- 
struction of additional cases to receive such part of said 
collections as may be retained by the Government, $6,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question; 
and declared that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Senators certainly do not 
understand the amendmentthey are voting against. 

Mr. HALE. {confess Ido not. Letus have 
it explained. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will give an explana- 
tion. This sum is necessary to be appropriated 
for the distribution of the collections of the ex- 
ploring expeditions, They brought back with 
them a great deal of matter which bas been ar- 
ranged for distribution among the several States. 

Mr. BRAGG. IT hope the Senator will speak 
louder; he cannot be heard, 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. | I say there were a great 
many duplicates of the collections which are pro- 
posed to be distributed among the several States, 
and this sum is necessary in order to have them 
arranged and distributed. 

Mr. GRIMES. How many such appropria- 
tions have been made for distribution heretofore? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This is the first appro- 
priation of the sort: 

For the distribution of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions of the Government, and the con- 
struction of additional cases to receive such part of said 
colicctions as may be retained by the Government, $6,000. 

There are two things provided for in this amend- 
ment. Both are necessary. The sum is a very 
reasonable one. The Committee on Finance cx- 
amined this matter, and came to the conclusion 
that it was proper to make this appropriation. 
The only alteration we have made is to puteit in 
a better shape than it was before. The chairman 
of the committee thought the lines proposed to be 
stricken out were indefinite. 

Mr. GRIMES. Į understand this is the first 
appropriation ever made for distribution ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, these collec- 
tions are made by all the expeditions sent out by 
the Government. A great many of them are sent 
overland to the Northwest. All of them bring 
home collections of natural history. They arc all 
sent to the Smithsonian Institution, where they 
are arranged and classified. We have no means 
for keeping these specimens there; and it is very 
desirable that the duplicates should be given to 
the colleges and scientific institutions throughout 
the country. This appropriation is nota large 
one. These specimens have been collecting for a 
number of years; and the object now is to distrib- 
ute them to places where they would be valua- 
ble—that is all. 

Mr. GRIMES, Under what law, to what in- 
aoe and in what manner, are they distrib- 
uted ? 

Mr. PEARCE. There is no law that { m 
aware of for the distribution; butit has been pro- 
posed by the Secretary of the Interior that these 
objects should be thus distributed. They will be 
distributed by the Smithsonian Institution, in 
whose care they are placed, 

Mr. GRIMES. According to the discretion of 
the superintendent of that institution ? 

Mr, PEARCE. Yes, sir; with the approba- 
tion of the Interior Department, of course, which 
is required for all things of this sort. 

Mr. HALE, Then, | think, Congress should 
not appropriate the money. I think they ought 
to be distributed by Jaw, as books and manu- 
scripts are, and should ‘not be given to the dis- 
cretion of this Department. 

Mr. FESSEINDEN. Why not add the words: 
‘Sin the discretion of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior??? 

Mr. HALE. There does not seem to be any 
necessity for the provision at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pork in 
the chair.) If noamendment be offered, the ques- 
tion will be on the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. I suppose the amendment 
may be amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly; but, 
as the Chair stated, no amendment being offeerd 
to it, the question is on the amendment as reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that before we 


adopt this amendment, its friends ought to put į 
somelimitation on it by which hereafter the Smith- | 


sonian Institution is not to receive these things; 
for Lam afraid it will be the beginning ofa sys- 
tem-ofannual distribution like those Patent Office 
seeds, and may lead us into a large annual ex- 
penditure, unless there is some limitation. I would 
be willing to distribute them once, if you would 
put a stop-to it there; and there ought to be some- 
thing done to prevent the receipt of these things 
hereafter. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Smithsonian Institution 
has not the slightest interest in this thing whatso- 
ever; but the Government has for years, having 
no other place to put them, sent all these collec- 
tions to the Smithsonian Institution, which build- 
ing, large as it is, is very much lurabered up by 
them, {f you keep them there, they will be com- 
pelied to turn other collectionsaway. There is no 


room to receive any more. They are enormous 
in bulk and very numerous. It is desirable to get 
rid of them; and we cannot make a better dispo- 
sition of them than to send them to colleges and 
scientific institutions which have already collec- 
tions of this sort, though imperfect. It is avery" 
remarkablecollection of objects in natural history. 
There is no desire on the part of the institution to 
obtain the distribution of this collection. It isa 
gratuitous thing on their partaltogether. Thisis 
not for their advantage at all, except so far as it 
will relieve the building of the incumbrance of 
such an immense collection; and yet it can never 
be done except by authority of law. This is the 
first occasion on which it has been asked. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have no idea that this is to 
advantage the Smithsonian Institution. 1 believe 
the object of the amendment is a good one; but 
why not allow them to give these things to those 
that may apply? Why appropriate moncy for 
the purpose of distributing them? Why notallow 
them to give them to those who may apply, ac- 


| cording to their judgment? That would throw 


the expense upon those who received them. But 
if we once begin with this appropriation, I am 
afraid we shall go on distributing these collections 
just as we do the seeds at the Patent Office. 

Mr. PEARCE. A large part of thisappropria- 
tion is intended for the construction of cases to 
receive such portions of the collections as may be 
retaincd by the Government. The expense of 
their distribution will be very small indeed. We 
do not mean to pay the expenses of their distri- 
bution. They will be paid by the institutions to 
whom they go. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Of course, this is only an 
amendment to the preceding one. Was the other 
amendment struck out? 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir; I think so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 will inquire whether 
the amendment proposed in the two hundred and 
twentieth line, to strike out the words ‘and dis- 
tribution,” after the word “preservation” has 
been acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is 
informed by the Secretary that that amendment 
has not been acted on, and will now put the ques- 
tion on the amendment to strike out, in line two 
hundred and twenty, after the word ‘ preserva- 
tion,” the words ‘fand distribution;’’ so that the 
clause will read: 


For preservation of the collections of the exploring and 
surveying expeditions of the Government, $4,000. 


Mr. GRIMES. apprehend there is not a col- 
lege or museum in the Jand but would be willing 
and anxious to have the opportunity to come 
here to the Smithsonian Institution, and take its 
proportion of these fossils or specimens 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Will the Sen- 


ator from Iowa allow the Chair to state that the 


„amendment which has just been read precedes the 


one under consideration, and the Senate should 
pass on that first; and then the subject of remark 
to which the Senator from Iowa is directing his 
attention would be appropriate. 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘The proposition is to strike 
out one, and insert; so that now is the time to 
speak upon it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir; this 
precedes the other. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment last read. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is that an amendment on 
which we can come at this question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir; it is 
the amendment that precedes it. 

Mr. GRIMES. It is the amendment in line 
two hundred and twenty, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will report the amendment. 


The Secretary again read it. On page 10, line | 
| two hundred and twenty, to strike out the words 


‘Cand distribution;’’ so that the clause will read: 

Exploring Exrpedition.Vor preservation of the collec- 
tions of the exploring and surveying expeditions of the 
Government, $4,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. These words were improperly 
putin. That appropriation is the one which we 
make annually. ‘These collections were all in the 
Patent Office, and as the Department of the Inte- 
rior wanted the Patent Office for other purposes, 
provision was made by law for transferring these 
collections to the Smithsonian Institution, the 
Government paying the expense. The annual 


expense is about, four. thousand dollars. By a. 
mistake, the word “ distribution’? was put inthe 
bill as it came. from the House*of Representa- 
tives. This money is wanted ‘for the preserva- 
tion of the collections, and not for. their distribu- 
tion; and therefore we move to strike ‘out the 


words # and distribution.” : 
The motion to strikë out was agreed OS. 
The Secretary read the next amendment of the 
Committee on Finance 3 which was to strike out 
line two hundred twenty-three to line two huns 
daa and twenty-six, inclusive; in the following 
words: 7 : ‘ 


‘For the preservation of the collections of the-explor- 
ing and surveying expeditions of the Government, ‘and the 
construction of suitable cases to receive'said collectiorsy. 
$6,000.” pore 

Mr. GRIMES. Mr. President- oe 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Striking out these words 
will accomplish the Senator’s purpose. 

Mr. GRIMES. If do fot know. that. . The bill, 
as it came from the. House of Representatives, 
furnished an appropriation for the preservation of 
these things. That Iam willing shall be done; 
but I am unwilling that adistribation shall’ be 
made by which these articles arè to be distributed ._ 
over the country without Congress specifying the . 
manner in which they shall bedistribitted. [want 
to know how they are to be distributed. I am 
content that they should be distributed; and # 
think, if there is an excess of them. here, the 
should be distributed in some way, either by al 
lowing persons and. institutions in different :por- 
tions of the country to come here and obtain them; 
or else, if you see fit to doso, allowing the super- 
intendent of the institution to distribute them; 
but he should not be permitted to distribute them 
on any principle of favoritism; as, I fear, may be 
the case, unless you provide in the law specifically 
in what manner they shall be distributed. ` For 
instance: we might say that obe institution in each 
State, or two institutions in each State, should be 
furnished with these specimens, or that they should 
be distributed to certain specified institutions; but 
I am unwilling to leave the matter entirely’to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, or the 
superintendent of the Smithsonian Institution. 

r. FESSENDEN. My friend from Iowais 
a little too fast. If he will look at. this amend- 
ment, he will find that it is merely to strike out 
the words in lines two hundred and twenty-three, 
two hundred and twenty-four, two hundred and 
twenty-five, and two hundred and twenty-six, 
for which other words are, to be substituted. ° If 
these words. be stricken out, and the others be not 
substituted, he accomplishes his object. The 
question he is debating is really the substitution, 
which ‘is simply to put in this clause in a more 


| definite form. There can be no objection to strik- 


ing out these words. i : 
Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Iowa will 
accomplish bis present purpose if we should re- 
fuse to strike out, and leave the clause as it stands, 
The difference between the two is, thatthe amend- 
ment proposes to distribute as wellas to preserve 
these collections; and the words proposed to be 
stricken out merely provide for the preservation, 
Mr. FESSENDEN. The provision above, 
which has been already adopted, makes all the 
appropriation necessary to preserve the collec- 
tions. Then we come to the clause which provides 
for the distribution, and that it is proposed to 
strike out and to insert a redraft of the provision 
in another form. The first paragraph applies to 
the preservation. . : 
Mr. HUNTER. Then the plan would be to 
vote for striking out, and to vote against inserting 
what it is proposed to insert. : $ 
Mr. FESSENDEN. There is no objection to 
appropriating the $4,000 for the preservation. 
That is done. - That is necessary. ‘Then comes 
for the preservation again. That is a mistake; 
and therefore the clause was redrafied by the 
committee, so- as to provide for the distribution. 
We do not want to provide once more for pre- 
serving the collections that are to be kept there, 
and therefore these words ought to be stricken 


out. 

Mr. HUNTER. I say strike out these words; 
and then, if you oppose the distribution, vote 
against the amendment which proposes to insert 
the other words. . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis precisely what I 
am, proposing to the Senator from iowa: to let 
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these words be stricken out, and then bring-up the 
question in that Way- Z 
Mr. PEARCE. Ishould like to say to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, that there are collections enough 
to supply every college and every scientific insti- 
tution interested in such matters in the country, 
and our intention is to. supply the whole of them; 
there cannot be any favoritism; but we must make 
some small appropriation for it, although we do 
not propose to: pay the transportation. It would 
not do, for example, to let the president of a col- 
leve-come here and select just what he would pick 
and cary away. That would produce the very 
effect which the Senator is so desirous of avoid- 
ing. One institution would get too much, per- 
haps. : Somebody must be employed not only to 
arrange these objects of natural history and class- 
ify them, but also to put aside into separate par- 
cels the. portions which are to be distributed to 
the different institutions. For that we are to pay. 
The Senator can guard«against the Government 
aying the expenses of transportation ifhe pleases, 
y making an amendment to it in this form, “pro- 
vided that no part of the said moncy shall be ex- 
pended in transportation.” As to favoritism, I 
say itis not possible, because there is an abund- 
ance of these collections to answer the calls of 
every institution in the country. f 
Mr. BRAGG. I think the difficulty may be 
obviated by an amendment which I have prepared; 
though I suppose my amendment will not be in 
order at this time, as I understand there is an 
amendment pending to the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on striking out. > 
Mr. FESSENDEN. On striking out what no- 
body objects to striking out. 
Mr. BRAGG. This, I think, will accord with 
the idea of the Senator from Maryland to follow 
the amendment offered by the committee: 


“Such distribution to. be only to institutions willing to 
receive the same and at their own expense.” f 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
is-on striking out. ' 

Mr. HALE. Is it in order to move to strike 
out more words with those which the committee 
propose to strike out? 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Perhaps it 
would be in orderas an amendment to the amend- 
ment; but the Chair would suggest to the Senator 
that it would be better to take the question on 
striking out the words which the committee pro- 
pose to strike out. 

Mr. HALE. I agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on striking out the words which have been 
read. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance, to insert the following words: 


For the distribution of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions ofthe Government, and the con- 
struction of additional cases to receive such part of said 
collections as may be retained by the Government, $6,000, 


The Senator from North Carolina moves to 


. amend the amendment by adding to it: 


Such distribution to be only to institutions willing to re- 
ceive the same, and at their own expense. 

The question is onthe amendment tothe amend- 
ment. 

Mr, HALE. Iam opposed to the whole of this, 
from beginning toend. I have been in Congress 
I do not know how many years; but aboutas long 
as the Smithsonian Institution has been in exist- 
ence. I have devoted some time every year, more 
or less, to finding out what on earth that Smith- 
sonian Institution was for; I have had friends who 
have visited Washington, who have told me that 
they were going to examine it to find out; and I 
have asked them repeatedly, if any of them had 
found it out, to tell me. The New York Tribune— 
I do not often quote from that paper; for it is never 
very complimentary to me, any more than itis to 
the Smithsonian Institution—said that it was a 
sort of lying-in-hospital for literary valetudina- 
rians. {Laughter.] But, sir, it has a fund I be- 
lieve of §500,000—— 

Mr. GRIMES. Six hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. HALE. Six hundred thousand dollars, 
making an income, then, of $36,000 a year ‘for 
the increase and diffusion of knowledge among 
men,” I believe. So far as J am concerned in 
the lot of humanity, they have never distributed 


knowledge enough to me to let me know what the 
thing is for, or what it does. In addition to the 


$36,000 which it has of its annual income from its 


funds, you propose now to appropriate $10,000 
more for preserving the collections of the explor- 
ing and surveying expeditions of the Government, 
and for the distribution of the collections of the 
exploring expeditions, and the construction of 
additional cases to receive such collections as may 
be retained by the Government. We are to ap- 
propriate $10,000 to this institution, to keep and 
distribute these collections, in addition to their 
annual income of $36,000. I am opposed to the 
whole of it. I think itis wrong. I think the in- 
stitution itself is wrong, and based upon one of 
the grossest misconceptions of plain English that 
any institution ever was. 

Old Mr, Smithson—if the Senate. do not want 
to hear me, I will stop; I know itis not a very 
good time to speak, [‘ Go on ”]—old Mr. Smith- 
son, I suppose, was a man of scientific attain- 
ments—no doubt of that—a friend of science; a 
lover of science. He had seen the colleges and the 
universities of England hitched on to the Church 
and the State. The yoking together of these three 
he thought was not favorable to the advancement 
of science in the world. Then, sir, he had in his 
brain the sublime conception of founding a dem- 
ocratic university; one that should be free from 
the corruptions of the Church and State, as they 
existed in England. Looking abroad over the 
face of the earth, to see a place where this great 
benevolent idea might be carried out, he selected 
the United States as a place where democratic in- 
stitations prevailed, and he gave this liberal fund 
that he might found an institution under the 
benign influence of democratic institutions, that 
should be devoted to thé increase and diffusion of 
knowledge among men, instead of having it har- 
nessed to Church and State. Well, sir, our Gov- 
ernment undertook the trust; and a grosser abuse 
of a trast never was perpetrated on the earth. 
Some of the wisest men we had at that day thought 
there was too vague a meaning in that phrase- 
ology which said that it was to be for the increase 
and diffusion of knowledge among men. They 
forgot that men were made of boys; and they 
thought thatif they devoted it, as poor old Smith- 
son intended it should be, for the education of 
boys, under the influence of such an institution 
as he designed, it would not answer his purpose, 
because he intended it for the increase and diffu- 
sion of knowledge ‘among men;’’ and so, they 
have got up the thing they have. I will not char- 
acterize it, for I confess I do not know what it is. 
I saw an advertisement in the National Intelligen- 
cer that there was to be an exhibition there at 
twenty-five cents a ticket, or perhaps fifty cents. 
That is for the increase and diffusion of knowl- 
edge among men.” In addition to perverting Mr. 
Smithson’s benevolent and sagacious purposes, 
defeating one of the greatest ideas that ever en- 
tered into the head of a benevolent scholar; instead 
of making such an institution as he wanted, you 
have founded the great humbug of the land; and 
you propose now, in addition to the $36,000, to 
pay them $10,000 out of the public Treasury. I 
propose to strike it all out. Now,Iam prepared 
to be castigated by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Pearce] just as much as he pleases 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Rather than have this dis- 
cussion continued on the merits of the Smithson- 
jan Institution, E move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. [Oh no!” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
row instead of to-day. 

Mr. RICE. The understanding was, that we 
should sit here until five o’clock, and then take a 
recess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. FOSTER. I would suggest that the mo- 
tion cannot be entertained. Under the order of 
the Senate last night, the Senate to-day was to 
take a recess from five o’clock to seven, and an 
adjournment now would override the order of the 
Senate yesterday, and would be an adjournment 
until to-morrow. Therefore, such a motion, I 
think, cannot be entertained. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President 

Mr. BIGLER. There is no difficulty in taking 
a recess now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PEARCE. 


We shall have it to-mor- 


I shall not consume much of | 


the time of the Senate by replying to the attack 
which the Senator from New Hampshire has 
made on the Smithsonian Institution. Some years 
ago, the plan of that institution was the subject 
of deliberate investigation by a committee of the 
Senate. It was discussed here in this body. It 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and the Committee on the Judiciary approved 
the plan of the institution for the increase and 
diffusion of knowledge among men. The Senator 
from New Hampshire has not given us any great 
reason to respect his authority on this subject, 
because he started out with a confession that he 
knew nothing about it; and, confessing so much, 
I take it that the Senate will take him at his word, 
and estimate the value of his remarks at just what 
he himself admits them to be worth. It is enough, 
sir, that the men who composed the first Board 
of Regents, of which I was not one, were among 
the best men in the country, and that they estab- 
lished this institution upon the plan by which it 
is now known, and which has received the delib- 
erate assent of the Committee of the Judiciary of 
the Senate, and of the Senate itself. How the 
Senator gets at his theory of Smithson’s inten- 
tions, I do, not know. If he has ever read Smith- 
son’s will, he will not find one word of all that he 
has said in it; and we, who do know something 
about the history of Smithson, know the peculiar 
reasons which induced him to give this legacy to 
the United States. 

But, sir, the Senator has remarked about an 
exhibition given at the institution a few days 
since. I wish to explain that. Itmight be sup- 
posed by members of the Senate that this twenty- 
five cents a head was a fee to the institution. No 
such thing. The Smithsonian Institution has a 
remarkably fine lecture-room, and it is very often 
applied for by individuals who wish to lecture 
there. In no case is it given to an individual who 
charges. ‘The only case in which any one is al- 
lowed to charge, is where the object is charitable 
or religious. Church congregations have some- 
timges applied for it, when a lecture was to be de- 
livered, and they have been allowed in that case 
touse the hall, and they themselves chargetwenty- 
five cents for each hearer of the lecture—making 
a fund for the building of their church, or for the 
charitable object which is to be subserved, what- 
ever it may be. These are the only cases where 
a charge is made. The lectures of the Smithso- 
nian Institution are always free; and I believe 
they are a little more valuable than most lectures 
in the country, for which people pay very will- 
ingly. 

Now, so far as the Government giving $10,600 
aycar to this institution is concerned, it is an 
entire mistake. The Smithsonian Institution 
accommodated and obliged the Government by 
admitting within their walls these collections, for 
which the Government had no proper place, the 
Government only paying the expense of their 
preservation; that is all. The Smithsonian In- 
stitution does not derive any value to its funds 
from these appropriations by the Government. 
Soin regard to the distribution of these enormous 
collections, the Institution isnot benefited a frac- 
tion, All we wantis a little appropriation to de- 
fray the expense which the Institution must in- 
cur in classifying and separating these specimens 
of natural history for distribution. I do not ob- 
ject to the amendmentof the Senator from North 
Carolina; and I purposely refrain from much that 
I might say, that I may not consume the time of 
the Senate. = 

Mr. CAMERON. I am one of those who were 
here at the time of the reception by this Govern- 
ment of the Smithsonian legacy, and one of those 
who voted to receive that donation from a phil- 
anthropic man-in England, who died and left us 
his money. TI recollect very well that the argu- 
ments of those who were opposed to receiving it 
were, that it would be a constant tax onus; that 
the giving to us of those $500,000 would result in 
the expenditure of millions; and all the friends of 
the institution, amongst them myself, said: “ No; 
we will take this $500,000, and get the best we 
can out of it.’ From that time to now, 1 have 
always opposed any appropriation for it. If the 
institution cannot sustain itself, let it fall. I be- 
lieve it is doing good. F do not want to make it 
one of those things that shall constantly eat into 
the vitals of this Government. This is a Gov- 


i ernment here by itself, controlling itself, and con- 
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trolling many other things around it. My feelings 
to it arc nothing but kind; but I think it ought to 
sustain itself, and I shall vote against every ap- 
propriation forit. Irise, however, only to saya 
word in regard to a remark made by the Senator 
from Maryland, who is almostalwaysright. He 
spoke of the ignorance of the Senator from New 
Hampshire on this subject. I simply want to say 
to the Senator from Maryland, that the best book 
we have ever had says that, whenever we have 
learned our own ignorance, we are nearest wisdom. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., I wish to correct an error 
into which my friend from Pennsylvania has 
fallen; and I think my friend from New Hamp- 
shire, also, is troubled with the same difficulty. 
This is not anything paid to the Smithsonian In- 
stitution. Itis not in aid of their fund. It has 
nothing to do with anything connected with that 
institution in any shape or form. They do not 
call upon us for anything connected properly with 
the institution, to render them any aid in any 
shape. The simple matter isthis: we havea large 
collection of this material, coming from several 
exploring expeditions. It was all placed at the 
Patent Office, or under the charge of the Secretary 
of the Interior. There was nobody to take care 
of it; there was nobody to arrange it, nobody to 
do anything with regard to it; it was turning out 
to be utterly useless, of no good to the Govern- 
ment; and we imposed the burden on the Smith- 
sonian Institution. We decreed that it should be 
sent there and should be examined there. 

Mr. MASON. Against their will. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. And against their will. 
They did not ask it. It was a burden we imposed 
‘upon them; and having sent it there, we have made 
an appropriation, keretofgre, merely of enough to 
preserve what was necessary to be preserved and 

“to pay the salary of a person who was to take 
charge of it, fix the room and take care of it— 
$4,000, I think, cach year; and it was found, on 
a careful examination—I was on the committee 
when it was first made—to be a reasonable pro- 
vision. 

Now, sir, there is avery large number of these 
. duplicates, and it is-proposed that those also shal] 
be arranged by these persons; and after they are 
arranged, and itis found distinctly what it is best 
to keep, the rest shall be distributed amongst the 
‘institutions of the country. It is not for the ben- 
‘efit of the Smithsonian Institution, but for the ben- 
efit of the institutions of the country. We called 
‘on them to do the work; and gentlemen get up 
here and argue that we should compel them to do 
the work and not pay them for the labor, and com- 
pel them also to pay their own expenses. It is 
simply providing a mode by which we may carry 
out our own objectsand our own purposes through 
their agency. The labor that they have given to 
this work, and the services they render, are alto- 
poe gratuitous; and certainly they ought notto 

c abused for doing what we asked them to do 
with reference to matters which we have placed 
under their control, without their requesting us 
to do it. That is the simple fact about this mat- 
ter. It has nothing to do with the institution. 

Now, sir, as to the Smithsonian Institution 
itself—what it has done for science, and what itis 
doing for science. I have no doubt that itis doing 
much; how much, I do not know. I confess the 
same ignorance that has been confessed by my 
friend from New Hampshire, with the addition 
that I feel ashamed I do not know more aboutit. 
I ought to know more about it. I have only to 
plead my other avocations, which prevent me 
from knowing what I want to know. It is my 
own fault. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to add but a word 
to what has been so well said by the Senator from 
Maine. This burden wasimposed upon the Smith- 
sonian Institution not only without their request, 
but against their wish. These objects were col- 
lected by the exploring expeditions, and depos- 
ited in the Patent Office: They were kept there 
and preserved as objects of great curiosity and 
great interest, until they occupied so large a space 
that the Government could not afford the room. 
They needed the room, and had né place to put 

them in. The Smithsonian Institution happened 
to have vacant space; but these collections were 
not connected with the objects of that institution. 
The institution was willing to give themthe room 
free of rent. They were willing to take charge of 
the collection, ifthe annual expenses of the burden 


thus imposed was borne by the Government. . It 
was accepted as a great favor by the Government. 
I do think, if they are worthy of our encourage- 
ment, we ought to pay the actual expenses—no 
more—of taking charge of these objects of curios- 
ity. ` Probably there Is no object of greater curi- 
osity to the visitor and the stranger who comes to 
Washington, than this museum thus. collected; 
and inasmuch as they would be an attraction. to 
the institution, they were willing to accept them; 
but the objects themselves belonged to the Gov- 
ernment. The Smithsonian Institution is giving 
the Government a place in which to keep them. 
I think, therefore, that we are bound by every 
consideration of public policy and duty to make 
this appropriation. I will not occupy time, for I 
believe it will be voted almost unanimously. 

Mr. CAMERON. I must say a wordin reply 
to what has been said by the Senator from Maine 
and the Senator from Illinois. I do not believe 
that they have studied this subject so well as they 
usually study questions. It occurs to my mind 
that all this labor which we have imposed upon 
the Smithsonian Institution they have invited. I 
remember, when this exploring expedition came 
in, it was said specimens were brought home that 
would be valueless to the country, unless we put 
them into the Patent Office. After a while some- 
body came, and asked that they should be given 
to the Smithsonian Institution, because, it was 
said, it would be an object of attraction to that 
building, take people there, make it a credit to 
the country; and we voted for it. After a while, 
they asked us to give them a certain number of 
books, which scientific persons had written, and 
we had paid for the printing of. The rule used 
to be that all those books were sent to Congress, 
and distributed by members of Congress; but 
gentlemen here said, we ought not to distribute 
them; we should give them to the Department of 
the Interior. Then we gave them to the Patent 
Office; and then to the Smithsonian Institution; 
and now these gentlemen ask us to pay them for 
distributing those very things which they invited 
us to give them. 

Mr. PEARCE. I will ask the Senator to spe- 
cify what scientific books the institution has ever 
asked us to give them? 

Mr. CAMERON. When I think the gentle- 
man has aright to ask a question, L will answer it. 
I will say to the gentleman now that I want this 
institution to sustain itself. There is no reason 
why we should appropriate money from year to 
year to keep up that, a bit more than that you 
should build up a scientific institution in the vil- 
lage where I live. What right has that institution 
to come here, and what right have we to expend 
money to keep up an institution here for the benefit 
only of those who live by it? The Government 
has no interest in it. The gentlemen who get 
their salaries, and who live on the money which 
old Smithson gave us, have an interest in it; but 
we have none. I shall vote against it, if nobody 
else does. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think itis unfair for my 
friend from Maryland to be putting questions to 
my friend from Pennsylvania, for he is evidently 
joking in what he says. He is not serious when 
he talks about the request of the institution made 
to Congress for this appropriation and that ap- 
propriation. It is contrary to the known history 
of the institution, and to the known history of 
the country. It is a very good joke on the part 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania; but I really 
think the Senate are not going to vote down this 
amendment on the strength of that joke. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
gentlemen of that institution do not want to have 
the charge of these things, let them give them up. 
What do we care about stuffed snakes, alligators, 
and all such things? [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
North Carolina to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendmenttotheamendment wasagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now recurs on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. KING. Whatistheamendmentasamend- 
ed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read it. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

For the distribution of the collections of the exploring 


1 will merely say, if the | 


and survey expeditions of the Government, and :the:con- 
struction of additional casés: tô receive such: part-of: said 
collections as may be retained ‘by the: Government, $6,000 ; 
such distribution to be made to: institutions willing: tore 


ceive the same at their own expense. < 2 X 
Mr. FESSENDEN.. That ‘refers: merely to 

Mr GRIMES.” W sbi pikatign 
r. GRIMES. What is the appropriation-of 

§6,000 for? ee as 

Mr. FESSENDEN. For 
and arranging them. i 
Mr. CAMERON. I move ‘to ‘strike out’ the 
appropriation. I have no doubt if these things 
are of any use, scientific people will be glad to 
et them, and I am willing to let then have them, 

if they will take them. i E 
Mr. RICE. This question. strikes me in'two 
different aspects, a personal and an official. one. 
If we have a right to make-an appropriation for 
distributing stuffed snakes, and the various other 
things that may be cgljected and brought here, 
why have we nota right to make an appropria- 
tion for distributing the models in the: Patent 


putting them in order 


pg 


‘Office; or distributing hoes, plows, and otherim- 


plements? This has allgrown out ofan infraction, 
in my opinion, of the Constitution, by distribut- 
ing seeds. We must stop somewhere. If you 
can do this under the Constitution, what can you 
not do? I know that the Smithsonian Institution 
has done great good for the country. Iam applied 


‘to daily, for books published by it, and I know 


they are very valuable; but it is not, under the 
Constitution, a Government institution. Lets 
stop somewhere, and I think we might as well 
stop here as anywhere. Pete oh Re 

Mr. HALE. . I think so too. I should like 
the country to know how much we have spent 
for printing pictures of bugs, reptiles, &c., that 
these exploring expeditions have brought here. 
We published eleven or twelve volumes of the 
exploring expedition, illustrated with pictures of 
bugs, snakes, and reptiles. It has cost us mil- 
lions of dollars to print those pictures, and now 
we are going to soend $10,000 to distribute them 
after spending millions to print pictures of them. 
The thing is all wrong, sir. "a. te. oa. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have been for 
many years one of the regents of this institution, 
undef"the appointment of the Senate, in connec- 
tion with my friend from Maryland, We know 
that itis a public trust; one, we think, of a sacred 
character. We know as a fact, and it appears in 
the records of that institution, that these specimens 
of natural history, sent from the Patent Office to the 
Smithsonian Institution, were sent there against 
the remonstrances, repeated from year to year, of 
that institution; and if either the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, or the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, or any gentleman who thinks with them, 
would introduce an amendment to this bill direct- 
ing the institution to throw what they had re- 
ceived from the Government out of doors—just 

ut it out of doors, and let it rot—{ will vote for 
it. It belongs tothe Government. It doesnot be- 
long to the institution. It has no business there 
within the terms of the trust; none whatever. | It 
was forced upon them against their will—ag they 
believe, in violation of the trust left to us by Smith- 
son; and if those gentlemen will devise any mode 
to take away all these specimens of natural histor 
sent there by the Government, I will vote for it 
cheerfully. “I do not know that I would not con- 
sider it incumbent upon me, for the purpose of 
getting rid of them, if the Government-will not bear 
the expense of throwing them out of doors; to:vote 
it out of the funds of the institution. < . 

Mr. CAMERON. I will take the Senator from 
Virginia at his word, as far as I am concerned, 
and say let them throw them out-of doors. ‘They 
are good for nothing there, and they are good for 
nothing out of doors. Suppose these gentlemen 
were to come here now asking us to appropriate 
six or ten thousand dollars to distribute through 
this country specimens of the finestarts the world 
has ever produced, which they could purchase for 
that sum of money in Europe, would not.every- 
body vote against it? There is not aman here 
who would. not vote against a proposition to bring 
the finest statuary and the finest paintings 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. CAMERON. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator says he will do it. 

Mr. CAMERON. As far as Tam concerned. 
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“Mr, MASON. ` The law now directs that these 
objects shall be sent to the Patent Office. Let the 
Senator, on ‘his responsibility, propose to repeal 
that law, and I will vote for it. 

Mr, CAMERON. ‘I will do that most cheer- 
fully. 

Me. MASON. Well, do-it now. 

Mr. CAMERON, “Sufficient for the day is the 
evil thereof.2’. L will bringin a bill to-morrow, if 
Senators think it proper; but we are discussing 
this question now. Here is an appropriation of 
$6,000 for a most worthless purpose; and what 
right have we to appropriate it? When we are 
all talking about the distresses of the country; 
when we do not know how much country we shall 
have in a few days, when the Treasury is empty, 
not a dollar to pay even members of Congress, 
to pay laborers out of doors, we are to appropri- 


ate six or ten thousand dollars to preserve a par- | 


cel of what you call scientific specimens. A Sen- 
ator overthe way said thewere toads and snakes; 
and I have no doubt they are that sort of thing. 
{Laughter.] They are no use to anybody now. 
They have served their day. 

I am tired of all this thing called science here. 
It was only the other day we made another ap- 
propriation in regard to the expedition which 
Captain Wilkes took out to the Pacific ocean. 
We have paid $1,000 a volume for the book which 
he published. Who has ever seen that book out- 
side of this Senate; and how many copies are 
there of it in this country? We have spent mil- 
lions in that sort of thing for the last few years, 
and it is time it should be stopped. Now, the 
only way, and I say it iù all sincerity, in which 
1 think this Smithsonian Institution can be useful 
to the country, is by living within its means; that 
it shall not ask any aid of the Government at all; 
that itshall nofrely on patronage, but on the good 
it does, and the benefit it confers, to sustain it. 


The country at large, and the people of this coun- | 


try will take care of it, ifit is worthy to be taken 
care of; but if they come to the Legislature every 
year asking for an appropriation, it must sink. 


As a friend of that institution, and as a friend of 


the very distinguished and able and pure man 
who is at the head of it, 1 do not want it to be 
connected with the Government at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the Scnator from Pennsylvania to move 
to strike out the appropriation contained in the 
amendment. 

` Mr. CAMERON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, 
then, will be on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, to strike out the appropriation. 

Mr. CAMERON and Mr. HALE. Let us 
have the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why cannot we take a vote 
direct on the amendment? 

Mr. CAMERON. Ihave no objection to that. 
J withdraw the call. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we shall have the yeas 
and nays on the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
thon will be on the amendment of the committee 


es amended on motion of the Senator from North ; 


Carolina. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to have the yeas 
and nays taken on that question. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I simply want to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that we have stricken 
out of the arnendment, on motion of the Senator 
from North Carolina, all the expenses incurred 
for distribution; and now you propose to give 


46,000 to make bug cases alone, without any | 


transportation. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 


agreed to take a recess, 

Mr. CAMERON. Let us take a vote. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There isnot time to take 
a vote. 
of the roll. 

Mr. LATHAM. Twill suggest to the Senator 
from Maine, it was stated yesterday that when 
the recess should be taken this evening, there 
would be no vote after seven o’clock. 

Me FESSENDEN Of course that is under- 
stood, 


I will suggest that itis || 
now within four minutes of the ume when we | 


We cannot get through with the calling | 


| nouneces that, in pursuance of the resolution of 


| in compliance with the twenty-fifth section of the 
| act of August 26, 1842, a statement of expendi- 


| itary Affairs and the Mila. 


Mr. LATHAM. Then, if we do not take the 
vote now, we must have the yeas and nays on 
this question to-morrow. 

Mr. WIGFALL,. Idesiréto move that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Sat- 
urday next. “To-morrow is the 22d of February., 
The House hasadjourned until Saturday. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is impossible for us 
to agree to that. We have too much business to 
attend to. f 

Mr. WIGFALL. I will make the motion àny- 
bow I move that when the Senate adjourn, it 
be to meet on Saturday next. à 

Mr. ANTHONY. Í hope we shall takea vote, 
by common consent, on the amendment before the 
Senate. The calling of the roll cannot be gone, 
through with before the time fixed for the recess. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well; perhaps we 
ean get through with it. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I wish to make my motion: 
that when the Senate adjourn, it be to meet on 
Saturday next. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That motion is out of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairwill 
state to the Senator from Texas that his motion 
is out of order, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Chair will execute 
the order of the Senate when five o’clock arrives. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment of the Committee on Finance, as 
amended, resulted—yeas 29, nays 6; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bragg, Chandler, 
Clark, Dixon, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Poster, 
Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearee, Polk, 
Powell, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Wade, and Wilson—29. 

NAYS—Messrs Cameron, Grimes, Hale, King, Rice, 
and Wilson—6. 

So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair an- 


the Senate of yesterday, a recess will now be taken | 
until seven o'clock this evening, 


EVENING SESSION. 
The VICK PRESIDENT called the Senate to 
order at seven o’clock, p. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, transmitting, 


tures from the appropriations for contingent ex- 
penses of that Department, during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1860; which, on motion of Mr. 
Wizson, was referred to the Committee on Mil- 


THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The business now 


in order is the message of the President, commu- | 
nicating to the Senate a series of resolutions adopt- | 
ed by the Legislature of Virginia. The question 
is on printing the message; and on that_question 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wiison] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to lay the message on 
the table, and to take up the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] as 
I prefer to speak on those resolutions to-night. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. No. 54) pro- 
posing certain amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, Bancroft, in | 
the last volume of his History of the United States, 
has drawn, with graphic pen, the -eharacter of 
George Mason, one of the noblest of that ilustri- 
ous band of patriots that carried America through 
the fire and blood of revolution from colonial de- 
pendence to national independence. He tells us 
that this Christian patriot ‘had been truly loyal; 
on renouncing his king, he could stand justified 
to his own conscience only by the purest and 
most unselfish attachment to human freedom;’’ 
that “his sincerity made him wise and bold, 
modest and unchanging;” that “he had a scorn 
for everything mean and cowardly and low; and 
he always spoke out his convictions with frank 


changing” patriot, to represent her in that illus- 
trious assembly of patriotic statesmen met to 
frame the Constitution of the United States. Ac- 
tuated “ by the purest and most unselfish attach- 
ment to human freedom,” ** scorning everything 
mean and cowardly and low,” this noble son. of 
Virginia, speaking out his convictions with frank 
directness, admonished his illustrious compeers 
that “slavery brought the judgment of Heaven 
upon a country;”’ that “by an inevitable chain 
of causes and effects, Providence punished na- 
tional sins by national calamities.” These fear- 
ful words of admonition and of warning, uttered 
nearly three quarters of a century ago, in the ears 
of patriot statesmen, who were striving to frame 
a national Government, in harmony with the 
rights of human nature and the laws of the living 
God, resound in the ears of the nation ‘in the 
dark and troubled night now upon us.” In this 
hour of peril, when the Republic is rent and torn 
by fraternal strifes, when conspiracies and trea- 
sons and rebellions threaten to plunge the nation 
into the unfathomed abyss of disunion and civil 
war, and to blot united America from the map of 
nations, who that sees God in history does not 
scc and fee] and realize that slavery has brought 
the judgment of Heaven upon our country; that 
Providence is punishing this gigantic national sin 
by these appalling calamities now upon us and 
impending over us? Well would it be for our 
country if, in these days of disaster and gloom, 
those to whom are intrusted the precious interests 
of the Republic should, like the great patriot of 
| Virginia, reverently recognize the hand of God in 
the affairs of nations, and like him, ever remem- 
ber that ‘ slavery brings the judgment of Heaven 
upon a country.”’ À i 

One year ago these Chambers rang with passion- 
ate and vehement menaces of disunion. States- 
men to whom were committed the destinies of 
United America, with the oath of fidelity to the Con- 
stitution fresh upon their lips, insolently, scorn- 
fully, defiantly, threatened to shiver the noblest 


|: edifice, the fairest fabric of free government ever 


| erected by the toil or blessed by the hopes and 
prayers of humanity, if the people—the people of 
the free North—dared, through the ballot-box, 
| assume the control of the affairs of the Republic. 
These disloyal avowals were flashed over the 
wires—scattered broadcast over théland, Timid 
conservatives shrank appalled before these angry 
mutterings of meditated treason, and with ‘ bated 
breath and whispering humbleness ” counseled 
submission. But these treasonable menaces un- 
nerved not the souls of the ever loyal freemen of 
i the North; but they fired the hearts and rekindled 
the patriotism of the unselfish masses, of the farm- 
ers who till their own fee-simple acres, unpolluted 
by the foot of the bondman; of the mechanics, 
whose hands are skilled by art; of the laborers, 
who recognize no master but Almighty God. Im- 
pelled by the fervid and unextinguishable impulse 
of freedom, by the purest and most unselfish pa- 
triotism, the unseduced, unpurchased, unawed 
freemen of the North, calmly thronged to the bal- 
lot-box, and struck from faithless, corrupt, and 
disloyal hands the reins of power. 

The treasonable words of last year have now 
hardened into deeds. Madness and folly rule the 
hour, Treason holds its carnival here in the na- 
tional Capitol. Men, high*in the national coun- 
cils, plot conspiracies against the Government they 
are sworn to defend, and clasp the hands of the 
assassins of the Union. Men, to whom have been 
intrusted official duties and responsibilities, talk 
of the dismemberment of the Republic, not in the 
sad accents of patriotism, but with the gleeful 
chuckle ofan irrepressible joy, States vauntingly 
| proclaim their withdrawal from the Union made 
by the fathers; recall their representatives in 
these Chambers; capture the fortresses of the na- 
tion; insult, dishonor, and fire upon the flag of the 
Republic; seize the public property; and even 
erase from their festive days the hallowed anni- 
versary of national independence, with all its glo- 
rious associations and thrilling memories. Never, 
no, never, since the morn of creation, has the 


| historic pen recorded a conspiracy against the 
| rights of man and democratic institutions so ut- 


terly causeless, so wicked in its purpose, So re- 
gardless of the judgment of the civilized world and 


directness.” The great Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia sent this “ wise and bold, modest and un- į 


the approval of Almighty God! 
During the past year the world has watched 
with throbbing heart and beaming eye, the great 
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struggle in the classic land of Italy for the free- | 


dom, unity, and nationality of the Italian people. 
Aspirations for the success of the liberal young 
monarch of Sardinia and his great minister, of 
Garibaldi and his brave comrades, have mingled 
with the morning and evening prayers of the lov- 
ers of human freedom in the Old World and in 
the New. How anxiously and how hopefully 
have we of America turned our eyes towards the 
rising States and struggling people of Italy! How 
often have we hung with rapt admiration upon 
the thrilling story of the glorious contest for the 
unity of the Italian States and the nationality of 
the Italian people! And now, we, the people of 
united America, are striving—madly, insanely, 
striving to dismember this constellated Confeder- 
ation of sovereign Commonwealths, to disrupt 
this great Republic of the world, to topple down 
this splendid fabric of free government, erected 
by a glorious ancestry, and to-bury beneath its 
broken, shivered, and falling columns the resplen- 
dent glories of the past, the achieved aggrandize- 
ment of the present, and the brilliant hopes and 
destinies of the future. 

We are accustomed, Mr. President, to contem- 
plate, with something of gratified and patriotic 
pride, the wondrous progress of our country and 
the strength and stability of our Government. 
We speak of its future with proud and conscious 
security. As we have watched the fraternal strifes, 
the bloody and desolating wars, of factions which 
have followed each other in rapid succession in the 


Republics of Mexico, Central, and South Amer- | 


ica— Republics which we once hailed and wel- 
comed into the family of nations; as we have 
watched, too, the rising and falling dynasties of 
the Old World, we have come to believe with un- 
doubting faith that our Government is immortal; 
that, sustained by the intelligent patriotism of the 
people, it is ever instinct with the freshness and 
Boom of perpetual youth, and the matured vigor 
of manhood. We have dreamed for our pative 
land a glorious destiny—a_magnificent career 
through the coming ages. But our dreams are 
over, Our bright, confident faith is shaken. ‘I'he 
Republic has lost its prestige. 

What a saddening, humiliating, and appalling 
spectacle does America now present to the gaze 
of mankind! Conspiracies in the Cabinet and in 
the halls of legislation; conspiracies in the capi- 
tal and in the States; conspiracies in the Army 
and in the Navy; conspiracies everywhere, to 
break the unity of the Republic; to destroy the 
grandest fabric of free government the human un- 
derstanding ever conceived or the hand of man 
ever reared, States are rushing madly from their 
spheres, in the constellation of the Union, raising 
the banners of revolt, defying Federal authority, 
arming men, planting frowning batteries, arming 
fortresses, dishonoring the national flag, clutch- 
ing the public property, arms, and moneys, and 
inaugurating the reign of disloyal factions. 
«s What,” in the words of Daniel Webster, ut- 
tered in the days of nullification, ‘are the oppres- 
sions experienced under the Union, calling for 
measures which thus threaten to destroy it? What 
invasions of public liberty; what ruin to private 
happiness; what long list of rights violated or 
wrongs unredressed, is to justify to the country, 
to posterity, and to the world, this assault upon 
the free Constitution of the United States—this 
great and glorious work of our fathers?” There 
are no oppressions experienced; no invasion of 

ublic liberties; no ruin of private happiness; no 
ong list of rights violated or wrongs unredressed; 
nothing, no nothing, to justify to the ae to 
posterity, to the world, this assault upon the Con- 
stitution of the United States. This, all this work 
of folly and madness, upon which the startled 
nations are now gazing in mingled wonder and 
amazement, is all, all, only to eternizc the domin- 
ion of man over the souls and bodies of his fellow 
man. Yes, these appalling crimes against the 
unity and perpetuity of the Republic, which fill pa- 
triotic hearts with anxiety and gloom, are all for 
making slavery perpetual and its power dominant 
in republican America. No wonder, then, sir, 
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that the actors in this wicked drama look in vain 
beyond the boundaries of the Republic for one 
word of human sympathy, for one manifestation 
of human regard. These conspirators against the 
unity of America; these architects of the “south- 
ern confederacy,” receive no words of cheer, no 
welcome greetings from any portion of the Chris- 
tian and civilized world. The Journal des Debats 
uttered not only the voice of France, but of Eu- 
rope, ay, of civilized man, when it“ pronounced 
that there is not a corner upon earth where it will 
find sympathy and assistance.”’ 

Nor can the men who sit in the councils of the 
Executive and in the halls of legislation, plotting 
for the dismemberment of their country, the sub- 
version of its Government, the betrayal of its 
fortresses, arscnals, arms, ships, mints, and flag, 
hopefully appeal from the verdict of the present 
to future ages. ‘They may appeal from the stern 
reproaches of their betrayed country, from the 
indignant rebukes of Christendom; but they will 
appealin vain. The Floyds, the Cobbs, the Rhetts, 
the Yanceys, and theirdisloyal confederates, often 
refer to the deeds and quote the examples—not of 
the Catilines of history—but of the heroes of hu- 
manity, whose acts and names are indissolubly 
associated with the cause of human nature. ‘The 
founders of the North American Republic asso- 
ciated their names with the enduring interests of 
mankind; and while humanity has an altar, or 
freedom a champion, their memories will be cher- 
ished. The destroyers of the American Union 
may achieve an immortality as enduring as that 
of its founders; but it will be an immortality of 
ignominy, shame, and dishonor. 

This conspiracy against the unity of the Re- 
public, which, in its development, startles and 
amazes the world by its extent and power, is not 
the work of a day; it is the labor of a generation. 
Nearly thirty years ago the fell spirit of nullifica- 
tion reared its hand against the peace of the coun- 
try; but it went down at the bidding of Andrew 
Jackson. Thomas H. Benton, in his Thirty 
Years’ View, tells us that “ Mr. Calhoun,’’ when 
he went home in the spring of 1833, told his friends 
“that the South would never be united against 
the North on the tariff question; that the sugar 
interests of Louisiana would keep her out; and 
that the basis of southern union must be shifted 
to the slave question.” His associates and disci- 
ples prepared to “force the issue upon the North;”’ 
and that issue was unfaltering fidelity to human 
slavery in America, Andrew Jackson saw with 
the clear vision of patriotism the designs of John 
C. Calhoun and his confederates; and he declared 
that *‘the tariff was only the pretext for disunion, 
and a southern confederacy the real object;”’ that 
“the next pretext would be the slavery question;”’ 
and that “ Haman’s gallows ought to be the fate 
of all such ambitious men who would involve 
their country in civil war, and all the evils in its 
train, that they might ride and reign on its whirl- 
winds and direct the storm.’? James Madison, 
too, saw through the treasonable designs of the 
great nullifier; and he wrote to Mr. Clay, in June, 
1833, “it is painful to sce the unceasing efforts to 
alarm the South by imputations against the North 
of unconstitutional designs on the subject of sla- 
very.” And that venerable statesman, in 1836, 
again wrote of “a susceptibility of the contagion 
of the heresy of nullification, secession, and dis- | 
union in the southern States,” and of “ the incul- | 
cated impression of a permanent incompatibility 
of interests between the North and the South. 
“ He was,” says Benton, “a southern man; but 
his southern home could not blind him to the ori- 
gin, design, and conscquences of the slavery agi- 
tation. He gives to that agitation a southern ori- 
gin; to that design a disunion end; to that end 
disastrous consequences to the South and the 
North.” 

Thus the slavery agitation, originated and de- 


signed by the baffled nullifiers of 1833, to disrupt |! 


the Union and establish a southern confederacy, | 


was inaugurated. The Constitution was formed 
for a free people, by statesmen who believed sla- | 
very to be an evil which would pass away under i 


the mild sway of Democtatic institutions: Phe 


‘Roun proclaimed that <“ many in-t 


policy of the fathers. must’be abandoned 
hearts of the people must be changed. ‘Mr: € 
; the Routh:on 
believed that slavery: was a moral: and ‘political 
evil; that folly and delusion: are gone. Awe: ee 
it now im its true light, and regard it-as theimost 
safe. and stable: basis for free’ Institutionsdnsthe 
world.”? His disciples pronounced: “ slavery:to: 
be the corner-stone of the republican edifice?” Ins 
spired by such counsels, the rising young states- 
men of the South’ contemptuously. rejected: the 
humane sentiments and-republican theories of the 
founders of the Republic+-of Washington, Jeffer- 
son, Madison, Henry, Mason, Martin, and their 
illustrious associates, and assumed slavery tobe 
a positive good; an institution to be nurtured ex 
tended, nationalized. New theories of constitu 
tional construction were promulgated, the policy 
of slavery extension and-slavery domination ins 
augurated, and the wicked policy of slavery: ag- 
gression, for nearly a generation, has ‘been pur+ 
sued with tireless energy, in defiant mockery of 
the sentiments of mankind and ‘the Jaws of: the 
living God. The nation, by along series of ag- 
gressive acts, has been'forced to accept the:the+ 
ories, acknowledge the rule, and bear the crash- 
ing burden of the crimes of the slave propagandists, 
The Democracy, which has borne-the banner and 
kept step to the music of slave propagandism ‘in 
America, hesitated, paused for a moment, and it 
was rent in twain. The American people, by 
peaceful, legal, and constitutional action, rejected 
its aggressive demands, and the Union is ini- 
eriled, 
i But, sir, this wicked plot for the dismember- 
ment of the Confederacy, which has now assumed 
such fearful proportions, was known to some’ of 
our elder statesmen. Thomas H. Benton ever 
raised his warning voice against the conspirators: 
I can never forget ‘the terrible energy of bis -de+ 
nunciations of the policy and acts of the nullifiers: 
and secessionists. During the great Lecompton 
struggle, in the winter of 1858, his house was.the 
place of resort of several members of Congress, 
who sought. his counsels, ‘and delighted:to Histan 
to his opinions. In the last eénvergation I thad 
with him, bat a few days before he was prostrated 
by mortal disease, he declared that ‘the disun+ 
ionists had prostituted the Democratic party’”’— 
that ‘they had complete control of the Adminis- 
tration; that ‘these conspirators. would. have 
broken up the Union if Colonel Frémont had been 
elected ;”’ that “ the reason he opposed Frémont’s 
election was, that he knew these men intended to 
destroy the Government, and he did not wish it 
to go to pieces in the hands of a member of his 
family.” I expressed some doubt of the extent 
and powerof such aconspiracy to dismember the 
Union, or to seize the Government; fo which he 
replied, that “he knew their purpose to, beva 
southern confederacy; for efforts were early made 
to enlist him in the wicked scheme,” that ‘*so 
long as the people of the North should be content 
to attend to commerce and manufactures, and ac- 
cept the policy and rule of the disunionists, they 
would condescend to remain in the Union; but 
should the northern people attempt to exercise 
their just influence in the nation, they would 
attempt to-seize the Government, or disrupt the 
Union;” but, said he, with terrible emphasis, 
“ God and their own crimes will put them in the 
hands of the people!” g 
On the 6th of November; nearly two million 
of intelligent, patriotic American freemen pro- 
nounced in favor of restoring the National Gov- 
ernment, now perverted, to the simple, sublime, 
beneficent creed of Republican faith, as illustrated 
by the fathers of the Republic. < Their policy 
was,” inthe words of their chosen leader, ‘the 
policy of the founders of the Government—noth- 
ing more, nothing less. Their offense had that 
extent, no more. But at once there arose from 
defeated factions, the wild, passionate, unreason- 


i ing ery of defiance and resistance. South Caro- 


lina, trained for thirty years in the school of nul- 
lifiation, secession, and disunion, hastened to rear 
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aloft her Palmetto banner of revolt. “Lured on 
by her fatal example, fired by her reckless aŭda- 
city, six of her sisters have followed her lead into 
revolution, it may be, into the fire and blood of 
civil war. Their ‘dreary. catalogue”? of griev- 
ances, as the Senator from Louisiana [Mr.Bensa- 
win] designates ‘their pitiful; impotent excuses 
and justifications. for causeless rebellion, are but 
vituperative and. accusatory phrases against sister 
States.: Well may the London Times say of this 
“dreary catalogue’? of South Carolina: ‘*Thé 
hollowness of her cause is seen beneath all the pomp 
of her labored denunciation; and surely to her, if to 
any-community of modern days, may-be applied the 
words of the Hebrew prophet, ‘a wonderful and hor- 
rible: thing is committed in the land. The prophets 
prophesy falsely, and my people love to have it so)?” 

The prophets of secession and disunion have 
indeed prophesied falsely, and the people of the 
South seem to love to have itso. Yearafter year 
these prophets, whose element is mischief, have 
persistently acctised the people of the North of 
entertaining the sentiment of bitter, unreasoning, 
malignant iate towards the South. They and 
their northern allies have stigmatized the ever 
loyal. men of the North, who cling to the faith of 
the fathers, as the unrelenting enemies of the 
southern people, and that too credulous people 
have come to believe the wicked accusation. Often 
have we in these Chambers been forced to listen, 
with: aching hearts and wounded spirits, to the 
cruel accusation that the Christian people we rep? 
resent “hate” their countrymen of the South. 
During the present session this accusation has 
often been made in these Chambers, The impuls- 
ive Senator from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] de- 
elared that we—the people of the free States— 
hated the people of the South; and he would have 
it so in spite of the genial smiles and soft words 
ofthe Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hatz.] 
The implacable Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Cray] pronounced us of the North “ the most bit- 
ter, relentless, and vindictive enemies on earth.” 
The Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,}] who 
has received the greetings of the people of Mas- 
sachusetts, regards the result of the late election 
as an evidence of our hostile feelings towards hig 
section. I was pained to hear the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] who has received, 
during the past two years, so many evidences of 
respect and of kindness from the people of my 
own New England, say that the harshness of our 
figurative language was an evidence of the bitter- ; 
ness of our hatred. 

In the Halls of Congress, in the public jour- 
nals, before the people, everywhere—the Chris- 
tian people of the North are accused of hatred 
towards their countrymen of the South, and these 
oft repeated accusations have penetrated the ears 
and fired the hearts of the men of the South to 
madness. The people of Massachusetts, of New 
England, of the North, hate not their countrymen 
of the South. I know Massachusetts; I know 
something of the sentiments and feeling of her peo- 
ple. During the past fifteen years, I have trav- 
ersed every portion of the State, from the sands 
of the capes to the hills of Berkshire; spoken in 
nearly every town, sat at the tables and slept be- 
neath the roofs of her people. Around those tables 
and beneath those roofs Í have heard prayers to 
Almighty God for blessing on slave and on mas- 
ter. From thousands of Christian homes in Mas- 
sachusetts, New England, the North, tens of thou- 
sands of men and women daily implore God’s 
blessing upon the whole country—upon the poor 
slave and his proud master, Around the firesides 
of the liberty-loving, God-fearing families of Mas- 
sachusetts; I have often heard the men, stigma- 
tized as “ malignant, unrelenting encmies of the 
people of the South,’’ on their bended knees, with | 
epen Bible, implore the protection and blessing of 
Almighty God upon both master and slave, upon 
the alin of the whole country. Gentlemen of 
the South visiting Massachusetts on pleasure or 
business, are ever treated by all her people with 
considerate kindness and fraternal regard. The 
pune men of the South are ever welcomed to 

assachusetts; treated with courtesy by all, and 
sometimes with ‘* complimentary flunkeyism ”’ 
by the few. I assert, positively, without hes- 
itation or qualification, that the people of Mas- 


sachusetts, ay, of New England, manifest more 
kindness and courtesy towards their fellow-coun- 
trymen of the South, sojourning among them, 


than they do towards their fellow-countrymen of 
the central States and of the West. Yancey, 


„Henry, Hilliard, and other distinguished sons of 


the South were, during the late canvass, listened 
to in New England with attention and the utmost 
courtesy, and that, too, when quietcitizens of Mas- 
sachusetts. were, in portions of the South, sub- 
jected to the greatest indignities. 

Sir, during the past seven years I have traversed 
more than eighty thousand miles of seventeen 
States, delivered more than four hundred ad- 
dresses, looked into the faces of hundreds of thou- 
sands of the people, sat with them at their tables, 
slept beneath their roofs, listened. to their words, 
and what I have said of the people of Massachu- 
setts I can say of the people of New England and 
the North. During the late canvass J attended 
nearly one hundred public meetings in the North, 
saw hundreds of thousands of people, and heard 
many addresses by others. I have often dis- 
claimed, for myself and for the people of the 
North, any feelings of hostility towards our breth- 
ren of the South, and [ have heard other speakers 
do the same, and everywhere the people unani- 
mously and enthusiastically applauded the senti- 
ment. All over the free States, the Republican 
speakers, while firmly averring their determina- 
tion to use all constitutional and legal means to 
arrest the extension of slavery, disclaimed for the 
Republican party all feelings of hostility towards 
the peopleof the South, and every where the whole 
people heartily applauded the sentiment. Not 
one, no, not one in a thousand of the men who 
voted for Abraham Lincoln, cherishes in his heart 
a fecling of hatred towards the South, or the wish 
to put the brand of inequality or degradation upon 
the brow of his countrymen of that section of the 
Union. They would as generously contribute of 
their treasure, they would as freely pour out their 
blood, for the defense of the South as they would 
for the protection of their own northern homes. 
Believers in that Christianity which unites all men 
as brethren, which makes man unutterably dear 
to his fellow-man, which impels its disciples to 
raise the fallen, and to labor for the elevation of 
the poor and the lowly of the children of men, 
mey oppose the wrong, yet hate not the wrong- 

oer, 

Senators and Representatives, popular orators 
and public journals, are swift to single out for 
reproach and rebuke New England, and especially 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. This, sir, 
is not the first time in her history that Massachu- 
setts has drawn upon herself reproach and rebuke 
for unbending adherence to the rights of human 
nature. In the days of her colonial existence, her 
unshrinking devotion to the rights of mankind, 
often drew upon her the censure of the pliant sup- 
porters of the British Crown; but the world now 
quotes and commends her inspiring example. 
Now her abhorrence of human slavery brings 
upon her the condemnation of its advocates and 
apologists, but the hour will yet come in the march 
of time, when her unwavering fidelity to an un- 
popular cause, in spite of obloquy and reproach, 
will be a source of inspiration to men struggling 
to recover lost rights. Massachusetts clings with 
the tenacity of profound conviction to the teach- 
ings of her own illustrious sons. She was taught 
by Benjamin Franklin that ‘slavery is an atro- 
cious debasement of human nature;’? by John 
Adams that ‘‘ consenting to slavery is a sacri- 
legious breach of trust;”’ by John Quincy Adams 
that “slavery taints the very sources of moral 
principle”’—* establishes false estimates of virtue 
and vice;” by Daniel Webster that “ it is a con- 
tinual and permanent violation of human rights” 
—“ opposed to the whole spirit of the Gospel, 


and to the teachings of Jesus Christ;”’ by Wil- 


er- į 


liam Ellery Channing that “ to extend and 
petuate the evil, we cut ourselves off from the 
communion of nations; we sink below the civili- 
zation ofourage; we invite the scorn, indignation; 
and abhorrence of the world.” Massachusetts 
cannot forget or repudiate these words of her im- 
mortal sons. - Enemies may censure her fidelity, 
timid friends may chide her zeal, but she moves 


“has the future grand and great—the safe appeal 
of truth to time.” 

Men who are quenching freedom’s holy fire in 
this age in republican America, may level their 
taunts and gibes at Massachusetts; but she will 
continue to have unfaltering faith in the convie- 


| on, fight on, assured, confident—conscious she 
3 D 3 + 


tion that human slavery is a crime against human- 
ity. She opens God’s Holy Word and the im- 
perative injunction of inspiration—break every 
yoke, undo the heavy burden, let_the oppressed 
go free—flash upon her vision. She gazes into 
the graves of perished nations, sees that slavery 
poisoned their national life, hastened their decay, 
decline, fall. She reads in the brilliant pages of 
Bancroft, ‘‘it is a calumny to charge the devas- 
tation of Italy upon the barbarians. The large 
Roman plantations tilled by slaves’ labor were its 
ruin. Slavery had effected the decline of the Ro- 
man people, and had wasted the land before a 
Scythian ora Scandinavian had crossed the Alps. 
Slavery had destroyed the democracy; had de- 
stroyed thearistocracy; had destroyed the empire; 
and at last it left the traces of its ruinous power 
deeply furrowed on the face of nature itself.”? She 
also reads in Gurowski’s Slavery in History, 
that “it was domestic slavery, single-handed, 
which did the work for Greece, and particularly 
in Sparta and Athens. Domestic slavery ener- 
vated the nation and made it an easy prey to for- 
eign conquest. Itconverted into a putrescent mass 
the once great and brilliant Grecian world.” In 
the pages of poets, philosophers, philanthropists, 
jurists, statesmen, of the ages of the mighty dead 
of both hemispheres—of Plato, Socrates, Mont- 
esquieu, Burke, Fox, Pitt, Wilberforce, Hum- 
boldt, Washington, and Jefferson—Massachu- 
setts finds testimonies which deepen her convic- 


| tions and quicken her zeal against slavery expan- 


sion and domination in America. 

The distinguishing opinion of Massachusetts 
concerning slavery in America is often flippantly 
branded in these Halls, as wild, passionate, un- 
reasoning fanaticism. Senators of the South! tell 
me, I pray you tell me, if it be fanaticism for Mas- 
sachusetts to see in this age, what your peerless 
Washington saw in his age—‘ the direful effects 
of slavery?” Isit fanaticism for Massachusetts to 
believe as your Henry believed, that “ slavery is 
as repugnant to humanity as it isinconsistent with 
the Bible, and destructive to liberty?” Is it fanat- 
icism for her to believe as your Madison believed, 
that ‘slavery isa dreadful calamity??? Isit fanat- 
icism for her to believe with your Monroe, that 
“ slavery has preyed upon the vitals of the Union 
and has been prejudicial to all the States in which it 
has existed?’ Isitfanaticism for her to believe with 
your Martin, that “slavery lessens the sense of 
the equal rights of mankind, and habituates us to 
tyranny and oppression?” Isit fanaticism for her 
to believe with your ones that “it will one 
day destroy the reverence for liberty, which is the 
vital principle of a Republic?” Is it fanaticism for 
her to believe with your Henry Clay, that “ sla- 
very is a wrong, a grievous wrong, no contin- 
gency can make it right??? Surely Senators who 
are wont to accuse Massachusetts of being drunk 
with fanaticism, should not forget that the noblest 
men the South has given to the service of the Re- 
public, in peace andin war, were her teachers. 

Massachusetts, in her heart of hearts, loves lib- 
erty—loathes slavery. I glory in her sentiments; 
for the heart of our common humanity is throb- 
bing in sympathy with her opinions. But she is 
not unmindful of her constitutional dutics, to her 
obligations to the Union and to her sister States. 
Up to the verge of constitutional power she will 
go in maintenance of her cherished convictions; 
but she has not shrunk, and she does not mean 
to shrink, from the performance of her obliga- 
tions as a member of this Confederation of con- 
stellated States. She has never sought, she does 
not seek, to encroach, by her own acts or by the 
action of the Federal Government, upon the con- 
stitutional rights of her sister States. Jealous of 
her own rights, she will respect the rights of 
others. Claiming the powcr to control her own 
domestic policy, she freely accords that power to 
her sister States. Conceding the rights of others; 
she demands her own. Loyal to the Union, she 
demands loyalty in others. Here, and now, I 
demand of her. accusers that they file their bill of 
Specifications, and produce the proofs of their 
allegations, or forever hold their peace. 

Has Massachusetts proposed, either by State 
or Federal action, to interfere directly or indirectly 
with slavery in the States? Never. Her colored 
seamenare arrested and imprisoned for no offense 
under the laws of South Carolina—lawg, which 
Judge Johnson and William Wirt pronounced un 
constitutional—and that State has made it a peni- 
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tentiary offense to defend their legal rights in the 
judicial tribunals. Has Massachusetts ever inter- 
fered with the rights of South Carolina? Never. 
The ships of Massachusetts are searched under 
the laws of Virginia, and made to pay five dollars 
for each illegal visitation. Has she wronged Vir- 
ginia? Never. Hersons, sojourning in the South, 
are often subjected to insults and indignities— 
arrested, imprisoned, banished, and their lives put 
in peril. Has she proposed, does she propose, 
to interfere with the legal rights of those offending 
States? No,sir,no. Inthe face of the country, 
before the nations, Massachusetts can lay her 
hand upon God’s Holy Word, and declare by 
Him who liveth evermore, that she has never pro- 
posed, does not now propose, and never intends 
to propose to interfere with the legal and consti- 
tutional rights of the southern States. 

But gentlemen of the South tell nft that Mas- 
sachusetts has a personal liberty law; that it is 
designed to defeat the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion concerning the rendition of fugitive slaves 
from service; that it is unconstitutional—an evi- 
dence of her hostility. Sir, this law may be of 
doubtful constitutionality in some of its provis- 
ions; the profoundest jurists of the Common- 
wealth differ in opinion upon that issue, but it is 
no evidence of her hostility—it was not designed 
to evade her constitutional obligations, nor was it 
intended to defeat the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion. Massachusetts, sir, entertains the profound 
conviction that your fugitive slave act of 1850 
conflicts with provisions of the Constitution of 
the United States; that it disregards those max- 
ims of the common law which the wisdom ofages 
has devised for the security of personal liberty, 
that it degrades man and dishonors the nation 
before the Christian and civilized world; that it 
puts in extreme peril the security, peace, and lib- 
erties of her colored inhabitants. She feels that 
itis harsh, cruel, inhuman, and unchristian. So 
believing, she enacted this personal liberty law; 
it was designed to afford protection to her own 
inhabitants; to be also in perfect harmony with 
the Constitution of the United States. No case 
has ever arisen under the act; it has not been ju- 
dicially interpreted; its constitutionality has not 
been decided upon; nor has it in the slightest 
degree worked the injury of the people of the 
slaveholding States. If unconstitutional it would, 
should a case arise under it, work them no harm; 
if in harmony with the Constitution, it would 
afford protection to hercolored inhabitants against 
mistakes, hasty or corrupt proceedings; but it 
could hardly work injury to the claimant of a real 
fugitive from service. assachusetts sought, in 
common with several of her sister States, by con- 
stitutional and legal action, to protect her own 
people against the abuses which might grow up 
under the summary proceedings of the arbitrary 
act of 1850. The right of no slaveholder in Amer- 
ica has been put in jeopardy by its enactment; 
nor do I believe it possible that those rights could 
be jeopardized should the act continue to the end 
of time upon her statute-book. , 

None, Mr. President, have entered the lists with 
more zeal in vindication of the treasonable con- 
spiracy for the subversion of the national Gov- 
ernment than the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Bensamin.] His bearing, the tone of his voice, 
his words, all gave evidence that the spark of 

atriotism, if it ever existed, was extinct in his 
bosdee that his heart was in this foul and wicked 
plot to dismember the Union, to overthrow the 
Government of his adopted country, which gives 
equality of rights even to that race that stoned 
Prophets and crucified the Redeemer of the World. 
His zeal in the cause of treason to the Union so 
perverted and blinded his reason as to destroy the 
distinction between truth and error. Surely this 
zeal made him outrun his discretion, or even he 
would not have been so reckless as to have at- 
tempted here in this presence to torture the words 
of James Madison, Daniel Webster, and John 
Quincy Adams, into the support of this wicked 


dogma of secession—a dogma “intellectually,” į 


in the words of Rufus Choate concerning nullifi- 
cation, ‘the most contemptible in the whole his- 
tory of human opinion.”’ To his glittering rhetor- 
ical assumptions and perversions the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Baker} replied; and I know not, sir, 
when I have witnessed such a merciless exposure 
of Old Bailey attorney assumptions and perver- 
sions. The Senator from Louisiana was kept in 


the face of the Senate for hours in a perpetual state 
of excuse and justification, qualification and re- 
traction. Under the pressure. of the searching 
arguments of the Senator from Oregon, the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana wriggled and retreated from 
position to position, made the fatal admission that 
the national Government had not interfered with 
the rights of the States, and that the States, as 
States, could not do so. Under the torture of the 
exposure of his sophistical assumptions, asser- 
tions, and perversions, the Senator from Louisi- 
ana lost his temper, made a passionate assault 
upon Governor Andrew, the people of Massa- 
chusetts, and her Senators upon this floor. His 


| passion acted upon his brain, as his zeal in the 


work of treason had done; so he invented his facts 
to sustain his assertions. 

The Senator declared ‘that a body of armed 
men entered Virginia, murdered inhabitants; that 
a man was found in Massachusetts who declared 
that the invasion was right, that he approved of 
it; that the people of Massachusetts, by an enor- 
mous majority, the fact of thatman’saction placed 
before the people as a ground why he should be 
elected Governor, elected him Governor, indorsed 
the invasion of a sister State, indorsed the mur- 
der of the people of Virginia at dead of night. 
These reckless assertions have not the semblance 
of truth in them; they are the coinage of political 
perversions and malignity. Governor Andrew 
never said the invasion of Virginia was right; 
never approved of it. Never! never! Here, in 
the Capitol, before the Senate investigating com- 
mittee, under all the responsibilities of an oath, 
Governor Andrew said: “4 had no sympathy 
with his peculiar conduct, touching which he was 
then indicted. I felt injured by that personally 
as a Republican.’? ‘* Nor do E believe of any 
other gentleman with whom I agree or act, that 
the transactions of Captain Brown, at Harper’s 
Ferry, would be deemed justifiable; nor would 
any such attempt, made or contemplated, receive 
our sympathy.” The Republican national con- 
vention, at Chicago, unanimously declared that 
‘we denounce the lawless invasion by armed 
force, of the soil of any State or Territory, no 
matter under what pretext, as the gravest of 
crimes.” Mr. Andrew was a member of the con- 
vention, supported this resolution; it was indorsed 
unanimously by the Republican conventions and 
assemblages, and by the press in Massachusetts. 
Mr. Andrew’s sworn declarations of want of sym- 
pathy with John Brown, or of hisapproval of his 
raid upon Virginia, were scattered broadcast over 
the State; he addressed the people in every portion 
of the Commonwealth, and his opinions were 
well known to the people. Sir, here, and now, 
I pronounce it a libel upon Governor Andrew, 
upon the Republicans, upon the fair fame of 
Massachusetts, to charge him, or them, or her, 
with indorsing the invasion of Virginia by John 
Brown. 

The Senator from Louisiana made the charge 
against the people of Massachusetts in their col- 
lective capacity that they had sent Senators upon 
this floor whose only business has been for years 
to insult the people of the South, to call them 
“6 thieves and murderers;’’ and because the Sena- 
tors did this, that Massachusetts sent them back 
here to repeat the wrong. Sir, thereis not a sem- 
blance of truth in this venomous and malignant 
accusation. During the past seventeen years, 
in the public journals, before the people, in legis- 
lative hails, I have discussed the mighty issues 
growing out of the slavery question; but never 
have I, sir, charged the people of the South, in 
their collective capacity, with being ‘* thieves and 
murderers.” Never; no, never. The speeches of | 
my colleague have been read in our own and in 
other lands; some of them reprinted in the Old 
World; read where the name of the Senator from 
Louisiana was never heard, unless he had the 

ood fortune to be noticed by my colleague; and 

challenge any man to find in those speeches the 
accusation that the people of the South are ** mur- 
derers and thieves.” This foul calumny against 
the people of Massachusetts, against her Gov- 
ernor and her Senators in this Chamber is what 
the most adroit, plausible, and skillful of all the 
leaders in the work of secession has to give to the 
Senate, the country, and the world for leaving 
this Hall, and raising the treasonable banner of 
revolt against his country. Is not this a pitiable 


position’? It was the remark of Lord Chatham i 


that ‘¢ that condition was indeed pitiable wherein 
it was necessary to be-contemptiblec*..). qec q 
In other days, when Adams, Webster, Davis; 
Everett, Cushing, Choate, Winthrop; Mann, Ran: 
toul, and their associates graced these Chambers, 
Massachusetts. was. then, as sheis now, the oby 
ject of animadversion and assault. E have some- 
times thought, Mr. President, that these continual 
assaults upon the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts were prompted—not by her faults, but. by: 
her virtues rather—not. by the sense: of justice; 
but by the spirit of envy and. jealousy and ún- 
charitableness. Unawed, however, by censure or 
menaces, she-continues to ‘move right.on, upward 
and onward, to the accomplishment of her-high 
destinies. She is but.a speck, a mere patch:on the 
surface of America, hardly more than. one four- 
hundredth part of the territory of the Republic, 
with a rugged soil and still more rugged climes 
But on that little spot of the globe is a Common- 
wealth where common consent is recognized as 
the only just basis of fundamental law, and - per- 
sonal freedom is secured in its completest.indi- 
viduality. In that Commonwealth are one and 
a quarter million of freemen, with ‘skilled hand 
and cultivated brain, with .$900,000,000 of taxa- 
ble wealth, and an annual productive industry. ot 
$350,000,000—with mechanic arts and manufac- 
tures on every streamlet, and commerce on. the 
waves of all the seas—with institutions of moral 
and mental culture open. to all, and art, science, 
and literature illustrated by glorious names—with 
benevolent institutions for the sons and daughters 
of misfortune and poverty, and charities.for hu- 
manity the wide world over. The heart, the soul, 
the reason of Massachusetts send up perpetual 
aspirations for the unity, indivisibility, and eter- 
nity of the North American Republic; but if it 
shall be rent, torn, dissevered, she will not lose 
her faith in God and humanity, she will not go 
down with the falling fortunes of her country 
without making a struggle to preserve and per- 
petuate free institutions. So long as the ocean 
shall roll at her fect, so long as God shall send 
her health-giving breezes and sunshine and rain, 
she will endeavor to illustrate, in the future as in 
the past, the daily beauty of freedom secured and 
protected by law. SVL sty 
Honorable Senators tell us that unless we of 
the North change our sentiments, they cannot 
continue in the Union, no matter what guarantees 
are incorporated into the fundamental law. . The 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Green]. distinctly 
enunciated this sentiment, and other Senators have 
assumed this position. We Republicansiarear- 
raigned by Senators for having embodied in our 
latform of principles the sublime creed ‘of the 
eclaration of Independence. Yes, sir, in this, 
the eighty-fifth year of the independence of the 
United States, a great political party is arraigned, 
in these council chambers of the Republic for 
proclaiming its faith in the self-evident truths of 
the Declaration of American Independence. The 
Republican party, we are told, is a dangerous 
political organization, its suecess a cause of of- 
fensc, justifying secession and rebellion, and the 
formation of a southern confederacy. And the 
head and front of its offending ig its avowal, that 
the sublime creed proclaimed by our fathers amid 
the storms of battle, that “all men are created 
equal, and havean inalienable right to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness,’’1s to them a living 
faith. Our fathersand the world thought not so. 
« The new Republic,’ says the brilliant Ban- 
croft, “as it took its place among the Powers.of 
the world, proclaimed its faith in the truth and 
reality and unchangeableness of freedom, virtue, 
and right. The heart of Jefferson, in writing the 
Declaration, and of Congress in adopting it, beat 
for all humanity; the assertion of right was made 
for the entire world of mankind, and-all coming 
generations.” ‘*‘Put forth in the name of the 
ascendent people’ itmade the ‘ circuitof the world;” 
‘and the astonished nations, as they read that all 
men are created equal, started out of their lethargy 
like those who have been exiled from childhood, 
when they suddenly hear the dimly remembered 
accents of their mother tongue.’ ’? Now it is an 
offense in republican America to avow a living 
faith in “the truth and reality and unchangeable- 
ness of freedom, virtue, and right.” Sir, what 
would have been the reflections of Jefferson and 
Franklin and Adams and their immortal com- 
peers, who pledged their lives, their fortunes, and 
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their sacred honor in support of this Declaration, 
which started the astonished nations from their 
lethargy; and of Washington and his brave com- 
rades, who upheld it on the perilous ridges of 
battle, could they have foreseen that in less than 
one century, it would be a cause of affense, justi- 
fying the dismemberment of the Republic, fora 
successful political party to avow its faith in the j 
declaration of rights, for which they were giving | 
their treasure and toil, and pouring out their blood | 
likeautumnalrains? Surely slavery has “ lessened | 
the sense of the equal rights of mankind,” and 
‘s¢destroyed that reverence for liberty which isthe | 
vital principal of a Republic,’’ when it is made an | 
offense in America:to avow faith in the creed of 
the founders of the Republic. f 
The Senator from Texas [Mr. WiararL] gra- |} 
elously assures us of the North that if we will 
suppress our pulpits, and schools, and presses, 
which teach our people that slavery is a wrong, 
and recognize the rightfulness of property in the | 
bodies and souls of men, then they will conde- | 
scend to take into consideration the question of 
continuing in the Union. The Senator dreams of 
northern campaigns—of going into winter quar- 
ters at the Continental Hotel, in Philadelphia, 
the Fifth Avenue House, in New York, and the 
Revere House,in Boston. He talks of dictating 
a treaty of peace in Faneuil Hall, on Plymouth 
Rock, orat Bunker Hill. That Senator evidently 
has little faith in the capacities of the North fora | 
contest of arms, should it come upon us, while 
he magnifies the power of the South. Sons, who 
bear the names and inherit the blood of an ances- | 
try that rose at the sound of the alarm gun onthe | 
morn of the Revolution, and followed the flag of | 
independence over stricken fields to the crowning 
lories of Yorktown; who crossed bayonets with 
British veterans on the bloody heights of Lun- 
dy’s Lane, and covered your youthful Navy with 
renown on ocean and on lake, are not ‘less val- 
iant than the virgin in the night, and skilless as |} 
unpracticed infancy.” We freely concede the 
bravery of our countrymen of the South; and we 
do so in spite of thelr gasconade and boastful | 
vauntings of chivalric courage. We of the North 
are quite confident we are as strong of arm, as | 
skilled of hand, and as flect of foot as are our 
more boastful countrymen of the sunny South; | 
that we can endure toil and cold and hunger as | 
well as they; and I am sure the Senator from |! 
Texas will admit we can endure thirst quite as |] 
well as they. ji 
But the Senator from Texas tells us that money |} 
is the sinew of war; that we of the North have no 
money; that they gather gold in hundreds of mil- | 
lions from the stalk of the cotton plant, They | 
send the negro, he says, to the ficld; he gathers i 
cotton from the stalk, brings it to the gin-house, |! 
puts it through the necessary process, and rolls | 
out a bale of five ten dollar gold pieces. But the 
Senator did not tell us thatit might have cost six | 
t 


ten dollar gold pieces to get this bale of five ten í 
dollar gold pieces. The Senator seems to belong ! 
to that class of political economists that never | 
count the cost of maintaining “ King Cotton.” I 
would remind the Senator that we of the North 
take this bale of cotton the negro picks, and pay 
the five ten dollar gold pieces, stamp upon it our 
skill, art, civilization, send it back, and they of 
the South promise to give five bales of the next | 
crop forit; but I regret to say, sir, we are often 
forced to take fewer than are promised. I would | 
remind the boastful Senator that the people of the | 
cotton confederacy are in debt to the amount of |) 
millions; that they are not paying fifty cents on | 
the dollar of their indebtedness; that the proceeds : 
of the last cotton crop will not extinguish that in- | 
debtedness. I would remind the Senator who | 
tells us we of the North have no money—that | 
they pick it by millions from the stalk of the cot- 
ton plant—that the working men of Massachu- 
setts, gentlemen of the South predicted would be ; 
in a state of starvation and insurrection ere this, | 
have on deposit, in the savings banks alone, 
$45,000,000—millions more than are deposited in | 
all the banks of the seven seceding States by mer- 
chants, bankers, planters, and all classes of their | 
people. i 
The Senator from Hlinois [Mr. Doveras] os- 
tentatiously assumes to rise above parties and 
party creeds and platforms, up to the level of the 
occasion. 1 commend his avowed purpose; but | 
Tam constrained to say, after listening to his i 


speeches, he has hardly come up to the promised 

position. Underneath all his vaunting professions 
of readiness to ignore party creeds and platforms, 
and to know nothing but the Union, the Senator 
discloses his eagerness to join in the reconstruc- 
tion of the broken ranks of the Democracy, and 
his readiness to avail himself of passing events 


to achieve the desired object. To that end he is | 


evidently quite ready, perhaps quite anxious to 
surrender his ‘great principle.”” He cannot, 
therefore, fully appreciate the motives and action 
of those who are Jess facile than himself. 

The Senator from Illinois brings against us of 
the Republican party the accusation that, after 
having brought the country to the verge of de- 
struction, we will not accept the compromise 
measures of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
CRITTENDEN, }] and are, therefore, notwithstanding 
our professions, not devoted to the perpetuity of 
the Union.. Sir, 1 do not understand what the 
Senator means by these accusations against us of 
having brought the country to the verge of de- 
struction, and of not being faithful to the Union. 
We did not at Charleston or Baltimore plot the 
disruption of the Democratic party, as the first 
step to disunion, nor sceretly plot the dismem- 
berment of the Confederacy or the seizure of the 
Government. We have not been in complicity 
with secessionists, chaffering for the postpone- 
ment of rebellion until after the 4th of March. 
Nor have we sat in the councils of the Executive, 
conspiring with plotters of rebellions, ruining the 


j credit of the country, converting the War Office 


into an organization for robbing the public Treas- 
ury, swindling the people, and betraying the 
country—its forts, arms, arsenals, ships—into 
the hands of disloyal men. No, sir; no. We 
have violated no Jaw, human or divine—performed 
no acts not sanctioned by law, humanity, and re- 
ligion. Whatever may be the issue of this wicked, 
causeless revolt against the Government, we are 
ready to abide the judgment of liberty-loving, 
law-abiding men of the present and of coming 


| ages. 


The venerable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CxrirrendEen] comes forward with his plan of ad- 
justment; he stands forth as a pacificator, com- 
missioned to compromise and adjust pending is- 
sues, to give repose to the distracted country. I 
most cheerfully accord to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky purity of motive and patriotic intentions 
and purposes 
of his heart throbs for the unity and perpetuity of | 
the Republic; while I cherish for him sentiments 
of sincere respect and regard, | am constrained 
to say, here and now, that his policy has been 
most fatal to the repose of the country, if not to 
the integrity of the Union and the authority of 
the Government. "Whether his task be self-im- 
posed or whether it be imposed upon him by 
others, he has stood forth gday by day, not to 
sustain the Constitution, the Union, and the en- 
forcement of the laws; not to rebuke seditious 


‘words and treasonable acts; but to demand the 


incorporation into the organic law of the nation, 
ofirrepealable, degrading, and humiliating conces- 
sions to the dark spirit of slavery. Had the ac- 
knowledged chiefs of secession, or their northern 
confederates, put forth these demands for conces- 
sions to slavery, they would have been promptly 
and indignantly rejected by the people of the | 
North. Put forth in the honored name of the ven- 
erable Senator from Kentucky, they have received 
support enough to encourage the secessionists in 
their demands for concessions which can never, 
no, never, be made by the freemen of the North. | 
The almost certain rejection of these propositions 
by the North, the secessionists are using to de- 
ceive the people of the South concerning the sen- | 
timents of the people of the free States, and to lead 
them into secession and disunion. The ancient 
philosopher thought he could move the world, if 
he could find a fulcrum for his lever; the seces- 
sionists scem to act as if they had found a fulerum 
for their disunion lever in the proposition of the 
Senator from Kentucky, which, in bitter irony, | 
s called a compromise. 
The Senator proposes to amend the Constitu- 
tion so as to provide that “ in all the territory now 
held or hereafter acquired situate north of latitude | 
36° 30’, slavery or involuntary servitude is pro~ | 
hibited; and in all territory now held or hereafter 
| 
| 


acquired south of that line of latitude, slavery shal! 
be recognized as existing, and shall be protected 


| and they disrupted the Democratic party. 


While I believe every pulsation |} 


by the Territorial Legislature during its territo- 


| rial existence.” This, sir, is called a compromise 
l| of the slavery question in the Territones of the 


United States! A compromise! A compromise 
of the slavery question in the Territories! It is, 
sir, a cheat, a delusion, a snare. It is an unqual- 
ified concession, a complete surrender of all prac- 
tical issues concerning slavery in the Territories 


i to the demands of slave propagandism. 


Sir, the leaders of slavery propagandism hav- 
ing fixed their hungry eyes on Cuba, Mexico, and 
Central America, “for the planting ’’*—in the words 
of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown ]— 


‘and spreading of slavery,” demanded of the 
| Democratic party the recognition of slaves as 


property; the right to take such property into the 
Territories of the United States, and have it pro- 
tected by positive law. These far-seeing leaders 
of slave prépagandism were not fighting for x 


| mere abstraction, for the simple recognition of a 


favorite theory of constitutional construction. 
They were practical statesmen. 'Fhey saw with 
clear vision that the mighty currents of advanc- 
ing civilization were bearing them away from the 
Territories of the Northwest. They knew that 


| no recognition of slaves as property, no protec- 


tion of slaves as property, by positive law, could 
permanently stamp the institution on the terri- 
tory north of 360 30’, on Dakota, Nebraska, 
Colorado, Utah, Nevada,and Washington. They 
saw, as we saw, that the great struggle between 
freedom and slavery in Kansas, in which freedom 


| had won, was a battle not only for Kansas, but 


for the Territories north and west of its southern 
boundary. They were contending not for the 


| Territories north of 36° 30’, but for the Indian 


country, New Mexico, Arizona, and portions of 
Mexico and Central America. They went into 


i the national convention of the Democracy, at 


Charleston, made their demands, were denicd, 
That 
national convention reassembled at Baltimore, 


i and again the Democracy, under the lead of the 


Senator from Illinois, rejected their demand, and 
they disrupted the party, resolved to secure the 
recognition of their dogma of slavery protection 
or destroy the Democratic party, secede from the 
Union, establish a southern confederacy, absorb 
Mexico and Central America, and found a mag- 
nificent slaveholding empire, 

The appeal was made to the country, and the 
American people, fully comprehending the practi- 
cal issues, gave a majority of two and half million 


| against the recognition and protection of slavery 
iin the Territories, by positive law. Beaten igno- 


miniously before the people, the slave propagand- 
ists rush into rebellion, threaten the subversion 
of the Government; and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, under these treasonable menaces, comes 
into the Senate of the United States and proposes 
to put into the Constitution, beyond all power of 
change, the practical issue made by these slave 
propagandists; and the Senator from Hlinois ac- 
cepts the proposition which he rejected at the cost 
of the unity of his party last June, and charges 


| the Republicans, who cannot so readily change 


their principles, with want of devotion to the 
Union. The Republicans saw, when they were 
fighting the great battle for the freedom of Kan- 


į Sas, that it was a battle for all the territory west 


and north of it, When the victory was won, they 
comprehended its magnitude. They did not fight 
the battle of 1860 for the Territories north of 36030’, 
although they knew the moral power of victory 
would make assurance doubly sure, and that, too, 
without further legislation. Confident of assured 
success, they are now organizing Colorado, Dako- 
ta,and Nevada, without slavery prohibition. The 
Republicans, like the slave extensionists, fought 
the battle of 1860 for the Indian country, New 
Mexico, Arizona, and territory which might here- 
after be acquired in Mexico and Central America. 
The Senator from Kentucky, sustained by the 
Senator from Illinois, now proposes to prohibit 
slavery in territory where it has been practically 
excluded by the victory of freedom in Kansas, in 
territory where no one is attempting its prohibi- 
tion; and to recognize and protect it in all the ter- 
ritory south of the line of 360 30’, in all the terri- 
tory involved in the great contest of last autumn, 

Sir, the Senator from Kentucky, not content to 
obtain the recognition and protection of slavery 
in the existing territory south of the line of O36 
30', hastened to accept the amendment moved by 


his colleacuc, [Mr. Pows 1, ] to recognize and pro- 
tect it in all Territory hereafter acquired in Mex- 
ico or Central America. The chosen leader of 
the party of slavery protection in the Territories, 
{Mr. Brecxinarpce,] in his letter to the Governor 
of Kentucky, declares that the protection of sla- 
very in all territory hereafter acquired ‘is vital”? 
—that “the southern States cannot afford to be 
shut off from all possibility of extension toward 
the tropics.” Acting upon this theory, the Sen- 
ate, by direct vote, has putinto this proposed con- 
stitutional amendment the dogma of slave recog- 
nition and protection, which will, if incorporated 
in the Constitution, send propagandist expeditions 
into the countries south of us on this continent, 
I tell the Senator from Kentucky—ay, and the 
Senator from Illinois, who chides us for not greed- 
ily clutching at this fatal proposition—that the 
laboring men of America, who fought the battle 
of the 6th of November, for the freedom of the 
Territories, will never accept this plan of adjust- 
ment, which includes all the slave protection De- 
mocracy battled for in the canvass. Sir, we might 
consenttoaccept Mr. Brecxinripce for President, 
for we should at least have a handsome man in 
the Presidential chair, and that is something; but 
we cannot consent to put his platform into the 
Constitution of our country—never ! 

Sir, the right of Congress to exclude slavery 
from the places under its exclusive jurisdiction 
within the limits of the States is beyond all con- 
troversy. Congress has never attempted to ex- 
ercise that power, does not now propose to do so, 
and may never deem it wise to do so. But the 
Senator from Kentucky is not content; he now 
proposes to declare ‘“ Congress shall have no 
power to abolish slavery in places under its ex- 
clusive jurisdiction, and situate within the limits 
of the States that permit the holding of slaves.” 
The right to take slaves in transit into and through 
the free States is claimed by persons in the slave 
States, and Virginia has now a case pending in 
the Supreme Court with the State of New York 
to establish that right. Fearing that Congress 
mightattempt to prohibit or hinder this loathsome 
traffic which pollutes the land, the Senator from 
Kentucky proposes sotoamend the Constitution 
as to declare that ‘Congress shall have no power 
to prohibit or hinder the transportation of slaves 
from one State to another, or to a Territory in 
which slaves are by law permitted to be held, 
whether that transportation be by land, navigable 
rivers, or by the sca.” Yes, sir, we of the North 
are also asked to put in the Constitution of our 
country a provision denying to Congress power 
to prohibit the transportation of slaves by land, 
navigable rivers, or by sea, into or through the 
free States of the Union. Coffics of chained slaves 
may be driven through frec States to their destina- 
tion, and the Congress of the United States is to 
be denied all power to hinder such transportation; 
and this proposed constitutional amendment you 
calla compromise, to be adopted on pain of the 
dismemberment of the Republic. 

‘Congress has ample jurisdiction over the sub- 
ject of slavery in the District of Columbia. The 
Senator from Kentucky now proposes to incor- 
porate into the Constitution of the United States 
a provision that ** Congress shall have no power 
to abolish slavery within the District of Colum- 
bia so long as it exists in the adjoining States of 
Virginia and Maryland.’? The people of the 
United States may desire to relieve the nation 
from the guilt and shame of slavery in the national 
capital, but the Government shall have no power 
to do it so long as it exists in the adjoining 

tates of Virginia and Maryland.’? The people 
of the District may desire the removal of the cleav- | 
ing curse; they may nearly unanimously implore | 
the nation to remove from them this evil, to erase 
this stain; but the Government ‘shall have no 
power” to do it, so long as it exists in Virginia 
and Maryland.” Whatrights have Virginia in 
slavery in the District of Columbia? What is it 
to her? Why should the nation bind itscif to 
await the pleasure of Virginia? Why should the 
people of this District be forced to consult Vir- 
giniain regard to their own domestic affairs? The 
Senator from Kentucky, and the Senator from 
Ilinois, and their supporters, in and out of Con- 
gress, would, by constitutional amendment, deny 
to the people of the District, to the nation, the 
power to make the capital of this Christian Re- 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


public free, to cleanse it from the pollution of sla- į! 


very, “so long as it exists in Virginia.” Sir, 
this proposition is monstrous, an indignity and 
insult to the people of the United States; ay, to 
the people of this District, too. 

The Senator from Kentucky, seconded by the 
Senator from Illinois, proposes to incorporate in 
the Constitution a provision that ‘the elective 
franchise shall. not be.exercised by any persons 
of the African race, in whole or in part.’? Why, 
sir, is this proposition of disfranchisement now 
madc? Who demands it? What isto be gained 
by this disfranchisement of men whose ancestors 
possessed the right of suffrage before the Consti- 
tution of the United States came from the hands 
of its illustrious framers? ‘‘ At the time,” says 
Judge Curtis, in the Dred Scott case, ‘of the rat- 
ification of the Articles of Confederation, all free 
native born inhabitants of the States of New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, New York, New Jer- 
sey, and North Carolina, though descended from 
African slaves, were not only citizens of those 
States, but such of them as had the other neces- 
sary qualifications possessed the franchise of elect- 
ors, on equal terms with other citizens.” In Mary- 
land and Tennessee persons of the African race 
long exercised the right of suffrage. To the cast- 
ing votes of that class of men John Bell once owed 
his election to the House of Representatives. 

Massachusetts adopted herconstitution in 1780, 
during the war of independence. That constitu- 
tion made the slave a freeman; made persons of 
the African race citizens, entitled to the elective 
franchise. This right, secured in the troublous 
days of the Revolution, to persons of the African 
race, by John Adams, Parsons, Lowell, and their 
noble associates, has been exercised for eighty 
years. Now, sir, the Senator from Kentucky 
comes into. this Chamber, proposes the disfran- 
chisement and degradation,of citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, made so by her heroic sires; and 1 blush 
to confess that there are men in that Common- 
wealth so false and recreant to human rights, as 
to petition Congress to sustain this wicked, this 
monstrous proposition of disfranchisement. l 
know, sir, it is an ungracious task, in these days, 
and in these Chambers, to maintain even the legal 
rights of a proscribed race; Iam not insensible to 
the gibes and jeers, the taunts and misrepresent- 
ations of a corrupted public opinion; but I never 
can, I never will, consent, by word or act, to this 
crime against freemen. The material interests of 
Massachusetts are dear to me; but the rights of 
her people are far dearer. Sir, I tell her apostate 
sons who have put their names to these memorials 
for the disfranchisementofhercolored men, know- 
ing what they did, that the constitutional rights 
of the humblest man who treads the soil of the old 
Puritan Commonwealth are dearer, far dearer, to 


me, than all those material interests for which 
they are ready to sacrifice the rights of their fel- || be 
|i additional burdens upon them. 


low-men. 


Sir, in the dark days of our weakness, the an- ! 


cestors of the men you would now, in the days 
of your power, trample beneath your feet, freely 
gave their blood for the liberties and independ- 
ence of America. 
the Boston massacre of the 5th of March, 1770, 
which so fired the hearts and roused the patriot 
ism of the people, was Crispus Attucks, a colored 
patriot. One of that race mingled his blood with 
the fallen patriots of the 19th of April, 1775, and 
they stood with our heroic sires on the heights 
of Bunker Hill, when the storm of battle clung 
around and beat upon it. 
side and shoulder to shoulder with our fathers; 
“for the right,” says Bancroft, in his narration 
of the work of that day, “of the free negroes to 


bear arms in the public defense at that day, was | 


as little disputed in New England as their other 


rights.” When Major Pitcairn—the leader who | 
opened the murderous fire upon the patriots on | 
the green of Kexington common—mounted the | 


workson Bunker Fill, crying, ‘‘the day is ours,” 
he fell mortally wounded by the unerring shot of 
Salem, a black soldier. 


Elundreds of the ancestors of the men upon | 


whose brows the Senator from Kentucky would 
stamp degradation, entered the army and fought 
with heroic courage on the stricken fields of the 
Revolution, 
the war of independence were performed by black 
men. A braver regiment than the colored regi- 
ment of Rhode Island, led by the gallant Colonel 
Greene, the here ef Red Bank, trod not the bat- 


The leader and first victim of | 


Some of the most heroic deeds of | 


They fought side by |! : € 
| not propose to send, at the public expense, such 
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tle-fields of the Revolution: » Of this: bla 
ment, Tristam Burgess sait in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in 1828, thar no braver men met 
the enemy in battle;’ and Governor Eustis, of 
Massachusetts, Secretary of War under Jeffer- 
son, said'of them in 1820, “they discharged their 
duty with zeal and fidelity; thé gallant défense of 
Red Bank,in which the black regiment bore apa 
is among the proofs of:their valor.’ “Arno 
his admirable history of Rhode Island, pays this 
noble tribute to the conduct of this: regiment ih 
the battle of Rhode Island+which ‘La Fayette 
pronounced “ the best fought battle of the war? 
—“ jt was in repelling ‘these furious onsets! that 
the newly raised black. regiment, under Colonel 
Greene, distinguished itself by deeds of desperate 
valor. Posted behind a thicket in the valley ;théy 
three times drove back the Hessians, who charged 
repeatedly down the hill to dislodge them; and ‘so 
determined were the enemy in these successive 
charges, that the day after the battle the Hessian 
colonel, upon whom this duty had devolved, ap- 
plied to exchange his command and ‘go'to New 
York; because he dared not lead ‘his regiment 
again to battle, lest his men should shoot-him’ for 
having caused them so‘much loss.” GS, 
Connecticut, too, raised a battalion of black sol- 
diers; and Colonel Humphrey, attached to the 
military family of Washington, accepted a com- 
mand inthis corps. The heroic defense of the 
fort-on the heights of Groton, by Colonel Léd- 
yard and his brave comrades, is a glorious ‘page 
in our history.: By their side fought and fell mën 
of this hated race. History records that wher 
the works were stormed, the British officer éxas+ 
perated by the heroic resistance, inquired: “Who 
commands this fort?” “I oncedid; youdonow,” 
answered Ledyard, handing the officer his sword, 
which was instantly ran through his body by the 
officer. Lambert, a black soldier, avenged. this 
murder of his commander, by thrusting his bay- 
onct through the body of the British officer, and 
then fell pierced by thirty-three bayonet wounds. 
Sir, in the great struggle for independence, in the 
war of 1812, on land and sea, the blood of the 
colored men of New England was freely poured 
out in vindication of your liberties, rights, and 
honor; and now you ask us to despoil them of 
their long possessed rights. Never, sit, never, by 
my consent. In addressing the German work- 
ingmen of Cincinnati the other day, Mr. Lin» 
coln. told them that “they were all of the great 
family of men, and if there is one'shackle upon 
any of them, it would be far better to'lift the T 
from them, than to pile additional loads i Ý 
them.” That was the utterance of a Christian 
statesman. These men, you propose to disfran- 
chise forever, are all of the great family of men; 
and if there are shackles upon them, it would. be 
far better to lift the load from them, than to pile 


The Senator from Kentucky, supported by the 
Senator from Illinois, proposes to incorporate 
into the Constitution a provision authorizing “the 
United States to acquire districts of country in 
Africa and South America, for the colonization, 
at the expense of the Federal Treasury, of such 
free negroes and mulattoes as the several States 
may wish to have removed from their limits, and 


: from the District of Columbia, and such other 


places as may be under the jurisdiction of Con- 
33 


This proposition ig not intended to encourage 
emancipation, but to perpetuate slavery. Itdoes 


persons as may be hereafter emancipated by mas- 
ters willing to emancipate on condition of expa- 

triation to distant lands. _ No, sir; that is not its 
purpose. That purpose is to make slavery more 

secure, by sending out of theslaveholding States 
the free negroes. ‘Efforts, inhuman and unchrist- 
ian efforts, have been made in scveral of the 
States, and in some of them successfully, to expel, 
or reduce to slavery, the free colored population. 
Judge Catron, of the Supreme Court, to his honor, 
denounced the proposition, when made in Ten- 

nesseé, as an attempt “ to commit an outrage, to 

perpetrate an oppression and cruelty.’ ‘These 
efforts ‘fto commit an outrage, to perpetrate an 
oppression and cruelty?’ have been defeated only 
in some of the States by the greatest exertions. 
The proposition was lately made in the Legisla- 
ture of South Carolina to reduce all free negroes. 
to slavery, and confiscate their property, The 
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committee to whom the subject was referred, 
madean adverse report, in which they say; “there 
are atpresent within the borders ofthe State, nearly 
ten thousand free colored: persons; that they are 
thrifty, opderly, and. well disposed; that they are 
the owners of a vast amount of property, both 
real and personal; that in the city of Charleston 
alone. they, pay taxes on $1,561,870 worth of 
property; that of this amount more than three hun- 
dred thousand dollars are in slaves; that the free 
negroes of Charleston alone pay taxes to the 
amount-of $27,209 81; and that the other portions 
of the State show as fair a ratio.” In answer to 
the proposition to confiscate the property of these 
people, and sell them into slavery, the committee 
say they ‘forbear to consider anything so full of 
injustice and wickedness.” 

Adoptthis proposition, amend the Constitution, 
and the wild ery will go up for the removal of the 
free colored men, whose freedom and prosperity, 
even under the almost crushing burdens imposed 
upon them, excites the jealousy of the master and 
the hope of the slave. Put this proposition in the 
Constitution, and the farmers, mechanics, and 
workingmen of the free States will be forced to 
contribute millions, earned by the sweat of their 
brows, to enable the people of the slave States to 
banish their free colored men. Gladly would I 
so amend the Constitution as to authorize the 
Federal Government to acquire territory in Mex- 
ico, or Central or South America, for the colo- 
nization, at the public expense, of such persons 
as the humanity of slave masters may emancipate, 
on condition of removal, and for the free people 
of color who may choese to emigrate at their own 
expense; but I never can, I never will, consentto 
this proposition for eternizing slavery, and im- 

osing this burden upon the toiling people of the 
Nort. No, sir; never, never! 

The mails are no longer sacred in the slave- 
holding States—are scarched and rifled at the will 
of postmasters, vigilance committees, and lawless 
mobs. I find nothing in this plan of adjustment 
for the security of the property of northern men 

assing in and through the mails of the southern 
Bates. : 

Northern colored seamen are taken from the 
decks of their vessels, thrust into prison, fined; 
and sometimes sold into perpetual slavery to pay 
jail fees; and it is made a penitentiary offense to 
attempt to defend their rights in the judicial tri- 
bunals. Neither the Senator from Kentucky nor 
the Senator from Llinois propose, in their plans 
of settlement, any security against these wicked 
and cruel wrongs, 

Northern ships entering the waters or passing 
along the shores of Virginia, are visited, searched, 
and compelled to pay five dollars for each unwel- 
come visitation. The Senator from Kentucky 
docs not propose to right this illegal, tyrannical, 
and burdensome action of the authorities of the 
Old Dominion, nor do the compromising Senators 
from Illinois and Pennsylvaniq [Mr. BreLER] pro- 
pose to protect, in any degree, the rights and inter- 
ests of the North against such legislation. 

Northern men, sojourning in the southern 
States, arc subjected to petty annoyances, of- 
fensively watched, often for no offense seized, 
searched, subjected to the greatest personal insults, 
and indecent indignities, imprisoned slashed, ban- 
ished, and sometimes brutally murdered. There 
is no land under the cope of heaven, where the 
citizens of the free States are subjected to such 
wanton outrages of person and property, as in 

ortions of the slaveholding States of this Union. 
Mechanics pursuing their lawful avocations; mer- 
chants and business men, engaged in the almost 
hopeless cffort to collect something from reluctant 
or bankrupt debtors; gentlemen sojourning for 
health, pleasure, or business, are often subjected 
to insult, sometimes to danger. To have in one’s 
possession a northern newspaper, to utter the 
faintest word of explanation, or justification of 
their section, to uphold the Union, and vindicate 
the Government, often, in portions of the South, 
subjects the northern gentleman to insult and 
personal danger. These outrages upon northern 
men are known, admitted, often justified; yet, the 
Senator from Kentucky proposes nothing for their 
protection—no, nothing whatever. The rights and 
interests of northern freemen are of no moment in 
these Chambers, 

But the Senator from Kentucky asks us of the 
North, by irrepealabie constitutional amend- 


ments, torecognize and protect slavery in the Ter- 
ritories now existing or hereafter acquired south 
of 36930'; to deny power to the Federal Govern- 
ment to abolish slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, in the forts, arsenals, navy-yards, and places 
under the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress; to 
deny to the national Government all power to hin- 
der the transit of slaves through one State to an- 
other; to take from persons of the African race 
the elective franchise; and to purchase Territory 
in South America or Africa, and send to them, at 
the expense of the Treasury of the United States, 
such free negroes as the States may desire re- 
moved from their limits. And what does the 
Senator propose to concede to us of the North? 
The prohibition of slavery in Territories north of 
36° 30’, where no one asks for its inhibition; 
where it has been made impossible by the victory 
of freedom in Kansas; and the equalization of the 
fees of the slave commissioners. And this, this 
plan of concession, is called a compromise—the 
Crittenden compromise—to be supported by the 
representatives of millions of northern freemen, 
on pain of having their fidelity to the Union ques- 
tionea by the Senator from Illinois and his con- 
federates in and out of this Chamber. 

Such, Mr. President, are the propositions of the 
Senator from Kentucky, which we of the North 
are asked to put into the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, beyond the power of the American peo- 
ple ever to change or repeal. The unclouded 
reason, the enlightened conscience, the love of 
country, and of our racc, all, all forbid that north- 
ern freemen should commit these crimes against 
mankind, our country, and the cause of popular 
freedom and republican institutions. We cannot, 
no, sir, we dare not, do so. We fear—should we 
consummate these wrongs to our country, to our 
race—the perpetual reproaches of insulted reason 
and violated conscience, the irreversible judgment 
of earth and of Heaven. We fear that our names 
willbe enrolled, not with the benefactors of man- 
kind, but with those who have betrayed the cause 
of the people. We fear, should we assent to this 
eternization of slavery in the Constitution our 
fathers framed to secure the blessings of liberty, 
that we should sink, after life’s fitful fever, into 
dishonored graves, amid the curses of a betrayed 
people; and that our names will be consigned to 
what Grattan, the great Irish orator, called “ Op- 
pression’s natural scourge—the moral indignation 
of bistory.”’ 

Mr. CLARK. I had proposed to address the 
Senate upon this question to-night; but, as the 
hour is so late, I shall not do so. I trust the Sen- 
ate will give me, if there shall be time before the 
close of the session, some opportunity to be heard. 
I therefore move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuurspvay, February 21, 1861. 
The Honse met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. SrocxTon. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the War 
Department, transmitting, in compliance with the 
provisions of the act of August 26, 1842, a state- 
ment of the expenditures from the appropriations 
for the contingent expenses of that Department 
during the fiscal year ending Jyne 30, 1860; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled | 


Bills, reported as truly enrolied bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 914) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1862; 

A resolution (S. No. 49) to repeal the joint res- 
olution, approved June 15, 1860, for the relief of 
Wilham H. De Groot; and 

A joint resolution (EI. R. No. 43) giving the 
assent of Congress to certain acts passed, or to be 


| passed, by the Legislatures of the States of Ark- 


ansas, Louisiana, and Texas, or any two of them, 
in relation to the “raft of Red river, and for 
other purposes. 


COMPROMISE RESOLUTIONS, 


Mr. ADRAIN. I present to the House two 
memoriais—one from citizens of Jersey city, and. 
the other from citizens of New Branswick—pray- 
ing Congress for the adoption of the Crittenden 
compromise resolutions, or some other constitu- 
tional measures of adjustment of our national dif- 
ficulties. ý 

The petition from the citizens of Jersey city is 
signed by thirteen hundred and forty-five persons, 
three hundred of whom are members of the Re- 


; publican party. The other petition is signed by 


five hundred and nine persons, irrespective of 
party, and is headed by Ilon. Theodore Freling- 
huysen, no less distinguished for his Christian 
virtues than for his patriotism and love of the 
Union. 

The petitions were laid upon the table. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move that when 
this House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meeton 
Saturday next, at the usual hour. 

The motion was agreed to 


MARY WALBACH. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Task the unani- 
mous consent of the House to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Pensions from the further consideration 
of the bill (S, No. 345) granting a pension to Mary 
Walbach, widow of the late Brevet Brigadier Gen- 
eral John De B. Walbach, of the United States 
Army. 

The bill, which was read for information, di- 
rects the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
name of Mary Walbach, widow of the late Brevet 
Brigadier General John De B. Walbach, on the 
pension roll, at the rate of fifty dollars per month, 
commencing on the 10th of June, 1857, for and 
during her natural life. 

Mr. THOMAS. If that bill is amended, so 
that the pension shall commence from the date of 
the passage of the bill, I shall not object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I desire the atten- 
tion of the gentleman who asks that modification, 
for a single instant. General Walbach died about 
ayear ago. He had been in the service of the 
United States from the time of the fall ofthe French 
monarchy. He was over eighty years of age 
when he died. His widow is very nearly of that 
agenow. Shecannotlive more than a few months. 
She has had nothing to support her but the charity 
of friends since the death of her husband. I think, 
under these circumstances, that the gentleman 
will not ask that the bill shall be changed. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then make the pension com- 
menee at the time of the death of the husband. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. It does so begin. 

Mr. THOMAS.» Then I make no objection. 

The committee was then discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and it was or- 
dered to a third reading, and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS of Maryland moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the’ bill was passed; and also 


| moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 


table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GURLEY. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I desire to make a report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. BURNETT. We havea privileged ques- 
tion now pending. I call for the regular order of 


! business. 


Mr. DAWES. Ihope the gentleman will allow 
me to present the report which it was ageeed 
yesterday that I should present to-day. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to that, 
because there was an understanding that the re- 
port should be made. 

Mr. GURLEY. I hope the gentleman will 
allow me to present this report. It will take but 
a minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 


j tacky objects, as the Chair understands. 


Mr. BURNETT. [I understand that the gen- 
ileman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has, by 
common consent given yesterday, a right to in- 
troduce his report this morning. 

The SPEAKER. That is perfectly correct. 

_ Mr. BURNETT. Of course, 1 have no objec- 
tion to that; but I do insist on the regular order 
of business, after the gentleman shall have made 
his report. 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


UNITED STATES SHIPS, ETC. 


Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the select 
committee of five to make a report, accompanied 
by a resolution. Ido not desire to have it read, 
if it is understood that it shall be printed in the 
Globe. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- | 
tion, and that will be the understanding. 

The following is the report of the committee: 


The select committee, to whom was referred the message 
ef the President of the United States, of date January 8, 
3861, with special instructions, in partial discharge of the 
duties imposed upon them, further report: 

That they were instructed, among other things, to inquire 
«where the ships of the United States are now stationed, 
in what command, and under what orders.” The result of 
this inguiry, together with such observation as the peculiar 
eircumstances under which it is instituted suggest, they 
now respectfully submit for the consideration of the House. 

The entire naval force of the country, in commission and 
sander orders, on the L6th of January, 1861, together with the 
name of the commander of each vessel, and the station to 
which each had been before that date assigned, appears, by 
evidence furnished the committee from the Navy Depart- 
ment, to consist of the following vessels : 


List of the vessels of the United States Navy, in commission 
on the 16th of January, 1861. 


East India squadron: Hartford, steam-sloop, Captain 
‘Charles Lowndes; John Adams, sloop, Commander J. M. 
Berrien ; Dacotah, steam-sloop, Commander William Rad- 
ford ; Saginaw, steamer, Commander J. F. Schenck—cruis- 
ing on the East India station. Vandalia, sloop-of-war, 
Commander P. Lee—on the way to the station. 

Brazil squadron: Congress, frigate, Captain L. M. Golds- 
borough ; Seminole, steam-sloop, Commander E. R. Thom- 
son; Pulaski, steamer, Lieutenant Commanding W. H. 
Macomb—cruising‘on the station. 

Pacifie squadron: Lancaster, steam-sloop, Captain John 
Rudd; Saranac, steamer, Captain Robert Ritchie; Wyo- 
ming, steam-sloop, Commander J. K. Mitchell; Cyane, 
sloop-of-war, Commander S. B. Bissell; St. Mary’s, slaop- 
‘of-war, Commander W. D. Porter—at Panama, 3d January. 
Narragansett, steam-sloop, Commander T. A, Hunt—on 
the South American coast. Levant, sloop-of-war, Com- 
mander William B. Hunt—at Hilo, 3d September. 

Mediterranean squadron: Richmond, steam-sloop, Cap- 
tain D. W. Ingraham ; Susquehanna, steam-sloop, Captain 
George W. Hollins; Iroquois, steam-sloop, Commander 
J. S. Palmer—cruising on the station. 

African squadron: Constellation, sloop-of-war, Captain 
J. $. Nicholas; Portsmouth, sloop-of-war, Commander 
Join Calhoun; San Jacinto, steam-sloop, Captain T. A. 
‘Dornin; Mystic, steamer, Lieutenant Commanding Wil- 
liam E. Le Roy; Sumter, steamer, Lieutenant Command- 
ing J. F. Armstrong; Mohican, steam-sloop, Commander 
S. W. Godon ; Saratoga, sloop-of-war, Commander Alfred 
‘faylor—cruising on coast of Africa. 

Home squadron: Cumberland, stoop-of-war, Captain J. 
Marston; Powhatan, steam-stoap, Captain 8. Mercer; Po- 
:cahontas, steam-sioop, Commander S. F. Hazard—at Vera 
Cruz. Pawnee, steam-sloop, Commander $. C. Rowan— 
at Philadelphia. Brooklyn, steam-sloop, Captain W. sS. 
Walker—at Hampton Roads. Sabine, frigate, Captain H. 
A. Adams; St. Louis, sloop-of-war, Commander Charles 
H. Poor—under orders to Pensacola. Macedonian, sloop- 
‘of-war, Captain James Glynn—on way to Pensacola. Mo- 
hawk, steamer, Lieutenant Commanding T. A. M. Craven; 
Crusader, steamer, Lieutenant Commanding J. N. Mattitt 5 
Wryandatte, steamer, Lieutenant Commanding O. H. Ber- 
syman-——supposed tobe on their station, the coast of Cuba. 

Storeships: Falmouth, sloop-of-war, Lieutenant Com- 
manding Charles Fhomas—stationed at-Aspinwall, War- 
xen, sloop-of-war, Lieutenant Commanding J. 4. Boyle— 
stationed at Panama. Fredonia, Lieutenant Commanding 
J. M. Watson—stationed at Valparaiso. Suppiy, Com- 
mander H. Walke—-sailed from Pensacola, 12th January, 
for Vera Cruz, Release, Lievtenant-Commanding J. M. 
Wrailey ~ returning from Mediterranean. Relief, Com- 
mander John De Camp—at New York. 

Special service : Niagara, serew-frigate, Captain William 
W. McKean—special service to Japan. 

Receiving ships: Ohio, ship of the line, Commander 
William Smith—Boston. North Carolina, ship of the line, 
Commander J. H. Ward—-New York. Princeton, steamer, 
Commander H. K. Hotf-—Philadelphia. Alleghany, steamer, 
Commander W. W. Hunter—Baltimore. Pennsylvania, 
ship of the line, Commander A. Sinclair—Norfalk. Inde- 
pendence, razee—Mare Island, California. 

There were also in the ports of the United States, dis- 
mantled and unfit for immediate service, the following | 
vessels belonging to the Navy: 

‘At Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Santee, frigate, 50 
guns; Date, sloop, 16 guns; Marion, sloop, 16 guns. 

‘At Bosten: Colorado, steam-frigate, 40 guns 5 Minnesota, 
steam-frigate, 40 guns; Mississippi, steamer, 1! guns ; Ver- 
mont, ship of the line, 84 guns ; Vincennes, sloop, 20 guns; 
Preble, sloop, 16 guns; Bainbridge, brig, 6 guns. 

At New York: Wabash, steam-frigate, 40 guns; Roan- 
oke, steam-frigate, 40 guns; Potomac, frigate, 50 guns; 
Brandywine, frigate, 50 guns; Savannah, sloop, 24 guns; 
Perry, brig, 6 guns. 

At Philadelphia: Pawnee, sloop-of-war, 6 guns; Water 
Witch, steamer, 3 guns; St. Lawrence, frigate, 50 guns; 
Jamestown, sloop, 22 guns. 

At Washington: Pensacola, steam-sloop. 

At Norfolk: Merrimack, steam-frigate, 40 guns; Ply- 
mouth, sloop, 22 guns; Germantown, sloop, 22 guns; Rari- 
tan, frigate, 50 guns; Columbia, frigate, 50 guns; United 
States, frigate, 50 guns. 

At Annapolis; Constitution, frigate, 50 guns. 

The number of ships thus lying in port dismantled, and 
unfit for service, is twenty-eight, mounting in the aggregate 
eight hundred and seventy-four guns. None of them couid 


þe repaired and put under sail short of several weeks’ time, 


and many of them would require for that purpose at least 
six months. No orders have been issued to putin readiness 
any of them. 

According to the statement furnished the committee, the 
foregoing comprises the whole naval force of the country, 
hoth that which is in commission and in actual service, 
and that which Hes in port, and is, from any cause, una- 
vailable in any sudden emergency. 

From this statement, it wilt appear that the entire naval 
force available for the defense of the whole Atlantic coast, 
at the time of the appointment of this committee, consisted 
of the steamer Brooklyn, twenty-five guns, and the store- 
ship Relief, two guns; while the former was of too great 
draught to permit her to enter Charleston harbor with safety, 
except at spring tides, aud the latter was under orders to 
the coast of Africa, with stores for the African sqnadron. 
Thus the whole Atiantic sea-board has been, to all intents + 
and purposes, without defense during all the period of civil 
commotion and lawless violence to which the President 
bas called ourattention as * of such vast and alarming pro- 
portions” as to be beyond his power to check or control. 

It further appears that of the vessels which might have 
been available for proteetion or defense in ease of any sud- 
den emergency arising at home, now at stations in distant 
seas, or on the way thither, on tbe 13th of October Jast the 
Richmond left our cwast to join the Mediterrancan squad- 
ron; the Vandalia left on the Qist of December to join the 
East India squadron ; and about the same time the Sara- 
toga to join the African squadron, and others to join the 
Home squadron, then in the harbor of Vera Cruz, support- 
ing one of the revolutionary Governments of Mexico. 

‘The committee cannot omit to call attention to this CX- 
traordinary disposition of the entire naval force of the coun- 
try, and especially in connection with the present no less 
extraordinary and critical juncture of public affairs. They 
cannot call to mind any period in the past history of the 
country of such profound peace and internal repose as 
would justify so entire an abandonment of the coast of the 
country to the chances of fortune. Certainly, since the 
nation possessed a Navy, it has never sent its entire avail- 
able force into distant seas, and exposed the immense in- 
terests at home, of which it is the special guardian, to the 
dangers from which, even in times of the utmost quiet, 
prudence and forecast do always shelter them. 

But the committee cannot shut their eyes to the fact that 
this remarkable state of things bas occurred at a period in 
our history without a parallel for internal commotion, law- 
less violence, and total disregard of the authority of Con- 
stitution and law, and of the rights of property, public and 
private—a state of things which the President himself, in 
the message referred to this committee, denominated a rev- 
olution of “ such vast and alarming proportions as to place 
the subject entirely above and beyond executive control.”” 
During this period combinations have been formed for the 
avowed purpose of overthrowing the Governmentitself, and 
have carried forward that purpose in overt acts of violence į 
never before known in the country. ‘The arms of the Gov- 
ernment have been seized in arsenals and other places of 
deposit, by lawless mobs, and placed inthe hands of those 
in open rebellion. Fortifications have been taken posses- 
sion of, navy-yards plundered, and magazines robbed. ‘The 
guns of the United States upon the battlements of the na- 
tional defense have been turned upon unarmed vessels of 
the Government, and the flag of the country fred upon 
by insolent rebels. ‘I'he revenue service has been betrayed, 
and its vessels treacherously surrendered to those who de- 
fied the authority of the United States, by men holding com- 
missions under the very Government they were betraying. 
‘The public moneys in the national mints have been seized, 
and naval stores plundered. ‘Che commerce of the country, 
and the lives of its citizens, have been put in peril by the 
wanton and lawless destruction of buoys erected to warn 
the mariner of sunken rocks; and the lights on the coast 
have been put out that the darkness and the tempest might 
be invoked in aid of the schemes of those resisting the law. 
Unarmed and unoffending merchant vessels, riding peace- 
fully at anchor in the harbors of the nation, and bencath its 
own flag, have been seized by insurgent forces, in retalia- | 
tion for obstructions thrown in the way of their revolution- į 
ary designs. The law has been defied; the Constitution 
thrust aside, and the Government itself assaulted. 

Nor has this state of lawless violence and total disregard 
of public and private rights been a sudden outburst of pas- 
sion or discontent at some new and unexpected measure of 
governmental policy, to which resistance had never been 
threatened, and could not have been provided against. But 
it is in fulfillment of schemes long entertained, and fre- 

uently threatened in certain quarters of the Union. In- 

ced, it is resistance to the law and the Constitution, con- 
sequent upon the election of a particular person to the office 
of Chief Magistrate of the nation. Of all this, those charged 
with the execution of the laws and the preservation of the 
pubiic peace had ample notice. It was for many months 
apparent to all but the blind thatthe whole current of events | 
was turned in the direction which was to bring to the test 
the sincerity of the threats thus uttered. A chief magis- 
trate of one of the States had, more than two years before 
publicly contessed a design on his part, if the like contin- 
gency had happened at the general election four years ago, 
to have made the attempt to overthrow the Government by 
seizing the public arms at Harper’s Ferry, and marching ! 
upon the Capitol itself. When the Legislature of South 
Carolina assembled in November last to discharge the con- 
stitutional obligation of making choice of electors of Pres- | 
ident and Vice President, the Governor of the State, by | 
special message, recommended that measures should be | 
taken to overthrow that Constitution if the choice of the | 
majority did not coincide with her own. In fulfilment of | 
these open threats, overt acts of resistance to the Govern- | 
ment, by bands of lawless men followed the announce- | 
ment that the people, according to the requirements of the i 


Constitution, had made selection of a Chief Magistrate for 

the ensuing four years, not the choice of those who had 

openly avowed resistance if their own preferences should | 
be disregarded by that majority. From that time to the pres- 
ent, the public authority has been defied, and the public 
rights disregarded. Yet, during all this time, that most im- | 
portant arm of ihe public defense, the entire Navy, has { 


been beyond the reach 
geney. ree Rove í siii 
To the committee, this disposition: of the naval force, at: 
this critical time, seems most extraordinary: ‘The permit- 
ting of vessels to depart for distant seas atter these unhappy. 
difficulties had broken out at home; the omission-to putin 
repair, and commission ready for orders, a single one of 
the twenty-eight ships dismantled and unfit for-servite. ii 
our own ports, and that, too, while $646,639: 79-0f the 
appropriations for repairs in the Navy the present year rés 
mained unexpended, were, in the opinion of the commit=- 
tee, grave errors in the administration of the Navy Depart- 
ment; the consequences'of which have been manifest in: 
the many acts of lawless violence'to which they have called 
attention. The committee are of ‘opinion that the Seere- 
tary had it in his power, with the present ‘naval force of 
the country at his command, and without materially im- 
paiting the efficiency of the service abroad, at any time 
after the settled purpose of overthrowing the Government 
had become manifest, and before that purpose had devel- 
oped itself in overt acts of violence, to station-at anchor, 
within reach of his own orders, a force equat to the prò- 
tection of all the property and all the rights of the Govern- 
ment and the citizen, as well as the flag of the. country, 
from any outrage or insult, at any point on the entire Ats 
lantic sea-board. ‘Ihe failure to do this is withoutjustifi- 
cation or excuse. { > : 


RESIGNATIONS IN THE NAVY. 


The attention of the committee was also drawn. to. the 
resignations which have taken place.ainong the officers:in 
the Navy, caused by the political troubles in which the 
country is now involved, and the course pursued ‘by the 
Navy Department in reference thereto. It will appear froni 
a “ list of resignations” furnished by the Department, and 
which accompanies this report, that, since the election, 
twenty-nine otlicers in the Navy, citizens of the southern 
disaffected States, have tendered their resignations to the 
Secretary, all of which have been forthwith, and without 
inquiry, accepted by him. The circumstances under which 
these resignations have been received and accepted, and 
the effect of that acceptance, deserve especial notice. That 
these officers have sought to resign and relieve themselves 
from the obligation to the. Government ‘imposed by their 
commissions because of disaffection, and a desire to join, 
and, in many instances, to lead, insurgent forces against 
that Government, is notorious. One of them, Lieutenant 
J. R. Hamilton, a citizen of South Carolina, forwarded his 
resignation from on board the Wyoming, at Panama, dated 
December 1, 1860. It did not reach the Department until 
the 15th of the same month, and, without inquiry into his 
conduct, his purpose in resigning, his loyalty, or any cir- 
cumstance connected with so unusual a proceeding at suck 
a timc, his resignation was accepted the same day. Heim- 
mediately, from Charleston, South Carolina, issued a letter 
addressed to all the officers in the Navy from southern 
States urging them to resign, and join a hostile force against 
the Government, and that those ef them in command should 
bring with them their vessels into southern ports, and sur- 
render them to the traitors already in arms, taking new 
commissions under their authority, and then turning their 
guns upon their own flag. ~ R 

Such conduct is nothing less than treason, and has no 
paraliet since the attempt of Benedict Amold to deliver 
over important military posts to the enemies of his coun- 
try. Had the Sceretary declined to accept the resignation 
thus tendered, this man would have been subject to the trial 
and punishment of a court-martial, according to the rules 
which govern the service, and would have met the fate of 
atraitor. ‘I'bis extraordinary letter was published through- 
out the United States. After its circulation in the public _. 
prints in Washington, V. M, Randolph, a captain in the | 
Navy, a citizen of Alabama, who had been excused from * 
active service for two or three years, because of alleged 
ill health, on the 10th of January, 186], forwarded from 
Montgomery, Alabama, his resignation to the Secretary. 
Before twelve o'clock at noon of the 12th, and before his 
resignation bad reached Washington, and while he was 
still a captain in the Navy, he appeared at the gates of the 
Pensacola navy-yard, in Florida, at the head of an insur- 
gent force, and demanded its surrender. The yard, with 
whatever of force it hud and the United States stores and 
other property to a vast amount therein, was uncondition~ 
ally surrendered to him; and he is now its commandant, 
occupying the quarters of the late commandant, and grant - 
ing paroles of honor to such of his prisoners of war as have 
desired to depart, and notserve under him. The dispatch 
from the late commandant, then a prisoner of war, inform- 
ing the Scerctary of this ignominious surrender, was Ye- 
ceived at the Department on the evening of the 13th of 
January; and the resignation of Captain Randolph, who, 
on the 12th, was the leader of the insurgents, did not reach 


of orders, ‘however great the emet- 


| the Secretary till the 14th, when, without inquiry or delay, 


it was immediately accepted. 

E. Farrand, commander in the Navy, and also a citizen 
of Alabama, was the second in command at the Pensacola 
navy-yard, the executive officer of the yards When the 
attack was made upon the yard, Farrand. met the assail- 
ants at the gates by previous understanding, admitted them 
to the yard, and conducted their leader to the commanding 
officer, participated in the formal capitulation, and imme- 
diately engaged in service under the new commandant of 
the vard. This was done while bestill heid in bis posses- 
sien his commission as a commander in the Navy. Onthe 
13th or 15th of January, (the Department does not know 
which.) Farrand forwarded bis resignation to the Secre- 
tary, but it did not reach him till the 2let or the same 
month, seven days after official notice of the surrender 
had been received at the Department. Yet this resigna- 
tion was immediately, and without inquiry, accepted. 

F. B. Renshaw, a lieutenant in the Navy, and a citizen 
of Florida, was the first lieutenant of the yard, and actively 
engaged in securing its surrender. It was by his order that 
the flag was hauled down amid the jeers and shouts of a 
drunken rabble. He immediately enrolled himself under 
the leader of the insurgeuts, and present commandant of 
the yard, and from the day of its surrender has continued 
under him to discharge.the duty of first Heuteriant, as be- 
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fore. underthe United States. Yet he continued to-hold 
his commission as a lieutenant in the Navy till the i6th of 
January,:and his resignation did not reach. the Secretary 
until the 22d, when, like the others, it. was, without: in- 
quiry or delay, accepted. 

Phe conduct of these officers plainiy comes within the 
constitutional definition of treason. against the United 
States, namely; “ levying war against them, or in adhering 
to their enemies, giving-them aid and comfort.” And so 
long as. their resignations were unaccepted by the Secre- 
tary, they could be tried and punished by a court-martial as 
traitors.. From-this they-have been relieved by the Secre- 
tary. himself. . To- have done this with a knowledge of 
their acts, would have been te involve himself in. their 
erime; would: have been to commit treason himseif.. T'o 
have.doneit without inquiry, and without reason to.know 
that they have committed no offense, shows a want of 
that solicitude for the honor and efficiency of the service 
whieh is indispensable to its just administration. Yet, the 
resignations of Farrand and Renshaw, and also those of the 
other officers resigning at the Pensacola navy-yard, were 
all received and accepted after the Secretary had already 
been officially informed that they bad surrendered to a law- 
less band of insurgents, and he had detached them to await 
orders, having “neither approved nor disapproved of their 
conduct; and not proposing to do so, without full informa- 
tion touching their conduct in the surrender of the yard.” 
Why, after having been thus warned, and having taken his 
position, the Secretary did not wait tor this “ information,” 
the committee cannot understand. 

Several other resignations of officers who do not. appear 
to have engaged in actual war against the United States 
before tendering the same, were nevertheless ‘accepted by 
the Secretary, with an unnecessary haste which neither the 
purpose of the resignation nor the times would justify or 
exeuse. Some of them were even accepted by telegraph, 
when it was perfectly apparent that the object of resigning 
was to relieve themselves, as early as possible, from em- 
barrassment and the obligation of the oath of office, as well 
as summary trial and punishment by a court-martial, pre- 
vious to joining insurgent forces against the constituted 
authorities of their country. ‘hese resignations, thus ac- 
cepted, have been followed by immediate engagement in a 
service hostile to the Government. 

One man, holding the office of civil engineer in the Pen- 
sacola navy-yard at the time of its surrender, forwarded his 
resignation on that day-tothe Secretary, inclosed ina letter 
to Senator Mallory, in which he expressly states the reason 
of his resignation to be because he is prevented from acting 
against the Government by the obligations of his commis- 
sion. The letter of resignation, and the one inclosing it 
stating this reason, were both laid before the Secretary on 
the 24th of January ; yet the Sceretary not only accepted 
the resignation at ounce, and thus relieved him trom the ob- 
ligation imposed on him by his commission not to act 
pean the Government, but caused the acceptance to take 
effeet “ from the 12th of January, the day of the surrender 
ofthe yard,” twelve days anterior to the time of its date. 
The reason given for thus making this acceptance retro- 
active in its effect, namely, to stop his pay from that time, 
did not appear, under the extraordinary circumstances by 
which it was surrounded, at all satisfactory to the com- 
mittee, 

The resignation of the oficer in charge of the marine 
hospital at Pensacola was accepted by telegraph and be was 
thereby enabled to take upon himself the same position un- 
derthe insurgeut foree without any interruption. And that 
of Lieutenant R. I. Chapman, dated on board the Brook- 
lyn, When about to sail under orders, was likewise accepted 
by telegraph, and be was thus relieved of any inconvenience 
he would otherwise have experienced in being carried to 
sea against his wishes. 

‘The course pursued by the Secretary, in thus accepting 
these resignations, appears, under the circumstances, to be 
most extraordinary. No custom of the Department, in or- 
dinary times, could justify it. No want of confidence in the 
loyalty of these officers can exeuse it; for, if their previous 
conduct had justified any such suspicion, it also demanded 
investigation beforehand, which would, as to some of them, 
have disclosed to the Secretary their complicity in treason, 
ealling for court-martial rather than honorable discharge. A 
prudent regard for the public satety would no doubt have 
justified, if uot imperiously demanded, that some of these 
officers should have been early removed from delicate and 
responsible positions of wust, by the substitution of others 
niorereliable. But these very considerations appear to the 
committee toNave forbidden the furnishing any such facil- 
ities for engaging in hostilities against the Government, as 
tho relief from the summary trial and punishment of a court- 
martial, secured by an acceptance ot their resignations. 

‘The course pursued by the Sccretary bas resulted in fur- 
nishing those engaged in an attempt to overthrow the Gov- 
ernment, with the skill, experience, and discipline which 
education at the expense of the Government and a long 
service in the Navy have conferred upon our own officers. 
The committee cannot understand how this course is con- 
sistent With a proper discharge of the dutics of his office 
by the Secretary, in this critical juncture of affairs. It ap- 
pears to thei to have been attended with consequences 
the most serious to the service and the country. They can 
find no excuse or justification in the claiin set up in behalf 
of the Secretary, that these resignations have been accepted 
in ignorance of any misconduct, for no resignation should 


atany time be accepted until there is reason to know at | 


least that the officer tendering it had been guilty of no un- 
officerlike conduct deserving a court martial. 

But the circumstances connceted with these resignations, 
the apparent purpose for which they were made, and the 
hostile attitude which the manner of their tender clearly 
disclosed, called upon the Secretary to refrain from that 
haste in theiracceptance which permitted of neither delay 
nor inquiry. The committee cannot approve, but are com- 
pelled to condemn such a failure in the discharge of public 
duty, and they therefore recommend the adoption of the 
accompanying resolution : 

Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Navy, in accepting, 
without delay or inquiry, the resignations of officers of the 
Navy, who were in arms against the Government when 
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tendering the same, and of those whosought to resign, that 
they might be relieved from the restraint imposed by their 


eommissions upon engaging in hostilities to the constituted 


authorities of the nation, has committed a grave error, highly 
prejudicial to the discipline of the service, and injarious to 
the honor and efficiency of the Navy, for which he deserves 
the censure of this House. 


Mr. DAWES. I wish also to have the report 
and the accompanying documents printed for the 
House, and to have the resolution recommitted 
to the committee. 

Tt was so ordered. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. It was understood 
yesterday that any of the members of the minor- 
ity of the committee might express in the House 
dissenting opinions from the reports thatare.placed 
before them. Ido not wish to detain the House 
now. I merely wish to say that I dissent from 
the conclusions at which the committee have ar- 
rived in the majority report. 


Mr, BRANCH. Inaccordance with the under- | 


standing had yesterday, I have reduced my views 
to writing, and I ask that they may take the same 
course as the majority report. ` 

It was so ordered 

The following is the paper presented by Mr. 
Branca: 


Mr. BRaycn, a member of the select committee of five, 
to whom was referred the President’s message of 8th Jan- 
uary, with instructions to make certain inquiries, not con- 


curring with the majority of the committee in the report | 
and resolution which they have instructed Mr. Dawes, of | 


Massachusetts, to present to the House, by Jeave submits 
his views, as follows: 

` ‘The committee was raised on the 9th day of January, 
with the following instructions: 

“1, Whether any executive officer of the United States 
has been, or is now, treating or holding communication 
with any person or persons concerning the surrender ofany 
forts, or fortresses, or public property of the United States, 
and whether any demand for such surrender has been made, 
when, and by whom, and what answer had been given? 

2, Whether any oflicer of this Government has, at any 
time, entered into any pledge, agreement, or understand- 
ing with any person or persons not to send reinforeemen 
to the forts of the United States in the harbor of Charle: 


ton, and the particulars of such agreement, pledge, or un- | 


derstanding, when, where, and with whom it was made, 
and on what consideration ? 

“3. What demand for reinforcement of the said forts has 
been made, and for what reason such reinforcements have 
not been furnished ? 

“4, Where the ships of the United States are now sta- 
tioned, with what commands, and with what orders? 

5. Whether the custom-house, post office, arsenal, and 
other public buildings of the United States at Charleston 
have been seized, and are held in possession by any person 
or persons, and the particulars of such seizure and posses- 
sion? 

“6. Whether any revenue eutter of the United States 
has been seized and is now held in possession by any per- 
son or persons, and the particulars thereof; and whether 
any efforts have been made by the head of the Treasury 
Department to recapture or recover possession of said ves- 
sel”? 


In no one of these branches of inquiry can anything be | 


found to justify or demand a scrutiny into the conduct of 
naval officers, the motives which induced them to resign 
their coum ons, or into the propriety of the Seeretary’s 
action in accepting the resignations. However much 


there might be found deserving reprobation, the committee | 


was neither authorized nor required to take cognizance of 
the subject. 

The resignations of Captain Y.M. Randolph, Command- 
er E. Farrand, Lieutenant F. B. Renshaw, and Civil Bu- 
gincer S. T. Abert, all bore date after the committee was 
appointed; and the circumstances atteuding their accept- 
ance by the Seeretary could not be legitimately before the 
committee without new iastructions from the House, which 
have ot been given. Nothing is better settled than that 
neither a standing nora select committee has a right to re- 
port upon matters Which have not been referred to them by 
the House, 

The undersigned, however, does not think it proper to 
object to the reception of the report and resolution, because, 
in his opinion, no unnecessary obstructions ought to be 
thrown ip the way of any fair seratiny into the conduct of 
public officers. 

I, DISPOSITION OF THE VESSELS OF THE NAVY. 

An examination of the table accompanying the report, 

marked “ List of the vessels of the United States Navy in 


| commission on the 16th of January, 1861,” will disclose 


the fact that, so far from there being any ground to believe 
that the ships of the Navy have been purposely placed out 
of reach, the foreign squadrons are unusually weak, in pro- 
portion to the whole force of the Navy, aud the home squad- 
ron unprecedentedly strong. In his annual report of 3d 
December, 1857, the Secretary of the Navy said: 

“The home squadron, under the command of its flag 
officer-—Hiram Paulding—has consisted of the steam-frig- 
ates Wabash and Roanoke, the sloops-of-war Saratoga and 
Susquehanna and Fulton. 
The unsatisfactory state of aff in New Granada and 
portions of Central America required the increase of this 
squadron, and the almost coustant presence of a consider- 
abic foree in the neighborhood, both in the Atlantic and 
the Pacific.” 

Prom which it will be seen that, at that time, six ships 
were considered so large a foree tor the Home squadron as 
to call for an explanation from Congress. 

The same squadron, on the 16th of January, 1861, 
sisted of eleven ships, of which seven were steamer 


eon- 
of 
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| 


| With a navy. 
| that the offieers wiil be in any better situation, with refer- 


the eleven, eight were on the coast, or under orders for the 
coast, and have since arrived. It is difficult to perceive 
from what portion of the testimony the committee have 
reached the conclusion that the only ships available for the 
defense of the coast are the Brooklyn and one other. itis 
true, they were, on the 16th of January, the only vessels 
in our harbors; but the House need not be informed that 
vessels in commission are not allowed to lie idie in the bar- 
bors, but are required to cruise on their stations, coming 
in occasionally for supplies and for orders. The home 
squadron, as its name imports, is mainly intended to guard 
and protect our Own coasts, and on comparatively short 
notice it could be concentrated for service at a given point. 

Tt will be seen, from the abstract of orders issued from the 
Navy Department, furnished to the committee, and dated 
24th January, that not a single ship has been ordered to any 
foreign station since the date of the presidential election 3 
every order since that date has been to increase the force 
at home. 

The second ground on which the committee condemn 
the action of the Secretary is, that a large number of ships 
are dismantled, and not ready for immediate service. 

It is weil known that, fron: the very nature of the ser- 
vice, only a portion of even the serviceable ships can be 
kept in commission. In the midst of a foreign war with a 
naval Power, some of the vessels of the Navy will always 
be in ordinary. There is nothing in the testimony to show 
thet the number in ordinary, at the present time, is un- 
usually Jarge. If, however, it is unusually iarge, both the 
testimony and the records of the House furnish a suticient 
reason for it, It is stated in the following extract from the 
paper already alluded to, dated 24th January: 

«2. AH the vessels above named, except the Pawnee 


| and the Constitu on, are dismantled. Vessels of war are 


nearly always dismantled immediately after their arrivatin 
port, at the termination of a cruise. It is also customary 
to commence repairing them as soon as possible after their 
return, if the appropriations and other work will permit. 
The appropriations were reduced $1,000,090 below the es- 
timate of the Departinent; and of the whole sum appro- 
priated ($1,523,000) for repairs, &c., for the fiscal vear end- 
ing June 30, 1861, there remained, on the Ist January, the 
close of the first half of the fiscal year, the sum of 
$646,639 79 for the remaining halt.™ 

The Secretary stated to the committee that he deemed it 
his duty to conform to the action of Congress, and that in 
addition, having already expended more than halfthe appro- 
priation in half the year, he did not think it just to his suc- 
cessor that he should continue expenditures until 4th March 
on the same seale, much less to inereasc them. 

A large majority of the members of this House voted at 
the last session to reduce the appropriation ; and of course 
those who thus voted wil not unite with the committee in 
censuring the Sceretary for the inevitable consequence of 
their own act. 

Another equally satisfactory reason for not placing more 
ships in commission, is found in the letter of 24th January, 
as follows : 

“The other vessels mentioned in the list have not been put 
in condition for immediate service within the Jast month, 
because the number of vessels in commission is governed 
by the numerical strength of the officers and seamen of the 
Navy.” 

And again, in a communication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, dated February 4, 1861: 

“ fn reply to the second inquiry, there are enough cap- 
tains, commanders, surgeons, chaplains. Of the other 
grades there are not, nor is there a sufficient number of 


| seamen.?? 


it will be remembered that the number of both officers 
and seamen to be employed is li:nited by law, and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy cannot exceed that limit. 

The Secretary deserves no censure; but should receive 
the highest commendation for inflexibly obeying the law in 
the adininistration of his Department. Every attempt at 
retrenchment and economy is defeated beeause heads of 
Departments will not themselves conform to the taw and 
compel their subordinates to do thesame. ‘The facility with 
which Congress supplies deficiencies created by disregard- 
ing the Jaw has encouraged such practices; and it would be 
mournful, indeed, ifin the first well-authenticated casein 
which a head of Department has faithfully aud sternly con- 
formed his expenditures to so radical a reduction of his 
estimates, the officer should receive a vote of censure in- 
stead of a vote of thanks. 

The Navy seems to nave been adequate for all the de- 
mands made upon it by the wise and peace-preserving pol- 
icy of the President. If the President, who will go into 
office on the 4th March, desires to engage in civil war, he 
will have an ample naval force with which to begin, even 
so early as the 5th March; and there will probably be 
abundant time for increasing it before the war closes. 

Il. RESIGNATION OF OFFICERS. 

A list of all the officers of the Navy who have resigned, 
between the Hth November and the 24th January, was fur- 
nished to the committee, and the chief clerk of the Navy 
Department was fully examined as to the circumstances 
attending each resignation. The whole number was Rity- 
six, including eleven from the Naval Academy. 

It is known that in many, if not most of these cases, the 
officers, in resigning, have not only given up an honorable 
profession for which alone they were fitted by education and 
habits, but have reduced themselves and families to penury. 
Some powerful motive must bave actuated them. If it was 
selfish, let any one point ont a possible advantage they could 
promise themselves personally. It could not be that they 
aimed torecommend themselves to the favor and patronage 
of the southern confederacy, for that government does not 
possess a ship, and cannot, for a long time, provide itself 

When it has done so, it cannot be expected 


ence to their personal interests, than they would have been 
if they bad remained in the Navy of the United States. 
{tis evident that, in resigning, they have been actuated 
by a high sense of duty to the States of which they were 
respectively citizens; und that, in the time and manner of 
tendering their resignations, they have consulted a nice 
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sense of honor. Ina few instances, they have engaged in 
the military service of their States; but not until they had 
resigned their commissions in the Navy ofthe United States. 
In no instance does it appear that one of them has betrayed 
the trust reposed in him by this Government, or engaged in 
any hostile service until he had discharged himself of all the 
responsibilities imposed by hiscommission. The testimeny 
taken before the committee, partial and limited as it is on 
this point, is confidently appeuied to for the correctness of 
this statement. : 

The undersigned would gladly pursue this subject, grate- 
ful as it is to him to vindicate, against the very harsh as- 
persions cast upon them by the committee, the characters 
of the honorable body of men who have so long and so gal- 
lantuy borne the flag of the Republic. But it is foreign to the 
inquiry the committee were instructed to make, and will 
for that reason be dismissed, except in so far as it is the 
basis of the resolution reported. ‘The censure of the Secre- 
tary seems to be based principally, if not entirely, on his ac- 
ceptance of the resignations of Captain Randolph and the 
two lieutenants on duty at the Pensacola navy-yard at the 
time of its surrender. 

Captain Randolph’s resignation was dated at Montgom- 
ery, Alabama, on the 10th of January, was received at the 
Department on the }4th, and accepted on the 14th. The 
Pensacola navy-yard was surrendered on the 12th, and Cap- 
tain Armstrong immediately sent the following telegraphic 
dispatch, which was received by the Secretary of the Navy 
on the 13th, at eight o’clock, p. m: 

Hon. Isaac Toucey, Secretary of the Navy: 

Sommissioners appointed by the Governor of Florida, 
with a regiment of armed men at the gate, demanded the 
surrender of this navy-yard, having previously taken pos- 
session of the magazines. I surrendered the place, and 
struck my flag at half past one o’elock this day. ‘The store- 
ship Supply sailed tor Vera Cruz the moment the yard flag 
was lowered. JAMES ARMSTRONG, 

Captain U. S. Navy, late commandant navy-yard. 


The testimony shows that this was the only information 
received by the Department previous to the 24th. 

Ít is evident, from this statement of facts aud dates, that, at 
the time Captain Randol ph’s resignation was accepted, and 
for at least ten days thereafter, the Department was totally 
ignorant of his participation in the Pensacola expedition. 
Even if we were at liberty to infer that the Secretary had 
seen his name connected with the expedition in the news- 

apers earlier than the 24th, we cannot suppose that it had 
been seen before the Lith, the day on which the resignation 
was accepted, for it would be impossible for even flying 
newspaper reports to reach this city from Pensacola in so 
short a time. Lieutenant Farrand, who was first licuten- 
ant and executive officer of the navy-yard, resigned on the 
13th January, and his resignation was accepted on the 21st. 
Lieutenant Renshaw resigned on the 16th, and it was ac- 
cepted on the 22d. 

The testimony discloses nothing on which the Secretary 
could have refused to accept these resignations, if atl the 
testimony taken before the committee had been in his pos- 
session at the timehe acted. But by a comparison of dates 


it will be seen that they were received, and in due course | 


of business acted on, before he had any intelligence from 
Pensacola, except the telegraphic dispatch already set forth. 

The undersigned would hold the Secretary who should 
accept the resignation of au oficer who before resigning 
had been guilty of any conduct unbecoming an officer, 
amenable to the severest censure. An acceptance of a re- 
signation is an honorable discharge from service, which 
should only be given to him who has acquitted himself with 
fidelity and honor, but one who has thus acquitted himself 
is entitled to be discharged without question as to what he 
intends to do thereatter. 

The base man would hold his commission and seek an 
opportunity to betray his Government, so that the fruits of 
Dis treason might purchase for him favorand reward. Such 
was the conduct of Amold. 

T'he purc man, who, compelled to select between two 
claims to his allegiance, chooses that which promises least 
personal advantage, scrupulously discharges all ex 
obligations, then voluntarily and openly renounces a eher- 
ished commission, from a sense of duty to his native State, 
gives the highest proof of devotion to principle, and obe- 
dience to the dictates of honor. Such men cannot he re- 
garded as traitors; and to call thein so is to arraign manly 
virtue in the name of patriotism. 

it has been the proud boast of the American Navy that it 
bas never contained a traitor in its ranks. Will it be ered- 
ited that it has suddenly become a hot-bed from which has 
sprung such a bountiful crop of traitors ? Sueb a suppos 
tion would discredit the whole body of its offiec tor it 
could onty consist with the existence of some poisonous 
and traitorous influence pervading all its ranks and corrupt- 
ing all its members, 

The ehief clerk of the Navy Department testified that 
there has been nothing unusual in the course recently pur- 
sued in regard to resignations; and that the uniform cours 


from time uamemorial, has been to act prompuly on resig- 


nations, unless some special reason existed for taking acase 
out of the routine of current business. The orderly con- 
duct of business necessitates promptaction on each case in 
its turn; and in an ill-organizcd Deparanent, or in one in 
which the force is insufficient, affairs will soon fall into 
inextricable confusion. No consideration of convenience, 
nor the maintenance ofany mere system of business, sh 
be allowed to interfere with the substantial demands o 
tice and public interest. Butin the absence of any r 


on 


for deviating from the usual course, (and the undersigned | 


says confidently that in the present case no such reason 
existed,) the head of an Executive Department is not cen- 


surable for requiring all its business to be regularly and | 


promptly dispatened. 

‘The undersigned can find in the testimony nothing to 
deact trom the high reputation always borne by the pres- 
ent Secretary for integrity and patriotism; and therefore 
annor concur With the committee in recommending the 
age of a resolution of censure. 

L. OB. BRANCH. 


T would also ask the consent 


Mr. BRANCH. 


ould į 


| Hibbard; 


of the House that the majority and minority re- 
ports heretofore made in two cases from the same 
committee may be considered by unanimous con- 


sent as having been read, and may be printed in | 


the Globe. . : 
_ The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. ` 

TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. ` 


Mr. GROW. I desire to ask the House to sct 
apart Saturday next for the consideration of the 
regular territorial business. That business ought 
to be attended to; and I ask the House to give us 
Saturday next. 

Mr. BARR. _I object. 

Mr. THEAKER. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House from the further consideration 
of House bill No. 274, and to put it upon its 
passage. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I certainly do 
not like to be jumping up every two minutes and 
calling on you for the regular order of business; 
but I do insist that the regular order of business 
be called and proceeded with. 


REMONSTRANCE,. 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to pre- 


sent the remonstrance of eighty-two persons in 
the county of Knox, State of Ilmois, remonstrat- 
ing against the amendment of the Constitution, 
and particularly against the proposition that I 
offered in the House the other day. 

‘The remonstrance was laid upon the table. 

` THE MILITIA. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the bill reported by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sranron,] from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, in regard to 
the militia, upon which the gentleman from Vir- 


| ginia [Mr. Bococx] is entitled to the floor for 
fifleen minutes. 


Mr. SIMMS. Before the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia commences his speech, 1 desire to propose 
to the House that, after the speech of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, the debate upon this bill shall 
be confined to fifteen-minutes speeches. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to that. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the gentleman 
from Kentucky will propose half an hour, per- 
haps the House will agree to that. 

Mr. STANTON. I propose, when the gen- 
tleman from Virginia has concluded his remarks, 
if I can get the floor, to move to postpone the fur- 
ther- consideration of this bill ull Monday, and 
make it the special order for that day. We can 
do what we think best in regard to the gentle- 
man’s proposition when that time comes. 

Mr. SIMMS. Let us make the arrangement 
now. 

Mr. STANTON. No; I cannotagrce to make 
it pow. 

Mr. BOCOCK concluded his speech com- 
menced yesterday. [His speech will be published 
in the Appendix.] 

RIGHTS OF DELEGATES. 

Mr. GILMER. I desire to say that the Com- 
mittee of Elections have now so much beforethem 
in connection with the rights of Delegates upon 
this floor, that it is necessary that we shall have 
leave to sit during the sessions of the House. I 
submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committce of Elections have leave 
to hold meetings during the sessions of the House. 

The resolution was received, and agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was reccived from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicks, their Secretary, notifying the 


House that the Senate had passed acts of the fol- | 
lowing titles; in which he was directed to ask the | 


concurrence ot the House: 
A bill (No. 561) for the relief of Daniel B. 


A bill (No. 490) for the relief of Eliza B. Mills, 
widow of Robert Mills; and 

A bill (No. 568) for the relief of Leslie Combs 
and Robert H. Crittenden, sureties of the late A. 
J. Mitchell, purser in the United States Navy. 

Also, that the Senate-have been notified by the 
President of the United States that he has ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (S. No. 134) for the relief of James 
Smith; 


| An act (S; No..225) for the relief of Annie B: 
Reeves; ee es add Py 

An act (S. No. 227) for the relief of Lauta © 
Humber, widow of Charles H. Humber; and... 

An act (S. No. 548) to carry into.-effect cons 
ventions between the United. States andthe Res 
publics of New Granada and- Costa Rica ; 

Also; that the Senate have. passed the ‘bill (E 
R. No. 338) to provide for the. payment of routs 
standing Treasury notes; to-authorize'a loan; to 
regulate and fix the duties. on imports,.and- for 
other purposes, with amendments; in which: he 
was directed to ask the concurrenceof the House, 


THE TARIFF, ; 

Mr, SHERMAN.. Lask the permission of the 
House to have the tariff bill printed; with the 
amendments of the Senate. PREGI 

Mr. GARNETT. T have no objection to its 
being printed, but I object toits being referred to 
any committee. k 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonot ask thatit shall be 
referred. I merely desire to have it printed; but 
I give notice, for the matter may as well be un- 
derstood, that on Saturday next I shall move to 
take the bill from the Speaker’s table, and dispose 
of the Senate amendments. f AA 

The bill was ordered to be printed. a 

Mr. FLORENCE. As great interest is felt in 
this bill, I will move that’ one thousand extra 
copies be printed. 

he motion was re 
Printing. 


ferred to the Committee on 


_ , THE MILITIA—AGAIN. se 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 

I am accustomed to listen to the gentleman from 
Virginia, who has just taken his scat, with atten- 
tion, with respect, and with interest. His great 
experience in matters of legislation; his reputation 
forcandor and fairness, and the ability with which 
he usually discusses questions, commands the 
attention of all. But, sir, I confess that I have 
listened to his speech of yesterday and to-day 
with more surprise than anything L ever heard 
fall from his lips before. A question which seems 
to involve the very existence of the Government, 
is to be thrown off by mere clap-trap phrases, and 
appeals to the passions of the people. Why, sir, 
in the very body of his speech he has.quoted some 
of the Army regulations, by which soldiers in the 
regular service are required to conduct themselves 
with proper.respect toward their superiors. And 
this is paraded before the House at this time. for 
the purpose of producing excitement at the South, 
and lead them to believe that they will be required 
to submit to extraordinary homage to the Prest- 
dent elect. These appeals are to be sent into 
Virginia with the view of influencing their con- 
vention to drag Virginia out of the Union,and to 
break up the Confederacy. : : 
This biil proposes no new regulations for the 
Army. It very properly adopts those which the 
experience of half a century has sanctioned. This 
measure is denounced at the very outsel as a war 
measure. He denounced it as unconstitutional. 
He denounced it in the name of humanity. | Sir, 
what does he expect we will do? Againand again 
| he appeals to us to let the seceding States go. 
i Let them go! Why not let them go? They came 
| into the Union seeking to promote their happi- 
ness, and now they are persuaded that they. can- 
| not getit. Why not let them go? Again and 
again, he reiterates, why not let them go? Why 
does he not ask us in direct terms to violate the 
oaths we have taken when we came in here?) Why 
blink the question? Every. officer of the Govern- 
ment, every executive officer, every judicial of- 


| Br 
ficer, every legislator, takes an oath to support 


the Constitution—that is, to conserve the Gov- 
ernment, . We have no power to break it down. 
Why appeal to us to let them go? We have no 
| power to let anybody go. .Our sole duty isto 
| support the Constitution, conserve the Govern- 
ment. 

There is, Mr. Speaker, a power which can let 
them go peaceably; but that is the very power 
that framed-the Constitution. But mere agents 
of the Government, charged with constitutional 
duties and sworn to support it, can exercise no 
such power. If, looking the ground all over, the 
American people shall come to the conclusion that 
this Government can no longer promote the hap- 
piness of the people; if they shall assemble in na- 
tional convention,-called in accordance with the 
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a 2 
provisions of the Constitution, and shall consider 
the whole subject, and come deliberately to the 
conclusion that this Government ought not to 
remain; ifthey, exercising this high, this supreme 
power-of the people, shall proceed to take down 
the noble structure our fathers erected, fold up the 
flag and lay it aside forever; if they shall do this, 
then, when they’ have done it, we are released 
from our obligations as legislators. We may then 
consider the questions propounded by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Bocock.] © - 

Mr. SIMMS. Will the gentleman permit me 
to-ask him a question for information? 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. My time is 
limited. The morning hour, to which I am con- 
fined, will soon expire. I decline to yield, there- 
fore, unless I misrepresent some statement. 

‘Mr. SIMMS. My question will come right in 
the line of the gentleman’s argument. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I will take care 
of my own argument; and I decline, so far as any 
help of my argument is concerned. 

Mr.SIMMS. The point I wish to make is this. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I decline to 
yield, unless somebody is injured by my argu- 
ment. [Cries of “ Go on!”] That is what I 
intend to do. 

My. Speaker, when this Government shall be 
taken to pieces in that way, when it shall be le- 
gally dissolved, then we shall be released from our 
oaths, Then we may look at the case in a differ- 
ent aspect. But so long as I stand here under the 
the oath we took to support the Constitution, I 
will make no appeals to any man to violate the 
oath he takes; and I wish none made to me from 
any quarter, 

Mr. Speaker, this great question involves the 
interest not only of our thirty-one million of peo- 
ple, but of unborn millions. It involves the hopes 
of the friends of free government throughout the 
entire civilized world. Whether the American 
people, while proceeding in their regular way, 
will consent to let our brethren go, by taking down 
this noble structure, remains to be seen. Grave 
questions will present themselves before that can 
be determined. No fact in the history ofany Gov- 
ernment is so remarkable as this one in our own 
history. For seventy successive years the ratio 
of our increase has remained nearly stationary. 
This ratio is as strong to-day upon the basis of 
thirty million as it was when we commenced upon 
a basis of four or five million. This ratio doubles 
our population once in twenty-five years. For 
nearly seventy years it has continued a fixed ratio. 
{f we could conceive that it should maintain itself 
for twice seventy years more, then the year 2000 
would find within our present limits one billion 
people. As to what shall be the state of that peo- 
ple; as to what shall come upon them; as to what 
shall be their form of government; as to what shall 
conserve their interests; nay, as to what shall 
happen to the intervening generations, all these 
questions must be taken into the account; and 
possibly the American people may come to the 
conclusion that civil war-—which my very soul 
abhors—that civil war, with all its horrors, even 
involving the destruction of one, two, three, four, 
five, or even ten million people, may not be the 
greatest of all possible evils. 

But this is a question which it does not concern 
me to discuss here. I do not say, sir, that Lam 
not nearly prepared to give my assent to sucha 
neaceable dissolution of the Government, if pub- 
lic sentiment should seem to require it. But this 
involves very grave questions—questions which 
we cannot discuss here, much less determine. 

Whatis it about this bill? Ido not believe my- 
self that this bill confers upon the President any 
additional power whatever, Ifit have any value, 
to my mind, it is merely because it is explana- 
tory of mooted points. i 

The gentleman from Virginia denouncesit asa 
war measure. A war measure, forsooth! A war 
against whom? Against any State? Why, sir, 
there have have been piled up within the last sixty 
days, at least twenty-five distinct declarations of 
war made by States against this Government, if 
you adopt the theory that a war between the 
States and the General Government be possible. 
‘Within less than sixty days, sixteen of the public 
forts have been scized by violence, and fourteen 
of them are still held against the power of the 
Government. If any one of these seizures had 
been made by any foreign Power, or by all the 


„seizures as a declaration of war. 


Powers of the world combined, we would have 
been in arms against them, looking upon those 
Sixteen forts 
have been seized, and fourteen of them are still 


retained against us; fourteen forts, sir, mounting 


eleven hundred and twenty-four guns, and costing 
this Government nearly six million dollars. The 
soil upon which they stand has been purchased, 
the title to the land upon which they are erected 
is in the United States, and no other Power on 
earth has a right to interfere with them. Yet the 
General Government is appealed to about disturb- 
ing the peace of the country, and producing war. 
Oh, no; if the Government which we are sworn to 
support will consent quietly to be kicked about 
for a few days, and then go out of existence 
peaceably, we will have no war. 

But, unless the Government shall submit first 
to indignity and then to violence, we must needs 
have war Sir, I do not know what gentlemen 
are thinking of. I do not question the purity of 
any man’s motives. Ispeak for myself. I think 
I understand the purport of that oath to support 
the Constitution of the United States, and I do 
not think it becomes us, when the very existence 
of the Governmentis called in question, to begin 
to trump up excuses and multiply difficulties, and 
bring lions in the way. I regard all this plea 
about coercion, all these side issues, as only tend- 
ing to divert the public mind from the real issue 
at stake. And, with the view I have of my con- 
stitutional duties, it would be moral treason for 
me to do so. Sir, of all the humbugs which have 
been started since there was a Government upon 
the face of the earth, this cry of coercion is the 
most baseless andabsurd. There is not one par- 
ticle of foundation for it. Itis impossible, in the 
very nature of things. The States are sovereign 
within the sphere of their legitimate action. All 
the powers that the States have at all are sover- 
eign. Such power as the General Government 
has is equally sovereign, though limited and del- 
egated. These sovereign powers which are con- 
ferred upon the Gencral Government, and which 
they are required to exercise, are as sovereign 
as any powers of any Government on the face 
of the earth. Indecd, they all of them relate 
to the highest subjects known to sovereignty. 
Each government was designed to move within 
its own sphere; the General Government within 
the delegated powers named in the Constitution; 
and the States to take care of the residuary inter- 
ests reserved to them. If we should send over 
an army to prevent the British Government from 
executing their laws within their own bounds, 
and it should attempt to execute them by force, 
you might as well talk about their coercing the 
Government of the United States as to talk about 
coercing South Carolina, when we merely attempt 
to collect the revenue. ‘Talk, if you will, about 
one planet among the heavenly bodies coercing 
the others. Each was designed to move within 
its own orbit; but if one should leap from its own 
orbit and go into that of another, there might be 
collision. But I deny that any State can legally 
array itself against the execution of the laws of 
the United States within their bounds. 

In addition to these forts I have named, they 
have seized revenue cutters, arsenals, arms, and 
even the Mint and treasure-of the United States; 


all of which they hold with impunity. Now, Ij 


hold that any Government, if it rightfully exists, 
has rightfully the power to maintain that exist- 
ence. If a Government has not the power of self- 
defense, it is no Government at all. The duty of 
self-preservation to a Government must, in the 
nature of things, be the first of all duties, and the 
highest of all powers. And if our Government 
has the right of sclf-defense, it has the right to 
build forts upon the soil which it has purchased, 
and to defend them to the bitter end- against the 
world in arms. 

But yet, after all these several acts of hostility 
against the Government have been perpetrated, 
because they assume a deceitful form—appearing 
under the sanction of State authority—-we are 
met on the very threshold with the objection to 
using that power, because it will be coercing a 
State. Who does not see that the thing is ab- 
surd? There can be, legally, no State there; and 
so long as the Government keeps within the pre- 
scribed powers, within the powers delegated to it 
in the Constitution, no State can be there. Why, 
the States have not the power which the General 


i 


Government possesses. That power has been 
surrendered to the General Government, what- 
ever theory you adopt in regard to the Consti- 
tution—the one that the power was surrendered 
directly by the States, or the one that it was 
surrendered by the people. I do not care which 
theory you take, the result is the same. That 
power is delegated, and it is in the hands of the 
General Government. How is it possible that a 
State can resist that power legally? They cannot 
doit. Itis a solecism; it isan absurdity; it isa 
mere humbug, got up to deceive and cheat the 
people, and to drag them into revolution itself. 

We very readily see th-t,at the time the Con- 
stitution was adopted, it would have been com- 
petentfor the people to have concentrated all power 
in the hands of the General Government, by giv- 
ing all power to one General Government; and it 
would then have been an empire, instead of a mere 
limited Government for general purposes. If they 
had then conferred all possible, rightful power 
upon a General Government, necessarily, every 
State would have gonc out of existence at that 
time. There would have been no State any more, 
because all powers of State would have been sur- 
rendered. 

But certain powers were surrendered. The 
power of controlling and regulating commerce, 
collecting the revenue, making treaties; all these 
powers were conferred upon the General Govern- 
ment,and many powers were expressly denied to 
the States in that instrument. Now, I hold that, 
practically, every State went out of existence pro 
tanto—that is, so far as they were expressly for- 
bidden from doing anything in the Constitution— 
and no State, at least in theory, can exist for that 
one purpose. If individuals assemble and attack 
our forts, seize our public property, and then turn 
round and say ‘Oh, my State is there,” I tell 
them their States cannot protect them rightfully, 
and your act, with or without the sanction of 
your State, if it becomes general, is revolution, 
and revolution is rebellion, and rebellion involves 
treason. 

Now, sir, the Constitution in express terms re- 
quires the President to take an oath that he will 
sce that the laws of the United States are faith- 
fully executed. He cannot do any more; he can- 
not do any less. And, at least, he can do no less 
than to try to use the legal and constitutional 
means to redeem his oath according to the true 
meaning and intent thereof. He cannot, as I said 
before, do more or less. That is his duty. 

Now, the Constitution provides that Congress 
shall call forth the militia to suppress insurrec- 
tion and repel invasion, and to execute the laws 
of the Union. This is our duty. And. that is all 
that is proposed to be done, unless it may be ne- 
cessary to execute that power of the Government 
which is higher than all law, above all law, before 
all law—the power to preserve its own existence 
until it shall be dissolved by the power which 
made it. And protecting the public property is 
exercising this very right. We need no legisla- 
tion about that. It becomes at once the question 
of the existence of the Republic, and the Repub- 
lic is bound to exist untilit is regularly dissolved; 
not only for its own sake, but to discharge the 
high trust which has been placed in its hands by 
the people of the United States. 

Mr.STANTON. The morning hour has nearly 
expired, and with the consent of the gentleman 
from Michigan, I will move that the further con- 
sideration of this bill be postponed until Monday 
next, and made the special order at one o’clock 
that day. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I will yield 
the floor for that purpose, with the understanding 
that I shall be entitled to the floor when the sub- 


ject is again resumed. 


Mr. STANTON. Of course. 
No objection being made, it was so ordered. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROW. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to set aside Saturday for the consid- 
eration of ordinary territorial business. 

Mr. SPINNER. Iobject to that, because that 
will be the last day for the consideration of pri- 
vate bills. 

Mr. STANTON. I understand that my col- 
league, the chairman of the select committee of 
thirty-three, desires to take the vote on his prop- 
ositions on that day 
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Mr. WINSLOW. Isuggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that he name Tuesday next. 
Saturday is private bill day. 

Mr. GROW. It was understood last Friday, 
when we considered private bills, that the Private 
Calendar would not be reached again this session. 
The gentleman from North Carolina suggests that 
I should take Tuesday next, and I will agree to 
that. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to that; 
but I want to vote on the compromise proposi- 
tions before we take up territorial business. 

Mr. GROW. [I ask then that Tuesday next 
be set apart for the consideration of territorial 
business, and that it be made the special order 
for that day. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


EMPLOYÉS OF THE NOUSE. 


Mr. SPINNER. I desire to. make a report 
from the Committee of Accounts, and to report 
a bill defining the duties and fixing the compen- 
sation of the Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Postmaster, 
Doorkeeper, and Librarian, and settling the num- 
ber and pay of other employés of the House of 
Representatives, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection? 

Mr. SPINNER. There cannot be. I ask for 
the reading of the resolution under which the bill 
is reported. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

“t FEBRUARY 16, 1860. 

‘Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of additional legislation 
securing greater accountability and economy in the dis- 
bursement of the contingent fund of the House, and that 
they have leave to report at any time, by bill or otherwise.” 


Mr. HASKIN. I object. 

Mr. SPINNER. You cannot object. 

Mr. HASKIN. Yes, I can. That bill can 
only come in under a suspension of the rales. 

Mr. SPINNER. I desire to have the rule read 
in relation to reporting at any time. No mancan 
object. We have a right, under the rules of the 
House, to report the bill and have it acted on. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I think I can compro- 
mise this matter with the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. SPINNER., There is no compromise 
about it. I have a right to report the bill. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Has the morning hour 
expired? 

The SPEAKER. Not quite. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I hope the objection will be 
withdrawn. This bill will effect a large reduction 
in the expenses of the House. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Thatis a mooted ques- 
tion. Itestablishes a new office and a new official 
corps. 

Mr.SPINNER. The resolution of the House 
authorizes us to report it back. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I object to the recep- 
tion of the bill. Let the Chair pass upon that 
question. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see any 


reason why the gentleman from New York might | 


not make the report. The morning hour is out 


now, but it had not expired when the gentleman | 


made his application. He was in time; and the 
Chair does not see why he could not make the 
report. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. On the ground thatthe 
committee were authorized to report at any time? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HASKIN. 
ular order of business before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It will not supersede the reg- 
ular order of business; but the gentleman had a 
right to make the report at the time he made it. 

Mr. SPINNER. [f there is any question about 
that, I will have the rule read which gives us the 
right, not only to report the bill, but to have ac- 
tion upon it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
order of business. The gentleman has made his 
report, 

The SPEAKER. The hour has arrived at 
which the special order must be called. 

Mr. SPINNER. 1 desire to have an order 
made that the bill and report be printed. 

Mr. HASKIN. 1 object, and call for the reg- 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object 
to the bill being received and printed? 


It cannot supersede the reg- | 


I call for the regular | 


| sion left. 


Mr. HASKIN. 
order of business. 

Mr, KUNKEL. The gentleman has no right 
to object. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The bill cannot be 
printed except by order of the House; and objec- 
tion is made to that order. 

A Memser. What is the bill for? 

Mr. SPINNER. You may see from the way 
in which it is opposed that it proposes reform. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds that the 
gentleman from New York is under a misappre- 
hension in relation to the resolution which has 
been read. 'That resolution has never been agreed 
to by the House. It was referred, as it appears 
from the indorsement on it, to the Committee of 
Accounts, but was not agreed to by the House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Then I object to the 
reception of the bill. 

Mr. SPINNER. The resolution was passed 
by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes there is 
a misapprehension upon that point. Let the entry 
be read. , 

The Clerk read as follows : 

* On the 16th of February, Mr. Maynarn submitted the 
following resolution ; which was referred to the Comunittee 
of Accounts.” 

Mr. HASKIN. Then the resolution was never 
passed by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the resolution was never agreed to. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp] only had 
the reference made to the committee, and, in that 
aspect of the case, the bill cannot be received. 

Mr. BURNETT. Was not the resolution re- 
ferred in open House? 

Mr STANTON: it was referred, but was not 

assed. 

Mr. BURNETT. If it was referred by the 
action of the House, that was sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the resolution was referred in open House upon 
a call for resolutions for reference only. The 
resolution was presented, and was referred, as a 
matter of course. 

Mr. BURNETT. The House did not vote on 
the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; it did not. 

Mr. BURNETT. Well, the report ought to 
be made anyhow. 

Mr. SPINNER. Has the order to print the 
bill been made ? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; the bill is not re- 
ceived 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. This bill, like all 
others of the same kind, would probably result in 


Ido; and I call for the regular 


| a deficiency bill, and would increase, instead of 


diminishing the expenses of the House. 

Mr. SPINNER. 1 move to suspend the rules 
to enable me to introduce the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to suspend 
the rules to-day. 

Mr. SPINNER. It is within ten days of the 
close of the session. We have adjourned over 
to-morrow, and there are but ten days of the ses- 
I make that point of order. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Oh, no; itis not within ten 
days of the close of the session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairisof opinion that 


| we are not within the ten days. 


VOTES RECORDED. 


Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE, I was absent 
from the House yesterday on business at the De- 
partments when the vote was taken on the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the naval appropriation bill. 
I ask the unanimous consent of the House to have 
my vote recorded in the affirmative. 

"There was no objection. 

Mr. FENTON. I ask unanimous consent to 
have my vote recorded in the same way on that 
question. I was absent in consequence of sick- 
ness in my family. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The hour has arrived when 
it is the duty of the Chair to announce the special 
order, being the report of the committee of thirty- 
three. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 
up the special order for to-day—the Oregon and 
Washington war debt bill. i 


The SPEAKER. ‘The special order takes’ pre- 
cedence; and the gentleman from ‘Missouri [Mr. 
Barrer] is entitled to the floor. e : 


PADUCAH MARINE HOSPITAL. £ 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois... I appeal tọ 
the gentleman from Missouri to yield:me the floor 
for one moment to makea correction which is due 
both to myself and the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut, [Mr. Looms.} yo pegy 

Mr. BARRET. {have no objection, 0.0 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of IHinois: Inthe course 
of adiscussion had a few weeks ago in this House, 
in regard to renting of the marine hospitals, and 
which attracted a good deal of attention, the get- 
tleman from -Connecticut referred to the case of 
the marine hospital at Paducah, Kentucky; and 
made a statement which was on its face rather-a 
hard showing. As I have taken a good deal of 
interest in trying to protect these marine hospi- 
tals for the benefit of sick and disabled. seamen, 
for whom they were established, I desire now to 
make a correction of the gentleman’s statement. 
He said on that occasion: . 

«And here let ime call the attention of the House to: Bx- 
ecutive Document No. 27, and report No. 655, of the ‘first 
session of this Congress—the latter of which Y had. the 
honor to make at the last session, under instructions from 
the Committce on the Expenditures of the Treasury De- 
partment. We find from that document that, at Paducah— 
whieh is only an illustration—a hospital has been erected 
at a cost of between fifty and sixty thousand dollars ; and 
yet, since the year 1854, there has not been a single sick 
or disabled seaman admitted there; and yet. it has. been 
provided, during all that time, with a physician and labor- 
ers, to whom we have paid large salaries. Again, the 
same gentleman states the cost per week, at this hospital, 
as being $16 10.” 

Now, the gentleman from Connecticut was un- 
doubtedly misled by the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, which shows precisely the same 
state of facts as he alluded to. But I have received 
a statement from the physician of that hospital— 
a gentleman who I understand stands high in his 
profession—and I appeal to the Representative 
from that district if that be not so? 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to say that the gen- 
tleman who is physician to that hospital is not, 
I suppose, surpassed, in ability, by any man, in 
that position, in this country. He isa man of 
thorough education, of scientific attainments, and 
of as high character as any in the State of Ken- 
tucky, or elsewhere. : 

Mr. WASUBURNE, of Ilinois. Well, sir, 
this gentleman sends me a transcript from his 
books, which shows an extraordinary misrepre- 
sentation or perhaps rather an extraordinary omis- 
sion in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Instead of there being but a few patients there, 
and instead of theircostirg the Government $16 10 
per week each, there were admitted into that hos- 
pital in the year 1860, three hundred and sixty- 
four patients, and the average cost of each patient 
was but $6 30 per week. I submita table which 
Dr. Calloway, the hospital physician, has sentmet 
Number of cases of fever (four died). .sssssssrsesesses 161 
Number of cases of chilblains (frost bite).. 6 


Number of cases of dropsy (died). s.s.s... tae oot 
Number of cases of consumption (four dicd).. 4 
Number of cases of erysipelas..... eossotrensi 3 
Inflammation and ulceration of foot. ...ee.e es 6 
Inflainmation and gangrene (amputation of toes $ 
Gangrenous ulcer (breast) oe. eee eee i 
Contused wounds 17 
Wounds with kni 8 
Gunshot wounds....+ . 3 
Uleers .... ae - 45 
Venereal dise ae 57 
Chronic rheumatism. 18 
Acute rheumatism. so. seer cere 2 
Pneumonia.. L 
DYSENLELY. ccs e eee ee er cn ee een neeee 3 
Hemorrhage of the bowels (died) .. 1 
Cancer of face... neess eee ee ee eee serre 1 
Sun stroke (three died)...... Aer `; . 4 
Luzations. 
Thigh 1 
Shoutde! 2 
Elbow 1 
Head... por ees a4 Obs oes Ce ee sn ee egsa A 
Fractures. 

Shoulders. eesererses rere seseses sere sare see suser l 
AIM sesser esrsere » 4 4 
Leg s. . 8 
70 0 eee eee 3 

Totali number of patients admitted in 1860.......... 364 


Total number of days relief, 12,268. 

Number of days relief to each patient, 30 87 91, 
Total expenses for 1860, $11,000. 

Cost per day for relief, 90 cents. 

Cost per week for reliet, $6 30. 

Total number of deaths in 1866, 14. 
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I bring this matter up now, and correct this ap- 
parently very gross error, for the reason that itis 
calculated tolead to very erroneous impressions in 
regard to the abuses alleged to be committed in 
the management of these hospitals. The error is 
not one of the honorable member from Connecti- 
cut, who very properly supposed that the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury could be re- 
lied on. è 

Mr. LOOMIS. I desire to say a word in reply 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois. 
The statement which I made in regard to marine 
hospitals‘ was made from an examination of the 
official records in the office of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. I obtained there a table which I sup- 

osed was printed in connection with my report, 
ber I find it was not so printed. The facts, how- 
ever, to which Lalluded, will be found to be borne 
outbythattable. In Executive Document No. 27, 
this was submitted to the Senate in answer toa 
resolution calling for information as to the number 
of seamen or patients admitted into each marine 
hospital from 1854 to 1859, inclusive. In the years 
1853-54, 1854-55, 1855-56, 1856-57, 1857-58, and 
1858-59, there has not been a single seaman re- 
turned as having been admitted into the hospital 
at Paducah, It seems that the statement of the 
physician, read by the gentleman from Illinois, is 
as to the number of patients admitted during the 
year 1860. I do not know what may be the num- 
ber of patients there now, but throughoutall those 
years it appears by the records that no patient 
was admitted. I submit to the House whether 
the official records are not more reliable than a 
statement in a letter, 

Mr, WASH BURNE, of Illinois. The physi- 
cian only refers in his letter to the year 1860. He 

ives the number of patients admitted into the 
rospital that year, Hedoes notgo back to previous 
years; but it is unquestionable that if there were 
such a large number of patients admitted in 1860, 
there must have been an equally large number ad- 
mitted during the previous years, There seems to 
be an omission on the part of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury in regard to that hospital; but whether 
that was intentional or not, E do not know. 

Mr. LOOMIS. In regard to the table showing 
that the cost of maintaining patients in the hos- 
pital at Paducah was $16 10 per week each, that 
was made up from reports made prior to the year 
4855. There may, therefore, be really no conflict 
between the two statements on that point. Atall 
events, that does not affect the argumentin favor 
ofchanging the system recommended in my re- 
port, so that, at points where it can be done ad- 
vantageously to the Government, the marine hos- 
pitals should be leased by private contract, instead 
of being maintained at the Government expense. 

Mr. WASLIBURNE, of Minois. Tam much 
obliged to the gentleman from Missouri for the 
courtesy extended to me. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The TTouse then proceeded to the consideration 
ofthe report from the committee of thirty-three on 


the cundition of the country, on which Mr. Bar- | 


ner was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BARRET addressed the House for one 
hour. 
pendix. | 

Mr. STOUT. I move that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole House for 
the purpose of considering the special order, being 


Senate bill No. 11, to provide for the payment of | 


the expenses incurred by the Territories of Ore- 
gon and Washington, in the suppression of In- 


dian hostilities therein, in the years 1855 and 1856. |} 


SEIZURE OF REVENUE COTTERS, ETC. 
Mr. SICKLES. 


tion may he presented from the Secretary of the 
Treasury and referred, 

Mr. STOUT. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the [uh February last, relative to 
customs, revenue cutters, marine hospitals, light- 
houses, &¢., in the States of South Carolina, 
Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, and Florida. 

Mr. SICKLES. 


referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 


(His speech will be published in the Ap- | 


I ask the gentleman from j 
Oregon to yield fora moment, that a communica | 


Í move that so much of the | 
report as relates to mints and publie moneys be | 


and that so much as-relates to commerce and the 
collection of revenue be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and that its printing be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

It was so ordered. 


OREGON AND WASHINGTON WAR DEBT. 


Mr. STOUT. ‘I now renew my motion to go 
into a Committee of the Whole House on the bill 
for the payment of the Oregon and Washington 
war debt. f 

Mr. SHERMAN I ask why not allow the 
Indian bill to be disposed of first, and then it will 
not stand in the way of this bill? 

Mr. STOUT. I prefer that the House should 
now go into a Committee of the Whole House, 
| and take up the Washington and Oregon war debt, 
for the purpose of considering it. After we get 
into committee, if it be deemed advisable to take 
some other course, perhaps we may do so. But 
I want to have this bil! put in a position where, 
if we adjourn to-day without disposing of it, it 
will come up again as a special order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman, may move 
to postpone the special order till some day next 
week. 

Mr. STOUT. I will certainly not consent to 
do that. I much prefer that the House should 
now go into a Committee of the Whole House, 
and then if we fail to dispose of it to-day, it will 
be first in order when we next go into committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If wego into committee on 
this bill itis a special order in committee, and I 
do not sce how we can get rid of it. 

Mr. STOUT. This bill is on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then the gentleman can 
only get it up on Friday; and if he desires, he can 
have it made the special order for that day. I 
have no objection to that. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. 
made the special order. 

The SPEAKER. The bilis a special order 
|in Committee of the Whole House; and if the 
House go into committee now, it must consider it. 

Mr. SHERMAN Then I move to postpone 
the special order, 

Mr. WASLIBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man has not the floor to make that motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 have a right to make the 
motion ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the 
gentleman from Oregon [ Mr. Srour] hasthe floor; 
and therefore the gentleman from Ohio cannot 
submit the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thavea right to submit the 
motion to postpone. The gentleman from Oregon 
submitted his motion, and now I submit mine. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair supposes that the 
right does not attach to the gentleman from Ohio, 


Tt has been 


| while the gentleman from Oregon has the floor, 
| and moves to go into a Committee of the Whole 


House. 

Mr. GROW. If the gentleman from Oregon 
submits his motion to go into a Committee of 
the Whole House, be is then off the floor; and 
while the question is pending, the gentleman from 
Ohio can make another motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ore- 
| gon cannot debate a motion of this kind. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debat- 
able. ‘Phe motion of the gentleman from Oregon 
is to go into a Committee of the Whole House on 
the special order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then Isubmita privileged 
motion. {move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Union. E believe that motion takes precedence. 
| Mr. STANTON. I suppose it will not take 
precedence to-day, when this is a special order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 


precedence, 

‘The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. Bococx 
in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the bill (S. No. 11) to 
provide for the payment of the expenses incurred 
py the Territories of Oregon and Washington, in 
the suppression of Indian hostilities therein, in 
the years 1855 and 1856. 

Mr. STANTON The original bill comes here 


the motion of the gentleman from Oregon takes | 


| Appointed such commissioners. 


from the Senate.- The Committee on Military 
Affairs of this House recommend the adoption of 
the substitute which is reported to the original 
bill. If the committee will give me its attention 
for fifteen or twenty niinutes, I will be able to 
give them some general idea of the character of 
these claims, and the ground on which the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs predicate the amend- 
ment which they have reported to the House. 
This bill involves a sum of between two and four 
million dollars, and perhaps that is worth some 
consideration in the present condition of the 
country. j 

Mr. Chairman, these Oregon hostilities and 
Oregon claims, have occupied a good deal of pub- 
lic attention, and are, I suppose, generally under- 
stood. These claims are for expenses incurred 
in both those Territories for hostilities that took 
place in 1855 and 1856, commencing about the 
month of October, 1855. There has been much 
controversy between the territorial authorities and 
the authorities of the United States on the Pacific 
coast under General Wool, as to the necessity for 
these expenditures; as to the extent of it; as to 
the origin of the war; andall that. Now, Ethink 
it may be true, and it probably is true, that this 
war originated in lawless acts on the part of white 
men in those Territories. I think that perhaps 
the origin of these hostilities may have been the 
fault of the settlers. About that, I do not choose 
to inquire, because I apprehend that if you were 
to trace the history of Indian wars from the origin 
of the Government down to this time, you would 
find that nine out of ten of them have originated 
from a similar cause. But from whatever cause 
these hostilities originated, once they were in ex- 
istence, the people of the Territory were entitled 
to protection; and whatever expense was neces- 
sary to give them that protection, [ take it to be 
the business of the Federal Government or of the 
authorities of the Territories to meet. The Gen- 
eral Government has recognized, by a series of 
acts, and a course of practice that is settled, the 
liability of the Government for the necessary ex- 


| penses Incurred in defending the extended fron- 
| tiers of the country against Indian hostilities. 


During the last three or four years, however, the 
Federal Government found it a necessity of ils 
position to revise the expenditures incurred, Tt 
has been found by experience that for this Gov- 
ernment toadoptin gross the expendituresaudited 
and recognized by State or territorial authority 
has led to gross abuse; and that it is necessary 
for the protection of the public Treasury for the 
Federal authorities to revise those expenditures, 
and to bring them within reasonable limits, 

In this case, Mr. Chairman, the expenditures 
were incurred, as J said, in the years 1855-56. In 
August, 1856, a provision was inserted in the an- 
nual appropriation bill, making it the duty of the 
President or Secretary of War to appoint a com- 
mission to examine these claims, to consist of two 
Army officers and a gentleman resident in Oregon 
Captain Ingalls, Captain Smith, and Mr. La Fay- 
ette Grover,a member of the last Congress, were 
They reported 
to the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of 
War transmitted their report to the House in 
December, 1857. 

The amount of expenditures found due by that 
report was, to Oregon $4,449,949 33, and to 
Washington $1,484,474, making an aggregate of 
about $5,931,000. A supplemental report gave 
$80,000 more,making a sum total of 46,011,534 36. 

The Secretary of War, in December, 1857, with 
his annual report, transmitted this report of the 
commissioners, and recommended the payment of 
this sum. That report of the Secretary of War, 
with the accompanying report of the commission- 
ers, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, of which the distinguished gentleman from 
Mississippi, General Quitman, was then chair- 
man. No action was had upon this report by that 
committee, I think, until January 10, 1859. The 
papers accompanying this report filled a box about 
four fect long, three feet wide, and three feet high, 
and as they are kept and arranged in the Third 
Auditor’s office, they make eleven volumes of im- 
periat paper of about four hundred and fifty pages 
each. 

The Committee on Military Affairs were to ex- 
amine and investigate these claims,and report to 
the House. The committee assigned that duty to 
the chairman, who was directed to investigate this 
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pile of papers and report the amount actually due. 
The chairman, when he came to look into-the 
bundle of papers, found it impossible to go into 
the details, and he addressed a letter to the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury, requesting him to make 
a statement of the amount allowed to soldiers for 
service, and of the amount allowed for supplies, 
and in general terms to classify and give some 
idea of the. character of the claims. On the 10th 
of January, 1859, the Third Auditor transmitted 
a letter to the chairman of the committee in reply 
to his request, from which letter we learned that 
the territorial authorities allowed for mounted 
volunteers—the volunteers furnishing their own 
horses—four dollars per day. They allowed offi- 
cers in that service fees corresponding pretty 
nearly with the fees of major generals and briga- 
dier generals of the Army of the United States, 
with rations also corresponding. And they found 
that the supplies were charged at pretty near the 
rate allowed to volunteers. It is five dollars a 
bushel for oats, and $140 per ton for hay. And 
the same person was allowed pay as volunteer, as 
laborer, and as ferryman. In this way the same 
person would frequently be paid four or five times 
over for different descriptions of service performed 
at the same time. 

‘With claims of this character the committee 
found it utterly impracticable to go in person into 
the details. We could not, as a matter of course, 
go to work and overhaul these accounts and papers 
to ascertain what was reasonable in every given 
case. The Third Auditor ofthe Treasury, upon 
whom the law devolves the duty of auditing the 
Army accounts, had these things in his posses- 
sion, and had given the matter much of his per- 
sonal examination; and the committee saw no 
other mode of meeting this case, or this question, 
than to call upon the ‘Third Auditor to perform, 
in substance, the duty of the committee, fixing 
the principle upon which he should audit and al- 
low these claims. With that view, the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs reported to the House of 
Representatives a series of resolutions, which 
were passed on the 8th of February, 1859. These 
resolutions instructed the 'T'hird Auditor of the 
Treasury to examine these claims, and settle them 
upon the following principles: 

“1. He shall recognize no company or individual as en- 
titled to pay except such as were called into service by the 
territorial authorities of Oregon and Washington, or such 
whose services have been recognized and accepted by the 
said authorities. 

«2, He shall allow to the volunteers engaged in said ser- 
vice no higher pay and allowances than were given to 
officers and soldiers of equal grade, at that period, in the 
Army of the United States, including the extra pay of two 
dollars per month given to troops serving on the Pacific, 
by the act of 1852. 

e3. No person, either in the military or in the civil ser- 
vice of the United States, or of said Territories, shall be 
paid for his services in more than one employment or ca- 
pacity for the same period of time, and ail such double or 
triple allowances for pay, as appears in said accounts, 
shall be rejected, 

“4, That in auditing the claims for supplies, transporta- 
tion, and other services incurred for the maintenance ofsaid 
volunteers, he is directed to have due regard to the num- 
ber of said troops, to their period of service, and to the 
prices current in the country at the time, and not to report 
said service beyond the time actually engaged therein, nor 
to recognize supplies beyond a reasonable approximation to 
the proportions and descriptions authorized by existing 
laws and regulations for such troops, taking into consider- 
ation the nature and peculiarities of the service. 

“5, That all claims of said volunteers for horses, arms, 


and other property lost or destroyed in said service, shall | 


be audited according to the provisions of the act approved 
March 3, 1849.” 

Upon the 7th of February, 1860, the Third Audi- 
tor transmitted this report to the House, which I 
now holdin my hand, containing, in theageregate, 
one hundred and thirty-two pages. The Committee 
on Military Affairs has given to that report a pret- 
ty thorough and careful examination; and have 
found no reason to dissent from the results arrived 
at by the Third Auditor. We have heard the ar- 
guments of the Delegates from the Territories of 
Oregon and Washington; and we have examined 
their printed arguments, and the committec, on 
the part of the House, have come to the determ- 
ination to recognize the conclusions of the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury as near an approximate 
to what the merits of the case require as they are 
able to arrive at. The Auditor reports, in the 
aggregate, a sum of $2,714,808 55. The Delegates 
from Washington and Oregon protest against this 


reduction of their claims from the amount which | 


was audited by the commissioners sent out by 
order of Congress 


It will be seen by the Senate bill that that body 
has recognized the Auditor’s report, so far as the 
claims for the personal services of the volunteers 
are concerned, and reduced their pay to the Army 
standard; but they depart from the Auditor’s re- 
port, so far as to recognize the contracts for sup- 
plies made by the territorial authorities, and to 
pay the contract prices. The House committee 
cannot see any propriety in that discrimination. 
‘In fact, if there is any reason for giving prefer- 
ence to either, it seems to the committee that the 
personal services of those who are called into ser- 
vice in an inclement season of the year to go into 
a wilderness country, are better entitled to high 
pay than those who furnish supplies for the ser- 
vice; and certainly this Government is under no 
obligation to recognize the contracts of the terri- 
torial authorities, and particularly when it is re- 
| membered that the territorial authoriticsexpressly 
and distinctly refused to have the territorial militia 
mustered into the service of the United States, and 
supplied by the quartermaster of the United States 
Army. The territorial authorities of Oregon made 
contracts with parties to furnish supplies, and they, 
I suppose, are liable to the parties for the excess 
of price they contracted for above that paid by the 
regular Army. If thisGovernment pays pro rata 
the amount provided for in this bill, the State must 
take care of whatever it has contracted to pay 
beyond. 

Now, sir, I say we cannot recognize the justice 
of the discrimination made by the Senate committee 
in favor of the parties furnishing supplics, and of 
allowing them the contract prices charged, while 
the men engaged in the service are only entitled 
to Army rates. And, by the way, there is another 
reason for it. The deduction made in the supplies 
to the Army rates for similar supplies furnished 
to the quariermaster’s department in these Terri- 
tories, would not be very different from the amount 
that would be properly charged by the territorial 
authorities. It unquestionably was nothing be- 
yond the difference between the credit of the au- 
thorities of the United States and the credit of the 
territorial authorities there. That is all the dif- 
ference there can be. But the difference between 
the price agreed to be paid for personal service 
and the rate paid to soldiers of the United States 
in the service of the United States, is a much more 
serious matter. I can see no reason why, if the 
people of these Territories receive the prices that 
they were entitled to for supplies furnished to the 
Army of the United States, their cash value in that 
market and not here, and their cash value at the 
place were they were purchased, there should be 
any ground of complaint. ‘There certainly is much 
more reason for complaining that you could not 
procure the personal service of the men who were 
engaged in these expeditions, at the rate paid to 
the officers and soldiers of the Army of the Uni- 
ted States, because the personal services of men 
would command larger rates. 

I think, if there shall be any discrimination at 
all, that the Senate have discriminated the wrong 
way. I grant you,at once, that it isa loss to the 
people of the Territorics of Oregon and Wash- 
ington to enter the service and serve at Army 
pay. Butwhen you remember the condition of the 
country, the magnitude of these services, the ex- 
tent of our frontier, you must fix some standard 
by which compensation shall be made to volun- 
teers called into the service of the country hastily 
and temporarily, or you will have no sort of guard 
against imposition and fraud. It ought to be the 
policy of the Government to pay such pfices as 
would not make it an object of speculation, as 
| would not make it the interest of a frontier Ter- 
| ritory to engage in hostilities with the Indians, 
with a view of securing large pay for their ser- 
vices. No government in this world ever paid for 
military services the prices that labor would com- 
mand in the market. No government could do 
it. Theexpenditure is tooenormous. The rev- 
ennes of no government could meet it. Hence, 
every man must sacrifice something for the public 
| good; and when an invasion falls upon a people 
of any locality, and they enroll themselves for 
their own protection, for the protection of them- 
selves and their families, they have no right to 
expect to be fully compensated for the loss-of time 
and service as though they were working by the 
day. If they are reimbursed to the extent that 


the Government of the United States paysits offi- 
i cersand soldiers in the regular service in thesame 


locality, that is all this Government éan. 
would say, here, sir, that the:Committee.on-Mil- 
itary Affairs have applied that principle rigidly, 
in all the claims for services by volunteers, since 
I have been a member of that committee. . This 
House has passed numerous bills recognizing and 
adopting the same principle; and ‘it seems..to be 
necessary, for the purpose of administering equal 
justice to all the Territories, that we should apply 
that principle here. : BAD 
By the way, Mr. Chairman, there is an error 
in the report of the committee. It arose from a 
misapprehension of the basis. of the Senate re- 
port. The Senate reported $400,000 for the ‘pay 
of the troops called into service. The Committee 
on Military Affairs of the House supposed that 
that sum would not meet the amount which would 
be required apoi the principles adopted ‘by the 
committee, and therefore they increased it to a 
sum over five hundred thousand dollars. By a 
law passed some six or eight years ago, two: dol- 
lars per month in addition to the ordinary Army 
pay elsewhere, was allowed to the soldiers én- 
gaged in the service of the United States. upon the 
Pacific coast. The committee of the House sup- 
posed that extra pay was stillapplicable, and that 
these soldiers were still entitled to it-in addition 
to their regular pay; but it turns out that since 
the passage of the law allowing two dollars ad- 
ditional per month to the soldicrs upon the Pacific 
coast, there has been passed ‘a general law raising 
the pay of all the soldiers, and repealing the law 
giving two dollars per month extra pay to the sol- 
diers upon the Pacific coast. Therefore, the Sen- 
ate committee is right in the amount that. would 
he required to liquidate the claims upon the prin~ 
ciple adopted by the committee. I thereforemove 
to strike out the sumas it stands in the amend- 
ment of the committee, and insert $400,000 in its 
stead. i : 

I think that covers all I desire to say on this 
subject; and I now leave the subject to other gen- 
tlemen, and especially the gentlemen from Oregon 
and Washington, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington Territory. I 
give notice that I will at the proper time move an 
amendment to strike out and insert. Will it be 
in order now, 1 would inquire‘of the Chair, if E 
moved it as a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question will be 
on the amendment moved by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Sranron] to the amendment of the 
committee. If that should be voted down, then 
the question will be on the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Washington. aes 

Mr. STOUT. Mr. Chairman, it would not be 
proper for me, at this late day in the session, to 
detain the Hoase or the committee unreasonably 
in the discussion of this matter; and my only 
apology in taking up any time at all, is because 
of the importance of the pending measure to the 
people I have the honor to represent. In what I 
say, I shall be compelled to differin some respects 
with the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and indeed with the majority 
of that committee, who recommend the adoption 
of the substitute. I desire, sir, the adoption of the 
Senate bill, without further amendment than aù 


| additional clause providing for the payment of this 


claim in bonds of the Government, redeemable 
in twenty years, at six per cent. per annum in- 
terest. ‘That is the proposition my friend from 
Washington Territory will submit at the proper 
time, for the action of the committee andthe 
House. ; : 

I will now endeavor, Mr. Chairman, to meet 
some of the objections attempted to be raised by 
the gentleman from Ohio to the Senate bill, In 
order that the committee may more fally under- 
stand the points of difference between those bills, 
I desire the attention of members while I refer to 
the language of the bills themselves. The Senate 
bill provides for the payment of supplies, as fol- 
lows: . 

For the payment of supplies, transportation, personal 
services, &c,, 83,000,000: Provided, That allelaims there- 
for, arising from contracts previously made by competent 
authority, shall be paid upon the presentation of proper 


! vouchers; butif not so contracted for, they shall be settled 


upon tenns of equity and justice, at prices not exceeding 
the highest rates prevaicni in that country at that time, to 
be ascertained by purchases made for the regular service 5 
but no claim for services rendered to volunteers after they 
were mustered out of the service shall be allowed, nor shall 
compensation be made for the services of any person in 


| more thai one capacity for the same time. And all claitas 
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of said volunteers for horses, arnis, and other property lost 
-or destroyed in said service, shall be audited and settled 
according to the act approved the 34 of March, 1649. 

The House bill provides that— 

For the payment of claims for services, supplies, trans- 
portation, &c., incurred in the maintenance of said voltin- 
teers, $2,250,000 to be paid upon the principle, and agree- 
ably to the rates for services, supplies, transportation, &e., 
‘allowed and reported by the Third Auditor of the Treasury 
in bis aforesaid report-of the 7th of February, 1860: Pro- 
vided, That said Auditor be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed, whenever, in his opinion, the evidence in 
support of any claim for services, supplies, transportation, 
or otherwise, is not sufficient to establish such claim, or 
where‘he may have doubts as to the genuineness thereof, 
to require additional and satisfactory proof touching such 
claim, or the vaiue of the services rendered, or supplies 
furnished, before reporting such claim for settlement and 
payment as herein directed: And provided further, That 
no compensation shall be made for the services of any per- 
son in more than one capacity for the same time; and all 
payments made in pursuance of this act shall be received 
jn full satisfaction and discharge of the claims upon which 
they are made. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all claims for 
horses or other property lost or destroyed in said service 
shall be settled according to the act approved the 3d of 
March, 1849, providing for payment for horses or other 

roperty lost or destroyed in the military service of the 

nited States. 


Now, sir, I want to satisfy the committee of the 
impropriety of adopting, at this time, the action 
of the Third Auditor as final and conclusive in 
the settlement of these claims, as the Committee 
on Military Affairs seem inclined to. And in 
doing so, I will call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that the Third Auditor, in his report, 
has stated to the House that he had not sufficient 
evidence to determine whether or -not he has ar- 
rived at a correct conclusion; and that his means 
of information were quite limited. If that be so, 
as he states—and. that there may be no mistake, 
1 refer gentlemen to the report itself—I say it is 
unjust upon the part of this House to take the 
report of the Third Auditor as conclusive against 
these claimants. Te says in this report, which 
the committee desire to make conclusive against 
my constituents: 


“Tf, therefore, it shall appear that my action has been in 
any degree erroncous, in consequence of want of personal 
knowledge of the subject, or of full and reliable data, my 
apology must be found in the fact that serious difficulties 
surrounded many points necessary to be investigated in 
order to arrive at correct conclusions, and that the means 
of obtaining information at my command were very lin- 
ited.” 


Here, then, is an admission upon the part of 


the Third Anditor that the means of obtaining 
correct testimony in relation to these claims, were 
limited. Now, the Committee on Military Affairs 
propose to make that report final and conclusive 
In reference to these claims. 
words, that no claim shall be allowed fora greater 
amount than is fixed by the ‘Third Auditor, not- 
withstanding the Third Auditor, according to his 
own admission, fixed those amounts without a 
full knowledge of all the facts of the case. 

Now, what we desire is, that under the Senate 
bill, this matter may be Icft in such a position 
that the claims may be audited at the Treasur 
Department when they are presented; and that if 
there is not sufficient evidence before the ‘Treas- 
ury Department, as the papers now stand, to sat- 
isfy the Department that the claims should be 
allowed in the present form, they may take further 
testimony, and allow such amount as they are 
satisfied is due, in addition to thatallowed by the 
Third Auditor; and that if they find the Third 
Auditor was correct, the Department will allow 
what the Third Auditor has allowed. 

But a further injustice in this bill is this: it pro- 
vides that, while the report of the Third Auditor 
shall be conclusive as against all, for as a larger 
sum than the Auditor allows is concerned, yet 
the Third Auditor may, in his discretion, take 
testimony to reduce the amount which he has 
already, in his report, declarcd that these men are 
entitled to, with no discretion to increase the 
amount, though, upon further examination, he 
shall find that they are justly entitled to a larger 
amount. Now, the Senate bill will leave the mat- 
ter entirely open; and while he can take testimony, 


the effect of which shall be to reduce theamount, | 


he can also take testimony which will show that 
the parties are entitled to more than he has re 
ported as due them, and allow them accordingly. 

I had desired, when this bill should be consid- 
ered, to be able to take up the consideration of 


made against my immediate constituents in rela- 


tion to this matter; and were it not so near the i: 


That is, in other | 


close of the session, and important measures now 
pending before Congress, I should really hope for 
a careful attention whilc I discuss these questions, 
The gentleman from Ohio has suggested that, in 
the report of the commission appointed to exam- 
ine these claims, the Third Auditor found several 
errors. Now, I take it upon myself to state that 
the Third Auditor was mistaken in his view of 
the matter when he said he had found errors; but 
the mere fact that he had not the testimony be- 
fore him upon which to determine these cases, is 
the reason why he arrived at the conclusion that 
there were errors in the report. For instance: the 
gentleman from Ohio has said that some persons 
were allowed double and triple pay for services 
during the war. Thatisanerror. So far as Ore- 
gon is concerned—and I speak more particularly 
for her now, because Washington is represented 
here by a gentleman upon this floor more familiar 
with all these matters than myself—I can show 
that it is not the case that triple or double pay 
has been allowed in any case referred to by the 
Third Auditor; and the gentleman’s supposition 
that it is so, grows out of the fact that he had no 
testimony by which to determine whether he was 
right or wrong. 

It is true it appears that some individual has 
been allowed for personal services as volunteer, 
and, at the same time, has been allowed monthly 
pay for transporting troops and military stores 
for the Government upon his ferry. And this, 
the Third Auditor says, is his evidence of double 
pay upon the part of the commissioners. Now, 
the individual to whom it is alleged this double 
pay was allowed was in the militia, was in the 
active service in the field, and at the same time 


| owned a ferry. His hired men conducted the 


business of the ferry, and did the business though 
the vouchers do not show that more than one man 
was engaged in it; and the commissioners, when 
they audited the claim, knew perfectly well the 
condition of matters, and therefore reported in 
favor of it. Į might go on and allude to all the 
objections of this kind raised by the report. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to know of the gen- 
tleman whether this same man was not receiving 
arent of $120 a month from the Government for 
his ferry at the same time. 

Mr. STOUT. No, sir. You refer, I suppose, 
to the case of the Dalles. 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STOUT. I will leave that matter to the 
consideration of the gentleman from Washington 
‘Territory; but I will simply say that this case is 
susceptible of the same explanation that I have 
given to these other cases in relation to ferrying. 

The gentleman from Ohio insists that the Sen- 
ate bill discriminates as between personal services 
and supplies furnished; and that the bill gives a 
preference in favor of those who furnished sup- 


| plies over those who were engaged in the military 


service. In that the gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken, It is truc that the bill only provides for 
paying those engaged in actual military services 
according to rates allowed in the regular Army, 
The Senate bill, in fact, proposes to allow solely 
and simply what the Federal Government was 


paying at that time; and the bill says,in so many | 
| words, that when these claims shall be pares 


at the Treasury Department, and audited, the 


| Seerctary of the Treasury may inquire into this 


matter; leaving the accounts, where there is no 
contract to be setiled, as in the regular service. 
Then I say that the gentleman is in error in re- 
gard to the character of the Senate bill. 

So far as personal services are concerned, I 
wish the committee and my constituents to un- 
derstand that I have never willingly consented 
that the pay of the volunteers in the Indian wars 
in Oregon shall be put down to the pay of troops 
in the regular service. I look upon it as most 
gross injustice to the people I represent. Many 
of them, at the time they volunteered and went 
into the regular service, 1 know left occupations 


: where they were making from three to five dol- 


lars per day; and here they are allowed only the 
amount paid the regular service, So far, then, as 
that portion either of the House bill or of the Sen- 


ate bill is concerned, I am notatall satisfied with 
ii it; and I have used all my efforts, before the com- 
‘| mittee and with members of the House, to have 
some of the important charges which have been | 


the provision changed so thatthe payment might 
be increased reasonably in proportion to the 
wages allowed for other services in that State. 


| between three and four million dollars. 


So far as the prices allowed for transportation 
and supplies are concerned, as the gentleman from 
Ohio did not allude to any particular class of prices 
or any particular articles, it will not be necessary 
for me to refer to that. It is enough for this com- 
mittee to know that all these matters will be passed 
upon by the Treasury Department, where con- 
tracts have not been made and entered into by the 
Government. Where contracts were made in good 
faith with individuals, and they, under these con- 
tracts, furnished supplies, the Government ought 
to pay the amount provided by the contracts; and 
the gentleman from Ohio admits that the territo- 
rial government oughtto doit. Well, now, when 
he admits that the territorial government ought 
to pay contract prices or whatever the Federal 
Government fails to pay; then he virtually admits 
that the Federal Government ought to pay them, 
because we are entitled to protection from the Fed- 
eral Government; andif we are entitled to a part 
of this, then we are entitled to all. All we are 
legally bound for, the Federal Government is 
legally bound for. We. are as much entitled to 
protection from the ravages and hostile attacks of 
Indians as if it had been the British forces that 
attacked us. There is no distinction whatever— 
and none has ever been made in the case of other 
States, for whose benefit measures similar to this 
have been passed. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that this claim is one 
to understand which much time and investigation 
are required. I do notexpect that many mem- 
bers of the committee have bestowed as much 
investigation upon this matter as I have, or as the 
Committee on Military Affairs have; but I do 
desire that they shall hesitate long before they do 
the people T represent the injustice which is pro- 
posed in this House bill as against the Senate bill. 
The Committee on Military Affairs will do me 
the justice to say that while I have consented to 
take the Senate bill, I have protested against the 
injustice of it, and have insisted that the report 
of the commission appointed by the Government 
and sent here to audit these claims ought to be 
taken as final and conclusive against the Federal 
Government. You sent your commission there, 
composed of two officers of the Army and one 
citizen, and directed them to examine into this 
matter, and find out the amount that was due. 
Those men went there. Two of them—one an 
officer in the military service, and the other a cit- 
izen—were resident in the Territory when the 
war took place, and they knew from personal 
knowledge much about it. They went on, in ac- 
cordance with the act of Congress, and examined 
this matter. They determined the amount that 
was due and reported it to the Secretary of War. 
The Secretary of War examined this report and 
sent it to this House, reeommending the payment 
of the amount found to be due; and now you pro- 
pose to go behind that action and reduce the 
amount more than one half. I say that in doing 
so, you are doing gross injustice to the people Í 
represent. 

Mr. HASKIN. Will the gentleman from Ore- 
gon permit me to put an interrogatory to him? 

Mr. STOUT. ith pleasure. 

Mr. HASKIN. What Secretary of War re- 
commended as he has stated? and what will be 
the total sum paid out of the Treasury if this bill 
passes? 

Mr. STOUT. The total sum to be paid out of 
the Treasury, if the Senate bill passes, will be 
That 
will be the total sum. ‘The amount reported by 
the commission is a little over six million dollars. 
But we now propose, as a last resort, to save 
some of our citizens, creditors of the Govern- 
ment, from bankruptcy, and because we have 
not been able to get justice, as we belicve, from 
this Congress, to take the Senate bill, which has 
reduced the amount nearly one half; but, on the 
back of that, the House committee propose to 


j reduce even that. 


Mr. HASKIN. What Secretary of War rec- 
ommended it? 

Mr. STOUT. Mr. Davis recommended it, as 
well as Mr. Floyd. Mr. Davis first recommended 


| it,and spoke of the waras one in which the whites 


were unfortunately, yet necessarily, involved. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, is it just to my people, 
who, two or three years ago, were told by acom- 
mission appointed by this Government that they 
were entitled to a certain amount, to cut down 
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that amount more than a hundred per cent.? Is it 
just on the part of this Congress towards them? 
Most certainly it is not; and I know that no mem- 
ber of this committee, who has taken the pains 
to investigate this matter carefully, divested of 
prejudice, will be willing to vote for the House bill. 

-This, bill, as I have said, is one which it takes 
much time and trouble to investigate; but I have 
taken every pains to call the attention of members 
to it, that they might investigate it and understand 
it before I asked them to vote for it. I did not 
want any member of the House to actsimply upon 
my statement; and hence I have taken pains at 
all times to furnish them with what I believe to 
be correct information in relation to it, so that 
they might act understandingly. 

Mr. Chairman, all Į ask for my people, in this 
matter or any other, is justice at the hands of 
Congress; and I must say that, if you refuse to 
pay this claim, or if you adopt the House bill, 
and refuse to give us the Senate bill, you will be 
guilty of an act of the grossest injustice—though, 
I admit, unintentional—that Congress has ever 
been guilty of. 

Many of our people went to Oregon when the 
title of that country was in dispute between Great 
Britain and the United States, and the very fact 
that our people occupied the territory was used 
as an argument in favor of our right to the coun- 
uy by those who had the adjustment of the ques- 
tion, on the part of the United States, in their 
hands, and had very much to do in settling the 
question. Aslongago as 1838, Mr. Cushing stated, 
in a report to this House from the Committee of 
Commerce, that that country now known as the 
State of Oregon and the Territory of Washing- 
ton had even then been the source of many hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars to this Government, 
and it has gone on increasing in importance rapidly 
since that time. It is true that the Government 
has not yet received any benefit from Oregon and 
Washington, so far as the public lands are con- 
cerned; Dut I call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that there are, to-day, in the State of 
Oregon and the Territory of Washington nearly 
one hundred and fifty million acres of public lands 
yet unoccupied. 

The title to much of. these lands has been ex- 
tinguished, either by that war or by treaties made 
subsequently to it; and one result of this loss of 
life and property incurred in that war has been 
to add to the public lands of the Federal Govern- 
ment, Out of one hundred and fifty million acres 
of public lands, at least $50,000,000 worth will 
be brought into market within a few years. Their 
location, and the condition of Oregon in regard to 
inducements to emigration, are such that these 
lands must be soon brought into market, and 
become, in a few years, a source of considerable 
revenue. When that day comes, and when our 
commercial relations shall become of a more im- 
portant character than they now are, public atten- 
tion will be turned to Oregon, and the General 
Government will be more ready to look after her 
interests, I trust, Mr. Chairman, that even to- 
day the interests of Oregon will not be overlooked 
or disregarded by Congress. For my own part, 
I will not bring myself to believe that this com- 
mittee will show itself indifferent to the interests 
of a people who, though removed at a far dis- 
tance from the capital, are still a part of theirown 
kindred, and about whom they know little, ex- 
cept what they learn from their Representatives 
on this floor. I will not believe the committee 
will show itself so indifferent to the rights and 
interests of this people as to vote down this just 
and proper measure. I now appeal to them in 
behalf of their own friends and kindred, who 
have gone out from among them to the far-distant 
West. to the Pacific coast, and who have settled 
that country, conquered the Indian, and reduced 
the valleys to cultivation; I appeal to them, in 
the name of those persons, to come up to-day and 
do them justice. If you vote against this bill, if 
you refuse what we ask at this time, you will be 
denying justice to your own kindred and friends 
as well as my constituents; because, while they 
are my constituents, itis but a few years since 
they went out from among you And they who 
did thus go out from among you constituted your 
best citizens, your most daring and industrious 


citizens, and those who are most deserving of | 


any favors which this Government can bestow 
upon its people. 


| promptly rendered in prosecuting an arduous winter cam- |! 


This bill is, in my judgment, a more important 
measure than some have seemed to consider it; 
and I trust that the committee will, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that other seemingly more important 
measures demand their time and consideration, di- 
vest themselves temporarily of care for those ques- 
tions, give to this matter a fair, candid considera- 
tion, and mete out equal justice to the people whom 
I represent. 

I wish further to say, Mr. Chairman, that since 
this matter has been made a special order, agen- 
tleman from Oregon, the Hon. J. W. Nesmith, 
United States Senator elect from that State, hasar- 
rived here, and at the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. McCrerwanp] has made to him 
a written statement in regard to some facts con- 
nected with this matter. This Mr. Nesmith was 
commissioner of Indian affairs. He was acolonel 
in command of the regiment which went to the 
Walla-Walla country in 1855-56, and was familiar 
with all the circumstances connected with this mat- 
ter. So much confidence had the Government in 
him on account of his transactions at that time, 
that immediately after the close of the war he was 
appointed superintendent of Indian affairs for the 

erritories of Oregon and Washington. With the 
consent of the gentleman from Illinois, I desire 
that thatletter from Mr. Nesmith shall be presented 
and read to the committee, for it makesa clear and 
concise statement of many facts which it will be 
interesting for the commitice to know. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman from 
Oregon has referred to a communication received 
by myself from a distinguished citizen of Oregon, 
a member elect of the Senate from that State, It 
contains a very clear and precise statement of the 
case, and one which I think it would be proper 
for the committce to hear. I therefore send it up 
to be read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Wasnincron, D. C., February 20, 1861. 

Dear Sir: I desire to submit to your consideration the 
folowing brief statement of tacts, relative to the Oregon 
war debt, for the paymentof which there is a bilt now pend- 
ing before the House of Representatives. As the limits of 
an ordinary letter will not permit the presentation of the 
subject in extenso, t shall confine myself to the condensa- 
tion merely of a few simple facts, upon which, as Icon- 
sider, the justice of the claims of the people of Oregon 
mainly depends. 

Causes of the War.—During the summer of 1855, the va- 
rions tribes of Indians inhabiting Oregon and Washington 
Territories began to manifest a disposition of hostility to 
the whites, and perpetrated several murders of our citizens 
in southern Oregon. During the same summer, parties who 
were attempting to reach the mines from Puget Sound, in 
Washington ‘Territory, were attacked in the Yakima coun- 
try, and a Mr. Mattice, with others, was murdered, while 
passing through that country, by the Yakima Indians. Re- 
ports of these outrages rcaching the ears of Indian sub-agent 
Bolon, who was stationed at the Dalles of the Columbia, 
and east of the Caseade mountains, he went to the Yakima 
country, alone and unarmed, for the purpose of instituting 
an inquiry in relation to the reported outrages ; but he was 
seized by the Indians and murdered in the most brutal man- 
ner. Upon the receipt of the report of Bolon’s murder at 
the Dalles, Major Raines, 4th infantry United States Army, 
then stationed at the Dalles, and in command of the dis- 
trict, dispatched Major Haller, with a small command of 
United States troops, to the Yakima country to ascertain 
the facts in the ease. Major Hailer had penetrated only 
about seventy miles into the {ndian country when, near the 
Atanaham, he was suddenly surrounded by an overwhelm- 
ing force of Indians in war costume; and who, without a 
parley, at once commenced a most destructive fire upon his 
command. Without detailing the incidents of the battle— 
a full report of which can be found, I presume, at the War 
Office—sufiice it to say, that the Major suffered the loss of 
one fourth of his command, in killed and wounded; and 
only made good his retreat by a manifestation of courage 
and intrepidity rarely equaled, and never excelled, in the 
face of an enemy so superior in point of numbers. When 
the news of Major Haller’s defeat became generally known 
in our settlements, a degree of consternation prevailed | 
which can only be understood or appreciated by a sparse | 
frontier population, surrounded on almost all sides by a sav- | 
age enemy, and with no succor near. Major Raines atonce | 
called upon the Governors of Oregon and Washington Ter- 
ritories for a volunteer force. The citizens of both these | 
Territories promptly responded to the call of an officer of 
their country, in a manner creditable to their patriotism 
and characteristic of the pioncer of our frontiers. Owing, 
however, toa repugnance on the part of our citizens to being 
subjected to the rigid rules of the regular service, they de- 
clined being mustered into service under officers of the reg- 
ular Army, but were willing to peril their lives in the de- | 
fense of their country, under the command of officers of | 
their own selection. The state of war then existing, and | 

i 
| 
i 
} 
i 


threatening the destruction of our settlements, ieft no time 
for our people to investigate the power under which our 
various officers acted. They were satisfied that an emer- 
gency existed which called for their services, and these they 


paign, and furnishing the requisite supplies to keep troops 
in the field. 
Shortly after hostilities had commenced east of the Cas- 


BE. 


cade mountains, the powerful tribes of the south took up 
arms and devastated a large portion of Rogue river and Cow 


creck valleys, in-southern. Oregon.: "Che. united tribes. on 
Puget Sound, at about the same time, imitated the sanguin- 
ary acts of their southern brethren in’ Oregon, and within 
the space of one short month, the whole of Oregon and 
Washington Territories became involved in à. relentless 
and sanguinary war. Without wearying you with the de- 
tails of the many savage barbarities perpetrated. upon our 
people, F will content myself with stating, that the-Gov- 
ernors of Oregon and Washington Territories, both. gen- 
tlemen of character, and representing the- United’ States 
Government, invested, by the acts organizing their respect- 
ive Territories, with power as comimander-ii-chief of the 
militia, did give their official ‘sanction and their individual 
energies to the prosecution of the war. a : 

On the 18th day of August, 1656, the subject was brought 
before Congress, and that body authorized the appointment 
of a board of commissioners to investigate and report upon 
the liabilities contracted.’ The board selected consisted of 
Captain Rufus Ingalls, quartermaster’s department, Uni- 
ted States Army, and Captain A. J. Smith, first dragoona, 
both officers of character and experience, having served. a 
long time on the Pacific coast, and being stationed ‘there 
during the war, were familiar with its’ merits: and ‘the 
character of the claims: which grew dut of it. -The other 
member of the commission was Hon., L, F. Grover; who 
had rendered persoual service during the war, and whose 
long residence in Oregon made him familiar also with al} 
that pertained to its prosecution. This commission, sè- 
lected by the Government, and acting under their solemn 
oaths, found, after a careful and. fall investigation of the 
matter, that there was due to the people of Oregon and 
Washington the sum of $5,931,424 78. On the 8th day of 
February, 1858, Congress referred the accounts to the Thira 
Auditor of the United States Treasury; for reéxamination. 
His report bears date February 7, 1860, and it doés great in- 
justice to our people. Profoundly ignorant of the causes 
which led to the war, and apparently knowing nothing of 
the difliculties of its prosecution, he seems to have ex- 
hausted his energies in hunting up objections to the allow- 
ance of a just claim. The dignity of the Auditor’s office 
seems to have been lost sight of, in pettifogging a case infa- 
vor ofthe Government, and against the honest citizens who 
prosecuted a defensive war. Fhe fallacies ofthe Auditors 
report have been fully exposed by Mr. Srevens; of Wash- 
ington, and Grover, of Oregon. 

The bill which has passed the Senate, and is now pend- 
ing before the House, provides for the appropriation of 
$3,400,000, and in order to protect the Government against 
frauds, provides for another examination of the accounts 
by the ‘T'reasury Department. In conclusion, I desire to 
condense the whole matter in the following propositions : 

1. The war had its origin, not in any fault of our citi- 
zens, but.in the aggressions of the Indians. 

2. The civil and the military officers of the Government 
recognized the war in a variety of public acts. 

3. Congress gave a public recognition of it in the ap- 
pointment of a commission to audit its claims or accounts. 

4. Allegiance and protection being recognized as recipro~ 
cal, and under our Government, where it fails to: protect a 
community, that community is entitled to indemnification 
for expenses incurred in obtaining the protection due to 
them from the General Government. $ i 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, i 
J. W. NESMITH, 
Hon. Joun A. McCLERNAND, House of Representatives, 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, I am ad- 
monished, Mr. Chairman, by: the lateness of the 
hour, to make my remarks exceedingly brief. 
I have had occasion at a previous Congress to 
address the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union on this question; and I would say 
nothing. at the present time, were 1 not of the 
Opinion that a few remarks in regard to. some 
questions not touched upon would be pertinent. 
It will be borne in mind by those gentlemen who 
were members of the last Congress, that when 
this matter was referred to the Third Auditor 
for a report, the Delegates from Oregon and Wash- 
ington—Oregon still being a Territory—protested 
against such reference, on the ground that it was 
not possible for any gentleman in an office in this 
city to give to the subject the investigation it re- 
quired. Nevertheless, the House referred the 
matter to the Third Auditor. We find that the 
Third Auditor was himself conscious of his ina- 
bility to examine it properly, and he applied. to 
Congress for an appropriation to enable him to 


| send trustworthy gentlemen to those Territories 


to investigate the matter on the spot. We-have 
had the report of the Third Auditor, and we find 
from that report conclusive and overwhelming 
evidence of the necessity ofan examination on the 
very theater where the military operations were 
carried on. We find running through this report 
constant proofs that the Auditor himself was in 
doubt about his conclusions, and that he is con- 
stantly referring to such evidence as he has, as 
though it were incomplete and insufficient. 
What, sir, -was the necessity of this reference 
toan officer in this city, when Congress had the 
report of the commissioners who had made their 
examination on the ground? Did gentlemen doubt 
the integrity of these commissioners? Was it be- 
lieved that these commissioners were in the inter- 
est of the claimants either in Oregon or Washing- 
ton? Sir, no allegation of the kind has everbeen 
made. They were men who had the confidence 
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of the Army. They were men of experience and 
probity. They state in their report that they trav- 
eled extensively over the country, and that in 
cases of doubt they took testimony; and they 
awarded what, from their own personal knowl- 
edge.and from the testimony which they took, 
they believed that justice required at the hands of 
~ the Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, weare not here stickling 
for the report of that commission being sanctioned 
by Congress. We have heretofore fought for that 
report, and contended that it was nothing more 
than justice to our people that Congress should 
rive. validity to the conclusions of that report. 

uch was our demand at the last Congress. Such 
was'our demand at the last session of the present 
Congress. But, as my friend from Oregon has 
stated, we have concluded to be satisfied with the 


report of the Military Committee in the Senate, | 
How can any gentle- 


and with the Senate bill. 
man make objection to the basis of that bill? We 
do not ask now that our volunteers shall be paid 
more than the pay of the soldiers of the regular 
service, although we think it would be but simple 
justice to pay them according to the awards of 
the commissioners. 

But if there beany point in the argument of the 
honorable chairman of the Military Committee in 
stating that the Senate should have discriminated, 
not in the matter of pay, but in the matter of sup- 
plies, it means this: the Senate having done in- 
justice in the one case, it ought also to do injus- 
tice in the other. Mr. Chairman, we are very glad 
to have justice even in one case. We did protest, 
and vehemently protest, against the injustice of 
fixing the pay of volunteers and for supplies at 
the rates allowed in the substitute of the House 
committee. 1 shall not go into the report of the 
Third Auditor except to state that, in his award, 
he has given us the advantage, not of the highest 
price paid in the regular service, but simply of 
the average price; and a critical examination will 
show that that average is in some cases nearly the 
minimum. The Senate bill gives us the advant- 
age of the maximum rates paid for in the regular 
service, It is notorious that the regular service 
in Oregon did pay five dollars per bushel for oats, 
which was referred to by the gentleman from 
Ohio as a mark of the extravagance of the volun- 
teer service.. It did pay over one hundred dol- 
lars a ton for hay. But, Mr. Chairman, it is not 
worth while to consume longer the time of this 
committee. My own physical strength will not 
permit me to go on; and I close, asking the House 
to do justice to these claimants, 


Mr. STOUT. I willstate to the Chair that the | 


gentieman from Ohio has expressed a willingness 
to withdraw his proposed amendment until we 
take a vote upon the proposition offered by the 
gentleman from Washington, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will with great 
pleasure accede to any arrangement the committee 
may see fit to make. Under the rules, the first 
question would arise upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio, as an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 1f, however, the chairman of that 
committee is willing to withdraw his amendment, 
and there is no objection on the part of the com- 
mittec, the Chair will first propound the question 
on the substitute of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington, 


Mr. STANTON. 


I do not see any advantage to be derived on his 
part by having the vote taken on his amendment 
at this particular moment. If I withdraw my 
amendment, L suppose it will again be in order 
after his has been disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be in order 

Mr. STANTON. I then withdraw my amend- 
ment for the moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
even with the amendment of the gentleman from 


Ohio withdrawn, undertherule, he would be bound | 


to put the question first upon the amendment of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, The rule pro 


vides that the amendments submitted by a com- | 


mittee shall fi 


rst be put. 


Mr. STANTON. 1 understand the proposi- || 
tion of the gentleman from Washington is a sub- | 


stitute for the amendment of the committec. 
Mr. STOUT. It is. 
The CHAIRMAN The Chair understands it 


The Chair supposes that | 


Tam perfectly willing that || 
that course shall be taken, though F confess that | 


| have been avoided. Butif you will look through 
| these documents; if you will examine the cor- 


| for were not permitted to be mustered into the 


to be asubstitute for the whole bill of the Senate, 
amendment and all. If there be no objection, 
however, -he will put the question upon that sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. STANTON, I will suggest to the gentle- 
man from Oregon, that my amendment to the 
amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
had better first be disposed of by way of perfect- 
ing that amendment. It does not affect really the 
amendment involved at all, but it is necessary, I 
think, to perfect the amendment. I cannot see 
any advantage the gentleman from Oregon will 
gain by the course he suggests. 

Mr. STOUT. Iam willing the question shall 


‘be taken upon the amendment of the gentleman 


from Ohio, and then let the question come up be- 
tween my amendment and that of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STANTON. There will, I presume, be 
no objection to my amendment at all. 

Mr.SHERMAN. 1 desire, before any voteis 
taken, to offer a provision for paying whatever 
amount shail be decided on, in bonds. That will 
be necessary, whichever proposition in respect to 
the amount is determined upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest 
to the gentleman from Ohio, that his amendment 
will be more properly offered, after the committee 
has decided which of these particular measures 
under consideraton they will adopt. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; E will withhold 
my amendment for the present. 

Mr. OLIN. Iam extremely reluctant to utter 
a word against this claim, which has now been 
before Congress for the last five or six years. It 
is an ungracious task to opposca bill involving so 
large an amountagainst the Government, in which 
so numerous a class are interested. I took occa- 
ion, early in the session of the Thirty-Fifth Con- 
gress, to examine, with great care and industry, 
every one of the now very numerous documents 
in the Departments of this Government which 
would throw any light upon the origin, the jus- 
tice, and the nature of this claim; and were I not 
constrained by an urgent sense of duty, arising 
from the careful and patient investigation 1 have 
given this subject, 1 should much prefer to give 
my silent vote upon it. But, sir, am satisfied 
that it isa claim which ought not to receive the 
sanction of this Congress, and that, if acquiesced 
in, it willlead to consequences most disastrous to 
the Government. I have no doubt, after the most 
thorough investigation, as I have said, and from 
every source of authority upon which ! could lay 


; my hands, that if a measure were now before this 


Louse toindemnify the various Indian tribes upon 
which these outrages have been committed, it 
would strongly commend itself to the equity and 


| justice of the Government. 


These wars, in their origin, were wholly un- 
provoked and wholly needless, and in every sense 
of the word an outrage. They were prosecuted 
in defiance of the General Government, and in 
opposition to its authority. { might go into the 
details of the correspondence, now on file in the 
War Department, and show, from every variety 
and source of information, that whatever may 
have been the cause which provoked the first 
outbreak, however justifiable or unjustifiable the 
cause may bave been, if the Governor of the 
'Territory of Oregon had assented to the proposi- 
tion that the four companies of militia called for, 
and attempted to be mustered into the service of 
the United States; if he had assented to that 
proposition, the greater portion of this expense, 
and the greater portion of this bloodshed, would 


respondence of the Governor of Oregon and the 
Governor of Washington, I venture to say there 
is not one word to be found which, in the judg- 
ment of this House, would be regarded as any 
excuse for refusing to have those troops mustered 
into the service of the United States. The refusal 
of the Governor of Oregon to allow these com- 
panies of militia to be mustered into the service | 
of the United States, was based upon the ground į 
that these people wanted to make war upon their 
own account; that they wanted to prosecute the 
war either for the plunder or extermination of 
these Indian tribes, in defiance of the Gencral 
Government; and therefore the companies called 


service Now, I say, whatever may have been 


the origin of this war, the fact that it was con- 
ducted by the authorities of these Territories, in 
defiance of the General Government, would con- 
strain me to oppose the payment of the expense 
of it by the General Government. The forces of 
the General Government had been sent, and were 
maintained there at great expense on the Pacific 
coast, whose sole object was to preserve peace 
upon the frontier between our citizens and the 
various Indian tribes. The officers in command 
of these forces were responsible to the Govern- 
ment for the proper discharge of this duty, and 
were eminently better qualified to perform it. 

Mr. BURCH. In raply to that argument, I 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read, a letter from 
General Harney, who was then in command of 
the army in Oregon. 

Mr. OLIN. The gentleman ought to know 
General Harney was not in command in Oregon 
at this time. I will hear the letter read, however, 
if not too long. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 21, 1861. 

GENTLEMEN: Your communication of the 19th instant 
has been reccived. It informs me of your desire to obtain 
iny Opinion ‘‘as to the fairness of the prices charged for the 
supplies, transportation, &c., furnished by our tellow-citi- 
zens on account of the Indian war in Oregon and Wash- 
ington, in 1855 and 1856.” 

În answer to your request, J should be glad to submit a 
much more detailed statement than this communication 
can offer in support of my opinions; but being now sepa~ 
rated from the command in Oregon, I could only obtain this 
information by a slow and uncertain process. You will 
therefore, Y trast, excuse any omissions in this respect. 

The first question to be presented in relation to the war 
in Oregon of 1855-56 mnst be: Was the action of the citi- 
zeus of Oregon and Washington necessary, in furnishing 
men, supplies, transportations, &c., for the prosceution of 
that war? 

To this I reply, that the circumstances of their position 
forced upon the people of Oregon and Washington, in 
1855-56, the action they adopted to prevent the Indians 
from destroying their property, murdering their families, 
and driving themselves trom the country. In the autumn 
of 1855 there was a simultaneous breaking out of fierce 
hostilities in the whole country, from California to Puget 
Sound. ‘The number of regular troops at that time in that 
command was: so few that several of the miiitary stations 
were temporarily held by the volunteers, while the regu- 
lars were in the field; and the citizens of Washington Ter- 
ritory, in particular, were compelled to assemble with their 
families atstrong points and put themselves in block-houses, 
These buildings are to be seen there to this day. As ad- 
ditional evidence of the unprotected condition of that coun- 
try in that war, and also that the citizens were not able to 
cope with it successfully, I refer to the campaign of 1858, 
against the Indians of Oregon and Washington, carried on 
by two or three thousand men, (regulars,) under the com- 
mand of General Clarke. 

The campaigns of 1855-56-58 show that so far from the 
war having been broughtabout by the aggressive acts of the 
whites, there was a grand coalition of all the Indians to 
drive the whites from the country; indeed, information 
subsequently obtained established the faet that this coali- 
tion was formed for this purpose. 

Such was the state of affairs after this campaign, that on 
my arrival with that command, I considered itunsafe to re- 
duce the force then there, and made a recommendation to 
that effect to the Government. ‘The peace enjoyed in Ore- 
gon and Washington for the Jast two years was due to the 
proper distribution and maintenance of sucha force within 
their limits. 

Second.’ T'he necessity of the war of 1855-56, on the part 
of the people of Oregon and Washington, being admitted, 
the question arises as to the equitable adjustment of their 
claims for services, supplies, &e., during the time they were 
so engaged. Congress recognized these claims, and deemed 
it expedient and proper to direct the Secretary of War to 
appoint a commission to investigate and report upon them. 
The duty was faithfully discharged by the commission, and 
itis gratifying to me to declare, that their decisions were 
as fair, just, and equitable as could be made. The interests 
of the Government, as well as the rights of the citizens, 
were never lost sight of in any case that came under my 
observation, T'he members of that commission I know 
well, and I do not believe a more able one, for the duty as- 
signed, could have been appointed. IT shall therefore take 
the liberty of speaking of these gentlemen individually. 
ain A, J. Smith, of the first dragoons, went to Cafi- 
fornia in 1847, with General Kearny’s command, and has 
served in every part of that coast from San Diego, Califor- 
nia, to Walla-Walla, in Washington Territory. His inti- 
mate knowledge of the relative values of all the Army sup- 
plies in the dificrent parts of our country besides the Pacific 
coast, rendered him a valuabie member of the commission. 

Captain Rufus Ingalls, assistant quartermaster United 
States Army, has served in Oregon and Washington nearly 
twelve years. I consider Captain Ingalls one of the most 
able disbursing offi in the Army, whose energy and in- 
telligence distinguish him in advancing the interests of the 
Government at all times and uponall occasions. Hisopin- 
ions alone should have great weight in such amatter as he 
Oregon war debt. 

My. S. F. Grover, of Oregon, late a Representative in Con- 
gress, V a third member of the commission. Mr. Grover 
has been a citizen of Oregon some ten years, and was her 
first Representative in Congr My personal acquaiut- 
ance with Mr. Grover has always been agreeable, at 
found, from the reputation he had established in his State, 
that his appointment on the commission was acceptable 10 
his political opponents. 
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This commisssion was in session more than a year, visit- 
ing different portions of Oregon and Washington for the 
purpose of taking evidence on the claims presented and to 
he satisfied of their correctness. The standard adopted by 
the commission was equitable, and all claims were reduced 
to it. After closing its labors, an elaborate report in detail 
was duly subinitted to the Secretary of War, which received 
his approval, and also that of his successor. Under these 
circumstances it would not be proper to ignore the awards of 
this commission, as it was instituted legally, and nothing 
has ever been produged to establish that its action was not, 
in strict accordance’ with its instructions, governed by a 
spirit of justice, honor, and integrity. 

I remain, gentiemen, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, WM. S. HARNEY, 
Brigadier General United States Army. 


Messrs. T. J. Dever, R. R. Tnomeson, C. S. Drew, H. H. 
ALLEN, GEORGE B. Simrsox, and others, of Oregon, 


Mr. BURCH. ‘After that letter, the argument 
of the gentleman from New York falls to the 
ground. 7 

Mr. OLIN. If it were necessary, I could in- 
troduce here volumes of documents to refuteallthe 
assertions of that letter. General Harney could 
not know anything personally of what he states. 
He was not there, and knew nothing of the facts, 
except as he learned them from others. He does 
not know of the origin of these Indian difficulties 
in Oregon and Washington, of his own personal 
knowledge. . 

Mr. BURCH. Nor does the gentleman from 
New York. The statement of General Harney, 
therefore, will stand for as much as the gentle- 
man’s, at least. I would rather rely upon his 
statement than upon that of men who were notin 
the Territory at the time of the war or since. 

Mr. OLIN. Mr. Chairman, I choose to rely 
upon the statements of those persons who were 
in a condition to know and understand what was 
being transacted during the period of these dis- 

_turbances in Oregon and Washington. This 
House and this country can be furnished with cer- 
tificates enough to show that these wars were ne- 
cessary, and the expense moderate. We have 
already been furnished with certificates enough to 
load down a two-horse wagon in reference to the 
justice and equity of this claim. 

Mr. HASKIN. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a motion to rise? He will have the floor 
when the consideration of this subject is re- 

. sumed. i 

Mr. OLIN. Iwill yield for that motion, if it 
be the pleasure of the House. 

Mr. HASKIN. Then I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. STANTON. IT hope that the committee 
will not rise. 1 think that we ought to dispose 
of this question in the committee to-night. We 
ought to dispose of it at once. 

The question was taken; and the committee 
refused to rise. 

Mr. OLIN. Mr. Chairman, I might refer to the 
documentary evidence upon file in the Departments 
of the Government, showing what was the origin 
of the war in the Territories of Washington and 
Oregon. For the information upon this sub- 
ject, I rely, principally, upon the officers of the 
Army who were upon the spot at the time, and 
familiar with the transactions out of which these 
difficulties grew. I will state, very briefly, as I 
understand it, the origin of the war in the Terri- 
tory of Washington. That controversy most un- 
questionably grew out of certain treaties that were 
attempted to be negotiated. ‘The forms of nego- 
tiation were gone through with, butnobody knows 
better than the gentleman from Washington Ter- 
ritory the manner in which they were procured, 
and the dissatisfaction of many of the tribes who 
were parties to that treaty. I have examined 
carefully a journal of this convention, which was 
kept while that treaty was in process of negotia- 
tion, by one apparently in the confidence of the 
negotiator. I think that I understand the man- 
ner in which that treaty was procured. However 
that may be, it is sufficient to know that it is the 
uniform testimony of everybody who was incom- 
munication with the troops subsequent to the mak- 
ing of that treaty, that great dissatisfaction among 
the Indians was felt in referenee to its conditions. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I put this 


10 


interrogatory to my friend frem New York: 
he aware that, after the war, every military com- 
mander in the department of Oregon recommended 
the confirmation of these treaties? Is he aware 


confirmation of these treaties? Is he aware tha 
the Indians themselves asked for the confirmation 
of these treaties? ; 

Mr. OLIN. I was not aware of those things. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. The record 
published by Congress in the official reports 
proves these things to be so. 

Mr. OLIN. The records of your Departments 
are alive with proofs of the dissatisfaction of the 
Indians with that treaty. Soon after that treaty 
was obtained, a man by the name of Bolon, a sub- 
Indian agent, I think, upon whom some demand 


that the Indian superintendent recommended hay 


‘had been made by some of the tribes for redress 


for certain outrages committed by the whites, de- 
nied them all relief, and threatened to bring upon 
the Indians, if they undertook to avenge their own 
injuries, the United States forces. They grew 
indignant at that, and assassinated him. About 
this period of time gold was discovered high u 
upon the Columbia river at Fort Colville, called 
the Colville mines. Miners flooded to that por- 
tion of the territory, and, as the correspondence 
with the Secretary of War shows, every variety 
of outrage was committed by these men upon 
these Indians. Indiscriminate attacks were made 
upon many of the tribes, and outrages were per- 
petrated upon Indian women, such as would man- 
tle with shame the cheek of the savage to listen to. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Ibeg again 
to interrupt the gentleman from New York. I 
will state, if my friend will indulge me, this fact: 
that there is no report in existence, from any 


officer whatever, pointing out a specific case of 


outrage of the miners upon the Yakima Indians 
Bolon went tō that territory because the Indians 
had killed from fifteen to twenty miners in cold 
blood. They went there without arms, The 
facts were disclosed, and Colonel Wright, the 


military commander, has since hung up some of 


these murderers. 

Mr. OLIN. It will be difficult for me to go on 
with the discussion of this matter with constant 
interruptions, But I will not refuse to yield to 
gentlemen who may wish to make corrections, 
or think that I am laboring under an error. If 
necessary, I could furnish the House and the 
country with referencesto documents upon file in 
the Secretary of State’s Office which will fally 
vindicate the assertions that 1 made in reference 
to these transactions. After the murder of Bolon, 
hostilities commenced; and then ensued the difi- 
culties in southern Oregon. 
transactions of a very similar nature. The Indi- 
ans had been aitacked and murdered; some of them 
under the pretense of calling them to a council. 
They were murdered in cold blood. Several of 
these transactions occurred, and finally the war 
broke outinsouthern Oregon. Independentarmed 
bands were raised to prosecute that war, under 
the Governors of the Territories. If you will 
read the dispatches of Colonel Casey, then in 
command of the troops there, you wil! learn that 
these forces were kept in service, or pretended to 
be kept in service after all necessity, and all prc- 
tended necessity, for their continuance in service 
was dispensed with, and against the protest of 


the officers of the regular Army. Nay, complaint | 


after complaint was uttered that, but for these 
volunteers thus in service, quiet and order would 
have been restored long before it was accom- 
plished in fact. 

A great portion of the moneys expended in 
these disturbances, was spent in the expedition 
to the Walla-Walla country. It was waged by 
the Governor of Oregon out of his own Territory, 
and beyand his jurisdiction. A volunteer force 
was sent where there was not a white man resid- 
ing within a hundred miles. It was sent into a 
country where these Indians inhabiting it were 
entirely disposed to remain at peace; a country 
from which the Indians could not approach a 
white settlement without passing the Dalles, 


Is 


They grew out of 


which was then guarded by ; 
But: those tribes: among: which “this: force. 3 
sent were known to be rich ‘in horses:and cattle! 
It was preterided that, they: were entering into a. 
league with hostile tribes, and the Governor of > 
| Oregon Territory fitted out an armed expedition, © 
sent them into the Territory of Washington, and”) 
made war upon a: people believed to be desirous 
of. maintaining peacefal’ and friendly relations + 
with us. -There was no occasion for this éxpe=': 
dition, and there is no justification for it; there: 
was apparently no motive for it, except plunder” 
end bloodshed. It was conducted in the winter 
season, and while the ground was covered bya 
deepsnow. There was no white settlement within 
one hundred miles of this tribe; and the only. ap- ° 
proach to one was by the Dalles, then iñ ‘com> 
mand of United States troops. But the expedition 
was fitted out, and a wholesale slaughter. was 
committed upon those tribes whom the Indian 
agent has always claimed were peacefully dis~: 
posed towards the whites. : 

Itis difficult to obtain any idea of the opera- 
tions, the necessity, and the cost of this war, 
|| without the most patient and laborious examina- 
tion. It requires such an examination as would » 
occupy. the time of gentlemen for months: -The 
Third Auditor of the Treasury has been assailed .. 
as having dealt unfairly by these claims. Ihave © 
examined with great care the two reports. He had 
good authority for all and more than the animad- 
versions made by him. I might:call your atten: 
tion to the statements of some of the officers: of 
the Army who served in that field of operation , 
during these Indian wars. Imight call your atten- 
tion to what they say in reference to the accuracy 
of the views of the Third Auditor as expressed in 
his report; approving of them to the fullest extents 
But it is unnecessary to do so; because I base my 
opposition to this measure; not upon the ground. - 
that the bill of the Committee on Military Affairs 
in the House gives an adequate remuneration, or , 
that the bill of the Senate’ gives too much, but. 
upon the ground—and that is the ground upon. 
which I think it ought to rest—that whenever a. | 
war of this description is waged, without author- 
ity of the General Governinent, and in defiance of 
the officers of the regular Army, when the Army: > 
was there, ready to assume all necessary respons! > 
ibility, we should not assume the payment of the 
debts or expenses incurred thereby. Iknow here 
| isa large indebtedness. I know full well that this 
indebtedness has been transferred throughout the 
whole country; that it has been made into stock, 
the greater portion of which is probably in the 
hands of speculators, who have paid fifteen or -~ 
twenty cents upon the dollar for it. 

Mr. STOUT. I desire to correct the gentle- 
man upon a matter of fact. From my personal 
knowledge, I aver that not fifteen per cent. of that 
scrip is held outside of Oregon; nor do I think 
that twenty-five per cent. of the Washington claim 
has passed out of that Territory. 1 am:person- 
ally acquainted with nearly every man interested. - 
in this claim, and I state what I have said upon `` 
my personal knowledge. j i 

Mr. OLIN. Ido not know how the gentleman 
can know the fact, unless. he owns the stock. 

Mr. STOUT. I say:to the gentleman: ‘that I: 
never was interested in this claim in any manner 
whatever. I neverowned a cent’s'‘worth of it. 

Mr. OLIN. I do not put my. objection to the 
bill upon that ground. [base itupon the ground 
that if this Congress, or any Congress, will sanc- 
tion the principle that the authorities of a Terri- 
tory may commencea war,and carry iton without 
authority of the General Government, in defiance 
| of the army which was sent there to preserve the 
peace, you will have Indian wars upon your hands 
until the Indian race is exterminated. Unless this 
thing can be stopped; unless the General Gov- 
ernment can and will exercise some control over: 
our relations with the Indian tribes, we shall have 
these’ wars upon our hands -constantly. Now, 
look at one significant fact. Some of these tribes, 
with which we have been involved in expensive 
wars, have been in the vicinity of the Hudson Bay. - 


United States troops, 
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Company for the last seventy-five ‘years. What 
difficulties have they had with them?. Not any. 
And there was no occasion for diffieulty here, if 
any proper and just restraint had been exercised 
over our own population in their intercourse with 
them. - 

In looking over the transactions of the Indian 
department, L am convinced that the great, the 
fatal mistake of our Government has been in trans- 
ferrihg the management of the Indian bureau from 
the officers of the Army to another department of 
the Government. I know that the general idea 
has-been that, to turn over these tribes to the ten- 
der mercies of the Army, was indeed cruel; but it 
was the milk of human kindness compared with 
what they have actually received since the man- 
agement of this department of the public service 
has been taken frem the officers of the Army. The 
Indian now flees from your citizens to the soldier 
for-protection. Your Indian agents, as a general 
thing, have been wholly unsuited to the duties im- 

osed on them; and the first reform which is made 
in that direction should be to return the superin- 
tendency of these Indian tribes to the officers of 
the Army. 

It is with great reluctance that I have said any- 
thing in opposition to these claims, Itis an un- 
gracious task; and had not my convictions been 
thorough and earnest, based upon a most careful 
and laborious examination of all the papers in 
reference to these transactions, I would not have 
opened my mouth. Iam persuaded the bill has 
no merits in itself; and I am persuaded that it is 
setting an example of the most pernicious char- 
acter, and one which will entail upon the Govern- 
ment endless expense and endless wars. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. _I desire to 
occupy the floor about five minutes. In reference 
to the origin of the war, I say first, that it was 
not caused by an attack made upon the Indians 
by white men; but exactly the reverse. It was 
the regular troops which were first engaged in this 
war; and the volunteers came into service in con- 
sequence of a requisition of the officers in com- 
mand of those regular troops. 

Mr. OLIN. Mr. Chairman, I am told that my 

. language was so understood that I am supposed 
to have insinuated that the gentleman from Oregon 
{Mr. Srout] was, in some way, interested in this 
measure, I certainly never intended to say.so, 
and am wholly unconscious of having conveyed. 
or intended to convey such an idea. 

I understood the gentleman from Oregon to say 
that not fifteen per cent. of these claims were 
owned outof the State of Oregon. I mercly made 
the remark — which every lawyer will see the 
force of—that he could not possibly know that, 
unless he owned the claims, because he could not 
know who owned them, when they had been 
transferred, and to whom. f certainly did not 
mean to imply by that that the gentleman wasin- 
terested in any way in this measure, or had said 
-ordone anything unbecoming a gentleman, inany 


way. 

Mr. STOUT. I wish, in justice to myself, 
and in explanation of the remark I made at that 
time, to say, that my information is based upon 
a most intimate acquaintance with the people that 
I represent, I know them all. 

Let me say, further, tbat no Representative 
upon this foor, or at the other end of the Capitol, 
has any pecuniary interest whatever in this claim, 
directly or indirectly, whatever opinion may be 
entertained to the contrary. For my own part, 
I have a personal interest in this measure; for, 
perhaps, onc of the nearest objects to my heart at 
this time is to secure the passage of this measure for 
my people. That is the only interest I have in it, 

fr. STEVENS, of Washington. My friend 
from New York has referred to the Indian treaties 
as a cause of this war. I might answer him by 
asking, were the people of those Territories re- 
sponsible for the treaties? Those treaties were 
made by order ofyour Government, in consequence 
of appropriations made by Congress, and by com- 
missioners appointed by the President himself. 
But the official records show that the military 
officers in that country favored those treatics, and 
urged their ratification; and it seems to me that I 
might with safety rest the vindication of those 
treaties, and the charges growing out of them 
against our people, upon the emphatic testimony 
of the officers in command in that quarter. My 
friend also referred to the Yakimas.. I stated that H 


there was no official report pointing to any specific 
outtage upon those Indians. There isnone. But 
itis notorious that those Indiansmurdered,in cold 
blood, many men whom I know to have been 
sober and discreet men; and it was in conse- 
quence of those outrages that a force, under the 
command of Major Haller, was dispatched against 
those Indians, and he was overwhelmingly de- 
feated. - 

My friend. also referred to the Walla-Walla 
country. I can speak from intimate personal 
knowledge in relation to all those facts. Those 
Indians were not friendly, but hostile. Jt was 
ell understood at the time, all through Oregon, 
and by all the friendly Indians, that the Walla- 
Wallas and Cayuses were hostile. I, myself, had 
great difficulty in making my way through those 
Indians; and had it not been for the Oregon vol- 
unteers, I and my twenty-five men would have 
. been engaged in a conflict with seven hundred In- 
f dians, who had sworn to cutus off. These things 
are all matters of official record. I appeal, then, 
to every gentleman present, and to the entire 
country, whether the charge that our people have 
provoked these Indian wars is not, not only mon- 
strous, but absurd? They are flesh of your flesh, 
and bone of your bone. They left these plains 
and slopes on the Atlantic, crossing the mountain 
barrier and the unsettled wilderness, to carve out 
homes for themselves on the Pacific coast. It is 
like a fratricide striking at the heart of his brother 
for you to charge these men, who have gone to 
the western eoast, with having been transformed 
into hyenas and beasts of pray. That is all I de- 
sire to Say. 

Mr. HASKIN. This Oregon war debt bill is 
a big thing.” The Treasury of our Government 
is now bankrupt. Six States are not represented 
upon this floor or upon the floor of the Senate. 
Bills have been urged before this House and in 
the Senate of ten times more importance to the 
immediate interests of the country than this; and 
I suggest that, in point of time, the consideration 
of this bill, let alone its passage, is entirely out 
of place. Therefore, sir, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise; for I know that there are a 
number of gentlemen who desire to speak in op- 
position to the passage of this bill. I move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. STOUT. I trust that the committee will 
not rise, 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of Iinois. What will 
be the effect if the committee now rises? Will this 
bill be the special order hereafter? 

The CHAIRMAN. That will depend a good 
deal upon the language of the resolution by which 
this bill was made the special order, If this bill 
was made the special order for to-day, and from 
day to day until disposed of, it will continue to 
be the special order. 

Mr. STOUT. The special order was confined 
to this day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that the special order was only for to-day. If, 
then, the committee rises without disposing of 
the bill, it will have to take its chances hereafter. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Will it be in order 
to move to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, so that the committee shall rise 
and report the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not 
in order. 

Mr. STANTON. Give us a vote in the House 
by yeas and nays. 

Mr. SICKLES. In what position will the bill 
be, if the committee now rises? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be on the Calen- 

dar, like any other bill. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
| gentleman from New York to let the biil go into 
the House, where we can have a vote on it by 
yeas and nays. 
1 Mr. HASKIN. 
modate the gentleman from Illinois; but there are 
several gentlemen here who desire to propose ad- 
ditional amendments. There are one or twoamend- 
ments that I desire to propose myself. 

The question was taken on Mr. Hasxiy’s mo- 
tion; and the committee refused to rise. 

The question was then taken on Mr. STAN- 
ron’s amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HASKIN. I offer the following amend- 
ment: ` 

Provided, That said amount shall be paid by and with 


I would be happy to accom- | 


the bonds belonging to the Government of the United States 
lately abstracted or stolen from the Department of the In- 
terior, as particularly detailed in the report of Hon. Isaac 
N. Morris, fately made to this House. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, ! desire to say that I favor 
theadoption of that amendment in all seriousness. 
This Government is, to-day, bankrupt. 

Mr.STANTON. Irise to a question of order. 
It can scarcely be in order to move an amendment 
of that character. 

Mr. HASKIN. Why not? It is negotiable - 
paper in the market. The Government is bank- 
rupt to the extent of $100,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot see pre- 
cisely why the amendment is not in order. A 
proposition to pay in bonds of the Government 
would be in order, and a proposition to pay in 
any particular bonds is in order. 

Mr. PRYOR. I suggest to the 
New York that the bonds which 
apply to the extinguishment of the Oregon war 
debt do not belong to the Government, but to the 
Indians,and were only held in trust by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HASKIN. The bonds referred to in my 
amendment belong, I trust, to the Government; 
though, perhaps, the question as to innocent hold- 
ers might intervene, and lawyers might say that 
innocent holders should be protected. é 

But, Mr. Chairman, this Oregon war debt isan 
old soldier. It has been before Congress ever 
since I have been here. I recollect very well that 
General Lang made the passage of this bill his 
hobby. F can very well understand why mem-~- 
bers of the Senate from Oregon should be on the 
floor of this House urging the passage of this bill. 

Mr. STOUT. [rise to a question of order. I 
wish to know to what proposition the gentleman 
from New York is addressing himself? A 

Mr. HASKIN. Iam addressing myself to the 
amendment which I proposed. 

Mr. STOUT. I understood the Chair to rule 
that amendment out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled that it 
was in order. ‘Fhe question whether this is a 
proper mode of paying the debt or not, is another- 
question. The question here is whether the com- 
mittee have a right to order it to be paid in this 
mode. The Chair thinks it has. Whether it will 
do so or not, is for the committee to decide. 
Whether the committee will order it to be paid in 
moonshine, is a matter for the committee itself. 

Mr. PRYOR. If the Chair will allow me, there 
is a difference between a proposition’ to pay in 
moonshine and a proposition to pay in other peo- 
ple’s money—to dispose feloniously of the prop- 
erty of others. These bonds belong to the In- 
dians. ‘The property is none of ours. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis a question as to 
the propriety of the adoption of the amendment. 
It is not a question relating to parliamentary ap- 
plicability. 

Mr. HASKIN. Iwasabout to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this Oregon war debt is an old soldier. 
It has been the hobby of General Lanz and Sen- 
ator Rice. I can well understand that the gen- 
tlemen who represent Oregon in the Senate of the 
United States should feel a deep interest in the 
passage of this bill. It maybe that their election 
depended upon its passage at this session of Con- 
gress. I did myself the honor to vote against the 
admission of Oregon as a State, because I was 
satisfied that she did not, when she was admit- 
ted, contain a population of twenty-five thousand 
people, and I do not believe that she contains 
that population to-day. If this Government is, 
by subsidies of this kind, to purchase into this 
Union, and to keep in it, new States—like the 
State of Texas, for instance, which threatens to 
go out of the Union whenever she sees fit—then F 
say it is time that Representatives here should set 
their faces against this kind of special legislation 
to further the interests of politicians. Now, sir, 
it is a well known fact that General Wool, the 
second officer in command of the military forces 
of the couniry, as pure, as brave, and as good a 
man as lives, has repudiated in toto the whole of 
this Oregon war debt. 

Task, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, whether, 
at this crisis in the affairs of the country, we will 
increase the value either of United States stocks 
or of State stocks, by the passage of such a spec- 
ulative bill as this? It is true that certain claims 
have been audited by the Auditor. Now I desire 
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to propose, for the consideration of the commit- 
tee, an amendment providing that none of these 
claims shall be paid until they are attested by Gen- 
eral Scott or General Wool. But I trust that the 
gentleman who is advocating this bill will consent 
that the committee shall now rise, so that we may 
have a further opportunity of discussing and 
amending this bill. 

Mr. PRYOR. I understand the proposition of 
the gentleman from New York to be to suspend 
the success of the measure on the attestation -of 
General Scott or General Wool. 

A Memerr. Or Louis Napoleon. 

Mr. PRYOR. Now, sir, there are no two in- 
dividuals in the United States of America whose 
attestation I would more heartily contemn than 
the certificates of these two persons. General 
Wool has distinctly proposed to carry fire and 
slaughter into the bosom of the South, and Gen- 
eral Scott has organized a military despotism in 
the capital of the Republic, thus overawing the 
deliberations of the Representatives of the people 
with his artillery. . i 

Not only that, sir, but with a cruelty more un- 
natural than that of Coriolanus, he contemplates 
an invasion of his own mother State. I have to 
tell him, however, that unlike the people of Rome, 
we of Virginia will not essay to propitiate his 


pity by an exhibition of the tears of our maidens” 


and our matrons; but will meet him when’ he 
comes, as beseems the sons of the Old Dominion. 

Now, sir, why rely on these two gentlemen? 
Here is the testimony of General Harney, as I 
understand, in favor of the claim. General Har- 
ney participated in the incidents of that campaign. 
He is perfectly conversant with the claim, and at~ 
tests its. justice. 

Mr. OLIN. The gentleman from Virginia is 
mistaken about General Harney being in this cam- 


aign. 
r Mr. HASKIN. I had the floor, and yielded 
to the gentleman. I now desire to saya word in 
reply to him, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from New York to conclude his re- 
marks, and assigned the floor to the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr.PRYOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, the suc- 
cess or defeat of this bill ought to be dependent 
on its own merits. The gentleman from New 
York, however, has indulged in a most atrocious 
aspersion on the Senators from the sovereign State 
of Oregon, insinuating that those Senators were 
urging the passage of this bill because their politi- 
cal fortunes were in some sort complicated with 
the success of the measure. I am amazed, with 
all respect to the Chair, that the Chair did not 
call the gentleman to order, Again, I appeal to 
the committee to support or to reject this bill on 
its own intrinsic merits, without regard to any 
adventitious considerations whatever. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the committee 
do now rise, witha view of moving in the House 
to close debate; for itis apparent that this line of 
argument will not lead to any progress in the bill. 

Mr. HASKIN. Lask the gentleman from Ohio 
to give way a moment that I may reply to the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir. : 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Bococx reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House had had 
under consideration a special order, the bill (S. 
No. 11) to provide for the payment of the ex- 
penses incurred by the Territories of Oregon and 
‘Washington, in the suppression of Indian hostili- 
ties therein, in the years 1855 and 1856, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon. N 

Mr. STANTON. I move that all debate on 
this bill, including the five minutes’? debate, shall 
close in five minutes after the committee shall 
have resumed its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Imove that 
the House do now adjourn. x 

Mr. POTTLE called for the yeas and nays; and 
- for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


i 


Mr. STANTON. lmovethat the House again 
resolve itself into à Committee of the Whole 
House. : : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. Bococx in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
special order, being the bill (S. No.:11) to pro- 
vide for the payment of the expenses incurred by 
the Territories of Oregon and Washington, in the 
suppression of Indian hostilities therein, in the 
years 1855-56. . : 


Mr. HASKIN. I desire to propose an amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to 
the gentleman, that there is an amendment still 
pending. 

Mr. HASKIN. Then, upon that amendment 
I desire very briefly to reply to the remarks of 
the distinguished gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Pryor.}] I must confess to a great amount of 
surprise at the course which he is pursuing in 
reference to this bill. It has been my fortune 
heretofore in this House to have had the pleasure 
of acting in concert with him in all measures of 
economy and reform which I have supported; but 
I was still more surprised that that gentleman 
should have attacked the conduct of the first liv- 
ing soldier in this or any other country, the hero 
of the Mexican war and a patriot who-had his 
birth in the State of Virginia, which the gentle- 
man himself in part represents upon this floor. 
I was surprised that he should have attacked a 
citizen of my own State—General Wool—who, 
in the battle fields of Mexico, fought with ‘Old 
Chippewa,” and contributed to give to the Union 
the inheritance of renown which resulted to us 
from that war. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Ishould like to know where 
General Wool ever fought with General Scott in 
the Mexican war. . 

Mr. HASKIN. I did not say he fought in the 
same battles with General Scott, but [say that they 
fought in the war with Mexico which gave tothe 
Union Texas and the golden fields of California— 
golden fields which have supplied this country 


| with material wealth almost beyond conception. 


And, sir} at this present crisis of our affairs, when 
we find General Scott coming here in the perform- 
ance of his duty, and in the maintenance of law 
and order—— n 

Mr. STOUT. Frise to a point of order. I de- 
sire to know whether this discussion is in order 
upon this bill, which has been made a special 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, if the point is 

ressed, would hold that it is not in order. 

Mr. HASKIN. I say when we find General 
Scott coming here for that purpose at the request 
of, and to assist, a Democratic President—and 
when we find General Wool, clected by the Le- 
gislature of the Empire State of this Union, at this 
capital, acting as a civilian to concert measures 
of peace—for the purpose of cementing together 
again the bonds of this Union, now threatened by 
southern treason 

Mr. BURCH. Lask if the gentleman must not 
confine himself to the amendment? j 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that 
the gentleman from New York is not out of order 
for that reason, as he is not speaking under the 
five minutes’ debate; but as the committee is act- 
ing under a special order, thë gentleman should 
confine himself to the bill and amendment. The 
Chair thinks the debate is taking a rather wide 
range. : 

Mr. HASKIN. I was proceeding to say that 
General Wool, elected by the Legislature of the 
great State of New York, is here at Washington 
attending the peace conference, and endeavoring, 
by his action, to compromise, if you please, mat- 
ters, so as to cement this Union together; and itisa 
matter which the gentleman from Virginia should 
not have alluded to in the sarcastic way which 


i he did. 


The bill which is under consideration is one 
which was gotten before the House the other day 
by a combination of Democratic support upon 
the other side of the House, of the friends of the 
Democratic Representative from Oregon, and by 
Republican support on this side, by the friends 
of the Republican Senator from Oregon, [Mr. 
Baker.] 2 

Wow, sir, I trust that this bill, considering that 


amendment to the amendment was disagreed. 


we have a tariff-yét'to.act pony that we haveyet . 
to.provide for raising the revenue, considering 
that the Treasury‘is empty, and the Government 
bankrupt, and that we have-yet a Pacific:railroad. 
bill to act upon, will not be naw pressedjand made. 
to supersede more important legislations: -5 
The question was taken; and “Mr.’EHasmins’s 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move to ament 
adding this section at’the end. of the bill: 

Sec. —. And be it-further enacted, That if there ig not 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, sufis 
cient forthe payment of the several. sums hereby appro: 
priated, the President may, on the demand of any of the - 
persons to whom said sums, or any part thereof, is due, 
issue bonds of the United States of a denomination notless 
than fifty dollars, bearing not to-exceed six: per'centuim int 
terest, payable annually or semi-annually, in-his diseretion, 
running not to exceed. twenty years; and he may, at. bis 
discretion, attach coupons to such bonds for. the payment 
of the interest thereon ; and he is authorized hereby to dis- 
pose of such bonds at: par for the. payment of the several 
sums, or any part thereof. AEEA 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, as amended, was agreed to. - ; 

The question was taken on the substitute offered 
by Mr. Srevens, of Washington; and it wasdis- 
agreed to. i ; oe 

Mr. STOUT. Thope thegentleman from Ohio 
will give us the opportunity of a vote upon that 
amendment in the House. ; 

Mr. STANTON. {tis in substance the bill of 
the Senate; and the question will come faitly up 
between the amendment we have adopted, and the 
Senate billin the House: ` oe 

Mr. STOUT. Except thgt the amendment of 
the gentleman from Washington hasa provision 
attached to it for the payment of the sum in bonds, 

Mr. STANTON. If the Hotise reject the 
amendment of the committee, that provision can 
be added. I move that the committee rise, and 
report the bill to the House. a 

The motion was agreed to 4 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Bococx reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House had, accord- 
ing to order, had under consideration Senate’bill 
(No: 11) for the payment of the Oregon and 
Washington war debt as a special order, and had 
instructed him to report the same to the House 
with amendments, and with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. STANTON. | I move the previous 
tion upon the engrossment of the bill. : 

The previous question was seconded, and ‘the 
main question ordered. i = pak 

And then, on motion of Mr. BURCH, (at five 
o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned until Saturs 
day, at twelve o’clock, m. 


© 
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IN SENATE. 
Fray, February 22, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 

The Secretary. proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I ask that the further 
reading of the Journal be suspended, so that there 
may be some opportunity for presenting petitions, 
I understand there is a special order for half past 
eleven o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the further reading of the Journal will be 
dispensed with. The Chair hears none. n 

TAYLOR DUDLEY. , ` 

Mr. GREEN. The Committee on the. Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S.No. 502) 
for the relief of Taylor Dudley, of Minnesota, 
have instructed me to. report it without amend- 
ment. It proposes to pay to him $370, justly 
due. All the fee bills are certified in the proper 


i manner; and I ask the unanimous consent of the 


Senate to put it on its passage. 

No. objection being. made, the bill (S. No. 502) 
for the relief of Taylor Dudley, of Minnesota, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


| proposes to direct the Secretary of the Tréasury 
: to pay to Taylor Dudley, of Benton county, Min- 
į nesota, the sum of $370, due to him for services 
i as clerk of the United States district court for the 


second and third judicial disticts of the late Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota. f 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Is there a report à 
Mr. GREEN. There is no’ watiten “report. 


1108 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 22, 


here were three districts there, and this clerk 
serformed:the services of two of them as clerk., 
or several years he was regularly paid his fees; 
but at last the Comptroller thought they were en- 
titled to but one clerk for two of the districts, and 
he suspended the payment of- these fees, $370. 
They had been paid for several years. The ser- 
vices were performed; the fee bills are certified to 
by the judge and the. attorney; and I think the 
~ money ought to be paid. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Theinference would seem 
to be that he got paid several years for what, he 
was not entitled to; and therefore he ought to be 

aid more. That seems to be the argument. 

Mr. GREEN. Not at all, He performed the 
service under the order of the judge. The ques- 
tion arose with the Comptroller whether the judge 
had the right to appoint more than one clerk, it 
being divided into three districts instead of one. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. One ought to have per- 
formed the duties. ` 

Mr. GREEN. Itisa small matter. i 

-Mr. FESSENDEN. I think the bill had bet- 
ter be laid aside for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is regularly be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis very manifest that 
there is no quorum in the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
raise that question? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not want to raise the 
question; but I hope the Senate will lay the bill 
aside, and save me the necessity. 

Mr. GREEN. There will be no other oppor- 
tunity to call it up. Neither of the Senators from 
Minnesota is present; but I promised them to 
move to take it up the first opportunity. Tam 
satisfied of its correctness. I sent to the Depart- 
ment for the statement of the account, and they 
are satisfied. 

Mr. WADE. How much money does the bill 
appropriate? 

Mr. GREEN, Three hundred and seventy 
dollars. : 

Mr. WADE, Oh, Set him have it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., If neither of the Senators 
from Minnesota objects, I shall say nothing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of 
the Ocean Telegraph Company, which has for its 
object the establishment of a submarine telegraph 
between Europe and America, praying the aid of 
Cougress; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. i 

Mr. THOMSON. I present the petition of 
thirteen hundred and forty-five citizens of Jersey 
City, New Jersey, three hundred of whom voted 
for Mr. Lincoln at the late election for President, 
in favor of the Crittenden resolutions, or any 
other mode of settlement by which peace and 
amity may be restored to the country. 

I also present a petition of the same character, 
signed by a large number of citizens of the city 
of New Brunswick, New Jersey, at the head of 
which is the venerable name of Theodore Fre- 
linghuysen. I move that they lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. KING presented resolutions unanimously 
adopted at the annual town meeting of Stock- 
holm, New York, disapproving of compromises, 
or concessions to the slave power now in open 
rebellion against the Constitution and Govern- 


ment of the United States; protesting against | 


altering the Constitution, and praying Congress 
to abide by their oath to support the Constitution 
and Government of the United States; and to put 
down, with a firm hand, all insurrection, treason, 
or rebellion, and subdue or drive all traitors out 
of the Union; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Healso presented the memorial of Isaac McGay 
and one hundred others, of the city of New York, 


deploring any attempt to defeat the will of the | 


people, as expressed at the ballot-box, and peti- 
tioning Congress to be firm in maintaining the 
Union, the Constitution, and the laws; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 
James Irvine, and other residents and legal voters 
in the town of Savannah, county of Carroll, State 


of Illinois, représenting that they are firmly and 
irrevocably attached to the Constitution and laws 
of the United States as they are; that they are op- 
posed to all compromise with traitors, and with 
all men who are, directly or indirectly, plotting 
the overthrow of the Government; and praying 
Congress at once to adopt such measures as may 
be necessary to hold and to protect the property 
of the Government, to maintain the honor of our 
flag, and the integrity of the Union; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. RICE presented a petition of citizens of 
St. Paul, Minnesota, in favor of a settlement of 
the sectional difficulties on the plan of compromise 
proposed by the resolutions of Hon. Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN or Hon. Mr. Rice; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. WADE presented a petition of citizens of 
Kingsville, Ohio, praying Congress to stand firm 
for the Union of the States, the Constitution as it 
is, and the execution of the laws, and against all 
compromise with armed rebels, or those who sym- 
pathize with them; which was ordered to lie on 


the table. 
iti DOMINICK CONROY. 


Mr. RICE submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate: 

Resolved, ‘That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate to Ann Conroy, widow of Dominick Conroy, 
late a messenger in the office of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate, anamount equal to one quarter’s salary ofher deceased 
husband, and $150 for his funeral expenses. 


ALMON W. BABBITT. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
No. 585) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Almon W. Babbitt, secretary of Utah, have in- 
structed me to make a report concurring in the 
report of the House committee, with a recom- 
mendafion that the bill pass. I ask the consent 
of the Senate to put this bill on its passage. It 
does not involve a large amount ef money, and 
it makes very little difference to the Treasury 
whether it passes or not, It is to give a credit of 
some six or cight thousand dollars in the settle- 
ment of Mr. Babbitt’s accounts. The account 
was found by the Auditor to be $21,000, and it will 
hardly be reduced below that, if the bill passes, 
It is simply to adjust his accounts. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. KING. I think this bill had better lie 
over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, it will lie over. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GWIN. J ask the Senate to take up the 
post route bill, which was under consideration a 
few days ago on a motion made by me to insist 
on our amendments, and ask for a committee of 
conference. Itis important that the bill should 
be acted upon in some form or other; and I hope 
the Senate will take it up and dispose of it this 
morning. 

Several Senarons addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from California is in order; but there are 
a number of Senators on the floor with reports 
in their hands. 

Mr. GWIN. I will wait until they get through; 
and J hope the Senate will take up that bill after 
they get through. ` 

AZEL SPALDING. 


Mr. FOOT. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 996) for 
the relief of Azel Spalding, have instructed me 
to report it back, with a recommendation that it 
pass. As itis for the paymentofa small amount 
—-$226—I ask that it be put on its passage at this 
time. There was no controversy in the commit- 
tee about it; and it is the first time I have asked 
a favor of this kind this session. 

No objection being made, the bill (H. R. No. 
996) for the relief of Azel Spalding was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, It provides 
for the payment to Azel Spalding of $226 69, be- 
ing two per cent. on moneys disbursed by him as 
pension agent in the year 1841, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER Y, FRAZER. 


whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 625) for 
the relief of Captain Alexander V. Frazer, have 
instructed me to report it back with a recom- 
mendation that it pass; and I ask the indulgence 
of the Senate to put it on its passage now. We 
have had no private claim day forsome time, and 
I think this is one of. the few meritorious claims 
that I have seen. 

No objection was made; and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. lt pro- 
vides for the payment to Alexander V. Frazer of 
$3,920, being.an allowance of thirty-five cents a 
ration upon cleven thousand two hundred rations 
furnished by him to the Government, for the crew 
of the United States revenue cutter Lawrence, in 
the year 1849. . 

Mr. KING. I ask why this money was not 
paid at that time. 

Mr. BRAGG. I can explain, if the Senator 
wants to know, and I shall not take up many 
moments of the time of the Senate. Captain Fra- 
zer, who was the commander of one of the rev- 
cnuc cutters, was sent to the Pacific coast. His 
duties required him to be at San Francisco. Be- 
fore he went there, which was in the year 1848, 
he entered into a contract with the Government 
to furnish certain rations for the supply of his 
vessel, at thirty cents per ration, and that con- 
tract was to continue until the Government could 
get rations in the ordinary way by advertising for 
bids, and having them furnished. Captain Frazer 
sent out to California a considerable amount of 
provisions and other supplies for rations, His 
contract ended. A collector was appointed there, 
who made theadvertisement for furnishing rations 
for the Government. The lowest bidder, itappears 
by the evidence, for the rations at that time, was 
two dollars per ration, and he was advised to take 
what he had, (as his contract was at an end with 
the Government,) and put them in the market for 
sale. The evidence shows that he was offered 
one dollar per ration. He, however, in good faith, 
I may say with great liberality to the Government, 
more than is usual on the part of its officers, took 
the amount of supplies which he had and allowed 
the Government to use them. Now, he only asks 
the Government to pay him the additional sum 
which is stated here; when, if he had~put his 
rations in the market and sold them to others 
that were ready to buy them, he could have made 
perhaps five times the amount. I think it is a 
remarkable instance of liberality on the part of a 
public officer; and it is so rare to See an instance 
of that kind, that I hope the Senate will signalize 
its appreciation of it by passing the bill at once. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL PERRY. 


Mr. BRAGG. Ihave another little bill, The 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (EI. R. No. 678) for the relief of Samuel 
Perry, have examincd the matter this morning, 
and have instructed me to report it with a recora- 
mendation that it pass. Ifit would not be tres- 
passing too much on the time of the Senate, Task 
that this bill also be put on its passage. It is a 
small matter. 

No objection was made; and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct the payment to Samuel Perry of 
$638 98, being the amount which was improperly 
deducted from his freight for the transportation 
of Indian supplies in the year 1827, a portion of 
which were lost by the sinking of a flat-boat. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to offer a joint resolution, which 
[think will take no time, and it is important that 
it should be acted on. 

Leave was granted to introduce the joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 64) for the appointment of regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution; and it was read 
a first and second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides that the 
vacancies in the board of regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, of the class *‘ other than mem- 
bers of Congress,” be filled by the appointment 
of Wiliam L. Dayton, of New Jersey, in place 
of Richard Rush, deceased; William B. Astor, 


Mr. BRAGG. The Committee on Claims, to 


i of New York, in place of Gideon Hawley, whose 
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term has expired; and that Cornelius ©. Felton, | 
of Massachusetts, whose term has expired, be 
reappointed. ; 

-The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


JEAN A.-B. DAUTERIVE. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move now to take 
up the bill (H. R. No. 583) for the reliéf of the 
heirsand légal representatives of Jean A. B. Dau- 
terive; a bill that I have often moved, but it. has 
been displaced for several mornings. I hope it 
will now be taken up. 

Mr. GWIN. I certainly do not wish to inter- 
fero with the Senator from Kentucky; byt I made 
a motion some time ago, which was only laid 
aside for reports of committees. I want to take 
up the post route bill, and ask for a committee of 
conference, 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. IfI could give way to 
the gentleman without prejudice to my right to 
the floor, though I have last several mornings in 
succession, I would do it. 

Mr. GWIN. I will assist the Senator to get 
up his bill hereafter, Ihave examined it, and 
am in favor of its passage; but there is an im- 
portant bill on the table, which has been there for 
some time. On that I want to ask for a commit- 
tee of conference. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
the floor altogether. 

Mr. GWIN. I had the floor on this matter 
this morning, and only gave way for reports. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Lhope the Senator will 
allow me to goon. Ihave been displaced three 
or four mornings, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky moves to take up the bill (H. R. No. 
583) for the rclief of the heirs and legal represent- 
atives of Jean A. B. Dauterive. 

Mr. WADE. If this is a bill that is going to 
be discussed for a great while, I think we had 
better not take it up; but go on with the gencral 
business. Ido not believe we can get through 
with many of these private bills. J suppose it is 
a short case; but I do not know anything about 
it. If itis to lead to discussion, I shall be opposed | 
to taking it up now, because, it seems to me, we 
ought to be getting through with the public busi- 
ness. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I can state for the infor- 
mation of the Senate what the bill is, without 
saying a word as to, its merits one way or the 
other; and then Senators may judge for them- 
selves what time it will be likely to take. Itisa 
bill that proposes to confirm the title to some- 
thing like half a million acres of land in the State 
of Louisiana, and to provide that where that Jand 
has been heretofore appropriated by the United 
States to the State or to other purposes than the 
use of the persons for whose benefit it is to be 
confirmed, they shall be at liberty to locate iton 
any lands of the United States that have been 
surveyed and are held at $1 25 an acre in any of | 
the other States. That is what the bill proposes. 
It is one of those titles j 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
interrupt the Senator from Maine. The hour of 
half past eleven o’clock having arrived, it is the 
duty of the Chair to call up the special order for 
that hour. It is the bill (HI. R. No. 299) for the 
payment of expenses incurred in the suppression 
of Indian hostilities in the State of California. | 
That is the business now in order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I may move to post- 
pone that; and I do so, for the purpose of taking 
up this bill for consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. "The Senator will 
excuse the Chair; he is mistaken in the hour. 
He observes that it was half past twelve, and not 
half past eleven o’clock for which House bill No. 
299 was made the special order. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky, to 
take up the-bill indicated by him. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not want to take 
up the-time of the Senate. Jf I am rightfully in- 
formed—TI do not understand the quantity, except 
from information—instead of the tract being half 
a million acres, it is less than half that amount. 
Is a bill of this sort never to be acted on, because 
gentlemen may choose to discuss it? That can 
“be no. reason for not considering it. I hope it will 
-be taken up and considered, and discussed until 


If I yield, I shall lose 


| 
| 
f 
f 
| 


| 
i 


| a committee of conference. 


gentlemen are tired of discussing it. : The threat 
of discussion, 1 hope, will not prevent the Senate 
from taking up and considering this bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 can only say that the 
bill stands very late on the Calendar.. ‘Thereare 
forty, fifty, or more bills, which have been on 
the Calendar for some time, that are befote it; and 
if there are any rights about the matter, they are 
quite as much entitled to be takenup and consid- 
ered as this. bill, 

Mr. WADE. Would it be in order for me now 
to move to postpone all other orders, with a view 
to take up a bill? - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is a motion 
pending now to take up a bill. 

Mr. WADE. I know there is; but would not 
my motion be in order to supersede that by an- 
other bill? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And then I could make 
another motion to supersede that with another 
bill; and so on without end. y 

Mr. WADE. Ido not know how it is; but if 
Ican make sucha motion, I wish to-do so. If not, 
of course 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


i hear the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 


Mr. WADE. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, including the motion now before the Sen- 
ate, and to take up the House bill in relation to 
the postal service, which is the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It*occurs to the 
Chair that that is not in order, The question is 
on the motion to take up the bill indicated by the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to know what 
that bill is. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
again read it by its title. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. No. 583) for 
the relicf of the heirs and legal representatives of 
Jean A. B. Dauterive. 

Mr. HALE, I shall vote against this motion, 
for the reason that [ think the post route bill, 


which has been here for about a fortnight, on a 
F D > 


motion for a committee of conference, ought, in 
justice to California, to be taken up. I shall vote 
against everything else until that is taken up. 

he motion of Mr. Crirrenpen was not agreed 
to; there being, on a division—ayes 16, noes 25, 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the post route bill. Ihave 
moved for a committee of conference. It can be 
disposed of in a few moments, I have no doubt. 
It has been here on the table for three weeks. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Thisis the 22d of Feb- 
ruary; and I move that the Senate do now ad- 
journ. The House of Representatives have ad- 
journed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN called forthe yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler;Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pearec, Polk, Powell, Rice, and Wig- 
fal}-—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Cobamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, King, Lane, 
Latham, Morrill, Sebastian, Simmons, Sumner, ‘fen Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 
R. No. 714) establishing certain post routes is 
before the Senate upon the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the amendments of 
the Senate. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, when the dis- 
cussion upon this question terminated last Mon- 
day, I was calling the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that the object, which my colleague stated 
to the Senate was to be attained by referring the 
pending disagreements between the Senate and 
House of Representatives upon this overland mail 
route bill, could not be attained by referring it to 
He stated that the 
Post Office Committee of the Senate, of which he 
is now acting chairman, were not satisfied that 
the service could be performed for the sum of 
$800,000 per year, as provided in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill. 


| Nowy, sir, Ehold thata committee of confe: 
if this is the sole objectiof ‘its reference to 
will be just as unable to obtain ithe desire : 
ation. as:the Post:Ofice Committee itself-is now 
We. can never ascertain whether ‘the service can 
be performed for any amount that you embody 
in the bill,-unless it.is a greater one tha is 
body is willing to yote, until you have re 
the proposals, opened the bids, and seen what: 
large number of contractors throughout the coun 
try-are willing to do: in relation ‘to this subject; 
and, therefore, by the mere reference of this ques- 
tion (if that is the sole-and only object) tóa comi 
mittee of conference, we shall be no better off than 
we are now. The contractors who are in this 
city, that might be brought before that committee 
of conference, ate certainly not.the only persons 
in the country who would: bid. fora proposition 
involving the sum of $800,000 perannum for a 
period of four years; and even if every contractor 
who is here, engaged in carrying the-mails, should 
say that he would be unwilling to carry:it for that 
sum, and that it was impossible to‘ do it, it. would 
not, to my mind, be conclusive on the subject.” 

But this was not the only difficulty the commit- 
tee had: Jt was but one of a series of difficulties 

resented to the Committee on the Post Office and 

ost Roads of the Senate, that they were incapa- 
ble of solving. . When this bill was. brought into 
this body three weeks ago to-day, when it:lay 
upon the table, a motion ‘was made by some one 
that the post route. bill. be referred ‘to the Com} 
mittee on the Post.Office and Post. Roads. My 
colleague,’at the time, not happening to be inthe 
Senate, I asked that it might lie on the table, “be: 
cause I thought this body was in full possession, - 
from the arguments they had had on previous oc- 
casions, ofall the facts relating to the overland mail 
service, and just as capable of settling it as that 
committee. To my gratification, on the follow- 
ing day, two weeks ago last Saturday, my col- 
league made a motion that we concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to this 
bill. The bill lay in that condition; it never was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads of the Senate; butit lay fof two weeks 
without any action whatever being taken upon. it. 
Why? The Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads of this body had before them a new 
and original proposition—a proposition offered, 
as I have been informed, by all the members of the 
committee with whom. I have: conversed, by my 
colleague himself—proposing to ‘consolidate ‘the 
central route with the Butterfield’ line, terminate 
the latter, and have butone route across the coui- 
try. That proposition I have before me, a copy 
of which I got from a member of the committee; 
and I will ask the Clerk to read it, in order that 
the Senate may be in full possession of the exact 
condition of this bill, 7 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
is hereby authorized and directed to modify the contractun 
route No. 12578—— 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let me ask if that-is the 
Butterfield route? 

Mr. LATHAM. Yes, sir; route No. 12578 to 
the Butterfield route. ` 

Mr. HALE. I would ask the Senator from 
California, what was his statement in regard to 
that which is being read ? 

Mr. LATHAM. I said that was a copy of the 
amendment that was before the committee for 
their consideration, offered by my colleague, on 
which they could not come to a final agreement. 

Mr. HALE. I want to: inquire if that is in 
order. It strikes me that it is contrary to the 
rules of proceeding. . 

Mr. GWIN. I should like to know how the 
Senator from California gotthe inchoate proceed- 
ings of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads? .. 

Mr. COLLAMER.. The Senator has that read 
as part of his remarks. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) ‘What is the point of order raised by 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HALE. That the discussions or-proceed~ 
ings of a committee are not inorder to be brought 
| before the Senate, either to be debated by a mem- 
ber or by Senators generally. 

Mr. LATHAM. Iwas not aware that there 
was any secrecy connected with anything which 


occurred before a committee of this body, of a 


1110 


February 22, 


ubli¢ character. If there is; I withdraw this. 
I certainly would not obtruide on any privacy of 
a committee; but I have never before understood 
in this body that any great measure pending be- 
fore any committee of the Senate was not open 
to the investigation of every member of this body, 
particularly when it interested his constituency. 
` Mr. HALE. | I raise the question of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not regard it as a question of order to be de- 
cided by him as such. It is a mere question of 
propriety. 
Several Senators. Go on. i 
The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 


SEC. 18. And be it further enacted, ‘That the Postmaster 
General is héreby authorized and directed to modify the 
contract, for mail service on route No. 12578, so as to pro- 
vide, in lieu of the present service, for the transportation 
of the entire mail tri-weekly overland between St. Joseph, 
Missonri; or any other point on the Missouri river, con- 
nected by railroad with the East and Folsom, California, 
over the central route, and for the delivery of the entire mails 
semi-weckly for Denver City and Great Salt Lake City: 
providing by said modified contract that the entire letter 
and newspaper mai} shali be carried through in twenty 
days, when the same shall not excecd six hundred pounds 
in weight, and the remainder of the newspaper mail, if any, 
and all other printed matter, shall be carried through in 
thirty-five days; but the contractors shali be permitted to 
carry all printed matter by thestcamship route at their own 
expense, at least semi-montbly, from New York to San 
Francisco, the service to commence on the 1st day of July 
next, and to terminate on the 30ih day of June, 1865; and 
the Postmaster General shall require said contractors to 
run over said route a pony express on alternate days with 
the mails, by which they shall transport, free of charge, 
when required, mail matter not exceeding five pounds in 
weight, and shall carry all letters or newspapers for the 
publicat a charge not exceeding fifty cents per quarter ounce 
of weight; such express mails to be carried through during 
six months of the year in eight days, and during the residue 
of the year in twelve days. And the Postmaster General 
is authorized and directed to pay said contractors for the 
entire service above provided for, out of any money in the 
"Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of —— hun- 
dred thousand dollars per annum; and shall take from said 
contractors a written release of all claims for damages for 
the modification of said route No. 32578, and allow them 
their present rate of pay while transferring their stock and 
material to said central route: Provided, Thatif the said 
contractors on route No. 12578 shal! not, on or before the 
15th day of March next, assent to a modification of their 
contract on the terms above provided, it shall be the duty 
of the Postmaster General to discontinue the mail ser- 
viec on said route No. 12578, and contract with the parties 
now carrying the mails on route No. 8911 for the trans- 
portation of the mails tri-weekly over said central route, 
and the establishment of a pony express on the terms and 
considerations above specified, and for a compensation not 
exceeding hundred thousand dollars per year; and if 
the said contractors on route No. 8911, shall refuse to enter 
into such contract, then the Postmaster General shall ad- 
vertise for proposals for the performance of said service, 
and shall award the contract to the lowest responsible bid- 
der furnishing ample guarantees of his ability and disposi- 
tion to perform sueh contract: Provided, That the amount 
of his bid shall not exceed —— hundred thousand dollars 
per year; bids to be received until the Loth of April next. 

Mr. LATHAM. Now, Mr. President, the 
Senate will see that here is an entirely new and 
original proposition, The asking of a committee 
of conference, when it is demanded, necessarily 
implics to the Flouse of Representatives that the 
Senate stands by the proposition which passed 
upon the post route bill at the close of the last 
session; that there is a direct disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses relative to the proposi- 
tions respectively submitted by each that requires 
a committee of conference, in order that there 
may be a reconciliation, if possible. I do not pro- 
pose at this time to take up this amendment that 
was debated by the committee. I have my ob- 
jections to it. On the one hand, it provides but 
for atri-weekly service across one route, while I 
thinkthe dominant party of this country is pledged 
to give to the people of that State a daily service. 
When we contrast it with the service under the 
bill that lam here advocating—which givesa mail 
six timesa week over onc route, and twicea week 
over another, making cight times a week—there 
is a very marked discrepancy. . 

What is to be done when you get a committee 
of conference? Iask Senators if it is nota clear 
intimation to the House of Representatives that 
the proposition that we put on the post route bill 
at the close of the last session is the proposition 
whichis acceptable to this body, When that cofn- 
mittee is appointed and meet in session, if they 
find they cannot reconcile the particular proposi- 
tions now before the body, and this proposition 
just read is brought forward, entirely new in its 
character, and it is agreed to by the committee, 
when that report is brought back to the Senate we 
have no alternative but to swallow it, or to take 


| and speculators, it limits the sum to $800,000, so 


the responsibility of entirely défeating the post 
route bill. Theaction ofa committee of conference 
isfinal. When their report is made, under your, 
rules itis not amendable. The simple question 
propounded to the body is: ‘* Will you agree, or 
will you disagree to the report of the committee??? 
If you disagree, you may ask for a new commit+ 
tee, and so the same thing may be repeated. 

Now, sir, what I want the Senate of the United 
States to do is, itself to pass upon the question. 
It is itself the best committee of conference that I 
know of, ona great question like this. Iknow the 
Senators from Arkansas want to be heard upon 
the destruction of the Butterfield line. The Sen- 
ators from Missouri, from Kentucky, from ‘Ten- 
nessee, arealso directly interested init. So, also, 
are the Senators from New York, because the 
stockholders of that line live principally in the 
State of New York. So, also, are the Senators 
from Ohio, for a portion of the stockholders live | 
there; and I certainly desire to be heard myself, 
for a portion of the people of the State that I rep- 
resent are interested in this contract. The entire 
lower part of California, by such an amendment 
as this, if the proposition should ever be brought 
in here, are deprived of all mail facilities. There- 
fore, instead of submitting this question to a com- 
mittee of conference at this stage of the argument, 
at this point of disagreement between the two 
Houses, it is far better that the Senate should first 
determine on the line of policy that it is determ- 
ined to adheré to, while the subject is within its 

ower and under its control, and then, if the other 

ouse does not agree to its action, to ask for a 
committee of conference. As yet, sir, we have 
come to no final conclusion, adopted no certain 
line of action for us to pursue as regards this great 
overland mail system. 

The Senate will recollect that, upon the last 
day of the last session, on motion, I think, of the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Wizson,] the proposition as it is now in the bill 
was agreed upon by the Senate. It was a dernier 
resort. It was offered, after a long and protracted 
struggle, to getsomething like a perfect mail sys- 
tem between the Atlantic States and the Pacific 
coast. What does that provide for? Over the 
central route it authorizes the entire mail to be 
transported, and bids to be received to the Ist 
day of December—that is, last December—the 
service to commence on the Ist day of July, 1861, 
and the amount is entircly left out. It then au~ 
thorizes temporary stcamship service, to be dis- 
continued upon nincty days’ notice, and provides 
for the payment of a sum of money not exceed- 
ing $400,000 for that service, and leaves the But- 
terfield route entirely untouched. ‘That is the 
proposition we sent to the other House. During 
the recess of Congress, events have occurred to 
which it is unnecessary to call your attention, for 
they are familiar to you all. T'he depressed con- 
dition of our public Treasury, the condition of 
affairs in our southern States, through a portion 
of which the Butterfield linc passes, a desire to 
economize, have led a large number of the mem- 
bers of this body to change their opinions in re- 
lation to the postal service between the Atlantic 
and the Pacific, and to follow the path of economy 
upon the one hand and to look to the prospect of 
future difficulty upon the other, and, if possible, 
to concentrate and unite these lines, and have but 
one great thoroughfare between the Atlantic States 
and the Pacific coast. 2 

If the Senate is determined to stand by its own 
proposition, the amendment put on by the House 
of Representatives, considermg the above-named 
causes, and these facts as I have stated them, is 
far more acceptable. Why? Instead of $400,000 
to steamships, it limits it to $350,000. Instead 
of ninety days’ notice, it requires but sixty. In- į 
stead of putting us afloat on the sea of bidders 


that under no circumstances can the amount for 
carrying the mail between the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific, supposing the Butterfield line to remain as 
it is, excced $1,400,000; while upon the proposi- 
tion we put on the bill it may be $1,400,000, it 
may be less, but it still is within the category of 
possibilities that it may run up to $2,000,000, for 
there is no limitation whatever. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate, for |! 
a moment, to the sum we are now paying for car- |} 
rying the mail between the Atlantic States and | 
the Pacific coast, in order, if economy is your || 
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object, that you may pursue that policy which, 
while it economizes, will at the same time give 
us better facilities than we now possess. You are 
paying on the Butterfield line the sum of $637,000 
per annum. The additional $37,000, not gener- 
allly included in the estimate of its cost, comes 
from carrying the mail between Comanche Springs 
and El Paso, a portion of the old route (as the 
Senator from New Hampshire knows very well) 
running from San Antonio to El Paso. That ser- 
vice is a semi-weekly service. You are paying, 
from St. Joseph to Salt Lake City, twice amonth, 
$145,000. You are paying, from Julesburg to 
Denver City, once a week, $15,000. You are pay- 
ing for the mail carried from Salt Lake City to 
Placerville, twice a month, $33,000. That is, in 
the aggregate for the land service, youare paying 
$830,000. To that you mustadd the amount paid 
to the steamships running from New York to 
San Francisco, $350,000, and it makes a total of 
$1,180,000 for the mail facilities between the At- 
lantic coast and the Pacific. You have, for this 
large expenditure of money, really but a semi- 
weekly overland service; because the service that 
now runs from St. Joseph, by way of Salt Lake 
City, to Placerville, is for the advantage of no 
person except those who live along the line of 
travel, and it certainly is of no advantage, either 
in mail facilities or for any other known purpose, 
to the people of the State that I represent. You 
have a tri-monthly service by sea; thus making, 
during a period of one month, for the Pacific 
coast, but eleven mails; while the amendment 
proposed by either of the bodies, the Senate or 
the House of Representatives, would give a daily 
service over one route, and semi-weekly service 
over the other, making cight mails per week; sup- 
plying not only that coast, but the large and ex- 
tensive country lying betweén the Atlantic States 
and the Pacific coast, now comprising your Ter- 
ritories. 

If the amendment put on by the House of Rep- 
resentatives should be acceded to, what, I ask, 
will be yourcondition? You will have increased 
the expenditures that you are now paying but 
$220,000 per annum. You will have a daily mail 
service over the northern route, and a semi-weekly 
service over the southern route, making eight 
mails per week, while the increase of cost, as 
against what you now pay, is $220,000 per an- 
num, as { have justsaid. If the Senate say that 
this is too much; that this is a Jarger sum than 
they are willing to give; that, in the present con- 
dition of the finances of the country, they cannot 
give to the people of the Pacific coast, notin view 
alone of their mail facilitics, but to keep upa line 
of travel and emigration, and bind that State to 
the Atlantic States, such a large sum of money— 
Task the Senate, if that is the opinion of a ma- 
jority of this body, to determine itself upon the 
line of policy which it will pursue in concentrat- 
ing those two lines and in diminishing this ex- 
penditure. If I am met here by the argument 
that there is a want of time, that there are but a 
few days to elapse, and that it is better to give to 
three members of this body the details of a great 
measure like this, I say to you, Senators, that by 
sodoing you let the matter pass out of your power 
to make any amendment or modification; and the 
report of that committee, when it comes back 
here, will create just as much opposition as if you 
considered it in the first instance yourselves. The 
Senators who are directly interested in this ques- 
tion must be heard; and I would prefer that they 
should be heard by this body, when it can modify 
its action so as to meet their views and their in- 
terests, rather than to give it to a committee of 
conference, whose report is final, subject to no 
modification; and we have either to agree or to 
reject it. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to occupy the 
attention of the Senate. I simply wished to pre- 
sent, in as brief a manner as I could, my views 
in relation to this matter. I have always believed 
that there would be supplemental legislation re- 
quired if the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives were concurred in by the Senate; and 
I believe that if this post route bill had been 
pressed over two weeks ago to its passage, the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads of 
the House and the Committee on Finance might, 
by this time, have agreed upon some proposition 


| to unite these lines, or to curtail the expenses in 


some way, doing justice to the contractors—doing. 
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justice to those routes that were discontinued by 
the repeal of the great Butterfield line—and there 
could be harmony. If Lam mistaken in this, I 
am sure there is nothing to be attained, until Sen- 
ators agree upon some definite policy, by sub- 
mitting it to a committee of conference; and if 
you do agree upon a direct line of action upon 
your part, you have no right to suppose that the 
House of Representatives will not agree to it. 
‘When you ask them for a committee of confer- 
ence, it is virtually saying to them, ‘ the propo- 
sition we put upon the bill last session is our ul- 
timatum; reconcile the two if you can; but here 
is the line of policy we want adopted.” If you 
do that, you do quite as much as I ask, quite as 
much as my constituency ask, and you show 
more liberality than I have reason to believe you 
will; because you will leave the Butterfield route 
untouched, and you will have a certainty of get- 
ting a daily overland service by the central route 
at any cost, let it be what it may. 

Now, sir, I want to say another thing, and then 
Ishall have done. I came to this body from the 
people whom I have, in my humble manner, en- 
deavored to represent, under the public pledge 
that I would, if possible, get them a daily over- 
land mail. The people there are not exacting. 
They do not want you to be extravagant, or more 
liberal to them; but they do ask, let the cost be 
what it may—whether you concentrate the lines; 
whether you give them but onc line; whether you 
give them two—let the arrangement be such that 
they will have a daily overland mail between the 
Atlantic States and the Pacific coast. Gentlemen 
of the Republican party, let me say to you, that 
you got the electoral vote*of that State for your 
nominees fer President ‘and Vice President from 
the people of that State, under the belief that you 
ave committed, by your Chicago platform, to this 
proposition. Large masses of the people of that 
State have no interest whatever in, and care but 
very little about, the other questions that divide 
the two parties of the country; but this was vital, 
and when your convention at Chicago put this 
into your platform—made it a plank—there were 
hundreds of people there, looking solely to this 
pledge on the part of your party, that came for- 
ward and supported your nominees, irrespective 
of their political proclivities. LIsay, therefore, to 


the Senate, whatever may be the fate of this dis- | 


cussion; whatever may be the result of this con- 
flict between the two Houses; whatever may be 
the result of this unfortunate disagreement be- 
tween my colleague and myself; I plant myself 
according to my pledge upon that plank, and I 
will never be content to receive anything at the 
hands of this body, or of Congress, which does 
not provide for a daily overland service. 

Mr. GWIN. If my colleague would only stand 
by what he and I agreed upon, and what passed 
the Senate at the lastsessiou, we never should have 
a disagreement. Any disagreement between the 
Senator and myself originates from the fact that 
he has changed positions since the last session of 
Congress. 

Mr. KING. LI wish to offer an amendment, 
only that you may have it before you. 

Mr. GWIN. {do not want to have it read, 
because we have a special order for half past 
twelve o'clock, 

Mr. SEWARD. Ifthe honorable Senator will 
give me leave. I intended to offer this amendment, 
but was oat of the Chamber. Ido not ask it to 
be read; I only send it up. 

Mr. GWIN. Well, let it be offered. 

Mr. SEWARD. Itis an amendment to this 
bill, providing for changing the route. 

Mr. LATHAM. Lask whether, at this stage 
of proceedings, this matter is amendable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) No motion arises with regard to 


2 


the amendment at this time; it is only offered in | 


anticipation of presenting it. 

Mr. LATHAM. I misunderstood the Senator 
from New York. 

Mr. GWIN. What is the question before the 
Senate at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, 
as the Chair understands it, is on the motion of 
the Senator from California, [Mr. Gwry,] thata 
committee of conference be appointed on the part 
of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses upon the post route bill, 

Mr, LATHAM. The question, I think, is on 


my motion, which has 
House amendments. 

Mr. GWIN. Ido not think it has priority; 
but that is nota question of any importance. 

Mr. GREEN. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. GWIN. Let me go on. : 

Mr. GREEN. I think the first question is on 
the amendment; next on agreeing; and third, on 
disagreeing and asking for a conference. 

Mr. GWIN. Ido not wish to raise any ques- 
tion of order, but I desire to state the point be- 
tween my colleague and myself. L have submitted 
a motion that the Senate insist on its amendments 
providing for a daily overland mail, and ask for a 
committee of conference; and my colleague moves 
that the Senate, instead of insisting on its own 
amendments, agree to the amendments of the 
House. 

Now, Mr. President, when the bill to construct 
a Pacific railroad passed the House of Represent- 
atives and came to this body, although it was not 
such a bill as I would have drafted, although it 
was not the best bill that could have been passed, 
in my judgment, yet, in order to consummate 
something, to lay the foundation of that great 
work, I rose in my place and urged the Senate to 
pass the bill as it came to us from the House, be- 
cause I knew, if it was defective, we could cure 
those defects by subsequent legislation, and thus 
make one step toward the commencement of that 
great work. Unfortunately, the Senate differed 
fromme. They amended the bill. It went back 
to the House; and there I fear it sleeps the sleep 
ofdeath. On the same principle, when this post 
route bill came back from the’ House amended, 
I was of the opinion that, if we could then—which 
was three weeks ago—consummate the legisla- 
tion, so that there would be established a daily 
overland mail on the central route, we could, dur- 
ing the balance of the session, so arrange the mail 
service that we could have a certain route by 
which we would have a daily mail to California. 
Therefore, although L differed with the House, I 

nade a motion to agree io the House amendments, 
on the same principle that I agrecd to their Pacific 
railroad bill, in order that we might consummate 
some legislation in the present distracted state of 
the country, and, I may add, disorganized position 
of the two Houses of Congress, on which we 
could base subsequent legislation that would se- 
eure us this mail service; but it is well known to 
us that the Senate refused to agree to the House 
amendments. The distinguished Senator from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Hunrer,] whois potential on this side 
of the Chamber, the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
CoLLAMER,] known to this body as being as fa- 
miliar with the mail service as any member of the 
Senate, and more so, having been Postmaster 
General; and even one of my colleagues on the 
Post Office Committee, the Senator from New 
Hampshire, (Mr. Haue,] objected. It could not 
j pass the Senate. Then it was, sir, that the sub- 
ject was considered informally in the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads . 

Mr. COLLAMER. The Senator will excuse 
me. Ihave no recollection of ever saying a word 
about the measure in any way. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator will recollect that 
he said he could not agree to vote to give this 
central route, and also continue the Butterfield 
route. : 

Mr. COLLAMER. 1 do not deny that I may 
have said that privately; but I said nothing about 
it in the Senate. . 

Mr. GWIN. I know the Senator gave that as 
a reason then for being opposed to the adoption 
of the House proposition. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The Senator calls my 
name in the discussion, as if 1 had participated 
init. J never had any participation in it what- 
ever, and never made a single remark in the Sen- 
ate about it. 
| Mr. GWIN. I know the Senator did not; but 

he gave that as a reason for being opposed to it 
then. 

Mr. LATHAM. I do not wish to interrupt 
my colleague; but, with his permission, I wish to 
say he forgets one fact. Those amendments of 
the House—and the record will bear me out in 
the assertion—were never debated in the Senate 
thirty minutes. When my colleague made the 
motion to concur in them, two weeks ago last 
Saturday, at the close of the day’s session, the 


priority, to agree to the 


Senator from Virginia and the Senator from New 


i 


Hamipshire objected; the discussion lasted 
thirty minutes, and: the subject went over to th 
following Monday. There never has’ been ah 
indication, by vote or otherwise, whether the Sen- 
ate would agree or disagree to the proposition of 
the House. i E : 

Mr. GWIN. It was perfectly apparent that 
we could not get it through the Senate: Th: as 
very clear. If-it was not, my colleague wad dè- 
ficient in his duty in not pressing the question. 
I knew it would be defeated if it was pressed, and 
I did not want it to be defeated—at least that was 
my judgment then. | : ne a: 

Now, sir, lintend to review these House amend- 
ments. Iwill first state what the Senate amend- 
ment was. After long and elaborate discussion, 
last year, we came to an agreement to pass ‘an 
amendment to this post route bill; and here it‘is: 

«Phat the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, at- 
thorized and directed to advertise for proposals for the daily 
transportation of the entire mail, overland, between St. 
Louis, Missouri, and San Francisco, California, over .the 
central route, in twenty days’ time, the bids to be received 
until the 1st day of December next ensuing, and the ser- 
vice to commence on the Ist day of July, 1861; and the 
Postmaster General is hereby directed to award’ the con- 
tract to the lowest responsible bidder.?? : 


My colleague stated that this was an amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
He is mistaken. It was reported from the Post 
Office Committee by the chairman of that com- . 
mittee, aftcr a full and elaborate examination of 
this question, on the very last day of the session, 
and passed without opposition. ‘The isste bë- 
tween my colleague and myself is, whether..we 
shall have a daily overland mail on the central 
route certain, or whether we shall insert arestric- 
tion in the proposition that will destroy it. That 
is the question between us. In addition to what 
I have read, we inserted a section providing fora 
temporary steamship service, in order that: the 
service might certainly go on. Here it is: 

“ That the Postmaster General is authorized to provide 
temporary steamship servicé by the nearest and most ex- 
peditious route between New York and San Francisco, at 
a cost not exceeding $400,000 a year, reserving to the Gov- 
ernment the privilege of annulling the contract, after. the 
commencement of the overland service, upon ninety days? 
notice.”? : 

My colleague speaks of the economy-of the 
legislation of the House in reducing this sum ‘to 
$350,000. ‘The Postmaster General obtained the 
service for $350,000; it is now being performed 
for that sum; and therefore, for ‘that reason, the 
House amended it. Now, what is the proposi- 
tion of the House? My colleague is -entirely 
mistaken as to the amount of the abilities of the 
Government under it. Whatare they? In the 
first Instance, we have got the Butterfield route, 
costing $637,000, according to his statement. In 
addition to that, we have the central route, at 
$800,000—making $1,437,000. In addition tothat, 
we provide, in an additional section put on this 
bill for a four years’ service connecting with this 
Butterfield route, at $150,000. It is a legislative 
contract, making that route and connecting it with 
the Butterfield route. Therefore the bill, as it 
comes to us from the House, imposes an obliga- 
| tion on this Government, by legislative contracts, 
for nearly one million six hundred thousand döl- 
lars; and therefore they are contracts that you 
cannot discontinue without the contractors com- 
ing before Congress and asking for damages. In 
addition to that, after the bill had passed, afterit 
came here, and I had made the motion to concur 
in their amendments, although I was opposed to 
them, they sent for the bill. They took it back, 
| and put anamendment in the bill in regard to the 
ocean service, reducing the” sum to $350,000, 
which is the contract price for which they are 
carried now, and reducing the notice to sixty 
days, and leaving it still to the discretion of the 
Postmaster General, whether he would continue 
that service or not when this overland service was 
obtained. He-is not required to discontinue. it; 
| so that, according to this bill, that ocean. service 
can be continued. The expenses incurred under 
| the bill, ifit passes, will be nearly one million nine 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars; $1,600,000, 
certain, and probably $350,000 additional, if this 
is left to the discretion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. This measure, which is recommended to 
the Senate for its economy, increases the expend- 
itures over the present service seven or eight hun- 
dred thousand dollars. s 5 

What had the Committee on the Post Office and 
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Post Roads before them? They had this import- 
aut subject before them, to secure this service on 
the central route for the Jeast amount for which 
the service could be performed. The Senator from 
New Hampshire will no doubt state to the Sen- 
ate before this discussion is over, that he has op- 
posed the creation of the central route until there 
was some legislation in regard to the. Butterfield 
route. That is an old point with him. What the 
Senator has had read here as the action of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, was 
not the final action of that committee. ‘The final 
action of that committee was, on the-motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, to ask for a 
committee of conference; and it was then determ- 
ined, if we got this mail service, we would give 
$1,000,000 for it; and, if necessary, could discon- 
tinue the Butterfield route, and give them six 
months’ pay for the discontinuance. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to say a word in 
regard to the efficiency of this service under the 
amendment proposed by the House. I haveshown 
that the liability of the Government under that 
proposition will be nearly two million dollars. 
There will bea certain liability of $1,600,000; and 
if the occan service is continued, it willamount to 
$2,000,000. The Postmaster General, under the 
bill as it comes to us from the House, ean con- 
tinue that service if he chooses to do it. ltisnot 
said that he shall discontinue it. It says he may 
discontinue it; but it docs not require that he shall 
do it. He may do it at his discretion. Now, sir, 
what kind of service is it? My colleague boasted 
the other day that, if this bill should pass, we 
should have the most perfect system ever devised. 
How perfect is it? We have just received notice 
that the Butterficld route is cut up by the roots; 
that it is cut right in two at the center. It is 
stopped inallits stages through the State of Texas, 
some six or seven hundred miles. “We have no 
mail now but the occan service, except twice a 
month across by the Salt Lake route, which my 
colleague says is not a California route at all. 
This is the perfect service that he speaks of—the 
Butterfield route being a partof it. It turns out to 
be no service at all, 

Jn regard to the daily mail on the central route, 
I have never seen one man yet, who deserved the 
confidence of the country, and who had examined 
this question, who said that the entire mail of the 
United States could be carried on that route for 
$800,000—1 mean the entire mail. That is the 
word of the law; and it is intended by the Con- 
gress of the United States that it shall be the entire 
mail. 

The Committce on the Post Office and Post 
Roads had before them the bill reported by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio from that committee, which has 
been under consideration in the Senate, which 
passed the House by upwards ofa hundred major- 
iy, whichenlarges the power or discretion of the 
Postmaster General, in order to enable him to dis- 
continue mail service in theseceding States. Under 
that bill, one of the very first acts of the Post- 
master General, in my judgment, would be to dis- 
continue one of these great routes of the per- 
fect system my colleague speaks of. We could 
not shut our eyes to that fact. We could not put 
it on the uncertain contingency, that if the mails 
could not be carried daily in four-horse post 
coaches, six times a week over the central route 
for $800,000, we should not have a mail at all, 
and therefore must be entirely dependent on the 
Butterfield route, as we are now. We could not 
put it on that contingency, and thus run the risk 
of having no mail-at all, 

My colleague talks about a committee of con- 
ference consulting contractors and outsiders. Sir, 
I have been on a great many committees of con- 
ference, and this is the first time 1 ever heard it 
intimated that committees of conference of the 
two Houses of Congress made any such consult- 
ations. The reason we want the committee of 
conference is far above and beyond that. We 
want it to examine the facts, to sce if we could not 
recoucile the differences between the two Houses, 
so that we could have this service certain. What 
are the facts? If find the weight of this overland 
mail is about sixty thousand poundsa month. It 
is carried six times a week, twenty-four times a 
month; and therefore there arc twenty-five hun- 
dred pounds to be carried daily over this central 
route, winter and summer. 


a - That is the average; | 
a thousand pounds is required to be carried in the | 


stages that go through in twenty days, and. the 
balance goes through in thirty-five days. We 
wanted to ascertain whether there was any pos- 
sibility of carrying such. an enormous mail all the 
year round—twenty-five hundred pounds of de- 
partures daily, one thousand to go through in 
twenty days, and fifteen hundred in thirty-five 
days, for this sum of money, $800,000. 

Then there is another odious discrimination in 
this bill, They take a partof the printed matter, 
putit with the letters, and itis to becarried through 
in twenty days, and the balance in thirty-five 
days. I do not pretend to say there is any inten- 
tion to abuse this pewer, but it could be abused to 
ostracize certain printed documents, and to giye 
favoritism toothers. Certain papers and printed 
documents might be permitted to go through in 
twenty days, while the rest would not go through 
for thirty-five days. My objections, therefore, to 
the House amendment were, because of its uncer- 
tainty, that it was impossible we could get the 
service for $800,000 for the entire mail; and then 
there was more than a probability that the But- 
terfield route would be destroyed or suspended 
by what has already occurred, and whatis likely 
to occur; and more than that—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Senator from California will sus- 
pend his remarks. It becomes incumbent on the 
Chair, under the rule of the Senate, to arrest the 
further consideration of this bill at this time, and 
call up the bill which was made the special order 
for half past twelve o’clock to-day, which isa bill 
for the payment of certain expenses incurred in 
the suppression of Indian hostilities in the State 
of California; which bill is now before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, and open to 
amendment. . 

Mr. LATHAM. I hope it will lie over tem- 
porarily, in order to allow my colleague to con- 
clude his remarks. 

Mr. GWIN. Lhope not. Iwill let my speech 
be cut in two rather than disturb that bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is be- 
fore the Senate, unless there is a motion made for 
a postponement. , 

Mr. HALE. I move to postpone it. I think 
it is duc to the Senate and the country that this 
post route bill should be disposed of. 

Mr. GWIN. The bill which is now taken up 
as the special order will not occupy ten minutes. 
It has been examined by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs of both Houses of Congress, and by 
all the Departments of the Government. It is the 
best guarded bill that has ever come up before the 
Senate to pay for any Indian War debt. Itreduces 
the pay there to what is paid the soldiers of the 
United States. Ido not think it will take ten 
minutes to go through with it; and then we can 
take up this other subject, in regard to the post 
route bill, and dispose of that. I believe we can 
dispose of both subjects to-day. 

Mr. HALE. | insist on my motion. 

Mr. FESSENDIEN. IT leave it to Senators to 
take such course as they see fit with reference to 
these bills, and the question of priority between 
them; but I want them to understand distinctly 
that when one o’clock arrives, I shall move to take 
up the appropriation bill and go on with it. 

Mr. LATHAM. It was on my motion that 
this bill for the payment of the war debt was post- 
poned until to-day, and I renewed the motion as 
an act of courtesy to my colleague, supposing that 
he wished to go on with his speech. As he does 


| not wish to do so, I hope we sball take up that 
bill and go on with it. 


I have something to say 
on that bill also, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire moves to postpone the spe- 
cial order, which is the bill providing forthe pay- 
ment of the California war debt. Does the Sen- 
ator name any time for its consideration? 

Mr. HALE. [donot care at what time it is 


| considered; but I wish to state to the Senate that 
| I think there is something due to this measure, 
dae to the Senate, and due to the country, beside | 


setiling the personal differences of opinion be- 
tween the Senators from California. I have a 
responsibility in regard to this bill as a member 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads, and I desire—certainly I will not take 


more than ten or fifteen minutes—to explain my 
views on the subject. 1 think it duc to California, 
and due tothe gentlemen who put that plank in 


the Chicago platform, that the bill should be dis- 
posed of. [Laughter.} 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator-from Maine 
will give us time to get through with this subject. 
It will not detain the Senate long. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I must make the motion 
at one o’clock. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved to 
postpone the bfl now before the Senate providing 
for the payment of expenses incurred in the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in California. 

Mr. LATHAM, I should like to know of the 
Senator who makes the motion, to what time does 
he propose to postpone the bill? 

Mr. HALE. I do not care what time. 

Mr.GWIN. Make it the special order for 
half past twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair puts 
the motion as made by the mover. i 

Mr. LATHAM. Í move to amend it by say- 
ing half past twelve o'clock to-morrow. [* Oh, 
no ! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion will be on assigning a special hour- for its 
consideration, and then on postponing the bill. 

Mr. LATHAM. While I move to amend the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, I 
want the Senate to understand that I shall not 
favor the motion even if itis amended. I merely 
want to supply a deficiency in the motion. 

Mr. HALE. I cannot hear a word you say 
There are a dozen Senators around me talking 
louder than you are. 

Mr. LATHAM. I say that, by moving to -~ 
amend your motion by fixing a certain hdur to- 
morrow for the consideration of the bill, I do not 
wish it to be understood that I favor the motion. 
I merely wanted to supply a deficiency in it, in 
order that the bill might not lose its position. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved to 
amend the motion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, by assigning the bill for special considera- 
tion to-morrow at half past twelve o’clock.’ 

The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the motion to postpone, which 1s an in- 
definite postponement, no hour or day being fixed. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The'bill is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I move to postpone it until Mon- 
day at twelve o’clock, and make it the special 
order at that time. 

Mr. LATHAM. Thope the Senator now will 
let us go on until one o’clock, at any rate. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I submitted an amendment 
to this overland mail bill some time since, and I 
now move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to’, 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN CALIFORNIA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H 
R. No. 299) forthe payment of expenses incurred 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the State 
of California, is now before the Senate asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. LATHAM. Jask that the bill be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. It proposes to ap- 
propriate. $400,000, or so much thereof as shall be 
necessary, to defray the expenses incurred by the 
State of California in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities therein, in the years 1854, 1855, 1856, 
1858, and 1859. The Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury is to be authorized and required to audit the 
accounts of California for payments for the ser- 
vices of volunteers, and for supplies, transporta- 
tion, and personal services, furnished or rendered 
to the volunteers in the Shasta expedition of 1854, 
in the Siskiyou expedition of 1855, in the Kia- 
math and Humboldt expedition of 1855, in the 
San Bernardino expedition of 1855, in the Kla- 
math expedition of 1856, in the Modoc expedition 
of 1856, in the Tulare expedition of 1856, in the 
Klamath and Humboldt expedition of 1858-59, 
and in the Pitt river expedition of 1859; but no 
higher rate is to be allowed or paid for the ser- 
vices of the volunteers than was paid for services 
in the same grade and for the same time in the 
United States Army serving in California, nor is 
any payment to be made for the services of any 
such volunteers, except for the time during which 
they shall be shown by satisfactory evidence to 
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have been engaged in actual service in the field. 
No allowance is to be made for the services of any 
person in more than one capacity for the same 
time; and in auditing the claims for supplies, 
transportation, and personal services, the same are 
to be computed at prices corresponding, as near 
as can be ascertained, to the rates. paid for simi- 
Jar supplies and. transportation furnished or ren-. 
dered to the United States Army in the same 


country at the same time; and the Third Auditor, | 


as to all principles not expressly settled by this 
act, is to be governed in auditing and settling the 
claims by the principles adopted in his report 
upon the claims of theTerritories of Washington 
and Oregon, of the 7th of February, 1860, made 
in pursuance of a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, passed the 8th of February, 1859. 
Whenéver, in his opinion, the evidence in sup- 
portof any claim for services, supplies, and trans- 
portation, is not sufficient to establish such claim, 
or where he may have doubts as to the genuine- 
ness thereof, he isto beauthorized to require addi- 
tional and satisfactory proof touching such claim, 
or the value of the services rendered or supplies 
furnished, before reporting such claim for settle- 
ment and payment. No payment is to be made 
for the expenses of any of these expeditions, if 
the Secretary of War shall be of opinion that there 
was not a necessity for calling out the troops. 
The acceptance of the indemnity provided by this 
enactment is to operate as a final and complete 
discharge and satisfaction of all claims or matters 
referred to. : 

Mr. LATHAM. I will make a very brief 
statement in relation to this matter. I know very 
well that there is a great prejudice in this body, 
and probably very justly, against the payment of 
the debts of the Indian wars that have been got- 
ten up by the western States, I will state that, so 
far as the wars enumerated in this bill are con- 
cerned, in no instance, I believe, were they pros- 
ecuted without the express sanction of the State 
authorities of California. Hostilities broke out 
in different portions of the State; requisitions were 
made on the commanding officer of your army at 
San Francisco by Governor Weller and his pre- 
decessor, who responded that he had not a suffi- 
cient force to protect the settlers from the hostil- 
ities of the Indians; and the Governor of the-State 
then, in some cases at his own instance, in others 
at the instance and by the authority of the Legis- 
lature, ordered out volunteers, that the Indians 
might be punished. The State paid the volun- 
teers, the price of living being high, from thirty 
to forty or fifty dollars a month; the officers got 
from seventy-five to one hundred dollars. Ii was 
impossible to.find men who would enlist, unless 
this wasdone. In three different instances the State 
itself assumed the indebtedness. They found it 
was going to cost more than the General Govern- 
ment would probably be willing to recognize, if 


bonds were issued, and therefore they paid the | 


money out of their treasury—over one hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars of this sum. After the 
other wars were prosecuted, a commission. was 
appointed by an act of the Legislature, to inves- 
tigate all the claims.for purchases and suppies. 
They underwent the most rigid scrutiny. When 
they were passed upon, the bonds or certificates | 
‘of the State were issued, as evidences of indebt- 
edness, that the State held itself equitably bound 
to pay for these wars if the General Government 
did not assume the debt; and that is its condition 
before Congress. 

This bill has undergone the supervision of the 
Auditor’s department, and a letter is on file among 
the papers from the Auditor, stating that no bill 


could possibly be guarded more than the one under 
consideration. It reduces the expenses exactly 


‘downto what you paid the soldiers of your Army; | 
it allows: nothing for transportation of supplics | 
more than you have to give for the transportation | 


of your Army supplies; in other words, these ex- 
peditions are brought down to the standard that 
the Government would have had to pay if ithadhad 
troops there sufficient to have itself protected the 
settlers from the invasions and hostilities of the 
Indians. In addition to this,asa last guard, after 
the whole. bill has undergone the strict rules laid 
down by the Auditor’s office, and adopted in the 
Orcgon war debt, if the Secretary of War, from 
the evidence before him, is not satisfied that the 


expeditions were just and proper, and ought to | 


have been undertaken, he is authorized to repu- | 


diate the whole. -1 cannot conceive of a bill more 
just, more ¢omplelely guarded, and more proper 
in allits.details, ” 

Mr. COLLAMER. How much is the claim? 

Mr, LATHAM. It does not exceed $400,000. 

Mr. KING. The practice which has been con- 
siderably extended in the Government, of paying 
for these Indian wars, is one, in. my judgment, 
calculated to lead to extravagant expenditure. 
The rule is not what it wag at an earlier time, 
and not what it ought to be. Gentlemen say that 
this bill is remarkably well guarded; thatit could 
not be better guarded. In my, opinion, it could 
scarcely be less guarded. It is.a simple propo- 
sition to transfer this matter to the Department, 
to audit and pay whatever accounts are presented 


; here for these expeditions, at the rates that were 


paid to the regular soldiers in California. The 
suggestion that the Seerctary of War may, if he 
deems these expeditions to have been unnecessary, 
reject the accounts, gives him no discretion at all. 
These men went out to kill some Indians. I dare 
say there may have been Indian depredations, 
but it is now five or six years since they occurred, 
and there should be some guard against the allow- 
ance of extravagant accounts." it scems to me 
that the proper course would be, whenever any 
depredations occur, for the State authorities to 
call on the Federal Government, orits Army offi- 
cers in the vicinity; and if the Federal troops can- 
not go to the place where they are. needed, then, 
under some general sanction, the State must turn 
out and defend itself. {t seems to me that the 
proper mode of presenting these accounts would 
be to send them here, to let us see what they 
are, and Ict Congress pass upon the amount, in-. 
stead of transferring that to some board or officer 
of the Treasury Department. There were claims 
to the amount of $7,000,000 presented for the Ore- 
gon and Washington Indian war. When the 
accounts came to be examined, there were found 
to be charges of the most enormous character; in 
some instances men claimed to be paid for scr- 
vice in two or three different capacities at the same 
time. 

‘The sums claimed for expenses of this kind are 
enormous. Some four or five years ago, the State 
of California, I believe, had over nine hundred 
thousand dollars paid to her for similar claims, I 
know that when General Wool was upon the 
western border, he stated that there was no occa- 
sion whatever for the State authorities to interfere; 
that the Federal troops were ample for all pur- 

oses of defense, if they had been called upon; 
but that there was a desire for these military ex- 
cursions and enterprises on the part of the popu- 
lation; and that they were got up quite as much 
for speculative purposes, and for frolic, as for any- 
thing else. Now, here is an account from Cali- 
fornia, beginning with 1854 or 1855, going on for 
some five or six years—a regular account, as if it 
was the business of the State to make these ex- 
penditures on its own discretion, without consult- 
ation with our officers, as if all it had to do was 
to spend what it pleased, and bring in its account 
in the end for us to settle. Many of these cases 
lie along in this way for four or five years, until 
the claims which exist on the part of the soldiers, 
the parties who performed the service, pass into 
the hands of brokers and capitalists, and they get 
about here in the hands of agents at not much 
more than ten cents on the dollar, until an influ- 
ence of that kind is created sufficiently strong to 
get up a bill for three or four or five hundred thou- 
sand dollars, or two or three million, and then 
there is a force about the Capitol here to press it 
through. Very little of the money, in many of 
the instances, goes to the parties themselves. - I 
do not know anything about the condition of these 
claims; I do not know in whose hands they are. 
Sonic of them are in the hands of the State, I sup- 
pose; others may be in the hands of the parties 
who rendered the service; but the whole system, 
in my judgment, is not entitled to the sanction of 
Congress. 

{I opposed this bill in the committee on these gen- 
eral grounds, and I will not vote for these large ap- 
propriations of three or four hundred thousand, or 
two or three million dollars, without some kuowl- 
edge ofthe case. Lam notsatisfied with a mere guard 
in the bill that it shall be referred to somebody 
whom we do not know, to judge of these matters, 
and who conclude that the action of Congress 
passes upon the principle. That is generally the 


| here is the Oregon war debt. 


sums are taken from the Treasury. 
know how, within the past four or. 
Treasury has been’ emptied, almost ban krup 
by this sort of proceeding, by loose officers’ 
loose commissions. E Eee 
For these general reasons—not because I know: 
much about these particular claims, but because 
I do.not know that they are due,and ought to be | 
paid—I shall vote against the bill.” oes.) 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. President—— ©aa 
Mr. LATHAM. |. Will the Sénator from Ore- 
gon allow. me one. word? I just wish to say, that 
the Senator from New York, in the objection he 
has-made here, is a little mistaken'aa to the facts. 
The State of California, by her. representatives, 
has been here every year, from the time this in- 
debtedness was created up to. this. time, asking 
Congress to pay it. There has been no delay 
whatever. So far from these claims going into the 
hands of speculators, I will say that nearly one 
half the whole sum is in the hands of the State 
of California, and for the rest. the State has issued 
her certificates of indebtedness. i 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, there is nobod 
who listens to the Senator from New York with 
more pleasure than Ido, when he talksabout what 
hedoes understand, or what he tries to understand; 
but there is nobody who listens to him with more 
impatience than myself, when I hear him talking 
on a subject upon which he is happily and pro- 
foundly ignorant, It is the easiest thing in the 
world for a man toenjoy himself.in the luxury of 
a seat in the Senate of the United States, repre- 
senting the great city of New York, and talk Ais- 
paragingly of our Indian war debts; andif now, 
for about ten minutes—— ` n 
Mr. LATHAM. The bill will beruled out in 
ten minutes. M 
Mr. BAKER. Well, five; will that do? IfI 
now, for five minutes, say a few words, I want 
to tell him why I feel deep concern in this ques- 
tion. Within four months, or a little more, from 
this day, forty-five men, women, and children, 
were murdered by the Snakes, the Nez. Percés, 
and the Shoshones, on the Oregon frontier, the 
men. murdered, the women violated, the children 
burned at the stake; and that state of facts impels 
me now to answer some of the insinuations which 
the distinguished Senator has chasen to make. 
Now, i begin. He says these Indian wars are 
not authorized. Who is to authorize them? A 
tribe breaks out and massacres our people; and 
we seize arms, as best we can, and defend our 
frontier, until we haveachance to send, sometimes 
a thousand miles, for regular troops, who do. not 
do much, when they get there, to defend us; and 
who is to pay the expense of that war? You are 
bound to do it by your Constitution, your law, 
and your custom. What answer is there to that 
view, upon which these debts are always paid, 
made by the Senator from New York? Hesays, 
What has that got 
to do with this? He says there were $7,000,000 
claimed in that case. No such thing. It is true 
that a commission appointed by this Federal Gov- 


j ernment, composed, a majority of it at least, of ` 


officers in the Army, bigh in rank, and higher in 
the trust and confidence of the Executive, did re- 
port that the Oregon war, just in its expenditure, 
had cost the people of Oregon, lawfully and. prop- 
erly, $6,000,000, and that they reconimended: the 
payment of thatsum. Itis true that the Secretary 
of War indorsed that recommendation, and asked 
Congress to pay the money- , It is'true that we 
have been knocking at these doors ever since that 


j| day; and that at last the Senate, at the last ses- 


sion, scaled the debtarbitraril y down to $3,400,000. 
They sent that bill to the House of Represent- 
atives, and the House scales it again downto 
$2,200,000; and now it trembles in the balance of 
that injustice, to-morrow morning, whether itshall 
pass at all.. If itdoes puss, it is a poor, miserable 
pittance, which we will indignantly reject. 

Now for this California war debt.. We are on 
the fronticr, children of dispersion, far away from 
you and your civilization and your modes of de- 
fense. We depend upon the imperfect operation 
of regular troops upon fields where they are not 
fit to operate, in mountainouscountries where sup- 
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plies are almost unattainable, and where. the sav- 
age upon the frontier strikes as and when you 
least expect him. This debt was contracted in 
defense of the lives and property of our people 
upon stch a frontier as that. . Are we to be told, 
almost sneeringly, that we have waited five years 
and ought not to be paid at all? More shame to 
those who caused us to wait. Sir, some of us, at 
least, from the Pacific coast, acknowledge that 
there are great demands made by the frontier upon 
the central civilized portions of the country. I, 
atleast, as onc of their representatives, am will- 
ing to vote that my own people shall bear all their 
proportion of these legitimate burdens. I come 

ere and vote for the highest tax on iron, on cof- 
fee, on tea, and on sugar. I will vote $15,000,000 
for a Navy; I will vote $15,000,000 for an Army; 
I will vote millions for a Coast Survey; I will 
vote all that gentlemen from New York, or Penn- 
sylvania, or Ohio, or Indiana, or Illinois, ask me to 
vote, for the common défense and the general wel- 
fare, 1 do it on the recommendation of commit- 
tees; I do it according to the custom of the House 
and the Senate; I do it loyally, full of devotion to 
the whole Union.” I would despise, myself if I 
were to sneer, “to hint a fault‘and hesitate dislike,” 
because here $1,000,000and there $2,000,000 were 
to be spent which, locally, would not benefit my 
people. 

Sir, not interested more than any other Senator 
for this peculiar bill, I am willing to vote for it. 
{have lived there; I have seen something of fron- 
tier service; I know the exposure, the privation, 
the doubt, the dread, the difficulty, the danger, 
the bloodshed, the massacre, amid which we have 
fertilized the wilderness, and made it ‘bloom and 
blossom like the rose;” and if, sometimes, that 
fertility is increased by the heart’s blood of our 
women and our children, that is a poor reason 
why, after five years’ delay, we are to be scaled, 
diminished, decreased, belittled, demeaned, and 
then, not ouly onr just debt disputed, but our mo- 
tives impugned, when we come here to ask it. 

l claim for California to-day, as I should, if I 
could be heard before the other House to-morrow, 
for Oregon, the just payment of a just debt long 
delayed, none the less just for that; and I shall 
call for it day by day and year by year as long as 
my people place me here, or until they shall send 
a better man. 

Mr. KING. I should certainly be disposed to 
vote all that 1 deemed was duc to these men, and 
ata fair, liberal! compensation for the services they 
rendered that were necessary. It is the business 
of the country to defend the frontier settlements, 
and it is for that purpose.that we have a standing 
Army, and chiefly for that purpose. We have 
had reports and disputes in relation to the pro- 
priety of calling out the militia for this purpose; 
and we have had statements from onr commander 
on the Pacific, General Wool, a capable and ad- 
mirable officer, when he was upon that frontier, 
that many of these expeditions were unnecessary, 
and thatit would have been better to leave the 
defense of the settlement to the regular troops, 
large numbers of which were there for the pur- 

ose, 

The gentleman makesa very eloquent and feel- 
ing description of the murder of womenand chil- 
dren. Why, Mr. President, we all listen to that 
with sadness; but shall their neighbors, shall 
those who live in that quarter, come here, and, 
because a portion of their people have been butch- 
ered by the savages, undertake to make a specu- 
lation out of this Government, and wring from 
our sympathies for this sad destruction, money 
from the Treasury of the United States, to pass 
into the hands of people who were not killed by 
the Indians, and who were neither women nor 
children? That is another view of this matter. 
Perhaps we should do something for the families 
that suffered. I do not know but that I would 
extend my sympathy for them in the way of lib- 
erality, by doing something for them; but the 
persons who have these claims against the Gov- 
ernment are not even those who reside in those 
remote quarters. Very nearly the whole amount 
of these claims stand here until they have passed 
into the hands of brokers, perhaps in the very city 
of New York that the Senator talks of, because 
I think there are no set of men in the world who 
are sharper, and keener for speculation. They 


speculate on almost anything; and I should not | 


be surprised if a large portion of these war claims 


were now owned by brokers in the city of New 
York. I represent that State in part, and am de- 
sirous that they shall have what is due to them, 
as I am willing that all persons, in all parts of 
the country, shall have what is due to them. But 
I have believed that. though, while these.claims 
are in the hands of the remote settlers, they are 
not brought here to be liquidated and settled by 
the Department, yet, when they pass into the 
hands of millionaires 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator from New 
York allow me to state a fact? 

Mr. KING. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. 
had occasion to look into it. Now, I state upon 
my responsibility here, that,in my best judgment, 
there is not to-day twelve per cent. of the entire 
Oregon war debt owned anywhere else than by 
the people of Oregon themselves; and what I say 
of that debt I believe, though I do not state it so 
positively, to be-substantially true about the lit- 
tle appropriation that is now asked for. ‘The Or- 
egon war debt is scattered in every valley and 
upon every hillside in Oregon; and it passes from 
hand to hand in payment in the trade that we 
make in Oregon, and does not get out of its bor- 
ders even now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is again in- 
cumbent on the Chair, under the rule of the Sen- 
ate, to arrest the further consideration of this bill, 
and call up for consideration a bill assigned as a 
special order for this hour—one o’clock to-day. 
It is the unfinished business of yesterday, the 
joint resolution (S. No. 54) proposing certain 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States; and thatresolution is before the Senate for 
consideration. f 

Mr. LATHAM. I move temporarily to post- 
pone the special order, so that we can go on and 
finish this bill. We can finish it in fifteen min- 
utes. The discussion is nearly all over now, and 
we can have a vote at once. T therefore move to 
postpone the special order temporarily, in order 
that we may finish this bill. I hope the Senator 
from Maine wil allow that to be done. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If Senators are about to 
proceed to vote on this bill, I shall not object to 
passing over the special order for a few moments 
temporarily. : 

Mr. LATHAM. 
to speak. . 

Mr. KING. Ihave no disposition to extend 
the discussion of this matter. I have stated my 
objections to the bill, as I proposed to do, and 
desire to vote against it. Ihave no disposition 
to talk about it further. I shall vote against it; 
let others vote as they please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the special order will be passed over 
informally, and for the time being. 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then it re- 
quires a specific motion. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move to suspend the special 
order for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the special order will go 
over to one o’clock to-morrow. The Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Lane] has the floor on it, and he 
does not wish to speak to-day. 

Mr. KING. If a vote cannot be taken on it, 
this bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from California make a motion to postpone 
the consideration of the special order until one 
o’clock to-morrow? 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California moves to postpone the considera- 
tion of this bill, and make it a special order-—— 

Mr. LATHAM. The Indian war debt bill? 

‘Mr.GWIN. No,sir; but the joint resolution 
announced by the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution which is the special order before the 
Senate. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Several Senators. Let us vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the California war debt bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I will let it go on fora 
few minutes. 

Mr. LATHAM. It will be through in ten or 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GRIMES. I shall not-stay here if— 


I believe no one else wishes 


I have heard that before, and- 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President——- 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My friends on this side 
object to my giving way, and I cannot do it. Let 
this. bill go over. 

Mr. LATHAM. There is to be no more dis- 
cussion. , 

Mr. KING. It had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
recognized the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. PEARCE. I submit an amendment, to 
come in at the end of the first section of this bill. 
Several Senators. What bill is before us? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order having been postponed, the California war- 
debt bill is now before the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to postpone it 
until half past twelve o’clock to-morrew, and 
make it the special: order for that time, for the 
purpose of taking up now the civil appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. LATHAM. I should like to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Maine to what I have 
heard him say often on this floor, and I think 
very forcibly, in censure of the policy of taking 
up a bill, and when we are nearly through with 
it, postponing it to some other day. He has al- 
ways advocated the finishing of a question thatis 
up, before we go to any thing else. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I can only say that what- 
ever may be my opinion, I am acting in this mat- 
ter as the organ of the Finance Committee, under 
the direction of others; and however much I may 
be disposed to oblige the Senator from California, 
I must insist upon going on with the appropria- 
tion bill. I can only say to the Senator, that I 
am in favor of his bill, and with a little amend- 
ment which we propose, but which is not quite 
ready yet, I will give every facility to pass it at 
the earliest moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The question is on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. HALE. Is the motion to postpone de- 
batable ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. HALE. I take an appeal from that de- 
cision, and on that I want to say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides that the motion to postpone a bill to a 
definite time, and fix it as a special order for a 
particular hour, is not debatable on the question 
of the merits of the measure. From that decis- 
sion, the Senator from New Hampshire takes an 
appeal to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; Ido not take an appeal 
from that decision. That was not the decision. 
I asked if the motion to postpone was debatable. 
The Chair said no. I was going to assign reasons 
why the bill should not be postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
takes the motion as it was made. The motion 
was to postpone the bill until to-morrow, and 
make it the special order for half past twelve 
o’clock; and that is the only motion. 

Mr. HALE. And the Chair decides that it is 
not debatable? 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- 
cides that that is not debatable. 

Mr. HALE. From that, I take an appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate?” That question is de- 
batable. 

Mr. HALE. On that I want to be heard. I 
want to suggest to the Senate and to the Chair— 
and then I think the Chair will reverse its decis- 
ion—that from the time I have been in the Senate 
to the present hour, I never heard that ruling 
made before. I donot put it to debate the merits 
of the bill; but I say that a motion to postpone 
is always open to suggestions as to the propriety 
of taking up that question or not; and if my recol- 
lection is good for anything, the uniform and un- 
interrupted decision of the Senate has been, that 
when a motion is made to postpone it is in order, 
not to debate the merits of the bill, but to assign 
reasons why it ought not to be taken up; and 
having stated that, it is all that I want to state 
before having the opinion of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the appeal from the decisiontof the Chair. 
A motion was made to postpone the further con- 
sideration of this bill until to-morrow at half past 


twelve o’clock, and make it the special order for 
that hour, The debate running upon the merits 


ot 
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of the bill, the Chair reminded the Senate that the 
question was not a debatable one. From that 
decision, the Senator from New Hampshire ap- 
pealed. The Chair has not decided that upon a 
motion to postpone, or a motion to take up, sug- 
gestions which will operate in favor of or against 
that motion are not in order; but discussion upon 
the bill the Chair decided was not in order, and 
so reminded gentlemen. From that decision the 

“Senator from New Hampshire takes an appeal. 
The question thenis, ‘‘Shall the ruling of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate?’ 

Mr. HALE. I have taken no such appeal, and 
never shall. I put no such question, and never 
shall. A motion was made to postpone this bill 
to a certain hour, apd make it a special order. I 
asked the Chair if that question was debatable. 
The Chair said no; and from that J took an ap- 
peal. Ihave not asked the Chair, and I have not 
contended, thatdebate on the merits of the billisin 
order; but I asked whether it wasin order to sug- 
gest reasons why that motion should not prevail? 
{ do not take any appeal from any such decision 
as the Chair has just announced. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then withdraw it. 

Mr. HALE. No. I want to make one or two 
suggestions upon the question; and if the Chair 
says they are in order I will make them; if not, 
I will take an appeal; but I do not want it put 
that I have appealed from a ruling that it is not 
in order to discuss the. merits of the bill; because 
Ihave made no such claim, and assumed no such 
position. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was the 
extent of the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will go on. The motion 
is to postpone this bill until to-morrow, and make 
it the special order of the day, at half past twelve 
o’clock. My reason for objecting to that, is the 
reason that has been suggested by the Senator 
from California, and which has heretofore been 
suggested by the Senator from Maine, though the 
Senator from Maine has said that now he did not 
follow the counsels that the Senator from Cali- 
fornia suggested he had before given, becanse he 
acted as the organ of the committee. Well, sir, 
J amacting as the organ of a committee, and upon 


a much more important bill, I think, than this one, - 


that was up when this was taken up—I mean the 
post route bill. That involves the great measure 
of the overland mail from here to California, and 
I think that that measure should not be postponed 
day after day and time after time for matters of 
this kind, I think there is great force in the sug- 
gestion, that things of this sort had better be dis- 

osed of at once, and not taken up, talked upon 

alf an hour, and then postponed and made a spe- 
cial order for a future time, because, when they 
come up again, all the speeches are repeated, and 
nothing isgained. [think itis better forthe Senate 
to adhcreto business regularly ,andgo on regularly. 

Mr. GWIN. There is a special order for one 
o’clock to-morrow. It is moved that this bill be 
made the special order for haif past twelve o’clock. 
It is just cutting it to pieces. [“ Question!” 
“ Question !?7} 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. That was withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. The Chair did not make the 
decision I supposed, and of course I do not appeal 
from a decision that was not made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator withdraw his appeal? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; not if the Chair has 
made such a decision. j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
cannot entertain any conditional appeal of that 
kind. The question is on postponing the further 
consideration of this bill until to-morrow at half 
past twelve o’clock, and making it the special 
order for that time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest that, at this pe- 
riod of the session, it has been customary to let 
the appropriation bills take precedence; and the 
debate on this bill has been opened up since we 
commenced action on the civil appropriation bill. 
That is under consideration in the Senate; two 
hours have gone by of the morning, and now it 
it is time to take it up; and ĮI believe it is in ac- 
cordance with usage to do so, unless there is some- 
thing more pressing. I hope, therefore, the Sen- 
ate will take it up. I shall not interfere with this 
bill in the morning. 


oh 


tion. 


Mr. KING. I call fora division of the ques- 
Iam willing to postpone this bill, but not 
to make it a special order. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is an entire proposition, and not divisi- 

e. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ithink it will make-no 
difference if I modify my motion so as to postpone 
this bill simply until half past twelve o'clock to- 
morrow. That will operate in the same way. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to; there 
being, on a division—ayes 25, noes 18. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. P 

On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 895) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1862. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the pending amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move that 
the Senate adjourn. [** Oh, no.”] I call for the 
yeas and nays. I think we have done enough 
for to-day. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted-—ycas 21, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright» 
Clingman, Crittenden, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Hunters 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedys 
Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, and 
Wigfall—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chan- 
dler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, King, Lane, 
Latham, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, aud Wilson—27, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The Secretary read the next amendment of the 
Commitice on Finance; which was, in line two 
hundfed and sixty-two, to strike out “ twenty,” 
and insert ‘ thirty;*? so that the clause will read: 


For surveying the public lands and private land claims 
in California, to be disbursed at the rates prescribed by law 
for the different kinds of work, $30,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line two hundred 
and seventy-one, to strike out the word ‘ when,” 
and insert “‘ where;’’ so that the clause will read: 

For salary of the clerk detailed for the special service in 
the General Land Office to attend to the unfinished sur- 
veys in the States where the offices of the surveyors gen- 
eral have been closed, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, inline two hundred 
and eighty-four, to strike out ** 1855,” and insert 
“ 1853;” so that the clause will read: 

For preparing the unfinished records of public and pri- 
vate surveys, to be transferred to the State authorities, Un- 
der the provisions of the act of 12th of June, 1840, in those 
distriets Where the surveys are about being completed, per 
act of 22d of January, 1853, 38,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert at the end 
of the bill: 

To supply deficiency in appropriation for expenses for 
the present fiscal year, of transportation of bullion from the 
assay office at New York to the Mint at Philadelphia, for 
coinage, $29,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add to the bill: 

For constructing on each floor of the Government build 
ing, called “ Winder’s Building,” the necessary water- 
closcts, urinals, slop-water sinks, and hose cocks, $3,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 


The next amendment wi to add to the bill: 


For payment to George P. Kane, president of the Ex- 
change Company of Baltimore, for extra work done on the 
post office building in the city of Baltimore, $9,688 82. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


“The next amendment was to insert: 

For incidental and contingent expenses, including wast- 
age of the Mint at Philadelphia, in addition to the sum 
appropriated by the act “making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment,” $15,000. 

The amendment was ggreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert: 

for incidental and contingent expenses, including wast- 
age at the Mintat San Francisco, in addition to the sum 
appropriated by the act “making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment,” $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add: 
Fo enabte the President of the United States te carry into 
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effect the.act of Sd March, 1810, and:any subsequent acts: 
now in force forthe sappression-of the slave trade, $900,000: 
and the President is hereby anthorized to. allow such com 


pensation to the United States marshals, district attorneys,- 


and any other persons employed in-enforéing said laws, as. 


iay to him seem proper, for any services they may render: 
for which no allowance can now be made under:cxisting: 


laws. 


Mr. MASON. . I desire to know from: the hon- 
orable Senator from. Maine whether there is epi 
braced in that $900,000 the expense, or any part 
of the expense, of keeping. the fleet on the African: 
station, which is provided for by treaty; and ifuot, 
to what purpose the money is to be applied. <5; 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. -No part of the expense 
of keeping up the fleet. is included in this appro- 
priation, as a matter of course. This is to carry. 
out the law with reference to the return of captured: 
Africans alone.. They are sometimes brought, to 
this country, and sometimes carried directly back 
to Africa, and landed in Liberia, where. they are 
taken care of by the Colonization. Society. .. This 
appropriation is merely to meet those expenses, 
and it is the.same amount which was appropriated 
for the present fiscal year;and the Department have 
no doubt the entire sum will be required for the en- 
suing fiscal yar. We made avery careful exam- 
ination of the matter. The Secretary of the Interior’ 
came before the committee, and explained it from 
beginning toend. Thechairman doubted at one 
time whether the expenses were not too large, 
whether the sum paid Was not more than washes 
cessary; but he became satisfied after all that it 
was the best hargain we could make in relation to 
this matter, and that this sum was absolutely ne- 
cessary. E 

Mr. BAYARD. I haveno objection to the first 

artof the amendment; but I shall ask for a divis- 
ion of the question. I have no objection to the 
appropriation of $900,000 for the purpose of car- 
rying into effect the laws for the suppression of 
the slave trade, as recommended by the committee. 
Iam satisfied the trade ought to be suppressed, 
and I am willing to vote the moncy for the pur- 
pose; but 1 do object to the Jatter part of the 
clause. It is a grant of power which I should be 
unwilling to give to any President, no matter who 
he is. It provides: 

And the President is hereby authorized to allow such 
compensation to the United States marshals, district attor- 


| neys, and, any. other persons employed in enforcing said 
in 


laws, ds may to him seem proper, for any services they may 
render, for which no allowance can uow be made*under 
existing laws. 

It is giving a discretionary power to the Presi- 
dent of the United States to make any species of. 
allowance he pleases to any person he chooses for 
what he considers services rendered for the pur- 
pose of carrying these laws into effect. I think it 
is a discretion too broad to give in any casetoany 
executive officer. I see no necessity for à bonus 
of this kind being given to the United States offi- 
cers. Itis their duty, under the proper laws, to 
perform what the acts of Congress require of them, 
without receiving peculiar compensation for each 
particular duty. If the emoluments of their of- 
fice are not sufficient, increase them. Idonotlike 
such a provision as applied, not to this particular 
case alone, but to any case. Iam in favor of an 
appropriation of money to carry the laws into 
effect; but I am unwilling to vote for that part of 
the amendment which gives so broad a discretion 
in the use of the public money, and particularly 
a large appropriation of $900,000, to any execu- 
tive officer. I ask for a division of the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The amend-. 
ment being divisible, the first question willbe on 
the first clause of it, to insert these words: — 

To enable the President of the United States to carry into 
effect the act of 34 March, 1819, and any subsequent acts 
now in force for the suppression of the slave trade, $900,000. 

Mr. GREEN. Ihave no objection to the sup- 
pression of the slave trade; and it is our duty to 
appropriate money enough to fulfill our treaty 
obligations, whatever they are; but the manner in 
which this is proposed to be done by the return 
of Africans, I do object to. It costs, according 
to the information I have received, about two hun- 
dred and fifty dollars ahead, when it ought not to 
cost forty dollars a head; and I believe it to be 
the duty of Congress to interpose. The Coloni- 
zation Society has put on its own price; and, out 
of deference to it, and for the purpose of encourag- 
ing that benevolent association, we have yielded 
too much, for we are now paying $250.0 head for 
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what we can get accomplished for forty dellars. 
There should be some check, and we ought to 
interpose some obstacle. Lam opposed to the im- 
portation of Africans. I do not want them here; 
but while I am opposed to it, l must act in a con- 
stitutional and economical way. Congress has 
the power to suppress the trade, by putting a 
police around our coast, not by putting a squadron 
on the African coast, preventing the trade with. 
any other nation. Thatis unconstitutional. That 
is in violation of international law; but I will let 
sall that pass. When they do come here, or when 
they are caught, and we are to send them back, 
-Jet us do it in the most economical way, not ne- 
cessarily by throwing them into the hands of the 
Colonization Society, but by taking the most eco- 
nomical method we can devise. Wecansendthem 
back for forty dollars a head, as well as for $250. 
I shall therefore vote against this amendment of 
the committee, 
~ The first branch of the amendment was agreed 
to; and the question recurred upon the second 
branch of the amendment, to insert the following 
words; 


And the President is hereby authorized to allow such 
compensation to the United States marsis, district attor- 
neys, and any other persons employed in enforcing said 
laws, as may to him seem proper, for any services they 
May render, for which no allowance can now be made 
under existing laws. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. simply wish, on -the 
second branch of the amendment, to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Delaware, and of the 
Senate, to the report of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. The Secretary says: 

“fhe marshals into whose hands these Africans have 
been delivered have performed a most arduous aid disa- 

recable duty, with great efficiency and fidelity; but the 
aw allows them no compensation whatever for their ser- 
vices, This is unjust, and { hope that Congress will not 
hesitate ta remedy this defect in the law, and will authorize 
this Deparunent to make such payments as may be com- 
miensurate with the services rendered. ‘Lo provide a rea- 
sonable allowance theretor, and to meet the necessary €x- 
peuses arising fom the prosecution of persons charged with 
violating the laws tor the suppression of the African slave 
trade, and also to enable the Government to pay,” &e. 

'That is the simple state of the case. It is not 
proposed to inaugurate a new system; but here 
Is a special case, in which the marshals performed 
very arduous and very severe duties, and there is 
no authority to pay them. Wedid not think there 
would be any great danger in allowing the De- 
partment to make them a reasonable compensa- 
tion, I suppose it will be done any way. We 
were not particularly urgent about it; but it was 
asense of right and propriety to which we yiclded. 

Mr. BAYARD, It scemis to me that the pro- 
visions of the amendment go far beyond the rec- 
ommendation of the Department, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We have taken the lan- 
guage of the amendment as sent to us by the 
Department. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I think the Department, 
under the claim of paying for the services of mar- 
shals which may have been arduous, and which 
ought to be paid for, have asked, by the amend- 
ment, a discretionary power in the disbursement 
ofthe public money that Congress has never given 
in any other case. lt applies not to marshals 
alone; but to “ marshals, district attorneys, and 
any other persons employed in enforcing said 
laws.” Et gives an ad libitum power to the Ex- 
ecutive—l suppose it wilk rest with the Depart- 
ment—to expend out of the $900,000 such por- 
tion as he sees fit, on the allegation of any species 
of service that he may suppose to have been ren- 

dered. [think in laws of this kind the power 
ought to be definite, the character of the service 
ought to be prescribe 
ought to be fixed. A discretion ought not to 
be broadly given. The Department, according 
to the recommendation read by the honorable 
Senator, asked authority to pay the marshals 
for onerous services of a valuablé character, dis- 
agreeable in their nature. 
and yet the amendment, which it seems the De- 
partment, and not the committee, originated, goes 
infinitely beyond that, and gives a broad, unlim- 
ited discretion to the Executive Departmentin the 
application of moneys confided to their care to a 
very large amount. I cannot vote for it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Lthinkitisa dangerous dis- 


cretion togiveto the Presidentof the United States, i 


to allow him to expend 
chooses 


! tany amount of money he 
» Without any umit Whatever, and to au- 
thorize the emptoymicnt of any number of per- 


d, and the compensation | 


lt went no further; | 


sons that he pleases. It is too great a discretion 
to be given to any-one. I think the sum ought 
to be specified, and some rule should be fixed by 
which compensation shall be made. I think it is 
rather a loose mode of legislation, to authorize 
the President. of the United States to expend any 
moneys in the Treasury at his. discretion, in the 
payment of marshals and district attorneys and 
all other persons whom he may employ, at such 
rates as he may choose toallow. Certainly I can- 
not sanction such a provision, | 

Mr. FESSENDEN, The committee have no 
sort of objection to any amendment limiting it in 
any proper way that the Senate may see fit to 
impose. . ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the sum proposed 
should bea specific sum, and therefore there should 
be an estimate of what is required for this purpose. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thathas not been done, 
and it isnot in the power of the committee now to 
specify any sum. We will take any sum that 
Senators think advisable. 

Mr. BAYARD. Weare not able to prescribe 
precise limitations, and could only do so after we 


‘knew exactly what the character of the services 


wasy We ought certainly. to impose some fair 
limit to the discretionary power given to the Pres- 
ident for the employment of persons independent 
of the officers of the Government, and also as 
to the extent of the compensation to be allowed. 
That ought to be founded on an estimate of the 
Department. I suppose they are more conversant 
with it than we are. I cannot indicate that sum; 
but here is a law to be passed, to be permanent ih 
its character, not applying to existing cases alone, 
but to all cases. The first branch of the amend- 
ment makes an appropriation, and the second 
branch is general legislation, which will apply to 
any subsequent appropriation in connection with 
the same matter. I confess that I think it a dan- 
gerous precedent for legislation. ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 suggest to Senators to 
limit the amount to $10,000. Say that the sum 
allowed shall not exceed $10,000. I do not know 
whether that is enough or not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Let that be put in. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let the amendment beamend- 
ed by inserting after the word ‘“ compensation” 
the words “not exceeding in the whole $10,000.” 
With that limitation, L shall not object to it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 


in the chair.) The Secretary will make that alter- | 


ation, if no objection be interposed. The Chair 
hears none. ‘The question now is on the second 
branch of the amendment as thus modified. 

It was agreed to. 

‘Lhe next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to add to the bill: 

To pay to the city of Cleveland, Ohio, the special sew- 
erage tax chargeable upon the eustom-bouse property in 
that city, and for paving and improving the street in front 
of said custom-house, and grading, paving, and improving 
Water street, in said city, in front of the light-house, as 
per account rendered by the City Council of Cleveland, 
$2,745 73 

Mr. DOUGLAS, I do not nse to interpose any 
objection to this appropriation; but 1 am at a loss 
to discover why these expenses should be paid to 
the city of Cleveland auy more than to all other 
cities of the United States where we have court- 
houses, custom-houses, post offices, or other pub- 
lie buildings. This is the first instance to which 
my attention has been called where we have been 
called on to pay a portion of the taxation for the 
improvements of streets around the public prop- 
erty'in the different towns. If we are to do it at 
Cleveland, 1 do not know why it should not be 


; done at Buffalo, Chicago, St. Louis, and every 


other city and town in the United States. I do 


not see why it should not extend to all custom- | 


houses, post offices, and navy-yards. {think we 
are about to begin a very expensive system of 
paving and sewerage, if the Federal Treasury-is 
to bear these expenses. If there is anything pe- 
culiar in the Cleveland case that does not apply 


to the others, my objection may not be entitled | 


to so much weight. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The only explanation I 
can give of it is, that it appeared that the amount 
of funds required was a certain sum to accomplish 
this work; and it seemed to us, on examination, 
to be fair that the United States should pay its 
proportion. It owns the property on one side of | 


the street; and there is no reason, that I could 


| four million dollars on it alread 


understand, or that the rest of the committee 
could understand, why, the Government holding 
the property on one side of the street, it should 
not be subject to precisely the same rules, in refer- 
ence to payment for grading and paving, thata 
private individual, owning the same property, 
would be. In regard to the sewerage, the sewer 
is conducted through the grounds belonging to the 
Government, and certainly that ought to be paid 
for by the United States. Whether these expenses 
have been borne by the Government in other cities, 
I do not know. I had the impression that they 
had been; but that subject we did not examine. 
We went no further than to examine the case 
itself, as presented; and came to the conclusion 
that the United States shoulg not have the benefit 
of this paving, grading, and sewerage, without 
paying its proportional part of the expense. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think this is the first case, 
certaihly the first one that has ever come to my 
knowledge—— i 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 will state to the Senator 
from Illinois, that on the 3d of March, 1857, by 
an act of that date, an appropriation was made 
of $60,000 for building a culvert through Flushing 
avenue, in the city of Brooklyn, the Government 
owning the adjacent property on the one side, and 
the city owning the other alongside the navy- 
yard. This case happens to be before me now. 
I know of other cases to which L could advert; 
but I can give the specific date for this, and have 
before me the exact appropriation that was.made. 

Mr. BIGLER. I will state further, that during 
this session we have passed a bill to pay for paving 
in front of the custom-house in San Francisco. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of making any objection to the Cleveland 
appropriation. There is no town in America, 
perhaps, except the one where I live, towards 
which I have more kind feelings, and to which I 
would be more disposed to render assistance and 


| favor; but, sir, this is beginning a vast system of 


expenditure, if we are to be taxed for the paving 
of streets, and the filling up of streets aroun 

public buildings that we construct in all the dif- 
ferent cities. We have carried the construction 
of public buildings very far already, by erecting 
post offices, custom-houses, and co urt-rooms, in 


|a great many different towns in the United States 


—custom-houses in some places where we have 
no customs—large numbers of them where we do 
not collect revenue enough to pay the officers. 
Now, if we are going to pave streets and bear a 


: proportion of the city taxation, it is a serious 


question whether we bad not better stop the whole 
system. I think you will find that you will bein 
for millions of dollars if you commence it. If it 
has been done in San Francisco, I think it was an 
Oversicht. . 

Mr. BIGLER. I will state that we passed that 
bill in the Senate, but it has not yet been finally 
passed in the other House. It passed the Senate 
as an independent bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It may be that there were 
peculiar reasons in the case of the navy-yard at 
Brooklyn, making it essential to the interests of 
the United States, and not for the local interests 
of Brooklyn, that a sewer should be constructed 
there; but we are conferring a very great favor on 
any city when we erect in its limits a custom- 
house, court-room, and post office. I consider it 


| far from being any hardship to Chicago, that we 


have erected at the expense of three or four hun- 
dred thousand dollars a post office building there, 
without paying taxes on it. If we begin now to 
pay city taxes where we have expended such vast 
amounts for buildings that improve the cities, we 
shall increase the expense of the Government very 
much. If there is any claim upon us at all, it is 
that we should pay taxes like other people. We 
have been building a custom-house at New Or- 
leans; and I believe we have expended three or 
i y. Probably itis 
going to take $10,000,000 before we get through. 
Then are we going to pay taxes on the $10,000,000 
of property in the city of New Orleans for ever? 
It was an act of generosity to erect the building, 
without paying taxesonit. Taxes for paving 
Streets around a building; and fora sewerage Sys- 
tem, are incidental taxes; and if we should pay 
incidental taxes, why not the general taxes that 
other property owners pay? I warn the Senate 
against the extent to which this system will go if 
it is to be carried out. 
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“Mr. POLK. I shal! not object to this amend- 
“ment; but 1 should like to amend it. There is,in 
“the city of St. Louis, just exactly such a case as 
this. The city has paved two streets with iron 
infront of the custom-house, it standing on a 
corner; and the United States ought to pay one 
chalf that expense. That bill was sent on to me 


by a very responsible constituent, during this | 


‘session, and I spoke to the gentleman who was 
“then chairman of the Committee on Finance, and 
he thought it would be impossible to get it in. It 
éame on too late to be presented to the Committee 
of Ways and Means in the House of Representa- 
tives. [think it is welleenough to pay these ex- 
“penses; I think it right that they should be paid; 
- but 1 do nov think that we ought to make fish of 
one and flesh of another. If it be within the rules 
toofferan amendment to this amendment, I should 
diketo offer an amendment that $1,500 be appro- 
` -priated to pay the expense of paying in front of 
the custom-house in the city of St. hiis. I think 
ìt is right enough that the United tes, as a 
property-holder, should pay the expense of paving 
the streets in front of its property, as an individ- 
ual, property-holder would have to do. I shall 
not vote against this amendment; but I should 
like to see equality in such cases. 
“Mr. HALE. te there be equality, I think it 
- would be better carried out by paying for paving 
in’some streets and villages where the United 
“States have not erected any public buildings. 
They are a benefit to the places where they are 
pütùp. 1 live in a town that has a very clayey 


soil, and we should like some help in laying down ! 


our pavements, especially as the United States 
have put no publie buildings there. Ifthere isto 
be equality, I think we should attend to this. 

“Mr. WADE. Iam not very well acquainted 
with the course that has heretofore been pursued 
in regard to appropriations of this kind; but I 
am told it is usual to make such appropriations, 
and I certainly can see no reason why these ex- 
K ses should not be paid by the United States. 
: This Government, in the city of Cieveland, owns 
-. glarge amount of property. {thas erected a build- 
‘ing for its own purposes. By the municipal regu- 
lations of the city, if a private individual occupied 
the same ground for public or private purposes, 
hé would be obliged'to pay for paving and im- 
prowing the streets in front of it; and why should 
he Government of the United States be exempt 
» from these expenses any more than an individual? 


That isthe question. Why not complete the work | 


‘they have begun? Why should the Government 
stand upon any different principle from an indi- 
vidual’in this respect? The Government does not 
-pat’ up these buildings with a view to favor pri- 
“Waite individuals, of course. If it did, it would 
erect them in New Tampshire, in the village that 


neighbor Hare speaks of. Undoubtedly, they | 


“Want some such accommodation; but that is not 
the policy of the Government. When the Gov- 


ernment puts up buildings of this kind, it does so | 


forits own purposes, and not for the accommo- 
dation of private individuals. The people there 


could not prevent the Government from putting | 


up these buildings for its own convenience. If 
private individuals occupied the same ground for 
Other. purposes they would have to pay these ex- 


penses; and why should the Government be ex- | 


emipt from them because it uses the ground for its 


own purposes? Is it because the public is not as | 
able to bear these expenses as individuals? [trust | 


there will be no objection to the appropriation. I 


am told that it is usual; and I see no reason why” 


the custom should be departed from. I shall not 

consume time. 

"Myr. CLINGMAN. I am gratified that the 
Senator from Illinois has called attention to this 

‘branch of expenditure. It is very certain that we 


| interior of the country. 


make as much money as possible at as small a 
` -eosi—it would have been content with a custom- 


and you wouid have had none of these expendi- 
„tures at St. Louis, Cincinnati, and other points 
along that river and its tributaries. There is al- 
“ways a great anxiety in every city to get the 
` “Government to put up a public building; and it is 
- uswally agreed, I think, that Government prop- 


house near the mouth of the Mississippi river; | 


have gone far in putting custom-houses in the | 
i If the Government had |j 
Jooked with a single eye to its own interests—to | 


“erty shall not be subject to taxation. This kind |! 
-of expenditure seems now to bein its infancy, and | 


i 


J could not allow it, and therefore I did not press 


I think it is the right.time to stop it. If you make 
this appropriation, you mustexpect to go on and 
make pavements, and put up lights, and construct 
drains, in all the cities where you have buildings; 
and as the Senator from New Hampshire very 
well says, you will make the system more une- 
qual than it now is. I hope the Senate will stop 
it where it is. For myself, I should be ready to 
sell some of the post office and custom-house 
buildings in the interior, if I couid have my way; 
but, at any rate, the system ought not to go fur- 
ther than it now has gone. : 

Mr. POLK. I move to amend the amendment 
by adding to it: . 

To pay for paving the streets in front of the custom-house 
in the city of St. Louis, $1,500. f g 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I inquire whether that is 
in order? I presunie it does not come from any 
committee. It makes an appropriation. I raise 
the question of order upon it.e 

Mr. FITCH. Iexpected the question of order, 
of course, from some one, and rather desired that 
it should be raised, because it shows the unfairness 
ofthisonecase. Itisnoexception to all the cases. 
There is not a public building owned by the Uni- 
ted States in any city or town in the United States, 
but has just similar claims, no better, no worse, 
with the claims of this public building in Cleve- 
land. Thad in my hand an amendment which, 
had not the Senator from Missouri offered his, I 
should have offered, anticipating, however, the 
very result whiclr has taken place, that a question 
of order would be made because it came from an 
individual Senator, whereas the amendment from 
Cleveland has come from a committee. This isa 
mere attempt to take it out of the rule of the Senate 
and get that through a committee which it was well 
known could not be obtained otherwise. There 
is a marine hospital in the southwest portion of 
my own State, built on the bank of the Ohio, 
which is being washed away for the want of an 
additional appropriation of four or five thousand 
dollars. I sacs to move an amendment; and if 
this principle is adopted, I shall insist pertina- 
ciously on an appropriation for that purpose. 

Mr. POLK. 1 wish merely tostate that I shall 
now vote against this amendment, because I my- 
self, as I have said already, applied to the chair- 
man of the committee to know whether it would 
be possible to get such an amendment for St. Louis 
added to this bill by the Finance Committee, and 
I thought myself I should not press it. I felt that 
if I were a member of the Committee on Finance, 


it; butnow, when an amendmentcomes up in favor 
of the city of Cleveland, I think it is a case in 
which it is eminently true that cquality is equity; 
and if we cannot have it for St. Louis, or for the 
place referred to by the Senator from Indiana, or 
for other places just as deserving. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Nor for Portland, which 
isin the same position. 

Mr. POLK. If we cannot have it for those 
places, Ido not think we ought to give it to Tleve- 
land, especially in the condition in which the 
Treasury is. 

Mr.PEARCE. I doubted the propriety of this 
policy when the matter was up in committee, 
though I gave my assent to it finally. Iam per- 
fectly satisfied now that it would be better not to 
pass this appropriation at this time. It is scarcely | 
worth while to consume the time of the Senate in 
debate on it; but it seems to me we might as well 
quietly vote it down. I think that would be better. 

Mr. WADE. I hardly like to have this amend- 
ment disposed of in that summary way. The 
fact that other gentlemen have not used the means 
of having their amendments come in order, is cer- 
tainly no objection to this amendment. Ever since 
I have been here, the rule has been that no Sena- 
tor could move an amendment making an addi- | 
tional appropriation to a general appropriation 
bill, without the report of a committee. These 
gentlemen do not present you any proof of the 
merits of the cases which they bring forward. 
They should have gone before the committee and 
made their proof there, and prepared themselves 
to comply with the rule. Now, they say there is 
going to be an invidious distinction between the 
city of Cleveland and other places. They do not 
object to the propriety of it; they do not object to 
the justice of it, because they cannot do so. Lask 
again, why should the General Government place 
a large building in the streets of a city, and let the | 


people of the ‘city be he ex 
inga way to get to itr: W. 
Government over every othe! 
a town? «Can anybody tel 
ment should be excnipt. and the y 
do that which itis for the “convenience: and 
necessity of the Government to’ have do ne 
why it should not do that which by the mu 
regulations is required-of every private citizen: 
under the like circumstances?) ooo io pi o t 
Gentlemen say there are a great many of these: < 
public buildings, and therefore the Government 
should shrink from the payment of this money. 
If it is not just, thë Government ought notto pay 
it; butif it as just,and proper, and right, 1 ‘donot 
care how many such cases there are; for as often 
as the Government, for its-own convenience, res 
quires a public building to be erected; it should: © 
continue it and make it complete, and ‘not leave 
it a perfect nuisance in the middle of a-city; and 
compel the citizens there to complete its buildings 
—for certainly no publigbuilding would be deemed 
complete until there is a way to gét to it, Will 
you block it up, obstruct it with mud and dirt, 
so that nobody can get along there, and then say, 
the citizens shall do for that property of yours 
what every private individual, owning similar 
property, would be compelled to do for himself? 
There ig no justice in it; there is no propriety in it, 
‘The amendment that I bring forward for Cleve- 
land is offered’to this. bill.in the regular way. 1. 
brought it before the committee. The proof was : 
made, There is no doubt of the facts: The com- 
mittee assented to it. It comes within the rules, 
Now,L am to be told that this is an invidious dis- 
tinction between the city of Cleveland and other 
places, because public buildings have been erected 
there, and they have claims against the Govern- 
ment. When you getthem authenticated and bring 
yourselves within the rule, Lam as ready to vote 
for them as for this. They are all just, proper, 
and right; and no Senator here can make an argu- 
ment that will convince any man thatit is not just 
and right and proper that the Government, own- 
ing the property in a city, should make pavements 
in front of it, which the municipal regulations re- 
quire every other property-liolder fo make. I can- 
not see any distinction; Lean sce no réason for 
any distinction, All the reason that has been 
given againstthis appropriation is, that if this case. 
be admitted, we shall have others. Very likely. 
No doubt there are other cases as just as this; but 
it is unnecessary to say'that there'are many, for. 
this Government is'able, or ought to be able, to. 
pay all its just obligations. Ido not caré whether: 
there is one case or a hundred. Inasmuch as'the 
Government has seen fit to erecta building for its 
own convenience, it should be compelled, like 
other property-holders, to comply with the mu- 
nicipal regulations of the place. a3 
Mr. DOUGLAS. These are expenditures not 
upon the grounds belonging to the Government, 
not for the improvement of the Government 
grounds, but for the streets that, surround the 
public. grounds. The grounds belonging to the 
Government are exempt from taxation. -Before 
we erect any public buildings or make any im- 
provement in any State, we require that the State 
shall release the jurisdiction to the soil and sur- 
render the right of taxation. The question now 
is, whether we are to bear the expenses of those 
improvements which the city authorities. may’ 
order to be made in the public streets around those 
buildings belonging to the Government. If you 
pave the streets, you must pave them according 
to the rules prescribed by the city, and the next 
day they may order the grade to be raised, as has 
been done in Chicago, and.then you will have to 
pull up your paving, and pave again. The ques- 
tion is, whether you are going to incur this sys+ 
tem of incidental expenditures around the public 
buildings in the streets, such as gas-lights, laying 
pavements, apd the sewerage system, and those 
other assessments that are usually made against 
city property. If so, F shall have to notify the” 
city of Chicago that they have been very unjustly 
treated in a manner they never have even dreamed 
of; that they ought to-apply to the Federai Gov- 
eimment to repay one half the cost of the påve- 
ment in. front of the marine hospital that they 
never dreamed they were entitled to'get back. I 
shall have to remind them, too, that on Dearborn 
street and Monroe street we are entitled to sev- 
eral thousand dollars for filling up those streets” 
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six feet deep, and then making pavements over 
them, which the city has done without ever dream- 
ing that it had a claim on the Government for the 
cost of the improvements. We thought the Gov- 
ernment had been very liberal to us in giving us 
$400,000 to put up public buildings, without-ask- 
ing it then to grade the streets around them. So 
itis with a great many. other public buildings. 1 
could swell this item largely, for Hlinois alone; 
and I tell you it will take many hundred thou- 
sand dollars on this very bill, perhaps a million, 
if you are going to take charge of this system; 
and you will find that the city councils will order 
very magnificent streets around your public build- 
ings when they can make the Federal Govern- 
ment pay the expense, instead of having to pay it 
themselves. The kind of pavement is to be pre- 
scribed by them. They may order the streets 
there to be paved, and not in other parts of the 
town. If they can put us in for the expenditures, 
and prescribe themselves what is to be done, and 
how the work is to be completed, I think they 
will see very quickly how they can make out a 
fine claim against the Government. I only give 
you notice that if you begin this system, and 
carry it out ag to other cities and States, I shall 
feel bound, on principles of equality, to insist that 
it be applied to my own city and State. 

Mr. BAYARD. [ do not object to this amend- 
ment because it applies to the city of Cleveland. 
I would vote for such an appropiation as cheer- 
fully for the city of Cleveland as for any other 
city; but I object to the whole principle of such 
an appropriation. Ido see a difference between 
the Government the holder of property, and a 
private individual. Government is a trust; and 
it erects these public buildings, wherever they are 
erected, for the general public interests. Under 
general principles of law, the sovereign power is 
not Hable to taxation, whether it is municipal 
taxation under legislative authority, or State tax- 
ation. You would not have had buildings crected 
in any State of this Union, if there had not been 
a cession by the States of an exemption from tax- 
ation, If the principle is sound, why not carry 
it out? Why should itnot be Hable to any other 
species of tax,.as well as what is called a special 
tax for sewerage? There can be no reason what- 
ever why the Government property should not be 
subjected to all kinds of taxes within a State, as 
well as the taxes by a municipal corporation. L 
take it for granted that the principle must go a lit- 
tle farther; and if itis a sound one, if the State of 
Ohio evects public buildings for the general inter- 
ests of the community, yet always more or less 
appertaining to the interests of the town in which 
it is located, a benefit to it, the Government of 
Ohio ought to pay a city tax for improvements 
on its own property and in connection with it; 
that is, pay part of the general city expenditures 
for the improvement of the city. Y presume there, 
is no State in this Union that submits to any tax- 
ation of that kind by its municipal corporations, 
It is sovereign as to them; as to them, it would 
not permit its publie property to be taxed. They 
derive a benefit always from the erection of the 
public buildings within their boundaries. The 

nited States do not stand, in my judgment, at 
all on the basis of private property-holders, and 
they ought not to contribute, because their prop- 
erty is held for the public, for general public pur- | 
poses at large; and yet the immediate place of 
location has a stronger interestin them, and there- | 
fore they may well afford to exempt them from | 
taxation, State laws exempt property from tax- | 
ation in a great variety of cases. State property | 
is always exempt. The property of the United | 
States, you require, as acondition-precedent to the | 
erection ofa public building, shall beexempt from | 
State taxes; and that covers all taxes of this kind, 
Why break through it by this special legislation | 
in particular cases? ‘The precedent once set, of | 
course every one knows it will be borne on, step 
by step, until it will endin a general law that the 
United States shall pay all species of taxes—mu- 
nicipal, State, or county—which may be assessed | 
on any public property within the boundaries of 
the particular jurisdiction. "What is the result of 
that? Every one knows that the amount of tax- 
ation depends on the assessed value of the prop- į 
erty. The assessed value cannot be fixed by the 
United States; and it will end in a system by 
which the United States will pay far more than 
its share of taxation on any property it may hold. {i 


|, cedent in the last thirty years for almost any || 


| does not make it so. 


| made for their benefit by others, then this amend- ij 


Now, sir, l object to the whole system: I be- 
Neve the principle which has been hitherto acted 
upon generally is & sound one, that the public 
property erected by the sovereign power for pur- 
poses of general benefit, although it may be a par- | 
ticular benefit to the locality, shall always be ex- 
empt from taxation, be it municipal or State; and 
I am not willing to depart from that rule; and on 
that ground I shall vote against this amendment. 
I do not say that there may not be isolated cases 
probably found ofa precedent something like this, 
where Congress has passed a law for the payment 
of some such tax. I believe you can find a pre- 


i 
| 
i 
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species of loose legislation that the human mind 
can imagine, in reference to the disbursement of 
the public funds, arising out of the carelessness 
of Congress in regard to the appropriation bills. 
E am opposed to the whole system. If you mean 
to subject Govergment property to taxation of 
any kind, by the Bites or municipal corporations 
within the States, I am in favor of a general sys- 
tem, subjecting it to taxation under a general 
law; but f am opposed to the principle. If, how- 
ever, it is to be done, it ought to-be done in that 
mode. : 


Mr. WADE. Ido not wish to continue the 
argument on this subject any longer. I say it is 
not a tax in any sense of the word. I contend 


that these public buildings are not complete until 
this pavement is made. Everybody knows that. 
It isso much work and labor done for the benefit 
of the Government. It isa thing they would have 
to do. Who would suppose a great public build- 
ing complete without a pavement to get up to it? 
lt is no tax. It is completing that which the Gov- 
ernment would otherwise have todo. The mu- 
nicipality was compelled to do that which the 
Government ought to have donethemselves. This 
amendment is to pay for work and labor done and 
materials found for that purpose. It is not in the 
nature of a tax at all, 

Mr. LATHAM. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Ohio a question. Is not there an ordi- 
nance of the city of Cleveland requiring these 
improvements, such as pavements and sewers, 
and which are for the benefit of property, to be 
made by the property-holders, and, in case of their 
refusal, by the city; and if they do not pay for it, 
authorizing the condemnation and sale of the prop- 
erty for the payment? I know there are such |] 
regulations in cities. It is so in the city of San į 
Francisco. Notice is served on the owner of 
property to make a pavement and sewerage; and 
if the property-holder does not do it, the city does 
itat his expense, and sells his property if he does 
not pay for it. 

Mr. WADE. I think thatis the very law there. 
At all events, they have penal laws by which | 
they are compelled to make these improvements, || 
Whether the building can be sold, E cannot ex- 
actly say; but that has been the usual course of 
enforcing these regulations. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One word more, and I shall | 
terminate this discussion, so faras Tam concerned. 
‘The Senator from Ohio says this is not a tax in 
any sense of the word. Well, sir, let us read the /! 
proposition, as it is reported from the committee: 

To pay the city of Cleveland, Ohio, the special sewer- 
age tax, chargeable upon the custom-house property in that 
city, and for paving, &¢., $2,700. 


There it is stated in the amendment itself, to 
pay the special sewerage tax in that city. If you 
adopt this amendment, you recognize the right of | 
the city of Cleveland to tax the property there, ; 
where the law provides that you shall not con- Í 
struct any building in any State, unless the right | 
to tax it has first been conceded and surrendered || 
up. Thatisall I have to say. 

Mr. WADE. Because itis called a tax, that 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I think that is just what 
makes a thing a tax, because it is known in th 
laws of the land to be a tax. ` s 

Mr. WADE. The only question is, whether 
the Gencral Government have a right to set up 
a nuisance in the midst of a city, and not have 
sewerage and pavementsto it. Thatis just what | 
they have done in Cleveland. If Senators think | 
the Government ought to pay foran improvement | 


ment ought to be adopted. f 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I have only to say, if this | 
be a nuisance we ought to change the character |! 


iC 


of the appropriation and abate the nuisance by 


; removing it. 


Mr. FITCH. I must return thanks to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio for one admission be made in his 
argument, that this proposed. appropriation for 


j Cleveland was to complete the building. Then, 


no public property is completed until all the ar- 
rangements in the vicinity for convenience, com- 
fort, &c., are struck out at the expense of the 
Government. Upon that principle of appropria- 
tion I desire to ask an appropriation for the benefit 
of the marine hospital at Evansville, in my State, 
which certainly cannot be resisted by the Senator. 
He said it was the duty of those desiring ap- 
propriations of this sort to Jay the matter before 
the appropriate committee. Had that committee 
given notice that they were about to take such 
matters into consideration, proof would have been 
there quite sufficient to involve the expenditure of 
$1,000,000; and if this pending amendment is 
adopted, I teithe Senator not another session of 
Congress will pass by without sufficient proof 
being addliced to demand appropriations to which 
the condition of the Treasury then, or now cer- 
tainly, will scarcely be competent. If he and the 
committee desire only satisfactory proof of the ne- 
cessity of the appropriation which [ desire to ask 
for grading and paving the river bank in front of 
the marine hospital at Evansville, they can obtain 
that proof immediately here upon the Senate floor. 
The Senator trom Kentucky (Mr. PoweLL] knows 
its condition. I know its condition from personal 
observation; and the fact that this, in common 
with many other similar matters, have not been 
laid before the committee, simply arises from the 
absence of any precedent of this kind heretofore, 
in any ordinary appropriation bill. That Con- 
gress may have passed several bills for ordinary 
eases somewhat similar, I am not prepared to 
deny; but 1 believe this is the very first time in 
which a provision of this character has been in- 
grafted in one of the regular appropriation bills 
from the Finance Committee; and if the prece- 
dent is once established by the adoption of this 
amendment, the Senate will be ealled upon here- 
after to vote for more or less additional appropri- 
ations for every public building in the United 
States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As I understand this case, 
it is a municipal tax which is laid upon this prop- 
erty. The State, in ceding the property to the 
United States, cedes the right to tax that prop- 


| erty; but it is the custom in my own city of De- 
| troit, and { believe in every western city, to assess 


all the property of the city for sewerage, paving, 
and sidewalks. It is a health arrangement, if 
you please. Now, sir, although this may not be 
strictly legal, it is strictly just. There is not one 
single foot of property in the city of Detroit, and 
I presume not a foot of property in the city of 

feveland: save this one single item belonging 
to the United States, that does not pay this tax, 
and has paid it in every instance. Why, sir, it 
was only last winter that we had precisely such a 


j case before us in the Committee on Commerce for 


paving in front of the custom-house at San Fran- 
cisco, and the committee decided unanimous] 
that it was strictly just, that that tax should be 
paid, and we so reported it, and the Senate unan~ 
Imously passed it, as a mere matter of justice. 
Every other piece of property in San Francisco 
paid that paving tax; it was necessary for the 
custom-house at San Francisco that the pavement 
shouid be made, and therefore the Committee on 
Commerce said, ‘* We will pay it;’? and we so 
reported it to the Senate, and the Senate unani- 
mously passed it. This isa similar case. Itis 
occuring every duy. It has occurred in the city 
of Detroit; it has occurred in every other city. 
Why should Cleveland be made an exception? I 
believe it is not strictly legal; but it is certainly 
strictly just, and I hope there will be no objection 
made to it, 

Mr. WADE. Now that we have found it is 
not only just in itself, but usual to allow it, I hope 
the city of Cleveland will not be made an excep- 
tion to the rule. 

Mr. FITCH. I desire to correct the Senator 
from Ohio, and to repeat that this is the first case of 
the kind that hasever come from the Committce on 
Finance in a regular appropriation bill. Special 
bills for special cases have passed in the nature 
of private bills. The one referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, I think, was one ofthat class. 


T 


>; épters into it from diferent points. 


f i supp 
“this may be something in the same way. Now, 
“Tsay, with reference to it, the Government hav- 
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The particular case in San Francisco was reported 
on its own merits, without having been referred 
to the Finance Committee, or any other, except, 
perhaps, a Committee on Private Claims. I am 
not certain what committee it came from; but cer- 
tainly it did not come from the Finance Commit- 
tee, and did not constitute part of the ordinary 
afinual appropriation bills. Now, if this amend- 
ment is insisted on, I shall move to defer further 
proceedings on this. bill for three or four days, 
that other Senators may have an opportunity to 
bring their cases before the Finance Committee, 
and have them approved of. We have ample 
time. 

“Mr. WADE. -I hope this amendment will be 
agreedto. However, I will not debate it further. 


„Atis not a very large matter, and Senators can do 


as they please in regard to it. 

-Mr. BAYARD. IJ ask for the yeas and nays 
on this amendment. 

“Phe yeas and nays were ordered. 

-Mr. FESSENDEN. I feel disposed to say one 
word upon this subject, provided it will not lead 
to another debate. f wish simply to explain how 
we stand upon this matter. It is perfectly obvi- 
ous that the city of Cleveland has this subject in its 
own power. If the Government does not choose 
to pay its proportion of the expense for having 
the use of the city sewer, ail they have to do isto 
cut it off entirely, and set the building afloat. 
They can do thatat any moment; so that the rem- 
edy isin their own hands. I suppose, however, 
they would hardly carry it so far, without refer- 
ence to the question of paving. What I wanted 


to say was, that the committee put this in with- | 


out much consideration, as stated by the chair- 
man. lam satisfied, on reflection, that, asa Com- 
mittee on Finance, we did what we ought not to 
have done. We ought to have allowed it to come 
as an amendment from some other committee. 
However, without sufficient reflection, it was al- 
lowed to come in, and although it is just and 
proper that it should be paid, I have no objection 
to striking it out. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. But one word, sir. It istrue, | 


so far as the sewerage is concerned, the city could 
deprive the public grounds of the benefit of it, if 
we did not make this appropriation, or they may 
do it if you do make the appropriation. I under- 
stand that this tax for sewerage is for sewerage 
performed on the public grounds, or near them. I 
understand there is a sewerage tax for the whole 
city of Cleveland, and this property is taxed like 
“other property, and it may be that the whole pro- 
ceeds are expended a mile distant from the pub- 
lic buildings, and we shall be left then to make 
our own sewerage afterwards. 

“Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator hardly un- 
derstands it, 1 do not know upon what principle 
precisely this is done in Cleveland. I presume it 
to. be something like the principle on which it 
‘was done in my own city. They make a sewer; 
it may be ten miles long, or it may be five, greater 
or less; and then assess the whole expense upon 
the property which is benefited by it, and which 
i They have 
aright to do that. They cannot compel, proba- 
bly, anybody to enter a sewer from a building; 
butif he chooses to avail himself of it, he must 
‘pay his proportion of the expense. That is the 
way it is regulated in my own city. ose 


ing ‘a large and valuable building and grounds 
there—the building costing three or four hundred 
thousand ‘dollars, as I understand, more or less— 
¥do not know how much—and it being necessary 
that it should be draincd in order to preserve it, 
if the Government building is to avail itself of the 
eity sewerage, it may do so on paying its share 
of the expense. If it does not choose to do that, 
but is willing to take all the consequences of leav- 
ing the building without that advantage, it may 
do'that. Itisa matter of choice, probably. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. In point of fact, this Cleve- | 


land custom-house stands upon the immediate 
lake bank, a hundred feet above the water; I think 
it is the most beautifully drained piece of ground 
Lever saw, without any Government sewerage at 
áll, só far as my knowledge of it extends. 

= Mr. POLK. I will state that theamendment I 
‘offered did not apply tosewerageatall, I happen 
to know the fact that the custom-house in St. Louis 
is drained into a sewer there, and no charge has 


ri 
$ 
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ever been made for that. I think, therefore, all that 


has been said in this debate shows the impropriety | 


of putting such things oy appropriation bills-as 
amendments from committees, and 1 hope this 
proposition will be voted down. : 
Mr.WADE. Lam notgoing to prolong this dis- 
cussion. ‘The amount asked for here is not large. 


| AR that I contend for is that Cleveland should be 
| dealt by just as other cities have been; and in my 


judgment, you cannot find a single public build~ 
ing erected for the General Governmentin any city 
that has not paid just exactly these charges. -We 
have seen that they have in the case of San Fran~ 
cisco. 

Mr. FITCH. By special bill, 

Mr. WADE. Now, Senators say that the State 
ceded this property to the General Government. 
That is all true. ‘They say the State cannot tax 
it. That is all true. But, sir, can they prevent 
the municipalities placing it upon the same mu- 
nicipal regulation as any other property? That 
is a very different thing from the State taxing it. 
That which is for the convenience and the health 
of the city, may be applied to publie property as 
well as to other property. How could you drain 
your city; how could you make your sewerage, 
if here, right in the midst, there is erected a great 
public building, and the city is bound to stop there 
without any drainage, without any sewerage, leav- 
ing the health of the whole city to suffer because 
your public property is not subjected to this mu- 
nicjpal regulation? Sir, there would be a great 
impropriety in allowing that. This is as just-a 
claim as Gould be made—perfectly just; and no 
man yet has attacked its justice and propriety. 
Senators say it is not strictly legal. I think it is 
strictly legal; butif not, itis strictly equitable, and 
just such a claim as no honorable man would 
object to if made in his own behalf. 

Now, sir, as these claims have been paid as 
often as they have been presented, as has been 
shown, why should not this be paid? It is just 
in itself. his improvement was made for the 
benefit of the Government property, without 
which the property would have been worth noth- 
ing, to complete what they had begun; and why 
should they not subject themselves to those reg- 
ulations so necessary and proper for everybody? 
Why should not the Government pay forit? We 
are told they should not pay for it, because there 
are a great many public buildings of this kind. 
That is a very poor plea. If that beggarly plea 
is to prevail, then why does the Government erect 
these buildings, if it cannot carry them through 
and pay for them like individuals? There is noth- 
ing in that objection at all. Because there are a 
number of these buildings, is no reason why we 
should reject this amendment 

Then Senators say we have an advantage over 
them. How so, sir? One gentleman wanted the 
Government to publish notice that all might come 
in and prove their claims, and then, if that had 
been done, they would have been as vigilant as 
ourselves, and been placed on the same footing. 
‘The Government does not generally do that. It 
has about as many claims as it desires to deal 
with, brought to its notice by vigilant individuals, 
without giving out any such notice. Ifthe Sen- 
ator from Indiana had come in with his claim, 
approved as this has been, and there was no doubt 
of its justice, I think the Senator would have 
found no difficulty in voting for it; but he finds 
that his constituents have neglected to bring to 
notice that they had sucha claim, and therefore he 
is going against mine. If they had applied to him, 
I know in his faithfulness to them he would have 
gone before the committee and got it on here, and 
it would have been all regular, and I have no 
doubt he would have voted for it; but because he 
has not done so, is no reason why we cannot 
make this appropriation. I trust the bill will not 
be delayed to allow them to make out such cases. 
There is no objection made here that goes to the 
merits of the claim, Every objection that has 
been suggested is entirely unsatisfactory, and 
does not touch its merits at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
we have now sat here until half past two o’clock. 
This isa conflict that is evidently “irrepressible.” 
{Laughter.] There is no hope that we shall ever 
reach the end of it. I never could have consented 
to delay so long a recognition of the services of 
the Father of his Country, by makinga motion to 
adjourn, but for the extraordinary pressure which 


{ houra 


ast, woul 


adjourn; {[Laùghter. S 
Ar. PEARCE: `T beg the Senator from 
ansas to restrain the ardor ofhis patriotism. 
while longer: I think;.if he will do: so, we can; 
through with. this proposition, and: : 
the amendments of the committee. s =i p oh S 
_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas; ` Half an hour 
is à good while-to wait, but a very short time on 
this amendment. a Gee eee 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | I guess. we have got: 
through with the debate on fis propositions: 2. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas... But the Senas: 
tor from Ohio is compelled to adhere to this mat- 
ter, Itis impossible that he can abandon his con- 
stituency and the city of Cleveland, “It will not. 
do that he should fail in. pressing. this $2,700, 
though it will. cost 1,000,000 hereafter if-weagree 
to it. Although the Committee on Finance have 
abandoned the thing, as I-understand it, why: 
should it now be given up when.it has the inside « 
track? It will never carry hereafter if it does not. 
carry now. Everybody sees that; it is perfectly.. , 
plain; and certainly it ought now to be permitted ” 
to have a fair show; and it will have itto the ex- 
clusion of all other matters, and to the exclusion 
at least of this side of the House. I really hope 
the Senate will adjourn. As Iam asked to doso 
for the convenience of the Commfttee on Finances. : 
I shall not make this motion now; but when Ido 
make it, I have no doubt the Senate will adjourn.’ 
Of course, I agree to give them five minutes. 
(Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment reported by the Committee _ 
on Finance. ; : sig ee nae 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (when his name 
was called,) said: I wish to make an explanation 
of my vote. lam not of the opinion of the Ben- 
ators from Texas, who are going out shortly, and 
therefore do not care how much ‘money 1s: ex- 
pended. [Laughter.] The Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Wieraxy] said so; and it issin that way, 
and only in that way, that I can account for the 
vote of the Senator from Texas on my left, [Mr. 
HemrmLL.)} I vote nay. Mek ch, Sean ne 

Mr. HEMPHILL. tee leave to.explain; my. 
vote. I agreed to this amendment in the Finance. 
Committee, and I have not since seen any reason 
to change it. ; 

Mr. NICHOLSON. -I should vote against this 
amendment, but lam under pair with the Senator 
from Iowa, [Mr. Harzan.] Ido not know how 
he would vote, and I shall therefore decline to 
vote, supposing that he would vote in the afirm- 
ative. 

Mr. NICHOLSON subsequently said: From 
information I have received, I feel authorized to 
vote. I vote in the negative. 

The result was then announced—yeas' 15, nays 
30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Cameron, Chandler, Dixon, 
Durkee, Foot, Green, Hemphill, Latham, Morrill, Rice, 
Simmons, Wade, Wigfall, and Wilkinson—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Clark, 
Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Doolittle, Douglas, Fes- 
senden, Fitch, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hunter, Johnson 
of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Mason, Nicholson, 


Pearce, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, Seward, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, and Wilson—-30. ts eran T 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PEARCE. That, I think, is the Jast 
amendment reported by the committee, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have an amendment to 
! offer from the Committee on-Finance; but if the 
chairman of the committee has one to offer, 1 will 
give way. , 

Mr. PEARCE. I give way. ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. : I offer the following 
amendment, by direction of the Committee on 
Finance, to come in as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $80,000, or s0: 
much thereof. as may be necessary, be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated for the payment for materials deliv- 
ered for the extension-of the Treasury building under ex- : 
isting contracts. And that the further sum of $250,000. be 
also. appropriated for the continuance of the work on sich 
extension. 

Mr. GREEN. I wish to inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Maine whether this amendment has any 


et 
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reference to the monolithic columns for the Cap- 
itol? aa ; 
Mr. FESSENDEN, None at all. 
only to the Treasury building. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PEARCE, I now move to strike out of 
the 4th and 5th pages of the bill, lines cighty-two, 
eighty-threé, cighty-four, and eighty-five, in the 
following words: i i 

For commissions, at two anda half per eentum, to super- 
intendents: on disbursements for objects outside their dis- 
tricts, $12,782 27. 

I will state to the Senate, briefly, my purpose 
iù making this motion. Prior to the passage of 
the bill establishing the Light-House Board ,which 
became a law on the 31st of August, 1852, a great 
many duties relating to this system were per- 
formed by the collectors of certain ports, who 
were called superintendents of lights 

Mr. HALE. I wish’ the Senator would give 
way a moment. I desire to make a single sug- 
gestion. Į wanted to ask if it was not the ordi- 
nary courtesy to.allow amendments receiving the 
recommendation of standing committees of the 
Senate before the amendments of individual mem- 
bers are proposed. Lam directed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to report 
one or two amendments to this bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
atorfrom Maryland give way to the Senator from 
New Hampshire? 

Mr. PEARCE. I yield, sir. 

Mr: HALE. I aminstructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads—— 

Mr. GWIN. Ihave an amendment from the 
Finance Committee. They have not completed 
their amendments yet, : 

Mr. HALE. Of course I give way to them. 

Mr. GWIN. I offer the following amendment 
from the Committee on Finance 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to know whether a 
vote has been taken on the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr.GWIN. Yes, sir; it has been adopted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have nothad a chance to 
1 want to do so. 


vole against it. 
You can vote against it in the 


< 


Jt relates 


Mr. CLARK. 
Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
was put to the Sonate, and the vote announced, 
The Senator from Maryland ‘then obtained the 
floor, and gave way to the Senator from New 
Hampshire; the Senator from New Hampshire 
gave way to the Senator from California; and the 
Senator from California is now asked to give way 
to the Senator from Michigan, Does the Senator 
from California give way to the Senator from 
Michigan? ; 

Mr. GWIN. No, sir. I offer the following 


amendment from the Committee on Finance; to 


add at the end of the first section: 


To enable the Secretary of the Navy to carry ont the con- 
ditional coutract made by him with the Chiriqni Improve- 
ment Company and Ambrose W. Thompson, on the 2lst 
day of May, (859, for the purpose of securing to the United 
Stutes certain valuable privi s and rightsspecified in the 
said continet, the sum of 10,000: Provided, The said 
sum shall, as the President may ect, be paid in eash, or in 
the bonds of the United States, having twenty years to run, 
and bearing six per cent. interest, payable di-annnally. 
The said conditional contract is hereby approved, provided 
the following amended conditions, explanatory thercof, 
shall be added thereto, namely: the suid contract shall cone 
vey to the United States, for the use of the Ni ¥ Depart- 
ment, such coves, ar interior inland harbors, suitable for 
the shelter and repair of vessels of the Navy, as may be best 
adapted therefor, and which are secured by the grants and 
privileges, “in full property and po sion,” held by the 
said company aud the said Tompson, and shalt eonvey in 
fee, or by renewable leases in periods of ninety-nine years, 
as shall be determined by the President ofthe United Stat 
all the lands required for coal and other tations, not 
eceding five thousaud acres on either side, with the right 
to cut aud nse the timber thereon for naval purposes, and 
shall convey the perpetual right to use such quantity of coal 
from the mines ot Chiriqui for the Navy as may be required 
for the Gulf s quadron, and a supply of coal for the Pacific 
squadron, after a railroad shall be constructed from the At 
lantic to the Pacific, at or near the harbors of the Chiriqui 
lagoon and Golfito; and shall convey the right of trans- 
porting over the road alt the properties and things of the 
United States Government; and all persons in the employ 
or service thereof, tree from tolls diving the period of the 
gon so far as such right is given under the said grant; but 
this 
Pacific, shall not be understood toaffeet the sovereign right 
which New Granada or Costa Rica may have over the ter- 
ritory in whieh the grant of Jands and privileges are 1o- 
cated. The said sum hereby appropriated shall be paid so 
Soon as a contract shall be entered into, with guarantees of 
performance satisfactory to the President, for the deliv ry 
of supplies of codi in the quantities which may be esti- 


zht, or the right to use the stations on the Ailantie or | 
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| mated tobe required: per menth, at the station of the Chir- 
iqui lagoon. at one half. the price per ton which coai now 
costs the Government at Aspinwall; providing also tor sup-. 
plies of coal at Golfite at one*half the price which coal now 
cosis the Government at Panama: Provided further, That 
if, upon 2 reéxamination of the: titles of the’ said Chiriqui 
Improvement Company and the said Ambrose W. Thomp- 
son, it shall be ascertained by the President of the United 
States that the grant of land “ in fall property and posses- 
ston” on the Atlantic, and. thé grant of land for coloniza- 
tion within certain limits, “the Territory therein con- 
ceded,” on the Pacific, which said grants meet at the 
summit of the Cordilleras, and extend trom ocean to ocean, 
embracing the harbors of Admival’s bay and the Chiriqui 


Pactfic, and other grants represented in said title papers, 
do not include and cover the right to improve or make a 
railroad over the said territory, owned and beld by the said 
‘Thompson and the said company, he shall then, in his dis- 
cretion, withhold from present payment $100,000 of the sum 
hereby appropriated, and cause the same to be transmitted 
in specie to San José, in Costa Rica, to be applied to ful- 
filling the conditions of the railroad grant or contract, made 
under authority of the Congress of Costa Rica, by the Pres- 
ident of that Republic, to and with Ambrose W. ‘Thomp- 
son: Provided further, That the conditional contract, as 
amended and explained in accordance herewith, and the 
contract for coal delivery shall be submitted to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and receive his approval before 
they shall become binding under this act. 


Before the Secretary had concluded the reading 
of the amendment, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to dis- 

ense with the further reading of the amendment. 
i f: is evident that no one is paying any attention 
toit. I think it should be printed. Tam of the 
impression, though no one has directly said so, 
that there is a misunderstanding in regard to-it, 


a douht, and its demerits also, which are said to 
be considerable, [laughter,] but as to whether the 
Committee on Finance’ ever had anything to do 
with it. Ido not say that it had or that ithad not; 
but I do say, it will not do for us to take up this 
subject now, for if we do, it will keep us here till 
night; and out of deference to the memory of 
Washington—the Father of his Country—I ap- 
į peal to the Senate to agree to the motion I now 
make, that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. “Will the Senator from 
Arkansas withdraw that motion fora moment, to 
enable me to make an explanation with regard to 
this amendment ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
sonal, I will. 


If it is per- 


it applies to the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
their honor, [ certainly will. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It does not affect their 
honor in any particular. 

: Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
pose I must yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to adjourn is withdrawn. 

‘Mr. GWIN. Will the Senator from Maine 


permit me to say a word, as I have offered the 
amendment? 


Mr. FESSENDEN,. Certainly. 

Mr. GWIN. It is known that the two Houses 
of Congress could not agree on the subject of this 
amendment to the deficiency bill. The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Greer] was opposed to the 
action of the committee of conference; and in or- 
der to get that bill through, as the public interest 
was suffering by it not being passed, I stated to 


If it affects 


hi peak upon it, we should bring 
it up on this bil, He would not have had an 
opportunity to have the subject considered, un- 
less it was reported by a committee of the Sen: 
ate. 1 told him, if he would allow the deficiency 
bill to pass, I would see the members of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and obtain. their consent to 
report the amendment, none of them being under 
any obligation to vote for it; but it was to be 


ate act on it as it chose. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
| say to the Senator from Maine, that I do not un 
derstand this. I suppose I must address him 
through the Senator from California. The floor 
is occupied by the Senator from California, and 
L cannot reach him directly. Iam compelled to 
travel in that circuit. I gave way to the Senator 
from Maine on a personal question, affecting the 
honor of the committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope my friend will 


excuse nic. I intended to make an explanation; 


lagoon on the Atlantic, and Golfito and Golfo Dulce on the | 


not only as to its merits, which are great, without į 


Mr. FESSENDEN. It is personal, so far as | 


Well, I sup- | 


brought in, soas to make itin order to let the Sen- | 


I really must Í 


him that I would see the members of the Com- | 
mittee on Finance, and that, in order to give him : 
| an opportunity to s 


ji ler, Clark, Collamer. 


| taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 31; as fol 


but the Senator from California, who is a mem- 
ber of the same committee, thought he could make 
it more distinctly than I could, being more directly 
acquainted with the facts, and I gave way for that 
purpose. I wish to say in addition~and then the 
Senator can renew his motion, if he desires to do 
so—if the Senator from California has concluded 
his remarks—— 

Mr. GWIN _ I was through. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I wish to say, so far asI 
am concerned in this matter, it eamé upon me by 
surprise. Trecoliect, at the time the deficiency bill 
came upon the report of the committee of con- 
ference, it was said that the Senator from Mis- 
-souri intended to oppose it; and afterwatds, I now 
remember, the Senator from California came to 
me and inquired if 1 would consent, if the Senator 
from Missouri would withdraw his opposition, to 
let him try it again in the shape of a report from 
a committee on this bill. I told him if the com- 
mittee thought it best to do so, I had no objection; 
and that he might as well try it on this bill, and 
let that pass. Thad forgotten allabout it. I really 
supposed that it was to be brought before our 
committee, and reported from the committee; and 
if it had been, I should have seen it. {never saw 
it. Ft was never read in our committee, never pro- 
duced there atall, as I think itought to have been, 
in order that we might have an opportunity to ex- 
amine its detail. That is the simple fact about 
it, sir; and I really was quite astonisbed when it 
came up this morning as from our committee, for 
I had forgotten entirely what was said about it. 
I feel myself under no sort of obligation to sup- 
port it. 

Now, I desire to say another word: I do not 
want an adjournment for the sake of having this 
amendment printed. I would rather it should go 


over. Although I advocated it before, Iam not’ 


certain that I shall vote for it now; but as to the 
adjournment about to be moved by my friend from 
Arkansas, I think itis not worth while to post- 
pone the consideration of this bill for the sake of 
having that amendment printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
will allow me to say that I do exceedingly regret 
that he will not permit to enter, among the rõa- 
sons for an adjournment the consideration of the 
respect that he owes to the Father of his Country. 
{Laughter.] I make the motion with that view, 
and to have this Chiriqui amendment printed, SO 
iat when printed he may determine to vote for 
r against it as he thinks proper. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator will ex- 
use me, I think we best honor the memory of 
e Father of his Country by attending to-the 
business of the country, and’ not spending our 
time in idleness. f 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then the Sen- 
ator is distinguished in that way,’and has con- 
sumed a great deal of time that might be valuable 
to that business, [Laughter.] Mr. President, I 
have no idea that the Senate will for the third 
time refuse that motion; and I therefore move 
that the Senate do now adjourn, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, T ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Let us have 
the yeas and nays on it. [‘* Oh, no.’?) I with- 
draw the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. No, sir; I with- 
draw the cail for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the call for 
the yeas and nays withdrawn? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I believe the Senator can 
hardly withdraw that call, as I made it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Imade it also 
I withdraw my call. {Laughter.] 

The yeas and nays were ordered; an 


oc 


c 


d being 
lows: 

3 Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Clingman, Cr len, Fitch, Green, Hempi H, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee Lane, Nich- 
alson, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, and Thomson—19. 

NAY 3—7 - Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, F ter, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, King, La- 
than, Mason, Morri Pearce, Rice, Seward, Simons, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wigtali, Wilkinson, 
and Wiison—3i. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I will suggest to the Senator 


YEAS—Me 


from California to waive his amendment and let 
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‘It be printed, so that it may be ready by to-mor- 
row morning, when wecan examine it. Itis very 
long. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 will state that the subject is 
entirely under the control of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. Ìt was in order to give him an opportu- 
nity of discussing this question at large before the 
Senate that we brought in this bill, rather than 
to delay the deficiency bill, where he was going 
to discuss it at tength. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. J understand that; but as it 
is a long amendment, I think it had better be 
printed, and he over. 

Mr. GWIN. If the Senator from Missouri 
agrees to that, I will withdraw it until to-morrow 
morning. ; 

Mr. GREEN. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let it lie over informally. 

Mr.GREEN, It may lie over informally; but 
I must be permitted to make this remark: I with- 
drew my opposition when the deficiency bill was 
pending on the disagreement on this very ques- 
tion between the two Houses, with the special 
understanding that it should be moved to this bill. 
Having been recommended by the Department, it 
is in order for me to move it, whether the com- 
mittee recommend it or not; but the committee 
did authorize its presentation, preserving the right 
.to vote as they pleased. This word came to me 
before I withdrew my opposition to the other bill. 
I then consented that that bill should pass in har- 


mony. This I intend to press; but if the Senator | 
from Illinois desires it to be printed and lie over, | 


l have no objection at all. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 
it should be printed. 

Mr. KING. 


the right of its being here, 


an amendment of the committee. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will call the ‘attention of 
the Senator from New York to the fact that it is 
‘in order on two points. First, the committee 
have offered it; and whether they had a right to 


do so or not, you cannot determine. Secondly, |! 
|| Was going on,and no motion was put to the Sen- 


it is recommended by the head of a Department, 
so that any Senator would have a right to offer it. 
Mr. KING, If the committee offer it, I do not 


object; but I understand it to be questioned by | 


the committee. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. No; and besides, the head | 


of a Department recommends it. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
tion in regard to this subject. Ithas been assumed 
all along that the committee offers it. The differ- 


ence between the Senator from California and | 


myself is only this: the Senator from California 


Supposed that the amendment could not be offered | 


except by the Committee on Finance, and that 
when we agreed on the arrangement which he 


made with the Senator from Missouri, we must, | 


of course, carry thai out, aud move the amend- 
ment; but I supposed at that time, as I do now, 
that it was competent for the Senator from Mis- 
souri to make this motion. ‘There was a condi- 
tional contract made by the Secretary of the Navy; 


and then a smali provision under which a com- | tor | 
: York allow me to make a suggestion ? 


mission was sent out;-and then a report came in 


at the present session from the Secretary of the | 


Navy, which, I believe, contained the recom- 


mendation; and the estimate is the sam in the | 
I considered, therefore, it | 


contract, of course. 
might be taken as being under anestimate of the 
Navy Department; and therefore it was compe- 
tent for the Senator from Missouri, who is nota 
member of the-Committee on Finance, to move 
it himself. 


make this motion upon this bill. Idid not think 
that | was giving my consent to it. If] had, of 
course [ should have opposed it, 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Maryland has 
stated the question precisely. I thought it could 
not get before the Senate unless it was recom- 


7 


mended by a committee, and never heard until 
within the last few minutes, that there were esti- 


ĮI do not want it withdrawn. `” 


| not yielded it. 


I thought it was better that |! the Chiriqui amendment to be printed. 
Tam opposed to its lying over j} 
informally. I rise to make a point of order as to | 
l understand itis a 

question of fact, whether the Committee on Fi- | 
nance have had this subject under consideration | 
and agreed to it. If it has not been, then it is not | 


{ desire to explain my posi- | 


I assented, therefore, to what I sup- | 
posed was merely an arrangement that he should | 
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mates from the Department which would enable 
any Senator to offer itin order. The only object 
Thad in view was not to delay the bill we then had 
under consideration. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iask the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia to letus take a vote on printing the amend- 
ment, and then let it lie over informally. 

Mr. GWIN. Very well. I move that it be 
printed. 

Mr. KING. I rise to a point of order. I want 
to know whether the amendment comes from the 
Committee on Finance? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itis not offered; so that that 
point does not arise. 

Mr. KING. I understand, then, there is no 
such amendment offered. 

Mr. GREEN. To waive all that, I offer it my- 


| Self, as an individual Senator, based upon the rec- 


ommendation of the Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. KING. Then I make the point of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I supposed I was. I had 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ilinois was recognized, and gave way until 
the Chair was under the impression that he had 


| resigned the floor. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to offer an amend- 
ment to this bill, 

Mr. GREEN. J hope the Senator will allow 

Mr. KING. [rise toa point of order. Idesire 
to know what became of the motion with regard 
to this Chiriqui matter? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, That amend- | 


ment is now pending before the Senate. 

Mr. KING. Very well; then | object to its 
being introduced. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I supposed that question was 
waived on an order being made to print. That is 
our understanding. 

Mr. KING. J object to it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New York objected while the discussion 


ate op the subject. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is no trouble about 
the question, The Senator from California who 
offered it, waives it forthe preggnt, and submitted 
anorder to printit. FLeuce there is no amendment 
pending, and I therefore propose an amendment. 

Mr. KING, tis upon that very pointof order 


| that I rise. I do not think itcompetent to get up 


hereand make a proposition of this sort and waive 
it to have it printed. The Senator may present 
it and ask to have it printed as an amendment to 
be offered. [want to male a point of order about 


i the right to offer it. We first had an understand- 


ing that it came here with the sanction of the 
Committce on Finance; but it seems that ihe Com- 
mittee on Finance is unwilling to father this 


i; amendment. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. KING. I so understand. 
know the facts about it. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator from New 


Then let us 


Mr. KING. Certainly. 1 want to know the 
posiuon of the thing. 

Mr. GREEN. I will notask him to waive any 
peint of order; but I do ask the printing of the 
amendment, if it is not to be considered te day, 
which I will offer 

Mr. KING. Itis not offered now. 

Mr. GREEN. Which I will offer before the 
bil is disposed of. 

Mr. KING. Very well. That leaves the ques- 
tion of the righi to offer it to be settled when it is 
offered. I want to make that point at the proper 


: ume. 


Mr, GREEN, It will come up hereafter, 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Now, I believe, there is no 
amendment pending, and my mation is in order. 


New Seres... No; TE.: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthe m 
to print the amendment objected to? 

Mr. KING. As I understand, the amendment 
is not offered, but merely presented, and it is 
asked, by unanimous consent to have it printed, 
that it may be offered. a m 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
request of the Senator from Missouri. ~ À 

Mr. KING. To that view I have no objection 
to its printing; but T object to its being offered, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to the printing of the proposed 
amendment, and it will be ordered. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. The Committee on Fortign 
Relations have directed me to offer-——— `- 

Mr. HALE. I desire to say a word, if the 
Senator from Hlinois will allow me a moment: 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will give way; but Ido 
not waive my amendment f 

Mr. HALE. I desire to say that, on my sug- 
gestion, the Senator from Maryland gave way 
from offering an amendment as an individual mem- 
ber, in order that amendments from committees 
might be gone through with. Jn that state of the 
case, the Senator from California suggested that 
he still had one to make from the Committee on 
Finance, and I gave way for that purpose; ‘and 
that being disposed of- : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And I was on the floor when 
the Senator made that suggestion, in order to 
move this amendment, occupying identically the 
same position, 

Mr. HALE. You may offer it; but the Sena- 
tor is mistaken altogether. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My amendment will take 
but a moment. Itis, to insert as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of State be 
directed to audit and settle the accounts of Charles J. 
Hefm, consul general of the United States at Havana, upon 
the principles of justice and equity, for expenses incurred 
by him in preparing and making the reports and returns, 
and bringing up the arrearages of the business of bis prede- 
cessor in that office, and for extra clerk hire in his office, 
aud for moneys advauced destitute American citizens, and 
for extra rent, and to. pay the amount thereof, not exceed- 


ing the sum of $8,168, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. FESSENDEN rose. f f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One word of explanation. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator will excuse 
me. I believe I must make a point of order on 
that amendment. It is evidently a private claim, 
and cannot be offered, even from a committee, 

Mr. DOUGLAS Itis certainly not a private 
claim. ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. If it is anything, it isa 
private claim. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is one of the class of ap- 
propriations of which there a large proportion 
already in the bill. It is to carry out a current 


fon 


| transaction of that Department. Mr. Helm was 


appointed consul on the resignation of Colonel 
Blythe, at Havana. It was ascertained, after he 
arrived there, that the books had not been kept; 
the returns had not been made for a long while; 
they were a long way behindhand; and, when 
called upon to make these reports, Mr. Helm re- 
ported at the time that there had been this omis- 
sion to keep up the books; and thereupon he was | 
directed by the Department to cause them, to be 
brought up. He employed clerks for the purpose 
of making these returns. All such cases as this, 
where the person is still in office, going on in the 
regular order of business, always go into the ap- 
propriation bill, The other day, I think, the Sen- 
ator and i voted together on one much stronger, 
the case of Mr. Clay, minister to Peru. It was 
to allow his accounts to be audited and settled. 
I find it has been a usual thing. I do not think 
it comes in violation of any ruie. On the con- 
trary, it. has been our practice, from the Commit- 


i tee on Foreign Relations, to offer all this class of 


cases as amendments to the appropriation bills. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, The bill to which the 
Senator alludes was a private bill, offered by itself. 
{t was not put on as an amendment to an appro- 
priation bill. 


Mr. DOUGLAS, Iam willing to take a vote 


of the Senate on this question, Tt has been the 
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invariable practice of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, in cases of this kind, to offer them as 
amendments to the appropriation bills. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not feel disposed to 
debate this-question. I think cases of this kind 
are very frequently rejected. Itseems to me very 
clear that this isa privateclaim. I have no other 
objection. I thought it my duty to make the 
point. 

Mr. HALE. The very case the Senator from 
Illinois names—that of Mr, Clay—was passed as 
a private bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It may have been a private 
bill; but these cases have been very frequent. 
They oceur very often, This man is now in the 
office; and these are unadjusted accounts, sus- 
pended now in the Department. It is nota pri- 
vate bill in any sense of the word. It wasexpense 
incurred in carrying on the public service. The 
Government is now using the returns he was then 
called on to make. I bave submitted this matter 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and they 
referred it to the State Department. The State 
Department have made a detailed report upon it, 
and sce no reason why it should not be allowed, 
both as to the services and the circumstances of 
the case. This issimply to authorize the Depart- 
mentof State to adjust the accounts of Mr. Helm, 
putting the limit above which they shall not go— 
the limit being the same sum that the committee 
referred to the State Department, and they re- 
turned, seeing no objection to it. 

Mr. RICE, ‘With the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, 1 ask whether Mr. Helm did 
not make the investigations referred to, and per- 
form the services for which charges are made, 
under instructions from the Department of State? 
J] understand that he did, and therefore I appre- 
hend that the claim is not of the character which 
the rale excludes from an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam obliged to the Senator 
from Minnesota. Being done under the orders of 
the Department, it is conclusive that it is nota 
private claim, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It does not make the 
slightest difference in the world, If the Depart- 
ment had a right to give the order and pay for it, 
very well, But if it gave the order and could not 
pay the money until they called on us for an ap- 

ropriation, it is a private claim. If there is no 

aw by which it can be paid, and no money ap- 
propriated to pay it, it makes a claim on the Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is a Jaw under which 
it was authorized to be donc. J have the law 
here, which requires those reports to be made; 
and in pursuance of that law, the Secretary 
directed Mr. Helm to make these reports. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. He makes his own re- 
ports, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No; it directs him, then, to 
employ a force to make these reports. He com- 
plies with it, and this amendment is to pay the 
expenses of what the Department ordered to be 
done. That is the main p&rt of the item. There 
is another item in the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the 30th 
rule of the Senate, to any general appropriation 
bill no amendment can be reeeived whose object 
is to provide for a private claim, unless it be to 
carry out the provisions of an existing Jaw ora 
treaty stipulation. 

Mr. RICE. 1 beg to state to the Senate that 
the services were performed by Mr, Helm under 
an existing Jaw. Flis predecessor in the consu- 
late had neglected his duties, his affurs had been 
permitted to become disordered, and the Depart- 
ment of State ordered this gentleman to perform | 
this duty under the authority of law. T contend, | 
therefore, it cannot be a private claim. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to see that 


if 
law. | ; 


Mr. HALE. Willthe Chair indulge me a mo- 
ment? Iama little surprised at the view the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota takes of this subject. 
rule docs not apply to whether the services were 
rendered by law, but whether there is a law to 
carry out the compensation that is asked for. 
presume all private claims are rendered by virtue 
of somelaw. Thatis not the meaning of the rule; 
putthe rule is, that a private claim shall not be 
puton the appropriation bills, unless 1t is to carry 
out a law; not whether the services were rendered 
according to law. 


The i 
f Mr. 


J 
l 
| 
! 
$ 
i 
pi 
| 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not understand the rule 
sas the Senator from New Hampshire does. if 
there was a law making payment, we should not 
have to come here atall. Hence the rule applies 
to cases where the services were performed under 
a law, but where there is no law directing pay- 
ment. If there was a law directing the payment, 
we should not come here to get this amendment 
passed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But it would have been 
without an appropriation. It wants an appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will read so much of the 
letter of the Secretary of State as refers to this 
point: 

“In respect to Mr. Helm’s claim for extra services in 
preparing the quarterly returns and the reports whieh his 
predecessor failed to transmit to the Department, I have no 
reason to doubt the correctness of the statement made by 
him in hismemorial. {t was necessary that the work should 
be done, for the reason that, at a port so important as Ha- 
vana, where American interests are so largely concerned, 
the records of the consulate should be carefully kept in a 
form readily accessible, reference being made to them in 
eases where the rights of ship-masters, insurance compa- 
nies, importers, and exporters of goods are involved. Copies 
of the returns and reports were also required by this De- 
partment in order to enable it to comply with the provis- 
ions of the first and sccond sections of the act of August 18, 
1856, amendatory of an act requiring foreign regulations of |i 
commeree to be laid annually before Congress. The char- 
acter of the consular records aud books, in the nature of 
consular returns, may be seen by reference to,chapters four- 
teen and fifteen, of the Commercial Regulations.” 


I have those regulations here. The law required 
these returns to be made, and required the Seere- 
tary of State to have them, in order that be might | 
make the report to Congress. He requires the | 
consul to have this thing done. ‘The consul did 
it; and now this is to pay the expenses of what 
the Department required to be done. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is very evident that 
this is within the rule. The law requires the Scc- | 
retary of State to make certain returns. He finds 
that he is not in the possession of information, 
owing to the failure of a consul to give it; and he 
calls upon that consul’s successor to bring up the 


| Belfast. 


deficiency and give him the information; and that, 
the Senator from Illinois says, brings this appro- 
priation within the existing law. It cannot be so. | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 believe the | 
subject now before the Senate is entirely on the | 
point of order, ‘The 30th rule, under the head of | 
i 


“ Amendments to appropriation bills,” covers the į 
case entirely; bat believe the debate is now going j 
on on the merits of the amendment, and not on 
the point of order, Fask for the reading of the il 
30th rule. The amendment is evidently in order, j| 
as moved by the direction of a standing commit- | 
tee. 

'The Secretary read the 30th rule, as follows: 

«No amendment proposing additional appropriations 
shall be reecived to any general appropriation bill, unless it 
be made to carry oug some existing law, or some act or 
resolution previously passed by the Senate, during that ses- ! 
sion, or moved by direction of a standing or select com- 
mittée of the Senate. And no amendment shall be received 
whose object is to provide for a private claim, unless it be 
to enrry ont the provisions of an existing law or treaty stip- 
lation.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It makes no matter 
whether it is moved by a committee or not, if it 
is a private claim, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. This is to carry out an ex- | 
isting law; for the law in regard to these returns | 
could not be carried out without this service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair is 
of opinion that this is a private claim, and comes 
within the 80th rule. It is therefore excluded. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Then Ishall take an appeal; 
and ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would prefer submitting the matter to the Senate 
asa question of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I withdraw the appeal. Let i 
i the Chair submit the question. Lask for the yeas 
| and nays on the question of admitting this amend- 
iment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
TRUMBULL. {fT understand the ques- 
! tion, it is, is the amendment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
point. The amendment is offered; objection is 
made on a question of order, and that question of 
order is submitted to the Senate under the rule al- 
lowing the Presiding Officer to submit a question 
of order to the decision of the Senate. 

The Scerctary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. RICE, (when his name was called.) Un- 
derstanding that this service was performed under 
and by direction of the Secretary of State, and by 
the authority of an existing law, I vote ‘* yea.” 

The result was then announced—yeas 16, nays 
25; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Crittenden, Douglas, 
Fitch, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Jolson of S'en- 
nessee, Lane, Latham, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, 
Wigfall, and Wilkinson—l6. A 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Bright, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Green, Grimes, Hale, Hunter, 
King, Morrill, Poik, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
aud Wilson—25. 

So the Senate decided that the amendment was 
excluded under the rule. 


Mr. BIGLER. Iam authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to submit several amend- 
ments to this bill. 1 offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the first section: 

For payment of balances due eontraetors for building 
custom-houses at Belfast and Elsworth, in Maine, $448 75. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will inquire whether that 
is a private claim? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wanted to hear the ex- 
planation first, before making that point. 

Mr. BIGLER. This isa report from the Bu- 
reau of Construction. On page 87 of the esti- 
mates, you will find this: 

“The custom-house and post otce at Elsworth and 


s complete; the building occupied; balance of 
s still due the contractor; no available appropri- 


$443 75 
ation.” 

There is the regular estimate of the balance of 
the contract. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 


I raise a point of order. 


i Herc is a case where a man has gone on and done 
| his work, and has a private claim of over four 


hundred thousand dollars, and there is no money 
to pay it. 

Mi. BIGLER. Four hundred and forty-eight 
dollars. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, $448.. I make the 
question that it is a private claim. lobject toit, 
and raise the point of order. 

Mr. BIGLER. It is regularly estimated for 
by the Department, and the balance set forth in 
official papers. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I understand how easy itis 
to get estimates that suit gentlemen. The very 
gentlemen who ruled out a case of a private claim 
a few minutes ago, have oceupicd nearly half the 
day in advocating the private claim of the city of 
Cleveland upon this bill; and the very committee 
that made the objection on me, reported that with- 
outapretext of having alaw under which itarose 
After taking half a day to go through an amend- 
ment for a favorite, where there was no pretext 
of its coming under a law or the rule, then objec- 
tion is raised and made if a just claim is brought 
up on the other side When I spoke to a mem- 
ber of the committee upon what it was, ‘Oh, 
butitcomes from the Finance Committee!” Fas 
the Finance Committee any more right to offer an 
amendment, that docs not come within the rule, 
than the Committee on Foreign Relations? Iin- 
tend now to expose this scheme by which favor- 
ites can be brought in, and then the rule is en- 
forced against others. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Nli- 
nois has a great habit—he cannot do business 
here without being abusive of somebody. What 
right has he to talk about favoritism? I stated, 
and the chairman of the committee stated, on 
this floor, that this matter, with regard to the 
Cleveland claim—if the Senator pleases to call it 
so—passed without much consideration, and we 
thought wrongly. I stated it publiciy that we had 
not sufficiently considered it, and that I had come 
to the conclusion that we ought not to have ad- 
mitted it, and I voted against it; and now the Sen- 
ator gets up here, and addressing me, talks about 
attending to favorites and introducing favorite 
claims and excluding him. Why, the Senator is 
most unjust, and abusive too. I take it, the Sen- 
ator has no right, because he happens to be dis- 
appointed by the decision of the Senate, to make 
these charges upon the committee. I do not sup- 
pose that we are exempt from the possibility of 
mistakes; but when we frankly admit we have 
made a mistake, and vote against an amendment 
in consequence, I think that ought to excuse us, 
at any rate from such charges as are made by the 
Senator. Now, sir, it is a fact, with regard to 
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the Committee on Finance, that we sometimes 
make these amendments. They have been made 
before, and been proposed in the committee. We 
supposed we had a right to do so. ]1donotknow 
whether we had or not. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia, who has been chairman of the committee 
a long time, knows that it has sometimes hap- 
pened. It does not release us from our obligation 
to make the point of order upon propositions that 
come forward here, and certainly ought not to 
eXpose us to imputations upon our motives which 
are unparliamentary, and, to use the language of 
the Senator the other day, indecent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator seems to con- 
sider that every remark a man makes in the dis- 
charge of his duty, means him. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator looked at 
me, talked to me throughout, and addressed him- 
salf to me direct. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I didlook at him, and talked 
to him in common with others, who five minutes 
before had put one construction on the rules of 
the Senate, and a moment afterwards another. 
The Senator says he made a mistake, and there- 
fore he voted against the Cleveland claim. When 
he discovered he had made a mistake, it was after 
the merits of the proposition were exposcd, and 
he voted against it on its merits; but he did not 
raise a point of order on his own amendment, and 
he did raise it on minc; and if he became con- 
vinced of his mistake, he was bound to have with- 
drawn his own amendment, because he violated 
the rules in offering it. Why did he not raise the 
point of order on himself, instead of on me? I 

‘have a right, therefore, to complain of the action 
here. Two hours were taken in discussing that 
very private claim of Cleveland. There was not 
a word about the poit of order. 
order was reserved until the moment it applies on 
this side of the Chamber. 

As to his personal remarks about decency, I 
scorn them, Sir, I do not desire to get into these 
controversies, When I seethat one rule of order 
is made on me by the very man that had violated 
it before, and now confesses that he knew when 


that claim was before us it was out of order, 1 |. : 
in deference to the decision of the Senate. [thought 


cannot but consider it as being governed by other 
reasons than the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I do not 
know whether the Senator has that sort of natu- 
ral obliqaity of mind which prevents his restating 
what is said by another correctly. I made no 
such admission that } knew I was out of order, 
and l donotmakeitnow. [stated that } reported 


the bili from the committee, and that that was in- į 


serted by the commiltee without much consider- 
ation. i did not know that it was out of order, 
and l do not know now that it was out of order. 
Į stated that when l came to consider it here in 


the Senate, | became convinced, as did the chair- | 


man, that we had acted hastily, without sufficient 


consideration, and therefore } was opposed to the | 


further consideration of it. f could not make a 


point of order on my own bill which I had re- | 


orted here; and that appropriation was in the 
body ofthe Lill. It was out of the question. It 
is only upon amendments that are offered from 
others, that I could raise the point. 
possible for me to do it upon that proposition; 
but, as 1 stated, the moment I became convinced 
it was improperly in the bill, I said it was im- 
properly in the bill, and I voted against it. The 
point of order was not made by anybody. It 
was not for me to make it, nor did it ever occur 
to me to make it all. Therefore E made no such 
admission whatever with regard to my being sat- 
isfied it was out of order. [did not oppose it on 
its merits either. 
said anything, that the committee were satisficd 
of the merits of the claim, and I state it again; but 
Į said that.it was improperly put in the bill, and 
I was willing to oppose it. The Senator should 
restate me rightly, or not at all. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will, and I will convict 
him of not stating himself rightly. This propo- 
sition of the Cleveland claim was not in the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As reported by me it 
was. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
the bill. Jt was offered by him, as an amend- 
ment from the Committee on Finance, just the 
same as mine was offered, as an amendment from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. His amend- 
ment stood on the same footing as mine, unless 


The point of | 


it was im- | 


I stated expressly, so far as I } 


It was not in the body of | 


he claims that his committee is superior to the 
one of which I happen to. be a member, which, 
by the by, is not so in the rank of the Senate. 
The committees stand here on an equal footing. 
He reported one amendment from one committee; 
I reported one from another. His amendment 
was without pretense of authority. I did not 
object on the point of erdér, because it did not 
strike me then or now that’ it was out of order; 
and yet the very instant we got through with that, 
and Í offer an amendment, he raised the point on 
me, which is equally fatal to his own; and as he 
construed the rule in that way, it shows that he 
made the point against. me which, at the time, he 
knew was decisive against his own amendment. 
I rose only to correct the statement that it was in 
the bill. He cannot escape in that way. He 
offered an amendment which, according to his own 
statement, was out of order, and he believed it 
violated principie, and was in conflict with the 
rules of the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave only to deny that. 
It is printed in the bill as reported from the com- 
mittee; not offered by me at all. 

Mr. BIGLER. believe I am entitled to the 
floor; and I am very anxious to have this amend- 
ment of mine considered, without any reference 
to the controversy between the Senators. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I raise a point of order. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator, because of his 
controversy with the Senator from Maine, should 
not raise this point of order upon me. I voted with 
him a few moments since, declaring his amend- 
ment to be in order, simply because I thought 
E could see that certain things resulted from the 


law; and because they tesulted from the law, it | 


was not a private claim. Now, what is this? 
Here is a settled question—a balance acknowl- 
edged by the Government itself; and the only 
thing remaining is to pay the money. The Sen- 
ator will declare his proposition in order, and this 
out of order. The Government settled the ac- 
count, and made a settlement of indebtedness to 
these parties, and the Senator says that it is out 
of order, and makes a point of order upon it. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. make the point of order 


the rule was the other way; but Iam concluded 
by the decision of the Senate. The Senate makes 
its rules, construes its rules; and inasmuch as 
they have applied the rule to me, certainly it is 
good for one day on those who made the decision 
and on those who resisted the decision. 

Mr. BIGLER. I voted against that decision. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. But a majority of the Senate | 


did not; and why press this amendment against 
the decision of a majority of the Senate? 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, the proposi- 
tions are very distinct. The Senator’s proposi- 
tion was not a small appropriation for a settled 


| account. J voted for it, because E believed the law 


necessarily led to certain resulis, and therefore it 


could come in under the rule; that the individual į 


was making no claim; but the proposition was to 
enable the officers of the Government to settle the 
accounts under the law; but here isa stated, settled 
account of a balance due; and the amendment 
provides for the payment, 


Mr. GREEN. What isthe ruling of the Chair? | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 


had no opportunity to decide the question, inas- | 


much the Senator from Pennsylvania has the 
floor. 


Mr.GREEN. Then there is no point for dis- | 


cussion. 
Mr. BIGLER. 


discussion. 


I do not wish to continue the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question |} 
will not be decided, unless the Chair is called |) 


upon to decide it. 
Mr. GREEN. 
cide it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Iwish the Chair 


to decide, as a point of order, whe is entiiled to; 


the floor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator ; 


from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I presume the 
Senator will give way for the Senate to decide this 
question some time or other, when the Chair can 
speak. 
PM. BIGLER. 
of the Chair. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


I will submit to the decisien 


1 rise to a 


I call upon the Chair to de- | 


i 
i 
i 


| 
| 


point.of order: whether the Senator can hold.the 
floor until the Chair considers, and decides-the 
question, and then hold it afterwards? 
Mr. BIGLER. Not at alle oo. : Svea OE 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: Can he hold 
over? I raise another point of order on that. This 
conflict, which has started, is to goall round,ew . 
Mr. BIGLER. It has net got to the Senator 


et. x ` 
: Mr. JOLINSON, of Arkansas. lam now try- 
ing to get at it: i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Arkansas will state his point of-erder 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. - It. is, that the 
Senator from Pennsylvania cannot hold the floor 


| while the Chair decides this question, 


Mr. BIGLER. I ask for the decision of the 
Chair on the question whether the amendment is 
in order. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then Task if 
I cannot havea hearing until the-Chair decides. 
I raise that question. f A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can 
make no decision as regards the future right to 
the floor; that will depend upon who may address 
the occupant of the chair at that time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I address the 
Chair now. Am I entitled to the floor? . 

Mr. BIGLER. The question before the Senate 
is, as to whether the amendment I have offered 
is in order, 

Mr. HUNTER. The question to be decided 

upon is, whether the amendment isin order.or 
not. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question raised by the Senator from Ilinois; but 
the Chair understands the Senator from Arkansas 
to make a point on that question. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It.is this: that 
when gentlemen have done talking, | have the 
right to claim the attention of the Chair before he 
decides. 

Mr. BAYARD. {will suggest, as a question 
of order, that if objection has been made to the 
reception of this amendment, it is not in order to 
open a dcbate on that question until the Chair 
decides; and then, ifan appeal is taken, Senators 
may debate it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisa 
to be decided without debate. That has 
ruling of the Senate, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Ido not. wish 
to debate it; but I want the privilege of the floor, as 
soon as the Senator from Pennsylvania yiclds.it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
called upon to decide a question of order upon 
this amendment; and, in the opinion of the Chair, 
it is a private claim, and no-— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Before the 
Chair decides, I ask to be recognized. I havea 
tight to move an adjournment at any time. As 
the Senator from Pennsylvania is not occupying 
the floor, the Chairis not compelled to decide the 
question before he recognizes another Senator. 


uestion 
een the 


i That is plain. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The, Chair 
thinks, under the rule of the Senate, that the ques- 
tion of order is to be decided without debate, and 
the Chair is entitled to decide the question before 
he recognizes another Senator. It 1s the decision 
of the Chair that this is a private claim; it comes 
under no existing law or treaty stipulation which 
would relieve it from the objection of the paint of 
order under the 30th rule. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I believe I now 
have the floor. Itis very evident, from the con- 
flict we have been in, and the series of conflicts 
—in fact the debate, as has been suggested to me 
by a friend, amounts almost to an insult to the 
Father of his Country, and has. even been pro- 
nounced by one to be an indecent debate, [laugh- 
ter}—that there is but little prospect of any agree- 
ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that there 
is no motion now before the Senate. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If the Chair 
calls me to order, very well; but no other Senator 


did so. 

Mr, GRIMES. If the Chair will recognize me, 
I desire to make a motion that is in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. J will move 
that the Senate adjourn. ade ae 

Mr. DOUGLAS. understand that the Şen- 


ator from Arkansas: is: discussin, 
hedi oort eee ee ee 

Mi. JOHNSON, of Arkansa 
move thai the Senate adjourn, BA 
“Mr TEN EYCK I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and bemg 
taken; resulted—yeas- 22, nays 25; as follows: 

¥ BAS—Messrs: Baker, Bayard, Bigter; Bragg; Bright, 
Cameron. Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch,Green, Hemp- 
bill, Hunters dohin geor, Arkansas, Johnson, of Tennessee, 
Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, P well, and Sebas- 


; jate refused.to adjourn. EE 

. Mr GRIMES. 1 am. instructed by the Com- 
mittee on. Naval Affairs to offer the following 
yamendment:to the. biii. Boge SULA & 

+ For the construction ofa sewer in Brooklyn, New York, 
upon Flashing avenue, adjoining the property of the-United 
States, to. Vanderbilt avenue, thence through the United 
“States grounds to tne Wallabout water, S66 000: Provided, 
‘That the city of Brookiyn shali pay one haif the éost of the 
same on Flusning avenue. PES Sieg Frere eS SE ey, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iraise the question whether 
that-is inorder. I should like tó Know- on what 
rule it can be ‘received. o 0 etn s 
+The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
The Chair does not recognize this'as a private 
claim. He does not see any objection to it in 
point of order. ` f 

“Mr. DOUGLAS. 
without being a private claim. 
by what authority it comes here. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.” It comes from 
‘the Committee'on Naval Affairs, as the Senator 
from lowa stated.’ The amendment is in order. 

“Mr: GRIMES. I wish to say, in explanation 
of this proposition, that, byan act making appro- 
pristions for the naval service, approved March 

,.1857, the same provision was passed, making” 
‘an appropriation of the same amount for thé'same 
‘purpose—the building ofa sewer through the pub- 
die grounds, and in ‘a'street adjacent to the public 
“grounds, in Brooklyn, in connection witha sewer 
about to be constructed by the authorities of the 
city of Brookiyn. The city of Brooklyn did not, 
‘at that.time, go on with the work; and hence the 
‘appropriation reverted to the Treasury, and it be- 
comes necessary toreappropriate theszmeamount. 
‘The committee is informed that the authorities of 
Brookiyn are now about to gò on with this work. 
‘They are building a sewer along Flushing avenue, 
which will drain about six hundred acres of land 
within the corporate limits of the city; the con- 
Sequence of which will be that; unless the Gov- 
ernment appropriates an. amount of money in 
‘order (6 carry it through its own domain, the 
navy-yard, barracks, &c., will be overflowed with 
the sewerage of the city. I -desire to say further 

“that I hold‘in‘my hand a letter received from the 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, recom- 
‘mending the adoption of this proposition. 

Mr. POLK. The difference between this and 
the Cleveland case is, as it seems to me, that in 
the Cleveland: case the sewer was built, and we 
were asked to pay for the expense of building it; 
and this is a‘case in which we are asked to vote 
‘the money to'pay the expense of a sewer when it 
shall be built hereafter, That is just the differ- 
ence.’ In point of merit, it seems to me the Cleve- 
land case was quite as high as this, if not higher. 
Another thing: will it require $60,000 to build a 
sewer through the public grounds at Brooklyn? 
I apprehend that that is rather an extravagant 
estimate. 1] should like to know from the Sen- 
ator if it will require 460,000 to build a sewer 
through the public grounds at Brooklyn? 

-7 Mi: GRIMES, Fam not enough of an engi- 

` neer'to be able to inform the Senator from Mis- 
Souri. Foniy know that it is the amount which 
has been once appropriated by Congress, and it 
is the amount now asked to carry on the works 
but I apprehend no more of the appropriation will 
be expended than'will be necessary; and if there 
shall be any surplus; it will never be drawn from 
‘the Treasury. si 

~ Mr. POLK. I expect it will turn out that this 
money is not to be expended for building a sewer 
on the public grounds merely, but to aid in build- 
ing @ sewer-in the'streets, with which the’ sewer 
on the publie grounds will maké cannection. The 
Government i8 to bear about half the expensothat 


et 


It may be objectionable 
I want to know 


| izens of Brooklyn, owning adjacent property on 


| propriation of the money py us necessarily im- 


the city of Brooklyn will be compelled to pay for 
building a:séwer in her own streets. That isit. 
Mr. GRIMES: I tried to observe no conceal-: 
ment about this. Ustated in the beginning thata | 
portion of this money was for building one half 
the sewer along Flushing avetiue, in Brooklyn. l 
have the plan of the sewer herein my hand. An- 


‘other portion of itis tobe used in building the 
sewer through the public grounds. 


: js. The sewer- 
age of the city strikes at-one corner of thé public 


‘grounds, and runs along by the side of a street, 


of which the Government of the United States is 
one of the adjacent proprietors; all the others are 
private persons, ` It is proposed by this amend- 
ment that the Government shall be at the expense 
‘of building one half of this sewer, while the cit- 


the other side, shall pay the other half.. Then, 
after passing opposite two blocks of lots on Flush- 
ing avenue, it-turns on the public grounds away 
from the city. Petes oe 

` Mr. POLK. Then, so far as all that part of the 
sewer is concerned, which is bounded in part by 
the public property, and in part. by private prop- 
erty, it is the Cleveland case precisely. It differs 
‘from the Cleveland case only in so faras it may 
be required to be built éxclusively on the public 
grounds; but in ‘the estimate we do not know 
what proportion of the amount will be for build- 
ing the sewer exclusively on the public grounds, 
and what portion of it 1s to be built where the 
public grounds front on one side, and private 
grounds òf the private citizens of Brooklyn front 
on the other side. 

Mr. GRIMES. There is this distinction be- 

tween the case in Cleveland and this: wy are au- 
thorizing this sewer to be built on the presump- 
tion that it is going to benefit our property. We 
own a large amount of property adjacent to the 
| sewer, and we think it will be for the benefit of 
our property that it shall be drained. The Gov- 
ernment authorities say so. Now, the question 
is, whether we shall perform. that duty which 
would be exacted under the city government from 
a private person, or whether we shall cause the city 
authorities of Brooklyn to perforra that duty which 
our own officers, in our own’ department, say is 
for our benefit, and will increase the value of our 
own property, I am not tenacious about this mat- 
ter; I do not. care anything about it; but I desire 
further to say, that the case in Cleveland was, 
where the city authorities had gone on and made 
the sewer without any consultation with the au- 
thorities of the United States, without any refer- 
ence to whether it. would be to the advantage of 
this Government that that sewer should be com- 
pleted or not. That is the difference between the 
cases. 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems to me that this amend- 
ment is for the same object, although the objec- 
tion may not be precisely the same, as that in 
reference to the city of Cleveland. It involves 
this extraordinary proposition: that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is to appropriate money 
for the construction of a sewer in the city of 
Brooklyn along two avenues. Where do getau- 
thority to construct a sewer? If we have not that 
power, would not this appropriation authorize the |} 
payment of money to the city of Brooklyn for 
constructing a sewer that belongs to them? We 
have no jurisdiction of the subject; we-have no | 
authority to construct the sewer. The appro- 
priation to “construct” a sewer in.a city—what | 
right have we to make such an appropriation. || 
The question of taxation does not enter into this, 
but the powers of this Government do. What 
are we to do with it?. Itis notours; it is to con- 
struct a sewer in the streets of a city. The ap- 


plies that the work will have to be done under 
the authority of the Federal Government. We 
have no power of the kind. I submit that it isa 
plain violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. GRIMES. I only wish to add to what I 
have said, that this amendment is drawn in the 
precis phraseology of the act of 1857. Ido not 

now that it was voted for by the Senator from 
Delaware; but it was passed through Congress 
since he has been here, and it is to be found in the 
eleventh volnme of the Statutes at Large. À 

Mr. BAYARD, Itisappropriating the public 


money for purposes for which this Government 
was never intended. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


If my friend from Del- || 


February 22, 


“aware can show me any law in virtue of which 


the United States have procured land for the pur- 
pose of ‘establishing a navy-yard upon it, then I 


‘think Fshall show him that, by necessary inci- 


dental power, they may have a right to drain it 


“by a sewer, if that be necessary, to prevent the 
‘land. from being overflowed, or to make it useful 
tothe Government. purposes. 
‘as an incident. 


> That will ‘follow 


“Mr. BAYARD. I am perfectly aware that the 
honorable:Sénator and myself differ very much 


‘in the theory of the construction of the powers of 


the Federal-Government. He would give amuch 
wider construction, I have no doubt, than] would, 
to the powers of that Government. When under 
the Constitution you take lands for necessary 
purposes by cession fromthe States, (and you 
‘can only take them by cession from the States,) 
I cannot understand how, when aState-cedes you 


jurisdiction over land for the purpose of a navy- 
“yard, that gives you any: power to go outside of 


the cession, and. construct sewers on a public 
street.” I do not see how you can draw any such 
‘inference. Tam unable to draw the inference. I 
‘ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

~ The yeas and nays were ordered. ` 

Mr. LATHAM. I should likè to ask the Sen- 
ator from, Towa a question: whether there. was 
anything before the committee showing the neces- 
sity for building the sewer in order to protect the 
public property? 

Mr. GRIMES, I desire to say, in reply to 
that question of the Senator from California, that 
‘this matter has been brought to the attention of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs since its last 
meeting. I hold in my hand a letter from Com- 
modore Smith, dated the 20th of February, ad- 
dressed to the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
‘nance of this body. It was brought to me. Tdo 
not know how it got from the Senator from Mary- 
land to me. . 2 

Mr. PEARCE. I never saw it or received it. 

Mr. GRIMES. It was sent to me by a gentle- 
man from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LATHAM. Let it be read. : 

Mr. GRIMES. I send it to the desk to be read. 

Mr.GREEN. I think, asit is near fouro’clock, 
and the 22d of February, we might as well adjourn. 
I move that the Senate adjourn. i 

Mi. FESSENDEN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. f 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I make the point of order 
that this motion to adjourn was made when the 
Senator from Iowa was upon the floor. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks that the reading of a paper having been 
called for, and it being sent to the Chair, a mo- 
tion may then be made in regard to the paper, or 
in regard to anything else, and a motion to ad- 
journ, in the opinion of the Chair, is in order. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 19, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Cameron, Crittenden, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Nich- 
olson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, and Sebastian—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Clark, Dixon, Doo- 
little, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, 
King, Latham, Morrill, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wigtall, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson--24. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr, BAYARD. I consider the amendment pro- 
viding for the construction of a sewer in Brooklyn 
as much more objectionable than that which pro- 
posed that we should be subjected to local taxa- 
tion on the public property at Cleveland. This 
involves the question of the constitutional powers 
of the Federal Government. It is an appropria- 
tion of money for the construction of a sewer, not 
on grounds ceded to the United States, but in the 
city of Brooklyn and outside of these grounds. It 
necessarily means that the Government of .the 
United States is to construct it, that it is to be the 
propert of the United States, The Senator from 

entucky may say that Congress has power. to 
pass all laws that are needful to carry its granted 
powers into exccution. Concede that to be the 
true construction. I donot doubtitto be the proper 
principle. Apply itin this casc. The United States 
acquired ground for a navy~yard in the city of 
Brooklyn. The ground on which it stands-must, 
in the language of the Constitution, have been 
“purchased by the consent of the Legislature of 
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the State? of New York. Itis a part of the soil | 
of the State, subject to its sovereignty and juris- 
diction, The language of the Constitution 1s ex- | 
press that Congress may exercise legislative pow- | 
ers *‘ over all places purchased by the consent of 
the Legislature of the State in which the same 
shall be, for the erection of forts, magazines, arse- | 
nals, dock-yards, and other needful buildings.”? | 
There is no doubt that ipa yard is within that ! 
power; but if you want to go beyond that navy- | 
yard, if you want to erect a permanent structure | 
on grounds outside of the limits ceded to you, what | 
are youtodo? You must first geta cession from | 
the State of New York of the right to makea į 
structure in the public streets of Brooklyn. That 
seems to me the plain interpretation. Get that, | 
and I have no doubt then, if a sewer is necessary | 
as an incident to your navy-yard, you have the | 
right to construct it; but I deny that, because a 


sewer is necessary to carry out the objects of the I 


navy-yard, under a cession from the State of New | 
York of the grounds for the navy-yard, you have 
aright to trespass on her sovereignty outside of | 
that navy-yard and make a permanent structure | 
on lands withoucits limits in the streets of the city. | 
It is no fair inference from the power, in my judg- į 
ment. j 
As I said, this appropriation is not to pay 
money to the city of Brooklyn to aid in the con- | 
struction of a work, which, while benefiting other į 
peoples property, may incidentally affect the | 
nited States. That would be the same as the 
assumption of a tax by agreement in the first in- 
stance. All these thingsendin jobs. They spring 
from them. Individual interests are at the bottom 
of the whole of them. I know how very easy it ! 
is to get up these statements of the necessity of | 
publie buildings and improvements around them. 
The Government will be made to pay, no doubt, | 
two thirds of the cost of this work, which ought ; 
to be done by the municipal corporation that will 
derive the main benefit. If there is the slightest | 
benefit to Government property, the Government | 
is made to pay nearly the whole cost, and indi- | 
viduals pocket the moncy. It is part of a false | 
system. The city of Brooklyn is perfectly ablo 
and competent to construct the proper sewerage 
for the city. The United States have nothing to 
do with it; they have no power to construct it 
themselves, and they have no power to pay money | 
to the city of Brooklyn for the purpose of con- | 
atructing it. It would be much better, in my | 
judgment, far preferable, to adopt the principle of 
the case that came from Cleveland and subject | 
ourselves to our ratable share of the taxes as- 


sessed for the sewer, instead of undertaking be- || 
forehand to order the work to be done, when you į 


know nothing of the cost, and can have no con- į 


trol of the cost unless you assume unconstitu- 
tional authority to erect a sewer outside of any 
ground which has been ceded by the State of New 
York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ready for the question ? 

Mr. BRAGG. I thought that a paper was 
ordered to be read. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Its reading has | 
not again been asked for. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
evidence of the propriety and necessity of this | 


Is the Senate 


L want to hear some | 


i 
i 
a nis | 
work, that we may have some official authority || 
for our action. As tothe constitutional question, |! 
f 
i 
f 
i 
i 


I can vote without any difficulty. | 
Mr. BRIGHT. 1 hope the communication į 
from Commodore Smith, who is at the head of; 
the bureau, will be read. He is aman who would | 
not recommend a thing that was not right. 
The Secretary read the following letter: 


Bureau or Yarps ano Docks, February 20, 1861. | 
Smi Mr. William B. Lewis, a commissioner on water, | 
sewerage, &e., of the city of Brooklyn, New York, desires | 
now to have the sewer constructed through the Govern- | 
meut property, as heretofore provided for by Jaw. l 
On the 3d March, 1857, an appropriation of 360,000 was 
made by Congress for a sewer on Fiushing avenne, Brook- 
lyn, to the Wallabout channel, through tbe Government | 
grounds, On condition that the city of Brooklyn should pay i 
one half the expense on Fiushing avenue. | 
"Though frequently ealled upon, the city neglected to com- | 
ply with toe terms of the law, and after two years had cx- 
pired, the said appropriation of g60,000 reverted back to the | 
surplus fand of the Treasury, according to law. 
In the supplemental estimates submitted by this burean | 
for 1861-62, the sum of $60,000 was asked to be reappro- 
priated for the purpose stated, but was not embraced in the 
Navy appropriation bili. i 
“he commissioner from Brooklyn asks that this amount + 
be reuppropriated, and the sewer constructed as 2 neces- 


i 
t 


1 


j 
i 
i 


|| judgment, for I voted for the other claim, because 


E. 


sary unprovement, in which opinion the bureau fully con- 
curs. 3 y 
ï bave the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient | 
servant, ` JOSEPH SMITH. 
Hon. James A. Pearce, Chairman Committee on Finance, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understand it very 
imperfectly now. This gentieman is described 
as the commissioner of the city. If E understand 
it, he is not an oflicer of ours. 

Mr. GRIMES. This letter is written by an 
officer of ours, Commodore Smith. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I understand that. 

Mr. GRIMES. He says that an agent of the 
city government of Brooklyn has been here re- 
questing that this money shall be reappropri- 
ated—thatisall—in which Commodore Smith says 
that he fully concurs. - 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not know that we 
ought to employ a commissioner of the city of 
Brooklyn to make a sewer through the grounds 
of the United States... 

Mr.GRIMES. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
There is no such provision as that in the amend- 
ment. We have nothing to do with this commis- 
sioner. Commodore Smith, in his letter, merely 
refers to this commissioner of Brooklyn as being 
here in the capacity of an agent of that city, ask- 
ing that this money shall be reappropriated. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Is this $60,000 to make 
a sewer through the property of the United 
States? 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The city of Brooklyn, 
then, has charge of building the sewer? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator from Ken- 
tucky will allow me, I think he did not exactly 
apprehend the letter. Provision was heretofore 
made, on condition that the city of Brooklyn 
should pay half the expense of constructing the 
sewer. The city of Brooklyn refused to do it— 
would not do it at all; and the appropriation 
lapsed, or went back into the gencral fund. Now i 
the city of Brooklyn, through some commis- | 
‘sioner, tells the bureau that it will do it. That is 
what the Ictter states, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understand all that; 
but the deficiency of the information now consists 
in this: that we have not the law before us which 
was passed originally. We know nothing about 
the terms of the law, the exactions of the law; 
nor have we the information in point of fact as to 
the necessity that exists for having such a work 
—the necessity to the United States, Í mean. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President-— 

Mr. RICE. Will the Senator allow me one 
moment? As this is nota western matter, Í should 
be very much gratified to hear from one of the 
Senators from New York. Thèy certainly must 
be much better informed than we of the West are 
on this questiog. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This question has been 
once settled this morning. The case is identical 
with that of Cleveland, with this exception: in 
Cleveland, the money has been expended and is 
now due to the contractors. The Senate has once 


decided that it will pay no such claim. Now, it} 
isa mere question, whether you will, as honest 
men, pay what you owe, or whether you will 
repudiate an honest debt, and then, where you 
do not owe, undertake to do work of the same 
character and provide in advance for paying for 
it. The principle bas been settled against my 


it was an honest claim, honestly due to the con- 
tractors. But the question having been settled, I 
shall now vote against this appropriation, because 
I think they may as well waita year or two longer 
as they havea year or two past. Until Cleveland | 
is paid, I shall vote against Brooklyn. 

Mr. HALE. My friend from Michigan en- 
tirely misapprehends this matter. This is an 
improvement that the Government wants to make | 
on its own grounds and for its own benefit, In- | 
asmuch as it will partially inure to the city of | 
Brooklyn, when the appropriation was made, four | 
years ago, a condition was inserted that Brook- 
lyn should pay a certain proportion of the ex- 
pense, which she declined to do. lt is noia 
movement of the city of Brooklyn. It is a move- 
ment of the Government at Washington. And 
inasmuch as the city of Brookiyn will receive | 
benefit from it, it is proposed that it shall incur 
part of the burdens. The municipal authorities 


there declined then to do it, but come forward 


now and say they are willing te do-it. 1t is just 
exactly as different from the casejof Cleveland as 
are the St. Clair flats and-the Merrimac river. 

Mr. SEW ARD. Mr. Presidente t oo > = 

Mr. POWELL. Ifthe Senator from New York 
will allow me, I desire to. make ‘an ihquiry: = F 
desire to ask the honorable Senator from Jowa 
who has thisamendmentin charge from the Com» 
mittee on Naval Affairs, if the Government: hag 
caused any examination of this ‘property bya 
competent engineer? Has there been any report 
that it is necessary for the protection of the Gov- 
ernment property that this sewer should be made, 
and has there been any estimate‘of the cost re- 
ported by any competent person? If it is'neces- 
sary to the protection of Government property, 
to make it available for use, that this sewer bë 
made, and if a proper estimate has been made ‘out 
by competent parties, the amendment ought to 
prevail; otherwise I think it should not, ‘Itseems 
to me to be a very large amount for a sewer. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have only to refer the Sen+ 
ator from Kentucky to the letter of Commodore 
Smith, which has already been read. 

Mr. POWELL. idid not hear that letter very 
distinctly; but it struck me that there was no as- 
sertion in it that there had been any estimate made’ 
of the cost, or any report by competent engineers 
as to the necessity of this work. 

Mr. GRIMES. It seems to me the best evi- 
dence that there has been due deliberation on this 
side, will be found in the act of Congress ap- 
proved 3d March, 1857, where this: provision was 
made: : : “ 

“ For the construction of a sewer upon Flushing avenue 
to Vanderbilt’s avenue, thence through the United States 
grounds to the Wallabout water, $60,000; Provided, Thai 
the city of Brooklyn shall pay one half the cost of the 
same on Flushing avenue.”? 

That is the exact language of the amendment 
that is now proposed; and it was inserted, I pte- 
sume, upon an estimate of the Department made 
in 1856. 

Mr. POWELL. With great deference to my 
distinguished friend from Iowa, I beg tosay—and 
I regret to say it—that the action of this body is 
no evidence to me that a matter has been well and 
maturely considered. pee. ee 

Mr. SEWARD. Irecollect very distinctly vot- 
ing for the erection of public buildings in Cleve. 
land, where they are much less necessary and 
much less useful to the United States than the 
navy-yard at Brooklyn is, I voted with regret’ 
against the proposition for paying the coat of the: 
sewer in front of those buildings; but, under the 
understanding that it was a city improvement, 
and an attempt to tax the United States for prop- 
erty which they possessed, for municipal pur- 
poses, I voted against it. I may have been mis- 
taken; but it was an honest vote which was given 
on that occasion. 

Now, the simple transaction here is, that the 
navy-yard at Brooklyn, so early as 1857, was 
found to require, for its perfection asa navy-yard,, 
a sewer to be built, and Congress appropriated 
$60,000 for that purpose; but, asthe benefits result- 
ing from it would inure also to the city of Brooklyn, 
they annexed acondition to the appropriation that 
it should take effect only if Brooklyn should apply 


i a similar amount. The city of Brooklyn was nov 


interested in it sufficiently to induce the authori- 
ties there to consent to make that appropriation. 
Inthesuppicmental estimates for the year 1861-62, 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks recommend the: 
appropriation of this $60,000 for the purpose of 
making this improvement at the navy-yard now; 
and they seem to have obtained, at last, thé con- 
sent of the city of Brooklyn to make the corre- 

sponding appropriation which is required from 

them. I never have heard of the question before; 


i I know nothing of it; but I know the situation of 


the navy-yard; I know how important itis; and 
then everybody, { think, knows Commodore 
Smith, the head of that bureau, and knows him 
to be as honest, as faithful, as capable, and as dis- 
creet and judicious and economical an officeras 
this Guvernment has ever had. 1 shall therefore 
vote for thisamendment; and I beg to cxpress the 
hope that the honorable Senator from Michigan 
will change his determination and vote with me. 
I shouid not like to sce him carry out his threat, 
even if I had voted wrong, and many of us had 
voted wrong, on the Cleveland question. That may 
be a subject for reconsideration; we can, perhaps, 
be convinced. I hope there will be no retaliation. 
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-Mro WADE. I believe this involves precisely 
the same principles as the amendment for Cleve- 
land. . I believe that thisis right; E believed that 


was right; and I do. not think there is any dis- | 


tinction between them, except that the improve- 
ment at Cleveland is a fact accomplished for the 
benefit of the Government, and the other is to be 
accomplished forthe same reason... One is recom- 
mended, the other has been done with the appro- 


bation of the Government. 1 shail certainly vote. 


for this, because 1 voted for the other. I believed 


that wasright. [believe no honorable man would | 


refuse to. pay for improvements made for him, 
such as the city of Cleveland made for the Gen- 
eral Government. They were just as necessary 
to the improvement of its property there, as this 
will be to its property in Brooklyn. There is no 
difference atallin principle. Both are right. The 
Government ought to pay both. I shall vote for 
this; and then, when we get into the Senate, if 
this carries, I shall move again to insert that; and 
I hope and expect that the Senate, if they vote for 
the one, will also vote for the other. A Jesuit 
could not distinguish in principle between the one 
and the other. 

Mr. BRAGG. I shall vote against this amend- 
ment, as l voted against the other. Differing from 
the Senator from Ohio, I believe that was wrong, 
and I believe this is wrong—if not entirely so, at 
leastin part. [think it involves precisely the same 
principle as that involved in the amendment which 
was offered in relation to the town of Cleveland. 


J understand that this $60,000 is to be appropri- | 
ated to build a sewer upon Government property. | 


The appropriation made in 1857, was this: 

“For the construction of a sewer upon Flushing avenue, 
to Vanderbilt’s avenue, thence through the United Stites 
grounds to the Wallabout water, $60,000.” | 

So the Senate will perceive that the appronria- 
tion is for the construction of a sewer upon Flush- 
ing avenue, to Vanderbilt’s avenue, two of the 
avenues in the city of Brooklyn. Now the Gov- 
ernment property, the navy-yard, may be adja- 
cent to those streets. 

Mr. GRIMES. Does not the Government own 
to tht center of the street? 

Mr. BRAGG. I will not undertake to decide 
that nice question. It isa legal question, about 
which there has been a great deal of difficulty; and 
it depends very much on the laws in relation to 
the charters of the cities. We cannot decide that 
question here; it is a very nice question, but not 
avery material one, 1 think, so firas regards this 
amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES, Certainly it is material, if the 
Senator bases his opposition to it on the faet that 
we do not own the property. [tis very material; 
beeause if we do own the property to the ecuter 


ofthe street, our half of the sewer is on our own 


property 


Mr. BRAGG. That brings up the question | 


which was debated this morning, as to whether 
a property-owner is bound to contribute, even 
though that property-owner should be the Uni- 
ted States, towards the construction of sewers for 
the benefitof acity. ‘The Senator was in too much 
of a hurry, for I should bave touched that point 
dircetly. {take it that this sewer from Flushing 
avenue to Vanderbilt’s avenue is necessary to the 
city. There is nothing here to show that it is ne- 
cessary in order to afford proper sewerage for the 


navy-yard; but I take it, the fact is, that it will | 
ity 


be convenient after this sewer is constructed, 
is necessary for the city of Brooklyn, aud it will 
be convenient that it should be constructed from 


the Government groands into Wallabout bay, and | 
that isallof it. If that be true, it amounts to | 
nothing more than this: that the Government of | 


the United States isasked to construct for the city 
government, or rather to pay one haif the expense 
of constructing, a sewer that is necessary for the 
city government, and then, in order to carry into 
effect that work, it will be more convenient to 
convey the sewer through the public grounds 

Mr. SEWARD. Wil the honorable Senator 
excuse me one moment; I do not wish to inter- 
rupt him longer than to ask leave to make a priv- 
ileged motion. 1 move to reconsider the vote of 
the Senate upon the Cleveland sewer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to reconsider will be entered. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from North Car- 
elina will allow me to suggest that this question 
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is likely to take sometime. I have several amend- 
ments that I wish to offer, from the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds, invelving the ex- 
penditure of a considerable amount, and 1 should 
like to have the advice of the committee. They 
are to meet in the morning. For that purpose, 1 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion. was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE 
SATURDAY, February 23, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. WADE. I move that the further reading 
of the Journal be suspended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis suggested that 
the further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with. The Chair hears no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WADE. I wish now to iove to take up 
the bill in relation to the postal service. [** Oh, 
no!”] I want to get rid of that bili, and then J 
shall not trouble the Senate. 

Several Senators. ‘There is not a quorum 
here. 

Mr. WADE. Then we cannot do anything. 

Mr. POWELL. [ask the indulgence of the 
Senate, to allow me to make a report. 

Mr. KING. I should like to present a couple 
of petitions. 

Mr. WADE. I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that welose 
a great deal of time in this way. If Senators wiil 
allow the Chair to call for petitions and reports, 
they would never consume more than ten or fifteen 
minutes, 

Mr. WADE. Very; wel. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. KING presented the petition of Samucl 
Rhodes and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, and its vicinity, asking that provision 
may be made by law that whenever, within a 
limited number of years, any State of this Union, 
now admitting domestic slavery, shall decree the 


emancipation of all slaves, and the final extine- | 


tion of juvoluntary servitude, except for crime, 


within her borders, an exact enumeration of said | 


slaves shall be made; and for cach and every slave 
emancipated there shall be paid from the Treas- 
ury of the United States to such State, for equi- 
table distribuuiou among the slaveholders, a sum 
of money, to be ascertained as Congress, in its 
wisdom, may direct; which was ordéred to lie on 
the table. i 

{le also presented the petition of A. D. Beuhler 
and others, ci 
of Pennsylvania, setting forth that they believe that 
the provisions of the Constitution are ample for 
the preservation of the Union, and the protection 
of all the material interests of the country; that it 
needs to be obeyed rather than amended; and that 
our extrication from present difficulties is to be 
looked for in efforts to preserve and protect the 
public property and enforce the laws, rather than 
In New guarantees for particular interests, or com- 
promises or concessions to unreasonabledemands; 
and praying Congress, first, and as paramount to 


all else, to maintain and defend the Constitution | 


of the United States in its integrity; to make no 
concessions or compromises under meaace from 
any part or portionef the Confederacy; to devise 
all jast measures to protect the national property, 
and to defend the national flag from insult or dis- 


honor, while avoiding bloodshed, if possible; to | 
calmly, but firmly, enforce the Federal laws, and , 
thus vindicate the power of the American Gov- : 
ernment to maintain itself against all its enemies; į 


and earnestly representing that the Crittenden 
compromise does not mect with the sanction of 
the people of Pennsylvania; because her people 
will never consent that the national Govern- 


ment shall undertake to recognize and protect ! 
slavery in territory of the United States, thus caus- | 
ing them to participate in the establishment of a | 


system which they have already abolished within 
their own State jurisdiction; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented the petition of A. 


P. Stanton and others, citizens of the town of | 
Tom’s River, New Jersey, setting forth that, in i 


zens of Adams county, in the State | 


their belief, it is not only incompatible with honor 
and patriotiem, but cowardly and base, for Repub- 
Heans to surrender, under the pressure of seces~ 
sion and secession threats: and, as they have done 
no wrong, but have, in the last election, succeeded, 
by constitutional means, by addressing the en- 
lightened reason and conscience of the people, in 
view of long years of misrule, and to maintain 
the supremacy of the Constitution and the laws, 
they respectfully, but earnestly aud firmly, recom- 
mend the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress, and all others in authority, to stand by the 
Constitution as it is, and the Government of the 
country, and to make no compromise whatever; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of 
citizens of Michigan, praying for the adoption of 
the compromise measures submitted by him, as 
modified by the representatives of the border 
States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lin- 
coln county, Maine, praying for the adopuon of 
the compromise measures submitted by him; 
which was ordered to lic on the table 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia, to whom 
was referred a report of the Secretary of War, 
communicating, in obedience to law, a state- 
ment of the contingent expenses of that Depart- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1860, to move 
that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. The Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was recommitted 
the bill (S. No. 553) for the better organization of 
the militia of the District of Columbia, have in- 
structed me to report it with amendments, I 
move that the amendments be acted on at this 
time. d think there will be no sort of objection. 

Mr. MASON. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, it must lie over. 

Mr. POWELL. The Committce on Pensions, 
to whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. No. 
909) for the relief of Thomas Chittenden, have 
instructed me to report it without amendment, 
and recommend its passage. I ask the consent 
of the Senate to consider it now. Itis a very mer- 
torious case of an old soldier in the Army. He 
is very aged. He served as an ensign and leu- 
tenant in the Army. It is only eight doilars a 
month. 

Mr, KING. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lic over 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on the Post 
|| Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (EL. R. No. 723) for the relief of Harris & 
Hodge, of Missoun, reported it without amend- 
ment. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 
. Mr. FOSTER. | I offer the following resolu- 
tion; and ask for its present consideration: 
Resolved, That the Clerks of the standing committees, 
except those of Finance, Claims, and Printing, shall re- 


ceive the usual compensation for sixty days after the ad- 
journment of the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES objected to the consideration of 
the resolution; and it lies over under the rule. 


POST ROUTE BILL, 


Mr. GWIN. I am very anxious to dispose of 
the question that was interrupted in the midst of 
some remarks [ was making yesterday, in regard 
o appointing a committee of conference on the 
post route bill, It will consume a very short time 
now, I think, if the Senate willtakeitup. Ihave 
but a few more remarks to make. 

Mr. GRIMES. That is the question on which, 
I understand, there is a controversy between the 
Senators from California. 

Mr. GWIN. It will be very short. It isa 
mere question whether we shail have a commit- 
tee of conference or agree to the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. I shall have very 
litde to say in addition to what I have said. Then 
the Senate may do what they please with the bill, 

The motion to take up the post route bill was 
agreed to, 

Mr. KING. I desire to make a report. 

! The VICE PRESIDENT. If no objection be 
ji made, the report will be received, 


Mr. POWELL. I object. 
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Mr. KING. Then I will not make it. 

Mr. GWIN. I was stating yesterday that, 
while I preferred the amendment as it passed the 
Senate, without any restriction as to the costofa 
daily mail over the central route, the objection to 
the House amendment was, that the entire mail 
service to the Pacific coast, including that created 
by the bill, would cost a much larger sum than 
the present state of the Treasury justified; but the 
main objection I had was, that I thought it would 
jeopardize, if not destroy, the service on the cen- 
tral route. $ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There isa great 
dealof noise and confusion to the left of the Chair. 
‘The voices are louder than that of the Senator on 
the floor. The Chair will arrest public business 
and the Senator in his remarks, until gentlemen 
resume their seats. 

Mr. GWIN. These mail facilities across the 
continent should be performed for the lowest pos- 
sible sum: but the conveyance on the central route 
ought to be certain. There should be no uncer- 
tainty in the conveyance of the entire mails on 
some route. At present, we know that the route 
through Texas, the Butterfield route, has been 
interrupted. We have inteliigence, which is en- 
ürely reliable, to that effect, We know that when- 
ever any disturbance takes place in this Govern- 
ment—if there should be any collision between it 
and the one that has been established in the south- 


ern States, almost as a matter of necessity the į 


ocean route will be interrupted —there, will then 
be danger on the route; for privateers could easily 
intercept steamships passing to and from Califor- 
nia. That will make it hazardous, at least, to 
trust the entire mail on that route. So that if, at 
this time, we should pass the House bill, and it 
should prove, by experience, impossible to carry 
the mails on the central route for $800,000 a year, 
we may have no mail atali. If we should adopt 
the proposition, which I have no doubt we can 
agree upon, to carry the entire mail on the central 
route, we can do it, in the aggregate, for the next 
four years after the Ist of July, for $1,509,000 less 
than the proposition contained in the House bill. 
If it should go into operation, and we be com- 
pelled to continue the ocean service at $350,000 a 


year for these four years, it would be $2,500,000 | 


more than we can get the entire service performed 
for on the central route. 

Now, [ come to what occurred yesterday. My 
colleague sent a paper to be read at the Clerk’s 
table as the proceedings of the Post Office Com- 
mittee of the Senate. My colleague was warned 
at the time by the Senator from New Hampshire 


{Mr. Hae] that it was an unusual thing to in- ! 


troduce the proceedings of a committee before this 
body; and it was a timely and a friendly warning 
too, because, if my colleague alluded to what oc- 
curred before that committee at all, he ought to 
have told the whole truth, and not. give in part 
what he represented thatthe committee had agreed 
upon, without giving its whole proceedings. 

To show that the gentleman committed a grave 
error, at least, by introducing that paper, I will 


state what did occur in relation to this matter, | 


When I endeavored to get the House amendment 
concurred in, as I said before, objecting to its 
main features, it was in the expectation of getting 
amendments on the Post Office appropriation bill 


that would remedy its defects; but when I saw | 
thata formidable opposition had sprung upagainst ; 

À j 
the House amendments, such as L believed would | 


jeopardize the passage of the bill, it was then de- 
termined by the committee, of which I amacting 


as chairman, to endeavor to overcome these objec- | 


tions. Various propositions were made. It was 


the desire of the committee, if possible, to secure | 


a certain service at the least possible expense to 
the Government on the central route. The But- 
terfield route had been in operation for years; it 
had performed the service well; ithad alwayscome 
up to the contract; and knowing that there was 
danger of its being interrupted, knowing there 


was a possibility that the mails could not be car- | 


ried on that route, owing to apprehended dis- 
turbances in the South, and desiring that they 


should not suffer loss by the destruction of scr- | 
vice on their route, and thus subject the Govern- | 


mentto heavy damages, it was proposed to transfer 
the service under that contract to another route; 
and for that purpose it was considered in the com- 
mittee whether it was not better to report to the 
Senate an amendment to the House bill for its con- 


sideration, by which the expenses of the service 
could be reduced, the Butterfield contractors re- 
moved to the central route, and we havea certain 
mail to California on that route. 

One of the main objections to a daily mail by 
four-horse post coaches was, that it was much 
more expensive than a tri-weckly mail; and it was 
the subject of consideration before the committce, 
whether or not we had not better recommend to 
the Senate that they should take this lower degree 
of service three times a week, and a pony ex- 
press three times a week, which we could secure 
for amuch Jess sum of money, than to require these 
contractors to carry the mail six times a week in 
four-horse post coaches, taking into consideration 
the vast amount of printed matter necessarily to 
be carried over. That committee determined at 
one time to make that report to the Senate; but on 
this day week, after a long interview with the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads of the other House, and with my own 
colleague, [Mr. Scorr,] a member of that Howse, 
expressing their grave doubts whether we could 
get through that House any amendment to this 
bill; and whether we should not jeopardize the 
measure, if we did not passit justas it came from 
the House of Representatives, and then put our 
amendments on the Post Office appropriation bill, 
I called the Post Office Committee specially on 
Monday morning last. That was the time of their 
regular meeting; but in order that there should be 
no mistake, I sent notices to the members of that 
committee to meet at ten o’clock that day; and the 
first proposition 1 made, as will be recollected by 
allits members who were present, was, that we 
should take up and pass the House bill; do pre- 
cisely what my colleague bas been urging here, 
and state to the Senate that the committee had pre- 
pared a plan to offer, asan amendment to the Post 
Office appropriation bill, to do away with the ob- 
jections that we presumed now existed in this 
body in regard to passing this proposition in its 
present form. I brought before that committee a 
direct proposition to take up the House bill that 
morning, and pass itif we could; and ifit did pass, 
to give an assurance to the Senate that we wowd 
move anamendment to the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill, by which we would render it absolutely 
certain that we should have mail communication 
on the central route; and if we could not get it, 
as provided in this bill, for $800,000, then it 
should be offered to the Butterfield contractors at 
$1,000,000 for tri-weekly service; and if they 
would not take it, then that their contract should 
be forfeited, giving them $300,000; and then the 
service was to be offered to the lowest responsi- 
ble bidder, to carry all the mails at a limitation of 
$1,100,000. 

Here is the proposition which I had written 
out, that was under favorable consideration in the 
committee at the very time this motion fora com- 
mittee of conference was made. I make this ex- 
planation that the Senate may understand that it 
was based upon the assumption that the House 


amendment limited the compensatidn on the cen- | 


tral route, for the eastern mail, to $800,000: 


SEC. —. And be it further enacted, That, should the Post- j 


master General be unable to obtain the mail service speci- 


fied in section cighteen ofthe “ Actestablishing certain post į 


routes,” approved February —, 1861, providing for a daily 


| overland mail, then it shall be his duty to modify the con- 


tract for mail service on route No. 12578, so as to provide, 
in lieu of the present service, for the transportation of the 
entire mail tri-weekly, overland, between St. Joseph, Mis- 
souri, or any other point on the Missouri river connected 
by railroad with the East, and Folsom, in California, over 
the central route, and for the delivery of the entire mails, 
semi-weekly, for Denver City aud Great Salt Lake City, 
and provide, by said modified contract, that the entire let- 
ter and newspaper mail shall be carricd through in twenty 
days, when the same shall not exceed six hundred pounds 
in weight, and the remainder of the newspaper mail, ifany, 
and all other printed matter, shall be carried through in 


thirty-five days; but the contractors shall be permitted to | 
carry all printed matter by the steamship route. at theirown į 


at least semi-monthiy, from New York to San 


expense 0 
o. And said contractors shail be required to run 


Fran 
over 
mails, by which they shall transport for the United States, 
free of charge, when required, mail matter not exe eding 
five pounds per trip iu weight, and shall carry all lett 
newspapers 
cents per quarter ounce of weight; such express mail to be 
carried through during six months of the year in eight days, 
and during the residue of the year in twelve days ; the ser- 


vice to commence on the Ist of July, 1861, and terminate | 


on the 30th of June, 1665. And the Postmaster General is 
authorized and dirécted to pay to said contractors for the en- 
tire service above provided for, out of any moneys in: the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a sum not exceeding 
$1,000,000 per annum. i 


id route a pony express, on alternate days, with the, 


sand i 
for the public at a charge not exceeding filty | 


Sec. —. ind be it further enacted, That should the Post- 
master General be unable to obtain'a satisfactory.mail ser- 
vice according to the terms and conditions of ibe. eighteenth 
section of the actestablishing certain post routes, approved 
February —, 1861, or should the contractors on said route 
No. 12578 fail or refuse to assent toa modification of their 
contract as hereinbefore provided for, it shall be the duty 
of the Postmaster General, in either ofthese events, to dis- 
continue the mail service on said route No. 12578, paying 
tu the contractors as damages in full of all. claims ‘against 
the United States, six months? niail pay—the modification 
or discontinuance of theroute No. 12578 not to affect any 
mail routes connected therewith. ae : 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, Thatshould the Post- 
master General fail to obtain daily overland service accord- 
ing to the terms of the act establishing certain post routes, 
approved February —, i861,-before referred to, and should 
the contractors on route No. 12578 fail or refuse to accept 
the modifications of their contract, as hereinbefore’ pro- 
vided for, then he be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to procure a daily transportation of the entire United States 
mails over the central route, from the Missouri river to Fol- 
som, California, and a _serai-weekly convéyance of the 
mails to Denver City and Great Salt Lake City.. All letters 
to be carried through in twenty days, printed matter in thir- 
ty-five days, with a privilege to the contractor to carry such 
printed matter by steamship route from New York to San 
Francisco twice a month. And that he be authorized to. 
pay for said service a sum not exceeding $1,100,000 per 
annum out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. ‘fhe service to commence July. 1, 1861, and 
terminate June 30, 1865. s$ 


That was the proposition that was last consid- 
ered by the Post Office Committee, and I may 
say was approved by the committee, when the 
Senator from New Hampshire suggested that 
probably we could get clear of the difficulties and 
complications of first passing the bill and then 
notifying the Senate that we were going to amend 
it on the Post Office appropriation bill, by asking 
for a committce of conference. That is the way 
this motion came here. It was not (as the infer- 
ence could be drawn from what has been said) 
that we desired a committee of conference for the 
purpose of ingrafting on this bill the provision” 
which my colleague had read yesterday. ‘That 
was abandoned by everybody, and the proposi- 
tion I have now read is the one that was under 
consideration at the time the suggestion was made 
| by the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Hare] 
| to ask for a committee of conference; and yet the 
inference can be drawn, from what my colleague 
said yesterday, that we had asked for a-commit- 
tee of conference in order to have the proposition 
he read incorporated in the bill. Nothing is more 
destitute of truth than that. It was not in the 
mind of any member of the committee, and any 
insinuation of that sort, come from what source 
it may, is utterly false and without foundation, 
It was intended for no such purpose, directly or 
indirectly, That proposition had been entirely 
abandoned, and the one I have read was under 
consideration, when we asked for a committee of 
conference. The proposition was to pass this bill, 
and then prepare amendments for the purpose of 
removing its defects, and make secure the carry- 
ing of the mail on the central route, the only cer- 
tain one we have now, where external or mter- 
| nal disturbance cannot interrupt it, because, even 
if the State of Missouri was to secede and disturb 
the St. Joseph terminus, we provide that the mails 
could be conveyed from Iowa, for we know that 
State will not secede. f 

Mr. GRIMES. No, sir. 

Mr. GWIN. The whole object of the com- 
mittee from the first has been to make a certain 
communication on the central route, and to give 
full and fair compensation to the contractors on 
the other routes that were to be discontinued. In 
fact, all of these contracts will expire on the 80th 
of June next, except on the Butterfield route, and 
no damages to be paid to any except on’ that. 
We can concentrate this service at the outside 
expense for conveying the entire mail daily, for 
$1,100,000, by the central route, and that would 
be the entire cost per annum to the United States 
for thenext four years of the mail service between 
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. , 

The conveyance of these mails is very expens» 
ive. Forten years we have not paid less than 
| $738,250 a year for the service to the. Pacific 
| We have paid as high as $2,300,000 for it annu- 
ally. That was when the Treasury was. flush, 
and the Government could afford to indulge in the 
luxury of many overland routes, Now, our ne- 
cessiti¢s are upon us, and I am willing, so far as’ 
I am concerned, to concentrate the whole of the 
mail service on one route, and be certain to con- 


vey the mail every day in the year, and for, the 
smallest sum of money—— 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California will be good enough to pause. It is 
the duty of the Chair, at this hour, to call up the 


special order, being the joint resolution authoriz- | 


ing Commodore Paulding to receive a sword and 
a grant of land from the Republic of Nicaragua. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Isuppose that will not 
occupy five minutes. ; 
AL. GWiIN. Letmegoon. I shall get through 
in five minates, myself.  & 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator” 
from California ask unanimous consent to pro- | 


ceed? 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. This resolution lies over 
informally. ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GWIN. So far as I am concerned in re- 
gard to this whole question, I neither have any 
speeches to make for Buncombe, nor have I any 
extraordinary protestations to make of my being 
exceedingly serviceable to my constituents. All 
I mean is this: that I neither intend to cheat nor 
to be cheated. I was cheated last year—lI do not 
intend to be again—in regard to the service on the 
central route. I want it established; I want the 
service to be daily. I want it at the very lowest 
sum that it can be got for. ‘Phe other House limit 
it to $800,000. I have been assured it could not 
be done for less than $1,000,000; but for fear there 


was a mistake about it, L have determined, as the | 


committee did, on the suggestion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare,] to put it up 
to $1,100,000. That is what we were considering; 
but we did not act finally on it, when E was in- 
structed to ask for this committee of conference. I 
believe it can be performed daily for $1,000,000 
on the central route; and I give everybody the 
benefit of censuring me by saying further, that if 
we cannot get a daily mail on the central route 
six times a week in four-horse post coaches, I will 
agrec to take it three Limes a week, and three times 
with a pony express. 
four-horse post coaches six times a week is very 
much greater than of ranning tri-weekly, Ushould 


be willing, in the present state of the ‘Treasury, | 


to take that, if Lcould getno more. Fdo not care 


who censures, likes, ordishikes, what Isay on this | 


subject here or elsewhere. $ believe the people 


of California, in the present exhausted state of | 


the finances of the country, will agree to a tri- 
weekly letter mail and tri-weckly pony express, 
if we can get nothing better from Congre 
know perfectly well the mails can be carried 
cheaper over the central route than any other, 
because itis the shortest and best. 
perfeetly understood. Lain for carrying the en- 
entire mail on that route, where thcre can be no 
disturbance, and where we can always get the 
service. 

I know, Mr. President, that a great deal has 
becn said about these overland mails. 1 was here 
at the beginning of the system, four years ago, 
when this very Butterfield line was established. 
It was pronounced impracticable then. Every- 
body now knows that itis practicable, and a per- 
fect success. I was in favor of the experiment 
being made on every overland route. It was then 
believed that we could not carry the mail on the 


central route in the winter months; it is now | 
demonstrated we can carry them the entire years | 


and tam willing to concentrate the whole service 
on that route. 

Mre. HALE. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
was laid aside by unanimous consent to allow the 
Senator from California to conclude his remarks, 

Mr. GWIN. I hope we shall get through with 
this subject this morning. This bill will be lost, 
if we do not have some action on it now. 

Mr. HALE, I feel it due to the Senate and the 
subject, as Lam on the committee, to say a few 
words, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
jection, the Senator from New Hampshire may 
proceed, 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to occupy more 
than a few minutes. This matter has been some 
two years before our committee, and I have de- 
voted a good deal of time and attention to it, and 
been a good deal harassed by it. I must say a 
word, though, in regard to the course that has 


Lhe expense of running ; 


I wish to be | 


The special order ! 


If there be no ob- | 


|| 
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been adopted by both the Senators from Califor- 
nia. | have no word of censure, not the slightest, 
to cast upon either of them; but I wish simply to 
say that my understanding of the orderly course 
of proceeding in this body is, that the delibera- 
tions of a committee are not the matter of discus- 
sion in the Senate. J only. understand the rule 
for myself, and do not undertake to prescribe one 
for others. That has been my understanding ‘of 
the rule, and therefore I shall have nothing to say 
of what transpired in the committee; but I will 
say this: I have from the outset been in favor of 
a daily overland mail on the central route; but I 
have been unwilling to impose upon the country 
the burden of that expense at the same time that 
we kept up what is called the Butterfield route, 
and I want to have the action which establishes 
the central route at the same time dispose of this 
lower route. 

If I thought this measure was a practicable 
measure; if I thought that a daily overland mail 
could be carried according to the terms of the con- 
tract, as proposed in the House amendment at 
this stage of the session—we have got so late in 
the session—I would at once go for it, and let 
them both go together until the next session of 
Congress. But, sir, let me say that, in order to 
be sure that I did not go in the dark, 1 have ap- 
pealed to very many gentlemen from California 
conversant with this matter, mail contractors and 
not mail contractors, and ] du not know that fam 
trespassing upon the propricties of the place when 
I say that among those gentlemen were both Rep- 
resentatives from the State of California in the 
House of Representatives, and I have asked them 
upon their honor as gentlemen if they would as- 
sure me that they thought the bill proposed in the 
House could be carried out, and they failed, either 
of them, to give me an affirmativeanswer. I do not 
believe it is practicable; and I will tell you why. 
When you had the continent to go over, you se- 
lected a semi-weekly mail, and you gave $600,000 
for it; and the testimony of contractors 1s gener- 
ally that, in doubling your service, you nearly | 
double the expense, andin trebling the service you 
nearly treble the expense. ‘Therefore, if you had 
to give $690,000 for a semi-weckly mail, you 
would have to give very nearly eighteen hundred 
thousand dollars fora daily mail; and the House 
amendment ouly proposes to give $800,000. I} 
do not believe, therefore, that it will be done. 1j 
deem it due to candor to say that some of the | 
gentlemen to whom 1 have appealed—and I have | 
sought information from every source where I 
was likely to get it—have gone so far as to say 
that they believed the contract could be taken; 
and that is the extent. Not aman whom I have 
consulted has given me an opinion that this con- 
tract could be taken, and the service faithfully | 
performed, if E understand them aright, and f! 
think L do. ‘Then, sir, 1 am unwilling to play 
this child’s play. I am unwilling to say to the 
country and to the people of California, ‘* we will 
give youa daily mail by the passage of this pro- 
vision,” when, in my conscience, i do not believe 
it will give them any such thing, 

Such being the case, I think the course sug- 
gested by the honorable Senator from California 
farthest from me, [Mr. Gwin,] in thisstage of the 
session is the only practicable one. ‘There area 
great many propositions of various sorts; and | 
think that if we disagree to the amendment of the 
Elouse of Representatives, and take a committee 
of conference, that committee of conference will 
present a practicable scheme; and if they do not 
present a practicable scheme, it will be open to us 
at the very last day of the session to agrec to the || 
proposition which has come from the House of |i 
Representatives. | 

Now, sir, it is because I do not want to playa! 
child’s game here, and passa bill fora daily mail, f 
which I do not believe will give a daily mail, that | 
I am opposed to the passage of the House bill; | 
and because I think, also, thatany legislation that | 
does give this central overland daily route should i} 
be coupled with some sort of a disposition of the i 
Butterfield route. I thought soa year ago. A| 
year ago the Butterfield contractors would have | 
quit the concern, and gone off for a year’s pay. 

| 
f 
| 
i 


You would not do it, and what has been the re- 
sult? They have got their year’s pay, $600,000; 
and you have got back, in the shape of postages, ! 


$131,000; so that there is a dead loss of $470,600; 
but if you had given them the $600,000, you could |; 


have got rid of them, and be ready now to have 
a central route. You are going to do the same 
thing again,’unless you dispose of this matter. 
Now, you are to pay them $600,090 a year for 
three and a half years; and if you establish this 
overland route, get infinitely less than $100,000 a 
year. In fact, it is the payment of a bonus of 
$2,000,000, and keeping the country out of what 
they waut—a practicable daily overland mail over 
the central route, 

If I know myself, I have no opinions to be vin- 
dicated; I have no outsiders to please; I have no 
prejudices on this subject; but I desire faithfully 
to discharge my duty here, on this floor, as a 
Senator of the United States; and, under my re- 
sponsibilities, I think the public good requires 
that we should agree to the proposition for acom- 
mittee of conference; and I believe, notwithstand- 
ing the fears of my honorable friend, the junior 
Senator from California, that a committee of con- 
ference will present a practicable bill to the two 
Houses. 

Before I sit down, I will say one thing more. If 
this committee of conference is appointed, as I 
hope it will be, I trust the Chair will notappoint 
me on it. I have been twelve years a member of 
this Senate. It was a good many years after I 
came here before | was “healthy”? enough in my 
political organization to be on any committee, 
and I have never yet so far recovered as to be on 
a committee of conference, and F do not want to 
begin at this late stage. 

Mr. LATHAM. I want to say a word. I do 
not Mean to protract this discussion. My col- 
league made some strictures upon myself, and 
the Senator from New Hampshire has alluded to 
them, which require that I should answer. 

I want to say to the Senate, as well as to my 
colleague, that I make it a rule in public life—and 
I endeavor to do in private life—to say what T 
mean, directly. I have too much respect for my- 
self to attempt to do anything by insinuation, In 
what I said yesterday, I was speaking of facts. 
I was speaking of that which I believed to bea 
part of the record of this body, a record of one 
of the committees of this body; and therefore any 
assertion by him is entirely destitute of truth that 
I meant to insinuate anything except just what I 
stated, which were simply facts that were patent, 
and nothing more. 

{ do not question, in my official capacity, the 
motives of any gentleman, Each member stands 
on his own responsibility, as 1 do. What my 
colleague said verifies what 1 stated yesterday in 
this argument; and that was simply this: that 
when he made the assertion last Monday that the 
object of having a committee of conference was to 
see if this mail could be carried for $800,000, as 
provided by the House bill, that was not the only 
question before his committee. That was all I 
stated, and this assertion he confirms by his own 
statement. ‘Lhe amendment that I read yester- 
day was given to me by a member of the commit- 
tee, from whom F asked for a copy of what was 
pending before the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads relative to this great overland mail 
system, with thestatement thatit wasbeing pressed 
by my colleague, with whom the Senate knows 
Lam not on such terms that f could ask for it from 
him. I regarded it asa public and official act; 
and I have yet to hear from any Senator, except 
from the inumation of the Senator from New 
Hampshire and my colleague, that there is any 
impropriety in speaking of acts before a commit- 
tee. lexpressly stated that I waived any right 
I might possess to argue it; that 1 had objections 
to this amendment; but as it was not pending be- 
fore the body, I would not discuss it. Now, the 
Senator from New Hampshire, if I correctly un- 
derstood him in the remarks he has just made, 
supposes that if this committee of conference is 
had, (and he seems to be put forward as the leader 
in this matter,) the two committees will not agree 
on some new and different proposition from the 
one now pending between the two bodies. Dol 


_ correctly understand him, as supposing that the 


committee of conference will not bring in a new 
proposition? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know. 
PE LATHAM, I suppose you referred to 
that. 

Mr. HALE, Idid not say that. 

Mr. LATHAM. Now, Mr. President, it is 
apparent to my mind that the House of Repre- 
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sentatives will never recede from the position it 
has taken on these amendments which it has 
adopted. They were considered deliberately by 
‘the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
of that House, I speak of them in juxtaposition 
to the amendmentsof the Senate. The object that 
my colleague wants, economy, was the very thing 
they sought for; and they saw full well, as [stated 
to the Senate yesterday, that if these amendments 
of the House were notagreed to, and if the amend- 
ment of the Senate should become the law—as I 
really wished, as J advocated lastsession—it would 
involve an expenditure which they could not at 
that time calculate; and they were unwilling to 
let itgo without having some definite understand- 
ing as to the amount of money to be paid for this 
service. That was the reason why they inserted 
the limitation of $800,000 in their amendment; 
and it was because I believed that body would not 
stand by the amendment made by this body last 
year that I thought it better for the Senate to 
adopt the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and let it become the law; and then, 
if there was to be supplemental legislation after- 
wards, such a course of economy could be pur- 
sned in concentrating the two lines, the Butter- 
field line and the central line, as might have the 
effect Senators wish. 

My colleague says now, that his intention was 
to put this bill through just as it came from the 
House of Representatives, until he saw these dif- 
ficulties staring him in the face; and that these 
matters were considered before the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads alone with a view 
to have them apply to supplemental legislation 
on the Post Office appyppriation bill. 
been the policy of the committee, as I stated yes- 
terday—iftwo weeks ago the bill had been pressed 
to its passage—that committee and the committec 
of the House of Representatives could, by this 
time, have agreed on some proposition; but now 
we are just at that stage of the session, within a 
few days of its close, when, if you let the subject 
go toa committee of conference, and they can- 
not reconcile the discrepancies between the two 
Houses, and this committee bring in, as they 
have the right to do, a new proposition relating to 
the same subject-matter, the whole bill may be 
Jost. When the proposition comes back to this 
body from the committee of conference, we have 
either to take it as it is, or assume the responsi- 
bility, at that late period, of defeating the bill. 
We have either to agree or disagree to the report 
of the committee of conference; and if we disa- 
gree, there is a new committee of conference, and 
they may bring in a new proposition; and thus, 
by this game of legislative battledore and shuttle- 
cock between the two bodies, the result may be 
that we shail have no legislation at all. Idonot 
wish to occupy the time further. 

Mr. GWEN. The Senator seems to forget that 
a committee of.conference, and this very com- 
mittee of conference, ifitis ordered, will take care 
of all that difficulty; and if they cannot agree on 
some plan by which the post route bill may pas’ 
—we have passed no post route bill for three 
years, and the country is suffering for want of 
one—they can strike out the whole subject ofover- 

. land mails and move it as an amendment to the 
post office appropriation bill, He seems to for- 
get the fact that we can get clear of this question 
on this bill—which has hung between the two 
Houses for two sessions—if the conference com- 
mittee cannot agree on an amendment that can 


pass through both Houses of Congress, and bring | 


im an amendment on the Post Office appropriation 
bill, where we can have certain action in regard 
to the overland service. Thatis the reason why, 


last year, Í was opposed to passing the Post Office | 


appropriation bill through the Senate before secur- 
ing this overland service on the post route bill; 


and that is the very reason that now I want this | 


question settled before the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill comes before the Senate. It has not been 
yet reported from the Finance Committee, and 
we have more than a week of the session to ma- 
ture and act on these measures. I wish my col- 
league not to go out, as I am going to make a re- 
mark personal to him. 

My colleague has stated that, in asking for the 
reading of the paper which he presented to the 
Renate yesterday, he made no insinuation that 
the committee of conference was asked to have 
the amendment he had read incorporated in the 


If that had | 


post route bill, but stated it as a fact. Very well, 
sir, if that was the fact he meant to state, itis 
absolutely untrue, for they had no such intention. 
It had been abandoned before the committee of 
conference was suggested or thought of, and was 
never entertained except to report it to the Senate, 
to be acted on as a substitute for the House 
amendment. ` It was abandoned and destroyed, 
and no copy was in existence, except in his 
pocket, when he. sprang it upon the Senate yes- 
terday. It had been utterly abandoned for a dif- 
ferent policy, which was to pass this bill, and pre- 
pare an amendment to the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill to remedy its defects. That was under 
consideration when the committee of conference 
was proposed. Therefore, if it was intended as 
an insinuation, or any other way, that a commit- 
tee of conference was asked to incorporate any- 
thing like that on the post route bill, it was en- 
tirely destitute of truth; for it was not in the mind 
of any member of the committee, in my judg- 
ment—certainly not in mine—even to propose it. 
When it was under consideration, it was to be re- 
ported to the Senate as an amendment ta be con- 
sidered in this body; and he brought it forward, 
as an objection to a committee of conference, that 
that committee of conference might incorporate 
that provision in this bill. If he had chosen, 
when inquiring into the action of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, to obtain and 
tell the whole truth, he would have ascertained 
that a directly opposite intention was the cause of 
asking for this committee of conference. But I 
will not detain the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I feel very 
much inelined to take the views of the junior Sen- 
ator from California about this matter; but in 
looking into this subject, and trying to understand 
it, it seems that the House of Representatives 
passed thus bill and sent it to us; itis here marked 
as a House bill. From what the Senators have 
said, | presumed it started from this body in the 
first place. 

Mr. GWIN. Nosir It started in the other 
House; came here, and was amended; went back 
to the House of Representatives; was reamended 
there, and now comes back again. í 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. And it is now 
proposed to reamend it? 

Mr. GWIN. No; the committee have not 
amended it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
posed to amend it ? 

Mr. GWIN. No sir; but to send it to a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I understand 
the Senator to say that itis proposed to have a 
committee of conference on this bill. 

Mr. GWIN. My proposition is, that we insist 
upon our amendments to the amendments of the 
other House, and ask for a conference. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Is there such 
a thing as getting a committee of conference until 
we have disagreed to the House amendments? I 
believe not. There has been no disagreement to 
the House amendments; nor has there been any 
vote on them. Then, how are we to have a com- 
mittee of conference, and upon what? 

Mr.GWIN. Thatis my very motion; to dis- 
agree to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and ask for a committee of conference. 

Mr. GREEN. The order of questions is, first 
to amend, then to agree, then to disagree, and then 
to ask for a conference. ‘To ask for a conference 
is the last thing in order. 

Mr. GWIN: lt can be amended, if the Senate 
choose to amend it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I perceive upon 
my table a proposition to amend it by striking 
out a number of these sections—an amendment 
offered yesterday, by the Senator from New York, 
{Mr. Sewarp.] The debate on this subject has 
taken a course that confuses me somewhat. If 
you are going to have a vote on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York in the first place, 
before we vote upon the amendments of the House 
of Representatives, the debate ought to be con- 
fined to that entirely. I desire to know whether 
it is true, or not, that we are first to vote upon the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New 
York. I shall not go into the merits of it, I will 
merely express the hope, that the Senator will 
not confine the Government merely to one route. 
It is proposed, now, to confine the overland mail 


Is it not pro- 


a 


t 


to California to one route, and togive-up.the only 
route which has ever. been tested with, any sucr 
cess.. TI refer to the one over which the overland 
mailis new carried. As to the adoption.of,an- 
other and an additional route, I not oaly-domot 
oppose, but I support it. Tam opposed, however, 
to entering into. any arrangement by. which -the 
line that has proved its capability of carrying: the 
mail safely and peaceably all the way across this 
continent, shall be discontinued for the ‘purpose 
of having a new experiment. I assure the Senate 
that, in my judgment, I cannot regard it as a wise 
measure. ‘The amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, as I understand, proposes to. reduce 
and limit the amount to be expended for the addi- 
tional route to $800,000 a year. Iam willing to 
dothat. Iam willing to take the House amend- 
ment; but I am not willing to adopt any amend- 
ment which shall reduce us to-one line and one 
route alone, cutting off the only one that we can 
feel certainly will be carried through with success 
and perfect security. ; ; 

Mr. RICE. I did notlisten very attentively to 
the debate this morning between the two Senators 
from California; in fact, L wasnot in the Chamber 
when the senior Senator commenced to speak. 
Something has been said in regard to the manner 
in which the junior Senator received a copy of the 
paper which was read yesterday in the Senate. 

first heard outside of the Senate that a proposi- 
tion would be offered in the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads similar to that which was 
read yesterday. That, however, isa matter of no 
importance. A mail contractor,a friend of mine, 
spoke to me upon the subject, desiring to knowif 
there would be a change in the House bill. Ire- 
plied that the bill was under consideration before 
the committce, and I was unable to answer the 
question. Tasked ouracting chairman [Mr.Gwiy]} 
for a copy of the proposition, which he gave tome. 
While was examining that copy, the junior Sen- 
ator from California came to me, and stated that 
he had heard that there was a new proposition be- 
fore the tommittee. J said it was true that there 
was, and I handed him the paper. He asked if 
he could examine and copy it. I told him cer- 
tainly; and he did take, examine, and copy it. ` If 
he or any other Senator had asked me fora copy, 
I should have obtained it if I could, and fneniatied 
ittohim. I bélieve that is the rule in the Senate. 
I know that the chairman of one committee of 
which I am a member has directed the clerk to 
furnish to any Senator who may desire ita copy 
of any paper before the committee.. So much in 
regard to that. f 

When this bill came back from the House 
amended, I was moststrenuously urged, asa mem- 
ber of the committee, to give my assent to it. I 
was told, that if it were not agreed to in the Sen- 
ate, the bill would fail in the House. I consulted 
with my colleague on the subject, knowing, full 
well that our interest in the Northwest had been 
stricken down by the defeat of the amendment 
providing for the northern route; but the circum- 
stances were such that he gave. his approbation 
tothe request made. The bill has been under 
consideration, I think, quite as many as. half a 
dozen times in the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. Various propositions have been 
suggested as amendments to this bill. On some 
occasions, I believe, we would agree to the House. 
amendment, and the next time we would not agree 
toit. We found one great difficulty, which has 
been always in our way,so far as an overland 
mail is concerned, ever since I have, been on thas 
committee; and that is, in regard to the Butter- 
field route. I understood that one object of hav- 
ing a committee of conference—probably there are 
others—was, that by some means or other that 
Butterfield route could be disposed of. 1 know 
I spoke of it, and it was the main point in my, 
mind at the time. I then voted for the committee 
of conference. i s 

Mr. LATHAM. I should like to ask the Sen - 
ator from Minnesota whether, when he gave me 
that copy, I did not ask him if it was the propo- 
sition pending before the committee; and whether, 
when he gave me permission to Jook at it, I did 
not state to him, when I handed it back, that I 
had taken a copy of it? 

Mr. RICE. ‘The Senator did say so, He said 


‘he had taken a copy. 


Mr. LATHAM. That‘is what I wanted to 
know : : 
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Mr. RICE. Had he asked me for a copy, I| 
shouldhave given it most cheerfully, and I believe | 
Tshould have done so without any violation of | 
the rule. 

Mr. GWIN. Certainly. The Scnator was at | 
perfect liberty to give him a copy of every paper 
in the Post Office Committee. So far as I am 
concerned, every member of this body may go 
there and look at every paper before that com- 
mittee. I do not object to my colleague having 
it at all. What I objected to was, that it was 
brought forward as the basis upon which we 
were asking fora committee of conference, when, 
in fact,the proposition-had beenabandoned. My 
objection was to the statement he made, that we 
called for a committee of conference with a view 
to introduce that proposition, and he then went 
on to argue against It. 

Mr. LATHAM. If my colleague will allow 
me, he is certainly in great error. Unless I am. 
greatly mistaken, my remarks, made yesterday, | 
will show that 1 simply brought it forward, as 
showing what propositions were being considered 
by the Senate Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and which might be considered also | 
by a committee of conference, upon which the 
Senate had expressed any positive opinion. That 
was the reason I presented it—nothing more— 
and my remarks will show it. 

Mr.GWIN. That proposition had been aban- 
doned entirely by every member of the Post Office | 
Committee, on the representation that it was dan- 
gerous to amend -the bill, as has been stated by | 
the Senator from Minnesota. The subsequent 
proposition that we should pass the bill, and pre- 
pare an amendment to the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill, was the very question before the com- ; 
mittec, and met with the favorable consideration 
ofthe committee. We asked for a committee of 
conference, without ever intending, directly or 
indirectly, to bring up this subject before the 
committee of conference, because it was found to 
be impracticable: it was not likely we could get 
it through the House at all. It was never in- | 
tended tobe brought before the committee of con- : 
ference. As to any secrecy about it, there is no 
paper in that commitice, or anywhere else, con» | 
nected with this or any other service, that Tam | 
not willing to have brought here before the Senate, 

Mr. GREEN. The senior Senator from New 
York (Mr. Sewano] proposed an amendment 
yesterday, which, asa matter of course, will be! 
the first question upon which the Senate will vote. 
He is not now present. He is absent, perhaps, | 
on account of recent arrivals in the city. Lwould | 
propose, therefore, to postpone the further con- ! 
sideration af the subject until he comes in, in jus- : 
tice to him. * 

Mr.GWIN, We shall lose the bill then. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 think justice to him requires 
that he should be present before the vote is taken, 

Mr. GWIN. Then Lhope the Senate will take 
up the California war debt bill, Let us do some- 
thing for that State fo-day. We ean get through 
that bill in five minutes, and then we can takeup 
this other bil. Edo not think it will take five 
minutes to dispose of it. Itis the special order 
for half pasttwelve o’clock to-day, and 1 hope the 
Senate will vow proceed to consider it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If Senatorsagree to letus | 
have a vote in five minutes, I hope we shall hold 
on; for Ido not think California ought to consume 
the morning hourofeveryday. I shallinakeno i! 
objection if we can geta vole. 

Mr. LATEIIAM. The bill is ready to be voted 
upon. 

Mr. GWIN. 
absent, i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brent in | 
the chair.) Does the Senator from Missouri name | 
any time to which the bill shall be postponed? 

Mr. GREEN. I move to postpone it antil to- | 
morrow morning, at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. LATHAM. Say half past eleven. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is moved | 
that the further consideration of the subject be 
postponed until Monday next, at half past eleven 
o’clock, and be made the special order for that 
hour. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


The Senator from New York is į 


| which E wish to present to the Senate. 


by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the | 
House hud passed the bill of the Senate (No. 345) 
for the relief of Mary Walbach, widow of the late 
Brevet Brigadier General John De B. Walbach, 
of the United States Army. 

PRINTING OF. DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced tliat the House 


‘had ordered, on the 21st instant, the printing of 


a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
answer toa resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives calling for information as to whether the 
duties on imports continue to be collected in the 
ports of entry established by law in certain south- 
ern States, &c. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speak- 
er had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident: 

A bill (H. R.. No. 400) for the relief of James 
Floyd; 

A bill (H. R. No. 514) for the relief of Samuel 
S. Green; 

A bill (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of Captain 
Alexander V. Frazer; 

A bill (H. R. No. 678) for the relief of Samuel 
Perry; and 

A bill (H1. R. No. 996) for the relief of Azel 
Spaulding. 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLOSSBRENNER, his Secretary, an- 


‘nounced that the President had approved and 


signed, on the QIst instant, a joint resolution (S. 
D ’ PR | 


No. 49) to repeal the joint resolution approved | 


June 15, 1860, for the relief of William H. De 
Groot. 
INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. GWIN. I hope the bill in relation to the 
California war-debt will now be taken up, and 
passed. Tt will come up as the special order in 
half an hour. [make the motion to take up the 
bilt (H. R. No. 299) for the payment of expenses 
incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in 
the State of California. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have a memorial, 

Mr. GWIN. When the bill is taken up, the 
Senator can offer his memorial. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator allow the question to be stated? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Certainly. 

The motion of Mr. Gwin was agreed to. 

The PRESUDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent the Chair will receive petitions. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented two petitions, 
which will be found in a preceding column. 

Mr. HARLAN. i move to take up the joint 


resolution of the House of Representatives (No. 


70) to quit title to lands in the State of lowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthe Senator ; 
aware that there is a bill already before the Sen- 
ato? 

Mr. HARLAN. I was not aware of that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill for ; 
the payment of expenses incurred in the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities in the State of California | 
is now before the Senate as in the Committee ,of 
the Whole. Shall the bill be read ? 

Mr. LATHAM. I suppose not. It was read 
yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment pending will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to insert, 
at the end of the first section, the following: 

And the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, when the said ex- 
penses of the State of Califor uf have been audited 
and allowed, shall be, and hereby authorized to pay the | 
same in bonds of the United States, authorized to be issued | 
by the act of February 8, 1861. 

Mr. LATHAM. I have no disposition to op- 
pose that amendment, although I must say it is 
exceedingly bard for the State of California to | 
pay out its money, and he out of the use of it, 
and then be compelled to take the bends of the 
Government; but I know very well the condition 
of our finances, and | am not disposed to object 
to the amendment. It may be incorporated into 
the bill. l agree to the amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear the 
amendment read again. 


Mr. LATHAM. Itis the amendment offered | 


E. 
i 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] yes- 
terday. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I willinquire of the Sen- 
ator from California whatamount is appropriated 
by this bill? Is there any limit to it? 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir; every dollar to be paid 
is stated, down to a cent. 

Mr. LATHAM. The amount paid is not to 
exceed $400,000. 

Mr.GWIN. Every cent of it is audited. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended; 
and the amendment ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third ume. 

Mr. KING. Ishould like to have the yeas and 
nays taken on the final passage of this bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 32, nays 4; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fessenden, foot, Foster, Green, Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, La- 
tham, Morrill, Nicholson, Poik, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, 
Simmons, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, and Wilson—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham,Chandler, Clark, and King—4. 

So the bill was passed. 

DES MOINES RIVER GRANT. 

Mr. HARLAN. I now renew my motion to 
take up House joint resolution No. 70. 

Mr. LANE. What is the joint resolution ¢ 

Mr. HARLAN. A joint resolution to quit 
title Lo lands in the State of Iowa. 

Mr. GREEN. I hope that will not be taken 
upnow. Itinvolvesagreat deal more than would 
be supposed from its face. H involves five or six 
hundred thousand acres of land. 

Mr. HARLAN. it will appear from the read- 
ing of the reportof the House committee that the 
Senator from Missouri is entirely mistaken. It 
involves the title to but a very small quantity of 
land that would not be conveyed to Iowa under 
other grants. My colleague and myself do not 
propose to debate the question; but we desire to 
have a vote. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution (EL. R. No. 70) to quit title to lands in the 
State of lowa was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to relinquish to the State 
of lowa all title which the United States still re- 
tains in the tracts of land along the Des Moines 
river, and above the mouth of the Raccoon fork 
thereof, which have been heretofore certified to 
the State improperly by the Department of the 
Interior as part of the grant by act of Congress 
approved August 8, 1846. 

Mr. GREEN. I regard it asmy duty to make 
a little explanation of this joint resolution. The 
title of it reads, ‘a joint resolution to quit title.’? 
Such atitle toa bill or joint resolution I have never 
seen before. t Quit title P* It means to surrender 
all the title the Government of the United States 
has. Now, I will give the Senate a little history 
of this Des Moines grant. 

gin 1846, the first grant was made to make a 
| Slack-water navigation on the Des Moines river, 
from its mouth to Raccoon fork. About sixty 
miles that river makes a common boundary with 
the State of Missouri; and if the slack-water navy- 
igation had been made according to the terms of 
the grant, Missouri, having a town at the mouth, 
and being contiguous for about sixty miles, would 
have participated largely in its benefits. But in- 
stead of that, they went to work; and every su- 
perintendent who has touched it has become im- 
menscly rich; the lands granted have been wasted 
awey, and the navigation of the Des Moines is 
absolutely injured. Instead of coming down to 
the mouth, when they gotdown to St. Francisville 
they undertook to cutacanal,and diverge from the 
Des Moines river around to the town of Keokuk. 
That was in violation of the true intent and pur- 
pose of the grant. Next, the question came up3 
how much land passed under that grant? Mr. 
Stuart, according to my recollection—or perhaps 
it was Mr. Ewing; Iam not certain which—de- 
cided that it went upto the northern line of the 
State; and a small portion of land was certified 
to it lying north of the Raccoon fork, The lan- 
guage of the grant is so express that I do not see 
| how any onc could misunderstand it. Thatgrant 
extended only to the terminus of the improvement. 
J 
| 


; Theterminus of theimprovement was the Raccoon 
fork. Jowa was again dissatisfied, and claimed 
it up to the source of the river, up into the State 
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of Minnesota, The Des Moines river rises in 
Minnesota, and Iowa claimed the land all the way 
upto the head spring of the river. Mr. Thompson, 
Secretary of the Interior, said he was willing to 
abide by the act of his predecessor, if Iowa would į 
be content with it. Lowa said she was not con- 
tent, and insisted on going to the head spring of 
the river, away up into the State of Minnesota, 
where no navigation could possibly be had of the 
river. An agreed case was made. TheSecretary 
of the Interior said: “If you will take the question 
before the Supreme Court of the United States, I 
will make my decision conform to the decision of 
the Supreme Court.” They brought up the case; 
and Judge Mason argued it. It was decided by 
the Supreme Court that the grant did not go one 
inch above the Raccoon fork, which is about the 
middle of the State of lowa. There it ends. 

Now, the object is to get the lands lying above 
the Raccoon fork. If it goes up to the State line, 
it will be about four hundred and fifty thousand 
acres. If it goes up to the source of the river, it 
will be about six hundred thousand acres. That 
is the case we are acting on. It is true, I would 
rather let lowa have the land than throw itaway 
in useless homesteads; but the true policy of the 
Government is, to administer the lands in that 
manner which wil] best promote the public inter- 
est; and I think that this is not a fair mode of 
disposing of the public lands. I am willing that 
Iowa should have, and she now has, the alternate 
sections on each side of the river, six miles in 4 
width, up to the Raccoon fork. 

‘There is another difficulty. North of the Rac- 
coon fork, land grants have been made to rail- 
road companies, running cag and west from the 
Mississippi river, across fo the Missouri. Under 
the decision of the Supreme Court, the original | 
grant did not include anything north of the Rac- 
coon fork. These railroads do cross north of the 
Raccoon fork; and grants have been made in good 
faith, permanent and binding, to those railroad : 

; a 
companies. They can hold them, therefore, in | 
spite of the United States; and I do not want to i 
be engaged in the folly of undertaking to say I 
will quit title where is no title. Wherever these | 
lands fall within the limits of railroad grants, we 
have no title; and wherever they are outside of |! 
those railroad grants, lowa has no right to them. 
That is an end of the case. 

Mr. HARLAN. Asan answer to the speech 
of the Senator from Missouri, I ask that the re- 
port of the House committee may be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

“The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
the bill for the relief of the State of lowa and for other |; 
purposes,’ beg ivave to report: 

«That by the act of Congress of August 8, 1846, the alter- 
nate sectious, in a strip ten miles in width, lying along the 
Des Moines river, were granted to the Siate of Lowa to aid 
in improving the navigation of the said river from its mouth 
to the Raccoon fork. This grant was made on certain con- 
ditions, which were assenteg to, and the State undertook 
the execution of the trust. 

«Not long afterwards, doubts were raised as to the extent 
of the grant; whether it was limited to lands lying below 
the mouth of the Raccoon fork, or whether it extended to 
the source of the river. ‘The question was carried before 
the then Secretary of the Treasury, who decided, on the 2d 
of March, 1849, in favor of the more extended grant, and 
the State proceeded to plan the work in correspondence 
with the means thus provided for its execution. 

“After the lapse of something more than a year, the 
same question was again raised. The Secretary of the In- 
terior, before whom the matter was brought, held that the 
grant did not extend above the Raccoon fork ; but afteran | 
appeal had been carried before the President, and twice j 
referred to two different Attorneys General, by whom the 
subject was carefully considered, it was determined, on 
the 29th of October, 1851, thatthe claim of the State should | 
be allowed, and that the lands should be certified which 
lay above the Raccoon fork. Within two years from that í 
date above four hundred thousand acres of land lying above 
the Raccoon fork were certified to the State by the Iute- 
rior Department, This land hasal] been sold by the State, 
and the proceeds applied to the improvement of the Des 
Moines river, in compliance with the conditions of the | 
grant. A large proportion of these lands are now occu- į 
pied by actual settlers, all holding under patents from the 
State, which are founded on certificates from the Seere- 
tary of the Interior. { 

* Within the past year the Supreme Court of the United 
States has decided against the construction put upon the 
act of August, 1846, by the Secretaries of the ‘Treasury and 
Interior, and the Attorney General, that the titles by which 
the lands are now held are wholly nugatory, and that, not- 
withstanding the certificates and sales, they would still re- 
main the property of the United Stares. Buton the 15th 
of July, 1856, Congress made another grant of land to the 
State of Lowa, to aid in the construction of certain railroads 
herein specified. This grant covers all butabout one thou- 
sand acres of the same land which had been certified and 
sold under the act of August, 1846, and is therefore beyond |} 
the reach and contro] of the Government of the United ;i 


States. That portion not covered by the grant of July, 1856, 
would revert to the United States; but, in the judgment of 
your committee, it would be an actof gross injustice for this 
Government to repudiate the acts of its own highest offi- 
cers, and thus deprive those persons of their possessions 
who have paid their money on the faith of the Government. 
They propose, however, nothing more than a relinquish- 
ment of the title held by the United States in the lands 
which have been certified by the Secretary of the Interior, 
under the Des Moines river grant, and afterwards sold to 
bona fide purchasers. For this purpose, your committee 
recommend the adoption of the following joint resolution, 
proposed and approyed by the Secretary of the Interior.” 


Mr. GREEN. 
the committee of the House of Representatives; 
not of the committee of the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. It is the report of the House 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GREEN. The committee of the House of 
Representatives are a little at fault. They under- 
take to say that we cannot repudiate the act of our 
own officer. Iowa repudiated it, would notstand 
by it, and claimed the land up to the source of the 
river. Then the Secretary said: “I will reopen 
the case and submit it to the court.” 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from Missouri is 
mistaken, I think. Mr. Robert J. Walker, when 
he was Secretary of the Treasury, some three or 
four days before he left that office, the Land de- 
partment then being under his general superin- 
tendence, decided that this grant extended to the 
source of the river, and that was the first decision 
that was ever made by any of the Departments 
here on the subject. Upon the strength of that 
decision, the Government of the United States has 
certified to the State, or, in other words, conveyed 
(for that is the manner which the United States 
adopt in conveying their lands) these lands to the 
State; and the State has sold to settlers and to 
others, 1 think, every foot of the lands. Now, all 
that this joint resolution proposes is, that the Fed- 


eral Government shall confirm, or, in the language | 


of the resolution, ‘ relinquish” to the State those 
lands, and those lands only, that have heretofore 
been certified by its own officers as belonging to 
the State, and which the State, placing implicit 
confidence in that certificate, has conveyed to third 
parties for a valuable consideration. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator isa little mistaken. 
Mr. Robert J. Walker, who was then Secretary 
of the Treasury, before the Interior Department 
was created, had charge, but he took no action, 
except to give an opinion; and when the Depart- 
ment of the Interior was created, I think it was 
first put under Mr. Thomas Ewing; and he de- 
cided, when the question was brought before him, 
against this claim. 
to the State line. 

Mr. GRIMES. Who did? 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Ewing. 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes. ; 

Mr. GREEN. And so did Mr. Stuart. 

Mr. GRIMES. But Mr. Johnson, when he 
was Attorney General, decided that it went to the 
source of the river. We had conflicting opin- 
ions. Mr. Crittenden, when he was Attorney 
General, decided that it only went to the Raccoon 
fork. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Crittenden was right. He 
decided according to the law. 


Mr. GRIMES. I think so myself. I think the | 


grant originally never extended above the Rac- 
coon fork; but the grant was construed by your 
own authorities as extending to the source, and 
we acted upon it; we acted upon your decision 
in good faith; we received the certificates; we 
have conveyed the land for a valuable considera- 
tion; and now we only ask you to indemnify us 
for what we havedonc. My pwn individual opin- 


ion is, that the grant originally did not extend | 


above the Raccoon fork. 

Mr.GREEN. There isno difficulty atallabout 
this. Thelawisvery clear. [tonly went to the 
Raccoon fork. The Supreme Court has so de- 
cided. Attorney General Crittenden so decided. 
All these, however, were nothing but opinions, 


except the judgment of the court; and that was on į 


an agreed case made between the State and the 
Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Jacob Thompson. 
He was willing to stand by what Mr. Stuart did, 


and to say that it might go up the northern line | 


of Iowa, but not into Minnesota. Now, so far 
as the grants to those lateral roads running through 
it are concerned, we cannot interfere with them. 

Mr. GRIMES. They have not been certified 
as belonging to the State under that grant. 


I believe that is the report of 


He said the grant only went | 


! 
i 
i 
H 


Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRIMES: “No, sit; nota 
Í understand. PS ee 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; some of them were 
certified before the railroad grant was made; so 
that there is a conflict between claimants, even if 
we make this quit-claim, as it is called. Now, I 
am willing to go thus far: Lowa has sold: lands 
that she had no right to; L-do not want to interfere 
with the private citizens; I will not interfere with 
public grants; but to the extent that itaffects pri- 
vate citizens, and does not interfere with public 
grants, I am willing to go. I am’ not willing to 
cover all this immense tract—to grant this im- 
mense amount of land, equal to six hundred thou- 
sand acres—in addition to what they have already 
received up to the mouth of the Raccoon fork. 

Mr. POLK. My colleague will allow me to 
interrupt him. Perhaps an amendment which Į 
propose to offer will meet his views; to insert:the 
words: 

And by the said State sold to actual settlers. 


Mr. GREEN. Say, ‘‘and not interfering with 
any other public grant. one 
ir, GRIMES. What is that amendment? 
Mr. POLK. To insert: 


And by the said State sold. to actual settlers. l 


Mr. GRIMES. If the Senator will change it 
so that it'shall apply to any purchaser, or any 
grantee of the State of Iowa, it will be entirely 
satisfactory. : i 

Mr. POLK. The only objection to that is; 
that I do not like to give this congressional bounty 
to Jand speculators. 

Mr. GREEN. That is just what itis, 

Mr. POLK. But to the actual settlers, I am 
willing to give it. 

Mr. GRIMES. It would cost. a great deal of 
| trouble for us to determine who happened to be 
actual settlers at any particular date, or at the 
passage of this resolution, or whether it should 
apply to those who are actual settlers now, or 
those who were actual settlers at the time they 
purchased. 

Mr. GREEN. All that can be guarded by 
saying, ‘any actual bona fide settler who, or 
whose grantor, actually settled on the land.” 

Mr. GRIMES. The man who, by virtue of 
your own action, the action of your own officer, 
went there and obtained the land, if he be not an 
actual settler, is morally. and. politically and in 
every way just as much niitied toreceive justice 
at the hands of the Senate as the.man who is an 
actual settler. He is a bona fide purchaser,’ If 
the Senator will insert the words, ‘any bona fide 
purchaser from the State of Iowa,” [ shall be 
satisfied. ; 

Mr. POLK. The objection to that is, that it 
would not shut out the speculators. 

Mr. GREEN. The only objection to that is 
this: that rich grant of land, the best body of land 
in the West, was fooled away to a New York 
company, who never performed the work, but 
have actually, by the construction of their dams, 
| injured Missouri. They first applied to the State 
of Missouri to give them leave to build their dams 
to our bank, and we gave them leave. They then 
constructed them so that the overflow of water 
would wash right in and destroy private prop- 
erty, and thousands on thousands of dollars have 
been destroyed by the misconstruction of this 
work. Again: every dam built and every lock 
put ‘down, is a greater. obstruction to navigation 
i than if it had not been done. 1 want another con- 
dition put in; and if we do give them this land, I 
want the State of Iowa to remove all these ob- 
structions, and leave the river as:it was. ‘This 
New York company have a speculation on hand. 
They want to claim that they are bona fide pur- 


foot-of them; as 


‘| chasers; but I want actual, resident, citizen pur- 


chasers, 

Mr. HARLAN. It would be unjust, in my 
judgment, to adopt the amendment suggested by 
‘the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Porx.)} 1 wish 
to state an important fact, which I think is mis- 
apprehended by the other Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Green.] The State of Iowa did, as he sug- 
gests, claim about twelve hundred thousand acres 
of land-under this original Des Moines grant, lying 
above the Raccoon fork of that river; but much 
Jess than one fourth of that amount was certified 
to the State by the officers of the General Gov- 


ernment. 


So far as this land has been certified.to 
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the State, the State has accepted the land, andat- 
tempted to apply the proceeds of the grant in the 
improvement of the river. A partof this-land has 
been sold’ by the State directly to actual settlers. - 
A part of the grant has been sold to the gentlemen 
who were applying their money in putting in locks 
and dams, to which reference has been made, and 
they, in turn, have sold to other parties. Some of 
them perhaps, are not improving the land; but 
many of them are actual settlers. The purpose 
of the amendment he proposes, is to cut out all 
those who may have bought. those lands of the 
Des Moines River Improvement Company. That 
would be unjust to the company, and unjust to 
the purchasers from the company. All that we 
claim is, that the Generai Government shall quit- 
claim to Iowa the amount of lands conveyed to 
Yowa by the officers of the General Government, 
although, as alleged, wrongfully conveyed, or 
without sufficient legal ground. We do not claim 
one acre above the Raccoon fork, which has not 
heen certified to the State; and the whole amount, 
as l understand, is one fourth less than is claimed 
by the State, and for which she derived a clear title 
under the original Des Moines grant. 

Mr. POLK. The view Í take of it is this: that 
there is no claim inlaw, or in equity, against the 
United States for the granting of this land; but I 
am. willing that the United. States should relin- 
quish the title where an actual settler has bought 
the Jand and gone on it; but Iam not willing to 
do that favor to persons who have bought as 
speculators. Where persons have bought for ac- 
tual settlement, and have gone on the land, I am 
willing to vote to relinquish to them, and I am 
willing to vote for the bill with that amendment. 


1 wili offer the amendment, and take the sense of ; 


the Scnate upon it, to insert the words, “and by 
the said State sold to actual settlers, and not in- 
terfering with public grants.” 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will move an amend- 
ment to the amendment, and then I think J shall 
sustain it—* by the State or grantee of the State 
to any actual scttler.”? 

"Mr. GREEN. That is the same thing. 
already implied. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. [think not 
by the State to actual settlers.” 

Mr. POLK. As 1 understand, that is to in- 
clude any grantee of the State, 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. Some person may, bona 
Jide, have purchased the land from this company. 

Mr. POLK, I have no objection, I will as- 
cept that amendment, 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment is accepted; and the ques- 
tion will be on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri, as modified. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 will suggest to gen- 
tlemen, as there is some difficulty about the pro- 
vision in reference to actual settlement, to say, 
‘Call bona fide purchasers deriving title under the 
State.” It seems to me that would cover every- 
thing. 

Mr. GRIMES. That will be entirely satisfac- 
tory tome. it seems to me to be just to all par- 
ties. I understand it is satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. POLK. | agree to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 


It is 


Itsays ‘sold 


I do not care what course is taken in reference to | 


the amendment, nor do | feel any personal inter- 


est in this matter at all, The joint resolution cer- í 


tainly covers a very large amount of land; arid I 
feel it my duty to make a statement to the Senate 


in regard to what has transpired with reference to | 


it, ‘This is a very large grant of land that is now 
proposed to be made to the State of Lowa, and it 
is a pure, entire, unmixed donation. It is with- 
out any consideration atall. J forget how much 
itis; butit is stated at six hundred thousand acres 
by some, [t seems to me that is more than itis; 
but it is a very large amount at any rate. I forget 
now the precise amount. 


This matter was con- i 


sidered under a law of the United States granting | 


alternate sections for tie improvement of the Des | 


Moines river, by one of the Departments, and 
under the extraordinary pressure that was brought 
upon the Department by our friend, no longer a 
member of this body, (Senator Jones,) and such 
a pressure as scarcely any other Senator couid 
bring uponany Department of the Government, 
they obtained a wrong decision here which ran 
that grant above the Raccoon fork for hundreds 


| 

i 

der it got certificates to the State of Iowa to that 
effect; but the subject has since been before the 
courts, and the courts have decided that the law 
makes no such grantat all. That decision of the 
court sustains a decision which was rendered, I 
believe, by a Senator now here from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Crirrenpen;] and the whole of the grant 
itself is purely gratuitous upon our part, if the 
decision of the Supreme Court is at all correct. 

Now, this matter here seems to be mixed up with 
actual settlers, with speculators, with conflicting 
interests under grants that we ourselves have 
made of railroad lands. I think it had better be 
left without any legislation at all from us, atleast 
in this direction; and so the Committee on Public 
Lands seem always to have regarded it. It never 
was reported back from the Committee on Public 
Lands until very recently; and I have no idea, if 
I had been present in the committee at that time, 
that it would have been done then. Ido not be- 
lieve it could have been carried. I never saw the 
i day in the Committee on Public Lands when this 
measure could get the sanction of that committee. 
I regard the whole thing as wrong, as an attempt 
to make us responsible for wrong acts that were 
brought about by the personal influences of the 
| Representatives of that State, for which it isnow 
sought to make the Government of the United 
States responsible; and out of which it is at- 
tempted to create a title such as compels us to 
render to them the legal tide. 

Without any intention, Mr. President, to inter- 
| fere with this matter any further, with no dispo- 
sition to make any factious opposition to the joint 
resolution—for I do not care one cent which way 
it goes—but simply in the discharge of my duty 
as chairman of the committee, I state to you my 
conviction, for myself, and I believe the majority 
of the committee, that this thing is all wrong, and 
no part of the resolution ought to be passed atall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sccretary 


Senator from Missouri. 
The Secretary read it, to insert in line nine, after 
the word §*six,”’ the words ‘and which is now 


lowa;*? so that the resolution will read: 


That all tide which the United States still retain, in the 
tracts of land along the Des Moines river, 
wouth of the Raccoon fork thereof, in the State of Lowa, 
which have been heretofore certified to said State improp- 
erly, by the Department of the Interior, as part of the grant 
by act of Congress approved Angust 8, 1846, and whieh is 
now held by bone fide purchasers under the State of Iowa, 
ewe and the same is hereby, relinquished to the State of 

owa. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended; and the amendment was concurred 
in, and ordered to be engrossed, and the resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to have the yeas and 


nays on the passage of the joint resolution. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 7; as follows: 
YRAS—Mce 
Chandi 


Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Bright, 


or Tenne 
Powell, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—30. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, 
son of Arkausas, King, and Sebastian—7, 
So the joint resolution was passed. 


Mr. LANE subsequently said: J rise to a priv- 
| ileged question. ł move to reconsider the vote 
upon the passage of the House joint resolution 
quit-elaiming to Iowa the Des Moines grant. I 
| want to say to Senators who feel an interest in the 
joint resolution, that I do it in all kindness. I 
have heard some suggestions, in relation to the 
report and the facts, that perhaps I had not very 
| carefully examined. I examined the papers to 
some extent, and made up my mind that the joint 
resolution was right; but on hearing some sug- 
gestions, I have concluded to make this motion, 
that I may have an opportunity—and I shall not 
lose much time in doing it—to look over all the 
papers and facts connected with the subject. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer in 
the chair.) The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Oregon, that the resolution to which he refers 
is not in the possession of the Senate. 
been sent to the House of Re; 


My. LANE 


Lane, Latham, Morritl, Nicholson, Polk, 


ontalives, 


ofmiles. They obtained that decision, and un- 


| will read the amendment as now modified by the | 


held by bona: fide purchasers under the State of | 


and above the | 


r, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Dougias, | 
* oH a > ani i 
Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Poster, Grimes, Johnson 

e, 


mmons, Sumner, ‘Pen Eyek, Trumbull, Wade, | 


Doolittle, Green, Hunter, John- | 


Tt has ; 


Then Į believe it is competent to ! 


move that the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to return the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The usual mo- 
tion is, to direct the Secretary to request the return 
of the joint resolution. 

Mr. LANE. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Secretary of the Senate be directed to re- 
quest the House of Representatives to return the 
joint resolution indicated by the Senator from 
Oregon. . 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN UTAH. 


Mr. BRAGG. I ask the Senate to take up, 
and consider at this time, House bill No. 435. It. 
is a bill that ought to be puton its passage at 
once. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam desirous of taking 
up the appropriation bill now; but as there are 
about ten minutes left before the hour for calling 
it up arrives, I will not interfere with the Senator 
for that time. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 435) to refund to the 
Territory of Utah the expenses incurred in sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities in the year 1853. It 
directs that there be allowed aud paid to the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, the sum of $53,512 20, to reim- 
burse the Territory for expenses incurred in sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities in the Territory inthe 
year 1853, being the amount so expended, less 
the excess paid to officers and soldiers by the 
Territory, over the rates allowed to the United 
States troops serving on the Pacific coast in the 
same year. j 

Mr. BRAGG. Perhaps I should say a word 
of explanation, if the Senate desire it, 

Several Senators. Oh, no; it is not necessary, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear 
some explanation of it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then I will make a very short 
explanation. As Senators will perceive, this is a 
bill to refund to Utah certain expenses which it is 
alleged that Territory incurred in the suppression 


$ 


| of Indian hostilities in the year stated in the bill. 


It went through a very elaborate examination in 
the House, and was reported upon favorably. It 
came to the Senate, and the papers were submit- 
ted to me for examination. All I can say to the 
Senate ts, that I examined them with great care; 
and that, so far as the evidence in relation to the 
claim is concerned, it seems to me ample and 
complete. Indeed, I have never seen a case in 
which the formalities were so well complied with. 
Of course, I cannot undertake to say how true the 
certificates are; but from Governor Young down, 
in relation to every expenditure, it appears to be 
in proper form. I have never scen pay-rolls made 
out with such accuracy and such detail, exceptin 
the regular service of the Government; [mean the 
regular Army. I have no reason to believe tliat 
there is anything improper or false about it; and 
the committee, I believe, reported the bill unani- 
mously. 

I will say further, that the Delegate has been 
here from time to time asking that the bill be 
taken up. The Territofy has no Representative 
on this floor: and I feelit my duty, having re- 
ported the bill, to comply with his request. Lam 
reminded by my friend from Oregon, [Mr. Lanr,] 
that atthe time of these hostilities, it appears from 
a letter from the Adjutant General that there were 
no troops of the United States within several hun- 
dred miles of the Territory; and it is certain that 
in calling out the force at the time, it was abso- 
lutely necessary to put a stop to and prevent 
Indian hostilities. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to know 
whether these papers have passed at all under the 
supervision of the War Department? 

Mr. BRAGG. They have been there; they 
were all filed there: but the Department had no 
authority to settle the matter, and turned it over to 
Congress. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They may have turned 
it over to Congress; but did they make an exam- 
ination of it? Is there a report from the War 
Department with reference to the propriety of the 
claim, or any opinion given in regard to it? 

Mr. BRAGG. They state nothing against it. 
OF course, they can come to no other conclusion 


than that whick the commitices came to, 80 far as 


1861. 
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it appears on the face of the papers, and al! the | 


evidence in the case. There scems to have been 
grounds for calling out these troops; and ail the 
papers scem to be regular. We have just passed 
a large similar claim for California, and 1 think it 
an act of justice that we should agree to this. 

Mr. PEARCE. is there any provision for 
auditing the accounts? 

Mr. BRAGG. My friend from Maryland asks 
me if we have provided forapditing the accounts. 
The committee in the House of Representatives 
examined this case, and reduced the amount of 
the claim. But for every company called out, 
there is a pay-roll, the amount of pay opposite 
cach man’s name, and receipted for, and every- 
thing seems to be complete. The committee, 
therefore, took the statements and the vouchers, 
and reduced the pay, and made it accord to the 
pay allowed to troops of the United States, and 
thereby cut the claim down from $76,017 17 to the 
amount the bill states—953,512 20. Ifthereisany- 


thing in proof in relation to a claim of this kind, | 


itis ail there. 

Mr. LANE. If there is any doubt about the 
justice of this claim, { think satisfactory inform- 
tion can be had from the reading of the report, 
made by the chairman of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
which accompanied the papers to the Senate. 
[© Oh, no!??] Itis short. Iam satisfied myself, 
after a careful examination, that the claim ought 
to he paid. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear the 
report read. 

The Secretary read the following report made 
by Mr. Sranron, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, in the House on March 23, 1860: 


“That they have bad the same under consideration, and 
find, from the papers submitted to the committee, that the 
ihorities of the Territory of Utah expended, 
with various Indian cribes on her borders, in 
the year 1853, the sum of 876,017 49, for which the most 
complete and satisfactory vouchers are furnished by the 
accounting officers of the ‘Territory. 

«Phe jiabiiity of the Federal Government, for necessary 
expeuses incurred by the Sides and Territories, in repel- 
ling invasions of their Territory by a foreign cnemy, or of 
bosuje tribes of Jndians within our borders, bas been so 
often recognized that it can no longer be considered au 
oper question. 

“The committee also believe that the action of the State 
and territorial authorities in calling out their military force 
and engaging in hostilities furnished, at leasi, prima facie 
evidence of the necessity for their action. 

“ As there is no evidence before the committee tending 
to show that these expenses were unnecessarily incurred, 
me committee feel bound to recognize the liability of the 
claim. 

t But while the committee recognize the liability of the 
claim, for reasonable and necessary expenses, they do not 
recognize the obligation of this Government to pay, for 
military services or supplies, the prices and amounts pre- 
scribed by the State or territorial laws and authorities. 


“Tue prices clamed, in some instances, seem to the | 


committee to be so exorbitant that they have considered it 
their duty to adopt some principle that would operate 
equally in all parts of the Confederacy. 

« And in doing so, they have resolved to allow to troops 
called into service by the territorial authorities the same 
pay, rations, &e., that are allowed to the same description 
of troops in the service of the United States, in the same 
locality. 

« Mounted troops were allowed, by the Territory of Utah, 
the sum of two dollars per day for the men, and fifty cents 
per day for a horse. 

« United States troops on the Pacific coast are allowed 
seventy-two and a half cents per day (including twelve aud 
a half cents for clothing) for a private soldier; and when 
he furnishes his owu horse, forty cents per day for the use 
of his horse. 

“The committee have therefore computed the pay and 
allowances of officers and soldiers according to the rates 
allowed to ibe United States troops 
coast in 1859, thereby redacing the 

The supplies furnished seem to the comm 


15 20. 


cae to be rea- 


sonable, both in quantity and iu price, and thereiore make i 


no dead 

«The committee 
propriation of #53 ; 
expenditures, after deducting trom the pë 
of the officers and soldiers ihe said sum or 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
regard to this bill, that I will nut make any oppo- 
sition to it. 1 cannot do so to a bill E know noth- 
ing about. 
rely upon papers sent from such a distant Terri- 
tory merely as vouchers; but there ought to be, 
before we vote large sums of money, some sort 
of examination by a public officer, whe may be 
enabied to make a more thorough examination of 
the facts than js afforded by the papers furnished 
from the party interested. | consider it unsafe to 


tion from The amount chimed. 


2 20, being the exact amount of said 
aud allowances 
505 29. 


> 


yote away money upon sach sort of proof; and I | 
deem it my duty to suggest that, to account for | 


my own action. I am happy to add, that I think 


! this bill. 


rving on we Pacific | 
i ete 


erefore report a bill making an ap- 


I simply wish to say in ji 


1 do not think it will be quite safe to | 


almost anybody can afford to vote with safety for 
anything that may be recommended in that line 
by the Senator from North Carolina. He says 
he has examined it. There is no Senator that I 
would be more willing to follow in relation to such 
matters; and if i do vote for it, it will be upon his 
authority entirely. ; 

Mr. PEARCE. As the accounts of these ex- 
penditures have not been audited. at the Depart- 
ment, it seems to me itis proper, if we are to pass 
this bill, that that should be done; and I there- 
fore submit this amendment: 

Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury 


shall first have audited and allowed the accounts of the said 
expenses. 


The amendment can do no harm. They can- 


not increase the amount; and may possibly find | 
| 


some error in the accounts which they wi 
rect, 

Mr. BRAGG. [have no sort of objection to 
the amendment, except that jt will necessarily re- 
sult in the defeat of the bill at this session, The 
bill will have to go back to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That will not necessarily 
defeat it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think it will necessarily de- 
feat itin the present state of business. I am very 
much obliged to the Senator from Maine for what 
he says in relation to myself. I can only say in 
regard to these papers that I examined them care- 
fully; they were carefully examined in the House 


cor- 


|o fRepresentatives; they were carefully compa red, 


and every item in the vouchers examined; and if 
the claim is referred to the Department, I do not 
see that they can do any more. We have had 


| . A 
some experience In passing on accounts there; 


and I think a committee here that has examined 


| the subject can be trusted as well as the Depart- 


ment. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 
ited to a mere examination of the papers—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour has 
arrived for the consideration of the special order. 
Mr. BRAGG. I hope we shall have a vote on 


Mr. FESSENDEN. If the amendment is 
adopted, L will let the bill pass without objection, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent, the Chair will put the question on the 
pending amendment. 

Theamendment was rejected 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (No. 777) for the relief 
of William Haynie, administrator of Ann Hay- 
nie; in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message announced that the Speaker had 
signed an enrolled bill (S. No. 345) for the relief 
of Mary Waibach, widow of the late Brevet Brig- 
adier General Jobn De B. Walbach, of the United 


States Army; which thereupon received the sig- 


nature of the Vice President. 
CONFIRMATION OF A LAND TITLE. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask:the unanimous con- 


sent of the Senate to pass a bill confirminga land 
tide. Itis House bill No. 975, for the confirma- 
tion of the tide to the Saline Lands in Jackson 
county, State of Minois, to D. II. Brush and 
others, There is no dispute about the facts, and 


it will take but an instant. Ihave been trying for [; ut 
| only for the citizens of Brooklyn, but-for the pres- 


a long time to get thé floor, in order to make the 
motion. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 
bate, [ will not object. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. If there should be any de- 
bate on it I will not press it. 
Mr. KING. I should like to hear the bill read 
before I waive my right to make an objection. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Ican state the point of it 


If there is to be no de- 


quicker than you can read the bill. By the ordi- į 


nance between Illinois and this Government, the 
sait springs were to be reserved for the Territo- 
ries and new States. The right to lease them was 
given to the State originally, In 1847, Congress 
passed an act to authorize Hlinois to sell them. 


It is not necessarily lim- j 


i 
i| tion, that the original proposition for the construc- 
| 
| 
i 


i| Brooklyn, or from the citizens of that 


Tn°1849, they were sold; and the: persons named 
in this bill were the. purchasers. By. an: omission 
in the record; it-appears ‘that: they are Hable’ to 
entry here now, although Hlinois*sold them in 
1849, and the parties have held.them ever. since. 
Itis merely to confirm the -titles. «There-is.no 
| dispute about the facts: > > pagi itia 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘What stage 
does the Senator understand the bill to be in now? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Itis a:bill. from the House 
of Representatives. f =i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Journal 
of the Secretary shows the bill ‘yet tobe before 
the committee. r a A N 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I was not aware of. it, If 
it is, 1 will waive it for the present.. I, did not 
know that fact. : ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
fore the committee. pin 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Then J waive the motion.. 
= ` 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. T should likë to inquire 
what is the special order for one o'clock? i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order is the joint resolution (S. No. 54) propos- 
ing certain amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will inquire whether 
the bill we had under consideration yesterday is 
not the unfinished business, and takes precedence 
of that? 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished 
business of yesterday has precedence. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘Then I ask the Senate to 
proce to the consideration of‘ that unfinished 

usiness, which is the appropriation bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
895) making appropriation for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1862; the pending question being 
on the amendment of Mr. Grimes, reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, to add: 

For the construction of asewer in Rrooklyn, New York, 
upon Flushing avenue, adjoining the property of the United 
States, to Vanderbilt avenue, thence through the United 
States grounds to the Wallabout water, $50,000: Provided, 
That the city of Brook'yn shall pay one half the cost of the 
same on Flushing avenue. g ae 

Mr. GRIMES. Task leave of the Senate to 
withdraw the amendment which I submitted, and 
to substitute, in licu of it, what I now send to the 
Chair, in substance the same, but in, different 
phrascology. ‘This amendment has been drawn 
by the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricar 
in the chair.) ‘The Senator has the right to mod- 
ify the amendment offered hy him. ‘The Secre- 
tary will read as it now stands, 

The Secretary read it, as- follows: 

For the reappropriation of 860,900, which sum was ap- 
propriated on the 8d of March, 1857, and reverted to the 
surpius fund of the ‘Treasury, to construct a sewer on Flush- 
ing avenuc, Brooklyn, New York, in continuation of that 
now constructed, to such point on said avenue as shall be 


It is still be- 


i determined by the Navy Department, thence through the 
| United States grounds, or through Vanderbilt avenue, as 
| shall be decided by said Department, to. the waters of the 


Waltabout: Provided, The ci 
| pay one balf of the expense of said sewer on Flashing 
| avenue. 

| Mr. GRIMES. I have before me a map of the 
Brooklyn navy-yard, furnished by the Navy De- 
i partment, for the information of those who desire 
to examine it. [ discover, on further investiga- 


y of Brooklyn will agree to 


| tion of this sewer did not come from the eity of 
ty, but 

: came from the Barean of Yards and Docks. tt 
| was considered by the Navy Department in 1856 
f and 1857 that such a sewer was necessary, not 


ervation of our own property, and for the pro- 
| motion of the health of our officers stationed there, 
| { hold in my hand the letter of the chief of the 
| Bureau of Yards and Docks, addressed: to Mr 
| Dobbin, as Secretary of the Navy, on the Sth of 
January, 1857, in which Commodore. Smith says; 
Bureau or Yarns anp DOCKS, 
January 8. 1837, 

Sır: After consultation with engineers and others in 
relation to the sewer throagh the grounds of the New York 
navy-yard, I have come to the conclusion that it willbe best 
to construct a new sewer npon Flushing avenue to, Vander- 
biit avenue, thence through the United States gronuds to the 
Wallabout water, 


The city of Brooklyn will, it is presumed, pay halt of the 
expense so far as the work shall be constructed on ihe av- 


E. 


February 23, 


enue, and the United States to do the balance of the work 
to Jow-water mark. 

The improvement to be made on these grounds, until this 
sewer be constructed, will be subject to the wash frow the 
whole of Flushing avenue. I therefore respectfully recom- 
mend that the Committee of Ways and Means be asked to 
insert in the navy bill an appropriation of $60,000 for the 
construction of the sewer, with-a proviso that the city of 
Brooklyn shall pay one half the cost of the same on.Flush- 
ing avenue. È 

I bave the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient 
servant, JOSEPH SMITH.’ 

Hon. J.C. Donsin, Secretary of the Navy. 


It was upon that suggestion, proceeding from 
the Navy Department, that the appropriation of 
$60,000 was made in the act of the 3d of March, 
1857.. I learn, too, that by a supplemental esti- 
mate which came from the Navy Department 
since the commencement of the present session of 
Congress, which I understand has been ordered 
to be printed by the Senate, but has not yet been 
laid on our tables, a new estimate has been made, 
for q similar amount. The water from about six 
hundred acres, embraced within the limits of the 
city of Brooklyn, now flows on to Flushing ave- 
nue; and the chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks says that it is necessary either to have a 
sewer constructed in order to drain that water off, 
or else to build a high wall adjacent to Flushing 
avenue, on our own property, so as to prevent 
the water that comes down to Flushing avenue 
passing off through our own grounds; for now all 
the water from that quantity of land finds its way 
across our grounds, through the buildings and 
between the buildings that have been erected for 
the accommodation of the public officers there. Tt 
is, therefore, necessary, in the view of those who 
are familiar with the subject, cither to have this 
sewer, In order to carry off the water that drains 
down on Plushing avenue, or else to build a wall 
there and dam up the water on Flushing avenue, 
thus creating a nuisance, not only to our own 
people who are located there, but to the people 
generally. Lalso have a letter from Commodore 
Smith, written this morning, in which he says: 

Boreav or Yarns anv Docks, February 23, 1861. 

Sir: l bave received your letter of the 22d instant, and 
in reply would state that no estimate was submitted by 
the bureau, in its annual estimates, for the sewer men- 
tioned; but an amendment was made to the Navy appro- 
priation bill, approved 34 March, 1857, based, E presume, 
upon the letter of the Barean to the Secretary of the Navy, 
dated Bth January, 1857, a copy of which is herewith in- 
closed. 

That is the letter which I have just read. 

The act of the 3d Mareh, 1857, appropriates 860.000 for 
the construction of a sewer on Flushing avenne, through 
the United States property at the Brooklyn navy-yard, to 
the waters of the Wallabout, on condition that the eity of 
Brooklyn should pay one halt of the expense of the same 
on Flushing avenue. 

The city of Brooklyn failing to comply with the provis- 
Jons oi ne act, the sewer Was not constructed; and, after 
the expiration of two years, the money went back to the 
surplus fuud of the ‘Treasury, according to Iaw. 

This improvement, in the opinion of the bureau, is abso- 
lutely necessary, both tor the accommadation of the city 
and Government property. The cost of the work cannot 
he precisely stated ; but the engineer of the yard thinks the 
amount (360,000) suticient. Of this, however, the burcan 
ts in doubt, 

fam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOSEPH SMITH. 
íon. J. W. Grimes, United States Senate. 


Thave nothing further to say in regard to the | 


necessity of this measure. The Senate have all 
the facts before them. 

Mr, FESSENDEEN. J would suggest to the 
Senator that the amendment which he has offered 
wants a litte correction, in my judgment. As it 
stands now, it really appropriates nothing. 

Mr. GRIMES. lt was drawn by the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. FIESSENDEN. By looking at it, my 


friend will see that the amount sbould be stated | 


at the end of the amendment, 

Mr. GRIMES. I will ask the Clerk to read it, 
as itis amended. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


That the sum of 860,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- į 


propriated, ourof any money inthe Treasury not otherwise 
approp: 
appropriated on the 3d or March. 

Mr. GRIMES. That will do. 

Mr. BAYARD. With the explanation of the 
honorable Senator from lowa, this amendment 


presents a very different case from what it did | 
yesterday. I have no doubt, not only of the ! 


ower, but the duty of the Government, if the 


nealth of its officers and employés at the navy- | 


yard requires that a sewer shall be constructed 
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ued, for the reappropriation of that sum which was Í 


through the public grounds, to construct it, and 
pay the whole expense, through the public 
grounds. It is apart of its duties certainly to 
provide for the health of the men employed at the 
establishment which it considers necessary for 
the genera! navat service of the country: but I do 
think it somewhat of an objection to this appro- 
priation now, that it comes without any examina- 
tion by an engineer who has estimated the cost 
of the construction. ; 

Mr.GRIMES. If the Senator had paid atten- 
tion to theletter which I first read, written in 1857, 
he would have seen that there was an estimate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand that letter; but 
no estimate of the engincer is given. I speak of 
an estimate in its proper sense, asan examination 
by a competent scientific officer—or man if you 
please; I do not care whether he is a civilian or 
an officer—who has made his estimate of the cost 
of the construction of the work on some specific 
design—on some particular plan. Here there is 
nothing of the kind. It isa mere loose recom- 
mendation. : 

So far from the fact of appropriations made in 
1857 being a recommendation for their passage 
now, itis known thatthen, witha redundant Treas- 
ury, there was no species of appropriation that 
could notbe got through Congress, ifany one, hav- 
ing any influence in the body, chose to press it. It 
comes to me, therefore, with no recommendation 
onthe ground thatit isa reappropriationof money 
appropriated in the early part of 1857, when we 
had a Treasury which every one who was thena 
member of this body knows there was every desire 
to deplete in every possible mode. We do not 


stand in any such position now. If this work was 
really of so great an importance asit must be, ifthis 
whole avenue is overflowed—I know what loose 
statements superintendents of navy-yards can 
male on these matters—so as to affect the health 
of the inhabitants on the other side of the street, 
as wellas of the officers stationed at the navy-yard, 
how was it, that when the United States made so 
liberal an offer as to pay the entire cost of the con- 
struction of thissewer through the publicgrounds, 
and one halfef the cost ofits construction through 
the avenues of the city of Brooklyn, (conceiving 
it of great importance to the city also,) the city 
did not condescend to accept it? That being the 
| casc, 1 cannot suppose the emergency is so press- 
ing, or the necessity, in reference to health, so 
j exigent as to require this appropriation now. 
Well, then, sir, when you come to look at the 
present condition of the ‘Treasury—if this appro- | 
priation could be suffered to lapse, because the 
city of Brooklyn did not think it of sufficient im- 
portance to go into the measure at such a greatly 
reduced cost to herself—I do not think we ought 
to be called upon at the present time to make the 
appropriation. Ifit had been of this overwhelm- 
ing importance, the city of Brooklyn certainly 
would have accepted the approprianon made by 
Congress in 1857. Iam willing to give that def- 
erence to the statement of the Department, to sup- 
| pose that it is a work which may be proper and 
right; and yet, it appears there is also an alter- 
native. I think we should not lightly agree to 
make an appropriation of $60,000, which may end 
| in $500,000, for aught we know, because the work 
is to be constructed without any estimate having 
| been made by any scientific man, without any 
calculations of its cost, without any detailed plan. 
| The honorable Senator merely presents a plan of 
| the harbor of New York and the navy-yard at 
| Brooklyn. There is no plan giving the dimen- 
sions of this work. We know nothing about it. 
| We have no estimate of the cost; but we are asked 
to appropriate $60,000, in the first instance, pro- | 
| vided the city of Brooklyn will agree to pay half | 
i the cost of a certain portion of the sewer. What 
is the relative cost of the sewer, I do not know. |! 
Whether the honorable Senator can tell me, I do 
not know. I mean its relative cost through the 
‘pablic grounds, and that portion which gocs 
through these avenues. I do not know tho rela- 
tive length; [do not know the whole length; and 
Ido not suppose the Department knows the whole 
extent of the sewer. J do not suppose there has 
been any species of calculation of the cost made. 
Now, is it right; do we in other respects, in our 
public improvements,act in the same way? When 
weconstruct a harbor of refuge, do we not require 
that there shall be an inquiry and an estimate 
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made by competent officers, showing the cost of |i 


į of June 23, 1860, in relation to the publie printi 
1 Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di 


the work? Does not every one know, that-if we 
make a general appropriation for the construction 
of the work, with no estimate, when the $60,000 
is expended they may tell you that they have 
begun; that Flushing avenue has been opencd,and 
that you must go on with the work; and whether 
it is to cost $600,000, or $500,000, or $300,000, 
you will then be compelled to pay the balance. 
it seems to me that the necessity of this work— 
as it has been laid over because the authorities of 
Brooklyn did not consider it of sufficient import- 
ance to the health of the city to act upon a most 
liberal appropriation made by the Fedcral Govern- 
ment as regards the relative interest of both par- 
ties—cannot be so pressing as to require us to ap- 
propriate this money gow. The city authorities 
let it pass for four years; and I am not aware that 
even now they have made any application for it. 
The proviso is put in that they are to agree to pay 
one-half the expense of a certain portion of the 
work; but whether they have asked for it, we 
have no official information whatever. We do not 
know that they will consent to it now. Under. 
these circumstances, I think that it may go over 
for the present; that the exigency does not demand 
the appropriation; that the navy-yard can get 
along without the health of the officers and men 
there being seriously impaired; and we may, in 
the present state of the Treasury, dispense with 
this until we get more accurate information as to 
the character of the work and the sum it will cost. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 


| The question is on the amendment on which the 


yeas and nays were ordered yesterday: 

Mr. BRAGG. [ merely wish to say, in ex- 
planation of my vote, that Í opposed this amend- 
ment yesterday; but on an examination of the 
map this morning, and hearing privately what 
the Senator from iowa has stated on the floor, I 
have become satisfied it ought to be adopted, ï 
shall vote for it. ; 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. GREEN said, (before the result was an- 
nounced,) IE voted, but had agreed to pair off 
with the Senator from New York, (Mr. Sew- 
arp.] If this subject is considered one of those 


; questions proper for a pair, I ask leave to with- 


draw my vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. How did the Senator vote ? 

Mr. GREEN. In the negative. 

Mr. GRIMES. I hope the Senator will not 
withdraw his vote, so as to leave us without a 
quorum. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
result. 

Mr. GREEN. I think my honor compels me 
to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., Not if it does not change 
the result, 

Mr.GREEN. If the Senators on the other 
side say it may stand, [‘‘ yes,’’] I shall not in- 
sist on withdrawing it. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 12; 


It will not change the 


| as follows: 


YEAS—-M s. Anthony, Bingham, Bragg, Bright,Chan- 
dier, Clark, Cotlamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolitue, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hemphill, Lathan, 
Morrill, Nicholson, Pearce, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—2s. 

NAYs—Messrs. Bayard, Clingman, Piteh, Green, Hun- 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johuson of Tennessee, Lane, 
Polk, Powell, Sebastian, and Wilkinson—12. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FITCH. I offer the following as an ad- 
ditional section to the bill: 


And be it further enacted, That, to enable the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing to execute the binding and rat- 
ing, and to furnish blank books for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial departments, after the 4th of March, 1861, 
in accordance with the provisions of the joint i 


place to the credit of the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing the suns heretofore appropriated for binding, ruling, 
and biank books for the said departments respectively ; and 
should the Printers or Binders to the present Congress, or 
either of them, decline or fail to execute any of the print- 
ing or binding ordered by the Senate or House of Repre- 


; sentatives during the present session, the Superintendent 
; OF Public Printing is hereby authorized and directed te 


cause the printing or binding so ordered and declined te be 
executed under the provisions of the joint resolution here- 
inbefore referred to. 

It willbe perceived that theamendmentis merely 
oguard the public work. The binding of the sev- 
eral Executive Departments is now done under the 


|; supervision of the head of each Department. Un- 


der the law of last year, it will doubtless be done 


1861. 


hereafter at this establishment. They will, of || 


course, no longer select each his own binder, but | 
will send all their work, the binding, and ruling, | 
and the furnishing of blank-books, to the printing 

establishment. ‘The first clause of the amendment 

simply provides that such portion of the depart- 

mental contingent funds as are setaside to pay for 

this work, shall be placed to the credit of the Su- 

perintendent of Printing, so that in thesettlement of ! 
the accounts. his certificates may apply to that | 
fund in payment ofthe work; otherwise, there will 
be no means of paying for it. The second clause 
is to meet a very possible contingency; namely, 
the refusal of the Printers or Binders of either of 
the two Houses to do the work ordered during 
this session, and to enable the Superintendent in 
the event of such refusal or neglect, to have itdone į 
atthe Governmentestablishment. Ifthey execute | 
their work according to their contracts, of course 


there will beno action by the Superintendentunder || 
i 


this clause. 

Mr. BAYARD. I want to move an amend- 
mentto the amendment, which will properly come 
in there, which ] was instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to move as an amendment to 
this bill. It relates to printing the records of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. The law 
of last session, when you come to examine it, I 
do not think intended to include their printing. | 
The judges have their doubts about it, and have 
a difficulty in giving a construction to it; but be- 
lieving that that printing may be more properly 
left, for itis a very small matter, to the supervis- 
ion of the court, and done under contract, as it 
has been by the provisions of the act of 17th of 
June, 1844, I have been instructed by the Judi- 
ciary Committee to report an amendment; and I 
move it as an amendment to this. T do not mean 
to embarrass this in any way. I think it very 
proper in itself, and I suppose there will be no ob- 
jection made to it, The object is to keep distinct 
the printing of the Supreme Court, which amounts 


to some six thousand dollars a year—their records |; 
i 


merely. There is nothing else to be printed for | 


the court, under the act of 1844. i 


The Secretary read the amendment to the 
amendment, to add as a proviso: l 
Provided, That the printing for the Supreme Court of the 
United States shall continue to be done by contract, pur- 

suant vo the act of 17th of June, 1844. 

Mr. FITCH. J amunwilling to throw any ob- 
stacle in the way of the adoption of any amend- 
ment the Senator may offer; but I think the adop- 
tion of this one a matter of very questionable 

ropriety. The Supreme Court is a codrdinate 

ranch of the Government. The Government 
now has its own printing establishment. I do not 
sce the propriety of allowing this, that, and the 
other branch of Government, a particular bureau, | 
or a particular head of a Department, to make a 
contract for his printingand his binding asa sep- 
arate item. The whole work should be under the 
charge of the one officer who is responsible to 
Congress and to the President for the discharge 
of his duty, and not have the heads of the sepa- | 
rate Departments, when expenditures are made 
for printing, order it without our having any 
check upon them; without our having any means 
of knowing the amount involved, or whether the 
printing ordered by them was or was not abso- 
lutely essential. I do not, however, wish to in- 
terpose any lengthened objection to the Senator’s | 
amendment. 

Mr.BAYARD. The honorable Senator started 
with an allegation that he had no particular ob- 
jection to my amendment, and then went on to 
state a series of objections to it, He is not very 
friendly to it, evidently. There isa distinction 
in this case. i have always been in favor of hav- 
ing a public printing establishment, with a view | 
mainly to disconnect Congress and the Executive 
Departments from subsidiary action upon the 


press. ‘That was my principal reason. As to this, 
printing, however, it is of a distinct character; 


there is nothing discretionary about it; it is the 
printing of the records of the Supreme Court that 
are transmitted there in cases that may be filed. 
They are printed under the order of the court; it 
is entirely definite; there is no discretion that can 
lead to abuse. There may be more one year than 
others, arising from the number of cases and the 
size of the record, All] can say is, that I have 
no particular desire in reference to the amend- 


| it frequently happens—this is the assurance to 


ment. [think itright. Ireceived a note some time 


| applies to the Attorney General’s office. I do not 


| the present system, in this respect, should be con- 


| of every session of the court, has a large number 
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ago from one of the judges of the court, stating | 
the views of the court; and the committee thought 
that they should be satisfied in that respect. He 
says: : 

“The judges of the Supreme Court have difficulty in 
construing the resolution of last year, providing for the pub- 
lie printing. We bave come to the conclusion that our 
records cannot duly and in time be printed, and that the old 
mode suits best. It is therefore desired by the judges that 
the appropriation bill be so amended as to free the resolu- 
tion from doubt. I speak by the authority of the court.” 

There may be a practical inconvenience aris- 
ing, if this printing be done at the Government 
establishment. Congress being in session at the 
same time with the Supreme Court, the business 
must necessarily be conducted atthe public print- 
ing office, under the joint resolution, in the order 
in which itis received. The Supreme Court may 
have before ita case for argument in whieh it | 
may require the printing of the record out of the 
order in which it was filed. The general rule is 
to print the records as they come in; but some- 
times an appeal or writ of error is taisen, and the 
record not filed for some time afterwards; and 
they are printed in the order in which they are 
filed; but when a case is about to be called, it may 
be that some other, removed from it on the docket 
by fifty or sixty or a hundred numbers, may re- 
quire to be considered with it, in order that jus- | 
tice may be dispensed to the parties by a full 
hearing, and that there may be no delay in wait- | 
ing for the hearing of the second cause before 
the first is decided. Under these circumstances, | 


me of the officers of the court—that they are 
obliged, under the contract which they have for | 
this printing, which is done by contract with the 
lowest bidder, as it has been since 1844, to have 
the records printed out of their order. No com- 
plaint has been made of favoritism in this print- 
ing; because there is no discretion as to the char- 
acter of the subject-matter. They require often 
that the contractor shall throw aside avy other 
business in order to print, whenever it becomes 
necessary, a record that should be immediately 
printed, 

l have examined the law of the last session, 
and I doubt very much whether it did intend to 
include this printing of the Supreme Court. The 
language relates to the congregsional printing, and 
the printing of the executive and judicial depart- 
ments, and of the Court of Claims. If it had 
meant to include the Supreme Court, when it 
included the Court of Claims by name, I think 
it would have mentioned theSupreme Court. The 
term ‘judicial department,’’ we all understand, 


think it intended to include the Supreme Court. 
The printing is,as1 stated, specific in itscharacter. 
It ig not in the discretion of the court; it depends 
onthe number of suits, and varies with the amount 
of the records. ‘The judges have, after consider- 
ation, expressed the opinion, through one of their 
number, to the Committee on the Judiciary, that 


tinued; and Ì trust the amendment which I have 
offered will be adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am very much afraid 
that, if we begin with these exceptions, we shall 
hardly know where to leave off; and I do notsee 
the practical difficulty suggested by the Senator | 
from Delaware. ‘l'hese records are far in advance 
of the arguments in the court. They are most! 
of them filed at the beginning of the term. We: 
all know the court is behindhand. These records | 
are printed mostly in vacation, and generally ready 
at the beginning of the term; and if any of them 
come in during the session of the court, they go 
so far behind on the docket that there isan abund- į 
ance of time to print them before they are reached | 
in the ordinary course. All experience shows 
thas. We know that the clerk, at the beginning | 


of records of cases which have been printed dur- 
ing the recess; and the most of the printing would 
be done during the recess. There is a question 
about the price. We have been ata great deal 
of expense in order to put up this establishment, 
and it was with a view to save expense in print- | 
ing, the Printer’s fees, the difference between fat 
and lean, &c.—terms which I do not understand, 
except when I come to pay the bill. As a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Printing, I had occasion 
to look over that matter. We do not know on 
what terms it is to be done. If itis continued to 


i 
| 
i 


be done under the direction of the Supreme Court, 
they do it, of course; according to: the. ordinary. 
terms of printers outside of the Government estab 
lishment. iy 

Mr. BAYARD. The act of 1844 provides that 
it shail. be done by contract to the lowest. bidder. 
it is done ander contract always,..:..20.0 use 4 

_ Mr. FESSENDEN.. Undoubtedly; but our 
own establishment does not come into competi- 
tion as the lowest bidder. ae 

Mr. BAYARD. It cannot. . ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly, it.cannot; 
and for that reason we shall have to pay more for 
this printing. Next, we shall have an applica- 
tion to exemptthe Court of Claimsas not strictiy 
part of the judicial department. If the words 
“ judicial department of the. Government’? do 
not include the Supreme Court, I really do not 
know whatthey caninclude. The Courtof Claims 
is mentioned because there is doubt whether that 
be considered a part of the judicial department. 
It cannot render any judgment. It only makes 
up cases, and presents them to us for-our judg- 
ment. It does not render judgments that are final, 
and therefore, in regard to it, there might have 
been a doubt as to whether it. was included in the 
general terms, “judicial department;’’ and: to 
make it certain, it was mentioned. specifically. 
Really, 1 have listened to the honorable Senator 
from Delaware, disposed to go for this if there 
seemed to be any necessity for it; but the neces- 
sity docs not strike my mind as it does his. 

Mr. BAYARD, Iam notat all anxious about 
this amendment. If it isthe pleasure of the Sen- 
ate to reject it, be itso. The court have requested 
it after consultation among themselves. They 
have stated that, in their opinion, it would be 
piactically inconvenient that their printing should 

e done at the Government establishment; and it 
seems to rhe, from my knowledge of the practice 
of the court, that it may well be so. The honor- 
able Senator from Maine is entirély mistaken in 
supposing that the records are printed in vacation. 
I venture to say that there are bat few of the rec- 
ords filed until the commencement of the term, 
although the cases may be appealed during vaca- 
tion. ‘The order of the court requires the record 
to be filed within ten days after the commence- 
ment of the term, or the cause is liable to be dis- 
missed, and it is very seldom that they are filed 
before. Frequently there a hundred and. fifty or 
two hundred cases Proust toa term, and the ree- 
ords are very voluminous indeed, especially in 
the appeals in California land eases. They are 
obliged to print them, and they print them usually 
in the order in which they come in. That is the 
statement of the clerk to me. I have had state- 
ments made to me of the practical inconvenience 
which might result. The officers of the court are 
sometimes obliged to compel the contractor to 
throw aside his ordinary business in order to. apr 
propriate the labor of ten or twelve men to the 
speedy printing of a record, where, in the course 
of the administyation of justice, itis necessary 
to print it in advance. Sometimes it may be be- 
hind a hundred other cases, and yet justice may 
require that it should be heard with a previous 


ii cage. 


‘Again: upon motions to dismiss, which may 
always be made on one week’s notice, it is re- 
quired that the record shall be before the court. 
That is the standing order of the court. The 
printed record must-Le before them when the mo- 
tion is heard. The motion to dismiss may be 
made, and the record may not be printed; and if 
the record is not printed, the motion cannot be 
heard. : 

I cannot go into all these details.. I give you 
the opinion of the court; I give you the opinion 
of the officers; I have given you cases in which 
it would bepractically inconvenient. [haveshown 
you that it is a very smali sum in its aggregate; 
ihat, frem the character of the printing, it neces- 
sarily cannot lead to any abuse of discretion what- 
ever, which I consider—not the mere question of 
expense, but the question of abuse of discretion— 
as the main reason for transferring the public 
printing from a contractor, or from partisans ap- 
pointed by either House, to a public establish- 
ment disconnected with the press. I never sup- 
posed there would be any materia] saving to the 
Government in the mere costof printing; but the 
saving will arise from the fact that you will not 
order in Congress. the same amount of printing 
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you would have done if you had the editor of a 
press, elected by each House, as Publie Printer. 
Any one can understand the operation of that. 
Again: inconnection with the Executive Depart- 
ments, there 1s a general discretionary power, of 
course, and the abuse of that discretion might be- 
come dangerous.as a sourceof patronage; but here 
the power is mired, The question connects it- 
self with the records of. the court alone. The 
judges themselves neither know nor care anything 
aboutthem, except that under a general order the 
-records are printed. The contract is made with 
the lowest bidder. I doubt whether there will be 
any difference in the expense whether the work 
be'executed by the Government office or by con- 
tract, as at present, as a mere matter of expense. 
The law was made to correct evils in other print- 
ing; and, in my judgment, does not reach the 
printing of the Supreme Court. Ifthe Senate think 
differentiy, and choose to refuse it, it is a matter 
of no moment to me. I only desire that the judg- 
ment of the Senate shall be expressed. 

Mr. FITCH. I have listencd, as well as the 
noise around me would permit, to the arguments 
adduced by the Senator from Delaware in favor 
of his proposed amendment; and the more I look 
into it, the more convinced lam of the impro- 
priety ofits adoption, | have the joint resolution 
now before me; and if Senators will listen to the 
first clause of it, they will find that his amend- 
ment is a repeal, in part, of the system we have 
just established before it goes into operation, All 
the objections, urged by the Senator, or rather the 
arguments urged by him in favor of his amend- 
ment, growing out of delays which have occurred 
in the printing for the Supreme Court, apply only” 
to the present system; they cannot apply to the 
new one, because it has not been tried. 

Mr. BAYARD. The honorable Senator is mis- 
taken, 1 did not say deiays had occurred. I said 
delays had not occurred, but would occur under 
the new system, Hoth the court and Congress 
being in session at the same time, the printers at 
your office cannot give the preference to the ju- 
dicial printing of a record where a motion is made, 


or where the record is required to be printed in | 


anticipation of its regular time. ‘They would give 
the preference to the record, 
ordinary bill; it is very often a book. 

Mr. FITCH. Well, Mr. President, I misun- 
derstood the Senator; and, instead of stating that 
delays have occurred heretofore, he seems to be 
anticipating that of which there is no probability. 
The capacity of the establishment about to go into 
operation is far superior to any demands we can 
make upon it; and his proposition is merely to 
initiate a separate printing establishment for every 
head of Department and for every branch of the 
Government. That will be the result of it. Here 
is the language of the first clause of the joint res- 
olution of the 23d of June last: 

“hat the Superintendent of the Public Printing be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to have executed the 
printing and binding authorized by Ufe Senate and House 
of Representatives, the executive and judicial departments, 
and the Court of Claims. 


It covers every branch of the Government; and 


all combined cannot make demands upon the new | 


printing establishment which it cannot promptly 
execute, 

Mr. BAYARD. I stated that I was very in- 
different, personally, about this matter, I cannot 
see the evil that the honorable Senator depicts. 1 
cannot see any probability of this leading to the 
exception of other printing from the operation of 
our own printing office. If 1 thought so, E would 
vote intitmyself; but] donotsecit. Although 
the Senator mny be very confident as to the law, 
it is certain that the judges thought it was doubt- 
ful in its construction; and it seems to me doubt- 
ful, from the character of its language, 1 do not 
think the Supreme Court can be called a “ judi- 
cial department, ”? in the proper sense of the term, 
as used in the joint resolution; and, therefore, the 
law being somewhat in doubt, whether one con- 
struction or the other be proper is not the ques- 
tion; but even supposing it had been otherwise, 
if there are no reasons for including it within that, 
there are reasons why it should be exempt. 1 
have heard nothing to satisfy me, If the sense 
of the Senate is against it, 1 do not wish to em- 
barrass the amendment, and it may go, Į haye | 
performed the duty } undertook to perform under 
the instructions of the Judiciary Committee. [i 


it is not like an | 


should like to have the exact’sense of the Senate, 
and I ask for the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 6, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bright, Crittenden, Douglas, 
Pearce, and Powell—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Bragg, Cam- 
eron, Chandier, Clark, Coilamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Green, Grimes, Hale, Hemphill, 


Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, ! 


Lane, Morrili, Nicholson, Simmons, Sumner, ‘en Eyck, 
Trumball, Wilkinson, and Wilson—30. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


The amendment of Mr. Fircu was agreed to. 


Mr. LANE. I have an amendment from the 
Committee on Public Lands to come inat the end 
of line two hundred and seventy-eight, on page 12, 
after the appropriation for land surveys in Wash- 
ington Territory: 

Provided, That the proviso in the clause of the act ap- 
proved 23d June, 1860, appropriating $8,000 to carry into 
effect the act approved the 16th day of May, 1860, creating 
an additional land district in Washington Territory be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed. * 

It appropriates no money; but perhaps a little 
explanation may be necessary. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [should like to hear the 
explanation of what the operation of it will be. 

Mr. LANE. I will read the proviso that it is 
proposed to repeal: 

“That said sum shail be paid out of the proceeds of the 
sale of lauds in said district, and not otherwise”? 

Now I want to mention to the Senate, that the 
lands in Washington ‘Territory and in the State 
of Oregon have not yet been broughtinto market. 
Two land offices have been established in the 
Territory of Washington and two in Oregon, but 
the lands are not sold, because they have not been 
brought into market; but preémption claims are 
being made daily, and as soon as the lands are 
brought into market, money will be received at 
these land offices, In the mean time the officers 
have been discharging their duty. These land 
offices were established last year, land officers 
were appointed, and they have been on duty ever 
since; but they cannot be paid because the lands 
are notin market. This amendment proposes to 
repeal the proviso that provided that they should 
be paid out of the proceeds of the sales of the 
lands. The proceeds of the lands cannot be had 
until the lands are brought into market. F will 
state, further, that at no land offices in the United 
States have the officers been so constantly busy as 
in the ‘Verritory of Washington and the State of 
Oregon. The surveys have gone on, and hun- 
dreds and thousands of preémption claims have 
been filed, and the partics secure their right to 
purchase the lands by making their entry of the 
preémptions in the land office. These men have 
discharged theirduties; but the money has not been 
received; itwiil be,as soon as the landsare brought 
into market; and l only desire to repeal the proviso 
providing that they shall be paid from the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the lands in that Territory. 
The amendment makes no appropriation; it asks 
not for a dollar; but it leaves it in the power of 
the Secretary of the Interior to pay the officers 
on duty in that land office, for it only applies to 
one established last year in Washington Terri- 
tory. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose the effect of it 
will be this—I inquire of the honorable Senator 
whether } am right: the act establishes the land 
office, but makes no appropriation for the pay- 
ment of the officers; and then, when we come to 
the appropriauon bill, there is an appropriation 
of $8,000 to meet the expenses of that land offiec, 


with a proviso that it shall be paid out of the pro- | 


ceeds of the lands sold; now if we repeal the pro- 
viso, we fall back upon the appropriation made last 
year, which may then be used, so that, althotigh 
this makes no appropriation, as the Senator says, 
yet it takes $8,000 out of the Treasury, which 
otherwise would come from the sales of the lands, 
which I take to be the same in effect. 

Mr. LANE, The same in effect; but the lands 
cannot be sold until they are brought into market. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., {ft is substantially a ques- 
tion whether, under thatstate of facts, the Senate 


will appropriate out of the general funds of the || 
$8,006 for the purpose of patting this 


Treasur 
land office 


, 
iio operation, because by taking off 


the proviso, it necessarily throws it on the Treas- | 


ury. 


Mr. LANE. It has been put in operation;and 
I understand the lands will be brought into mar- 
ket the ensuing summer. Butit ts not very likely 
that the officers in that office—the register and 
receiver—will be there next summer: they will 
go out of office without having received a cent of 
pay. Now, if you repeal this proviso, they will 
receive their salaries, and it will provide also that 
those who come in after them shall receive their 
salaries; and every man knows that as soon as 
the lands are brought into market, the money will 
be received there from every person who has pre- 
emptions, and from hundreds who have not pre- 
emptions; so that it is no loss to the Government. 
The lands now are ordered to be brought into 
market in the spring or summer. They will be 
in market very likely in June; but that ts longer, 
I think, than these gentleman will be in office. 
They have had to perform duty, and they ought 
to be paid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRAGG. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to offer the following 
amendment, which 1 think will come in as appro- 
yriately at the end of the bill as anywhere else. 
Į is to insert as additional sections: 


And be it further enacted, That to reimburse al) registers 
and receivers of district land offices of the United States 
who have employed clerks since the passage of the act of 
August 18, 1856, the seventh section of which looks to the 
payment of clerks in the various district Jand offices, and 
*< extraordinary expenses incident to said offices,” incurred 
under certain circumstances, the Secretary of the Interior 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to audit and adjust the ac- 
counts of such district land officers, and allow, on the pro- 
duction of satisfactory vouchers, such sum or sums as may 
have been so paid, if, in his judgment, the same shall have 
been deemed indispensable for the performance of the pub- 
lic business: Provided, ‘That such allowance shall not ex- 
ceed the sum of four dollars per day for such time as said 
clerks were actually and necessarily employed, and upon 


| the production of satisfactory vouchers : And provided fur- 


ther, That shouid it be decided by the departments or by 
the courts of the United States that, under any existing law 
or regujation, the registers and receivers of any of said land 
i are eutitted to commissions for locating land war- 
any kind whatever, so as to make the compensa- 
tion of said officers exceed the sum of $3,000 per annam, 
then the said excess, when paid, shall be deemud and beid 
to be, to the extent of said payment, in part or in whole, 
as the case may be, of the compensation and reimburse- 
ment of such officers herein provided: And provided fur- 
ther, That the salaries of such officers, whether by com- 
ission or otherwise, shall in no case hereatter exceed the 
said sum of $3,000. 

vind be it further enacted, That to meet the demands 
above provided tor, the sum of $64,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the ‘Treasury uot otherwise appropriated. 

And be it further enacted, ‘That for the said services for 
the remainder of the current and for the next fiscal year, 
ending 30th of June, 1862, to be expended in the manner 
above prescribed, the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I raise a question of 
order upon that amendment, The first portion of 
it evidently relates to a private claim. The only 
difference hetween this and a number of others 
that have been ruled out, is that this amendment 
comprehends a great many private claims instead 
ofa single one. It isto pay for services rendered 
without any law requiring that they should be 
rendered, 

Mr. BRAGG. My friend from Maine is mis- 
taken about that matter. There is a law on that 
subject. I will read the law which is referred 


to. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. There is no law author- 
izing the payment, 

Mr. BRAGG. The law which is referred to 
in the proposed amendment is the seventh section 
of the act of August 18, 1856, making appropria- 
tions for certain civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1857, and is as fol- 
lows: 

“Sec. T. And be it further enacted, That in the settle- 


; Ment of the accounts of registers and receivers of the pub- 


lic land offices, the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to allow, subject to the approval of 
Congress, such reasonable compensation for additional 
clerical services and extraordinary expenses incident te 
said offices as he shall think just and proper, and to report 
to Congress all such 2s of allowance at each succeeding 


Now, sir, the difficulty has been found to he 
this: we have a great many cases before us asking 
for payment. for thess rents, and for clerk hire. 
In fact, the Department has passed upon few ofr 


none of them. Some of them have been sent to 
us with recommendations that they ought to pass, 
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the Department having examined the papers and 
vouchers; but so far from carrying out this actin 
the spirit in which it seems to have been enacted, 
- nothing of the kind has been done. No general 
reports have been made here from the Department 
making any estimates as to what ought to be 
allowed. Finding that a number of these bills 
had been brought forward, and I may say. the 
amendment now offered is a substitute reported 
from the committee for a bill in relation to a land 
Office in the State of Oregon; I say, finding that 
a number of these bills were coming here, from 
time- to time, and persons were asking relief, the 
committee concluded that some general legislation 
on the subject was better; and we sent to the 
Department to obtain these estimates as to what 
would be necessary, in the first place, to discharge 
what the Government owed, or probably owed 
under the seventh section of the act which I have 
just read; and also the amount it would take to 
carry on this system hereafter in ‘the way that 
seemed to be recognized by that same seventh 
section. This amendment, therefore, or substi- 
tute rather, fora bill, because it was reported here 
originally as a substitute for a bill applying to 
one particular land office alone, is based on these 
estimates of sixty odd thousand dollars now due. 
The Department madean estimate, and puts down 
in this estimate all the claims of the different land 
offices, so far as it had any information on the 
subject; and also an estimate, in another part of 
the amendment, as to whatit would take to cover 
the expenses in that respect up to the year 1862, 
or during the fiscal year 1862. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. And made it $100,000. 

Mr.BRAGG. Yes,sir; thoseare the estimates 
from the Department. They were well considered. 
Each separate case is considered by itself, and 
estimated for. The committee determined, there- 
fore, to report that bill as a substitute for the bill 
providing for a single register’s office in the State 
of Oregon. Finding that there was not time for 
any general legislation, and believing that some- 
thing of the kind was necessary in order to relieve 
the Department and to relieve Congress, (for there 
are agreat many cases of the kind presented from 
time to time, and taking up a great deal of time,) 
they concluded to frame a general law. That bill 
is in accordance with the suggestion from the 
Department; and I now offer it by instruction of 
the committee, as an amendment to this appropri- 
ation bill. 

Ido not think it liable to the objection sug- 
gested by the honorable Senator from Maine. I 
do not think it is. a private claim. 
public concern. This moncy, it is true, is due for 
services rendered, but services rendered under a 
public act; and the whole matter is one of a pub- 
lic nature. It is true, private bills have been 
presented here, and claims have been sent up, 
arising under this same seventh section which I 
have read; but certainly this is not a private claim 
now presented, but is an amendment, general in 
its character. It is brought forward on account 
of the recommendations made by the Department 
to relieve the Department and to relieve Congress. 
I think, at the same time, it will save trouble and 
save expense. We waste a great deal of time, 
or rather a great deal time is consumed, in the 
consideration of these cases. There are a number 
of them before us; therefore it was deemed better, 
in the opinion of the committee, to submit this 
whole matter as an amendment to this bill, and 
let the law become general. As the matter now 
stands under this seventh section, the Secretary 
of the Interior is to consider each one of these 
claims; he is to allow none of them; but is to re- 
port the whole matterto Congress, Ineed hardly 
say to my friend from Maine, that such reports 
never amount to anything here. If the Secretary 
is to examine them, and then report them here, 
and the claim is to take the chance of getting 
through, we all know what will be the result. 
After a great deal of time wasted upon the sub- 
ject, we shall have them year after year, session 
after session, and-nothing will be done. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator probably is not 
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Itisa matter of | 


ject to the approval of Congress. 
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aware that within the last ten days we have re- 
pealed this very section of the act of August, 
1856, of which he speaks. There came before 
the Committee on Finance, on the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill, an item of 
some $12,000 for extraordinary expenditures of 
the Kickapoo land office in Kansas, and we found 
that among those extraordinary expenses allowed 
were claims for office rent and fuel, which we did 
not consider to be extraordinary expenses at all, 
but ordinary, and necessarily incidental, and 
which had always theretofore been defrayed out 
of the pockets of the officers in question. We 
found, or thought we found, that there was noth- 
ing more liable to abuse than this. It is true, it 
was the only case presented to that committee; 
but we had reason to believe that, if it had not 
been followed, it would be in a great many other 
cases, as now appears to be the fact. We saw 
that there were inducements to the registers and 
receivers to employ clerical force not absolutely 
necessary; and, in fact, we found that relatives of 
the parties were put in as clerks. . We thought, 
therefore, that we-had better repeal that law; and 
we did immediately introduce an amendment into 
that bill which repealed that section of the act, 
and it was discussed, not at length it is true, but 
I explained it sufficiently for anybody who lis- 
tened to understand. These amendments—for 
there are several sections—contemplate the con- 
tinuance of that law. I hope the Senate are not 
going to undo what they did two weeks ago. It 
makes provision for demands of this sort arising 
in the future for the remainder of the current and 
the next fiscal year. We have abolished it for 
the next fiscal year, and there can be no such al- 
lowance, and there ought to be no such allowance, 
excepton special consideration ofindividual cases; 
for if you make a general law for extraordinary 
expenses, you will find in the space of one or two 
ears they become ordinary expenses, and the 
reasury will be charged, as they are liable now 
to be charged it seems, for $100,000. I under- 
stood from the Commissioner of the Land Office, 
of whom I inquired about this matter, that that 
Department never recommended this clause in the 
act of 1856. I told him J thought it ought to be 
repealed; and he said he thought so too That 
intimation I communicated to the committec, and 
also to the Senate when we passed the provision 
in the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Maine insist on his point of order? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, 


then, in pursuance of the practice of occupants of | 


the chair heretofore, will present this question to 
the Senate. The first question then 1s, ‘‘ Shall 
this amendment be reccived as in order under the 
rule?’ That is the question now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. POLK. I should like to hear the first part 
of the amendment read. I want to know to whom 
this money is to go. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. It is to go to a great 


variety of persons; but it seems the law has been | 


repealed, so that there is nothing in the world to 
take it out of the operation of the rule. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator from Maryland 
meets one branch of the question, the future ac- 
tion of these officers, but not the past, and this 
provision was general in its character while the 
law was in existence. He may be right enough 
in reference to future action, owing to the repeal 
of the law a few days since; but he is not right 
in reference to the past action of these officers, 
when the law was in existence, These expenses 
have already accrued, and are justly due. One 
branch of the amendment, which relates to appro- 
priations in the future, is liable to his objection; 
but he is not correct as to past action, 

Mr. PEARCE. As regards the past, I have 
this to say: the act of 1856 authorized these ac- 
counts to be allowed conditionally only, and sub- 
The meaning 
of that act was-that such accounts should be pre- 


| in Minnesota, Iowa, and other States. 
it will be a saving of time to Congress, and ulti- 


sented to Congress, understood by them a 


aN ; BR. 


pap: 
proved by.them understandingly; hotappeaved a 
a lump, in this way. There ought'to be a special 
statement of all these claims offered to Congress; 
and Congress ought. never, in my judgment, to < 
appropriate a dollar for them until that special 
statementis made, and they are fully. satisfied that - 
they are right and proper. ee 
Mr. GREEN. Tt would be. more satisfactory 
for the accounting officers of the Treasury. to 
make that allowance than for Congress to under- 
take to do it; and I think, therefore, as wise legis- 
lators, we had better. make the appropriation. 
The law authorizes the employment, and in doin 
that. it saved money to the Government, as. 
could demonstrate easily, and as.the Senator: from 
Towa well did the other day in our conference, when 
he said, by. the employment of. additional clerks 
you enter up in a few days more Jand than: you 
would in a whole year without those clerks, and 
the Government absolutely saves the expense of 
registers and receivers by the employment of 
these clerks. Whenever they have done it under 
the indacement held out by the law of 1858, I 
think they ought to be paid. If you repeal that 
law, and make no appropriation in the future, 1 
have not a word to say against it; but when that 
law was in farce, and they did, in fact, ‘employ 
these clerks, I would rather trust the settlement 
of the accounts at the Treasury, under the super- 
vision of competent officers, than bring them.be- 
fore Congress. . f 7 
Again: I think the Senator from Maryland is 
a little at fault in another respect, when he says 
these are not extraordinary expenses of the of- 
fices. In many cases they are not; in many cases 
they are. I know that at Fort Scott, in Kansas, 
the land officers were compelled to buy a house be- 
fore they could get one, and when they have done 
with it, it is a totalloss. . Now, I think equitable 
consideration ought to be bestowed upon all such 
cases, and I think the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury are better prepared to pass.on 
them than we could be. hey never involve 
large amounts, $1,500, $700, $500. They are all 
small amounts. Now, in the case the Senator 
speaks of, the other day, they cut down from thé 
office rent, but allowed the clerk hire. It was 
presented for about thirteen thousand dollars) and 
they allowed but $11,000. Tere is the sanction 
of Congress to expenditures arising under this 
identical law.. Why not make an appropriation 
that will meet any other case that will spring ‘up 
I think 


mately gives a better scrutiny into the accounts 
than we can give to them here. 

Mr. CLARK: The case to which the Senator 
from Missouri alludes, was a very peculiar one. 
It was a case where the office applied to the 
Department of the Interior beforehand, to learn 
if they would justify them in employing addi- 
tional clerk hire; and the Department answered 
they would, and did recommend au appropriation 
to pay for it; there were peculiar necessities for 
it; and then, upon that statement of fact8, it came 
before Congress, under the law, for the.approve- 
ment of Congress; and it seemed that we could 
not well refuse to approve where it was shown 
beforehand that the force was necessary, and the 
Department had ordered it; and said they would 
recommend the appropriation. We could hardly 
refuse to pay that. But this, as I understand it, 
undertakes to transfer from Congress to the Dee 
partment. the adjudication of these matters, and 
the approval of these claims. I very much. pre- 
fer that we should -keep the approval here, and 
when a party shows that he has applied to.the De- 
partment for leave to have additional. force, or 
shown a reason for an additional force, then we 
might approve it; but not pass this gencral law, 
by which thousands of dollars may be taken from 
the Treasury without Congressknowinganything 
about it. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, I think 
this amendment provides for giving away this 
amount of money to a class of men who, for the 
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last. four. years, have swindled more than any 
other class of public officers in the Government. 
Any man who knows anything about the pro- 
ceedings of land officers, and. of these offices situ- 
ated in the West, knows that every dollar of this 
appropriation would be used, in almost every in- 
stance, unworthily. Why, sir, these land officers, 
throughout the United States, since land specula- 
tion has swept over the western country, have 
been engaged in a system‘of swindling by which 
they have imposed upon the honest settlers ofthe 
West to an énormous extent, They have em- 
ployed clerks in their offices; and where they were 
not entitled, in cases of preémption, for insfance, 
to more than two dollars, they have refused to 
receive the clerical statements unless they were 
drawn up by their clerks, for which they charged 
and received about five dollars over and above 
what the law alloWed, in almost every case. I 
have known cases where they have charged 
twenty dollars, and the law only allowed them 
two dollars, and they have charged it through the 
action of the men they had employed as their 
clerks. J think I should do a very great wrong, 
after these men have been extorting from the 
public in the way I have mentioned, if I should 
vote for such an appropriation as this. Į appre- 
hend the Senator from Missouri and the Senator 
from lowa know how these things have been done. 
These officers, as a general thing, have been ex- 
torting from three to five dollars in almost every 
case, contrary to law, from the people who have 
gone there to preémpt their lands; and the amount 
which they have notreturned here has been enorm- 
ous. Now, sir, if you vote this additional sum, 
they will come in in every case and prove that it 
is necessary this service should be rendered. 1 
am somewhat astonished that the Senator from 
North Carolina, who sence ly guards the Treas- 
ury so closely; should introduce a proposition of 
this kind, and Í can only account for it by believ- 
ing that he cannot be acquainted with the way 
things are carried on in the West. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
is, whether the Senate will receive this amend- 
ment as in order under the rule. 

T'he question being put, the Senate refused to 
receive the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to offer the 
following amendment as an additional section to 
the bill: 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of $12,000, de- 
posited by Franklin Haven and his associates with the 
Post Office Department, required as indemnity for contin- 
uance of the Boston post office in its former locality, said 
post oflice having since been removed, be refauded to 
them, deducting therefrom the actual expense of one re- 
moval each way, not exceeding $600. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Senator will indulge me a 
moment, This is not a private claim. The money 
ig not in the ‘Treasury, but is specially deposited 
with the Postmaster General, I will explain it 
to the Senate in two minutes, and they will see 
that it is not a private claim, 

A year or two since there was a good deal of 
controversy in Boston about the locality of the 

ost office. Representations were senton to the 

enate and House of Representatives, that the 
postmaster was taking an unwarrantable course, 
and there were serious charges made against him. 
They were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads of the Senate at so late a 
period of the session that we found it impossible 
to take any satisfactory action in relation to it. 
Finally, it was suggested, and they recommended 
to the Senate a proviso to the appropriation bill, 
that the post office in Boston should remain where 
it was, in State street, until the next session of 
Congress, provided those remonstrating against 
its removal would deposit with the Postmaster 
General, a sum of indemnity. They immediately | 
deposited $12,000. After the act was pi ssed, and j 
after the postmaster at Boston was notified by tel- 
egraph from this city, and in no other way, he | 
still removed it from State street to Summer street. 


When the Postmaster General found out that it il 


had been removed in violation of law, he ordered 
it back, and it was removed back to State street. 
The petition still came before the Senate, and the 
committee agreed that it was a matter solely for 
the action of the Postmaster General, and not the 


i local ‘advertisements all over the United States. 


: published in the local papers, which give no pos- 


subject of legislation, and we declined to interfere i 
and left it with the Postmaster Generali. He did |}; 


not interfere; and when the session of Congress 
expired the post office went back to Summer street, 
and is there now, and has been ever since. This 
money was deposited with. the Postmaster Gen- 
eral by those who wanted him to hold it in State 
street. It is specially deposited with the Post- 
master General. This amendment is that these 
remonstrants may have back the money they de- 
posited, deducting therefrom the actual expense 
of one removal each way. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ` I do not see any distinc- 
tion really between this and other cases thathave 
been brought up. lt seems that certain money 
was deposited to secure the Government against 
expense. It is a question how much they are en- 
titled to, or how little, and therefore the claim 
upon the Government is a private claim to refund 
that money. Itis just as much a private claim as 
any other, in my judgment; and I therefore insist 
upon the point of order. 

Mr. FOSTER. In addition to what the Sena- 
tor from Maine said, itis not only a private claim, 
but it is a private claim not audited. The amount 
is not agcertained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate, a point of order having been 
raised, is,“ Shallthe amendment be received under 
the rule?” 

The question being put, the Senate refused to 
receive the amendment. 


Mr. HALE. I am instructed, by the same 
committee, to move another amendment; to in- 
sert as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the advertisements in- 
viting proposals for the transportation of the mails, and 
other advertisements of the Post Office Department, shall | 
be published in two papers in Washington, and those hav- 
ing the largest permanent subscription, 

I wish the honorable Senator from Vermont, 
(Mr. Corzamenr,] who has been Postmaster Gen- 
eral, (and a most excellent onc,) to explain this 
amendment and the necessity for it. THe knows 
it better than I do, though £ know it well enough 
for all practical purposes. 

Mr. POLK. I should like to know what the 
usage now is, and what particular reason there is 
for this amendment? I suppose it to be a job tor 
some newspaper here, or for two newspapers. 
understand it is worth about fifteen thousand dol- 
lars a year. 

Mr. HALE. I will explain it to the Senator 
as well as I can, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest to the Senator 
from New Hampshire whether he had not better 
withdraw that amendment, and offer it as an 
amendment to the Post Office appropriation bill, 
to which it seems to be more appropriate, instead 
of offering it on this general bill. That bill has 
not been reported yet, but will be in the course 
of a day or two. This amendment has reference 
to the mail service. 

Mr. HALE, I would doso, butI have a pretty 
heavy amendment that I want to put upon that 
bill from this same committee, and I do not want 
to overload it. ‘This is certainly not a private 
claim. With regard to these advertisements, they | 
used to be published in I do not know how many | 

apers published in this city; butin time the pa- 


p 
pens multiplied here, and there were too many 
t got to be published in three or four. It was 
found to be rather burdensome, and Congress r 
pealed the law; so that there were no advertise- 
ments published in any Washington newspaper 
atall. I am told, by those who are conversant 
with the subject, that these advertisements in the į 
city of Washington were worth more than ail the 


The Jaw authorizing their publication was re- 
pealed,and there was then no publication made in 
any newspaper in the city of Washington. The 
contractorsall over the United States ordinarily do 
not come from the particular locality in which the 
mail is to be carricd, and when they want to sce | 
what proposals the Government puts out, they 
look to the papers published in the city of Wash- 
ington; and really these are the only papers that 
give any information at all on the subject. The 
law as it now stands requires that they shall be 


sibleinformation. J wish the honorable Senator 


from Vermont would give the result of his expe- jj 


rience and jadgment ov this subject. i 
Mr. COLLAMER. 1 will merely state, in ad- | 
dition to what the gentleman has said, the man- ! 


ner in which they. make out the advertisement for 
mail service in the office. They makeup an ad- 
vertisement and carry it to the printer, and then 
take the proof-sheets as they come from him. Of 
course, with the utmost they can do, they are 
replete with errors, especially in relation to the 
schedules which are furnished them. We take 
this proof-sheet, and, by repeatedly going over it, 
it is made as perfect as it can be. made. Out of 
that, the local advertisements are made for the 
different parts-of the country, and the published 
book of proposals is printed from it. I therefore 
think that the publication of the advertisements 
in probably two newspapers in this city, but not 
allof them, would be a very great convenience to 
the Department, as well as for the use of bidders 
and contractors. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam very unwilling to 
have this bill burdencd with this amendment. It 
is evidently improper to this bill. I hope, there- 
fore, it will not. be adopted here, though I have 
no objection to it on another bill. 

The question being put, the Senate refused to 
receive the amendment. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ihave acouple of amendments 
to offer from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I hope the 
Senator-from Indiana will permit me to offer an 
amendment, which will not take ten minutes, for 
it explains itself. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Jt is to insert 
at the end of the first section the following: 

To enable the Seeretary of the Senate to make the pay- 
ment authorized by the resolution.of the Senate of March 
20, 1860, to Mrs. É. A. Linn, $2,672. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I believe that must be 
considered a private claim also. 

Mr. HALE. It is to carry out an existing 
law. ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is no law. If there 
is onc, 1 should like to see it. 

Mr. POLK. It is to carry out a resolution of 
the Senate. 

My. FESSENDEN. A resolution is not a law. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. It is reported 
by the Committee on Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, and is to carry out a resolution of this 
body, which was passed on the 20th of March 
last. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of 
order being raised, the question is, whether the 
amendment shall be received under the rule. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The language of the rule 
does not extend to a resolution of the Senate. It 
must be under an existing law. There is no law 
whatever existing for the payment of that money, 
and the payment has been refused because there 
was no law. It having been refused because there 
was no law, it is yery strange if we put it on here 
because there is a law. 

Mr. HALE. There is an express law in favor 
of the payment of it, and so adjudicated by the ofli- 
cer to whom the question was submitted, namely, 
Mr. Dallas; and under it, every member of the 
Senate, once or twice, has received this travel. 
Mr. Dallas, in delivering his opinion, suggested 
that it had-better not be applied prior to the time 
when the question was raised; but on the ques- 
tion of law, it was decided, and decided by the 
officer whose duty it was to decide it, that it was 
legally due. Under that decision, I took my 
travel; and I think you, sir, (Mr. Foor in the 
chair,) took yours, and every member of the Sen- 
ate, except some men of extremely tender con- 
sciences—and there were not more than one or 
two of them—took it and put it in their pockets, 
because it was the law. Then, sir, it is not only 
in accordance with the Jaw, bat in accordance 
with the order of the Senate; and anybody who 
will read the opinion of Mr. Dallas, will find that 
he adjudicated that that was the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sccretary 
will read the rule of the Senate on this point. 

The Secretary read as follows: , 

#30. No amendment proposing additional appropriations 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, unless 
it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, 
or some act or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
during that session.’’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN., It docs not eome in under 
those words, “ some act or resolution previously 
passed by the Senate during that session.” There 
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has been no resolution on the subject during this 
session. I am only anxious to preserve the rule. 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘This is a very important ques- 
tion, and will be cited hereafter as a precedent; and 
therefore I desire the yeas and nays, that we may 
know who votes for. it, and who vote against it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate now is, * Shall the amendment. 
offered by the Senator from Tennessee, from the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, be received as in order under the rule?” 

Mr.. PEARCE. If the Senator from New 
Hampshire was right in supposing that this con- 
structive mileage was received under a law, at all 
events he is wrong in supposing this present ap- 
propriation is to carry out an existing law. There 
is no law of that sort existing now, whatever may 
have been the case. The fact is, we all recollect 
the occasion of Mr. Dallas’s decision; and if the 
law was so then, itis not so now. That is very 
certain; so that that will exclude it according to 
the rule in one aspect. 

The Senator from Maine has stated another 
objection to the amendment being received now; 
that is, no. resolution has been passed at this ses- 
sion which this appropriation is to carry out. It 

assed at a former session, as I understand it. 
he truth is, we ought never to have passed it at 
all. It was passed under an entire misapprehen- 
sion on the part of many members of the Senate— 
not on my part, for I knew, and stated to many 
gentlemen around me, that there was no founda- 
tion for itat all. The Senator who introduced it 
was misinformed that other Senators had received 
mileage on those occasions for which it was pro- 
osed to give mileage to the widow of Dr. Linn. 
t was a pure gratuity, contrary to the practice 
of the Senate, and never authorized by any law, 
further than the construction which Mr. Dallas 
had given to the compensation act passed many 
wears before. No Senator had ever received it; 
and there was no propriety in passing it origin- 
ally. 1 think the best thing we can do Is to refuse 
„the appropriation, and by and by rescind the 
resolution. 

Mr. POLK, This will. be in order if it is in 

- pursuance “ of some act or resolution previously 
passed by the Senate during that session,” or 
offered.‘ by direction of a standing or select com- 
mittee of the Senate.” This is moved by direc- 
tion of a standing committce of the Senate. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator has made a mis- 
take in therule. He has confounded two distinct 
paragraphs of the rule, which I have no doubtthe 
Senator occupying the chair perfectly well under- 
stands. The first part relates toamendments made 
to a general appropriation bill, not toa private 
claim. 

Mr. POLK. If the Senator from Maryland | 
willallow me, I believe I have the floor. I said 
what [did to correct what I thought was a wrong- 
ful application by the Senator from Maine of the 
first clause of the rule to his case. I know there 
is a latter clause, which properly applies to the 
claim; but the Senator brings to the claim, as a 
mode of excluding it, a provision which is con- 
tained in the first clause of the rule,and which is 
not applicable to it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know what the 
Senator alludes to. I objected to it on the ground 
that it was not to carry outany existing law, and 
that it was a private claim. 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, [donot 
believe I had anything to. say or do with the ori- 
ginal resolution that the Senate passed to give 
this money to Mrs. Linn, in consequence of the 


by. the decision of our President, constructive 
mileage exactly under those circumstances. I 
never gota cent of it. F thought it was wrong; 
and my convictions were so strong on that sub- 
ject that I did not consider myscif authorized con- 
scientiously to take it, and I did not; but never- 
theless the Senate decided it, and that decision 
stands. We have done nothing more in the case 
of Dr. Linn than decide that question, as we de- 
cided it in one instance for ourselves, and got the 
money. Ido not say that Senators received mile- 
age the sessions for which this is claimed for Dr. 
Linn; but he would, under that decision, have 
been entitled to constructive mileage. The Sen- 
ate chose to assume that as the basis of a claim, 
_as the basis of a right on her part, and of our own 
motion we passed a resolution that she. should 
receive it. Thatis the substance of it; and now 
this amendment is offered to carry into effect our 
own resolution, and redeem our faith, and our 
honor. Thatis the way I look atit. Lintend to 
vote for it. 

The gentleman says there is no law. There is 
an order, a resolution of the Senate, which is em- 
braced by your rule just as much as a law, and 
it ceases now to be a private claim, and the ques- 
tion is with ourselves, whether we shall exclude 
our own resolution in every way in which it is 
called up; and after having been passed, after hav- 
ing been granted, after having been acted upon by 
_the Department, and debts incurred upon the faith 
of it, we now turn about and scruple nicely upon 
the subject. When the Secretary refused to pay 
it, and you are come back to that payment, then 
you doubt it; then you say the Secretary may 
have been right in his decision. If it were per- | 
tinent, I could show case after case in which this | 
Senate have ordered this same payment, and in 
which the same Setretary has complied with the 
order—instance after instance, without any ques- 
tion or any scruple; yet these scruples have come 
up, and not only come up here, at every stage of | 
this proceeding, but it seems tome almost a prin- 
cipal object that this claim shall not be paid. 

i do not believe that is the sentiment of the 
Senate, and I hope we shall be turned aside by 
no scruple now, from seeing that our order is ex- 
ecuted, and that the money shall be appropriated. 
I say it required no appropriation; that it ought 
to have been paid out of the contingent fund, by 
the Seeretary; because, by the act, the appropri- 
ation had already been made, and it was money 
no longer in the Treasury, to be drawn by con- 
stitutional rule of appropriation, but money in 
the hands of our Secretary, out of the Treasury, 
to be expended according to our order. You have | 
made that order; and the question is not on a pri- 
vate claim; but it is whether the order of the Sen- | 
ate shall be executed in behalf of a venerable old | 
lady, who is ultimately interested in this matter; 
upon whom, in place of a bounty, you have im- 
posed a delusion which involves her in a debt 
from which she bas no hopes of ever extricating | 
herself. Thatis the condition of the question be- | 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, there was 
no sort of propriety in passing this Senate reso- 
lution in the first place. 
terwards, most conclusively, that if they had un- 
derstood the facts of the case, they would not 
have passed it; for we refused to make an appro- 
priation to pay it. That is the simple statement 
about it. Dr. Linn received all the mileage that 
anybody ever received while he was a member 
of Congress; and if this is paid to this lady it is 
paying her his constructive mileage for two ses- 


claim upon which the Senate chose to rest it; but 
you passed the resolution; and in the confidence 
that.the resolution of the Senate was unquestion- 
able; and that the money would be paid, the lady 
to whom it was granted has incurred expenses, 
as stated to the Senate, and involved-herself in 
debts upon the faith of that resolution. Now, sir, 
does it become us to make nice inquiries whether 
that resolution was right or wrong, under these 
circumstances? Have not the parties, in fact, who 
are to receive this money, ajustand bone fide right 
to claim it of us? Say it is a loss to-us: can we 
turn the loss which we have incurred under a 
mistake away from ourselves, and throw it upon 
one who trusted that we knew what we were doing, 
and that we would do what we said? That is the | 
question before the Senate. We gave ourselves, | 
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received it inthe worid. It was improper; and 
| it was under a misunderstanding, an entire mis- 
| apprehension with regard to the subject, that the 
resolution of the Senate ordering it to be paid 
was passed. But, sir, it is true that, in conse- 
quence of the passage of this resolution, Mrs. 
Linn did negotiate, as I understand, her order 
upon the Secretary of the Senate, and has been 
put toa good deal of trouble and expense and | 
mortification in relation to the matter, in conse- | 


The Senate showed af- | 


sions of Congress, when no other Senator ever j 


quence of our carelessness, or our ignorance, if | 
you please, of the facts for which we are respons- | 
ible. Under these circumstances, if gentlemen | 
will bring a private bill into the Senate, to pay i 
Mrs. Linn, I have no doubt it will pass without | 
much objection from any quarter; because it isa | 
peculiar case, and such a bill should be founded, | 
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if at all, not upon.any, right; she: has, b 
what she ‘has been exposed: to aris 
carelessness,and I haveno doubt it-wil 
But, because her equity is so strong; beci 
stands in that position, it is no. reason 
should violate the plain, distinct, palpable 
of the Senate, and put it on this approp 
bill; otherwise you may put every hard ca 
it. The-rule of the Senate is distinetly that a pr 
vate claim—and this isno more—sh#l not be put 
on an appropriation bill, unless it is founded’ on 
an existing law, or a resolution of the Senate; 
passed at the same session; but this does. not 
come within the rule in any shape or form: “If 
the Senate undertake to put it on here, they -vio- 
late one of their. rules, and they have no: more 
right to violate it in one case than in another; ni 
more right to violate it for a lady than fora man. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentleman hasa 
good. deal of right to be quite. confident about the 
rules of the Senate. He has. been here along 
time, and is an attentive member of the Senate, and 
an able one. I have no right to be confident in 
my opinion, because I have been as careless ag 
he has been attentive about such matters, Lknow 
but little of them. He pronounces, though J 
think rather more peremptorily than he is entitled 
to do, that this is a plain violation of the rule. I 
have becn contending that it is hot so. My opin- 
ion, to be sure, in itself, necd not create any great 
doubt about the matter; but I have expressed a 
different opinion. from the Senator, and endeav- 
ored to maintain it, simply by. saying’ it. inos 
longer aclaim or demand on the part of Mrs. Lion; 
but it is a question whether a resolution of the 
Senate shall be executed. That is the question. 
Is that a private claim? It is a claim. that is 
founded on our own resolution; and the question 
is, whether we shall accomplish our own purpose, 
our resolved and declared and recorded purpose. 
The gentleman says we were under a delusion. 
Well, sir, if we were under a delusion, shall we 
charge the consequences of that upon this lady? 


b 


| I understand that others. have advanced money 


to her Upon the faith of the Senate’s resolution, to ` 
the whole amount of the claim. That is my un- 
derstanding, E think from herself. ah eee 
Mr. FESSENDEN.. I have no doubt of it. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Now, the gentleman 
says bring ina bill. Sir, is not that giving a stone? 
Bring in a. bill now! We have been worrying 
along, hoping the Senate would find means to ex- 
ecute its own resolution; and now the gentleman 
tells us, when we find that is unavailing, -and.we 
come to the last week of the session, bring’in.a 
bill. Thisismockery. Ifyourresolution.was ade- 
lusion to this oldlady, this ismockery. Talkabout 
bringing in a bill! No,sir. If the Senate mean 
in sincerity what they have said, and to stand 


| byit, right or wrong, when the consequences have 


reached and affected others, as they do, this pro- 
vision should be made now and here; and we 
should not stand back in terror at any capricious 
construction that may be put on thisamendment. 
It may be considered, in one point of view; a pri- 
vate claim. It may be considered, in another; a 
proposition on the part of the Senate to carry its 
own resolution into effect. In the latter sense, it 
is proper as an amendment. Which construction 
will you give, that which will enable you to evade 
for the second, third, or fourth time the obliga- 
tion which you incurred by this resolution, or that 
which will enable you to fulfill it? fam for tak- 
ing it in the latter sense; and in the latter,sense it 
is perfectly in order. rales Se 
I hope, therefore, this amendment will be adopt- 
ed. Itisnotthe cass, as the gentleman supposes, 
thateversince we have passed theresolution;which 
was done under a delusion, ag. he:says, we_ have 
repented of it. At this identical session, I was 
one of those who went to make application to the 
Secretary for the payment of the money, in cpm- 
liance with the resolution. of the Senate. He 
had doubts about it.: He declined to pay it. I 
have no reproaches :to cast on him on that. sub- 
ject, although if I had been in his place, I would 
have.paid the money in the perfect confidence that 
if there was any doubt about it, the Senate would 
protect me in obeying its resolution. But, sir, 1 
have no reproaches to make here. Let us now ful- 
fill our purpose, and not evade it. The gentleman 
is wrong in supposing that everybody has re- 
pented of that eversince. As I havesaid, I went 


as one member to the Secretary, and asked for 
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the payment of it; and I showed him, as his au- 
thority for payifg it, a paper signed by a large 
majority of the Senate, recommending that he pay 
it. Many of these gentlemen might have thought 
the original resolution was wrong; but the Senate 
having passed it, and it having been acted on, 
they thought the money ought to be paid, and 
they so recommended to the Secretary. Now, 
the questioizis, will the same Senators, when the 
matter is before them, recommend Congress to 
pay it?- 
“~My. POLK. I do not think this is a private 
claim in the sense in which the 30th rule uses 
that phrase, at all. I vote for it because I con- 
sider it an appropriation to carry out a resolution 
of the Senate. ‘The result of that resolution is, 
that it puts some money into the hands of the 
widow of Senator Linn; but it is not a private 
claim in the same sense in which claims are that 
are subjected to the Committee on Claims or the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and are 
brought up here before the Senate as reported by 
those committees. I look on it as being merely 
a question whether the Senate will see that its 
own resolution is met. 1 donot care if, in effect- 
ing that, Mrs. Linn gets the amount of money 
that will be equal to the mileage of her deceased 
husband. Ido not regard it as a claim presented 
by Mrs. Linn; that is, to be paid as an ordinary 
tivate claim against the Government is paid; 
But J look at it as a question whether the Senate 
will see that its own resolution is carried out. 

Now, l say with the Senator from Kentucky, 
I was not here when this resolution was passed, 
and I donot stop to inquire whether, if I had been 
here, I would have voted for the resolution or not. 
It is enough for me, as a member of the Senate, 
that the Senate passed the resolution. Ido not 
eare whether they passed it ignorantly or care- 
lessly; they have passed the resolution, and, as 
the Senator from Kentucky has said, other parties, 
relying upon that action of the Senate, have al- 
lowed their rights to attach and vest on the hy- 

othesis that the Senate would carry outyts reso- 

ation. I feel, for one, that I am in honor bound 
to it; and I do not fee! that Lam prevented from 
carrying outthat honorary obligation by this rule, 
because we are carrying outa resolution of the 
Senate, and not paying a private claim to Mrs. 
Linn. It is not to carry outa resolution of the 
Senate, of which she will get the benefit. I think, 
therefore, it dots not come strictly, or appropri- 
ately, or properly, inany sense of the term, within 
the ‘exclusion contained in the last clause of the 
30th rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, ‘Shall this amendment be received as in or- 
der under the rule?’ on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 15; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Cameron, 
Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Green, Gwin, 
Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, Jolmson.of Arkansas, Johuson of 
‘Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Se- 
bastian, Simmons, Ven Eyck, Wade, and Wilsan—25. 

NAYS-~Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Clark, Collamer, Fes- 
senden, Foster, Grimes, Hunter, King, Mason, Morrill, 
Pearce, Seward, ‘Trumbull, and Wilkinson—15. 

So the Senate decided that the amendment was 
admissible; and the question being on the adop- 
tion of the amendment, it was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. L offer an amendment from 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: | 


To pay for labor on and materials furnished for the Post 
Office extension, $16,000. 

The Superintendent of Public Buildings has, 
in his report, recommended an appropriation of 
$67,830 69, for the purpose of paying for the ser- 
vices named in the amendment, and continuing 
the work. 


tion of the Treasury, it was better only to recom- 
mend that which was absolutcly necessary, have 
recommended an appropriation of $16,000 to pay 
for work already done, and let the work for the 
time being on the Post Office building rest. I 
suppose there will be no objection to it. This is 


to pay for work already done—money due the | 


hands at this time. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Under the contract for 
the extension ? 


Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly, to carry on the ex- | 


tension of the Post Office Department. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Committee on Public Buildings | 
and Grounds thinking that, in the present condi- | 


Mr. BRIGHT. 1 offer another amendment 
from the same commffittee: 

For the Capitol extension, $250,000. 

That is just one half the amount recommended 
by the Superintendent of Public Buildings, and 
we do that under the impression that at this time 
we must get along with this sum. 

Mr. CLARK. The persons in charge of the 
Capitol extension asked, for the continuance. of 
the work this year, $500,000. The Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, in the condition 
of the Treasury at the present time, did notthink 


| it was well to appropriate any such sum; but on 


further consideration and conference with those 
people who knew, it was found that it was ne- 
cessary to have some portion of the sum, in or- 
der to obtain monolithic columns, so that portions 
of the work already to go up may go on; and we 
were informed that unless some sum was appro- 
priated, it would delay the work so as to make it 
much more expensive in the end, by the discharge 
of the hands, and the necessity of keeping engi- 
neers and some others, who would not have suf- 
ficient to do. In that condition of the work, the 
committee thought it better to appropriate one 
half the sum asked for. There are now a few 
monolithic columws on hand, but there is no 
means of procuring others, so as to put up the 
work, which is ready, and lying about the Capi- 
tol. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds thought we had better appropriate a 
portion of the money, and let them go on with the 
work thus far; and that is the reason for this 
recommendation. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I suppose there will be no 
objection to it. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGHT I find that it is expected by 
some Senators that I should offer an amendment, 
appropriating a sum sufficient to purchase the 
land adjacent to the Capitol grounds; but I have 
not been able to get a majority of the committee 
to agree to it, Isuppose this bill will not be dis- 
posed of to-day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will say to the Senator 
that itis my strong desire and intention, if pos- 
sible, to finish the bill to-day, before the Senate 
adjourns. Itisso late a period of the session 
that itis hardly safe to let it go over. I suggest 
to the Senator whether there would be any use 
in proposing an appropriation to purchase lands 
at the present time, 

Mr. BRIGHT. The consultations of the com- 
mittee have led to the conclusion that it was doubt- 
ful whether, in the present state of things, Con- 
gress would appropriate the sum required, which 
isaboutfour hundred and fifteen thousand dollars, 
according to the appraised value of the property; 
but still, if the bill should lie over until Monday, 
the committee can get together, and I think it 
very probable that they will recommend an ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. LATHAM. J am requested by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, who is not 
here, to offer an amendment; he has been called 
out on some business: 

And be it further enacted, That the treasurer of the branch 
mint at San Francisco, California, be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay to Michael Cassin, administrator of the es- 


| tate of James Cassin, deceased, the snm of $391, being the 


value of twenty-two ounces of gold dust deposited by 
James Cassin, deceased, in the year 1855, and by mistake 
credited to John Cassin. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
order, 

Mr. LATHAM. Let me merely make a state- 
ment. This asks for no money out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States. It 1s not a money ap- 
plication. It isnotaprivateclaim. It is merely 
to authorize the correction of an error of the 
treasurer of the mint at San Francisco. The 
superintendent of the mint at San Francisco asks 
that this power may be given him, as does also 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Under the law, 
they do notdeem that they have the proper power. 
When this gentleman, who is now dead, deposited 
the money, it was put to the credit of John Cas- 
sin, when it should have been James Cassin, for 
what reason I do not know, unless because he 
was illiterate, or made some mistake. He is dead 
now,and the proof is satisfactory that he is dead. 
His father is administrator to the estate,and wants 
to get possession of the money resulting from the 
coinage of this gold dust. ‘There is no law au- 


I believe that is out of 


thorizing the officers to pay it; and this simply 
cvests the power in the treasurer of the mint to 
pay over to the administrator of this gentleman, 
who is now dead, the proceeds of his gold dust, 
after it was made into coin. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. It may be a very meri- 
torious case; but it strikes me. that it amounts to 
precisely the same thing as a claim on the Treas- 
ury, no matter from what it arises. The money 
is in the Treasury. 

Mr. BIGLER. This case was before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and | was authorized to 
present the amendment, but being absent, the Sen- 
ator from California very properly did so. I re- 
gard it, and the committee regarded it, as a case 
in which it was proper to authorize the mint at 
San Francisco to correct its own error in regard 
to the entry of a deposit of gold dust. It was 
entered by James Cassin, but credited to John 
Cassin. James Cassin is dead, and his father, 
Michael Cassin, the administrator, has produced 
evidence sufficient to the satisfaction of the treas- 
urer, as well as of the superintendent, that this 
money was deposited by the deceased person, 
James Cassin; and they ask for authority to cor- 
rect the error, and pay the money to the admin- 
istrator of James Cassin, who actually made the 
deposit. I do not see that it can be put in the 
position ofa claim, Here was an error of a Gov- 
ernment officer, and the authority is simply to 
correct that mistake. Itis a very small matiter— 
twenty-two ounces of gold dust, amounting to 
three hundred and some odd dollars. I think 
there ought to be no objection to it in any way. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know why the 
officers of the mint cannot correct their own errors. 
If they have made a mistake in the entry, I donot 
see any particular difficulty in correcting it; but I 
do not perceive that that changes the case at all. 
It stands precisely in the same position. I have 
no objection to the thingitself. It is undoubtedly 
meritorious and proper; but Senators will see that 
if we vary from the rule in one case, we may vary 
in a thousand others, I deem the decision of the 
Senate just made as a variance from the rule. An: 
appropriation billcoming up at the end of the ses- 
sion is not the place on which to put all these mat- 
ters,and to correct the errors of officers of the Gove 
ernment. It is avery bad precedent. It leads 
to delay; and I object to it on account of its im- 
propriety. 

Mr. BIGLER. If this was a matter of dispute 
as to the deposit of this gold dust, if the proposi- 
tion was to enable the party to produce testimony 
to establish the fact that the dust had been depos- 
ited; if it was to settle any point of difference of 
opinion between the officers of the mint and this 
individual, it might be called a private claim; but 
as set forth by the superintendent, the deposit was 
made, and it was entered to John Cassin. Michael 
Cassin, the father of the person who made the 
deposit, is the administrator of James Cassin, and 
says the entry ought to be made in the name of 
James Cassin. He makes the claim for James 
Cassin; but the entry is John. The evidence of 
the error is sufficient to the Department and the 
officers at the mint. How far they were at fault 
of course no one can tell; but they assume that it 
was an error in entering this deposit. It should 
have been to the credit of James Cassin, instead 
of John Cassin; and this is simply an authority 
to the officers who are responsible, to correct the 
error. Thatisall. Itis no private claim whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
submit the question of order to the Senate. The 
question is: ‘Shall the amendment be received 
under the rule??? 

The amendment was received, there being, on 
a division—ayes 22, noes 17. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. It has been intimated to 
me that this deposit was purposely made in a 
wrong name to avoid an attachment by creditors. 
I should like to know if that is the case. If so, 
I shall retract my statement that the claim was a 
meritorious one. 

Mr. LATHAM. There is nothing in the pa- 
pers to show that. I know the father very well. 
The father is a very respectable, high-toned man. 
The son I know nothingabout. If there is any- 
thing of that kind, there is nothing in the papers 
to show it. I will say, however, that if that was 
the intention, it is the duty of Congress now to 
come forward, and give the money to the admin- 
istrator, so that he may pay the creditors. 
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Mr. BAKER. Whatis the name? 

Mr. LATHAM. Cassin. The father was 
formerly a member of our Legislature. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DIXON. By direction of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, I oferan amend- 
ment to the bill, as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That'the sum of $100,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary for the purpose, he, 
and is hereby, appropriated out of aiy money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the payment for marble 
finished or in preparation for the new custom-house at 
Charleston, South Carofina, under existing contract with 
the Government; and the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby directed to pay such sum for such marble, or on 
account thereof, as shall be proportionate to its full value 
delivered under said contract. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I should like to know if 
that is an old debt that the United States owed, 
or if it is for something in futuro? Iam not wil} 
ing that money shall be appropriated to build any 
custom-houge in South Carolina. I should like 
to know whether it is a past obligation. 

Mr. DIXON. It is for materials already pre- 
pared and furnished, and laboralready performed. 

Mr. POLK. Who is to be paid? 

Mr. GRIMES. The proposition, as I under- 
stand it, is not only to pay for material already 
furnished, but material in process of being fur- 
nished or being prepared for delivery. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will explain to the Senate 
what the position of this work is. There isa con- 
tract for furnishing the marble and highly carved 
work for the Charleston custom-house. Last year 
we refused to make an appropriation; and an 
order was given to withdraw one side of the build- 
ing, so as to have a complete front. These con- 
tractors were at work, and in June last, I think 
it was, Congress refused to make an appropria- 
tion, and they stopped. For the work that was 
done, and for the blocks that they got out, as if 
the work was to be fulfilled, they ask that they 
may be allowed a fair valuation, and close it up; 
because it is doubtful what may be the condition 
of this custom-house and post office. The Gov- 
ernment has absolutely stopped the work. Some 
very highly wrought columns are now in the 
hands of the contractors and ready for shipment. 
They are willing to ship them to Charleston, but 
the Government has not taken them. They have 
expended their money, and. they want the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to have a survey, and pay 
them what is right and equitable, and relieve them 
from the contract. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If this be a debt which the 
United States actually owe, and which could be 
enforced against an individual in a court of jus- 
tice, I am willing to pay it; but if it has not reached 
that stage, it ought not to be paid; and it seems 
to me, if legislation be necessary, it ought to be 
rather to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or some Officer, to take this marble for any other 
purpose that it can be used for, if we ought to 
take it, or to leave it in the hands of the persons 
who have gotten it out, and pay them any loss 
they may have actually incurred on it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Thatis what this appropria- 
tion is wanted for. The money is wanted for 
work actually done, and let the Government take 
the marble and do what it pleases with it. If it 
orders it to Charleston, the contractors are ready 
to carry it there. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the amendment 
will be read again. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The amendment contem- 
plates precisely what the Senator from North 
Carolina desires. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Let us hear it. 

Mr. POLK. I raise a point of order; itis a 
private claim evidently. If it is in pursuance of 
any existing law, I should like to know what the 
ław is. Lapprekend that if the claim be that it 
is founded in any law, it will be found to be alaw 
appropriating a certain amount of money to build 
acustom-house at Charleston, which has not been 
sufficient, and now it is sought to appropriate 
more to carry it on. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will endeavor to ex- 
plain, if the Senate is desirous of knowing, what 
the exact condition of this matter is. Last year 
these contracts for the building of the Treasury 
extension and the Charleston custom-house and 
the New Orleans custom-house, which had been 
going on for several years under a law providing 
for their erection, and under contracts to furnish 


the necessary stone and marble, came up before 
the Committee ‘on Finance. We considered the 
whole matter, and looked at the contracts. We 
had no doubt whatever that contracts had been 
made. They were before us in some cases. We 
moved amendments then to the appropriation bill 
appropriating a certain amount for the work that 
had been done on the Treasury extension, anda 
certain amount to pay for what had already been 
furnished to the New Orleans custom-house and 
the Charleston custom-house, and an additional 
amount to continue the erection of the custom- 
house at New Orleans. The House of Repre- 
sentatives disagreed, and that was finally struck 
out of the bill. All we agreed to do last year, 
which we did do, if my recollection serves me 
right with regard to the Charleston custom-house, 
was to pay for the marble which had been ac- 
tually delivered on the spot; but we refused to 
make any additional appropriation then for the 
work. The contract for the Treasury extension 
is a continuing contract. It has no limitation, 
there is an absolute contract with the contractors 
to furnish the stone necessary as they may get it 
ready for the completion of the building. “There 
is no power retained to stop it at any time until 
it is completed. ‘There is no power retained to 


check the delivery or the finishing of it, in any 


way that we could discover; and it was deemed 
advisable therefore to continue that, and for other 
reasons. 

With regard to the Charleston custom-house, 
there is a provision substantially that the marble 
shall only be delivered according as an appro- 
priation is made to pay for it. Of course, there- 
fore, no finishing and delivery of marble could 
be made, unless in pursuance of an appropriation. 
There was no appropriation last year for that 
purpose; but they claim, under a construction of 
the contract which is made by some of the officers 
connected with the work of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, which has grown into a custom, that when 
the specifications and the plans are given out for 
stones, that is an order for the delivery. The 
order may be given or may be stopped at the 
Treasury Department, unless there is an appro- 
priation; that is substantially the provision of the 
contract, but the plan and the specifications being 
given, the contractors claim that that is an order 
from the Treasury Department within the terms 
of the contract. There arises a difficulty which 
we discussed in the committee somewhat: that as 
these plans and specifications cannot be made in 
pieces to meet the amount of an appropriation, 
the specifications must be made by an architect 
comparatively as a whole; and when they are de- 
livered, if that construction prevails that that is 
an order, there is no power whatever to give out 
plans and specifications without, at the same time, 
giving an order for the whole work. 
came to look at it, for one, I concluded in my 
own mind that that construction was not a rea- 
sonable one; and inasmuch as it was absolutely 
necessary that the specifications should be made 
toa very much greater extent, to be intelligible, 
than the appropriation would meet, it could not 
be considered as an order, and no power existed 


for them to make an order whenever they saw fit | 


todoso. Under this state of facts, this request 
of an appropriation for $100,000came. No order 
had been given specifically to stop preparing ma- 
terial for the Charleston custom-house, and as no 
order had been given, and no intimation that it 
was intended to do so, they went on preparing 
the material, and they have at their works mate- 


rial prepared which is fit for nothing else, the | 


stone carved, all brought to the position required 
by the plans and specifications ready to be deliv- 
ered; it is there at their works, and they have not 
delivered it, because there was no occasion for it; 
it had not been called for. ‘The question is: 
whether they shall be paid for that. Since then, 
there has been an order to stop the work, to de- 
liver no more, to make no more, to prepare no 
more until an appropriation shall be made for the 
purpose; but that $100,000 worth, more or less, 
I do not know how much there is exactly 
Mr. SIMMONS. I think there is about sev- 
enty or seventy-five thousand dollars’ worth. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Thisisdrawn for $100,000. 
In fact, there has been no survey in order to as- 
certain what amount there is; and this is drawn 
large enough to cover it. We do not know how 
much there is there. No officer has been there to 


When we | 


estimate it; and,.as It stands there, wen r 
an appropriation large enough for paying wh: 
right; and that is all'thet ties beet done bor 
_ The Committee on Finance refused, unde 
circumstances, to make the ‘appropriation. 
certainly a very hard case for these eoutracto’ 
They had made their contract; had received their 
plan; had received their specifications; they went 
on under it during the year that has elapsed, and 
perhaps previous to-that.time, and have prepared 
a certain amount, according to the. specification, 
ready for delivery at any moment, when they re- 
ceived ‘the order to stop the work. Now, they 
ask simply that that amount of work which they 
have got ready should be paid for by the United 
States, and they are willing to:stop therefor the 
present; atany rate until Congress sees'fit to make 
a further appropriation in relation to the matter. 
It is for the Senate to decide whether, under the 
circumstances, they will appropriate enough to 
pay these contractors for what they have-honestly 
one under a law and under a-contract: «I. have 
no idea that this comes within the rule. It: was 
not so considered last year, and it has not béen 
so considered at any time. It is considered agian 
appropriation to carry out an existing law, an 
existing contract. pian ty 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. I do not think theexpla- 
nation of the Senator from Maine justifies us in 
making the appropriation precisely in these terms. 
If I understand theamendment, it notonly applies 
to the work actually finished and ready: for. de- 
livery, but all in course of preparation. 1 would 
be perfectly willing to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to these contractors. what- 
ever they are entitled to, he either taking the work 
done, and disposing of it as he thinks proper, or 
allowing them to retain the material, and paying 
them the damage actually incurred; and, if the 
Senator who moves it will offer an amendment to 
meet that view of the case, I shall be satisfied. “I 
will say further, that, according to the terms of 
the amendment, I am not sure but what we might 
authorize them to go on and complete the work 
that they are now upon to a certain extent. I 
think it 1s possible that this is a private claim, as 
gentlemen suggest; but whether it be or not, Fwill 
not vote for it in the terms in which it is now 
brought before us. í ; Sp 

Mr. SIMMONS, Will the Senator from North © 
Carolina indicate what: limitations. he wants put 
on the amendment? “He may limititin any way 
he wishes; but nota dollar can‘be paid until there 
has been a survey and appraisement'of this work, 
If Senators want any farther limitation, of course, 
the Senator from Connecticut, who offered it, will 
have no objection. They do not wanta dollar 
more than just enough to pay for work and ma- 
terial actually got ready, which they were ordered 
todo. They send this work only by whole ves- 
sel loads ata time. When the Government orders 
it, they charter a vessel and send it to Charleston. 
All they ask is to be paid for what they actually 
expended, and be allowed to stop the work until 
the Government makes another order, if they 
should desire to do so. 

Mr. POLK. The question now is on the ques- 
tion of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in she chair.) No question of order has been 
made on the reception of the amendment. 

Mr. POLK. The President is mistaken. -I 
' made the question of order distinctly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The.Chair did 

not hear it, : 
Mr. POLK. I made the point distinctly that 
| it was a private claim, and cut off by the 30th rule. 
| The Senator from Maine has shôwn that it isa 
claim under an existing contract; but I submit, 
that he has not shown it is æ private claim under 
an existing law. g 

Mr.. FESSENDEN. . The law authorizing the 
contract to be made. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator. from Missouri make a question of order on 
the reception of the amendment? 

Mr. POLK. Yes, sir. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That question, 
under the rule of the Senate, must be decided 
without debate, and the Chair will submit the 
question to the Senate., The question is, shall 
the amendment be received under the rule of the 


Senate? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I do not desire to debate this 
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matter; but E wish to state this fact: therë was a 
law. made—— . : 

Mr. POLK. The President has just decided 
that this question is not debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did 
so decide, and will again decide it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. -1 want tostate a fact. Ido 
not wish to debate it at all. The Senator said 
there was. no law authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make this contract. AN T have to 
say is, there is a law, and a written contract un- 
der it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I now desire to ask the Sen- 
ator whether or not in that contract it was speci- 
‘fied that this material was not to be furnished any 
faster than the appropriations were made. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ido not know. I cannot 
tell. 

«Mr. DIXON. No; it does not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I want to know if it is not 
in the terms of the contract that they shall not 
be furnished faster than the appropriations are 
made? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Rhode 
Island has a paper on the subject—or perhaps Í 
have it here—don that point. 

_ Mr.SIMMONS., I left all the papers I had to 
the Committee on Finance. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Inquiries on 
this subject, in the nature of debate, can only be 
had by the common consent of the Senate. No 
objection being interposed, they may be made. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My recollections, as they 
were fresh on the subject, arose from this lan- 
guage in the communication from the acting cn- 
gineer in charge of the Treasury building: 

Your inquiries in reference to the new custom-house 
at Charleston were: first, what are the conditions of the 
contract for the marble for this building, and how much 
money is now due the contractors under it? 

“tn reply, T have to say, that the contract for this work 
requires the contractors to deliver the marble at Charles- 
ton ‘in such order and quantities as the Departinent may 
reasonably require.’ Jt is also stipulated, ‘that no pay- 
ment can be made under the contract except as appropria- 
tions may be made by Congress, 

‘tt was probably the intention of Secretary Corwin, 
when the contract was made, that no marble showd be or- 
dered except as appropriations were made. In practice, 
during his and succeeding administrations, the delivery of 
a working drawing to the contractor has been deemed an 
order, It has been so construed and acted upon from the 
beginning of the work until the present time. Architec- 
tural necessities, however, made it imperative to furnish | 
complete working drawings of different portions of the 
building, as the parts conid not otherwise be made 10 cor- | 
respond and tit each other. i 

“In this way the drawings furnished bave been for many 
years in advance of appropriations. When Congress omit- 
ted 10 make appropriations for the work the contractors | 
were ordered to cease quarrying or preparing marble. They 
have complied with this order, ceased work at the quarry, 
and discharged their operatives. ‘Ibe marble on bandatthe j 
lime of the receipt of this order stituted the material tor 
which they now chim pay from the Department, and which 
it is unable to pay, as the appropriation is exhausted.” 

‘That is the statement. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. From that, it appears that | 
‘these parties made contracts to deliver marble in 
the city of Charleston, They were to receive | 
no pay except as they delivered it, and not then į 
until Congress should make an appropriation, It 
is admitted they have notdelivered the marble for 
which pay is now to be made, in the city of 
Charleston, It isadmitted that the appropriation | 
has not been made. It is said that, inasmuch as 


the work was discontinued, and they have been 
ordered to discontinue it while they were going 
on preparing marble, they ought to be paid now 
for the marble which they have on hand, which 
they have delivered according to the contract, and 
for which they are entitied to no payment, accord- 
ing to any existing law, or according to their 
contract. Fence it is very clear this is not only | 
without authority of existing law, but is in direct | 
violation of the terms of their contract. If they 
have any claim at all it is addressed to the equi- 
table consideration of the Senate, and is purely a 
private claim. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 did not suppose it possible | 
for the Senator from Ilinois to misunderstand the 
communication which has been read by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, even if he misunderstood what 
Ysaid. That communication says, that as soon 
as this order to stop was received by them, they 
did stop the work. The Senator says this work 
has been done since they have been stopped. No | 
work has been done since then, according to the | 


statement just read. 


| under the law, and hence require relief. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. If they then stopped, they 
have not brought themselves within the contract. 
They were to have delivered it within-the city of 
Charleston before they were entitled to any pay, 
and then wait, after the delivery, until there was 
an appropriation by Congress. They must have 
an appropriation by Congress. They were not 
to exceed the appropriation. They have exceeded 
the appropriation; and that is a violation of the 
contract, ee 

Mr. SIMMONS. I believe I had not given up 
the floor. l thought the Senator rose to make an 
explanation. = ` 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I thought the Senator was 
through. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator has gota habit 
of answering so quick that he almost answers be- 
fore a man speaks. ‘There is nothing in the con- 
tract saying that they were not to be ordered to 
do this work until the appropriation was made. 
They were not to have their pay until the appro- 
priation was made; and when Congress failed last 
June to make an appropriation, they received an 
order from the Department to discontinue the 
work, and did discontinue it, and they now ask, 
nine months afterwards, to be paid for work they 
have performed under the direction of the Depart- 
ment up to that time, in anticipation of the appro- 
priation, and the Department did not stop them. 
This work was going on in Charleston, and the 
materials must be furnished from this quarry, 
and they were sending a vessel thereevery month. 
That is just the state of the question. These con- 
tractors had these drawings and orders, and were 
not told to stop until Jyne. The Department, I 
suppose, expected the appropriation to be made. 
I do not know anything about their rules. These 
contractors say, ‘if there is no appropriation, 
stop the work, relieve us until you are ready to 
order us to go to work again, and take this work 
off our hands; let us carry it to Charleston, or 
anywhere else you direct.” It certainly would 
be very hard on private citizens to compel them 
to bear this loss. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, E know of no 
law that authorizes a contract to be made beyond 
the amount of the appropriation. When you 
make an appropriation for work, that of itself 
limits the right of the contract to the amount of 
the appropriation. That appropriation is the only 
authority you have got; and if the Department 
took it upon themselves to make plans and esti- 
mates beyond that, they did wrong. They had 
no authority to contract for marble or materials 
beyond the actual appropriation, In the next 
place, E find nothing here to show that they con- 
tracted beyond the amount of appropriation; and 
all they did contract for was to be delivered. It 
has not been delivered. If these parties have any 
equitable claim, it is because the work was dis- 
continued before they got through; but they have 
not any claim under the law, or under the contract 
at al. "They have not complied with the contract. 
if it be true that the Department did not permit 
them to comply with it, then they will be entitled | 
to damages on that account; but that is a private 
claim, in the purest sense of the word. In this 
case, it does not appear that the contract author- 
ized them to go beyond the appropriation. It | 
does not appear that they had complied with the | 
contract, lt is merely a private claim; because 
they have done work, not in pursuance of the 
contract, for which they are not entitled to pay 


Mr. SIMMONS. I donotknow what you call 
a law authorizing a contract to be made. The 
Senator from Maine just told you that in reference | 
to this Treasury building, the Secretary of the | 
Treasury made a contract to receive the stone as 
it was quarried, without any limitation, and the 
contract has no reservation in it whatever. They 
contracted with thisGovernment. When the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, or the head of any de- | 
partment, makes a contract with them, must they | 
go and hunt around to find out whether it is con- | 
stitutional? Must mechanics be constitutional 
lawyers to know. whether the President or the Sec- 
retary transcends his orders before you pay them? 
It would be ridiculous to suppose such a thing. 
Here is acontract made; and these men have told | 
the Government, and given them notice, that the 
materials are ready to be put in place in Charles- 


ton, and they are ready to carry them there; but 
the Department cannot order them there because i 


there is no money in the 
marble. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It may be true that, if the 
Treasury Department make a contract for the de- 
livery of marble for the extension of the Treas- 
ury, not authorized by law, the parties doing it 
may have an equitable claim on the Government; 
but itis not a claim under a law.. It is a claim 
arising under a contract; buta claim arising under 
a contract does not bring it within the rule of the 
Senate. The rule of the Senate is that a claim 
arising under a contract is a private claim. A 
claim arising under a law would. be different, and, 
according to the Senator’s own illustration, this is 
a claim arising under a contract not authorized by 
law, and hence does not come within the rule. 

: Mr, SIMMONS. Is there no law on the statute- 
book authorizing the building of the Charleston 
custom-house. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to inquire of the Chair 
whether the question is on the objection to this 
appropriation or the point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question before the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. {confess I must sustain the 
point of order. Ido not know what the decision 
of the Chairis. It seems to me very clear, what- 
ever may be the equity of the parties, whether 
the Government has by law authorized a contract 
to be made or not, or the Secretary has made it 
as a conditional contract, and the Government 
chooses subsequently to rescind the contract, 
(which the Government may do,) that any dam- 
age the parties sustained by virtue of the recision 
of the contract, could be nothing else than a pri- 
vate claim. It could not be under an existing law. 
In my view, the meaning of the language of the 
rule, as I understand it, is, where the appropri- 
ation is required to carry an existing law into 
effect, then itis a public matter, which may be 
attached to the appropriation bill. Where itarises 
from the default of the Government, whether itis 
through the Secretary or through the action of Con- 
gress, it may constitute a validclaim. J go further ` 
and say, in my judgment, if the act of Congress 
justified the contract, and the party, while in the 
performance of it, agreed to furnish and deliver 
certain marble at Charleston or elsewhere—f do 
not care where—the Government may put an end 
to that contract, whether justified by the act of 
Congress or not; but, beyond all question, we 
should be bound to pay equitably the damages 
sustained for work that he had done antecedent 
to the time when the contract was destroyed, 
though it was not such work as, under the con- 
tract would entitle him to payment. Still that 
would not make it any the less a private claim, 
and it could not, within the rules of order, be 
placed on the appropriation bill. 

Mr, DOUGLAS, [ask for the yeas and nays 
upon this question, 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, “Shall the amendment be received by the Sen- 
ate under the rule?” 

Mr. BAYARD. Has the Chair made any de- 
cision on the subject? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
not; but submits that question to the decision of 
the Senate. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Dixon, Durkee, Fos- 
ter, Hale, Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wilkinson, and Wiison—14, 

NAYS—Mesgsrs. Baker, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Clingman, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden, Green, 
Grimes, Hartan, Hunter, King, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Nicholson; Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Wade, and W ig- 


So the Senate refused to receive the amendment. 


Mr. BIGLER. I offer the following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Commerce, to come 
in as an additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That whenever a recovery shali 
be had on any action brought against any collector of cus- 
toms, or other person acting as such, for money which may 
have heretofore been paid, or which may hereafter be paid 
under protest, by any person or persons, as and for du % 
to said collector or other person acting as such, and such 
moneys shall have been placed to the credit of the Treas- 
urer of the United States in pursuance of law, such coi- 
lector, or other person acting as such, against whom such 
recovery may be had, shall not be personally liable for the 
same, nor shall any execution or other process issue against 
his person or property thereon 3 but it shall be the daty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to draw his warrant upon 


Treasury to pay for the 


1861. 


the Treasurer for the amount of such recovery, in favor of 
the party or parties by whom such recovery shall be had, 
directing the said Treasurer to refund the same out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HALE. I object to that, asa private claim, 
so far as it is retroactive to pay back duties which 
have been already paid. 

Mr. BIGLER. This certainly cannot be con- 
sidered as a private claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
of order being made under the rule, it will be de- 
cided without debate, and the Chair will submit | 
the question to the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. Will it not be in order for me 
to make an explanation of the amendment, that 
Senators may understand it? This is a proposi- 
tion to change a general public law, and can by | 
no possibility be construed to be a private claim. | 
I am denied the right to speak of its merits, as I 
understand the Chair; but it is a proposition to 
change the law in reference to the liability of col- 
lectors. The collectors are now liable, in their 
personal estate, for unascertained duties, or duties 
paid under protest, and they are required to de- 
posit immediately, under the penalty of being 

eld liable for embezzlement, and they do deposit | 
every day the amount which is paid, whether it | 
be the amountascertained, or paid under protest. 
As the law stands now, they are responsible in 
their individual estates for the money which isin 
the Treasury of the United States, and they have 
no remedy. In ordinary times, when the! Gov- 
ernment had &n abundance of money, and was 
prepared to meet its liabilities at any day, this 
was no great matter of complaint; but when your 
Treasury is exhausted, and when you are on the 
eve of bankruptcy, why should you take the | 
property of individual citizens for the debts of the 
Government? That will be the inevitable result. | 
They are required to deposit every dollar they | 
receive every day, and they have no remedy 
whatever. If the Government of the United States 
fails to make the payment, the individual estate 
is to be sold and sacrificed for this debt. Thatis | 
the whole of it; and certainly the Senator from 
New Hampshire will withdraw his point of order | 
on this proposition. It is no private claim. It 
proposes to change the law prospectively; but I | 
can give him cases perfectly startling on. this sub- | 


ect. 
: Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me a | 
moment, I do not object to that part which pro- | 
poses to change the law; but I say that part which | 
orders money that has already been paid to be 
refunded, and paid back to these men who have 
paid duties, is a private claim. ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The other part is the 
worst of it. 

Mr. HALE. Both are bad enough; but it is 
the private claim that I object to. J think we 
have a pretty strict law on that subject, and we 
had better stick to it. 

Mr. BIGLER. This is the law now. a 

Mr. HALE. Then there is no use in reénact- | 
ing it. 

Mr. BIGLER. Would the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hunter] pretend to say that there 
should be no remedy where duties are paid under 
protest? Unquestionably, as the law now stands, 
the collectors are liable in their individual estate 
for money that isin the Treasury. That is the 
whole of it; and if Senators will have the report 
read, it sets forth the whole history of the case, 
and | think will make it perfectly clear. [“ Oh, : 

on? i 

My, HUNTER. I would suggest to the Sen- | 

} 


ator from Pennsylvania that this a matter which | 
involves so important a change in the public pol- į 
icy of the country, that it ought to be brought up | 
asa separate and independent measure. He ought | 
not to insist upon dclaying the appropriation bill | 
for this, because it is a matter which the Senate | 
ought to act upon without deliberation. I fear it į 
-is one of the most dangerous propositions which ; 
has been made here, so far as the receipts of the | 
public Treasury are concerned. f 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I regard it in the same ! 
light, as exceedingly dangerous. It is a matter | 
that would certainly require a great deal of dis- | 
cussion and examinatiom, before we. could. ven- | 
` ture to pass upon it. I hope the Senator will! 
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mittee and myself, now to ask permission to say 
a few words further, and to ask for the reading 
of the report; and if the Senators then think it is 
really of that serioys nature, I will withdraw it; 
but it does not involve one dollar. 

Mr.POLK. Will the Senatorallow me to ask 
him one question? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator says hehas 
withdrawn his amendment. 

Mr. POLK. I did not understand him so. 

Mr. BIGLER. lgay I will ask for the read- 
ing of the report; and then, if Senators think there 
is any doubt about it, I will withdraw it. : 

Mr. POLK. I desire to ask the Senator one 
question. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of order. This 
question is to be decided without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
decision of the Chair; but at the instance of gen- 
tlemen, the Chair suggested it to the Senate, and 


| no objection was made to the discussion, and the 


Chair therefore did not interrupt it. 

Mr. BIGLER. I call for the reading of the re- 

ort. 

Mr.HALE. Ihopenot. I want the question 
or order decided, as to whether this is a private 
claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
submit that question to the Senate. The ques- 
tion is, “ Shall the amendment be received under 
the rule?” 

The question being put, the Senate refused to 
receive the amendment. i 

Mr. BIGLER. Then, sir, I will offer another 
amendment, if the Chair will entertain it, from 
the same committee. It is the one which was 
ruled out of order yesterday. I did not take an 
appeal from the decision. It is to insert, at the 
end of the first section: 

For payment of balance due contractor for building the 
custom-house at Belfast and Ellsworth, in Maine, $448 79. 

Mr. HALE. The same objection applies to 
that; it is a private claim. 

Mr. HUNTER. We had a decision on that, 
yesterday. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that he cannot offer that again 
in committee. It has been once rejected. He can 
offer it in the Senate. ; 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 will offer it in the Senate, 
and also the proposition which the Senate have 
just refused to receive; and in the mean time, I beg 
leave to request Senators to look at it. 

Mr. GREEN. I now ask the Senator from 
Arkansas to offer a certain amendment. If he 
does not, I shall offer it. 7 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will offer the amend- 
ment. The Senator from Missouri has a copy 


of it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The following 


wvil—— 

Mr. GREEN. No, sir. The Senator from 
Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
I happen to have itin my possession; that is all. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. he may be considered as 
from the Committce on Indian Affairs. l pre- 
sented it once before. The Senator from Mis- 
souri will explain it. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to inquire of the chair- 
man whether it was ever submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Itistheamendment known 
as the amendment in favor of Brigham Young. 
It was authorized by the committee once before, 
and rejected by the Senate, and I promised the 
Senator from Missouri that 1 would offer itagain. 
I happen not to be able to lay my hands on the 
amendment just at this moment, but he has a 
| copy of it, which he will present to the Senate. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed 
| amendment will be read. 
| The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to adjust 
the accounts of Brigham Young, late Governor of Utah 
Territory, and ez officio superintendent of Indian affairs, 
for disbursements alleged to have been made by him on 
account of the Indian service in said Territory, $32,734 15: 
Provided, That no portion of said accounts shall be paid 
until a full examination shail have been made in regard to 
the propriety of the disbursements, and the result of such 
examination approved by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. FESSENDEN,. That is a private claim. 


withdraw it, and not attempt to press it on this | 
ri t 

i 

i 


bill. 
Mr. BIGLER. I wish, in justice to the com- 


I raise the question of order on it. 


amendment, proposed by the Senator from Mis- | 
| SOU 


i 


is, ‘Shall the amendment b 
rule of the Senate?” en 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 


Mr. GREEN. I do not regard this as i 
claim, and I beg leave to make öne remark. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. | The Senato 
can proceed, by common consent... The Chair 
hears no objection. : LAER ae 
Mr. GREEN. This is a deficiency. ander 
prior law, It is for nq individual, but for. t 
adjustment of accounts: Bae BANE 
Mr. DOUGLAS. ` Under 
did you say? ._ ee hens an 
Mr. GREEN. No, sir; a prior law. `T never 
resort. to the higher law in the Senate; Tdo on 
my knees, privately. The Department, ofthe 


thé “higher Taw,” 


| Interior has recommended this to supply a defi- 


ciency, but coupled with a condition that no part 
of it shall be pid until the whole accounts are 
fully examined.and approved. I cangive youone 
instance: Messrs. Little& Alcock, ofthe city of St. 
Louis, were doing business in Utah. Mr, Brig- 
ham Young, acting superintendent, was author- 
ized to draw on the Indian department.’ He drew 
a draft, and wanted the money. ‘They had: the 
money, and paid the cash out of their. pockets for 
his draft, amounting to $9,000. Before the drafts 
arrived here, Brigham Young had stirred up his 
difficulties there, and, in consequence. of that, the 
Department suspended all his accounts, “All that 
question has been passed; and this amendment 
proposes simply to investigate them, and, if they 
are not right, not to pay a single dollar, but to let 
the Department judge whether it is right or not. 
There can be no wrong in it;.it can do no harm 
toanybody; andif the citizens have been unjustly 
kept out of their money, Idhink they ought to be 


aid. 
i Mr. CLARK. I desire to make one sugges- 
tion in regard to this amendment. It provides the 
money, and enables the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay it if he thinks the accounts are right. I 
think’ it would be very much better, in. this in- 
stance, to pass a resolution authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to adjust the accounts, and 
then report them to us, so that we might examine 
them, and appropriate the money.. This appro- 
priates the money, and then provides for an €x- 
amination of the accounts. f should rather ex- 
amine the accounts first; and if they are right, 
appropriate the money afterwards. ` ; 
Mr. GREEN. The money. was appropriated; 
and the Secretary had the same powér under the 
former appropriation that he will have under this; 
but, suspending the-accounts in consequence, of 
the difficulties in Utah, he exhausted ‘the appro- 
priation in other superintendencies; therefore, we 
propose now simply to put back an equal amount, 
with the same power he had before—no more, no 
less. Under the general law, he had that right. 
Mr. CLARK. That may be true; but still this 
provision is, nevertheless, that the money shall be 
appropriated, and then the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior examine. It is to enable him to settle the 
accounts when he has examined, and when he has 
found them justand right. I say, let them be first 
examined and reported to us, so that we may See 
if they are just and right; and then let us pay the 
money. I object to this method of turning every- 
thing over to the judgment of the Depa~tments. 
Congress should judge in relation to these matters 
when they appropriate the money. We have 
fallen into a good many mistakes, and, in my 
judgment, appropriated a good deal of money 
which would not have been appropriated if we 
had examined the accounts in the first instance. 
Mr. GREEN. The Secretary-had this power 
under the formerappropriation; but, outof abund- 
ant caution, in consequence of the difficulties: in 
Utah, he stopped it; and then, needing the money 
in other superintendencies, he applied it, and 
exhausted it. Since the difficulties have .been 
settled, all he now asks.is the same power, and 
the same appropriation that he before had to ad- 
iust the accounts as they before stood. We do 
not therefore transfer from Congress any power 
that Congress has heretofore exercised.. It leaves 
it exactly as Congress heretofore had vested it in 
the head of the Department. I do not know who 
will be the head of that Department; but I am will- 
ing to trusthim. Iam willing to trust any honora- 
ble, honest man, and I have confidence enough to 
believe that there will bean honest man at the head 
ofthe Department. Such being the case, whatharm 
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can be done? The whole accounts will be scrutin- 
ized. “You risk nothing but what you risk under 
all yourlaws. The Department will adjust the 
accountsand pay. We ask this appropriation not 
to enable him to adjust the accounts; for he hag 
looked over them, and he says he needs this 
money, but has not got it, and the reason he has 
not gotit is, that, out of abundant caution, he sus- 
pended the paymentundera former appropriation, 
growin out of the difficulties there, all of which 

aving been passed over. He now wants the right 
to pay, provided he findseverything fairand right. 
if theaccounts be not found fair and right by your 
officers, such as you have to approve after the 4th 
of March, not a single dollar will be paid. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Kina] may 
say, “wait another year.’ Let me tell him that 
the parties have waited two years already, and 
notonecent of interest. Money with usis worth 
ten per cent. interest. That, on $9,000, is $900 a 
year. .They have lost $1,800 already, by wait- 
ing, begging for what they think is their just due, 
aud now you want them to lose $900 more, mak- 
ing $2,700. Will you doit, or will you not rather 
say, “we will trust our own officer, according 
to the common law, according to the common 
system of the administration of the Government, 
to say whether it is right or wrong?” ‘ 

Mr. CLARK: That isthe very thing I object 
to——trusting the officer. J do not care whether 
the officer Is under this Administration or under 
the next. 

Mr. GREEN. Nor I. 

Mr. CLARK. I do not object to the officers; 
I object to the method—payment first and exam- 
ination afterwards. 

Mr. GREEN. Itis'the universal method—the 
common method pursued by the Government 
from time immemorial. 

Mr. CLARK. Itmay be; but T will not, there- 
fore, the less object to it. 
tion, if itis the common method. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, “Shall the amendment be received under the 
rules of the Senate ?”’ 

The question being taken ona division, resulted 
—ayes 12, noes 12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WILSON called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 14, noes 20, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and 
nays are demanded on the question of the recep- 
tion, under the rules, of the amendment which is 
proposet: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLARK. Í wish to inquire of the Chair 
whether it is in order to move to amend the 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion 
of the Chair, it is not now. 

Mr.GREEN, I am perfectly willing to receive 
any amendmentto guard it; Ido not care whatit is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on receiving the amendment under the rule. 

Mr. GREEN. Before the question is put, I 
think the Senator from New Hampshire has a 
right to suggest to me an amendment, and I have 
a right to accept it, with the consent of the Senate; 


and it may be that we shall accommodate the pres- | 


ent views. 


Mr. FOOT. It willnot change the present form | 


of the question, which is on receiving the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GREEN. It may change the present state 
of the question; at any rate, I claim the right to 
have these letters read which I send to the desk. 

The Secretary read: 


“Department of the Interior, office of Indian affairs 
January = 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Clearly it is 
not in order; but the Chair supposed the Senate 
had given unanimous consent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I did not object to the 
Senator making a brief statement, as he said he 
wanted.to do; but I object to an argument, or to 
the reading of documents. 

Mr. GREEN. I wanted to state the fact that 
the Secretary of the Interior suggests it as a de- 
ficiency. Ifthe Senate will not hear that, I have 
nothing more to say 


I do not think that is in 


lt is liable to objec- į 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Crittenden,. 
Lané, Latham, Nicholson, Pearce Polk and Sebastian—I1. 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Bright, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Dougias, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Hunter, King, Morrill, 
Simmons, Sumner, T'en Eyck, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wil- 
son—24, 

So the Senate decided that the amendment was 
not admissible, under the 30th rule. 

Mr.SEBASTIAN. Joffer the following amend- 
ment, embracing some deficiencies which were 
omitted to be embraced in the annual estimates or 
the Indian office heretofore: 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian affairs and 
three additional agents, in Washington ‘lerritory, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, $2,527 77. 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian affairs and 
three additional agents, in Washington. Territory, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1862, $7,000. 

These offices were created on the 6th of Feb- 
ruary, by the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in an amendment which originated in 
this body last session, to a House bill, and, of 
course, it was too late to embrace them in the usual 
annual estimates. It is intended to provide for the 
paymentof salaries under existing laws, for a frac- 
tion of this year and for the next year. That is 
all. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Do I understand from 
the Senator that this is to pay salaries provided 
for by law? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Yes, sir. ' 

Mr. FESSENDEN. For which no appropri- 
ation has been made? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Yes,sir. The bill passed 
the House of Representatives at the last session, 
and was amended by the Senate, but the amend- 
ment was not acted on by the House of Repre- 
sentatives until the 6th of February of this session; 
and consequently it was too late for the Secretary 
I| of the Interior to estimate for the ordinary annual 
salaries, and he now estimates for the balance of 
this year and for the next fiscal year, amounting 
to the figures embraced in the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I now offer the following 
amendment, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That there shall be paid under 
the direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to John T. Jones the sum of $6,700 for depredations com- 
mitted upon his property by white persons, that being the 
amount adjudged by the said Commissioner to be the value 
of the property destroyed. | 

Mr. PEARCE. I raise a question of order 
uponthat. IfI recollect aright, itis a proposition 
that the Senator offered to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I was just going to antic- 
ipate the remarks of the Senator by saying, that 
the Senate on that occasion voted down the ques- 
tion of order, but voted against the adoption of 
theamendment. Regarding the question of order 
as now made, if the Senator will allow me, E will 
say that John T. Jones is an Ottowa Indian who 
claims compensation for property destroyed by 
white citizens unlawfully entering on the Indian 
reserve, under the sixteenth section of the act of 
1834, to which such frequent reference is made in 
thisbody. Claimsof this kind have always been 
ruled to be in order in the Senate, and certainly 
the justice of them is beyond all question. 

I will say further, that there is not only an ex- 
isting law—the sixteenth section of the act of 1834 
—which embraces this case; but inthe case of the 
small tribe of Ottawa Indians now in Kansas, they 
are protected by the stipulations of an article in 
the treaty of 1857, which affirms and supports the 
provisions of the law of 1834, providing compen- 
sation to them for all injuries which may be in- 
flicted on them by white men. As to the right of 
the case, that is conclusive. Now, asto the proof 
that the individual has brought himself within 
the provisions of the law: he makes a claim, and 
has satisfied the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the Secretary of the Interior by the facts, 
which are deposed to by credible witnesses, that 
the spoliations were absolutely committed. There 
is no doubt about that. Instructions were issued 
from the Indian office to the superintendent in 
that Territory, who employed the services of com- | 
| petent persons, and also of the local agents, who 
| went upon the premises, called in the neighbors, 


and investigated the value of the property, the 
destruction of which was a matter of neighbor- 
hood and notoriety. However, the form of the 
amendment provides that no money shall be paid 
until a subsequent investigation by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs.. There may be some 
little question as to the precise amount due; but 
that will be obviated by subsequent investigation. 
It has been the custom of the Senate to place ap- 
propriations of this kind on money bills, because 
they are due under treaty, and due to these small, 
dependent tribes, against whom the spirit of this 
rule is not supposed to operate; for what is due 
to an Indian is, in reality, due to his tribe, and 
they often make reclamations on the United States 
in the name of the tribe for what is due to an 
individual. 

Under these circumstances, I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. I was satisfied that the 
Senate before voted it down under a misappre- 
hension, while they did vote that it was in order 
under the rule. That'question has been decided 
on other bills, though, of course, it is not con- 
clusive on the question raised by the Senator from 
Maryland now; but it is an argument why we 
should not decide one day for one interpretation 
of the rule, and another day reverse the interpre- 
tation of six days ago. 

Mr. PEARCE. {| believe the Senator is right 
in saying that this amendment was decided to be 
in order when the Indian appropriation bill was 
up; and therefore, although I do pot think it in 
order myself, 1 shall waive the question here; 
but I will say this: the Senator brought with him 
a large number of papers when that bill was up; 
too large entirely for me to examine in the space 
of an hour; but it so happens that I did examine 
the papers in this very case of Jones, and I say, 
that I saw nothing in those papers which brought 
it within the act of 1834. That act required that 
depredations to be paid for should be committed 
by white men. There is proof that his house was 
burnt; that is to say, by the affidavits of persons 
who went there the next morning and found the 
ashes of the burnt house; but there is not a par- 
ticle of proof that it was bunt by white men. 
They assume that; they take it for granted that 
if it was burnt, it must have been burnt bya white 
man, but there is no proof to that effect at all— 
certainly none that would satisfy a court of jus- 
tice. I say, on an inspection of the papers which 
I saw on the Senator’s table when the Indian ap- 
propriation bill was up, he cannot lay the found- 
ation for a claim. I think when these claimsare 
brought here, they ought to be much better ver- 
ified. If the papersare still here, I shall look over 
them and satisfy the Senate that there is an 
entire absence of that sort of evidence which is 
necessary to establish that this depredation, as it 
is called, was committed by whitemen. There 
was no such proof in the papers as] saw them on 
the Senator’s table. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I think the Senator from 
Maryland probably did not have the advantage 
of certain papers that I have. I will not make an 
issue with him, however, on that point. I know 
that the proof is that Jones’s house was burnt in 
the night by incendiaries; and according to the 
best lights, according to evidence afterwards dis- 
covered, it was done by white men. The fact was 
notorious; and if it were legitimate for me to refer 
to outside knowledge, unofficial in its character, 
which I have from the most credible men in the 
Territory, and those opposed in political affinities 
to the parties who are acknowledged to have done 
it, I could satisfy the Senate beyond all question. 
I suppose, however, it is hardly legitimate to re- 
fer to evidence of that loose and irresponsible 
character: but the documents satisfied me per- 
fectly that this was the act of white men. It was 
viewed as such. It was never doubted by the 
local Indian agent of the tribe, who went there, 
remained for days, took the affidavits of the neigh- 
bors, employed the most competent and intelli-’ 
gent persons he could, and arrived at this conclu- 
sion. I may say that, from the very nature. of 
the offense, it was impossible to substantiate 
with certainty who the depredators were, because 
it was a secret act of incendiarism, done in the 
night, during times of political trouble; and it is 
not to be supposed that an Indian agent, under 
those circumstances, could enforce or pursue those 

judicial processes which would ascertain the guilty 
party. Ofcourse, we must content ourselves with 
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the very best evidence which can be obtained un- 
der the circumstances, and must be satisfied with 
it, especially when it all points in one direction; 
and there ig not a solitary fact to give it a con- 
trary direction. i ; 

This question about the sufficiency of evidence 
would deny to an Indian altogether any kind of 
justice. I do not think thereis the slightest moral 
question in the world but that he has established 
his right under the sixteenth section of the act of 
1834. 1 should be more tolerant to an objection 
of this kind if it were a white man claiming the 
benefits of this act against an Indian tribe who 
have no representatives here; but under the pres- 
ent circumstances, l think it is well and right 
and just, that the Senate should pass the appro- 

riation. 

Mr. PEARCE. These are the papers sent to 
me from the desk, which were here before. Twill 
not read them all; but I will read two of the cer- 
tificates. Herc is one of them: 

Sac anD Fox AGENCY, Kansas TERRITORY, 
July 10, 1858. 

We certify that we have been often at the house of John 
T, Jones; also, was passing while said house was in prog- 
ress of building, and suppose it would cost $4,000 to com- 
plete it. Also, saw shade and fruit trees that were de- 
stroyed by the burning of the house. 

Can certify that said house was well furnished with li- 
brary, nice household goods, and that Mr. Jones was liberal 
in furnishing his house and family. 

ISAAC G. BAKER, 
HARKER S. RANDOL. 
Major F. TYMANY, 
United States Indian Agent, Sac and For Agency. 


Certainly there is no proof there that the house 
was destroyed by white men. Then there isa 
report from a Mr. James: 


Sac ann Fox Acrncy, June 11, 1858. 

The agent here, Major F. Tymany, and Mr. Jones, have 
both requested of mea statement in regard to the burning 
of Mr. John T. Jones’s house, during the late disturbances 
in the Territory, on the 30th August, 1858. J presume the 
fact of his house having been burnt and all he had in it at 
that time is not disputed ; the only difference is as to the 
amount that should be paid for it. 
House and property ..ceserereene 000 
Gold and silver ..... 700 
Dainages.cceceecsenvecve:cereceecres 


Total sessesssssserrrereesrservertseessrer en tne $7,700 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. That ‘‘damage”’ is stricken 
out by the Commissioner. 

Mr. PEARCE. It deducts from the value of 
the certificate that, after stating the worth of the 
house, they give damages without stating what 
for. - 

The above is my estimate of the real value at that time. 
I presume Mr. Jones had sume property destroyed that F 
know nothing of; of course, that he will prove by others. 
I have reference to such property as goes to make upa 
family househotd. i 

Mr. Jones was badly treated. He had a good residence, 
and was doing well. ‘The house and its furnishing having 
been done when articles of every kind were very high, and 
had to be hauled about sixty miles. I was the agent at the 
time this. took place. B. A. JAMES. 

Mason I’. TYMANY, United States Agent Sacs and Foses. 


No proof there of the depredation being com- 
mitted by white men; and the same is the case with 
the others. I have looked over all these papers, 
and there is no proof of that fact, which is essen- 


tial to establish the claim under the act of 1834. | 


That is all I see. I read over all the papers be- 
fore, and I do not sce that fact proved; so that I 
do not think he isentitled tothe money. These 
arties ought to make out their claims strictly. 
t is impossible for the Government of the United 
States to pay for all sorts of depredations. It is 
a very possible thing, for aught the papers show 
in this case, that the man’s house was burned up 
by an accidental conflagration. There is no sort 
of evidence that it was set on fire. It is assumed 
that it was set on fire, and that it was done by 
white men; but it is not proved. Therefore, I 
think, we ought not to allow it. z 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I think there are more 
papers in the case, which probably may be found 
on the files of the committee, and were not sent 
to the Secretary’s desk. I have only to say that 
the Senator may be right as to the contents of the 
papers there, but other papers were before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and I think other 
members of the committee will bear me out in the 
assertion that there was other and more distinct 
proof. I am satisficd we never could have come 
to a conclusion without proof of that kind. I 
know there was an affidavit of Jones himself. 
Mr PEARCE. That is not evidence. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. It is evidence, for ‘there 
are a thousand cases where we must act on the 
statement of the party himself, particularly where 
there are other circumstances to corroborate the 
truth of what he says; and especially so in the 
case of Indians. I wish the Senate to bear in 
mind that this fact was notorious, not only in the 
neighborhood but in the county and in the Ter- 
ritory, as to the men who perpetrated the act. I 
have knowledge of it in detail and particularly 
from the most indubitable sources.. It.is evident 
that the thing was done; and the Senate act on 
evidence which affords a moral conviction to the 
body. It would be very hard in the case of an 
Indian to exact that legal certainty as to the com- 
petence of testimony that would be required from 
other persons. I submit the question, however, 
to the Senate without further remark, and ask for 
a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. POLK. I suggest to the Senator from Ark- 
ansus, that if he thinks there is proof before the 
committee more than has been offered in the Sen- 


| ate, and beyond that which has been referred to 


by the Senator from Maryland, it would be bet- 
ter, perhaps, not to press this claim now. For 
one Í feel disposed to vote for it, rather from what 
I happen to know of the facis of the case from 
intelligent sources, than from the proof that has 
been read. I know this man; I spent a day and 
part of a night once in his immediate neighbor- 
hood, and at his house, and I have seen him 
here. I have no doubt that his house was burnt, 
and burnt by white men. He is not an Ottawa 
Indian himself.. He belonged originally to an- 
other tribe, but lives in that tribe. He is an edu- 
cated Indian. He was educated at the Indian 
school in Kentucky. He isa very intelligent 
man indeed, and a very worthy man, as I believe. 
T have no doubt he has been damnified, and dam- 
nified by an act of lawlessness, and felony, in 
fact. I should like to sce him paid. 1 feel dis- 

osed to vote for it, and believe I shall; but I 
rardly think the proof now presented by the 
chairman is sufficient to command the vote of the 
Senate. 

Mr. RICE. Asa member of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, I ask the chairman if this may not 
lie over for a few days, without jeopardizing the 
claim, to come in on some other bill. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will withdraw the amend- 
ment, and also refrain from offering one of a kin- 
dred nature, which I had intended to present, so 
as to look more particularly into the character of 
the evidence. I think the Senator from Maryland 
is mistaken; but I cannot say positively. As it 


lis, I will avail myself of the suggestion of the 


Senatorfrom Minnesota,and withdraw the amend- 
ment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further 


| amendment be proposed, the bill will be reported 


to the Senate. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I have another amend- 
ment. I offer this as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That for the purpose of defray- 
ing the necessary expenses of holding a treaty with the 
Nez Percés tribe of Indians, of Washington Territory, and 
for the payment in full for that portion of their reservation 
north of the Snake and Clear-Water rivers, the sum of 
$50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the amount thus ap- 
propriated to be disbursed by the Commissioner of [Indian 
Affairs, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to under- 
stand exactly what it is. 

Mr.SEBASTIAN. The proposition is recom- 
mended by the Indian Office and the Secretary of 
the Interior. It involves an appropriation of 
$50,000 for the purchase of about one fourth of 
the territory now occupied by the Nez Percés In- 
dians, part of which lies in Washington Terri- 
tory and part in the State of Oregon, cast of the 
Nascade mountains. The necessity for it arises 
from this state of facts: since the treaty of last 
year, which, it will be remembered by the Senate, 
was almost three years old before it was ratified, 


| a considerable amount of that Territory has been 


discovered to be a gold-bearing region; and the 
consequence is, as might be expected, that the 
whites have gone into it and occupied all that part 
of the country lying north of the Snake river.and 
the Clearwater. Already, I am informed, about 
sixty miners are there; and, from the tone of the 
public journals in Oregon and Washington, 1t is 
very evident that there will be a rash of white 
immigrants and miners next year. The Nez Per- 
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cts occupy, now about six tho asand square miles, | 
with a population of nearly four thousand souls; - 
most of them living southof this gold-bearing 
gion.: This is: intended’t6*be aitimely apBropri- 
ation for the purpose of ‘extinguishing theirt tide 
to about one thousand five hundred:square’mil Š; 
being about one fourth of their present territo: hs 
for the purpose of avoiding collision. between the 
Nez Percés Indians and the whites, and theres 
currence of a watin “Washington and Oregon, » 
our cxperichee of which makes it quite advisable - 
that we should sometimes expend ‘cents. in. ad+ 
vance, rather than dollars afterwards« Ihave no 
doubt, from the information Ihave, and from my 
ability to compass and comprehend the‘condition 
of things in so‘ distant a Territory, that it would 
be wise for the Senate ta make this appropriation, 
although it involves thé acquisition of further fn- 
dian territory, which I know is a proposition dis- 
tasteful.to the Senate. : PR RIA tg 
This is regarded as an exceptional instance; 
and I think the amendment ought tobe adopted. 
I submit it to the Senate without ‘any further ar- 
gument. I present those facts that are furnished 
to me by the Department, and by:the Delegate 
from Washington Territory, who is very con+ 
versant and familiar with these subjects. The 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Lane] hasa general 
information in reference to the necessity of this 
appropriation. I think it will be wise, and we 
may avoid the expenditure of large amounts of 
money hereafter, in suppressing a war, the foun- | 
dation of which, it seems, is being laid «tthis 
time. Ido not press it°further than’ the ‘mere 
statement of the facts upon which’the apipropria+ 
tion is asked. Be è : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope everybody will 
vote against this who does not want to have an- 
other treaty with Indians, and a war on'the top 
of it, and annuities to an amount of God knows 
what; forall that comes directly after one of these 
Indian treaties, and they begin with appropria- 
tions to make them, e have seen the conse- 
quences, until our Indian bill is about the heaviest 
bill we have to bear, We do not avoid: any wars 
or any difficulties by such provisions. : If there 
is any necessity for this thing, Jet us shave it 
brought in in the shape of a bill, with a teport-on 
the facts properly before the Senate, that we can 
see and understand it, and not attempt to put it 
on the tail of an appropriation bill, with an ex- 
planation five minutes in length, upon a subject 
which may involve us inian expense'of millions. 
I hope the Senate will have nothing to‘do with it 
in its present shape. PAE, et BP 
Mr. BAKER. Iam obliged to agree with the 
view of the Senator from Maine, his may be, 
and probably is, a very proper measure at the 
proper time, and in the proper way; but I donot 
feel that, under the circumstances, it is right to 
ask the Senate to put such an amendment on this 
bill, atthis time. I will join with gentlemen in ex- 
amining it carefully, although I have not heard of 
the particular measure before, and in pressing it, 
at the proper time, and in the proper way. č 
Mr. GREEN. 1 hope; if the members from 
Oregon do not desire it, it will be voted down. 
Mr. LANE. Well, Mr. President, I am from 
Oregon also; and I desire to say that, while I shall 
not insist upon the Senate adopting the amend- 
ment, I believe they can do nothing so proper, 
nothing so wise, nothing so calculated to save 
peace, to prevent war, to prevent the shedding of 
blood, and to prevent heavy expenses hereafter. 
One of the first officers of the American Army 
on duty in that country, who has conducted cani- 
paigns against these very Indians, who knows 
them weil, and who has watched theirconduct and 
their course of action for years, advises this Gov- 
ernment that, unless something is done now, to 
prevent an outbreak that threatens to burst upon 
us instantly, an expensive war will spring up in 
that country; and a penny-wise pohey will in- 
volve us in millions of expense, besides the shed- 
ding of any amount of blood, and the Joss of 
many families, and massacres as terrible as that 
of which the Senator from Oregon spoke’ yester- 
day.. I understand this question. I know that 
the proposition is right, Besides the opinion of 
Colonel Wright, we have the opinion of the su- 
perintendent of Indian affairs, who notifies us 
that he can see no way to preserve or maintain 
peace with these Indians, but by treaty with them 
for the extinguishment of their right to that por- 
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tion of the country. that. our people are. now rap- 
idly settling. If the Senate will authorize this 
treaty, and the extinguishment of the title of the 
Nez Percés to that portion of the country, they 
will have done much to advance the settling up 
of that country, and will almost to a certainty 
have prevented a bloody war. - 

I have no persoval interest in this matter; but 
I plead for the welfare of the community, for jus- 
tice to the Indians, and for justice to our settlers, 
and with the view that the country may be settled 
up, and heavy expenses stopped that would oth- 
erwise burst upon us. I hope the Senate will not 
suppose, every time any little measure comes up 
for that portion of the country, that it is an im- 
position about to be practiced upon the Govern- 
ment. It is with a view of preventing things of 
that kind; it is with a view of doing justice to the 
Indians, and to the whites, that this appropriation 
is asked. It is recommended by every officer 
whose duty it is to recommend such measures, by 
those who watch over the peace and welfare of 
the settlers in that portion of the country, and 
want to protect the Indians from the horrors, so 
far as they are concerned, of a war that must ulti- 
mately, if one after another springs up, exterm- 
inate them. If we would preserve them, and I 
want to do that;if we would be just to them, and 
I want to be just, we shall hold this treaty with 
these Indians, appropriate the money necessary, 
and by it you will save millions to the United 
States. 

Mr, BAKER. I desire it to be understood, 
that I express no opinion, or if I did express any, 
it would be rather coinciding: with the Senator 
from Oregon, as to the justice and expediency of 
this measure. What I deemed it proper to say 
was, that I feel very greatly the necessity of this 
bill going through; we are within a week of the 
adjournment, ane I feel bound, in fairness, as I 
think, to enter my dissent to this being the time 
and the place for this proposition, Iam not for- 
getful of the necessity of it, and I will join with 
any gentleman, at the proper moment and in the 
proper mode, to accomplish.the result; but I feel 
that we should not do it, if we tried, in this way. 
First, I know we cannot get it on this bill here 
to-day; and I know if we did, we could not carry 
it through the other House. 

Mr. LANE. I will only say, that every Sena- 
tor knows that treaties cannot be made with the 
Indian tribes now without the consent of the Sen- 
ate. The appropriation wili be necessary; and 
in order that tho Senate may understand this ques- 
tion, I ask for the reading of the reports; for I 
hope it will not be disposed of without under- 
standing this question 

Mr. CLARK. There is no report. 

Mr. LANE. There is a report from the De- 
partment of the Interior. 

Mr. CLARK. While the Secretary is looking 
for the report, I will make a few suggestions which 
I have to make in regard to this measure, As I 
understand it, these Indians, the Nez Pereés, have 
a well-defined, accurate location in the State of 
Oregon, running into the Territory of Washing- 
ton. The northerly portion of that Territory 1s 
found to be an auriferous region, which produces 
gold; and settlers are going into it. Now,} want 
toask the Senator from Oregon if these wars conic 
in Oregon and Washington, whose fault it will 
be. The Indians will not go off their settlements; 
and if you let them alone, there will not be war. 

Mr. LANE. The Indians desire to sell the 
land, that we may have it, and develop the wealth 
that is in the earth there, and send it over to the 
gentleman’s country. 

Mr.CLARK. [understand that the wealth is 
in the earth; but I understand that the Indians do 
not want to sell it; and you want $50,000 to in- 
duce them to part with it. 

Mr. LANE. So far as the gentleman’s charge 
of plunder is concerned 

Mr. CLARK. Not on you personally, of 
course. 

Mr. LANE. I hope it does not apply to any 
of the people whom | represent. 

Mr. CLARK. I hope it does not. : 

Mr. LANE. Nor to any of the people of 
Washington Territory. There are none of that 
kind there. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then there will be no 
war. 


Mr. LANE. Yes, Mr. President, there will 


be a war. Colonel Wright points that out. I will 
say right here, though it interrupts the line of 
argument I was going to make, that wars have 
Broken out in Oregon without any offense on the 
part of the white people. . You cannot guard 
against it in this case; for I will say to the Sen- 
ator that the Nez Percés are a very intelligent 
tribe of Indians; they are numerous and warlike; 
they are wealthy, and well prepared for war. 
They will promise you peace, if you agree with 
them upon a condition of things that they know 
is right and proper, pay for that portion of their 
country that our people go onto. Allow me to 
tell the Senator from New Hampshire that every 
Yankee that gets to that country will go where 
the gold is. You cannot keep hint off; and this 
is not a bit’ more the case with a Yankee, than 
with any other American citizen. You cannot 
shut them out from the gold mines; but you can 
remove the Indians by paying them that which 
will satisfy them. It will not require much to 
open the country to the use of his constituents 
and mine, and the constituents of other Senators, 
who will go there for the sake of the gold. I 
think wecan do nothing so wise, nothing so proper, 
nothing so humane as to adopt this amendment, 
and provide for maintaining peace. 

1 was going to remark to the Senate that these 
Indians are not only warlike and always prepared 
for war, but I know some of them who to-day 
hold a thousand head of horses apiece, and have 
a great deal of other property;and itis no trouble 
for them to make war in a body. They like 
war; they are semi-civilized; they understand our 
habits; they understand our language, many of 
them; and they want to imitate us, to make their 
living as we do, to cultivate thesoil; but while they 
own the country, being a proud and gallant peo- 
ple, they will not allow white men to go on to it; 

ut white men will go, and difficulty will spring 
up, unless that portion of the country where the 
white people will go shall be purchased from them. 
If you purchase it, the white man will go there, 
bring out the gold, and the country will have the 
benefit of it. While it is in the hands of the In- 
dians, they have not the benefit of it. 

Mr. RICE. Will the Senator from Oregon 
yicld to me for a moment? 

Mr. LANE. With very much pleasure. 

Mr. RICE. I should like to know when this 
report of Colonel Wright was made? 

Mr. LANE. I will say tothe Senator that the 
report of Colonel Wright reached the Interior 
Department within the last few weeks; and also 
a report of the superintendent of Indian affairs, 
calling the attention of the Government to the 
danger of a serious war with these people. 

Mr. RICE. That is satisfactory so far. I 
should like then to ask him why that matter has 
not been referred to the Committce on Indian Af- 
fairs? 

Mr. LANE. It has been. 

Mr. RICE. If it has been, the committee has 
never acted upon it. 

Mr. LANE. The chairman is here to answer 
for himself. 

Mr. RICE. Ihave attended every meeting of 
the committee, and this matter has never been 
brought up. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. What is the question? 

Mr. RICE. I say this claim was never brought 
before the Committce on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. That is true. 

Mr. RICE. I want to know why it was not 
referred tc the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 
as a member of that committee, I have a right to 
ask the question. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Certainly. I informed | 
the Senator from Minnesota before he spoke—~ 

Mr. RICE. Buta moment ago. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. That it had never been 
submitted to the committee; nor did I say to the 
Senate that it ever had been. Jam authorized, 
as an individual Senator, to submit an amendment 
in accordance with the. estimates of the Depart- 
ment. Thereis nothing wrong aboutit. It came 
too late for the last meeting of the committee. | 
Then, the Senator remembers, or if he does not, | 
other Senators do, 1 informed the committee they | 
would not be called in consultation any more; but 
if anything came in, it would either be shown 
around, and their private assent asked, or I should 
offer it on my own responsibility. There is noth- 


ing under the rules which requires mé to consult 


the committee on it. Theabsence of their assent 
may detract from its authority before the body, 
however. : 

Mr. RICE. No, it may not; but I only want 
io clear myself from any responsibility for it as 
a member of the committee. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Iam perfectly willing that 
every member of the committee shall make a pro- 
test that he is entirely clear of all responsibility 
for it. Itis not offered by the committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to inquire, 
then, by what authority it is offered? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. By my own authority; 
not as chairman of the committee. I did not so 
state; and yet it seems to be inferred that J offered 
it as chairman. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know how the 
Senator could offer it under the rules. I undér- 
stood it to be offered from the.committee. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It seems to be inferred 
here that I offered it as chairman of the commit- 
tee, because it happened to succeed an amend- 
ment that was offered by the committee. 

Mr. FESSEN DEN. Isupposed so, or I should 
have o!yjected at the time. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I did not think of advis- 
ing the Senate of the precise line dividing the 
committee’s amendments from those offered by 
myself. 

Mr.FESSENDEN. Then I raise the question 
of order on it now. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It is based on an esti- 
mate of the Department; and any Senator is com- 
petent, under the rule, to offer an amendment of 
that kind without the recommendation of a com- 


mittee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What officer of the De- 
partment? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN The Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear the 
estimate, so as to sce what his recommendation is. 
à Mr: LANE. The paper is at the Secretary ’s 

esk. : 

Mr. LATHAM. Read it. 

The Secretary proceeded to read: 


“Department of the Interior, Office of Indian Affairs, 
February 14, 1861.” 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Who is it signed by? 

The Secrerary. “A. B. Greenwood, Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs.’? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is not from the In- 
terior Department, but from the Commissioner of 


| Indian Affairs. : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Maine raise a question of order with 
respect to the amendment ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir; that itdoes not 
come as an estimate from the head of a Depart- 
ment, or on the recommendation of any commit- 


| tee, and therefore it is not in order. 


Mr. LANE. I should be very glad to have the 
letter read. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I object to its being read 


| while the question of order is pending. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless this ap- 
propriation is recommended by a Department, or 
comes from a committee, in the opinion of the 
Chair the amendment cannot be received. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has an amendment intended to cover the 
general principle which I had proposed in my 
amendment that the Senate rejected; and I hope 
he will propose that now. 

Mr, CLARK. I offer this as a distinct section 
to the bill, at the request of the Senator from Mis- 
souri: 


And be it further enacted, That the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs be directed to examine the accounts of Brigham 
Young, Jate Governor of the Utah Territory and ex officio 
superintendent of Indian affairs, for disbursements alleged 


i tohave been made by him on account of the Indian ser- 


vice in sid Territory, and report a statement thercof to 
Congress. 

Mr. CLARK. It only provides for a statement 
of the accounts. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. If there are no more amend- 
ments from committees, I will offer an amend- 
ment which I suggested yesterday, to strike out 
in the 4th and Sth pages, lines eighty-two, eighty- 
three, eighty-four, and eighty-five. 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator will allow me, 


| I have an amendment, which I shall press; but I 
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would suggest the propriety of an adjournment. 
‘We cannot get through to-night. 

Mr, FESSEN DEN. 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri is likely 
to take much time, it would be quite as well to 
offer it in the Senate. I should like to get the bill 
out of committee. 

Mr. GREEN. Ihave no objection; but I un- 
derstood the chairman of the Finance Committee 
to say he had an individual proposition to offer. 

Mr. PEARCE. Certainly. If it be desired to 
pass the bill out of committee, I am willing that 
it should be done now, and I will offer the only 
two amendments I have to offer, in the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They are to strike out, 
rather than_insert, I believe. 

Mr, PEARCE. Onc is to strike out, and the 
other is to insert. 

Mr FESSENDEN 
fere, 

Mr. PEARCE. I doubt whether there is a 
quorum present; and ifthe Senate wish to adjourn, 
I am willing to yield for that purpose. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As the Senate is so very 
thin, and the amendment to be offered by the 
Senator from Missowi is so important, as is als 
that of the Senator from Maryland, if I under- 
stand it aright, I suggest that they withhold their 
amendments for the present, and let us take the 
bill out of committee; and they can move their 
amendments in the Senate, and have them decided 
there. I think that will save time. I should like 
to finish the bill to-night, but suppose that is im- 

ossible. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 am willing to waive my 
amendment until the bill comes into the Senate. 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate now 
adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let us take the bill out 
of committee. 

Mr. WILKINSON. 
offer : 

And be it further enacted, That the judge of the district 
court for the district of Minnesota is hereby required to 
hold a tenn of the said court in cach year at Mankato, to 
commence on the first Monday of June, instead of Preston, 
as now required by Jaw; and so much of the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1859, requiring the said judge to 
hold aterm tor the said court at Preston, is hereby repealed. 

All there is about it is merely changing the 
place of holding the court in that State, 

Mr. GREEN. I inquire of the Senator if his 
colleague agrees to it? 

Mr. WILKINSON. Thisamendment applies 
only to my portion of the State; and my colleague 
docs not wish to interfere with it. 

Mr. GREEN. Then have no objection. 

Mr. POLK. Will it add to the expense, in any 
way, by changing the locality of the clerk ’s office, 
or anything of the kind? 

Mr. WILKINSON. Notacent, It is merely 

_ changing the place. [“ All right.’’} 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims to report an amendment for the 

urpose of carrying outa treaty. 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POWELL. Lam perfectly willing to with- 
draw the motion, if Senators will take the bill out 
of committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I want to take it out of 
committee as soon as | can. 

Mr. POWELL. I insist on the motion to 
adjourn. ` 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 6, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Bigler, Douglas, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Nicholson, Pearce, and Powell—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, alc, Harlan, King, Lane, Latham, Morrill, Rice, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—25. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quorum voting. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It does not require a 
quorum to refuse to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not; 
but business cannot go on without a quorum 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But there may be a quo- 
rum in when the next vote is taken. 


I do not wish to inter- 


I havean amendmentto 


Lask for the yeas and 


There is no 


$ 


T suggest that, if the | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Some Senators 
are present who did not vote. 

Mr. LATHAM. 1 hope the Presiding Officer 
will see whether a quorum of the Senate Is pres- 
ent. i l 


Mr. GREEN. I paired off with the Senator 


from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,;}] with the spe- 


cial privilege of being allowed to vote, if neces- 
sary to make a quorum, not otherwise; and if my 
vote will make a quorum, I will vote. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I barely wish to say that 
it does not take a majority to refuse to adjourn; 
and when the next question is put, there may be 
no call for a division, or Senators may come in. 
Unless Senators choose to cail for a division on 
every question that is raised hereafter, we can go 
on and do business. ` i 

Mr. POWELL. I move again to adjourn. I 
see no necessity for sitting hercat this time in the 
evening. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POWELL. I withdraw the motion. I 
will state to the Senator from Maine again, that 
I am perfectly willing to have this bill-taken out 
of committee. I withdraw the motion for that 


| purpose, as I understand the Senator from Rhode 


[sland will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well; I will withdraw 
my amendment, and offer it in the Senate for the 

yurpose of facilitating business. 

The PRESIDING OFTICER. The motion to 
adjourn can be withdrawn only by unanimous 
consent, the yeas and nays having been ordered. 
The Chair hears no objection. i 

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
the amendments. 

Mr. POWELL. I do not think that would be 
right. There area great many Senators absent 
who may want to vote on them, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Of course, if any one 
wishes to reserve an amendment, it can be done. 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire to reserve all those in 
relation to post offices. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
motion is that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not understand that 
such motion has been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 

from Kentucky made the motion very distinctly. 

Mr. POWELL. Yes, sir. I understood the 
Senator to wish the bill to be taken out of com- 
mittee. It has been taken out. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We may act on those 
amendments that are not objected to. It will take 
a very few minutes. 

Mr. POWELL. 
tion any more. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
nays. 

The ycas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulicd—yeas 5, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, Nich- 
olson, Pearee, and Powell—s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Dixon, Dootittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harjan, King, Lane, Latham, Morrill, 
Rice, Sebastian, Simmons, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—27. 


I should like to act on 


an 


I will not withdraw the mo- 


łask for the yeas and 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no! 


quorum voting. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I suspect there may be a 


quorum here. I hope there will ne objection now 


to acting on the amendments, reserving those to 


which there are objections. 

Mr.GREEN. You meantoactonthose formal 
ones as to which there is no controversy? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sit. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wanta separate vote 
the appropriations for new buildings. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Read them over. 

Mr. PEARCE. It is hardly worth while to 
read them all. Let gentlemen state the amend- 
ments which they want excepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questfon 
is, ‘* Will the Senate concur in the amendments 
made ss in Committee of the Whole?” ‘The 
question will be taken on the amendments collect- 


on 


ively ; unless Seriators indicate those which they 
wish to except, ee eee ee 

Mr. KING. There are not so many- that the 
Secretary cannot*soon read’théem... I think. that 
had better be done. = + whiten usd EST Sh 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | 1 suppose, as suggested. 
by the chairman, thatevery gentleman knows. what 
he wants to except... : pappia Bo 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wantto exceptthose amend- 
ments which: provide for Indian matters. -Ldo not 

know exactly How many of them. were passed... 
| Mr: KING. I ask that. the:amendments -be 
read. $ ii à 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The reading of 
the amendments is asked for. They. will be read 
in course. a : " 

The Secretary read the first amendment, which 
wis to increase the appropriation for the Coast 

urvey. ` : 

Mr GRIMES. I except all amendments in 
relation to the Coast Survey. š picea ` 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will be taken on each amendment; and every Sen- 
ator can be heard on each amendment singly;-the 
reading of each having been asked for: $s 
Mr. HALE. Ido not want to make: any op- 
position; but I desire to know how our Journal 
will read if it records that we took a vote and 
found no quorum, and yet went on doing busi- 

ness, in the face of an express rule. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It will not appear, I take 
it, that no quorum is acting, unless a division is 
| called to ascertain the fact. ~ eA es 

‘Mr. HALE. A division has beer called; and 
it shows the fact. ren SS aug 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is ona question of 
adjournment. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the reading of the rule. 
There is a rule that we can do nothing but adjourn 
under such circumstances. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | If there is such’ a rule, 
let it be read. Iwas not aware of anything of 
that sort 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In substance, 
the rule is that business cannot proceed unless.a 
quorum be present. That may be ascertained in 
various ways; either by bringing Senators in, or 
by acount. The Chair apprehends there will be 
no difficulty about the Journal. ; 

Mr: DOUGLAS. I suppose the Presiding Ofi- 
cer must know that there 1s a quorum, if the rec- 
ord shows there is not one; and he must know 
that fact by a count, or some other mode. - 

Mr. HALE. Let thé rule be read. aoe 

The Secretary read the 8th rule, as follows: ` 

«8, No member shail absent himself from the service of 
the Senate without leave of the Senate first obtained. And 
in case a less number than a quorum of the Senate. shall 
convene, they are hereby authorized to send the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, Or any Other person or persons by them author- 
ized, for any or all absent members, as the majority of such 
members present shall agree, at the expense of such absent 
members, respectively, unless such excuse for non-attend- 
ance shail be made as the Senate, when a quorum is con- 
vened, shall judge sufficient, and in that case the expense 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund. And this rule shall 
apply as well to the first convention of the Senate, at the 
legal time of meeting, as to each day of the session, after 
the hour has arrived to which the Senate stood adjourned.” 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘There is still another rule. 

Mr. PEARCE. It is manifest that there is not 
a quorum in the Senate; and at this late hour of 
the day, after a hard week’s work, itis not worth 
while here to detain us longer by reading rules 
and sending for members. I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. d 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 23, 1860. 
The House met at twelve o’cloék, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
The Journal of Thursday was read andapproved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. : 
A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House thatthe Senate had passed, withoutamend- 
ment, bills of the following titles: 
An act (H. R. No. 400) for the reliefof James 
Floyd; on 
An act (H: R. No. 514) for the relief of Sam- 
uel G. Green; 5 
An act (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of Cap- 
tain Alexander V. Fraser; 
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An act (H. R. No. 678) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Perry; and i 
` Anact (H. R. No. 996) for the relief of Azel 
Spalding. 

Also, that the Senate had passed resolutions 
and bills of the following titles; in which he was 

` instructed to-ask the concurrence of the House: 

A resolution (No. 45) authorizing the issue of 
the same quota of arms to the State of Califor- 
nia for the years 1850 and 1851 as was issued to 
that State for the year 1852. ee. > 

A resolution (No. 64) for the appointment of 
regents of the Smithsonian Institution; and 
> An act (No. 502) for the relief of Taylor Dud- 
ley, of Minnesota. 

Also, that the President of the United States 
has notified the Serate that he did, on the 18th 
instant, approve and sign bills of the following 
titles: 

An act (S. No. 125) for the relief of John 
Peebles; 
> An act (S. No. 274) for the relief of Townsend 
Harris; and 

An act (S. No. 154) for the relief of Randall 


Pegg. WILLIAM HAYNIE. 

Mr. STOKES. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from the further consideration of House 
bill No. 177, for the relief of William Haynie. It 
is a bill for the benefit of one of my constituents, 
and itis the last favor L have toask of the House. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to pay to William Haynie, admin- 
istrator of Ann Haynie, deceased, the difference 
between $380, to which she was entitled, and 
$159, which she received. 

Lt appears from the report that William Haynie 
served three years in the Revolution, certainly, 
and probably five. Ele served one year as adju- 
tant, and two years as private, ensign, and licu- 
tenant. His widow was married to him prior to 
the commencement of the revolutionary war. He 
died 25th of August, 1825, and his widow died 
20th of November, 1843. The Pension Office al- 
lowed her $159 per annum from 4th of March, 
1831, to her decease; but she was entitled to $380 
per annum, 

Mr, CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I would 
inquire of the gentleman the number of years 
over which this difference of pay extends? 

Mr. STOKES. Only twelve years. 

No objection being made, the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration, was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. STOKES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPROMISE RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. TRAIN presented to the House the peti- 
tion of some four hundred citizens of Lowell, 


Massachasetis, praying for an adjustment of our | 
national difficulties upon the basis of the Critten- | 


den compromise; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. ELIOT. lask the unanimous consent of 
the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from House bill No. 501. 

OREGON WAR DEBT, ETC, 

Mr. THOMAS, I call for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the bill for the paymentof the Oregon and 
Washington war debt. 

Mr. ELIOT. I ask to have my motion en- 
tered, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot receive 
that motion at present—not until the regular or- 
der of business is disposed of. Then the gentle- 
man will be entitled to the floor, 


The bill for the payment of the Oregon and | 
Washington war debt was then taken up; and the | 


first question was upon the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Military A fairs, as amended, 
to the bill of the Senate. 
Mr. HASKIN calied for the yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the amendment. i 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr, STOUT demanded the previous 


Ol 2 question 
upon the third reading of the bill. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. IA 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. STANTON called the previous question 
upon the passage of the bil. =~ 

The previous quescen was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. STOUT called for the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas. and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURNETT. If {understand it, the bill, 
as it now stands, is the bill reported by the Mili- 
tary Committee. À ` 

The SPEAKER. The bill reported by the 
Military Committee as amended, upon the mo- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the gentleman. will 
allow us to have a direct vote upon the passage 
of the bill. That will save time. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I have no 
objection to that; and I withdraw my motion. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the atlirmative—yeas 90, nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Ashley, 
Blake, Boteler, Bouligny, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buffin- 
ton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Campbell, Case, John B. 
Clark, Clari B. Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Cur- 
tis, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Eliot, Fenton, Florence, Fouke, French, 
Gooch, Grow, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Helmick, 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Hutchins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Lar- 
rabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, 
McClernand, MeKenty, McKnight, Millward, Laban 'T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Noell, Pettit, 
Peyton, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Scott, Scranton, 
Stanton, Stevenson, William Stewart, Stout, Stratton, Tap- 
pan, Thayer, Train, Vallandigham, Vance, Verree, Wade, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Bhihu B. Wasb- 
burne, Webster, Whiteley, Wiudom, Wood, and Wood- 
son—90. 

NAYS — Messrs. William ©., Anderson, Avery, Barr, 
Blair, Brabson, Brown, Burnham, Butterficld, Carey, Car- 
ter, Conkling, Jolm G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, 
Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Gilmer, Graham, Gurley, Haskin, 
Hatton, Hiekman, Hoard, Jenkins, Killinger, Kunkel, 
James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Loomis, Lovejoy, Elbert 
S. Martin, McKean, McPherson, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Phelps, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Edwin R. 
Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, James ©. Robinson, Royee, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sedewick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, 


i] Stevens, Stokes, Thomas, Tompkins, Walton, Wells, Wil- 


son, Woodrull, and Wright—63. 
So the bill was passed. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. CASE stated that Mr. Bineuam was con- 
fined to his room by indisposition. 

Mr. TRAIN stated that Mr. Cox was detained 
from the House by sickness, and bad paired off 
with Mr. Rice, who is also confined to his house 
by sickness. 


Mr. HALE stated that he had paired off with 


Mr. Maynarn; otherwise, he should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, stated that he was 
paired off with Mr. Awperson, of Missouri, upon 
this vote; otherwise, he would vote in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, stated that his col- 
league, Mr. Arex, had been called home to Ohio, 
by reason of sickness in his family. i 

Mr. PRAN K'stated that he had paired off upon 
this vote with Mr. Nisiacx. 

Mr. STANTON stated that Mr. Trawaie was 
confined to his room by severe indisposition. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM said: My colleague, 
Mr. PexpLeroy, is still detained at home by the 
sickness of his father. My purpose originally 
was to vote against this bill; buf Iam satisfied, 
upon reflection, that it is wiser, juster, and more 
economical that claims of this character should 
be paid early and promptly. I therefore vote 
se ay. 

Mr. PERRY stated that his colleagues, Mr. 
Foster and Mr. Copern, were absent by reason 
of their attendance upon the peace conference. 

Mr. POTTLE stated that Mr. Vax Wyer was 
detained from the House by indisposition. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STOUT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

«The tatter motion was agreed to. 


PRESERVATION OF THE PEACE. 


Mr. MeCLERNAND called for the-regular 
order of busines. 


The SPEAKER stated that the regular order 
of business was a motion to suspend the rules to 
introduce-a resolution authorizing the purchase 
of the debates of Congress for members of the 
House and Senate. ; 

Mr. WOODSON. I ask the gentleman from 
Illinois to allow me a moment to introduce a bill, 

Mr. CURTIS. I object. 

Mr. WOODSON. hope the gentleman from 
Towa will do me the courtesy to allow me to in- 
troduce a bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. Is it merely for reference? 

Mr. WOODSON. Only that it may be laid on 
the table and printed. 

Mr. CURTIS. And not to put it upon its pas- 
sage? 

Mr. WOODSON. No, sir. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then | withdraw my objection. 

The bill was then introduced; which was read 
by its tide, as follows: A bill to preserve the 
public peace. 

Mr. WOODSON. Iask that the bill be read 
for information; and then I will move that it be 
laid on the table, and printed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the regular order 
®f business. 

Mr. WOODSON I have the floor. IT an- 
nounced the fact that, after the bill was read, I 
would move that it be laid onthe table, and printed. 
I now ask for the reading of the bill. 
|| Mr. CURTIS. I object. 
i> Mr. WOODSON. Itis very brief. It is abill, 
the title of which, it seems to me, should com- 
mend it to every man in this House, 
| Mr.CURTIS. Let the title be read; and then 
j let the bill be referred, and printed. The gentle- 
man did not ask for anything more. 

Mr. WOODSON. If gentlemen are unwilling 
to hear a bill which is intended to preserve the 
| public peace, let them say so. 
|! Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman knows I am 
i for peace; but the gentleman said he only wanted 
| to introduce the bill, that it might be referred and 
|| printed, 

i Mr. WOODSON. Itwill not take five minutes 
to read it. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. Let us hear it. 

1 The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
| reading of the bill? 

Several Mempens objected. 

Mr. WOODSON moved that the bill be laid 
| upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


| DEBATES OF CONGRESS, 
Mr. McCLERNAND, I now call for the reg- 


ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the motion to suspend the rules for the intro- 
duction of a resolution—a joint resolution author- 
izing the purchase of the debates of Congress, to 
furnish to members who have not heretofore re- 
ecived them. 

Mr. PETTIT. How does that resolution get 
before us? 

The SPEAKER. It was submitted some time 
ago; and the question now is on the suspension of 
the rules in order tointroduceit. Itis now taken 
| up in its regular order. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Is it a joint resolution? 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I demand 
the yeas and nays on the suspension of the rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This resolution involves a 
large amount of money, and I hope that the yeas 
and nays will be ordered. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. It only provides for the disbursement of 
: money which has been already appropriated. 

i Mr. CAREY. Are these books printed ? 

Mr.McCLERNAND, Theyare. Themoney 
for these books, I will state further, was appropri- 
ated years ago; and it is now in the hands of the 
Clerk. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. The act 
giving increased compensation to members of 
Congress, provided, as I understand it, that this 
voting of books to members should cease. I know 
that it was the understanding at the time thar there 
should be no appropriations of this sort. The 
record will bear me out. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I differ with the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina on that point. It 
was never intended to cut off the printing of the 
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Globe, which contains the official record of our 
debates.” i . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want simply to inform the 
House that, under the operation of the members’ 
compensation act, if this resolution be passed, 
these books will be charged to the members. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Notat all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Although this money was 
appropriated a long time ago, gentlemen ought to 
know that it has gone back into the general fund. 
Let me ask the gentleman how much his resolu- 
tion will cost the Government? : 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The statements of the 
gentleman are erroneous. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much will it cost? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Thirty or forty thou- 
sand dollars. Thirty thousand is in the hands of 
the Clerk, and has not lapsed into the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis not in the hands of the 
Clerk, but in the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. It has been appropri- 
ated for the payment of these books. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 44, nays 111; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Ashley, Avery, 
Burret, Boteler, Bristow, Burch, Jobn B. Clark, John Coch- 
rane, Conkling, Curtis, Duell, English, Florence, Fouke, 
Hindman, William Howard, Francis W. Kellogg, William 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, Logan, Maclay, El- 
bert S. Martin, McClernand, McKean, Montgomery, Morse, 
Nelson, Niblack, Olin, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Rey- 
nolds, Royce, William Stewart, Stout, Waldron, Walton, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodson—44. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, William C. Ander- 
son, Babpitt, Barr, Beale, Blair, Blake, Bocock, Brabson, 
Branch, Brayton, Brown, Bufiiuton, Burnham, Campbell, 
Carey, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Conway, Co- 
burn, Covode, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, Dawes, De 
Jarnette, Delano, Edgerton, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, 
Fenton, Ferry, Frank, Garnett, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Gurley, J. Morrison Harris, John "I. Harris, Haskin, 
Hatton, Helmick, Hickman, Humphrey, [utehins, Irvine, 
Jenkins, Junkin, Killinger, Kunkel, DeWitt C. Leach, 
James M. Leach, Lovejoy, Mallory, Marston, Charles D. 
Martin, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Laban 
T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Nixon, 


Noell, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Potter, Potue, | 
Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Rust, Scran- | 
ton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. į 


Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Thomas, Tompkins, 
Train, Vallandigham, Vanee, Verree, Wade, Cadwalader 


°C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washbume, Wells, Whiteley, | 


Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, and Wright—1ll. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules for 
the introduction of the resolution. 

During the vote, i 

Mr, QUARLES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Mayyanp, was paired with Mr. Hare, of Penn- 
sylvania. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the reading of 
the list was dispensed with. 

The vote was announced, as above recorded. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr, THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 


rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and j 
found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; | 


when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H.R. No. 514) for the relief of Samuel 
S. Green; 

An act (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of Cap- 
tain Alexander V. Fraser; 

Anact (H. R. No. 400) for the relief of James 
Floyd; 

An act (H. R. No. 678) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Perry; and 

An act (H. R. No. 996) for the relicf of Azel 
Spalding. * 

TARIFF. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask leave to introduce 


the following resolution: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 338, with Senate amend- 
ments, be taken from the Speaker’s table, and that it be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, to be considered as a special order ; that gen- 
eral debate on it terminate within ten minutes after it is 
considered, and that the House now resolve itself into 
committee on the same bill. 


ee COCHRANE. That bill is not 

rinted. 

p Mr. SICKLES. Let the bill be 
rinted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate amendments 
will be printed and distributed before wecan make 
much progress with them in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. The amend- 
ments are all very simple, and can easily be under- 
stood when read from the Clerk’s desk If gen- 


I object. 


tlemen are willing to give the means of raising 
revenue this is the time to do it, 

Mr. SICKLES. I protest against it. I hope 
the vote taking up this bill will be deemed a test 
vote. * 

Mr. GARNETT. Is it in order to demand the 
reading of the bill? : : 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the 
House. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. How many amend- 
ments are there? i 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and fifty-six. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis House bill No. 338, to 
provide for the payment of outstanding Treasury 
notes, to authorize a loan, and to regulate and ix 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SICKLES. I call for the reading of the 
bill before any vote is taken on it. Ihave the 
right to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. 
House. 

Mr.SICKLES. Task for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no right 
to demand the reading of the billuntil it is before 
the House. ` 

Mr. SICKLES. With the utmost respect, I 
appeal from that decision. We cannot vote until 
we know what it is we are voting on. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I move that the ap- 
peal be laid upon the table. 

Mr. STEVENSON. How can any member 
upon this floor vote, understandingly, whether he 
will sustain the mation of the gentleman from 
Ohio or not, unless he is entitled to have the bill 
read? I inquire of the Chair, whether Iam to be 
compelled, as a member of this House, to vote 
blindly upon this motion? Must | vote ona bill 
without knowing what it contains? 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. The motion thatthe appeal be laid 
upon the table is not debatable. 

Mr. SICKLES. Lask that a paragraph of the 
Manual be read. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make a suggestion 
to the House. Iam willing to consider the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the tariff bill; but we can- 
not consider them understandingly until they are 
printed. Let us discuss the general principles 
until the amendments are printed. {have no de- 
sire to throw obstacles in the way. If gentlemen 
on the other side want to pass this bill, with them 
is the responsibility. I wanta recorded vote on it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Gentlemen can havea vote 
on every amendment, by yeas and nays, if they 
choose. I only want the bill put in a position 
where it may be considered. The bill is not be- 
fore us, but the Senate amendments are, and I 
want them disposed of. 

Mr. SICKLES. [ ask the Clerk to read a par- 
agraph of Barclay’s Digest of the Rules which I 
have marked. 

The Clerk read, as folldws: 

‘© Where papers are Jaid before the House or referred to 
a committee, every member has a right to have them once 
read at the table betore he can be compelled to vote on 


them; and thisapplies to the reading of papers on a motion 
to refer them.”? 


The bill is not before the 


Mr. SICKLES. Now, sir, under that author- | 


ity, I demand the reading of the proposition on 
which J am to vote. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The bill and 


amendments are not before the House. 


The SPEAKER, We are not now consider- | 


ing the bih at all. When the bill comes up, the 
rule to which the gentleman refers will apply. 
We are now acting on a motion to suspend the 
rules to take up a resolution. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
motion to refer the bill; and under the authority 
which I have bad read, before the vote is taken 
on the motion to suspend the rules, the bill which 
the resolution proposes to take up must be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
the rules, to introduce the resolution which I 
offered. 

Mr. Srensmay’s resolution was again read. 

Mr. SICKLES. Now, sir, that resolution in- 
volves the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman has no right to call for the reading of 
the bill. 


Mr. SHERMAN. After the rules shall have 


been suspended, the gentleman will havea right | 


to call for the reading of the amendments. ` 


The resolution is in effect a | 


The motion is to suspend | 


in the motion to suspend the fules ai © 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, ‘“F-wish to be pers’ 
mitted to suggest, for the consideration of the 
gentleman from Ohio and of the’Eiouse, that’this ` 
bill has just come to us fiom the Senaté; and that. 
the amendments have not been’ printed.’ They 
are not only unknown to us, but they are’ un- 
known to our constituencies. pan porak Mideast? 

Mr. SHERMAN, The bill itself was printed 
long ago, and the bill as it now stands, with the 
Senate amendments, will be printed before the 
general debate closes. > By died 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, ‘If the gentleman 
from Ohio will consent to make this bil} the spé- 
cial order for Monday, he will expedite the: mat- 
ter instead of protracting it, ë jitia 

Mr. GROW. There is a special order for 
Tuesday.* i at 

Mr. FLORENCE. | I object to further debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The 
question is on the motion to suspend the rules. ` 

Mr. SICKLES, [demand the yeas and nays 
on that motion, Ai 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ` coe 

The question was'taken; and there were—-yeas 
122, nays 49; as follows: aan 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams; Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bouligny, Brayton, 
Bristow, Bufiinton, Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carey, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Conway, Cor- 
win, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, "Duell, 
Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Penton, Ferry, Flor- 
ence, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 
Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick 
Hickman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Hutchins, irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William ‘Kellogg, kenyon, 
Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, Marston, MeKean, McKenty, 
McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nel- 
son, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pot- 
tle, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Riggs, Christo-., 
pher Robinson, Royce, Seranton, Sedgwick, Shennan, 
Spaulding, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, 
‘Train, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader O. 
Washburn, Ellihu B.Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, 
Windom, Wood, aud Woodruft—122. : 

NAYS—Messyrs. Barr, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Brabson, 
Branch, Briggs, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, John 
Coabrane, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, De Janette, Ed- 
mundson, English, Fouke, Garnett, Jobn T, Harris, Wil- 
liam Howard, Jenkins, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M.Lenach,: 
Logan, Maclay, Charles D. Mdtin, Elbert S. Martin, Me- 
Clernand, Millson, Niblack, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, James 
C. Robinson, Ruflin, Rust; Scott, Sickles, Simms, William 
N: H. Smith, Spinner, Stevenson, Thomas, Vailandigham,. 
Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—-49, , 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof),the rules. 
were suspended, 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. CURTIS stated that Mr. Vanpever was 
absent from the House in attendance upon the 
peace conference. 

Mr. BURNETT stated that, if he had been 
within the bar when his name was called, he should 
have voted “no.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.. 


A message was received from the President, by 
A.J. Grossprenner, his Private Secretary, in- 
forming the House that he had approved and 
signed a joint resolution giving the assent of Con- 
gress to certain acts passed, or to be passed, by 
the Legislatures of the States of Arkansas, Louis- 
iana, and Texas, or any two of them, in relation 
to the raft of Red river, and for other purposes; 
and an act making appropriations for the navat 
service for the year ending 30th June, 1862. Alsó, 


Mr. SICKLES. No, sir; the bill is involved 


| communicating to the House a message in writirig. 


THE TARIFF—~AGAIN. p 


Mr. SHERMAN. Inow move the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution. | 

Mr. SICKLES, 1I hope the gentleman will not 
insist upon going into committee on this bill when 
there are one hundred and fifty-six Senate amend- 
ments, which have never ‘been printed. I move 


| that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. SHERMAN, ‘The best way to filibuster 
would be to have the bill read. i 

Mr. SICKLES. You will not allow the bill to 
be read; the amendments have not been printed; 
and we must defend ourselves the best way we 
can. Jask the yeas and nays on-the motion to 
adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The House refused to adjourn. 3 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I wish to saya 
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word to gentlemen. upon the opposite side of the 
‘House. If we can but have a fair hearing anda 
fair trial upon this bill, there is no disposition. at 
all upon this side of the House, as far as I under- 
stand, to interpose factious opposition. If we can 
but have the pronunciation of our constituencies 
upon the merits of some of these amendments, we 
will present our views.to the country, and allow 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House to 
have a fair vote at the earliest practicable moment. 
I now ask gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House, in all frankness and candor, that they will 
allow usan opportunity of looking at these amend- 
ments, and we will present no obstacles to a fair 
disposition of all of them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam very glad to hear the 
gentleman from New York say he does not wish 
to make any factious opposition. I, for one, am 
perfectly willing that every gentleman should have 
an opportunity of being heard upon every amend- 
ment; but everybody knows that at this stage of 
the session a general debate on the tariff bill is 
utterly outof the question, if we intend to act upon 
it at all. There are special orders for Monday 
and Tuesday, and then we shall have the pro- 
ceedings of the peace conference before us, and I 
hope they will receive at least respectful attention. 
Unless, therefore, we consider and act upon the 
bill to-day, I do not see that there will be any 
opportunity of passing it. The gentleman will 
have aright to offer amendments and discuss them 
under the five minutes’ rule, and he can have the 
yeas and nays in the House on every amendment. 

Mr. SICKLES. I ask for the reading of the 
bill and amendments. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. One word in re- 
spect to what has fallen from the gentleman from 
Ohio. I appreciate his motives, as we all do un- 
doubtedly on this side of the House; but if he 
intends to press the passage of this bill and the 
amendments to-day, how ts it possible that we 
can understand the bearing and force of these 
amendments, without having consulted any au- 
thorities, without having regard to the informa- 
tion which we must derive from our constituents? 
My proposition is a fair one, and is made with 

- no disposition to interpose factious obstacles to 
the course of the other side of the Fouse. Ve 
are willing to make every reasonable legislative 
effort to raise proper revenue to conduct the in- 
coming Administration, We will pledge our- 
selves here that if we have but an opportunity of 
consulting and procuring for ourselves knowl- 
edge upon which to act on the amendments pro- 
posed, we will interpose no factious obstacles to 
their legislative course hereafter. F but ask that 
we have this day and the intervening day till Mon- 


day to look over these amendments. We have 
yet had no opportunity of doing so. We will 


then proceed to the legislative discussion and de- 
cision of them. 

Mr. SICKLES,. I now ask for the reading of 
the bill and amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled 
to have the amendments read, but not the bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. Have I not aright to know 
the sense in which the amendments are applied? 
How can we understand the amendments without 
having the text read? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. The reading of the 
bill cannot be called for now. 

Mr. SICKLES. I insist that I have a right to 
have the bill and amendments read; for without 
the context the amendments cannot be under- 
stood. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decides that the 
gentleman is only entitled to the reading of the 
amendments, 

The Clerk procecded to read the amendments, 

During the reading, 

Mr. COLFAX said: While the Clerk is rest- 
ing, I would like to present joint resolutions from 
the Legislature of Indiana in-regard to the old 
soldiers’ bill. Lask to have them laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ltrust my friend from New 
York has heard cnough of this bill for the pres- 
ent, and will consent to have the further reading 
of these amendments dispensed with. I make that 
motion. I see the gentleman is not paying much 
attention to the reading. 

Mr. SICKLES. Tobject. Iam 


formed, and, as to those portions of which I had 
been informed, I am deriving some advantage 
from the reading. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman undoubt- 
edly has aight to the reading of the amendments; 
but I supposed he was as tired of them as we are. 

Mr. SICKLES. No, sir.. 

Mr. RIGGS, from the Commitice on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled ‘¢ An act for the 
relief of Mary Walbach, widow of the late Brig- 
adier General Walbach, of the United States 
Army;”? when the Speaker signed the same. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading 
of the amendments to the tariff bill. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move the previous 
question on my resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. GARNETT, (at two o'clock and ten min- 
utes, p. m.) I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE called for tellers on 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SICKLES called for the yeas and nays on 
the resolution. $ 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers on the resolu- 
tion; and Messrs. Garnerr and McKnicur were 
appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 93, noes 26. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives, adopted on the 11th instant, respecting the 
seizure of the mint at New Orleans, with a large 
sum of money therein, by the authorities of the 
State of Louisiana; the refusal of the treasurer of 
the branch mint to pay drafis of the United States, 
&e., stating that all information within his pos- 
session or power on that subject had already been 
communicated to the House by the Secretary of 
the Treasury on the 21st instant, under the reso- 
lution above referred to, and a resolution of the 
| same date addressed to the Secretary himself, 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to make a motion 
to print that message; but 1 do not desire to in- 
terfere now with the action of the tariff bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The House has resolved 
itself into Ure Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and I do not see how this motion 
ean be made. 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not want the message 
received, unless I may have an opportunity of 
making some remarks that may occupy ten min- 
utes. ‘Therefore, untess I can make them now, I 
hope the message will be withdrawn, 

The SPEAKER. In that view of the case, the 
message is withdrawn. 

TARIFE BILL. 

The House thereupon resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Cotrax in the chair,) and proceeded 
to the consideration of the Senate amendments 
to the tariff bill. 

First amendment of the Senate: 


Page 1, line nine, before the word “ millions,” strike out 
“uventy-one ”? and insert in lieu thereof the word ** ten 3”? 
so as to make the section read: 

That the President of the United States be, and hereby 


passage of this act, to borrow, on the credit of the United 
States, a sum not exceeding $10,000,009, or so much there- 
of, &e. 

Mr. PHELPS. That reduces the loan from 
$21,000,000 to $10,000,000. The House ought to 
concur im the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Second amendment: 

Line nineteen, atter the word ‘ of,” strike out “ two,” 
| and insert in lieu thereof the word “ ten ;” so as to make 
the section read: 

Provided, ‘That no stipulation or contract shail be made 
to prevent the United States from reimbursing any sum bor- 
rowed under the authority of this act, at any time after the 
expiration of ten years, from the Ist day of July next. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 


paying atten- } 


tion to those portions of which Fhad not been in- 


Section one, line twenty-one, strike out the word “ six,’ 


is, authorized, at any time within twelve months from the | 


and insert in lieu thereof the word “twe 
it read: 

And no contract shall be made to prevent the redemption 
of the same at any time after the expiration of twenty 
years, from the said Ist day of July next, without notice. 


The amendment was concurred in, ” 


Fourth amendment: 


Section three, line one, after the word “ awarding,” in- 
sert the words “any of;” so that it will read: 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That before awarding 
any of said loan, &c. 


Mr. SHERMAN I suggest, that where no 
objection is made to amendments, they shall be 
understood as concurred in, 

Mr. SICKLES. No, sir; I insist there shall 
be a vote on each amendment, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would be very 
willing to take that order, if the printed amend- 
ments were before us. 

Mr.SHERMAN. They will be here very soon. 

Mr: SICKLES. I desire that the Clerk will 
read the section as it will be if the amendment be 
adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is another amend- 
ment to a subsequent part of the section. 

Mr. SICKLES. I desire to submit one or two 
observations. I think, Mr. Chairman, that this 
is the first instance in which a tariff bill has ever 
embraced within ita loan. I have understood, 
sir, that all partics in this country adopted the 
principle that a tariff was to be so framed ‘as to 
produce revenue, and revenne primarily. We 
are told, as a reason why the tariff should be 
changed, that the Treasury is bankrupt, and that 
it ought to be replenished. The argument is that 
this tariff will increase the revenue, and will sup- 
ply the Treasury with adequate means and re- 
sources to meet the public exigencies. And yet, 
sir, we have the extraordinary solecism and un- 
heard-of contradiction in legislation, that the very 
measure with which you propose to obtain addi- 
tional resources for the Treasury contains its own 
refutation, because it defers the efficacy of the 
measure, and resorts to a loan to make up for the 
depletion of the Treasury, which your protective 
tariff is to bring about. 

Sir, a protective tariff, which diminishes com- 
merce, which excludes importation, ought to have 
a provision in it for raising more money by loans; 
for it is only in that mode that you can make up 
for the diminution of the revenues which will en- 
suc from the adoption of a protective tariff policy. 
Sir, I have understood, and I think the country 
understood, that in the last presidential election 
all parties were pledged to the adoption of a rev- 


nty,” so as to make 


| enue tariff policy, And I may take the liberty 


to refer to the Chicago platform, and perhaps it 
may regarded as presumptuous, for had as little 
to do with making it as anybody, and have as 
litde respect for it. Sir, that Chicago platform, 
which is regarded as the supreme law of the land 
by gentlemen on the other side of the House, em- 
braced a pledge to the country, on the part of 
those who made the platform, that there should 
be no other than a revenue tariff. Itis true, as 
was so felicitously remarked by the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. Barrer] the other day, that 
that platform, like the specches of its most distin- 
guished exponents, was, for the most part, made 
up of pointless platitudes and useless generalities; 
butif there is anything in it, if it is anything more 
than a delusion and a snare, it did present to the 
country the solemn promise of the Republican 
party that the protectionists should not controlits 
legislation. ‘That was also the ground adopted 
by the Democratic party. Thus the effect, prac- 
tically, was to withdraw the tariff policy of the 
country from the issues involved in the canvass, 
concentrating all our discussions and all our en- 
ergies upon the slavery difficulties and differences. 

Now, sir, what do we find? We find that this 
honorable pledge is to be violated in its spirit and 
inits letter. You come here with a protective 
tariff, under a pretense that the tariff needs revis- 
ion, because the Treasury is bankrupted. The 
proposition which mects us atthe threshold con- 
tains an utter solecism in legislation, namely: in 
a bill that is to provide additional resources for 
the Treasury from imposts, we provide for a 
loan of $10,000,000 to meet the deficiency that 
gentlemen know will arise in consequence of the 
loss of revenues which must result from the ne- 
cessary tendency of high duties to decrease im- 
portations. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 
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The CHAIRMAN announced thatthe general 
debate upon the bill had closed. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not desire to consume 
five minutes upon this bill, and I will be very 
brief. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will have 
to offer an amendment, if he desires to submit 
any remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, then. I call for 
a vote upon the Senate amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 


Page 3, line one, strike out, after the word * for,” the 
words ‘such loan,” and insert “so much of said loan as 
the exigencies of the public service shall require ;”’ so as to 
make the clause read : ” 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall, as the exigencies of 
the public service require, cause to be inserted in two ofthe 
public newspapers of the city of Washington, and in one 
or more public newspapers in other cities of the United 
States, public notice that sealed proposals for so much of 
said loan as is required, will be received until a certain day, 
to be specified in such notice, not less than thirty days from 
its first insertion ina Washington newspaper; and such 
notice shal] state the amount of the loan, at what periods 
the money shall be paid, if by installments, and at what 
places. 


Mr. GARNETT. I desire to say a word upon 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman that it will be necessary for him to 
offer an amendment. The general debate upon 
the bill has closed. 

Mr. GARNETT. Well, sir, I propose to in- 
sert, after the Senate amendment, the words “ for 
the economical administration of the Govern- 
ment,” 

Mr. Chairman, in considering this proposition 
of the Senate, I believe that only so much money 
should be borrowed as is necessary for an eco- 
nomicaladministration of the Government. Now, 
sir, Secretary Dix reports that there will be a de- 
ficiency on the 30th of June of $22,000,000. This 
House has since added to the deficiency bill an 
appropriation of $1,800,000.. They have passed 
the bill for the California war debt of $400,000. 
There is a deficiency in the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral’s department of $700,000. There is a defi- 
ciency in the Indian department of $260,000. The 
Oregon war debt bill has been passed, making an 
appropriation of about $3,500,000; making alto- 
gether about $29,000,000 deficiency. I speak in 
round numbers. Then there is the balance of the 
loan of the 22d of June last of nearly $14,000,000; 
and the House have terry a loan bill during the 
present session of $25,000,000. There is alsoa 
provision attached to the tariff bill to borrow 
the sum of $10,000,000. There is the Pacific rail- 
road bill, creating an additional indebtedness of 
$121,000,000; making an aggregate sum of some 
$240,000,000. 

Now, sir, considering that, at the commence- 
ment of this session of Congress, the whole public 
debt did not quite reach $65,000,000, that is a 
pretty respectable increase for three months. ‘Phe 
party now in power raised in the eanvass the cry 
ofeconomy. During the whole of the present ses- 
sion they have had control of the House. They 
have virtually had control of the Senate since 
early in December last; and during this time they 
have made provision to increase the public debt 
of the country $180,000,000 in one short session 
of Congress. And, as we were told the other day 
by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, it is only for the ordinary expenses of the 
Government that this economical party will want 
such a vast sum. They include, he said, no pro- 
vision for the war which they propose to wage 
against their fellow-countrymen in the South. 

Now, sir, look at the causes for which these ex- 
travagant appropriations have been made. They 
are really paying the debts of the canvass. The 
Oregon war debt must be paid at this time, as 
compensation to that State for voting for Lincoln. 
Hereis the Pacific railroad bill. Scarcely anybody 
believes that the road is practicable; everybody 
knows itis a humbug; but it was a good election- 
eering scheme, Itispart of the Chicago platform, 
which gentlemen on the other side regard as of 
higher obligation than the Constitution; and there- 
fore they are willing to vote, at such a time as 
this, a bill in this House involving the country in 
a debt of $121,000,000. Then, again, sir, this 
tariff measure itself, this tax on the necessaries 
of the poor for the benefit of the ironmongers of 
Pennsylvania, is the well-known price of her vote 


in November, This is your economical party!’ 
One hundred and eighty million dollars of debt 
in three months! Your President elect, we hear, 
has this morning arrived in the city. Has he 
come to restrain your imprudences? Is he’in hot 
haste to check your reckless extravagance? Or 
why this night march from Harrisburg? What 
credit he deserves for its cleverness, and the cun- 
ning contrivance by which he has set all the con- 
spirators of Baltimore on the wrong scent! After 
advertising to be there this evening, and allowing. 
all the arrangements to be made for the police. to 
guard him, and Mayor and City Councils to re- 
ceive him, behold! he hurries through, protected 
by the mantle of night, disappointing his f@thful, 
though few, followers of. the Baltimore Republi- 
cans, who anxiously awaited the light of his coun- 
tenance, and, aboveall, utterly disconcerting those 
terrible conspirators whom Jefferson Davis and 
Yancey and Wise had doubtless placed in wait 
at the railroad station to assassinate him! How 
truly is discretion the better part of valor! Who 
could have suggested this splendid military strat- 
agem? Was ithis own unassisted genius, or was 
ita plan of the devoted prefect of the pretorian 
bands that are to be—Lieutenant General Scott? 
It is well he has come, for it is said that in the 
multitude of counselors there is wisdom; and 
whether we consider his speeches by the way, or 
the votes of his party here, since the absence of 
southern members has given them rope enough 
to hang themselves, we must agree that the con- 
cern, and the unhappy country now under its 
control, are on the high road to ruin. Yes, gen- 
tlemen, let me tell you that, strong as that Chicago 
platform may be—which Lincoln said, at Pitts- 
burg, was the infallible law for him, though he 
did not cxactly understand it—sound and thick 
as may be its planks, they are not strong enough 
to bear the weight of your monstrous extrava- 
gance, your corrupt electioneering, your outrages 
on the Constitution, your threatened civil war, 
and your marvelous specimen of a President. 
Mr. SHERMAN. lam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia; but he has 
introduced so many topics into it that it would 
take me two hours to reply; and, as he is very 
competent to answer most of them himself, I will 
call for a vote upon the question. 
The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. ` 
Theamendment of the Senate wasconcurred in. 


Seventh amendment: 

Add: 

Provided further, That no part of the loan hereby author- 
ized shall be applied to the service. of the present fiscal 
year, 

Mr. GARNETT. 
word “ year.” 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] said that he would not answer my re- 
marks because 1 discussed so many topics, and 
could answer myself. J do not wonder that he 
did not make the attempt, for his cause is one of 
which the least said the better. And, sir, since 
I spoke a little while ago, I have reccived im- 
portant information which I deem proper to add 
to what I have already said. This stealthy night 
march of the President elect was, I learn, a nfatter 
of great discretion, a masterly stroke of general- 
ship; for, it is said by a gentleman near me, that 
Yancey and Davis were waiting for him at the 
depot in Baltimore, with a six-pound howitzer in 
each pocket. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. [rise to a point of order. 

Mr. GARNETT. State it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. This is a special order, and 
I make the point that the gentleman’s remarks 
must be confined to his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well 
taken. The Senate antendments to the tariff bill 
have been made the special order, and general 
debate is notin order. ‘he gentleman will, there- 
fore, confine his remarks to his amendment to 
strike out the word * year.” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. On what particu- 
larly does the gentleman raise his point of order? 
Let the words be reduced to writing. Is it the 
howitzer? [Laughter.]} 

Mr. GARNETT. Is the point of order open 
to debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. GARNETT. What is the decision of the 
Chair? 


I move to strike out the 


the point of order is well taken; and:that thé.gen- 
tleman must. confine His remarke to the amend- 
ment he has moved. = pn gu PETE 

Mr. GARNETT. . The Chair.will permit me 
to make a simple statement. . I was about to show 
that this loan is necessary in-order to buy arms 
to. meet those Davis and Yancey howitzer! a 

_Mr. SHERMAN, 1 insist on the order of th 
committee being-preserved: ` ee 

Mr GARNETT. Iam inorder.. Lam show- 
ing why these loans should be made. Itis.certain, 
at least, that you will have to increase ‘the pay 
of the Lieutenant General for the signal services 
that he has performed. You will need: a large 
supply of peacock feathers: for the appropriate 
adornment of his. military dress—the reward for 
his profound, plans, and excessive toil in prepar- 
ing plans, of campaign against his native State 
and the southern States. generally... Additional 
secretaries will have to be employed.to draw up 
his bulletins and his ‘views’? on international 
law, interlarded as they are with rare excerpts” 
from Paley’s Moral Philosophy, and with the yet 
richer display of his extensive. political learning 
and his perfect command of the tritest quotations 
from Pope. Some, I know, have been published; 
but the archives of the War Department could 
furnish us with still more exquisite specimens of 
Lieutenant General Scott’s literary attainments. 
We might even learn how that mighty man sleeps 
at night and feels in the morning.. One ‘view? 
runs somehowin this fashion: ‘*Lieutenant.Gen- 
eral Scott (who. feels very unwell this morning 
after a sleepless night) presents his compliments 
to the Secretary of War,’’ and the hero then goes 
on to suggest and reiterate his plans for the sub- 
jugation of the South. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | insist that this debate is 
out of order, and ought to be stopped. `. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to his amendment to strike out 
the word “year.” 

Mr.GARNETT. I have never before known 
the rules of the House to be strictly construed in 
the five minutes’ debate in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Why should it 
be so on this bill? sch Fa 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenever the point. of 
order is made, it is the duty of the Chairto make: 
a decision, and to enforce the rules. 

Mr.GARNETT. | Iwillargue why we should 
strike outthe word“ year.” Ivoughtto bestricken 
out, because it will take more than a year to raise 
money enough to accomplish all the duties and 
purposes I show you have on hand. I was about 
to show that the Lieutenant General, as he takes 
his quotations from Paley and Pope, had in his 
eyea more modern model for the form of his notes, 
who usually began with ‘ Field marshal the Duke 
of Wellington presents his compliments,” &c.,; 
but here, sir, the likeness fails; for, sir, he never 
thought it necessary to inform the War Depart- 
ment in parentheses whether he had taken hasty 
prates of soup, or passed a bad night, orto enforce 
his arguments with Paley, or even with: Pope. 
Then, sir, there isanother difference. The Duke 
of Wellington wasa great soldier; but then he was 
something more. He was also a great man; a 
man as modest as be was great; one whose vanity 
or ambition could never find gratification in war 
uponhiscountrymen. The Duke of Wellington, 
sir, rose once in Parliament: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s remarks 
in regard to the Duke of Wellington are not ger- 
mancto the amendment. Da : 

Mr. GARNETT. I am about to make them 
germane. The Duke of Wellington, sir, rose in 
his place in Parliament, and expressed his views 
in favor of conciliation -rather than civil war. 
The patriotic chieftain said that.he had probably 
passed a longer period of his life engaged in war 
than most men; but thatif he could avoid, by any 
sacrifice whatever, even one month of civil warin 
his beloved country, he would sacrifice his life in 
order to doit. He said there was “ nothing which 
destroys property, cuts up prosperity by the roots, 
and demoralizes character, to the degree civil war 
does.. In such a crisis, the hand of every man is 
raised against his neighbor, against his brother, 
and against his father; servant betrays master, 
and “the whole scene ends in confusion and de- 
vastation.’’ Such is civil war! : 

: But Lieutenant General Scott never finds. him- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that _ 
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self too unwell, his nights are never too bad, for 
him ‘to’urge upon the Secretary his coercive-views; 
for his sleepless vigils were devoted to organizing 
civil war against his own State of Virginia and the 
southern people. It will take more than a yearto 
raise money enough adequately to remunerate 
such signal services in the cause of Black Repub- 
lican despotism. Nay, sir, you will need money 
to establish a body-guard for the President, to 
rotect him against the incendiary citizens of 
Tress; Mississippi, and other States, and espe- 
cially against the vast army Governor Wise is 
marching upon this city. Itis necessary for his 
protectionagainst the conspiracy proved by anon- 
ymous letters which the Lieutenant General re- 
ceived, and those which Governor Hicks would 
not produce, which have so much disturbed the 
equanimity of members upon the other side. This 
money will be necessary to pay for the troops we 
saw upon the street yesterday; the troops to reas- 
sure the Republicans against the ridiculous panic 
which has prevailed among them; the militiaunder 
General Weightman, as well as the flying artillery 
of the regular Army. [Cries of “Order!” and 
applause and hisses.] I will state why I think 
the galleries ought not to be cleared. It is this: 
serpents and geese are appropriate assistants at 
the last hours of freedom and the downfall of 
Government through rapid stages of corruption 
intoa vulgar but merciless military despotism. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the rules of order are not 
enforced, 1 will move that the committee rise and 
go into the House, to see whether we are power- 
less or not to preserve order. {Cries of * Thatis 
right! 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, the good na- 
ture of Virginia Representatives is proverbial. 
They often defend citizens of Virginia holding 
high places at Washington, and especially when 
they stand in great need of any such benevolence; 
and they sometimes attack citizens of Virginia 
holding high places under the Government. But, 
sir, they do not expect to do any harm, but only 
to furnish amusement to the party assailed, 
{Laughter.] 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
that the committee do now rise, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us rise. 
rid of this thing in a different way. 

Mr. GROW demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MelXnrent, 
and Crarer of North Carolina, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to—ayes 103, noes 1. 

So the committec roses and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Conrax reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of ihe Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the tariff bill, and had come 
to no conclusion thereon, 

Mr. SHERMAN. lL movethat the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the Sen- 
ate amendments to the tarif bill. If they be 
brought here, any member can have a separate 
vote on any amendment he may specify. If ne- 
cessary, Lmove tharthe rales be suspended in order 
to get my motion before the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. Under the assurance that these 
amendments would be placed before us in print, I 
have been willing that they should be considered. 
I desire to consider it as we ought to consider it; 
but we cannot consider it unless the amendments 
are printed. 

Mr, SHERMAN. The amendments will be 
printed soon. 

Mr. PHELPS. Thope the gentleman will sub- 
mit no motion of that kind, for I cannot sustain 
anything of that nature. I desire to act under- 
standingly, I differ from the gentleman in toto 
apon this bill; but I am willing to go on withthe 
consideration of this bill, and act upon this amend- 
ment as my judgment impels me; and I presume 
that is the opinion of gentlemen upon this side of 
the House. If the gentleman allows the bill to be 
printed, he will find no factious opposition to the 
consideration of the amendments, and no obstacle 
to their disposition in the committee. Many of 
the amendments ave merely formal, but some of 
them require consideration. 

Mr, BARR. My constituents are interested in 


I move 


We can get 


‘this bill, and I wish to offer one or two amend- 


ments to some portions of the bill; and I hopethe 
House will not punish my constituents: because 
some gentlemen choose to make themselves ridic- 
ulous upon this floor. The great city and State of 
New York is interested in this matter; and I say 
again, if gentlemen upon that side of the House 
choose to make themselves ridiculous, do not 
unish New York for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I supposed that gentle- 
men upon all sides of the House would stand by 
me in enforcing the rules of the House against 
every member who violates them, 1, of course, 
would withdraw my motion. 

MamJOHN COCHRANE. I desire, oncemore, 
to remark to gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House, that there is no factious opposition what- 
ever upon our side to oppose this bill in its gen- 
eral features. Weare disposed to assist the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means in 
every parliamentary object he has in view; and 
if we can act intelligently upon these amendments, 
we will come to his assistance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Then I withdraw my mo- 
tion, and move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state Union 
upon the pending bill. 


Mr PHELPS. I think we had better adjourn, | 


and have the bill printed. 

Mr.SHERMAN. It was ordered tobe printed 
on Thursday. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Our difficulty arises 
from a want of understanding the amendment. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The first amendments, or 


most of them, are merely formal in their charac- | 


ter, as will be seen by the context. 

The SPEAKER. The House has resolved to 
go into committee, 

Mr. PHELPS. No vote has been taken. 

Mr. SICKLES. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to go into committee. 

Mr. PHELPS. ‘The Speaker did not put the 
question upon the motion, inadvertently, I have 
no doubt. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know whether 
there was or was not a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly cannot 
be mistaken as to his putting the question; but he 
will put the question over again. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have a suggestion to make 


to the gentleman from Ohio. I cannot vote under- į 


standingly upon these amendments, as they are 
not printed. I have no desire to impede the prog. 


ress which the gentleman wishes to make on this | 


bill; and if the amendments were printed, I could 
read them, and vote understandingly. 


feeling which pervades most gentlemen upon this 
side of the House; and therefore] say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that it is wrong to force a vote 
upon these amendments now. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I insist upon my motion to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must state re- 
spectfully to the House that he certainly did put 
the question upon the motion; and it was carried. 
Persons about me heard it; but out of respect to 
thoe who did not hear it, the Chair will put the 
question again to the House. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of this bill until Monday. In the mean 
time, the bill will be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the 
House. Itis in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. PHELPS. The Speaker has stated that 
he did put the motion to go iuto committee. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is satisfied of it. 

Mr. PHELPS. I stated that the Speaker had 


| not put the motion, through inadvertence, how- 
ever. 


Believing that he had not, I resisted going 
into committee for that reason, and that reason 
alone. As the Speaker states that he did, I with- 
draw my objection. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


| Committee ofthe Whole on the state ofthe Union, 


(Mr. Corax in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
idcration of the Senate amendments to the tariff 
bill. 

Eighth amendment: 


That in case the proposals made for said loan, or for so 
much thereof as the exigencies of the publie service shall 
require, shall not be satisfactory, the President of the Uni- 


d t l I haveno | 
desire for discussion, and that, I believe, is the į 


ted States shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to decline 
te accept such otfer, if for Jess than the par value of. the 
bonds constituting said stock, and in lieu thereof, and to 
the extent and amount of the Joan authorized to be made 
by this act, to issue Treasury notes for sums not less than 
$50, bearing interest at a rate not iess than six per cent. 
per annum, payabie semi-annually on the ist day of Jan- 
uary and July in each year, at proper places of payment, to 
be prescribed by the Secretary, with the approval of the 
President; and under like circumstances and conditions, 
the Fresident of the United States is hereby authorized to 
substitute Treasury notes of equal amount for tle whole 
or any part of any of the loans for which he is now by law 
authorized to. contract and issue bonds. And the Treasury 
notes so issued under the authority herein given shal be 
received in payment for all duties due to the United States 
when offered, and in like manner shall be given in pay- 
ment for any sum due from the United States, when pay- 
ment in that mode is requested by the person to whom 
payment is to be made, or for their par value in coin. And 
the faith of the Uhited States is hereby pledged for the due 
payment of the interest and the redemption of the principal 
of the stock or Treasury notes which may be issued under 
the authority of this act; and the sum of $20,000 is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated to pay the expenses of preparing the cer- 
tificates of stock or ‘I'reasury notes herein authorized, to 
be done in the usual mode and under the restrictions as to 
the employment and payment of officers, contained in the 
laws authorizing former loans and issues of Treasury notes ; 
and itshall be at the option of holders of the Treasury notes 
hereby authorized by this act to exchange the same for the 
stock herein authorized, at par, or for bonds in lieu of 
which said Treasury notes were issued: Provided, That no 
certificates shall be exchanged for Treasury notes or bonds, 
in sums of less than $500: And provided further, That the 
authority to issue said Treasury notes, or give the same in 
payment for duties due from the United States, shall be 
limited to the 13th day of June, 1862; and that the same 
shall be redeemable atthe pleasure of the United States, at 
any time within two years after the passage of this act, and 
that said notes shall cease to bear interest after they shall 
have been called in by the Secretary of the Treasury under 
the provisions of this act. 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to amend that amend- 
ment by striking out “ $20,000.”’ 

I move this amendment in order to call the at- 
tention of the committee, and especially that of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
to the fact that we cannot, intelligently, legislate 
in this manner. Here is a long amendment se- 
riously complicating this bill. In itis an appro- 
priation of $20,000, and no man not upon the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or who has had no 
opportunity to inspect the amendment, can tell 
what it is for. I ask the gentleman, as a fair- 
minded man, whether we should be called upon 
to legislate in this loose manner upon matters of 
so much importance? We have not the printed 
amendments, and we can hear them read by the 
Clerk but imperfectly; and I know that no man, 
with the buzz that fills this Hall, can understand 
all the amendments. Ido think that we should at 
once suspend all action upon this entire bill, until 
we are in a condition to act understandingly upon 
it. Doubtless these amendments are all under- 
stood by the chairman ofthe Committee of Ways 
and Means. He has had an opportunity to look 
over them; but other gentlemen are not admitted 
into the secrets of these amendments, We know 
nothing about them. My people, as well as the 
constituents of the gentleman from Ilinois, have 
an interest in this matter. They must be pro- 
tected; and therefore, I cannot consent to go for- 
ward under the present state of things. 

Mr. HUGHES. Ientirely disagree with the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee, for the reason that it 
is entirely unnecessary to print the amendments, 
This House has nothing on the face of the earth 
to do but to register the edicts of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, Let us, therefore, go on, 
and get through as quickly as we can, and leave 
the Committee of Ways and Means to regulate 
all the legislation of this House, as it has done 
during a greater part of this session, as well as 
heretofore. 1 hope, therefore, there will be no 
postponement of this measure for the reasons as- 
signed by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was put upon the amendment of 
Mr. Quarues, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to amend the Senate 
amendment by striking out ‘ 8500,” and inserting 
in lieu thereof *¢ $1,000,” in. the following pro- 
viso: 


“ Provided, That no certificates shall be exchanged for 
Treasury notes or bonds in sums of less than $500.” 

My object is to prevent the issue of stock in 
sums of $500, where Treasury notes are proposed 
to be exchanged for stock. I desire to see no such 
stock issued by the United States in sums of less 
than $1,000. If the holders of Treasury notes 
desire to convert those notes into stock, it is easy 
for them to obtain the sum of 1,000; or they may 
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ermit the Treasury notes to be redeemed at the 
Treasury Department, at the time they respect- 
ively become due. But I do think, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is wrong for us to issue stock in 
sums of $500, or of $50, as has even been pro- 
posed. Ï think it wrong to issue stock in these 
small sums, particularly when it is in exchange 
for Treasury notes, which are issued bearing 6 
per cent. interest. This act provides for the issue 
of stocks bearing 6 per cent. interest. If your 
Treasury notes shall command a premium, they 
will necessarily pass into the hands of capitalists, 
and can be just as readily converted into stocks 
of the denomination of $1,000 as of $500. These 
are the reasons which induce me to offer the 
amendment, 

Mr SHERMAN. The only difference between 
the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
and the Senate bill, is this: by the Senate amend- 
ment, these Treasury notes are mado, atany timc, 
receivable in the payment of public dues, and also 
convertible into Government stocks, when any 
person having $500 of them chooses to convert 
them. Itauthorizes any holder of $500 in Treas- 
ury notes to receive United States bonds for them. 
My own impression is, that it is better to have 
the smallest sum—the one named in the Senate 
amendment—so that the Treasury notes may be 
retired as soon as possible, and converted into a 
funded debt. I trust, therefore, the amendment 
ofthe gentleman from Missouri will notbe adopted. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have just been furnished 
with a printed bill which purports to contain the 
amendments of the Senate, but this amendment 
to section four is not in it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill which the gentle- 
man has is the bill printed in the Senate, and does 
not contain all the amendments. The bill, with 
all the amendments, will be here ina few minutes. 

Mr. PHELPS. I supposed that when the order 
was made to print, it was to print the bill with 
all the amendments adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; but this is not 
that bill. This is the bill as printed by order of 
the Senate. 

Mr. PHELPS. Oh, I thought it was our bill. 

Mr. SICKLES, 1 think thisis a good com- 
mentary on considering bills which have not been 
printed. The members of the Committee of Ways 
and Means cannot agree in their understanding 
of it, 

The question was taken on Mr. PurLrs’s 
amendment to the amendment; and it was dis- 
agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I will endeavor to 
offer an amendment to that amendment; but I do 
not know that I shall succeed tn doing so. From 
the cursory reading I have given to it, I think it 
is defective in certain particulars. I move to add 
to it the following: 

Provided, That none of said notes shalt be receivable for 
public customs. 

I have no argument to submit upon that point. | 
I will submit merely a simple statement—one 
which has the authority of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. Itis discovered, sir, now—it has been the 
fact for the last ten days—that quite one half of 
the public revenue of the country, receivable in 
customs, has been received in these Treasury 
notes, and Treasury notes that have been issucd, | 
and are not redeemable for many months. Hence 
it is truc that, ata time when we arc in great pecu- | 
niary distress, in wantoffands, and our exchequer 
atthe lowest ebb, this Government is engaged in 
paying debts not yetdue. Itis of great importance 
that we should have the fall amount of our public 
imposts, in order to enable us to meet the expenses | 
that are occurring from day to day; and if we pro- | 
ceed at this rate, the Treasury Department will, 
in the future, be in greater distress than it is at 
present. Imay refer to the income of the custom- 
house in New York. On the 21st day of Febru- 
ary, at least two thirds of the custoins received 


were received in Treasury notes not yet due. I 
present these facts to the House for its informa- | 
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tion, in order that it may vote upon this proposi- 
tion with reference to our affairs hereafter, and 
that a proviso may be adopted that none of these 
Treasury notes shall be receivable for public cus- 
toms. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of my colleague by adding: 

And provided further, That the same shall not be receiv- 
able in payments for sales of the public lands. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose that the chairman of 
the Committee of Waysand Means, in bringing 
this bill before the House in manuscript, and in 
thus keeping the House ignorant of its contents, 
as far as possible, meant to put the House in a 
position as closely resembling Mr. Lincoln’s as 
possible; for he said at Pittsburg that he did not 
know anything about the tariff; and the gentle- 
man from Ohio wanted gentlemen of the House 
of Representatives, at feast, to have that much of 
resemblance to the President elect; namely, igno- 
rance of the subject. I cannot imagine any other 
reason why the chairman of the leading commit- 
tee of the House should thrust such a bill as this 
upon its consideration, and press its passage, 
while the House cannot know its contents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair reminds the 
gentleman from New York that he must confine 
his remarks to the pending amendment. 

Mr. SICKLES. { will come to the point now. 
I must congratulate the chairman of the Commit- 
tec of Ways and Means upon the sagacious and 
enlarged statesmanship which has evidently pre- 
sided over the inception and elaboration of this 
measure. Ata moment like this, when the Con- 
federacy is menaced with dismemberment, and 
when all cyes are turned upon the policy which 
will control European States—whether it is to be 
the policy of non-interference, or the policy of 
recognition—the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means is offering the strongest prov- 
ocation to England to a precipitate recognition of 
the southern confederacy, by antagonizing with 
the free trade policy of England and France, and 
reinaugurating a protective policy. Is this to be 
the controlling policy of the northern, western, 
and eastern portions of the Confederacy? Sir, the 
gentleman and his party have for years, in all this 
anti-slavery crusade, been the mere instrument of 
England’s secret wish to dismember our Con- 
federacy 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will stateto the 
gentleman from New York that his remarks are 
out of order. 

Mr. SICKLES. I supposed they were quite 
germane to the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. They are not. The gen- 
tleman moved to amend the amendment of his 
colleague, so as to.exclude the use of Treasury 
notes in payment for public lands. He had a 
right to discuss that subject, as his colleague dis- 
cussed the propriety of his amendment; but cer- 
tainly Ure remarks which the gentleman was 
making were not in order under the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. SICKLES. Something may be allowed by 
way of introduction, F trust. 

Mr. Sicxies’s amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. Jons Cocuranez was 
then disagreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 


i Senate. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move to strike out so much 
of the amendment under consideration as relates 
to the convertibility of the Treasury notes into 
stocks of the United States. ` 

I submit the amendment pro Jorma. You may 
call me to order, sir, for [donot intend to address 
myself to it, but to appeal to the gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House to know if they will 
coerce us to vote upon these amendments without 
their being printed, and when we are unable to un- 
derstand them? What can we understand of the 
amend ments from hearing them read at the Clerk’s 
desk? I desire to vote understandingly upon this 
question. I believed, from the representations 
made by the chairman of the committee of which 
I am a member that the amendments adopted by 


the Senate would be 


before ws, so that’ we'could 
consider them and vote upon them understand: 
ingly. They are not here; and I say that it isnot 
our duty at this time to vote in this manner. °°" 

I know that there are gentlémen upon the other: 
side who have said they will put this bill through | 
to-day. ‘That isa question to be tried in the fu- 
ture. It cannot be done. | We cannot be forced 
to vote upon one hundred and fifty-six amend 
ments, which have not been printed, and which 
none of us understand. Iam willing to be dné'to 
prevent any legislation for the residue of this Con- 
gress, if itis the intention to force matters Upon us 
in the manner threatened-by somegentlemen upon 
the other side. [utter nothing by way of threat. > 
I desire to vote understandingly on these aniend-. 
ments. I would interposé no obstacle to theircon- 
sideration, if they were printed and before us. T 
belicved they would have been printed to-day. I 
relied on the statement made tous, that they would 
be ready before to-day’s session commenced, and: 
4n time for us to consider them to-day. ‘Ali Fask 
is that 1 may have the amendments before me, so 
as to be able to vote understandingly.. I do’ not 
want to impede the progress of the bill in the'least, 
nor to delay the public business. T have thus far 
during the session endeavored to. expedite it. But 
I ask that we shall not be asked to vote without 
having the amendments before us. “I therefore 
submit the motion that the committee rise, `.. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to reply to the 
gentleman from Missouri. æ : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the committee that the Chair does not desire to'be 
constantly arresting the debate when itis out of 
order, if gentlemen of the committee do not think 
proper to object. 

Mr, PHELPS. I acknowledge that my re- 
marks were not in order. I violated the rule, but 
without any intention to be disrespectful. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With due respect: to: the 
Chair, I think it is his duty to arrest improper 
debate. Now, in regard to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. He proposes, 
to strike out that portion of the Senate amend- 
ment which provides for retiring these Treasury 
notes. f DS. o 

Mr.PHELPS. Forconverting them intostock, . 

Mr. SHERMAN. It amounts to the same 
thing. Now, first, in regard to the printing of 
these amendments. Asa matter of course, I can- 
not control the printing of the House. . These 
amendments were ordered to be printedlast Thurs+ 
day; and I think itis an outrage that the business 
of the country should be interrupted for two days 
for a little matter like this. I might say, what 
has been told me, that the foreman of the printing 
office stated that he would not print them yester- 
day; thathe was going to take a holiday any way. 
He does just as he pleases. As a matterof course, 
I cannot go and set the types myself, for I do not 
not. know one type from another. 

Mr. PHELPS. Does not the responsibility 
rest on the Printer of the House? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then the gentleman should 
not place it on the foreman. i 

Mr.SHERMAN. Lunderstand that the Printer 
of the House has offered, over and over again, to 
resign, simply because the compensation allowed 
for the printing does not afford him any profit. 

Now, in regard'to the amendment: is there any 
gentleman here so lacking in intelligence that he 
cannot, from the reading of the amendment, un- 
derstand its purpose? It seems to me that itis 
perfectly plain and obvious. It provides that, in 
case the Secretary of the Treasury cannot sell the 
bonds provided for by the first clause of this bill, 
he may refuse the offers made; and that, instead, 
he may issue Treasury notes of a certain charac- 
ter for the time being. It then provides that at 
any time, whenever the holder of $500 worth of 
these Treasury notes desires to retire them, or to 
convert them into convertible bonds, he may pre- 
sent them for that purpose and have them cohn- 
verted. ‘ 

Thisisa plain and simple proposition I know 
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it would be more satisfactory to-have. the printed- 
amendthents before us. But 1-know. very-well 
that if we were-to-wait for these documents to be 
rinted, under the present organization of the 
ouse, the business of the country could not be 
finished by the 4th of March. Next Monday we 
are to have special orders.: Next Tuesday we are 
to have special orders; and so on to the close of 
the session. There are several appropriations yet 
to be acted on—the Army bill, the Indian bill, and 
the miscellaneous bill, -So that, unless gentlemen 
are willing to vote on these amendments to-day, 
Congress. will adjourn, without having provided 
the ordinary revenue for the Government, All 
the loan bills heretofore passed are simply for re- 
demption of outstanding indebtedness. f have a 
table showing that the debts of the United States 
now. amount to $100,000,000, including those that 
are likely to be made this session—including the 
‘Washington and Oregon war debt, and debts of 
that character. We have got to provide for the 
payment of these debts. They are not the debts 
ofthe incoming Administration. Thereis no loan 
proposed for the incoming Administration, except 
the loan contained in this tariff bill; and that is 
simply conditional. We know very well that 
whenever a new revenue measure is started there 
is, for the time being, some suspension of the 
ordinary trade. It is inevitable, therefore, that 
this tariff bill should provide that in case the rev- 
enue should fall short, for a little while, of the 
expenditures, $10,000,000 should be placed within 
the control of the President to make up for this 
deficiency. Not one of these loan bills, of which 
so much has been said, is for the incoming Ad- 
ministration. They are all to pay your debts, 
gentlemen. When your Adminstration came into 
power, there was less than $20,000,000 of indebt- 
ednéss. Now the.indebtedness of the nation is 
nearly $100,000,000. Do not charge that to us. 

Mr. PHELPS. What was the indebtedness at 
the commencement of this Administration ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. About $20,000,000, after 
deducting the balance on hand, which was nearly 
$17,000,000. 

Now, if the incoming Administration shall go 
out of power with such a record as that, I shall 
be very much disappointed. On the other hand, 
if, by means of this tariff bill, and if, by means of 
the economicai administration of the Government, 
the national debt be not reduced during the in- 
coming Administration, then I probably will not 
be a supporter of it. 

That is just the position of affairs. We must, 
as a matter of public duty, pass this or some other 
revenue bill. I do not care what bill it is. If Con- 
gross will not pass this bill, let the tariff bill of 
1846, or any other measure, be introduced and 
passed, But this Congress should not adjourn 
without providing means to pay the ordinary cx- 
penses of the Government. ‘This is nota favorite 
measure of mine. | had nothing to do with it. It 
wag not framed by me, Iam for a revenue tariff, 
with such fair and reasonable incidental protec- 
tion to industry as may be derived from a rev- 
enue tarif, Lam in favorof specific duties in all 
cases where they can be applied. [believe that 
this bill, with the Senate amendments, comes as | 
near to being a correct revenue bill as we can pass 
at this session of Congress. Itis always open 
for amendment. 

Mr, SLCKLES. How much time has the gen- 
teman left? 

The CHAIRMAN. A minute and a half. 

Mr. SICKLES. Then the Chairman’s watch 
and mine differ. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I will sit down, and 
call fora vote on the amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. Because these amendments 
are not printed, and not forthe purpose of delay, 
t move that the committee do now rise. | 

The motion was not agreed to. i 

The question was taken on Mr. Puerps’samend- 
ment; and it was rejected, 

Mr. PHELPS. TI now move, in good faith, as | 
l did before, that the committee rise; and I call |i 
for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered;and Messrs. PueLrs, and 
Sreyens of Pennsylvania, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes 24, noes 80. |i 

No quorum voting, the roll was called ;and thefol- |! 
lowing members failed to answer to their names: |i 


Messre, Green Adams, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, i 


ham, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, Branch, Butter- 
field, Carey, Horace F. Clark, Clemens, Clopton, Cobb, 
Conkling, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Craw- 
ford, Curry, Davidson, H. Winter Davis. Reuben Davis, 
Dawes, English, Farnsworth, Ferry, Foster, Fouke, Gar- 
nett, Gartrell, Hamilion, Hardeman, Haskin, Hawkins, 
Hindman. Holman, Houston, Jackson, Jones, Keitt, Wil- 
liam Kellogg, Lamar, Landrum, James M. Leach, Logan, 
Longnecker, Love, Maclay, Malory, Charles D. Martin, 
Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McQueen, Me- 
Rae, Miles, Sydenham Moore, Noell, Pendleton, Pettit, 
Peyton, Phelps, Potter, Potte, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Rea- 
gan, John H: Reynolds, Rice, James C.-Robinson, Ruffin, 
Rust, Scott, Scranton, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William 
Smith, Somes, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, Stout, Tay- 
lor, Trimble, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever, 
Van Wyck, Walton, Wilson, Woodson, and Wright. 

Thecommitteerose; and Mr. Stevens, of Penn- 
sylvania, having taken the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore, Mr. Courax reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
found itself without a quorum, and had directed 
him to have the roll called, and the names of the 
absentees reported to the House. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky, stated that 
his colleague, Mr. Anams, was paired off with 
Mr. Vance on the tariff bill; that the former would 
have voted for it, and the latter against it. 

Mr. FRENCH stated that his colleagues, Mr. 
Conunn and Mr. Foster, were engaged in the 
peace congress 

Mr. MARTIN, of Ohio, stated that Mr. Mar- 
tin, of Virginia, had left the House on account 
of ill health. t 

Mr. STANTON stated that Mr. TRIMBLE was 
absent through illness, 

A quorum of members having answered to their 
names, the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union resumed its session, (Mr. Cotrax 
in the ehair.) 

The motion for the committee to rise was not 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be 
upon the amendment of the Senate, 

Mr. PHELPS moved pro forma to strike out 
the Jast two lines of the amendment under con- 
sideration, 

Mr. SICKLES. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Missouri, I move that the com- 
mittee rise, 

Mr. PHELPS, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to know for 
what purpose the gentleman wishes the commit- 
tee to rise? 

Mr. PHELPS. | desire the printed bill to be 
in possession of the House; and then I will not 
interfere with the passage of the bill. There are 
measures in this bill that are covered up. We 
cannot tel!, from the mere reading, when it is pro- 
posed to strike out an article from one schedule 
and insert it in another, what the effect of the 
amendment is. When it is proposed in a certain 
line to strike out ‘¢ 10’ and insert “20,” we 
cannot tell, without the printed bill before us, to 
what extent the amendment, which thas proposes 
to raise a schedule of duties, goes, 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Missouri, I wish to submit this 
question: I desire to know if it is not the parpose 
of gentlemen on the other side of the House, by 
fillibusterism, to prevent the passage of this bill? 

Mr. PHELPS. We have been told that gen- 
tlemen upon the other side have said, ‘* this bill 
shall pass to-night.” In that we join issue with 
them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman has not 
heard me use that language. I simply desire to 
know whether that is the intention of gentlemen 
on the other side of the House? 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman knows that we 
bave been told this bill shal! be passed to-night. 
Tf that be the intention, we join issue with them. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I desire to know 
if this debate is in order? l 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 
indulged in by unanimous consent. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Gentlemen baving indicated 
their purpose to defeat this bill by factious oppo- 
sition, I think it is right that the majority shall 
decide that question. As a matter of course, 
there is no cause for us to stay here and worry 
ourselves with this sort of proceeding. 
the committee will rise 

The motion was agreed to. 


It has been 
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“Ashley; Ashmore, Babbitt, Barksdale; Bart, Barret, Bing- | 


I hope | 


vens, of Pennsylvania, having taken the chair, as 
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Cotrax reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on. the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the tariff bill, and had come to no’ resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from.the further consideration of the bill before 
the committee, with the purpose of calling the 
previous question on the adoption of the Senate 
amendments, I do not know whether the motion | 
isin order. Ifnot, I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr.SICKLES. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE called for tellers on 
the yeas and nays, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Goocu and 
Phesrs appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
thirty-three in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. PHELPS moved to adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. PueLPs’s mo- 
tion, and it was decided in the negative—yeas 34, 
nays 109; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Avery, Brabson, Briggs, Brown, Burch, 
Burner, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Burton Craige, 
John G. Davis, Edmundson, Jobn T. Harris, William How- 
ard, Hughes, Jenkins, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Maclay, McClemand, Millson, Niblack, Phelps, 
Pryor, Quarles, Ruffin, Rust, Sickles, Stevenson, Thomas, 
Whiteley, Winslow, and Wright—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Atdrich, Al- 
ley, William C. Anderson, Asley, Barr, Blair, Blake, Bray- 
ton, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Conway, Dawes, 
Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Etheridge, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Frank, French, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hail, J, Mor- 
rison Harris, Hatton, Wehnick, Uindman, Hoard, William 
A. Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
logy, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, 
Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, McKean, MeKenty, Me- 
Knight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, isaac N. 
Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Porter, Pot- 
ter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, Christopher Robin- 
gon, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Ver- 
ree, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Webster, 
Wells, Windom, Wood, and Woodruti—109. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. HUTCHINS said he had paired off for the 
day with his colleague, Mr. VaLtanpicHam, and 
did not feel at liberty to vote. He had, however, 
sent to be released from his pair whenever his 
vote was necessary for a quorum, 

Mr. CURTIS stated that he had paired with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Simms, upon 
the tariff bill solely TIe had voted, not suppos- 
ing the motion to adjourn was involved in that 
bill; but believing that the motion had been made 
to defeat or delay the tariff bill, he would with- 
draw his vote. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Suer- 
Man’s motion. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make a proposition 
to the gentleman from Ohio, and i hope it will be 
acceded to by the Flouse. f propose that when 
the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet at 
ten o’clock on Monday, and that at one o’clock 
on that day the bill shall come out of committee 
in whatever condition it may be, and the House 
then proceed to vote on it under the previous 
question. We shall then have the printed bill 
before us, and those who are opposed to the bill 
may indicate what amendments they desire sep- 
arate votes upon. 

Mr.SHERMAN. J hope that proposition will 
be acceded to. [think it will accomplish the pur- 
poses of gentlemen upon both sides of the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iwill withdraw the motion 
I have made to suspend the rules to discharge the 
committee from the further consideration of the 
tarif bill, and move to suspend the rules to sub- 
mit the proposition the gentleman from Missouri 
has indicated. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds having 
voted therefor.) 

The motion suggested by Mr. Purirs was then 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Sre- i| submitted, and agreed to. 


1861. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.SHERMAN. I desire that the House will 
now go into committee and dispose of the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the Indian apprepriation 
bill, so that they may go before the committee of 
conference. | move that the Senate amendments 
to that bill be made thespeciai order in committee 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Corax in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration, as a 
special order, of the Senate amendments to the 
bill of the House (No. 865) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian department and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the year ending 


June 30, 1862. 


First amendment: 

Page 19, line eight, after the word “ on,” strike out the 
words investment of,” so that the paragraph as amended 
will read; 

Tor interest on $221,257 86, at five per centum, for Mi- 
ami indians of Indiana, per Senate?s amendment to fourth 
article treaty Sth June, 1854, $11,052 89. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

Page 25, line two, after the word “the,” when it first 
occurs, strike Gur the word * saime,” and insert the word 
& shop 3”? so that the amendment, as amended, shall read : 

For purchase of iron and steel, and other necessaries for 
shop, during the picasure of the President, per fourth arti- 
cle treaty 24th September, 1857, 8500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in the amendment, 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 

Page 28, liue fifteen, insert, as follows: 

For reappropriation of this amount due the Pottawato-% 
mies, the L/ouawatomies of Indiana, the Pottawatomies of 
the Prairie, and the Pottawatomies of the Wabash, included 
in warrant No. 19 of the War Department, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1847, being balances of approngfit- 
tions to fulfill treaty stipulations for payment of annuities 
carried to the surplus fund, viz: $42,905 06, to be paid to 
said Indians during the current fiscal year. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fourth amendment: 

Page 47, line sixteen, strike ont $500,” and insert | 
«81,500; so that the paragraph, as amended, will read: 

For second of twenty instalments for the pay of each of 
the head chiefs of the Flathead, Kootenay, and Upper Pend 
d'Oreilles tribes, per filth article treaty 16th July, 1855, 
$1,500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-coneurred in. 


Fifth amendment: 
At the end of the bill add as follows: 


For payment to the Sisseeron and Wab-pa-ton bands of 


the Dakota or Sioux Indians, for their reservation on the 
Minnesota river, in the State of Minnesota, containing five 


hundred and sixty-nine thousand six hundred acres, at thirty | 
cenis per acre, GL 70,880. i 


The committee recommended that the amend- 
ment of the Senate be concurred in with an amend- 
ment, as follows: 

“Strike out the entire amendment, and insert, in lieu 
thereof, as follows : 

For the payment of interest for one year on $178,880, 
awarded by the Senate to the Sisseeton and Wah-pa-ton 
bands of the Dakota or Sioux Indians, for their reservation 
on the Minnesota river, in the State of Minnesota, contain- 
ing five hundred and sixty-nine thousand six hundred acres, 
at thirty cents per acre, $10,732 80. 

Theamendment totheamendment wasagreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 

Add, às follows: 

For payment to the Med-a-wa-kan-ton and Wah-pa- 
koo ta bands of the Dakota or Sioux Indians, for their res- 
ervation on the Minnesota river, in the State of Minnesota, 
containing three hundred and twenty thousand aeres, at 
thirty cents per acre, 96,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended that the amendment of the Senate be con- 
curred in, with an amendment, as follows: 

Strike outthe entire amendment, and insert in lieu there- 
of as follows: 

For the payment of interest for one year on $96,000, 
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awarded by the Senate to the Med-a-wa-kan-ton and Wah- 
pa-koo-ta bands of the Dacotah or Sioux indians for their 
reservation in the State of Minnesota, containing three 
hundied and twenty thousand acres, at thirty cents per acre, 
$5,760, 

Theamendmenttotheamendment wasagreed to. 

The Senate amenement, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 

Seventh amendment: 

For the expenses of concentrating the Indians in the 
‘Territory of Utah on reservations therein remote from em- 
igrautroutes, purchase of agricultural implements and stock 
cattle, and for the erection of houses, &c., including tbe 
necessary traveling expenses of the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, agents, clerk hire, &¢., $45,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in that 
amendment. f 

The amendment was concurred in* 


Eighth amendment: 

For salary of one superintending agent for the northern 
district of the Indian service in California from Bth of June, 
1850, when he cntcred on his duties, to 30th of June, 1851, 
per act of 19th of June, 1880, at $3,609 per annum, $3,629 67. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Ninth amendment: 

For salary of one superintending agent for the southern 
district of the Indian service in California from 19th Sep- 
tember, 1860, when he entered on his duties, to 30th Jane, 
1861, at G3,600 per annum, per act of 19th June, 1860, 
$2,512 08. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Tenth amendment: 

For salaries of five supervisors to the Indian reserva- 
tions in California to instruct the Indians in husbandry, at 
$1,800 per anniin each, for the half year ending 30th June, 
1861, per act of 19th June, 1890, $4,599. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eleventh amendment: 

For compensation to twenty laborers for the five reserva- 
tions in California, at fifty dollars per month, for the bail 
year ending 39! June, 185 L, peract 19th June, 1860, $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Twelfth amendment: 


For salary for an additional agent for the Indian service 
in New Mexico trom 22d August, 1850, when he executed 


| his official boud, to 30th June, 1861, per aet of 25th June, 


1869, at $1,500 per annum, $1,289 90. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Thirteenth amendment: 


For salary for an agent to the Ponea Indians from the 
Qist August, 1860, when he executed his oficial bond, to 
30th Sune, 1861, at $1,509 per annuin, per act 23th June, 
1860, $1,296 19. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Fourteenth amendment: 


For salary for an agent to the Pawnees, from 18th Octo- 
ber, 1860, when he executed his official bund, to 30th June, 
1851, at $1,500 per annum, per act of 25th June, 1860, 
$1,055 70. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifteenth amendment: 

For salary for an agent to the Yancton Sioux, for the fis- 
eal year ending the 3dth June, 185i, per fifteenth article of 
treaty of 19th April, 1858, $1,590. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 


and Means recommend a concurrence in the 


| amendment. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixteenth amendment: 


For payment for such permanent improvements as may 
have been made by claimants toland on the reserve named 


in the second article of treaty of iih September, 1853, į 


with the Rogue River Indians, per second and third articles 
of said treaty, $2,060. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 


and Means recommend a concurrence in the 

amendment. Ht ToN 
‘The amendment. was concurred in 
Seventeenth amendment: 


For arrears of interest due Ist January, 1861,on 70,000, 
five per centum bonds of the State of Indiana; $7,000) °° 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence “in. thé 
amendment. a; 

The amendment was concurred in; 


Eighteenth amendment: : 

For expenses attending the negotiation of the treaties of 
Wth June, 1858, with the Lower and Upper Sioux Yndians, 
per tenth articles of said treaties, $50,805 76. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Nineteenth amendment: 

For carrying into effect the eleventh article of the treaty 
with the Choctaw tribe of Indians, made the 22d day of 
June, 1855, and the award of the Senate made pursuant 
thereto on the 9th of March, 1859, the sum of $1,202,560 85, 
being the undisputed balance due them, so much thereof ag 
the proper authorities of tbe tribe shal} determine to be ne- 
eessary for the payment of the claims whicli, by the twelfth 
article of the treaty, the Choctaws have assumed to pay, 
and of such other tiabitities of the tribe as they may ascer- 
tain and determine to be just, shall be paid. over on their 
requisition at such time and in such manner as they shall 
request; and the residue remaining after satisfying such 
claims and liabilities shall be held in trust for the benefit of 
the Choctaws, according to the provisions of the thirteenth 
article of said treaty. In lieu of making such payments.in 
money, the Secretary of the Treasury may, at his disere- 
tion, issue to the Choctaws, on their requisition as afore- 
said, certificates of stock in the namie of the United Stites, 
bearing interest at the rate of six per centum per annum, 
payable sesni-annnally at the Treasury of the United States; 
said certificates to be redeemable in ten years or sooner, at 
the pleasure of the President of the United States, and to 
be transferable by the proper authorities of the Choctaw 
nation in such form as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
prescribe: Provided, That the question whether the unde- 
termined balance not now appropriated, of $1,130,000 of 
the sum reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs as 
duc to the Choctiws under the treaty and award aforesaid, 
is a Jegitimate charge against the Choctaws by the terms of 
the said award, be reserved for the future decision of the 
Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 
amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I would like to hear from 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means the grounds upon which a non-concurrence 
in that amendmentis recommended. If I under- 
stand what plighted faith is, what the solemnity 
of a judicial award is, then I do not see how the 
Government of the United States can repudiate this 
debt. J should be glad to hear from the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means why that 
committee recommended a non-concurrence in 
this Senate amendment, 

It has been thoroughly investigated by ever 

£ gated | M 
department of the Government; and this award is 
the result of a solemn treaty with those Indians. 
I hope the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means will explain its action. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment involves 
over a million and a half dollars; and the first 
ground for recommending anon-concurrence was 
that this was not a propcr amendment to be put 
upon one of the regular appropriation bills; that it 
should be 10 more put upon an appropriation bill 
than the Oregon war debt, or any other disputed 
matter growing out of the ordinary treaty stipula- 
tions of the Government. 

Thatis not alone the reason for the recommend- 
ation of the committee. This is, as my friend re- 
marks, ‘an old soldier.” We had neither the time 
nor the patience to give it proper consideration, 
Tt ought to be reported on by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and acted on. by the House fully 
and fairly, and at a time different from this. 

There were other reasons. The terms of the bill 
were objectionable. They refer the payment of 
the balances to the award simply of the Senate, 
so that under a simple resolution of the Senate 
more than $1,500,009 could be taken out of the 
Treasury. If non-concurred in, the amendment 
will go to a committee of conference, which com- 
mittee will examine the subject more fully than 
we had'any opportunity to do. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I havenever made a fac - 
tious opposition to any measure, since I have been 
a member, and Iwill not now; bat I consider when 
any measure arises in this House, in which the 
fair fame of a common country is involved, that 
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itis the duty of members to investigate and pass 
upon it. Iflam right, the chairman of the Com- 
Mittee of Wa sand Means, during the present 
session, placcd the appropriation forthe purchase 
of the publie printing office upon the ground that 
the faith of this Government was plighted by the 
action of Congress. Without indorsing the pro- 
priety of that purchase, or anything of that sort, 
they considered themselves bound by the previous 
action of Cougress.. What are the facts of this 
case? This appropriation of money is as justly 
due by the Government of the United States as 
any debt thatitever created, We bought, in 1820, 
of these Indians, a part of their domain in the 
State of Mississippi. In consideration of that 
grant, the Government of the United States ceded 
absolutely to these Indians all the public domain 
west of the Arkansas river, running into New 
Mexico. 

In 1825 it became necessary to form the bound- 
arics of Arkansas, and these Indians were again 
required to cede as much land as was necessary. 
for that purpose. In 1830 the Government of the 
United States wanted to purchase the remaining 
lands, and they entered into a treaty with that 
view. In 1845, the Indians being anxious to have 
their claims sctued, the Government of the Uni- 
ted States entered into a solemn, specific, clear, 
unmistakable treaty with them, by which à mode 
was fixed fora settlement. That treaty is now 
before me. The question was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. In 1855 Mr. Many- 
penny, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, reported 
a plan of adjudication, The Senate of the Uni- 
ted States was made the arbitrator. It chose be- 
tween two plans, thatis, whether it should pa 
the Indians the amount in money for which their 
Jands had been sold in Mississippi, or allow them 
$1 25 per acre for them. The Senate determined 
to pay $1 25. It was then referred to the Auditor 
of this Government, and he, after fully sifting it— 
after four years’ examination—brought in a just 
and undisputed claim in favor of the Indians of 
over three million dollars against this Govern- 
ment. Against this there was no set-off. There 
were certain credits to go upon it, for moneys 
paid the Chickasaws, with which the Choctaws 
ought to be credited. They threw out all that, and 
there is no dispute that this sum of $1,202,560 85 
is due these Indians. There is not a man in the 
Senate or in the House of Representatives, no 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, no officer of the 
Government, who can lay his hand upon his heart | 
and say that this money is not due them, under 
the solemn award of the Senate of the United 
States, made inaccordance with the treaty stipu- 
lation. J challenge any man in this House to say 
that this claim was ever disputed. very undis- 
puted claim has been laid aside, 

These Indians have sent up a memorial to Con- 
gress representing that they are in a starving con- 
dition, in consequence of the drought of last au- į 
tumn, This moncy has been due four years. | 
The claim is undisputed; the award made in ac- 
cordance with a standard which the Government 
itself settled; and now we are told by the Com- i 
mittee of Ways and Means of the House of Rep- 
rsentatives that, while they feel themselves bound 
by a printed contract, yet they have not time to 
investigate this matter. l protest against it. I 
protest against it in the name of that fair fame, 
without which no Government has prospered, 
and no Government ought to prosper. 1am as 
much in favor of economy as any one; but, when ; 
I think of those Indians, when I read this memo- 
rial, when l go to the Department and see the re- 
port of the Auditor, when Tread, as I have, the 
appeais of these Indians, | cannot but hope that į 
the House wil} concur in this amendment. 

Sir, the Committee on Finance in the Senate i 
first reported against this claim; but after inves- | 
tigating it, they took back their report. I appeal | 
to them, and Í appeal to the debate which took | 
place when they took back their report, to show 
that this is a just claim. Itis a claim which ap- 
peals to our humanity as well as to our justice; 
and itis one which should not be put off. These 
Indians agree to take the bonds of the Govern- 
ment; they do not ask money. They only ask 
that you shall issue your obligations for what | 
your own Auditor, the Commissioner of Indian | 
Affairs, and every officer of the Government, 
show has been due them for many years past. 


H > x 
tary of tbe Treasury may, at his 


I have ne interest in it; I know nothing about it. 
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The only thing which appeals to me is, that it is 
a just elaim, undisputed; and these poor, suffer- 
ing people should not be knocking fruitlessly at 
the door of this Government, which professes to 
be just. 

My friend says this claim does not properly 
belong to this bill. Now, the title of this bill is, 
“A bill making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the yéar ending June 
30, 1862.” Why should it not be paid now, and 
here? Ithas been due since 1855, when the treaty 
was entered into with these Indians, agreeing to 
scttleand to pay. That settlement has been made. 
The United States took upon itself whatit had no 
right to do—to settle all the terms, the mode and 
manner in which the settlement was to be made; 
and now, when the efficers of the Government 
report that there is this amount due, without the 
least set-off, without the least drawback, and there 
is no dispute about it, we tell them we have not 
time to attend to it, although they are suffering 
and starving, and although we have had the land, 
and have put the money into our Treasury. 

I appeal, Mr. Chairman, to this House, not to 
let this stigma rest upon the public credit of our 
Government. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will say to the House 
that if this matter were allowed to go over, I doubt 
very much whether half a dozen members, not 
acquainted with the Indian department of the 
Government, would be any better informed in re- 
gard to the character of thisclaim, {will go into 
no details; but E ask the House not to put this 
amendment aside upon the objection that itought 
not to have been attached to this appropriation 
bill. There is no doubt of the justness of this 
claim; and the only reason the Committee on 
Indian Affairs did not urge it last session was the 
condition of the Treasury. Now, however, we 
cannot be indifferent to the appeals which come 
tous from those Indians, in reference to their suf- 
fering condition. 

1 will not detain the House by going into any 
details of the claim, {tis admitted, so far as the 
Government is concerned. lt is res adjudicata, 
and itisjust as binding upon the Government as 
any sentence that can be rendered by the judicial 
department of the Government. It has passed 
through all the forms of law. ‘The Indians have 
not been represented. The Government have had 
it in their own hands, And now, at this time, 
when this amount is necessary to them for their 
very existence, I do hope the condition of the 
Treasury will not be urged as an objection to 
doing that which humanity, as well as law and 
justice, requires. IfCongress intend ever to pay 
this debt, or any portion of it, certainly at this 
juncture of time, this reasonable amount, this un- 
disputed amount, ought to be paid, or some pro- 
vision made by which the Indians can realize it, 
or the proceeds thereof, to save their existence. 

I repeat, that if this claim goes over to the next 
Congress, or for ten years, yet the House will 
necessarily be compelled to rest upon the state- 
ments ofgentiemen who have had time to examine 
it. It isa complicated matter. It was referred 
to commissioners to award it, and this claim may 
be considered as unquestionable, 
to be aclaim made by the Government against 


itself ata time when the Indians may be said not | 


to have been represented atall. It was expressly 
provided in the treaty, that the award of the Sen- 
ate should be final. : 
and I appeal to the House to pay at least this por- 
tion of the debt which is clearly unquestionable. 
The amount of the claim is much larger than 
this; bat this amendment provides for the pay- 
ment of $1,902,560 85. That item is not ques- 
tidned at all, The amendment of the Senate also 
provides that: 
“In lieu of making such payments in money, the Seere- 
iseretion, issue to the 
Choctaws, on their requisition as aforesaid, certificates of 
stock in the name of the United States, bearing interest at 
the rate of six per centum per annum, payable semi-an- 
nually at the Treasury of the United States; i ecrtifi- 
cates to be redeemable in ten years or sooner, at the pleas 
ure of the President of the United States, and to be trans- 


Itmay be said } 


lt is final; itisa judgment; į 


ferabic by the proper authorities of the Choctaw nation in : 


such form as the Secretary of the Treasury shail prescribe. 


It does not take a dollar out of the Treasury. 
It enables the Indians, however, to avail them- 
selves of the amount 


Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the House will not 
adopt so important an amendment as this upon 
so little information. This amendment, unques-' 
tionably, is improperly put upon this bill. It is 
there, at least, in violation of the rules of one 
Heuse. The case put by the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Stevenson] is not a parallel one. 
That was a case where Congress directed the ofli- 
cers of Congress to purchase property, subject, 
however, to the decision of the committees of both 
Houses. The committees of boih Houses as- 
sented to the purchase; and we had nothing to do 
with the matter at all, except to appropriate the 
money to carry into execution that purchase. 

It is not a parallel case to this. This is an old 
claim. There are a thousand disputed facts con- 
nected with it. It was-impossible for the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to look into those 
facts. There have been reports for and against 
the claim. It isa matter which would require the 
attention of a good lawyer a long time. Indeed, 
a Senator told me that if I was to sit down and 
carefully examine the papers, he thought in fifty 
hours I might begin to know something about it. 
It was, therefore, impossible. for the Committee 
of Ways and Means to consider the claim. I 
think it ought to stand upon its own merits, and 
ought not to be attached to an appropriation bill. 

Ifthe gentleman from Tennessce, [Mr. Ernur- 
ripar,] the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, will bring in a bill so that it may be con- 
sidered as the Oregon and Washington war debt 
bill was considered, and it passes, I have no ob- 
jection; but it scems to me that, to pass this im- 
portant amendment at this stage of the session, 
without further consideration, would be toassume 
a very grave responsibility. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. If this matter had not 
already been adjudicated, certainly the objection 
taken by the gentleman from Obio could be well 
taken; but this matter has been referred and 
referred, and adjudicated over and over again; 
and if we were to bring in fifty bills, and ask the 
House to investigate the claim, it never would be 
investigated, and gentlemen would never be bet- 
ter prepared to vote upon it than they are now. 
I hold that where the matter has been adjudicated 
agg the amount ascertained, and the treaty pro- 
vides that that adjudication shall be final, this 
Elouse has no discretion but to pay the amount 
found to be due. 

Mr. STEVENSON. One word to my friend 
from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. Let me say to him that this 
is an award. ‘The Government of the United 
States agreed to refer the matter to the Senate of 
the United States, and to pay whatever the Sen- 
ate of the United States should award. Now, 
why should not we pay it? We still have unad- 
justed claims with these Indians. I admit that 
there area good many disputed balances. But 
my friend cannot say that any part of the amount 
provided for here is disputed, AH the disputed 
items are thrown out. ‘The award of the Senate 
amounts to over three million dollars, but this was 
agreed to be put in because there was no dispute 
about it. The Senate was the arbitrator, The 
Government of the United States made the follow- 
ing agreement in the treaty: 

“Agr. H. The Government of the United States, not be- 
ing prepared to assent to the celain set ap under the treaty of 
September 27, 1830, and so earnestiy contended for by the 
Choctaws asa rule of setrlament, but justly appreciating 
the sacrifices, faithful services, and general good conduct 
of the Choctaw people, and being desirous that their rights 
and claims against the United Siates shall receive a just, 
fair, and liberal consideration, it is therefore stipulated that 
the following questions be submitted for adjudication to the 
Senate of the United States: 

First. Whether the Choctaws are entitled to, or shal be 


| allowed, the proeceds of the sale of the lands ceded by them 


to the United States by the treaty of September 27, 1830, 
deducting therefrom the cost of their survey aud sale, ang 
ali just and proper expenditures and payments under the 
provisions of said treaty ; and if so, what price per acre shall 
be allowed to the Choctaws for the land remaining unsold, 
in order that a final scttloinent with them may be promptly 
effected 5 or— 

“Second. Whether the Choctaws shall be allowed a 
gross sum in further and full satisfaction of all their claims, 
national and individual, against the United States; and if 
so, how much??? 


The twelfth article of the treaty contained this 
clause: 

“It being expressly understood that the adjudication and 
decision of the Senate shall be final”? 

The Senate chose. “They could say how it 
should be paid. They could pay either a gross 
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sum or so much peracre. They chose the latter. | 
They bad their auditors; the Indians were not 
represented, 
sum is due beyond all dispute. ‘The Senate have 
closed the matter by saying, whatever we agree to | 
pay you must take as finai;and now, when starv- 
ation is staring them in the face, are we to refuse 
to pay them? . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to strike 
out the following proviso to the amendment of 
the Senate: 

“ Provided, That the question whether the undetermined 
balance, not now appropriated, of 81,130,000 of the sum 
reported by the Commitiee on Indian Affairs as due the 
Choctaws under de treaty and award aforesaid, is a leg 
imate charge against the Choctaws by the terms of the saic 
award, be reserved for the future decision of the Senate.?? 

My purpose, Mr. Chairman, is simply to get 
rid, if the residue of the amendment should be 
concurred in, of the recognition of the Senate as 
a binding authority to determine hereafter how 
much we are to pay to these Indians. That is 
my only purpose. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, I am some- 
what unwell, and do not feel prepared to enter 
into the discussion of this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [suggest to the gentleman 
that he had better yield fora motion that the com- 
mittee rise. 


Mr. PHELPS. 


I submit that motion. 


The motion was agreed to. | 


So the committee rose; and, the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. CoLrax reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had under consideration 
the amendments of the Senate to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, and bad come to no resolution 


| 
thereon. i , , i 
LT submit the following reso- | 


Mr. GURLEY. 
lution——. 

Mr. BURNETT 
now adjourn, 

Mr. GROW. Have you objection to having 
an evening session for the purpose of debate? 

Mr. BURNETT. if there ave any gentkonen 
who desire to speak this evening, L have no ob- 
jection, 

Mr.GROW. There are one or two gentlemen 
who wish to speak. 

Mr. BURNETT. I modify my motion, to meet 
the views of the gentleman, 

The motion was agreed to; and the House, ac- 
cordingly, (at five o’clock, p. m.,) took a recess 
until seven o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembled at seven o’clock, (Mr. 
Axpricn occupying the chair as Speaker pre tem- 
pore, ) and resumed the consideration of the special 
order, being the report of the committee of thirty- 
three upon the present condition of the country. 

Mr. GOOCH addressed the House on the state 
of the Union. {His speech will be published in 
the Appendix. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Speaker, E blush to see 
the record of our proceedings on this question 
which now agitates the country. They resemble 
the advertisements of patent medicines—cach man 
adjnring you to give his nostrums only a fair trial. 
Genuemen do not seem to reflect that the disease 
is of a character which only requires time, deiib- 
eration, and a firm but mild treatment with the 
medicines which the doctors of our Constitution 
and libertics advertised to the world three fourths 
of acentury ago; or it is one that all your pallia- 
tives will in vain exert their effects to restore hearth 
and vigor and soundness to the.body-politc. 

The great founders of the nation formed our 
Constitution in the maxims of equality and jus- 
tice; and they adopted the scheme of determining 
political disputes, and the character of adminis- 
tration by popular majorities as the peculiar dis- 
tinction of our free institutions, and the security 
of the freedom which they made the substratum 
of government. The danger now lurking in our 
pathway arises froma misapplication of the true 
democratic principles which are forever associ- 
ated with the illustrious framers of the Constitu- 
tion; and whenever the majority of the people 
shall be unfaithful to the precepts and genius of 
these principles, their danger is imminent, the 
peril is great, and all true patriots will have cause , 
for the deepestanxiety for the fate of civilization, | 
social and political,in our once proud and boasted | 
Union. 


The Government admits that this |! 
i compromise or some concession, on the part of the 


I move that the House do | 


i 
i 
i 
i 


Itis said, Mr. Speaker, that a permanent dis- 


! ruption of this Union will inevitably follow un- 


less something is done, and dove quickly; some 


North, is made. 1 know, sir, that, in most coun- 
tries, the science of governing, to a great extent, 
is the practice of expedients: and itis true with 
us that there may be, and should be sometimes, 
a variance between the theories and practical ac- 
tion of legislators and rulers. But, I ask if any 
gentleman can give me the assurance that, in 
yiclding again by adopting some of these schemes, 


| beyond we shall have living peace and the un- 


broken march of advancing freedom? Oh, no! 
Your pledge would be deceptive, and all your 
promises “turn to ashes on the lips’? of the 
future, 

A just nation, Mr. Speaker, like a just man, 
must live by the landmarks of its faith, and the 
virtues of carly and constant uprightness. 

But suppose, sir, in the case before us, which 
threatens the existence of the Government, that 
something should be done, and that something 
could be done, not to fetter or cireumscribe liberty 
in the present, or in the ages hereafter; is it not 
better—more in accordance with the spirit and 
genius of our institutions—to first establish the 
great truth that the Constitution, framed by our 
fathers in the spirit of liberty, and the Union of 
the States, cemented by theirpatriotism and blood, 
and the enforcement of the laws, instituted for the 
peaceful working and perpetuation of our institu- 
tions, are permanent and indestructible realities, 
except the people—the source of all powcer—un- 
der and within the forms prescribed in the Con- 
stitution, decree a change? 

Mr. Speaker, it scems to me that a Govern- 
ment, or a Union, maintained by concession, in 


tthe face of rebellion and at its demand, suffers 


demoralizauion—soon losing the power to enforce 
itself; and in the end, as the varied pretexts arise, 
must falla wreck to the mad schemes or open vio- 
lence of faction, rebellion, or treason, We are 
not left to conjecture as to what now confronts 
us. Six States in open rebellion, in the spirit of 


| avowed enemies they have seized the public prop- 


erty; they have contemptuously spurned the pub- 
lic authority; converted our Government defenses 
into blockades for the conspirators; they have 
robbed our Treasury, plundered our mints, and 


| refused to pay over the public revenue. 


Mr. Speaker, with treason in these contuma- 
cious States—treason, by men who are sworn to 
supportthe Constitution, inthe Exccutive Depart- 
ments of he Governmentand in the Halls of Con- 
gress, we talk about compromise. Ido not hesi- 
tate in the course I shal) pursue; and in this I 
shall disappoint no just expectation of those that 
sent me here. Sir, L cannot consent that slavery 
shall receive any new or additional guarantees, I 
would not purchase the allegiance of the South; 
and especially would ï not by the unconditional 
or gradual surrender of all we fought for in the 
last campaign. In other words, | will not con- 
sent to the settlement of the present dispute on 


terms which give slavery any better footing, or | 


greater security, than it hasnow. All thatithas, 
and all the guarantees that it is justly entitled to, 
myself and the people F represent will faithfully 
observe; but no action of mine shall be directed 
against that political progress which the spirit of 
our system was intended to foster and promote, 


; and which to-day, in the free North, is illustrated 


by the wealth, the intelligence, the industry and 
invention, the love of equal liberty and of equal 


laws, of her citizens. 


And yet, Mr. Speaker, I meet this alarming pos- 


i ture of our national affairs in no spirit of bravado 


orintimidation, but with generousand conciliatory 
message and intent; and therefore, while opposing 
all the plans of adjustment and compromise that 
nave been submitted to this House as misplaced 
n point of time, and mischievous in principle, L 
have not thought it improper or unwise that del- 
egates from the people, elected upon the issues 
and questions that now disturb the peace of the 
country, should assemble in convention, in the 
mode prescribed in the Constitution; and then, 
if possible, compose and adjust our troubles. In 
this spirit, and with this end in view, Í proposed 
a substuuate (now before this House) for all the 
pending measures of the committee of thirty-three, 
as follows: à 
Whereas the Constitution prescribes in article five that 


LOBE. 
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“the Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall 
deem it necessary, shall propose amendments. to this:'Con= 
stitution, or, on the application of the Legistatires of two 
thirds or the several States, shall call a convention for pro- 
posing amendueuts, which, iu either case, shall-be- valid, 
to all intents and purpo as part of this Constitution, 
when ratified by the Le, ures of three fourths of the 
several States, or by cou jon in three fourths thereof” 


| and whereas varied and conflicting opinions prevail among 


the mentbers of this House in regard to the canses. whieh 
have produced the unhappy disturbances now afflicti ngour 
country, and in regard to the proper mode of quieting and 
adjusting these disturbances, and guarding against their 
future recurrence: Therefore, 

Resolved, ‘Vhat, in the judgment of this House, the proper 
tribunal to which all existingedisturbing questions should 
be referred for deliberate consideration and fina} settlement 
is a convention of delegates from the soveral States of the 
Union, to be called in the mode prescribed in the Consti- 
tution. 


~ To thisall can agree: those opposed to all com- 
promise or change, and those in favor; those from 
the border slave States, and those from the: free 
States; and then, if, at last, we shall not agree to 


.live in union and fraternity, as our fathers in- 


tended, and as all patriots now desire, the people 
of the North, with the same stern and irresistible 
principle which has reared the civilization and 
love of liberty of eightcen million freemen, can 
prepare for the alternatives of separation by peace- 
ful negotiation, or union by the force of arms. 
For me, the Constitution is sufficient as it is, and 
{ would make no change in any of its sacred parts. 
Others may think differently; and will not all wait 
and sce what the people say? ` 

Messrs. HASKIN, BLAIR, and KELLOGG 
of Michigan, next addressed the House. (Their 
speeches will be published in. the Appendix.] 

And then, on motion of Mr. KELLOGG, of 
Michigan,) at nine o’clock and thirty-five minutes, 
p- m.,) the House adjourned until Monday next, 
at ten o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 25, 1861 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruny. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
Saturday last. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, There isa spe- 
cial order for half past eleven o’clock to-day, and 
it will take a long time to read that Journal.: { 
presume nobody is attending to it. We are com- 
pelled to trust to the accuracy of the Seeretary of 
the Senate and his officers to make up that record, 
and the Presiding Officer is compelled to examine 
it before he himself signs it, I believe; and J there- 
fore suggest and move that the further reading of 
the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved to 
dispense with the farther reading of the Journal. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, presented the 
credentials of Flon. Cuar.es B. Mitcugn, elected 
a Senator by the Legislature of the State of Ark- 
ansas, for the term of six years, commencing on 


the 4th day of March, 1861; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (No. 777) for the relief of William 
Haynie, administrator of Ann Haynie, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

OREGON WAR DEBT. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 11) 
to provide for the payment of expenses incurred 
by the Territories of Washington and Oregon in 
the suppression of Indian hostilities therein in the 


| years 1855 and 1856, with amendments; in which 


the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. Presi- 
dent—— 

Mr. LANE. Will the Senator allow mea mo- 
ment? I-desire to know if action can now be taken 
on the bill which has just been returned from the 
House of Representatives. Itis the Senate bill 
to provide for the payment of expenses incurred 
by the Territories of Washington and Oregon in 
the suppression of Indian hostilities therein in 
the years 1855 and 1856. The House of Repre-~ 
sentatives have struck out the Senate bill and in- 
serted an amendment. 1 should like to have some 
time fixed for its consideration, and that very 
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soon, Tf itis in order, T should like tö: make al 
motioh-——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthe Senator from | 
Arkansas yields the floor to the Senator from 
Oregon, he can make any motion he desires. 

Mr. LANE. ‘Then I move that some time be 


fixed when we can “have action on the House | 
amendment to the Senate bili—say to-day at three | 


o'clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope there will be no 
time. fixed particularly to-day, because at twelve 
o’clock I shall move to take up the civil appro- 
priation bill, : 

Mr. LANE. Then I propose half past eleven 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved and 
seconded that the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill to provide for the pay- 
ment of expenses incurred by the Territories of 
Washington and. Oregon in the suppression of 
Indian hostilities therein in the years 1855 and 
1856, be made the special order for to-morrow | 
morning at half-past eleven o’clock. 

» The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BIGLER presented a memorial of citizens 
of Chester county, Pennsylvania, praying, for the 
speedy adoption of such measures as are substan-' 
tially embraced by the resolutions of Hon. Mr. 
Crirtenpen; which was ordered to lie on the | 
table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Jef- 
ferson county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by Hon. Mr. Carrrenpen; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Fle also presented a petition of citizens of West 
Alexander, Pennsylvania, in favor of the compro- 
mise proposed by Hon. Mr. Crirrenpven or the 
Representatives of the border States; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a series of resolutions, unan- 
imously adopted at the Democratic State conven- 
tion, held at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, on the 
22d instant, deprecating the use of coercive meas- 
ures against any of the southern States, approv- 
ing of the conciliatory overtures of the southern 
border States, and declaring their hearty concur- 
rence i all reasonable and constitutional meas- 
ures for the preservation of the Union, consist- 
ently with the rights of all the States; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr SUMNER presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Haverhill, Massachusetts, representing 
that they are loyal to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, and in favor of the administration of 
the Federal Government in accordance with con- 
stitutional provisions and the spirit and intentions 
of its framers; and believing that the Constitution 
should be obeyed rather than amended, they are 
opposed to all constitutional amendments or com- 
promises by which slavery shall receive new 
guarantees or be extended into territory now free, 
and petition Congress not to adopt any measures 
by which the system of American slavery shall 
be extended and protected in the Territorics now 
belonging to, or that may hereafter be acquired 
by, the United States; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
passage of any act of Congress, or any amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States, 
which shall extend human servitude or give it new 
guarantees—‘* what our fathers would not grant 
to their companions and fellow-sufferers, in the 
Revolution, we hope their sons will not grant to 
the present holders of slaves;’’ which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. T have a memorial, also from 
citizens of Massachusetts, in which they call upon 
Congress to enact by law, that no person, black 
or white, male or female, shall be reduced to a 
condition of slavery or involuntary servitude, ex- 
cept as a punishment for crime, by the laws of | 
any one of the States or Territories, belonging 
thereto, or by any person or persons residing 
therein; and that all persons so held, be declared 
free and independent citizens. I offer this memo- 
rial, sir, because I deem it my duty to offer all 
memorials that are respectful in form, when sent 
to me; but in offering it, I take this occasion to 


declare most explicitly, that I do not think that 


Congress has any right to interfere with slavery 
ina State. J ask’ that the memorial lie on the 
table. 

It was so ordered. 


Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of citi- 
zensof Bordentown, New Jersey, withoutdistine- 
tion of party, praying Congress to stand firm for 
the Union, the Constitution as itis, and the en- 
forcement of all the laws; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New 
Market, New Jersey, setting forth that it is not 
only incompatible with honor and patriotism, but 
cowardly and base, for Republicans to surrender, 
under the pressure of secession and secession 
threats; that they have done no wrong, but have 
in the last election succeeded, by constitutional 
means, by addressing the enlightened reason and 
conscience of the people, in view of long years of 
misrule and rapacity of a corrupt party and Ad- 
ministration; and that it is incumbent upon.all 
good citizens to maintain the supremacy of the 
Constitution and the laws. They recommend to 
their Senators and Representatives in Congress, 
and all others in authority, to stand by the Con- 
stitution as it is and the Government of the coun- 
try, and to make no compromise whatever. The 
petition was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GREEN presented a memorial of inhab- 
itants of Dakota, praying Congress to grant them 
such a territorial organization as will, without 
embodying the contested provisions ofthe Wilmot 
proviso, enable them to enjoy in peace the fruits 
of their labor, and to feel the protecting hand of 
authority; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave a petition of six 
hundred and fifty-two legal voters of the county 
of Laporte, in the State of Indiana, representing 
that strenuous efforts have been made in that 
county to procure a false representation of the 
sentiments of the people by circulating petitions 
favorable to whatis generally known asthe Critten- 
den propositions. These petitioners,six hundred 
and fifty-two in number, legal voters, represent 
that they are attached to the Constitution and the 
Union, and are willing to redeem all the pledges 
of American citizens for the enforcement of the 
laws, and opposed to any compromise with par- 
ties who are in hostility to the Government. I 
move that the petition be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BIGLER, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
626) for the relief of Stephen F. Willis, reported 
it without amendment, 

Mr. DURKEE. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 101) 
granting an invalid pension to John Purcell, have 
instructed me to report it without amendment, 
and ask its immediate passage. Itis only four 
dollars a month; a very meritorious case, 

Mr. GRIMES. I ohjeet. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will He over. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the 
petiuon of Anne M. Smith, widow of General 
Persifer F. Smith, praying compensation for the 
collection and disbursement of public moneys by 
her late husband, while be was in command of 
the military division of the Pacific, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 569) for the 
relief of Mrs. Anne M. Smith, widow of General 
Persifer E. Smith. 

The bill was read, and passed toasecond read- 
ing; and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill CEL. R. No. 896) for the relief of D. D. Har- 
rill, reported it without amendment, and recom- 
mended its passage. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. I ask leave to present informally 
an amendment which I shall submit to the amend- 
ment to the post route bill, offered by the Senator 
from New York (Mr. Sewarp] on Saturday last; 
and Į ask that it may be printed, in order that, 
when it comes up, I may move it. 

The amendment was ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
Mr. DURKEE. | move that William J. Sears 


be permitted to withdraw his petition for a pene 
sion, and the papers accompanying the same. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has there beenan 
adverse report? 

Mr. DURKEE, I think there has been. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be unan- 
imous consent, then, the order will be made. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There ought to be some 
reason given, if there is an adverse report. 

Mr. DURKEE. The réason he assigns is, that 
he has other testimony which he wants to add to 
that which has been already submitted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the rule ought not 
to allow papers to be withdrawn when there is an 
adverse report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule does not; 
but it can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL., Ido not desire to inter- 
pose objection. J only call the attention of the 
Senate to it. 

Leave was granted. 

Mr. LANE. I desire permission to withdraw 
the papers of John Carter applying fora pension 
His papers were sent to the Committee on Pen- 
sions at the last session. His papersare import- 
ant to him. He has lost an arm in the services 
he is unable to work, and the papers are of con- 
sequence to nobody else. In fact, the letters from 
his commanding officers were very handsome. He 
now desires to withdraw the papers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the order willbe made The Chair hears 
no objection. 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLOSSBRENNER, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President approved and signed, 
on the 23d instant, a bill (S. No. 345) for the re- 
lief of Mary Walbach, widow of the late brevet 
Brigadier General John DeB. Walbach, of the. 
United States Army. 


DES MOINES GRANT. 


Mr. LANE. I desire to withdraw the motion 
I made a day or two ago, to reconsider the vote 
on the passage of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
70) to quit title to lands in the State of Jowa. I 
examined the case pretty thoroughly, and I have 
given attention to it since I made the motion to 
reconsider. There is only one thing in the world 
that could induce me to go for it, and that is for 
the protection of settlers. E withdraw the motion 
to reconsider, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to withdraw the motion to recon- 
sider. The Chair hears no objection, 

Mr. GRIMES. I believe that the vote on the 
passage of the bill was reconsidered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, and others. No. 

Mr. GRIMES. Then the bill is passed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Yes. 


LAND LAWS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 have called 
up twice before a resoluticn with which I was in- 
trusted from the Committee on Public Lands 
during the last session. I have each time con- 
sented, on the earnest request of Senators, that it 
should be laid over, so that they might have an 
opportunity to examine it. Itis in regard to a 
digest of laws that is of necessity and great utility 
to the officers of the Government. 1 will read a 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior; and then the 
Senate can act on it as they think proper. The 
letter is very short. Being called on by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands for information in regard 
to the propriety of a resolution which was offered 
and adopted here instructing the committee to in- 
quire into the necessity or propriety of purchasing 
what are called Lester’s Land Laws, Decisions, 
&c., the Secretary made this reply: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, June 4, 1860. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the reference of 
Senate joint resolution No. 39, inclosed with your fetter of 
the Istinstant, asking the views df this Department thereon. 

In reply, | have the honor to state that “ Lester’s Land 
Laws, Decisions,” &c., to which the resolution relates, has 
been in use in this Department. to a limited extent, for a 
month past, and is found to be very valuable for convenient 
reference to faws and decisions relating to lands, pensions, 
military bounty, scrip, and other matters of departmental 
supervision and action. The book is weli arranged ; andso 
far as it has been tested, has been found to be complete. I 
regard it as almost indispensable for all the officers in the 
land and pension service to have each a copy; and am of 
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a 


the opinion that it would be very valuable to judges, district 


attorme and other offiee and therefore recommend 
such legislation by Congress as is contemplated by the joint 


resolution No. 39, which I have now the honor herewith to 


revi. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
3. THOMPSON, Secretary. 


Hon. R. W. Jounson, Chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, United States Senate. 


This is a compilation,a digest, not only of the 
laws which are scattered in every direction through 
our general collection of laws, but of all the de- 
cisions of the various courts in regard to a num- 
ber of subjects here mentioned, which renders the 
volume of exceeding value, not only tothe public 
service, but to every private legal library. Under 
the authority of the committee, I brought in the 
resolution during the last session, with a limita- 
tion that in no event should more than two thou- 
sand copies be purchased for the use of the Gov- 
ernment. Itcomes peculiarly recommended; and 
comes with advantages and benefits to the public 
service of peculiar value. lask that the resolution 
may now be considered and passed; and 1 hope 


and believe it will excite no debate, after this, as | 


I think, full explanation of the matter, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed, as in the Committee of the Whole, the 
consideration of the joint resolution (S. No. 39) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to pur- 
chase certain books, the question being on the 
amendment of the Committee on Public Lands, to 


strike out all after the resolving clause, and in- į 


gert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized to purchase of W. W. Lester, such number of 
copies of “ Lester’s Land Laws, Regulations, and Decis 
ions,” as may be ry to furnish one-copy to vac 
veyor general, register of a land office, and receiver of 


pub- 


lic moneys, and to every offiver of the United States uow | 
entitled by law to the Jaws ol the United States, published | 


by Lite & Brown, to be beld for the use or their res ve 
offices, at a price not exceeding four dollars per copy: Pro- 
vided, however, ‘That no greater namber of copies shall be 
purchased than may be required by the terms above set 
forth, and, shall in no event exceed $2,090: And further, 
That if $2,000 shall prove to be insufficient to supply the 
offices hercinbefore specified, then it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Tuterior to select such proper onices 
for the distribution as, in his judgment, shall be deemed best 
for the public interest. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not know but that 
the amendment is well enough; but Ido not sce 
any reason for passing itat all. [It looks to me 
very much like a great many things of the same 
kind we have had. A man has compiled a book, 
and he wants to sell it, and he comes here, and 
we are asked to buy a couple of thousand copies 
for the different offices. There is no reason why 
these officers should not inform themselves of the 


laws governing their offices, and their duties, as | 


other people do. Why shouid we again begin the 
system of purchasing these publications, and giv- 
ing them currency? We stopped it once, and I 
think we may as well keep it stopped. At any 
rate, we have not any money to lay out in books 
now. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. After the ex- 
planation I have made, I do not think it necessary 
to consume time, in reply to the Senator from 
Maine. 1 merely ask that a vote be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mason in 
the chair) put the question on the amendment, 
and declared that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. There was but 
one man voting on each side. I never heard of 
such a decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
can call fov a division. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


Certainly the 
amendment ought to be adopted. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The amendment is well | 


enough, | suppose. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being, on 
adivision—ayes twenty-seven, noes not counted. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
asamented, and the amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is, * Shall the joint resolution be engrossed, 
and read the third ume?” 

Mr. KING. Lask for the yeas and nays on 
the passage. 

Several SENATORS. 
without. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I should like to hear the res- 
olution read, or some gentleman state what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The joint res- 
olution will be read the third time. 


Oh, no; we shall reject it 


| without the yeas and nays. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I suggest that the ques- 
tion en the third reading be taken bya count, 


Mr. KING. 1 will withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays unul a count is had. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason in 
the chair.) Ltis the duty of the Chair to announce 
that the special order for half past eleven o’clock 
is the bill establishing certain post routes, which 
must be taken up. 

Mr. POLK. That bill has been occupying the 
morning hour of the Senate for three or four days 
past; and I think it ought to be postponed, that 
we may be allowed to do something else which 
does not require so much time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask that it 
be postponed informally, until we take a vote on 
this joint resolution. 

Mr. POLK. I move to postpone it until one 
o’clock, because then some other things can come 
up. 

Pte, FESSENDEN. Attwelveo’clocl, I shall 
move to take up the civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. POLK. Well, then, to-morrow at one 
o’clock. 

The PRESIDING CFFICER. The Chair is 
informed that the Senator from Missouri is prob- 
ably mistaken as to the bill to which he referred. 
The bill to which the Senator refers is the bill 
(H. R. No. 950)in relation to the postal service. 
The bill which is before the Senate at cleven 
o’clock is the bill establishing certain post routes. 

Mr. POLK. Tam not mistaken. It has been 
up three mornings; at Jeast the whole morning 
hour has been occupied for two days with speeches 
on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
entertain the motion. 

Mr. POLK. I move that the bill be postponed 
until to-morrow at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. LATHAM. I hope that will not prevail. | 
I think the object might be obtained by post- 
poning it to twelve o'clock. That will give half 
an hour for presenting petitions and other busi- 
ness. I move to amend the motion by saying, 
twelve o’clock to-day, if this subject is post- 

oned at all, 

Mr. POLK. I think half past twelve o’clock 
to-morrow will be soon enough. 1 prefer that 
hour. I have been trying to get up a bill for some 
time past. Other Senators are in the same posi- 
tion. Ibad my bill up once, and it was post- 
poned for this. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER Jt is moved 
that the bill establishing certain post routes be 
postponed until to-morrow, at half past twelve 
o'clock, and made the special order. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. lt may just as well be 


disposed of to-day. ‘There is no objection, I sup- |! : >e ai 4 i 
igposed'of to-day: hrs J t SUP if standing than that, if a majority of the Senate will 


pose, to voting on it; but if we postpone it from | 
day to day, we have the same speeches on one 
side and the other over again day after day, and 
we shall never get through. 

Mr. GWIN. We ought to take up this bill 
and act on it now. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We may as well settle | 
it at one time as another. F suppose there will | 
be no abjection to allowing it to be voted on 

Mr. POLK. [am nat sure it can be acted on 
now; because the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Sewarp] has an amendment, and the Senator 
from Cahfornia [Mr. Gwry] bas just proposed an | 
amendment to that amendment, and had an order | 
made to print it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from New 
York, if he has an amendment toanything before 
the Senate at the present time, ought to be here 
to yote on it. J am opposed to postponing for 
anybody at this last weck of the session. If Sen- | 
ators cannot be here to move their amendments, | 
1 shall not pay much attention to them. i 

Mr. GWIN. I offered my amendment a few 
minutes ago; but the first motion is to have a 
committee of conference on the bill, which ought 
to be disposed of now. 

Mr. WADE. Ifit is in order, I move to 
poné all prior orders, and take up House bil 
959. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that there is a motion pending to postpone 
the bill now before the Senate until to-morrow, 
at half past twelve o’clock, which has précederice. 


PNo. | 
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‘he motion to postpone the post route bil 
unti hatt past twelve o'clock to-morrow was not 
agreed to. 

Mr.GWIN,. Now, I hope that the Senate will 
proceed with the consideration of the bill, f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “The bill (H. 
R. No. 714) establishing certain post routes is 
now before the Senate. 

Mr.WADE. l move to postpone it, and take 
up House bili No. 950, in relation to the postal 
service. It has been up here and debated, until I 
hope it will be acted on without further debate 
on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator state to what time he proposes to postpone 
the pending bill? ; ae 

Mr. GWIN. If the Senator will propose to 
postpone the bill now under consideration to half 
past eleven o’clock to-morrow, I am perfectly 


willing. 

Mr. WADE. Very well. 

Mr. POLK. [object to that. This bill has 
crowded out everything from the morning. hour 
on three different days. No legislation can be 
had because of this bill, which was held ap some 
two weeks after it came in here, as stated by onë 
of the Senators from California, without action 
on it, `. i 

Mr. GWIN. Who held it up? 

Mr. POLK. Ido not know. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senate held it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will 
preserve order. The Senator from Missouri has 
the floor. 

Mr. POLK. I hope the Senator from Ohio will 
fix a later hour in the day to postpone it to, and 
let other States have some possible chance of gets, 
ting something before the Senate during this last 
week of the session, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis now moved 
to postpone the bill (H. R. No. 714) establishing 
certain post routes until to-morrow at half past 
cleven o’clock, 

Mr. GWIN. There is a special order for that 
hour—the Oregon war debt bill—and I think we 
had better dispose of this bill now. 

Mr. LATHAM. I would suggest to my col- 
league, who has contro] of this bill, that he con- 
sent to let it go over to half past twelve o'clock 
to-morrow, with the understanding that the Sen- 
ate will then take it up and finally dispose of it. 

Mr. GWIN. Lam willing to agree to that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 cannot be a party.to 
any understanding that a bill is to be taken up 
and finally finished, as long as there are two ap- 


| we : S 
propriation bills behind the one at present under 


consideration, I am willing to allow a reasona- 

ble time; but I cannot consent to any such ar- 

rangement. 
Mr. GWIN. Ido not want any farther under» 


take it up and dispose of it at half past twelve 


| o'clock, to-morrow, | shall be satisfied. 


Mr. LATHAM. That is sufficient. 

Mr. GREEN. I shall vote for postponing thia 
bill, but against taking up the bill indicated by 
the Senator from Ohio. I will do so for this rea- 
son: there are important territorial matters that 
ought to be attended to to-day, so that the House 
of Representatives can act on them to-morrow, 
which is devoted to territorial business in the 
House, and 1 think therefore that we ought to 
have at least an hour to-day to act on territorial 
business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in favor 
of postponing the post route bill until half past 
eleven o’clock-—— 

Mr. GWIN. Half past twelve o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Ohio was half past twelve 
o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 
435) to refund to the Territory of Utah the ex- 
penses incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities 
inthe year 1853: which thereupon received the 
signature of the Vice President. 


THE POSTAL SERVICE. 
Mr. WADE. I naw rétiew my motich. 
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February 25, 


“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio moves to take up for consideration 


House bill No. 950, in relation to the postal ser-- 


vice. - : 
The question being put, there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes 20, noes 14. 

Mr. GREEN. Is thirty-four a quorum? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair so 
understands, ` 

Mr. GREEN. I wish to call the attention of 
the Presiding Officer to the fact that we have 
thirty-four States and sixty-eight Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that thirty-four at present constitute 
a quorum. x 

r. GREEN. Thirty-four? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GREEN. There are thirty-four States, 
unless some have seceded. If there is no seces- 
sion, there is no quorum. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. One (Kansas) has not 

‘ot in yet. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It is not organized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Missouri state any question that he 
desires to make? 

Mr. GREEN. I raise the question that there 
is no quorum, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator from Mis- 
gouri will hear me one’ moment, I think he will 
not persist: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Missouri yield the floor? 

Mr. GREEN. No. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion merely? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri has the floor. 

Mr. GREEN. If there are any others in be- 
sides those who have voted, so as to make a 
quorum, I do not want to waste time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is the very matter 
I wanted to state. 

Mr. GREEN. I knew it as much as you, and 
I wanted to state it myself, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an 
amendment pending to the bill, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. 
Frren, which was, in line five, to strike out the 
words “ or the postal laws maintained;”? so that 
the bill would read: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
whenever, in the optnion of the Postmaster General, the 
postal service cannot be safely continued, or the post office 
revenues collected, or the contents of the mails preserved 
inviolate till delivered to the proper address, on any post 
route, by reason of any insurrection or resistance to the 
laws of the United Stafes, the Postmaster General is hereby 
authorized to discontinue the postal service on such route, 
or any part thereof, and any post offices thereon, til the 
same can be safely restored, and shall report his action to 
Congress. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask whether it would be 
in order to take a vote on the substitute I offered 
now, or whether otheramendments must be voted 
on first? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands that the parliamentary practice is to per- 
fect a bill as far as the friends of the bill can do 
it, before the question is taken ona substitute for 
the entire bill. The question is on the amend- 
ment which has been stated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas is now in order, 

Mr. PEARCE. Before that is offered, I desire 
to present anamendment to the bill, to strike out, 
in the eighth line, the words “insurrection or;” 
so that it will read, ‘by reason of any resistance 
to the laws of the United States;”’ which, I think, 
is quite sufficient, and it will make the bill more 
palatable to some who would not otherwise go 
for it. 

Mr. FITCH. There is an amendment of the 
character indicated by the Senator pending, of- 
fered by myself and the Senator from North Car- 
olina; and one prior to that likewise, in the fifth 


line, to strike out ‘or the postal laws main- | 


tained.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been 
acted on 
Mr. FITCH. 


Unless a division is called for 


Senator—“ any insurrection or resistance to,” 
and insert ¢¢a refusal to acknowledge.” 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Indiana that the 


_ Senator from Maryland has offered anamendment, 


which is in order. 

Mr. FITCH. Iam perfectly content with the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mary- 
land, if other Senators are, simply striking out 
the words ‘* insurrection or.” 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to know how it 
will read if the words be stricken out, 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


+ Beit enacted, §c., That whenever, in the opinion of the 
Postmaster General, the postal service cannot be safely 
continued, or the Post Office revenues collected, or the 
laws maintained, or the contents of the mails preserved in- 
violate till delivered to the proper address, on any post 
route, by reason of any resistance to the Jaws of the United 
States, the Postmaster General is hereby authorized to dis- 
continue the postal service on such route, or any part there- 
of, and any post offices thereon, till the same can be safely 
restored, and shall report his action to Congress. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. F shall not be satisfied 


with that, and cannot vote for the bill in that | 


form. 1 withdrew my amendment, and accepted 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 


Mr. FITCH. On that account, and the better | 


to meet my own views, I propose to renew my 
amendment, because the Senator from North Car- 
olina withdrew his only on condition that mine 
should be substituted. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. President, I may say 
that the difficulty in the case is simply this: we 
all understand that it is what has occurred in the 
seceding States that gives rise to this bill, If it 
be stated that they have seceded from the Union, 
gentlemen on the other side do not wish to vote 
for the proposition. If, on the other hand, you 
deny that the secession is valid, by simply calling 
it “insurrection,” or +‘ resistance to the laws,” 
I, and those who think with me, will not vote for 
it. The object, therefore, which [had in view, 
and which it struck me the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana would effect, was to avoid 
expressing an opinion upon the validity of the 
secession. ‘The word ‘ refusal ’’ does not exactly 
meet my view, and yet I cannot get a word to 
answer my purpose better. I am willing to vote 
to withdraw our postal service from those States, 
and I desire to do that. indeed, L will not vote 
to continue it there. 1 deny the right of the Gov- 
ernment to continue it there. I hope the amend- 
ment of my friend from Tndiana will be read again; 
and if it mect the view which Tam endeavoring to 
state, | shall very, very cheerfully vote for the 
Proposition. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that the amendment before the Senate is that 
offered by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. PEARCE. To give the gentleman an op- 
portunity to offer his amendment, I withdraw my 
amendment; and then, if his fails, I shall renew 
mine. 

Mr. FITCH. The amendment which I sup- 
posed was pending. 1 now move to strike out, m 
lines seven and cight, the words “ any insurrec- 


tion or resistance to,” and insert ‘a refusal to | 


acknowledge;” so that the bill will read: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
whenever, in the opinion of the Postmaster Geueral, the 
postal service cannot be safely continued, or the Post Office 
revenues collected, or the postal laws maintained, or the 
contents of the mails preserved inviolate tili delivered to 
the proper address, ou any post route, by n ofa refusal 
toacknowledge the laws of the United Stai 


service on such route, or any part thereof, and any post 
offices thercon, till the same can be safely restored, and 
shall report his action to Congress. 


Mr. BAYARD. I should prefer to have this 


bill amended in a different mode from that. Ii 


suppose the object of it is to give a discretion in 


| regard to the postal service, without the expres- 


sion of any opinion on the part of Congress as to 
the existing relations of the country in this bill, 
even by implication. I should suppose that the 


proper amendment to this bill, to make it answer | 
all its legitimate purposes, would be to strike out | 
> > 


all after the word “ collected,” in the fifth line, to 
the word ‘fon, in the seventh line, and also after 
the word “reason,” to strike out any Jnsurrec- 
tion or resistance to the laws of the United States,” 
and insert ‘from any cause whaisoever;’’ so as 


on striking out and inserting, the next proposi- |! to make the bill read in this way: 


tion is to strike out the words indicated by the 


That whenever, in the opinion of the Postmaster Gene- 


g g the Postmas- ; 
ter General is hereby authorized to discontinue the postal | 


ral, the postal service cannot be safely continued, or the 
Post Office revenues collected, or. the postal. laws main- 
tained on any post route, by reason of any cause whatso- 
ever, the Postmaster General is hereby authorized to dis- 
continue the postal service on any such route, or any part 
theréof, and any post offices thereon, till the same can be 
safely restored ; and shall report his action to Congress. 

That gives full discretion, and full discretion 
on two legitimate grounds, namely, where the 
mails cannot be safely carried, and where the rev- 
enues cannot be collected. I can easily see that 
the words, ‘f or the mails preserved inviolate till 
delivered to their proper address,” might be made 
—I‘do not say that such is the intention—a seri- 
ous cause of discontent; or they might be used as 
the pretext for the withdrawal of the mails even 
where they were safely carried, and where the 
Post Office revenues were collected. I admit, if 
the mails cannot be safely carried, or the Post 
Office revenues cannot be collected, in either case 
the Postmaster General ought to have the author- 
ity, be the cause what it may, to discontinue the 
service on such a route. I think this is all that 
can be legitimately asked. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to ask the 
Senator what objection he has to the words, “ or 
the contents of the mails preserved inviolate till 
safely delivered to the proper address.”’ 

Mr. BAYARD. I will answer the honorable 
Senator. The other propositions fully cover it. 
To say that, if the revenue cannot be collected, 
or the mails safely carried, or the postal laws 
maintained, fully covers the whole question. To 
leave in the words cited by the honorable Senator 
might involve a question ag to the police power 
of the States. Suppose a book, which is per- 
fectly well known to the Senate, which I suppose 
the honorable Senator from Maine would notap- 
prove, should be circulated through the mails and 
delivered to its address throughout the slavehold- 
ing States of this Union—I speak of Helper’s 
book, as it is called: it might be held by a Post- 
master General that, if the laws of the State re- 
quired the non-delivery of a book calculated and 
intended solely for the purpose of creating a do- 
mestic insurrection in a State which could have 
no other effect, whatever, that was a sufficient 
ground for withdrawing the mail service on that 
route. Now, sir, I am willing to give ample au- 
thority, and Ict the Postmaster General have it, 
in all cases where the postal service cannot be 
safely continued, or the Post Office revenues col- 
lected, or the postal laws maintained on any post 
route, by reason of any cause. Is not that broad 
enough? Is not that sufficient, instead of making 
this bill, by its peculiar language, in the present 
excited state of the country, add to those feelings 
which are already causing the Union to crumble 
into pieces? Sir, I prefer legislation which shall not 
have such an effect as that in its language, but 
which shall give full powers—and I would agree to 
give them—to the officer to carry out the proper 
duties of his office. Ido hope that on the other 
side this will be assented to. It seems to me that 
it will be sufficient to say, ‘if the postal laws are 
not maintained,” F take it for granted the Post- 


| master Gencral will judge that necessarily the 


postal Jaws require the mails to be inviolate; but 
we all know the fact perfectly well, that there has 
been, in some respects, a conflict in some States 


| between the legislation of the State under its po- 


lice power and the action of the Federal Govern- 
ment in regard to the delivery of certain docu- 


! ments or papers. Every one that has studied the 


Constitution of this country and the opinions of 
the Supreme Court—I allude to the opinions in 
no particular case, but in a variety of cases— 
knows that though there are broad distinctions in 
many instances between the powers of the States 
and thoss of the General Government, they often 
approximate so closely that it requires great care 


| and great discrimination; and indeed, it is almost 


impossible to state a general principle which 
draws a line in every particular case. 

I think you are giving full power when you 
say that the head of the Post Office Department, 
whenever the postal service cannot be safely con- 
tinued, or the revenues collected, or the postal 
iaws maintained, on any postroute, by reason of 
any cause whatever, shall have the discretionary 
power to withdraw the mail service on the route 
till the same can be safely restored, and report his 
action to Congress. 1 think that would answer 
the efficient purpose of the law, without preserv- 
ing in this bill what I believe, so far from being 
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any benefit in the execution of the laws, will only} 
tend to exasperate and excite the sentiment in dif- 
ferent sections of the country, and what the end 
is to be is not for me now to say. I shall offer 
this amendment after the one now pending shall 
have been disposed of. 

Mr. MASON. The object of this bill is to give 
power to the Postmaster General to discontinue 
the postal service of the country upon certain con- 
tingencies, which are set out in the bill. The first 
is, “ whenever, in the opinion of the Postmaster 
General, the postal service cannot be safely con- 
tinued.” Another is, “or the Post Office revenues 
collected;’? and another, ‘or the postal laws 
maintained, or the contents of the mails preserved 
inviolate till delivered to the proper address.” 
These are the contingencies; and then the bill pro- 
vides that this power shall not be exercised by the 
Postmaster General unless these contingencies 
have arisen “by reason of any insurrection or 
resistance to the laws of the United States.” The 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana proposes 
to strike out these words: “by reason of any in- 
surrection or resistance to the laws of the United 
States,” and to insert in licu of them, “by reason 
of any refusal to acknowledge the laws of the 
United States. The Senator from Delaware 
proposes to substitute for that, a provision that 
the power shall be exercised in the contingencies 
mentioned, when these contingencies may arise, 
“from any cause whatsoever,” 

We all know that a condition of things, charac- 
terized by different sections of the country in a 
different manner, has arisen in the southern por- 
tion of the continent, which makes it proper that 
the postal service of the United States there should 
be discontinued; and I will agree for one that the 
contingencies set out here are properly set out; 
at least I will not cavil about it; but E object that 
the reason assigned for it shall be “by reason of 
any insurrection or resistance to the laws of the 
United States.” Sir, this word “insurrection ”’ 
is unknownso the Constitution, ‘There is no such 
word in the Constitution which authorizes the 
Federal Government to interfere cither actively or 
passively; and i protest against any power being 
assumed on the part of the Federal Government, 
on the charge that there exists a state of things 
in any of those States, which were States of the 
Union, unknown to the Constitution; for the word 
‘insurrection’? is not there. The Constitution 
provides that— ` 

« The United States shall guaranty to every State in this 
Union a republican form of government, and shall protect 
each of them against invasion.’? 

It may interfere in the States in the cases pre- 
scribed by the Constitution, in case of invasion— 
—‘‘and on application of the Legislature, or of the Execu- 
tive, (when the Legislature cannot be convened,) against 
domestic violence.” 


That is the language of the Constitution. Now, 
sir, I demand to know under what authority the 
Federal Government isinvoked, asthe billimports, 
within the limits of a State, because of an alleged 
insurrection. What is an insurrection? What 
right have the Congress of the United States to 
interpose I*ederal power in a case not provided 
for in the Constitution? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the honorable Senator 
from Virginia will allow me, I will refer him to 
one clause of the Constitution he has not read, 
where it says expressly that— 

“Congress shal! have power to provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the laws of the United States, sup- 
press insurrections, and repel invasion.’ 

Mr. MASON. Tremember the clause; will the 
Senator give me a reference to it? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Itison page 36, of the 
book before-me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The morning hour having expired, 
itis the duty of the Chair to call up the unfinished 
business of Saturday, House bill No. 865, being 
an act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government, for the year ending 

I move to suspend that order 


une 30, 1862. 
Mr. WADE. 
and continue this bill. It seems to me there is a 
great deal of unnecessary criticism upon this bill, 
under the apprehension that it assumes that there 
is a certain statc of things existing in the country. 
Ido not understand the bill as assuming any such 
thing 


Mr. MASON. I presume I have the floor. 


Mr. WADE. Yes, sir... I was going to. state 
that so far as I am concerned, I have looked this 
bill over, and I think all that part of the bill which 
assigns reasons for the discontinuance is unneces- 
sary, and ] would be willing that they should be 
stricken out; but I do not like to have the bill go 
back to the other House at this stage of the ses- 
sion. I do not think anything is necessary for 
the efficiency of the bill, more than the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware, to insert the words, 
“for any cause whatsoever.” With his amend- 
ment, the bill strikes me as being as good as it is 
now, and I hope that will avoid all the criticism, 
and if that will be satisfactory and stop debate, 1 
would agree to it, and get rid of the subject; but 
the motion first is, whether we shall suspend the 
order, and the Senator from Virginia will have 
the floor if we do suspend it. 

Mr. MASON. I yield very cheerfully to the 
special order of the Senate. 
continue the consideration of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
and seconded that the special order, being the 
civil appropriation bill, be postponed in order to 
continue the discussion of the present bill. 

Mr MASON. I do not make the motion. 

Mr. WADE. I make the motion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 can only say that I 
cannot give my assent to that; it is for the Senate 
to do as they please in reference to the matter. 
If this bill could be disposed of in a few minutes 
by agreeing to an amendment from the other side, 
and then passing it, I should be very glad; but I 
cannot consent to postpone the appropriation 

ill, 

Mr. FITCH. Ifitis the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate to continue this bill now, and dispose of it, I 
desire to withdraw my amendment, believing that 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Del- 
aware will obviate the objections designed to be 
met by my amendment, better than my own, and 
I desire to put it in that shape. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to postpone the special order for 
the purpose of disposing of the present bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose it is understood 
that the special order is only to be postponed un- 
til we get through with this bill, and it will then 
come up in its order. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. MASON. I hope the amendment that is 
before the Senate will be read, so that we may 
know its condition 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair 
understand the Senator from Indiana to withdraw 
his amendment? 

Mr. FITCH. Yes, sir; preferring the amend- 
ment oflered by the Senator from Delaware. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware will be read. 

The Secretary read Mr. Bayarp’s amendment, 
which was, in lines five, stx,and seven, to strike 
out ‘or the contents of the mails preserved invio- 
late till delivered to the proper address;’’ and in 
lines seven and eight, to strike out ‘‘of any in- 
surrection or resistance to the laws of the United 
States,” and insert “ any cause whatsoever;”’ so 
as to make the bill read: 

That whenever, in the opinion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, the postal service cannot be safely continued, or the 
post office revenues collected, or the postal laws maintained 
on any post route, by reason of aby cause wha ever, the 
Postmaster General is hereby authorized to discontinue the 
postal service on such route, or any part thercof, and any 
post offices thereon, till the same can be safely restored, 
and shall report his aetion to Congress. 

Mr. MASON. Ishall not prolong the discus- 
sion any further than to justify the objection I 
made to that clause which it is now proposed to 
strike out. The word. ‘insurrection’? was not 
used in that clause of the Constitution to which I 
referred; but the language was ‘* domestic vio- 
lence,” meaning, manifestly, and agreed to mean, 
I presume, domestic violence against the State 
authorities. The insurrection as provided for in 
the Constitution is insurrection against the author- 
ity of the United States; but the authority of the 
United States is known only through its laws. 
The laws provide, to carry out the Constitution, 
that the Federal authority can only be invoked in 
aid of the judicial; andthe mode prescribed, as we 
all know. There is no right to use the Federal 
authority for the purpose of enforcing the laws, 
except in aid of the judiciary, and then at the 


I do not desire to 


i 


f 
{ 
if 


pointed out by thedaw. . This,therefore;I look 
upon.as a departureseven if these States were-in. 
the Union, from the Constitution and-the laws.: 

Mr. COLLAMER. The amendment now pro- 
posed, as l understand it, seems-to. me to: be all 
that is necessary. It leaves all the power thatis 
necessary. But, Mr. President, I cannot but oc+ 
cupy a moment in relation.to the last remarks of 
the honorable Senator from Virginia, ; I donot 
understand the laws. to be as he states them. L 
know there: was a law, in-1792, in which it was 
provided that the power of the President: to. call 
out the militia to execute the laws: should be.con- 
fined, as he supposes ; that is, it should, be-certi+ 
fied by a district judge that the laws could: not 
be executed without force. Thatis not the. law 
now. That law has been repealed. Ido not-wish 
to take up time on this bill; but I merely wish-to 
direct the gentleman’s attention to the fact, that 
the law to which he alludes, and to which I ob 
serve the Senator from Louisiana .{Mr.-Benga- 
ane] alluded, in his argument, is not the law now 
at all. ‘ a ; o 

Mr. MASON. Will you refer -mẹ tto: the 
existing law? , 

Mr. COLLAMER.. Iwill. -I do not wish:to 
take up the time of the Senate about it; but itis, 
not the law now, that he is confined to the exer- 
cise of the power on the call of the judiciary. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Do you refer to the law 
of 1795 as the present law? 

Mr. COLLAMER. I cannot remember. the 
date. It is 1790 odd, which repeals that law.and 
supersedes it. I desire once more to hear the bill 
read as it will read if this amendment is adopted. 

The Secretary read, it as follows: 

Be it enacted, ¥c., That whenever, in the opinion of the 
Postmaster General, the postal service cannot be safely con- 
tinued, or the post office revenues collected, or the postal 
laws maintained, on any poste route, by reason ofany cause. 


whatsoever, the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to discontinue tie postal service on such route, &e. $ 


Mr. COLLAMER. Thatisall I want to 


read. I have no objection to it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. | I now offer my substitute 
for the bill. The vote was taken on the amend- 
ment offered by the honorable Senator from Del- 
aware without my knowledge. In fact, I intend= 


have 


i| ed to make some remarks upon it, which I shall 


now make on the substitute. I intended to say 
there was but one issue in this case; and that is, 
whether the laws of the United States are in force 
in those States that have seceded, or not; There 
is no other issue whatever... It is impossible to 
evade or dodge the issue in any way.. The only 
objection I had to the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware was, that it contained the words 
“till the same can be safely restored.” If that 
clause was stricken out, I should have no objection 
to the amendment; but any words or sentence, or 
any provision whatsoever which in any way what- 
ever intimated that the laws of the United States 
were stillin force inthose States, lobjectto. They 
are not in force, They have no power whatever 
there. That is the only and sole issue in this 
case, as stated by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Frssenpen] the other day. Ihave no doubt that 
| in case of insurrection or resistance to the laws 
of the United States, the Postmaster General has 
now, or if he has not, he ought to have, the power 
to discontinue the mail service. 

| The point I make is, that there is no insurrec- 
tion at all in the States that have seceded. Itis. 
not insurrection. I have no doubt that there can 
be insurrection against the jaws of the United 
States; although the provision of the law of 1793, 
which was substituted by the law of 1795, re- 
j quired a peculiar mode of putting down that in- 


il surrection; but there can bean insurrection which 


| is nothing more than the mere resistance of a mass 
| of refractory or disorderly individuals to the law 
! of the State or the United States. There is adis- 
| tinction between resistance by a State, in its or- 
| ganized sovereign capacity, to a law of the United 
i States, or by its secession from the Union, and 
the resistance by individuals to the laws of the 
United States. As to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, that does not cover the case. 
The words proposed to be inserted by him, ‘‘ be- 
cause of any refusal to acknowledge the laws of 
the United States,” might apply toindividuals. 


| The fact is, there is but one single question in the 
request of the judicial authority, in the mode || case; butas the vote has been taken on the amend- 
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ment of the Senator from Delaware, I will not 
press the vote on my substitute: However, I 
move to strike out the last clause of the amend- 
ment offered by him, in the following words: 
‘iN the same can be safely restored, and report 
his action to Congress,” 

The PRESIDING OF FICER. The Chair will 
state that the amendmenthaving just been adopted, 
a motion to'strike out any part of the amendment 
is not now in order. The Chair isalso informed 
that the bill has already been reported to the Sen- 
ate, and this amendment was made in the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. I want to understand the exact 
condition of this thing. Has the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Delaware been adopted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has, and the 
billis now in the Senate, and still open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MASON. I understand the Senator from 
Texas offers a substitute for the bill. 

Several Sewators.. He withdrew it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. lf offered asubstitute, but 
I do not know that it would be worth while to 
press a vote upon it. However, I will take the 
vote on it any way. 

The Secretary read the substitute; to strike out 
all after the enacting clause of the bill, and insert: 

Whereas several States have withdrawn from the Union, 
and the laws of the United States have no longer any force 
therein: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in all States situated as above, 
the Postmaster General is hereby directed to discontinue 
the postal service within the limits of such States, or make 
arrangements with governments of the same for inter-postal 
communication. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon the amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FITCH. The amendment offered by the 

Senator from Texas declares in its preamble that 
the laws of the United States are repealed or not 
in force merely, by virtue of the act of secession, 
in those States which have seceded. This dec- 
laration is widely different from the passage by 
Congress of a joint resolution or law repealing or 
suspending all those laws in such States. 1 cannot 
recognize as an existing fact, that the laws of the 
United States are not in existence and nominally 
in force in those States. In making this declara- 
tion, however, | must not be understood as cx- 
pressing an opinion relative to the propriety or 
impropriety of the passage of a law suspending 
all laws of the United States in any State which 
has seceded. 

Mr, WIGFALL. Mr. President, I did not 
intend to discuss this matter, and I shall not dis- 
euss it. l wish simply to draw the attention of 
the Senate, before voting upon this measure, to 
its fall import. It is as well for us to look mat- 
ters steadily in the face, and determine for our- 
selves what course we are going to pursue. I 
think, myself, that all action upon this subje tis, 
at this time, most inopportune, and will be nost 
unfortunate. That certain States have withdrawn 
from the Union, is a fact. Whether they legally 
had a right to do it, is a matter about which Sen- 
ators and individuals may entertain doubts, ac- 
cording to their views of the forms of govern- 
ment under which we are living; but that they 
have done it, is a fact about which there can be 
no dispute. Aman may not have the right legally 
to fell me to the ground; but after I have been 
prostrated by a blow, it is useless for bystanders 
to discuss the question as to whether I have been 
knocked down or not. Now these States have 
withdrawn—whether legally or illegally, constitu- 
tionally or unconstitutionally, is a matter about 
which we may dispute; but that they have with- 
drawn from the Union is a fact as fixed as the 
center. 

What are my reasons for asserting that it is a 
fact? The State governments have assembled 
conventions; the members to those conventions 
have been elected by law; and those conventions, 
armed with the sovereign power of the different 
States, have solemnly declared, by the authority 
of the people—and in some of the States the dec- 
laration has been referred back, and there has 
been a popular indorsement of it—that they have 
ceased to be of the United States; that they have 
revoked respectively the ratification of the Con- 
stitution ofthe United States; that they have ceased 
to be parties to the compact; that they have re- 
voked all the powers which they had previous! 
exercised conjointly with their co-States throug 


1 


this common General Government; that they have 
resumed the right to exercise all these high pow- 
ers, and vested that right in their State govern- 
ments. These are facts. It is known that these 
States have entered into a new confederation; that 
they have elected a President and Vice President; 
and that they are organizing an army, and a 
navy, and a treasury. These are facts. No man 
can doubt it. 

The question, then, is, how shall we deal with 
these facts? If the other States, acting through 
their organ—this Federal Government—intend 
by force of arms—and they can do it in no other 


P way—to put down these State governments and 


that Federal government, which they may con- 
sider revolutionary and wrongfuland illegal, that 
is a matter for this Government to decide upon. 
Let us decide upon it. If this Government, rep- 
resenting the balance of the States that have not 
withdrawn, that are still confederated together, 
does not intend to put down this revolutionary 
government, both State and Federal, that is now 
organized on the Gulf, then we should pursue 
another policy. 

Two policies, or two modes of accomplishing 
the same object, may be pursucd. We may send 
a commissioner or minister to that Federal Gov- 
ernment, to arrange terms for our peaceable rela- 
tions hereafter. We may wait until a minister 
comes from that Government, and the executive 
department, with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, receive him, and enter into amicable ar- 
rangements for the future. We may pursue that 
policy, or we may declare war; or we may call it 
insurrection, and attempt to put it down; but 
whatever course we intend to pursue should now 
be marked out in the beginning; and, if we intend 
to pursuc a peace policy, everything that is cal- 
culated to produce irritation and lead to conflict 
should beavoided. The Postmaster General has 
ample power to discontinue any mail route that 
he sces fit. Why, then, pass this bill to vest in 
him that power which he already has? Why 
repeal all these laws, or declare them inoperative ?. 
My judgment is, that all the laws of the United 
States now are inoperative within the limits of 
the confederate States, except those which they 
have, by their own act, made operative. If we 
intend to pursue a peace policy, we may as well 
shut our eyes, when we can, to any mere irreg- 
ularities for the present; wait, and see if some 
permanentarrangement may not bemade. If we 
desire not to send a minister to that confederation, 
but to receive one, there will be no difficulty in 
arranging these postal matters so as to be mutu- 
ally beneficial to both sections. Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, all the great northern import- 
ing and manufacturing cities, have commercial 
relations now with the people of the seven seced- 
ing States. Their merchants desire to commu- 
nicate with their creditors there. They desire to 
communicate with those with whom they have 
business transactions. If the postal arrangements 
remain as they are for the present, a few weeks 
may develop the policy of this Governnitnt, either 
for peace or for war; and, if for peace, the con- 
federate States can casily assume all the contracts 
which have been made for carrying the mails, and 
become responsible for all the postage stamps 
which are there, their postmasters using them 
temporarily, until some permanent arrangement 
can be made. If, on the contrary, we determine 
upon hostilities and mutual inconvenience, then 
meet the thingfairly and squarely, lookit steadily 
in the face, and proceed, not by bills of this sort, 
but by bills which, upon their face, declare that 
they are force bills. 

Therefore, whilst [ shall vote for the substitute 
which has been offered by my colleague, I think 
this whole matter is inopportune, and will be 
unfortunate. We surely cannot continue longer 
to treat the solemn ordinances of these States 
as mere blank paper, and expect to keep the 
peace. The Federal flag cannot longer float 
within the territories of those States with safety. 
The revenues cannot there be collected for this 
Government in that foreign country. Whatever 
policy is to be pursued may as well be determined 
upon now; and upon this bill it is just as well to 
have a showing of hands as upon any other. 

As I said, I do not intend to discuss the merits 
of this matter, but simply to suggest that we ought 
not longer go on blindly, but we ought to determ- 
ine our policy, and take some definite action. As 


February 25, 


to enforcing laws, collecting revenue, suppressing 
insurrections, it is futile and idle to talk in that 
way. You must strike at the root of the evil; 
you must crash out the revolutionary govern-. 
ments, if you see fitso to consider them, and leave 
the people in those States at liberty, without co- 
ercion, to obey your laws if they see fit; but until 
you have crushed out those revolutionary govern- 
ments and relieved the people from the pressure 
and the coercion which their own State govern- 
ments and their present Federal government are 
exercising upon them, it is idle to think of having. 
the laws of this country there obeyed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the bill be amended by striking out all after 
the enacting clause, and inserting what has been 
read. Upon this question the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will amend my amend- 
ment by striking out the preamble, in these words: 
“ whereas several States have withdrawn from 
this Union, and the laws of the United States no 
longer having any force therein ;’? and also to 
strike out the words “situated as above,” and 
substitute “which have withdrawn from the 
Union,” and strike out “ shall have power” and 
insert ‘is hereby directed; so as to make the 
substitute read: : 

That, in all States which have withdrawn from the Union, 
the Postmaster General is hereby directed to discontinue 
the postal service within the limits of such States, and 
make arrangements with the governments of the same for 
inter-postal communication. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Texas proposes to amend his amendment, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Without withdrawing any- 
thing that I have said, or believing that the issue 
isany other than such as I have presented, on 
consultation with my friends here, believe it will 
be expedient to withdraw the amendment; and I 
therefore withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment can be withdrawn only by common consent; 
the yeas and nays having beat ordered. 

Mr. WADE and Mr. KING. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, the amendment cannot be withdrawn. 

Mr. GREEN. When the Senate adjourned 
upon this question the last day it was under con- 
sideration, | had the floor and had spoken four 
minutes only. I had yielded to others, time and 
time again, and now it seems as if it were a very 
dificult matter for me to get a chance to conclude 
the few remarks I then intended to submit. I will 
go on now, although I have addressed the Chair 
six times before being recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri will pardon the Chair for inter- 
rupting him. The yeas and nays having been 
ordered upon the amendment proposed ‘by the 
Senator from Texas, it cannot be modified except 
by common consent. ‘The amendment which he 
proposes to make to his amendment must be ac- 
cepted by common consent, or it cannot be made. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Nobody objects to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is objection 
interposed ? 

Mr. CLARK, Mr. WADE, and Mr. KING 
objected. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is 
made to the modification proposed by the Sena- 
ator from Texas; and the question must therefore 
be taken on the amendment as proposed by him 
originally, the yeas and nays having been ordered 
before any modification was suggested by him. 
The question is on the amendment as originally 
offered by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. GREEN. | propose to make a very few 
remarks; and as the time is getting short, I shall 
not detain the Senate tong. When we last had 
this bill under consideration, 1 was replying to 
this idea: the bill had been calied a peace measure; 
and it had been represented that, without this 
bill, a collision might, and perhaps would neces- 
sarily ensue. I take exactly the opposite ground, 
I say that this is to initiate a system which will 
lead to an attempt at coercion; the coercion itself 
will never be carried out; but will be an attempt 
at coercion. This is the entering wedge. This 
is the first step in the line of policy, “This is a 
segment in that circle of measures. It is for that 
reason that I wanted to oppose it. When Sena- 
tors said it was a peace measure, they gave as a 
reason that it was a peace measure, that it would 
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‘enable the Postmaster General to discontinue. the 
postal service, and prevent collision. I say that 
he cannot produce collision under the existing 
laws, and under the Constitution of the United 
States. 

The Senator from Vermont brings up the law 
of 1795. Headmits that, under the law of 1792, 
it could not be done, unless the judge certified to 
the President; but he says the law of 1795 is 
different. Isay there is no difference, except in 
the mere fact of the requisition of the certificate 
of the judge. I will read the section to which 
he referred, and analyze it in a very few words, 
It is: 

«¢ Whenever the laws of the United States shali be op- 
posed, or the execution thereof obstructed in any case, by 
combinations too powerful to be suppressed by the ordinary 
ease of judicial proceedings.” 

Suppose there are no judicial proceedings in the 
State, does the case then come within the purport 
of thislaw? If the Federal judge has resigned, 
it does not fall within this law. ‘The only differ- 
ence between the law of 1795 and that of 1792is 
this: the law of 1792 required the judge to certify 
the fact; the law of 1795 authorized the President 
to judge of the fact; but in each case it must be 
a combination too strong for judicial proceedings. 
Where there is no judge and no judicial proceed- 
ing, he cannot pass judgment on that; and hence 
he cannot use the military power. 

The next branch is, ‘‘ or by the powers vested 
in the marshals by this act.” If there are no mar- 
shals,there is no power inthe marshals. If there 
are no judicial proceedings and no marshals, the 
case contemplated by the second section of the 
act of 1795 can never arise, and the President can 
never pass judgment upon it; and hence, no Pres- 
ident, much less a Postmaster General, can send 
military force to any point to suppress insurrec- 
tion until fully authorized in the cases provided 
for in the law. When the Whisky insurrection 
in Pennsylvania occurred, in 1798 | think, [‘* Oh, 
no; 1794;’’) 1798 I think, My recollection is that 
it was after Washington’s time, during Adams’s 
administration, and that Washington was ap- 
pointed commander-in-chief. 

Mr. KENNEDY. No: Washington was Pres- 
ident at the time. 

Mr. GREEN. I may be mistaken in that. 
When this was done, nobody proposed to stop 
the mails through there; but it was a case where 
it was duly certified that the combination was too 
strong for a judicial proceeding. Whenever South 
Carolina shall certify the same fact, or Georgia, 
or any State, let the law apply, and let the Fed- 
eral power be executed; but until you bring it 
within the provisions of thislaw, you cannot make 
collision. If you do, it will be done by the wrong- 
ful act of the Federal Government. 

I go a step further than that: I take the ground 
.that no law of Congress can authorize it. I say 
there are but two cases in which the military 
force of the Government can be employed until 
Congress declares war. Congress may declare 
war; the President cannot; but in the absence of 
that declaration of war, there are two cases in 
which we can use the military power. Whatare 
they? First, that the “ United States shall guar- 
antee to every State in this Union a republican 
form of Government, and shall protect cach of 
them against invasion. The Federal Government 
can protect the States against invasion, What 


else? “And on application of the Legislature, of 


of the executive, (when the Legislature cannot 
be convened,) against domestic violence.” Do- 
mestic violence may rage like a tornado over every 
State, but unless the Legislature ór executive dc- 
mands the interposition of federal power, you can- 
not march the foot of a soldier there; and hence, 
if the law had gone so far, it would have been 
unconstitutional. Thisis the charter of the Gov- 
ernment, the sworn bond of union; the only union 
that does existis fcand in this sacred instrument. 
It says he may only employ the military force to 
preventan invasion—that means foreign invasion 
-~or to put down domestic violence, but not any 
domestic violence, unless the authorities of the 
State demandit. Now,is there domestic violence 
inSouth Carolina or Georgia or Alabama or Mis- 
sissippi? Suppose you still choose to regard them 
as in the Union; you cannot employ the military 
force there unless those States invite you to do it; 
and all the laws that could be passed, from the 
beginning of the Government to the present day, 
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could not justify the President in undertaking to 
do an unconstitutional act. 

Hence, it is no measure of peace. Peace will 
be preserved if you let things take their natural 
course. The honor of the country will be main- 
tained, and the Constitution will be preserved 
inviolate; but if you set it at naught, trample on 
the Constitution, act in defiance of the law, most 
unfortunate results may be witnessed all over our 
happy land. Let usavoid it; let us stop this ini- 
tiative step—this entering wedge, this beginning 
ofa system under which we may be all involved 
in a common catastrophe from which we would 
all gladly escape, if it were possible. Now, is 
there any present necessity for a bill like this? 
Will the Postmaster General undertake to force 
mails through a State where they do not want 
them? If he does in violation of law, heis doing 
wrong. If he does not, then the same thing is 
accomplished which is proposed in the bill, and 
that is simply to let the postal service alone. But 
you acknowledge, by the passage of this bill, the 
right of Congress to legislate for, in, and over 
States that have seceded. It isa recognition of 
that fact. The amendment proposed by the hon- 
orable Senator from Texas is a negation of that 
idea; and therefore I shall vote for that, and noth- 
ing shortof that. I never will recognize the right 
of this Government to legislate over any State 
which has exercised its sovereign right to secede 
from the Union. Even if it has wrongfully exer- 
cised that right, it alone is responsible for it. 
Why cannotwe be content to leave them to enjoy 
either their prosperity or their adversity, as cir- 
cumstances may ensue? 

Mr. President, my purpose only was to prove 
that there is no danger of collision, in consequence 
of the present laws governing the postal service; 
that, under the Constitution and the laws, there 
cannot be a collision; and that the military force 
of this Government can only be exercised in three 
cases: one is when Congress declares war; the 
second is to prevent invasion; the third is when 
the States call upon the Federal Government to 
lend them authority to suppress rebellion. Ev- 
erybody knows that none of these States will call 
on the Federal Government for military force to 
suppress rebellion; everybody knows there is no 
invasion; everybody knows there is no declara- 
tion of war; hence, this wil] not be a measure of 
peace, It is true our city is surrounded with sol- 
diery, and we can hardly walk up or down Penn- 
sylvania avenue without being confronted with 
frowning guns, led on by mercenary soldiers; and 
it is also true, that batteries are being planted 
around us, perhaps to overawe this Congress, to 
make the Senate subservient to the will of a dom- 
inant party. Whether that be true or not, cir- 
cumstances will soon be developed to show 
whether this Congress is to be overawed or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the proposed amend- 
ment? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
amendment is withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not 
the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I offered to withdraw the 
amendment, but there was objection on the other 
side. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from New 
York stated to me that he would make no further 
objection. 

Mr. HEMPHILL Then I withdraw the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment can be withdrawn, by common consent. 

Mr. KING The Senator from Maine misun- 
derstood me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is objection 
made to withdrawing the amendment? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from New 
York objected. : 

Mr. KING. Certainly I did; and I have not 
withdrawn the objection. 1 objected some time 


ago. 
"The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. I should like to hear the 
amendment read, as it stands now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read, 
unless objection be made. 
Mr. HALE. I object. , 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 


I understand that the 


ing made, it cannot: be read again, (as it bas 
ready been twice or thrice read;) without 
of the Senate, de Panes, 

Mr. NICHOLSON. I ask the ‘Chair'if it: is: 
the original amendment, or ‘the: amendment as 
amended by the Senator from Texas, himself. ~ 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. © {tis the ori 
ginal amendment. : BURSAT 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 1 offered to amend it; bw 
there was objection ‘also to that. Pets a 

Mr. KING. Yes, sir. - ; Boedi 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘The yeasand nays have: 
been ordered on the amendment. ; rae 

Mr. KING. Let us take the vote; that is the 
shortest way. ae ae 

Mr. NICHOLSON. I should have greatly pre- 
ferred that the Senator from New York had not 
interposed his objection to the withdrawal of the’ 
amendmer®. I concur with the Senator ‘from’ 
Texas, that there is really but one question here; 
and that is, whether the laws of the United States 
are in force or not in the States that have seceded? 
I do not propose to discuss the question; but sim-+ 
ply to state the reason why I cannot vote for his 
amendment. According to my view of the rela- 
tions now subsisting between this Government 
and the seceding States, the laws of the United.. 
States are suspended there By act of revolution, 
not by act of peaceful secession; and therefore, 
being in a state of suspension, I think any law on’ 
the subject wholly unnecessary. Hence I shall 
not only vote against the aniendment proposed by 
the Senator from Texas, but against the original. 
bill. believing that, by the international law well’ 
settled, the United States laws are now suspended 
in those States, and that it is unnecessary for us 
to undertake to legislate on the subject at all. 

Mr. POLK. I understand that the question 
stands thus: the Senator from Texas offered an 
amendment to the bill, and then offered an amend- 
ment to his own amendment; that is to say, offers 
to modify his amendment. There was a refusal 
to the modification that he proposed to his own 
amendment; and now the questionis on the amend- 
ment to his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatisnotthe 

uestion before the Senate. The question before 
the Senate is upon the adoption of the original 
amendment of the Senator from Texas to the bill. 
After he offered that amendment, the yeas and 
nays were ordered uponit. He then proposed to 
modify it, which could only be done by the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate, the yeas'and nays ` 
having been ordered; and that consent was not 
given. The question now is upon the adoption 
of his amendment to the bill. : 

Mr.POLK. [look at it still in this ight: he 
proposes to modify the amendment in the way 
that was indicated by hisamendment to the amend- 
ment, That was objected to, and therefore that 
modification now stands as an amendment to the 
amendment; and that is the question which is be- 
fore the Senate, upon which the yeas and nays 
have not been ordered. I submit to the Charr, 
that the question is on the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Texas to his own amendment; 
and if he does not offer that as an amendment, I 
renew it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can- 
not entertain the motion, because the amendment. 
to the amendment is not admissible after the yeas 
and nays have been ordered upon the original 
amendment. i : 

Mr. POLK. Does the fact that the Senate has 
ordered the yeas and nays alter the rule? I sub- 
mit that the Chair is mistaken in that. ° nee 

Mr. BINGHAM and others.. He tan offer it 
afterwards. ` 

Mr. POLK. That is what I propose to do—to 
offer it. 

Mr. KING. It can be done after the vote is 
taken on this. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion, subject, of course, to be corrected b 
the Senate, that after an amendment is proposed, 
and the yeas and nays are ordered on it, it cannot 
be modified without the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. POLK. 1 dislike to do it; but I shall be 
compelled to take an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, if he decides that because the yeas and 
nays are ordered on an amendment, it is thereafter 
no longer subject to amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. - I take it there is a mis- 
understanding among'us about the facts, I think 
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itis well settled that when an amendment in the 
first degree is offered, you can movean amendment 
to that; and the fact whether the yeas and nays 
have been ordered or not does not prevent it. 
Here is a bill now before us. The Senator from 
Texas moves to amend it. That amendment of 
his is subject to amendment, I take it; and it is 
wholly immaterial whether the Senate has in fact 
directed the vote, when it shall be taken, to be 
taken by yeas and nays, or not. If I am correct 
in this view of the facts, I hope the Chair, on re- 
flection, will review his decision. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me there is no 
doubt thata Senator has the right to offer an 
amendment to the amendment, The fact that the 
yeas and nays have been called does not take 
away the right of a Senator to amend a proposi- 
tion before the vote is taken; otherwise it would 
operate as a sort of previous questionéto, call for 
the yeas and nays. Certainly it was not so de- 
signed. The only privilege of the yeas and nays 
is, that one fifth of the members present may re- 
quire the yeas and nays on any proposition; and 
that is the only privilege which is given to them 
by the right to call the yeas and nays. Another 
Senator may offer to amend the proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was 
Inadvertent in his decision that a motion to amend 
the amendment, the yeas and nays having been 
ordered upon thatamendment, could not be enter- 
tained. The extent to which the Chair meant to 
go was this: thatthe mover of the original amend- 
ment could not amend it after the yeas and nays 
had been ordered upon it, without common con- 
sent. It is subject to be amended by the Senate, 
by a major vote of the Senate. The Chair will, 
therefore, put the amendment to a vote of the 
Senate. : 

Mr. POLK. That is undoubtedly right; and 
now, if the Senator from Texas does not move 
the amendment, I will do so 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 1 move the modification 
that has been suggested. 

The Secretary read the amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out the preamble in the fol- 
lowing words: 

‘Whereas several States have withdrawn from this 
Union, and the laws af he United States have no longer 
any foree thercin.”? 

And also to strike out in the amendment the 
words ‘situated as above,” and insert the words 
“which have withdrawn from the Union,” and 
also to strike out the words ‘is hereby directed,’’ 
and insert shall have the power;’? so that the 
amendmeut shall then read: 

Strike out alt of the bith after the enacting clause, and 
insert the following: 

That inal) States which have withdrawn from the Union, 
the Postmaster General shall have the power to discontinue 
all postal service within the limits of such States, or make 
arrangements with the Governors of the same for inter- 
postal communication. 

Mr. WADE, I hope that amendment to the 
amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr. POLK.  Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wishexactly to understand 
what the question is. If] understand it correctly, 
the honorable Senator from ‘Texas proposed a 
certain amendment as a substitute for the bill; and 
he now moves to amend his substitute, Is that 
the present question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now before the Senate ison the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Texas to his own amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is very se 
Senate refuses to aliow any Senator to amend his 
amendment when he proposes a substitute before 
the vote is taken upon it. [certainly am notdis- 
posed to refuse it to him. 1f he desires to vary 
the amendment in any respect, I chink it is a 
courtesy due him that he shall be allowed to put 
it in the shape in which he desires to present it to 
the Senate. I shall vote against the amendment 
after it is amended; but I shall vote for the amend- 
ment to the amendment, to strike out the pream- 
ble, which I understand to be the question. Ido 
not see why | should compel the Senator to keep 
the amendment in a shape in which he does not 
desire to offer it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Fitch, 
Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 


dom that the 


Kennedy, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 
Sebastian, and Wigfall—19. é 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson 
of Tennessee, King, Latham, Morrill, Rice, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Suinner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—30. 
So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected; and the question recurred on the amend- 
ment offered as a substitute by Mr. Hempniiy. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I confess I 
regret to see that the Senate refuses to let the hon- 
orable Senator from Texasamend his own amend- 
H ment. It certainly presents itself to my mind as 
an extraordinary action on the part of the Senate. 
His proposition would be less objectionable to 
Senators in the shape in which he proposed to 
amend it. If it involves a mere question of pol- 
icy, touching the question of right, which the 
preamble docs, I do not see why the Senate should 
have refused to Jet him amend that amendment 
which he had originally proposed. Further, I 
regret excecdingly that the amendment could not 
be withdrawn, as he proposed to do it; and for 
this reason: we had adjusted the bill on a proper 
basis, giving power to the Postmaster General 
which it was perfectly competent to give him, 
and which certainly in itsclf looks to no improper 
coercion whatever. 

As now amended, it provides, when the con- 
tingency occurs from any cause, either that the 
mail cannot be safely carried on the post route, 
that the revenues cannot be collected, or the postal 
laws maintained, that he shall have the discretion 
to discontinue the mail on that route, witha view 
to prevent such emergencies from occurring. The 
existence of such a power in itself, so far as it 
operates coercively, Inmy opinion, is proper co- 
ercion, peaceable coercion certainly. I do notsee 
that any one could object to the existence of such 
a power, because, supposing those facts to occur, 
it would be perfectly rightand proper to withdraw 
the mail, unless you adopt the more expensive 
and cumbrous mode ofattempting by posiuve law, 
to maintain the postal arrangements by force, if 
you please, or to use armed guards for the pur- 
pose of carrying your mail. lt scems to me very 
clear, that the existence of the power alone, when 
you take into consideration the question of postal 
Intercommunication, would in itself be sufficient, 
asa peaceful exercise of power, to secure the trans- 
portation of the mails. I can, therefore, cheer- 
fully vote for the bill as it now stands amended 
by the Senate. 

On the other hand, as regards the substitute, 
with or without the preamble, Lam not prepared 
to express my opinion now, and I am not well 
enough, with the heavy cold under which I am 
laboring, to do it if I were prepared. There are 
many considerations that have deterred me hith- 
crto from expressing my general views on the re- 
lations between those- States which have with- 
drawn or seceded from the Union, and those who 
still maintain the attitude of having atleast a com- 
mon Government. Ihave many reasons for so 
doing, which it is not necessary to trouble the Sen- 
ate with now; but I shall have occasion during 
the present session, if the publie business will per- 
mit it, to express my opinion at large on the sub- 
jeet; or, if not during the present session, at all 
events, I am sure I can find the opportunity dur- 
ing the special session which will follow it. I 
owe itto my constituents, I owe it to myself, that 
I should do so when Lam able to doit. But it 
scems to me, these questions will come up more 
properly hereafter. They must come, must be 
met, and must be decided within sixty days at 
the furthest, cither at a special session, or at the 
present session of Congress. We must determine 
the question of peace or war. Lintimate no opin- 
ions now on the right, or even on the fact of se- 
cession, f only mean to say, that in the present 
attitude of the country, you will have it, and must 
have it, in a more direct mode, and a determina- 
tion must be made by the Congress of the United 
States, as to the general course of policy to be 
i adopted towards those States which assume the 
| position of withdrawing from the Union. I do 
not want to bring up that question collaterally on 


: 
i 
f 
i titute of any pretense of force. f do not want 
| to bring up questions concerning the relations of 
| 


those States to the Union on such a bill as this. 
I prefer to let the bill, as I think it is proper in 


a bill in itself perfectly peaceful and utterly des- | 


| and the question first in order will be, “* Wil 


itself, pass; and I shall therefore vote against the 
amendment. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays on 


the amendment, resulted—yeas 9, nays 38; as 


follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Clingman, Green, Hemphill,Hun- 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Mason, and Wigtall~9, 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bing- 
ham, Bright, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dix- 
on, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
King, Latham, Morrill, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Rice, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—38. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. it was read 
the third time. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask forthe yeasand nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. POWELL; (when his name was called,) 
I desire to ask whether the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Delaware was adopted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was. — . 

Mr. POWELL. I am willing to vote for a bill 
authorizing the Postmaster General to stop the 
mails in the seceding States; but I am not dis- 
posed to vote for this bill, giving him such gene- 
ral and extraordinary power. I vote nay.” 

The result was then announced—yeas 34, nays 
12; as follows: > 

YEAS— Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler,. Bingham, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, La- 
tham, Morrill, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wil- 
son—v4, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Green, Hemphill, John- 
son of Arkansas, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Polk Powell, 
Rice, and Wigfall-—12. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. BAKER subsequently said: I should like 
to have my vote recorded in favor of the bill which 
has just passed. I voted for it in all its stages; 
but Ì happened to be out at the instant the vote 
was taken op the passage of the bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon asks unanimous consent to have his 
name recorded on the passage of the bill in rela- 
tion to the postal service, he not having been 
present at the moment the vote was taken. 

Mr. GREEN. That has not been customary. 
It has been refused a number of times, 

The PRESIDINGOFPFICER. Objection being 


made, it cannot be done. 
CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I move now to take up 
the appropriation bill which was laid aside for 
the purpose of disposing of the bill just passed.. 

Mr. HALE. I must make an appeal to m 
friend from Maine, and ask him to waive that bill 
for a moment, to allow me to make a motion which 
is a matter of course, and will nottake a moment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I cannot yield to my 
friend. If Ido, I must yield to everybody else. 

The motion wag agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
895) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1862. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish now to offer the 
amendment that I presented when this bill was 
last under consideration, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that the bill has been reported to the Senate; 
the 
Senate concur in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole?” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. When the Senate 
journed on Saturday, the Clerk was reading 
amendments in their order, to ascertain w 
were objected to; and I presume now, the course 
will be for us to go on with them in that manner. 
mule of them had been read and objection inter- 

osed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be 
the course of proceedinginorder. The firstamend- 
ment made as in Comunittee of the Whole will be 
reported to the Senate; and the question is, * Will 
the Senate coneur in the amendment made in com- 
mittee ?” the Senate having ordered the amend- . 
ments to be taken up separately. 
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The Secretary. read the first amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole, which. was, in 
page 2, line twelve, under the heading “survey 
of the coast,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and 
insert “ two hundred and fifty ;°’ so that the clause 
will read: ; 

For continuing the survey of the Atlantic and Gulf coast 
ofthe United States, (including compensation of civilians 
engaged in the work, and excluding pay and emoluments 
of officers of the Army and Navy, and petty officers and 
men of the Navy employed on the work,) $250,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, Will the Senate concur inthis amendment?” 

Mr. GRIMES. This bill, as it came from the 
House, appropriated various items for the benefit 
of the coast survey 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would suggest, as I 
have before, that the Senate has decided once to 
go through with the amendments to the bill, to 
see what were objected to, and what were not. 
The Clerk understands that, I suppose. Those 
that are not objected to may be considered as con- 
curred in; and then we can return and take up 
those objected to and reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amend- 
ment will be laid aside as one objected to. 


The next amendment made as in committee, 
was, in line sixteen, page 2, to strike out “one 
hundred and seventy” and insert “one hundred 
and thirty,” so that the clause would read: 


For continuing the survey of the western coast of the 
United States, including compensation of civilians engaged 
in the work, $130,000, 


Mr. GRIMES. 


I will suggest that all the 


amendments on that page are of the same char- | 


acter, in regard to the coast survey. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
laid aside as objected to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 
forty, to insert the foliowing: 


T'o provide for a steam vessel in place of the steamer 
Walker, lost by collision at sea, $45,000. 


The PRESIDING OFIŅ¥CER. Is there ob- 
jection to this amendment? If not, it will be con- 
sidered as concurred in. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

The nextamendment was, on page 4, line sixty- 
seven, to strike out the word *‘ eight” and insert 
“five;” so that the clause will read: 

For seamen’s wages, repairs, supplies, and incidental ex- 
penses of forty-five light-vessels, 170,987 70. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there ob- 
jection made to this amendment? No objection 
eing made, it will be entered as concurred in. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suggest, if no objection 
be made, that we take a vote on all the amend- 


They will be 


ments not objected to atonce, and not a separate | 


vote on each. It will save a great deal of time. 
Let the Cierk read them; and if there is any ob- 
jection to any one, let him pass it over, and then 
let us take a vote on all not objected to, and after- 
wards take up those that are objected to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I thought I had stated 
once or twice that the Senate agreed that the 
amendments should be read over, and ifany mem- 
ber wanted to reserve one for a vote he might do 
so; if nobody made that request, it was consid- 
ered as adopted, withoutany particular vote upon 
it. ‘[hat is the rule, and that has been the prac- 
tice, N 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- | 


ments will be proceeded with. 

The next amendment was, in line ninety-three, 
on page 5, to strike out the word “expenses,” 
and insert ** repairs;” so that the clause will read: 

For repairs and incidental expenses of nineteen light- 
houses and buildings connnected therewith, $10,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any 
objection made to thisamendment? If not, it will 
be considered as concurred in. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, in line 
one hundred and fifty-five, to insert the words 


“and the roads appurtenant thereto owned by the | 


United States;’’ so that the clause will read: 

For repairs of the Potomac, navy-yard, and upper bridges, 
and the roads appurtenant thereto owned by the United 
Strates, $5,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment objected to? 
concurred in. 

The next amendment was, after line one hun- 
dred and sixty-eight, on page 8, to insert: 

To complete the inclosing of Judiciary square in Wash- 
ington city, as required by the sixth section of the act of 


Is this amend- 


If not, it will be entered as | 


oS So et March, 1857, including the grading of the grounds, 
000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is this amend- 
ment objected to? If not, it will be considered as 
concurred in by the Senate. The ameridment is 
concurred in. 

The next amendment made in Committee of 
the Whole was, in line one hundred and seventy- 
eight, in page 8, after the word “thirty,’’ to in- 
sert “ five;’? so that the clause will read: 

For the support, clothing, and medical and moral treat- 
ment of the insane of the Distriet of Columbia, and of the 
Army and Navy and of the revenue service, at the asylum 
in said District, including books and incidental expenses 
of the asylum, $35,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthis amend- 
ment objected to? If not, it will be entered as 
concurred in. The Chair hears no objection. 


The next amendment was, after line one hun- 
dred and seventy-nine, on the same page, to insert 
the following: 

For repairs and painting of four western or first erected 
sections of the hospital edifice, including additions to the 
turniture and gardener’s houses, and out-buildings and 
fences; ice-he' , including preserving cellar, extension 
of stable for storage of hay and other fodder, and shelter of 
farm) wagons and carts; and iuclosing two sides of farm- 
yard with brick wall; improvement of grounds, including 
pavement surrounding all the buildings; grading and plant- 
ing trees, paving gutters, and placing seats in the pleasure 
grounds of the patients; forcing aud green-houses, includ- 
ing apparatus; fitting up two bowling alleys, one in base- 
ment of cach wing, $8,000. 


BI Ne 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objec- 
tion to thisamendment? IFfnot, it will be entered 
as concurred in. The Chair hears no objection. 

The next amendment was, after line one hun- 
dred and ninety-one, on page 9, to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

For extending the stone and brick wall already forming 
a part of the exterior boundary of a portion of the hospital 
grounds, with a view of cventually inclosing the whole 
tract in the same way, $10,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objec- 
tion to this amendment? If not, it will be entered 
as concurred in. It is concurred in. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, to strike 
out lines two hundred and two to two hundred 
and four, inclusive, in the following words: 

* For drawings to illustrate the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents for the year 1861, $6,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection 
be made, this amendment will bé considered as 
concurred in, The Chair hears no objection. 


The next amendment was, in line two hundred 
and seven, on page 9, to insert the word ‘ prop- 
agation;’’ so that the clause will read: 

For collection of agricultural statistics, investigations 
for promoting agriculiure and rural economy, and the pro- 
eurement, propagation, and distribution of cuttings and 
seeds, $60,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless objec- 
tion is made, this amendment will be considered 
as concurred in. The amendment is concurred 
in. 

The nextamendment was, on page 10, line two 
hundred and sixteen, to strike out “ fourteen hun- 
dred ”’ and insert ** two thousand;”’ and after the 
word ‘dollars ?’ to insert “so much thercof as 
may be necessary to be applied to the deficiency 
in that fund for the present fiscal year;”’ so that 
the clause will read: 

For expenses of receiving, arranging, and taking care of 
copyright books, charts, and other copyright matter, $2,000, 
so uiuch thereof as may be necessary, to be applied to the 
deficiency in that fund for the present fiscal year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there beno 
objection, the amendment will be considered as 
concurred in. 

The next amendment was, to strike out from 
lines two hundred and twenty-three to two hun- 
dred and twenty-six inclusive, in the following 
words: 

“ For the preservation of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions of the Government, and the 
construction of suitable cases to receive said collections, 
$6,000." 

And to insert, in lieu thereof: 

For the distributign of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions of the Government, and the con- 
struction of additional cases to reecive such part of said 
collections as may be retained by the Government, £6,009; 
such distribution to be only to institutions willing to receive 
the same, and at their own expense. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objec- 
tion be made to this amendment, it will be consid- 
ered as concurred in. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I think the Senator who 


moved the amendment to tha it will 
hardly insist upor it. “Tt leaves thé whole $6,000 
to be appropriated; as itis understodd, to thet 
tion of cases. The chairman of the commiltté 
understands the matter better than I-doj and 
wish he would explain it to the Senate.:, Lf he is 
satisfied with the amendment to the amendment, 
I have no objection to it myself. °° ; 

Mr. PEARCE, I think itwouldibe better to 
alter it; but if the Senator from North Carolina 
still insists upon it, I will agree to let it go'asitiss 
IL think, myself, it amounts to nothing at ally >: 

Mr. BRAGG. I care nothing in-the world 
about it. ; : ya 
~ Mr. FESSENDEN. Then I hope the Senate 
will not concur in the amendment to the ‘amends 
ment. ; a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made to tht amendment, it will be laid aside-with 
the others. ‘ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will suggest that there 
is an amendment, in line two hundredand twenty; 
on that page, which has been paased over, striking 
out the words “ and distribution.” i 

Mr. PEARCE. That was concurred in, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was not read: ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that those words were not in the 
orignal bill. 

Mr FESSENDEN. Very well. It is allright, 
then. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, in line 
two hundred and sixty-two, to strike out *twen-< 
Lan and insert “ thirty;’’ so that the clause. will: 
read: bead 

For surveying the public lands and private land claims in 
California, to be disbursed at the rates prescribed by law 
for the different kinds of work, $30,000, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection 
be made to this amendment, it will be considered 
as concurred in. It is concurred in. 

The next amendment was, in linetwo hundred 
and seventy-one, on the same page, to strike out 
the word ‘* when,” and insert ‘‘ where;”’ so that 
the clause will read: 

For salary of the clerk detailed for the special service in 
the General Land Office, to attend to the unfinished surveys 


in the States where the offices of the surveyors generat 
bave been closed, $2,000. ef 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection 
be made, the amendment will be considered as 
concurred in. The Chair hears no objection, 


$ ; 

The next amendment was, after line two hun- 
dred and seventy-cight, on the same page, to in- 
sert the following proviso: : 

Provided, That the proviso in the clause of the act ap- 
proved 23d June, 1860, appropriating $8,000 to carry into 
effect the act approved the 16th day of May, 1860, ereatin, 
an additional land district in Washington Territory, be, an 
the same isshereby, repealed. 

So that the clause will read: 


For surveying the public lands in Washington Territory, 
at the rates now authorized by law, $15,000: Provided, Phat 
the proviso in the clause of the act approved 23d June, 
1860, appropriating $8,000 to carry into effect the act ap- 
proved the 16th y of May, 1860, creating an. additional 
land district in Washington Territory, be, and the same is 
hereby, repeated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, this amendment will be entered as con- 
curred in. Itis concurred in. 


The next amendment was, on page 13, line two 
hundred and eighty-four, to strike out “ five’? and 
insert “ three;’? so that the clause will read: 

For preparing the unfinished. records of public. and pri» 
vate surveys, to be transferred to the State authorities, 
under the provisions of the act of 12th June, 1840, in those 
districts where the surveys are‘about being completed, per 
act of 23d of January, 1853, $8,809, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
consider this amendment as concurred in, if there 
be no objection. 

The nextamendment was, on page 13, after line 
two hundred and eighty-five, to insert: 

‘To supply deficiency in appropriation for expenses for 
the present fiscal year, of transportation of bullion from the 
assay office, at New York, to the Mint at Philadelphia, for 
coinage, $29,000, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthere be no 
objection, the amendment will be considered ag 
concurred in. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 
two hundred and eighty-nine, to insert: 


For constructing on cach floor of the Government buid- 
ing caled ‘* Winders Building,” the necessary water- 
closets, urinals, slop-water sinks, and hose-cocks, 40,450. 
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anent will be entered as concurred in, if no objec- 
tion be interposed by any Senator. æ 


The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 
two hundred and ninety-three, to insert: 


Tor payment to George P. Kane, president of the Ex- 
change Company, of Baltimore, for extra work done on the 
post office building in the city of Baltimore, $9,688 82. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifno objection 
be made, this amendment will be considered as 
concurred in. 


Thenext amendment was, on page 13, after line 
two hundred and ninety-seven, to insert: 


For incidental and contingent expenses, including wast- 
age c* the Mint at Philadelphia, in addition to the sum 
appropriated by the act “‘ making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment,” $15,000, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amend- 


ment will be considered as concurred in, if no Sen- 
ator interposes an objection. 


The nextamendment was, inline three hundred 
and two, on page 13, to insert: 


For incidental and contingent expenses, including wast- 
age at the mint at San Francisco, in addition to the sum 
appropriated by the act “making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment,” $20,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 
being made, this amendment will be entered as 
concurred in, 


The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 
three hundred and seven, to insert: 


To enable the President of the United States to carry 
into eflect the act of March 3, 1819, and any subsequent 
acts now in force, for the suppression of the slave trade, 
$900,000; and the President is hereby authorized to allow 
such compensation to the United States marshals, district 
attorneys, and any other persons employed in enforeing said 
laws, as may to him secem proper, for any services they may 
render, for which no allowance can now be made under 
existing laws. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 
being made, the amendment will be considered as 
concurred in. 

The Secretary read the following amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of $80,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary for tue purpose, be, and 
ig hereby, appropriated for the payment for materials de- 
livered for the extension of the ‘Treasury building under 
existing contracts; and that the further sum of $250,000 be 
also appropriated for the continuance of the work on such 
extension. 


No objection being made, the amendment was 
considered as concurred in. 


The next amendment was read, as follows: 


And be it farther enacted, ‘That the Commissioner of In- 
dian Afairs be directed to examine the accounts of Brigham 
Young, late Governor of the Utah Territory and ex officio 
superintendent of Indian affairs, for disbursements alleged 
to have been made by him on account of the Indian service 
in said Territory, and report a statement thereof to Con- 
gress. 


The amendment was considered as cducurred 
in, no objection being made. 


The Secretary read the next amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That the judge of the district 
court for the district of Minnesota is hereby required to hold 
a term of he said court in each year at Mankato, to com- 
mence on the first Monday of June, instead of Preston, as 
now required by law; and so much of the act of Congress 
approved Mareh 3, 1859, requiring the said judge to hold a 
term for the said court at Preston, is hereby repealed. 


No objection being made, the amendment was 
concurred in. 

The following amendment was concurred in, 
no objection being made: 

And be it further enacted, That the treasurer of the branch 
mint at San Francisco, California, be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay to Miebael Cassin, administrator of the es- 
tate of James Cassin, deceased, the sum of $391, being the 
value of twenty-two ounces of gold dust deposited by James 
Cassin, deceased, in the year 1855, and by mistake credited 
to Jobu Cassin. 


The Secretary read the following amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That to enable the Superin- 
tendent of Publie Printing to execute the binding and rul- 
ing, and to furnish blank-books for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial departments, after the 4th of March, (861, 
in accordance with the provisions of the joint resolution 
of June 23, 1860, “in relation to the public printing,” the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and lc is hereby, directed to 
place to the eredit of the Superintendent of Public Printing 
the sums heretofore appropriated for binding, ruling, and 
blank-books for the said Departments respectively; and 
should the Printers or Binders to the present Congress, or 
either of them, decline or-tail to execute any of the printing 
or binding ordered by the Senate or House of Representa- 
tives during tle present session, the Superintendent of Pub- 
He Printing, is hereby authorized and direeted to cause the 
printing or binding so ordered and directed to be executed 


The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. ‘This amend- || under the provisions of the joint resolution. hereinbefore 


referred to. 


No objection being interposed, the amendment 
was considered as concurred in. 


The following amendment was concurred in, 
no objection being made: 

To pay for labor on, and materials furnished for, the Post 
Office extension, $16,000. — 

The following amendment was concurred in, 
no objection being made: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to make the pay- 
ment authorized by the resolution of the Senate of March 
20, 1860, to Mrs. E. A. Linn, $2,672. 

The following amendment was concurred in, 
no objection being made: 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian affairs and 
three additiona! agents, in Washington Territory, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, $2,527 77. 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian affairs and 
three additional agents, in Washington Territory, for the 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1862, $7,000. 

The amendment making an appropriation for 
the construction of a sewer on Pinstins avenue, 
and through the navy-yard grounds at Brooklyn, 
was reserved, being excepted to by Mr. Doucuas. 

The amendment making an appropriation for 
the Capitol extension was excepted to by Mr. 
BincuamM. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will proceed to read the amendments which have 
been excepted, and a separate vote will be taken 
on each. 

The Secretary read the first excepted amend- 
ment, which was to strike out ‘ $100,000,” and 
insert ‘* $250,000,” in the following clause: 

For continuing the survey of the Atlantic and Gulf coast 
of the United States, including compensation of civilians 
engaged iu the work, and excluding pay and emoluments 
of officers of the Army and Navy, and petty oflicers and 
men of the Navy employed on the work, $100,000. 

Mr. GRIMES, This bill, as it came from the 
House of Representatives, appropriated $272,000 
for purposes connected with the prosecution of 
the coast survey. The Committee on Finance 
of this body have added to that, $237,000, making 
the total amount that is proposed to be appro- 
priated by this bill for the coast survey, $509,000. 
The committee of this body has not assigned any 
reason why this sum should be added to the 
amount included in the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives, as it was proposed 
there by the committee who have in their hands 
the preparation of the ways and means for carry- 
ing on the Government. 1 suppose, however, it 
may be predicated upon the estimates of the De- 
partment, 

lam not going to put myself in antagonism, at 
this time, to the coastsurvey. [know that would 
be perfectly useless. I am not prepared to say 
that the coast survey is not of material advant- 
age to our commerce. LTadmit that itis; and I 
am willing to agree, too, that it is important in 
point of naval defense; but it does seem to me 
that we should have some evidence, before we 
are called on to vote $500,000 a year, as we haye 
been now for several successive years, that this 
coast survey is to terminate at some particular 
time. We have appropriated since 1843, for the 
prosecution of the coast survey, $6,952,410; and 
when you ask those connected with it when it is 
to end, when this constant drain upon the Treas- 


years hence. The appropriations have been con- 
stantly increasing. It was thought, in 1843, that 
in twenty years from that time, with an appro- 
priation of $100,000 a year, it could be completed. 
Nineteen years of that time have already elapsed, 
and instead of spending $2,000,000, we have spent 
nearly seven million dollars. The total amount 
we have spent on the coast survey, $6,952,410, 
almost seven million dollars; but, as I said be- 
fore, I do not rise for the purpose of putting my- 
self in opposition to the coast survey. I am 
willing to vote the amount appropriated by the 
House of Representatives; but Ido not believe it 
is expedient, in the present condition of the Treas- 
ury, to appropriate this large amount, and I do 
not believe we can safely spare the officers of the 
Army and Navy, who are now engaged in the 
prosecution of this work, from the regular line of 
their duty. F think we shall have necessity for 
having them engaged in some other business. 
But my principal purpose in making the sug- 
| gestion at this time, is to place myself right on 
| the record, so that hereafter, when requisitions 


ury is to cease, they tell you twelve or fifteen | 


1 


of this kind shall be made upon me, my vote in 
favor of the amount asked for by the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate shall not be quoted upon 
me as a precedent why | should continue to vote 
$500,000 a year for this purpose during the time 
that | may be in the Senate. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Seuator is right in sup- 
posing that the Committee on Finance moved to 
restore the appropriations to the amount esti- 
mated for. He is right in supposing that the 
aggregate sum appropriated is larger than it was 
last year by $45,000; and that was rendered ne- 
cessary by the sinking of the best vessel, an iron 
steamer which was employed on the coast sur- 
vey. It was necessary to replace that, if we were 
to carry on the work; and that appropriation of 
$45,000 was, therefore, necessary; and that is the 
increase of the appropriation for the present year. 
The House of Representatives seem to have struck 
down, without very much consideration, all these 
appropriations. The amount asked for the sur- 
vey of the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United 
States, including compensation of civilians, &c., 
was $250,000 by the estimates. They reduced it 
to $100,000. One motive which the Committee on 
Finance had for restoring the estimates in regard 
to this appropriation is this: as the Senate will 
perceive from the reading of the amendment, out 
of this you take all the expenses of the organiza- 
tion of the office, of the establishment here, en- 
graving, printing, electrotyping, computing, and 
all the various operations which are carried on in 
that large establishment. That costs about sev- 
enty thousand dollars a year, It requires extraor- 
dinary skill, unusual aptitude, in work of this 
sort; and if you break up the organization, scatter 
it, disperse it, you cannot resume it again very 
promptly, and you, in fact, pursue a mode of ex- 
penditure very far from being economical, by 
adopting that plan. Now, if you take $70,000 a 
year, for the support of the organization, from the 
appropriation of $100,000, you leave but $30,000 
for the survey of thp whole Atlantic and Gulf 
coast. But some may say that in the Gulf coast 
is included the coast of seceding States, where we 
ought not to pursue the survey. If there be no 
restoration of the Union to what it was before the 
secession of those States, of course the coasts of 
those particular States will not be surveyed during 
the ensuing fiscal year; but there is ample oppor- 
tunity for applying the whole of the money appro- 
priated by the amendment to the remaining coast 
of the United States. Whoever will look at the 
map ofthe coast survey, which shows its progress, 
will perceive that about five eighths of the Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts has been done; but there are large 
portions of it where the hydrography has been 
scarcely touched. Thatisthe case along the coast 
of Maine, a very important coast, a very rugged 
coast, and one remarkably indented. The les, 
counting from headland to headland, are only 
about three hundred and eighty-four miles; but 
according to the indentations, Maine has a coast 
of twenty-three hundred miles and upwards, and 
of that the hydrography has not been done at 
all. OF other points, the hydrography has been 
done along the shore line, which is about ten 
miles from the coast; but the law which formerly 
required the hydrography to extend to one hun- 
dred fathoms of water now requires it to be car- 
ried out to the inner edge of the Gulf stream; and 
there is a very large space, that any one may per- 
ceive who will look at the map, of deep-water 
surveying to be done, even where the hydrog- 
raphy has made considerable progress; on the 


| coast of Maine scarcely any has been done. 


Then there is an interval between Nantucket 
and George’s shoals, a yery important place for 
mariners, which has been directed to be surveyed; 
and none of that hydrography has been done. So, 
also, there is a large portion of the deep-water 
soundings from Cape Henlopen to Cape Charles, 
of which none has been done, though the inner 
shore line of ten miles has been; and so along the 
coastof North Carolina there has been very little 
hydrography, not even the shore line done down 
to Cape Hatteras. At Cape Hatteras it has been 
done shortly above and shortly below, and so at 
Cape Lookout; but below these points, and from 
Cape Fear, in the southern part of North Caro- 
lina, up to Cape Henry, very litde hydrography 
has been done at all. A great deal has been done 
on the coast of New Jersey and Long Island, and 
around Nantucket; but there is a vast deal of 
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hydrography to be done yet. It is estimated that 
this portion of the work, at the presentrate of ap- 
propriation, can be completed in eight or nine 
years. So says the Superintendent. If, however, 
the appropriations for the AUantic'and Gulf coast 
be not applied to all the different sections—and 
the work has been going on in all the sections for 
the whole Atlantic and Gulf coast heretofore—if, 
by reason of the secession of several States, it 
shall be unadvisable to. carry on the survey along 
their coasts, the whole appropriation can be ap- 
plied to complete the surveys of those shores 
where there is no secession, and in this way noth- 
ing will be lost. In fact, when you make liberal 
appropriations, you do the work more cheaply 
than if you make stinted ones. Thirty thousand 
dollars for surveying this great coast is buta trifle. 
Let not the Senate be disturbed at the idea of the 
appropriations made for this object. Itisa great 
object to a commercial country; and we should 
not be too strict and niggardly. The commerce 
of the country is as deeply interested in the accu- 
rate survey and delineation of its coasts, even out 
in deep water, as it is in your tariffs. 

Well, sir, these $30,000, therefore, would be 
very trifling; and here Iwill mention that the Brit- 
ish survey has been going on since 1791, and they 
have spent $25,000,000 upon it; and it is not done 
yet. The Senator says we have spent between 
six and seven million dollars. We have, alto- 
gether, a coast line of thirty thousand miles. I do 
not Know what other country can speak of such 
a coast line as that. Iinclude in that the Atlantic 
and the Gulf coast and the line of the Pacific. 

The increase of expenditure of late years has 
been owing to two circumstances. First, we ac- 
quired Texas; and it was desirable that the survey 
of that coast should be carried on; it isa very 
extensive coast. Then we have acquired a very 
extensive coast on the Pacific ocean, amounting 
to about ten thousand miles, with all the indenta- 
tions; and there the prices of labor have been very 
high. At one time the cooks employed on the 
coast survey vessels received more pay than the 
superintendentof the party charged with the whole 
expenditure and all the operations of the work. 
The prices have come down since, but they are 
still very high, 

Now, sir, you will accomplish little or no work 
if you reduce the appropriation for the survey of 
the Atlanticand Gulf coasts to $100,000, because, 
as I said before, all the expenses of the organiza- 
tion of the office are included in that, and it would 
leave too smalla sum to make any progress in the 
work. Ifyou apply the whole of the appropriation 
to the survey above the southern line of North 
Carolina, and if you should continue to do so, you 
can accomplish the whole work, provided there 
were no secession, which would consume some 
eight or nine years, in four or five years. There 
will be nothing lost. 
the Treasury, of course the Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey will have to restrict his operations. 
Gentlemen voted the other day for $1,200,000 
additional to the Navy bill to build war-steamers, 
although they were informed that the appropria- 
tions already in the bill were fully equal to ail the 
appropriations last year, and indeed exceeded 
them. They did so because they said these things 
were proper; and if there was no money in the 
Treasury it could not be expended, but if there 
was, it might be applied to the purpose. So I 
say in regard to the Coast Survey. 

Į wilt not consume the time of the Senate fur- 
ther. I believe the Senator’s objections apply 
only to the appropriation for the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. GRIMES. To all of them. 

Mr. PEARCE. Then,I beg to saya word or 
two more. The appropriation in the bill for the 
survey of the western coast was only $70,000. 
The estimate was $130,000. I have stated the 
cireumstances which make the expenses very 
great on that coast; and it isa coast of which com- 
paratively little surveying has been done, though 
much has been done that is very useful to com- 
merce; but we think it is advisable to restore the 
estimates there, too. 

Then in regard to the survey of the Florida 
reefs and keys, the gentleman must not confound 
that with what might be called the local survey 
of the coast of Florida. The Florida keys and 
recfg are those which run from Cape Florida 
around the coast westwardly to the Tortugas, 


the terror of all mariners who navigate the Gulf || our coast survey 


If there is not money in | 


of Mexico; and this improvement is: not.for the 
local benefit of the State of Florida, but for the 
commerce of the whole United States, and I may. 
say of all the world, with that portion of America. 
Wrecks have already been much fewer in number 
of late years, in consequence of the surveys of this 
coast, as far as they have progressed. It is esti- 
mated that in two years more they will be com- 
pleted. The House of Representatives appro- 
priated $20,000. The estimate was $40,000. . In 
two years more, at $40,000 a year, the whole 
survey of these reefs will be completed, and it is 
notorious that since we have been surveying these 
reefs, and putting up beacons and sea-marks, and 
establishing light-houses, the wrecking business 
has vasily decreased, and the wreckers complain 
that the Coast Survey and the Light-house Board 
are ruining their business; in other words, are 
saving the property and the lives of our mariners. 

I hope the estimates will be restored. The 
money will be expended economically, as I know 
every expenditure has been in,that office; and if 
the circumstances of the country do not admit of 
the Treasury supplying all the means for these 
amendments, we shall be no worse off, because 
the money will not of course go out of the Treas- 


; ury, and the work will not be done. It will only 


be done on this scale if the Treasury can afford it. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iam resolved not to get into 
a controversy with the Senator from Maryland, 
or anybody else, over the coast survey. Ido not 
intend to be enticed or provoked into opposition 
to it. Iam in favor of the coast survey, as J un- 
derstand it, upon a moderate, and yet, as I believe, 
a liberal basis, and am willing to make what I 
believe to be liberal appropriations. Ihave learned 
one fact, however, from the Senator from Mary- 
land, which Tam glad tolearn. Did I understand 
the Senator to say that the law of Congress re- 
quires that there shall be a hydrographic survey 
opposite to the American coast as far out as the 
Gulf stream ? 

Mr. PEARCE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to know, then, 
how far it is off the coast of Maine to the Gulf 
stream? 

Mr. PEARCE. I cannot tell. 

Mr. GRIMES. According to the map which 
l have before me, from the northeast corner of 
the State of Maine, it is about 80. 

Mr. LANE. _Itis all that. 

Mr. PEARCE. Possibly it is. 

Mr. GRIMES. I do not wonder that a liberal 
appropriation is asked for, if we are going to have 
a hydrographic survey for 89 off that coast. No 
man can predict when this survey is to cease, if 
such is the law; and if it be for such a purpose 
that we are to make appropriations to complete 
hydrographic surveys, such as have already been 
commenced, such as have been prosecuted off the 
coast of New Jersey and in the Chesapeake bay, 
as far out as the Gulf stream. The Senator from 
Maryland quotes the example of England, and 
states, I believe, that $30,000,000 have been ex- 
pended there. 

Mr. PEARCE. Twenty-five million, I think 
T said. 

Mr. GRIMES. Well, sir, according to a state- 
ment which has been put in my hands by an of- 
cer connected with the Coast Sulvay, I find that 
there had been expended, up to 1856, $10,000,000 
in the hydrographic survey of all the British isl- 
ands. They must have expended since 1856 a 
very liberal amount to reach $25,000,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator will allow me 
to explain, I will state, what I believe is the fact, 
that the survey of Great Britain is what is called 
an ordnance survey; and se that, in the 
estimates the Senator has had, they do not include 
the pay of the officers engaged in it, who are 
attached to the army. 

Mr. GRIMES. In Great Britain, France, and 
some other countries of Europe, they have a top- 
ographical survey connecting with their hydro- 
graphic survey. That is a separate and distinct 
thing. Itis true, the topographical survey had 
up to that time cost some twelve million dollars; 
but up to that time there had been expended, from 
1791 to 1856, upon the whole surveys of the Brit- 
ish Islands, only $10,000,000; whereas, we have 
expended, from 1843 up to 1860, nearly seven mil- 
lion dollars, and that does notinclude a great man 
of the incidental expenses that are connected with 

But I said before, Ionty want 


to put myself right upon the. 1 
this matter. 1 only want to p) 
a position that the voté that I give te 
be quoted against mie. as a. reason 
vote for similar amounts year after 
as lremain here. When] becomeniore th 
oer ites the coast survey, it J 
that I may change my ‘views, though 
think Ishall ee 
i r. PEARCE. Iwill merely state a fa 
the 


ury, made in 1851, in regard to the cost: Speak- 
ing of the cost in Great Britain, he says ‘Cone 
year’s cost of her hydrography (1845-46) was 
$893,910. In 1845-46, and in: 1846-47, it was 
equal to the whole coast survey appropriation to 
1849. That gives you an element of compari-. 
son. 5 ; 


Mr. GRIMES. I also read froma little pam- 


‘phlet, put in my hands by an officer, connected 


with the Coast Survey, in this city, that: , 

“The trigonometrical survey for England alone-had cost, 
up to 1856, $5,000,000 ; that of Ireland, $5,300,000 ; that of 
Scotland, $1,400,000; making, for the United Kingdom, 
$11,500,000.” i j praes 

That is for the land surveys that wedo: not 
have. [“ Oh, yest] No; we make ‘points on’ 
the land; but they go over the whole country. 
There is not a city, a village,a hamlet, in the 
whole of England that is not thoroughly surveyed; 
every stone, almost, is put down on their maps. 
I happen to have seen some of them. haath 

Mr. PEARCE. That is the topographic sur- 
vey. Will the Senator allow me tostatée one word 
more? and that is, that this deep-sea work, far off 
the coast, towards the Gulf Stream, is of a very 
different kind from the closer and more accurate 
survey within ten miles along the shore, 

Mr. GRIMES. This goes on to say: 

“This is for land work. Besides this, however, $10,000,000 
were expended in hydrography, up to 1856.7? 

That is the kind ef survey we make here, 
which we call a coast survey. ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not feel disposed to 
make an argument on this subject. It has been 
argued before the Senate a great many times, and 
before most of us here. will. only state the, 
reasons which actuated the Committee on. Fi- 
nance, as I understood them, for proposing. to. 
increase this appropriation. 

They were well convinced that economy re- 
quired it, if we are to continue the work at, all; 
because, if we struck off more than one half, as 
proposed by the House of Representatives, of ne- 
cessity it breaks up the corps as at present organ- 
ized, and it diminishes entirely the efficiency-of 
the work. We have begun it, and continued. it 
for many years. Itis a great national work, ne- 
cessarily involving many years of time, and many 
millions of expense; and it will be well worth all 
its cost, as everybody knows, when it is con- 
eluded. Then the simple question is, do we mean 
to continue itor not? I presume there is no Sena- 
tor who doubts that that is the policy of the coun- 
try, and that the interests of the country and of 
commerce require it, Then, if we mean to con- 
tinue it to the end, is there any reason why: we 
should break up the corps as it now exists in its 


| efficient state, under its present very able man- 


agement, and reduce it more than half, and thus. 
check the progress of the work at the present 
time? ne the House of Representatives 
were actuated by the idea that in the present state. 
of things in certain portions of the country, the 

work could not be continued. We inquired into 

that matter of the Superintendent of the Coast 

Survey, and we found that all the money asked 

for could be economically expended;. because, if 
it were not expended over the whole space, it 

would only be doubled upon other portions, and 

the work be brought just so much nearer to its 

conclusion. So that there would be nothing lost, 

hut much saved, by continuing it in its present 

condition. We therefore supposed it was advis- 

able to do so, and understood that that fact had 

not been communicated to the other House. 

We were influenced, moreover, with regard to 
this first amount of $250,000, which the House 
of Representatives cut down to $100,000, by being 
informed that, if it was cut down to $100,000, 
and the expenses of the office taken out of it, there 
would hardly be anything left to continue the 
survey of the northern coast—a very trifling sum, 
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: made efficient; andwe sup- 
posed the Housé of Representatives did not un- 
derstand this fact. S z pny ae 

“liv regard to the survey’of the Pacific coast, it 
is going On now at a very moderate rate; and we 
were informed and believed that a less sum than 
that proposed. for the coast of California and Ore- 
gon would be to rerider the survey entirely ineffi- 
cient, and would result in a loss. “We believed 
the’statements that were made; and under the facts 
as stated to us, after careful examination and con- 
sideration, we came to the conclusion that sound 
economy required that the appropriation asked 
for should be made, with a view, if it was made 
here, that the whole matter would undoubtedly be 
submitted to the House of Representatives again; 
and if there were any good reasons to reduce, in 
fact; any of the amounts, on a conference those 
reasons could be understood, andit would bedone. 
I remain of the same opinion. I think the work 
a very great and important one; and I do not be- 
lieve ït is consistent with sound economy, or the 
interests of the country, that the amount asked 
for should be substantially reduced. Such was 
the opinion of the officers, and of those officers 
I have a very high opinion, and believe that the 
money will be expended carefully and well under 
their supervision. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not intend to go intoa 
discussion of the merits of the coast survey. It 
is very clear to my mind that, unless we are going 
to abandon itin toto, economy requires that we 
should keep the appropriations up to the esti- 
mates. We have already all the implements, the 
boats and materials that are necessary to keep it 
up, according to the estimates. If we are going 
to dispense with them by curtailing the appro- 
priation one half, you render them uscless; and 
when you go to raise it again, you will have to 
incur additional expense; and when you curtat 
the appropriation one half, you almost entirely 
stop the work, because a large portion of this 
appropriation is expended, as has been said, in 
the organization in this city in the maps and charts 
and plans, &c.; and it is almost equivalent to dis- 
continuing the work upon the coast. No matter 
what may happen, I trast the coast survey will 
go on. It is essential to. the commerce of this 
country, to the national defense, to the American 
character, that the coast survey should go on and 
be completed; and 1 have no idea that anything 
will oceur to interrupt the harmonious and peace- 
ful prosecution of this work; and 1 hope, therc- 
fore, we shall concur with the Committee on Fi- 
nance in keeping the appropriations up to the 
estimates. 

Mr. HALE. I am nota convert to that kind 
of economy which goes on increasing and increas- 
ing expenses continually, and when a motion is 
made to reduce them, cries out that a duc regard 
to economy requires that the highest sum shall 
be appropriated; because, if the highest sum is 
not given, the whole corps will be broken up, and 
when you come to employ them again it will cost 
more. That I have no doubt is true; but that, 1 
think, is not the kind of economy which the Gov- 
ernment or the country wants. 

The theory of our Government generally is— 
though, to be sure, the Senate have a negative on 
all the doings of the House of Representatives— 
that the House of Representatives are the legiti- 
mate guardians of the Treasury; and that they 
understand quite as well as the Senate what the 
wants of the publie service are. I remember that 
in a noted instance, not long since, when the ap- 
priations for the navy-yards were cut down very 
much by the House of Representatives below 
what they had been, the Senate thought it was 
wisdom, in that case, to follow the ILouse, and 
the Senate did follow the House; and the appro- 
priations for the navy-yards were cut down very 
largely. Ihave never heard or seen it intimated 
that any detriment to the public service grew out 
of the concurrence of the Sonate in the action of 
the House in cutting down the estimates for navy- 
yards very much; although, if my memory serves 
me right, something like ninety per cent. of the 
estimates of the Department were cut down by 
the House of Representatives, and the Senate | 
concurred, 

There is another thing. I confess, for one, that 
I am not satisfied that there is a proper supervis- 
iom and control over the expenses of the coast 


survey retained by any department of the Gov- 


ernment. - The ‘appropriations. are voted some- 


what in gross; and they are disbursed without 
that supervision by any accounting officer of the 
Govéerninent that there ought to be. “When we 
are obliged to borrow money, and go into the 
markets of the country, and sell our obligations 


-for Something like ten per cent. discount, 1 think 


itis not a time to encourage these large expend- 
itures. J think the coast survey isa very good 
place to begin. The difficulty is, that if you at- 
tempt to begin any reformation, any retrenchment 
anywhere, there are particular friends of that par- 
ticular branch, who will tell you that that is not 
the place to begin, and that now is not the exact 
time, and that you had better take some other 
time, or some other place. So it will be with 
every single branch of the public service where 
you attempt to practice any economy. Now, sir, 
Ï think this isan eminently fit time, and the coast 
survey an exceedingly appropriate measure upon 
which to apply a little wholesome retrenchment 
and economy; and I am for concurring in the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One word in reply to the 
Senator from New Hampshire. Jam not a con- 
vert to that system of economy which consists in 
striking off twenty-five or fifty per cent. from an 
estimate, without reference to the merits or de- 
merits of the estimate. Í remember that, some 
years ago, there was a chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, noted for his economy, 
who had a fixed habit of striking off twenty-five 
per cent. from each estimate, without reference to 
its nature, on the ground that if he struck off 
twenty-five per cent. he saved so much to the 
Treasury. I was new in the House of Repre- 
sentatives at that time; and I hurried off to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and notified him that 
twenty-five per cent. was about to be stricken 
from hisestimates. “Oh,” said he,‘ [know the 
habits of the chairman of Ways and Means so well 
that I provided for that; I made my estimates, 
and added twenty-five per cent., expecting the 
chairman to strike them off, and knowing that he 
would be gratified insaving that much to the Treas- 
ury, and we should get just what the public ser- 
vice required,” [was nevera convert, however, 
to that system of economy which consists in strik- 
ing right and left, twenty-five or fifty per cent., 
without reference to the merits of the particular 
branch of the public service for which the money 
is wanted. If the Senator can show that these 
estimates arc erroncous, or that they are too much 
in any particular branch, I will help him to cur- 
tail wherever he will show them to be umneces- 
sary; but striking in the dark, blindty, without 
reference to the sufficiency of the estimates, is not, 
to my mind, satisfactory evidence of wisdom, or 
of economy 

Mr. HALE. Itake it that, in the present con- 
dition of the country, we are not going to pursue 
the coast survey on the coasts of States that deny 
your rightand claim that they have seceded from 
the Union, and therefore all the money that is 
calculated to be spent there may be saved; but in 
that suggestion, I am met by the Senator from 
Maine, who tells us that the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey says he can very comfortably 
spend the moncy, notwithstanding, profitably and 
wisely elsewhere. I do not doubt it; I do not 
doubt it in the least; but I think, at this time, all 
the money which was intended by the estimates 


| to be expended on those States may be stricken 


out, and that when our territory is diminished 
and the amount of coast where we can prudently 
and judiciously operate is diminished, and our 
means are less and our money is borrowed, it is 


of retrenchment. 
Mr. PEARCE. 
to what has fallen from the Senator from New 
Hampshire, that I think, the last fow years, the 
expenditures of the Coast Survey have been seru- 
tinized with keener eyes than have been turned 
upon any other office under this Government. 
There has not been a very friendly feeling towards 
it in certain quarters; and a pretty acute vision 
has been employed to detect anythiag that might 
seem to be wrong or be tortured into it. The Sen- 
ator seems to think itis not undersuflicient control. 


Well, sir, there is, by law, full authority given to | 


the Secretary of the Treasury to control all these 
expenditures, and make regulations for the pur- 
pose of bringing them down to the lowest proper 


I will barely state, in reply | 


t > : 
| that was made in Committee of the Whole. 
a good time and a good place to begin the work || 


point, and all the accounts.are examined bythe 
Auditor and by the Comptroller. The whole is, 
besides, under the general supervision of the Sce- 
retary of the Treasury and of his assistant, and 
I know the fact that a vagtamount of theexpend- 
itures under the Coast. Survey.are made upona 
narrower scale than in any other branch of the 
Government. For example,.take.a young man 
who may wish to become a surveyor; he. Is put 
into the Coast Survey at the lowest grade of em- 
ployment; he gets $190 a year and a ration per 
day—that is his pay. He often gets up to his 
waist in salt water, in winter—a capital school 
for reforming bad boys. [Laughter.] You pay 
to a common laborer here, a ditcher, a man that 
uses a spade in these grounds, two dollars a day. 
A young man who has been to schooland studied 
mathematics has to work his way up in the Coast 
Survey. They are promoted by merit. No such 
thing as favoritism is known; no such thing as 
politics is known. A young man is promoted 
according to his merit. When he shows himself 
competent for a higher grade of service, he is em- 
ployed at it, and gets the compensation appropri- 
ate to it,and in no case is the compensation large. 

Mr. KENNEDY called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. i 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GREEN, (when his name was called.) I 
have paired off with the Senator from New York 
[Mr Sewarp] on all party questions; and if this 
‘Is a party question, Í cannot vote. 

Mr. HALE. It is the party of reform against 
the party of extravagance. i 

Mr. GREEN. Then I vote in the affirmative. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 11; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Clark, 
Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Poster, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Morrill, Pearce, 
Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Thomson, Wigfall, Wilkinson, and Wilson—35. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler 
Doolittle, Grimes, Hale, King, Nicholson, Trumbull, aud 
Wade—ll. 

The Secretary read the next excepted amend- 
ment, which was to increase the appropriation 
«for continuing the survey of the western coast 
of the United States, including compensation of 
civilians engaged in the work, from $70,000 to 
$130,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next excepted amendment made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole was, in page 2, line twenty- 
two, tostrike out “forty,” and insert‘! twenty;”” 
so that the clause will read: 

For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs and keys, 
(including compensation of civilians engaged in the work, 
and excluding pay and emoluments of otficers of the Army 


and Navy, and petty officers and men of the Navy employed 
on the work,) $40,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


The next excepted amendment was to strike 
out the following clause: 

“ Wor the preservation of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions of the Government, and the con~ 


struction of suitable cases to receive said collections, 
$6,060. , 

And in lieu of it to insert: 

Yor the distribution of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions of the Government, and the con- 
struction of additional cases to reecive such part of said 
collectiOns as may be retained by the Govcrnment, $6,000; 
such distribution to be only to institutions willing to receive 
tle same, and at their own expense. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope the Senate will 
not concur in the amendment to that amendment 


I 
think itis unnecessary. 

Mr. PEARCE. As I understand, the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance has been 
amended on the motion of the Senator from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Brace.] The Senator from Maine 
wants to get rid of the amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina, What course does he pro- 

ose to take? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senate, I suppose, 
may refuse to concur in the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. The question will not be put 
upon that, as I understand, but on the amend- 
ment, as amended; and I think we had better let 
it pass. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the chairman is con- 
tent with it, I have no objection to make. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, * Will the Senate concur in the amendment?” 
The amendment was concurred in. 


The next amendment excepted to was to insert: | 


For the Capitol extension, $250,000. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


The next amendmentexcepted to was to insert, 
as a new Section: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $60,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same being a 
reappropriation of the same amount, which sum was ap- 
propriated on the 3d of March, 1857, and reverted to the 
surplus fund ofthe Treasury, to construct a sewer on Flush- 
ing avenue, Brooklyn, New York, in continuation of that 
now constructed, to such point on said avenue as shall be 
determined by the Navy Departinent, thence through the 
United States grounds, or through Vanderbilt avenue, as 
shall be decided by said Department, to the waters of the 
Wallabout: Provided, The city of Brooklyn will agree to 
pay one haif of the expense of said sewer on Fiushiag 
avenue, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That closes 
the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. The bill is before the Senate, and still 
open to amendment, 

Mr. BINGHAM. J wish to state to the Sen- 
ate that I objected to the appropriations for the 
Treasury and Capitol extensions, and I desire to 
have a separate vote on them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
been taken separately on every amendment that 
was excepted to; and a vote cannot now be taken 
on those amendments. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [now renew in Senate the 
amendment which I offered before, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ask a vote upon 
it. Itis to insert, as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That the Sceretary of State be 
directed Lo audit and settle the accounts of Charles J. Helm, 
consul general of the United States at Havana, upon the 
principles of justice and equity, for expenses incurred by 


him in preparing and making the reports and returns, and | 


bringing up the arrearages of the business of his predeces- 
sor in that office, and for extra clerk hire in his office, and 
Yor moneys advanced destitute American citizens, and for 
extra rent 
the sum 0 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I must renew my objec- 
tion to that amendment as a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
of order being raised, the Chair will feel bound, 
by the decision of the Senate, to rule the amend- 
ment out of order. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Iask the Chair to submitit 


> 
r 


to the Senate again; and I ask for the yeas and | 


nays upon it, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 


submit the question to the Senate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is 
taken to this amendment on the ground of its 
being a private claim, and therefore not admissi- 
ble under the 30th rule; and the question is, 
« Will the Senate receive this amendment under 
the 30th rule, on a question of order?” 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Is it in order to discuss 
the merits of the proposition now? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Iftheamendmentis received, | 


then it will be. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. All I can say is, that lam 
in favor of it. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GRIMES (when his name was called) 
said: As a question of order the other day, I voted 
against the admissibility of this proposition; but, 
under the decision of the Senate in the case of 
Mrs. Linn, and of Cassin, I bow to the decision 
of the Senate, and vote ‘ yea.”’ 


i 
The result was then announced—yeas 24, nays 


15; as follows: 

YEAS ~Messrs. Anthony, Bigter, Brage, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Grimes, Hemphill, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nichotson, 
Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Simmons, Thomson, Wigtall, 
Wilkinson, aud Wilson— 24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Hale, Harlan, John- 


The vote has | 


and to pay the amount thereof, not exceeding | 
$8,168, out of any moncy in the Treasury not | 
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son of Tennessee, King, Morrill, ‘fen Eyck, and Trum- 
bull-—15. 

So the Senate decided to reccive the amendment 
as in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I believe there is a verbal 
correction necessary in the amendment. The 
words ‘Secretary of State” should be ‘‘Secre- 
tary of the Treasury;”’ or, if the Secretary will 
insert the words, ‘and that the same be paid out 
of the Treasury;”’ that will do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection 
be interposed, that modification will be made by 
common consent. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGLER. Iwill offer the amendment that 
I offered the other day, to pay a balance of $448. 
It is a settled account, and would have been paid 


| before, but for the law of the last session deny- 


ing the right to use surpluses under one head for 
deficiencies under another. Itis simply to enable 
the Departinent to carry outthe law. The amend- 
ment is to add, at the end of the first section, the 
following: 

For payment of balance duc contractor for building the 
custom-houses at Belast and Lisworth, in Maine, $148 71. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NICHOLSON. I offer the following 
amendment, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, as an additional scetion: 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
be directed to aseertain and award to Dakin, Moody, Gil- 
bert, and Secor, such sum, if any, ashe may find to be due 
to them under their contract dated August 4, 1852, for their 
ses of the dry-docks on Mare Is 
outlay and mprovements in providing accommoda- 
tions to work the same, and that he make his report wo the 
next session of Congress. 


It will be discovered that this amendment makes 
no appropriation. lt only directs the Secretary 
to report to the next Congress the amount, if 
any, that may be found due to these parties. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 move to strike out the word 
“award,” in the first line. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. I think, if the Senator 
will look at it, he will find that it does not require 
an award unless there is something found duc. 

Mr. GRIMES. But Ido not want an award 
made at all. If this amendmentis merely to settle 
an account, and to report to Congress whatever 
may be due, I am willing it should pass; but it 
authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to state the 
account, and make an award, That award will 
be regarded as binding upon us. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. That is part of the con- 
tract between those parties and the Government, 
that the Secretary shall make the award. 

Mr. CLARK. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Tennessee, if his object be simply to state 
the amount, there can be no possible objection to 
striking out the word ‘award, because the 
amount can be stated without that. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. I do not think it will 
change it, except the contract required the Secre- 
tary to make this award. I have no sort of ob- 
jection to the alteration, ifanybody objects to it. 

Mr. CLARK. I think you had better let it be 
made, to avoid all difficulty. 

Mr, NICHOLSON. Then I accept the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment being accepted, it will be 


amendment as modified. f 
Theamendment, as modified, was concurred in. 


Mr. DIXON. I offered an amendment by di- 
rection of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ‘Phe amount is somewhat reduced 
from what it was originally. 
new section: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $75,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary for the purpose, be, and 
is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the payment for marble 
finished or in preparation for the new custom-house at 
Charleston, South Carolina, under existing contract with 
the Government; and the Secretary of the Treasury is 


nd, California, and } 


i modified accordingly; and the question is on the | 


It is to insert, asa | 


New Sers.. No. TEs 
hereby directed to pay such sum for such marble; or on ac- 
count thereof, as. shall be proportionate to its full value 
delivered under such contract. + A 

Mr. SIMMONS. This amendment, as-madi- 
fied, I think, must satisfy everybody. These peo- 

le have stopped work on this contract ever since 
ast June, and the amendment merely provides 
for paying them for what they did before they 
received notice to stop the work they had done 
under the contract up to the time they received 
notice that no appropriation was made, and they 
should stop. They are under a subsisting con- 
tract to go on doing this work whenever the Gov- 
ernment calls on them; but for that portion of the 
work which they did before we failed to make 
an appropriation last Tune, they ask to be paid; 
and then they are subject. to the order of the Gov- 
ernment. Private individuals should not Jose this 
money that they have laid out in these marble 
columns under the orders of the Government and, 
under the plans and specifications furnished them 
under their contract. They are willing to give 
up the job or resume it whenever the Government 
instructs them to do so. All they ask is pay for 
what they have done up to the time they were: 
given notice to stop. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to strike out of the 
amendment the words ‘¢or in preparation,” 

Mr. PEARCE. Before the question is put on 
that amendment, I wish toask whether this amend- 
ment was not ruled out on Saturday last, as in 
violation of the rule? f 

Mr. SIMMONS. We have reversed that ruling 
two or three times to-day, and F trust we shall not 
go back to it. 

Mr. PEARCE. I renew that objection. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We reversed the rule in 
one case, on which the chairman and several other 
gentlemen did not vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is very manifest that 
amendments are coming in to-day, which were 
voted down on Saturday last in a full Senate; how 
itis brought about, I do not know. But F think 
there is a misapprehension on the part of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, in regard to the time when 
work was stopped upon thiscustom-house. Why, 
sir, l have been fighting this custom-house ever 
since I have been in the Senate; for six years. 
We have had the thing stopped; we stopped 
the appropriations, if } remember rightly, two 
years ago, on these extravagant custom-houses 
at Charleston and New Orleans. I have not the 
statutes before me; but I think it will be found 
that we then passed a provision requiring the 
proper officer to ascertain what it would take to 


| complete these buildings, upon which $5,000,000 


had been expended, Here the parties go on un- 
der contracts, as they tell us, that are made. I 
nevercould understand, and never did understand, 
upon what principle it was that such contracts 
were made to an illimitable extent, We had bet- 
ter stop this thing: we had better have stopped it 
six years ago, and paid all the damages for the 
violation of our contracts, than to have gone on 
here, year after year, appropriating by the million 
to build these magnificent palaces. Now, sir, it 
is not only proposed here to pay for work that 
has been donc, but for work in process of prepa- 
ration. I think it high time that we should stop 
these appropriations. I hope there is no arrange- 
ment by which these propositions, which were 
ruled out of order the other day, and which are 
clearly private claims, are to come in here to-day 
as in order, when they were voted down ina full 
Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not very much in the 
habit of making arrangements, and that statement 
does notaffect me much. The Senator says that 
this is work in course of preparation. Nobody 
doubts that this contract was made. Lam as will- 
ing as any to stop this work, if it is thought 
proper; but are you going to deprive men of what 
they nave laid out under a contract? Here are 
fine columns, ornamental work, such as we have 
about this building, half done; and we ask that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to ap- 
point proper officers to estimate what has been 
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rityand if tħe work 


‘done on them, and:-to-pay fo 
isto be completed; that amount would bededucted, 
-and these men would have: to go on and-finish it. 
Itis simply to pay them for what they have done. 
After making a law, and having.a contract under 
it, and’ working ten or a dozen years, we all at 
ance have a fit of-economy,, and. conclude to.stop 


ite. Very wells-L agree: to.that; stop it; but pay 
-those men for, what.work ‘they did before you 
concluded to top it. =- 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is not this amend- 
Mente o ii : 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is precisely this amend- 
ment....Jtis to pay them for the work they have 
on-hand at:the time. they received notice not to go 
any further; and- they did not go any further. tf 
a column is half finished, and it costs six or seven 
hundred dollars-to‘carve it, are you going to pay 
nothing for it, because they have not finished it? 
They are ready to go onand finish it, and will go on, 
andare bound todo so, under the contract, when- 

. ever-you make an appropriation. It is under the 
control of Congress. 1f you do not want to ap- 
propriate.money to continue the work, pay them 
for what they have done. They have already 
discharged their men. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My friend from Rhode 
Island will see, if he reads the amendment, thatit 
is. not to pay for work done before they received 
that notice; buta proposition to pay ** $75,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary for the pur- 
pose, ont of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated’’—for what? “ For the pay- 
ment for marble furnished, or in preparation, for 
the new custom-house at Charleston, South Car- 
olina.” When was it furnished? Why and when 
was it in process of preparation? J take it, it has 


been furnished while Congress has refused year | 


after year to make these appropriations. There 
has been a. large amount of money appropriated 
at different times—more than enough twice over 
since we stopped making extravagant appropria- 
tions for these works—to pay for all the work 
then done; and Ido not believe the work will 
ever-be stopped, if you are to go on with these 
preparations; this process of preparation will be 
continued, The amendment is not limited, asthe 


Senator supposed, to work done before notice was | 


given, Ifhe intends it that way, then the amend- 
ment should be changed to conform to that state 
of facts. Let us argue it, and present it to the Sen- 
ateas the fact is, just to pay for work that is to 
be continned on this marble palace. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ig on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

‘Mr. PEARCE. Has the Chair decided the 
point of order which I raised? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did 
not understand the Senator from Maryland to 
make a point of order, but to ask if the point of 
order was not raised hitherto, 

Mr. PEARCE, 
point of order. Itisa private claim. Ifthe Chair 
will allow me, I will state that the parties cannot 
be entitled to the payment of their money now. 
The only law on the subject is the law for build- 
ing the custom-house at Charleston. The con- 
tract is, that they should deliver the marble at 
Charleston, and they were to be paid when it was 
delivered. "They have not delivered it, not brought 
themselves within the contractand the law. tis 
a special claim, to be paid for that work which 
they have done in part, and which in part is un- 
finished. 


hable to the objection that we raised; and there- 
fore: renew the point of order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. I desire to say further, 
though itdid not reach the ear of the Chair, that 
the Senator from Maryland distinctly made the 
point of order, J rose to make it. He made the 
statement, and I supposed it was entertained, 

While on the floor, I will beg leave to say, in 
addition to the objection stated by the Senator 
from Maryland, that there is another. The law 
provided that no contract should be made in ad- 
vance of the appropriation, and the officers had 
no authority to contract faster than the appropri- 


ations were made; and secondly, payment could | 


only be made when the marble was delivered. 
Both of these points, it seems to me, are fatal to 
the amendment. 


{ stated that I renewed the | 


Tt seems to me, it is equivalent to a! 
claim for damages on account of our not making | 
appropriations to carry onthe work, [thinkitis | 


i that here is a private claim. 


+- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question’ 
‘of order being made, the Chair will submit it to 
the Senate. — - 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to say one word about 
the merits of this amendment before the point of 
order is made. _ s a, aia 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... The Chair will 
suggest that on a point of order, under the rule, 
debate is not admissible. The question of order 
must be decided without debate.. The question 
of order is made on the reception of this amend- 
ment; and the question is, ‘ Will the Senate. re- 
ceive this amendment on the objection on the 
question of order??? 

Mr. SIMMONS and Mr. DIXON called for 
the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I should like to inquire if 
the ruling has not just been reversed in a similar 
case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Several cases 
were decided one way on Saturday, and the other 
way to-day. i 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the gentleman on 
the other side voted to reverse it ten minutes ago. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to say one word, and 
I think it necessary to explain it so far as this: 
that the amendment does not come within this 
rule at all. 
made against the law; but that is notso. The 
contract was made in strict conformity with law. 

Mr. CLARK. Thatis not the point. 

Mr.SIMMONS. Thatis the whole point made, 
This work has been 
stopped. The Senator from Illinois is entirely 
mistaken on that point. If he wants to insert a 
proviso that no more‘of that work shall be done, 
lethim put itin. [think itis in. I know the 
work is actually stopped and the men discharged. 
The Senator from Maryland says thisamendment 
is clearly subject to this rule, because the con- 


Charleston. The Government refused to take it 
in Charleston; they did not want it sent there. 
They stopped them last June, and would not let 
them send any more there; and they would not 
take what had been made, because there was no 
appropriation. Now, what are these men to do? 
Lhey cannot get the marble to Charleston to per- 


ismade, you cannot pay them up to the time they 
stopped work. If you pay them up to that time, 


I desire to have that modification of the amend- 
ment made, 

Mr. DIXON. I will accept that. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to add that this work 
is notto be resumed by these contractors without 
further orders from the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be so modified, by the consent of the 
mover. ` 

Mr. SIMMONS, I think, then, theamendment 
clearly is not subject to objection at all. 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island when it was this work was 
executed, so far as it is done? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Before last June; they re- 
ceived notice then. 


Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know if it was 
done between last June and the June before? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not know anything 
aboutit. I know that they received this notice 
last June. i 


ought to know. If you wili turn to the act of 
1859, you will find that act made no appropria- 
tion for continuing the custom-house at Charles- 
ton, but provided that any unexpended balance 
on hand should be applied only to finish the build- 
ing. What the unexpended balance on hand was, 
I do not know; but it evidently intended that no 
further work should be done, except that which 
was necessary to complete the building. If they 
wenton to do the work after that, they were work- 
ing without regard to appropriations made by 
Congress. 

Mr. CLARK. If the Senate wiil permit me, 
I will now withdraw the amendment I offered to 
strike out the words ‘or in preparation.” If the 
work is to be stopped, I have no objection to the 


Senators say here that itis acontract į 


tract required them to deliver this marble in | 


form that contract; aud unless an appropriation | 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I think we | 


full amount, if it is in order, being settled, includ- 
ing as well that which is in preparation as that 
which ‘has been finished. , 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to state for the in- 
formation of the Senate, especially those who 
have not looked into this subject, that there has 
been no appropriation made-for this work since 
1858. We had*this contest-then; and, in 1859, 
the Secretary of the Treasury. was ‘directed by 
the law of that year ‘to use the balance of unex- 
pended appropriations heretofore made for the 
Charleston and New Orleans custom-houses in 
finishing the said buildings for use’’—not to go 
on with them. He was to finish them with the 
appropriation which he had. Then, in 1860, the 
next year, we had this question up again, and 
this provision was enacted: 

“ For preserving the unfinished work upon the custom- 
house at Charleston, $5,000; and to pay for the marble al- 
ready delivered at the Charleston custom-house to be used 
in continuing the work on the building, $15,000.77 

This was all that was necessary when this law 
was passed in 1860. 

* And the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to report 
to Congress, in his next annual report to Congress on the 
finances, the amount of farther appropriations that may 
be required to finish, respectively, this custom-house and 
the one at New Oricang, and the time necessary to com- 
plete the same, and whether any changes can be made con- 
sistently with the purpose for which the building is in- 
tended, which will reduce the cost of completion; and in 


t the mean time, no further materials shall be delivered for 


said custom-house.? 


We began as long ago as 1858. In 1859 we 
refused to appropriate a dollar, and directed that 


| the unexpended balances then on hand should be 


appropriated to finishing the building. ‘This last 
year we made an appropriation for all that was 
necessary to pay forall the marble that there was; 
and now these contractors have gone on again, 
and they come here this time asking for some 
seventy thousand dollars. Fifteen thousand dol- 
lars paid them for all the work they had done a 
year ago. We have never had, up to this time, 
that I have seen, any estimate to show what the 
expense of completing these buildings would be. 
I should like to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
Island why he has got no estimate under that law 
to know what the expense would be? Congress 
has been striving to stop this thing for two or 
three years, and we have paid them for all the 
work done a yearago; and now they want $70,000 


| more. Next year they will want several hundred 
so far as the contract is concerned, they will wait | 
j further orders from the Government before they | 
will commence again; and 1 want to have put in j 
the amendment a clause that work shall not be | 
| resumed until further order of the Government. 


thousand dollars, if we go on in this proportion. 
Sir, I do not conceive bow a contract could have 
been legally made to run on in this way. Ido not 
believe a public officer has any authority to bind 
this Government to an illimitable amount by con- 
tracts to run for a series of years in this way. 
Congress never intended to erect a building at 
Charleston to cost two or three million dollars. If 
an officer of the Government can bind the Gov- 
ernment to pay $2,000,000, he can bind it to pay 
$200,000,000, in contracts running for years. 
When was this contract made? Perhaps ten years 
ago. Sir, it is time we stopped these appropri- 
ations. We did stop them two years ago, and 
now they are coming in and asking us to pay 
them for work done since. If there is a binding 
contract, and they are entitled to any damages, 
because we are unable to comply with it, lam 
willing to pay them; but ] am unwilling to go on 
with this appropriation for these expensive con- 
tracts, which the Government has been trying to 
stop for the last three years. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mer. President, it is a little 
singular that my friend wants to know all these 
things from me, Ido not know anything more 
about it than he does. He has been voting here 
the last six years these appropriations. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I never voted a dollar of 
them. 

Mr. SIMMONS., Well, he was in the Senate, 
and why did he not stop it? These men had been 
engaged as usual on this work. There had been 
no notice from the Treasury Department. We 
refused to appropriate last year, but what did we 
do? We appropriated $15,000, without any esti- 
mate, without knowing whether it would pay for 
the work or not, and told the Department to stop 
the work at Charleston. The Senator from Mary- 
land says they have not delivered the work. By 
yourlaw, they could not deliverit, They stopped 
the work then, and this is simply to pay them for 
what they did before you gave them any notice. 
Now, the Senator from Illinois says this work 
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has been going on for ten years. Does anybody 

want to cut off contractors working under a writ- 

ten contract by order of this Government?) We 

eut off the work last June, and I was willing to 

cutit off, and went with the Senator in that move- 

ment; but this is work that was done before that 
time, as I -have told Senators as much as twenty 

times; and here is the law. The law said they 

should stop, and. deliver no more marble at 
Charleston. He read it himself; and then he says 
these men have gone on and continued the work 
since. That does not happen to be so. The law 
was, that they should not deliver another piece of 
marble at Charleston, and they had the work 
done; and now they come here and ask pay for 
what they had done, and which you refused to 
allow them to deliver. That is the whole of the 
amendment. Congress did not appropriate, and 
then the Department stopped these men’s work, 
and refused to take what they had done; and after 
having waited nine months, they come here and 
ask you to appropriate and pay, after a survey 
has been made, for work which was done previ-’ 
ous to that stoppage; and I have putin theamend- 
ment a clause providing that the work shall not 
be resumed without an order directing it from 
this Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: will the Senate receive this amendment on the 
question of order? 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Crittenden, Dixon, Durkee, 
Fitch, foot, Foster, Powell, Simmons, Sumner, ‘Ven Eyck, 
and Wilson—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Clark, Cling- 
man, Collamer, Doolittle, Fessenden, Green, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Rice, Sebastian, Thomsen, ‘Vranbull, Wigfall, and Wil- 
Kinson—24, 

So the Senate refused to receive the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. LANE. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Public Lands to offer the following amend- 
ment, as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior be directed to adjust and allow the actual expenses | 
incurred by the registers of the land office at Oregon City, 
and Roseburg, Oregon, for clerical aid in said offices, pro- 
vided the same shail not exceed $6,000, to be paid out of 
any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr.CLARK. Thope thatamendment will not 
be adopted. I think it isa great deal better to 
know something about the claims these gentlemen 
make, before we approve them by Congress. One 
or two have been presented here, and have been | 
examined, and a portion of the claim allowed. 
Now, I think we had better follow that rule. Let 
these gentlemen, if they have claims, present them 
under the law, and let the Senate and House of 
Representatives examine those claims; and if we 
find the whole due, pay it; and if we find a por- 
tion due, pay it; but let us know what itis that 
is demanded before we vote to pay. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of order on 
that amendment. Itisa private claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will submit that question to the Senate. The 
question is, ‘Shall this amendment be received 
on the question of order?” - 

Mr. LANE. I do not know that I can be | 
heard—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the rule, | 
the Chair will suggest that questions of order are | 
not debatable. 

Mr. LANE. Then, I will simply say, this is | 
tocarry outan existing law. These officers have 
acted under the direction of the Secretary of the | 
Interior, and they have presented a claim here that | 
has been approved and recommended; and if the | 
Senate will allow me, I will state, as a reason, why! 
this did not come up ina separate bill, that it was | 
because of the amendment offered by the Senator | 
from North Carolina [Mr. Brace] on Saturday. | 
If the Senator from New Hampshire will listen | 
to a statement of it, I am sure he will not object || 
to this amendment. In Oregon the registers and i 
receivers havea salary. They are prohibited from |! 
receiving any fee. It has been neecssary to cm- 
ploy clerks. The two land officers there have 
employed clerks, and paid them to aid in getting | 

: H 
up and keeping up the work of the office. They | 
made out their accounts regularly as instructed i 
by the Land Office here; sent them to Washing- || 
ton, and they have been examined and approved, | 


i 
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j an allowance be made according to the adjust- 


tS . os * . e 
in certain quantities, and upon certain conditions, 


or rather presented with a recommendation that li 


ment; so that everything that is required by law 
has been done. Everything has been.accom- 
plished that the Senator believes ought to be, and 
that I believe ought to be, before a law should be 
passed. Thc officers in Oregon have been required 
to perform extraordinary duty under the dona- 
tion law; and, as I remarked before, it has been 
necessary for them to employ clerks. They have 
done that; and they have paid out of their own 
salary, or out of their own pockets, for services. 
rendered by such persons as were necessarily 
employed to perform duty; and after making out 
the accounts, sending up the vouchers, and all 
the abstracts complete, they have been sent to 
Congress with arecommendation that that amount 
be allowed. Now, none of the objections raised 
on Saturday by my friend from Minnesota [Mr. 
Witxinson] would apply in this case, for he 
spoke of offices where thoy have fees, and where 
they can charge for certain services and obtain 
money not allowed by law. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Are there any lands sub- 
ject to preëmption in Oregon? 

Mr. LANE. Some preémptions are made; but 
there they have a regular salary, as I remarked, 
and the officers are directed and required, as they 
cannot have fees, to report to the office here the 
amount received; and charge themselves with it, 
or credit the Government with it. For instance, 
the dollar they reccive for filing that notice does 
not go to the register there; it docs not go to the 
receiver; but it goes to the Government. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The objection which I 
urged the other day against the amendment then 
offered was this: that land officers have been in 
the habit of employing clerks; and those clerks 
have at the same time been acting as attorneys 
between the preémptors and the land office for 
drawing up declaratory statements; that the land 
officers, in connection with these clerks, have made 
a large sum of money out of the preémptors, of 
which no account has been rendered by them at 
all. Therefore, I opposed the proposition offered 
by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Braca] 
the other day, upon the ground that it was ask- 
ing pay for those men who had heen acting in the 
double capacity of clerks for land officers, and as 


eS for the preémptors. 
Mr. LANE. cll, E will not say anything 


more, except to remark that I can very easily un- 
derstand the good reasons urged by the Senator 
from Minnesota against that amendment that fees 
could be charged. With us, no fee can be charged 
or collected or taken. Every dollar received for 
filing preémption notices is credited to the Gov- 
ernment. They have direction to employ clerks 
to get up certificates of settlement and of occupa- 
tion under the donation law; and I will remark, 
for the satisfaction of the Senate, that though Con- 
gress donated toactual settlers the land in Oregon 


yet sixty per cent. of the Jands there have been 
paid for by the occupants, rather than comply 
with the donation law; and the money has gone 
into the Treasury. The work in this case has 
been performed, the registers have paid the moncy, 
the accounts have been approved, and a recom- 
mendation has been made that an appropriation 
be made by Congress toreimburse those men. It 
is just; it is fora small amount; itis in all respects 
regular; and I hope the Senate will adopt it. 

Mr. CLARK. I merely wish to suggest that 
I think we had better have a vote on the question 
of order, and then afterwards, perhaps, have the 
debate; and so I will forbear to state anything I 
may have to say until that vote is taken on the | 
point of order. | 

Mr. PEARCE. I understood the Senator from 
Oregon to say this was a claim under an existing 
law. The only law under which it could be set 
up was the law of 1856, which has been repealed; | 
so that there is no law on which the amendment 
can be founded; and therefore it is clearly out of 
order. 

Mr. LANE. This claim arose under that law | 
before it was repealed, and these registers—— | 

Mr. COLLAMER, I rise to a question of | 
order, 

Mr. LANE. Let me say a word. 

Mr COLLAMER. You have said it 


Mr. LANE. No; [have not yeti T5 t t 

Mr. COLLAMER.:** We have some rules ofa 
good deal of importance, and the gentleman ‘has 
been heard mask åt length about ‘bis case. The 
point raised here is about ourentértaiiing such a 
claim; and the point I desire to make'issas’ to the 
propriety of discussion upon the mere question 
of orderas to receiving the amendment. ander- 
stand this question is not debatable at all: °° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so 
stated—that it is a question to be decided without 
discussion. : 

Mr. COLLAMER. I trust'the Chair wilen- 
force that rule, so that there shall beno debate, 
if it is out of order; and this debate is out of 
order. oo 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: Tt is clearly 
out of order. The question is, ‘ Will the'Sen- 
ate receive the amendment on the’ question of 
order?” ; 

Mr. LANE. I should like to have the 
nays upon that question. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. GREEN, (when his name was called.) 
With the leave of the Senate, I wish to make an 
inquiry. Have these claims been audited and 
adjusted and certified by the Interior Department 
according to the law of 1856? If they have, I 
shall vote yea. If they have not, I shall vote nay. 
Is there any evidence of that? 

Mr. LANE. The evidence is all in the hands 
of the committee. ` 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Without unan- 
imous consent, discussion at the present time is 
out of order. : 

Mr. HALE. Order! 

Mr. GREEN. I do not propose to discuss it. 
I only wish to make an inquiry. If that is so, I 
shall vote yea. f 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir; itis. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I vote in the affirmative, 

The result was then announced—yeas 11, nays 
24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Baker, Bigler, Clingman, Dixon, Green, 
a ci Lane, Latham, Powell, Thomson, and Wigtall— 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, Morrill, Nicholson, Pearce, Rice, Sebastian, Sew- 
ard, Simmons, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyek, Trumbull, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—24. . 

So the Senate refused to receive the amendment, 


Mr. BIGLER. Iam instructed, by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in as a new section: reget ee 


And be it further enacted, Thatthe Secretary ofthe Treas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle 
and adjust the accounts of the contractors for the erection 
of the marine hospital at New Orleans, Louisiana, and to 
pay to the said contractors, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury uot otherwise appropriated, the amount that may be 
found to be justly due to them under, and in consequence 
of, the said contract. 


Mr. PEARCE. J did not hear the whole of 
that amendment read; but it strikes me, from the 
small portions I did hear, that it comes within the 
same category as the amendment for the Charles- 
ton custom-house, which was ruled out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator make the question? 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
submit that question to the Senate; and it is to be 
decided without debate. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope the Senator. will allow 
me to make an explanation before he makes the 
point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator 
makes an explanation, it must be by the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK, I think we had better have the 
point of order decided first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is: ‘Will the Senate receive this amendment 
on the question of order?” 

Mr. GREEN. I will suggest that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania ought to be permitted to state 
the question of fact, but not make an argument. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is 
taken to any discussion; and it would be impos- 
sible for the Chair to distinguish between ques- 
tions of fact and of argument. 

Mr. BIGLIER. Senators manifestly did not 
hear the amendment read; and | simply want to 
state what itis. Itis a proposition to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to settle the 
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“Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amend- | 


mentwill- be read. The Chair will feel called upon 
to enforce therules with regard to debate; but the 
reading. of the amendment is asked: for, and it 
will be read. 6 > 5 ai : 

- The Secretary again read the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is 
made. to. the reception of. this: amendment, under 
the 30th rule, andthe question is: ‘‘ Will the 
Senate receive. this amendment asa question of 
order??? Pu 
“Mr. BIGLER. Let us have the yeas andnays 
upon it.) (Oh, no.’’}_ Very: well. 

"The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is the Senate 
‘yeady for the question on the amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asked for the yeas and nays 
upon jt, 

Mr. BIGLER. I withdrew the call. [am told 


it is similar to the case of the Charleston custom- | 


house,.and there is no doubt about it, 

The question being put, the Senate refused to 
receive the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN. Idesireto movean amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer.) 
‘Will the Senator pause fora moment? The dis- 
turbance upon. the floor of the Senate and in the 
gallery is so great, that it isentirely impossible to 
proceed with public business, and it will be sus- 
pended until order is restored. Will Senators 
resume their~seats and come to order, and will 
the Sergeant-at-Arms see that the gallery is kept 

uiet,and thatpersons who are noisy be removed? 
he Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GREEN, I propose the following amend- 
ment, of which I gave notice a few days ago, and 
which } postponed in order that it might be 
printed, and to give Senators an opportunity to 
examine it. {tis to insert as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, To enable the Secretary of the 
Navy to carry out the conditional contract made by him 
with the Chiriqui Improvement Company and Ambrose W. 
Thompson, on the Wat day of May, 1859, for the purpose of 
“securing tothe United States certain valuable privileges and 
rights specified in the said contract, the sum of $300,000 : 
Provided, The said sum shall, as the President may eleet, 
be paid in eash or in the bonds of the United States having 
Wweu»ly Years to ron and bearing Six per centu interest, 

mynble semi-annually. The said conditional contract is 


rereby approved, provided the (oowing amended condi- | 


tions, explanatory thereof, shall be added. thereto, uamely : 
The said contract shalt convey to the United Staies, for the 
use of the Navy Department, such coves or tuterior inland 
arbors, suitable for the shelter and repair of vessels of the 
Navy, ay may be best adapted therefor, and which are se 
enred by the grants and privileges “in full property and 
possession,” held by the said company and the said homp- 
son, and shall convey in fee or by renewable leases in pe- 
riods of ninety-nine years, as shall be determined by the 
President of the United States, ali the land required for coal 
and other stations, not exceeding five thousand acres on 
either side. with the right to cutand use the tuber thereon 
for naval purposes, and shall convey the perpetual right to 
use such quantities of coal trom the mines of Chiriqui for 
the Navy as may be required for the Gulf squadron, anda 
supply of coal for the Pacific squadron, after a railroad shall 
“he constructed from the Atlantic to the Pacific, at or near 
‘the harbors of the Chiriqui lagoon and Golfito, and shall 
convey the right of transporting over the road all the prop- 
erties and things of the United States Government, and ail 
persons in the employ or service thereof, tree trom tolls 
daring the period of the grant, so far as sneh right is given 
under tbe said grant; but this right or the right to use the 
stations on the Atknitic or Pacific shall not be understood 
to affect the sovereign right which New Granada or Costa 
Rica may bave over the territory tu which the grant oflaud 
and privileges are located. "The said sum hereby appro 
priated shall be paid so soon as a contract shall be entered 
into, with guarantees of performance uetory to the 
President, for the delivery of supplies of coal in the quan 
tities which may be estimated 10 be required per month at 
the station of the Chiriqui lagoon at one half the price per 
ton which epal now costs the Government at Aspinwall— 
providing also for supplies of coal at Golfito at one halfthe 
price which coal now costs the Government at Panama: 
Provided further, That if, upon a reéxamination of the 
titles of the said Chiriqui Improvement Company and the 
said Ambrose W. ‘I'hompson, it shall be ascertained by the 
President of the United States that the grant of land “in 
fall property and possession 77 on the Atlantic and the grant 
of land for colonization within certain limits—* the terri- 
tory therein conceded *'—on the Pacific, which said grants 
mect at the summit of the Cordilleras, and extend from 
ocean to ocean, embracing the harbors of Admirals Bay 
and the Chiriqui lagoon on the Atlantic, and Golfito and 
Golfo Dolce on the Pacific, and other grants represented in 
gaid title-papers, do not include and cover the right to im- 
prove or make a railroad over the said territory owned and 
held by the said Thompsou and the said company, be shall 
then, in his discretion, withhold from present payment, i 
$100,000 of the sum hereby appropriated, and cause the 
game.to be transmitted in specie to San José, in Costa Rica, : 
to be applied to fulfilling the conditions of the railroad grant | 
or contract made under authority of the Congress of Costa | 
Rica by the President of that Republic to and with Ambrose | 
W. Thompson ; Provided further, That the conditional con- ` 


l 


tract, as amended and explained in accordance herewith, jj 
and the contract for coal delivery, shall besubmitted to the i! 


| 
were—ayes 23, noes 6; no quorum voting. 


| against this proposition, but I fect itmy duty to 


| ditional contract was entered into, I think last 


Í When it came before Congress, there was a dif- 


President of the United States and receive his approval 
before they shall become binding under this act. 


Mr. KING. Is that amendment in order? I 
object to it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 


ator from New York make a question of order on 
the amendment? 
“Mr. KING. | Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will submit that question to the Senate. x 

Mr. GREEN. Iwill state that this is recom- 
mended by the head of a Department, and comes 
strictly within the rule. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
of order, under the rule, must be decided without 
debate. : . 

Mr. GREEN. I understand that; but still, I 
have a right to make a statement of ‘fact, not an 
argument. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent of the Senate, the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. GREEN. Itis recommended by the head 
of a Department, recommended by a committee, 
and was withdrawn before under the special un- 
derstanding that | should have the privilege of 
moving it to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment which has been read is objected to on a 
question of order; and the question is: ‘* Will the 
Senate receive this amendment as in order??? 

Mr. GREEN. This is no private claim. 

The question being taken; on a division, there 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the question will 
be put again. ‘There is a quorum present. I 
think Senators did not understand it. ° 

The question being again put, there were—aycs 
33, noes. 5. 

So the amendment was received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
now is on the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN. [shall make a very briefstate- 
ment. Lam aware of the many strong and pow- 
erful influences which have been brought to bear 


state why I think itought to be adopted. A con- | 


year, with this company and with Mr, Thomp- 
son, for the supply of coal on the Atlantic and 
the Pacific; on the Pacific when the railroad is 
completed, on the Atlantic forthwith; and also for 
five thousand acres of land for a naval depot. 


ference between the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. The Senate approved it, and 
appropriated the money; the House of Represent- 
atives disagreed; but, on a compromise, they ap- 
propriated $25,000 to verify the truth of the state- 
ments made in regard to the value of the property 
granted and sold. The commission was created, 
a vessel sent out, an examination had, and the 
report of that examination far exceeds any repre- 
sentation made by the contractors at the time. 
The harbors are decided to be the best inthe world; 
and here I may be permitted to remark that there 
is no harbor from the Bay of Maracaibo up to the 
harbor of Mobile that is worth a cent, except the 
Chiriqui lagoon. The harbor of Santa Martha is 
an open roadstead, The harbor of Carthagena 
was a good harbor onee, but in the time of the 
revolation they sank vessels in the main entrance, 
and now, to get into the lake is so difficult, that 
vessels anchor out inthe open roadstead there. 
The harbor at Aspinwall is an open roadstead; 
and the trade winds, blowing in from the south- 
east as they do, render anchorage unsafe, and 
vessels have to put to sea for their own safety. 
The harbor at San Juan has been choked up with 
sand, so that vessels drawing over twelve feet 
canuotenter the harbor. At Tehuantepec, on the 
‘Tehuantepce route, the entrance is so dificult that 
vessels starting from New Orleans, sometimes’ 
have to return to New Orleans without getting in. 
So it is around the whole Caribbean sea and the 
whole Gulf of Mexico, where we have any transit 
across. Hence the importance, the indispensabie 
necessity, of having a safe harbor where our Navy 
can concentrate. England has safe harbors in 
the Barbadoes; she has safe harborsat St. John’s; 
she has safe harbors on Jamaica; she has also 
made harbors and had a rendezvous at the Island 
of Ruatan, one of the Bay islands. While Eng- 
land isthus monopolizing every harborcommand- 
ing the Caribbean sea and the Gulf of Mexico, 


j price. 


we are doing nothing—lying still. Here we have 
an opportunity to get the best naval station inthe 
world, and at a place where we must need it. The 
report of the officers verifies every statement that 
Imake. It shows that here is depth of water, 
security, protection, a land-locked harbor, every- 
thing that a naval officer could desire; and the 
commodore who commanded the expedition made 
this remark: thatit struck him with astenishment 
that the Almighty could make as good a harbor. 

That is not all. The greatest thing connected 
with it for a naval station is the supply of coal. 
Coal now costs us, at Aspinwall, from ten to 
twelve dollars a ton. The condition of this con- 
tract is, that it shall be supplied at one half the 
cost there. I know it can be supplied at about 
one third the cost. The price of coal, going from 
the Atlantic side, and having to double the Cape 
of Good Hope, or to be transported across over- 
Jand from Aspinwall and Panama, averages from 
twenty to twenty-eight dollarsaton. At Panama 
there is no port; it is open; vessels have to anchor 
out from a mile to tbree miles, or from three to 
five miles, as I am told by a Senator who has 
crossed there a number of times; and they have 
no water station; they have to go off twelve miles 
to an island to get water. At this point you can 
run the water into the hold of a vessel. It is the 
healthiest spot from Mexico as far down as Ma- 
racaibo, which is in Venezuela. 

We must have a transit; we must have a means 
of communication with our Pacific possessions. 
This affords the best opportunity, The Panama 
railroad, seeing the great advantages of this, have 
interposed every obstacle,and spent hundreds of 
thousands of dollars to manufacture a false sen- 
timent in regard to it. Itis time for Congress to 
say whether a monopolizing company shall dic- 
tate to the two Houses, or whether we will act on 
our own responsibility, and our own judgment. 
The Panama Railroad Company has not capacity 
to do all the business which now exists; and with 
our increasing trade with the isles of the Pacific, 
with Japan, with China, it is utterly impossible 
that it can be done, unless we open new routes, 
We propose to open a route overland; but thatis 


| mainly for the accommodation of the inland com- 


merce, From New York to San Francisco, 
freights cannot be carried overland, but they must 
be carried by sea; they must have a transit over 
some appropriate place. We can, from the Mis- 
sissippi valley, carry on a heavy commerce with 
San Francisco; but from New York to San Fran- 


| cisco nothing but light articles can ever be carried 


overland. 

Now, take the coal. In the item of coal you 
will save a great deal, as I have an estimate, made 
from official data to show. The Gulf squadron 
required, last, year, ten thousand three hundred 
and fifty tons of coal. Its average cost for ten 
years, at Key West, which is nearer than Aspin- 
wall, has been, including landing and hauling, 
fourteen dollars a ton. { stated that itcost twelve 
dollars a ton; but here is the average for fourteen 
years, and it cost fourteen dollars a ton; making 
a saving of $144,900 a year on this side for the 
Gulf squadron. By the Chiriqui contract, as pro- 
posed, not one particle of which is to be paid 
s sufficient guarantees are given, to the sat- 
ion of the President of the United States, 
re Will be an annual saving of $72,450, at half 
On the Pacific side, at Panama, the aver- 
age cost, including landing, hauling, &c., has 
been twenty dollars a ton. It has been sometimes 
as high as sixty doliars,and F think this average 
is put too low; but it having been taken from offi- 
cial data, L am disposed to abide by it. The 
quantity required there was ten thousand six hun- 
dred and fifty tons, That, at twenty dollars per 
ton, amounted to $213,000 every year. If the 
coal were supplied at one half, the Government 
wouldsave cach year $106,500, which being added 
to the savivg to the Gulf squadron at Aspinwall, 
or at Chiriqui lagoon, will be $178,950 saved 
every year. 

This isnotall. A supply ship isnow necessarily 
kept both at Aspinwall and at Panama. These 
supply ships cost $210,000a ycar. Wehavenocoal 
depot; we must, therefore, have a supply ship. 
We can dispense with that supply ship, under 
this contract, and save $200,000 a year more, 
which will make $378,950 saved every year, mere- 
ly on the price of coal and the supply of the Navy. 


| T could go on to enumerate other advantages. 
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Here are five thousand acres of land, studded with 
the finest ship-building timber in the world, to refit 
your vessels when sudden squalls and storms, 
which spring up so frequently in the Caribbean 
sea, carry off your masts, and render it necessary 
to have some harbor of refuge and some means 
of repair. Here, you can go in and get all the 
timber you want, of the finest quality, as certified 
to by this same examining commission. 

Nor is that all. There is a supply of fresh wa- 
ter; there is a healthy climate; a supply of coal, 
one year saving more than the whole cost of this 
contract. Why should we throw itaway? Why 
should we miss the opportunity to avail ourselves 
of this great transit route, and this important key |! 
to the Gulf and the Caribbean sea? Who is to 
have the advantage of the command of the Gulf 
and of the Caribbean sea? We want it for the 
United States. Our proximity, our interests, and 
our necessities demand it of us; and there is no 
other port to be compared to it anywhere in that 
vicinity. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Task the Senator if it is | 
any more important than the port of New Or- 
leans? 

Mr. GREEN. l will answer: it is. The port | 
of New Orleans is inland, and vessels cannot get 
up unless they are towed up. When a squall 
strikes a steamer, or strikes a merchant vessel and 
dismantles her, she cannot get to New Orleans to 
be repaired until sheistowed up; but in this har- 
bor, they can run in with jury-masts, without any 
difficulty whatever. There is no harbor at New 
Orleans at all; it is on the river, many miles in- 
terior; and hence, this is much more important. 

Again: a question has been raised here that the 
supreme court of New Granada has annulled the 
grant. I want to explain this to the satisfaction 
of the Senate. The supreme court of New Gra- | 
nada has donenosuch thing, Iwill tell you what 
the supreme court of New Granada did of its 
own motion, not in pursuance of the constitution 
of 1853, which I have studied thoroughly. The | 
constitution of 1853 says that whencverany law 
of Congress or of any of the provinces—for these | 
grants all emanated from the provinces—shall be 
alleged to be unconstitutional by the attorney 
general, and the case shall be submitted to the 
court, the court shall pass judgment, whether itbe 
unconstitutional or not, No such thing took place |; 
in this case; but the Panama Railroad Company 
alleged, not that it was unconstitutional, but that 
it conflicted with their grant, and thus they as- 
sumed jurisdiction; and decided—what? That the 
grant was null and void? No. That we had not i! 
the right to this coal? No. Thatthis company || 
had not the right to these lands? No. What, || 
then, did they decide? Do not forget the point 
they did decide. When they decided it, it was 
coram non judice, without any authority; but as- || 
suming it to be a valid decision, it simply said, 
you have no right to make a railroad. Now, I will ; 
explain that point. When authority was given | 
to make a road under the Panama grant, there was 
a clause which said that within the Isthmus of 
Panama there should never be another railroad | 
authorized ‘from sea to sea.” The Isthmus of 
Panama extends only to the bay of Panama, and | 
the curve which it forms. This being two hun- } 
dred miles beyond it, being the Chiriqui Isthmus, f 
not the Panama Isthmus, it is not included in nor 
prohibited by the clause in the Panama grant. | 
But a step beyond that: the Panama grant is that 
no one else shall make a railroad ‘‘from sea to 
sea.” This does not go from sea to sea within 
the territory of New Granada, The northeastern 
terminus at the Chiriqui lagoon is supposed to be 
in Panama; but Goltito, which is the httle gulf 
formed out of the Golfo Dolce, is in Costa Rica. 
The proprictorsbip from sea to sea, a part in New | 
Granada, and the other part in Costa Rica, be 
longs to these proprietors; and hence, as mere 
proprietors, without asking any grant, they can 
make it. But, besides all that, Costa Rica has, 
by solemn treaty and contract, agreed and per- 
mitted them to make this road; and hence that 
portion of it, which is only about thirty miles, 
that runs through the territory of New Granada, | 
does uot conflict with the treaty in two senses; 
first, the treaty of New Granada and the contract 
with the Panama company confine it to the Isth- 
mus of Panama; this is a different isthmus; but 
even if I were wrong in that, though every geog- 
rapher, every gazetteer, every historian, and I 
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have read them all, from 1595 down, from Guz- 
man, the first one that ever crossed the Isthmus, 
proves that the Isthmus of Panama is confined to 
the curve of the bay, and this is two hundred 
miles from it; but the second reason why it does 
not apply here is, that this is nota read from sea 
to sea; it is only thirty miles in the Territory of 
New Granada, and the rest is in Costa Rica; and 
Costa Rica has, by contract, agreed to the making 
of the road. 

Another question has been raised—and I want 
to meet all these questions, and if E am wrong on 
a single one of them, I want to give the whole 
history. It is said that New Granada stipulated 
in the contract that this grant should never be 
conveyed to a foreign Government. That ques- 
tion has been fully examined and fully answered. 
The sovereignty cannot be conveyed; the propri- 
etorship may be. The ownership may be con- 
veyed, but the sovercignty cannot be; and the Uni- 
ted States, if you accept this contract, will have no 


| sovercignty there, but will have ownership, own- 


ership by the consent of the Government there, 
proprietorship under the contract which does not 
conflict with any law of that Republic; just such 
proprietorship and ownershipas you have at Spez- 
zia and other parts of the world, where you have 
naval stations and coal depots. 

This transit route will be an aid, an advantage 
even to the Panama Railroad Company, notwith- 
standing all the prejudices which they have, as 
they conceive their interests to be attacked, as 
they supposed their exorbitant charges will be di- 
minished by the competition. They are mistaken, 
It will superinduce such an increase of commerce 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and from the 
Pacific to the Atlantic, as will more than reim- 
burse both of them. Now, take the: advant- 
ages arising from your coal saving $378,000 every 
year; take the advantages of having your naval 
station where your vessels can be protected with- 
out coming home a thousand miles for repairs ; 
take into consideration the advantages of having 
good fresh water in a healthy climate supplied 
whenever desired; take the advantage of having 


K 5 lt 
timber for repairs; and then take the other advant- 
| ages arising out of the transit; and above all and 


beyond all, the relations which we sustain to our 
Pacific coast, and the necessity of having a mode 
of communication whereby heavy freights can be 


| carried, We have proposinons before us now to 
3 


carry the mails from the Atlantic to the Pacific; 
and you will observe that in every one of them it 
is proposed that the heavy mail matter is to go by 
sea. Now, if your heavy mail matter is to go by 
sea, your heavy commerce must go by sea. Your 
light freights, and your passengers, and your light 
mails, may go inland; your heavy freights must 
go by sea; and togbe commercial and ship-build- 
ing interests it is of incalculable importance. I 
suppose, therefore, it interests every one living 
along the coast, who cannot enjoy the benefits of 
overland transit like St. Louis can. We can enjoy 


|) that; we are nearly half way to the Pacific; but 


those living on the border here must have a transit 
over one of these isthmuses; either the Isthmus of 


| Tehuantepec, or San Juan, or Chiriqui, or Pana- | 
p > > > 


ma, or the Atrato. There is no other possible 
way to get over. ‘The Atrato canal is considered 
by some as exceedingly doubtful. The Panama 
railroad isa fixed reality. The Chiriqui route is 


known by actual survey made by your own offi- | 
i cers to be the best of all; owing to its ad vanta- 
| geous harbors, its health, and the facility with 


which you can be supplied with coal and ship- 
building timber. You cannot make use of the 
San Juan route; you cannot make even slackwater 
navigation without at least thirty locks; you can- 
not make a harbor at San Juan. So when you 


: come to the Tehuantepec route, insuperable diffi- 


culties are there all the way. 

Shall we, then, give up these commercial pros- 
peets, and this, independent of all these actual 
material benefits springing out of the supply of 
coal, ship timber, and commercial privileges, as 
well as anaval depot? Shall we give them up 
when we save more in one year than the whole 
contract costs? 1 leave the question to the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
I have listened to the argument of the Senator 


i from Missouri, and I have considered the ques- 


yote until I have been 


tion how I should cast my 
I know that the Sen- 


not a little embarrassed. 


| est Importance. 


| other side. 


ator’s sympathiés are very strong. He makes: 
an-atgumient to urge ‘that this Governmént ‘shall 
take the only route that is practicable for the con~ 
trol of commerce, or for the facilitation:o' 
merce, ‘besides that now used? do ; 
that I care to have this Government: 
sion of it. F am not certain that ‘it is: 
this-Government should touch it. Perhap 
governments might be allowed an opportu 
come in, and in the rivalry that would existt 
and that ought, properly, perhaps; to: exist for 
the premotion of the interests of commerce 
might be to our advantage: © ee eee 
The Senator, as it strikes me, presents it sim: 
ply as a matter that is due to: New England and 
the northern States.’ This is the more peculiar; - 
when I know that he himself represents: a ‘State. 
that considers itself; as far as transit across the’ 
continent is concerned, the peculiar State to which® 
belongs all the transit that shall be made. “Toth: 
his course is one of the most unselfish I-have ever 
seen. Iltis unselfish to the extent of the sacrifice’ 
of his own patriotism, Iam afraid; because it is: 
my impression that, after a few years ‘more, he 
will not be found to belong ‘to this Republic which 
he claims shall, by the vote that is to be given:to-: 
day, achieve and secure to itself all the routes‘o 
commerce across the continent, ° i DERGE eg 
I do not know how to vote. With all thead- 
vantages he has presented, it must be palpable 
that, if these States should all continue together ` 
as one country, itis our duty to secure for this 
Government, as against all other Governments, 
one of these routes, particularly when there’ are’ 
but two of any great consequence ;'ind espetially : 
when by securing this and putting it in-operation i 
for the interests of commerce, there may be'a 
rivalry between the two, so that there will not-be. 
heavy burdens placed upon commerce. -1 do not 
know how to vote. I amin doubt, for I feel my- 
self to be somewhat in a state of transition: > It 
may be that I belong here, or it may be that Ido 
not, Ido not know where I belong. [Laughter.] 
Who is there here that does know? While I am 
connected with this Government J am disposed to 
discharge, honorably and faithfully, every obliga-. 
tion. hile I am disposed: to do so, I do not: 
know that I shall travel beyond that just line. 
which might allow me to act liberally to’ all the 
rest of the world; and 1 may be soon found within’: 
the limits of those who are ranked among the res- 
idue of the world. Dien inp iee 
The argumoent:of the Senator from Missouriis 
most excellent, It is notonly mostexcellent, but. 
it ig most unselfish. It is more so, since Missouri. 
would receive all the benefits of a direct.transit if” 
an extraordinary state of burdens should be ime 
posed on the transit across the Isthmus, driving, 
necessarily, everything through the limits of Mis- 
souri. Then, I do not know but what the Sena- 
tor has made one of the best speeches I ever heard 
directly against his own people. 1 know that, in 


| doing 80, it has never occurred to bhim that self- 


ishness should constitute a part of the merits or 
demerits of. his argument. f 

This is a strange state of things, in. regard, to: 
the whole of this Chiriqui contract that: 1s: pre- 


! sented here, and which, I believe, has been-uni- 


formly voted down by the northern section of the 
country. 1 am under the impression that the 
South ought now to cease to press this, and leave 
it to what may become their own ultimate fate, 
and leave it separate and apart; for they may be 
separated from the rest of the country, and there: 
should be left an opening for'them. when they be~ 
come a separate Government. I am:not satisfied 
how I ought to vote.. The- Senator speaks ofin-~ 
terests in this matter thatvare certainly of the high- 
I know algo that it may be that 
he is deluded in regard to the whole of ity and that 
there may bea cost about it which itis not just 
for us to encounter, but possibly. may be right. 
Perhaps it may be that at a future day, and that 
not very fardistant, I may be among those who 
would prefer that it had not been taken up by the 
Iam rather inclined to think that the 
Chiriqui amendment had better be laid over to & 
future Congress, when we can know what are our 
just relations—l ought to say, our true relations; 
‘for, as to justice, I do not believe that is to enter 


l into the elements at all that will settle them. T 


cannot tell what I ought to do on this matter, and 


I know Ï look at it with an earnest wish to vote 


as I ought to vote. Ido not want to open any 
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Have an adjournment, and. that very 


f ARCE: This subject: has-been matter 

vso; much contention, between the.two. Houses 

ihat l:regret very much.-its introduction now. j 
have'voted:against: the. proposition. whenever it 
has-been up, and L-was.concerned in the commit- 
tee of conference before which it was pending for 
some days, the result of which was that we had 
to: abandon: ite: Now. it is.renewed, and I feel 
compelled:to say what I was very reluctant tosay, 
and; what J did not.say when. the committee of 
conference was up. ` ; 

That the ports are remarkably fine ports, there 
canbe no doubt.: The Chiriqui lagoon is an ex- 
tensive sheet of water, and there are several fine 
harbors in it, The harbor of Golfito is also a fine 
harbor. There iscoal.on the margin of the Chiri- 
qui-lagoon, ag itis called, but-I am not satisfied 
of two things: first, of the-title of the parties who 
undertake:to sell us this property and these routes; 
and secondly, I am not sausfied, though there be 
coalthere; that itexists in such quantity and under 
such. circumstances as to be availably mined. L 
read the report of-Lieutenant Morton, and all the 
papers to. which the Senator from Missouri has 
referred. 1 found a statement that there was coal 
at.various, places, most frequently cropping out 
on:the edge. ofa stream; on one occasion they 
spoke:-of: coal several, feet in thickness at Chan- 
vuinola river, But I discover from the papers, 
as far as they disclose the facts at least, that these 
mines never’ had been worked. It was certified 
on one occasion. it was necessary, to obtain. the 
titlej-itseems, that a shaft should be opened ofa 
given.size; and there was proof thata pick orshaft 
was sunk a vara or two in breadth and six or seven 
indepth,and thatthere was coal there; but whether 
the coal can be mined there advantageously or not, 
does. not. appear from any of the papers which I 
have seen, and. E have seen them all. 

It seemed to me alittle remarkable, if these par- 
ties had owned these lands for six or seven years, 
with coal mines on them, that they had not worked 
them; that they had not developed. their capacity, 
at all eyents; and even singular that they had not, 
with all these advantages. of a fine harbor and 
abundant coal, as they represent, been selling coal 
atthistime., Lthink it wasin 1854 that this title 
was acquired, according to their showing; yet, 
from that day to this, È do not hear of a single 
cargo or a single ton of coal having been raised 
from these rich coal: mines. Sam les of coal, it 
ig true, have been brought here, and I believe they 
are good; but I observe that, when the Secretary 
of the Navy called upon the engineers who were 
in the expedition of last year to tell him the qual- 
ity of this coal for steam purposes, they had so 
little of it that they did not try it. One engineer 
gave a somewhat favorable opinion, but of a very 
loose and vague sort... ‘The others said, frankly, 
that there was so little of it in their possession, 
that they did not try it to know whether it would 
make steam or not. I think this throws suspicion 
on the valuableness of these mines. If they had 
been as they are represented to be, it was the 
most extraordinary oversight on the part of en- 

_terprising men not to have invested a little more 
money in the working of the mines, developed 
and displayed beyond all doubt their capacity to 
supply coal for the Navy, and for the mercantile 
marine of the world, 

Now about the title. These grants are of two 
sorts: first, the. provincial Legisiature of Chiri- 
qui made a grant to. Ambrose W. Thompson of 
the right to makea roadway from the Chiriqui 
lagoon to the eity of David. Dependent upon 
that, and in consideration of his making that road, 
they. made him grants of large tracts of land. I 
take it; that if he does not make the road, and if 
the grantofthe-right to make the road is null, the | 
grant of lands falls with it; for itwasin consider- | 
ation of his undertaking to make the road, that | 
the lands were granted. I got from the State De- 


partment. a-copy of the ‘opinion of the supreme 
court of New Granada, delivered May 29, 1860, 
and their decision‘is, that this grant of the Chiri- 


“qui Legislature beannulled for two reasons: first,: 


they. say-it.conflicts with the Panama railroad 
grant; and second, (and ‘that is equally effica- 
cious,) they say that it isin violation of their con- 
stitution, which did. not allow a provincial Legis- 
lature to make any such grant. Chiriqui was a 
province of what is now the State of Panama, one 
of.the States of the New Granadian Confedera- 
‘tion; and they extract from their constitution an 
article which shows that the right of making 
grants of that sort belongs solely to the General 
Government of the Confederation. Thatis the 
opinion of the court, in which they glance, too, at 
the alleged fact that Mr. Thompson is said to have 
sold his grant to a foreign Government, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. In the eighteenth 
section of the grant of the Chiriqui Legislature, 
there is a provision. that, though he may sell his 
rights to individuals or companies, he, may not 
sell to a foreign Government, and that is noticed 
by the court in their opinion; they expressing a 
belicf that the attempted sale of the lands to a for- 
eign Government is a violation of the eighteenth 
article. I believe, however, it is alleged on the 
other side, and I suppose it to be true, that the 
coal mines are not included in this grant of the 
Chiriqui Legislature. 

Mr. GREEN. They are denouncements, 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes; they are denouncements 
of the mines. And now, in regard to the rail- 
roads. I have read the report of Lieutenant Mor- 
ton. That exhibits that, on the Pacific side of 
the mountains, which intervene between the Ca- 
ribbean sea and the Pacific, there is à savanna 
sloping gently to the Pacific, favorable to a rail- 
road; but even his report exhibits the fact of the 
existence of a considerable range of mountains 
intermediate between the two scas; and he spends 
several pages to demonstrate the possibility of 
making a railway, with very sharp, ascents and 
remarkably short turns around the sharp spurs of 
the mountains, witha radius of only three hundred 
fect. I believe he docs not put any grade at more 
than three hundred feet, or thereabouts. There is 
a good deal of mathematical figuring to show how 
much an engine of a certain power might draw 
up these ascents, and how they would get along 
around these sharp spurs. I confess I should not 
like to trust my neck in any sort of rapid motion 
on a railroad around those sharp spurs on a short 
radius of only three hundred feet, But I have 
heard from another source, an engineer who was 
one of the party, and between whom and Licu- 
tenant Morton a difficulty bas grown up, that 
there are from eleven to fifteen miles in which 
there would be a grade of five Iygndred feet to the 
mile necessary. I know it is sõid that we must 
not give credit to Mr, Wilson’s statement, be- 
cause he quarreled with the chief engineer and 
was discharged from the service. I have heard 
a very excellent character of him. A friend of 
mine, who saw the profiles of the road which Mr. 
Wilson had made, an engineer, told me the grades 
were about five hundred feet to the mile from 
cleven to fifteen miles of the way. [do not be- 
lieve that sort of railroad ever will be made; and 
if it ever should be made, I do not belicve it 
would be able to transport commodities over its 
track any cheaper than is now done by the Pan- 
ama railroad. The charges of that road are very 


high, I admit, and I think most people consider i 


them extortionate; but what may be extortion in 


them, would not be extortion in a railroad made | 


over this’ route, with from eleven to fifteen miles 
of mountain spurs, requiring a grade of five hun- 
dred feet to the mile, and with radiuses of three 
hundred feet in very many cases. 
said before, all this, by the decree of May 29, 1860, | 
has been declared null by the supreme court of | 
New. Granada, which exhibits in its opinion a 
clause of the constitution giving it the right to 
decide this question. The case came up before 
them, and upon the relation of one of their judicial 
or law officers, I do not remember now which. 

Mr. GREEN. The Attorney General. 

Mr. PEARCE. Well, then, sir, in regard to 
the title to the coal mines, I believe they are ob- 
tained by anassignmentof grants made to Alfonso 
Morel, and by Morel assigned to Mr. Thompson, 
or the Chiriqui. company, I forget which. Mr. 
Thompson, perhaps, has some title in his own | 


Bat, as [have | 


i 


right, and some-as the representative of the Chi- 
na Improvement Company, Now, Lam told— 
I do not know what the fact is; 1 have seen the 
opinion of an able lawyer in Bogota on this sub- 
ject—that if there ever was any title to these 
mines in Mr. Morel, or in the party who de 
nounced the mincs to the Government originally. 
that has since failed and become nulland void by 
non-user. The law of thatcountry requires that 
the mine shall be actually worked within six or 
twelve months—I am not certain which, but £ 
think it is the former—and that if not sq worked, 
the granting of the mine falls, and becomes null. 

These statements may not be facts. It may be 
that I have been misinformed. I know they have 
not been communicated to me by any volunteers. 
The only volunteers who have approached me 
on the subject—and they have been pretty numer- 
ous—have been those interested in thisgrant, seek- 
ing to change my opinion on the subject. I have 
conversed with one gentleman whom I sought 
out, and of whom I asked information, and an- 
other, whom I accidentally met, not a resident of 
Washington, not concerned in the matter at all, 
but an engineer, who happened, knowing Mr. 
Wilson, to tell me what I have stated, as obtained 
from him. So that, whatever may be the casein 
regard to others, I certainly have not been ope- 
rated on by any influence of anybody that I know 
of connected with the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany. [have talked with but two persons who 
have given me this information; and most of it k 
have got out of the papers, which I have read 
very carefully. 

I think, in this state of things, when you have 
the decision of the supreme court of New Granada 
adverse to the validity of the grant for a railroad, 
and all the lands dependent on it;when you have 
the fact that the coal mines have not been worked 
during the six or seven years that the parties have 
claimed title to them; and when you have, through 
the opinions of legal men, a doubt thrown on the 
title to these coal mines, because they have not 
been worked, I think it is the part of prudence in 
this Government not to enter into a contract of 
this sort. There cannot be a necessity for it, If 
there exists the abundance of coal at Chiriqui 
which is alleged, and it is accessible, as they say 
itis, the paries can make as much money for 
themselves as they desire, by working the mines 
and selling the coal there on the spot, Tt will 
readily be bought up, not by our own Navy alone, 
but by the navies, military and, mercantile, of 
other nations. At all events, it seems to me itis 
better for us to wait until the whole thing can be 


| cleared up, and there be no manner of doubt 


about the title and about the excellence of these 
coal mines. 

I will add further—I do not mean to throw the 
least censure on the Secretary of the Navy—that 
I regret very much to see the beginning of a prac- 
tice which I think is reprehensible—of officers of 
the Department, without the consent of Congress 
and without their knowledge, making large con- 
ditional contracts. I do not think an executive 
officer ought to make any such contract, unless 
he has some authority from Congress to make it. 
It puts some kind of force on Congress, lt puts 
his friends, political and personal, on the defense. 


| It give a bias towards the plan which he has in- 


dorsed by a provisional contract. 1 mtend to put 
the mark of my condemnation of any such con- 
tract that E ect hold of. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President - 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to ask a question 
I desire to inquire whether there is any provision 
anywhere about this contract and this arrange- 
ment by whieh, when the United States make the 
purchase, we obtain any jurisdiction over itatall. 

Mr.GREEN. Nota particle, except asa mere 
proprietor. 

Mr. COLLAMER, That is material with me, 
because I think that in our own country we would 
not tolerate the idea of a foreign Government like 
Great Britain purchasing farms on our own coast 
and taking possession of them. 

Mr. GREEN. I gave way for an Inquiry, not 
anargument. Now, Mr. President, the Senator 
from Maryland entirely misapprehends this whele 
question. First about the road grant. When the 
constitution of 1853 was adopted—and that is the 
one under which this pretended decision was 
made—there was this qualification, that it should 
not prohibit any of the provinces from improving 


1861. 


existing roads. This was then a mule road. The 
contract was made to make a wheel-road, but not 
a railroad; and the question that went before the 
supreme court was not on the validity of the grant 


of land dependent on the improvement of that | 


road, for that was a reserved right anterior to the 
constitution of 1853, but it was whetherthey could 


make a railroad; and the court said not: first, be- | 


cause the right, the privilege, to make a railroad 
was reserved in the national Government; and, 
second, because they had granted that exclusive 
right to the Panama railroad company. But, as 
I before remarked, the validity of the grant of 
land, dependent on the improvement ofthe road, 


is a fixed fact, under the grant made by the prov- | 


ince which was cut off from Veraguas—Veraguas, 


Chiriqui, and Panama, now forming the State of | 


Panama. The State of Chiriqui made this grant 
to improve that road previously existing, before 
the adoption of the constitution of 1853. ‘That 
question has never been decided against the grant; 
and, again, the terms af that grant were, that as 
soon as he opened the road, and made satisfac- 
tory proof to the alcalde or prefect, they should 
certify the fact, and the grant should be complete. 
He did improve the road; and spent, I suppose, 
$160,000 in the purchase of the grant and in the 
improvement of the road, according to the inform- 
ation I have received. Proof was made before 
the alealde, and the certificates regularly granted. 
‘When they came here, and the question of valid- 
ity of title was examined by the Attorney General 
of the United States, the then minister of New 


Granada, General Herran, examined the papers. | 


He had the New Granadian laws before him, every 
one of them, including the constitution; and he 
certified, under the seal of his Government, that 
the grants are valid. It ends the question, This 


is a doubt that is sought to be thrown in here, to | 


be insinuated in the cars of men who have not 
an understanding of the question, by interested 
outsiders, 

When you come to the subject of the mineral 
lands, the Senator says they are forfeited because 
they have not been worked for six years. He 
does not know the law. When you discover min- 
eral lands in New Granada, you give information; 
that is, you denounce, you go before the alcalde 
or prefect. Then you must within six months 
sink your shaft, and prove to him that you have 
done so. When you have done that, your title is 
complete; but you have still to do this: you have 
to pay ten cents a ton on your coal. Thatisa 
reserved right to the Government. That is the 
law. When you have once sunk your shaft and 
made proof, your title is complete. The first is 
the discovery; then the denouncement—to go be- 
fore the officer to declare the fact. 
have six months to go and sink your shaft. Then 
you have to come and make proof of the fact, and 
your title is complete, and you may sleep on it 
for forty years; and the Senator from Maryland 
did not know the law. 

The grant of lands, or the line of the road, is 
declared perfect, and certified to by the minister, 
certified to by the judicial officers before whom 
the act had been made. 
pendent on the denouncement of the mines is 


likewise certified in like manner; and the Induto | 
lands—as they are called—granted by the King | 
of Spain long before the Revolution, are certified | 
Every single title is certified to be per- |; 


to also. 
fect, and the supreme court never touched the 
question of the validity of the title to the lands or 
the mines. ‘The Senator is. entirely mistaken. 
They did decide that Chiriquicould not grant the 
right to make a railroad. t answered that; and 
proved this: first, that this is outside of the Pan- 
ama company ;and second, that the Panama grant 


was, that they should not grant the right to make | 


a road ‘from sea to sea.” And this isnotsought 
to be done. Itis only thirty miles of it in New 


Granada, and the rest is in Costa Rica; and there | 


is a special contract with that Government, print- 
ed, on your table. It is no road from sea to sea; 
it is an interior road of thirty miles. ‘They can- 


not prohibit me, if I make a railroad thirty miles į 


under a valid grant, from running through Costa 
Rica up to Golfito, the litle gulf carved out of 
Golfo Dolce. Hence it does not meet the case at 
all. The decision of the court is not worth one 


straw as affecting the validity of this grant, orthe | 


rights and privileges of the parties under it. 
gts Į ES : 
I will not detain the Senate, but I wish to make 


Then you ; 


The grant of lands de- | 
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one suggestion, if it meets the general concurrence 
of the Senate; otherwise I shall not pressit. It 
is out of order unless theyall concur. It is this, 
that as soon as we pass this bill, we agree to meet 


here at seven o’clock this evening, and take up ` 


territorial business. lam very anxious to press 
through territorial matters, so that they may be 
before the other House to-morrow. The chair- 
man of the committee of the other House is very 
anxious about it, and I will take it as a great favor 
if the Senate will accommodate me inthis. I will 
not delay this question. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 

Mr. GREEN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to say one word 
in explanation of the vote I shall give. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator from Maine 
allow me offer an amendment? I move this pro- 
viso to the bill, to insert at the end of theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri: ` 

And provided further, That the assent of the New Grana- 
dian Government shall first be had and obtained to this 
contract and undertaking, before any money shall be paid. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 simply wish to saya 
word in explanation of the vote L propose to give. 


Pass this bill first. 


l have been an advocate of this matter from the | 


commencement. I supposed itto be very useful, 
and an opportunity that ought not to be lost. I 


| voted for it at the last session, and I have voted 


for it again at this session, though I confess that, 
in the shape in which it passed originally here, | 
should not vote for it again under any circum- 
stances. Although I thoughtat the time the rights 
of the country were well guarded in that amend- 
ment, I have since come to the conclusion that 
they were not; and thatif it were presented in 
that shape, 1 should vote against it. J remain 
of the original opinion which 1 formed, that this 
is a very important thing, and that the country 
ought not to lose the benefit of it; but I have be- 
come satisfied since the experiment that was made 
on the former bill, that it is impossible to pass it 
through both Houses of Congress. It was put 
on there; two committees of conference were held 
upon this very matter; amendments were proposed 
which guarded it pretty wells but it was found 
absolutely impossible to bring the other House 
to agree to it. There was prejudice and feeling 
against it there, which it 1s impossible, in my 
judgment, to overcome, 

My views with regard to legislation of this sort 
are: that an important measure ought not to be 
forced by the pressure of an appropriation bill on 
the other House. If a measure is such as both 
Houses, fairly considering it on an appropriation 
bill, are willing to pass, as they would if it was 
a separate bill, 1 should not object to its being 
placed here; but being satisficd that the effect of 
putting this amendment on this bill will be to im- 
peril the bill, which is a very important one, and 
create disputes and difficulties which may endan- 
ger its passage finally, I cannot feel justified, con- 
nected as 1 am with this appropriation bill, in 
voting to put iton again, and expose ourselves to 
the difficulties that we had on a former bill in re- 
lation to it. Therefore, although remaining of the 
same opinion that in itselfit isan important meas- 


ure, I shail feel constrained to vote against putting | 


it on here, as an amendment to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; there being, on a division—ayes 27, noes 11; 
and the question recurred on the amendment as 
amended, 

Mr. KING. I do not propose to discuss this 
matter further, though I took some interest in the 
questiona when it was up before, I simply ask for 
the yeas and nays. 
is sufficient. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and bein 
taken resulted—yeas 17, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Cameron, Fitch, 
Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, 
Powell, Rice, Scbastian, Thomson, and Wigfull—17. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bingham, 
Chandler, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hate, Harlan, King, Morrill, Pearce, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, and Wilson—25. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. RICE. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to offer the 


fud 
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I think what has been said | 


| operation to put it on this bill, 


| in the Northwest, 


erected thereon; under his direction; a 
custom-louse; post ofice; courtrooms, and other: 

te United States: And thatthe stinof $110,000 Be, 
same is hereby, appropriated outof any money-in thet 

ury nototherwise appropriated : Provided, The site and 
of the building shail not exceed the'said sum'of' $110,000 
And provided further, That vo. part of the money hereby 
appropriated shall be used forthe puirposéstiéntioned untit 
a valid title to the land. for the site of said building’ shall 
be vested in the United States, and until said Stite t 
duly release and relinquish to the United States ‘the’ right 


| to tax, or in any way assess, said site, or the: property of 
the United ‘States that may-be thereon, duting the tin 


that the United States shall beor remain tié owner thereoh : 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 really hope the Senate 


| will not begin to put custom-houses on this. bill; 


The next thing we shall have will be marine.hos- 
pitals, and then post officcs; and I cannot. tell 
where in the world it will stop. If we go on. at 
this rate, we shall never get through. “The Sen- | 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Brace] says they 
want one or two down there; T do not know how. 
many are necessary. I dare say. this may, bec 
very necessary, and J might be walling to. vote fors 
it on some other bill; but it wil be rather a-severe * 
Mr. RICE. We have been very unfortunate ; 
Every measure for our ben- - 
efit, that has passed for the last two or three goss 
sions in the Senate, has beén lost in the Houseof 
Representatives or upon a committee. of confers : 
ence. On the 3d of March, 1857, the Committee 
on Commerce reported this very amendment, and ` 
it passed withouta division. It was recommended 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Guthrie, 
very strongly. In the committee of conference, 
it was swopped off for the water-works here, |. I 
find, in every instance, that I am a little too early 
or a little too late; and I am afraid I shall never 
be right. Ido not know that I ever was in my 
life. I should like to have the report read; and 
if gentlemen will listen to that, and not say it.is 
not only necessary, but a saving to the Govern- 
ment, I shall be surprised. 1 have all the docu» - 
ments, from various Departments here, recom- 
mending it. Menor 
Mr. FESSENDEN, I have no doubt it may 
be exceedingly well; but I think, in the present 
state of the ‘Treasury, our friends in St. Paul can 
wait u little longer before we make am approprias : 
tion for this custom-house. pete ene ee 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will 
read the report called for. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: : 
The Committee on the Post Office. and Post Roads, to 
whom was referred Senate bill No. 28, entitled “ An act 


| making an appropriation for the erection in the city of St, 


Paul, State of Minnesota, ofa suitable building for custom- 
house, post office, court-rooms, and other offices ofthe Uni» 
ted States, have had the same under consideration, and 
respectfully report: 

Vhat it appears that the rooms now occupied by the Uni- 
fed States district court at St. Paul are inconveniént, badiy ` 
ventilated, and illy lighted. That the court-reoim isin the 
third story next to the roof, and very sinall in its dimen- 
sions, With no accominodativns for the grand and petit ju- 
rors when both panels are in court, and without properand 
convenient places for eriminals and witnesses during trial; 
and moreover it is believed that it would be a matter of 
economy to the Government to erect.a suitable building for 
the use of the Federal offices at that point, as the sum now 
paid for rent for the several Government offices in the ¢ity ~ 
of St. Paul would be equivalent to the interest upon- aiarge 
amont. sE : 

From authentic source, the committee Jearn that the rent 
of the surveyor general’s office is: $800 per annum, and 
that of the rooms for the court and its officers. the same; 
there is paid also for rent of rooms occupied by. the super- 
intendent of Indian affairs, $300 per annuin—making in all, 
$1,909 per year. och 

The committee also learn that the amount appropriated 
for the present fiscal year, and to be disbursed by the su- 
perintendent of Indian affairs, having his office at St. Paul, 


| fs $332,733 33 


Tt appears to be a matter, therefore, of great importance 
that, at all points where largë amounts are annually dis 
bursed by the Government, proper places should be provided : 
for the safe-keeping of its funds. ' 

The committee furthermore learn, upon inquiry at the 
Post Office Department, that the business of the post office 
at St.Paul amounts to about fourteen thousand. dollars a 
year, and that it appears to be steadily increasing. The 
gross expenses of the office, as charged, amount to about 
five thousand four hundred dollars a year, of which sum 
$800 is for office rent. - 

It is deemed highly important by the Department that the 
post offices should be kept in secure buildings, so as to in- 
sure tl® safety of the mails and public property from de- 
struction by fire and the depredations of burglars. _ 

The committee would here call attention tó the following 


E a a E D 
[pecuniary losses. 
safety, therefore, is of the utmost importance, both 
to the Government and the people of the States, and they 
should'bt.no ineans. be intrusted in frail buildings, which 
maybe destroyed by fire ina night, with. their contents, 
when by a trifling expenditure they may be placed in com- 
parative:security, and at the same time afford proper ac- 
commodation for the public officers, and facilitate transac- 
tion of the public business. 

“TD have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 

heat JOSEPH 8. WILSON, 

; n Acting Commissioner. 

Hon. H. M. Rice. 


It will be perceived from the foregoing letter that there is 
evidently a ‘strong desire on the part of the Government 
relative to the occupancy of suitable bulldings for the trans- 
‘action: of business, and for the safe-keeping of archives, 
and all matters of a governmental nature which it may be 
deemed of. importance to preserve. 

‘From a tabuiar statement furnished by the General Land 
Office; showing the cost of thé United States of transport- 
ing: moriey from the various Jand offices in Minnesota to 
the: United States depository at Dubuque, Lowa, for the 
year ending December, 1857, it appears that $5,858 14 was 
allowed by the Government for that purpose. 

Should a proper depository be established at St. Paul, of 
course’ the ‘expense of transporting money to that point 
from ‘the different land offices in that region of country 
would be much less than it is now, as in that event the 
land offices in Minnesota. wontd bò no longer compelled to 
take the long and expensive journeys to Dubuque they are 
now required to'do to make their deposits. 

A letter was addragsed to Mr. Guthrie, while Seeretary of 
the Treasury, by Hon. Henry Dodge, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, relative to an appropriation for u 
construction, at St. Paul, of a building for custom-house, 
&c., and asking for ‘such suggestions on the subject ax he 
might think proper and couducive to the publie interest. 
Th Mr. Guthrie’s reply the following remarks ocenr: 

“Thaveto say that, in consequence of its great import- 
ance.as a public depository, i should recommend the erec- 
tion ota fire-proof building of stone for a public depository, 


custom-house, post. office, courtrooms, and other United | 


States offices, sixty feet by ninety 
high from the top of the underpinning to the eaves, having 
wrought iron girders, beams, shutters, stairways, root, &¢.; 
for. which there would be required an appropriation of 
$100,000, and ton per ce 
exclusive ofthe cost of site,” 

The committee do not believe thar the ofie 
pled by the Government at St. Paui are of a safe and dura- 
ble character, which the importance of the business trans- 
acted at that point would seem to require. Nor do they 
perceive that any immediate remedy ean be applied in the 
premises, as it is believed that the offices are already lo- 
cated in the safest and most suitable placesin the city. And 
in view of these facts, the committee. would recommend, 
for the future protection of the property of the Government 
at the city of St. Paul, that the appropriation asked for be 
granted for the purpose expressed in the bill. 

‘Mr. RICE. . L wish merely to say that, if this 
becomes a law, the work cannot be commenced 
for more thana year. They must wait for the 
Legislature to take action. There is another 
point to which I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate: since that report was made, the Hudson’s 
Bay Company have transferred all of their busi- 
ness from the Hudson’s Bay through the States, 
and all the goods and supplies for that vast coun- 
try must pass through St. Paul. They have made 
a contract for a long serics of years, and the 
have gone on and puta steamer on the Red River 
of the North for the purpose of facilitating this 
business, and the business there in that point of 
view is increasing very rapidly. I hope there 
will be no objection to this appropriation. The 
Committee on the Post Office atid Post Roads 
were unanimous upon it. The Committee on 
Commerce four years ago were unanimous. It 
passed the Senate without a dissenting vote, and 
was stricken off in a committee of conference, 
and very likely may share the same fate again; I 
do not know, E wish merely to discharge my 
duty on the subject; and I hope there will be no 
objection to it. ` It is the only appropriation that 


n and difty-six feet 


has been asked for for. that country for a long | 


time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pork in 
the chair.) The question ison the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. RICE. J hope the Senate will gratify me 
with the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The. yeas and nays were ordered, 


t additional for contingeucies, | 


$ NOW oce | 


i 


Mr. BRIGHT. I.did-not hear.the amendment 
read. . i will-ask the Senator from Minnesota 
what istke amount? 

Mr. RICE. One hundred and ten thousand 
dollars. ` 
., The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Indiana wish the amendmentreported? 

Mr. BRIGHT. No, sir: the Senator from Min- 
nesota has given me the information I desired. I 
am sure we will not deny to Minnesota what has 
been, granted. to each of the other northwestern 
States. Certainly so far as they have asked for 
it, they have had it. A building of this kind is 
very important to a growing town like Saint Paul. 
L-know something of the inconvenience to which 
the public is exposed for want of a court-house 
and post office in a town of that size; but I sug- 
gest to the Senator whether, in the start, he had 
not better begin with $50,000. 

Mr. RICE. One objection I should have to 
that—and I believe it is a valid one too, and one 
which many other Senators have had—is, that 
when you start with $10,000, $20,000, or $50,000, 
you never end the appropriation. It was the 
opinion of the Secretary that it should be limited 
to this amount; and consequently the site will be 
purchased and the contract will be made within 
this sum; and he cannot, under the iaw, exceed 
that amount. 

Mr. BRIGHT. One hundred and ten thousand 
dollars is needed, and I shall vote for it willingly; 
but.£ doubt whether we can carry it, from present 
indications, 

Mr. RICE. Very well; Iet it be lost. 
done my duty. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the Senator had bet- 
ter hold on to $110,000. I think he will get that 
as readily as the balance. Two appropriations 
were made, three years ago, for Springfield and 


I have 


as $50,000. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 20; as follows: 
YRAS-—-Mossrs, Baker, Birler, Bright, Cameron, Dixon, 
Doolittle, Green, Gwin, Dale, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkan- 
sas, Lane, Lathain, Nicholsou, Poli, Powell, Rice, Wade, 
Wigtall, and Wilkinson—20. 


Colamer, Douglas, Fessenden, Poot, Foster, Grimes, Har- 


H tan, Kennedy, King, Morrill, Pearee, Simmous, Sumner, 


Ten Eyck, Lramball, and Wifson—20. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

tion, the yeas are 20 
Mr. FOOT. 

course. 

Mr. GWIN. The Vice President is here, and 
he should vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is not agreed to. a 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I suggest to 
the Senate, that this is not only an amendment of 
very greatimportance, but it is, perhaps, the only 
opportunity the public service will have to gèt 
rchef in this particular. We all know that the 
public business is so far in advance of the neces- 
sities of the day and hour; and I think we should 
not pass this bill now. I think so, in deference to 
the public service; and therefore I move that we 
do now adjourn. [Oh no.”] We area long 
ways ahead of the public business. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. On the contrary, we are 
not ahead, but very much behindhand. I hope 
we shall not adjourn. 

_Mr. BIGLER, A single word in this connec- 
tlon 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. GWIN. I suggest to the Senator from 
Arkansas, that the question on the amendment is 
not decided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 
on the motion to adjourn, and declared that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GWIN. I was on the floor before that 
question was putatall. Ido not want that vote 
announced, 

Mr BIGLER I desire to makca single remark 
in connection with what was said by the Senator 
from Maine Manifestly to-morrow, or the day 
after, we should 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- 
cides debate on this question to be vut of order. 

Mr. GWIN. I make this question: the Vice 


On this ques- 
pand the nays 2). 


ii 


President is in the Capitol, and there isa tie vote, 


NAY S—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, | 


Then the amendment is lost, of | 


Cairo, Ulinois, and they have not got a dollar ex- | 
pended; and I expect he will get $110,000 as well 


; and stands. 
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and he has to be sent for to give his casting vote 
on that question. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. object. 

Mr. LANE. It hasbeen decided. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. -I should like to know if 
that. question has not been decided long ago? The 
vote was a tie; and if the Vice President had been 
here he would have had a chance. to vote on it; 
but he was not here, and the question has been 
decided. oh 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adjournment, and that is not debatable. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That was determined in 
the negative. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- 
clared that the noes appeared to have it. Is it 
doubted? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Nobody doubted it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from California to doubtit. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the noes 
have it, and the motion is not agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Now, I desire to have my 
amendment read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the. amend- 
ment, to insert as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, ‘That the third section—— 

Mr. KENNEDY. I should like to move a 
reconsideration of the vote on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Minnesota. I voted 
under a misapprehension. 

Mr. HALE. How did you vote? 

Mr. KENNEDY. 1 voted in the negative. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland moves a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken on the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota: Does the Senator desire to have 
this motion acted upon now? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to.say one word on 
this motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HALE. Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. HALE. It is this: the Senator from Rhode 
Island had the floor, and sent an amendment to 
the Chair, which the Clerk was reading, and in 
that state it was not competent for the Senator 
from Maryland to interrupt that proceeding, and 
move a reconsideration of the other vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
State to the Senator from New Hampshire the 
way in which he understood the condition of the 
business. The Senator from Rhode Island was 
awarded the floor by the Chair. The Senator from 
Rhode Island then passed up his amendment to be 
read; and, while the Clerk was in the act of read- 
ing the amendment, the Senator from Maryland 
rose to a privileged question, to move a reconsid- 
eration, which the Chair thought in order, and 
awarded the floor”to him on that question. The 
Chair will state that he did not understand that 
the Senator from Rhode Island retained the floor, 
after he sent up his amendment, necessarily. If, 
however, he had not taken his seat, the Senator 
from Minois will be out of order, and the Chair 
will award the floor to the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Seyeral Senators. Theamendment was being 
read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In that event, 
pe Senator from Rhode Island is entitled to the 

oor. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwill ask, though, whether 
a motion to reconsider does not take priority ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that the position of the Chair 
is, that the right to make thë motion does take pri- 
ority; but thata motion need not and will not be 
passed on by the Senate, unless the Senate see fit 
to do so, when it is made. The motion is entered, 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator asks that the 
motion be considered now. 

Mr BIGLER.. He cannot make that motion 
and have it considered. It can be entered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The opinion of 
the Chair is, that it cannot beacted on now while 
the Senator from Rhode Island has the floor. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is nght. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Rhode Island is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE, Ido not wish to be captious; but I 
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desire to put this question right. Ifa Senator rises 
and addresses the Chair, and moves an amend- 


ment, and sends the amendment to the Clerk, and | 


the Clerk is reading it, it is substantially hearing 
the Senator that proposes the amendment, only he 
proposes somebody else to read itinstead of him- 
self, and therefore, in that state, it is not compe- 
tent foranybody to interrupt him with any other 
motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Rhode [sland is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I should be glad, with the 
consent of the Senator from Rhode Island, to 
know where I stand, and at what time I may have 
a reconsideration of the vote 1 have indicated ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
already decided that that motion has been made. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest, to settle the 
difficulty, that the question be put on the recon- 
sideration, and that will dispose of the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island give way ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly I will give way, 
if we can get a vote on it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maine moves that the question be put on 
the motion to reconsider, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let it be done by unan- 
imous consent, There is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate, that motion will now 
be put. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave a word to say upon 
that. I voted against this amendment for the 
custom-house and post office at St. Paul, not be- 
cause | am opposed to having such a building 
there, but for this reason: if we are to take up the 
subject of custom-houses and post offices and pub- 
lic buildings, I think it but fairand just that other 
points as well as this one should have been re- 
ported. An appropriation was made at Spring- 
field, the seat of government of Illinois, two or 
three years ago; but it has not been expended, 
and I supposed the appropriation has lapsed by 
proceas of time, and gone back into the Treasury. 

f weare now to make appropriations on that sub- 
ject, I think that that stands on an equal footing 
with any other. So with another one in my State. 
I desire, when we take up this subject, that all 
parts of the country be treated fairly and equally; 
and J think, when the Post Office Committee was 
considering the one at St. Paul, they ought to 
have considered those others. I think the appro- 
priation for Springfield had priority. It was for 
an older State, a larger place, and there had been 
a previous appropriation. All these reasons ap- 
plied. Iam willing now to open this subject and 
take up other places, and treat each part of the 
country fairly; or else to postpone this one, and 


let it abide the result of others that I think had | 


an equal claim. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I only wish to say a single 
word. When [asked for the reconsideration of 
this vote, it was not upon the understanding that 
other places asking for similar favors had been 
passed over; nor do I now mean to be under- 

_ stood as saying that, in voting for this amend- 
ment, I intend to oppose the same favor being 
granted to any other point. “Iam prepared to vote 
to extend the same favor to any other place— 
Springfield or anywhere clse—precisely upon the 
same ground that I shall vote for the post office 
here at St. Paul. 

Mr. RICE. Lhave but a word to say to the 
Senator from Ilinois on this subject. There is 
an old adage, “ it is never too late to do justice.” 
I will take him now at his word, and I believe he 
will do us justice when he understands the case. 
In 1857, the Committee on Commerce offered an 


amendment providing for alarge number of such | 


buildings-—— ; 
Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to make a point of 
order. I should like to know whether debate on 


the merits of a-proposition is in order ona recon- | 


sideration ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is in 
order. 

Mr. RICE. In 1857, this subject was before 
both branches of Congress,and was fully consid- 
ered by the various committees. All the States 
were considered then; all had representatives here 


upon this floor, and all had appropriations that | 
asked for them. Among the rest, Minnesota, then | 
being a Territory, received this appropriation; : 


| remarks of the Senator from Illinois. 


; 7 3 7 
but Minnesota, having no representative upon 


this floor, and having none at the other end of the 
Capitol that was enutled to go upon a committee 
of conference or to vote, on the last night of the 
session, the very region that had no representa- 
tive, and had no vote to give to any other meas- 
ure, was stricken off in a committee of confer- 
ence, while the appropriations for the Senator’s 
State were all reserved. I presume, when he made 
his statement, he was aware of that fact; and if 
he is in favor of doing justice, as I have no doubt 
he is—and as it is never too late to do it—I think 
that, in this case, he will reconsider his vote. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Since the Senator from Min- 
nesota has referred to the action of 1857, I may 
be permitted to say a word in explanation. Itis 
true that appropriations for the seat of govern- 
ment of Illinois passed that year; but it happens 
also to be true, that the Executive began to quar- 
rel with the Representatives from that State that 
year, and he disobeyed the law. To this hour, 
you could not get the law executed. Other cus- 
tom-houses could be built; other post offices could 
be made; but not a dollar could be expended at 
Springfield or at Cairo, in Illinois, although the 
law required it; and I do think, inasmuch as we 
have had the appropriation, and the obstinacy of 
a hostile Executive refused to obey the law and 
execute it until the moncy has gone back into the 
Treasury, certainly we stand on an equal footing 
with those that did not get the appropriation. 

Mr. RICE. You ought not to visit the sins of 
others upon our heads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 
rejected the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. RICE On that question, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I wish to say buta single | 


word. When this question was before the Senate 
previously, I voted for the amendment; but Í be- 
lieve, in the present state of the Treasury and the 


country, that E voted unwisely. IJ shall therefore | 
change my vote; and in doing so, I beg to say to | c J 
Ee ony y Esos vot || same amendment that the Committee on Military 


my honorable friend from Minnesota; it is not 
that I do not believe it will be wise at some time 
to build a court-house and a custom-house for the 
United States at St. Paul, in Minnesota; but at 
the present time, I think it is unwise to make the 
appropriation, for we shall open this whole ques- 
tion of custom-houses, and at a time when the 
Treasury is so depleted. 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator will allow 


me, I desire to say, in addition to what has been į 


said by the Senator from Wisconsin, that I voted 
for this appropriation because of my sympathies 
for Minnesota. Almost all the active men in Min- 
nesota are from Pennsylvania. There is a large 
number of them, and they are my friends. With- 
out reflecting on the condition of the Treasury, I 
voted for the amendment, and at any proper time 


I shall always vote for an appropriation to builda | 


custom-house, or anything else Minnesota wants; 


but I think, with the Senator from Wisconsin, | 


that this is not the time to make appropriations 
of that sort. If it would end there, I would be 
willing to vote for that single point; but it will 
bring in other placcs in various other States, and 
among the rest in my own State. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. President, notwithstanding 
the condition of the country, which is now an 
excuse for not voting $100,000, to be expended in 
twelve, eighteen, or twenty-four months, it is 
not so bad but that the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania advocated, and he and his friends took up 


the time of the Senate in urging, a proposition to | 


tax us millions to benefit his own State. 

Mr. BIGLER. A single word in reply to the 
He thinks 
the expenditure of an appropriation in Ihnois 
wus defeated because the Administration chose to 
do so. F have no other reply to make, than to 
simply state the fact that an appropriation was 
made for the erection of a post office and court- 
house in the city of Philadelphia prior, I believe, 
to the appropriations for Illinois, and the money 


| has never been expended there. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I believe there is an adver- 
tisement out now for a contract for that building 
before this Administration expires.. I should like 
to see one for Illinois. — 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas.. They never 


grantanything of this soitin my State; but F think 

they ought to grantit.toall; and therefore I shall 

certainly vote this for the State of Minnesota. 
The question being taken by yeas and: nays; 


resulted—yeas 18, nays 25}'as. follows: ; 
YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler; Brage; Bright, Gwin. 
Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Penne j 
Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Powe! 
Sebastian, Wigfall, and Wilkinson—18.- ie 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham,Cameron; Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, ‘Doolittle; Douglas; Burkeey Fes 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill; 
Pearce, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trombatl, Wade, 
and Wilson—25. : D 
So the Senate refused to reconsider the vote 
rejecting the amendment. mp bane 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The. amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
will now be read. i god Lis 
‘The Secretary read it, as follows: py 
And be it further enacted, That the. third section: of: an` 
act entitied “An act making appropriations for. the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial cxpenses.of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861,” approved June 
23, 1860, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. pr 


Mr. SIMMONS. The third section of that.act 
contains a clause preventing the Secretary of War 
from purchasing any fire-arms that are patented: 
Of course it excludes all new arms, and was. in- 
tended, I suppose, to do so; so that he cannot pur- 
chase anything but some of those old flint-lock 
guns. Ithinkitis about time we had good arms, 
if we are to have any. ' l f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
I should Jike to hear it. . : 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let the amendment. be 
reported again. 3 

The Secretary again read it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 will state, in a single 
moment, that in one of these bills there was a 
clause inserted—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Everybody understands 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, I wanted to say 
j something about it. I understand the Senator 
from Vermont to inquire about it, 

Mr. LATHAM. Ifl mistake not, this is the 


What is the amendment?. 


it 


Affairs agreed to report to the Army bill. í 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ie is impossi-. 
ble for the Senator on the floor to be heard, unless 
the Senate will come to order. ; T . 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President- si eck 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Senator 
from California is entitled tothe foor., i; oi eis 

Mr. LATHAM. I yield to the Senator. from 
Oregon. ; 

Mr. LANE. Ihave nothing to say on this sub-. 
ject, except to remark that the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs recommended a repeal of this clause 
of the law of 1860; and I am not certain that an 
amendment to the Army appropriation bill would 
not be a better place than this. 

Mr. GRIMES. It was not put on the Army 
bill before. ‘ 

Mr. LATHAM. The Committee on Miktary 
Affairs have agreed to report such an amendment 
to the Army bill. 

Mr.GRIMES. 
on the Army bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Everybody is agreed to it. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ihave not agreed to it, for I 
do not know what it is. The amendment repeals 


Butit was not originally passed 


an act; but Eam not certain what that act is. 
|} Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the Senator from Mary- 


land will allow me, L was about to state that in that 
appropriation bill last year, there was contained 
a clause which forbade the Secretary of War'from 
purchasing any patented article; and this amend- 
ment repeals that section. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, we have re- 
pealed it already. A 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir. 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir; we have. I recol- 
lect it distinctly We repealed it on the Navy bill, 
with an exception made by myself; which excep- 
tion was to exclude fire-arms from the operation ` 
of the repeal. In regard to everything else, it was 
repealed. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That merely repeals what 
related to buying articles for the Navy by the Sec~ 
retary of the Navy. i 

Mr. PEARCE, Ithinkit applied to all, so far 
as I recollect. 

Mr. GRIMES. 


It applied to all, with the ex- 
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"from Maryland, 


“Mr: PEARCE. .1-do. not. desire to: have that 
ie Secretary of Warto buy patented arms at his 
pleasure... Sucha: Ly. be a prolific source 
zI ere isa proposition. 
E oney-for the purchase 
discretion to. the Secre- 
esan opportunity of indulging 
king- fine jobs to importuning 
is whom the Departmentis disposed to oblige, 
se pockets they are disposed to fill. I-think, 
whenever there isa large expenditure of this sort 
tobe made, Congress should’ act upon it; they 
öüghtto know what kind of arm itis; they ought 
to: have it: thoroughly tested; and they should de- i 
termine.upon their own sense of the fitness of the 
thing, whether: the “money should be applied to 
the purchase, will not consent to give it to the 
Secretary of War. We have had Secretaries, and 
may have them again, whose personal partialitics 
may be stronger than their judgments, and who 
may think more of advancing the interests of in- 
dividuals than of benefiting the military service 
of the country, I want to keep a check in Con- 
gréss ‘upon that thing, and let the responsibility 
ee upon tiai body for all expenditures of this 
CU E i o a : a 

-Mr RICE. This matter was discussed in the 
Committee on Military Affairs; and. there was 
one point which struck me as conclusive upon it. 
It was this; that amendment which passed at the 
last session lessened the customers for the pur- 
chase'of these arms; the price fell; and they were 
all, purchased up by.the southern States at re- 
duced prices. Whereas, had that amendment not 
been adopted, the’result would have been differ- 
ent. I do not say there was any intention in it; 
I merely say that was the effect. Those gentle- 
men who had large quantities of patented arms 
on hand, losing the Government, as they thought, 
fora customer, and believing they had lost the 
prospect of its'éver being a customer, sold those 
arms at very low prices. 

Mr. LANE. Ido not think that is a just view 
of this matter at all; nor do I believe that has been 
the effect: of it, either; and I do not believe that 
any considerable number of arms has been pur- 
chased by any State that the Government would 
have purchased at all, It is the duty of the 
Government always to have a regulation arm— 
something adopted by the Government, by the | 
Secretary of War, by a board of officers, or by 
ordinance; such a one as shall be uniform; such 
a one as shall be a good weapon, a good arm in 
the service. „I, believe it is important that we 
should: restrict the- powers of the Secretary of 
War in-the exercise of his will and pleasure in the 
purchase of weapons, just as they may: suit his 
taste, or to oblige his friends, as may have been 
done for what 1 know. F think- the Senator from 
Maryland is clearly right in relation to this mat- 
ter, ` The purpose of the Committee on Military 
Affaixs, as I understand it, was, that the law 
should: be repealed so far as related to the pur- 
chase of any patented arm necessary for the ser- 
vice, and-not to enable him to-adopt a weapon to 
be used by any arm of the service, for they should 
always be uniform. If it is agreed that a rifle shall 
be made of a certain character, every rifle in the 
rifle corps should be of that. description; and so 
with the musket, and with every other weapon 
used in the service. And no Secretary should be 
allowed to exercise his jidgmentin the purchase 
of different patented weapons, to be used promis- 
cuously in any corps of the service, cither of the | 
Army or of the Navy. But, sir, ] am in favor of 
repealing that law so far as to leave it with the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy, | 
as the committce agreed, to purchase any patented | 
article that may be necessary for the Government. | 
For'instance, we had under consideration, at the || 
same time,a dovetailing machine. The Secretary | 
ofthe Navy would not purchase that machine, | 
because of this law standing in the way, and there- 
fore the necessity. of. repealing it.. But I would 
never desire to enable him to purchase a certain 
number of weapons of one patent, anda certain 
number of another patent, and another. | 

Mr. GRIMES. What was that dovetailing 
machine? i 

Mr. LANE. It was a machine to be used for | 
dovetailing, in manufacturing ammunition boxes, |! 


and other things necessary for the service; and I 


| think a very good improvement;-and-I believe the 


Secretary of War ought to'be permitted to pur- 
chase its > : ; 


Mr. RICE. ‘Will the Senator allow mie to ask 


uestion? Á é 
ANE. I do not-want to discuss:the ques- 


hima 
Mr: 


tion; but:certainly I give way if the Senator de- - 


sires to-make an inquiry.. 

Mr. RICE, It is this: If thisamendment shall 
be adopted; cai the Secretary of War purchase 
any arms- without an appropriation ? 


“Mr. FESSENDEN. There is an appropria- 
tion. : a 
“My. RICE. But has any judicious Secretary 


of War ever purchased an arm without calling 
in a board to examine it, and having that beard 
report upon it? We know not how soon an emer- 
gency may arise in which it may be necessary 
for him to do the very thing again; and unless 
this amendment be voted, he will be precluded. 


Mr. LANE. Ido not wish to discuss the mat- 
ter. 1 only say to my friend that the honesty or 


dishonesty of Secretaries of the Army or Nav 
is nota question to be considered on this amend- 
ment; but I think the Senate should always re- 
strict the Secretary; give him appropriations to 
be used in the manufacture of articles that will be 
of use, and particularly weapons that will be 
useful and uniform, and such as shall be adapted 
to the service by a board. 

Mr. JOFINSON, of Arkansas. i will say to 
the Senator from Oregon that Ido not understand 
this talk in regard to the honesty of Secretarics. 
This scems to mc to go out with a sort of impres- 
sion that there is something of that kind, without 
its being asserted, without there being anything 
definite. What isthe meaning of it? If there 
is anything of that kind it ought to be avowed, 
or clse this theater should not be one from which 
any slander should go forth, 

Mr. LANE, I am sure that no Senator on this 
floor ever heard me say one word in the way of 
impeaching the honesty or character or reputation 
of any officer of this Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. That is so. 

Mr. LANE. Nor do I believe we have had 
such. 1 only said it was not my purpose now to 
discuss the honesty or integrity of the Secretaries 
that we have had, or may have, but that it was 
ourduty to guard the appropriations, and to keep 
him always within the appropriations; and, in 
purchasing arms, to require him to purchase sueh, 
and such only, as had been adopted by an ord- 
nance board, after testing and trying, and know- 
ing that they were afitarm to be used in the ser- 
vice; and that they should be uniform, and that 
every company armed with that weapon should 
have it alike. I will say to my friend from Ark- 
ansas, that I disclaim any imputation upon the 
honesty of anybody. I donot know that we have 
ever had a dishonest man at the head of our De- 

artments; certainly, it is not for me to say so; 
ut I say we should be careful in making appro- 
priations, and leaving power in the hands of any 
man that might abuse it, and mix up the arms in 
the sorvice in such a way that they would not be 
useful. That was my purpose,and my only pur- 
ose. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I would state 
to the Senate now, before we take a vote on this 
orany other matter, that, while I have no idea 
that there isa single Senator here who will vote 
upon the amendment before us other than pre- 
cisely according to his conviction of right, correct, 
wise, and good policy, I am satisfied that we are 
now far in advance of the public business as it 
usually is at this period of the session, much to 
the merit of the Committee on Finance. If they 
hasten their business through, and get it out of 
the way, and conclude and complete it, they will 
have brought down, not only upon this body a 
shower of business which cannot beaccomplished, 
buta shower of sorrow upon that Treasury which 
is so hard run. Therefore, that we may mete out 
the completion of a perfect state of equality be- 
tween our Interests and our demands, our enjoy- 
ments and our abilities to gratify them—I will 


: H 
not go into the parallel between such as had struck 


me—I think it will be better for us now, rather 
than bring ourselves to the condition to which we 
shall be brought by the Committee on Finance, 
when we are done with the real business, to ad> 
ourn at once, getting clear of much that will be 


< 


forced upon us-if-we do not adjourn. There is no 
question that we are at this time far ahead of the 
ordinary business of the session at this period, I 
do. not believe the chairman himself can dispute 
this fact. If you push this through, you will have 
other. things thrust on this-body, not to the in- 
convenience alone of members, but:to the incon- 
venience of the public Treasury as regards the 
amount of demands which will be brought: for- 
ward. “Therefore, in deference to the ‘public in- 
terest, as I sincerely believe the motion: is de- 
manded by that interest; I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agréed to—ayes twenty- 
six, noes not counted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iwish to offer an amend- 
ment to carry out the provisions of a treaty, as a 
new section: 


And be it further enacted, That to provide for the faithful 
execution of the fourth article of the treaty with Great 
Britain of the 9th of August, 1842, and to secure the re- 
leases mentioned in said treaty, the Secretary of the Treas- 


i ury be, and he is directed, to pay out of any money in the 


Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Catherine C. Ward, 
of Roxbury, Massachusetts, and Lanra A. Stebbins, of Ban- 
gor, Maine, each the sum of 86,686 50; and to James A. 
Drew, of Chelsea, Massachusetts, and Rufus. Mansur, of 


| Houlton, Maine, cach the sum of $11,401; and to Edmund 
| Monroe, of Boston, Massachusetts, the sum of $15,881 35; 


and to Benjamin Sewall, of Boston, the sum of $5,293 75: 
Provided, ‘Shat the said Ward, Stebbins, Drew, and Man- 
sur, holding titles to the Eaton grant, and the said Drew and 
Mansur holding titles to the east half of Plymouth town- 
ship, and the said Monroe and Sewall holding title to the 
west half of Plymouth township, shall respectively execute 
or cause to be executed, those releases as required by the 
fourth article of the said treaty, to the parties holding pos- 
session or equitable possessory claims ta and in said Baton 
grant and Plymouth township, as described in the reports 
made to the Govérnor and Council of Maine, by Ebenezer 
Hutchinson and others, commissioners under a resolution 
passed by the Legislature of said State on the 12th day of 
April, 1854, and the plan of surveys accompanying said re- 


| ports, and of record in the land office of said State; and 


that it shall appear to the satistaction of the land agent of 
said State that such deeds of release do confirm and quit- 
claim to the persons entitled thereto, the title of such lands 


| as required by said treaty: And provided also, That if the 


said parties shall fail'to make, or cause to be made, such 
deeds of release to the whole of said Jands, a deduction 
shall be made from the compensation herein provided, from 
the allowance to the parties so failing to release, at the rate 
of two dollars per acre for the land not so released. 


Mr. GRIMES. TI raise « point of order on that 
peoposition. I think it is a private matter, for the 

enefit of private individuals. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iwill only state, in relation to 
the point of order raised by the Senator from 
Iowa, that this same amendment was introduced 
at the last session, was elaborately discussed here, 
and twice ruled by a vote of the Senate to be out 
of order, after solemn consideration and full argu- 
ment. X 

Mr. GRIMES. I believe the point of order is 
to be settled without any debate. That is the 
easiest way to get rid of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poux in 
the chair.) It has been the custom for some days 
past to submit these questions of order to the Sen- 
ate. I will submit this to the Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I only ask for the yeas and 
nays on it; I do not want to debate it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Sec- 
retary proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. RICE, (when his name was called.) I 
believe I voted ‘* yea’ ’Jast year; and notwithstand- 
ing the condition of the Treasury, I sce no reason 
to change my vote. I vote “yea” now. 

The Secretary concluded the calling of the roll. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to explain to Sen- 
ators that they have in repeated instances to-day 
voted in private claims, and now they vote out 
one which carries outa treaty stipulation. Itis 
a special reservation in the rule. 

Mr. DOOLATTLE. On this question of order 
I believe I have voted under a mistake. My vote 
should be otherwise. 1 voted in the negative; but 


| on conversation, learning more about it, I find 


that it seems to be clear that it is under the pro- 


| visions of a treaty, and not a private claim. 


Though I shall vote against it on its merits, I 
change my vote, and vote yea, on this question. 
The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 23; 
as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Hemphill, Morrill, Rice, Sebastian, 
Simmons, Ten Eyck, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—16. 


1861. 
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NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Collamer, Douglas, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
King, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Poweil, 
Sumner, and Trumbull—23. 

So the Senate refused to received the amend- 

ment under the 30th rule. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further 
amendment be proposed, the question will be, 
“ Shall the amendments be engrossed, and the bill 
be read the third timer’? 

Mr. PEARCE. I have postponed some amend- 
ments I had fora few days. Jam sorry it is so 
late; but I cannot let the bill pass without offer- 
ing them. I-move to strike out lines eighty-two, 
elghty-three, eighty-four, and eighty-five, in the 
following words: 


“Por conmmissions, at two and one half per centum, to 
superintendents on disbursements for objects outside their 
districts, $12,782 27.” 


Mr. President, there are three appropriations 
in this bill for commissions to collectors of cus- 
toms who are superintendents of lights. Two of 
them are according to law; one is not according 
to law, and that is the one which I move to strike 
out. For about forty years, Congress has been 
endeavoring to get rid of a vicious practice, of 
what I consider a gross abuse, and we have made 
repeated amendments to the appropriation bills by 
which we thought we had effected this purpose, 
but still these claims are paid; and unless the 
Senate now shall adhere to the law, as I under- 
stand it, I shall despair of ever preventing the col- 
lectors of sustoms who are also superintendents of 
lights from getting large amounts of money from | 
the Treasury, to which I think they have no 
earthly pretext, certainly for which there is no 
good consideration. I hope the Senate will at- 
tend to me while I explain it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator : 
cannot be heard while there is so much confusion. 

Mr. PEARCE. I remarked before, that at 
various times we had endeavored to put a stop 
to these commissions on disbursements to collec- 
tors of customs. One of the last acts on the sub- 
ject, and the only one I shall read to the Senate 
from the book, is as follows: 

“For superintendents’ commissions, at two and a half 
per cent. on $516,356 82 appropriated above for light-house 
purposes, $12,903 92.7 + + * * And pro- 
vided further, 'That collectors whose compensation exceeds 
§2,500 shall reccive no compensation as superintendents 
of lights or disbursing agents.” 

The manifest intention of that was to restrain 
the compensation to collectors whose offices were 
worth more than $2,500 a year to that sum, and 
not to give them additional compensation as su- 
perintendents of lights or disbursing agents. 

Mr. HALE. Whatis the date of that? 

Mr. PEARCE. Itis the act of 1851, still in 
force. The collectors of customs have been su- 
perintendents of lights, and they.are still called 
so, though they do not now perform the duties 
which formerly they did perform. Prior to the 
establishment of the Light-house Board, the col- 
lectors of customs, when directed so to do—and 
it was the case very largely, in Boston and New 
York more especially—made all the purchases 
for the light-house establishment, amounting to 
some five or six hundred thousand or more dol- 
lars per year, They bought the oil; they made the 
contracts; they had the bonds drawn; they saw 
that the guarantees were sufficient; they attended 
tothe receipt of the articles; they tested them 
when they were delivered; applied the proper tests 
and comparisons to see that they were ofthe right 
quality; aud they had them distributed to all the 
points of the United States, where these articles 
were wanted for light-houses. At that time they 
received—not by any law, for there never was 
any law passed declaring that they should be en- 
titled to it—two and a half per cent. commissions, 
under appropriation bills from time to time, as 
Congress would vote the two and a hæf per cent. 
commissions. They were restrained in 1822, by 
alaw which prohibited them from getting more | 
than $400 for any service outside of that of the 
collectorship proper. That law, I believe, is stall | 
in force. But in 1851, finding that a great many 
collectors received very large amounts, the law 
which I have read was passed. The collector | 
of Baltimore bought $40,000 worth, and he got | 
$1,000, which was so much in addition to the ; 
salary of collector, and I believe also, as I know 
in one case, $400, under the act of 1822, he re- 


ceived for services outside of his collection district. 
In 1852, Congress established the Light-house 
Board, and | must here read from that act a few 
lines to show the duties of the board, I will re- 
mark that the Light-house Board act divided the 
whole coast of the United States into districts, 
not exceeding twelve in number; that it required 
that an officer of the Army or Navy should be 
assigned to cach district as a light-house inspector, 
subject to and under the order of the Light-house 
Board, who the law says, ‘shall receive for such 
service the same pay and emoluments he would 
be entitled to by law for the performance of duty 
in the regular line of his profession, and no other.” 
This act prescribed the duties of the Light-house 
Board: 

“ And the board so constituted shall be attached to the 
office of the Secretary of the Treasury, and under his super- 
intendence shall discharge all the administrative duties of 
said office relating to the instruction, illumination, inspec- 
tion, and superintendence of light-houses, light-vessels, 
beacons, buoys, sea-marks, and their appendages, and em- 
bracing the security of foundations of works already exist- 
ing, procuring illuminating and other apparatus, supplies, 
and materials of all kinds fer building and for rebuilding 
when necessary, and keeping in good repair the light- 
houses, light vessels, beacons, and buoys of the United 
States.” 

Thisacttransferred framthe Fifth Auditor, who 
used to be charged with the whole of the duty of 
the light-house establishment, and all the duties 
of the superintendents of lights, which were per- 
formed by the collectors of customs, to the Light- 
house Board and their inspectors. The only 
service which the collector now performs, since 
the passage of that act, in regard to the light- 
house establishment, is this: when articles are 
purchased by the Light-house Board, inspected by 
the inspector, delivered, their quality tested, the 
accounts made out, which are always revised b 
the Light-house Board, and their payment ordered, 
the collector pays them. That is all he does;and 
for that it is now endeavored to give two anda 
half per cent. commissions. 

In 1848 an act passed which was so peremp- 
tory in its terms that it cut them off; but some- 
how or other it was subscquently repealed, in 
1849. Then came the act of 1851, intended to 
put an end to this practice; but in 1853, when the 
then collector of Boston, Mr. Greely, went out 
of office, he retained moneys equivalent to the 
amount of two and a half per cent. commissions 
upon all the purchases and disbursements he had 
made. He died, but his estate was sued, and his 
administrator (Converse) set up a claim to these 
commissions on the ground that Greely had made’ 
all these disbursements. The Supreme Court of 
the United States, by a divided opinion—three 
judges dissenting—declared that, in that case, he 


į was entitled to commissions, of which the jury 


should judge; and two and a half per cent. having 
been voted in various appropriation bills as proper 
compensation, the jury took that as the rule, and 
allowed him some $17,000. Notwithstanding 
things had entirely changed since the death of 
Mr. Greely—because, during his collectorship at 
Boston, he did perform the service of buying these 
materials and supplies, the greater part of which 
are bought in Boston—more than half of the ma- 
terials for the light=house establishment 

Mr. HALE. Allow’me to say a word. I want 
to ask the Senator if he is aware of the fact that 
Mr. Greely was in office there some six months 


or a year after the Light-house Board was estab- | 


lished? 

Mr. PEARCE. I know it perfectly well. I 
know all about it. The Light-house Board was 
created by the act of August 31, 1852. The Light- 


house Board organized in October, 1852, but did | 
not immediately begin their system of operations, į 


They began carly in 18: Mr. Greely bad then 


| been in nearly four years; he went out in 1853, 
being replaced by the late collector appointed by | 


General Pierce, so that during the time he was 
collector, the period for which that $17,000 was 


allowed him, he had been performing service in | 


testing materials, oil, &c. His estate, as I said 
before, was sued, and the Supreme Court, by a 
divided opinion, Judge Campbell and two other 
judges dissenting, declared that he was entitled to 
commissions; but what was the case presented to 
the Supreme Court? for it was this decision under 
which they seem now to make these allowances 
without consideration; for such they are. If they 


| have any claim,to them, it is merely a legal, a l 


technical one, without a shadow of merit. Tread 


now from the opinion of the chief jusi 
casey = Hed Sal 
Mr. CL Senato 
the page from which hé tegđs? i 
r. PEARCE, ‘Page 466 of 
volume of Howard’s Reports: 
& The. Secretary of the Treasury, or the 
under him, during the whole term ofthe defend: 
was accustomed, from tinie tọ time, to send specific. 
to him to advertise for proposals, make: contracts for’ ` 
purchase all the oil, lamps, wicks, and. supplies of every 
kind, required for the whole light-house service of the 
United States; as well that of the sea~coastsas the lakesand ” 
rivers. pen l eae Be ap akip atn 
“Agreeably to such orders or requests, the defendant did, - 
from time to time, make all these contracts and: purchases: 
draw the necessary contracts, and all payment: F 
bursements thereunder and therefor; take: charg e: 
property when purchased, and distribute the sanye in ‘such: 
quantities and to such points, ah over the United States, 
as were required or directed by the Treasury Department. « 
‘These services involved much time, labor, and respon: 
bility, on the part of the defendant, and were performe 
at the request and upon the order‘of the Treasury: Depart: > 
ment. The defendant paid-out no moneys. which have not: 
been allowed. es shies ist 
“And it was upon all disbursements thus: made that he 
claimed the aforesaid twoand a half per cent. consnissiong, ~ 
amounting to $17,684 92.7? ge teh od if 
The collectors since the passage of the act of" 
1852, have rendered none of these services. 
has not been their duty to render them. The law 
transferred that duty to other officers; and those’ 
other officers have performed them, and ‘perform - 
them, withoutany charge of commissions; but the : 
collector has actually paid the bills which: have’ 
been drawn on him and which he‘has:‘been o 
dered to pay; and because he has paid thé ‘b: 
he raises this claim to'a compensation of two ‘and . 
a half per cent. on the whole amount which he | 
thus disbursed for the light-house system. That: 
is the very thing which this act of Congress was 
intended to prevent. We provided in 1851 that 
the allowance of two and a half per cent. commis- 
sion should not be given to any collector whose’ 
compensation as such was over $2,500 a year. 
The collector at Boston gets $6,000 a year, and- 
he receives: also, I presume—Mr. Greely did. as 
is stated in this casc—$400 a year for his services ` 
outside of the district as superintendent of lights, 
and in addition to that, the late collector of Boston ’ 
has a claim for twenty-one thousand and some 
hundred dollars, of which he has already received . 
upwards of twelve thousand dollars, leaving 
$9,000 which he is claiming—a very libéral allow- 
ance for four years’service. It would make his’ 
pay larger than that of any other officer under the: 
Government, unless the President and the. Liew” 
tenant General. I believe it makes his salary: not , 
less than $11,000 a year; and that is the very mis- 
chief this law was intended to prevent. But if 
Mr. Greely was entitled to it under the decision 
of the Supreme Court, he was entitled to it be- 
cause he performed services which no other ofi- | 
cer since has performed, because the law devolves. 
them allon the Light-house Board. There never 
was any law allowing two and a half per cent. 
commissions except In the appropriation bills 
from yearto year. It has been forbidden by two 
acts. The act of 1851, I should think, was plain. . 
enough when it declares that no collector whose 
compensation exceeds $2,500.a year shall receive 
any compensation as superintendent of lights oras 
disbursing agent. Thatis gotoverby the Supreme 
Court in the case of Greely by saying that by 
that the law intended any services rendered within 
the district. The collector in that case had pur- 
chased commodities and supplies outside of the. 
district; he had at all events distributed them be“ 


ARK. Will the. 


| yond the bounds of his disttict, and in fact to 


light-houses throughout the United States.” But 
the court expressly puts this upon’ the ground of 
the great quantity of time consumed, and, the 
amount of labor and the meritorious: services. 
There is no longer any claim for timé, labor, or 
services, because the peculiar labor and services 
are all rendered by the Light-house Board and 
not by the collector i : 
I took occasion, with the consent of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to address a letter to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on this subject; and I 
have received from him an answer, fot so full as 
I expected, which I will read: i 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, February 25, 1861. 
Sır: Ihave just received your note of this morning. 
Tam of opinion that none of the cases in which allow- 
ances have been made of two and ahalf per cent. for dis- 
bursements to collectors of the customs out of their dis- 


| tricts, under the decision of the Supreme Court (Converse 


L GLOBE. 


by that decisio 


ji gurt y yg case was Made in 1858, 
t Hectors had given upapplying for these com-~ 
yaigsionsy“but,:that: decision becoming known, 


icy inithedlately: started up, and made their 
claims; and-several collectors, one.within my owr 
knowledge, an honorable gentleman who has re- 
cently held-a high position here, and was formerly 
collector of customs-in Baltimore, did not dream 
that. he had any-claim; ‘but shortly after leaving 
the Treasury-Department, he was informed that 
he had‘a.claim, and’some kind friend made outa 
statement of it for him, and the claim was pre- 
sented and he received several hundred dollars, to 
which he never dreamed that he had any claim 
until this thing was hunted up for him, as he said 
tome himself. The gentleman in question here 
will receive some nine thousand dollars. He, I 
have no doubt, was a very excellent collector, 
and behaved very well in one respect, I would 
say for. him; and that is, he did not retain the 
money, but paid it all over to the Treasury; but 
he has received at the Treasury already $12,000, 
and he would have reccived the whole if the former 
Secretary, Mr. Cobb, had had money enough at 
his command appropriated for this purpose to pay 
him; but he had not. : 

It is said: that this is a liquidated amount, be- 
canse: Mr. Cobb-had made-an order for his pay- 
ment to the extent of the money that. was in the 
Treasury that might be applied to it. Ido not 
consider, though it was a liquidated account, that 
is to say, ah- account stated, that that order of 
“Mr. Cobb’s obliges Congress to make the appro- 
priation which is necessary to pay the money. 
Congress intended. to cut up these claims by the 
roots, and they ought to be, because they are 
without consideration, and therefore utterly with- 
out merit. The collectors themselves do not pre- 
tend there isany merit in it; they say it isa legal, 
technical right, and they cavil on the ninth part 
of a-hair,ifany money is to be got by it. I want 
to break it up. I want the Senate of the United 
States, for once, to do completely and effectually 
what Congress has been trying ever since 1822 
to do, to cut up by the roots this vicious practice 
of giving large commissions upon disbursements 
when the party docs nothing but discharge the 
duties of his ordinary office. “It is his duty, as 
colléctor of customs, to pay the money which he 
collects, either into the Treasury of the United 
States or to pay it out for the drafts drawn on 
him; and when he has done that, he has done his 
dutynothing mote—and he is not entitled to 
extra compensation for it. 

Mr. LATHAM. I[should really like to say 
a word, because I speak in relation to this matter 
from a certain degree of experience which } had 
as collector of the port of San Francisco. During 
Mr, Pierce’s administration, I filled that office for 
nearly two years. I know that my immediate pre- 
decessor, as well as his, had large claims against 
the Government for commissions arising under 
the law cited by the Senator from Maryland. 
Anticipating, as I did, trouble from the imposi- 
tion of duties which 1 did not regard as belonging 
legitimately to the position which I held, when 
the Secretary of the Treasury asked me to dis- 
burse certain public moneysin the building of an 
appraiser’s store, taking the example of those 
who had preceded me, and the difficulties they 
had to encounter, I refused to have anything on 
earth to do with aught outside of the legitimate 
duties laid down by the law devolving on me as 
collector of customs at the port of San Francisco. 
An issue was created between the Secretary of 
the Treasury and myself, which was alone com- 
promised by the interposition of an officer of the 
Army, who was to decide between the contractor 
for the building of the appraiser’s store and my- 
self; and I paid only on his requisition. 

Now, I am perfectly willing—because I believe 
the present practice has led to large abuses, to 
great exactions and demands from the Govern- 
ment—to vote for the amendment proposed by the 


“ges United States) äre inaccordancè with the rale settlea 


honorable Senator from Maryland, provided -he 
will make: it explicit that a collector of customs 


shall -not do anything outside of the legitimate du- 


ties devolved upon him as laid down by the law; 
butithat is not the case. These officers are made 
disbursing officers. A Secretary of your Treas- 
ury imposes: upon them duties, and makes it an 
issue between them and himself, that renders it 
obligatory forlargesums of money to pass through 


j their hands for which they are responsible. That 


does not. belong to their duties; and for it they 
ought to be paid. My predeeessor built the cus- 
tom-house at San Francisco, costing a large sum 
of money, for every dollar of which he was re- 
sponsible. It did not belong to his duty, as col- 
lector of that port; and, if he had not received this 
commission for it, I would regard his position as 
the most onerous one that any man could have 
assumed. It was so with his predecessor, Hon. 
Thomas Butler King. The fault arises in the 
fact that the chief of your bureau, the head. of 
your Treasury Department, imposes these duties, 
which do not belong to the office of collector, just 
exactly as the history of your records will show 
the imposition of duties on the officers of your 
Army and your Navy, that do not belong to their 
legitimate sphere. When they go outside of them, 
and when they, as subordinates—depending for 
their offices on the head of the bureau, unwilling, 
as they are, to make an issue between themselves 
and their chief—have these duties ordered upon 
them, they proceed to their execution, and they 
are responsible on their bonds for every dollar 
they disburse; and, if they are thus responsible, 
they ought to be paid for it. 

Therefore, while I agree with everything my 
friend from Maryland has said relative to this 
extra compensation that, for forty years, he says, 
has been a sore subject to the public, and while 
I shall vote for his amendment, at the same time 
Į would like to see an expression on the part of 
Congress, that when these duties are imposed on 
subordinate officers, depending for their places 
upon the heads of the bureaus, they cannot be im- 
posed unless it is distinctly understood that they 
are to receive compensation therefor, 

I deem these remarks proper and just, because 
ĮI have had experience in this matter. I know the 
serious trouble f had with the Secretary of the 
Treasury under Mr. Pierce’sadministration, when 
he asked me to disburse large sums of money for 
building an appraiser’s store in the city of San 
Francisco, which I peremptorily refused , and the 
experience of other public officers who preceded 
me in the same position. 

Mr. CLARK. Lam sorry to detain the Sen- 
ate at this time upon this amendment, but I feel 
it my duty to do so; and I hope the Senate will 
have a little patience with me in making the state- 
ment. I shall endeavor not to be long. 

Prior to April, 1853, Mr. Greely had been col- 
lector of the port of Boston, and also superintend- 
ent of lights. Ele performed the duty of procur- 
ing supplics, and disbursing the money for those 
supplies outside of his district. When he went 
out of office in April, 1853, the question arose be- 
tween him andthe Governmentas to the commis- 
sion that should beallowed him. Heclaimed two 
and ahalf per cent. commission on the disburse- 
ments which he had made, amounting to seventeen 
thousand and some hundred dollars. He retained 
the money in hisownhands, and didnot settle his 
accounts with the Department. Mr. Peaslce was 
his successor in office; and Mr. Peaslee became 
the superintendent of lights in the same way that 
Mr. Greely had been. This difficulty springing 
up with Mr. Greely also arose at the close of the 
term of Mr. Peaslee; but at that time there had 
been a suit commenced in the Supreme Court 
against the administrator of Mr. Greely, who was 
dead, for the money in his hands. Mr. Greely 
had a balance of money in his hands, outof which 
he claimed to be paid these commissions. Mr. 
Peaslee proposed to retain his commission in his 
hands; but the Department said to him that that 
suit was proceeding against the administrator of 
Mr. Greely, and the whole thing could be decided 
in that suit with Mr. Greely; and they told him 
if he would pay the money into the Treasury of 
the United States, if Mr. Greely recovered in that 
suit they would pay it back to him. He did pay 
that money into the Treasury of the United States, 
upon the faith of the Governmentsthat if that suit 
was decided in favor of Mr. Greely it should be 


paid back to him. .That-suit went on and was 
decided in favor of Mr. Greely; that he had aright 
those commissions. ‘The. court in that case eon- 
sidered the laws from 1820 down to 1850 and 
1851 and 1855, and cited the Light-house Board 
act in thatcase, and they decided that Mr. Greely 
was entitled to the commissions of twoand a half 
per cent. 

Mr. PEARCE. Will the Senator be good 
enough to point me to the page in which they 
cite the Light-house Board act? 

Mr. CLARK. I will point you to the page 
where they cite it. The court expressly referred 
to it; because they say, at page 473 of the volume: 

<< 'T'he same provisions are contained in the appropriation 
acts of 1851, (9 Stat., 608,) 1852, (10 Stat., 86,) and 1853, 
(10 Stat., 200.) 

This law of 1852, which they here cite, is the 
Light-house Board law. That is sufficient to 
show that the court considered it, because they 
have cited it in their opinion. The remarks of the 
Court upon it are not here, and it does not appear 
that they made any remarks; but it does appear 
that they had it under their consideration, because 
they have cited it. Mr. Peaslee relies on the de- 
cision of the Court in the Greely case; and he says 
that, according to his understanding with the Gov- 
ernment, and according to the decision in that 
case, he is entitled to those commissions; and I 
think he is entitled to them. 

Now, one word in regard to what fell from the 
Senator from Maryland, with reference to Mr. 
Peaslee. Did I understand the Senator from Ma- 
ryland to say that he simply pays the money; 
that they make up the accounts,and send to him 
to whom topay them, and that he pays the money? 
But does the Senator from Maryland know, that 
Mr. Peaslee was the contracting officer for all 
these supplies ? 

Mr. PEARCE. I know that he was not. The 
contracts are made by the Light-house Board. 

Mr. CLARK. The Senator is mistaken. The 
Light-house Board advertise, receive the propo- 
sals, draft the contract, and then send it to the 
superintendent of lights, and make him execute 
and become responsible for it. I understand itso 
directly from Mr. Peaslee himself; and in some of 
the cases he sent the contracts back two or three 
times to have them corrected before he executed 
them. They were executed by him as superin- 
tendent of lights; and after he had executed the 
contract, he was required to pay those pewple, and 
his accounts amouut to some two or three thou- 
sand vouchers, all the way from five dollars up to 
$1,500. He disbursed the money in these sums, 
Now, the Government says he ought not to be 
paid, after they put this duty on him, and had 
agreed to stand by this suit in the Supreme Court 
in favor of Greely. When the suit was decided 
in favor of Greely, the Government understood 
they were to pay the money; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury directed the Auditor to make up the 
account, and the Auditor did make up his account, 
and stated what he was entitled to, and so faras 
they had money in their hands, they paid him that 
amount; but not having enough in their hands to 
pay the account, they estimated for it, and put it 
here in this bill. You will find in the estimates 
of the Department an estimate for this very pur- 
pose, stating the exact number of dollars and cents; 
and the Attorney General has given his opinion 
that he is entitled to be paid. 

There is nothing to resist the claim under the 
law. It was for acting as superintendent of lights, 
disbursing the money, that he is entitled to his 
pay; and the court says, in its opinion in Greely’s 
case, that, having performed the service, and 
Congress having fixed the compensation at which 
he should be paid, it was right that he should be 
paid. Now, when an officer has paid money 
which he had in his hands, and which he might 
have retained, into the Treasury, so that the Gov- 
ernment ha®had the use of it, and he has lost the 
interest on the money that he was entitled to re- 
tain under the faith of the Government, that he 
should be paid back if the decision was in favor 
of Mr. Greely, every consideration of equity and 
justice and of law requires that he should be paid. 
Ido not want to detain the Senate at this late hour, 
but I have here a letter of the Secretary of the 
1 reamry; which I will send to the Clerk to be 
read, 

Mr. PEARCE. The former Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Cobb? 


February 25, 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Cobb; who knew what 
this transaction was. 
The Secretary read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 25, 1860. 

Sır: Charles H. Peastee, Esq., while collector of cus- 
toms at Boston, performed the duties of a superintendent 
“of lights, and claimed for the disbursements made by him 
in that capacity, out of his own proper collection district, a 
compensation at the rate of two and a half per cent. This 
claim was not allowed by the accounting efficers; and, on 
Mr. Peaslee’s retirement from office, inasmuch as a case 
was pending in the courts in behalt of Mr. Greely, bis im- 
mediate predecessor, involving the legality of a similar 
claim, he concluded to abide the result of that suit, and 
paid at once into the Treasury the balance in his hands, 
with the exception of a few hundred dollars, which he re- 
tained under the impression that his accounts could thus 
- be more readily adjusted, should the court decide the com- 
pensation claimed by him to be legal. It was so decided 
by the Supreme Court, at its December term, 1858, in the 
case of James C. Converse, administrator of Greely, jr., 
deceased, vs. the United States; and Mr. Peaslee was al- 
lowed, by the accounting officers, compensation at the rate 
declared legal by the court. In order to complete the pay- 


ment to Mr.Peaslee of the amount thus allowed, there will | 
he required the sum of $9,339 24, which I recommend shall ; 
be added to the estimate (page 48 of printed estimates) for | 


the service of the year ending June 30, 1860, for commis: 


sions at the rate of two and a half per cent. to such super- | 


intendents as are entitled to the same under the proviso to 


tion bill, 
In making this recommendation, it affords me pleasure 


to bear witness to the promptness of Mr. Peastce in paying | 


the money into the Treasury, and the confidence thus man- 
ifested by him in the Government, instead of retaining the 
amount to await the event of the suit. į 
I nave the honor to be your obedient servant, 
HOWELL COBB, Secretary of the Treasury. 


Ilon. R. M. T. Hunter, Chairman of the Committee on |} 
Finances, Senate of United States, Washington, District | 


of Columbia. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I find, upon 
having examined into this case, slightly, it is true, 
but sufficiently to satisfy myself in regard to it, 
that it presents itself peculiarly to the considera- 
tion of the Senate. 
volunteer to take up the cause of New England 
if I did not think it had justice, without any re- 
gard to the troubles that may now be considered 


he had a disputed account with the Government 
in regard to what was justly due him, and having 
the power, as most of those having accounts with 


the Government have done heretofore, to retain | 


that part which was within his own control, in- 
stead of keeping the money that he regarded to be 
due to himself, not being disposed to afford a 
ground for any question being raised as to the 
correctness of the administration of Mr. Pierce, 
who appointed him some years since; and being 
informed of the fact that there was then the case 
of Mr. Greely in court which involved preciscly 
the point at issue as to his right to retain the 
money that he conceived to be due to him, said 
at once that he would not hold on to the privi- 


lege that he might have to kcep that money which | 


was in bis hands, and be charged unjustly of being 
a defaulter, or have the Government slandered as 
having defaulters in the public service, and he 
said at once he would pay over the money that 
was in his hands, and leave it to the decision of 
the court to determine whether he was justly en- 
titled to it or not. That was the conduct of Mr. 
Peaslee. 

The opinion of the court has been since given, 
and it appears that Mr. Greely was entitled to it, 
and the circumstances were the same. [tappears 
also that Mr. Peaslee had no disposition to press 
on the matter, but Icft to the Government the 

ower to recognize the facts as they were. It 
being left 


but think that if the matter be one of account, 


which is distinct and clear as to each item and as į 


ole amount, he ought to be paid whatis ;; i 
| those are made oat for lar 


to the w 
due to him. 

The amendment, as I understand it, proposes 
to strike out what the committee has hitherto 
allowed; for 1 believe the committee did allow 
that it ought to be paid. It is opposed by the 


chairman, who moves thatit be stricken out, It | 
i office. 
re- |i Light-house Board for oil: i 
I cannot suppose that any Senator will, }/ 
on reflection, object to vote that which is justly | 
: Itis not an ; 


was allowed by the House of Representatives, 
and it is now proposed that the Senate shall re- 
fect it. 

due by the decisions of the court. . c 
unsettled account. lt does not consist of items 


yet to be fixed and arranged; but it isan account : 
that is admitted and becomes a matter of debt, i; 


certainly would not be a! 


so, Mr. Peaslee having give up advan- | 
tages which he possessed for the purpose ofavoid- | 
ing any misconstruction or imputation, I cannot | 


i 
f 
! 
j 
i 
I 
i 
i 
t 
i 


Hoof 
i wages of Hight-har í 
: only within their respective Hghi-house districts. 


«| Strained sperm oil, to be divided inte three jots, and to be 
, delivered? &c. i + * # * 


because it is liquidated, it is distinctly shbwn to 
be due; it amounts to so many dollars and so 
many cents; and courts themselves, as well as 
the opinions of the highest and most reliable law- 
yers that we have in the country, determine that 
this money is due and ought to be paid. IT hope 
it will not be refused under these circumstances 
and in this instance, particularly when the person 
upon whom the question is raised sacrificed his 
own privileges in order that he might be clear of 
the charge that he had ever taken a particle of 
advantage to secure to himself the possession of 
this money. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. POWELL. I would inquire of the Senator 
from Maryland if this debate is to be continued? 
If so, I shall move an adjournment. It-is ap- 
parent that there is no quorum here. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is a quorum about 
the Chamber. 

Mr. POWELL. There may be, for all I know; 
but there is evidently not a quorum here. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire says that the act of 1852, the Light-house 


l; le S i ! Board act, was considered by the court; and he 
the act of March 3, 1851, and be included in the appropria- f 


infers that from the fact that, in the citation of 
cases which the Chief Justice has made, in a par- 
agraph of four lines, he has put down the act of 
1852 %4 10 Statutes, 119, 120; but it does not ap- 


į pear from one word of the decision or opinion 


of the court that that statute was brought into 
consideration, otherwisc thanas it was cited in the 
argument, because there is nowhere anything as 
to the construction or effect of that statute, and it 
is very manifest that the court had no reason to 
consider that statute. Mr. Greely’s term of ser- 
vice, all but a few months of it, was prior to the 
creation of the Light-house Board. ‘The Light- 


į house Board was organized in October, 1852; but 


it did not go into operation until the early part of 


| the next year, when his term as collector was 


aboutexpirmg. The court, therefore, had no oc- 


A ] || casion to consider what the operation of that stat- 
toexist. The late collector at Boston, finding that ; 


ute would be on his claim, because all that he had 
done was outside of that statute before the stat- 
ute went into operation. Therefore, though itis 


cited by the judge, it is manifest it could not op- 


erate on his case. That is what I stated origin- 
ally, that it could not operate on his case, but it 


| did operate on the subsequent case. 


The Senator seems to think that there isan issue 


| of fact between us. He is informed one way, and 


Ianother. Now, I propose to read a memoran- 
dum, which I obtained from some of the Light- 
house Board. 


& The practice of the Light-house Board, under the au- 
thority and by the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 


|! ury, has been to advertise for proposals in the usual mode 


for furnishing oil and other supplies in general—materials 
for building, repairing, &c., and for construction in specific 
cases; the bids received at this office are opened in public, 


| the lowest responsible bid accepted when approved by the 


Secretary of the Treasury. ‘The contracts are made out 
either in this office or by the inspector or engincer of the 
district, as the case may be, having regard to the articles 


| and their use, transmitted to the contractors direct for sig- 


nature, guarantee, bond, &c., and then returned by them 
to this office. When the articles are to be delivered, the 
light-house inspector, orthe engincer, or one of the secre- 
taries of the board, as the case may require, attends at the 
place, applies the stipulated tests, comparisons, &c., aud if 
found to conform to the t s of the contract, are received. 
The bills or vouchers are then made out either by the in- 
specting office or at this oftice ; the certificate of the proper 
officer being signed, the bills are 


the hands of the nearest (as a general rule) colector of 
customs, who is a superintendent of lights. 

“ By the rules and regulations of the board, approved by 
the Department, the certifying officer is the responsible 
person.” 
Department, 1857, 


art. 1160, p. 66-4.) 


"Che vouchers for all purchases made in the open market, | 
in-contormity to law and regulations, are made out, and : 


duly certified by the light-hou 


aspector of the district, or 
by the proper officer 


sin the same manner that 
ey amounts, aud are presented 
to the superintendent for payinent by the holder, 
«She superintendents of tights (coleetors of customs 
rlain di s} fy he nent of sajaries a 


” 


That is the statement furnished to me by the 
Here is a copy of an advertisement of the 


“Sealed proposals will be reecived at this office until 
twelve o’cluck, on Thursday, the 11th day of October 
next, for supplying the lighthouse establishment with 
ighty thousand gallons of the best quality pure, winter- 


> * i 


j ! 
* Every offer must be accompanied by a written guaran i 


nt to the contractor, || 
and the funds placed by the Secretary of the Treasury in | 


(See regulations under revenue laws, Treasury j| 


tee, signed by one orinore‘responsible persons, ane : 
tothe Department as:such; or-certified by a United: Stares 
district judge, attorney, navy agent;qr-colleétor of the cus- 
toms, to the effect that, if the bid or bids be accepted, the 
bidder or bidders will duly execute a contract in good faiths. 
according to the provisions and termis of this advertisement, 
within ten.days after acceptance; and that; incase the said 
party or parties offering shall fail to.enter mtoth mira et 
as aforesaid, he or they guaranty to make good : 
ence between the offer of the said party or parties an 
next lowest bidder. All bids must be sealéd and indorsed. 
€ Proposals for oil for light-houses,? and then ‘placed in-an- 
other envelope and directed, prepaid, to the’ secretary: ot 
the Light-house Board, Washington city.? | 

Then follows the-form. of the offer, and: then 
the. guarantee, and then the certificate: SoL think: 
i am justified in asserting that these-are: not-pre- 
pared by the collector, but by the Lighthouse: 
Board, as they ought.to be; because the law. has 
made it their duty to perform them, peg 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I-wish to state to Seña- 
tors present that, when my.attention was first 
called to this matter, it was by Mr: Peaslee him- 
self; and from the statement made to me by him, 
I did not perceive that there was. any good reason 
why he should not be paid; and when the matter 
came up in our committee, it being: understood 
that it was merely a provision in pursuance of the 
decision in the case of Mr. Greely, and to carry 
out that, as it was termed, no objection was made, 
and it passed. Subsequently, however, the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the committee was called 
to the remarkable-and striking difference between 
this case and that of Mr. Greely, and he investi- 
gated it; and I also investigated. it; so. far, as to 
satisfy myself not only that Mr. Peaslee had no 
claim to these $9,000, but that he ‘had absolutely 
received some twelve thousand dollars which he 
ought never to have received at all, and that he 
ought to be at least satisfied with that. 

The distinction between the two cases is a very 
palpable one. Mr. Greely performed ‘valuable 
and important services, and incurred serious and 
heavy responsibilities, under the direction of the 
Government. He made large purchases of mate- 
rials for places outside of his district, disbursed 
the money, and saw to the whole thing himself; 
and when the matter came up for consideration 
by the Supreme Court, after his death, they de- 
cided that for those matters outside of his district, 
in which he had incurred these responsibilities, 
and performed these valuable services and labors, 
he ought to. be: paid according to the rate which" 
was fixed for suali services, Butthe point to which 
our attention was called, which distinguished the 
cases, has been stated: by the chairman: « About 
the time Mr. Greely went out of office, the Light- 
house Board was established. After that, they 
did all the work; they made the contracts; they 
made the purchases; they did everything, in point 
of fact, in relation to the matter—everything ofany 
consequence; they drew the vouchers, and ‘drew 
everything, all but this. When they had got all 
done, and came to pay the bills, they drew, in favor 
of Mr, Peaslee, a draft on the sub-Treasury in 
Boston, payable to his order, with which:to ‘pay 
the bills and pass them over to the people entitled 
to them. So that, with regard to the purchases, 
with regard to the contracts, with regard to every- 
ihing in relation to doing the work, Mr. Peaslee 


i had nothing to do with it atall; but when the time 


came to pay the money, the draft was made on the 
sub-Treasury, because he was there in Boston as 
collector, and all he did, was to hand over the 
money in that way; and that is all the respons- 
ibility he claims to have had about it. I-had it 
out of his own mouth. . : 

My friend [Mr. Crarx] shakes: his head... I 
put the question distinctly to him: “Did you do 
anything in relation to this matter? “Was ‘there 
not this broad distinction betweeti you and Mr. 
Grecly, that the drafts were made payable to you, 
and that you only passed over the money??? Said 
he: “ Yes; but Lincurred serious responsibilities, 
and came very near losing $50,000 in one case. ?? 
I asked him how. ‘ Why,’’ said he, * [like to 
have paid it to awrong man, to theassignee, when 
it had not been assigned; and therefore: hecame 
very near losing it; but he did not pretend to me 
that he -had done anything, or incurred any re- 
sponsibility, except simply to receive drafts that 
were drawn in his favor, indorse them, get the 
money,and pay the bills. If] misrepresent hiim, 
he is here, and can explain it to the Senator from 
New Hampshire; for I would not misrepresent 
anything he said to me on the subject. 
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anything more, 
= : there. is, it is 
g more than making outvouchers, certainly, 
: trust:the Light-house Board, 
n felation’ to these purchases. 
on between the cases, and ‘it is 
6 that for simply paying over money 
cts made by others, and purchases: made 


compelled to: pay it back.’ That is my opinion. 
looked at the decision; | looked at: the law. 
Jedo not mean to‘ go'over an argument; but I ex- 
“amined the case to my own satisfaction, and came 
to the:¢onclusion,‘as.a-lawyer, that he did: not 
eonie within the decision on which he founds his 
“alain: It was a mistake of Secretary Cobb ever 
to suppose that:he did. As to his conduct in re- 
lation to- paying over this money, and not stand- 
ing-outsand keeping it back in his own hands, 
and subjecting himself to a lawsuit, as he was 
‘going out of the. country, he acted like an upright, 
an honorable, and an. honest man, as I believe him 
to be,and.agentleman. I think highly of him as 
aman, so faras I know anything about him; and 
asai officer, Lam willing to:give him all credit; 
‘bot TL amenot willing that the Government should 
pay him, as it did, his $6,400 a year, and then 
pay him: $12,000 additional for just receiving this 
money and paying it over, and then $9,000 more 
on that. 
> Mr. CLARK. I have no doubt the Senator 
from Maryland and the Senator from Maine have 
both:-unintedtionally fallen into a mistake in re- 
ardto this:matter. > [desire to say that the col- 
fotor of. customs performed all the duties as 
superintendent of lights within his own district 
free of charge.. These are charges for services 
performed out of his district. ‘The Senator from 
Maine knows this gentleman as well as I do. He 
iknows. that he isa man on whom-every reliance 
can be placed. I stated in the Senate not an hour 
AE Omme i 

EM FESSENDEN. I know nothing of him 

except from reputation, and that is what I have 

stated... 

o Mr. CLARK. T will take the reputation the 
Senator from Maine has just passed upon. I 

stated here, half an hour ago, in the Senate, that 

he executed these contracts. I state it now. The 

Senator from Maryland thought he did not. Mr. 

Peaslee is in the Senate, and since I made that 

declaration, he assures me it is entirely true that 
he did execute the contracts. 

“Mr. FESSENDEN. Did he make them? Did 
he-draft them? 
` Mr. CLARK... No, sir. 

„Mr. FESSENDEN, T 
sent:to him. : 

Mr, CLARK. They were drawn and sent to 
him, and he was made the responsible party to 
execute them. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Merely to sign. 

Mr. PEARCE, Flow to execute? 

iMr: CLARK. To sign the contract; that is 
what I call the execution of a contract. 

“Mr. FESSENDEN, Is his name to them? 

Mr. CLARK. I did not mean the mere draft- 
ing the contracts. I said they were sent to him, 
and he sometimes sent them back to be corrected 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is Mr. Peaslee’s name 
attached to them ? 

Mr. CLARK, Tunderstandso, [havea letter 
from his deputy saying that he executed these 
contracts, in my hand here. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Fc isnotresponsible for 
them. They are merely sent to him to be exc- 
cuted. 

Mr. PEARCE. The difference between us 
probably.is this: the secretary of the Light-house 
Board informed me that he did witness the execu- 
tion of these papers, he certifying the papers. 
They were executed in his presence; but that is 
not the execution of:the contracts. The contracts 
of the Light-house Board are made and prepared 
in their office. They are executed by the party, 
l understand, in the presence of the collector, who 
certifies that they are executed; that is what the 
Senator calls executing them; for certainly in no 
other sense could he execute them. He cannot 
be made a party to them; the law does not author- 


hey were drawn and 


APize him. The Light-house Board make a-contract 


nesses the execution'by the contractors; and that 


execute these contracts; and I have here a letter 
| from another gentleman, who was his deputy at 


| in which this moncy ought to be paid. The Sec- 


| case read by the Senator from Maryland is what 
| the defendant offered to prove upon his plea of 
i set-off. H 


on the part of the United States; the collector wit- 


is. what the Senator means, I suppose. 

Mr. CLARK. I am sorry to be in disagree- 
ment with the Senator from Maryland; but I have 
the distinct statement of the collector that he did 


the same time, in which he says that*they were 
“executed on the part of the Government by the 
collector.’? T think the Senator from Maryland 
will say that these two men best know who exe- 
cuted the contracts. I think, when it comes di- 
rectly to the practice of the Light-house Board, 
the statement of these men is to be taken, that 
they did execute it; and now I ask the Senator 
from Maine, and I ask the Senator from Mary- 
land, if they want to impose the responsibility of 
executing these contracts and disbursing this 
money, on this man, under the decision of the 
court, and then refuse him his pay? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator has put a 
question to me, I will answer. 

Mr. CLARK. I did not put any question. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. You asked the Senator 
from Mainc.if he wanted to do a certain thing, 
and I was about to answer. 

Mr. CLARK. Iput the statement in that way; 
but if the gentleman wishes to answer, very well. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I say the manner in! 
which he executed them, if you choose to use 
that term, imposed on him not the slightest de- 
gree of responsibility. 

Mr. CLARK. I have to reply to that, that Mr. 
Peaslee came into office in 1853, and went out of 
office in 1857; and the suit against Greely was not 
brought until 1857, after it was known perfectly 
to the Government what Mr. Penslee did, and 
that, understanding his whole duties, knowing 
what he claimed, and after he had gone out of 
office, when this suit was pending, the Govern- 
ment said to him, if that suit should result in fa- 
ee of Mr. Greely, he should reccive his money 

ack. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Secrètary of the Treasury 
not the Government. 

Mr. CLARK. I speak of the officers of the 
Government, of course. | 

Mr. PEARCE. He could not bind the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. CLARK. I speak of the officers of the 
Government, who were acting for the Govern- 
ment, and who were dealing with Mr. Peaslee in 
this matter, Now, so far from it having been true 
that Mr. Peaslee did not perform these merito- 
rious services for the Government, in addition to 
them he disbursed all the funds for building the 
marine hospital in the port of Boston, within his 
district, for which he made no charge. 

Mr. PEARCE. The law did not allow any. 

Mr. CLARK. It was not a duty which he was | 
hound to do; he assumed it voluntarily for the 
Government. Morethan that: he purchased the 
furniture for the marine hospital at San Francisco, 
shipped and sent it there without any charge, at 
the request of the Government; and now, when 
heasks to be paid, under this decision of the court, 
after he has paid in his money, the Government 
is caviling about it. I think he has a clear case, 


retary has estimated for it. The House of Rep- 
resentatives have passed it, and allowed him the 
money; and I hope the Senate will not strike it 
out. {do not want to detain the Senate, for it is 
getting late. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. I shall detain the Senate 
on this question but a very few moments. J have 
examined this case of Grecly which has been re- 
ferred to, and I confess I am surprised that the į 
Senator from Maine and the Senator from Mary- 
land have come to the conclusion that they have: 
that it is not a case in point here. Ifitis not, I 
think it will be difficult to find one case that would 
be a precedent in another. The portion of this | 


The court, in giving the opinion, did not put it | 
upon the ground that any services such as are 
recited in this plea constituted the foundation of 
the claim, but placed it entirely upon the con- 
struction of the law granting commissions of two || 
and a half per cent. for disbursing the funds, and | 


they have construed the statutes from 1822 down 
to 1853, a year after the Light-house Board act 
was passed. ‘Now, the Senator from Maryland 
supposes thatthe Supreme Court did not consider 
this act. In the latter portion of the case from 
that read by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
they goon and state the acts which they have con- 
strued.. On page 473 they say: 

“The same provisions are contained ‘in the appropria- 
tion -acts.of 1802, (9 Stat., 608,) 1852, (10 Stat., 86,) and 
1853, (10 Stat., 200.)?? 

That comes down to a year after the Light- 
house Board act was passed. The Court pto- 
ceeded to draw their inferences from their exam- 
ination of these statutes; and it seems to me to'be 
conclusive on this case. 

“ The justand fair inference from these acts of Congress, 
taken together, is, that no discretion is left to the head ofa 
Department to allow an officer who has a fixed compensa- 
tion any eredit beyond his salary, unless the service he has 
performed is required by existing laws, and: the remnnera- 
tion for them fixed by law. It was undoubtedly within the 
power of the Department to order this collector, and every 
other collector in the Union, to purchase the article re- 
quired for light-house purposes in their respective dis- 
tricts, and to make the necessary disbursements therefor.” 

That is what Mr. Peaslee did without any 
compensation in his-own district. 

Mr. BRAGG. That is denied. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. No, sir: 

“ And for such service he would be entitled to no com- 
pensation beyond his salary as collector, if that salary ex- 
ceeded §2,500 a year.” 

This is in one district; but gentlemen seem to 
forget that Mr. Peaslee was superintendent of 
public lights for more districts than his own, and 
it is for disbursements outside af his own district 
that the law gives him this claim on the Govern- 
ment. Now, listen: 

“ But the Secretary was not bound to intrust this service 
to the several collectors. He hada right, if he supposed 
the public interest required it, to have the whole service 
performed by a single agent; for while the Jaw authorizes 
him to exact this service from the several collectors, it at 
the same time evidently authorizes him to commit the 
whole to an agent, or agents, Other than the collectors, by 
regulating the commission which an agent shall receive, 
and appropriating money for payment of commissions of 
two and a half per cent. upon the whole amount authorized 
to be expended in the service. And as the collectors would 
by law be entitled in some cases to nothing, andin others 
to the smati sam above mentioned, if the service was per- 
formed by them in their respective districts, it is very clear, 
from the commissions allowed, and the appropriations to 
pay them, that he was at liberty to cinploy a dilferent agency, 
and pay the commissions given by the law whenever he 
supposed the public would be better served by this arrange- 
ment. 

cc And the case, as assumed in the record, is precisely 
that case. The Secretary had no right, under the Jaws upon 
this subject, to order this or any other collector to perform 
this duty for all the Jight-house and collection districts.” 

That is the point in the case, 

“Phe law has divided it among them, and the executive 
department had no right to impose itupon one. But he had 
a right, as we have said, to employ an agent instead of the 
collector or collectors of the several districts ; and if he did 
employ one, the law fixed the compensation and appro- 
priated the money to pay it. He was not forbidden to em- 
ploy a revenue officer for this purpose ; and, so far as his 
services were performed for other districts, he stood in the 
same relation to the Government as any other agent.” 

Now, the fact is, that Mr. Peaslee performed 
these services in his own district without com- 
pensation. Outside of his district, he was ap- 
pointed as superintendent of lights; and under the 
law and under this decision, he is entitled to com- 
pensation for disbursements, at two and a half 
per cent. Itis upon this decision that the De- 
partment has recommended it; and I think the 
case makes out a distinct lability on the part of 
the Government that we cannot get over. 

Mr. CLARK. I omitted to state that the ac- 
counts of Mr. Peaslee had been adjusted and 
allowed at the Treasury Department. I havea 
copy of the report of the First Auditor, which I 
will send to the Secretary to have read. 

The Secretary read, as follows; 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
First Avvrror’s OFFICE, April 20, 1860. 


[No. 137268.} 

{ hereby certify that I have examined and adjusted the 
account between the United States and Charles H. Peasiec, 
Jate superintendent of lights for the district of Boston and 
Charlestown, Massachusetts, and find that the sum of 

21,339 24 is due from the United States to him tor commis- 
sions, at two and a half per centum, on $853,569 96, being 
the amount of moneys disbursed by him on account ofthe 
light-house establishment outside of the district of Boston 
and Charlestown from April 1, 1853, to April 1, 1857, al- 
lowed in pursuance of the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, December term,1858, in the case of James 
C. Converse, administrator of Philip Greely, jr., deceased, 
plaintiff in error, vs. The United States, and as directed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, under date of April 7, 1860, 


1861. 
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viz: $853,569 96, at two and a half per centum, $21,339 24, 
ax appears from the statement and vouchers transmitted for 
the decision of the Commissioner of Customs herewith, 

T. L. SMITH, First Auditor. 
To the COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. CLARK. [have only this further to say: 
that here ihere is an account adjasted, allowed 
and fixed at the Department, of which part has 
been paid, and now we ask for the balance as it 
is adjusted there. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Señator has not shown 
us yet that the collector performed these duties. I 
say he did not, and could not; because the law im- 
poses them on others. What if he did super- 
intend the building of a marine hospital and pur- 
chase the furniture for it: it is not pretended that 
he can claim any compensation for that under this 
appropriation of two and a half per cent. com- 
missions for disbursements as superintendent of 
lights, If*he has aclaim-on that, let him make 
it and get what he can; but as for the case being 
ate to thatof Greely, it is utterly impossible, 
vecause the law appointed a different set of agents, 
and because I had the testimony of those agents 
directly that they perform the duty which the 
laws impose on them, and the collector does not. 
He paid, it is true, accounts which the Light- 
house Board had contracted, and he certified the 
bonds, and witnessed them, I suppose, and in 

_ that sense only can he be said to have exccuted 
them, 

The law requires, and the fact is that these ac- 
counts are all executed by the Light-house Board. 
The collector has no right to bind the Government 
in that way; but all he has to do is to witness 
them himself, to certify them as having been exe- 
cuted by the parties in his presence; and that is, 
l have no doubt, what the deputy called “exe- 
cuting ’’—sceing them exccuted; thatistheamount 
of it. But he has no claim. The meritorious 
service performed by Mr. Greely was recited by 
the court, and taken from the record which was 
brought up to the Supreme Court, and made the 
foundation of their decision; for in the court below 
they rejected the evidence of this meritorious ser- 
vice, and the Supreme Court reversed it on the 
ground that the evidence of this meritorious ser- 
vice ought to have been received, and so sent the 
case back to the court below. That is the founda- 
tion of the decision thathe had performed services, 
and the testimony of his having performed it ought 
to have been received. 

Mr.CLARK. Ido notunderstand performance 
as the Senator does, but will not delay the Senate 
now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 


is on the amendment of the Senator from Mary- | 


land. : 
Mr. CLARK. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 9; no quorum 
voting, 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Bragg, Colamer, Doo- 
little, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Poster, Grimes, Johnson 
of T'cunessec, King, Morrill, Pearce, Polk, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, ‘Pon Eyek, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilkinson—21. 

NAYS---Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Grecn, Hale, 
Lane, Latham, Powell, and Wilson—9, 

Mr. HALE, Iask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to offer a resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
for information, . 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Let it be read 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy he instructed } 


to inform the Senate if the pay of the master workmen at 
the several navy-yards, or any of them, has been varied 
from a per diem compensation to an annual salary; and if 
80, when that was done; how many master workmen at 
each yard have been thas varied; what was the necessity 


of the change; and by authority of what law was the į 


change made. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 object to the 
resolution. 

Mr. LATHAM. I desire to ofera resolution, 
and if it is objected to, I will let it lie over. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It cannot be passed, as 
there is not a quorum. . 

Mr. LATHAM. [ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then,I give notice that I 
shall offer it to-morrow morning. 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate ad- 
ourn. 
: Mr. FESSENDEN. On that question I ask 
for the yeas and nays. There is a quorum pres- 


4i 


| Pearce, Polk, and Poweil—6. 


| Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28. 


| Suggest that there is no quorum voting. 


| willvote upon the bill, adjourn, or do something. 
| Ltis absolutely disgraceful to the Senate, the way 
; We are getting on. 


‘9; as follows: 


! until the Senate can come to order? It is impos- 


ent. Gentlemen who made specches on this.ques- 
tion and some of whom are present, do not choose 
to vote. Task for the yeas-and nays on the .ques- 
tion of adjournment. : 

Mr. LATHAM. I hope the resolution I offered 
will be read for information. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read it for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after the 26th instant, the Senate 
take a recess daily, till Congress adjourns, from five, p. m., 
to seven, p.m. 

Mr. PEARCE. I object to its being consid- 
ered now. 

Mr. LATHAM. Ido no not ask its present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky, 
that the Senate adjourn; on which the yeas and 
nays have been asked for. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 6, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Hempbiil, Johnson of Arkansas, 


BT? 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Douglas, Darke, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Kennedy, 
King, Latham, Morrill, Rice, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understand this is the 


last amendment, or the last but one, to be offered; 
and we had better finish this bill. There is a 
quorum here; and I hope gentlemen will vote, and 


let us put the bill on its passage. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


Mr. POWELL. There has not, except when 
the roll was called, been a quorum within the 
Chamber for three hours, E believe, for I have 
been counting them, I think it is outrageous for 
Senators to absent themselves so as to leave us 
without a quorum, and kcep those who are will- 
ing to sit here and attend to the business, for eight 
hours in this Chamber. I hope that. the Senate 


Mr. GREEN. I desire to ask whether my vote 
will make a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
has refused to adjourn; and the question before 
the Senate is on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GREEN. {voted on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sceretary 
will again call the roll on that amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will inquire if the rules 
of the Senate do not require all Senators to vote. 
J ask that the rule be read which requires all Sen- 
ators to vote; and, if it is the rule of the Senate, 
Í think it should be enforced. However, I will 
waive the calhas I understand there is a quorum 
voting. 

The result was then announced—yeas 26, nays 


YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, Chan- 
dler, Collamer, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, Ken- 
nedy, King, Morriil, Pearce, Polk, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilkinson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Green, Hale, Hemp- 
hill, Latham, Powell, Rice, and Wilson—9, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have one other amendment 
to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porr.) 
Will the Senator from Maryland pause a moment 


sible to transact business unless the Senate’ come | 
to order. The Chair begs Senators to take their 
seats, and let us have that kind of order which will 
enable us to go on with business with dispatch | 
and understandingly. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have one other amendment, 
which I certainty would not offer to this bill at 
this time if it were possible to have it applied to 
any other bill, or to get it through Congress at 
this session. It relates to the law for taking the | 
census, and apportioning Representatives. Lwill-/ 
state, before sending it to the Chair, the object of | 
it. The census act of 1850 directs the mannerin | 
which the apportionment of Representatives shall 


ibe made; and it directs the population of the |! 


‘resentatives. in, the. House of Represen 


_why I doso, 


country to be divided -by.two hundred: and thirtys 
three, to obtain the ratio of Fepresentation, t 
nothing of fractions for the. present. . 
since the act of 1850 was passed;.so3 
have been admitted into the Uniony-a 
of there being two hundred and:thirty= 
AVE 
there were at that:time, there are wo hundre 
thirty-eight. I wish to make the numberby wh 
the population ofthe United States-shall be 
vided, -so -as to: get: the ‘ratio of representation 
divisible by the present number. of: Representa- 
tives in the House of Representatives, two hune 
dred and thirty-eight, instead of twoihundredand 
thirty-three; and I will state frankly to the Senate 
I have presented to:them one ¢on- 
sideration; and I have stated: that-is the present 
number of the House of Representatives: Fdo 
not want to. reduce: them; and if that -ratio-be 
adopted, it will have the effect of allowing several 
States in the Union, which otherwise would lose 
one member, to retain that member: -There are 
two hundred and thirty-eight members in :thé 
House. ae Pipatti 
Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to ask- the- gentle» 
man if he gains one for Maryland; and whether 
we have got to lose onein Vermont? os.» 
Mr. PEARCE, No; you willnot lose any. by 
the operation of my amendment. I will-teli.the 
Senator frankly what States will save a member 
by it: New York will save one, Maryland. one, 
South Carolina one: i Rad oh 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. ; Mr. President, 
if the Senator will allow me, I donot. think the 
rule ought always to. be to suit the strong and 
prostrate the weak. If any change in the old law 
be made, as applied to the’strong,and it certainly 
would not otherwise be made : 
Mr. PEARCE. If my friend willallow me, I 
did not yield the foor; I have not finished my 
remarks. e AR 
This proposition will prevent the State of New 
York losing one member, Maryland losing one, 
South Carolina losing one, and Kentucky losing 
one. I forget the other State; there are five, 
With this explanation, I send the amendment to 
the Chair, and ask that it be read. . ae gh ni 
Mr. CLARK. I will inquire of the Senator if 
any States will lose one by that proposition’? 
Mr. PEARCE.. It docs not occasion any single 
State to lose one; but it includes States with largos 
ractions... My own State would: gain one Rep- 
resentative, e have: a-fraction of over‘ sixty 
thousand. baby ye afta? 
The Secretary read the amendment, to insert 
the following as a new section: siej 
And be il further enacted, That instead of using the numi 
ber two hundred and thirty-three, which is. prescribed by 
the twenty-fifth section of the “Act providing forthe taking 
of the seventh aud subsequent censuses’ of the United 
States, aud to fix the number of the members of the House 
of Representatives, and to provide for their future appor~ 
tionment among the several States,” as a divisor by which 
to determine the ratio of representation of each State in the 
Congress of the United States, a number corresponding with 
and equal to the number of ‘Representatives from the. sev- 
eral States composing the House of Representatives:at the 
time of declaring the apportionment, shall hereafter be used 
as the divisor by which the ratio of representation shal} he 
determined; and that the loss in the number of members 
caused by the fractions remaining in the several States on 
the division of the population thereof, shail be compensated 
for by assigning to so many States having the largest frac~ 
tions, one additional member each for its fraction, as may 
be necessary to make the whole number of Representatives 
equal to the number composing the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States at the time of the apportionment. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will say, in 
regard to this amendment—and I think it-is enti- 
tled to the consideration of Senators—that there is 
a rule upon the subject, which has-been acted upon 


| for some considerable time, arranging the repre~ 


sentation of the different States in the House of 
Representatives. That rule, if adhered to, as it 
was first introduced by Mr. Vinton, of Ohio, in 
the House of Representatives, is fair and jast: It 
has been adhered to hitherto; but now, when itis 
found, in the action of that rule—although framed 
for the benefit of the heavicr and stronger States, 
as I have thought; but I will not-throw an impu- 
tation against him on that point—when itis-found 
that it will fall now, whether it did then or not, 
against the heavier and stronger States, we are 
asked to change the rule, so as to give the frac- 
tions against the weaker States. I think sucha 
proposition is not consistent with the sense of jus- 
tice, either of this or the other side of the Cham- 
ber. That is what I donot like; and for one, rép- 
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elves no.accession but one 
mation d do not like it If that 
sito be gobbled up by abigger- State, and 

‘State isthe State of Maryland; I do 


is now. entitled: to more- than double the repre- 
sentation.on'the floorof the House of Represent- 
tives; when this apportionment. and this census 
shall.be carried into operation. It cannot be car- 
ried:into-operation until. the next Congresg; and 
yg J know full well that my State will have the 
‘benefit of being double in its population, it will 
not have the benefit of having its representation 
‘increased in. proportion. think, therefore, this 
rule, having feen made at first, should beadhered 
to to the last, and there should. be no change made 
in`it-in order to suit some of the strong and pòw- 
erful States. Daey gta 

Now, this is the position in which I find myself 
here, representing my own State. My represent- 
ative position with you will be very short; it 1s 
limited to an: hour; but, in that space of time, I 
do not wish to see my State curtailed. Now, 
will Senators.agree by changing the regulation as 
to fractions, that thereshall be transferred a rep- 
resentation to one member of the House of Rep- 
¥esentatives from one State to another? I know, 
if it is done, that increased representation will 
be obtained by a State that is not entitled to it by 
the regular rale that has existed heretofore. Such 
must be the result, if we agree to the alteration 
and change that is now proposed to be made in 
the. present law.: 1 do not believe that such a 
change canbe made. In this state of the case, 
and with this feeling, I protest that Senators shall 
not change the rule to suit the strong, and to pros- 
trate the weak, 

. Mr. KENNEDY. I am entirely certam that 
if my honored- and distinguished friend from Ark- 

-ansas understood this casc, he would not have 
made the remarks he has done. Iam sure he 
entirely: misapprehends the effect of the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague. Lam entirely sure 
that he is one of the very last members of the Sen- 
ate who would be willing, in any possible state of 
the case, to put the minority States, as they now 
stand, ina worse position than they are. The 
State of Maryland is asking you simply to adopt 
a rule that will apply equally. to the States of the 
North, and which does not decrease her repre- 
sentation here. So far as the effect of the amend- 
ment offered by my honorable colleague operates 
upon the representation of the State of Maryland, | 
I leave for him. to explain, who, Iam perfectly 
sure, can enlighten my friend from Arkansas very 
much better than Ican. [thas exactly the oppo- 
site effect, as I understand it, from the views hat 
my friend from Arkansas bas submitted, and I 
trast that he will not continue his opposition to 
this amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. I desire to say only this: sev- 
eral fractions will be represented in the House of 
Representatives under the law as it stands, en- 
acted in 1850. The operation of my amendment 
is to increase the number of members in the 
House by the addition of five, which brings it up | 
to its present number—two hundred and thirty- 
three being the number in 1850. Now, this in- 
crease will represent five more fractions, and those 
fractions will be divided, as I said before, between | 
New. York, Illinois, Maryland, South Carolina, 
and Kentucky. Two additional members, by the | 
operation ofthe amendment, will be given to two | 
large States; three additional members will be | 
given to three of the smaller States; but in no 
single case does it diminish the rate of represent- 
ation of any one of the States of the Union, large 
or small.. Lt does not-diminish the representation | 
of Arkansas, or that of any other State; but sim- | 
ply gives five additional members for the large | 
fractions found in New York, Illinois, Maryland, 
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South Carolina, and Kentucky. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I should like 


to ask the Senator a question, and it is this: 
whether, in contemplating these fractions, the 
fraction which belongs to the State of Arkansas 
is entirely excluded? Will he tell me how small 
that fraction is, that it has no consideration? I 
believe it to be largely over one half what would 
entitle us to a Representative. _ 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator is mistaken. If 
it is so much as that, she gets a Representative for 
it. Every State that hasa fraction over a half will 
get a Representative for it. na 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam exceedingly sorry 
to have this proposition introduced at this stage; 
for the chairman of the committee must perceive 
that by ii he imperils the bill, as we are going to 
have a long debate upon it. Etis simply a prop- 
osition, because certain States happen to have 
large fractions, to increase the number of mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, by which 
they may get an additional Representative. My 
idea is, that we must take our luck as it comes 
along with reference to those things; and it is 
hardly worth while to change the number fixed 
by law on great considerations, simply because it 
happens that some States will have the advan- 
tage of it. I have no objection to its going one 
way or the other. I hope we shall adhere to the 
rule we have adopted, and take the law as itis. 
At all events, I hope we shall not endeavor to 
change it by putting, at this hour of the night, on 
an appropriation bill, legislation of this import- 
ance, Certainly, it would want to be considered 
with great care. It comes upon us by entire sur- 

wise. Senators have had no chance to look into 
it in any shape or form. It ought to be referred 
to a committee, and considered carefully before 
it is adopted; certainly, when we change a well- 
considered system, or attempt to change it in this 
way. I hope, therefore, that it will be rejected 
by the Senate. ` 

Mr. POWELL. Imove that the Senate ad- 
journ;and upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We can dispose of this 
bill in a short time. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. KENNEDY. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senate have just 
refused to order the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question, 
and declared that the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. POWELL. There is no quorum voting, 

Mr. KENNEDY. 1s it not competent that I 
should ask for the yeas and nays at any time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that the yeas and nays were 
demanded, and refused. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

The question being put, there were on a divis- 
ion—ayes 11, noes 20; no quorum voting. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. [* Oh, not] 

Mr. POWELL. Lask my friend from Mary- 
land to withdraw that motion. I move that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms be ordered to go for absent Sen- 
ators. We have been here for four hours with- 
out aquorum, I believe, except fora few moments 
ata time. 

Mr. KENNEDY. 
tion. 

The Senate refused to adjourn; there being, on 
a division—ayes 5, noes 29. 

Mr. POWELL. If the Senate is to sit here 
until daylight, without a quorum to do business, 
I think it very hard upon those who are to sit in 
their seats and desire to do the business of the 
country. I now renew my motion that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed to go for absent Sena- 
tors. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Lask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment which was offered. There 
is a quorum here, if Senators will vote. 

Mr. POWELL. If my friend from Hlinois will 
allow me, it was tried, and there was no quorum 
here. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They did notvote. Ifwe 
have the ycas and nays, and Senators will vote, 
we shall havea quorum. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois asks for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. HALE. I think the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky is in order; but I was going to 
suggest to the Senator, if he will allow me—— 


Ido not withdraw my mo- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Kentucky to with- 
draw the motion for the purpose of having the 
yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. POWELL. No, sir; I did not withdraw it. . 

Mr. HALE. I want to suggest to my friend 
from Kentucky, that the form in which he puts 
itis more peremptory than the Senate is in the 
habit of doing. The ordinary message. that the 
Senate sends to absent members is, that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed to request the attend- 
ance of abscnt Senators. . 

Mr. POWELL. Iam perfectly willing to mod- 
ify my motion, and use the word * request.” 

Mr. HALE. I hope it will be put in that form. 

Mr.POWELL. I willdoit, with great pleasure. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This question is not stated 
exactly as I understand it. I understood it to be 
ruled by the permanent Presiding Officer of the 
Senate, that if there was a quorum assembled in 
the day ’ssitting, there was no power in the Senate, 
if they found themselves without a quorum after- 
wards, to compel Senators to attend,and he cannot 
doit. Therefore, it is a matter of form, merely. 

Mr. PEARCE. Wil the Senator from Ver- 
mont allow me a moment? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Certainly. 

Mr. PEARCE. I perceive my amendment will 
not be carried, and 1 will notdetain the Senate on 
account of it. If they will allow me, I wil! with- ` 
draw jt. (“Agreed i «* Agreed D’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. POWELL. I madea motion that has not 
been disposed of, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be 
directed to notify absent Senators to appear in this 
Chamber. Evidently there has not been a quorum 
here for the last three hours. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is evidently a quo- 
rum here now. 

Mr. PEARCE. I really hope that motion will 
not be agreed to. Ihave been here since a little 
after nine o’clock this morning until this hour, 
without food or refreshment of any sort, except 
a glass of cold water, and I do not want to be kept 
waiting for absent members. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Kentucky to with- 
draw the motion; but it seems he did not. The 
question, therefore, is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
be directed to request the absent members of the 
Senate to attend its session forthwith. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to put it to the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, as a practical 
man, as it is now almost eight o’clock, to with- 
draw that motion. There is evidently a quorum 
present. We are just ready to take a vote on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. POWELL. I will demand the yeas and 
nayson my motion, and that will test the ques- 
tion whether there is a quorum. 

Several Sewarons. Let us have the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. POWELL. Very well. Then I will ask 
fur the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator withdraw his other motion? 

Mr. POWELL. I am worn out by sitting here 
when there is no quorum present, 1 am tired of 
it, and do not intend to submit to it any longer, 
without letting the country know who it is that 
are absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator withdraw his motion? 

Mr. POWELL. I do; and ask for the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. LATHAM. On that question the yeas 
and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resultced—ycas 29, nays 4; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bragg, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, 
Latham, Morrill, Pearce, Poik, Powell, Rice, Simmons, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Green, Johnson of Arkansas, 
and King—4. 


So the bill was passed. 
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think not. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to take up the Colorado 
bill, which lies upon the desk of the President. 

Mr. POWELL. I suggest that there was not 
a qarun voting on the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thirty-four 
Senators voted. 

Mr. POWELL. That is just half the number 
of Senators. There are thirty-four States. 

Mr. PEARCE. The other State has not sent 
Senators here yet. 

THE TARIFF. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to all the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill of the House (No. 338) to pro- 
vide for the payment of outstanding Treasury 
notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes, with 
the exception of the tenth amendment of the Sen- 
ate; and had agreed to the said tenth amendment 
with an amendment. 

Also, that the House insists upon its amend- 
ment to the said tenth amendment of the Senate 
to the bill, asks a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Joux Suerman of Ohio, Mr. Jous 
S.Puevrs of Missouri, and Mr. James K. Moor- 
uean of Pennsylvania, managers at the same on 
the part of the House. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting, in answer to resolutions of 
the Senate, of the 17th and 18th of February, 
1858, a report of the Secretary of State, with the 
documents accompanying it, on the subject of the 
Aves Island; which, on motion of Mr. FOSTER, 
was ordered to lie on the table,and.be printed. 


TERRITORY OF COLORADO. 


Mr. GREEN. I move to take up the bill to 
providea territorial organization for the Territory 
of Colorado, for the purpose of making it the 
special order. for to-morrow, at twelve o’clock; 
and I give notice I shall then bring up the bill for 
the organization of Dakota. I understand it is 
the desire of the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, at one o’clock, to take up an appropri- 
ation bill. I think I can get through with these 
territorial bills in half an hour. I want to send 
them to the House of Representatives to-morrow. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Take them up at eleven 
o'clock. : 

Mr. WADE. Why not take them up now? 

Mr.GREEN. Tam willing totakethemupnow, 
or I am willing to take them up at half past eleven 
o’clock to-morrow. I will say half past eleven 
o’clock to-morrow, if there be no objection. [‘* No 
objection !”?] ‘Shen I move that the bill for the 
organization of a territorial government for the 
Territory of Colorado be taken up, and made the 
special order for to-morrow at half past eleven 
o’clock. ` 

The motion was agreed to; and the further con- 


sideration of the bill (S. No. 366) to provide fora | 


temporary government for the Territory of Colo- 
rado was postponed to and made the order of the 
day for to-morrow at half past cleven o’clock. 


DAILY RECESS. 


Mr. LATHAM. I desire to offer a resolution; | 


and ask its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Senate take a recess daily, on and 
after the 26th of February, trom five o’clock, p. m., to seven 
o'clock, pe me, until Congress adjourns. 

Mr. PEARCE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poux in 
the chair.) Objection being made, the resolution 
cannot be considered to-day. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILI. 

Mr. PEARCE. Now, I move to take up the 
bill making appropriations for the support of the 
Acmy, for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 


ia 


gel 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H.R. No. 899) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862. 


MASTER WORKMEN OF NAVY-YARDS. 


Mr. HALE. I introduced a resolution of in- 
quiry, a little while ago, but the Senator from 

rkansas [Mr. Jounson] objected. He has with- 
drawn his objection, and consented that the reso- 
lution should pass. It is simply a resolution of 
inquiry. I hope it will be considered now. 

There being no objection, the following resolu- 
tion was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Seerctary of the Navy be instructed 
to inform the Senate if the pay of the master workmen at 
the several navy-yards, or any of them, has been raised 
from the perdiem compensation to an annual salary; and, 
if so, when was it done; how many master workmen at 
cach yard bave thus been raised; what was the necessity 
of tie change; and by what authority of what law was the 
change made. 

THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I rise for the 
purpose of inquiring what has become of the res- 
olutions introduced by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Crirrenpven,] which provide fora 
settlement of the questions involved in the present 
crisis, which were to have been taken up to-day at 
one o'clock? ] understand that subject was post- 
poned until one o’clock to-day, and I should like 
to know what has become of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will 
inform the Senator from Tennessce that the un- 
finished business of yesterday—which was the 
appropriation bill just now disposed of—having 
priority, crowded that out. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I simply want 
to know whenthat proposition will come up again. 
Is it subject to the call of a Senator, or does it lie 
over indefinitely ? What has become of it? I feel 
anxious to know how that question has been 
disposed of. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Tennessee that it goes 
over, but it can be taken wp on motion, as any 
other business. 

EXTRADITION CASE. 


Mr.GREEN. Loffereda resolution of inquiry, 
which was objected to under a mistake, with ref- 
erence to the case of Anderson, who was arrested 
in Canada. J ask that it be taken up now, and 
adopted. = 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Not to-night. 

Mr. GREEN. There will be no debate upon 

If there is, I will let it lie over. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I will not make any ob- 
jection to it, of course, 

The motion to take up the resolution was agreed 


o. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 
Mr. GREEN. Let this resolution pass. 
Several Senarors. Read the resolution. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois insist on the motion to adjourn? 
Mr. TRUMBULL, Yes, sir. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. How does the 
Senator get the floor to make the motion? 
Mr. GREEN. I was on the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


it. 


if 


-state to the Senator from Tennessee, that he un- 


derstood him to make his inquiry, and then, after 
that, the Senator from Missouri was recognized, 
and made a motion. That motion was put and 
carried; and then, pending the question upon the 
resolution which was taken up on that motion, 
the Senator from Llinois made a motion to 
adjourn 


H 


Searts..1..No. 75: 


Mr. SUMNER. -There is no objection t 
resolution. me Rel ny oon 
Mr. TRUMBULL. | 1 withdraw my motio 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question, 
is on the adoption of the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Missouri. E a cee 
Mr. TRUMBULL. We have:not heard it read 


yet. Se ALE k i 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Let the resolution be read: 
The Seeretary read it, as follows ii otia 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the, public interest, to. 
communicate to the Senate a copy of any correspondence 
which may have taken place between this Government.and 
that of her Britannic Majesty, and of any dispatches which 
may have been received from the United States minister at 
London, relative to the extradition of one Anderson, aman 
of color, charged with the commission of the crime of mur- 
der in the State of Missourt. pary 

The resolution was adopted. nya Bal 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. EEOSE 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I believe I 
have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The-question 
is on the adjournment. : Beane 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I withdraw it, if the Sen- 
ator is on the floor. pie ee he 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. All I wish to 
say, in conclusion, is, that I hope the resolutions 
introduced by the Senator from Kentucky, which 
were the last subject under consideration, may be 
called up. The public has been advertised, and 
notice has been given, that a speech was to be 
made, and a reply, and Iam. in hopes that that 
subject.will not get the go-by. I feel exceeding! 
anxious that the public should be gratified: This 
is all I wishtosay. 1 amin hopes that thatsub- 
ject will be cailed up in time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. Now, Mr. President, I 
renew my motion that (Re Senate do now adjourh. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon, 
(at five minutes to eight o’clock) the Senate 
adjourned 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. |: 
Monnay, February 25, 1861.. 
The House met at ten o’clock, a.m, 0 e 
The Journal of Saturday last was read ‘and 
approved. goon pE 
r. ELIOT. Lask unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole be discharged from 
the further consideration of Senate bill No. 501. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The understanding was that 
we were to go into the Committee of the Wholeon 
the state of the Union on the tariff this morning 
Imove that the House resolve itselfinto the Com-. 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. ` 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SICKLES. Task the gentleman to give 
way to allow me to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will do so, 

Mr. SICKLES, Mr. Speaker, at the sitting 
of the House on the 19th of February, the hon- 
orable member from Ohio [Mr. Braxe] presented 
a resolution of inquiry in reference to some acts 
attributed in the body of the resolution to a Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. I interposed an objection to 
the consideration of the resolution. Edid so with- 
out any reference to the subject-matter, except so 
far as that I observed it proposed an inquiry. upon 
the part of this House into the conduct ofa mem- 
ber of the codrdinate branch of Congress, which 
I considered unconstitutional, unbecoming, and 
‘improper. That was the sole and only reason of 
my objection. My attention has since been called 
to the fact that I interposed that i by the 
honorable Senator referred to, and I have been 
requested by him to withdraw the objection, and 
to say to the honorable member from: Ohio, that 
whenever. he shall see fit to bring up the subject 
again, it will, at all events, encounter no objec- 
tion from the same source; and in doing this, I 
have not changed my original pòsition as to the 
impropriety of the introduction of such subjects 
here. no 

Mr. BLAKE. I desireto say a single word it 
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e gentleman from New York. In intro- 
yat resolution I had no intention of cast~ 
ing’ an putation upon.the honorable Senator 
whom he refers. I found; on examination, that 
entleman had a claim of $24,300, which had 
s he Winnebago annuity fund with- 
hrough the hands of the accounting 

asury. I designated it in, the 
aim ‘of the assignee of Hon. 
1g; because [knew no-other way of 

-e EPdid not say that Mr. Rice had 
à nviection with the matter whatever. 1 never 
théuzht of casting any imputation upon him; but 
wished to inquire into the facts in regard 
traction of the sum of $24,300 from the 
annuities ofthe Winnebagoes, and the payment of 
it to a'gentleman in the city of Washington with- 
out the claim passing the accounting officers of the 
Treasury. => ce . 
“Mr. SICKLES.. I am very glad to hear from 
the gentleman from Ohio that'he did notintend to 
¢ast any imputation upon the Senator from Min- 
nesota. I will simply observe, in reference to the 
subject-matter of the resolution, that, having made 
some inquiry into it myself, I have only to say to 
the gentleman that, on inquiry at the proper De- 
partment, he could, in five minutes, have obtained 
all the information he desired. 
Mr. BLAKE. I wish-to say, in reply to the 
gentleman from New York, that I made applica- 
tion at the propor Department, and when the re- 
port comes here from that Department, I shall beg 
eave to be heard in regard to its 
Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say a few words 
in regard to this matter. The gentleman from 
New York is mistaken. The resolution of the 
gentleman from Ohio did not propose an inquiry 
by this House. ‘It. merely called on the acting 
Secretary of the Interior for information as to the 
reason why this money was paid over without 
going through the hands of the regular accounting 
Officers. He assured me, soon after the resolution 
passed, that he intended ‘no reflection on the Sena- 
torfrom Minnesota. I am assured by the Sena- 
tor that he knows nothing of ‘this transaction; 
that this:claim against the Government, or the 
Winnebago Indians, waf assigned by him ten 
years ago. He was not aware that the money 
ad been paid over. He stated that it was of no 
benefit or interest to him, directly or indirectly. 

For the information of my friend from Ohio, 
and of other gentlemen here, I will state that I 
have called at the Indian bureau, and made 1n- 
quiries in regard to this matter, and have been 
informed by the Commissioncr of Indian Affairs 
that money is repeatedly paid out in the same 
way as this has been paid out. When the vouch- 
ers are received, they are submitted to the Second 
Auditor and acted on by him. This is done every 
day by the different Departments. This money 
does not come out of the Treasury of the United 
States, but out of the Indian trust fund—out of 
~ money which the Government owes to the Win- 

-pebago indians—to pay a debt due by those In- 

ians to the assignees of this claim 
Mr. Greenwood, the Commissioner of Indian 


Affairs, also informed me that Senator Rier, | 


through a false delicacy, (as the Commissioner 
termed it,) has never mentioned the subject of 
this claim to either the Secretary of the Interior 
or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, since he 
hag been a member of either branch of Congress; 
and the Commissioner also informed me that he 
had never, until very recently, given any atten- 
tion to or investigated this claim; that he had 
lately given ita thorough examination, and satis- 
fied himself that itis a just and honest clainn. 

Mr. SICKLES., Jam glad that satisfactory 
exyilanation has been clicited. 

CRITTENDEN COMPROMISE. 

‘Mr. KILLINGER., I ask leave to present the 
memorial of two hundred and seventy-two citizens 
of Lebanon county, Pennsylvania, praying the 
adoption of the Crittenden compromise, or some 
ether conciliatory measure. 
on the table. 

It was so ordered. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF NATIONAL OBSERVATORY. | 


Mr. HATTON, I ask unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 


Resotved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States in Congress assembled, That so much of 


the act entitled An act to Increase and regulate the pay i 


lask that it be laid | 


iof the Navy of the United States,” approved Ist-of June, 
1860; as relates to the pay of the ‘present Superintendentof 
the National Observatory; be so construed as to place that 
officer-ow the same footing in respect to-the amount of pay 
only, with the chiefs of bureaus in the Navy Department. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The tariff bill has 
to go out of committee at one o’clock; and we are 
now-losing the time which should be devoted to 
it. F must object. - 


Mr. HATTON. I 
object. š 
The question was taken on Mr, SHERMAN ’s 


motion; and it was agreed to. 
: - TARIFF BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Conrax in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the Senate amendments to the bill 
(H. R. No. 338) to provide for the payment of 
outstanding Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, 
to regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes; the question being on the cighth 
amendment of the Senate, to strike out the fol- 
lowing section: : 

“See. 4. And beit further enacted, That the faith of the 


United States is hereby pledged for the due payment of the 
i* interest and the redemption of the principal of said stock.’? 


| To which Mr. Pretrs had offered a pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask leave to withdraw my 
amendment. 1 want no vote upon it. 

The amendment to the amendment was with- 
drawn. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 


Ninth amendment: 

Section five, line two, strike out the words “ October 
next,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ April, 1861 5” 
so as to levy the new duties on the Ist of April, 1861. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by substituting the words ‘‘July, 1861.” 
That will be the first day of the ensuing fiscal 
year; and I think that that is the proper time for 
it, L have no argument to make on the subject. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri. If the levy- 
ing of these new duties is to be postponed till the 
lst of July, we might as well postpone it fora 
whole year; for not only will the importations for 
the spring trade be made before July, but so also 
will the importations for the fall and winter trade. 
I therefore hope the amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri will not be agreed to. 

The question was taken on Mr. Preps’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment; and it was concurred in. 


~ Tenth amendment: 


Seetion five, line nine, &e., strike out the following: 
“On raw sugar, commonly called Muscovado or brown 
sugar, not advanced beyond its raw state by claying, boil- 
ing, clarifying, or other process, 1 cent- per pound; on sirup 
of sugar, or of sugar cane, and concentrated molasses, or 
concentrated melado,} cent per pound ; on white and clayed 
sugars, when advanced beyond the raw state, not above 
|| number twelve, Dutch standard, by claying, boiling, clari- 
fying, or other process, and not yet refined, l cent per pound; 
advanced above number twelve, Dutch standard, and not 
yet refined, 1} cent per pound; on refined sugars, whether 
loaf, lump, crushed, or pulverized, 24 cents per pound; on 
sugars, after being refined, when they have been tinctured, 
\| colored, or in any way adulterated, and on sugar candy, 5 
i| cents per pound; on confectionary of all kinds, not other- 
i| Wise provided for, 30 per centum ad valorem 3 on molasses, 
|| 4 cents per gallon: Provided, ‘That all sirups of sugar, or 
\| of sugar cane, concentrated molasses, or concentrated me~ 
lado, entered under the denomination of molasses, or any 
other appellation than sirup of sugar or of sugar cane, con- 
centrated molasses, or concentrated melado, shati be liable 
to forfeiture to the United States: Provided, That an in- 
spection, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, shal} be made of all sugars and mo- 
lasses imported irom foreign countries, in order to prevent 
frauds, and the introduction of sugars, sirup of sugar, sirup 
! of cane, concentrated Mholasses, or concentrated melado, 

or bottling sirup, under the title of molasses, or in any other 
manner 3’? and insert, in licu thereof, the following: 

On raw sugar, commonly called Museovado or brown 
sugar, noLadvanced beyond the raw state by claying or other 
process; and on sirup of sugar or of sugar cane, and con- 
centrated molasses or concentrated melado, and on white 
and clayed sugars, when advanced beyond the raw state 
by claying or other process, and not refined, } cent per 
pound; on refined sugars, whether loaf, lump, crushed, or 
pulverized, 2 cents per pound ; on sugars, after being refined, 
when they are tinctured, colored, or in any way adulterated, 
| and on sugar candy, 4 cents per pound: Provided, 'That ail 
sirups of sugar or of sugar cane, concentrated molasses or 
melado, entered under cue name of molasses, or any other 
name than sirup of sugar or of sugar cane, concentrated 
molasses or concentrated melado, shall be Hable to for- 


hope the gentleman will not 


feiture to the United States; on molasses, 2 cents per gal- 
Jon; on confectionary of all kinds, not otherwise provided 
for, 30 per centum ad valorem, 


Second: On coffee, 14. cent per pound; on tea, when 
imported from any port or place beyond the Cape of: Good 
Hope, 4 cents per pound; whenimported from any point or 
place this side of the Cape of Good Hope, other than in the 
country where produced, 4 cents per pound, and an addi- 
tion thereto of 10 per centuin ad valorem: Provided, That 
whenever the ‘Treasury notes and bonds of the United 
States, which have been, or shal! be, issued, under the au- 
thority of any laws, or parts of laws, passed between the 
4th day of March, 1857, and the 4th day of March, 1861, shall 
be redeemed and paid, the President of the United States 
is hereby authorized to make proclamation that the afore- 
said articles of tea and coffee may be imported into the Uni- 
ted States, exempt and free from the specific duties herein 
imposed: Provided, T'hat the duties on tea and coffee here- 
by imposta shail cease from and after the 30th of June, 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to strike out all that 
portion of the tenth amendment of the Senate, 
now under consideration, which places a tax on 
tea and coffee, from line fifty-three to line seventy, 
inclusive, of the printed bill and amendment; and 
I do hope that the committee will not concur in 
this amendment of the Senate. Tea and coffee, 
sir, are, from their universal use, articles of prime 
and actual necessity, every class of society in 
every section of our country, the high and the low, 
the rich and the poor, are in a great degree de- 
pendent for their comfortable subsistence on these 
wholesome and nutritious beverages, and they 
should never be. the subjects of taxation, unless it 
is made actually unavoidable by some overruling 
emergency. They have never before been even 
proposed to be taxed as a source of revenue, eX- 
cept in times of actual war; and I protest, in the 
name of my constituents, and in the name of the 
whole country, against making them now a sub- 
ject of taxation. ‘They should stay, as they now 
are, in the free list. Certainly the $109,000,000 
now at the disposal of the incoming Administra- 
tion is enough to enable them to carry on the Gov- 
ernment without taxing every pound of tea and 
coffee that may be used in the whole land. I 
again earnestly protest against it, and call upon 
gentlemen of all parties, and from all sections, to 
come to my aid, and assist me in defeating this 
unjust and injurious tax upon the very necessa- 
ries of life. 1 cannot, sir, in the five minutes to 
which this debate has been limited, go into a more 
elaborate discussion of it; but will notify the com- 
mittee that I shall call fora separate vote on this 
portion of thisamendmentin the House, and upon 
which I hope the House will give me a vote by 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORRILL. I confess, Mr. Chairman, 
that to the whole of this Senate amendment I have 
very strong objections; and it is only from the 
necessity under which the Government lies to raise 
more revenue than we shall probably be able to 
raise without this tax on tea and coffee, that I 
should be willing to consent to it. The importa- 
tions for the coming year, under any circum- 
stances in which the country may be placed, must 
be vastly diminished. I should be opposed to this 
amendment, because I think it is wrong in prin- 
ciple and also on technical grounds—thatis to say, 
in its description of sugar. In the first place, there 
is no possible way by which you can levyaduty 
onclayed sugars properly, differing so much as 
they do in value, without describing them in the 
usual commercial terms well known among mer- 
cantile men. This Senate amendment provides 


| the same duty on all clayed sugars, while some 


are worth almost as muchas loaf sugar, and others 
not more than half as much as common Musco- 
vado. That is entirely wrong in principle. 

There is another reason why I should be op- 
posed to this amendment. [think that the reduc- 
tion of duty on molasses to 2 cents is too low, 
and we need all the revenue we can legitimately 
command. The only amendment in regard to 
that matter which I would have favored would 
have been to admit sour molasses at a less rate 
than swect molasses. Such molasses as is ordi- 
narily used for the manufacture of sugar and of 
rum, and for nothing else, might be very well 
taxed less, when we know that its cost is often 
diminished in price very largely in consequence 
of its changed condition. 

There is another portion of the amendment to 
which I do notlike to assent, and to which I only 
assent in the hope of having some early supple- 
mental legislation on the subject. That is in re- 
gard to the coffee and tea trade beyond the Cape 
of Good Hope. It is well known that some of 
our teas have to be transported from Japan to 
China in order to be packed. Tt is unreasonable 
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that these teas should pay a higher duty than 
those teas which come directly from the country 
of their growth. This description ought to have 
been, “beyond the Cape of Good Hope,” and 
nothing more. The same objection applies to 
some of our trade with the half-civilized islands 
of Ceelebesand Borneo. . Because the products of 
these islands may have been first shipped to some 
port in India, they ought not to be subject toany 
higher duty than though directly imported from 
the country where produced. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to think that 
we had better take this bill as it is, rather than 
run the risk of sending it back to the Senate. I 
am therefore willing to assent to this amendment, 
in the hope, as I have already said, that at an 
early nyoment we can supply some supplementary 
legislation on the subject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to reduce the duty 
on tea to 2 cents. I do so for the purpose of ex- 
pressing my views very briefly in regard to the 

roposed duty on tea and coffee, Standing by 
itself, I am entirely opposed toa duty of this kind, 
inasmuch as there is no carresponding: benefit to 
inure to the products of the country. By impos- 
ing a duty on tea and coffee you will, in my judg- 
ment, levy a tax to be paid by theconsumer. Iam 
one of those who believe in the doctrine of protec- 
tion to every branch of American industry; and I 
think we can raise revenue enough to meet the 
expenses of the Government by distributing the 
duties to be imposed upon such articles as come 
into competition with the mineral, agricultural, 
and other branches of the industry of the country. 
Standing by itself, therefore, 1 should be opposed 
to this amendment of the Senate, as I would be 
opposed to any duty upon any article which does 
not come into competition with any branch of 
American industry. Butitis urged that itis neces- 
sary, in the present distracted state of the coun- 
try; and [ am induced to withhold all objection to 
this item, because I find embodied inthe bill prin- 
ciples which I regard as of vast importance to 
the country. It changes the system of ad valorem 
duties to specific, which I hold to bea principle of 
primary importance. And, more than that, it pro- 
tects all the leading staples of the industry of the 
country ina way that is entirely satisfactory to 
meand to my constituents, 

Therefore, believing that if this bill is required 
to go to a committee of conference between the 
two Flouses, its final passage will be put in jeop- 
ardy, and that the bill may be lost, I am inclined 
to vote for all the amendments of the Senate, ob- 
jectionable as I regard many of them to be. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. SICKLES. I oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and desire to 
submit a few observations upon it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is quite obvious that gentle- 
men on the other side of the House intend to force 
through this bill in exactly its present shape, with- 
out reference to the objectionable features of any 
amendment which may be presented for our votes, 
orat least without reference to any argument that 
may be urged against the objectionable feature of 
any amendment. But, siv, I desire to put on rec- 
ord at least one or two reasons why I oppose this 
duty, and a reason or two which, £ think, must 
have contributed to the adoption of such a duty 
in the Senate. 

We need not have been told by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania Mr. [CAMPBELL] that this a 
protective tariff, and an abandonment of the rev- 
enue principle; because this amendment, which 
admits the placing of a tax upon tea and coffee, 
is of itself an admission that you expect to lose 
a large amount of revenue in consequence of the 
large amount of importation which you will ex- 
clude by the protective features that are embodied 
in this bill, Theonly way, therefore, to make up 
the deficiencies which will occur in consequence 
of the protection, which is the main feature of 
this bill, is to place taxes upon the prime neces- 
sities of life, which no party except a protective 
party would ever venture to propose. That, sir, 
is the whole explanation of this amendment. 

But, sir, wherever you can place your eye upon 
this bill, you encounter something about a loan. 
As I said before, every resort is had to every cx- 
pedient to maie up for the deficiencies which must, 


of necessity, result from the adoption of any pro- | 


tective tariff, and which gentlemen on the other 
side of the House know must result. The first 
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resort in the bill to make up these deficiencies, 
then, is to a loan; the second is to an expedient 
that is without precedent, except in time of war, 
of levying a tax upon the prime necessarics of 
life. ‘This very section contains another refer- 
ence toa loan. The pretext embodied in the 
amendment is, that the object of this tax upon tea 
and coffee is to enabie the Government to retire 
what may be due upon this loan, or upon out- 
standing Treasury notes. Sir, the juxtaposition 
may be very ingenious; you may be able to in- 
duce some people to believe it, those people who 
would celebrate ‘all fool’s day’’—on which this 
bill properly goes into operation. I say that fools 
will believe that the object of this tax on tea and 
coffee is to retire these Treasury notes; butevery 
man who looks beneath the surface will see that 
the real object is tomake up for what you deprive 
our Treasury of by the adoption of the protective 
principle, 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. [desire to ask the 


| gentleman from New York whether his objection 


to this tariff bill is because it levies a duty upon 
sugar, tea, and coffee? 

Mr. SICKLES. Thatis one, and one of the 
leading objections. But, sir, my general objection 
to the whole bill is, that it adopts, in many of its 
features, the policy of the protectionists, in viola- 
tion of the policy of all the great political parties 
of the country, if we are to believe their declara- 
tions in their platforms, for they all profess the 
policy of so adjusting the duties upon imports as 
to produce the largest amount of revenue. 

r. MOORHEAD. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from New York if he does not remember that 
ihe great financial leader of his party—thic late 
Sceretary Cobb—recommended that, in adjusting 
the duties to be levied upon imports, preference 
should be given to articles not produced in this 
country? | hope the gentleman will allow me to 
say that this is exactly in accordance with the 
recommendations of that distinguished leader of 


the Democratic party; and I am surprised that | 


any such objection should come from that side of 
the House to this amendment of the Senate. 1 
am opposed toa tax upon tea and coffee; but, 
owing to the necessities of the Treasury, produced 
by a corrupt Administration, I will vote for it. 
Mr.SICKLES. I willsay,in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that Iam glad to hear 
that he has become a convert to the free-trade 
rinciples advocated by Mr. Secretary Cobb; and 
if he will vote in accordance with that profession 
of faith upon this bill, he will be found voting side 
by side with me, all the time, against the protec- 
tive features of this tariff bill. [am afraid, how- 
ever, that I shall not be able to range my friend 
from Pennsylvania alongside with those of us on 
this side of the House in our hostility to this bill. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. CAMPBELL, by unanimous consent, | 


withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I desire to move 
an amendment to the amendment of the Senate. 
I move, in line fifty-three, to strike out ‘1; cent 
apound.’? The design which the advocates of this 
bill purport to desire to accomplish is, to increase 
the revenues of the country; but to increase these 
revenues, as it would seem, by levying duties that 
penetrate in many cases to the extent of prohibi- 
tion. In another aspect, it would seem that the 
duties Jevied in this bill, upon which an increase 
of revenuc isto be expected, are not, for the most 
part, upon the Juxuries of consumption, but upon 
the necessaries of consumption. Yet in this in- 
fliction, I discover the same objection in those 
portions of the House bill which the amendment 
of the Senate strikesout, Edopotthink the amend- 
ment of the Senate, therefore, is as objectionable, 
when compared with the House clause, as gen- 
tlemen seem to suppose. Et is unwise in all tariff 
bills to tax the necessaries of life; and most un- 
wise is it to tax by impost on sugar, coffee, and 
tea. These articles most generally used, and are 
considered almost as necessary to existence. I 
say that imposts upon all articles of necessity, or 
which contribute to the progress of art and civili- 
zation, have ever been, and should be, ever care- 
fully avoided byall wise and prudent legislators. 
But the amendment, objectionable as it is, is a 
great improvement upon the clause as I have just 
stated it, as contained in the House bill on the 
subject. i 

Ti is asserted by the gentleman from Vermont, 


[Mr. Morni, ] that the phraseology. of co 
merce is not adopted or pursted by the Se 
amendment. I beg leave to differ from the gen- 
Ueman on that point, The phraseology of com- 
merce is most exactly adopted; andthe Se 
amendment applies proper designations to. 
ters, which in the House bill, if they stoo 
would have no proper and specific designations 
to govern the collectors of customs. oo CATh 

Again: the House bill provides that raw sugar, 
commonly called Muscavado or brown susar, 
shall be subject to certain impositions. What 
becomes of your raw Porto Ricos? Those are 
not contained in that category, and undoubtedly 
the House clause is subject to confusion, subject 
to misconception in that regard.” The Senate 
amendment avoids that difficulty, and includes 
Porto Ricos under the sugars’ called or denomi- 
nated brawn sugar. I think thatthe Senate amend- 
ment is better in this respect. casi 

Again: the rates of duty are diminished, in 
one case, upon the raw sugar } per cent., and in 
another, upon pulverized sugar į per cent. On 
sugar tinctured, colored, or adulterated, the duty. is 
diminished 1 per cent. . These, sir, are advantages 
which are proposed to the country by the Senate 
amendment, which do not inure to it through the 
House bill. In that respect, I think itis infinitely 
better and easier to adopt the Senate amendment 
than the clause of the House bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I have afew words to say. in 
regard to the othcr proposition of the Senate amend- 
ment, and which I conceive to be more objection- 
able than those to which I have alluded. It is 
proposed at this time, and in this manner, to: sub- 
ject to a tax coffee and tea; which have not been 
taxed for these long years in any tariff which has 
been proposed by the House or the Senate of the 
United States. 

It makes a further distinction, a distinction be- 
tween teas and coffees imported from the place of 
their growth, or the place to which they have been 
exported. This provision has a place upon our 
statute-book at the present time; but it is unwise 
in regard to increasing facilities of our commerce, 
and extending the limits of our commercial inter- 
course with the remainder of the world. I refer 
to the trade in Japan teas, in reference to the im- 
portation of which into this country itis important 
and essential that they should be repacked at 
Shanghae. Ifwearenot, by unfavorable and dis- 
advantageous discriminations, to destroy the trade 
with Japan, we will strike out this amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell.] f a, 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
oppose the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York, although I did not hear his speech. I 
opposc it, because I am opposed to any amend- 
ment to this bill, so far as it can be prevented. 
Ordinarily, I would be opposed, and every man in 
this House would be opposed, to imposing a duty 
upon tea and coffee, because they are not merely 
luxuries, but necessaries of life. In the present 
exigency of the country, when the Treasury js 
bankrupt; when ithas been plundered by the out- 
going Administration—or rather.those who were 
heretofore connected with it—I think that there is 
not a constituent of any man in this House who 
would not consent to have a duty levied upon ar- 
ticles of this sort in order to extricate the country 
from bankruptcy. , i 

There is an additional reason why I oppose this 

amendment. I understood from the debate in the 
Senate—if it be proper, sir, to refer to that body— 
I understood it to be asserted by gentlemen on 
both sides of the House who had examined this 
matter—and not being controverted, I take it that 
it is incontrovertible—that even. where the duty 
has been taken off of tea and coffee, in Cuba and 
Brazil, the export duty is always laid upon these 
articles, to bring the price up to what it was be- 
fore the United States laid a duty upon them. On 
the other hand, where we place a small duty, they 
take off the export duty, and, consequently, the 
price is not increased to the consumer, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Does the gentleman say 
that Brazil has taken off her export duty on tea 
and coffee now, and for the last two or three 

ears? 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I understood it to be as- 
serted by a Senator from Pennsylvania arda Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island that, when the duty on 
tea and coffee was taken off formerly by the Con- 
gress of the United States, immediately Brazil 
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ere not so, if there was an increase, and the 
“tendency may be, I think, after the passage of this 
Hill; to cause retail dealers and traders throughout 
the country to: advance the ‘price, while L do not 
believe the permanent effect will be an increase of 
price of any. of these articles; for I believe that it 
will-findits standard and be as low hereafter as 
i ow. But, sir, whether that be soʻor not, I 
; that my constituents, inthe existing exer- 
encies; are. willing to sanction any: vote that I 
i ive.in favor of this small tax. : 
My QUARLES. ‘I ask gentlemen on the other 
‘side to give us a vote on this amendment in the 
Houses ee j 
“Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is entitled 
toa vote on it. ` Bera 
Mr. HALE. Tmove a pro forma amendment. 
Jam utterly opposed to a tax upon tea and coffee. 
Itsis against my principles, so far as a tariff is 
eoncerned. Itis wrong in principle, in my belief. 
Jf I vote for the Senate amendment, therefore, I 
will vote for it under duress. Tam aompellettta 
vote for it, or lose this tariff entirely. I think the 
country is so much in want of a tariff—not only 
the industry of the country, but the Treasury of 
the Union—that we are imperatively required to 
pans anis bill.” I shall vote for the amendment; 
butin doing so, I enter my protest against the 
principle. It is unwise and impolitic, but neces- 
‘sity requires me to vote for it, Our time is so 
short, that, unless we concur in the amendments 
of the Senate, the passage of the bill will be en- 
‘dangered. I. feel constrained to vote for the 
amendment of the Senate, because the industry 
‘and the Treasury of the country need. the pas- 
sage of this tariff proposition. 
will say another word. I must say that I do 
not see how we can increase our revenue by re- 
ducing the duty upon one article and increasing 
it upon another. In my judgment, we ought to 
raise tariff upon articles of luxury, which enter 
into consumption by the rich, and not by the 
poor.’ But, as I have said, we must take this or 
no tariff at all.. 
© Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, I am sur- 
prised at the reason my friend over the way as- 
signs for voting for this proposition.’ I ask him 
whether his party makes the taxing of tca and 
coffee à sine qua non to the passage of a tariff bill. 
That seems to be the scope of the argument which 
` we have heard from him, and several of his col- 
leagues. 

Mr. HALE. This tax was put upon the bill 
bya Democratic Senate. We of this side are 
utterly opposed to it; but I am constrained, how- 
ever, to vote for the amendment, because of the 
necessities of the times. 

Mr. MAYNARD, The time was, and. not 
many wecksagd, when we could speak of a Dem- 
ocratic Senate; but owing to a retreat—what shall 
¥ call it—— . 

‘Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
gentleman to order. 

Mr. PHELPS. There is no Democratic Sen- 
ate. The friends of Mr. Lincoln have the ascend- 
evicy there. | 

Mr. HALE. There is still.a majority of Dem- 
ocrats there. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Is this de- 
bate in order? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr. MAYRARD. I was not speaking of the 
Senate. I wasintending to refer to a more recent 
example that seemed to have been borrowed from 
that quarter, But I will not speak of it, for I 
may be ruled out of order. 

But, to come back to my point: tea and coffee 
stand upon a footing peculiar to themselves. They 
are articles which the habits of the people render 
necessary. Nothing can be substituted in the 
place of either of them. They are articles for 
which there is a specific demand; and that demand 
must be met by the articles themselves, which 
can only be produced by importation from abroad. 
If you levy a tax of but one mill, that_comes di- 
réctly out of those who consume the articles, who, 
to a great extent, are the poorer class of the com- 
munity. I venture to say,as a general rule, that 
the poorer classes of this country consume more, 
both of tea and coffee, than the more wealthy 
class. I have no hesitation in expressing my 


ik 


I call the 


| 


‘opinion, upon that, as a. matter of fact, though I 


| porting houses of New York, which I think ex- 


will not go into an argument to substantiate it. 
Then the. proposition to tax tea and coffee is 
simply to impose a burden to the extent of I know 
not how many million upon that class of persons 
who will inevitably have to pay it. It will come 
out of their earnings, and there is no way to avoid 
the conclusion. 

Then, there is no incidental benefit to be de- 
rived from it, and no interest fostered by taxing 
these articles, as might be the case in reference to 
some articles through an encouragement of the 
means of manufacturing them. We know that 
neither tea nor coffee can be produced in this 
country. So the whole principle upon which I 
understand a tariff of revenue with incidental pro- 
tection is based, is directly violated by the adop- 
tion of the principle I speak of. 

There are an abundances of other articles which 
are consumed largely by the wealthier classes of 
the community, or articles which the community 
is not compelled to have, as they are compelled 
to have tea and coffee; so that whether they have 
to pay any duty or not is a matter of choice. If 
they choose not to buy, they can let them alone, 
and then they will have nothing topay. But that 
is nothing to say in reference to either tea or cof- 
fee; and therefore I hope the amendment will not 
be adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless this debate is con- 
cluded soon, I must move that the committee rise, 
for the purpose of terminating debate. There are 
many other amendments which gentlemen desire 
to discuss. i 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope the gentleman will al- 
low the debate to proceed for a reasonable time 
upon this important measure. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move to amend 
the Senate. amendment by striking out, page 6, 
line fifty-four, after the word “tea, down to the 
word ‘* provided,” in the following clause’ 

“Second. On coffee, 14 cent per pound ; on tea, when 
imparted from any port or place beyond the Cape of Good 
Ilope, 4 cents per pound; when imported from any point 
or place this side of the Cape of Good Hope, other than in 
the country where produced, 4 cents per pound, and in ad- 
dition thereto, 10 per centum ad valorem, Provided,” &e. 

I have no purpose of detaining the committee 
with remarks in reference to this bill, or any of 
its amendments. I simply wish to propose, at 
the various available and assailable points, a few 
remarks in reference to amendments which I think 
are wise in reference to the interests of the coun- 
try, and in particular of the constituents which I 
have the honor, in part, to represent. One of the 
objections to this Senate amendment is, as I stated 
before, the discrimination which appears on its 
face between teas and coffees imported from the 
places of their growth, and places to which they 
may be, or have been, exported. ‘There was a 
reason originally for this distinction, and itis now 
impressed upon our statute-books; but it is am- 
ple time that the distinction should be removed, 
rather than be increased. 

Mr. SPINNER. I would ask the gentleman 
from New York whether he is not aware that 
there is a treaty stipulation with Holland in ref- 
erence to this very subject? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. There is such a 
treaty stipulation; and it was because of the ad- 
vantage to our commerce which Holland was to 
afford that it was entered into. It looked to the 
carrying trade of Holland, and the advantage 
which we secured to ourselves by virtue of those 
stipulations of the treaty, were compensated to 
Holland by our giving up to them this privilege 
which was referred to by the gentleman from New 
York. ; 

But, as I said before, it is now proposed to ex- 
tend the action of this discrimination to a com- 
merce which has grown up subsequent to the pe- 
riod of the stipulation referred to. Trefer now to 
our commerce with the East; and Tread here, in 
this connection, a paragraph from a letter which 
I hold in my hand, authenticated by the chief im- 


plains to the country the reasons, as well as the 
results contended forhere by the proposed amend- 
ment I have submitted. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


New York, January, 1861. 
The undersigned, merchants of New York, respecttully | 
and urgently request that, in the new tariff bill, now before | 
Congress, the duty on tea and coffee, from all places east | 
of the Cape of Good Hope, shall be removed. ‘There isa 


large and increasing trade in Japan teas. These are neces- 


sarily repacked at Shanghae, and for that reason are now 
taxed with a duty- of 15 per cent. 

An important trade in coffee and teas from Singapore— 
not accessible to American merchants.cxcept at that port— 
is now made unprofitable in consequence of the duty, We 
therefore suggest that the schedule of articles in the new 
tariff exempt from duty, be thus extended: 

“Tea and coffee from the place of. growth and produc- 
tion, and from all ports and places east of the Cape of Good 
Hope, free.”? 

Goopnur & Co. 

Cary & Co., 

A. A. Low & BROTHERS, 
HOWLAND & ASPINWALLy 
AYMAR & Co., 

OLYPHANT’s Son & Co., 
WILLIAM A. Sate & Co. 
Emit Hinumann & Co., 

H. P. Srurais & Co., 
GRINNELL, MINTURN & Co., 
WETMORE, RYDER &'Co., 
WESTRAY, GIBBES & HARDCASTLE, 
Morewoop & Co., 
Crooxer & WARREN, 
BUCKLIN & Crane. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. And, sir, I desire 
to direct the attention of the committee to the fact 
that a Jarge trade is in existence between the 
islands of the Carribean sea and Venezuela, apart 
from the coffee of Venezuela; and if this amend- 
ment should go into effect, we will nat be able to 

rosecute that trade with those islands under the 

eneficial advantages of our present tariff. For 
these reasons I am opposed to this feature of the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. It is neces- 
sary for us sometimes to seem to be inconsistent 
Ladmit that the principle of the Republican party, 
with regard to this tariff matter, so far as I under- 
stand them, is not to tax tea and coffee, but to tax 
those things which, by being taxed, afford not 
only arevenue, butaprotection to home industry. 
When we had our way here, we sent to the Sen- 
ate a bill founded strictly upon that principle; but 
the bill has been vastly altered. We sent the 
Senate a bill abolishing the warehouse system— 
a system which, in my judgment, is equal to a 

rotection of 15 per cent. When we sent that 
Pin there, I avowed that I voted for it as a tariff 
for protection as well as for revenue. Such are 
my sentiments; and such I believe to be tle senti- 
ments of most of the members upon this side of 
the House. But the bill is now changed; and it 
is no longer a protective tariff; for, without an abo- 
lition of the warchouse system, there is scarcely 
any protection in the bill. There is nothing init 
but a mode of preventing fraud, by ad valorem in- 
stead of specific duties. When we sent the bill to 
the Senate last year, we held it up to the people 
of Pennsylvania as a protective tariff bill; and our 
laborers, our miners, our mechanics came forth 
from their work-shops and mountain. mines, and 
in the election swelled our vote to an unparalleled 
extent. It went to the Senate; but there we were 
stricken down in the house of our friends. The 
chief feature of the bill was taken away by Eng- 
lish merchants and New York politicians; and 
now we have to take it as we find it, and carry the 
remnant of it through. 

Now, the gentleman speaks of a treaty stipu- 
lation regulating commerce. I know it was argued 
in the Senate, and controlled their action. Let 
me ask, when treaties have ever been allowed to 
regulate commerce? In what part of the Consti- 
tution do you find the power for the Executive to 
usurp the right of regulating commerce? To Con- 
gress alone is given the power, and Congress 
alone must originate revenue bills in the House 
of Representatives, whose members are immedi- 
ately responsible to the people; and not the Sen- 
ate, whose members are responsible to the people 
only at a fat distant period. Yet I know that the 
Senate has usurped the right, not only to destroy 
revenue bills—which was never intended by the 
Constitution—but to make commercial treaties, 
which lie wholly beyond their jurisdiction; and in 
no case are such treaties constitutional, except 
when they come down to the House—as they did 
in the case of the reciprocal treaty with Canada— 
and ask the consent of the House to them. 

Mr. SPINNER, With the permission of the 
gentleman, I will show him the authority in the 
Constitution. It is found in this clause: 

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shail be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under the anthority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land.”? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, The treat- 
ies made under the authority of this Constitution, 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


shall be the supreme law of the land, and soshall 
all laws. But in the distribution of the treaty- 
making power, no power was given to regulate 
commerce. The commercial power is given solely 
to Congress, and this body only has power to 
originate this measure, and no commercial treaty 
made, or which ever can be made, by the Execu- 
tive, with the Senate, will be right and constitu- 
tional, except sanctioned by this body. Butlam 
obliged to forego some of my principles—not all of 
them—notin pointof principle, but simply in point 
of policy. Iam obliged to swallow this bill just as 
itis, or I know it will not be swallowed at all. I 
have seen sufficient upon that side of the House 
to convince me that there is a determination to 
defeat the bill if possible, and if it is sent toa 
committee of conference, let me tell my friends, 
that it will not pass at all. You will never pass 
it at all; and God knows, whether next year there 
will be a Republican party any more than there 
is a Democratic party. We have no Republican 
party in the Senate now, and they have no Dem- 
ocratic party; and a year hence, we cannot tell 
whether there will be any party at all. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GROW. 1 desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment 
to the amendment already pending. 

The question was taken ôn Mr. Jonn Cocu- 
RANE’s amendment to the amendment; and it was 
disagreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Quaruxs’s 
amendment. 

Mr. GROW. 1 move pro forma to reduce the 
amount from ‘‘ four” to “f two.” 

Mr. Chairman, in levying a tariff, there are 
two objects to be accomplished. The leading, pri- 
mary, and all-important one is, to raise revenue 
enough to support the Government. That must 


be accomplished, if possible; otherwise the tariff | 
While raising the revenue | 


would be a failure. 
necessary for the support of the Government, all 
the interests of the country should receive such 
protection as can be secured to them, and at the 
same time accomplish the leading and primary 
object of a tariff for the collection of revenue ne- 
cessary for the support of the Government, 


Then, Mr. Chairman, what is the condition of | 


the finances of.the country? Within the last four 
years $80,000,000 have been added to the national 
debt, and some means must be provided for liqui- 
dating it. The current expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment have also to be paid. Now, sir, is 1t pos- 
sible to raise revenue enough for that purpose, 
unless duties are imposed on all articles imported 
in this country that will bear them? In my judg- 
ment no tariff can be, at this time, so arranged as 
to raise sufficient revenue to mect the wants of 
the Government, and provide for this national 
debt entailed upon us by this Administration. 
Even with the tax upon tea and coffee it will not 
be possible, I apprehend, to raise revenue enough 
to mect the wants of the Government. I ask, 
then, why Representatives of the people should 
hesitate to impose duties so as, If possible, to 
raise the revenues necessary to meet the wants of 


the country. We have incurred $80,000,000 of | 
debt within four years, and a surplus of $21,000,000 | 
The necessary ;; 
ii ally never know it! Sir, the people will know it. 
| You mistake the intelligence of those who earn 
| their bread by the daily sweat of their brow. But 


has been expended in that time. 
expenditures of the Government have to be met. 
If, for that purpose, it becomes necessary to tax 


tea and coffee, and cvery other article on the free | 
list, is it not the duty of the Representatives of į 
the people to impose such taxes in order to meet | 


the obligations of the country, and not stand on 
the question of popular prejudices? [believe that 
it is the duty of Congress to-day to impose duties 
upon every single article now imported into the 
country duty free, if they cannot raise the neces- 
sary revenue without doing so, no matter whether 
they have ever been taxed before or not. That 
is not the question. We havea national debt, in 
all, of $100,000,000; and everybody knows that 
the expenses of the Government for the next year 


cannot possibly be reduced below $50,000,000. | 


You cannot raise the requisite revenue unless 
everything which will bear taxation receives its 
share; and this tax upon tea and coffee is limited 
to two years, while the duty has been reduced 
on sugar as some compensation. I ask gentle- 
men who are so clamorous against taxing these 


articles, and yet insist on taxing sugar, what is | 


ther reason? Sugar and sali are two indispens- 


i 


i 
fl 


| 


i 


right ? 


ables without which human life cannot be sus- 
tained; and yet they are to be taxed, while tea 
and coffee, which are not necessary to the support 
of human life, they claim should be free. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Sugar and salt are pro- 
duced in our own country. 

Mr. GROW. I do not care where the articles 
are produced. God Almighty has so decreed that 
you cannot raise the necessary quantity of sugar 
to supply the wants of this country. Thereis not 
land enough susceptible of sugar cultivation to 
raise the quantity necessary for the consumption 
of the country. You cannot override the laws of 
God, and raise a sufficient amount of sugar in this 
country to meet the wants of our people. Why, 
then, do gentlemen argue against the imposition 
of taxes upon tea and coffee for the Denehvof the 
laber of the country—which we claim to haveas 
near to our hearts as any men—while they allow 
taxes to be imposed upon sugar and salt, which 
are indispéngable to the support of human life? 
Tea and coffee are not at all necessary for the 
support of human life, and I believe that one half 


of the human family would be better if they used | 
half the quantity of tea and coffee which they now | 


do. But itis only for two years as it stands, in 
order to meet present exigencies. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania announces that according to his theory 
the two primary principles which should regulate 
the levying of taxes through the operation of a 
tariff, are, first, to raise sufficient revenue; and, 
secondly, to give incidental protection to those 
articles which may be produced in our own coun- 
try. Now, itscems to me that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has left out the most cardinal of all 
the principles which should prevail in laying taxes 
upon the people through the operations of a tariff. 
I think, sir, that the most cardinal principle, or 
second only to the idea of raising sufficient reve- 
nue, wooli be to levy the taxes in such a way 
that they may operate equaily upon all classes, 


| according to their ability to pay. Now, under the 


systems of taxation as practiced by our State gov- 
ernments, we know that property is taxed as it 
should be, that is to say, in proportion to its ca- 
pacity topay. Butunder the operations of a tariff 
you can tax the laboring classes to death, and you 
can leave the property of the country almost ex- 
clusively untaxed; and that is precisely the effect 
of the idea upon which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania seems to predicate all his tariff notions. 

Sir, I wish the country to know that the Re- 
publican party, who have been interesting them- 
selves so much in behalf of four million negroes 
in the South, the very day that they are about to 
come into power, and when they already have the 
power in the popular branch of the Government, 
propose to grind down with taxes twice that num- 
ber of millions of laboring white men, both in the 
North andthe South. Sir, by taxing tea and cof- 
fee, as the gentleman proposes, articles of which 
the poor laboring man consumes almostas much, 
and sometimes more, than the millionaire, you 
make the former pay as much to support the Gov- 
ernmentas the latter. Is this just, is it honest, 
is it fair, thus, through the legerdemain of a tariff, 
to plunder the laboring classes? But we are told 
that the people will not feel it; that they will actu- 


suppose they should not know it; suppose, as 
you think, that they should mistake the rise in 
price of tea and coffee, and attribute it to some 
othercause which sometimes occasion fluctuations 
in the price of those articles: does that make it 
Does it not thereby become the greater 
wrong, thus to plunder the people by practicing 
upon their credulity ? 

Mr.GROW. I withdraw my amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out “ four,” 
and insert ‘f three,” in line fifty-five. I do it 


| merely for the purpose of saying that I desire to 


bring the debate in relation to this question to a 
close. I do not think it important that we should 
go into a general discussion as to the principles 
of a revenue or a protective tariff; but I will say 
this, in relation to this bill, that it is a revenue 
tariff, with moderate discrimination in favor of the 
industry of the country. Now, the'tariff of 1846 
was called a revenue measure. I do not hesitate 


-you help the revenue by imposing 


to say that the duties ‘imposed ‘by this bill a 
up to the mark ofthe bil of 1846; the ratés:up 
very many articles are much lower. ‘The promi- 
nent distinction is, that this bill mérely-tran: 
ad valorems into specifies. ‘Then, in t 
another feature of the bill, as to ‘protecting the 
interests of the laboring men, or the compara- 
tively rich men: if there isany departure from the’ 
principle of moderate discrimination, which I have’ 
mentioned, it is in relation to those articles which 
are consumed by the’ wealthy, such as wines, 
liquors, silks, linens, woolens, expensive carpets, 
and almost everything of that luxurious charac- 
ter. . These.are all taxed as high as it is possible 
to do, and at the same time not so high as ‘to be 
destructive to the commerce of the country... 
Now, a single word, Mr. Chairman, in regard 
to the duty on teaand coffee. Letmesay, although 
I am opposed to it, that a cup of tea or coffee will 
not cost a single mill more to the consumer, with 
this duty, than it costs now; for the duty:1s°re- 
duced on sugar nearly as much as it is increased 
on tea and coffee. a ; E 
Mr. DAWES. Then, I want to ask my friend: 
how the revenue is increased by imposing a duty 
on tea and coffee, and reducing it on sugar? ` 
Mr. MORRILL, I will tell the gentleman how. 
The jobbers,and retailers of tea make an extrav- 
agant profit on the article, but will hardly be able 
to raise their prices, though it may cost them a 
trifle more; and if the fact of the daty being im- 
posed were not published in the newspapers, the. 
consumers would never know, from the price, that 
a tariff had been levied on tea at all. pba 
Mr. DAWES. But that does not show how 
duty on tea 


and coffee, and reducing it on sugar. 

Mr. MORRILL. We help it in this way. The 
amount of reduction on sugar is not so much as 
the amount levied on téa and coffee. The change. 


| increases the revenue somewhere about $1,500,000 


to $2,000,000; and yet I say the consumer will 
never feel it. ` 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that we have got all the 
merits of this matter already before the commit- 
tee; and unless there be a disposition to take the 
vote now, I will move that the committee rise, so 
that we may go into the House and close debate 
on this amendment. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope debate will not be 
closed on that question, as it is one of the princi- 
pal questions aN ya by the bill. ot 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Vermont make the motion that the committee tise? 

Mr. MORRILL. I make that motion. || 

Mr. SICKLES. 1 beg the gentleman to with- 
draw the motion. Itisa very extraordinary thing, 
at all events, to cut off all general debate on arev- 
enue bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order on 
a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. SICKLES. The understanding is that 
debate is not to close on these amendments till 
one o’clock. 

Mr. MORRILL. But there are many other 
amendments to be considered. 

Mr. SICKLES. Ihope that ten minutes longer 
will be allowed on this amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Well, with the understand- 
ing that debate on this amendment will close in 
ten minutes, I will withdraw my motion. 

Mr. SICKLES. I cannot, sir, yield to the 
persuasive rhetoric of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Grow] who last addressed the com- 
mittee. He exclaimed, sir, with well-affected 
earnestness, that we ought to come up here and 
vote millions to redeem the obligations put out by 
the outgoing Administration. Sir, I tell that dis- 
tinguished political economist that Providence— 
good fortune—is doing more for the credit of the 
country than all the statesmen on that side of the 
House can ever do with their protective tariff, for 
the-extinguishment of national obligations. For- 
tune and Providence are sending over to the mat- 
kets of Europe unprecedented millions of Amer- 
ican products, which must be paid for, by the 
laws of trade, in exportations from Europe; and 
the imposts on them thus coming into the Treas- 
ury, if we do not exclude them by this protec- 
tionist policy, will enable you to get the means 
to pay your debts. Your policy on that side of 
the House is just to defeat the very object which’ 
you profess to have in view. You deprive the 
country of the importations in return for our ex- 
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„according to the. universalvlaws of trade, 
ty would replenish our exhausted ‘Treasury. 
ow, for the other distinguished political econ- | 
ist from Pennsylvania [Mr.Sravewns} who pre- 
ed the last one, and who threw out the fling 
a his bill was. emasculated in the Senate. by 
“New: York-politicians and New York merchants. 
: d his party are ‘responsible for all the New 
ork ‘politicians in ‘the Senate, and I leave it to 
others.to defend them when he assails. But when 
h ails the New York merchants, and talks 
public credit, I tell him that itis the New 
merchants who are now sustaining the credit 
‘pb Ahe Government:.. Itis New York capitalists | 
“on whom he will have to rely to get the means 
‘which his party is driving out of the Treasury by 
its protective policy, and which he desires to avail 
imself ofin the loan provision in this bill. . Of 
‘the $15,000,000 bid last Saturday forthe $8,000,000 
Joan, more than $13,500,000 emanated from the 
“patriotism of New York merchants. In the pres- 
nce of such a fact, I submit it to the good taste 
-of the gentleman whether, when that body of men 
‘are referred to in, discussions on this floor, it should 
‘not be in respectful terms? The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania talks about credit and patriotism; 
and what does he do? It was only the other day 
‘that the gentleman repudiated all compromises to 
save the Union; and now he tells u$ to-day that 
he is ready to make a compromise to save this 
“tariff bill, He denounces, as a violation of prin- 
‘ciple, a.tax.on tea and coffee; but he will swallow | 
it, and will sacrifice his convictions on the subject. 
“He will compromise them in order to protect a 
particular interest which he has in view; but he 
will make no compromise te save the Union itself 
from dismemberment. [ tell the gentleman that, 
in ‘the policy which he is pursuing, he is pressing 
‘on this House a disunion measure. A protective 
tariff, under existing circumstances, is a disunion 
sameasure. It does as much as anything else to 
alienate the South from the Union. We all know 
‘that one of the questions that lic at the root of the 
‘aliengtion between North and South is the pro- 
tective policy of the North and the free-trade pol- 
‘icy of the South. We know that our southern 
‘friends perceive that, now that you have obtained 
power, you intend to use.it, not only to assault 
their rights of property, but to tax them on the 
necessaries of life in order to corvich the manufac- 
turing classes of the North, on whom you intend 
to rely for assistance. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amend- 
ment is exhausted. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
to the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend the amend- | 
ment, by striking out the words ‘4 cents,” and | 
inserting nothing. "Ihe committee is urged to vote 
for this amendment of the Senate for three reasons. 
The first reason is, that itis dangerous to disa- 
grec with the Senate on these amendments, and 
to let the bill go back there. Now, I wish the 
committee to understand that, if there is any force 
in this argument, it means that we must swallow 
all the amendments of the Senate, and take the 
bill just as the Senate propose to dictate to us. 1, | 
for one, cannot do that. I cannot surrender my 
judgmentand convictions of whatis proper in this 
bill for any such consideration as that. 

The next reason is, that the necessities of the 
Treasury demand this extraordinary tax on one £ 
of the necessaries of life. If that be a good rea- 
son, let us go back to the tariff of 1846; for no 
other tariff yielded an amount of revenue equal to 
what was yielded by that tariff; because it dis- 
criminated against the labor of the country, and 
was imposed on a rule as to what would yield the 
most revenue. If we are to have a revenue, let | 
us have it; but let us not lay taxes on these neces- | 
saries of life, 

The next argument in favor of this tax is that 
made by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
BILL] andthe gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Grow,] that, after all, this is no tax In the aggre- i 
gate; because, whatever burden we impose on the | 
necessaries of life, in this shape, is compensated | 
for by a reduction of the. tax on sugar and salt, | 
and the like. F ask the gentleman from Vermont 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania how it is, 
ihén, that we relieve the Treasury by this means? 
Tunderstand the meaning of the word “ compen- 


Lwithdraw my amendment 


sate’’ to be to give an equivalent; and if we take | 
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‘off ancequivalent in one, place and put 1t on in 


another, Lido not‘scc how we-thoreby relieve the 
Treasury one.iota. I am for relieving the Treas- 
ury by direct taxation, rather than’ by imposing 
this burden upon those who are least abie to 
bear it. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McKENTY obtained the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. I believe it was the understand- 
ing that, after ten minutes, the vote should be 
taken upon the amendment of the Senate, with the 
understanding that the yeas and nays.should be 
called upon it in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that, 
no objection being made, he recognized the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. i 

Mr. McKENTY. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to my proceeding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will have the opportunity of saying what 
he has to say upon another amendment. [think 
that the agreement which has been made should 
be carried out. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will say that 
the committee, by general consent, agreed thatthe 
vote should be taken upon the pending amend- 
ment ofthe Senate in ten minutes. That time has 
expired. The Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. McKenry] because, if 
no objection was made, another speech would be 
in order upon the pending amendment. ‘I'he gen- 
tleman will proceed, if there be no objection. 

Mr.SHERMAN. [I think we had better carry 
out the understanding made by the committee. 
The gentleman from Penusylvania will have an- 
other opportunity of submitting his remarks. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I would suggest to my col- 


league that, if he wants to speak upon this amend- | 


ment, he can do so even after it has been adopted. 

Mr. McKENTY. I trust there will be no ob- 
jection to my calling the attention of the com- 
mittee, far two or three minutes, to the remarks of 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Sicxxes,] 
in regard to the policy of the political parties of 
the day in reference to Pennsylvania. I desire to 
say to him, that the free-trade policy of Mr. Sec- 
retary Cobb was the cause, and the principal cause, 
of the late election in Pennsylvania going against 
the party of which he andl ave members. The 
gentleman from New York knows that all the in- 
dustrial interests of Pennsylvania have for years 
been suffering severely under the tariff policy 
which has been carried out in the country, and 
the consequence has been that many men, in my 
State, were persuaded, though falsely so, (for 
there are as many free-trade men in the Repub- 
lican as in the Democratie party,) that a change 
of Administration would better their condition. 
Now, sir, we all kuow that, if Pennsylvania had 
heen saved to the Democratic party, in the last 
clection, the country would have been saved from 
the difficulties which now surround it. Itisa fact 
known to every gentleman who is at all acquaint- 
ed with the condition of things in Pennsylvania, 
that, if a proper mni wae had been carried out, 
Pennsylvania would have heen so saved. I say, 
therefore, that itis unjust for the gentleman from 
New York to say thata tariff policy, such as that 
contained in this bill, is a cause for the disunion 
movement, thatitisa disunion movement, I have 
deemed it my duty to call the attention of the 
committee to this point in the gentleman’s re- 
marks. 

Mr. SICKLES. I desire to say a single word 
in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in 
order. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on concurring in the 


amendment of the Senate; and being taken, the 
y 


amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. QUARLES. I hope it is understood that 
we are to have a vote by yeas and nays upon this 
amendment in the House. 

Several Members. Certainly. 

Eleventh amendment: 

Page’6, line four, strike out as follows: “ On Madeira, 
sherry, and port wines in casks or bottles, 75 cents per gal- 
lon; on champagne and sparkling wines, Burgundy and 
hock, in bottles, $1 per gallon; in casks, 50 cents per gallon; 
on claret, Marseilles, Tenerite, Sicily, Canary, and Malaga 
wines, in casks or bottles, 30 cents per gallon; on ali other 
wines not enumerated, 30 per centum ad valorem.” 


Mr. PRYOR. Mr. Chairman, I move, pro 


forma, to amend the section, by striking out 
“twenty,” and inserting ‘f ten.” 

_ Any attempt,.sir, to-discuss the details of this 
bill, is plainly out of the question. Viewed asa 
whole, one is struck with the retrogression, im 
political philosophy, which the ‘measure marks 
in the policy of the country. Sir, at the moment 
when the principle of unrestricted commerce is 
claiming and commanding universal recognition ; 
when the rule of the despot is relaxing under its 
genial influence, and the remotest recesses of bar- 
barism are penetrated. by its all-pervading light; 
when France is beginning to adopt the system of 
free trade, and the ports of China and Japan are 
thrown open to the commerce of the world—at 
this particular moment, the Government of the 
United States, pretending to lead the van of prog- 
ress and civilization, especially in the arts of lib- 
eral administration, recedes: from its. advanced 
position, and relapses into the darkness of selfish 
seclusion and exploded theory. Sir, it is an an- 
achronism—a contradiction in ideas which shocks 
allour notions of propriety. Is the American 
mind benighted?. On the contrary, nowhere are 
ihe true principles of political economy taught 
with more freedom and effect than in the United 
States. The dogmatic school of Carey is the soli- 
tary dark point in the blaze of general enlight- 


enment, What, then, is the cause of this sur- 
prising renunciation of our liberal policy? Of 


what is this bill the product? Not of research 
and reflection, notof statesmanship and the en- 
larged spirit of the age; but itis the monstrous 
offspring of a conjunction betwixt greed of gain 
and political ambition, The importunate protec- 
tiovists of Pennsylvania, more clamorous and 
insatiable than the daughter of the horse-leech, 
after higgling successively with every party fora 
stipend from the Treasury, at last caught the Re- 
publicans in a moment of exigent need, and from 
their lust for place, extorted the promise of a 
bounty toiron, ‘This bill is the issue ofa carnal 
coalition between the Abolitionists of New Tne 
land and the protectionists of Pennsylvania, lt 
is the result of a compact, whereby, at the ex- 
pense of the public interest, Pennsylvania engaged 
to support an Abolitionist for the Presidency on 
the condition that the Abolitionists would repay 
Pennsylvania by the protection of iron. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to tell the gentleman 
from Virginia that the Abolitionists of New Eng- 
Jand are all free-trade men. 

Mr. PRYOR. I have no objection to an in- 
terruption, if Lam allowed time to reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be 
confined to five minutes. 

Mr. PRYOR. Then I do not yield. 

Mr. DAWES. I merely wanted to say that the 
Abolitionists are all free-trade men; and they are 
all disunionists, too. 

Mr. PRYOR. I have said that I wili not be 
interrupted, i 

Mr. JUNKEN, I think it is the right of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to declare what 
his own principles are. 

Mr. DAWES. I have the right, I apprehend, 
to declare what is the truth in reference to New 
England. 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. Chairman, notwithstand- 
ing the unwarrantable interruptions of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, I again declare that 
this tariff is the result of a compact between the 
Abolitionists of New England and the protection- 
ists of Pennsylvania, whereby the protectionists 
of Pennsylvania agreed to vote for an Abolitonist 
for the Presidency in consideration of an engage- 
mentthatihe A bolitionisis would concedea bounty 
to iron. 

Mr. McKENTY. Iwish to say to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr.PRYOR. No,sir; I ċannot yield. “The 
galled jade winces;’’ but she must repress her 
irrascibility till I conclude my remarks. [Laugh- 
ter.] 
Mr. Chairman, we on this side the House may 
lament our inability to prevent the passage of this 
bill; but, among other circumstances of consola- 
tion, as friends of good faith and fair dealing, we 
are indemnified by the reflection that Pennsylva- 
nia is not cheated of her price, but is at last re- 
warded for that utter abnegation of self and that 
disinterested devotion to principle which have so 
conspicuously characterized her political conduct. 
{Laughter.] 
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Rarely, indeed, in these degenerate days, is it 
given us to witness such an instance of fidelity to 
engagement, of the fulfillmentof obligations with- 
out regard to consequences, as is exhibited by the 
Republican party in this bill of indemnity to the 
ironmongers of Pennsylvania. [tis a draft on 
the Treasury of the United States for payment in 
full for service rendered the Republican cause by 
the protectionists of Pennsylvania. No matter 
how heavily it weighs on the industrial energies 
of the country; no matter how it may fetter the 
wings of commerce 

(Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. DAWES. [ask the pardon of the gentle- 
man from Virginia for interrupting him; bat I do 
not ask his pardon for correcting his statement, 
when he says the Abolitionists of New England 
are in favor of protection, If he knows the sen- 
timents of a single Abolitionist in New England, 
he knows that they are both free-trade men and 
disunionists, like himself. [Applause in the gal- 
leries.] 

Mr. McK ENTY. I move a pro forma amend- 
mend. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pryor] 
has insinuated the alliance of Pennsylvania with 
the Abolitionists of New England. I repudiate 
the insinuation as unjust. I have been educated 
inthe Democratic school of politics, and represent 
on this floor a Democratic county that gave James 
Buchanan, in 1856, a majority of nearly seven 
thousand. If the gentleman from Virginia says 
we are allied with the Abolitionists of New Eng- 
land, or anywhere else, I tell him that he utters 
that which, on full reflection, he would not say. 
lam here to represent the interests of Pennsylva- 
nia, and so far as I am able I will do so, Every 
one knows that Pennsylvania has suffered for 
want of protection in her industrial interests. Our 
workshops have been closed and our workmen 
are out of employment. We have suffered long 
and patiently by reason of the action of this Gov- 
ernment; yet, unlike the gentleman, we have not 
madly proposed a dissolution of this Union. We 


have grievances in Pennsylvania, and have had |} 
for years; yet I think Ican say for the pco- | 


them 
le of that State that, although their industrial 
interests ate paralyzed, they would rather beg 
from door to door than raise an impious hand 
against the noble fabric of our common Govern- 
ment. The gentleman from Virginia cannot say 
as much. Because there are grievances in the 


South, he would therefore dissolve the Union. | 


Fennsylvania is true to the Union; and she now 
asks of Congress the passage of this tarif bill, 
that her workshops may be opened and employ- 
ment given to her peopie. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels it to be | 
his duty to state that the debate so far has not | 


been strictly in accordance with the order of the 
House making these amendments of the Senate to 
the tariff bill the special order in this commitice. 
Gentlemen will therefore confine themselves here- 
after to the pending amendment. 


The question was taken on Mr. McKexry’s 
amendment to the amendment; and it was dis- | 


agreed to. 


The question then recurred upon Mr. Pryon’s 


amendment; and it was disagreed to. 


The Senate amendment was then concurred in. | 


Twelfth amendment: 


From the following proviso strike out the words in brack- | 


eis: 

Provided, That all imitations of brandy or spirits, or of 
any of the said wines, and all wines imported by any names 
whatever, shall be subject to the duty provided for the gen- 


uine article which it is intended to represent, [and to the | 


highest rates of duty applicable to the article of the same 
name. } 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirteenth and fourteenth amendments: 


Stike out “six,” and insert one”? in lieu thereof; and | 


insert “three and one third; so that the paragraph will 
read, if amended, as follows? 


Provided further, That brandies or other spirituous liquors \ 


may be imported in bottles, when the package shall contain 


not less than one dozen ; and all bottles shall pay a separate j 


duty, according to the rate established by this act, whether 
containing wines, brandies, or other spirituous liquors, sub- 
ject to duty as 


7 rae + 
tles, 15 cents per gallon ; on all spirituous liquors not enu- 


merated, 332 per centum ad valorem. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will saya word, if there be no 
objection. I cannotallow this subject of wines to 
pass without making my protest against the prin- 
ciple adopted by the Senate. Itseems that the Sen- 


beer, in botties, 25 cents per gallon ; otherwise than in bot- | 


ate have changed the duties upon wines from spe- #! 


| which are chargeable upon an ad valorem system 


‘ the benefits claimed by its advocates for the spe- 


A forn A i . ale. Y 7 HH . < . : . 
einbefore mentioned : on ale, porter, and il with which it is proposed to tax cigars, the ob- 


| jectionable features of this bill become very ap- 


cifics toasimple ad valoremrateall the way through, 
upon the alleged ground that we have a treaty with 
Portugal, which prevents us from levying a spe- 
cific duty upon port wine higher than we levy upon 
claret, or upon sherry and Madeira a higher duty 
than we levy upon Sicily or the commonest white 
or red wines of Germany. Iam utterly opposed 
to the Senate assuming power to regulate the rev- 
enue by a treaty with any Power under heaven; 
it is a usurpation of the constitutional power of 
this House, as the Constitution provides that 
Congressshall levy duties, and the House shall ori- 
ginate revenue bills. And,atthe earliest moment, 
lam ready to codperate with any party in this 
House in the assertion of the power of this House 
—its constitutional power—to levy upon wines 
such rates of duty as it may think proper. But 
in this instance I do notadmitthat any treaty even 
now exists that conflicts with this power. In the 
discussion which has heretofore arisen, I think 
an examination will show that the wine, and not 
the argument of Portugal, has won a victory. 
The amendments were severally concurredin. 
Fifteenth amendment: 


Strike out “59 cents per pound,” and in lieu thereof in- 
sert “valued at $5 or under per thousand, 20 cents per 
pound; over $5, and not over ten, 49 cents per pound; 
and over $10, 60 cents per pound ;” so that the paragraph 
will read: 

Second. On cigars of kinds, valued at $5 or under per 
thousand, 20 cents per pound; over $5, and not over $10, 
40 cents per pound; and over $10, 60 cents per pound, and, 
in addition thereto, 10 per centum ad valorem ; on snuff, 10 
cents per pound; on unmanufactured tobacco in leaf, 25 
per centum ad valorem; on all other manufactured or un- 
manufactured tobacco, 30 per centum ad valorem. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move to strike 
out “20 cents,” and, in lieu thereof, insert ‘* 10 | 
cents.” i 

Mr. Chairman, I do this for the purpose of ad- 
dressing myself for a single moment to the singu- 
lar feature which this bill, in all of its parts, pre- 
sents. 
collecting duties so as to avoid the frauds to which 
the existing system is obnoxious; and that is, to 
resort to a specific system, and avoid the corrup- 
tions which cling about the prosecution of custom- 
house entries at this time. If that really were the 
character of the bill, there would be a fair issue 
raised between the advocates of the two systems 
of ad valorem and specific, and then the friends of 
each might fairly address the House and country 
with the arguments belonging to each. But this 
bill fails, in respect of discriminating between the 
systems and selecting the preferable one. On 
the contrary, itconfounds the two. We have dis- 
played throughout the bill the feature which is 
offensive, particularly at this point. Right here, 
the specific and ad valorem systems are so con- 
founded that it will be almost impossible to ex- | 
ecute the law, if this be passed, as Lhave no doubt 
that it will. 

Mr. COX. I will ask the gentleman from New 
York whether there has been any estimate made, | 
either at the Treasury or the custom-house in | 
New York city, as to the relative expense between 
the existing tariff and the one now proposed? If | 
there has been, E hope he will state it to the 
House. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, J know that such 
an estimate has been made both at the custom- 
house in New York and at the Treasury Depart- 
ment; but Iam not aware of the exact increase 
of expense in executing this bill over the existing 
tariff. I know, however, that it exceeds 50 per 
cent. Iam not able to state the precise increase, 
and therefore 1 will not undertake it. The num- 
ber of officials that will be necessary, under this 
bill, will be so great that the existing custom- 
house accommodations will be unequal to the de- 
mand that will be made upon them. The frauds 


are equally chargeable upon this, while none of 


cific system can be received under this compound 
and disjointed affair that is proposed for our 
acceptance. 


In respect to the character of the percentage || power. 
:* The SPEAKER. The only matter before the 


parent. Weare taught throughout all ofits pages 
and in every line, that it is profitable, wise, judi- 
cious, and economical, and in accordance with 
the duties of legislators and the interests of the 
country to tax the necessaries and not the luxu- 
rics of life—to tax those in the lower and poorer |! 


BE. | 


It is proposed to simplify the system of || 


and not those in the higher.aid richer classes of 
society. ` You have at ‘this point, a tax of more 
than $2 upon cigars which cost $7 and” $5 per 
thousand, while upon cigars valued at $ Oper” 
thousand, there is a tax of no more than’ $12, 
This is not wise, nor is it in-accordancé with the: 
spirit which ought to manifest itselfin every tariff 
bill, now or hereafter to be passed. © 98 ais 
Theamendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The Senate amendment was then conetirréd in: 


Sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth, nineteenth, 
twentieth, and twenty-first amendments of the 
Senate: f 

On page 9, strike out in line six the word “six,” andin- 
sert in lieu thereof “seven ;” strike out in line seven ‘t one 
inch and a half” and insert “two inches ;” strike outein 
line cight “ five eighths of one,” and insert “one half an3 
strike out in line nine ¢“three,”? and insert.“ four ;” ‘strike 
out in line ten “ five eighths of one,” and insert “one half 
an;” and strike out in Hne eleven “throe,” and. Insert 
«four; so that the bil} will read as follows : : 

First. On bar-iron, rolled orhammered, comprising flats, 
not Jess than one Inch or more than seven inches wide, nor 
less than one quarter of an inch or more. than two Inches 
thick; rounds, not less than one half an inch, or more than 
four inches in diameter; and squares, not fess than. one 
half an inch, or more than four inches square, $15 per ton. 


The amendments were severally concurred ins 


Twenty-second amendment: 

Insert: “ And provided further, That none of the above 
iron shall pay a less rate of duty than 20 per centum ad 
valorem ;” so that the bill will read: 

Provided, That all iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other 
forms, less finished than iron in bars, and more advanced 
than pig iron, except castings, shall be rated as iron tn bars, 
and pay a duty accordingly: And provided further, That 
none of the above Iron shall pay a less rate of duty than 20 
per centum ad valorem. < x 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Twenty-third amendment: 
Insert the words “drawn and finished;” so that the bilt 


| will read: 


On iron wire, drawn and finished, not more than one 
fourth of one inch in diameter, nor tess than No. 16 wire 
gauge, 75 cents per one hundred pounds, and 15 per centum , 
ad valorem. : 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Twenty-fourth and twenty-fifth amendments: 

Strike out “ for nails, nuts, and horse shoes,” and insert 
“and anvils;” so that the bill will read: 

Fourth. On band and hoop-iron, slit rods not otherwise 
provided for, $20 per ton; on cut nails and spikes, 1 cent 
per pound; on iron cables or chains, or parts thereof, and 
anvils, $1 25 per one hundred pounds, s 


The amendments were severally concurred in. 


Twenty-sixth and twenty-seventh amend- 
ments: H : : 

Strike out “and anvils,’ and ingert and?) between 
“screws” aud “wrought hinges ;?? 40 that the bill will: 
read: 

On anchors, or parts thereof, $1 50 per one hundred 
pounds; on wrought board nails, spikes, rivets, and bolts 
2 cents per pound; on bed-screw and wrought binges, 1 
cent per pound; on chains, trace-chains, balter-chains, an 
fence-chains, made of wire or rods one half of one inch in 
diameter or over, 1 cent. 


The amendments were.severally concurred in. 


Twenty-eighth amendment: 
Page 11, line sixty, strike out ‘axle-trees,” and insert 


| € axles”? 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Twenty-ninth amendment: 
Page 11, line sixty-five, strike out ‘1 25 per hundred 
> 


+ pounds,” and insert: 


And on wrought iron nuts and washers, ready punched, 
$25 per ton. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirtieth amendment: 


Page 12, Hne seventy-nine, after the word “locomo- 
tives,” insert “locomotive tire, or parts thereof.” 


Mr. BRIGGS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to submit a few remarks touching 


| an item in the original bill, which I think escape 


the attention of the Senate, and which, By unan- 
imous consent, might be changed. Tdo not wish 
to speak directly to the amendment of the Senate 
which has just been read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We cannot, even by unani- 
mous consent, change the text of the bill. The 
Senate having agreed to it, it is now beyond our 


committee are the amendments of the Senate, 
What the Senate have concurred in, is beyond 
the power of the House to change. 

Mr. BRIGGS. ‘Well, I move to strike out-the 
amendment which the Clerk has just read, I de- 
sire to say, that the framers of the tariff bill, last 
session, did—I presume inadvertently—provide 
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in'th uty; which amounts to a proscriptive: 
one and averaging. 85 per cent., upon an article: 
which enterslargely into the consumption of the, 
country-——L, mean the. article of wood: screws.. 
The consumption.of that article, is, no. less than 

4,000,000.a year. Startling asit may seem to the 
committee, this. bill levies that enormous duty, 
and gives a monopoly of the ‘manufacture ofthat 
article. to: the American Screw. Manufacturing 
Company, in. Providence, Rhode Island. That 
company, having a patent for the manufacture of 
that article, have. been able, by. their- monopoly 
atid a vast capital, to crush out all other manufac- 
turers of the article in the country, and now have 
a complete monopoly within themselves. That 
company, which asks this duty at the hands of 
Congress, divides: 50:per cent. of profits monthly 
duting the year. The business of the company 
ig of that magnitude’ that the stock of the com- 
pany, upon which only $40 upon $100 has been 
partin; has been: sold within a few weeks for 
$1,600 per share. And yet that monopoly comes 
here, and asks. Congress to put a specific duty 
upon the article of wood screws equal to 85 per 
cent, onan average. So great was the prejudice 
in the select committee of five in the Senate against 
the dealers and consumers of this article, that the 
chairman of that committee was unwilling to re- 
ceive,and refused. to receive, the memorials of nine 
_ tenths of the hardware men of the United States 
. Iopposition to this monopoly. The petitions 
were sent to me, because I have all my life been 
connected with that trade; and I presented them 
to thé committee of the Senate, and did all in my 
power to have this wrong femedied. No regard 
whatever was paid by that committee of five to 
that great interest. So disrespectfully was the 
memorial treated, through me and a delegation 
from the city of New York representing the hard- 
ware board. of trade, that the chairman of that 
committee refused to treat me with the courtesy 
of being heard before the committee, in reference 
to ithe memorial emanating from that Jarge and 
meritorious class of our citizens. . 

So-far as the action of Congress is concerned, 
I do not'see that there is now any remedy except 
by a supplemental bill. Task gentlemen how can 
they go home and meet the manufacturers of va- 
rious articles in their districts, and tell them that 
they will be forced to buy this article, which they 
all use to a greater or less extent, only by paying 
the enormous rate of profits which the company 
have put uponit? This company pays $25,000 
a year to a company in England, for not sending 
their screws to this country. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MORRILL. The remarks of the gentle- 
man from New York have been wholly out of 
order, because. the subject is not before the House, 
the Senate having concurred in that part of the 
bill. But as he has stated certain facts, itis proper 
that some correct views should be laid before 
the Commiittee of the Whole House. The com- 
pany to which the gentleman has referred, has 
obtained a patent by which they are enabled to 
manufacture. screws of a quality far superior to 
anything that has ever before been manufactured, 
andat.a much reduced cost. It is true, as the 
gentleman says, that they are making large profits. 
They are entitled to a monopoly; under their pat- 
ent, to make a particular kind of screws, The 
screw companies of this country have heretofore 
entirely failed to accomplish the purposes for 
which they were created, and have lost their capi- 
tal. None of them succeeded until this new ma- 
chinery wasinvented. The American people are 
now able to purchase a better screw, and at a 
lower price, than ever before. f 

But there is one thing in reference to this com- 
pany which does and should meet with strong con- 
demnation; and so far as I am concerned, | would 
unite with gentlemen of any and all parties to put 
down this monopoly, unless this company shall 
pursue a more liberal course in their trade with 
the American people., I will strike hands with 
the gentleman from New York, and with anybody 
else, to strip them of all protection. 

{tis true that the English manufacturers, using 
a similar ‘machine, by employing pauper labor | 
merely, arc enabled to compete with the Ameri- | 
can manufacturers, and might crush them, unless i 
we gave them some protection. Ido not know | 

but that there may be something in this bill | 
which gives a protection to a particular deserip- |; 


‘tion of screws to the amount of 80.per cent., but 
VI do not. believe there is. The duty may be too 


large, but I will say that, under any reasonable. 
tariff, this. company will have a monopoly of the 
business: We cannot expect to derive any rev- 
enue from the importation of screws; they are not 
imported, and cannot be under any reasonable 
tariff. . 

But as the subject is not properly before the 
committee, I will say no more upon the subject. 

Mr. JENKINS. I would ask the gentleman 
if. this company at Providence can make screws 
cheaper and. better than anybody élse, why. put 
a duty upon the article of 85 per cent? 

Mr. MORRILL, Isaidthey manufactured them 
better and cheaper than they had ever heretofore 
been manufactured. , 

Mr. JENKINS. That is no reason why they 
should be protected. 

Mr. BRIGGS, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Thirty-first amendment: 

Page 12, line eighty-seven, strike out “25? and insert 
s¢ 30;>? so that the clause shall read : 


On all manufactures of iron not otherwise provided for, 
30 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirty-second, thirty-third, thirty-fourth, and 
thirty-fifth amendments: 


Line thirty-two, strike out and valued at above 11 cents 
per pound, 23 cents per pound: Provided, That no 3” line 
nincty-four, insert “not otherwise provided forz” line 
ninety-five, strike out “ less than 3” line two hundred and 
two, insert “on cross-cut saws, 8 cents per lineal foot 5? so 
that the clause shall read, as follows: 

6th. On ail steel in ingots, bars, sheets, or wire, not less 
than one fourth ofan inch in diameter, valued at 7 cents per 
pound, or less, 1} cent per pound ; valued at above 7 cents 


_ per pound, and not above 11 cents per pound, 2 cents per 


pound; steel in any form, not otherwise provided for, shall 
pay a duty of 20 per centum ad valorem ; on steel wire less 
than one fourth of an inch in diamewr, and not less than 
No. 16 wire gauge, $2 per one hundred pounds, and in ad- 
dition thereto 15 per centum ad valorem ; less or finer than 
No. 16 wire gauge, #2 50 per one hundred pounds, and in 
addition thereto 15 per centum ad valorem; on cross-cut 
saws, 8 cents per lineal foot. 


The amendments were concurred in 


Thirty-sixth amendment: 

Line one hundred and five, page 13, insert: 

On skates costing 20 cents or less per pair, 6 cents per 
pair; on those costing over 20 cents per pair, 30 per centum 
ad valorem. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Imove to amend by striking 
out “six,” and inserting “four.” In glancing 
over this bill, I find that we are taxed upon every 
article of which iron and stccl form a part, and 
everybody. knows how extensively those articles 
are used in all departments of industry. Every 
time we have a nail driven into a horse-shoe, we 
are taxed; every time we use a wire to ring the 
snout of swine, we are taxed; and every time we 
use a cup of tea, that beverage which Cowper 
says cheers but not intoxicates, [laughter] 

A Voice. ‘ Cheers but not inebriates.”’ 

Mr. LOVEJOY. It is all the same thing. On 
all these articles we are taxed. Now, sir, it is 
well known that recently the young ladies have 
adopted the practice of skating as an amusement, 
which is highly promotive of theirhealth. Now, 


it does seem to me that while we are taxed upon ; 


all our luxuries, upon all the necessities of life, 
and in every department of life and industry, we 
ought not to tax the health of the country to sat- 
isfy this insatiable pride of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I under- 
stand that these skates are mainly used by office- 
holders. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I do not want to take up the 
time of the committee. I do hope the committee 
will refuse to concur in this amendment of the 
Senate, and I shall call for a division on the ques- 
tion. 

Mr: CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
understand why gentlemen should say upon this 


floor that this is a measure of relief for Pennsyl- | 


vania exclusively, or that we are more interested 
in it than the producers of staples in other parts 
ofthe country. I deny that itis a Pennsylvania 
measure exclusively. Iam advocating this bill 
for the benefit of the whole country—the wool 
manufacturers of New England, the wool-growers 
of the West, the hemp-growers of Kentucky, the 
iron interests of Pennsylvania; Maryland, south- 
ern Ohio, Michigan, Kentucky, and every part of 
the country, are interested in the various provis- 


ions of this bill. . I look upon it asa great. na- 
tional mé&sure. While Eam demanding justice 
for my own State, I am willing to give it to every 

art of the Union. We have no more interest in 
it than the other States of this Union, and I am 
tired of the cry about Pennsylvania. Isay itpro- 
tects the leading interests of the country, and the 
constituents of the gentleman from Illinois have 
as much interest in the bill as mine have. Iam 
as much opposed to some features of itas the gen- 
tlemanis. J do not like to. impose a duty upon 
tea and coffee. Iam utterly opposed to the Sen- 
ate’s rejection of the House measure in relation 
to the abolition of the warehousing system; but I 
am willing to take the bill, because it will reward 
industry and. give protection to all the leading 
interests of the whole country. I advocate it as 
an American, not as a Pennsylvanian. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out ‘‘ four ” and inserting ‘‘one.’’ 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I simply want to say, thatI 
am tired of this everlasting cry abont protecting 
the products of the West. I am a producer, and 
I know that it does not protect me. 

Mr. COX. {am sorry to interrupt any collo- 
guy between gentlemen upon the other side of the 

ouse. L hope that harmony willbe preserved on 
that side of the House, especially on this tariff 
bill, which is voted for to-day under the pressure 
of the Republican platform. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
he announced some time ago that he intended to 
confine the debate to the pendingamendment. Fhe 
gentleman must discuss the amendment in regard 
to skates. 

Mr. COX. The Chair ought to have com- 
mericed with some one who has spoken before 
me. Why was it not done in the case of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Campseir,| who 
has just taken his seat? Why not in the case of 
the gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Lovesoy?] I 
wanted to take up the suggestion thrown out by 
the gentleman from Illinois, He said he was tired 
of this ery of protecting the products of the West. 
1 would not have risen here to-day—for I am 
hardly fit to be in my seat, on account of ill health— 
but that I desire, earnestly, to protest against this 
bill in toto. Itisa great fiscal tyranny. It isa 
mountainous burden upon the West. That sec- 
tion asks for no such protection as is contained 
in this bill. Atleast, thatis my humble judgment. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that 
this bill protects the interests of the West. Where 
does the West get any protection in this bill? If 
it gets a dime it is only to levy $i of tribute in 
return. Itis a protective measure; that I admit. 
That is avowed. What is protection? We on 
this side of the House are in favor of a revenuc 
tariff. That is our doctrine. No bounties; no 
special advantages; no class legislation, A revenue 
tariff may give incidental protection; but the gen- 
tlemen from Pennsylvania who clamor in full cho- 
tus for this biil, know that it is direct protection 
for protection’s sake. In other words, it is a 
bounty paid by the consumers of the South and 
West to the iron-masters of Pennsylyania and the 
cotton millionaires of New England. That is 
what itis, and nothing more. It is only neces- 
sary to look into the details of the bill—which no 
five minutes’ specch will allow—and especially 
the section in regard to iron, to see that it is the 
worst sort of cool irony to urge that the West 
demands any such protection as it pretends to 
give. Lookatit! Every single object or imple- 
ment, from a nail to an engine, from a chisel toa 
plow, into which iron enters, is hereby taxed. I 
will except, perhaps, locomotive iron, which is 
lowered somewhat. But anvils, screws, cross-cut 
saws, steel of all kinds, and, therefore, every im- 
plement of trade, are raised to a very large per 
cent. For what purpose? For the purpose of 
putting money in the pockets of a certain class in 
Pennsylvania. Thatisall. Who pays this money? 
Not the people of the West to the West; not the 
people of Pennsylvania so much to the people of 
Pennsylvania; but the people of the South and the 
people of the West are made tributaries to the 
iron satraps of Pennsylvania for the purpose of 
making up the $60,000,000 to be raised, as is 
alleged, by this bill. 

The people of Obio pay one tenth of this 
$60,000,000. It is called revenue; butit is well 
ascertained that this bill will not give the revenue 
which the present tariff gives. {t should be called 
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a payment from the consumers to ihe- manufac- 
iurers, in guise of a Government tax. Ohio pays, 
1 say, one tenth of this $60,000,000. The district 
I represent pays one twentieth part of that onc 
tenth; it pays at least $30,000 a year indirectiy 
for the support of this Government; and how 
much more will it pay when it comes in this indi- 


rect form, with no bounty to the agricultural in- j 


terest, which is paramount in its economy. True, 
the West can take care of itself. 
nature in its resources; and if the peopte of Penn- 
sylvania cannot live by working their iron forges 
with their own natural resources; and if the peo- 
ple of New England cannot live by working their 
spindles with their native ingenuity, without the 
aid and bounty of the Government, let them move 
to the West, and there the God of nature will 
protect them if they have the industry to work! 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill professes to be 
arevenue measure. Sufficient revenue could be 
raised by a proper revision of the present tariff 
law, I believe it is hardly in order to refer to 
what passes in the other branch of Congress; but 
I may say that Senator Hunver, a gentleman of 
the most approved financial capacity, has shown 
that by amending the present tariff law, nearly 
$60,000,000 could beiaised. How? Simply by 
achange of the 4 per cents. to 10, from 8 per cent. 
to 10, from 12 per cent. to 15,and carrying up spices 
to 30 per cent., and the 5 per cents. put on the 
free list. Thus we would add to the $50,000,000— 
which in a fair year, without panic nd political 
trouble, the present tariff would give—an Increase 
of over $6,000,000, an adequate amount to pay 
every honest expenditure of this Government. 

{Here the hammer fell] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the 
committee that he intends rigidly to enforce the 
rules hereafter. The debate must be confined to 


the skates, that being the subject of the pending | 


amendment. The gentleman from Ohio objected 
to the point of order being made upon him, after 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had been al- 
owed to proceed; but from this time forth, the 
Chair will enforce the rules. 

Mr, COX. 1 withdraw my amendment. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Lovesoy was 
then disagreed to, 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move to strike 
out “six,” and insert “ three” in leu,pthereof; 
and I intend to address myself to that amendment 
specifically. 1 wish to call the attention of the 
committec to this fact: that skates of the value of 
30 cents and down to 6 cents, are generally im- 
ported. They are used by the poorer classes, and 
by children. ‘They cost, per pair, as low as 6 
cents;and the duty which is proposed upon skates 
of that description is from 40 to 100 per cent. I 
think we ought to reduce the duty from 6 cents to 
3 cents. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate was then con- 
curred in. 

Thirty-seventh amendment: 

In lines four and five, of section nine, afier the word 
“Jead,” insert “ and oxide of zinc.” 

Thirty-eighth amendment: 

In line seven of the same section, after the word “ lead, 
insert “ chromate and bichromate of potash.” 

‘Thirty-ninth amendment: 

Tp Jine eight of the same section, strike out the words 
“ chromate, bichromate.’? 

Forticth amendment: 

In line twelve of the same section, after the word 
“ white,” insert “ pipe clay.” 

These amenc 
in, so as to make that portion of the section read 
as follows: 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That from and after 


the day and year aforesaid there shall be levied, collected, {| 


and paid on the importation of the artictes hereinafter men- 
tioned the following duties, that is to say: First, on white 
lead and oxide of zine, dry or ground in oil, red lead, and 
Hitharge, 14 cents per pound ; on sugar of lead or acetate of 
lead and nitrate oflead, chromate and bichromate of potash, 
3 cents per pound; on hydriodate, and prussiate of potash, 
and. chromic acic 
iodine 15 per centum ad valorem; on whiting, 25 cents per 
one hundred pounds; on Paris white, pipe clay, and ochers 
or ochery earths, not otherwise provided for, when dry, 35 
cents per one bundred pounds. 


Forty-first amendment: 
Inline seventeen ofthe same section, strike out ‘six 


It is rich by | 


ments were severally concurred | 


, aid salts of iodine, and_resublimed | 


teen,” and msert “twenty ” in lieu thereof; so.as to.make 
the clause read as foliows: 


© On linseed, flaxsced, hempseed, and rapesd6i oil, 20 


cents per gailou.?? 


Mr. CURTIS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out “twenty,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘t twenty-four.” If it were not the 
purpose of those who are leading in this matter to 
acquiesce in the amendments of the Senate, I 
should certainly insist on a change in the duty.on 
oil, for the purpose of protecting the manufac- 
turers of it in this country. The duty on flax- 
seed has been raised, and I think the duty on oil 
should be raised to correspond with that change. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa what ad valorem duty he would impose 
on imported linseed oil. More than 20 per cent.? 

Mr. CURTIS. I do not attach ad valorem duty 
because that would be carrying out the principle 
of protection in connection with the idea of rev- 
enue, which is, I believe the great principle in the 

ul 

Mr. PHELPS. Would you desire to impose 
a duty of 50, 49 or 30 per cent. on linseed oil? 

Mr. CURTIS. That would not operate as a 
protection to manufacturers. I will not prescribe 
any bounty, because I believe that that would not 
effect the purpose I have in view. My idea would 
be to keep the price of the oil so much above the 
price of flaxseed as to induce the manufacture of 
oil here. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. I think 
that the duty proposed by the Senate is almostan 
enormity, and the gentleman proposes to increase 
even that. The rate of 16 cents per gallon isi 
equal at least to an ad valorem duty of 30 per cent.; | 
and to raise it 20-ecnts on the gallon would be an 
outrage, 


But, Mr. Chairman, the Senate has preserved | 


the relative difference between sced and oil, so 
that, I believe, our commerce with India will not, 
as it regards linseed, be interrupted. I am con- 
strained therefore to let the duty remain as is pro- 
posed by the Senate for the present time. But I 
say this, that I will be ready, at any monent, to 
coéperate with any party in reducing the duty on 
linseed oil, and also on linseed. They are both 
much too high. 

So far as the protection of the interests of Iowa 
or of any other western State is concerned, we 
have secured that by placing a duty on linseed, 
heretofore frec, and increasing it on oil, and by 
an increase of the duty on linen, the last most im- 
portant of all. It is utterly impossible that we 
can impose so high a rate on linseed oil as to in- 
duce American agriculturists to forsake the culti- 
vation of wheat and devote themselves to that of 
linseed or flaxsced, because the cultivation of flax- 


| seed is very exhaustive to the soil, and all good 
W hile | 


farmers know it and shun its cultivation. 
they can raise fifteen bushels of wheat to the acre 
—for which they can get as good a price as-they 
can for linseed, of which they cannot raise more 
than eight or ten bushels—they never will go into 


protection you may give. But by protection to 
linen a market is måde for the fiber, which, with 
the machinery already in use in some of the west- 
ern States, by which it can be taken directly from 


| the field to market, without being rotten or broken | 
at all, you enable the producers to obtain a much 
| higher remuneration per acre than they can ob- 


tain when the crop is only raised for the seed. I 
am opposed to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, and I hope it will not be 
adopted. 

The question was taken on Mr. Curris’s amend- 
ment; and it was not agreed to. 


The question rectrred on the Senate amend- | 


ment; and it was concurred in. 

Forty-second amendment: 

Strike out the words “of seven and a half pounds,” as 
the measure of a galion of rapeseed oil. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words ‘fand a half.” I 
desire simply to make a suggestion to the com- 
mittee. lt has been annourtced by several gen- 
tlemen on the Republican side of the House that 
it is their purpose to concur in these amendments, 
in order to secure the passage of this bill, and to 


| the cultivation of linseed in consequence of any | 


avoid the risk of its falling between the two! 


Houses.. Gentlemen have announced that they 
will vote for unpalatable amendments rather than | 


incur that risk: ; If:that be their: purpose, they: 
have the power:to accomplish its » We therefore. 
gain nothing by sitting here debating this bill for: 
hours, and coming to a result thatis already pro= 
determined. ‘The ‘proposition which: T-have to 
make is this: that, by unanimous consent; we subs 
mit all the amendments at once ‘to the: action of. 
the committec, and that we then rise and go: Into’ 
the House, where-gentlemen who desire to make. 
a record, or otherwise, can have a separate vote 
on each amendment, 1 hope that, by unanimous 
consent, that course willbe pursued. . ae 

Mr. SHERMAN. That wil be the: effect: of. 
the present- arrangement at one o'clock... If gens 
tlemen do not desire to go'through these:amend= 
ments in detail, I desire to submit somè general 
remarks to the committee on this bill. f 

Mr. MAYNARD. Idid not rise for thè pur- 
pose of debating the bill, but. to make a sugges-. 
tion which I thought would save time, which, at 
this late period of the session, isa matter of much. 
importance. I withdraw my amendment. | ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I submit the motion 
that the committee now rise and report.the;bill to 
the House. > ae 

Mr. BARR. Will that prevent the offering 
further amendments? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. There will be no opportu- 
nity to offer amendments to the amendments; but 
gentlemen can have a vote on each amendment of 
the Senate: If there be no objection, 1 submit the 
motion indicated. f us 

Mr. BARR. «I object.. 

Forty-third amendment: 

Strike out the words “and 25 cents;” so as to make 
duty on opium #1 per pound. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Mr. Chairman, 
if it be in order, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee at this time to an important amend- 
ment, which we have not yet reached, and which 
I am apprehensive we cannot reach, before one 
o’clock, the hour when the bill is to be reported 
to the House. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The order of the Senate 
amendments cannot be varied, unless by unani- 
mous consent. If there be no objection the gen- 
tleman from New York may proceed. 

There was no objection. oa i et 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. 1 call the ‘atten~ 
tion of the committee to the fifty-second amend- 
ment of the Senate, which imposes specifie duties: 
of 50 and 40 cents a square yard, according ‘to. 
value, upon. ‘ Brussels “carpet wrought by. the. 
Jacquard machine.’? I move to strike out those. 
words. ; ae 

Mr. Chairman, of the carpets imported and'sold 
in the United States, at least four-fifths are entered 
at the portof New York; and of the carpets man- 
ufactured in the United States, at least a corre- 
sponding proportion are sold in the city of New 

ork, for the account of the manufacturer. This 
is a very importantarticle of commerce, in which 
we are, of course, deeply interested. Carpets are 
doubtless, a fair subject’ of taxation, being of 
almost universal use. All the extensive carpet 
dealers in the city of New York have protested: 
against the provisions of the bill, first, because of 
the change in the form of duties from ad valorem 
to specifies, and second, because of the extrava- 
gantrates of taxation which these specifics conceal. 

When this bill passed this House at the last 
session, it was not generally supposed by the com- 
mercial men of New York that there was danger 
of its becoming a law. Hence it did not receive 
that degree of attention which a measure working, 
such radical changes in the revenuesystem of the 
country ought to bave received at their bands. 
When recently the abandonment of their places 
in Congress by the Representatives of the seced- 
ing States placed the passage of the bill within the 
power of the now dominant majority in Congress, 
these dealers in carpets united in a remonstrance 
against it as certain to diminish the revenue, and: 
almost equally certain to seriously affect. their 
trade, by reason of its prohibitions. Their-recol- 
lections of the tariff of 1842 reminded them of the 
inconveniencesand embarrassmentsto which they 
would be subjected in passing their importations 
through the customs; and they regarded with just 
alarm: the inauguration of a new and complex sys- 
tem ata time of almost universal suspension of 
trade. But they had resolved to submit while this 
experiment was being practiced, confident that a 
brief period of time would vindicate the opinion 


of 
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they expressed, that the-passage of the bill would 
resultin such a diminution of revenue upon. the 
article of carpets äs-to force the-Government toa 
repeal of the-measure. ee ae 
Objectionable generally as isthe bill, the pro- 
visions in respect of carpets: nevertheless were far 
essobjectionable when it went to. the Senate than 
when-it came back to the House... As originally 
framed, these: provisions:did not. seem designed 
to favorany particular interest to the prejudice of 
the public, and E should not now deem it to be 
my ky to address the House at this:stage of the 
billif-it.were'not for the manipulations.of these 
provisions which has been permitted in the Sen- 
ate. slask the attention of the committee for a 
` -few.moments, that'they may see how the Senate 
has dealt with‘one particular item. 

This-article of ‘Brussels carpets, wrought by 
theJacquard: machine,” isa fabric of very general 
use: kt-is thé: most inexpensive of the valuable 
carpets. It is the best carpet within the reach of | 
men in moderate circumstances. It is the carpet 
of:which we havea sampleonthis floor. When the 
distinguished gentleman from Vermont prepared 
this bill, he placed this article in the clause levy- 
ing a specific duty of 30 cents per square yard. În 
the Senate, it has been taken from that clause, and 
has. been placed in the highest schedule, paying a 
duty of 50 cents per square yard, when valued at 
over $1 25, so thata Brussels carpet costing from 
Hr 30: to ¢1 40 per yard, pays precisely the same 
duty per square yard as the Axminster or the Au- 
busson, costing in England $5 to $6, and retailed 
in New York at from $6 50 to $8 per yard. There 
must be some special reason for this. Why isit, 

». that on the plain, ordinary, five-frame Brussels 
carpet, the same duty is to be levied as is levied 
on the Axminster, such as you can see in the east 
room of the President’s house, and which, I am 
informed, was put down to order at $10 per square 
yard? F will inform the committee, and I will 
then appeal to every right-minded man to render 
his aid, that one of the most magnificent specula- 
tions which this tariff affords, shall not be permit- 
ted to become successful by means of this Senate 
amendment. 

The term “ Brussels carpets wrought by the 
Jacquard machine” has a very innocent look; but 
what does it mean? It means the ordinary five- 
frame Brussels carpet wrought by power. The 
Jacquard machine is employed, and power is 
adapted to its use, by means of a valuable inven- 
tion patented by the United States, and owned by 
a gentleman of Massachusetts, who now manu- 
factures eight tenths of all the Brussels carpets 
manufactured on this continent. The effect of this 
change of the House bill is to protect this patent 
right, and the purpose is to secure to its owner, 
and those associated with him in the manufacture 
of Brussels carpets of this description, the monop- 
oly.of the trade in this great article, This Mas- 
sachusetts gentleman—who isa man of wealth, of 
extraordinary enterprise, and equal ingenuily— 
obtains from the United States a patent for the 
protection of his greatinvention, which is gener- 
ally known by the name of the Brussels power- 
loom patent. He obtained a patent in England. 
Hesold it, or the privilege of its use, to the Messrs. 
Crossleys, of Halifax, England, for £20,000 ster- 
ling.. The Messrs. Crossleys weave Brussels car- 
pets by power, by the aid of this invention; and 
their manufacture comes in competition inthe Uni- 
ted States with a similar article manufactured in 
Massachusetts by this same gentleman and his 
associates, by the aid of the same invention. 
There are at this time, as I am informed, sixty of 
these power looms owned by this gentleman and 


his associates, and at work in one of the towns of i| 


Massachusetts making those Brussels carpets by 
the Jacquard machine. There are two or three 
otherloomsat Roxbury, Massachusetts, and there 
are ten of them in the city of New York. These 
looms pay to this inventor a royalty of 3or 4 
cents a yard for the use of his invention. These, 
I am informed, ate the only looms employed upon 
this continent in the manufacture of Brussels car- 
pets by power. There is imported at New York 
annually upwards of $1,000,000 worth of this fab- 
ric. The American manufacture—the product of | 
thelooms to which I have referred—make, all com- 
bined, to the extent of about $700,000 in value. To 
proiect this manufacture you take the article of 

russels carpets, paying, under the tariff of 1857, i! 
an ad valorem duty of 24 per cent., and subject it | 
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to-a specific. duty equivalent to 37 per cent, ad va- 
lorem. You subject this fabric to the same tax to 
which you subject the Aubusson, the Axminster, 
and Wilton, which adorn the mansions of the 
You disturb the business of those 
gentlemen. who earn their livelihood by the im- 
portation and sale of this fabric, and you hazard 
a good part of the revenue derived from the im- 
portation of $1,000,000 worth of the article; and 
why? To give the monopoly of the trade to this 
Massachusetts manufacturer, and to give addi- 
tional protection to his patented invention. ‘The pro- 
visions of this bill make us familiar with high spe- 
cifics, imposed for the sake of protection; but this 
is the first occasion in the history of tariffs, of 
which I am informed, when a specific duty has 
been levied for the protection of a patent right. This 
is a new application of the doctrine of protection. 

Mr. SICKLES. I trust that,as my colleague 
was permitted to take up this amendment out of 
its order, I shall be permitted to refer to another 
very important and extraordinary amendment, 
which, I presume, is the result simply of an error 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have 
permission, if there be no objection. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Crarx.] 

Mr. SICKLES, Well, sir, I am opposed to 
the amendment of my colleague, unless a mistake 
to which I shall call the attention of the commit- 
tee is corrected, and which J will proceed very 
briefly to state. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say 
to the gentleman that he will be compelled to rule 
very strictly in respect to the character of debate 


. that is in order, 


Mr. SICKLES. I was so familiar with the 
Chair’s strict justice in that respect that I hardly 
needed to be reminded of it. 

Mr. Chairman, when this bill was under con- 
sideration in the Senate, a very important altera- 
tion was made, fixing the duty at 30 per cent. ad 
valorem upon all wines; bearing a very striking 
contrast to what my colleague [Mr. Crank] has 
called your attention to. He has called your at- 
tention to an interpolation, the effect of which is 
to extend the doctrine of protection to a patent 
right: I desire to call your attention to an extraor- 
dinary subtraction or abstraction from the House 
bill, indicating an equally large ‘ octoroon in the 
fence.” (Laughter.] Sir, this bill, as it passed 
the Senate, imposes a duty of 30 per cent. ad valo- 
rem on all wines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The°Chair must arrest 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York. 
They are not pertinent to the amendment under 
consideration. 

Mr. SICKLES. I beg pardon of the Chair; 
but I did not hear any gentleman upon the floor 
call me to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made to 
returning to the amendment the gentleman from 
New York desired to discuss. The Chair an- 
nouced that he would confine gentlemen in their 
remarks to the amendment immediately under 
consideration. The Chair must say to the gen- 
tleman, therefore, that he will be required to con- 
fine his remarks to the amendment respecting the 
Jacquard carpets. 

Mr. SICKLES. Well, sir, I shall certainly 
oppose the amendment of my colleague. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman’s colleague 
was permitted, by unanimous consent, to speak 
uponan amendment of the Senate outof order; but 
I did notunderstand him to submitany amendment 
in reference to the Jacquard carpet amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Crarx] moved to strike out that 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. SICKLES. Well, sir, I was proceeding 
to state that my colleague discovered an ‘ octo- 
roon in the fence.’? Now, sir, I want to call the 
attention of the committee to another matter quite 
as extraordinary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the gentleman from 
New York will not iffsist upon proceeding out of 
order. His remarks are certainly not in order to 
the amendment of his colleague. 

Mr. SICKLES. I shall certainly not proceed 
unless Lam understood as conforming to the ruling 
of the Chair. I propose to confine myself to op- 
posing the amendment of my colleague. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman from New York, that itis a very un- 
peasant duty to interfere in the course of any gen- 
tleman’s remarks; but the Chair will feel compelled 
to enforce the rule. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, after being 
called to order by the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, whose leadership in matters 
of courtesy as well as questions of order in this 
House is acknowledged by everybody, I shall en- 
deavor not to transgress the rules...” 

I repeat, sir, that my colleagne has called the 
attention of this committee and of the House to a 
most extraordinary feature of this bill; and yet, 
no one on that side of the House rose to explain 
or make any further allusion to it. No one rose 
to explain, to defend, or to excuse. I therefore 
rose for the purpose of makmg a further exposi- 
tion of other errors in the bill. Sir, it is some- 
thing unusual and unprecedented to stifle debate 
upon a revenue measure; but when I call attention 
to an error of the mostextraordinary description, 
and I am not permitted to state it, it shows that 
there is something in the bill worse than has yet 
appeared on its face. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
to order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state, in 
response to a remark made by the gentleman 
from New York, thatagentleman rose on the other 
side of the House to reply to the remarks of his 
colleague; but the gentleman rose first, and the 
Chair thought it his duty to recognize him. 

Mr. SICKLES. I certainly make no com- 
plaint of the Chair. 

Mr. HUGHES. Ishall oppose, as at present 
advised, the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman must sub- 
mit an amendment if he wishes to make any 
remarks. 

Mr. HUGHES. I move to strike out the word 
“Jacquard.” I move this amendment more for 
the purpose of eliciting information than anything 
else. T had always supposed that the Jacquard 
loom was a French loom, and therefore not pat- 
entable in the United States, it having been used 
for a long time. Task the gentleman from New 
York why it is, if such be the fact, that he char- 
acterizes this amendment as giving protection to 
a patent ? 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. The Jacquard 
loom is an old invention, and there is where the 
cheat is. This invention is a Brussels power 
loom for the manufacture of this description of 
carpet, on which is made the only Brussels carpet 
made on the Jacquard machine in this country. 

Mr. HUGHES. I withdraw my amendment. 

The question recurred on concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. McCLERNAND called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McCurr- 
wanp and Brayton were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 72, noes 61. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The CHAIRMAN., One o’clock having ar- 
rived, the committee will now, under the instruc- 
tions of the House, rise and report the amend- 
ments to the House. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr, Corax reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the amendments of the Senate to the tariff bill, 
and, without coming to any conclusion thereon, 
had directed him, under the instructions of the 
House, to report the amendments back to the 
House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, before calling 
the previous question, I desire to make some gen- 
eral remarks on the necessity of concurring in 
the amendments of the Senate. I will not con- 
sume ten minutes. 

Mr. STANTON, I rise toa question of order. 
There is a special order postponed until this day, 
after the morning hour; and insist that that spe- 
cial order, and not these amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the tarif bill, is the question before the 
House at this time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. These amendments were 
made the special order for this day, on Saturday 
ast. 


I must call the gentleman 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received. from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 435) to refund to the Ter- 
ritory of Utah the expenses incurred in suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities in the year 1853; « 

An act (H. R. No. 299) for the payment of ex- 
penses incurred in the suppression of Indian hos- 
tilities in the State of California; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 70) to quiet titles 
to lands in the State of Iowa; 

The first without and the others with amend- 
ments, in which he was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House; and also informing the 
House that the President of the United States had 
notified the Senate that he had approved and 
signed joint resolution (S. No. 49) to repeal the 
joint resolution approved June 15, 1860, for the 
relief of William H. De Groot. 

TIHE TARIFF-——AGAIN. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. I will not detain the House 
ten minutes. 

Mr. STANTON. I want the Chair to decide 
my point of order. I was present when these 
Senate amendments were postponcd till to-day; 
and F was not aware, nor do I think the House 
was, that the understanding then made super- | 
scded the militia bill, previously made the special | 
order for this day. My understanding was that, 
at one o'clock, the tariff bill was to be taken out of | 
committee, and that then the House was to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the militia bill, which | 
was set down for this day. If that had not been 
the agreement, I certainly would have objected. 

The SPEAISER. The Chair did not so under- 
stand it. 

Mr. STANTON. Let the Journal entry be 
read. I did not understand that the tariff bill was 
made the special order, It was agreed, } thought, 
that we should go into committee on this bill, and 
atone o’clock that the committee should rise to 
proceed to the consideration of the militia bill, 
set down as the special order for this day after the 
morning hour, Task thatthe Journalentry beread. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio | 
is laboring under a misapprehension. The reso- 
lution adopted last Saturday went farther than he 
states. In the opinion of the Chair, the under- 
standing was, that the tariff bill shouldbe reported 
to the House, and considered. 3 

Mr. MORRILL. Such was the declaration of 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Puxtrs.] 

Mr. PHELPS. I had something to do with 
this matter on last Saturday. 1l was under the 
misapprehension that the militia bill reported by 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- | 
fairs [Mr. Sranron] was made the special order 
for to-morrow, and not for this day. My prop- | 
osition last Saturday was, that the amendments | 
of the Senate to the tariff bill should be consid- 
ered in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union until one o’clock; and that then, 
whatever progress had been made, they should | 
be reported to the House, and disposed of. I 
made that suggestion, which the House adopted, 
without being aware of the real condition of the 
militia bill, at 

The SPEAKER, Therecollection of the Chair ; 
agrees with the statement of the gentleman from | 
Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let me state, in justice to the | 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
that when I made the proposition on Saturday 1 i 
supposed, as I did until this morning, that the 
militia bill would not come up until to-morrow. 

Mr. STANTON. The bill I desire to call up 
is a House bill; and these are Senate amend- 
ments, which can just as well be concurred in to- | 
morrow or Wednesday as to-day; and I hope that | 
my colleague will postpone action on them until | 
the militia bill is disposed of. There has evi- | 
dently been a misapprehension and misunder 


y Š AE 
standing, and I hope my colleague will not insist | 


on the consideration of the tariff bil. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill now proceed with my | 
remarks. Mr. Speaker, I desire, if I can in a | 
few minutes, to impress upon the House the ne- | 
cessity of concurring in the Segate amendments. 
There are many of the amendments which at any 
viher time } would vote against; there are many 


I will proceed, then. i 


of them which I think wrong in principle.. But, 


| sir, the honor, and perhaps the existence, of the 


Government depends upon the prompt passage of 
some revenue bill. I will therefore vote for the 
amendments of the Senate. I vote for the amend- 
ments of the Senate, and have voted for this bill 
as arevenue measure simply, Itis probable, were 
it not necessary to produce increased revenue, I 
would not vote for near all the amendments. 
There are many of them I do not approve. It is 
necessary, however, indispensably necessary, to 
increase the revenue to the amount of several mil- 
lion dollars. Under the operations of the pres- 
ent tariff law, the revenue for the next fiscal year, 
as near as it can be estimated, will not exceed 
$39,000,000, partly because the value of many 
articles upon which the duties was based in 1857 
has gone down. An ad valorem tariff will now 
produce less than it has done for a period of many 
years, nearly all the articles of commerce bearing 
a less price than usual; therefore the present tariff 
is totally inadequate. The tariff now proposed, 


! with the Senate amendments, is substantially the 


tariff of 1846, with the ad valorem reduced to spe- 
cific duties. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, who were in favor of the tariff of 1846, 
-should remember that this tariff bill is framed sub- 
stantially upon the average rate of duties imposed 
by the act of 1846, with the exceptions that the 
duties are now made specific, instead of ad valorem, 
and the free list of 1857 is added. 

Mr. QUARLES. Let me interrupt the gentle- 
man for a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icannotyield. With the 
exception of the two articles of tea and coffee, 
there are no articles I believe added to the taxa- 
ble lists in this bill which were not contained in 

revious tariffs. If there are any, they are not 
important. The duty imposed by the Senate 
upon tea and coffee is temporary... it can last but 
for two years. Itis a small duty, and it ceases 
with the payment of the recently issued ‘bonds 
and Treasury notes. It can last at most but for 
two years. This bill, modified by the Senate 
amendments, isnecessary to produce requisite rev- 
enue. In times of ordinary prosperity, this tariff 
bill, with the Senate amendments, would produce 
$65,000,000; but in the existing condition of com- 
merce, it will not produce so much—at least for 
a year or ade 

Owing to thé heavy increase of the public debt 
during the present Administration, itis necessary 
to realize more revenue than sufficient to pay cur- 
rent expenditures. The interest of the public debt 
is an important element of expenditure. I have 
a statement, which has been carefully prepared, 
showing the actual condition of the public debtat 
this time. J have gathered in separate items the 
whole of the public debt, so far as I could. Itis 
as follows: 

Statement showing the estimated amount of the public debt 
of the United States on the 1st of July, 1861. 


Loan of 1842, per act of April 15, 1842...... $2,883,364 1] 
Loan of 1846, per act of July 22, 1846....... 1,000 00 
Loan of 1847, per act of January 28, 1847.... 9,415,250 00 
Loan of 1848, per act of March 15, 1848.... 8,908,341 09 
Loan of 1858, per act of June 14, 1858 20,000,000 00 
Loan of 1860, per act of June 1260 
Texas indemnity, per act of 


3,461,000 00 
183,785 54 
LLIS 54 
104,861 64 


11,795,600 00 


| per act of September 9, 1850, 
Old funded and unfunded debts. 
Treasury notes issued under acts y 


Treasury notes issued under act of Decem- 
ber 23, 1857 
Treasury notes is 
ber 17, 860... ccc eects cee reer e nn ees 
Loan of 1861, per act of February 23, 1861, 
Interest on joan of December, 17, 1860, to 
July 1, 1861 
Estimated deficiency to meet outstanding 
‘Syeasury notes and regular appropriations 
prior to July 1, 186), (per Secretary of the 
Treasurws letter of the 18th of January, 
1861) 877,524 63 
From which deduct past due 
‘Treasury notes, already in- 
eludedin the p nt state- 
ment... . 811,795,600 00 


10,000,000 00 
8,000,000 00 


500,000 00 


! And the pro- 


ceeds of the 

loan of Feb. “ 

23, 1861.... 7,240,000 00 
19,035,600 00 


Leaving deficiency of regular appropriations 
yet to be provided for prior to the Ist of 
July, 186! 

Deficiency bill of February 19, 1861... 664+ 


$97,008,997 33 


6,842,000 00 | 


‘Special Debts and Deficiencies. : © 
Washington and-Oregon war Bt ke 


GED. eee ceceaea crane eae 714,808 55: no i ee 

Award made by the Senate Wg ER si S 
to the ChoctaWws, eessen 2,981,247 30 i 

Creek trust fund. iss. aiies o 200,000 00 

Award of Senate to the two et easy 
hands of SioWX.....6...0++.-. 266,880 00. 

California war debt.......... 439,626 93 

Deficiency in the Indian trust ‘ p 
fund—abstracted by Bailey, : 870,000.00; 

Private bills passed, {party 
EStiMATEA). see sne sses enee 1,000,000 00 

Deficiency in the Quarter- Le 
master’s department ..... 709,435 00 


9,181,997 18 
$96,188,994 51 


The debt now funded, orevidenced by Treasury 
notes, or admitted deficiencies provided for by 
law, amounts to $87,697,033. The class of spe- 
cial debts and deficiencies amount to $9,181,997. 
That includes the Washington and Oregon war 
debt; the award made by the Senate in favor of 
the Choctaws; the Creek trust fund; the Califor- 
nia war debt; the deficit in the Indian -rast fund, 
caused by the abstraction of the bonds by Bai- 
ley; private bills passed, (partly estimated,) at 
$1,000,000; and the deficiency in the Quarter- 
master’s department, making an aggregate I have 
stated. The aggregate of the public debt, it thus 
appears, is $96,188,994. i 

W hen this Administration came into power, the 
public debt amounted to $29,060,386 99. There 
was a balance in the Treasury on the Istof July, 
1857, of $17,710,114 27, leaving a-balance of in- 
debtedness of $11,350,222 63, while the present 
acknowledged debt is $87,000,000; or, including 
debts acknowledged by the departments and. by 
one or the other of the two Houses, is over 
$96,000,000. And this does not include the claims 
allowed by the Court of Claims, bills now pend- 
ing in Congress, suspended accounts in the De- 
partments, (which I am told are large,) or the 
money abstracted from the mint at New Orleans 
by the authorities of Louisiana, These fouritems 
are not included in my statement. 

It is impossible to compute what has been al- 
lowed by the Court of Claims, because in some 
cases they allow a claim which involves a prin- 
ciple upon which many other claims must be al- 
lowed. In one case, by allowing a claim of $300, 
or $400, they adopted a construction of a law that ` 
would lead to the allowance of millions. Itis not 
possible to state what amount will be required to 
meet the bills which may be passed by Congress. 
It is also impossible to estimate the suspended 
amount at the Treasury Department. ; 

As to the amount of money abstracted from the 
mint at New Orleans, I take it as a matter of 
course, that upon returning reason, the people of 
Louisiana will restore the bullion they have taken. 

Such, then, is the condition of the public debt. 
The amount necessary to meet the regular annual 
appropriations for the next fiscal year, as esti- 
mated by Secretary Cobb, is $45,650,282 71, as 
follows: a 

Estimated appropriations for the service ofthe year ending 
June 30, 1862: 
Pensions.....0+ eee eee neene ees serene 


Consular and Diplomatic. + 
Military Academy....... 


„+. $1,082,000 00 

+. 1,078,270 00 
184,337 00 
| 2,077,695 38 
144,453,773 02 


Legis 2. 7,174,084 36 
Navah..s sss. vice ee 11,513,904 ÔL 
Sundry Civil..... serasa 2,594,868 -39 


m-e 5,391,850 63 


$45,650,282 71 


Post Office, (deücienCy)essssrersererrere 


To this sum must be added the permanent ap- 
propriations, including the expense of collecting 


the revenue, amounting to $6,130,914 14, and the 


interest on the public debt, about $5,760,000, mak- 
ifg the lowest amount necessary to carry outex- 
isting laws, the sum of $57,541,196 85. And, 
sir, we know very well, that this sum will be 
increased by new appropriations by Congress, and 
that the country will be fortunate indeed, if the 
new Administration shall limit theannual expend- 
iture to $60,000,000. 

If, sir, in addition to this sum, we must meet 
the political difficultics of the time, if we must 
maintain the Government and defend the prop- 
erty of the nation by an appeal to physical force, 
it is evident we must pass a revenue bill We 
would be derelict in the highest duty intrusted to 
us if did not do so before this Congress term- 
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CONGRESSION 


February 25, 


inates:: Surely. wo ore:can' desire: that the recent 
policy ofincreasing the public debt-ar the rate of 
$20,000,000 annually, shali be- pursued; and yet, 
if this bill is.defeated, the inevitable consequence 
will be an inerease of your: debt by that amount 


‘yearly. “If you pass this: bill, withthe Senate 
amendments, bad. as some'of them may be, it will 
undoubtedly venue enough. to. meet. the 


expenditures;-and we shall have am iletime next 
Congress to remedy all defects and deficiencies of 
this bill.’ T-move the previous question. 
x Fs . 
“Phe previous question was seconded;.and the 
tiain question ordered-to be put. ; 
~““Mr-GARNETT. I call ‘for a separate vote 
upon each amendment. 

< First amendment: 

Paget, line six, strike out “twenty-one,” and insert 
“teny? so as to reduce the loan authorized by the bill to 
$10,000,000. > 


Mr. GARNETT demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, 
‘The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

Page.2, line fifteen, strike out “ two,” and insert “ ten ;? 
sọ as to extend the time for reimbursing the sum borrowed 
from two to ten years. x 


The. amendment was concurred in, 


Third amendment: . 

Page 2, line twenty-one, strike out “six,” and insert 
ceuvenity.;?? so that the clause shall read : 

And no contract shall be made to prevent the redemption 
ofthe same at any time after the expiration of twenty years 
from the said Ist day of July next, without notce, 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Fourth, fifth, and sixth amendments: 

“Page 3, line two, insert, “any of;” line five, insert, “as 
te exigences of the public scrvice require ;” line seven, 
strike out “ such joan,” and insert “so much of ‘said loan 
as is required 3” so that the clause'shall read: 

Seg, 3, And be it further enacted, That before awarding 
any of said loan, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, as the 
exigences of the. public service require, cause to be inserted 
in two of the public newspapers of the city of Washington, 
andin one or more public newspapers in other cities of the 
United States, public notice that sealed proposals for so 
mucll of said Joan as is required; wili be received until a 
certain day, to be specified in such notice, &e. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


Seventh amendment: , 

Page 4, line twenty-five, insert: 

And provided further, ‘hat no part of the loan hereby 
authorized shall be applied to the service of the present 
fiscal year. 


: The amendment was concurred in. 


` Eigbth amendment: 


Page 4, strike out, “that the faith of the United States is 
hereby pledged fot the due payment of the interest and the 
redemption of the principal of said stock,” and insert: 

That in case the proposals made for shid loan, or for so 
mich thereof as the exigencies of the publie service shall 
require, shali not be satisfactory, the President of the Uni- 
ted States. shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to decline 
to accept such offer, if for less than the par value of the 
bonds constituting said stock, and in lieu thereof, and to 
the extent and ainownt of the loan authorized to be made 
by this act, to issue Treasury notes tor sums not jess than 
950; bearing ‘interest at a rate not less than six per cent. | 
per annum, payabie semi-annually on the lst day of Janu- 
ary and July in each year, at proper places of payment, to 
be prescribed by the Secretary, with the approval of the 
President; and under like circumstances and conditions, 
the President of the United States is hereby authorized to 
substitute Treasury notes of equal amount for the whole 
or any part of any of the loans for which he is ndw by law 
authorized to contract and issue bonds. Aud the Treasury 
notes so issued under the authority herein given, shall be 
réceived in payment for ail duties due to the United States 
when offered, and in like manner shail he given m pay- 
ment for any sum due from the United States, when pay- 
ment in that mode is requested by the persons to whom 
payment is to be made, or for their par value incoin. And 
the faith of the United States is hereby pledged for the due 
payment of the interest, and the redemption of the principal 
of the stock or ‘Treasury notes which may be issued under 
ihe authority of this act: and the sum of $20,000 is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to pay the expenses of preparing the cer- 
tificates of stock or Treasury notes herein authorized, to be 
done in the usual mode, and under the restrictions as to 
the employment and payment of oflicers contained in the ! 
taws authorizing former loans and issues of Treasury notes 5 
and it shali be at the option of holders of Treasury notes 
hereby authorized by this act to exchange the same for the 
stock herein authorized, at par, or fur bonds in lieu of 
which said Treasury notes were issued: Provided, Thatno 
certificates shall be exchanged for Treasury notes or bonds, 
in sums of less than $500: And provided further, That the 
authority to issue the said Treasury notes, or give the same | 
in payment for duties duc from the United States, shall be 
limited to the 13th day of June, 1862; and that the same | 
shail be redeemabie at the pleasure of the United States, at 
any time within two years after the passage of thisact; and 
that said notes shal! cease to bear interest, after they shail 
bave been ealled in by the Secretary of the Treasury under 
the provisions of this act. 


IN 
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| standard, by claying, boiling, clarifying, or other pro- 


The amendment was concurred in 


AL GLOBE. 


: Ninth amendments. = == 5 


-Strike out ef section six “October next,” and insert, 
April, A. D1861; also strike out “on Taw sugar, come 
mony called Muscovado or brown sugar, not advanced be- 
yond its raw state by claying, boiling, clarifying, or other 
process, 1 cent per pound; on sirup of sugar, or of sugar 
cane, and concentrated molasses, oy concentrated melado, 
l cent per pound; on white and ciayed sugars, when ad- 
vanced beyond the raw state, not above No. 12, Dutch 


cess, and not yet refined, 1 cent per pound; advanced 
above No. 12, Dutch standard, and not yct refined, 14 cent 
per pound ; on refined sugars, whether loaf, lump, crushed, 
or pulverized, 2} cents per pound; on sugars, after being 
refined, when they have been tinctured, colored, or in any 
way. adulterated, and on sugar candy, 5 cehts per pound; 
on confectionary of all kinds, not otherwise provided for, 
30 per centum ad valorem ; on molasses, 4 cents per gallon: 
Provided, That ali sirups of sugar, or of sugar cane, con- 
centrated molasses, or concentrated melada, entered under 
the denomination of molasses, or any other appellation than 
sirup of sugar or of sugar cane, concentrated molasses, or 
concentrated melado, shall be liable to forfeiture to the Uni- 
ted States: Provided, That an inspection, under such reg- 
ujations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, 
shall be made of al} sugars and molasses imported from 
foreign countries, in order to prevent frauds, and the intro- 
duction of sugars, sirup of sugar, sirup of cane, concen- 
trated molasses, or concentrated melado, or botiling sirup, 
under the title of molasses, or in any other manner,” and 
insert: 

On raw sugar commonly called Muscovado or brown 
sugar, not advanced beyond the raw state by claying or 
other process; and on sirup of sugar, or of sugar cane, and 
concentrated molasses, or concentrated melado, and on 
white and clayed sugars, when advanced beyond the raw 
state by claying or cther process, and not retined, $ cent 
per pound; on refined sugars, whether loaf, lump, crushed, 
or pulverized, 2 cénts per pound; on sugars, after being re- 
fined, when they are tinctured, colored, or in any way adul- 
terated, and on sugar candy, 4 cents per pound: Provided, 
That all sirups of sugar, or of sugar cane, concentrated mo- 
lasses or melado, entered under the name of molasses, or 
any other name than sirup of sugar, or of sugar cane, con- 
eentrated molasses, or concentrated melado, shall be liable 
to forfeiture to the United States; on molasses, 2 cents per 
gallon ; on confectionary of all Kinds, not otherwise pro- 
viked for, 30 per centum ad valorem. 

Second. On coffee, 1} cents per pound; on tea, when | 
imported from any port or place beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, 4 cents per pound; when imported from any port or 
place this side of the Cape of Good Hope, other than in the 
country where produced, 4 cents per pound, and an addi- 
tion thereto of 10 per centum ad valorem: Provided, That 
whenever the Treasury notes and bonds of the United States 
which have been, or shall be, issued under the authority of 
any laws or parts of laws passed between the 4th day of 
March, A. D. 1857, and the 4th day of March, A. D. 1861, 
shall be redeemed and paid, the President of the United 
States is hereby authorized to make proclamation that the 
aforesaid articles of tea and coffee may be imported into the 
United States exempt and free from the specifie duties 
herein imposed: Provided, That the duties on tea and cof- 
fee hereby imposed shall cease from and after the 30th of 
June, 1863. 


The first portion of the amendment, in refer- 


ence to the date, was agreed to. 

Mr QUARLES. [call for the yeas and nays 
upon the latter portion of the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 31, nays 147; as follows: 

¥UEAS—Messrs. Charles P. Adams, Babbitt, Blair, Bray- 
ton, Butterfield, Campbell Carey, Clark B. Cochrane, H. 
Winter Davis, Fenton, Frauk, French, Grow, Hale, Hall, 
Hoard, William A. Howard, Irvine, Kilgore, McKnight, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, Pahnuer, Riggs, Christopher Rob- 
inson, Scranton, Sedgwick, Spinner, Stanton, and Verree 
NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Alley, 
Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Avery, Barr, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blake, Bocock, 
Boteler, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Buflin- 
ton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Carter, Case, 
Horace F. Clark, Jolin B. Clark, Coburn, John Cochrane, 
Colfax,Conkling,Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, 
John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Duell, Dum, | 
Edgerton, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Eth- 
eridge, Famsworth, Ferry, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gil- 
mer, Gooch, Graham, Gurley, J. Morrison Harris, John T. 
Harris, Hatton, Hickman, Holman, William Howard, 
Hughes, Hutchins, Jenkins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kunkel, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. 
Leach, Leake, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovce- 
joy, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Charies D. Martin, Elbert 
S. Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, McKean, McKenty, 
McPherson, Millson, Millward, Montgomery, Laban T. 
Moore, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Nib- 
inek, Nixon, Olin, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, 
Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, John 
H. Reynolds, James C. Robinson, Royee, Rufin, Scott, 
Sherman, Sickies, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Spauld- 
ing, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, 
Tappan, Thayer, Thomas, Tompkins, Train, Vallandig- 
ham, Vance, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, Wins- 
low, Wood, Woodruff, Woodson, and Wright—147, 


So the amendment was non-concnrred in. 

During the call, 

Mr. ALDRICH stated that Mr. Curtis was 
paired off with Mr. Norn. 
“Mr. FRENCH stated that Mr. Foster was 
absent in attendance upon the peace conference. | 


Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, stated that Mr. ALLEN 
had been called to Ohio in consequence of sick- 
ness in his family. 

Mr. DUNN stated that Mr. Humpurey was 
detained at his room in consequence of sickness, 

Mr. KUNKEL said: I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. [Mr. Suerman] whether the 
term ‘* United States,’* used in certain branches 
of this amendment, is intended to include the 
States of South Carolina, Florida, Georgia, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, and Louisiana? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; if I understand 
your question. . 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, said: I have 
been suffering from chills for several days, and 
have to leave the House now on account of one. 
I am opposed to this tariff bill as a whole, and in 
many of its parts; and in the name of my constit- 
uents I especially protest against the provision for 
taxing tea and coffee, as, in my judgment, an out- 
rageous provision, and as unjust, unequal, op- 
pressive, and iniquitous legislation. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY said: As an abstract 
question, I should be opposed to taxing tea and 
coffee; but I am convinced that no. tariff bill will 
be passed unless we accept this as it is. T there- 
fore am constrained reluctantly to vote “ay.” 

Mr. NOELL stated that on this bill he was 
paired off with Mr. Curtis. 

Mr. PALMER said: In order to save this bill 
I vote “ay.” 

Mr. POTTER stated that Mr. WASHBURN, of 
Wisconsin, was confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. TRAIN made a similar statement in refer- 
ence to Mr. Ricr. 

Mr. STANTON stated that Mr. Trimpie was 
detained from the House by sickness, and was 
paired off with Mr, PENDLETON. 

Mr. ELY stated that Mr. Van Wyck was con- 
fined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. EDWARDS said: For fear that we shall 
lose the whole bill, unless we agree to the amend- 
ments of the Senate, I vote “ ay.” 

Mr. MONTGOMERY said: Finding that the 
peculiar friends of a tariff are opposed upon prin- 
ciple to voting in tea and coffee, Pwill change my 
vote, and vote “no.” . 

Mr. KILLINGER said: I vote forconcurrence, 
inasmuch as it involves the fate of the whole bill. 
If the bill goes back to the Senate, it will be lost. 
Therefore Í vote for some provisions which are 
unacceptable in themselves. We are in debt 
$160,000,000, and must raise additional revenue, 
or be dishonored in the eyes of the whole world, 
Mr. Buchanan’s administration has paralyzed the 
public credit, and we must resort to this measure 
in order to cnable Mr. Lincoln to carry on the 
Government and execute the laws. By this bill 
we secure specific duties—the great desideratum of 
the people of every State—and protect the labor 
of the whole country. I will submit to this im- 
position of a temporáry duty on tea and coffee, 
to continue until the public debt is in the way of 
liquidation, because it is the only hope of secur- 
ing the great object for which 1 came to this Con- 
gress, a protective tariff; and the Republican party 
is false to its avowed platform if it rejects this 
Senate amendment, and so defeats the whole 
measure. 

Mr. HALE said: I intend to let my vote re- 
main in the afirmative, and I am sorry that my 
friends upon this side have not: more backbone. 
I was opposed to it upon principle, but I voted 
for the amendment under the circumstances. 

Mr. SPINNER said: Having been an old Dem- 
ocrat, and believing in free trade, I thought a tariff 
bill was for revenue and not protection; and I shail 
stand by my vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said: I voted for this tax 
upon tea and coffee for the purpose of saving the 
bill, and I stand by my vote. I vote “ay.” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I follow the gen- 
tleman’s example. I voted inthe negative, and 
I stand by it. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 


Mr. BARR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was disagreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Eleventh amendment: 


Strike out the following in section six: i 
“On Madeira, sherry, and port wines, in casks or hot 
Ues, 75 cents per gallon; on champagne and sparkling 
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wines, Burgundy and hock, in bottles, $1 per galion, in 
casks, 50 cents per gallon, on claret, Marseilles, Teneriffe, 
Sicily, Canary, and Malaga wines, in casks or bottles, 30 
cents per gallon; on all other wines not enumerated, 30 
per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Twelfth amendment: 

tn lines twenty-six and twenty-seven of the same sec- 
tion, strike out the following words: “ And to the highest 
rates of duty applicable to the article of the same name 3”? 
so that the proviso will read : 

Provided, That all imitations of brandy or spirits, or of 
any of said wines, and all wines imported by any names 
whatever, shall be subject to the duty provided for the gen- 
uine article which it is intended to represent. 


The amendment was concurred in: 
Thirteenth and fourteenth amendments: 


In line twenty-nine of thesame section, strike out “ six,” 
and insert “one ;?? and in line thirty-five, after the word 
& thirty,” insert “ three and one third 3” so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided further, That brandies, or other spirituous 
Hquors, may be imported in bottles, when the package shall 
contain not iess than one dozen, and all bottles shall pay a 
separate duty, according to the rate established by this act, 
whether containing wines, brandics, or other spirituous 
liquors, subject to duty as hereinbctore mentioned: on ale, 
porter, and beer, in botties, 25 cents per galion, otherwise 
than in bottles, 15 cents pergailon; on all spirituous liquors 
nol enumerated 33} per centum ad valorem. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


Fifteenth amendment: 


Yn line thirty-seven of the same section, strike our the 
words “50 cents per pound,” and insert in licu thereof the 
words “valued at $5 or under per thousand, 20 cents per 


pound over @5 and not over $10, 40 cents per pound; and | 


over $10, 60 cents per pound ;” so that the clause will 
read: 

Second. On cigars of all kinds, valued at $5 or under 
per thousand, 20 cents per pounds; over $5 and not over 
$10, 40 cents per pound; and over $10, 60 cents per pound, 
and, in addition thereto, 10 per centum ad valorem; on 
snuff, 10 cents per pounds on unmanufactured tobacco in 
leaf, 25 per centum ad valorem ; on all other manufactured 
or unmanufaciured tobacco, 30 per centwn ad valorem. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Lask for the yeas 
and nays on thatamendmont, and I hope we may 
have them. This is a representative of a whole 
series of amendments, representing the competi- 
tion between the two systems of collection and 
the imposition of duties on the necessaries of life. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by A. J. GLOSSBRENNER, his 
Private Secretary, notifying the House that he 
did, on the 23d instant, approve and sign bills of 
the following titles: 
ae (H. R. No. 400) for the relief of James 

oyd; 

An act (H. R. No. 514) for the relief of Samuel 
S. Green; 

An act (H. R. No. 625) for the relicf of captain 
Alexander V. Fraser; 

An act (EI. R. No. 678) for the relief of Samucl 
Perry; and 

An act (HI. R. No. 996) for the relief of Azel 
Spalding. 

ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committce on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled, ** An act 
to refund to the Territory of Utah the expenses 
incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities in the 
year 1853; when the Speaker signed the same. 


THE TARIFEF——AGAIN. 


The question was then taken on agrecing to the 
fifteenth amendment of the Senate; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmalive—yeas 119, nays 46; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Alley, Wil- 
liam C. Anderson, Astley, Babbitt, Barret, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Branch, Brayton, Brown, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Butterficid, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, 
Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, 


H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, | 


Edwards, Eliot, ®ly, English, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, 
Florence, Fouke, Frauk, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, 
Hale, John T. Harris, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Holman, 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Jenkins, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
Larrabee, De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, Marston, Elbert S. Martin, McClernand, McKean, 
McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Montgomery, 
Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, 
Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynokls, Riggs, Christ- 
opher Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, William N. 
H. Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, 
Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, 
Train, Vertee, Wade, Walton, Waldron, Eliiha B. Wash- 
burne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, aud Woodrufi— 
119. 

NAYVS—Messrs. Aldrich, Thomas L, Anderson, Avery, 


William | 


Barr, Bocock, Botcler, Briggs, Bristow, Burch, Burnett, 
John Cocbrane, Cox, James Craig, Barton Craige, John 
G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Etheridge, Gilmer, 
Hatton, Hughes, Junkin, Kankel, Leake, Mallory, Charles 
D. Martin, Maynard, Isaac N. Morris, Neison, Pryor, 
Quarles, John H. Reynolds, Rufin, Rust, Sickles, Simms, 
Stokes, Stout, Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, 
Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—46. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Dering the roll-call, . 
är. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leac, of 
Worth Carolina, had leftthe House in consequence 
of indisposition, and that, if he hað been present, 
he would have voted ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. BURNETT (when his name was called) 
said: Believing that the only way. to kill this bill 
is to non-concur with the Senate in some of their 
amendments, I vote ** no.” r 

Mr. SICKLES (when his name was called) said: 
observing that the bill hasalready received a fatal 
blow from its friends, I have less hesitation in 
voting “no.” 

The result was announced as above recorded. 


Sixteenth amendment: 


In line six of section seven strike out “ six,” and insert 
«seven. ? 


Seventeenth amendment: 


In line seven of the same section strike out “one inch 
and a half,” and insert “ two inches.” 


Eighteenth amendment: 


in tine eight strike out “ five eighths of one,” and insert 
“one half an.” 


Nineteenth amendment: 
In line nine strike out “ three,” and insert “ four.” 
Twenticth amendment: 


Ta Tine ten strike out “tive eighths of one,” and insert 
“ one half an.?? 


Twenty-first amendment: 

In line cleven strike out “ three,” and insert “ four.” 

The amendments were severally concurred in, 
so as to make the section read as follows: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid there shall he levied, collected, 
and paid, on the importation of the articles hereinafter men- 
tioned, the following duties, that is to say irste On bar- 
iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats, not less than 
one inch or more than seven inches wide, nor less than one 
quarter of an inch or more than two inches thick ; rounds, 
not less than one half an inch, or more than four inchesin 
diameter; and squares, not less than one half an inch, or 
more than four inches square, $15 per ton; Provided, That 
all iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms, less finished 
than iron in bars, and nore advanced than pig iron, except 
castings, shall be rated as iron in bars, and pay a duty ac- 
cordingly. 

Twenty-second amendment: 

Add to the above the following proviso: 

And provided further, That none of the above iron shall 
pay a less rate of duty than 20 per centum ad valorem, 


Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE called for tellers on 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. ELY and 
Joux CocuRane were appointed. 

'The House divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-three in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the afirmative—yeas 112, nays 50; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brabson, 
Brayton, Brislow, Buftinton, Burlingame, Burnham, But- 
terfield, Campbell, Carey, Case, Coburn, Colfax Conkling, 
Corwin, I. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Dueh, Dunn, 
Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, 
Ferry, Florence, Frank, French, Gilmer, Graham, Grow, 
Hale, Hall, Hatton, Welmick, Hickman, Hoard, Wiliiam 
A. Howard, Hutchins, irvine, Jankin, Francis W. Kehogg, 
Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Longnecker, Loom- 
is, Lovejoy, Marston, Eibert S. Martin. Maynard, McKean, 
MekKenty, MeKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, 
Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Porter, Pottie, 
Quarles, Edwin R. Reyuvolds, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Scranton, Sherman, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevens, 
William Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 
Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Verrec, Wade, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, 
and Woodruf—112. 

NAYS—Me: Avery, Barr, Bocock, Branch, Briggs, 
Brown, Burch, Burnett, Horace P. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Jobn Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, John &. 
Davis, De Jarnette, Bdmundson, English, John T. Harris, 
Holman, William Howard, fugue s, Kilgore, Kun- 
kel, Larrabee, Leake, Maelay, Charles D rtin, MeCler- 
pand, Milson, lsaac Morris, Niblack, Pey 
Pryor, James C. Ro! ; Rufin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, 
William N. H. Smitb, Spinner, Thomas, Vallandighain, 
Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—s0. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


on, Phelps, į 


During the roll-call; of oo 2 s 
Mr. QUARLES stated :that if M 
North Carolina,had been present, hes 
voted “no.” sears : 7: 

Mr. BARRET (when his name was caled) 
said: I have always considered: the making‘of: 
tariff bill a: business transaction, which ought tò 
be performed by-a board of finance composed: of 
merchants, manufacturers, and producers. This 
day’s proceedings has confirmed me in that opin- 
ion. And now I more than ever. deprecate the 
action of politicians upon the important subjects: 
included in this bill and about which they know 
nothing. ; : : 

Having said thus much, and all which ‘is allow- 
able after the previous question is demanded; i 
vote for the Senate amendment, because Missouri 
is an iron State. Bae ne 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PHELPS. If there is no objection, I am 
willing that we shall now pass on to the fiftieth 
amendment in relation to. the duty on wool, ‘on 
which I desire the.yeas and nays. 

Mr. McCLERNAND.. I think we had 
go on regularly: with the bill. 

Twenty-third amendment:: 

Section seven, after, the words “iron wire?” 
words “drawn and finished.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Twenty-fourth amendment: 

After the words slit rods,” strike out the words ‘for 
nails, nuts, and horse-shoes.” aa 

The amendment was concurred.in. 


Twenty-fifth amendment: : 


Alter the words “on iron cables or chains, or parts there- 
of,” insert the words “ and anvils.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Twenty-sixth amendment: 

After the words “ oranchors, or parts thereof,” insert the 
words “and anvils.” ` 

The amendment was concurred in, 


Twenty-seventh amendment: 

After the word “ bed-serews,” insert the word “and3”? 
so as to make it read, ** bed-screws and wrought hinges’? 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Twenty-eighth amendment: . 

Strike out the word “axle-trees,? and insert in ticu 
thereof the word axles,” 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Twenty-ninth amendment: 

After the words, “ wrought-iron railroad chairs,” strike 
out the words “ g1 25 per one hundred pounds,” and insert 
in lieu thereof “and on wrought-iron nuts and washers 
ready punched, $25 per ton. SEPAN 4 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirtieth amendment: , 

After word “locomotives,” insert the words, “ locomo- 
tive tire or parts thercof.” 

The amendment was concured in. 


Thirtieth-and-a-balf amendment: 

After the word “ pound,” insert the words “ two inches 
and;” so as to make it read: 

On serews, commonly called wood-serews, two inches 
or over in length, 5 cents per pound; two inches and less 
than two inches in length, 8 cents per pound. š 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirty-first amendment: 

Strike out “ twenty-five,” and insert “thirty j? so as to 
make it read: i 

On screws, washed or plated, and all other screws of iron 
or any other metal, 30 per centum ad valorem ; onal maiu- 
factures of iron not otherwise provided for, 30 per centum 
av valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Thirty-second, thirty-third, and thirty-fourth 
amendments: Cae 

Strike out the words, “and valued at above IL cents per 
pound, 23 cents per pound: Provided, That no ;” after the 


i act; of 
ould have 


better 


insert. the 


- word “ form,” add the words “not otherwise provided for 37” 


and strike out the words “ Tess than ;” sothat it will read : 

On all steel in ingots, bars, sheets, or wire, not less than 
one fourth of one inch in diameter, valued at 7 cents per 
pound or less, 14 cent per pound 5 valued at above 7 cents 
per pound, and not above 11 cents per pound, 2 cents per 
pound; sicel in any form, not otherwise provided for, shall 
pay a duty of 20 per centum ad valorem ; on steel wire less 
than one fourth of an ineh in‘diameter, and not less than 
No. 16 wire gauge, #2 per one hundred pounds, and in ad- 
dition thereto, 15 per centuin ad valorem ; Jess or finer than 
No. 16 wire gauge, $2 50 per one hundred pounds, and in 
addition thereto, 15 per centum ad valorem 


_ ‘The amendments were severally concurred in. 


Thirty-fifth amendment: 


Insert the words “ on cross-cut saws, 8 cents per linear 
foot.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 
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irty-sixth amendment: age BE set 
sett the words ‘on skates costing 20 cents or less per 
s6 cents per pair; on those costing over.20- cents. per 
pair, 30 per centum ad valorem.” os ; 
>. Fhé amendment was concurredin, ` 
. Thirty-seveuth, thirty-eighth, thirty-ninth, for- 
tieth, forty-first, forty-second, forty-third, forty- 
fourth, and forty-fifth amendments: ; 
See, 9. After the words “ on white tead,” add- the words 
‘and. oxide ‘of zine 72? after the word “lead,’* add: the 
chromate and bichromate’ of potash 5”? strike out 
nate; bichromate ;>" insert the words “pipe 
‘strike out tt sixteen,’ and ‘insert in’ lieu thereof 


3 
i urs; ond after the word “paste, add the words “or 
juiee 3”. so'that the section will reads’ 

Sec9: And beit further enacted, That from and after the 
day and year aforesaid there shali be levied, collected, and 
paidon the importation of the articles hereinafter men- 
tioned the- following duties, that is to say: First. On white 
ledd and oxide of zine, dry or ground ‘in ‘oil, red lead, and 
litharge; 1}-cent per pounds; on sugar-of lead, or acetate of 
lead and-nitrate:of lead, chromate and bichromate of pot- 
asli,3 cents per pound; on hydriodate and prussiate of pot- 
ash; and-cliromic acid,‘and salts of iodine, and resublimed 
iodine, 15 per centum ad valorem; on whiting, 25 cents per 
oné hundred. pounds ;.on Paris white, pipe clay, and ochers 
or ocher earths, not otherwise provided for, when dry, 35 
cents per one hundred pounds; when ground in oil, $1 35 
cents per one hundred pounds; on umber, 50 cents per one 
hundred:pounds ; on putty, 1 cent per pound; on linseed, 
flaxsecd, hempseed, and rapeseed oil, 20 cents per galion ; 
on kerosine oil, and all other coal oils, 10 cents per gallon; 
on alum, alum substitute, sulphate of alumina, and alumi- 
nous cake, 50 cents per one hundred pounds ; on copperas, 
green vitriol, or'sulphate of iron, 25 cents per one hundred 
pounds; on bleaching powder, 15 cents per one hundred 
pounds; on refined camphor, 6 cents per pound ; on refined 
borax, 3 cents per pound; on tallow, 1 cent per pound; on 
tallow candles, 2 cents per pound; on spermaceti or wax 
candles and tapers, and on candles and tapers of sperma- 
ceti and wax combined, 8 cents per pound; on stearine 
candles, and all other candles and tapers, 4 cents per pound 3 
on-spirits of turpentine, 16 cents per gallon; on opium, $3 
per pound; on morphine, and its salts, $k per ounce; on 
liquorice paste or juice, 3 cents per, pound. 


The amendments were severally concurred in. 


Forty-sixth and forty-seventh amendments: 


Sea. 10. Strike out the words “rice or,’ and insert. in 
leu thereof the words “cleaned rice, 1 cent per pound; on 
uncleaned: rice or; and instead of “ten,” insért “ six- 
teen 3’? so that it will read : 

On cieaned rice, 1 cent per pound; on uncleaned rice or 
paddy, 50 cents per one hundred pounds; on sago and sago 
flour, 50 cents per one hundred pounds; on flaxseed or lin- 
seed, 16 cents per bushel of fifty-two pounds. 


The amendments were severally concurred in. 


Forty-eighth amendment: 


Section cleven, strike out “two,” and insert “ four ;°? so 
` as to make the duty on cloves 4 cents per pound. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Forty-ninth amendment: 


Section eleven, strike out “two,” and insert “three ;” 
so as to make the duty on figs 3 cents per pound. 


The amendment. was concurred in. 


Fiftieth amendment: 


Section twelve, strike out the words “shall exceed 18 
cents per pound, and shall not exceed 24 cents per pound,’? 
and insert in licu thereof ‘shall be less than 18 cents per 
pound, 5 per centum ad valorem; exceeding 18 cents per 
pound, and not exceeding 24 cents per pound 5” so that the 
section will read: 

Sec, 12. And be it further enacted, 'That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid, on the importation of the articles hereinafter 
mentioned, the following duties, that is to say: First, On 
all wool ummannfactured, and all hair of the alpaca, goat, 
and otherlike animals, unmanufactured, the valuc whereof 
at the last port or place from whence exported to the United 
States shal! be less than 18 cents per pound, 5 per centum 
advalorem ; exceeding 18 cents per pound, and not exceed- 
ing A cents per pound, there shall be levied, collected, aud 
paid a duty of 3 cents per pound; excceding 24 cents per 
pound, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 
9 cents per pound. 

Mr. PHELPS, [shall vote for this amendment; 
but I desire to have the yeas and nays on it. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifty-first amendment: 


j 
Section thirteen, after the word ‘* Aubusson’? insert the 


word “ Axminster.” 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifty-second amendment: 

Section thirteen, after word “¢ carpeting,” insert the words 
« Brussels carpet, wrought by the Jacquard machine ;” so 
that it will read: 

Src. 13. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid on the importation of the articles hereinafter men- 
tioned the following duties, that is to say: First. On Wil- 
ton, Saxony, and Ambusson, Axminister patent velvet, 
‘Tourney velvet, and tapestry velvet carpets and carpeting, 
Brussels carpets wrought by the Jacquard machine, and 
all medallion or whole carpets valued at $1 25 cents or 
under, per square yard, 40 cents per square yard. 


į kerseys aud plains, valued at 25 ceuts per square yard and 


:Mr- JOHN COCHRANE. [call for the yeas 
and nays om that amendment. ` i 

Mr. SICKLES. F kope there will be-no hesi- 
tation in giving us the yeas and nays on this 
amendment. Itis to protect a patent right. That 
is ali. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 87, nays 68; as follows: 


¥EAS—Messts. Charles F. Adams, Green-Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Bingham, BMir, Blake, Brayton, Burlingame, Burn- 
ham, Butterficld, Campbell, Carey, Coburn, Conkling, 
Corwin, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, 
Edgerton, Edwards, Elliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, French, Graham, Hale, Hall, Helmick, Hickman, 
Wiliam A: Howard, Hutchins, Francis W. Kellogg, Ken- 
yon, Kilgore, Killinger, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
Marston, McKean, McKenty, MeKnight, McPherson, 
Millward, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Mor- 
rill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Palmer, Perry, 
Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Edwin, R. Reynolds, Christopher 
Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spauld- 
ing, Stanton, Stevens, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 
Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Wal 
ton, Wells, and Woodrut!—87. 

YEAS—Messrs. Avery, Barr, Barret, Bocock, Boteier, 
Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, 
Carter, Horace F. Ciark, Jobn B. Clark, Jobn Cochrane, 
Colfax, James Craig, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, De 
Jarnette, Edmundson, English, Ferry; Florence, Frank, 
Gilmer, Gooch, John F. Harris, Hatten, Hoard, Holman, 
William Howard, Hughes, Irvine, Jenkins, Kunkel, Lar- 
rabece, Leake, Logan, Maclay, Maliory, Charles D. Martin, 
Maynard, McClernand, Nelson, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Spinner, Steven- 
son, Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Ellibu B, Washburne, 
Webster, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—68. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. CLARK, of New York, (when his name 
was called,) said: This is a proposition to protect 
the power loom of Massachusetts. I vote ‘* no.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Wehave now passed, I be- 
lieve, all the disputed items; and I hope the vote 
will be taken on the remainder of the amendments 
of the Senate en masse. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I think we had better pro- 
ceed in the way in which we have been going on. 


Fifty-third amendment: 


Insert at the end of the fifty-second amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

Provided that no carpet or rugs of the above description 
shall pay a duty of less than 25 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
Fifty-fourth and fifty-fiftth amendments: 


Insert in the schedule of 30 per eent ad valorem, after 
“tapestry, Brusseis carpets and carpeting,” as follows : 
Printed on the warp or otherwise. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


Fifty-sixth amendment: 


Strike out “on all woolen cloths, or cloth of which 
wool shall be the chief component material, fulled or milled, 
under, a duty of 20 per centum ad valorem; on all cloths, 
eassimeres, kerscys, buckskins, doeskins, mixed sackings, 
pelisse cloths, habit cloths, Jadies’ cloakings, fancies, 
tweeds, plains, and felts, or goods of a similar character, 
valued at 25 cents, and not exceeding 75 cents per square 
yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 
20 per centum ad valorem: Provided, That all goods or 
cloths of the toregoing description, weighing not more than 
ten ounces, persquare yard, shall pay a duty of {6 cents per 
pound, and, in addition thereto, 25 per centum ad valorem; } 
valued at over 75 cents per square yard, a duty of 16 cents 
per pound, and in addition thereto, 25 per centum ad valo- 
rem; on al} beaver cloths, duff! cloths, pilot cloths, peter- 
shanis, felt cloths, or similar cloths, suitable for overcoats 
ov blankets, and valued at $1 or Jess per square yard, a duty 
of 16 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 15 per 
centum ad valorem; valued above $l, and not above $2, 
per square yard, a duty of 16 ceuts per pound, and, in ad- 
dition thereto, 20 per centum ad valorem ; valued above $2 
per square yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and, in ad- 
dition thereto, 25 per centum ad valorem; on all broad- 
cloths, twilled or plain, valued at $1 orless per square yard, 
a duty of 16 cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 15 
per centum ad valorem; above §!, and not above $2, per 
square yard, 16 cents per pound, and, iu addition thereto, 
20 per centum ad valorem; vaiued above $2 per square 
yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and, in addition there- 
to, 25 per centum ad valorem.” And insert in lieu thereof, 
as follows: 

On woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manufac- 
tures of wool of every description, made wholly or in part 
of wool, not otherwise provided for, a duty of 12 cents per 
pound, and in addition thereto 25 per centum ad valorem; 
on endless belts for paper, and blanketing for printing ma- 
chines, 25 per centum ad valorem. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. lask for the yeas | 
and nays on that amendment, 

Mr. PHELPS called for tellers on the yeas and | 
nays. - 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The amendment was concurred in 


Fifty-seventh and fifty-eighth amendments: 

Strike ont the word “or,” and insert the words “and 
not over $L? Strike out“ twelve” and insert “ sixteen,” 
so as to make the clause read as follows: 

On woolen and worsted yarn, valued at 50 cents, and 
not over $1 per pound, 12 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 15 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


~ Fifty-ninth amendment: 


Insert at the close of the above clause, as follows: 

On woolen and worsted yarn, valued at over @l per 
pound, 12 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 25 per 
per centum ad valorem. i 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixtieth amendment: 

Strike out “sixteen” and insert « twelve,” in the follow- 
ing clause: g 

On clothing, ready made. and wearing apparel of every 
description, composed wholly or in part of wool, made up 
or manufacturedwholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, 
or manuiacturer, 16 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 
25 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment was concurred in, 


Sixty-first amendment:. 


Strike out as follows: “ On blankets valued at not over 
75 cents each, and of the dimensions not les& than seventy- 
two by fifty-two inches, a duty of 10 cents cach ; on all other 
blankets, comprising Whitney, Rose, Bath, duffil, point, 
eradle, crib, Mackinaw, and horse blankets, eomposed 
wholly or in part of wool, and not exceeding in vafue the 
sum of $2 each, 16 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 
15 per centum ad valorem; valued at over $2 each, 16 cents 
per pound, and in addition thereto 20 per centum ad valo- 
rem,” and insert in iieu thereof the following: 

On blankets of all Kinds, made wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at not exceeding 28 cents per pound, there shall be 
charged a duty of 6 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 
10 per centuin ad valorem; on ail valued above 28 cents per 
pound, but not exccediug 40 cents per pound, there shalt 
be charged a duty of 6 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 25 per centum ad valorem; on all valued above 40 
cents per pound, there shall be charged a duty of 12 cents 
per pound, and in addition thereto 20 per centum ad valorem. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I cail for the yeas 
and nays upon concurring in that amendment; 
and ask for tellers on the yéas and nays. 

Teilers were ordered; and Messrs. Davis of 
Indiana, and Exy were appointed. 

The Eouse divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-four in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—ycas 96, nays 56; as foilows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William ©. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brayton, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Case, 
Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Hale, Hall, Helmick, Hickinan, William A. Howard, 
Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kil- 
linger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Marstou, Maynard, 
McClernand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, 
Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, Nixon, Palmer, 
Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sher- 
man, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Tap- 
pan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, ‘Train, Verree, Wade, 
Waldron, Walton, Webster, Welis, Wilson, Windom, and 
Woodruff_96. ` 

NAYS--Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barr, Bar- 
ret, Bocock, Branch, Burch, Burnett, Carter, Horace P. 
Clark, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, 
Burton Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, 
English, Etheridge, Garnett, Gilmer, John 'T. Harris, Hat- 
ton, Holman, William Howard, Larrabee, Leake, Lovejoy, 
Maclay, Charies D. Martin, Elbert S- Martin, Isaac N. 
Morris, Neison, Niblack, Phelps, Pryor, Quarics, James ©. 
Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. 
Smith, Spinner, Stokes, ‘Thomas, Valandigbam, Vance, 
Eiku B. Washburne, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and 
Wright—sé. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. PEYTON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Moors. 

[The President elect appearing in the House, 
much confusion occurred in consequence of mem- 
bers crowding about-him for introductions, &c.] 

Mr. MAYNARD. Thope gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House will appreciate the mo- 
tion lamabouttomake. I-move that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw the motion, to enable me to 
make a report from the select committee on the 
abstraction of the Indian trust bonds. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I prefer to insist on my 
motion. 

The House refused to adjourn 


Sixty-second amendment: 


Insert the words, “gray or uncolored and on ali other.” 
so as to make the clause read: 
On aii delaines, Cashmere delaines, muslin delaines, Da- 
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rege delaines, composed wholly or in part of wool, gray or 
uncolored, and on all other gray or uncolored goods of sim- 
ilar description, 25 per centum ad valorem. 


©- The amendment was concurred in. 
Sixty-third and sixty-fourth amendments: 


Insert the words, *¢ on bunting,” and the words, “stained, 
colored, or printed, and on all other;*? so as to make the 
clause read as follows: 

On bunting, and on all stained, colored, or printed, and 
on ajl other manufactures of wool, or of whieh wool shall 


be a component material, not otherwise provided for, 30 | 


per centum ad valorem. 
The amendments were concurred in. 


Sixty-fifth amendment; 


Strike out the words, “30 per centum ad valorem,” in the 
following: 

Fourth. On oil-cloths for floors, stamped, painted, or 
printed, valued at 50 cents or less per square yared, 20 per 
centum ad valorem; valued at over 50 cents per square 
yard, 30 per centum ad valorem; on all other oil cloth, 30 
per centum ad valorem, 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixty-sixth amendment: 

Ynsert the words ‘on all like goods exceeding two bun- 
dred threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, 4 cents per square yard, in the section providing 
for duties on alf manufactures of cotton, not bleached, col- 
ored, stained, painted, or printed. 


Mr. PHELPS. Task for the yeas and nays 
upon that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the afirmative—yeas 107, nays 43; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Charles F., Adams, Green Adams, 
Adrain, Aldrich, Alley, William C, Anderson, Babbitt, 
Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Bristow, Buffiuton, Bur- 
Jingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Case, 


Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, | 


Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, 
Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hate, Hati, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, John T. Harris, Helmieck, William A. Howard, 
Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Keliogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
Kittinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Marston, Maynard, McKeuty, McKnight, McPherson, 
Millson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, [saac 
N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Pettit, 
Porter, Potter, Pottle, Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Seranton, Sedgwick, Sher- 


man, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stew- 
art, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Tompkins, 


‘Train, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Blilu B. Wash- 
püs; Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff 
a te 

NAYS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barr, Bar- 
ret, Branch, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John 
B. Clark, John Cochrane, Cox, Burton Craige, John G. 
Davis, De Janette, Edmundson, Bnglish, Garnett, Gilmer, 
Holman, William Howard, Jenkins, Kunkel, Larrabee, 
Logan, Mactay, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, Me- 
Clernand, Niblack, Phelps, Pryor, James C. Robinson, Rute 
fin, Rust, Sickles, Simms, Stevenson, Thomas, Vallandig- 
ham, Vance, Whiteicy, and Winslow—43. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. TRAIN stated that Mr. Traver had paired 
with Mr. Leaks. 

Mr. GARNETT. Í desire to say that T called 
for a separate vote upon each of the amendments 
of the Senate. I have no wish to detain the Fouse 
against its wish, and will withdraw the call, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the vote be 
taken on the remaining amendments en masse, un- 
less there are particular amendments upon which 
members desire separate votes. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Let us go on regularly. 

Mr. SICKLES. I wanta separate vote on sev- 

_ eral of the remaining amendments. I wanta sep- 
arate vote on the book amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I want a separate 
vote on the one hundred and twentieth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I insist that we shall go on 
in the regular way. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to 
taking the vote upon the remaining amendments 
en masse ? 

Mr. WINSLOW. Tobject. [want the amend- 
mentsacted on regularly. [Cries of “ Read on!?’} 

Mr. BURNETT. Í hope that the suggestion 
of the Speaker will be adopted. 

Mr. HINDMAN. J trust that it will. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Lobject. I want the amend- | 


ments acted on regularly. 

Mr. BURNETT, 
time. We cannot accomplish anything by that 
means. 
punish ourselves. ; , 

Mr. SICKLES. Is it the understanding that 
if the amendments be disposed of, the House will 
then adjourn? 


Tt will only be a waste of | 


I do not see any reason why we should | 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to 
that. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take it as the 

i general understanding that the remaining amend- 
ments shall-be considered en masse. * 

Mr. BRANCH. Thereis one amendment upon 

which I desire a separate vote before the question 

shall pass from before the House. I want to move 


care which one—which will carry the whole bill 
with it if the motion be agreed to, my object being 
to have a test vote on this tariff proposition. 

Mr. PHELPS. Make it now. * 

; Mr. BRANCH. I want to reserve my motion 
i to the proper time. I do not desire to submit the 
| motion to lay upon the table at this time. 
Mr. GROW. The Chair has taken it as the 
| general understanding that the remaining amend- 
| ments have been concurred in. If that be so, 
i then there is no amendment pending before the 
Honse to which the gentleman’s motion to lay 
j upon the table can apply. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. As we have disposed of 
the question, I suggest that we now adjourn, 
The SPEAKER. Ofcourse, if it was the un- 
| derstanding of the House that the remaining 
amendments were concurred in, a motion to lay 
upon the table is not now in order. 

Mr. BRANCH. Such was not the under- 
standing. 

Mr. WINSLOW. 

Mr. BRANCH. I now move that the last 
amendment be laid upon the table. Task that 
the motion be entered. I doso in order to reserve 
| my privilege. When that amendment comes up 
my object is to have a test vote on this bill. I 
want that vgete to be taken, not now, but when 
i the House is full. I therefore want the motion 
to lay upon the table to go over until to-morrow. 
We can this evening dispose of the remaining 
amendments, 

Mr. STANTON. I cannot censent to that, for 
there is another special order which must be taken 
up to-day, or it may lose the place to which it is 
entitled. 

Mr. BRANCH. If by my proposition I shall 
be enabled to defeat the force bill, I shall be only 
the more rejoiced. I do not wish to practice de- 
ception upon any gentleman whatever. [call for 
a separate vote on the last amendment of the Sen- 
ate, intending when we reach it to move that it be 
laid upon the table, with a view to get a test vote 
on this bill. When that motion is submitted, I 
shall ask the House to postpone the subject until 
to-morrow; or, in other words, I will move to ad- 
journ, so that the majority of the House may 
carry it over until to-morrow, If the majority of 
the House shall pursue a course which will defeat 
the force bill in charge of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Sraxron,] I shall be rejoiced. The 
knowledge of that fact will, I hope, strengthen 
my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BURNETT. Have the Senate amend- 
ments been agreed to or not? 

The SPEAKER. There has been a misappre- 
hension on the subject. 

Mr. PHELPS. Objection was made to con- 
sidering the amendments en masse. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I ask for a sepa- 
rate vote on the one hundred and twentieth amend- 
ment, 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
! 
i 
| 
| 
t 


I objected to it. 


ments be considered regularly, and the Clerk will 
begin reading where he left off. 


Sixty-eighth and sixty-ninth amendments: 

In the following strike out what is inclosed in brackets. 

“ Second. On spool thread of coton, [containing. fifty 
yards or | each, 24 cents per dozeu spools; containing 
over fifty yards and not over one hundred yards each, 4 


not over one hundred and fifty yards cach, 6 cents per 
dozen spools; containing over one hundred and fifty yards 
and not over two bundred yards each, 8 cents per dozen 
spools; Provided, Thaton all spool thread containing more 
than two hundred yards to each spool there shall be Jevied, 
eoliected, and paid, for fifty yards of excess, or fractional 
part thereof, 2 cents per dozen spoois,] and after the word 
* spoo)”? insert “and other’? and insert ** 30 per centum ad 
valorem;’’ so that the bill will read: 
Second. On spool and other thread, 30 per centum ed 
valorem. p 
The amendments were severally concurred in. 
Seventieth and seventy-first amendments: 
Insert after the word © cotton,?? the words “ and cotton 
velvet;” and after the word “twenty,” the word * five 3?’ 
so that the bill will read: % 
| Third. On shirts and drawers, wove or made on frames, 
i 


to lay some amendment upon the table—I do not. 


The SPEAKER. It is insisted that the amend- | 


cents per dozen spoots; containing one hundred yards and i 


i 
| 
i 
} 
i 
l 


composed wholly. of ‘cotton and cotton. velvety 25 per cent- 
um ad valorem. pkg sedate tigre el : 
The amendments were severally concurre 
Seventy-second amendments SS Ti =" 


After “thirty,” insert “ five; so that tlie bill wHiread: 
First. On uamanufactured hemp, $35 pêr: tanz on: Ma- 
nilla and other hemp of India, $15. per tow; on jute, Sisal 
grass, sun hemp, coir, and other vegetable substances nat 
enumerated, used for cordage, $10 per ton. ~ : 


The amendment was concurred.in. ~ : 
Seventy-third and seventy-fourth amendments: 


On jute butts, $5 per ton; on coir yams“ 1 cent per 
pound. ‘ epee 


The amendments were severally concurred in, 
Seventy-fifth amendment: eee 


Strike out in the following what is iuclosed in brackets : 
“On seines, 6 cents per pound ; on cotton bagging, or-any 
other manufacture hot otherwise provided for, suitablefor 
the uses to which cotton bagging is applied, whether com- 
posed in whole or in part of hemp, jute, or flax,‘or any 
other material, [weighing not over one pound and a half 
per squire yard, or imported under the designation of gunny 
cloth, or any other appellation, 2 cents per square yards. 
weighing over one pound and a half per square yard, 2 
cents per pound ;”’] and insert in lieu of the words stricken 
out, the following: “ valued at tess than “10° cents per 
square yard, l} cent per pound; over 10 cents per square 
yard, 2 cents per pound.” ‘ 


The amendment was concurred in. 
Seventy-sixth amendment: 

On jute goods, 15 per centum ad valorem. 

The amendment was concurred in. 
Seventy-seventh amendment: 


Strike out “raw,” and insert “in the gum ;” so that the 
bill will read: oe 

First. On silk, in the gum, not more advaneed in män- 
ufacture than singles, tram, and thrown or organzine, 15 
per centun ad valorem. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Sevenly-cighth amendment: 


Insert * button cloths 3”? so that the Dill will read: 

On fioss silks, 20 per centum ad valorem; on silk rib- 
bons, galloons, braids, fringes, laces, tassels, buttons, but- 
ton cloths, trimmings, and on silk twist, twist composed of 
mohair and silk, sewing silk in the gum or purified, and alt 
other manufactures of silk, or of which silk shall be the 
component material or chief value, not otherwise provided 
for, 3V per centum ad valorem, j 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Seventy-ninth, eightieth, eighty-first, eighty- 
second, and cighty-third amendments: 


On page 28, line five and six, strike out “ plate, rough 
plate, crown, cylinder, and other window glass, not ex- 
ceeding ten by twelve inches,” and in lieu thereof im- 
sert “ rough plate, cylinder, or broad window-glass, not ¢x- 
ceeding ten by filteen inches 5” in line nine, strike out 
“twelve by eighteen inches, 2 cents,” and insert “sixteen 
by twenty-four inches, 1} cent;” in line cleven; strike out 
t three, and insert ‘two ;” in line twelve, strike’ out 
four,” and insert“ not exceeding in weight one pound per 
square fool, three; and in line seventeen, strike out 
“ plate, rough plate, crown,” and insert“ rough plate 3”? so 
that the bill will read: 

Src. 17, And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid on the importation of the articles hereinafter men- 
tioned the following duties, that is to say: First. On rough 
plate, cylinder, or broad window glass, not execeding ten 
by fiiteen inches, 1 cent per square foot; above that, and 
not exceeding sixteen by twenty-four inches, 14 cent per 
square foot; above that, and not exceeding twenty-four by 
thirty inches, 2 cents per square foot; all above that, and 
notexeeeding in weight one pound per square foot, 3 eents 
per square foot: Provided, Thatall glass imported in sheets 
or tables, without refercuce to size or form, shal] pay the 
highest duty bercin imposed: And provided, further, That 
all rough plate cylinder or broad glass, weighing over one 
hundred pounds per one hundred square feet, shall pay an 
additional duty on the cxeess at the same rate as -herein 
imposed. 

The amendments were severally concurred in. 


Eighty-fourth amendment: 


On crown, plate, or polished, and on all other. window 
glass not exeeeding ten by fifteen inches, 12 eent persquare 
foot; above that, and not exceeding sixteen. by twenty-four 
inches, 23 cents per square fuot; above tiat and not ex- 
ceeding twenty-four by thirty inches, 4 cents per square 
foot; all above that, 5 cents per square foot: Provided, 
That all crown, plate, or polished, and all other window 
glass weighing over one hundred and fifty pounds per one 
hundred square feet, shall pay an additional duty on such 
excess of 4 cents per pound. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Highty-fifth and eighty-sixth amendments: 


In the following, strixe out what is in brackets, and in 
lieu thereof insert the words in italics : 

Sec. 18, And be it further enacted. That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid on the importation of the articies hereinafter 
mentioned the following duties, that is to say: On books 
{printed in the English language, or of which the English 
forms the text, bound or unbound, 15 cents per pound; and 
on all books printed in foreign languages, 8 cents per 
pound ;} periodicals and pamphlets and all printed matter 
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ls, and unfinished parts Of watches 
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nded the yeagand nays on 
amendments:. SS aA ae 


ere ordered ioin i 

ind it was decided in 
52; as follows: 
abbitt, Blair, Brayton, 


f; Clark; Coburn Colfax, Conkling, 
£ , Delano, Duel, Dunn, Edwards, 

y; Farnsworth; Florence, Frank, French, Gooch, 
Hale, Hall, Jobn- t, Harris, Hoard, Hoiman, Wit 
ard, Hughes, Hutchins;Junkin, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
eWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, 
arles D. Martin, McKenty, McKnight, McPher- 
son; .Millward,: Montgomery, Laban. T. Moore, 
EAW: Joy:Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin; Palmer, Pettit, 
Porter, Potter, Pottle, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scran- 
ton, Sedgwick, Sherman, : Spaulding, Spinner,: Stanton, 
‘Stevenss; William ‘Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Theaker, 
<ompkins, Train, Verree, Wade, Walton, Bihu B. Wash- 
buime, Wells; Wilson, Windom, and Woodruft—88. | 
NAYS— Messrs. les F.: Adams, Adrain, Ashley, 
Avery, Batr, Barret, Bingham, Blake, Bocock, Brabson, 
‘Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Jobn B. 
Clark,: John.Cochrane,: Cox, James Craig, Burton. Craige, 
Joln.G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Ferry, Garnett, 
Gurley, Hatton, Larrabee, Logan, Lovejoy, Maclay, Etbert 
8S. Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, Nelson, Niblack, Pryor, 
Quarles, Riggs, Ruttin; Sickles, Simms, William N. H. 
Smith, Thomas, Vailandigham, Vance, Webster, White- 
ley, Winslow; Woodson, aud Wright—-53. 


“Go 'the amendments were concurred in. 
: Bighty-seventh, cighty-eighth,and cighty-ninth 
amendments: : 


“Yh section nineteenth, which imposes a duty of 10 per 
cent. on certain specified articles, line nine, insert “ aloes, 
amber, in line thirteen insert “anise seed ;” line fifteen 
insert “asafotida.’? 

-Thé amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. MAYNARD, We have been here six and 
a half hours at hard worl, and I think it is time 
we adjourned, I’submit that motion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

“Ninetieth and ninety-first amendments: 


“In. the’ same ‘section, line seventeen, strike out “ ba- 
$37? and in Jine twenty-six strike out ‘ bronze pow- 


Q 


. The amendments were concurred in. 


,. Ninety-second and ninety-third amendment: 
Tu the same section, line twenty-eight, strike out “ calo- 
mol, and insert  cantharides;” and in Jine ninety-three 
strike out “caustic soda.’” 
Lhe amendments were concurred in 
` Nincty-fourth amendment: 


In’ the same section, line thirty-six, strike ont “ dia- 
monds, camcos, mosaics, gems, pearls, rubies, and other 
precious stones, imitations thercol, not set.?? 


The amendment was concurred in. 
Ninety-fifth. amendment: 


In. the‘saine section, line thirty-nine, insert “ Dutch and 
bronze metal in teat.’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 
'-Ninety-sixth, ninety-seventh,, ninety-eighth, 
and ninety-ninth amendments: 

In. the same section, line ninety-six, strike out “ gam- 
boge ;” inline fifty-one, strike out “ grindstones, wrought or 
untinished,? and insert “ grindstones, wrought or finished;’? 
in line sixty insert ‘ipecacuanha; and in line sixty-two 
insert “jalap.” ; 


The amendments were concurred in. 
One hundredth amendment: 


Tn the came section, line sixty-six, strike out: 

“ Magazines, printed, pamphlets, periodicals, and illus- 
trated newspapers, bound or unbound, not otherwise pro- 
vided for.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 

One hundred and first, one hundred and second, 
one hundred and third, and one hundred and 
fourth amendments: 


in the same section, line eighty-four, strike out “ pine 
apples;?? in fine eighty-five, strike out ‘ plantains,” and 
insert “ Peruvian bark ;” in line cighty-eight strike out 
“pumpkins 5? and in line ninety strike out “ red precipi- 
tate,” and insert ‘ quicksilver.” 


The amendments were concurred in. 
One hundred and fifth amendment: 


Tn the same section, line nincty-threc, strike out, “ sad- 
diery, coach and harness hardware, common, tinned, bur- 
nished, or japanned.” -> 


The amendment was concurred in. 
. One hundred and sixth amendment: 


In the same section, strike out, “vermilion; watches, 
and parts of watches ; watch materials, and unfinished parts 
of watches.’? 


The amendment was concurred in. 


wmhiani, Butterfield; Campbell, . 


i on'watehes and parts of 


= 


J eighth, and-one hundred and ninth amendments: 


“One hundred and seventh; one hundted and 


In‘section twenty, laying a duty of 20-per centum on cer- 
tail articlés, line fifteen; strike out “ bronze-powder 3” in 
line eighteen, strike out, ‘t calomel ;? and in line thirty-one, 
strike out, “ Dutch and bronze metal, in leaf”? 

‘The amendments were concurred in. 


One hundred and tenth amendment: 


In the same section, line forty-six, strike out, “hair 
cloth, hair seating, and all other manufactures of hair, not 
otherwise provided. tor.?? ‘ 


The amendment was concurred in. . 


Onechundred and eleventh amendment: 


In the same section, after the words, “ leather, upper; of 
all kinds,”’ insert the. words “except: tanned calf-skin, 
which shall pay 25 per centum, ad valorem.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and twelfth amendment: 


In the same section, line, sixty, strike out “ Marble, in 
the rough or block, unmanufactured, and not sawed, 
squared, dressed, or polished.’ 


The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and thirteenth amendment: 


In the same section, strike out all between lines eighty- 
two and eighty-seven, inclusive, as follows: * Paper hang- 
ings, and paper for screens or fireboards; paper antiquarian, 
demy, drawing, clephant, foolseap, imperial, letter, and all 
other paper not otherwise provided. for; periodicals, and 
other works in course of printing and republication in the 
United States.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and fourteenth and one hundred 
and fifteenth amendments: 

In the same section, line ninety, strike out “ quicksil- | 
ver;” in line ninety-tour, insert “ red precipitate.” 

The amendments were concurred in. 


One hundred and sixteenth amendment: 


Tn the same section, line ninety-seven, Strike out “ sad- 
dlery, coach and harness hardware, silver plated, brass, 
brass plated, or covered, not otherwise provided for.?? 


The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and seventeenth, one hundred 
and cighteenth, and one hundred and nineteenth 
amendments: 

In the same section, line one hundred and seven, strike 
out ‘slates, roofing slates, and slate pencils ;” in line onc 
hundred and twenty two, strike out “ velvet, in the picce, 
composed wholly of cotton ; velvet, in the pieec, composed 
of cotton and silk, but of which cotton is the component 
material of chief value;?? and in line one hundred and 
twenty-seven, insert “ vermilion.’? 


The amendments were concurred in. 


One hundred and twenticth amendment: 

ert the following new section : 

+21, And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shill be levied, collected, 
and paid on copper ore and diamonds, cameos, mosaics, 
gems, pearls, rubies, and other precious stones, when not 
Set, a duty of 5 per centum ad valorem ; silver or other metal, 
and ou imitations thercof, and all other jewelry, 25 per | 
centum ad valorem ; on hair cloth and hair seatings, and all 
other manufactures of hair, not otherwise provided for, 25 
per centum ad valorem. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I ask for a vote 
upon that amendment by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers upon theamend- 
ment; and appointed Mr. Spinner, and Mr. HAR- 
ris of Virginia. : 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
portcd—ayes 80, noes 41. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The one hundred and twenty-first amendment, 
which changed the number of a section, was 
agreed to. 


One hundred and twenty-second amendment: 

In section twenty-second, provides a duty of 30 per cen- 
uun on certain specific artictes, Jine thirty, strike out 
“cameos, real and imitation, and mosaics, real and imita- 
tion, when set in goid; silver, or other metal.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and twenty-third amendment: 

In the same section, line fifty-one, insert: 

Saddlery, coach and harness hardware, silver plated, 
brass, brass plated or covered, common tinned, burnished 
or japanned, not otherwise provided for. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and twenty third and a half: 

In the same scction, line sixty-seven, strike out “ dia- 
monds, gems, pearls, rubies, and other precions stones, and 
imitations of precious stones, when set in gold, silver, or 
other metal. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and twenty-fourth amendment: 


In the same section, line ninety-five, strike out “jewelry, 
real or imitation.’? 


The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and twenty-fifth amendment: 

In the same section, line. one hundred and twenty-two, 
strike out “manufactures of marble, marble paving tiles, 
and all marble sawed, squared, dressed, or polished, or 
more advanced than the rough-biock,?* and insert : 

- Marble in the rough, or block, manufactures of marble, 
marble paving tiles, and all matbie sawed, squared, dressed, 
or polished. 


The amendment was concurred in: 


One hundred and twenty-sixth amendment: 

in the same section, liue one hundred and forty-five, in- 
sert: $ 

Peper hangings, and paper for screens or fireboards; 
paper, antiquarian, demy, drawing, elephant, foolscap, im- 
perial letter, and all other paper not otherwise provided for. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. We have been in 
session nearly seven hours, and I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agrecd to. 


One hundred and twenty-seventh amendment: 

In the same section, line one bundred and sixty-one, 
strike out “slate chimney-pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, 
and all other manufactures of slate, not otherwise provided 
for,” and insert: 

Slates, roofing slates, slate pencils, slate chimney pieces, 
mantels, slabs for tables, and all other manufactures of slate, 


The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and twenty-eighth amendment: 


In the same section, line one hundred and sixty-nine, 
insert: “ unwrought clay, $3 per ton? 


The amendment was concurred in. 


The one hundred and twenty-ninthamendment, 
which changed the number of a section, was 
concurred in. ; 

Onc hundred and thirtieth amendment: 


Insection twenty-three, which exempts certain specified 
articles from duty, line sixteen, insert “ regalia.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and thirty-first and one hundred 
and thirty-second amendments: 

Ta the same section, line eighteen, strike out “and? and 
insert * or;?? line nineteen, strike out “ or literary” and 
insert “literary or religious,” so that the clause shall read: 

Paintings and drawings, etchings, specimens of seulp- 
ture, cabinets of coins, medals,.regalia, gems, and all col- 
lections of antiquities: Provided, The same be specially 
imported, in good faith, for the use of any society incorpo- 
rated or established for philosophical, literary, or religious 
purposes, or established for the encouragement of the fine 
arts, or for the use, or by the order, of any college, acad- 
emy, schoo), or seminary of learning in the United States. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


Mr. PHELPS. Tmove that the House do now 
adjourn. : We have been here long enough. I 
demand the yeas and nays upon the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 46, nays 98; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. William C. Anderson, Barr, Barret, Bo- 
cock, Boteler, Branch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. 
Clark, John Cochrane, Cox, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, 
Edmundson, Garnett, Gilmer, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hol- 
man, William Howard, Kunkel, Logan, Charies D. Mar- 
tin, Maynard, McClernand, Millson, Niblack, Phelps, 
Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Rust, Scott, 
William N. H. Smith, Spauiding, James A. Stewart, 
Stokes, Thomas, Vallandighain, Vance, Webster, White- 
ley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—46. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F, Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Blair, Blake, 
Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Baflinton, Burch, Bur- 
lingame, Burnham, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, 
Colfax, Conkling, Conway, Corwin, H. Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Durell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Frank, French, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Guiley, Hale, Hall, Helmick, Hoard, 
William A. Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis 
W. Kellogg, Wiliam Kellogg, Kilgore, Killinger, De Witt 
C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, 
Elbert S. Martin, MeKenty, McKnight, MePherson, Mont- 
gomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward. Joy Morris, Morse, 
Néison, Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Royce, 
Scranton, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Wiliam 
Stewart, Stratton, ompkins, Frain, Verree, Wade, Wal- 
dron, Walton, Euihu B. Washburne, Wells, Windom, and 
Woodrufi—gs. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. BRANCH stated that Mr. Hueurs had 
been obliged to leave the Hall in consequence of 
indisposition. 

Mr. GRAHAM stated that Mr. Covonr had 
paired off for the day with Mr. Brown. 

One hundred and thirty-third amendment: 


In lines twenty-three and twenty-four of the same sec- 
tion, strike out *¢ aloes, amber.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and thirty-fourth amendment: 


In line twenty-nine of the same section, strike out 
‘“anise-sced.?? 


The amendment was concurred in. 
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In line thirty-six of the same section, strike out “ asa- 
foetida.’? 


The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and thirty-sixth amendment: 


In line thirty-nine of the same section, after the words | 
“Barilla and soda ash,” strike out the foilowing: “not 
containing over 85 per centum of carbonate of soda.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 

One hundred and thirty-seventh amendment: 

Beginning at line fitty-seven in the same section, strike 
out, “boaks, all editions which have been printed thirty 
years prior to the date of importation, in any language, ! 
bound or unbound.” . 


The amendment was concurred in. 
One hundred and thirty-eighth amendment: 


Ti line seventy-five of the same section, strike out the 
word “ cautharides.’? 


The amendment was concurred in, 


One hundred and thirty-ninth amendment: 


In tine seventy-seven of the same section, strike out 
“clay, uuwrought.”? 


The amendment was concurred in. 
One hundred and fortieth amendment: 


In line erghty-nine of the same section, strike out ‘ cop- 
per ore.” 


Vhe amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and forty-first amendment: 


In line one hundred and seven of the same section, strike 
out the word “ gamboge.”” , 

The amendment was concurred in. 

One hundred and forty-second amendment: 

in line one hundred and forty of the same section, strike | 
out “ ipecacuanha.” | 

The amendment was concurred in. 

One hundred and forty-third amendment: 

Int line one hundred and forty-five of the same section 
strike out “jalap.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

One hundred and forty-fourth amendment: 


In lines onc hundred and eighty and one hundred and | 
eighty-one of the sam ction, strike out the words ‘and ; 
all other paintings and statuary.”? 


. The amendment was concurred in. 


One hundred and forty-fifth amendment: 


În liue one hundred and forty-five of the same section, 
insert the words ‘and silk cocoons and silk waste.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 
One hundred and forty-sixth amendment: 


In tine two hundred and thirteen of the same sec 
sert the words t‘ staves for pipes, hogsheads, or other 


The amendment was concurred In. 


One hundred and forty-seventh amendment: 

In line two hundred and seventeen of the same section, 
strike out * sulphate of amimonia.’? 

The amendment was concurred in, 

The one hundred and forty-eighth, one hundred į 
and forty-ninth, one hundred and fiftieth, one | 
f 


hundred and fifty-first, one hundred and fifty-sec- | 
„ond, one hundred and fifty-third, and one hundred | 
and fifty-fourth amendments, proposing merel 
to change the numbers cf the sections of the bill, | 
were severally coneurred in. 
One hundred and fifty-fifth amendment: 
Add the following section: 
c. 33. And be il further enacted, 1 
dise of the same material or description, but of different | 
values, are invoiced at an aver price, and nototber e 
provided for, the duty shall be sssed upon the whole in- 
voice, at the rate the highest valued goods in such invoice | 


That when merchan- | 


| nard, MeClernand, M 


| 

j 
are subject to under this act. L'he words value and valued, li 

| 


used in this act, shall be construcd and understood as mean- 
ing the true market value of the goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise in the principal markets of the Country whence ex- 
ported at the date of exportation, 

The amendment was concurred in. i 


One hundred and fifty-sixth and last amend- 
ment: 


Addatthe end of the bill tie followiag additional section : | 
Sec, G4. Aud be i further enacted, That all goods, wares, | 
i 
i 


and merenandise actually on shipboard and bound to the 
United States, within fifteen days after the passage of thi 
act, and all goods, wares, and merchandise in deposit in | 
warehouse or publie store on the tst day of April, 1861, i 
shall be subject to pay such duties as provided by law be- | 
fure and atthe time of the passage of this act; and ali goods 

in warehouse at the time this act takes effect, on which the | 
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duties are lessened by its provisions, may be withdrawn on 
payment of the duties herein provided. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 move to lay that amendment 
upon the table; and { desire to ask the Chair 
whether, if the House now adjourn, this bill will 
not come up as the first business in order in the 
morning ? í 

The SPEAKER. 
it will. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the House will not 
adjourn until we have put the bill to raise volun- 
teers in a position where it will come up. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 move that the House do 
now adjourn. This bill will come up again to- 
morrow. The House is now very thin to vote 
upon a measure of this importance; and I hope 
the House will not hesitate to adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the House will hes- 
itate to adjourn; for, if it adjourns now, the mi- 
litia bill will lose its position as the special order. 

Mr. BRANCH. I call for the yeas and nays 
on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STANTON. I wish, with the consent of 
the House, to say a word to gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House. This bill to raise vol- 
unteers was postponed last Thursday until to-day, 
with the distinct understanding on the part of 
gentlemen who are opposed to it that there would 
be no dilatory motions interposed when it came 
up. Now, if this fillibustering is for the pur- 
pose of defeating that bill, I trust gentlemen will 
remember that it was postponed with the under- 
standing that there should be nothing of the kind. 

Mr. SICKLES. [call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to the fact that he surrendered 


In the opinion of the Chair 


! his day to the tariff. 


Mr. STANTON. 
Mr. SICKLES, 


No, sir. 
He has no right to complain 


| now of any action upon this side of the House. 


If his bill is lost, he is responsible for it himself, 
for yielding to the protcetionists. 

Mr. STANTON. [ supposed that my bill 
would, of course, come up at one o'clock. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the gentleman from Ohio 
wants to bring up the force bill to-morrow, we 
will be ready to meet it; but as he gave seven 
hours to-day to the protection interest, he ought 
not to ask us to let him take it up to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say 
that the gentleman from Ohio did not yield to let 
the tariff bill be taken up. ‘The Chair decided 
that it had precedence over the gentleman’s bill. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 50, yeas 90; as follows: 

YBAS—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson, 
Barr, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Brabson, Branch, Bri 
Bristow, Bureh, Burnett, Horace Sark, Burton Cr 
Jobn G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Etheridge, FI 
ence, Fouke, Gilmer, J. Morrison Harris, John Y. Harris, 
Hatton, Holman, William Howard, Kunkel, Larabee 
Logan, Maclay, Chartes D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, M 
son, Laban T. Moore, Neison, Nib- 
, James C. Robinson, William 


lack, Phelps, Quarles, Riggs 
N. H. Smith, Stokes, Thom: 


+ Woodson, and Wright—50. 


NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buflinton, 
Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Case, Colfax, 
Conkling, Conway, Corwin, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, 


| Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hail, 


Haskin, Uelmick, William A. Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogs, 
Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lec, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, Me- 
on, Montgomery, Moorbead, Morfill, Edward Joy 

Morse, Nixon, Olin, Paimer, Perry, Porter, Potter, 
Pryor, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stratton, 


Theaker, ‘Tompkins, Train, Verree, Waldron, Walton, | 


Ellibu 8.Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
ruti—go. ` k 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on Mr. Brancn’s amend- 
ment to lay on the table the Jast Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. QUARLES. 
ofthe House. 

The SPEAKER. The last vote showed that 
there was a quorum present. The motion is not 
in order, as the main question has been ordered. 


{ move that there be a call 


s, Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, | 


William Kellogg, Kenyon, | 
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Mr. BRANCH called for the yeas and. nays on 
the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, i 

Mr. BOTELER, (at five o'clock and twenty 
minutes, p.m.) I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES. On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. MILLSON called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Canterand 
Barr were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 35, noes 87. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on Mr. Brancn’s mo- 
tion to lay the amendment on the table; on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to know the 
parliamentary effect of laying the amendment on 
the table, 

The SPEAKER. It carries the bill with it. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 43, nays 102; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barr, Bar- 
ret,, Bocock, Boteler, Brabson, Branch, Burch, Burnett, 
Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Burton 
Craige, Jobn G. Davis, Edmundson, Garnett, John "T. Har- 
ris, Hatton, Holman, Kunkel, Larrabee, Logan, Maclay, 
Elbert S. Martin, McClernand, Millson, Niblack, Phelps, 
Pryor, Quarles, James ©. Robinson, Rufin, Sickles, Wil- 
liam N. H. Smith, Spinner, James A. Stewart, Thomas, 


| Vanee, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, aud Wright—-43, 


NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Bristow, Buflinton, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Buttertield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Col- 
fax, Conkling, Conway, Corwin, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 
Dunn,-Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Perry, Flor- 
ence, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gur- 
ley, Hate, Hal, Helmick, Hickman, William A. Howard, 
Hutebins, Irvine, Jankin, Francis W. Kellogg, William 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Kittinger, De Witt C. Leach, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, MeKenty, McKnight, 
MePuterson, Millward, Laban ‘t'. Moore, Moorhead, Mor- 
ri, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, 
Palner, Perry, Porter, Potter, Pottie, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Royee, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, 
Stokes, Stratton, ‘Mheaker, Tompkins, ‘Crain, Verree, 
Wade, Walton, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Win- 
dom, Wood, and Woodruff—-102. 

_ So the House refused to lay the amendment on 
the table. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. STANTON stated that Mr. Binauam was: 
paired with Mr. STEVENSON. j 

Mr. FOUKE stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Waskiy. s 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacn, of 
North Carolina, was absent on account of indis- 
position; and that he had instructed him to say 
he would have voted ‘“ ay”? on this motion. 

Mr. PRYOR stated that Mr. Leake was paired 
on this bill with Mr. Tuayer. 

Mr. ALDRICH stated that Mr. 
paired with Mr. Vanpever. 

Mr. BLAKE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Maaris, was paired with Mr. Fenton. r 

Mr. HINDMAN stated that he was paired. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

‘I'he question recurred on the last amendment 
of the Senate, and it was concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the amendments of the Sen- 
ate were concurred in; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that there bea com- 
mittee of conference on the only disagreeing vote 
of the House with the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS, (at five o’clock and forty-five 
minutes p.m.) I move that the House do now 
adjourn. . j 

BILL TO RAISE VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. STANTON. Ihope the House will not 
adjourn till we take up the bill ta raise volunteers, 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Simms was 
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Babbitt, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, 
Burlingaine, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Car- 
“ter, Case, Coburn, Colfax, Conkling, Conway, Corwin, 
“Dawes, Delano; Duch, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 


Eiy, Fenton, Ferry, Frank, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 
Hall, Helmick, Wickman, William.A. Howard, Hutchins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Williani Kellogg, Keryon, Killinger, De- 
Witt ©. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, McKean, Me- 
Knight, MePherson, Millward, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Porter, Potter, Poule, 
Edwin R. Reynotds, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Seran- 
ton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stevens, Willian Stewart, Stratton, Theaker, 4 ‘ompkins, 
Train, Verree, Wade, Walton, Elihu . Washburne, Wells, 
Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Woodrufl—90. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. LEE stated that he was paired. with Mr. 
Elowaro, of Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON moved thatthe reading ofthe | 
names be dispensed with, 

“Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. I understand that gentlemen 
en the other side are satisfied to make this arrange- 
ment: that we meet at cleven o’clock in the morn- 
ing; that tbis bill be taken up and discussed till 
one o'clock; that the gentleman from Missouri 
and the gentleman from New York offer their 
amendments to it; and that the main question be 
then ordered, 

Mr. PHELPS. What agreement is that? 

Mr. BRANCH. ‘There is no such agreement | 
on this side of the House, so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

_ Mr. PHELPS. As faras this bill is concerned, 
{have no agreement to make, and will make none, 

‘Mr. LOGAN, ‘Thatis my sentiment, too. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the names, and the 
vote was announced, as above recorded. 


Mr. STANTON. As I understand it, the re- 
port of the select committee of thirty-three is the 
first special order. I move to postpone it Ullone | 
o?clock to-morrow. f 

Mr. PHELPS. T call for the yeas and nays 
en the motion to postpone. 

Mr. STANTON. Willthe Chair state whatis 
the first business in order? ni) 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 rise to a point of order. It 
is, that the first business in order is the report of 
the committee of thirty-three. It was made the 
special order from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well. 

My, MILLSON. And being the earliest special 
order, it is now the first business in order, 

TheSPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio is to postpone that special order till one 
o'clock to-morrow, i 

Mr. SICK LES. How did the gentleman from | 
Ohio get the floor on the special order before it was 
announeed ? 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
before the House is the special order on the report 
of the committee of thirty-three, and on that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] is entitled to 
the floor. i 

Mr. STANTON. [hope the gentleman from | 
Indiana will yield to me, i | 


Mr. DUNN. Ido. 

Mr. SICKLES. Does the gentleman yield the | 
floor unconditionally ? i 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. i 


Mr. STANTON. I now move to postpone the 
special order ‘on the report of the committee of 
thirty-three till one o’clock to-morrow, and on 


that motion L move the previous question: 
CALIFORNIA WAR DEBT. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
DHE No, 299 has 


I desire to say that House į 
ome back from the Senate with | 
a mere formal arnendment, which Lask the House | 
to take up and coneur in, i 

Mr. GARNETT. What bill is that? f 

Mr. SHERMAN. His the California war debt 
bil. Phe Senate have added an amendment pro- 
viding that the payments shall he in bonds instead |) 
of money. 7 


Ç 


Mr. GARNETT. I object. I know some- 
thing about that bill. 

Mr. SICKLES, (at six o’clock.) . 1 move that 
the House adjourn. . 

Mr. PHELPS. I call for tellors on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bricas and 
SzpewicK were appointed. mie 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
twenty-nine in the affirmative, a further count not 
being demanded. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. I understand that the report 
of the committee of thirty-three comes up again. 

The SPEAKER. It docs. 

Mr. STANTON. I will vary my motion so 
as to postpone it until the principal order is dis- 
posed of. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE MILITIA. i 
Mr. STANTON. I understand that the bill in 


relation to the volunteersis now before the House. į 


I move the previous question on the engrossment 
of the bill. F understand that to be necessary to 
pass the bill before the House. 

Mr. SICKLES. Ihope the gentleman will ex- 
plain precisely what course he proposes to take 


to-morrow, so that we may know what to depend | 


on. 

Mr. STANTON. I propose that the demand 
for the previous question shall now be seconded, 
for the purpose of keeping the bill before the 
House. I propose that the House shall then ad- 


journ, to mectat cleven o’clock, to-morrow, when 
J kd 3 d 


the consideration of the bill shall be resumed; and 


at one o’clock I will dem&nd the previous ques- | 


tion on it, after giving permission to offer the two 
amendments which have been indicated, 

Mr. SICKLES. 
say two o’clock. 

Mr. STANTON. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
ten o’elock. `. 

Mr. STANTON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to inquire whether, if 
we adjourn now, this bill will come up in the 
morning? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. STANTON. Not until after the morning 
hour, as | understand. 

Mr. GROW. It was with that view that I 
made the inquiry of the Chair. IT want an opin- 
ion from the authority which will decide the ques- 
tion then. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it would 
come up as the first business in order, after read- 
ing the Journal. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that when the House 


T cannot. | 
Then meet in the morning at 


adjourns, it adjourn to micet to-morrow at ten | 
o’clock,a.m. (Cries of “Eleveno’clock!’’**Eleven | 


o’clock!” 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; [will say cleven 
o’clock. 

Mr. SICKLES. Then fix the hour for calling 
the previous question at two o'clock, 

Mr. STANTON. Very well. 

Mr. LOGAN. | object to the motion to meet 
at cleven o’clock. 

_ Mr, STANTON. I move to suspend the rules, 

to permit me to make this motion. 

The rales were suspended, (two thirds having 
voted therefor.) 


Mr. STANTON. I will now move that the 


House meet on to-morrow, and until otherwise j 


ordered. at eleven o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. LOGAN. Į movethat the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motien was disagreed to. 

Mr. Stanron’s motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SicaLes, (at six 
o’clock and ten minutes.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 26, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 


The Secretary procecded to read the Journai of |; 


kd 
I presume there will he no ob- 


yesterday. 
Mr. FITCH. 


jection to dispensing with the further reading of | 


the Journal. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


I hope the gentleman will | 


It isa very long 
Journal, and its reading will be dispensed with, if |: 
| there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
i ate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, a detailed estimate of the expense of 
building and equipping an jron-cased gun-boat; 
which, on motion of Mr. Grimes, was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


SMILIISONIAN REPORT, 


He also laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, com- 
municating the annual report of the operations, 
| expenditures, and condition of the Institution for 
the year 1860. 

Mr. FITCH. T move thatthe report be printed; 
it and I offer the following resolution, which is the 
ordinary. resolution in relation to it: 

Resolved, That five thousand additional copics of the 
report of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion for the year ending the. 30th of Junc, 1860, be printed; 
two thousand for the use of the Smithsonian Institution, 
and three thousand for the use of the Senate: Provided, 
That the aggregate number of pages contained in said report 
| shall notexcced four hundred and fifty pages, without wood- 
| cuts or plates, except those furnished by the Institution. 


The motion to print the report was agreed to; 
and the resolution was adopted. 


i PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


| Mr. WILSON presented the petition of R. 
| Middleton and others, citizens of Washington, 
! District of Columbia, praying for the immediate 
passage of the metropolitan police bill now before 
i! Congress; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the potition of James Lewis 
and others, citizens of Washington, District of 
Columbia, praying for the immediate passage of 
the metropolitan police bill now before Congress; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Josiah Adams 
and others, citizens of Washington, District of 
Columbia, praying for the immediate passage of 
the metropolitan police bill now before Congress; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. THOMSON presented a petition of eiti- 
zens and inhabitants of Springfield township, Bur- 
lington county, New Jersey, praying for the adop- 
| tion of the Crittenden ‘and Rigler resolutions; 
i which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DIXON presented amemorial of citizens of 
i Seymour, Connecticut, praying the speedy adop- 
tion of such measures as will embrace substan- 
ii tially te proposition of the Representatives of the 
border States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

i BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BRIGHT asked, and by unanimous con- 

sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. No. 66) for the relief of Thomas G. Clem- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
| ‘ REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
| sions, to whom was recommitted the bill (EI. R.. 
No. 654) granting a pension to Thomas Bootle, 
reported it without amendment, and adversely, 

He also, from the same committec, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 516) for the relief of 
Mary Heisinger de Waldegg, reported it without 
| amendment, and adversely. 

He also, from the same committec, to whom 

was referred the petition of Mrs. Ann Eliza Platt, 
widow of the late Charles T. Platt, commander 
in the United States Navy, praying fora pension, 
submitted a report, accompanied by abil (S. No. 
570) for the relief of Ann Eliza Platt, widow of 
the late Commander Charles T. Piatt, United 
: States Navy. The bill was read, and passed to a 
| second reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed, 
Mr. NICHOLSON, from the Committee on 
aval Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 
of Charles W. Welsh, asked to be discharged . 
ii from its further consideration, and thatit be ro- 
; ferred to the Court of Claims; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whem the subject was 
referred, reported a bill (S. No. 571) granting ad- 
; ditional powers to the corporation of the city of 
Washington, in relation to the distribution of Po- 
tomae water; which was read twice by its title. 


“and ordered to be printed. 
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KATIARINE K. RUSSELL. 


Mr. MORRILL. The Committee on Pensions, | 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No, 537) 


for the relief of Katharine K. Russell, have in- | 


structed me to report it with an amendment; and 
Lask the present consideration of the bill. 

No objection was made; and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place the name of Katherine Kirby Rus- 
sell upon the pension list, at the rate of twenty-five 
dollars per month, to commence from the 19th of 
September, 1849, and to continue during her nat- 
ural life. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions 
was to strike out “19th of September, 1849,” and 
insert ‘the Ist day of January, 1855.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate; and the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
was concurred in. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest that another 
amendment ought to be made. I would not move 
itin this casc if an amendment had not been made 
already. 


ment ought to be made. I move to strike out 
& natural life,” and insert “ widowhood.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. lt was read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM L. HUDSON. 


Mr. HALE. Lask the consent of the Senate 
to introduce a joint resolution of which no pre- 
vious notice has been given. 

Leave was granted; and the joint resolution (S 

No. 65) authorizing Captain Wiliam L. Hudson, 
of the United States Navy, to accept a diamond 
brooch for his wife, presented to her by the Em- 
peror of Russia, was read twice, and considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
authorize Captain William L. Hudson, of the 
United States Navy, to accept for his wife a dia- 


mond brooch, presented to her by the Emperor |i 


of Russia, as a mark of the appreciation by that 
Government of the courtesy extended to the offi- 
cers of the Russian service on board. thé United 


We never grant these pensions during | 
life; they are during widowhood; and thatamend- | 


States ship Niagara, during the laying of the | 


Atlantic cable. 

Mr. HALE. I simply want to say thatthe res- 
olution has the unanimous recommendation of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. The brooch is 
now in the city,’and we want to authorize it to be 
received. [‘ No objection.’’] 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, | 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE FISHER. 


Mr, CLARK. Lask the Senate to take up the | 


joint resolution repealing the resolution of June 
1, 1869, in favor of the representatives of George 
Fisher. I think it will lead to no debate. 
resolution that ought to be passed, because it re- 
peals a resolution that will draw a good deal of 
money out of the Treasury unless it is repealed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. l have no objection to this 
coming up; but, from what I jearn, I think itought 
to be amended. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution (EI. R. No. 51) repealing a resolution re- 
lating to the claim of George Fisher, late of Florida, 
deceased, approved June 1, 1860, was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
rescind the “ Resolution relating to the claim of 
George Fisher, late of Florida, deceased,’ ap- 
proved June 1, 1860, and to declare itand all pro- 
ceedings under it null and void. 

Mr. KING. Whatis the resolution that it is 
proposed to*repeal ? 

Mr. CLARK. I will state to the Senator what 
is proposed to be done by this resolution. There 


was originally aclaim made by one George Fisher, | 
representatives, for some damage done to | 


or! 
property of his by Indians and by the troops. His 
original claim was about sixteen thousand dollars 
Of that, there was allowed $8,000 in the first in- 
stance. Afterwards, by further proceedings, and 
bringing it before Congress again, I think the sum 
of $16,000 was allowed. Again bringing it before 
Congress, they got $32,000. Again bringing it be- 
fore Congress, they got $66,000, out ofa claim on 
which there was originally allowed $8,000, and the 


It isa} 


whole amountof which, at first, was only $16,000. 
They had $66,600, and that was paid by the Gov- 
ernment. Atthe lastsession of Congress, a further 
resolution was brought in, and the pretense was 
made, I think very honestly, before the Senate, that 
there were some depositions which were not prop- 
erly certified, that had not been examined by the 
accounting officer, and that on that account, an 
item of some cighteen hundred or two thousand 
dollars was rejected. A motion was made to limit 


it to the sum of $2,000. The Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Srumows,] who brought in the res- 


olution, E think, stated that it would take more 
than two thousand dollars; three thousand eight 
hundred or four thousand dollars—I have the de- 
bate before me—but not more than $4,000. That 
_ resolution referred the matter to the Secretary of 
| War; and the Secretary of War, under that reso- 
i lution, examined the whole claim again, and al- 
f lowed the astounding sum of $66,000 more, after 
| we had paid $66,000, and they only pretended, 
atthe outside, to claim three thousand cight hun- 
: dred or four thousand dollars more than had before 
been reeeived. 

Now, the proposition is to repeal that joint res- 
|, olution entirely. If they have any rights under 
it, they can be settled by the courts. It is similar 
j to the case we repealed the other day, in favor of 
i De Groot, only very much worse; and unless we 
do repeal the resolution, there is danger of a man- 
damus from some of the courts to compel pay- 
ment, 

Mr. SIMMONS. If this matter is to be gone 
into, J propose to offer an amendment. The his- 
tory of this claim has been very briefly, and quite 
as loosely, stated by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. The joint resolution of last year was be- 
fore the Committee on Claimg, and, as it passed 
the Senate, it limited the Secretary of War to the 
| payment of such items as he disallowed after they 
| had been allowed by the Auditor. A former reso- 
i lation authorized him to make an award accord- 
| ing to those depositions that were at first ruled 
į out for informality, That resolution was passed 
i here; and I believe that I stated that the amount 
was from three thousand cight hundred to four 
thousand three hundred dollars; that in making 


disallowed this amount asa set-off against some- 
thing that had beca allowed and paid some years 
before. It was so drawn by the Committed on 
Claims, that he was not to disturb those items that 
had been allowed. ‘That passed the Senate, I be- 
lieve, very nearly unanimously. It went down to 
the House of Representatives, and they amended 
it so as to allow the Department to open and re- 
state the wholeaccount. LT saw the member of the 
| House of Representatives who had charge of the 
resolution, and F-told him that this was simply a 
i resolution to reinstate items which the Auditor, 
| five or six years before, had alowed, and the Sec- 
1 

i 


| retary afterwards struck out, The House thought 


Hit was more proper to open the whole business. 


I told him E thought there was great danger in 


tee on Claims, and the chairman of that committee 
| proposed to concur in the amendment, and we 
made a written report, stating that we supposed 
the [louse of Representati tended just what 
weintended, and that was, that he should not open 
the account any further than to make an allow- 
ance of these three or four thousand dollars. That 
vas the written report made*here, and we con- 
curred in the House amendment, with this ex- 
planation of the meaning of the joint resolution as 
amended by the House of Representatives. It 
ent to the Department, and they reopened the 
: whole account and allowed a fabulous sum. 1 
ii never could sec any reason for allowing more than 
i these items that the Secretary struck out of the 
account after their allowance by the Auditor, and 
we never intended he should examine anything 
more; bat the award has been made by our own 
_ officers, and [think itis a very extraordinary one. 
© E think tt would be proper to amend the resolu- 
ii tion, so that if the Attorney General thinks there 
| is anything due, it may be allowed. If there is 
nothing due, if there is any fraud, it ought to be 
all yidated and turned out of deors. I propose an 
amendment as a substitute for the joint resolution. 
I think the whole difficulty arises from the fact 
that the House of Representatives undertook to 
l be very smart, and they have caught a Tartar by 


3) 


ed 


i 
! 


up the account at the War Department, they had | 


doing so; but the resolution came back here with : 
that amendment and was referred to the Commit- 


it. I move to strike out all after the resolving 
clause, and insert: f : 


That the award made by the Secretary of War in the 
case of George Fisher's representatives, underthe joint res- 
olution of June 1, 1860, be referred to the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States to inquire whether any fraud has 
been committed by any of the parties to said: award, or any 
mistake made therein sufficient to vitiate the same in law 
or equity ; and if, in his judgment, any such fraud or mis- 
take shall be found to exist, he shal! annul the said-award, 
or correct. the same, as ta him may seem just-and proper. 


Mr. CLARK. I hope the amendment will nog 
be made. I know that the parties in favor of this 
award have been very industrious in circulating 
that amendment. They sent me one of the same 


kind. It proposes to refer the question of fraud 
to the Attorney General. A 
Mr. SIMMONS. Or mistake: 


Mr. CLARK. Now, let me say to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, that may not touch the case 
at all. There may have been no fraud in the par- 
ties; there may have been no fraud in the account- 
ing officer; there may have been no mistake on his 
part; he may have adopted a principle of adjust- 
ment and settlement which we entirely repudiate, 
without making a mistake about it, or without 
| being accused of fraud. For instance, he did-this: 
he allowed them all they claimed, with. interest 
upon it, up to this time, and he allowed the naked 
payments, withoutcasting upany interest on them, 
in behalf of the Government. Now, that might 
not be a fraud, but it involved a Jarge sum or 
money to the Treasury. It might be no mistake, 
because he did so intentionally; but it is a very 
queer way of settlement that allowed interest on 
aclaim of that large amount, although we had 
paid $66,000, and then allowed no interest on the 
payments we had made before, so that $66,000 
more were now allowed. 

‘This amendment proposes to refer it to the 
Attorney General. Why not to the court? Lf the 
partics have no right under that award, the court 
is the proper place to refer them to. They claim 
thatthey have rights under it; it may be that they 
have; but the committee thought that those rights 
should be determined by the court, that we should 
repeal the resolution of last year, and leave them 
to stand on the award as it was. I hope the amend- 
ment will not be made. : 

Mr. GREEN, I will remind the Senator of the 
fact, that a mistake in law is as much a mistake, 
asa mistake in fact; and any mistake, either in 
fact or law, orany fraud, is open to be corrected 
by the reéxamination of the Attorney General, 
J would just as soon trust the Attorney General, 
(for E do not know who will be the Attorney 
General, but I have no doubt ho will be a legal 
gentleman) as the court, and I should be as will- 
ing to trust the court as the Attorney General; 
the difference is this: if it goes before a court, it 
has to come to Congress again; we want to make 
an end of this account. 

Mr. CLARK. I do not understand why it 
should come before Congress again. [do not pro- 
pose to send it to the Court of Claims. A court 
may finally determine on it without its coming 
here. ' 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ishould like to inquire 
to what species of property was this injury done, 
and where? 

Mr. CLARK. It was done in Florida. F can- 
notacll precisely the injury that was done. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will suggest a further 
amendment to mect the objection. Ido not think 
the objection of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is well taken. I know nothing of the mer- 
| its of the case, but this amendment struck me as 
| rightin itself. If, however, his objection be well 
| taken,it can be obviated, I think, by inserting the 
: words, ‘*either in law or fact” after thé word 
| mistake.” Lthink it isalready included, because 
it says, ‘‘or any mistake made therein sufficient 
| to vitiate the same in law or equity.” I take it, a 
i mistake inlaw would effect that object; but if the 
| Senate prefers it, ] would suggest that after the 
1 
H 
l 


i words “or any mistake,” we add “ either in law 
or fact,” if that will makeitclearer. Itseems to 
me there is no impropriety in allowing the Attor- 
ney General to examine the case on its merits de 
| novo. 

' Mr. CLARK. I will read from the debate at 
| the last session, if the Senate will permit me, in 
answer to the inguiry put by the Senator from 
Kentucky. Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, said: 


I This case is an old acquaintance of mine. ‘Phe only 


. 


_ ance made? 
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‘point in the case, 1 think, is this—I had océasion once, 
asa member of the Indian Comimitiee, to ‘investigate it 
very: closely- the heirs or representatives of George Fisher 
brouglit a claim before Congress arising out of Indian spo- 
Hations ‘in Florida, which:-Congress. allowed. When the 
Second Auditor of the. ‘Treasury undertook to settle tte 
account, lie found some items amounting perhaps to fifteen 
oreighteen hundred dollars; well proved , but the testimony 
was not: certified to-under the seal of any court, or of the 
Governor of Alabaina; andy therefore, and therefore alone, 
the items were rejected... The representatives of the claim- 
ant then went 1o:Alabama and got this testimony certified 
sproperly ; ‘that is, they got the Governor of Alabama to cer- 
tify that the justice before whom. it was taken, was in fact 


@ justice of the. peace, thus covering the hiatus in the case, 


and returned with it to Washington, bat the accounting 
Officers said, * We have closed the case 5 it Is res adjudicata,’ 
¥ think, in the. mean time, there had been probably a change, 

«of Administration. At all events, they refused to open the 
ease. The claimant comes, and now simply asks that, 
having perfected the testimony in this way, these items may 
‘be examined and a judgment rendered in the case nuge pro 
tune, that the decounting officers shall treat the testimony 
now as they would have treated.it in the beginning, if it had 
been well authenticated. That is the whole case. They 
“are not required to take the testimony as true, not required 
to allow any money ; bùt just to take up this testimony, 
now. well authenticated by the certificate under the seal of 
Alabama, and treat it as they would have done originally 
if it had been thus certified. That is the whole case.” 


He asked that.this item of eighteen hundred or 
two thousand dollars might be corrected; and that 
is all they did ask, and under that there was an 
allowance of $66,000. I think the resolution should 
be repeated; and I do. not understand that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Carolina meets the case. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


When was the allow- 


; Mr. CLARK. Last session. 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. Then I ask the Senator 
to frame an amendment that-will meet it. What 
1 wantis, that the Attorney General may decide 

- the case on its merits, without driving the claim- 
ant, by the repeal, to come back here if he has a 
good claim. 1 will say further, that 1 have no 
knowledge in the world of the merits of the claim; 
but I presume it would not ‘have passed Con- 
gress, after discussion, unless there were plausible 
grounds for it, at least, It seems to me there can 
certainly be no objection to. allowing the Attorney 

General, the legal officer of the Government, to 
examine the case on the merits. I hope that the 
Senator will allow the amendment I propose to be 
made, if he thinks it necessary. if he be right, 
and the claim is an unfounded one, or hasalready 
been paid, of course the Attorney General will 
decide against it, . 

Mr. CLARK. The House of Representatives 
have already had this subject under considera- 
tion. They have examined it fully, and come to 
the conclusion that the resolution of last year 
ought to be repealed. They have sent the reso- 
lution here repealing it unconditionally, Now, at 
this late day of the session, it seems to me there 
should be no amendment made which will send 
it back to the House of Representatives. It may 
be lost, and the partics may claim this whole 
amount, and perhaps get a process from the court 
directing it to be paid to them, and then the whole 
case will be concluded. 

The Senator from North Carolina says to me, 
that I may draft an amendment if I do not like 
this. I do not want any amendment. 1 think 
the proper way is to let it go to the court. I 

would as lief have the opiniou of the court; and 

J had a little rather have the opinion of the court 

than of the Attorney General. If the court say 
they have rights under it, let the court settle what 
their rights are; and so lct the whole thing end. 

I had much rather do that than send it to the ac- 

counting officers; of which we have had a good 
deal of experience. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Breuer in 
the chair.) The hour of half past eleven o’clock 
having arrived, it is the duty of ule Chair to call 
up the special order, being Senate bill No, 11, to 


provide for the payment of the expenses incurred | 


by the Territories of Oregon aad Washington in 


the suppression of Indian hostilities therein, in | 


the years 1855 and 1856. 

Mr. CLARK. Lhope it will be laid aside, to 
jet us yote on that-which is now before us. 
not think it wil take long. 

Mr. LANE. Wrhatis the special order? 


The PRESIDING GFFICER. Senate bill No. | 


il 


N r GREEN. Let it be passed overinformally. 
Mr. CLARK. That is all I desire. The de- 
bate is nearly through. 


Ide i 


: lution, transferring the case from the Treasury 


i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to make it abun- 
danily clear, if it meets the approbation of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, to insert the words 
«any mistake, cither in fact or law.’ 

Mr.SIMMONS. Certainly ;Iaccepttheamend- 
ment. Ido not care a fig about it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ifthe amendment be put 
ip that shape it will meet the merits of the case, I 
think., 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment as modified. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihopetheresolution will 
not be amended in any shape. The matteris one 
of a great deal of notoriety. I believe Mr. Floyd 
on his firstexamination allowed $18,000. It was 
sent to him again, and he allowed $66,000; and 
itis perfectly anderstood—it was stated, | believe, 
without contradiction—that the heirs of Mr. Fisher 
did not know anything about this. It was said 
to me this morning by a-gentleman in whom I 
have great confidence, that a friend of his who had 
known this Mr. Fisher and lived with him in Vir- 
ginia, said he was never worth $50,000 in the 
world; and yet there has already been paid $66,000; 
and by. the joint resolution of last year, $66,000 
more has been allowed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iask the honorable Sen- 
ator, if that be true, will not the new Attorney Gen- 
eral, who will examine this matter, be able to get 
at these facts? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We have lost enough by 
trusting to officers. ` 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. One wordin relation to 
this claim—and 1 will take but two minutes to 
state what I have b say in regard to it. Itis the 
very first private claim on which 1 had any ex- 
perience in the Senate of the United States. ln 
1813, there were some property destroyed, con- 
sisting of grain, standing corn, hogs, cattle, &c., 
down in Alabama. In 1836 a claim was presented 
to Congress. It did not pass until 1848. In 1848 
an actor resolution passed allowing damages, not 
to include the damages that were done by the In- 
dians, but the damages which were done by the 
troops of the United States, which was referred 
to the Department, and the Auditor of the Treas- 
ury allowed $8,000. He estimated the whole 
amount of damages to be about seventeen thou- 
sand dollars, done by the troops and the Indians; 
but he estimated that one half the damage was 
done by the United States troops, and the other 
half by the Indians. He allowed $8,000. Then, 
after the $8,000 was allowed and paid, an appli- 
cation was made at the Treasury to allow the in- 
terest; and, under some construction of the At- 
torney General, interest was allowed back to 1836, 
when the claim was first presented, which added 
about eight thousand dollars tothe original amount 
allowed. Then, on some new opinion of an At- 
torney General, it was opened again, and they 
were allowed to take interest back from 1813, so 
that they got the amount of the claim and the 
interest. That was all paid. 

Then, in 18541 think it was, a resolution was 
passed to have this account reopened, to have cer- 
tain affidavits that had not been before examined 
allowed. When it came before Mr. Gathrie and 
his Department, he refused to have the Second 
Auditor of the Treasury touch the claim again; 
because it had begn already paid and disposed of. 
There it stood, hanging between Congress and 
the Treasury Department, under Mr. Guthrie. 
He refused to look into it again. 

I came into Congress in 1857, and then the 
question arose again. There being a struggle 
between the Treasury Department and Congress 
—Congress having passed a law directing it to be 
reéxamined, and the Treasury Department re- 
fusing to do it—Congress, in 1858, passed a reso- 


Department to the War Department of the Gov- 
ernment. Then, under Mr. Floyd, the resolution 
which was passed in 1854, was acted upon, and 
he went into an examination of it, and estimated 
that the whole amount of the damages was done 
by the troops of the United States, and he allowed 
the whole amount of the claim, to the amount of 
$17,000, with (he interest up to 1858. The whole 
amount was paid, making up about sixty-six 
thousand dollars, allowing 20 interest on the pay- 
ments which had been made by the United States; |! 


and, by some strange magnetism or other, Con- 
gress, at the Jast session, in June, 1860, passed 
another joint resolution, by which this same thing 
was referred over again to Mr. Floyd, to be re- 
examined over again from the beginning. Mr. 
Floyd has taken it up under that joint resolution, 
reéxamined it, and allowed $66,000 more; and it 
is that joint resolution that the House of Repre- 
sentatives have resolved to repeal, and we ask the 
Senate to join and repeal it. ¥ do not know but 
that from the folly of Congress this award may 
have become fixed, and the Government made 
liable to pay this amount; but if we are, let the 
courts decide it, and let us join in the resolution 
to repeal it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I dislike to go into this mat- 
ter; but I am astonished to hear men dilate in 
this way on a thing, especially when they have 
examined it. I do not know anything about this 
history 

Mr: DOOLITTLE. It has been an instructive 
lesson to me on private claims. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The case came up before the 
Committee on Claims, and it turned out, on ex- 
amining this man’s papers, that, although Mr. 
Floyd had taken the matter up again, he had de- 
ducted about three or four thousand dollars that 
had been allowed before, in order to make his 
second award less; and we had no idea of his re- 
examining the part of it which had been allowed 
by the auditor, any more than we had that he 
should look into the moon; and that was what 
the resolution was that the Senator istalking about. 
We found that the Secretary of War had made 
some strange calculation about a store this man 
had that was taken possession of in Florida, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Alabama. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Well, it was somewhere or 
other. Mr. Floyd concluded and told me bim- 
self—I was there on ofher business—how much 
trouble he had with this claim. He said he had 
concluded to strike out what the Auditor allowed 
for about twenty barrels of whisky as one item. 
He said he made up his mind that the Indians 
were more likely to drink the whisky than the 
soldiers. 1 told him I should not like to have to 
decide such a question as that; I thought those 
would drink it who got at it first. [Laughter.] 

Governor Brown, of Florida, was the adminis- 
trator of old Mr. Fisher; and I think myself he 
is as honest a man as I ever saw; and when he 
heard of this extravagant allowance, he wrote here 
that there was no such sum due, and that he would 
not take it; but that there was something due on 
the claim. These are the most extravagant allow- 
ances that ever were made, Í agree; but it does 
not follow that because the Secretary of War has 
awarded these men four times as muchas belongs 
to them, there is nothing due to them. ‘These 
men would not take this money , because the allow- 
ance was extraordinary; they would nottouch it, 
and wrote here that there was no such sum due, 
and that the heirs did not wantit, but they wanted 
what was actually due. There are very few men, 
I believe, who would decline to take even an ex- 
travagantaward; but old Governor Brown would 
not touch this money, and f believe he is an honest 
man. 

I do not care a button whether this passes or 
not; but there was a mistake in revising this ac- 
count by the Secretary of War, when he disal- . 
lowed what the Auditor himself had allowed, per- 
haps ten years before, I do not recollect the time. 
As we have got into this trouble, I want to dis- 
pose of itin an orderly and fair way. Let the 
Attorney General look into it. If there is noth- 
ing due, then pay nothing. I think there is a 
little something due. I stated before, that the Sec- 
retary had erroneously struck out some items 
which had been allowed by the Auditor; and that 
was all we intended to open by our resolution of 
last year. The House of Representatives opened 
the whole matter; and they made a great mistake 
in it, in my opinion. 

The amendment was rej 
not counted, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, 
Mr. SIMMONS. 

to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator cannot ob- 


ected—ayes 12, noes 


I wish it to go over until 


ject to it. 


Mr. SIMMONS. You cannot read it twice 
to-day. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The jointres- | 
olution may be read the third time to-day. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading; and was read the third time, and passed. | 
Mr. HALE subsequently moved to reconsider 
the vote on the passage of the resolution; and, it 
having gone out of the possession of the Senate, 
a message was ordered to be sent tothe Houseof 

Representatives requesting its return, 
BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
President of the United States had approved and 
signed, on the Qist instant, the following bills and 
joint resolution: 

A joint resolution (H, R. No. 43) giving the 
assent of Congress to certain acts passed or to be 
passed by the Legislatures of the States of Ark- 
ansas, Louisiana, and Texas, or any two of them, 
in relation to the “raft” of Red river, and for 


other purposes; and H 


An act (H.R. No. 914) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1862. : 

And on the 23d instant: 

An act (H. R. No. 400) for the relief of James 
Fioyd; 

An act (H. R. No. 514) for the relief of Samuel 
S. Green; 

An act (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of Captain 
Alexander V. Fraser; 

An act (H.R. No. 678) for the relief of Samuel 
Perry; and 

An act (H. R. No. 996) for the relief of Azel 
Spalding: 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the credentials of 
Hon. Ira Harris, elected a Senator by the Le- 
gislature of the State of New York, for the term 
of six years commencing on the 4th day of March, 
1861; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


OREGON WAR DEBT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order was laid aside informally. It is the duty 
of the Chair to call it up; being Senate bill No. 
11, to provide for the payment of the expenses 
incurred by the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
ington in ‘the suppression of Indian hostilities 
therein in the years 1855 and 1856; which has 
been returned from the House of Representatives 
with an amendment. 

The Scerctary read the amendment of the House 
of Representatives; which was, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bill, and insert the 
following: 


That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and they are bereby, appropriated, out of 
any money ip the Treasury not othery ppropriated, to 
defray ube expenses incurred in the Territories of Wash- 
jugion and Oregon in the suppression of Indian hostitities 
therein in the years 1855 and 1856: Lor the payment of 
volunteers, embracing the first, second, and ninth Oreg 
regiments, and the tree compani f minute men, Nos 
60, 61, and 62, and the first and second Washington regi 
ments and promiscuous companies, incl g the compa- 
uies of Captain Strong and Captain Uays, $535,079 73, alter 

. deducting stoppages as asecrtained by the ‘Third Auditor of 
the Treasury iu bis report of the 7th of February, 3859, 
made in pursuance of a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives passed the Sth of February, J85 aid claims to 
be examined and andited by the ‘Mhird Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, who shall allow to said volantecrs the same pity and 
allowances as were paid to officers and sold of egual 
grade at that period in the United States Army serving in 
that country: Provided, That payment shall only be made 
to such of the above-named companies as shall be shown 
by satisfactory proof to have been engaged in actual s 
vice in the field for the period and in the manner elatine 
For the payment of claims for service, suppli ansport- 
ation, &e., incurred in the maintenance 0 ohuiteers, 
$2,250,000, to be paid upon the principle and agreeably to 
the rates for services, supplies, transportation, & 
and reported by the Third Auditor of tae ‘Pr in hi 
aforesaid report of tae Tt of February, 1860: Provided, 
that said Auditor b ad he hereby is, authorized and di- į 
rected, whenever in his opinion the evidence in support of 


1 
I 
I 


any claim for services, supplies, transportation, or oter- 
lie 


wise, is not sufficient to establish such claim, or whe 
may have doubt to the genuineness thereat, toy 
additional and s etory proof touching such ¢ : 
the valuc of the services rendered, or supplies furnished, 
before reporting such claim for settlement and payment 
in directed: And provided further, That no com- 
on shall be made tor the vices of any person in 
than one capacity for the samo time; and al 
s made in pursuance of this aet shall be receiv 
atisfaction and discharge of the claims upon which 
the e made. 

Soc, 2. And he it further enacted, That all clai 
or other property lost or destroyed in said s 
e settled according to the act approved the 3d of 


allowed i 


| 
| 
t 
j 


Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


| expenses incurred, as settled and allowed by the 


i or of any jugge thereof, or of the district courts created by 


i enr n them; but there ig an important departure 


| am anxious to expedite and pass these bills before 


nn see 


March 1849. providing for payment for horses or other prop- | 
erty lost or destroyed in the military service of the United 
States. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That there be paid to 
Robert J. Atkinson, Phird Auditor of the Treasury, for the 
duties heretotore performed by him in the investigation of 
said claims, the sum of $1,000, out of auy money in the 


Mr. LANE. It is not worth while to go into 
a discussion of the merits of the Senate bill. It 
was fully and thoroughly discussed at the last 
session, and well understood by the Senate. It 
passed this body by a very large majority on the 
the yeas and nays—two to one—and did but par- 
tial justice. it did not provide for paying the 


board of Army officers appointed to adjust and 
settle the claims for expenses growing outof that 
war. The House amendment reduted the allow- 
ance very much; and is not such a bill as, in my 
judgment, should become the law, at least, with- 
out an effort to procure the passage of the Senate 
bill. I therefore, without consuming the time of 
the Senate, move that the Senate refuse to concur 
in the House amendment,and ask for a committee 
of conference. . 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. BRIGHT, 
Mr Lane, and Mr. Cameron were appointed. 

A message was afterwards receiyed from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Forney, its 
Clerk, announcing that the House insists upon 
its amendments to the bill of the Senate (No. 11) 
making appropriations for the payment of the 
expenses incurred by,the people of the Territories 
of Oregon and Washington, in the suppression of 
Indian hostilities therem, in the years 1855 and 
1856; agrees to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon; and appoints Mr. BENJAMIN STANTON 
of Ohio, Mr. James Burrinron of Massachu- |} 
setts, and Mr. Lansixe Srour of Oregon, man- 
agers at the same on the part of the House. 


RICHARD W. MEADE. 


Mr. BRAGG submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: i 
Resolved, That the papers in the case of Richard W. 
Meade's administrator, reported from the Court of Claims, 
be referred back to said court for a rehearing, and for such 
further action as, in the opinion of said court, may be ne- 
cessary and proper. 

TERRITORY OF COLORADO. 


Mr. GREEN. | now call for the special order— 
territorial business. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
of the Senate (No. 366) to provide for a tempo- 
rary government for the Territory of Colorado. 

The Secretary read the amendment, on page 11, 
strike out after the word “dollars,” in line four- 
teen, to the end of line twenty-six, in the follow- 
ing words: 

« Except only that, iu all cases involving titles to slaves, 
the said writs of error or appeals shall be allowed and de- 
cided by the said supreme court, withont regard to the 
value of the matter, property, or title in controversy 3 and 
except also that a writ of error or appeal shall also be 
allowed to the Supreme Court of the United States from 
the decision of the said supreme court created by this act, 


this act, or of any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas 
corpus involving the question of personal freedom.” 

Mr. GREEN. I move that the Senate concur 
in the amendment. . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihaveaword or two to sa 
before the Senate votes to concur; and then, if it 
isthe judgment of the Senate that this amendment 
ought to bé concurred in, I have no more to say 
about it. It involves a very important principle 
in the territorial system. So far as these bills are | 
predicated on the principle of non-interference by 
Congress with the slavery question, I fully con- 


from the territorial bills of 1850, known as the 
“compromise measures,” and from the bill of 
1854, known as the Kansas-Nebraska bill. ‘The 
pending bills scem to have been based on the 
theory of striking out the word “ slavery,” or 
“ slaye, wherever they appeared in the former 
bills. In pursuance of that theory, they have i 
strieken out, in the first section, the words: 

id ‘Territory shall be admitted into 


Mr. GREEN. The Senator will allow me? I 


j 
i 


one o'clock; and as that question isnot before the 
Senate, 1 hope he will confine himself to the ques- 
tion before us, which. is- the amendment. of the’ 
House of Representatives. Sue EF AA 

Mr. DOUGLAS... | should not have occupied . 
so much,time on that branch as the Senator hasin 
interrupting me, for I stated that that was merely 
preliminary.. That has been stricken out; then 
another provision has been inserted in the sixth 
section of the bill, which is that the Territorial 
Legislature shall pass no law. abolishing ‘or. it- 
pairing the rights of private property. That would 
be understood by the Senator from Missouri, and 
others thinking with him, as prohibiting a Terri- 
torial Legislature from abolishing or prohibiting 
slavery. On the other side of the Chamber it is 
understood as not interfering with that righty for: 
while the Senator from Missouri holds that there: 
is such a thing as property in slaves, the other 
side of the Chamber hold that there can. be no prop~ 
erty in slaves; and hence they hold that, the pas- 
sage of alaw impairing the right-of holding slaves 
is not abolishing or impairing the rights of private 
property. Whether that question be decided fa~: 
vorably to the views of the Senator from Mis~ 
souri, or favorably to the views of the other: side 
of the Chamber, will depend upon who may have 
the final determination of the question. That 
final decision must necessarily be madé by the 
courts. As the bill stood when the Senate passed 
it, as the ‘compromise measures of 1850’ stood, 
as the Kansas-Nebraska bill stood, the decision 
of the territorial court on a question affecting shve: 
property could be appealed to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. By this amendment the 
right of appeal is taken away; and the decision of 
the territorial courts is made final and conclusive 
in regard to the question of slave property. 

Now, sir, if itis the wish of the Senate, when 
this question is thoroughly understood, to make 
the decision of the territorial judges final in all 
such cases, and to take away thé right of appeal, 
be it so. IT can well understand why the other 
side of the Chamber are willing to make the de- 
cision of the territorial courts final, so long as they 
appoint the judges. The territorial judges are to 
be appointed by a Republican President, and the 
presumption is that they will be men who agree 
with their theory of the slavery question... They 
will appoint territorial judges who hold the doc- 
trine that there is no such thing asa right of prop- 
erty in slaves. They having the power to appoint 
all judges, and intending to exercise that power 
so as to have judges of their own way of think- 
ing, of course they will have a decision adverse 
to slavery in every instance. Now, the question 
is, whether or not we shall make the decision of 
the Republican judges final, and deprive the party 
aggrieved of the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States? I remember when the 
other side of the Chamber were averse to making 
the decisions of the territorial courts final on this 
question. When there was a Democratic Admin- 
istration, when we had Democratic judges in the 


! Territories, they would not trust it to the final 


decision of the territorial courts, but required an 


i appeal to the Supreme Court. Now, when the 


tables are turned, when they have a President of 
their own choice, and the right to appoint Repub- 
lican judges, we are called upon to change the law 
of the land, and make the decision of the Repub- 
lican judges final without appeal. This may work 
very well to suit that side of the Chamber during 
these four years; bat suppose, four years: from 
now, there should be a southern President: then 
are we to be called upon to change the law again, 
to give a right of appeal from the territorial judges 
to the Supreme Court of the United States? Are 
we to change the law and the territorial system 
according as the polities of the President may be 
changed? - . . 

I desireto fix these territorfal bills on sound prin- 
ciples—principles thet can be applied alike undeg 
a Republican or a Democratic Administration— 
principles that can be executed alike, whether we 
have a northern ora southern President, I think 
we had better let the law stand as it is, giving an 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States 
in these cases, instead of making the decision of 
the territorial judges final, and depriving the party — 
aggrieved of the right of appeal. That is all I 
have to say-upon the point. My only object was 
to direct the attention of the Senate tait. I have 
performed my duty. 


“Mr: BAKER. I desire to.ask the Senator from 
Phinois; who has. turned his-attention to this sub- 
ject more than L have,-is there any provision in 
this "bill affecting thé question of what is com- 


monly calle 
other? | : 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. Fdo not think there is such 
aprovision; but unquestionably the Senator from 
Missouri thiiks there-is.- It is provided that the 
Territorial. Legislature shall pass no law abolish- 
ing-or impairing the rights of private property. 
I- know that-is to be construed in Missouri to 
mean’ that the Territorial. Legislature shall pass 
no law prohibiting, or abolishing, or impairing, 
the right to slave property in the Territory. 
know, on the other side, it is to be contended that, 
inasmuch’ as: slaves are not property, this does 
notapply to them. Then this question is to be 
decided by the territorial judges, and these terri- į 
-_ torial judges are to be appointed by the President, 
removable at his pleasure, And now, the question 
is; whether we shall take away the right of appeal, 
so that the decision of the territorial court thus 
constituted shall be final and conclusive. 

Mr. BAKER. The reason I asked that ques- 
tion, inasingle word, is this: I hold myselfbound, | 
by the cvents of the last two years on the Pacific 
coast, to vote in favor of what is called popular 
sovereignty, so far as it may be regarded as a 
measure, not asa principle; and therefore if, in i 
any territorial bill, the direct question comes up: | 
shall Congress delegate to the people of the Ter- | 
ritory the power to determine the question of sla- | 
yery asall other subjects? I shall feel myself bound 
to: vote, in‘favor of that delegation, saying, at the 
same time, that I believe Congress has tbe un- 
doubted power to prohibit slavery.in. any Terri- 
tory of the United States; but, as 1 understand, 
the question does not come up except 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | I will state to the Senator | 
from Oregon frankly, that I do not think his vote 
aed et this bill would violate his pledges 
to his people on that subject. 

Mr. BAKER. [asked the Senator because he 
has examined the bill with more care than Ihave. 
As to the question of property 

Mr. GREEN. Allow me to remind the Sena- 
tor that the bill is not before the Senate, but the 
House amendment only; and the references by 
the Senator from linois to the general provisions 
of the bill were entirely outof order. The bill has 
passed the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives, and the House amendment is now before 
us, and nothing else. 

Mr. BAKER, Ido not sec that that changes 
the object which I had in view, and wifich, I be- 
lieve, | have accomplished, It was simply to say 
that, on all proper occasions, unless there isa 
very great change of public affairs——and of that, 
of course, L shall judge hereafter—I believe the 
best way is to allow the people of the Territories 
to govern themselves, slavery or no slavery. As 
to slavery itsclf,as a matter of property, I still be- 
lieve that it is the creature of local law; that it is 
not the creature of general law; and that no pro- 
vision, either in the Constitution of the United 
States, or of a State constitution, ora territorial i 
organization, ‘in relation to property, can include | 


d popular ‘sovereignty; one way or the 


or exclude slaves one way or the other. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frron in | 
the chair.) The question is on coneurring in the | 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. On that I ask for the yeas | 


and nays. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered. i 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, I wish simply to in- | 

quire whether the original bill gave the right of | 

appeal, and whether the effect of the amendment 
is to take it away? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. That is the precise case. | 
Mr. GREEN. As it passed the Senate, the bill | 


gave the right of appeal; but the House struck |} 


out that right of appeal, and resolved to do this: | 


to put slave property on the same basis as all i] 


other property; give it no advantages and no dis- | 
advantages; and that is exactly what they have 
done, i 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I feel bound to add a word | 
there. The reason of this provision being inserted | 
in the compromise measures of 1850; and again | 


-want to get the bill through. 


‘reason to that assigned by the Senator from Ili- 


! not interfere with other business till then. 


in the Kansas Nebraska bill, was this: an appeal | 
could not be taken as to othet property, unless | 
the amount in controversy was $1,000; and mas- i 
much as% slave might not be worth but $300 or | 
$500, it took away the right of appeal as to the | 
slave. Hence the exception was made, that, as | 
to slave property, the right of appeal should exist | 
without reference to value. The guestion is, | 
therefore, whether we will repeal that exception, | 
or whether we will allow them to have appeals‘as | 
heretofore in regard to the title of slave property. 

Mr. GREEN, I waive all reply, because I 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. The question is on con- 
curring in the amendment, I understand. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think there is an additional 


nois, why this provision shall not be stricken 
out. As I understand the provision in the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill, it was so fara recognition of 
property in slaves as to allow the raising of the | 
question before the courts; but as the bill now | 
stands, I do notsee thata slaveholder would have ; 
any status in the courtat all; certainly, he could | 
not take anappeal. I think that isanother reason | 
why that provision ought not to be stricken out, | 
and why the honorable Senator from Missouri 
ought not to consent to its being stricken out. As 
the bill now stands, the whole question js open, | 
whethera man can hold a slave, inthe first place; 
and that depends entirely, as the Senator from 
Hlinois has said, upon the raling of a territorial 
judge. Now the Kansas-Nebraska bill authorizes 
an appeal; this bill provided for an appeal; but 
under the bill as it now stands, I cannot see that 
the slaveholder would have any claim at all to 
slave property in the Territories. 

This may bea mere abstraction, I admit. Ht 
may be that slavery will never go to that Terri- 
tory; Edo not suppose it will go to that Territory; 
but these are times in which I do not think we 
on this side of the Chamber, atleast, and I do not 
think on any side of the Chamber, ought to be | 
willing to concede any more on this question. We 
want our rights, even if they are abstract; avd, 
what is more, I believe we are determined to have 
them. 

Mr. GREEN. I concede nothing. I stand 
upon my constitutional rights. Jam prepared to | 
advocate the propricty of this course before the 
court, the Senate, and the country. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 26, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Colamer, Dixon, Doolittic, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Morrill, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Crittenden, Doug- 
las, Fitch, Gwin, Johnsou of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten- 
nessea, Kennedy, Lane, Lathan, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 
Rice, Sebastian, and Thomson—18. 

So the amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was concurred in. 

TERRITORY OF NEVADA. ! 

Mr. GREEN. I now move to take up Senate 
bill No. 563, to organize the Territory of Nevada. ! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ithecomes the j 
duty of the Chair to announce that the hour has 
arrived for the unfinished business of yesterday, 
being the bill making appropriations for the sup- 
portofthe Army for the year ending June 30, 1862. | 

Mr. GREEN. I move to postpone the unfine | 
ished business, and go on with the territorial 
business. 

Mr. LATHAM. 1 believe the Senator from 
Maryland, [Mr. Prarce,} who has charge of the | 
appropriation bill, moved to make it the special 
order for one o’clock to-day. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to postpone all prior | 
orders, and take up Senate bill No. 563. 1 will 
state.to the Senate that to-day is territorial day in 
the House of Representatives; and this bill is 
exactly similar to the other, without a single word 
of change, and I hope it wil be taken up and put 
on its passage. 

Mr. PEARCE. I understood the Army ap- 
priation bill was just now called up as the special 
order. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is entered | 
as the unfinished business for twelve o’clock. 

Mr. PEARCE. I had proposed to call it up 
atone o’clock. | promised gentlemen that [ would 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S.No. 
563) to organize the Territory of Nevada was 
read the second time by its title, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the bill 
be read at length ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to hear a part 
of itread. I do not care about the formal parts; 
but I wantto hear the boundaries, and the portion 
in regard ‘to the legislative and judicial. powers. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to hear the 
boundaries. : 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, which 
is in the usual form, except as to the boundaries. 
This Territory is included within the following 
limits, to wit: beginning at the point of intersec- 
tion of the forty-seeond degree of north latitude 
with the thirty-ninth degree of longitude west 
from Washington; thence running south on the 
line of said one hundred and sixteenth degree of 
west longitude, until it intersects the northern 
boundary line of the Territory of New Mexico; 
thence due west to the dividing ridge separating 


‘| the waters of Carson valley from those that fow 


into the Pacific; thence on said dividing ridge 
northwardly to the forty-first degree of north lnt- 
itude; thence due north to the southern boundary 
line of the State of Oregon; thence due east to 
the place of beginning. That portion of the Ter- 
vitory within the present limits of the State of 
California is not to be included within this Ter- 
ritory until the State of California shall assent to 
the same by an act irrevocable without the con- 
sent of the United States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought the understand- 
ing was, that the formal parts of the bill were not 
to be read. The Secretary is reading clauses in 
relation to the Governor and Secretary, which are 
in all territorial bills. j 

Mr WADE. Ina moment we shal! determine 
whether we can dispense with the reading or not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We want to look at the 
boundaries. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Secretary was read- 
ing a portion which is in all territorial bills, rela- 
tive to the duties of Governor and Secretary. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwill ask the Senator from 
Missouri if the powers of the Territorial Legisla- 
ture are preciscly the same as the others? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Are the judicial powers the 
same? 

Mr. GREEN. I think they are; but an amend- 
ment will make it so, at any rate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well. 

Mr, GREEN. There may be an amendment re- 
quired; and when that is moved, it will be exactly 
the same as the other bill, from beginning to end, 
except the boundarics and the name: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with? 

Mr. WADE. I move that it bedispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairhears 
no objection to dispensing with the reading. 

Mr. WADE. I desire to know if the clause 
which was struck out of the other bill has been 


i stricken oat in this, commencing in the ninth sec- 


tion, at the forty-fifth line? 

Mr. GREEN. I think the bill, as reported, had 
it stricken out. 

Mr. HUNTER. That cannot be stricken out 
without a motion. ` 

Mr. WADE. But the bill is reported with it 
stricken out, I believe. At any rate, ] desire to 
know whether it has been so reported or not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Jask that the Secretary 
read the ninth section, from the thirty-seventh line 
to the end of the section, and then we shail un- 
derstand what the provision is. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Writs of error and appeals from the fina! decisions of said 
supreme court shall be allowed, and may be taken to the 


; Supreme Court of the United States, in the same manner 
t aud under the same regulations as from the circuit courts 


of the United States, where the value of the property, or 
the amount in coutroversy, to be ascertained by the oath or 
x nation of either party, or other competent witness, 
Hexeced 81,000; except that a writ of error or appeal 
li be allowed to the Supreme Conrt of the United States 


sh 


from the decision of the said supreme court created by tl 


i, or of any judge thereof, or of the district cour Oe 
d by this acl, or of any judge thercof, upon any writ of 
abeas corpus involving the question of personal freedom. 


Mr. WADE. 


I move to strike out from line 
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forty-five, commencing with the word “except,” 
to the word “freedom,” in the fiftieth line. The 
words to be stricken out are: 

“Except that a writ of error or appeal shall be allowed 
to the Supreme Court of the United States from the deeis- 
ion of the said supreme court created by this act, or of any 
judge thereof, or of the district courts created by this act, 
or Of any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus 
tuvolving the question of personal freedom.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Task for the yeas and nays 
on that. I was absent when the vote was taken 
upon this question on the other bill; and I desire 
to record my vote against striking out the clause. 
Í think it is a very important provision of the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill, that ought not to be omit- 
ted in these territorial measures; and 1 desire to 
record my vote upon it, Twill not renew the ar- 
gumentwhich I understand was made very clearly 
and distinetly by the Senator from Hlinois; but I 
ask for the yeas and nays that I may have the 
opportunity of recording my vote, 

Mr. WADE. I will observe merely that this 
is the same amendment which we just concurred 
in on the other bill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered ;fand being 
taken, resuited-yeas 25, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aithooy, Bingham, Cameron, Chan 
diler, Clark. Cotininer, Dixon, Daolittie, Durkee, Fessenden, 
, Grimes, Haie, Harlan, King, Morrill, 
Ten Eyck, Prambull, Wade, Wilkin- 


Bsa 


Foor, Foster, Green 
sumne 


Simmons 
son, and 

NAYS—M s. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Douglas, Fitch, Gwin, Hempbil, Hunter, Johnson 
of Arka Johnson oF Femessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Nicboison, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, and 
‘Shomson—23. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill,asamended, was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to the second linc of the fifth section of the 
bill, to strike out the word “citizen,” and insert 
“inhabitant; and also to add a proviso at the 
end of the section, 

Mr. GREEN. 1 hope we shali first concur in 
the amendment adopted as in committee. 

The amendment made as in committee was 
concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Minnesota, to strike out, in line two, of section 
five, the word ‘citizen’? and insert “ inhabitant; ”? 
and at the end of the section to insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That the right of sufrage and of holding oflice 
shali be exercised only by citizens of the United States and 
those who shall bave declared, on oath, their intention to 
become such, and shall have taken an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The provisions of this 
section are precisely the same as those in the or- 
ganic act of the Territory of Minnesota, Itallows 
the inhabitants upon the groand to vote at the 
first clection, and afterwards allows the Legisla- 
ture to regulate the question of suffrage, and lim- 


iting it, as in that proviso, lo persons who have | 


declared their intention to be citizens, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINSON. IT now move, in line 

‘eighteen of section nine, to strike out the words 

and probate courts;”? so that it will read: 

Provided, That justicesot the peace shall not have juris- 

“diction of any matter, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGL 1 desire to offer a substitute 
for the whole bill, and ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. Lwillnotargue it. I leave the bound- 
aries as they now are in the bill, and then propose 
to insert what L send to the Chair as a substitute 
for the rest of the bill— 

‘The Secretary proceeded to read the substitute, 


which proposes to enact, that the people within | 


the boundaries named in the original bili— 

Be, and they are hereby, authorized to assemble in con- 
vention and form for themselves an organie law and terri- 
torial wovernment, to consist of a legislative, judicial, and 
exeeutive department, which government shall be republi- 
canin iorm, ¢ i eects, be consistent with, 
and in sulk atin itution of the United 
nd to all treat a which the United States 
concerning tae Indians and the 
id Territory shall be admitted into 
witb the original States, with 


public jands; aud the s 
the Union on an equal fo 
such boundaries as Cong 
shall contain the population requisite for a Repre- 


HEATON. 

wind he i 
ads shall l 
a and thirty-six shol 


gd in said ‘Territory 
o réserved tor the piri 


pobile 
sixtevr 


nay prescribe, whenever the | 


itive in Congress, according to the then Federal ratio | 
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being granted to the State, when admitted into the Union, | 
for sehoots. i 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That said Territory 
hall be entitled to a Delegate in Congress, with alithe priv- 
ges of a member, except that of voting; and the said Del- 
ate shali be elected by the people having the qawifica- 
ions requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of 
the Legislature. t 

8S And be it further enacted, That the said Terri- | 

tory shall constitute one judicial district for Federal pur- 
poses, and there shall be a district court of the United 
States established therem, which shall have the same juri 
diction as may be conferred by law upon other district 
courts of the United States; and the President shall noni- 
inate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, appoint a judge, marshal, and attorney of the United 
States within and tor said district. 

Sec. 5. dnd be it further enacted, That for the purpose 
of elceting delegates to the convention to form a coustitu- 
tion and government for said Territory, it shail be the duty 
of the said judge to cause a census of said Territory to be 
taken, which shall be done by the marshal and his deputies, 
in accordance with such rules and regulations as the said 
judge may prescribe; and when the returns of the census 
shall be made, it shail be the duty of said judge to divide 
said ‘Territory into election diswiets, and to apportion the 
delegate#as nearly according to population as may be prac- 
uicable, and to appoint the time and places of holding elee- 
tion, and to appoint the judges and clerks of the clection, 
and to prescribe the rules aud ulations for conducting 
the election and making the returns, aud to decide the re- 
sult in cach case, and issue the certificate to the person 
duly clect and appoint the time and place for the con- 
vention toassemble, Said convention shall consist of fifty |i 
delegates quatified to be voter: such election; and the jj 
elective franchise shall be exercised at such election by all 
mate citizens over the age of liventy-ont ears, who were 
actua! residents of said Territory at the time the census 
was taken. ‘Phe sum of 315,06 hereby appropriated to Jj 
pay the expenses of such convention, including the censne 
and the election of delegates; and the marsha) shall. be 
allowed the samne compensation as was allowed forthe last 
census in New Mexico, and the judges and clerks òf elec- 
tion shall be allowed three dollars each for election day, 
and the members of the convention shall be allowed four 
dollars per day for the first tweuty days, and nothing alter 
that period. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I ask the Senator from 
Ilinois whether that is not a precisely similar || 
substitute to the one which he offered to the Cal- 
orado bill, when it was before the Serate? | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir;butit was not voted || 
on by the Senate, because | could not get the bill | 
reconsidered. Itis the same amendment, and | 


it. Itis to allow the inhabitants within the bound- | 
aries specified, to form their own organic law; 


Page d 5 { 
can explain it quicker than the Secretary can read || 
| 


establish their own territorial government; clect | 


their own officers; govern themselves in conform- 
ity with the Constitution of the United States; 
making them a judicial district, with one United 
States judge, with the jurisdiction of a judge of 
the district and circuit court, the same as in the 
States. [tis simply giving them thé right to form 
their own organic law; cleet their own officers; 
govern themselves in their domestic affairs just as 
if they were a State, subject to the Constitution 
of the United States; that is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
of the amendment ean only be dispensed with by 
unanimous consent. Ja the reading called for hy 
any Senator? The Chair hears no objection, and 
the reading will be dispensed with, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Lask for the yeas and nays ; 
on the adoption of the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
tak resuited—yeas 4, nays 31; as follows: 

Bragg, Douglas, and Uarlan—4. 
, pcs my, Bingham, Cameron, Chan- 
Colluner, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, | 
, Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Jolinson of Ten- 
s King, Lane, Latham, Mason, Morrill, 
Nieholson, 5, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and ‘Vilson—d1. i 

So the amendment was rejected. | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time, and passéd. 

TERRITORY OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. GREEN. I now move 

Mr. LATHAM. [ call up the special order 
for half past cleven o’clozk. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to postpone the special 
order, that we may take up and pass the bill to 
organize Dakota Territory. lt will not take five 
minutes, 

Mr, LATHAM, F cannot do so, as I know |i 
there is going to be discussion on that bill. 

Mr. GREEN. It will not take five minutes, ! 
because all these questions are test questions, and 
we have had so many votes that 1 think there 
will be no further debate. 

Mr. LATHAM. Not these test questions, but 


Foot, Foste 
nessee, Kenr 


the necessity of having a Territory there at all, 
will provoke discussion, 


Mr. GREEN. What, Dakota? 
Mr. LATHAM. Yes, sir. I know there are 
Senators who intend to debate that qaéstion. 

Mr. GWIN. [do not think the special. order: 
will take five minutes. aa 
Mr. GREEN. 
before one o’clock, ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator: 


L want to get this bill through 


| from Missouri moves that the special order be 


postponed, for the purpose of taking up the bill 
: ‘ Poses 

(S. No. 562) to organize the Territory of Dakota. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 


| ion—ayes 18, nocs 10; no quorum voting. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I was conversing with a gen- 
teman, and inadvertently did notvote. You may 


| count me. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would 
not make a quorum; but there is evidently a 
quorum tn the Chamber. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. lask for a new division. 
There is evidently a quorum here. 

The question being again put; there were—ayes 
twonty-three; the noes were not counted. 

So the motion was agreed. to; and the Senate, 
as in Commitee of the Whole, resumed.the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. Ne. 562) to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of Da- 
kota, and to create the office of surveyor general 
therein; the pending question being on the amend- 
ment offered by Mv. Green, to strike out on page 
10, from lines forty-five to fifty, in the following 
words: 3 

“ Exeept that a writ of error or appeal shal) be allowed 
to the Supreme Court of the United States trom the decis- 
ion of the said Supreme Court created by this act, orotany 
judge thereof, or of the district courts created by mhis act, 
or of any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus in- 
volving the question of personal freedom.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the ques- 
tion of striking out the words which have just 
been read, the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They were called on the 
other bill. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir; the 
yeas nud nays were ordered upon this amend- 
ment, when the bill was considered previously. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to it at 
all; but we have just voted twice on the same thing 
by yeas and nays; and Lask that, by general con- 
sent, the call be withdrawn, unless some Senator 
desires to record his vote on it, Our votes have 
been recorded twice this morning already on the 
same question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires 
unanimous consent to dispense with the calling 
of the yeas and nays. .The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I moveto make the same 
amendmeyt to this bill that I did to the other, to 
strike out ‘in section five, line two, the word “ cit- 
izen,” and insert ‘inhabitants’? and at the end of 


i the section to insert the following: 


Provided, That whe right of suffrage and of holding office 
shall be exercised only by citizens of the United States and 
those who shall have declared on oath their intention to 
become such, and shall have taken an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to this amendment, and it will 
be considered as adopted, 

Mr. POLK. I object tothe amendment, cer- 
tainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the qnes- 
tion will be on the adoption of the amendment. 
Mr. POLK. Teall for the yeas and nays upon» 

Lam told that itisasimple amendment, which 
was adopted on the other bills, but it certainly 
passed without being noticed by some of us. i 
am sure the yeas and nays were not called on it 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Bingham, Chandter, 


it. 


| Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 


Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, 
Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Trumbutl, Wade, Wil- 
kinson, and Wilsou--25. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bragg, Clingmian Dixon, 
Green, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, 


Lane, Latham, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, 
aud Ten Eyek—17. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILKINSON, In section nine, line eigh- 


| teen, I move to strike out the words, ©“ and pro- 


bate court.” 
The amendment way agreed to. 
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My. DOUGLAS. I desire to call the atiention i 
of the other side of the House to the fact that the 
amendmenis they have just been making were not 
made-to the Colorado bill. They 
distinction. as to the right of suffrage, probate 
courts, and various things which are not to be 
found.in the Colorado bill. That bill passed the 
Scnate, as will -be recollected, while I had an 
amendment pending, in my absence. I should 
have called attention.to those provisions then, if 
Lhad been present. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. — - 


-Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 suppose it is not worth 
while for me to renew the amendment that I of- 
fered a short time since, presuming that that was 

a test question in regard to all the bills. I will 
not renew it, taking it for granted that the Senate 
wouid act on it the same on this bill as on the 
others. } 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


TIE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. LATHAM. Icall up the special order. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to make a mo- 
tion in reference to the bill upon the table, that 
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the Senate non-concur in the House amendment 


to the tariff bill, and agree to the committee ofcon- 
ference asked by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. LATHAM. I give way for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill (H. 
R. No. 338) to provide for the payment of out- 
standing Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to 
regulate and fix the dues on imports, and for 
other purposes, has been returned from the House 
of Representatives, with a message, concurring 
in all the amendments of the-Senate except the 
tenth amendment, The House of Representatives 
have amended the tenth amendment of the Senate 
by.striking out the second paragraph, in the fol- 
lowing words: $ 

tt Second. On coffee, 1} cont per pound; on tea, when 
imported from any port or place beyond the Cape of Good 
Rope, 4 cents per pound; when imported from any port or 
place thisside of the Cape of Good Hope, other than in the 
country where produced, 4 cents per pounds and in addi- 
tion thereto, 10 per centum ad valorem: Provided, hat 
whenever the Treasury notes and bonds of the Cnited 
States which have been, or shall be, issued under the au- 
thority of any laws, or parts of laws, passed between the 4th 
day of March, A. D. 1857, and the dth day of March, A.D. 
1861, shall be redeemed and paid, the President of he Uni- 
ted States is hereby authorized to make proclamation that 
the aforesaid articles of tea and eoiffee may be imported 
into he United States exempt and free from the specifie 
duties herein imposed: Provided, That the duties on tea 
and coffee, hereby imposed, shall cease from and after the 
Suih day of June, 1863.” 

The House of Representative have also insisted 
upon this amendment to the tenth amendment of 
the Senate, and asked for a conference 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 move that the Senate dis- 
agree to the Elouse amendment; and agree to the 
committee of conference asked by the House of 
Representatives upon the disagrecing votes of the 
two Houses. 

Mr. WILSON. I think we had better recede 
from our amendment and passthe billat once. I 
doubt very much whether we can force the House 
of Representatives to take this amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We can try. 

Mr, WILSON. 1 think we had better back 
out, and tet the bill pass at once. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 hope the Senate will ap- 
point a committee of conference. 

.. The question being put; the motion of Mr. 
Simmons was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senate will now take 
up the post route bill, 

Mr. HUNTER. We have not yet acted on 
the tariff bill, E believe. 

Mr. GWIN. Oh, yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 


has disagreed to the House amendment to the |} 


Senate amendment and agreed to the conference 
asked for by the House of Representatives, 

Mr. GUNTER. Ithoughtthere wasa motion 
pending by the Senator from Massachusetts to 
recede from our amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
motion had been made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. HUNTER. Buta motion to recede takes 
precedence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Massachusetts as 


are making a |i 


The previous | 


H on route No. 12578 shall be entitled’ to their present mail | 


li mouths? pay on their present contract as liquidated dam- 


i merely making a suggestion, He made no mo- 
uon. 

Mr. WILSON. Fdid not make a motion. I 
suggested that that was the true policy, in my 
judgment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of 
the Senate has been made. How shali the com- 
mittee of conference be appointed? 

Mr. SIMMONS. By the Vice President. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Ifno objection 
be made, the Vice President will be authorized to 
appoint the committee of conference. 

İt was so ordered; and Mr. Simmons, Mr. Hux- 
TER, and Mr. Bicier, were appointed the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. 


THE POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. The post route bill Í believe is 
now before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GWIN. I mo¥ed that we disagreg to the 
! House amendments, insist upon our amendments 
to that bill, and ask for a committee of confer- 
ence. My colleague made a motion that the 
Senate concur in the House amendments. It was 
indicated by the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
| Sewanp,] that he would offer an amendment; and 
if any amendment was offered, I intimated that 
I should offer an amendment changing the form 
| of the offer and the contract; but I hope the Sep- 
ate will cither give us a committee of conference 
at once—which, in my opinion, will agree in an | 
hour, for there are very small shades of difference | 
; between the two Houses—or else concur in the 
House amendments, and let the bill pass. Imper- 
fect as I believe it is, it is infinitely better that it | 


i culty about amending it.. We can put such 
| amendments on the Post Office appropriation bill, 
that will be up for consideration on the day after 
to-morrow, as will, in my judgment, remedy the 
defects. It is too importanta measure to be lost 
between the two Houses by amending it here, 
and sending it back to the House of Representa- 
tives; and therefore I hope, if the committee of | 
|| conference is not granted, the Senate will concur-| 
in the amendments of the House of Representa- 


of the question. 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | 


should pass, than that we should have any difi- i| 


lives as they came tb us, so that we may dispose į! 


understands that there isan amendment pending, 
Mr. GWIN. The Senator from New York 
indicated an amendment; but he did not offer it, 
as I understand, and I hope it will not be offered. 
Mr. WILSON. What is the amendment | 
pending? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New York. 
Mr. WILSON. I offer a substitute for that 
amendment of the Senator from New York, which 
is the same, with a few slight modifications that 
are necessary to perfect it. It is to strike out the | 
amendment of the Flouse’ of Representatives to | 
the eighteenth section of the Senate amendgpents, | 
and insert in lieu threreof: | 
Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster | 
Gener hereby directed to discontinue the mail service | 
| 
| 
l 
3 
| 
i 
i 


on route No. 78, from St. Louis and Memphis to San | 
Francisco, California, and to modify the contract on said 
route, subject to the same terms and conditions only as | 
{| hereinafter provided, said discontinuance to take effect on 
or before July 1, 1861. 
be required to transport the entire letter mail six tim 
week on the central route, said letter mailto be earricd 
through in twenty days’ time, eight months in the year, | 
and in twenty-turee days theremaining four monthsof the | 
year, from St. Joseph, Missouri, or some other point on the i 
Missouri river, comected by railroad with the Bast, to | 
i 
i 
i 


| Placerville, in California, and also to deliver the entire 
mails tri-weekly to Denver City and Great Salt Lake City; i 
said contractors shail also be required to carry the residue | 
of all mail matter in a period not ex ding thirty-five days, | 
with the privilege of sending the latter semi- monthly from | 
New York to San Franeisco in twenty-five days by sea, | 
| and the public documents in thirty-five days. ‘They shall 
also be required, during the continuance of their contract, | 
or until the completion of the overland telegraph, to run a | 
pony express semi-weekly, at a schedule time of ten days 
i for eight months, and twelve days for four months, carry- 
i ing for the Government, free of charge. five pouads of mail 
| matter, with the liberty of charging the publie for trans- 
portation of letters by said expressnotexce ding one doll; 
| per half ounce. For the above service said contracto 
shall receive the sum. of $1,150,090 per annum; the con- 
tract for such service to be thus modified before the 23th 
day of March next, and expire July 1, 1855. 

Src. 19. aud be it further enacted, That the contractors | 


pay during the necessary time required to change their 
i stock from their present route to the central route witheot | 
periorming the service, and shail be entitled also to two i 


Lhe contractors on said route sball || 


| Senator from Ca 


ages for such change of service, if made by themin accord- 
ance with the terms of the preceding section. 

Src. 20. And be it further enacted, That, should the con- 
tractors on route No. 12578, after the above moditieation of 
their present contract, neglect to perform the service herein 
mentioned, then the Postmaster General is directed toannul 
said contract, and advertise for thirty days for carrying the 
mail as above provided, and to let the same to the lowest 
responsible bidder, having due regard to the performance 
of the service. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That the above pro- 
vision shall not apply to a discontinuance of any routes 
connected with said route No. 12578, and the Postmaster 
General is directed to replace any local service affected by 
the discontinuance of said route, now performed by the 
contractors on said route, by good and sufficient mail ser- 
vice, to take effect upon such discontinuance. 


Mr. POLK. lask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to modify his amendment, so as to strike 
out, in the thirteenth line of page 2, the words, 
‘connected by railroad with the East;”’ for the 
reason that the Missouri Pacific railroad is nearly 
finished, and will be finished, probably, in the 
course of the present year. This contract is to 
extend over four years, and, if so, it cannot make 
a connection with this road, provided the contract 
should be Made to start from another point. I 
think the connection ought to be with the Mis- 
rouri Pacific railroad. I do not know that it adds 


| very materially to the communication; but it will 


make the communication more direct and easy to 
connect with the Pacific railroad than any other. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The Senator is aware that 
the road is to start on the Missouri river, some- 
where, and, if his State seccdes, we shall want to 
start from somewhere else. 

Mr. POLK. Exactly. 

Mr. COLLAMER. We do not want to be tied 
down to that. 

Mr. POLK. That right might be qualified as 
it now stands. 

Mr. COLLAMER. As it now stands, it isto 
start from the Missouri river, wherever it is ne~ 
cessary. They do not want to confine it to a par- 
ticular road. 

Mr. POLK. This would not lessen the lati- 
tude of the departing point; it would rather in 
Crease Hh. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen in 
the chair.) Unless the modification be accepted 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, it is not be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. POLK. 


Does the Senator consent to the 


| modification? 


Mr. WILSON. [ should like very much to 
accommodate the Senator from Missouri; but, it 
secms to me, I cannot do so with safety, and- L 


| think it had better stand in its present form. 1 


think there will never be any trouble about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion-is on the adoption of the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I confess, sir, that I have been 
more embarrassed by this measure than anything: 
else that has been before the Senate for the two or 
three years I have been studying about it; and, in 
what i am going to say, let me say that I do not 
mean toreflect upon any member of the Senate; 
but I do bope, God willing, that the time may 
come when this Senate may take hold of this mat- 
ter without any outside influences operating upon 
the body oruponany individual member ofit. That 
is & prayer for the future, instead of a reproach 
for the past. T want to make another remark: 
whenever the Legislature undertakes to make these 
contracts, they blunder cternaily, and the history 
of every legislative contract is a history of blun- 
ders. ‘fhe Butterfield contract is an illustrious 
example; your steamship contracts, another. 

This is a bill, Mr. President, that proposes to 
give $1,150,000 for four years for what you can 
gct for $1,000,000 just exactly as well; and I do 
not see the propriety of it. T hope the honorable 
ifornia (Mr, Larnam] has not 
altered his notions; because, if he has not, I am 
ready at this stage of the session to go with him 
As both the Senators from California have ex- 
pressed themselves here as being content that the 
Senate should adopt the House bill, as I under- 
stood the senior Senator, [Mr. Gwiy,] and the 
Senator nearest to me, [Mr. Latnam,| the other 
day,and as both the Representatives in the other 
House from the State of California are content to 
take the responsibility of adopting that measure, 
Í think it would be the part of wisdom in the Sen- 


d 
ate at this time to do it; and although I may not 
believe, as I did not believe a little while ago, that 
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an amendment to the bill would defeat it, not- 
withstanding it was so urged by the Senator from 
California, (Mr. Laruam,] yet I believe, this 
being Tuesday, and next Saturday being our last 
legislative day, that to adopt this amendment will 
be to defeat any overland mail. 

But again: in regard to this great legislative con- 
tract, by which the Butterfield company are to be 
provided for, and a service meee at a cost of 
from one hundred and fifty to two hundred thou- 
sand dollars more than is necessary, let me say 
that, in the present state of things, taking into 
consideration the bill of the House in relation to 
postal intercourse, which has passed this body 
with amendments, ifit should become a law, there 
is no need of any action upon that Butterfield 
route; because it comes within the category pro- 
vided for by that act. We know, from the pab- 
lic newspapers, we know it is notorious, that 
that line has been so interfered with that it does 
come within the category included in that act; 
and that service cannot be carried on by reason of 
the very objection that is mentioned in the act. 
Now, sir, with asincere desire to accommodate the 
people of Californiaand the public, I think, if we 
mean to give them anything, that we had better 
adopt the House bill, F have come to that con- 
clusion the more readily from the fact that this 
Butterfield route has been so interrupted that it 
will fall within the purview of the act which has 
already passed the Senate; and for these reasons 
I am opposed to all these amendments, and at this 
stage | am for going with the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia nearest to me, [Mr. Laruam,] and adopt- 
ing the bill of the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Before the Senator takes 
his scat Lask, for information, how much will the 
House bill appropriate? 

Mr. HALE. The House bill appropriates 
$800,000, and leaves the Butterfield route to be 
disposed of. 

Mr. LATHAM. Itleavesthe Butterfield route 
untouched, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Whichamountsto oversix 
hundred thousand dollars, | understand; that will 
be $1,400,000. As ï understood the honorable 
Senator—{ may have misunderstood him-—he said 
the service could be got for $1,000,000; and ifwecan 
get it for $1,000,000, why give $1,400,000 for it? 

Mr. HALE. That opens a chapter cf dificul- 
ties. That consideration presented itself to my 
mind. 1 wanted to make the act providing for the 


overland route on the central route a part of the | 


same measure which disposed of the Butterfield 
route; but I was told it was not practicable, and 
was assured that when we had established the 
central route, we would take care of the Butter- 
field route afterwards; but, sir, [ take this posi- 
tion now because | consider the Butterfield route 
as substantially disposed of by the bill which 
passed the Senate, if it becomes a law. It is liable 
to be disnosed of within the powers of the Post- 
master General whether that bill becomes a law 
or not. The fact is, the further performance of 
that service is rendered impossible and impracti- 
cable by the very conditions mentioned in the act 
which has already passed the Senate; and there- 
fore l think the appropriation—600,000—for that 
route is practically discontinued, let us take what 
action we may upon it. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, there has been 
a feeling in the Senate for two or three years past 
to get rid of this Butterfield route. ‘The Senator 
from New Hampshire says we have practically 
done so. I apprehend the Senator isenurely mis- 
taken. No action of Congress has in any way 
abrogated the contract of the Butterfield company, 
and it stands to-day against the Government of the 
country. If this amendment that comes from the 
House of Representatives be adopted, the Butter- 
field contract goes on, and this mail service to Cal- 
ifornia will cost us over fourteen hundred thou- 
sand dollars for the coming year. The amendment 
now pending proposes to change the Butterfield 
route to the central route, to establish a daily mail 
for letters across the continent, and a pony ex- 
press, for $1,500,000 per annum. Asa matter of 
economy, Í believe it to be a good proposition, a 
better proposition for the Government than the 
amendment that comes to us from the House of 
Representatives, which appropriates some eight 
hundred thousand dollars, and then leaves the But- 
1erfield contractors on their route undisposed of, 
leaving both lines. 
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I hope the Senate will adopt this amendment 
to transfer the Butterfield line to the central route, 
establish a daily mail across the continent for let- 
ters, provide for carrying the printed matter as it 
is here, arrange this whole matter, and have it 
settled once for all. I believe this to be the fairest 
proposition yet made, 

Mr. GRIMES. I move, in the twelfth line, to 
strike out the words “St. Josephs, Missouri,” 
and in line thirteen, to strike out the words * con- 
nected by railroad with the East.” . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an 
amendment to an amendment pending. The 
Senator therefore cannot offer’ his amendment in 
order. 

Mr. GRIMES. 
when it is in order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on theadoption of the amendment to the amend- 
ment, i 

Mr. GRIMES, What is it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The original 
amendment was offered by the Senator from New 
York, (Mr. Sewarn;] and there isan amendment 
offered to it by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LATHAM. The Senator from Massa- 
chuscetts offered his amendment in place of the one 
submitted by the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Still, it is an 
aracndment to the amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES. He offers it asa substitute, I 
understand, 

Mr. WILSON. My amendment is a substi- 
tute for the amendment of the Senator from New 
York, by his consent, with some verbal amend- 
ments necessary to perfect it, and make it more 
complete. Therefore, the amendment of the Sen- 


I will state the reason for it 


| ator from New York is not pending. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York, the Chair 
thinks, would be amendable. If the Senator pro- 
poses a mere amendment to that amendment, it 
would be in order. 

Mr. WILSON. With the consent of. the Sen- 
ator from New York, the intention was to with- 
draw his amendment and substitute this in place 
of it, with the necessary amendments to perfect it. 

Mr. RICE. The amendment spoken of, sub- 
mitted by the Senator from New York, was never 
offered. [t is not before the Senate. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
isan original amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. Mine is offered in concert 
with the Senator from New York. 

Mr. RICE. The amendment of the Senator 
from New York has never been before the Senate. 
it was merely offered for the purpose of being 
printed. 

Mr. GRIMES. My amendment, then, is in 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The original 
statement of the Chair was correct. The amend- 
mentof the Senator from Lowa would be an amend- 
ment in the third degree, an amendment to an 
amendment, which, in itself, is an amendment to 
an amendment, because, even if the amendment 
of the Senator from New York be withdrawn, 
that of the Senator from Massachusetts is stil an 
amendment to the House amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. Is the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri disposed of, in regard to the 
terminus on this side? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


such amendment pending. 


There is no 


Mr. POLK. [ suggested itto the Senator from | 


Massachusetts as a modification of his amend- 
ment. 
Mr. GWIN. 
this subject 
Mr. COLLAMER. [wish to make an inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from California yield? 
Mr. GWIN. Certainly. 
Mr. COLLAMER. f understand that the 
amendment of the Senator from New York has 
never been presented. H has merely been printed 
with a view of being presented; but it has never 
been actually presented. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts offers an amendment as a substitute 
for the bill now pending. 
amendment? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I have a single word to say on 


The amend- 


iment of the Senator from New York was an 


amendment to a House amendment; and that be- 


Is not that open to! 


ing withdrawn, the amendment of the Senator 


from Massachusetts stands:in the same relation: 
Mr. COLLAMER. I understand that. the 

amendment of the Senator from New, York is not 

before the Senate, and never was. oe 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. | That is true. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I understand the proposi- 


‘tion of the Senator from Massachusettsis a sub- 


stitute for the House bill. 1s not: that open’ to 
amendment? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that it is not, because it is an amend- 
ment to a House amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. My amendment is to strike 
out the eighteenth section of the House amend- 
ments, and insert a substitute. It is an amend-" 
ment to the House amendments. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. And therefore - 
it is not amendable, f 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to suggest to the 
Senator from Massachusetts a modification. It 
is, in the last section of his amendment, to. strike 
out the word ‘‘directed,’’ and insert “ author- 
ized.” 

Mr. WILSON. I accept that. 

Mr. GRIMES. Then IĮ understand, under the 
ruling of the Chair, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts ċan come in here with an almost entire new 
bill, and offer it as an amendment, and it is im- 
possible for us to amend the bill which he pro- 
poses. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In an 
suggesting modifications to 
accept. 

Mr. GRIMES. He therefore has control of 
the whole body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Neverthcless, 
itis the rule. The amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is an amendment to the 
House amendment; and therefore is not amend- 
able, unless by the consent of the mover. 

Mr. GRIMES. Then I desire to state the rea- 
son why I shall vote against the proposition of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. it proposes, in 
its first section, to limit the starting point from 
the city of St. Joseph, Missouri. Lam unwilling 
to do so. I think the Government ought to be 
permitted to start either at Kansas City, or at St. 
Joseph, or at Nebraska City, or at Council Bluffs, 


7 other way than by 
him, which he may- 


-or at Sioux City, or at any other point on the 


Missouri river where it will be most for the ben- 
efit of the Government that the starting point 
should be. I will not consent, so far as my vote 
gocs, to limit the Postmaster General to one par- 
ticular spot, and require him to'start the route 
from that point and from no other, notwithstand- 
ing other points may really afford greater facili- 
ties for the transmission of the mails. 

Mr. WILSON. None of us can help the po- 
sition of things, I suppose, under the rules; but 
I am anxious to get this proposition right, and I 
will therefore accept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Allow me to interrupt the 
Senator from Massachusetts. It seems to me that 
the rule cannot apply to an amendment to a House 
amendment, because that is the action of another 
body. We may make amendments here of our 
own, and can move to amend those amendments. 
It strikes me it is carrying the rule further than 
it has ever been carried before, to apply it to a 
House amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, 
thinks that is the rule and practice of the Senate. 
The House amendment is one to which the Sen- 
ate must either agree or disagree. 

Mr. WILSON. At the request of the Senator 
from Iowa and the Senator from Missouri, and on 
examining the matter carefully, I will consent to 
modify the amendmeht, by striking out, in the 
twenty-second line, the words “ from St. Joseph, 
Missouri,” and in the thirteenth line, ‘ connected 
by railroad with the east;’’ and it will then read, 
“from some point on the Missouri river.” 

Mr.GWIN. But where is the terminus on the 
Pacific side? 

Mr. WILSON. Placerville. 

Mr.GWIN. Ido not see anything of that sort 
in the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of order, and 
I desire the attention of the Chair. The House 
of Representatives passed this bill and sent it here. 
We amended it, and sent it back to them with 
amendments; and now they have amended our 
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amendments. My point of order is, that no other 
amendments are In order, and that the question 
before us is the question of concurrence or non- 
concurrence in the action of the House. 

Mr. POLK. The Senator from Massachusetts. 
hag supposed that my amendment, went a litte 
further-—— i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
of order must. first be disposed. of. The rule will 
be read. 

The Secretary. read as follows: 

“A bill originating in onë House, is passed by the other 
with an amendment. A mation in the originating House 
to agree to the amendment is négatived. Does there result 
from. this a vote of disagreement, or must the question on 
disagreement be expressly vated? ‘The questions respect- 
tng amendments from another House are, first, t6 agree; 
second, disagree ; third, recede; fourth, lasist 5 filth, adhere. 

“First, agree; second, disagree. Either of these concludes 
the other necessarily, forthe positive of either is exactly th 
equivatent of the negative of the other, and no other alter- || 
native remains. On cither motion amendinents to the 
amendment may be proposed; e. g. if it be moved to dis 
agree, those who are for the amendment have aright to 
propose amendments, and make it as perfect as they can, 
before the question of disagreement is put-—Jefferson’s 
Manual, p. 176. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
motion to recede made. The original motion was 
to amend, and the Chair thinks that motion in | 
order. E ` 

Mr. POLK. 1 wish to correct an error into + 
which the Senatorfrom Massachusetts fell, whic 
was that the amendment I suggested was cxactly 
co-exlensive with the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Lowa, which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has accepted, and thus it stands | 
modified with that acceptance. I wish to say | 
that I did not ask him to modify by striking out į 
so much as the Senator from lowa did, but l pro- | 
posed to confine it to the words ‘connected by i 
railroad with the East.” 

Mr. GRIMES. Jn other words, the Senator 
from Missouri desired that terminus to be in his ; 
State only, while Lam willing that it shall be any- 
where onthe Missouri river, whether in his State 
or my. own, : 

Mr, FOOT. There seems to be some little mis- | 
understanding as to the exact position of the bill |} 
now before the Senate. If I understand it, itis | 
this: it is an original Fouse bill which came to 
the Senate for concurrence. ‘The Senate concurred 
in that bill, with a variety of amendments, which | 
carried it back to the House of Representatives || 
for their concurrence in those amendments, The 
House of Representatives coneurred in certain | 
amendments of the Senate, and that is an end, so 
far as those amendments are concerned; neither 
House bas further jurisdiction over them. The | 
House of Representatives concurred in certain 
other amendments of the Senate, with amend- 
ments to those amendments, and the House dis- 
agreed to certain other amendments of the Senate. 
It comes back to us for consideration, first upon 
those amendments which the House has amended, 
and the first question is, will the Senate agree to | 
the amendments of the House to the amendments | 
of the Senate, An affirmative vote settles the ; 
question in reference to those amendments, A 
negative vote leaves them open for further consid- į 
eration, either by a committee of conference, or ;: 
to send the bill back to the House, cither to re- | 
cede, insist, oradhere, Next, the House disagree 
to certain of our amendments, What question 
arises, how, in reference to these amendments? 
Virst,as the rule says, in the order of motions, Is | 
the motion to recede, if any person chooses to :: 
make that motion. The seeoud in order is to in- i! 
sist, and that motion always carries with it a 
implied readiness, or willingness, on the part of | 
the body to confer further with the other House | 
upon the disagreving votes; and therefore itis that | 
a motion to iusist is usually accompanied with a. 
motion for a committee of conference to that end. 
If they choose to pass over both these motions, 
they may adhere, which is the last and final mo- 
tion, and fatal to the bill, if it carries, because a ; 
motion to adhere implies an unwillingness, an 
absolute refusal, on the partof the body, to confer 
further with the other House upon the question; 
and there is an end of it, 

Now, then, if I understand the position of this 
bill, and itis as I have stated it, we have nothing 
to do except with those amendments, in the firs: 
place, which have come to us with propositions | 
of amendment from the Fouse of Representa- :' 
tivesjand the first question is; will the Senate | 


| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 


| 


agree to the amendments of the House to the 
amendments of the Senate? That being disposed 
of, then the question Will be, will the Senate re- 


cede from those amendments to which the House ; 


have entirely disagreed, or will they, passing over 
this motion, which is first in order, move to insist 
upon their amendments, to which the House of 
Representatives have disagreed, and ask for a 
committee of conference, or will they come to the 


last resort, that is, adhere, which motion, if car- ; 


ried, puts an end to the bill? 

If this be the state of this bill, the first question 
in my judgment is, will the Senate agree to the 
amendments of the -House of Representatives to 
the amendments of the Senate; and if that be dis- 
posed of, then the question is cither to recede or 
insist upon the amendments to which the House 
have disagreed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen.) 


The recollection of the Chair is, that when the 
E bill first came before the Senate, the Senator from 


California [Mr. Gwin] made a motion to insist, 


and the Chair understood that that question not |! 


being pressed, it was withdrawn to-day; and no 
other motion being made, he entertained the mo- 


| tion to amend, bat is himself very much of the 


opinion, upon reflection, that the motion toamend 


l is out of order, and thatthe questions must be put 


in the relative order mentioned by the Senator 
from Vermont. e 

Mr. GWIN. Therefore, the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts is out of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GWIN. The motion | made was to in- 
sist on the Senate amendments—I made that mo- 
tion a weck ago—and to ask for a committee of 
conference. 
same time to agree to the amendments of the 
House. Jt has been in that condition up to this 
morning. These were the two motions before the 
Senate. This morning I indicated that, consider- 
ing the lateness of the session, although I do not 


i think the Flouse bill is the one that we ougit to | 


pass, because there is an uncertainty connected 
with the central route; but believing that we can 


perfect it, and remove these objections, I am per- : 
fectly willing to allow the motion of my colleague © 
to be put, and that is, that the Senate recede from | 
| its amendments and concur in the amendinents of 


the House of Represéntatives. 
Mr. LATHAM. I understand that, under our 


| rules, the order in which these questions are put 


is, first, to agrees; second, to disagree; third, to 


i insist; and fourth, to recede. If the Senate agrees - 
| to the Houseamendments, the whole controversy 


is then at an end, and the bill becomes a Jaw. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
order of the motions. Does the Senator make a 
motion to agree ? 

Mr. LATHAM. I have already made that 
motion; and it certainly has priority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks so; butthe Chair understood the Senator’s 
colleague to move that the Senate insist. . 

Mr. LATHAM. That is true; but my motion 
has priority. [ask what is the d 


lecision of the 
Chair as to the Senate amending the House 
amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be amended. 

Mr. LATHAM. 


That being the decision of 


the Chair, has not then my motion toagree tothe | 


amendments of the House priority ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

first motion in order. 
Mr. LATHAM. 

word to say. 


That is the 


Upon that motion I have a 
After the discussion had termin- 


ated, when this subject was last before the Sen- i 
; ate, £ found that there was an evident misunder- 


standing as to the motives of the Post Office 
Committee of this body in asking for a committee 
of conference. The Senators from Ohio [Mr. 


Wape] and Minnesota, [Mr. Rice,] members of |! 


that commitice, had informed me that a recon- 


ciliation of the discrepancies between the two | 
Houses could only be produced by a committee |; 
" of conference, who could bring forward a new and | 
: distinct proposition. 
mittee had asked for a committee of conference © 


For this reason, that com- 


on tbis bill. f have eppased the appointment of 


My colleague made a motion at the | 


They cannot | 


could better decide this question than any com- 
mittee. If the House agreed to our action, then 
the bill would become a law, and no committee 
of conference would be necessary. At the close 
of last session, we passed amendments to this 
bill providing for overland mails, which the House 
refused to adopt,and which this session, after 
! mature deliberation, the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads of the House, and the 
House itself, refused to accede to. After this indi- 
cation, we had noother alternative but to agree to 
the House amendments, or bring forward a new 
proposition. If the latter course was adopted, I 
wanted the opinion of the Seuate, for L believed it 
to be the most direct and certain way of obtaining 
the desired end. My colleague having assured 
this body that the object he had jn view was, by 
| supplemental legislation, to concentrate the cen- 
‘tral and Butterfield lines, reduce the expense, and 
' provide for a good service, | have been unable to 
sce why ony objection should be interposed to 
“ agrecing to the amendments of the House, after 
which, supplemental legislation could be had, 
without risking the certainty of our overland 
mail system. 
| Lamnow glad to hear that the Senator from New 
; Hampshire, [Mr. Hare, ] as wellas my colleague, 
oncede the correctness of my views; and I hope 
that there will be no further oppostion, and that 
‘the Sonate will agree to the amendments of the 
: House, and it will become a law. 
| Towe it, however, to truth and candor to say 
to the Senate that, after the discussion, when we 
were last upon this bill, upon interviews had with 
several Republican Senators, I indorsed the prop- 
osition just submitted by the Senator from Mas- 
sachuscus, [Mr. Winson,] because I wanted as I 
have said before, the Senate to indicate its wish 
i if such consolidation of the lincs was to take 
|| place. I said to those Senators who consulted 
i with me, that if there was asetiled determination 
| on the part of the Republicans—-and as my col- 
league has stated was his wish—to consolidate the 
i two lines across the continent, namely: the But- 
i terfield and central routes, that L thought it was 
best that the Senate should act directly; because 
I believed that the House of Representatives, as 
now constituted, would agree to such proposition; 
and if it did not, asa last resort, we could have 
`a committee of conference. With this explana- 
tion, I now state to the Senate that I stand now 
where 1 have ever stood, as to the proper policy 
i to be pursued upon this bill, When this bill be- 
comes alaw,as I hope it will without further 
contest—inasmuch as the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Hare] regards the Butterfield 
linc as alread y terminated, and inasmuch as itisap- 
|| parent that Congress will not give so much money 
| for mail facilities to the Pacific—l trust some 
|| proposition will be offered to the Post Office ap- 
|| propriation bill to meet the views of Congress, do 
justice to all parties, consolidate the lines, and 
economize in expenditure. Beyond this, I have 
| nothing more to say at present. 

Mr. GWIN. One word. My main objection 
to the House amendments, from the first, has 
been, that I was not satisfied that we could get 
: the entire overland service on the central route for 
$800,000 a year. I have been in favor of consol- 
E idating these routes, for the sake ofeconomy; and 
¿Iwas for along time anxiously devising plans by 
which it might be done without any injury to the 
į public, and greatly improve the service for the 
benefit of the Government. Ihave thought al] the 
time—and that was the only motive Lhad in adopt- 
ing the suggestion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, to ask for a committee of conference—that 
we could soon pass the bill,and pass it in such a 
shape as would improve the service, and probably 
consolidate these routes and make daily service 
certain. Now, Lam afraid to amend t bill. I 
have heard from the other House all the time that 
it was dangerous to send it there; and hence E will 
i take the bill as itis, hoping that we can have such 
“amendments on the Post Office appropriation bill 
as will remedy any defects that may exist iu this. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from California, 
(Mr. Larnan,} that the Senate agree to the 


i 
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i 
I 
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i 
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i 
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| 
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i 
| 
| 
H 
| 


amendments of the House of Representatives to 
any such committee, because E wanted the Senate | 
; to disinetly announce tae policy as to the over- 
land mails to which it was determined to adherg. | 
I have thought, arid still think; that thé Senate © 


ithe amendments of the Senate. 

‘The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. GWIN. Es the bill disposed of now = 
Nojsir; there 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
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are other amendments on which the Senate has 
not acted, 


Mr.GWIN. Lhope all the [louse amendments | 


will be agreed to. ‘They are simply to establish 
post routes, and some minor matters, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The House of | 


Representatives have non-concurred in some of 
the Senate amendments. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senate will recede 
from all those. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will be on receding from such amendments as the 
House of Representatives has refused to concur in. 

Mr. GWIN. [thought the previous motion, 
to concur in the amendments of the House, cov- 
ered this 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has 
agrecd to all the House amendments to the Sen- 
ate amendments; but the House non-concurred 
wholly in some of the amendments made by the 
Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. Imove that the Senate recede 
from those amendments in which the House of 
Representatives non-concurred. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. Now the bill is passed. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir; itis 
disposed of. 

Mr. GWIN. Several Senators and members 
of the House of Representatives, in order not to 
embarrass this bill, requested the Post Office Com- 
mittee to prepare a supplemental post route bill. 
I have done it to accommodate Senators; and I 
now report it from the committce. It is-merely 
a bill for the post routes suggested by Senators 
and members, and a very few in each State. 1 
hope it will be passed now, and sent to the House 
of Representatives, 

The bill (S. No. 572) establishing certain post 
romtes; was read the first and second times by its 
title. ` 

Mr. GWIN. Now, I move to dispense with 


thercading of the routes. Theyare merely routes | 


in the several States; they need not be read. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. We had better hear the 


bill. 
Mr. GWIN. Itis nothing but fost routes. 
Mr. WILSON. I move thatthe bill be printed. 


I want to see it; I may wish to offer an amend- 
ment. 
Mr. GWIN. 


FTouse at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be printed, and Jaid over. 

Mr. WILSON. 
intention to move an amendment to the post route 
bill, I present it now for the purpose of having 
itprinted. I shall move it to-morrow asan amend- 
ment to that bill. 

The proposed amendment was ordered to be 
printed. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
y, its Clerk, announced that the 


by Mr. Forss 
House had ag 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 864) making ap- 


propriations for the consular and diplomatic ex- 


penses of the Government for the yearending June | 


30, 1862. 
Mr, FIESSEN from the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (HE. R. No. 864) making ap- 
propriations for the consular and diplomatic cx- 
penses of the Government for the year endin 
June 30, 1862, submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bil (HL. R. No. 
864) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1862, having met, after fuil and free conference. have agreed 
to recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

‘Chat the Mouse recede trom their disagreement to the 
first, second, and sixth amendments of the Senate, and 
concur in said amendments, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
seventh amendment of the Senate, and concur in the said 
seventh amendment. 

Thar the Louse recede from their disagrecment to the 
nat third amendinent d agree to the with tl 
follow amembpent t oad of inserting imod 
after ‘ar? in the fifteenth line, on page 4, * Kana- 
gawa apd Nu yin Japan? 

"Phat the House recede from their disag 
Senat nurth amendment, and agrée, to the 
in fowing amendment: after the word ‘ 
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D 


É 


E 


eement to the 
messvith 
uty;?? in 


iad 


Ihave no objection to its being | 
printed. I only wanted to get this bill to the other į 


The bill will | 


I desire to give notice of my | 


ecd to the report of the committee į 


i 
! 
i 
P 
i 
| 


! Jame 


i 


| ending Jane 30, 1862, was considered asin Com- 


| 830,090. 


l sachusetts, $10,009. 


line eighteen, on page 4, Instead of inserting “ one,” insert 
“from.” 

That the House recede frome their disagreement to the ! 
Senate’s fifth amendment, and agree to the same with an 
amendinent as follows: strike out of said amendment all 
after the word “abolished,” and, in lieu thercof, insert 
“Sand salaries of the consuls at Kanagawa and Nagasaki, 
in Japan, shall be $3,000 each.” 

W. P. FESSENDEN, 

A. O. P. NICHOLSON, 

T. L. CLINGMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

‘THOMAS CORWIN, 

E. JOY MORRIS, 

JOUN S. MILLSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. This is the agreement of 
all the members ofthe two committees. I presume 
no explanation is necessary. It is only setting 
some little matters right in the bill, about which 
there was a dispute. 

The report was concurred in. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next busi- 


ness in order is the Army appropriation bill. 
Mr. PEARCE. I hope the Senate will proceed 
with it. 
The bill (H. R. No.899) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 


mittee of theW hole. Ft had been reported from 
the Committee on Finance, with various amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was in lines thirty-four and thirty-five, to 
insert the words ‘¢ dragoons, two regiments of; 
so that the clause will read: ; 

For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, consisting of fuel for the oficers, enlisted men, guard, 
hospital, storchouses, and offices ; of forage in Kind for the | 
borses, mules, and oxen of the Quartermasters Department | 
at the several posis and stations, and with the armies in 
the field; for the hor otthe two regiments of dragoons, 
tivo regiments of cavalry, the regiment of mounted riflemen, 
&e. R 

Mr. PEARCE, Thisis to correcta mere cler- 
ical error in the other House. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to iasert, after line | 
eighty-nine, on page 5, the following: 

For back rent of Fort Graham, wood and timber, to 15th 
December, 1853, $3,578 75; tor back rent of Fort Morrill, 
wood and timber, to 15th December, 1855, $4,214 923 for 
back rent of Camp Hudson, to tstJuly, 1859, $1.041 66 ; tor 
back rent of Fort Belknap, wood and timber, to [st Jauun- 
ary, 1859, $3,963 33; for wood cut and taken from the land 
of Dona Modesta Castro and Dona Angustias Jimeno, near 
Monterey, for the use of troops to 29th June, 1849, $3,357 ; 
making ¢16,155 66. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was -to insert, after line 
one hundred and six, on page 5, the following: 

To pay the amount of a judgment recovered by Join 
James against Captains A. T. Lee and T.G. Pitcher, First 
Lieutenant Thomas M. Jones,and Lieutenant Coione! W. |! 
Seawell, for damages for timber cut upon the land of said 
for Fort Davis, $1,000, and such further sum as may, 
be ne ry to pay the costs of the suit in which said judg- | 
ment was rendered. j 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in line one hundred 


and seventy-cight, page 8, to strike ont“ four |; 


hundred,” and insert. three hundredand sixty 3” 
so that the clause will read: 

For the manufacture of anns at the national armorics, 
$360,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. The estimates were $360,000, 
and we have only restored the estimates. No 
reason was furnished the committec for appropri- | 
ating beyond the amount of the estimates, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line two hun- 
dred and eighteen, page 10, to insert the follow- | 


ing: i| 


Hi 


For the following fortifications : 
For Montgomery, Lake Champi 
Fort Knox, Penobscot river, Mai 


Fort on llog island Led, 


v York, $10,090. 
000. 


Fort Winthrop. Governor's Island, Boston harbor, Mas- 


i 
harbor, Maine, | 
| 


« 
Fort ar entrance of New Bedford harbor, Massachusetts, 
$25,000. i 

Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode Isiand, 

Fort Richmond, Staten Island, New York, 
“orton site of Fort Tompkins, Staten Island, 
3,000. . 
“Fort Delaware, Delaware river, $25,000. 
Fort Carroil, SHers? Point Flats, Baltimore harbor, Mary- 
fand, $50,000. 

Fort Calhoun, Hampt 

Fort Taylor, Key West, 


$5,600. 
5,000. 
New York, į 


Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, Florida, $75,000. 

Fort at Fort Point, including outworks, San 
bay, California, 350,000. 

Fort at Alcatraz Island, 
$25,000. ie 

Contingencies of fortifications, preservation of sites, pros 
tection of titles, and repairs of sudden damage, $30,000.: ~. 

Mr. LANE, Tam directed by the Committee. 
on Military Affairs to offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line two hundred and forty- 
nine. It is to insert: 

Fort at Sandy Hook, New Jersey, $75,000. . 

Mr. PEARCE. Thatwas before the Commit- 
tee on Finance in what are called the revised es- 
timates of the engineering department; but there 
is no fort there. It has never been commenced. 
it was contemplated; but the commencement has 
never been made. We are appropriating pretty 


Francisco 


, San Francisco bay, ‘California; 


i largely —I do not know the exactamount, butsome 


six or seven hundred thousand dollars—for forti- 
fications which we have begun, which are nearly: 
completed, and which require repairs. We thought 
it unad visable, in the condition of the Treasury at 
this tine, to make appropriations for new works, 
which must be very expensive, and the pressing 
and immediate necessity for which was not appa- 
rent to the committee. I presume it would, be 
very proper at some future time to make appro- 
priations for this fort at Sandy Hook. It wil be 
a very large and expensive onc. But the com- 
mittee thought it was not necessary. or expedient 
at this time to make it. 

Mr. LANE, {haveno feeling on this subject. 
This fort at Sandy Hook is known to be avery 
important one. Jt will command the passage as 
much as any other point can to the city of New 
York. The sum asked for by the Department 
was $100,000. The committee agreed to ent it 
down to $75,000. ‘They believed that the work 
was necessary, that itought to be commenced; and. 
inaccordance with theirins®ructions, Lhave offered 
the amendment. $ consulted the Department 
having charge of the work, and found they were 
anxious about it, and looked upon it as import- 
ant. Llook upon this asan important point. If 
the Senate are of opinion that a fort ought to be 
constructed ieee | believe it would be well to 
commence it, for if it is not commenced soon, tt 
will never be finished. J do not intend to insist 
on it, but will leave the Senate to decide it. 

Mr. PEARCE, iwillonly remark thatat the last 
session of Congress, when the subject of fortifica- 
tions was before the Senate, a very careful review 
of the cstimates was made by the then chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, General Da- 
vis, of Mississippi; and every work which was 
thought to be material and important at that time, 
to make provision for, was provided for. This- 
is one of those objects which we thought could 
wail; which was not absolutely necessary. We 
have always had a difficulty with the House of 
Representatives in regard to these appropriations; 
and itis necessary that they should be very mod- 
erate in order to secure their passage at all. The 
present appropriation is put on entirely by the 
Senate committee. No appropriation was made 
by tho House of Representatives, We have: no 
knowledge that any fortification bill will be passed 
there; and if we desire to secure the completion 
of other fortifications still more important than 
that at Sandy Fook, L think we bad better con- 
fine ourselves to the moderate appropriations of 
the committee, which are below the estimates sent 
to us at this session. 

Mr. GRIMES. We cannot hear either of the 
gentlemen on the otber side, ; noni 
© Mr. PEARCE. Then I will repeat, but it is 
scarecly worth repeating. I stated that at the 
lasi session of Congress this subject of fortifica- 
tions was carefuliy considered by the Senate, and 
more especiaily by the committee of conference 
of the two ELouses on the Army bill, The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, whsse acquaintance with 
this subject was cxcvedingly accurate, was ther: 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and was a member of the committee of confer- 
ence. In going over the list of fortifications esti- 
mated for, be proposed to omit any appropriation 
for the fortat Sandy Hook, on the belief that it 
was not necessary at that time; that while it 
would be expedient at some time, it was not ne- 
cessary, nor was it proper to load the bill down 

vith two heavy appropriations for fortifications. 
We have found it difficult generally to obtain the 
assent of the House to any appropriations for 
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fortifications, and always impossible to secure 
very large ones. The appropriations now pro- 
posed by the Committee on Finance are about the 
same amount as they were at the last session. 
They areall within the estimates of the engineer de- 
partment;and if we can carry anything, | suppose 
we can carry those which we have recommended; 
but if we enlarge them by appropriations for new 
objects which the Government has never yet en- 
tered upon, although contemplated for a long 
` time past, we shall probably fail in our effort to 
make any appropriations at all.. It seems to me 
better to confine ourselves to the appropriations 
now offered by the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. LANE. I will state that I hold in my 
hand the revised estimates of the engineer depart- 
ment, sent in on the 23d of January, by the pres- 
ent Secretary of War; and he showS that they 
have cut down the estimates from $1,645,000 to 
$960,000, and he thinks this appropriation im- 
ortant. The opinion of the head of the engincer 
Teparunent was conclusive upon my judgment. 
He believed it was important. I felt satisfied, 
after hearing him, that it was necessary that the 
appropriation should be made and the work com- 
menced. He asked for $100,000. The committee 
propose to give $75,000. 1 only say this much as 
an explanation of the views that controlled my 
action in the matter; and I can say that the com- 
mittee, I believe, were unanimously of the opin- 
ion that this appropriation ought to be made. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, this fortification 
at Sandy Hook is deemed by engineers import- 
ant to-complete the defense of the harbor of New 
York. Anybody who is familiar with that har- 
bor, and acquainted with it, will at once recog- 
nize the wisdom and fitness of the opinion of the 
engineers upon that subject. The estimate of the 
Department for this fort, I believe, was $150,000. 
In the condition of the*Treasury, the ‘Committee 
on Military Affairs thought it proper to make re- 
ductions in those estimates, and put the amount 
at $75,000; and they unanimously agreed in rec- 
ommending its adoption to the Senate. The ap- 


propriation is as asked for a new work, which is | 
Major Barnard and Cap- | 
tain Benham, who have been engineers in charge 


useful and desirable. 


of fortifications there, are decidedly of the opin- 
ion that the work should be commenced. They 
think a larger sum than the one agreed upon by 
the committee should be appropriated, and ap- 
propriated at once,.to go on with it; and that it 
would be better to do that. In my judgment, it 
is well that we should commence the work. The 
other appropriations for old fortifications, or the 
continuance of those commenced, has been agreed 
‘to by both committees. I hope the Senate will 
consent to make this appropriation. It is nota 
subject that needs extended elaboration or argu- 
ment; but the necessity for these fortifications is 
understood by us all alike. 
posed to state the facts and the opinions of the 
engineers, and to ask the favorable consideration 
of the Senate for the reduced appropriation which 
was agreed upon unanimously by the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is of the adoption of theamendment to the amend- 
ment, 

The question being put,there were,on a divis- 
ion—ayes 18, noes 6; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CLARK called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. KING. Iam disposed to state to the Sen- 
ate a consideration that had its weight with the 
Committee on Military Affairs. We supposed 
that the commencement of this fortification and 
the expenditure of this money is not compulsory 
upon the Department, or upon the Administration; 
but this appropriation isa mere authority to com- 
mence it; and tf, in the condition of the Treasury, 
itis not wise or proper to go on with it, and the 
demands or exigencies of the public servicedo not 
require it, it may pass to another year, by the 
discretion of the officer. I was willing, in the 


committee, and I shall be willing now, to insert | 
any terms to that cffect; but it was stated in the j 


committee that that power and discretion already 
existed by law with the Department, and that 
this wasa merc authority, if the public exigencies 


1 am simply dis- | 


demanded it, thatthey should commence the work. | 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bragg, Chandler, Clark, | 


Clingman, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fitch, Foster, Gwin, 


Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Lane, 
Latham, Morrill, Rice, Seward, Summons, Sumner, Ten 


Eyck, Thomson, Trumbell, and Wilson—26. i 
NAYS—Messrs. Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Mason, Nich- 
olson, Pearce, Polk, and Powell—8. 
So the amendment to theamendment was agreed 
to 


Mr. LANE. I have another amendment to 
offer, for the protection of the site of Fort Macon, 
Beaufort harbor, North Carolina. It is to insert, 
after line two hundred and forty-nine, the foliow- 
ing: 

For the protection of the site of Fort Macon, Beaufort 
harbor, North Carolina, $10,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear some 
sort of an explanation of that. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If the Senator from Ore- 
gon willallow me, I will makea very short state- 
ment. I know much-more about it than he does. 
I happened last summer to be there for a couple 
of weeks, and went over every day to where this 
fort is situated, sometimes for the surf bathing 
and sometimes to catch fish, and I observed the 
condition of things there, and can make a state- 
ment that will satisfy any one who listens to me 
that this appropriation ought to be made. 

Some years ago, the Government had a fort 
near this place, which was destroyed by storms; 
and where that fort stood is now the middle of the 
channel. The present fort is on the termination 
of along, low, sandy line, stretching some twenty 
miles to the southwest. At its northeastern ex- 
tremity is the fort, which is within a few hundred 
yards of the channel, very conveniently situated; 


but it is exposed directly to the ocean, and the ; 


waves come in during the time of storms with very 
great force, The fort cost the Government sev- 


eral hundred thousand doliars, is well built, and | 


completely protects the inlet. To prevent its de- 
struction in the same manner that the old fort was 
destroyed, there have been two breakwaters of 
large stone thrown along from the edge of the sea 
up to the banks some distance; but the waves 
have been driven in with such force in great storms 
that they have got above this, and are cutting 
away the sand above them, In addition to that, 
the work is not yet completed as it was intended. - 
There was intended to be another line of stone a 
little to the southwest, as a temporary protection 
against storms; and a great many stakes or piles 
were driven in the sand, but they have been swept 
away—a portion while I was there, and the rest 
will soon go; and the probability is that, in a very 
heavy storm, the waves may go above these piers 
and destroy the fort. A little more stone thrown 
above that, and an additional line of breakwater, 
of one hundred or two hundred yards to the north- 
west, may probably protect it 

Mr. BRAGG. My colleague will allow me to 
read from the report of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is it recommended by 
the Secretary ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Yes; there is an estimate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Whats the estimate? 

Mr. BRAGG. Ten thousand dollars. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will conclude in a mo- 
ment, by stating that this harbor is easily access- 
ible. It is one of the few harbors that can be 
entered freely from the ocean without tacking; and 
when the ship gets in, it has six or seven miles of 
deep water. On the bar, the water therc is clear 
twenty feet. Itis the best harbor for many hun- 
dred miles. The fort has cost something above 
half a million dollars, is well built, and will be 
very valuable; and is lable to be destroyed in this 
way by a few storms. 

Mr. PEARCE. I believe this is a very proper 
appropriation. We had the subject before the 
committee at the last session; and it was supposed 
then they might provide for it out of the general 
fund for the preservation of sites, &c. I think it 
should be appropriated. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
at all. 

Theamendmentto the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. LANE. I have another amendment to 
offer, to insert, after line two hundred and fifty- 
two, on page 11, the following: 

Repairs and alterations of barracks, quarters, and hospi- 


tal store-roomsand fences, at permanent posts not occupied 
by troops, $10,000. 


Theamendment to theamendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LANE. I move further to amend, by di- | 


T have no objection to it 
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rection of the Committee.on Military Affairs, by 
inserting after line two hundred and fifty-two— 

For the construction of a military post in or near the val- 
ley of the Red River of the North, between the forty-sixth 
and forty-ninth degrees of north latitude, $40,000; the site 
to be selected and the post built under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. PEARCE. This is the same appropria- 
tion we had up last year, and it was argued by 
the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. Ricz,] and by 
others. I believe the Senate did not then adopt 
it. Ishall not repeat the argument against it. 

Mr. RICE. The Senator is mistaken. After 
along discussion, it was adopted with only six 
votes in the negative. 

Mr. PEARCE. And stricken out in the com- 
mittee of conference? 

Mr. RICE. Yes, sir. 

Theamendmenttothe amendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. LANE. I have another amendment to 
offer, to follow the amendment which has just 
been adopted: 

For the survey of the sites and commencement of defens- 
ive works, as follows: z 

At Puget Sound and the system of waters having their 
confluence with the Pacific at the entrance of the Straits 
De Fuca, $50,000. 2 

At the mouth of the Columbia river, $50,009. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I will suggest to the Sen- 


i ator that there cannot really be any very great 


danger of invasion or trouble over there, in the 
present state of the Treasury, and that it would 
be quite as well to let this appropriation stand 
fora year or two. Is there any great necessity 
or hurry for erccting fortifications on the Pacific 
coast? “Is there any apprehension of danger? 
The Treasury, at the present time, is in the most 
depleted state; and we have endeavored all along 
to make just such appropriations, and no more, 
as were absolutely essential to carry on the Gov- 
ernment; and it docs seem to me to be the most 
unwise thing in the world to begin the erection 
of works which have not been commenced, or to 
make large appropriations for surveys of new 
works. If there was any sort of apprehension; 
if there was any need of them, in any shape or 
form, I certainly would make no objection; but to 
begin merely for the sake of saying we have got 
an appropriation, I really think is hardly wise in 


the pee state of the Treasury. 
Mr. PEARCE. This is not considered of 


pressing necessity at this time by the engineer 
department; for it is not included in their revised 
estimates at all, which they sent us a few weeks 
since. We have already added about one hun- 
dred and forty-five thousand dollars to the appro- 
priations for these objects, recommended by the 
Committee on Finance. T'he amendments so far 
made by the Senator from Oregon, I believe, add 
aboutone hundred and forty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. POLK. How much did the House appro- 

riate? 

Mr. PEARCE. The House appropriated noth- 
ing. The Committee on Finance of the Senate 
appropriated about six hundred thousand dollars; 
and adding $145,000 since puton, we have $745,000 
now on the bill. As the Senator from‘Maine has 
observed, the condition of the Treasury admon- 
ishes us that it is unwise to make these large ap- 
propriations, Iam not sure that it is not ridicu- 
lous; for, perhaps, it might be likened to a very 
large legacy given by an insolvent testator. 
{Laughter.] I think we had better keep moder- 
ation in view. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I look upon this 
appropriation as more important and more neces- 
sary, at this time, thanany appropriation we have 
made. A survey of the coast of Puget Sound is 
authorized by this amendment for the purpose of 
fixing points to be fortified. Everybody can sce 
the importance of the work. It is convenient to 
the British territory, but a few hours to Vancou- 
ver’s Island; and, if trouble should take place at 
all, our entire coast there is unprotected; and the 
same may be said of the Columbia river. These 
appropriations, I believe, have been recommended 
by almost every Secretary of War, annually, for 
a number of years, until they despaired of ever 
getting an appropriation. The other day, Gen- 
eral Totten, who is at the head of the engineer 
department, who has been in that country, and 
examined it personally, to ascertain the points 
that ought to be fortified, came before the com- 
mittee, and pointed out the importance of these 
works so clearly that, if his statement could be 
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heard here, I am sure no Senator would say that | 
the work ought not to be provided for. Itisa 
small matter, to be sure. Itis the commencing of | 
a system that will cost a good deal of money; but 
it is that kind of work that is proper, and ought 
to be commenced now and continued to comple- 
tion, for your whole coast north of San Francisco 
is unprotected. Indeed, from San Francisco to 
Puget Sound, there is no good entrance until you 
get to the Columbia river; and, from that, none 
until you reach Puget Sound, a distance of a 
thousand, or twelve hundred miles, without fort- 
ifications, without protection, without harbors, 

_ exceptatthe points I mentioned, where there are 
harbors, but no fortifications. 


1 


If the Senate could say with certainty that we | 


would never have trouble, that no enemy would 
ever approach our coast on that side, these fortifi- 
cations would be entirely unnecessary. If they 
could say the same as to the Atlantic coast, forti- 
fications would be unnecessary on this side; but 
we are in justas much danger of having invasion 
or trouble’on that side as we are on this. The sys- 
tem of fortifications which has been commenced, 
and 1s being prosecuted to completion, on this 
side, is, in my opinion, right for the defense of 
our coast, for the defense of our harbors, our sea- 


port cities, and towns; but not a bit more neces- | 


sary than on that side, This is the first appro- 
priation of this kind that has ever reached this 
stage of proceeding in the Senate, and Lam not 
sure that it will go through now. It is for the 
good of the country that I desire it done. [do not 
even want the credit or the reputation of having 
obtained this appropriation. Ido not want any 
such foundation as that to stand upon. I desire to 
do right for the country always; for Sandy Hook, 
and for the mouth of the Columbia river; for Pu- 
get Sound, and for fortifications along our north 
western coast. My purpose is to do right. J 
believe this appropriation is necessary. The rec- 


ommendation of it is certainly very strong, and | 


if the Senate see proper to adopt it, I think they 


will act wisely; but in the present embarrasscd | 
condition of the Treasury, I shall not urge Sena- | 


tors to do anything that, in their judgment, is not 
necessary. My judgment is that it is necessary. 
Other Senators must judge for themselves. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, One word in reply. The 
‘Senator from Oregon speaks in a most proper and 
catholic tone in relation to the matter, and thore- | 
fore L have no fault to find with him. We debat- ; 
ed this matter a good deal at the last session. It | 
is the beginning of a system that was inaugurated | 
then; and the Senate then came decidedly to the 
conclusion that it was not the proper time to do it. 
Now, I agree with him; I have always been for 


will go as far for California, Oregon, and Wash- 
ington, as for any part of the coast of the United 
States; but, sir, we have not the slightest reason 
at the present time, to apprehend a foreign war of 
any kind or description, At the same time, un- 


doubtedly, in peace fortifications must go on; but | 
y as we had | 


the system has been to do it graduali 
the ability. Everybody knows that 
ent time, our ability is exceedingly small. 
are borrowing money ata loss every day to live 


at the pres- 


upon, to continue this Government; and when we | 
are doing that, with no sort of prospect of any | 


foreign difficulties, the idea which the Committee 


on Finance had was, to do as little as possible, | 
and that what they did was only to be done upon | 


works that were begun, and in*process of being 


constructed, and where to stop the work upon | 
That was their | 


them would be bad economy. J 
idea, with the exception of one or two, which, in 
the present condition of the Treasury, It was 
thought proper to hasten to comple 
as possible,and that under advice,and then hardly 


coming up to estimates which were made of the | 


amountof money necessary to beexpended. 


Under these circumstances, I appeal to the Sen- | 
ators upon the Pacific coast not to urge upon the | 


Treasury at this time what itcannot bear, merely 


for the sake of beginning a year or two sooner, į 


instead of a year or two later, when such is the 
condition of the population, so sparse as itis, that 
any attempt to expend money in the erection of 
works must necessarily be attended with a great 


deal larger comparative expenditare than it would 7 
be when we could obtain material on the spot in | 
of the increased facilities afforded by | 


consequence 
alarger popu 


lation. I hope, therefore, the amend 
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| advise him that it would be safe, on account of 


| are provided for by this amendment, as I stated 
liberal appropriations for-coast defenses; and f | 


ment will not be urged. I voted against the ap- 
propriation for the fortification of Sandy Hook, 
which is almost at my own door; and why? 
Simply because l believed that, in the present state 
of things, it would be most unwise to begin new 
works anywhere under any circumstances. 

Mr. BAKER. Ihave no doubt that the Senator 
from Oregon is actuated by the best motives in the 
world in desiring this appropriation. The reason 
why I shall not press itis not because I do not ac- 
cord with his general view, but because I am obliged 
to agree to what has been said by the Senator from 
Maine; and for one other reason: the protection 
which we want there is an immediate protection 
upon our eastern frontier. Having no particular 
relations with the Administration or the Depart- 
ment at this session of Congress, I have not sup- 
posed it within my province to geta recommenda- 
tion from them for such an appropriation as, in 
my judgment, is emphatically needed there; but £ 
shall be happy to cooperate with the Senator from 
Oregon, during the three or four remaining days 
of the session, to induce either the Department, or 
some committee, to allow us to get an appropria- | 
tion to be specifically devoted to the defense of the 
emigrants who will arrive on our frontier during 
the next spring and summer; and I hope, that 
being a thing on which we can agree, that by our 
united efforts for that, if we fail to press an appro- 
*priation of this character, we may succeed; and to 
that I shall, at least for two or three days to come, 
bend my poor efforts, 

Mr.LANE. 1 understand from the command- 
ing officer on the Pacific coast that they are now 
disposing all the troops along the emigrant train 
in such a manner that another massacre will not 
be likely to occur, They are determined, ifin 
their power, to prevent any repetition of the out- 
rages which have been committed. I hope they 
may have success, and believe they will. Colonel 
Wright, as an officer, feéls mortified—as I or any 
other man who loved the reputation of the Army 
and the safety of our people would do—at the ac- 
cident or massacre that did occur; but I think, 
without any action here, with the force that is 
under his command, we shall have the emigrant 
routes so protected that Indian outrages will not 
occur the ensuing season. Indeed, if my brother 
were going across the plains this year, 1 would 


the arrangements that I am satisfied will be made. 
I am very happy to find that the Senator feels the 
importance of it. If I thought anything further 
could be done, or an appropriation could be had, 
if necessary, | would urge it upon the Senate. 

I will only say another word. ‘The works that 


before, I look upon as of very great importance, 
indeed. It is trae, we now have peace, and I 
hope we may always have peace; but it is not 
certain that we shallalways be at peace with other 
Powers; and inourexposed condition, if we should | 
have war, our new country would be destroyed. 
This is to avoid that, and to put it in a state of 
defense, so as to enable us to keep an enemy from 
our seaports, for we have not many. We have | 
only two to protect in twelve hundred miles. If 
we can keep them out of those harbors, they 
never could get inland to hurt the people. The 
fact is, that we could whip any nation on the face 
of the carth, if we get them in our fastnesses and 
cafions. Weveed ask no favor of anybody there; | 
but along our sea-coast it is not protected, it ts | 
not fortified. I trust that this small appropriation, | 
which I look upon as so necessary and proper—as 
it is the last, at any rate, that 1 shall ever ask of 
he Senate, or of Congress, in any way, for the 
protection of that coast—wiil be given to us by the 
Senate. 

Mr. POLK. Will the Senator from Oregon 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly. 

Mr. POLK. TI feel disposed to vote for this 
amendment; but it seems to me possibly, there 
may be one difficulty in the way. We know there 
is a controversy between Great Britain and the | 
United States as to the boundary line, upon what | 
1 suppose to be the region where these fortifica- 
tions probably may be fixed. If the boundary 
line should run a few miles further cast or west, 
that very thing might determine the propriety of 
fixing a fortification at one point or at another. 
If we are to go on now and commence the fortifi- 
cation at a given point, and afterwards it should |! 


i 
| 
| 
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be determined that our western line-should run a 
mile or five miles further west, then we might be 


so many miles more inland than we ought to be, | 


and so many miles further from our western bor- 
der, and therefore would not give the protection 
that might be needed. I should like to know from 
the Senator, whether the determining of the divid- 
ing line between the United States and the British 
possessions up there, will not affect the propriety 


of the location of fortificationsin reference to Puget 


Sound? : : 

Mr. LANE. Not in the slightest. The por- 
tion of the Straits of De Fuca, or the entrance to 
Puget Sound, at which it is provided by this 
amendment to select the sites for fortifications, lies 
so far south of 49° that there never can be any 
difficulty whatever. Then, as to the Columbia 
river, nobody would mistake that. If this appro- 
priation should be made, engineers will be sent 
there to make reconnoissances of the proper points 
at which to place fortifications in such a position 
as would favor defense; and, I am happy to say 
to the Senator, it can never interfere, in any way, 
with any boundary difficulty between us and 
Great Britain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I shall be glad to hear 
it read. 

The Secretary again read it. 

Mr. LANE. I think we had better have the 
yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAKER. As I do not propose to vote for 
the amendment, I desire to say, before the yeas 
and nays are recorded, that I do not do it because 
I intend to apply for an appropriation of $50,000 
—if I can finda committcgthat will report it for me, 
and I think I can—for the protection of the emi- 
erants on the eastern frontier of California and 
Oregon, who will arrive during next spring and 
summer; and if we have to choose between these 
different modes of expenditure, I think that the 
most practicable; I think sg, with great respect for 
the opinions of the Senator from Oregon on this 
subject, and without any desire to interfere with 
him. : 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 25; as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Clingman, Douglas, Fiteh, 
Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, King, Lane, 
Latham, Polk, Powel, Rice, ana Wilson—14. 

NAYS--Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, 
Morrill, Nicholson, Pearce, Simmons, Sumner, ‘Ten Lyck, 
Wade, and Wilkinson—25. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. f 


Mr. LANE. I have another amendment to 
offer. lt docs not relate to Oregon; and in fact 
I do not believe it is necessary; but still 1 am 
instructed to offer it: 

To enable the Secretary of War to publish and distribute 
to the militia of the United States thirty thousand copies 
of the manual for parades and reviews, compiled by in- 
spector General Churchill, of the United States Arny, 
$7,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
remark that that is not germane to the amend- 
ment which the Committee on Finance proposes 
now. ‘The Senator had better offer it to some 
other part of the bill. 

Mr. LANE. I propose it as an additional 


| section. 


Mr, PEARCE. Then it is not in order, be- 
cause there is an amendment nending ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The question 
is on the amendment of the Committee on Finance, 
as amended. e 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The bill is in Committee 
of the Whole now, and f should like to know 
what the effect will be when it comes in the Sen- 
ate. Can we move to strike out an amendment 
made to the amendment? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
in the Senate will be on concurring inthe amend- 
ments adopted by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That makes the difi- 
culty. 

Mr. LANE. I ask leave to withdraw that 
amendment, and offer another from the Commit- 
tec on Military Affairs, in reference to fortifica. 
tions. 
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Mr. RICE. But it will pass out of my hands. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Wot at all. You can 
withdraw this for the present, and offer it after 
the amendments of the Finance Committee are 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. . I wish to raisea question || Winter before last, there were two or three com- 
in the first: place. . The ordinary course of pro- | panies there; and in consequence of the weather 
ceeding on these appropriation bills has been de- |) being very cold, the quarters not being finished, 
arted from in this case. The ordinary course |! and they having no stables, the Department was 


has-been first to act on the amendments proposed 
hy the Committee on Finance; but here, it seems, 
there are amendments‘to thoseamendments. .Or- 
dinarily, these additional matters come in after- 
wards. “What Lwish to know is—because it came 
up on the civil appropriation bill the other day in 
-regard to the appropriation for the distribution of 
some.collections atthe Smithsonian Institution— 
whether, when we-get into the Senate, the ques- 
tion willbe on the whole amendment as amended, 
or on theamendments that are made to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. I 
do not want to be embarrassed by having this 


amendment made in committee, and then be told | 


that I must take the whole or nothing when it 
comes into the Senate tobe considered. T should 
like to know what the course of proceeding is. 

Mr. LANE. The Senator knows he can select 
any one of theseamendments, and have a separate 
vote on jt. 

Mr. PESSENDEN. Iam not quite so sure of 
that. The Senate is going on making amend- 
ments to the amendment which was proposed by 
the Committee on Finance. Now, this amend- 
ment to theamendment being acted upon, the ques- 
tion returns on the amendment itself as amended; 
and if that be adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole, we then go into the Senate; and what is 
the result?) Whatis the question there? Is it on 
the wholeamendment asamended, or is it first on 
the amendment to the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the Senator would have it in his power to 
call for a separate vote on any amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., Any amendment to the 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If that is understood, I 
have no sort of objection to having these amend- 
ments ta it acted on here, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The following 
amendment is offered by the Senator from Oregon, 
from the Committee ou Military Afairs: — 


For completing the barracks and quarte 


of the officer in charge, $29,890 39. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not sce any estimate for 
that. [should like to be informed if there is one. j 
It was not before the’Committee on Finance. i 

Mr. RICE. Iwill state that this fortis in what į 
is now Dakota Territory, and the only fort ®ast | 


s at Fort Aber- | 
crombie, Minnesota, according to the plans and estimates į 


of the Missouri river. Some twenty thousand 


dollars were appropriated a few years ago, and i 
the work was partly constructed; but owing to the | 


This is the | 
regular estimate coming from the War Depart- | 
mont, forthe completion of the stables and putting | 
the work in readiness for the reception of troops. | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to have | 


want of funds it was not completed. 


some evidence in regard to the necessity of this. l 


Here we are going on putting in these amend- | 
ments without knowing much about them. I 
should like to have an explanation. 

Mr, PEARCE. 
which the Senator from Oregon has handed to me, 
a letter from the Quartermaster General, who 
says: 

tI respeetfully submit herewith an estimatefor the pub- 
lie buildings at fort Abercrombie, with a plan.?? 

Then I find there is an estimate here of funds 
required © for the purchase of building materials 
required for the fortress, store-houses, &c., at Fort 
Abercrombie.” Itseemsto me for building houses 
merely, I suppose for the oflicers, ¢¢ flooring, shin- 
gles, window sash,” &c., “ stablo,” &c., and the 
total amount ig $28,990. 
me. Ido not see anything thatstatcs the neces- 


would cost; that is all. 


incloses the report of the Quartermaster General 
on this subject. 1 suppose it is in reply to a letter 
addressed to him by the Military Committee. 

Mr. RICE. No, sir; it came directly from the | 
Department, f 

Mr. PEARCE. That is all I see in it. It does ` 
not seem to me to be proper to insert the appro- 
priation upon these statements, 


J perceive among the papers | 


sity of it. There is merely an estimate of whatit |, 
There is no statement | 
showing its necessity; no recommendation spe- | 
cifically by the Secretary of War. He says he | 


obliged to send the entire command south. I will 
state to the honorable Senator from Maryland, 
that the cost of sending these companies south, 
with all their supplies, and bringing them back 
again in the spring, was a sam much larger than 
what is asked to complete the quarters.. It isa 
fort that has been recommended by the Depart- 
ment. The original appropriation was made in 
1854. I admit that itis a temporaty fort; but it 
isa somewhat important one. There are on the 
west of it some twenty-five thousand Indians; and 
itis the only military post in that entire country. 
This appropriation is to finish the buildings and 
construct a stable. [hope the Senate will adopt 
the amendment; but I have no desire to consume 
time in regard to it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Are there any troops 
there? j 

Mr. RICE. There are two or three companics 
there now. Major Day is in command. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is very surprising to 
me that there has been no sort of recommendation 
from the Department for this. 

Mr. RICE. I meant to have said something 
in regard to that before. The Secretary of War, 


| when he sends in the estimates from the various 


quartermasters, makes no recommendation. He 
simply sends them with his report. This fort 


| being so far distant, the estimates of the regular 


quartermaster did not reach here until after the 
annual report was sent in, and then this was sub- 
mitted as a supplemental estimate, 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itcertainly is not germane to 
this amendment. Itis not an appropriation for 
a fortification properly go called. Itis for crect- 
ing buildings; and it ought to come in as a sepa- 


rateamendment, and not beatlached tothe amend- | 


ment for fortifications. 

Mr. RICK. itis for a fortification. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itis foran establishment that 
belongs to the quartermaster’s department. 
not a regular fort, but a temporary station, as I 


understand, and it ought to stand by itself, and | 


hot be put on the appropriations for fortifications 
proper. ‘Lhe gentleman can offer it after the Com- 
mittee +n Finance get through theiramendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fire.) 
Ifa question of order be made as to the relevancy 
of this amendment asanamendmenttotheamend- 


| ment te which it is offered, the Chair cannot rec- 
ognize a distinction between barracks for troops | 


avd other works of fortification, and therefore 


thinks the objection is not well made. The Chair |! 
regards the amendment to the amendment as in j! 


order. : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish Senators would 
offer these as distinct amendments after we get 


through the amendments of the committee. I] 


dislike to have them embarrassed. 
Mr. RICE, This is moved by the committee 
unanimously. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I am speaking of the 


i amendments of the Committee on Finance. J 
want to take our amendments first, according to 
the usual course, and then let gentlemen present 


theirs 
M 


as distinct propositions. 


. RICE. 


an estimate should come in next year of the cost 


of sending these troops south and taking them ; 
back again—and if the cost of that should amount į 
; to $100,000—I hope gentlemen will give me an i 
Itis not satisfactory to ; 


opportunity to remind them of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certain} 
will have this offered in its proper place as an 
amendment tothe biil, I shall be willing to act on 
it fairly; but Ido not like to have our amend- 
ments embarrassed by a vast number of amend- 
ments coming from other committees. 

Mr. RICE. [do not like to have any embar- 
rassment in this matier; and | will ask the kon- 
orable Senator from Maine if he will take charge 


H of the papers, and send them to the War Depart- 
ment, and ask for a report, and then bring the | 


matter before the Finance Committee? 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator can do that | 


Mr. RICE. This fort has already cost $20,000. ° himself. 


: done. 


Itis į 


If the Senate will not adopt this | 
amendment, I desire only to say that if, in con- | 
sequence of a refusal to make this appropriation, ; 


| Incidental ex 


„ifthe Senator } 


i: Barracks and quarters 


through. 


Mr. RICE. I shall not object to that being 


Mr. FESSENDEN. [ask the Senator fiom 
Oregon to let the vote be taken on the amendment 
proposed by the Committce on Finance, and then 


| he can offer his in the usual way as independent 


propositions ? 

Mr. LANE. Iam willing to accede to that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is the better way, 
and itis the usual course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Oregon as withdraw- 
ing his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question, 
then, is on the adoption of the amendment re- 
lating to fortifications, as amended. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 understand that, when we 
come into the Senate, we can except from adop- 
tion such amendments as have already been 
adopted in committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks, without any doubt, that any amendment 
to an amendment adopted in committee can be 
reached in the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES. Weare not precluded by this 
vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. The 
question is on the adoption of the amendment 
relating to fortifications, as amended. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, to add to the first section: 

For deficiency to cover expenditures made by the Quar- 
termaster’s burean, in consequence of Indian hostilities, 
during the current fiscal year, namely: 

Incidental expenses, ; 

Transportation of troops and supplice, $473,464. 

Barracks and quarters, 378,887. 

Mr. PEARCE. Perhaps it is proper that I 
should state that the Committee on Finance re- 
ccived a communication which, though dated in 
January, was only received by them a short time 
since from the Seeretary of War, communicating 
this letter of the Quartermaster General: 

QUARTERMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
T ASHINGTON, D. U., January 15, 1861. 
ubmit herewith au estimate of funda 


Sir: I respectfully 


: required to cover expenditures made by the quartermas- 


ters department in consequence of Indian hostilities during 
the current fiscal year. 

The suppression of these Indian hostilities was not pro- 
vided for in the appropriation forthis year. As they could 


not be foreseen, such heavy charges upon it will leave a 


| sum quite inadequate to defray the ordinary expenses of the 


quartermaster’s departinent during the year. I therefore 
respectially suggest that this estimate be submitted, with 
your approval, to Congress. 

This estimate has not heen submitted sooner, because all 
the accounts of the expenditures in question, which were 
necessary, have been received only recently. As the so- 
called Navajoe war is not concluded, so imuch ot the esti- 
mate as relates to it is conjectural, 

1 have the honor to be, sir; very respeetfdiy, your obedi- 
ent servant, J. i, JOHNSTON, 

Quartermaster General. 
Hon. J. Hour, Secretary of War ad interim. 
Then follow the estimates: 


Additional estimate of funds required by the quartermaster’s 
department to cover expenditures already made and debts 
incurred in consequence of Indian hostilities in New Mee- 
ico, the military department of California, and by the Kiowa 
and Comanche tribes, which, not being anticipated, were 
not embraced in the annual estimates prepared in this 
ofice. 


DONSCS se ceceescesse deen seevet vin 
Remeris.— iris item embraces payments n 
to companies of guides and spies called into service 
in New Mexico during the expedition against the 
Navajoe indians, in the winter of 1858-59, and 
which were suspended in the settlemeit of the 
accounts of disbursing officers, there being no ap- 
propriation to cover them. 
Transportation of troops and supplics........065 
Remarks.—T wo hundred and firty-two thousand 
seven hundred dollars of this amount has been 
paid for the transportation of supplies to Forts 
Larned and Wise, posts established during the last 
year in consequence of the 
evineed by the Kiowa and Com: 
the western part of the Territory of Kansas; 
$121,000 is required to reimburse the Department 
for payments already made and for debts incurred 
on account of Indian hostilities in Carson Valley in 
ihe spring and summer of 1860; ¢ residue is a 
conjectural estimate of the expenditures that have 
been made and are still being made in thec 
pnign against the Navajoe Indians in New Mc 


473,464 


1861. 


Remarks.—Owing to Indian hostilities in € 
sou Valley, it became necessary. in the judgmeui 
of the commanding offeecr of the department or 
California, 10 establish a post in that section of 
country: and as it was jisportant to give shelter 
this winter to the troops ordered there and to the 
public stores, the buildings tor those purposes were 
coensirncted rapidly and at a heavy expense to the 
United States, caused mainly by tbe difficulty of 
obtaining mechanical labor and of procuring build- 
ing mater She sum for which an estimate is 
now made is required to pay the expenses already 
rred at Mat point. 
‘Total 


J.B. JOHNSTON, 
Quartermaster General. 
QUARTERMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Wasuinaton, D. C., January 15, 1861. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to strike out the second section of the 


bill in the following words: 

Sre.. And be it further enacted, That the Si, 

318 05 be, and the same ts her ppropriated, out of auy 
money the ‘Lreasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
support and maintenance of a regiment of mounted volan- 
teers for the defeuse of the frontier of Texas : 
i pursuance of an act approved April 7, } 
actto provide for the organization of a regiment of mounted 
volunteers forthe defense of the frontier of ‘Texas, and to 
authorize the President to eall into the service of the Uni- 
ted States two additional regiments of voinntecrs.”? 


unofsi,! 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ments reported by the Finan 
through with. 

Mr. PEARCE. I beg leave to submit one more 
amendment in behalf of the committee. 
the head of “arsenals,” I move to strike out the 
appropriation of $24,350 for the Texas arsenal. 
This arsenal has passed out of the possession of 


The amend- 
ce Committee are now 


the United States into the hands of the State of || 
Texas, aud it would scem therefore not appro- į 


priate that we should make any appropriation for 
its Improvement, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
x yD 


Mr. LANE. Ihave some amandments to offer | 


from the Committee on Military Affairs. The 
first onc, E- beleve, will be approved generally. 
It is right and proper, and ought to be adopted. 
It makes no appropriation, It is to add to the 
bill, as av additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the fifth section of the act 
ofthe 8d March, 1 ehapter one kundred and eight, be, 
and ihe same ts hereby, repealed; aud all the powers and 
authority thereby conferred upon the Scerctary of the In 
torior be, and they are hereby, ored to the Secretary of 
War, 

This is to restore the management of Indian 
affairs to the War Department. That is where it 
ought to be, and from which it never should have 
been removed, ‘This has been recommended every 


year, | believes and everybody who has exam» | 
‘ion, or who understands the man- | 
agement ofindianaffairs, will say that that bureau į 


ined the ques 
should be under the War Department. f trust 
the amendment will be adopied. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LANE. ` ! 
the Committee on Military Affairs, which will 
explain itself: 

And be it further enacted, 
to the rales and 


y oraig in carrying hin awa 
who shall purchase from at 

a, clothing, or any p Í 
officer of any ship or vess 


carry hin aw 
to be sneb 
equipurents, uniio 
captain or commanding i 
ing away z such soldier as one of his crew 
knowing bim to have deserted, or who 
liver him ap wo the orders of his commun: 
on lega) conviction, be fined,at the dis 
having cognizance of the sune, in ay 
500, and be imprisoned not execeding two yee 

Mr. HALE. 1 move toamend the amendment 
by striking out that part of it which imposes a 
penalty for harboring a deserter. 

Several Senarons. Let us strike it all out. 

Mr. HALE. It is suggested by my friends 
that we had better kih it all. L hope that will be 


n Knowing him 


done, 
Mr. CLARK. This is not the proper place 
pro} 
for it. 
Mr. LANE. Lhope no one wants to encour- 


age desertion. 
Mr. GRIMES. But we do not wanta criminal 
code in an appropriation bill, 


a 
noes ated. 


nor cow 


THE CONGRE 


Under | 


I have anotheramendment from | 


; That every person not subject | 
rticles of war, Who shall procure or entice |: 
a soldier in the service of the United Siates to desert, or who |: 
shall harbor, coneeal, or give employment toa deserter, or | 


Phe amendment was rejected—ayes thirteen, | 


SSLONATL GLOBE. 


Mr. LANE. {have another amendmeni asan 
additional section, and | rather hope it will meet 
i the same fate: 

And be it further enacted, That the bounty grant by the 
third section of the act of 19th June, 1850, for entistment at 
remote and distant stations, and the premium now paid for 
bringing accepted recruits to the rendezvous, be and they 
are hereby, abolished. 

And be it futher enacted, That flogging asa punishment 
for deser from the Army } abolished. 

And he it furiher enacted, ‘Phat hereaiter two doilars per 
month sball be retained out of the monthly pay of all en- 
H listed men in the Army, until the expiration of their-time 
of service, instead of one dottar per month as authorized 
t by thee ing laws. 

And be it further enacted, Thatin all cases of eulistment 
and reénlistment in the Army, the prescribed oath of alle- 
gianee may be administered by any commissioned otlicer 
of the Army. 


This amendment is very plain, and Senators 


is hardly germane to the bill, In the first place, 
the committee believed that it was necessary to 
protect the Army from desertion; and in order to 
prevent so frequent desertions, it was proposed 
to punish such as should induce desertion, as 


harbor and protect him after he did desert, or who 
should carry him away. Coupled with that pro- 
vision, to remove one great cause of desertion, 
we proposed to abolish flogging. Right after that 
amendment, if it should have been adopted, aficr 


be right to abolish flogging; but the Senate saw 
proper to vote down the first amendment, and this 
is hardly germane now. 
ing without the other; and as the other was voted 
down, I cannot see any necessity for adopting this. 

Mr. PEARCE, Ishall vote against the amend- 


Senator. 
The amendment was rejected. 
i) Mr. LANE. 


{ have an amendment now to 


it, 
nia and Or 
dian wars, and who have received pay for such 
service, small though it be—cight dollars per 
| month; and we propose now, in addition to that, 
to give them the benefit of the bounty land law; 
to extend its provisions to such persons as have 
rendered service and have been paid for the ser- 
vice: 
And be iù 


It is to provide for some persons in Califor- 


‘urther enaeled, That the provisions of the act 
tof the 8d Mareh, 1855, chapter two hundred awd seven, 
“ granting bonnty lands to certain officers and soldiers who 
f have been engaged in the military service of the United 
| States,?? be exiended £0 as to inclade all the troops which 
i have been, or may hereafter be, rvices heretofore 

rendered in the suppression of Ludian hostilities tu the State 
| of Oregon and California and in the Territory of Wash- 
ington, 

The question being put, the Presiding Officer 
declared that the noes appeared to have it, 

Mr. LANE. Tshould like to have the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LANE. Now I want to give the reasons 
| that controlled the Committee on Military Affairs 
i in directing me to offer this amendment, 
soldiers whe have served in any war with a for- 
cign cnemy-—in the war with Great Britain, in the 
war with Mexico, or in any Indian war that has 
occurred in this country, and that has been recog- 
nized, if they have been paid as soldiers—are, 
under the law of 1855, entitled to a bounty land 
Í warrant. In Oregon, in 1853, we had an indian 
war, and Congress did not hesitate, after paying 
the men a fair compensation for their services, to 
| extend the provisions of the law of 1855 to the 


Lut 
“soldiers who served in that war 
: who was 
ceived | 
| acres of land. 
: any Senator can diserininate between the soldiers 
of that warand those of the war of 1855 and 1856 1n 
“ Oregon and Washh 
| inate between the soldiers of oth 
l who have served 


and wa 


rant for one hundred and sixty 


; providing for pay 
: Nosoldicrs ever 1 
i endared greater fatigue, hardship, 


dered more important service, 
or saffering 


i allowing the price that your board of Army ofii- 
il 
it 


H down to eleven dollars a month; and it ts pro- 


can see the objcet of it; but without the other, it | 


should persuade a soldier to desert, such as should | 


throwing that guard around the service, it would | 


It has no proper mean- | 


ment, for the reasons so admirably urged by the | 


offer, so just that E think no Senator will oppose | 


gon, who have been in service in In- j 


All the | 


mid every man : 


entitled to pay for services rendered, re- | 


! 


Now IT should like to know how | 


on, or how he can discrim- | 
er wars and those |} 
in California since that time. | 

Certainly no soldiers ever served in any war in ! 
| America who were so poorly paid as we are now | 
ing owir soldiers on that coast. ij 


‘than they; and by your own action, instead ‘of ji dic y 
| 3 i! think they are vastiy more entided to them than 


cers believed they were entitled to, they are cul | 


H that isr 


i tions of this country. 


i ter] 


; with great ones. 


i ter 


vided that that shall be their whole compensation, 
unless you will extend the * provisions of: the 
bounty land law. Upon what principles of jus- 
tice, I ask, can the Senate refuse to extend the 
provisions of that law to soldiers who have served 
in the Indian wars there, when they have extended 
them to the soldicrs of every other war, What 
reason, what justice, what right is there init? 

I cannot see why any Senator can refuse to vote 
for this amendment, unless it is that it provides 
for compensating soldiers in Oregon. © If thatis 
it, it may be voted down, just as the fortifications 
were that 1 moved; but, if Senators-are willing to 
deal justly by all portions of the country, and - 
that is the rule which bas controlled ‘my action 
here, they will not refuse this amendment.’ Ide 
not sce how an honorable man can say that. sol- 
diers on this side of the mountains shall have 
bounty land for service, even if it was only four- 
teen days, and that without exposure, and refuse 
it to the soldierin Oregon, oie has been out, 
under the hardest service ever performed, fora 
wholeyear. You pay them alike, the same month. 
ly pay; and to one who served only fourteen 
days, you give one hundred and sixty acres of 
land, while to one who served twelve months in 
Oregon, you refuse to give one hundred and sixty 
acres of land, Can any honorable Senator say 
ight? Can he say that such a diserim: 
ination ought to be made? Can he reconcile it te 


| his conscience and to his beart? Ihave no respect 


fur that kind of heart or conscience that can dis- 
criminate between the soldiers of the different por- 
1 thank God, sir, that I 
have been just to every portion of the country; 1 
have been just to the soldiers who have served in 
any portion of it, or in any war, without reference 
to locality; and Lask, now, for those to whom 
this amendment applies, that justice which ought 
to be extended to them. Tf it cannot be done, I 
want to know the reason. 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire to amend the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Oregon, and I think he 
will assent to it, so as to include all the citizens 
of fowa;and I believe the citizens of Minnesota 
ought also to be included. 

Mr. RICE. Put in Minnesota. 

Mr. GRIMES. I will ineinde Minnesota. I 
want to extend it to the citizensof Jowa and Min- 
nesota who were engaged in the Indian cam- 
paign in the winters of 1857, 1858, and 1859. 1 sup- 
pose there is no Senator here who is ignorant of 
the fact that—— 

Mr. LANE. I provide for soldiers regularly 
mustered into service, regularly paid, and regu- 
larly discharged, who rendered over fourteen 
days’ service. 

Mr. GRIMES, There is this difference be- 
tween the soldiers in Oregon and those to whom 
I allude: in our case, they were not regularly 
paid; in the Senator’s case, I believe they were 
regularly paid, or, at any rate, we have made an 
appropriation for paying them. 1 suppose there 
is nota Senator here who is ignorant of the fact 
that, in the spring of 1858, Ink-pa-da-tah, the 
chief of a band of Sioux Indians, made a hostile 
incursion into the territory of the State of Towa, 
and slaughtered some thirty or forty inbabitants, 
bumtup an entire settlement, and destroyed a 
vast amount of property. Soldiers were called 
out, both from the State of lowa and from the 
Territory of Minnesota, in mid-winter, in the 
month of January. They were obliged to make 
a campaign across the prairics—one of the most 


w 


| arduous, Í apprehend, that has ever been under- 
: taken or performed by soldiers anywhere in this 


country; and it only meets its parallel in the case 
of the retreat of Napoleon from Moscow. [Laugh~ 


r. CRITTENDEN. Tocompare great things 


| with small. 


Mr. GRIMES. No; to compare small things 
[Laughter.] Some of the sol- 
diers were lost-on the way. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. How? 

Mr. RICE. They were found again. [Laugh- 


Mr. GRIMES. ‘They were in service more 
than fourteen days. Itis true, they did eucounter 
reat hardships; and if there is any class of sol- 
diers who are entiged to bounty land warrants, Í 


most of the soldicrs who were engaged in the 
Mexican war. Certainly no soldiers ever en- 
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gaged in any Indian campaign were more entitled 
to them than those from Minnesota and lowa. 
The Senator from Minnesota, who is familiar 


with the history of this transaction, can explain | 


it to the Senate more lucidly than I can, probably. 

Mr. RICE. Iam obliged to the Senator from 
Towa for inserting Minnesota. I have only one 
word to say, and that is in regard to a matter 
which was brought almost personally to my at- 
tention. ‘There was one company of volunteers 
called out there, because they heard that a diff- 
culty was expected with some Indians. They 
went out, got into a cornfield, and, I believe, 
killed one Indian; and one soldier, perhaps, was 
shot. They came home. They were gone some 
three or four days, and got pay for it; and if that 
does not entitle them to land warrants, I do not 
know what does. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRIMES, That is not the case of the sol- 
diers from lowa. They were in actual service— 
were making a journey, or campaign, in military 
phrascology, and were out from their homes at 
least two months, and they suffered very great 
hardships. 
frozen to death. 

Mr. MORRILL. None shot! 

Mr. RICE. [did not know that the Senator 
from Lowa wished me to explain in regard to Lowa; 
I beg pardon. After Ink-pa-du-tah had attacked 
the settlement there and killed forty or fifty, he 
fled to the plains, The Governor of Towa did 
call out some troops, and they did go somewhere 
in the northern portion of that State, and did en- 
camp, and were weil fed and well paid. F think 
they stayed there for a week or two; but if they 
ever sawan Indian, | have no knowledge of it. 

Mr. GRIMES. They saw theirtracks. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. RICE. Yes; but that is all they did see. 
They did not fire a gun at anybody, and nobody 
fired a gun at them. [Laughter.] I am very 
happy to aid the Senator from lowa. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment ofr the Senator from Lowa to 
the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. POLK. I snggest that that is Hable to be 
cutoff by the rule which requires that such amend- 
ments should be recommended by the head of a 
Department, or come trom a committee. 

Mr. GRIMES. It does not appropriate any 
money, . 

Mr. POLK. It is to give Jand warrants. 1 
wish to make a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crark in 
the chair.) ‘The amendment of the Senator from 
Towa is to add to the amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon: 

And the citizens of towa called into aetnal service to 
repel the hostile incursion of the Sioux Lndians in the years 
1857, 1858, and 1859, be, and they are hereby, entitied to 
the benetits of this section, 

Mr. LANE. Iam inclined to think the Sena- 
tor from lowa was not sincere in attempting to 
embarrass a very proper amendment 

Mr. GRIMES. I withdraw it. 

Mr, LANE. Letus havea vote on the amend- 


ment offered by the Committee on Military AF- | 


fairs. The amendmentisa just one, and a proper 
one, and ought to be adopted; and, if Senators 
will deal justly by our people, they will adopt it. 
I will not take up time. 
ments to offer. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 


everybody who has been engaged in Indian wars 
on the Pacifie coast. 
If we pass it here, we shall only lose the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx.) | 


The question is on the amendment offered by the 


Senator from lowa to the amendment of the Sen- 


ator from Oregon, 


Mr. GRIMES. I have withdrawn that. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question, | 
then, is on the amendment offered by the Senator | 
On this question, the yeas and | 


from Oregon, 
nays bave been ordered. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 


resulted—yeas 14, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, 
Green, Hemphill, Johnson of / 
see, Lane, Lathi 


res, Bright, Clingman 
R s Johnson ol Tennes 
: tn Nicholson, Polk, and Scbastian—l4. 

NAYS—M Anthony, Bingham, Ciz Cotfamer, 
Crittenden, Di » Doolittle. Durkee, enden, Fost, 
Fosier, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Kennedy, King, Mason, Mor- 


Some of them were actually lost— | 


I have several amend- i 


I will simply observe, i 
that this is a mere attempt to put on the military | 
appropriation bill a new bounty land bill for ; 


It is manifestly improper. 


rill, Pearce, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, T'en Eyck, į 
Thomson, Trumbuil, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—29. | 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LANE. | have another amendment that 
Lhave been directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to offer. I will say, in offering this, 
that I believe itis just. It is for the payment of | 
outstanding coupons upon the debt that Califor- 
nia incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities, and 
which debt was assumed by the General Govern- 
ment by act of Congress; but the appropriations 
made did not pay entirely the debt and interest, 
and this is to provide for paying the balance: 

For the payment of the coupons outstanding and now un- 
paid, accruing between the Ist day of January, 1854, and 
the 16th day of August, 1856, upon the bonds of the State 
of California issued for the payment of expenses incurred 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities prior to the Ist day 
of January, 1854, the redemption of which bonds was au- 
thorized by acts of Congress of August 5, 1854, August 18, 
1856, and June 23, 1860, $177,196 23; said coupons, upon 
being certified by the Third Auditor of the Treasury to be 
those designated by this section, to be paid by the Secre- 
tary of War to the holder or holders thereof. 

Mr. PEARCE. Several years ago, Congress 
appropriated over $900,000 to pay these war 
debts, with a stipulation, if I recollect aright, that 
that should be the whole amount. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Lask if thatis not a pri- 
vate claim. Is it admissible here at all? 

Mr. PEARCE. I incline to think itis a pri- 
vate claim. I really do not know what these 
coupons can be, because we appropriated a sum 
sufficient, as we supposed, to extinguish the debt, 
or, at all events, a sum that was to be paid to the 
State of California in lieu of those bonds which 
she had issued for this purpose. I suppose the 
State of California, who accepted them, has paid 
to the parties either the whole of their claims or 
theirpro rata out of the appropriation made by Con- 
gress; and certainly it is very improper, it seems 
to me, now to come back to Congress, after we 
made what was intended to be, and was accepted 
as, a final sctlcment, for the payment of these 
coupons. However, this isa private claim. It 
seems to be intended for the benefit of particular 
parties who hold coupons. The payment is not 
to be made to the State of California. If it isa 
private claim, it is out of order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. KING. This amendment is reported bya 
majority of the committee, 

Mr. FESSENDUEN. There isa question of 
order, whether it is not a private claim. 

Mr. LATHAM. [f itis in order, I should like 
to make an explanation in regard to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have raised a question 
whether it is not a private claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Clarkin 
the chair.) The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Maine to raise a question of order, 
but to inquire of the Senator from Maryland if it 
was not so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I raise the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will 
submit that question to the Senate. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then, I ask the consent of 
the Senate to make an explanation merely before 
that is done, 


i 
be 5 
|; pay these bonds and the interest. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, It can be done 
by the consent of the Senate. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 have no authority to 


vary the rule of the Senate; but if nobody else | 
objects, I shall not. H 


Chair | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
hears no objection. The Senator may proceed. 

Mr. LATHAM. 
law appropriating the sum of $924,259 65 to pay 
expenses incurred in Indian wars in California 
prior to the Ist day of January, 1854. This was 
an amendment to the Indian appropriation bill. 
For Indian wars which had occurred prior to Jan- 
uary 1, 1854, the State of California had issued 
its bonds, with coupons, at the rate of twelve per 
cent. interest, and others at seven per cent. per 
annum. Congress made an appropriation to pay | 
these bonds. That was the amountcomputed by | 


by Congress, had been paid out of the Treasury, 
there would have been an entire liquidation of the 


} i| 

: debt; but so far from that being the case, the li 
Treasury Department refused to pay this amount i 

il of money. H 


It lay in the Treasury from the 6th 


In 1854 Congress passed a | 


į prior to January 1, 1854, 
z | former appropriation. 
the executive officer of that State up to that pe- || SHENG i 

; riod; and ifthe money, after it was appropriated 


of August, 1854, up to the 18th of August, 1856, 
whena supplemental law was passed directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury more specifically to 


Now, this appropriation covers the interest 


i between the Ist of July, 1854, and the 18th of 


August, 1856. This claim came from the neglect 
of the Government; it refused to pay the money, 
and the parties who held the bonds, the interest 
having accumulated, now claim it at the hands of 
the Government. I wish to say, also, that while I 
regard it as a just claim against the Government, 
because the Government refused to pay the money, 
and allowed it to lie in the Treasury and the in- 
terest to accumulate, yet, inasmuch as my State 
has been here so often praying for payment of 
California war debts, there is not a citizen in the 
whole State, so far as I know, (at least, no appli- 
cation has ever been made to myself or any of my 
colleagues, in behalf of this proposition,) that is 
interested one dollarin it. These bonds are held 
by citizens in the cities of Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
and New York, and your eastern cities, where 
these bonds were distributed and sold. I ask that 
a letter of the Third Auditor, which explains it 
more fully than I can, be read by the Clerk, and 
then the Senate will understand the case probably 
better than I have explained it. 

Mr. POLK. Allow me to inquire what was the 
amount that Congress paid on the California war 
debt? 

Mr. LATHAM. Ihave stated specifically the 
amount—$924,259 65. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the Senator will allow me, 
I think his statement is accurate as faras it goes; 
but he omits to state that all the amount of the 
appropriation asked for by the amendment pro- 
posed by the Military Committee is for interest 
accruing upon the debt provided for by the ori- 
ginal appropriation. 

Mr. LATHAM. I stated that. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think there was a part of the 
debt for which the voughers had been filed with 
the comptroller of the State, but the bonds had 
not been actually issued at the time the appropri- 
ation of $924,000 was made; but the amount of 
the appropriation asked for by the Military Com- 
mittee is to pay unpaid coupons. There was a 
difficulty, as the Senator from California will rec- 
ollect, between the State of California and the 
General Government as to whether the money 
should be paid to the State of California, and she 
disburse it, or whether it should be paid to the 
then holders of the bonds at the Treasury here. 
While they were discussing that question, and 
before they agreed, the amount accumulated that 
is named in the amendment in the form of interest, 
together with a subsequent allowance upon vouch- 
ers that had been filed in the comptroller’s office, 
and upon which bonds afterwards issued. I have 
avery distinct recollection of the facts, for the 
reason that the chairman of the Committee on Ii- 
nance directed me to prepare the amendment 
which appropriated the $924,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sceretary 
will read the letter which was sent up by the Sen- 
ator from California, 

The Secretary read it as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Turd AvupiTor’s Orrics, February 4, 1861. 

Sir: In reply to your letter of the 24th ultimo, inquiring 
“what amount of bonds and coupons, which were issued 
by tie State of California for the’ payment of expenses in- 
curred in the suppression of Indian hostilities, the redemp- 
tion of which was contemplated by the acts of Congress 


i passed August 5, 1854, and August 18, 1856, now remain out- 


nding and unpaid, the interest computed up to the pas- 
ge of the last named act,” Ð have the honor to submit the 
Nowing statement: 

The act of August 5, 1854, authorized the Secreta 


fo 
rof 


| War to examine into and ascertain the amountof expe 5 


incurred, and now actually paid, by the State of California 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities, prior to the Ist day 
of January, 1854, and that the amount of expenses, when so 
ascertained, should be paid into the treasury of said State, 
provided that the sum so paid shal] not exceed the sum of 
$924,259 65, which amount was thereby appropriated. 

d payment having been made under this act, by act of 
August J8, 1855, it was directed that payment should be 
made to the “ holders of the bonds? issued by the State 
said payment not to ¢xeeed the 
nder th st named act, bonds 


1,639 00 


$ 


119,497 38 


Interes reon up to Janu 
the United State 


There would thus appeara balance to the credit of the 
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appropriation to the amount of $23,112 27, which would 
cover all the outstanding bonds. of said issue which have 
not been presented for payment, together with interest 
thereon until the Ist of January, 1854, as was paid on those 
redeemed. But out of this balance there has been drawn 
$10,350, in payment of certain bonds issued subsequent to 
the Ist of January, 1854; payment of which was authorized 
to be made by the Secretary of War, by the fourth section 
of the act “ making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expeuses of Government for the year 
ending 30th of June, 1861,” approved June 23, 1860; thus 
reducing the batance now to the credit of the appropria- 
tion to @12,762 27; and this is liable to be still further re- 
duced by the presentation of bonds under the last-named 
act, and in this way the outstanding bonds of the former 
series may become totally unprovided for. 

In reply to the inquiry as to the amount of coupons “ still 
outstanding and unpaid, computing interest up to the 18th 
of August, 1856, I bave before remarked that, as interest 
has only been paid on the bonds till lst January, 1854—that 
being as far as the appropriation would cover—there would, 
therefore, be an interval of two years, seven months, and 
eighteen days, the coupons for which bave not been paid 
by the United States; the interest for this period of time, 
at the rates before specified, would amount to the sum of 
$177,196 23. 

Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

R. J. ATKINSON, Auditor. 
Hon. W. M. Gwin, United States Senate. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. President 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would suggest to the 
Senator from North Carolma to let us take the 
question as to whether the Senate will entertain 
the amendment. Jt may save a great deal of de- 
bate. In my judgment, itis perfectly clear that 
it is a private claim. These coupons belong to 
private individuals. They call for an appropria- 
tion, If itis out of order, it is not worth while to 
discuss the merits of it, The explanation made 
by the Senator from California shows that itis a 
private claim. It must be perfectly palpable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will be: ‘Shall the amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon be received, under the point of order 
made by the Senator from Maine?” 

T'he amendment was not received. 

Mr. LANE. I have two other amendments. 
Here is one, to come in after line two hundred 
and sixty-two: 


To enable the Secretary of War to publish and distribute 
to the militia of the United States thirty thousand copies of 
the manuat for parades and reviews, compiled by Inspector 
General Churchiil, of the United States Army, $7,600. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to have an 
explanation of that. We made an appropriation 
last year for purchasing books very extensively 
for the use of the Army. 

Mr. PEARCE. It was recommended by the 
Military Committee, but was stricken out finally. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This, it seems, is for the 
publication of a book. 

Mr.LANE. This is for the public; not for the 
benefit of the compiler, but for the benefit of the 
service. It has been thought to be very important 
to place in the hands of the Army, and of the 
militia all over the country, this useful compila- 
tion, made up by one of the oldest and best offi- 
cersinthe Army. It has been recommended and 
estimated for. IL believe it would promote the 
efficiency of the militia, and that it would be use- 
ful in the Army; but as it might look to war, and 
Tam opposed to that; as it might increase the 
efficiency of the militia, and I do not know about 
that, I am not right certain that it ought to pass, 
though I voted for it in committee, and feel in- 
clined to vote for it here. 


= 


ment with a great deal of pleasure. T have no 
feeling on the subject at all. It would do good in 
one sense, and it might do great harm in another. 
Jam not sure which would be the effect; and there- 
fore I am willing that it shall go one way or the 
other, justas the Senate choose. 

Mr. BAKER. Ido not think it is a matter of 
a great deal of consequence at this precise junc- 


ture to press this amendment. J rather agree with | 


my colleague that it is not very important, and 
perhaps it ought notto pass. Thopeit isa good 
deal with that book as old General Root was with 
the militia. Some militia captain was making a 
speech, and he gave a toast about the militia, and 
gotas far as—‘ the militia of the State of New 
York, may they never want’”—‘‘ and,” said old 


If Senators think it | 
ought not to pass, I shall join them in that senti- 


I think a greatdeal both ofthe militiaand the book; 
but we do not want the one, and I hope the other 
never will be wanted. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LANE, Ihave one other amendment. It 
is the last which I have; and I hope my friend, 
the honorable Senator from Maryland, will not 
raise the question of its being a private claim. It 
is a very just thing, and ought to be adopted. It 
is to insert as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized and required to pay to the board of three 
Army officers appointed under the sixth section of the act 
approved the 3ist of August, 1852, for the adjudication of 
California claims, such sum of money, for and during their 
term of two years and seven months service, as he may 
deem reasonable and just: Provided, That the same shall 
not exceed $1,500 per annum to each. 


Mr. PEARCE. I raise a question of order on 
that. The proposition was before the Committee 
on Finance; and we ruled it out because it was 
manifestly a private claim. There is no law au- 
thorizing the allowance; but there is a mere re- 
quest that, in conformity with two or three cases 
which were said to be analogous, we should give 
these parties the money they applied for. Itmay 
be all very proper; but not in this form or shape. 
It is in the nature of a private claim to pay extra 
compensation to officers who acted upon a board 
for the adjudication of some military claim in Cal- 
ifornia. “There is no Jaw that provides it, and it 
is therefore a private claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland raises the point of order that this 
amendment is to provide for a private claim, 

Mr. LANE. If I could be allowed to discuss 
it, I couid show its justice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
submit the question to the Senate. 

The Senate refused to receive the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands to report the following amend- 
ment as an additional section to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That for the protection of em- 
igrants on the overland routes between the Atlantic slope 
and the Oregon and Washington frontier, the ‘sum ‘of 
$50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under 
the direction of the S ary of War, if, in his judgment, 
the same may be necessary. 

Mr. POLK. From what committee does that 
come? 

Mr. BAKER. The Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. PEARCE. It seems to me that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands has extended its jurisdic- 
tion rather further than the Senate ever expected 
it would do. The Committee on Publie Lands are 
not charged with making appropriations of this 
sort. It does not come with any propriety from 
that committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I suggest to 
the Senator from Maryland that the public lands 
lie all along that route, and they are entirely un- 
protected. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Committee on Public 
Lands are not charged with the military defenses 
of the country. I submit that it is not in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, I am not ad- 
vocating the amendment; I do not expect to have 
any occasion to move along that route; but it 
strikes me that, asit is a route where all thelands 
are public lands, it is proper for that commitice to 
take charge of it; and when I was spoken to in 
regard to it, I thought it might be well enough to 
protect these people. Some pcople of my State 
went out there, and were all murdered, but the 
womenand children; and Iam satisfied that thing 
is going on yet. I believe, if the Senator from 
Maryland were to look into it, he would not have 
much objection, The condition of the country 
makes him rather delicate about it, and I think 
he would support it under other circumstances. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is uponagrecing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Oregon, [Mr. Baxer.] 

The question being taken on the amendment, 
resulted—ayes 17, noes 6; no quorum voting. 


Root, “ may they never be wanted.” {Laughter.] 


-is concerned in this matter. 


New SERES.. No; 77. ea : 


Mr. CLINGMAN. If the question’ be gub- = 
mitted again, I think there will ‘be found to be a: 
quorum in the Senate. ae ee 

Mr. PEARCE, I -wish to ask the Senatè 
whether they are going to vote an appropriation’: 
like this without any recommendation from the’: 
Department, without any estimate, without‘any 
satisfactory evidence of its necessity, and appro-: 
priate it upon the recommendation of a comniit- 
tee not charged with such business, and which, I 
beg leave to say, has gone beyond its proper’ ju- 
risdiction in offering any such amendment: The” 
Committee on Public Lands are not.appointed 
for any such purpose; and it is a mockery of the’ 
rules of the Senate and its organization. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, after the many 
amendments which my colleague introduced, some? 
of which I supported with great pleasure, I donot 
know but what I may have to say with Charles: ` 
II, when he was about dying. It took hima good! 
while, and being a very polite man, he apologized 
to everybody around him. He said he ‘new he’ 
was an unconscionable time in dying; but reall 
he could nothelp it. [Laughter.] About our little ` 
Orégon State, I dò not know; we may be & long’ 
while in dying, but we cannot help it; and for my” 
own part inthe matter, I can only say that T bé- 
lieve 1 have troubled’ the Senate with no motion’. 
and no resolution this winter. F have felt it my” 
duty to vote against most of the appropriations 
presented for Oregon. | have just done so, reluc- 
tantly, upon a fortification bill. Idid so upon the 
coast survey bill. I have done so upon many 
measures which come very much home to my peo" 

le, because I did not think the condition of the 

Treasury and of the country justified them. In 
the present matter, my judgment is all with it. ` 

In the first place, the eandenien from Maryland: 
says that this measure is not within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Public Lands. 1 believe 
it is within the rule. It is not a question of juris, 
diction. The rule is,that such an amendment may 
be reported by a standing committee, That. is. 
done. Itis said that the Department-had notesti+': 
mated for it, I think there isa plainreason. The 
immediate necessity has become apparetitby acts 
to which I once referred on the floor of the Sens” 
ate, since the appropriation has been madé out: 
Again: it is a mere precautionary measure. Tam- 
of opinion that no columns of troops which can 
be put upon that frontier can prevent a repetition 
of the terrible calamities which occurred last fall. 
I know that our people have been massacred- 
within a very few miles of columns-of regular 
troops; and, in my best judgment, there is somè- 
thing wanting to fill up that gan. 

Mr. PEARCE. Will the Senator pardon me 
a moment, to ask whether he is a member of the 
Committee on Public Lands himself? 

Mr. BAKER. Well, sir, I need not say tothe 
gentleman who asked me the question he knows 
very well that Lam not, and I am not aware, after 
fourteen years’ experience in legislative bodies, 
that I have ever been on butone committec, being 
always in the minority. s ; 

Mr. PEARCE. I submit, then, thatthe amend- 
ment is out of orderon that ground. The Senator 
not being a member of the Committee on Public 
Lands, could not move an amendment from the 
Committee on Public Lands. I think it can only 
be done by onc of the committee. 

“Mr. BAKER, I will submit tothe honorable 
gentleman if he heard what I said? I said Į was 
directed, or rather allowed, to present théamend- 
ment by a majority‘of the Committee on Publie 
Lands. The rule is that it is to be done with the 
assent and cognizance of a committee. The mere 
hand which does itis of very little consequence. 
With great respect for the gencral conduct of my 
friend, I beg leave to remark to him, that think 
it is not very generous, after the uniform support 
I have given to fortifications, to the Army, to the 
Navy, to everything that comes on'this coast. I 
now come to him and say, the blood of our people 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in 
the chair.’ The Chair will remind: the Senator 
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from Oregon that this question should be decided 
without debate, if the point of order is insisted 
upon. 

Mr. BAKER. I yield to the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT.. Ido not understand that to be 
the rule. If f offer an amendment, and it is ob- 
jected te on.the ground that it is violative of the 


rule- of order, 1 have a right to give the reasons. 


why. I oferit and why it is not out-of order; and 
this rule that:is now construed in such a way as 
to exclude every claim that does not happen to 
meet with the approbation of the majority of the 
body, is being used to deny Senators their consti- 
tutional rights hére. That rule was introduced 
for the purpose of preventing private claims from 
being placed on the appropriation bills. It is now 
used to exclude every amendment that does not 
happen to meet the approbation of the majority 
of the body; and when a Senator asks the privi- 
lege of explaining why he offers an amendment, 
it is claimed that he is out of order. Tsay itis 
not out of order. I havea right, if I offer an 
amendment, to give my reasons for it; and to-day 
for the first time I hear it objected that if a com- 
mittee recommends a particular appropriation, or 
a particular amendment, it must be offered by a 
member of that. committee. Such, I submit, has 
never been the practice of the Senate. I have 
seen it. done over and over again, for a Senator 
anxious to get an appropriation or an amendment 
upon a bill, to select any committee of the body 
and get them to indorse it, and he offers it. Ican 
turn to the debates of this body, and show case 
after case of that kind. The Senator from Oregon 
is in order. 

Mr. POLK. I do not think we ought to vote 
on a question of order without understanding it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- 
cides debate to be out of order, l 

Mr. POLK. { beg leave to call the attention 
of the Senate to the rule, to show thatit is not 
necessary that an amendment should be moved 
by a committee at all. As | have said privately, 
I think the motion is in order, although it is a 
very strange proceeding: 

“No amendment proposing additional appropriations 
shalt be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it 
be made to carry out the provision of some existing law, or 
gome act or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
during that Session, or moved by direction of a standing or 
select committee.” 

The Senator states distinctly, that he moves 
this by direction of a committee. The rule docs 
not say “ moved by a committee,” but ‘t moved 
by direction of a committee’’—moved by any Sen- 
ator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs 
pardon for interrupting the Senator, but the Chair 
will decide that the amendment is in order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Right on that point, before we 
go further, as we are likely to have some trouble 
on the amendment, I say it is competent for the 
Senator from Oregon to offer the amendment with- 
out direction of a committee. It isnot one of that 
class of cases provided for by the rule as excluded. 
It is not a private claim. He has a right to offer 
it as a Senator, on his own responsibility. 

Mr. MASON. I wish only to say one word. 


I protest against the construction of the rule given: 


by the Senator from Indiana. An amendment 
offered by direction of a committee must be by a 
member of the committee, because the committee 
can give direction to none but its own members. 
It would be a strange perversion of all construc- 
tion, that a committee could direct any other Sen- 
ator to offer an amendment, f 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 speak of what has been the 

ractice, what I know to be the practice, and what 

have seen repeatedly done in this body. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 


suggest that the question has been decided, and 
the question now 1s on the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. As I have no desire to be cru- 
cified on construction, I believe if the Senate will 
take the vote now they will do me the favor to 
pass my amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It seems to me the 
amendmentof my friend from Oregon is objection- 
able because of the ambiguity and uncertainty of 
it. It is left entirely to‘the Secretary of War how 
the money is to be applied. He is not directed to 
expend it in maintaining troops on the line. Is he 


to call out the militia? Is heto employ others than | 
s 


the soldiers of the United States? he to do it 


houses for théir accommodation, fortresses ade- 

uate to the purpose? How is it to be expended ? 
Certainly we are not in the habit of leaving all to 
the discretion of the Secretary in the expenditure 
of public money. 


Besides, 1 confess I cannot avoid alittle feeling | 


of impatience at the vast calls that are made on 
the Treasury of the United States for the purpose 
of protection against Indian warfares, when I 
remember the little history of the States that long 
ago came into thisUnion and had really Indians 
to contend with, warlike Indians, who fought their 
way to the condition of States without costing this 
Government a dollar. It seems to me we are turn- 
ing our people into old ladies, and we must be 
building houses ofaccommodation and accompany 
them with soldiers over every step of danger they 
take. I do not like this way of appropriating 
money. There never was a dollar expended by 
this Government to make the ways safe from 
North Carolina through the Indian country to 
Tennessee; nor one dollar expended to make the 
way safe from Virginia into Kentucky, over the 
mountain gap, and through as dangerous a coun- 
try as they can have between here and California 
or Oregon. Let us try to get along as we used to 
do. We are alittle poorer, I believe, than we 
ever were before, so far as regards the Treasury. 

ï hope my friends, upon reconsideration, will 
allow these people to confront the little dangers, 
and defend themselves against the little dangers, 
that are in the way. When they arrive in Ore- 
gon, they will be better men, better soldiers, bet- 
ter citizens, if you let them encounter a little dan- 
ger on the way. ‘It is better to run these little 
risks than to be calling on the Treasury for aid 
that we cannot wellafford to give, and which may 
be unnecessarily used. One little Territory now, 
a little child of the Union, dear as it isto us, costs 
more than a whole family of them used to do. 
They are eternally sucking or crying at the Treas- 
ury. That isthe condition of things everywhere; 
and we hear nothing but California claims, and 
Oregon claims, and Washington claims, from the 
beginning of the session to the end of it. My 
friend, of course, will understand that f mean this 
as no disparagement. I merely state the fact,that 
it did not use to be so. 1 hope that we shall pass 
no such appropriation. I do not know a gentle- 
man to whom I would grant a favor, if it came 
within any principle I entertain, sooner than to 
my friend from Oregon; but these are expenses 
which particularly meet my impatience. 

Mr. GREEN. J ask the consent of the Senate 
to offer the following resolution, which I ask to 
have referred to the Committee on Printing; and 
I do so at this time because they will have their 
last meeting to-morrow, and therefore I do it of 
necessity: 

Resolned, That there be printed one thousand additional 
copies of the report of Lieutenant Michler onthe survey of 
the proposed route of the inter-oceanic canal from the 


Atrato to the Pacific, for the use of the War Department 
and the officer named. 


Mr. BIGLER. That cannot be in order now. 

Mr. THOMSON. Let it go over. 

Mr. GREEN. I hope Senators will let it go 
to the Committee on Printing; and they can re- 
port for or against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion having been objected to, lies over, under the 
rules. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I think every one 
who knows me knows that I would favor any- 
thing to promote emigration to Oregon, and do 
anything [ could to protect emigrants on the route 
to the Pacific coast, either to Oregon, California, 
or Washington. 1 shall not vote against this 
amendment, but I cannot see how it will do an 
good. I do not understand how it can be used. 
It will be in addition, if expended by the Secre- 
tary of War, to all that he has asked. He has 
looked well into this thing. He has estimated 
for all the money he believed necessary for the 
protection of the whole country. This appropri- 
ation would not enable him to employ a new regi- 
ment; it would not even enable him to employ 
a new company. In looking over this Army 
appropriation bill, I find various appropriations 
which may be used for this very purpose of pro- 
tecting emigrants: 

‘ For hutting troops, and for repairing, altering and en- 
larging buildings at the established posts, $236,765 81.” 

They have posts all along the road, and thut is 


by establishing garrisons along the way, building |! a vroper appropriation for the defense of the road. 


Then again: : ; s 

« For the construction of barracks and other buildings» 
$95,364 27.” 

This is all to be used on the frontier.. Then I 
find a large appropriation for Army transporta- 
tion; that is for moving troops along the road. 
Then there is an appropriation of $125,000 to pay 
for the transportation of officers while traveling 
on duty, &c. ~ i Seeli 


“ For transportation of the Army, including the baggage 
of troops when moved either by land or water, &c.5 and 
for clearing roads and removing obstructions from roads; 


| harbors, and rivers, to the extent which may be required 


for the actual operations of the troops on the frontier, 
$2,232,000." 

I find appropriations all the way through the 
bill, that can be used, and were centemplated to 
be used, for the very purpose indicated in the 
proposition offered by the Senator from Oregon. 
Here is another for “barracks and quarters of 
$178,887.” 

Thus you find that the Secretary of War has 
looked carefully to this thing. He has asked for 
all the appropriations that are, in his opinion, ne- 
cessary to give us protection. The late as well 
as the present Secretary has promised over and 
over this winter that appropriations should be 
made to protect the emigrant route; that troops 
should be keptonthe route. 1 know that Colonel 
Wright, as I stated before, has made his arrange- 
ments in regard to those troops, the road in which 
theyareto be posted, their huts to make them com- 
fortable, and their supplies. Everything is done 
that is necessary for the protection of the emi- 
grants, and this appropriation is not necessary, in 
my opinion; though, if the Senate will give. us 
$50,000 more, I will say amen to it, and vote for 
it. I will vote for anything that we can get, for 
we get but little; but it will not do to make this 
an offset against fortifications. They were neces- 
sary for the defense of the country, and they would 
be permanent. After the attention of the Secre- 
tary of War had been called to this matter in per- 
son, and he had personally urged us to make 
provision for this road, I think, on looking over 
the bill, it will be seen that he has not lost sight 
of the matter; that he has asked and obtained all 
the money necessary to keep troops on ail the 
roads to the Pacific. ` If the Senate, however, give 
him $50,000 more, to be expended as he pleases, 
it will add that much more to his estimates; it 
will be that much more than he asked for; itis 
that much more than he expected the Committee 
on Public Lands would recommend for his use. 

As I said before, while 1 shall vote for the 
amendment, because it contemplates the protection 
of people en route to Oregon and to the Pacific 
coast, I believe that the Secretary of War and 
the commanding officers having charge of those 
routes have made all the necessary provision, and 
have done everything that ts necessary to afford 

rotection. I have assurances from Colonel 
right, personally, thatis by letter, that no want 

of attention on his part, no want of force on the 
road, shall ever be experienced again, while he 
has command on that coast. He will afford protec- 
tion, and emigration will go on safely under the 
appropriations provided for in this bill. But if 
you will, at this kind of instance, and upon the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee on Public Lands, 
increase the estimates, of course I shall not oppose 
it. fam a member of that committee. This 
amendment was shown to me, and I said I had 
no objection to its being made, and if we could 
get that much more, very well. But under the 
bill as it now stands, the Secretary has all the 
money that is necessary to get the troops in the 
field, to keep them on the march, to supply them, 
to transport them, and everything he wants; and 
why give him more, without authorizing him to 
raise more troops? Shall we authorize him to 
raise a battalion? If so, $50,000 will not do. If 
we authorize him to raise an additional regiment, 
$50,000 is but a small part of the money that is 
necessary to doit. I do not see how the amend- 
ment can afford us any more protection than we 
now have under the billas it stands. Itdoes not 
give us one more man; it does not give us one 
more Officer; it does not give us one particle more 
of protection. Then, why add to these regutar 
estimates? Why humbug the people, as 1 look 
at it, inducing them to believe that we are here 
asking and obtaining ¢50,000, which was never 
asked for our Army, for the protection of emigrants 
merely, when we can see by the bill and by the 
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estimates, that every dollar is provided that is 
necessary to keep the Army in operation during 
the ensuing year? é 

Sic, I do not oppose it; I am going to vote for 
it. Itisa very handsome thing. Fifty thousand 
dollars is a big thing out in our country. Who 
could have imagined that we could succeed in 
getting $50,000 without an estimate and without 
a recommendation? Nobody but me and my col- 
league could doit. {Laughter.] No other two 
Senators on the face of the earth could accom- 

lish it; but we, I have no doubt, will do it. It 
has come from the right quarter; and as we want 
it, in addition to what is necessary, why should 
we not have it? 

My friend from Kentucky has handsomely 
called our attention to the way our fathers did. 
They went across the country, marked the road, 
and conducted their own families, and guarded 
and protected them, and asked for no moncy. I 
am in favor of giving just as little as possible. 
I do not want to exceed the estimates a single 
dime. I do not want to exceed that which the 
Secretary believes necessary. But if, in addition 
to his estimates and to his wishes in relation to 
the matter, we can obtain this appropriation, I 
think we shall have accomplished a proud thing. 
I shall be very happy to join with the Senator 
from Oregon in voting this $50,000 for the use of 
the Army which they do not need, do not want, 
and do not expect, and that which is not neces- 
sary for keeping every man in the field if the Sec- 
retary of War understands it; and if he does not, 
he ought to be turned out, and somebody put in 
his place that does. With these remarks, Mr. 
President, I will give way. 

Mr. THOMSON. A few minutes ago I ob- | 
jected to the reception of a resolution that was 
offered by my friend, the Senator from Missouri, | 
{[Mr.Green.] [beg leave now to withdraw that 
objection, and, with his consent, to offer another, 
J hope both will be considered at the same time. 
It will be remembered, sir, that there were two 
reports made of a survey of the route to the Pa- 
cific; one by Lieutenant Craven, of the Navy, 
and the other by Lieutenant Michler, ofthe Army; | 
and the resolution I propose to offer now is, that | 
the same number of copies of the report of Lieu- 
tenant Craven should be published as are pro- 
vided for in the resolution of the Senator from 
Missouri of the report of Lieutenant Michler. 3 
understand the Senator consents to receive it as 
an amendment. 

Mr. GREEN. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the resolution will now be considered. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let it lie over. 

Mr. THOMSON. I will suggest to the Sena- 
tor that it is necessary that the resolution should 
be acted on to-day. 

Mr. GREEN. ‘The Committee on Printing 
holds its last meeting to-morrow morning, and 
unless the resolution is acted on now, it cannot 
be considered by them. 

Mr. MASON. Is that subject disposed of ¢ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I should like to inquire what 
has been done with the amendment pending, 
offered by the Senator from Oregon. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was inform- 
ally laid aside by universai consent, in order that 
the Senator from New Jersey might offer this 
resolution. 

Mr. MASON, I wish it understood that I have 
the fleor on the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Oregon. I want to say a word upon it. 

Mr. GREEN. Of course; but let this resolu- 
tion be referred. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Navy | 
Department, the same number of copics of the reports of} 
Lieutenant Craven, of the United States Navy, of the sur- j 
vey of the proposed route of an inter-oceanic eanal from | 
the Atrato to the Pacific, as are printed for the use of the 
War Department of the report of Lieutenant Michler, of } 
the United States Army. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Now, I say that I desire 
this resolution to go over. Let it lie on the table 
unti to-morrow morning. : 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the resolution must lie over; and the | 
question recurs on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Oregon to the Army appropriation 
bill. 


Mr. MASON, The amendment offered by the 


| received, because it is prohibited by the rules of 


|| ing committee of this body has no more poweras 


| this amendment, under the rule, has been determ- 


Senator from Oregon proposes an appropriation il 
of $50,000, for a purpose not authorized by any 
existing law. I object to that amendment being 


the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That has been decided. 

Mr. MASON. J understand not. Then I re- 
new it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that that question was once raised, and it 
was decided that the amendment should be re- 
ceived; and no appeal was made from the decision 
of the Chair, and the amendment was received. 

Mr. MASON. I was not aware of it. Then 
I presume I may raise it again. {[“ Oh, no!’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that the question being once raised and 
decided, and no appeal having been made from 
the decision of the Chair, it is final. 

_Mr. MASON. [was not aware that the ques- 
tion was pending. Then I will say a few words 
upon it. The 30th rule of the Senate was in- 
tended, in the spirit of the Constitution, to guard 
the expenditure of the public money. The Con- 
stitution knows well that if there be a danger in 
any department of the Government, it is in the 
loose, improvident, and corrupt expenditure of 
the public money; and the Constitution guarded 
itas well as it could: that no money should be ex- 
pended, unless appropriated by law. The 30th 
rule of the Senate, in aid of that provision of the 
Constitution, provides that on an appropriation 
bill, an appropriation bill known to the Constitu- 
tion, a bill appropriating money for the purposes 
of existing laws, no amendment shall be offered 
proposing additional appropriations, unless it be 
to carry out the provision of some existing law; 
and not then, unless authorized by a standing 
committee of the Senate. The rule says: 

“No amendment proposing additional appropriations 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, unless 
it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, 
or some act or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
during that session, or moved by direction of a standing 
or select committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an 
estimate from the bead of some of the Departments.” 

Those are the guards in aid of the Constitution, 
to prevent the irresponsible expenditure of the 
public money. Whatis done here? A Senator 
rises in his place and offers an appropriation of 
$50,000; not to carry out the provisions of an ex- 
isting law, not estimated upon the responsibilit 
of a head of a Department, but, as we are ‘old, 
by the direction of a standing committee. Why, 
Mr. President, what are the committees of this 
body? The committees of this body are, as they 
are of all other parliamentary bodies, or of any 
associated community: they are members of that 
body who are deputed by the body as a portion 
of itself for the convenient transaction of its busi- 
ness, and whoare under the direction of that body, 
and perform certain duties. The standing com- 
mittees of this body have their proper duties. I 
am told this was offered by the direction of the 
Committee on Publie Lands. What is the duty | 
of the Committee on Public Lands? To take 
charge of all subjects pertaining to the public 
lands. When? Attheirown discretion? No; but 
when they are referred to them by the body of 
which they are a component part. Sir, a stand- 


acommitice than 1 possess, or any Senator on this 
floor, unless deputed by direction of the body. 
Mr. BAKER. I rise to a question of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
will state his point of order. 
Mr. BAKER. I understand the propriety of 


ined, and | had listened with the fear that the | 
Senator was going to attack the merits of the 
amendment, which I hope he will not; but upon 
a question of order, I apprehend F have the right 
to remark that it has been determined once, and 
ought not now in fairness to be discussed again. | 
Mr. MASON. The Senator mistakes me alto- 
gether if he supposes I am endeavoring to raise 
the question of order. Jam denouncing the ap- 
propriation asa violation alike of the Constitution 
of the country and of the rules of the Senate. I 
say these rules were made to guard against these 
extravagant expenditures; these expenditures 
made without any earthly responsibility; a course | 
of expenditures which, if indulged in under any | 
assumed practice of the Senate or otherwise, 
would place it in the power of a majority of this 
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body, utterly regardless. of any: restraint of con- 
stitutional or statutory Jaws, or of rules of the 
Senate, to dispose.of the whole public fisc; Tam 
denouncing the appropriation because it isin vio- 
lation of the Constitution, and equally in violation 
of the rules of the Senate, made in-aid of the, Gon- 
stitution, But I understand it is sanctioned by.a 
rule of the Senate, because. it was done by. direc- 
tion of the Committee'on Public Lands. ° I deny, 
that the Committee on Public Lands can bring 
before this Senate, under the sanctionof the com- 
mittee, any subject that has not been previously 
committed to it by the Senate. See ee 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then I should 
be obliged to the Senator if he would state how 
itis that the Committee on Public Lands have 
had charge of any question of bounties in thena- 
ture of pensions. hat business, in his view, 
would the Committee on Military Affairs have 
with appropriations for laying out roads across 
the public lands? : 

r. MASON. I did not hear the Senator dis- 
tinctly. What I say, is this: a committee of the 
Senate is a portion of the Senate designated by 
order of the Senate for certain functions to be dis- 
charged by that committee; and the committee is 
unknown to this body in any subject brought be- 
fore the body, unless that subject has been pre- 
viously committed to it by order of the Senate. 
That is one proposition; and the next is this: 
when the rule of the Senate says that no amend- 
ment of a certain character shall be offered to an 
appropriation bill unless by direction of a.com- 
mittee, is there anybody who will stand. before 
the country and this Senate, and say that that rule 
means that a committec of the Senate is‘to give it 
a direction as a committee to any other than a 
member of that committee? The honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana says that has been the practice 
of the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. Sir, if it has been the. practice 
of the Senate, it is time it should be brought to the 
notice and the reprobation of the Senate 

Mr. BRIGHT Then the rule ought to be 
amended. 

Mr. MASON, The rule requires no amend- 
ment; none in the world. A proposition to be 
brought before the Senate by the direction of a 
committee must mean, if there is any reliance to 
be placed on the ordinary rules of construction, 
by the direction given by the committee to some- 
body whom the committee had a right to direct as 
propera direct authority to direċt., What right 
has the Committee on Public Lands to direct me- 
I am not a member of that committee~or any- 
body else who is not a member of that commit- 
tee? Does the Senate suppose the rule ever con- 
templated that the Committec on Public Lands, 
or Foreign Relations, or Finance, or an other, 
should undertake to direct a Senator what that 
Senator was to do, as the behest of that commit- 
tee? Certainly not. It is in violation of every 
rule. A committee consists of seven members, 
and cach member js under the control of thatcom~ 
mittee. Whena committee passes a resolution it 
may depute one of its members to place it before 
Bui can the committee pass a reso- 
lution and depute a stranger to place it before the 
Senate? Was that ever in contemplation of the 
rule? And yet it is by this sort of irregular prac- 
tice, which the Senator from Indiana says—I] was 
not aware of it—has crept into the Senate, that 
they seek to justify this amendment. Sir, 1 oppose 
it, because itis in violation of the Constitution, in 
violation of the rules of the Senate; and if this 
practice is to be indulged in, it will lead to the 
most improvident expenditure that could. be in- 
eurred under irresponsible authority. | 

Now, as to the merits of the amendment, I was 
very glad to hear from the honorable Senator~ 
the colleague of the mover—that although he 
felt it incumbent to vote for it, yet there was no 
necessity for it. Sir, I go further than that Sen- 
ator, Ffty thousand dollars for the protection of 
emigrants to Oregon! Why not say $10,000 for 
the protection of emigrants from here to Charles- 
ton, or to Boston, or to anywhere else? Under 
what other right can you appropriate money to 
protect a traveler to Oregon greater than to pro- 
tect a traveler to Lowa or to Wisconsin, or to pro- 
tect one in the alleged dangers in attendigg this 
city in the present “ artificial”? crisis, or to attend 
one along Pennsylvania avenue on the way to his 
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lodgings? I-kKnow of no warrant in the Consti- 
tution for any expenditure of the general money 
of the country to protect the traveler anywhere, 
any more to Oregon than along Pennsylvania ave- 
nue in this alleged “ artificial”? crisis which it is 
said exists in the country. Mr. President, there 
is a loose practice in the Senate which I trust will 
be corrected. Ef it is not, you will have’ to in- 
crease your tariff; and you will have to do more: 
to impose direct taxes, and to take possession of 
thé property of the people, and sell it to pay the 
taxes; and unless some restraint, some guard, 
something is respected, God Almighty only knows 
where we shall end. 

Mr. BAKER. I had very little expectation, 
when 1 offered this amendment, it would be at- 
tacked so violently; and although not a modest 
man, I thought I was not acting immodestly in pre- 
senting the ground upon which I hoped it would 
pass, in the few remarks I made, about three min- 
utes in length; and if I now say a few words in 
conclusion, as I hope, of the debate, they are 
dragged from me by my colleague from Oregon 
and the Senator from Virginia. As to my col- 
league from Oregon, I can only say that itis a de- 
lusion under which he seems to labor that he is 
for the amendment itself. Although he says so, 
it is very apparent to everybody that he is against 
it.. He has made as good a speech as he can 
against it, and ‘the vote will not be a salvo to it. 
His motives I leave to himself; they are none of 
my business. The facts that he states are mis- 
takes. The amendment I propose is not upon the 
ground thatitis necessary to enable the Secretary 
of War to post troops. Itis upon this ground: 
thatsince the Department has estimated, news has 
arrived here that a train of emigrants, thirty-five 
in numbet, were murdered, and children burnt at 
the stake, upon that dark and bloody ground, and 
that within a very few miles of the presence ofa 
large body of United States troops; and, secondly, 
the amendment only proposes to give the Secre- 
tary $50,000 to be expended, if, in his judgment, 
it shall be necessary for the protection of emi- 
grants upon that frontier, I have not now pointed 
out to the Senate how, in my judgment, that ought 
to be done; and, indeed, if 1 had, his judgment, 
being superior, would probably differ from mine. 
If so, the money will not be spent. 

Now, for the Senator from Virginia: ever since 
J have been in the Senate, and it is but a few 
days, there is no question in the world that can 
come up that he docs not see a constitutional dif- 
ficulty in. Don Quixote fighting wind-mills, was 
never more ferocious, and never more mistaken 
in his attacks upon everything and everybody, 
than the Senator from Virginia is when he per- 
ceives constitutional difficulties in all subjects that 
can be proposed. Upon a question of the con- 
struction of the rules of the Senate, a constitu- 
tional difficulty enters into his brain, ‘The Senate 
decided the question, and another constitutional 


difficulty strikes him; and when that is overcome, | 


a third strikes him, and then a fourth. He says, 


why cannot you as well appropriate $10,000 to | 


rotect people between here and Charleston, as 
boven here and Oregon? Sir,if the Senator had 
his own way, money would be necessary for such 
protection very shortly. If Ido not read lim 
very much amiss, the whole tenor Of all his con- 
atitutional doubts and difficulties is nothing more 
than to make protection for somebody necessary 


between here and Charleston. ‘That has vot noth- | 


ing to do with the question before the Senate now. 


The question before the Sonate now is, will you | 


give a little appropriation, placing it within the 
power and discretion of the Sceretary, to protect 
the emigrants from this coast and the other, over 
aground now red with the blood of your own 


people? The Senator from Virginia can perceive ; 
Do j 


constitutional difficulties in adopting that. 
we notdoitby law? Do we not do it according 
to the fashion of our fathers? Is an appropriation 


for the protection of the frontier any new thing in | 


this Senate ? 


Mr. CLINGMAN,. Will the honorable Sen- 


ator give way for a motion to adjourn. It is now | 


near five o’elock. 
Mr. BAKER. No, Mr. President; I will do 
what I think is more graceful than that. I will 
decline saying another word, and ask that a vote 
be talen. 
Mr. MASON. 


I have a word to say. 
Mr. LANE. 


I want to say a word, also. 


Mr. BAKER. Then I may want to say an- 
other, also. x : i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia is entitled to the fioor. 

Mr. MASON. I have to say this to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon: that, upon a question of consti- 
tutional propriety, he has given evidence that he 
was educated in a very different school than I 
was. I have beenaccustomed to regard such ques- 
tions, especially upon the expenditure of public 
money. 

The Senator has said that I raise these consti- 
tutional chimeras, and on every question that is 
presented to the Senate, I raise a constitutional 
doubt. Would to God, Mr. President, that the 
Constitution had been regarded, and then the 
country would have been in a very different con- 
dition to-day. If itis to prevail, as the Senator 
would seem to suggest, who, as he has said, has 
just come among us, that the Constitution, when 
it is spoken of, is to be derided, and arguments 
derived from it are to be derided, the Senator and 
that school to which he belongs would make the 
Government what they have already made it—a 
Government of irresponsible power; and what is 
the consequence? The consequence is, that the 
States have abandoned a broken and violated 
Constitution. The Senator says that he supposes 
Lam one of those who will bé before long asking 
for an appropriation to protect persons from this 
to Charleston. 

Mr. BAKER. No; I beg the honorable Sen- 
ator’s pardon. IJ did not say that. I said thatif 
certain views, which I think he entertains were to 
prevail, that day might come. That is all J said. 

Mr.MASON, There is no mistaking the Sen- 
ator’sallusion. Now, the Senator may be assured 
that those who go to Charleston will ask no pro- 
tection from this Government or anybody else. 
The Senator’s conscience may be at ease on that 
point. Those who are going to Charleston, in 
the allusion clearly in the mind of the Senator, 
will want no aid from this Government or any 
other. J have nothing more to say.. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. LANE. No; Ido not want to adjourn. I 
think we had better dispose of this bill; and as 
soon as Senators get through their conversation, 
1 will give the views which will control my vote; 
I have given them once, and I will do it again. 
With all due respect to the Senator from Oregon, 
I will remark that he has no right to say that Lam 
opposed to this amendment, for lam going to vote 
for it. If itis not impugning my motives directly, 
it $ indirectly; and that no gentleman has a right 
to do. 

I said then, and I say now, that this appropri- 
ation of $50,000 will not give us one particle of 
protection. lt will not give us one additional 
man, unless you authorize the raising of addi- 
tional troops. ‘The amendment does not provide 
for that, and this amount would not be sufficient 
for that purpose. It gives us no more protection 
than we have without it; forthe Secretary of War 
has now made arrangements to pass troops over 
that route under the appropriation that he has, 
and that he asks for, sufficient to give protection, 
as he says, and as the commanding officer at the 
other end of the route says. ‘They both say that, 
with the troops and means provided for by this 
bill, which will soon be a law, they have all that 
is necessary. Now,I would go more cheerfull 
for this than I am going to do, if I thought it 
would be of any real benefit to us. I wanted to 
point out only the reasons why it was not suf- 
ficient; that it did not give us additional protec- 
tion. Iwantadditional protection. I want troops 
in addition to those that may be posted there, in 
sufficient numbers to send a company through with 
every emigrant party. Give us that, if you please; 
provide for it by law; authorize the increase of 
the Army; and then this money will be useful to 
us. However, as the word ‘‘emigration’’ is in 
it, and ‘emigration to Oregon,” why, of course, 
I shall vote for it; because the people there would 
naturally think that it was affording protection. 
While I shall vote for it, because they think so, 
I say, if they expect any more protection than 
they get without it, they will be very much mis- 
taken. Sir, this proposition will be an imposition 
upon the people; it will be imposing upon their 
credulity; it will be inducing them to believe that 
they get protection which they would not get with- 
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out this appropriation. Every man can see that 
that is not so. Every man understands that the 
President has control of the Army; he is com- 
mander-in-chief; and he, ortheSecretary of War, 
under his orders, has charge of the troops. He 
has already directed them on that route, and they 
are provided, by this bill, with all the money that 
is deemed necessary for the troops. 

Now, if we are to receive the benefit of this 
appropriation, I say it ought to go further. We 
ought to take the command of the Army from the 
President. ‘Why: not do that?) Why should we 
look’at the Constitution at all? I am sure there 
is no use to regard it when the people require 

rotection—when emigration requires protection. 
hy look at the Constitution? I will say to 
my worthy and good friend from Virginia, why 
should we care anything about the Constitution 
when the people need protection? 

Mr. MASON. I take it for granted that the 
Senator does not make that remark in earnest. 
Of course, he is speaking ironically. 

Mr. LANE. I say, give us money; give us 
additional troops; take away the command of the 
Army from the President; and then you may afford 
protection in addition to that which we shall have 
without this amendment. I am for the amend- 
ment; but I do not believe it will do us any good. 
I believe we ought to go further than the amend- 
ment provides. We ought to provide for addi- 
tional troops. We ought to provide by law that 
one company shall leave Fort Laramie with one 
emigration party, and travel with it clear to the 
Pacific; and another company should leave with 
the next emigration train, and go with it to the 
Pacific; and another company with the next, so 
that you will have every family and every wagon 
and every little train well protected; and let us do 
it by law. What is the uge of the Constitution ? 
or why should we look to estimates and recom- 
mendations? They are all nonsense. I do not 
see why we should pay any attention to estimates. 
offered several amendments to-day based upon 
estimates; and the Senator from Maryland got up 
here and kicked them out as fast as I put them 
in. (Laughter.] They were not even looked to, 
and are never respectedatall. Now,Idonotthink 
we should ever look to the estimates; never look 
torecommendations of the Department; never look 
to the Constitution; but just look to what we want, 
and go straight ahead. Give us troops; give us 
this money; and let the President no longer have 
power, for he is not fit to command anyhow; and 
I do not think the one we have is—let us give it 
clear through; giveus money; give us troops; give 
Congress the command; and then we have accom- 
pene for emigration all I think they would 

esire. 

If that will not do, and if my colleague will 
not believe [ am sincere now, I will tell him 
when I get home, I may go out on the emigrant 
trail myself. I have nothing else todo. I have 
made my fortune; Lama good soldier, and I know 
it; and Í might raise a little body of men to go 
out to assist these emigrants, and aid them in 
checking the Indians; and this I shall be most 
likely to do. I know no Indians will dare attack 
a party that I amon. [Laughter.] I think, there- 
fore, with the trip I intend to make, and this ap- 
propriation of 450,000 that I intend to vote for, 
we ought to get on pretty well. Ido not know 
why my colleague did not ask for $500,000. He 
would get it just as easy. There is as much rec- 
ommendation for it as there is:for this; it was 
estimated for precisely as this is; and when we 


| are doing something for emigration, why not do 


a good deal. As I said before, no man in the 
world can do as much as he and I. He can pro- 
ose them, and I can support them. [Laughter] 
"hatis not all. He must not suppose that I wil 
not vote for it, for I will; and I shall do iton the 
yeas and nays very cheerfully; because it is to 
protect the emigrants to Oregon. Iam in favor 
of emigration. 1 wish to God wecould get plenty 
of the right kind. I do not want any but work- 

ing men, industrious men, good citizens. 

With these remarks, Mr. President, how can the 
Senator from Oregon say that I am not sincerely 
for this amendment? Try me on the yeas and 
nays, and you will see. 

Mr. LATHAM. I hope the Senate will now 
take up the resolution I offered yesterday previous 
to the adjournment, relative to a recess from five 
to seven o’clock. 
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Mr. BAKER. Let us get a vote on thisamend- 
ment. Iwill not say another word. I hope we 
shall have a vote. 

Mr. LATHAM. Ifitis considered that I shall 
have the floor afterwards to make my motion, l 
will not object. Iam perfectly willing to take a 
vote on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ricx in 
the chair.) lt having been decided by the Chair 
that this amendment is in order, the question will 
be on its adoption. 

Mr. BAKER called for the yeas and nays; and | 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 

eas 23, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Dixon, Durkee, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes, Hale, 
Uarlan, Lane, Latham, Morrill, Seward, Simmon Sun- | 
ner, Ten Eyck, Trambull, Wade, and Wilkinson—23. 

. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Clark, Collamer, 
Crittenden, Fessenden, Hunter, Kennedy, Mason, Nichol- 
son, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, and Wilson 
—]7. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LATHAM. Tnowcallup my resolution, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the Sen- 
ator will allow me to offer an amendment which 
I have waited all day to offer. 

Mr. LATHAM.’ If I can have the floor im- 
mediately afterwards, I shall not object. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 must insist 
on having the floor also. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then I will not yield. I 
move that the Senate take a recess from now until 
seven o’clock. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not see how that motion 
can be entertained, unless this bill is disposed of. 
It certainly cannot be considered until we dispose 
of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Being objected 
to, it must lie over. 

Mr. LATHAM. TI think I have the right to 
make the motion. I do not ask to call up the 
resolution I offered yesterday; but I make the 
motion, applying it to this day alone—I shall call 
up my resolution in the morning—that the Senate 
now take a recess until seven o’clockk. 

Mr. PEARCE. ‘That motion is not in order 
until thig bill is laid aside or disposed of in some 
way or other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that the motion of the Senator from Cali- | 
fornia is not in order at this time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask leave to 
offer an amendment, to which I call the attention 
of the Senate. Itis a fact, that much the greater 
part of the Senate have themselves had copies of 
the congressional debates. F offer the following 
amendment, which Lask may be read, to be in- 
serted at the end of the first section: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to purchase from | 
the publisher, at the rate heretofore paid him, a sufficient 
number of copies of the Congressioual Globe and Appendix, 
coutaining the debates of Congress from December 3, 1833, 
to Marcii 4, 1859, inclusive, to furnish each member of the 
Senate who has not heretofore received them, either as a 
Senator or Representative, one complete copy, $5,635. 

That amendment is to give those Senators who 
have never received a copy of the debates one 
copy each. Ihave received a copy myself, and 
almost all Senators have. I presume those who | 
have will not oppose the amendment, and I should 
not suppose it ought to be opposed by others. I 
hope it will be passed withoutany debate. There 
can be no better disposition, I think, of a small 
appropriation like this, for it is only $5,000. I 
hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would inquire of my 


friend from Arkansas whether this amendment 
comes from any committee ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. It 
comes unanimously from a committee of this 
pene Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. A short time ago we en- 
deavored to put an end to the purchase and dis- 
tribution of books; and we passed a law provid- 
ing, I believe, substantially, that, if any other 
books were purchased for distribution thereafter, | 
the members should be charged with them. I do 
not remember the exact language; but it was to 
come out of their pay; they were to pay for them 
themselves. I supposed, as we have adhered to 
it from that time to this, and have made no effort | 
to change it, that there was an end to this pur- 
chasing of books which certain publishers have 
on hand and would like tò sell, and that we should 


: 7 
not have any more of it, [am perfectly aware of 


the position in which a man apparently places 
himself who opposes the giving to others what 
has been given to himself; but, sir, what I received 
myself was before the system was adopted: and 
really, with regard to these Congressional Globes, 
we have several copies of them about the Capitol; 
but for private use, they are so cumbrous, and it 


is so difficult to find what you want, that they are | 


not of any very great service; and I have found it 
expedient, in order to lighten my own labors, at 
my own expense to buy a copy of Benton’s 
Abridgment, which I find to be much more val- 
uable, and which | refer to on all occasions instead 
of to the Congressional Globe. 

Now, sir, if we appropriate $5,000 to give to 
each Senator who has not received it a copy of 
the Globe, what is the consequence? The bill 
goes to the House of Representatives; and the 
House either refuse to agree with usin theamend- 
ment, or else there is a proposition to purchase a 
copy for each member of the House who has not 
received it; and if the copics for those members 
of the Senate who have not received it willamount 
to $5,000, we may very well suppose that in the 
House, where there are so many new members, 
it will be $50,000; it will be ¢50,000 at least be- 
fore we get through with it. 1 hope we shall not 
commence this system, and that the Senators who 
have not received these books will have the public 
virtue to vote down this proposition. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. In regard to 
the law, as the Senator has referred to it, I will 
say that the law is, that where books are given, 
they shall be taken out of the pay of Senators and 
Representatives. I would suggest that that act 
was passed for the purpose of limiting the power 
of one House, out of its own contingent fund, to 
take steps of this character, and was certainly not 
an attempt to limit the powerof Congress to legis- 
late upon this or any other subject. It was to 
prevent the exercise of that-power which was in 
g great measure without check, which was irre- 
sponsible, on the part of either branch, withouta 
joint resolution, or joint action of some character. 
It was in consequence of that state of facts that 
the act was passed which made it incumbent, 
whenever books were voted, to deduct their value 
from the pay of members, That much is dis- 
posed of, The Senator will not say that thatact 
of Congress limits the power of a future Con- 
gress to repeal it, or pass a law inconsistent 
with it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then the force 
of the Senator’s suggestion in that respectamounts 
to nothing. In the next place, the Senator speaks 
with reference to his having the books. I have 
them,too. Most of those around me have them. 


| lf a man designs really to become a useful mem- 


ber of this body, and welland faithfully and wisely 


į to discharge his duties here, i donot know that 


he could be furnished with any information more 
suggestive and more instructive than that which 
he will get from the fathers, for I believe all that 
are dead and gone before us, are now in that clas- 
sification. 

I can appreciate the delicacy which the Senator 
from Maine feels—he having the boolcs—in declin- 
ing to vote to allow those to have them who have 
not received them. Ido not press that against 
him atall, Lonly think it would have been far 
better for some of the rest of us, with less uni- 


versaland general knowledge than himself, to have | 


had them; far better for him to have done with- 
out them, and to have given them to some of us 
who needed them more, [laughter;] because I ad- 
mit that the Senator has much more general and 
much more specific knowledge than most of us— 
certainly more than myself. 

I cannot help thinking that I am making a gen- 
erous movement in this case, since I can take 
nothing under it; and I cannot but think that the 
Senate will adopt this proposition, and allow to 
the few members here who have had no recourse 
of this sort, and no opportunity of this kind—and 
it is not easily gotten—to be furnished with that 
which is to them, as legislators, if they choose to 
use it—and we must suppose that they will—what 
the armor of the soldier is to him. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator allow 


i me toask him a question? 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Certainly. 
Mr. FESSENDEN It is, whether the mem-! 


| 
| 
| 
| 


bers who have not these copies 


have applied for 
the passage of this proposition? ==> 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Ida not know 
that the Senator has been in the habit of making 
those requests, but it is possible that he may have 


“been. [Laughter.] 1f he has been, he has dis- 


tinguished himself by a little less. delicacy ‘than 
others here would be inclined to show.. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I believe the Senator has 
not answered my question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
doing it, on my honor. 

My. FESSENDEN. I inquired whether, the 
Senators who had not received these books had 
applied for the passage of this proposition? `: 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The: Senator 
ought to make his application to those individuals, 
1 do not like to meet a question of that sort here; 
and 1 would not wish to involve any one else. ‘It 
is scarcely a sincere question. His one way of 
appealing to Senators who have never had them. 
My own impression is, that if the Senator would 
expend his principles of economy upon that which 
is of little use—and he supports as much of that 
asany one élse here that I am aware of—he would 
do a great deal better. 1 can see much utility in 
the possession of these books. i 

The Senator has made an eloquent advertise- 
ment here to-day of Benton’s Abridgment. Tam 
glad to hear it. Thad not heard before that it was 
better than the full debates. 1 believe that in the 
courts an abridgment is an authority which is al- 
ways declined. Some persons would. even take 
exception to the person who is the author of the 
Abridgment of Congressional Debates.” [ would 
not, for I believe he was fair and sincere in his 
efforts to make an honest book. But can any- 
thing be equal to the original text? I think not 

1 hope and trust that what I have certainly of- 
fered in a spirit of fairness, what certainly is a 
very modest appropriation 0:000 for the pur- 
pose of spreading light, and for the purpose of 
enabling members here more ably and success- 
fully to discharge their duties—will be concurred 
in by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, There were one 
or two more points made by the Senator from 
Maine which I had wished to notice, but I have 
such faith in the good humor as well as the elo- 
quence of the Senator from New Hampshire, that 
I believe I shall give way to him. 

Mr. HALE. I only want to make.a single 
suggestion; for I_am in the same position with 
the Senator from Maine. I have received these 
books; but there is one consideration that ought 
to be suggested in behalf of those who have re- 
ceived them. It should be remembered that when 
they were distributed and we teceived them, the 
compensation of the members of Congress was 
about half what it now is; and when Congress 
doubled the compensation, they cut off the books. 
Those Senators who have come in subsequently 
and have not received the books, have received 
double the compensation that those Senators did 
who received the books atthe time they got them. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 desire to ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire if he has returned the books 
since hereceived theextra compensation? [Laugh- 
ter. 


Me. HALE. 


Tthought I was 


I have not received any since 


| then. 


Mr. BAYARD. I rise to oppose’ the amend- 
ment of my friend from Arkansas with regret, 
because I am always disposed to gratify him , 
where I can do it consistently with my sense of 
public duty; but this proposition involves the 
commencement of a new system of abuse. It is 
true, as has been stated, that, under the former 
system that existed, each House originally started 
by authorizing, on its own authority, books to be 
supplied to its members; and what was the result? 
The abuse kept on from one session to another, 
until it amounted in the aggregate to the sum of 
nearly.seventeen hundred dollars to each new 
member, and the practice became such that the 
books were néver delivered, but the new member 
received the money instead of the books, on a 
mere nominal delivery, sharing the profits with 
the bookseller, who nominally supplied them. 
That was the effect of the system. The abuse 
became so great, (I happened to know this, being 
on the Library Committee when it came before 
them,) that Congress determined to reform it, 
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and they did reform it by prohibiting to either 
House the power to supply books to its members. 
Now what is the proposition here? It is like 


„all other abuses. You commence with the Globe; 


but will it end with the Globe? Itis done by the 
action of both Houses, and it wili be considered 
a matter of courtesy. The remark of the honor- 
able Senator from Maine is perfectly true, that if 
you put in here this appropriation of five or six 
thousand. dollars for incoming members. of the 
Senate, of course the Hotise of Representatives 


: will add the amount required to furnish the same 


books to members of that House; and you cannot 
yefuse it on any principle of courtesy or right, 
because it is proper, if it is necessary that the 
Congressional Globe should be supplied to every 
member of the Senate, for the same reason it 
should be supplied to every member of the House 
of Representatives. That House changes at the 
rate of fifty per cent every two years, and you 
give to these members‘at every period of two 
years, an increasing number of books. They 
now number some thirty-five volumes, I believe, 
which every year is increasing, and this thing will 
goon. Is that necessary for the purpose of the 
transaction of their duties as members of Con- 
gress? I think not. I think it will only lead to 
abuse. Other books will be broughtin gradually, 
and you will have the same abuse arising out of 
the joint action of the two Houses that existed 
before in the action of each House singly, until 
the abuse becomes so great that it cannot be tol- 
erated. This is only the first step. 

Itis not that Í should oppose granting these 
books to individual members, but there is force 
in the remark of the honorabie Senator from New 
Hampshire, that about the time this system was 
put an end to, the pay of members of Congress 
was fully doubled; and therefore those who have 
come since as new members have received as 
much as those who were here antecedently re- 
ceived, though they got these books under the 
former distribution. They will increase every 
year under this system. The numberof the books 
increases every year. The compilation goes on, 
and the expense goes on increasing annually. 

Then you must come back to the principle, are 
‘these books necessary (for if they are, I should 
be compelled to vote for the proposition) for the 
performance of the proper duties of a member of 
Congress? How often docs he consult them 
during the session? Is it necessary that he should 
have a copy in his own possession? Ivery one 
knows that the proper mode of providing for in- 
formation of that kind is to have a Senate library; 
and I have oftentimes suggested the idea, and 
pressed it, of having a library for the Senate, with 
a proper number of every document that you 
have, to which members can retire for the pur- 
pose of study when the Senate is not in session, 
with all the means and appliances they desire for 
the purpose. 

That is the proper mode fora deliberative body 
to act. Itis unnecessary to make each individual 
member the possessor of a copy of the work in 
order that he may be able to perform his duties. 
He has ample access to it in your libraries now; 
but if that is not sufficient, if you want a greater 
number of copies, and more convenience of ac- 
cess, do what the other House has donc—have a 
library for the Senate; provide that you shall have 
half a dozen copies of these books in that library, 
so that a member may have access to them dur- 
ing the session, Thatis the proper mode for their 
obtaining the Information they desire. 

Sir, the result of this will be that, by the joint 
action of both Houses, the compensation of every 
incoming member will be increased; because the 
books themselves, as books, are not necessary for 
the performance of his duties as a legisiator, for 
he can have access to them without his being the 
proprietor ofthem. Regarding this as an initia- 
tion ofan abuse which once went to such an alarm- 
ing cxtent that we were obliged to abandon it, I 
am compelled to vote against the proposition; for 
there can be no public purpose, as Í conceive, to 
justify the appropriation. 

Mr. LATHAM. We staid here last night 
until nearly half past eight o’clock to get through 
a very important appropriation bill. Thereis no 
way of getting at the resolution I offered yester- 
day to take a recess until we get this bill ont of 
the way; and there seems to be an indisposition 
to adopt that resolution. Iam willing to stay 


‘nounce the entire vote. 


here and do the business of the country; but I do 
not think itis just that a large number of Senators 
should go home and get their dinners, and leave 
those of us here who are willing to do business. 
Now;as this is next to the last appropriation bill, 
I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 9, noes 20. i 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MASON. I did not hear the Chair an- 
I heard the negative vote; 
what was the affirmative vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Rice in 
the chair.) Nine. 

Mr. MASON. Then there is not a quorum 
voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the Senate 
refuses to adjourn. A quorum is not necessary 


| for that purpose. 


Mr. MASON. [I object to further proceeding 
with business until there is a quorum. 

Mr. FITCH. Discussion, I apprehend, can go 
on until another vote be had. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made to any further proceeding in consequence 
of there not being a quorum, the Chair is of opin- 
ion that no motion can be entertained, and that 
discussion is out of order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [appeal from that decis- 
ion. There is no sort of objection to anybody 
making a speech even if there be not half a dozen 
here. You cannot act without a quorum; you 
cannot pass any vote; but anybody can make a 
speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
recollects thatlastsession a similar question arose; 
and it was decided by the regular occupant of the 
Chair that, under such circumstances, all debate 
was out of order, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was the 
decision; and until it be reversed, the present oc- 
cupant feels bound to enforce it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn. There is evi- 
dently a quorum here; and [ will say to the Sen- 
ator from California, that if we go on and finish 
this bill to-night, if he desires it I will go with 
him to-morrow to take up his resolution for a 
recess. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Several Senators. Letthe call be withdrawn, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the Chair is satisfied 
tbat a quorum is present, I will withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call will 
be withdrawn, if tbere be no objection. The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President, it pains me to 
oppose anything offered by my friend from Ark- 
ansas, and I think he will admit the sincerity of 
the declaration, when I say it would be far less 
unpleasant for me to have any favorite measure 
of my own defeated, than anything he introduces 
and advocates; but since my attention was called 
by him, before the introduction of this amend- 
ment, to its substance, having looked a little into 
the matter, I am constrained to give my reasons 
against its adoption. 

There are two reasons which will control my 
vote, One is the well-known, ordinary legislative 
Jaw, if not rule of the Senate, by which any Sen- 
ator is prohibited from voting upon any question 
in which he is directly and personally interested. 
This amendment, if adopted, will give me the 


It was decided wrong, 


| Globe for nineteen years, and although I do not 


pretend to any very extraordinary conscientious 
scruples in legislation, that direct interest, if noth- 


| ing else, would prevent me from voting for it. 


‘There is another reason, and that is the ques- | 


tion of cost. I am very apprehensive that the 
good nature of my friend has been imposed upon 
in that respect. Certain it is, that a very elab- 
orate and close inquiry alone will satisfy any Sen- 
ator, or other person, of the aggregate cost to be 
created by this amendment, if adopted. A prob- 
able estimate can be arrived at when the fact is 
known that a full set for each Senator and his pre- 
decessors within the period embraced in theamend- 
ment would cost very nearly, if not quite, eight 
hundred dollars, and theamendmentis so worded, 
it would give to every one who has been a Sena- 


tor within the period it includes a full set. Its 
phraseology appears to justify me in assuming 
that such would be the construction put upon it. 
That is not my friend’s intention, I know. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. What is that? 

Mr. FITCH. Youramendment will give every 
one who has been a Senator within the time it 
includes, a full set of the Globe, without any ref- 
erence to the numbers they may have previously 
received. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I think not. 

Mr. FITCH. I know that was not your in- 
tention; buttheamendment will be thus construed. 
There are many others situated like myself, who 
have been, within the period included in the 
amendment, members of one or the other branch 
of Congress for a part, more or less, of the time; 
and we have received the Globe for the sessions 
for which we have been members, and for no 
others. This proposition gives us the Globe almost 
or quite from the period of its commencement, 
and the entire series for each set from that period 
to this will cost, at the price indicated in the 
amendment, certainly between six and eight hun- 
dred dollars. Theaggregate cost, I am confident, 
in the event of the adoption of the amendment, 
would perfectly astound the next Congress when 
they were called upon to vote the deficiency thus 
created. Itis better, therefore, to know accurately 
what the cost will be, before we adopt any propo- 
sition of this kind; and that can only be ascer- 
tained by first obtaining the names and the terms 
of service of those members of either House upon 
whom the amendment would bestow books. As 
now advised, certainly I am very unwilling to 
sustain it or see it adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I know the 
pain of the Senator from Indiana in opposing any- 
thing which I may present, and I reciprocate with 
him all those kindly declarations, and the addi- 
tional one, that I am more pained, I think, than 
he is by that kind of opposition, and particularly 
so when I see that he has filled his remarks with 
what are, I must say, errors, and, if I understand 
him rightly, gross errors. Fle said that a set of 
the Globe cost six or seven hundred dollars. That 
is not correct, atall. He has stated three times, 
or very nearly three times, over the true amount. 
Then, as to the conclusion he would draw from 
the amendment, that where a Senator had received 
a large portion of these volumes, he would still 
get another entire set. Thisisnot correct, Lask 
that the Secretary read the amendment, so that 
that may be seen. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


“ To enable the Secretary of the Senate to purchase from 
the publisher, at the rate heretofore paid him, a sufficient 
number of copies of the Congressional Globe and Appendix, 
containing the debates of Congress trom December 3, 1833, 
to March 4, 1859, inclusive, to furnish each member of the 
Senate who has not heretofore received them, either as a 
Senator or Representative, one full copy, $5,635.” 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Certainly if, 
under that, a Senator should get a whole series, 
when he only needed one, two, three, or five vol- 
umes to complete his set, it would be an outrage. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The Senator may not have 
intended that result; but such is clearly the con- 
struction, I think. Itis ‘to furnish cach mem- 
ber of the Senate who has not heretofore received 
them, as a Senator or Representative, a complete 
copy.” There are very few Senators who have 
received a full copy. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. After the opin- 
ion expressed by the Senator from Indiana, and 
the construction which the Senator from Vermont, 
who is an experienced jurist and a judge of lan- 
guage, puts upon it, I admit that it should be care- 
fully guarded in that respect. I will be very thank- 
fulif the Senator from Vermont will suggest an 
amendment that will make it explicit that each 
Senator shall only have those copies which are 
necessary to make up his complement. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I do not desire to do that, 
for this reason: my opinion is that if you ask the 
publisher to make up broken sets, he will charge 
just as much forthem as he would for whole sets. 
He does not want to have broken sets on hand. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The amend- 
ment says at the rates heretofore paid; and we all 
know what they are. 

Mr. POLK. What are they? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. So mucha vol- 
ume, The way it has been heretofore it will be 
hereafter—so much per volume. The question of 
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the cost of this work was once investigated at 
great length in this body, and it was plainly seen 
that there was no work published in the wide 
world cheaper than this is, unless it be the Bible. 

I shall not delay the Senate with any further į 
remarks aboutit. [believe the amendment ought 
to pass. 1 do not think it kind to offer this kind 
of opposition in the Senate. If the Senate is of 
opinion that Senators who have not received the 
volumes should not have them, and, in the lan- 
guage of my friend, the Senator from lowa, that 
those who have received them should not return 
them, I think I may as weil be silent. 

Mr. MASON. Iwas not aware that the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia had been 
charged with an inquiry as to the expediency of 
purchasing new books; and I would ask the hon- 
orable Senator whether the committee was charged 
by the Senate to inquire into the expediency of it? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will answer 
the Senator. I know his pragmatical character, 
{Jaughter,] and I am perfectly familiar with his 
inquisitive spirit. (Laughter.] He wants to know 
everything, and he has never succeeded in find- 
ing ital out by a iong shot. In this instance, I 
will say I believea committee of this body, with- 
out going to the Senate for instructions, or to the 
chairman of Forcign Relations, can be permitted 
sometimes to judge of business for themselves. 
Such has ever been the uniform rule. [have never 
known any committee to fail to take charge of 
any subject if there was no particular commiltee 
to which it was regularly assignable, and bring it 
before the Senate, if it was connected directly 
with the interest of the body. 

Mr. MASON. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I 
wish to puta question. I do not know whether 
the Senator is a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Jam. | atleast 
catch you there. [Laughter.] I happen to be a 
member of that committee. 

Mr. MASON. Then I am sure the Senator 
can inform me whether the Senate ever charged | 
that committee with this inquiry. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I should like 
to know if the Senator, because he belongs to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, is justified in 
taking a master! au fatherly care of the’action 
of these little subordinate concerns? [think he 
will preserve more peace in the family if he will 
leave these minutie alone to those who have a 
more particular charge of them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MASON. Isubmit to the castigation very 
cheerfully and kindly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I brought it 
before that committee myself, I will say to the 
Senator. i 

Mr. MASON. But I am bound to infer, from 
what has fallen from the Senator, that the Senate 
never charged the committee with this matter. 
There was no resolution of the Senate directing 
the committee to inquire into this subject. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. None. | 
Mr. MASON. Assuming that to he the case, 
and the Senator admits it, it originated in the com- | 
mittee. I make a question of order, The rule | 
of the Senate says that no amendment for addi- | 
tional appropriations shall be received unless in 
the way pointed out in the rule. One of the pre- 
scribed cases is, wherean amendment is moved 
by direction of a standing or select committee of 
the Senate.’ Unless the committee of the Senate 
is charged by the Senate with that duty, I say 

they cannot move an amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Is that last part 
of the Senator’s remarks in the rule? 

Mr. MASON. No, sir; but in the law of the 
body, in the parliamentary law, I object to the 
amendment on the question of order. | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator | 
raises a question of order. 1 shall not enter into 
the debate on that. 

Mr. FITCH. If it be objected to on the ques- | 
tion of order, I presume the Chair must decide 
the question before there can be any debate. Ibe- 


lieve the question of order must be decided with- |: 


out debate, unless there is an appeal. i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amend- | 
ment having been moved by direction of a stand- | 
ing committee of the Senate, the Chair is of the | 
| 


opinion that it is in order. 
Mr. FITCH. ` ; 
subject open for discussion 


That decision continues the 
I have endeavored | 


| Senator or Rep 


| little, 


| 
i 
| 
| 


| withdraw the motion. 


while my friend from Arkansas, and the Senator 
from Virginia, were engaged in their colloquy, to 
make a close estimate of the cost, and will state 
to the Senate the basis upon which that’estimate 
is made; then they will be the judges of its cor- 
rectness. I stated that the series would cost six 
or eight hundred dollars each. That must be 
understood—perhaps I did not explain myself 
sufficiently at the time—as applying to the entire 
series which will be distributed to cach present 
Senator, and those who have preceded him. The 
cost for a Congress is ten dollars. We pay six 
dollars for the long session, and three dollars for 
the short session, and fifty cents each volume for 
binding; but even if we average it at nine dol- 
lars and a half for a Congress, the cost of the 
numbers of the one series issued to each individ- 
ual, saying nothing of those who have preceded 
him—and they get the same number—would be 
many thousands of dollars. Tracing members 
back from ourselves to all those who have prece- 
ded us in the Senate, I think my first estimate that 
the cost would be $800 each, letting each Senator 
now in office represent all those who have prece- 
ded him, is a very moderate one. Atnine dollars 
and a half each, the cost to present Senators for 
the series issued to themselves, assuming that 
they are, all from the originai phraseology of the 
amendment, to be entitled to an entire series, 
would be $16,302. Of course the cost would be 
correspondingly increased in the other end of the 
Capitol. It is a very moderate computation tò 
say that cach ane of us, on an average, since 
1833, has been preceded by four other Senators, 
all of whom would be entitled to a series. Mul- 
tiply the $16,302 by four, and you have $65,208 
as the cost to the Senate alone. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Docs the Sen- 
ator say that in reference to the effect of this 
amendment ? 

Mr. FITCH. As it was originally introduced; 
not, perhaps, as it has been amended. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It is amended 
now to mect that. The whole appropriation is 
iess than six thousand dollars, and I suggest to 
Scnators that if they are voting and talking against 
an appropriation of $60,000, hey are shooting 
wide of the mark. F hope certainly they will not 
consent to appropriate $65,000; but this is a sim- 
ple matter of only $5,600. The amendment, as 
it is now modified to meet ihe objection, reads 
thus: : 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to purchase from 
the publisher, at the rate heretofore paid him, a sufficient 
number of copies of the Congressional Globe aud Appendix, 
containing the de of Congress from December 3, 1833, 
to March 4, 1859, inclusive, to furnish cach member of the 
Senate who has not herctofore received them, cither as a 
sentative, such volumes or numbers of the 


said work as may be required to make the setof each mem- 
ber complete for that period, 35, 


Mr. FESSENDEN called forthe yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 7, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chandler, Green, Hemphill, Johnson of 

s, Kennedy, Latham, and Sebastian—7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bing- 
ham, Bre ameron, Clark, Collamer, Critteuden, Doo- 
Fessenden, Fitek, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Haun- 
ter, King, Lane, Mason, Morrill, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Ricc, Simmons, Ten Eyck, Trumsull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—32. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BIGLER. Before submitting the motion 
which I intend to do, I desire to make a state- 
ment which it may be proper that Senators should 
know, that I shall, at the proper time to-morrow 
afternoon, move for an executive session. Ihave 
thought it right that 1 should make this state- 
ment, in order that Senators may understand my 
intention, 

Several Senators. 
ment. 

Mr. BIGLER. I know there are Senators who 


z] 


Now, move an adjourn- 


arc obliged to meet to-night upon a committee of | 


conference, and there is another meeting besides 
that. Itis now nearly six o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let us get the bill out of 
committee. I believe there are no more amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BIGLER. If there was any probability 
that we could soon take the bill out of committee, 
I might waive my motion; but 1 see no proba- 
bility of tirat, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I hope the Senator will 
I understand there are no 
more amendments 


Mr. ANTHONY. “Only one more... 

Mr. BIGLER. ` Ihave the floor. “It seemsto 
be indicated satisfactorily to my own mind that 
there are no amendments, and we shall dispose of 
the bill prompily. F therefore withdraw the mo- 
tion. ` S 

Mr. WILKINSON. 
as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the’ Secretary of the In- 
terior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
audit and settie the accounts. of the late superintendent of 
the Fort Ridgely and. South Pass. wagon-road, up to the 
time when he was relieved grom the care of the public 
property in his possession—allowing him all such sums as 
in the opinion of the Secretary may be fair, reasonable, and 
just, and charging him with all such sums as in his opin- 
ion be ought to be charged with, and to pay out of any 
money in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the 
amount found to be justly and equitably duc to the said 
superintendent, if any : Provided, The amount herein pro~ 
vided for shall not exceed the sum of $10,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I must raise a question 
of order on that. It is evidently a private claim, 

Mr. WILKINSON. The services which were 
rendered, and which this section proposes to set- 
tle—— 

Mr. GRIMES. The question of order must 
be decided without debate. ; 

Mr. WILKINSON. Iam showing that this 
amendment does not come within the exclusion 
of the rule, and am going to show from the statute 
that the services here performed, were performed 
under an existing law. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I inquire of the Senator if 
he moves it from any committee? 

Mr. WILKINSON. Yes, sir; from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. The services were performed 
under an existing law, and an appropriation made 
in advance before the services were rendered. An 
appropriation was made for the Fort Ridgely and 
South Pass wagon road, and under that law, that 
appropriation made in advance, this officer was 
appointed to discharge the duty. The Senator 
from Towa laughs. Perhaps if he would refer to 
the statute he would find that Lam correct. Let 
me read it: : 

“ Be it enacted, Yc., That the sum of $50,000 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 'T'reas- 
ury, for the construction of a road from Fort Ridgely, inthe 
Territory of Minnesota, to the South Pass in the Rocky 
Mountains, in the Territory of Nebraska, said road to be 
constructed under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior pursuant to contracts to be made by him. 

“Approved, July 22, 1856.” 

Under this act, the Scerctary of the Interior 
appointed a superintendent of that wagon road, 
put him in the discharge of certain duties. The 
officer performed them, and now this section xe- 
quires a settlement of his accounts with the De- 

artment, and that he shall be paid such sum as 
is due to him. It comes dircetly within the cases 
allowed by the rule. It is to carry out the pro- 
visions of an existing law. 

Mr. GRIMES. Why was he not 
was not his claim audited and paic 
law? 

Mr. WILKINSON. Why were not a great 
many things done here that ought to have been 
done? That is a very strange question for à gen- 
tleman on this side of the Chamber to ask. 

Mr. BIGLER. I renew my motion that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. [call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BIGLER. I withdraw the motion, rather 
than have the time consumed in taking the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Rice.) 
The question before the Senate is on the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Minnesota, 

Mr. CLARK. 
ment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I rise to a question of order. 
I want to know if the Chair decides that the amend- 
ment is in order. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood that the Senator from Maine withdrew 
his guestion of order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not at all; I have not 
withdrawn it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I make the objection, if he 
does not, as a point of order; and I ask for the 
decision of the Chair as to whether the amend- 
ment is in order. 

"Mr CLARK. If gentlemen will let me pro- 
pone my amendment, it may lead to some useful 
egislation. 


I offer. this. amendment 


pan Why 
under that 


I move to amend the amend- 
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~», Mr. FESSENDEN, Let us decide the ques- 


tion. a Sa : 

Mr. CLARK. I want to get a statement; so 

as tó have a report. before we vote the money; and 
not vote the money first, and afterwards hee a 
statement of the case. =... 

Mr. BIGLER and others. Let the Chair de- 
cide the question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that this-is not private claim; that it 
has been introduced in pursuance of a law; and it 
is Simply to enable theaccounting officers to settle 
the’ accounts of an officer under that law, and 
therefore not a private claim within the meaning 
of the rule. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BAYARD. -An appeal has been taken by 
the Senator from Maine——- 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would notmake a speech 
about it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not desire to extend*the 
debate; but I must say that, if this is not a private 
claim, and also one which is not to carry outany 
existing law, l am unable to understand the mean- 
ing of terms. It professes to be to settle the ac- 
counts of a single individual; that is, for the pur- 

ose of establishing a private claim, and to pay a 
balance, notexceeding a certain sum, if it be found 
due to a single individual. Itis not to carry out 
an existing law. Being a private claim would 
not alone bar it under the rule. It cannot be to 
carry out an existing law, or this further legisla- 
tion would not be necessary. The law, as itexists, 
authorizes the settlement of any claim on the Gov- 
ernment under the existing laws; and it must, of 
necessity, be an attempt by legislation to relieve 
a private claimant, or else there would be no rea- 
son at all for adopting the amendfffent. 

Again: forms amount toa great deal in these 
matters; and the language of the amendment is 
dangerous in the extreme, in my judgment. It 
gives unlimited discretion to the officer to whom 
the matter is to be referred, to allow to the party 
whatever he deems fair, reasonable, and just. 
The words * equitable and just,” are often used 
in congressional laws, and they have received a 
judicial interpretation; and hence they might be 
safe. “ Fair, reasonable, and just,” musi depend 
on the discretion of the particular man; and then 
on the other side, as to charging the party, he is 
to be charged, not with anything that the law 
requires him to be charged with, but be is to be 
charged with whatever the officer, in his judgment, 
thinks he ought to be charged with. In other 
words, it leaves the broadest discretion to the offi- 
cer to decide as he pleases. There is no limita- 
tion, except of the amount—$10,000. The ac- 
counting officer has an absolute discretion under 
the provisions of the amendment to make his de- 
cision, and, it seems to me, without any limita- 
tion whatever. It is in his discretion to charge 
the party with what ho thinks he ought to be 

< charged with, and to allow him what he thinks 
fair, reasonable, and just. Heis not to charge 
him what, on principle, he is legally chargeable 
with, but what he thinks he ought to be charged 
with, under the language of the amendment, I 
think it is dangerous in its character, and in the 
lunguage that is used in it. 

Apart from that, how can it be anything else 
than u private claim, and a private claim not to 
carry into effect an existing law? There would 
be no necessity at all for the amendment if it was 
to carry out an existing law. If only a sette- 
ment of the accounts was needed, the laws are 
ample for that purpose. If there was a necessity 
to make an appropriation to pay an acknowledged 
claim contracted undcr an existing law, it would 
be a different matter; but this is not an acknowl- 

edged claim; it is not a claim under any existing 
law, but it is asked to give a sufficient authority 
for its allowance; and yet, gentlemen say it is not 
a private claim. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 am very 
glad that the Chair has decided the question as 
he has done, and I think the decision is consist- 
ent, not only with what has for many years been 
the opinion of this body, butit is intimately allied 
with one of the very first principles that ought 
always to govern in this body,and has governed 
it; and that is, that the previous question shall 
not be brought to bear in this Chamber. The 
meaning of that is simply that, not only has a 


| provide for a private claim, unless it be to earry out the 


‘Senator a right to address-his remarks to any 


uestion thatis brought before this body; but that 
that right: shall be preserved in this Chamber 
though it has been lost elsewhere, and that the 
body may preserve a right to liberty of action. 

If the course of decision insisted upon to-day, 
and insisted upon with some success, should be 
persevered in, the liberty of action of the Senate 
will be entirely cut off. There have not always 
been occupants of the chair disposed to rule 
down the Senate to the lowest point in regard to 
its own action. If the constructions that have 
been insisted on to-day shall-be carried into force, 
the result of our rules will be, thatthey are made, 
not for the purpose of promoting the business of 
the body, but for the purpose of obstructing its 
action. Whenever we shall reach that point, it 
will be here as it is in the House of Representa- 
tives, that half a dozen gentlemen will have con- 
trol of the business, and will command a majority 
of votes, and those who may be disposed to 
rebel against the injustice of such a condition of 
things will find themselves powerless to obtain 
any kind of relief. It is of no use that liberty of 
debate shall be preserved if liberty of action be 
destroyed; and it is exactly to that condition that 
we are to be reduced by a too stringent construc- 
tion of the rule, which places it in the power of 
Senators to deprive the body of the means of reach- 
ing a piece of business, and exercising its own 
discretion and its own judgment. 

The original rule, as well as J recollect, was, 
that when a measure was presented by an author- 
ized committee, a regular standing committee of 
this body, it was entitled to be considered—not tq 
be passed, but to be considered—unless it was 
distinctly a private claim. Here the Chair gives 
his conception of the proposition. Others give 
their conception of it. We differ upon the fact as 
to whether it is a private claim or not. The Chair 
is bound to give the most liberal construction that 
can be given, if he discharges his duty rightfully 
to this body. Whena difference of opinion exists 
as to whether itis or is not a private claim, no 
one can decide foreach individual member, except 
the member himsclf, upon his own vote. The 
judgment of the Senate should be taken upon each 
measure, and it should not be choked down by 
too stringent a construction of the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A point of or- 
der having been raised and decided by the Chair, 
an appeal has been taken trom that decision. The 
question is, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate ?” 

Mr. FESSENDEN called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Ido not pretend to know 
a great deal about the rules; but I have listened 
to some of the arguments here, and I must say 
that the course which Senators—good lawyers— 
have taken in the discussion of this question of 
order, the last two days, is very singular to me. 
Yesterday [heard Senators argue that the amend- 
ment offered by the Scnator from Connecticut 
(Mr. Dixon] should be ruled out because there 
Was not an original appropriation to pay for the 
marble which was. got out for the Charleston cus- 
tom-house. That was the argument that was 
urged against that claim yesterday. Now, this 
is a case where a public officer goes on with an 
appropriation made in ad vance—an appropriation 
made by Congress before any service was per- 
formed—and discharges his duty; taking it en- 
tirely out of the reach of the rule that Senators 
stated yesterday. Then it was argued that, if 
there had been an original appropriation—if there 
had been a provision of law in the first instance 
for the payment of the demand which was then 
objected to, it would have been taken out of the 
rule. Now, the same Senators get up here, and 
argue that this case ought to be thrown out be- 
cause itis a private claim, without any reference 
to the existing law. What is the language of the 
rule? 

“£ No amendment shall be received whose object is to 


provisions of an existing law, or a treaty stipulation.” 
Now, I admit, assuming the argument to be cor- 
rect, that if these services had been performed 
withoutan original appropriation, perhapsitwould 
have come within the rule; but here the appro- 
priation is made in advance, and because the party 


cannot get a just and fair settlement with the De- 
partment, we are to be shut down when Senators | 


may be offered. 


here who have ‘the control of these things say 
they must be shut out.” Nobody must have any- 


thing to say here unless he comes in according to 


the peculiar notions of certain gentlemen who stand 
here to shut out every fair and honest claim that 
ay I care but very: little whether 
this is voted down or not. I suppose it will be, 
because some gentlemen do not think it favors 
their opinions. ? g 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas.19, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, John- 
son of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Lane, Latham, Nichol- 
son, Powell, Sebastian, Wade, and Wilkinson—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Authony, Baker, Bragg, Cameron, Col- 
lamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, Pearce, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, and Wil- 
son—l7. \ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision 
of the Chair having been sustained, the question 
before the Senate is the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to say a word. 
As amember of the Committee on Finance, hav- 
ing been intrusted and requested to bring forward 
certain appropriation bills, and, if possible, get 
them passed, i have thought it my duty to object 
ai different times to movements that were made, 
which I thought outof order. I want it perfectly 
understood that I have made these objections en- . 
tirely without reference to the individuals who 
offered the amendments, or to the amendments 
themselves, so far as their merits are concerned, 
except on the simple principle that 1 supposed 
them to be within the rules, and to have been de- 
cided over and over again to be out of order. I 
hear on different sides of the Chamber, when a 
question is brought up, the observation that ** cer- 
tain gentlemen in the Senate are objecting to this 
and objecting to that,” as if they were doing per- 
sonal injury to the Senators. [think that ishardly 
afair way. The members of the Finance Com- 
mittee have really not a very easy time of it, be- 
ing obliged to stand by these bills and get them 
through. I hear other observations, when gen- 
tlemen happen to fail in their own individual 
movements with reference to amendments, that 
the bill shall not pass this time or that time. 

Now, sir, 1 really want gentlemen to under- 
stand, in all good nature, what I think aboutthis 
matter. Though I have been defeated a great 
many times since I have been in the Senate, in 
amendments which I have proposed, and have 
had them ruled out of order very frequently, I 
have never taken it asa personal injury to myself, 
l have borne it, been satisfied with the decision 
of the Senate, took it in good temper, and trusted 
that I might have better luck at another time, or 
accomplish my object in some other way. 

For myself 1 have only to say, that I shall make 
no attempt to keep my bills free (if I shall happen 
to have charge of any more) of these matters, if I 
must necessarily be considered as running against 
the interests and the wishes of every individual 
who happens to offer an amendment. 1 do not 
think it is fair that I should be placed in the posi- 
tion of having a personal quarrel with everybody 
whose amendment I happen to object to. I have 
always voted on these questions, simply with ref- 
erence to the thing itself, and nothing else. If I 
believed it out order, come from where it would, 
my own side of the House or any other, I have 
voted against it. If I believed it in order, I have 
voted to receive it, without reference to anything 
else but the question of order. If gentlemen will 
only follow the same rule, we shall save a vast 
deal of difficulty that occurs here. I take it that 
it is no personal insult or personal injury to any 
Senator, when he offers an amendment, for me, 
whether I am a member of the Committee on Fi- 
nance or not, whether I have charge of the bill or 
not, to raise a question of order on it, if I think 
itoutof order. It certainly ought not to apply 
to one whose duty it is to raise the question in 
taking care of his bills, to do everything he can 
to keep them clear of what is objectionable. As 
to this remark in regard to certain individuals in 
the Senate, and certain Senators trying to keep 
things off, I will only say, that every question has 
been submitted to the Senate, and has been de- 
cided by a majority one way or the other. 

I make this explanation simply for the purpose 
of saying that, whatever amendments Senators 
hereafter may choose to offer to this bill, they 
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shall meet no objection from me. They may load 
it down to the water’s edge, if they see fit. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota, by striking 
out the word “settle,” and inserting “ state;’’ 
and striking out all after the word “ with,” and 
to insert ‘“report the same to Congress;”’ so as 
to make his amendment read: 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to andit 
and state the accounts of the late superintendent of the Fort 
Ridgely and South Pass wagon road up to the time when 
he was relieved from the care of the publie property in bis 
possession, aud allow him alf such sums as, in the opinion 
of the Secretary, may be fair, reasonable, and just, and 
charge hith with all such sums as, in his opinion, he ought 
to be charged with, and report the same to Congress. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. In consequence 
of my misfortune in having had an amendment 
voted down, lest the language of the Senator from 
Maine shouid be construed as applicable to me, 
lam under the necessity of asking him to say 
whether he alluded to me. I hope the Senator 
did not mean to imply that each member of this 
body who had an amendment voted down was 
finding fault withhim. I know the great burden 
that is upon his shoulders, and upon the should- 
ers of those who work with him. I will say to 
the Senator now, that if he did understand from 
any one that I complained or found fault with his 
course, he is mistaken. He has certainly used 
very hard words 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I uttered no hard words. 
I said that Senators had complained and spoken 
about certain individuals having their own way. 
If the Senator did not say anything of that sort, 
Laa not mean him; if he did say it, I did mean 
um, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Thatisamost 
intelligible statement; very clearindeed. [Laugh- 
ter.] The world docs not know who the Senator 
means. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I make no charge against 
any one. 

Mr. JOHNSON. of Arkansas. You made it 
against the whole body, who sit here as your 

eers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: This discus- 
sion is out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then it was 
out of order for the Senator from Maine—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
question before the Senate justifying the course 
of debate which is being indulged in. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I am speaking 
to the bill. The remark is not applicable to me 
at ail, and I do not know who it is applicable to; 
but it is applicable to somebody. I am address- 
ing myself to the bill, which 1 hope may pass. 
As far as 1 am concerned, I have no objection 
to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Lhope the amendment 
to the amendment will uot prevail. Itisthe same 
as throwing the whole thing over another year. 
I do not think, if a public officer has gone on and 
discharged his duties, and the Department so find, 
that it is a fair way of treating him. I do not be- 
lieve it is a just and proper way to treat the mat- 
ter; and therefore I oppose the amendmentof the 
Senator from New Hampshire, which leaves the 

arty without any relief whatever. 

Mr. CLARK. [propose the amendment, be- 
cause I do not think it best to provide money to 

y before the account is stated and it is known 
to Congress what is to be paid. By this amend- 
ment we authorize the Secretary to state to Con- 
gress this account, allowing what is fairand just, 
and charging him with what he ought to pay, and 
report it to us, so that we may know the amount 
to be paid, and pay it,and know what we are doing. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; there being on a division—ayes twenty-five, 
noes not counted. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. CLARK and others. 
out of committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I made a motion to ad- 
journ. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Let us get the bill 


Í before the House a communication from the Post 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PEARCE. I now move that the Senate | 
adjourn. I wish to say something upon some of 
the amendments to-morrow. . 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihope we shall concur in 
the amendments that are not objected to. 

Mr. PEARCE. I want to object to some of 
them. We cantake them up in the morning. I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspar, February 26, 1861. 


The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chapiain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
The Journalof yesterday was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 


Office Department, transmitting, in accordance 
with the requirement of the act of June 2, 1836, 
a statement of offers and contracts for carrying 
the mail; which was laid of the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THE CRISIS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the proceedings of a Dem- 
ocratic meeting in the State of Pennsylvania; 
which were laid on the table. à 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. J hold in my 
hand two petitions which I desire to present to 
the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. Icall for the regular order 
of business, which is the bill of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Stantow.} We have been told 
that we have but two hours for the consideration 
of that bill this morning; and I insist that there 
shall be no delay in going to its consideration, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. J only desire to 
present a couple of petitions. It will take but a 
moment. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is House bill No. 1003, supplementary to 
the several acts now in force to provide for call- 
ing forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union, suppress insurrections, and repel inva- 
sions; upon which the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Howarp] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave a resolution, which I 
believe is a privileged onc, for the purpose of 
holding a night session to consider the Pacific 
railroad bill. I ask that it may be read. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to hear- 
ing the gentleman’s resolution read, and F have 
no objection to the gentleman from Hlinois pre- 
senting his petitions; but I object to the time of 
the House being taken up to deprive us of any 
portion of the two hours we have for the consid- 
eration of the force bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Mlinois. I will not occupy 
a minute, 

Mr. EDGERTON. [I object. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I am surprised 
that the gentleman from Ohio should object, when 
I propose to present petitions from the people in 
relation to the present condition of the country. 
I have, on several occasions, presented petitions 
against the propositions I made in the House for 
the settlement of our national difficulties. Now, 
{ hold in my hand a petition, more numerously 
signed than the others, praying its adoption; and 
Į think it unjust that E should be prevented from 
presenting it. Sir, I desire that the voice of the 
people should be heard; for I confidently believe 
that, if they can be heard, some adjustment of 
the present difficulties will be effected; and I say 
to the gentleman, that if their voice is stifled, 
and, in disregard of their will, the Government is 
disrupted by the madness of political action, and 
civil war be induced, a just retribution will be 
visited on those who did not do all in their power 
to prevent it. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Therules require that pe- 
titions shall be handed to the Clerk; and I only 
ask that the gentleman shall present his petitions 
under the rules, as all of us have to present ours. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. [ask leave to pre- 
sent the proceedings of a convention of the people 
of the State of Indiana, held at the city of Indian- 


apolis, om the 22d instant, without distinction of 
party, for the purpose of giving expression tothe 
sentiments of the people in regard to the existing 
national troubles, at which convention resolutions 
in favor of the adoption by Congress: of the Crit- 
tenden proposition were unanimously adopted, I 
will merely say that these resolutions, I believe, 
eas the views of four fifths of the people of my 
tate. 

The resolutions were received -by unanimous 
consent, and laid on the table. ; 

Mr. CURTIS. I now ask the consent of the 
House to present my resolution. I present itas 
a privileged question. Task that it may be read. 

Mr. BURNETT. The special order for the 
morning is a privileged question; and: T do not 
imagine that the gentleman can supersede It. >. 

The SPEAKER. The special order has been 
called for, aud the Chair has no power to have 
the resolution of the gentleman from lowa read. 
The gentleman from Michigan is entitled to the 
floor; and thirty-five minutes of his hour still 
remain. 

MESSAGE FROM TUE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Partoy, one of their clerks, notifying. the 
House that the Senate have passed bills of the 
House of the following tides; in which he asked 
the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (No. 895) making appropriations for cer- 
tain civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1860; and 

_A bill (No. 950) in relation to the postal ser- 
vice, 

Also, that the President of the United States 
has notified the Senate that he did, on the 23d 
instant, approve and sign an act (8. No. 345) for 
the relief of Mary Walbach, widow of the late 
Brevet Brigadicr General John DeB. Walbach, 
of the United States Army. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. J ask the consent of the 
House ge the miscellaneous appropriation bill, 
which fas just come from the Senate, may be 
printed, with the Senate amendments; and that the 
Superintendent of Public Printing have authority 
to have it printed wherever he may think proper, 
so that the printing may be done promptly. ` 


THB MILITIA, 

The special order was then taken up for con- 
sideration. i 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigans Mr. Speaker, 
when the debate on this bill was interrupted on 
Thursday last, by the expiration of the morning 
hour, 1 was proceeding to state that this bill, in 
my judgment, had no other effect than to give 
construction, to furnish an explanation of the laws 
already existing upon the subject. And although 
this bill wasreported by the Military Committee, 
one similar to it was first reported by the special 
committee to which was referred the special mes- 
sage of the President. ‘The reason why they re- 
ported the bill they did, analogous to this was, 
not because of any belief on their part that the 
present law was insufficient; but because of a 
somewhat extraordinary opinion recently pub- 
lished by the late Attorney General, and because 
of the position assumed in the special message of 
the President. The President characterizes seces- 
sion as a thing wholly unknown to the Constitu- 
tion and withoutthe pale of the law. He declared, 
in distinct terms, that it was revolution; that it 
may be justifiable revolution, but thatit was nev- 
ertheless revolution. He then proceeded to say 
that the Constitution has provided ample means 
for meeting all such contingencies; but that the 
magnitude and volume of the present revolution- 
ary movement reach far above the present state 
of the legislation of the county. Perhaps this 
remark was made in allusion to the opinion of the 
Attorney General, already referred to. ‘To remove 
the matter from doubt, the special committee re- 
ported a biil; and this one, } understand, is simi- 
lar to it. The special committee were willing to 
give way, because it seemed more proper thata 
measure of this kind should originate with the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Now, sir, whether the belief entertained by the 
committee is correct or not, whether this be a 
mere interpretation—and a proper one—of the 
present law, or goes beyond it, itis clearly, in 
the present emergency, among the constitutional 
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owers of this House, that they are called-upon 

y. the most sacred obligations to discharge. 
Among the enumerated duties of the President, 
in the Constitution, is one to see that the laws of 
the United States are faithfully executed. To this 
he is bound by oath; to this all his subordinates 
are alike bound: From. these oaths, there is no 
provision made by which they. can be released. 

“Thisis his duty. Among the very highest of the con- 
stitutional obligations imposed upon this House— 
perhaps the highest—is to see to it that the means 
should be put into the hands of the Executive to 
discharge his duties, and that the laws so putting 
the means in his hands shall be well defined. 
First of all, and above all, it is our duty to put 
into his hands the power to discharge his duty, 
and to point out the mode in which he shail ex- 
ercise the power. We-ecannot release ourselves 
from this obligation. We are required to pro- 
vide laws for his calling forth the militia, and 
accepting the services of volunteers to put down 
insurrection, to repel invasion, and to secure the 
faithful execution of the laws; and in addition to 
that, to put into his hands power to execute the 
Constitution in all of its length—to carry out all 
of its provisions. This is the very scope, this is 
the first great thing we are to look at. From this 
obligation there can be no release. Yet, strange 
to say, while this bill is clearly within its provis- 
ions, and while the state of the country makes it 
imperative that we should take action upon these 
subjects—while we are thus called upon to dis- 
charge the highest duty known to the Constitu- 
tion—we are met at the threshold, and this meas- 
ure is denounced with great bitterness by the 
distinguished gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bo- 
cock.) The Constitution, in enumerating the 
powers of Congress, gives authority— 

“To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the 
daws of the Union, suppress Insurrection, and repel inva- 
sions; to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, 
and ail other powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Governinent of the United States, or in any department or 
officer thereof.” 

Yet, sir, in the face of all this, this bil not only 
meets opposition, but is denounced as being some- 
thing extraordinary, something unheard of, some- 
thing exceedingly cdious. Why, Mr. Speaker, it 
has occurred to me that that measure is sure to re- 
ceive denunciation in this House just in propor- 
tion as itis constitutional, and as it proposes to 
make provision to carry out the Constitution. I 
know of nothing which is more sure to receive 
denunciation here than the plain provisions of the 
Constitution, and I am almost prepared to say, if 
a stranger were to come here from some other coun- 
try and look down upon our proceedings fora 
few consccutive hours, the first question he would 
ask himself would be: ‘ What country is repre- 
sented here? Whose representatives are these? 
What country in opposition to the United States 
and in opposition to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States has representatives and controlling in- 
fluence here upon this foor??? Nothing so read- 
ily excites gentlemen, nothing secures such bitter 
denunciation as a proposition to execute the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already said, during the 
progress of this debate, thatthe first duty, the high- 
est duty ofany Government, and perhaps onc that 
goes back of all constitutions, is the duty of self- 
preservation, And in that isinvolved the duty of 
Grotecting and defending the means of self-defense. 

et, sir, while sixteen forts, a vast amount of 
arms and ammunition, custom-houses and post 
offices and other public property have been seized 
and held against the United States, while these 
acts of war have been transpiring, they scem to 
excite no extraordinary surprise, and least of all, 
any indignation. But the moment it is proposed 
that the executive department of the Government 
shall defend the Constitution, defend the Govern- 
ment, that moment we are met by denunciation. 
We are told that gentlemen will get excited if we 
propose to defend the Government. I should not 
wonder if they did. It looks very much like it. 
But, nevertheless, the question returns, what is 
our constitutional duty, and what means shall we 
find to release ourselves from that obligation, or 
what excuse if we neglect to discharge it? I will 
not do anything unnecessarily to excite, or un- 
necessarily to provoke any portion of our breth- 
ren. God forbid that I should advocate any ex- 
treme measures, I would have the olive branch 
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of peace ever go before the implements of power; 
ever before the defensive exercise of power--and 
no other exercise of power is contemplated or 
ought to be. Before you use your power defens- 
ively, I would try every means of conciliation. 
The olive branch of peace should ever go before. 
Nevertheless, the issue is continually forced upon 
us, and we must meet it. 

The gentleman from Virginia denounced this 
bill in terms, to my ears, sounding very strange, 
exceedingly bitter, and almost to satisfy my mind 
~or would quite, if I had not known the gentle- 
man so well—that there was lurking beneath it a 
secret hostility to the Government itself. While 
this is the case, in the very next breath he de- 
nounced us for withholding all conciliation—refus- 
ing to make any terms, or any overtures of peace 
What compromise would the gentleman have? 
It is true that our ears have been filled with loud 
complaints of aggressions upon the South, and 
infringements of their rights. Ido not say that 
these charges are not made in good faith; but they 
are wonderfully peculiar in this: that they utterly 
fail to specifically point out what they want, or 
what the grievance is. In one breath, we are told 
that the people of the North have become hostile 


i to the institutions of the South. Yet, sir, in the 


first State that seceded—South Carolina—on the 
very day that the ordinance of secession was 
passed, in the debate that took place, a gentleman 
rose in his place in that convention, and, without 
rebuke, said, ‘* We have consummated the work 
of forty years.” Another one said, ‘t We have 
torn down the Government around us, and now 
we must construct another.”’ It would seem that 
this had been the work for forty years; and if trea- 
son had been festering for forty years, out of the 
seventy-two years of our existence, it will hardly 
do for gentlemen to justify this movement of 
secession upon the ground that northern public 
sentiment has become suddenly hostile. Out of 
their own mouths let them be judged. 

We are told that the Territories are the great 
source of difference between the two sections. I 
admitit has been at various periods of our history, 
but it is a singular fact that we have not one foot 
of territory in the United States, claimed by the 
South, which is notalready under an organic law, 
made specifically as a compromise only ten years 
ago. The highest claim they make is that the 
shall have all the territory up to 360 30', while 
the North may have all north of that line. Sir, 
all the territory south of that line is under the 
compromise measures of 1850, except the Indian 
Territory, which is under a treaty which prevents 
our touching it at all. What compromise would 
you have? Would you have us, first of all, tear 
down one which was made a finality only ten 
years ago? Hence itis, that the proposition re- 
ported from the committee of thirty-three, by my 
friend from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin,] instead of pro- 
posing a new compromise upon this subject, pro- 
poses simply to carry out and execute the old 
law; not that we indorse the principle of that law, 
not that we would vote for such a law as a new 


propominon; but that, as it is upon the statute- | 
ook, an organic law, a compromise, under which 


settlements have taken place, it might not appear 
to be our duty to disturb the peace of the country 
by destroying that; therefore we propose to exe- 
cute the law. : 

What more have you the right to claim upon 
this subject? We have acquired no territory since 
1850. Then the whole country was excited from 
one end to the other; the Union was threatened, 
a compromise was made, and now you declare 
that we shall break it down in order to introduce 
another. I tell you you cannot do it; and as the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bococx] saw fit to 
appeal tous in regard to the action and sentiment 
of the northern people, I tell him he will get no 
justification from the people anywhere. 

Look, again, atthe beginning of the last ses- 
sion of Congress. Our friends who supported the 
Bell and Everett ticket, our friends known as 
Americans, under the lead of the distinguished 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. GILMER,] 
held a caucus, adopted a platform, brought into 


the House resolutions, and the purport of those | 
i resolutions were, that inasmuch as the whole 


difficulty was settled by the compromise measures 
of 1850, so far as the Territories were concerned, 
and that having been acquiesced in by the Demo- 


cratic convention in Balumore, and by the Whig 
+ 


convention at Baltimore in 1852, and having been 
acquiesced in by the whole country, we ought to 
stand fair and square upon that compromise, and 
that should be the platform for the election of a 
Speaker. Now, the proposition reported here 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Corwi,} 


_ proposes, so. far as you are concerned, and the 


preservation of your rights, the very same thihg. 

Another source of grievance has been the exe- 
cution of the fugitive slave law. We all know 
that that law was exceedingly odious to the north- 
ern States in some of its features; but the Presi- 
dent in his message tells us that the law has béén 
executed in every case during his administration. 
Whether. that be literally true, I do not know; I 
state the authority as Í receive it. And do you 
propose to disrupt the Government because of 
the hostility to this law, when the Chief Magis- 
trate tells us it has been executed in every case. 

Again: the percentage of loss upon your run- 
away slaves is less than that upon your horses. 
You take the whole value of your slaves, and the 
value of those who have run away, and the per- 
centage of loss is less than it is upon. your horses. 
But be this as it may, that law may be easily 
amended, so as to make it more effective, perhaps, 
in securing your rights, while it would be less 
odious to the northern people. 

Another thing that has been urged is, that there 
has been difficulty about the rendition of fugitives 
from justice. I admit that some difficulty has 
sprung up upon that subject, growing out of the 
peculiarities of local statutes upon the one side or 
the other. But that is very easy of adjustment. 
You only need to establish a uniform rule, and 
turn it over to the courts of the United States, so 
that your decisions will be uniform; and then equal 


justice will be secured upon all sides. 


Now, these are substantially all the grievances 
enumerated; and how thinner than air they be- 
come upon simple examination! It is true, the 
southern people have been excited to frenzy by 
representations that the Republican party intend 
to use the power of the General Government to 
abolish slavery within the States. This was dis- 
tinctly denied in the Chicago platform, and it was 
distinctly denied in the resolution which passed 
this House the other day by-a unanimous vote 
There is not a Republican in all the northern 
States who ever thought of such a thing, or ever 
desired such a thing. Nay, there is not one that 
would tolerate it; because the freedom of our States 
rests upon the exercise of State sovereignty there. 
Our States are free, because the sovereign power 
of our States makes them free. Your States are 
slave States, because the exercise of State sover- 
eignty has made them slave States. If we should 
permit the General Government to destroy slavery 
in one of your States, we should thereby admit 
their right to establish it in all the free States. The 
attempt to do this thing would producc, sooner 
than anything else, civil war; and it would not be 
confined to the southern States It is alla mis- 
apprehension. Perhaps one half of the men in the 
southern States who voted for secession, voted 
believing that hostility to slavery might produce 
such a result, ‘It is most preposterous. 

Mr. Speaker, when the madness of the hour 
shall pass away; when this excitement shall have 
disappeared; when men shall look at these things 
coolly, they will denounce this whole movement 
as the most causeless revolt to be fouffd in the 
history of the world. There has been nothing 
like it since Lucifer and his angels were thrown 
over the battlements of Heaven. There is no 
foundation for it. There are no difficulties Here 
which might not be settled, and, in my judgment, 
they ought to be settled But remaining unset- 
tled, what is the duty of Congress? They have 
but one duty to perform, and that is, to move on 
with moderation, with coolness, with wisdom; but 
with unflinching firmness to the discharge of every 
great constitutional duty—namely, the execution 
of the laws of the Union, the defense of the Union, 
the public property of the Union; in short, the 
execution of the Constitution. This must be done 
There is but one tribunal which can release them 
from it,and thatis the sovereign power that framed 
the Constitution. That is the only power that 
can dissolve this Government; and until it is dis- 
solved, our duty is not doubtful, nor will the final 
result prove uncertain. 

I suppose the idea of those gentlemen who at- 
tack the bili so violently is that, in some way, 
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secession is a peaceful or constitutional remedy; 
or, in other words, that it has a legal existence. 
Could anything be more absurd? Or, ifthey them- 
selves admit that this is revolution, how can they 
resist the suppression of revolution? Mr. Speaker, 
we need but a moment toshow that it has nolegal 
foundation whatever; for an ordinance of seces- 
sion can by no possibility rise higher, in a Jegal 
point of view, than the State constitution. If a 
secession convention be legal, or if it be regular, 
if it observe all formality, if it receive the unan- 
imous indorsement of the people of the seceding 
Staté, then it rises just as high, and no higher 
than any other organic act of the State. It is just 
as high as a State constitution, and no higher. 
And yet the Constitution makes the Constitution 
itself, and the laws of the Union, and the treaties 
made by the authorities of the United States the 
supreme law of the land, anything in any State 
constitution, or, if you please, anything in your 
ordinances of secession, to the contrary notwith- 
standing. Itisabsurd. It necds only to bestated, 
to show that itcan have no legal foundation what- 
ever, It is, therefore,a revolution—no more and 
no less. 

Again, sir, itis not only without legal author- 
ity, but itisdestructive of the very first principles 
of the Government. All rightful power that any 
Government has, is made up by the surrender of 
such natural individual rights as the people have 
given to it for the purpose of securing protection 
to their remaining rights. This is the very found- 
ation of all Governments, not only laid down by 
Blackstone, but by every writer who has outlived 
his own age. All the rightful powers of the Gov- 
ernment are made up of such individual rights as 
have been surrendered for that specific purpose. 
Whether you consider our Governmentas a mere 
compact between States, or a Union of the whote | 
people, it does not alter the case; because if it be 
a mere compact, the States, in making it, only 
used such power as had been given to them by 
the individuals of the States; and ifa State may 
resume its sovereign power at its will—tbat is, 
secede, then it follows irresistibly that every in- 
dividual may, upon the same principle, resume 
his sovereignty at his pleasure, defeat the execu- 
tion of all laws, and make all Governments ut- 
terly impossible. Itisa humbug; it is nothing 
more or less, ina legal point of view, thana hum- 
bug. tis a revolution, 

Now, General Jackson, in 1833, declared that 
revolution was a sacred right that could not be 
surrendered; but he said it was a right that did 
not pertain toa State, by any possibility. A State 
has no more right of revo.ution against the Gen- 
eral Government than it has against any forcign 
Government. A State can no more have revolu- 
tion against the Gencral Government, or the Gen- 
eral Government against a State—because each | 
has its own proper sphere—than they can have 
the right of revolution against any foreign coun- 
try. The whole Government that the people have 
ordained is made up of two parts—the State gov- 
ernments, for local purposes, and the General Gov- 
ernment, for national purposes—each designed to 
move in its own proper sphere, and the one can- 
not rightfully interfere with the othe You might 
as well say that one of the planets, that moves in 
its own orbit, and has done so ever since the morn- 
ing stars sang together, has the right of revolu- 
tion against the other plancts of the system. The 
truth is, this is revolution; this is rebellion; and ; 
rebellion leads to treason. These propositions 
are so undeniably founded in truth, that I am | 
amazed that they should be even questioned. F 
deny that this is a war measure, It is a measure 
rendered necessary, if we would discharge our 
duty, respect our oaths,and preserve the Govern- | 
ment, I therefore throw back the denunciations 
leveled against this bill. And without question- 
ing the motives of any gentleman on this floor, 
and without the least disrespect for the gentleman 
ftom Virginia, I denounce the denunciations as 
unwarranted, and, in my judgment, calculated in 
their tendency to break up the Government, and 
render aid and comfort to its enemies. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. Speaker, if I were to fol- 
iow the gentleman who has just resumed his seat 
along the line of argument he pursued in his very 
desultory remarks, Iwould be obliged to consider 
the most difficult problems involved in our com- 
plicated system ofgovernments. But,sir neither 


| Who so bold as to deny the assertion ? 


the occasion nor my own inclination permits such 
an endeavor. For one, | am unwilling to avail 
myself ofthe opportunity of very restricted debate 
extorted from the dominant majority here ina 
moment of sudden panic. It is theit purpose, 
plainly manifest and, indeed, openly avowed, to 
drive through this measure without pause or de- 
liberation by the resistless pressure of an arbitrary 
rule; and the poor privilege of protest I will not 
accept as an equivalent for that freedom of speech 
which I claim as a prerogative of constitutional 
guarantee. 

For another reason I decline to discuss the bill 
before the House. Is it notobvious to universal 
apprehension that its passage is already decreed 
in the councils of a relentless majority; and that 
no weight of authority, no force of argument, no 
urgency of appeal, can avail to divert them from 
their purpose? I will not appear, by sharing in 
the discussion, to acknowledge that to be the re- 
sult of deliberation which is the effect of force. 

But, sir, another and a more imperative consid- 
eration still restrains me from opposing argument 
to the passage of this bill. Inasmuch as its enact- 
ment—its eventual enactment—is a foregone and 


just 4 
inevitable conclusion, I do most fervently pray 


that it may be adopied at once, to the end that the 


| people of “Virginia and the South may be roused 


to an apprehension of the perils which menace 
their destruction. Sir, itis by this policy of con- 
ecalment and procrastination, this Machiavelian 
policy of ‘divide and conquer,”’ that the enemies 
of the South have sown division in the councils 
of the South. Dissembling designs which I know 
they entertain, and pretending pacific purposes, 
which 1 know they abhor at heart, they have suc- 
cecded, so far, in detaching the border States from 
the southern mterest and southern alliance. Sir, 
for the sake of a united South, for the sake of the 
cause now suspended on the success of the south- 
ern movement, I beseech gentlemen upon the other 
side, nay, rather I do defiantly challenge them, to 
assume the attitude of avowed hostility corre- 
spondent with their bloody designs. 

L know, sir—and no man on the other side of 
the House will dare gainsay the asseveration— 
that the Republican party are resolved never to 
recognize the independence of the seceding States; 
never to surrender dominion of the capttired forts; 
never to relinquish the Federal authority over any 
locality where it may have prevailed; in short, are 
resolved to permit the South no other alternative 
than submission or subjugation. In the event the 
South shall decline to capitulate, coercion—coer- 
cion of arms—is their purpose and their policy. 
Indeed, 
sir, if stronger words be possible, stronger words 
are requisite; and J dare proclaim to the country, 
that itis the policy of the dominant party and the 
incoming Administration to carry slanghter and 
the sword into the bosom of the Republic sooner 
than tolerate the independent existence of the 
southern confederacy. Why, sir, the bill before 
us—to say nothing of other.measures of an analo- 
gous character—is proof of their purpose. 

After the very frank and intelligible exposition 
of the meaning and intent of the bill, propounded 
by the honorable gentleman who reported it, lam 
amazed that any one should be perplexed as to 
its effect. With a candor which cannot be too 
highly commended, and with a clearness of state- 
ment which dissipates every cloud of ambiguity, 
the gentleman announced that this bill is designed 
to supply omissions in the acts of 1795 and 1807; 
omissions in these essential and all significant par- 
ticulars, that, whereas those acts were allowed 
to operate only in pursuance of legal process, and 
for the repression of individual resistance to the 
Fedcrallaws, this measure arms the President with 
power, plenary power, to chastise and subdue 
the organized revolt of a State government. In 
a word, sir, it isa measure of coercion—a meas- 
ure under the authority of which the President 


| may carry on a campaign of vigorous hostilities 


against a State—a measure, in truth, of civil and 
fraternal war. Sir, itneeds not that perverse pre- 
judice of southern patriotism, which my colleague 


from the Norfolk district [Mr. Mituson] re- | 
proachfully imputed to my colleague across the | 


aisle, [Mr.Ganyert,] todiscern thisaim and oper- 
ation in the bill; for the gentleman who intro- 
duced it so describes it. APS 
Such, sir, are the object and effect of this bill; 
but it is distinguished by details of a still more | 


7 F ae 
monstrous character. It submits to the fallible 


and capricious judgment of a single individual— 
the President of the United States—to determine 
when occasion shall require the: employment of 
force against a State, and so invests him with the 
arbitrary power of initiating civil war. To carry 
out the suggestion of his understanding, (itmay.be 
the impulse of his resentment or the dictate of his 
ambition,) the billauthorizes the President to grasp 
all the naval and military resources of the coun- 
try—the militia as well as the regular service— 
millions of men—and to hurt them in fatal attack 
upon a member of this Confederacy. 

Sir, it signifies nothing, as intimated by the gen- 
tleman who preceded me, that this measure does 
not involve an appropriation of money. For that 
defect it is all the more portentous, since it allows 
the President to pledge the faith and credit of the 
country to an unlimited amount. Tell me, has all 
regard for the essential principles of civil liberty, 
has all solicitude for the blessed reign of peace, 
vanished from among us, that we are willing to 
arm the Executive with this enormous power for 
this flagilious purpose; a purpose not only fatal 
to freedom and shocking to humanity, buta pùr- 
pose plainly prohibited by the principles of the 
Constitution? 

Sir, it is an historie verity, a fact of official 
record, that two propositions were submitted to 
the convention which framed the Constitution, 
investing the Federal Government with the power 
of coercinga State, One of these propositions was 
presented by Mr. Randolph, of my own,State, 
and the other by Mr. Paterson, of New Jersey; 
and both propositions were rejected with the em- 
phasis of the most signal unanimity. That the 
doctrine of coercion 1s repugnant to all the prin- 
ciples of this Constitution and Government is 
attested by the authority of the men who created 
the Constitution. I will not adduce the authority 
of Madison, but I cite a single paragraph from a 
specch delivered by Alexander Hamilton in the 
convention of New York—-Hamilton, whom F 
know gentlemen on the other’side hold in the 
highest regard and reverence: 

“Do coerce the States is one of the maddest projects that 
was ever devised. A failurcof compliance will never be 
confined toa single State. This being the case, can we 
suppose it wise to hazard a civil war? Suppose Massachu- 
setts, or any large State, should refuse, and Congress should 
attempt to compel them : would they not have influence to 
procure assistance, especially from those States who are in 
the same situation as themselves? What picture does this 
idea present to our View—-Congress marching the troops of 
one State into the bosom of another; this State collecting 
auxiliaries and forming, perhaps, a majority against its Ped- 
eral head! Here is a nation at war with itself, Can any 
reasonable man be well disposed towards a Government 
which makes war and carnage the only means of support- 
ing itself--a Government that can exist only by the sword ?7? 

Such, Mr. Speaker, is the principle, such the 
purpose of this bill, such its character—so mon- 
strous and so mischievous, carrying death and 
desolation in its plausible periods; and yet gentle- 
tlemen upon the other side propose to hurry it 
through the forms of law, granting, as a special 
favor, the indulgence of a single day’s debate. 
Sir, L will not discuss it. - 

Peace we prefer, but peace you will not give 
us. Nothing do you profit by the lessons of ex- 
perience. The Sybil offered you the unimpaired 
volume of wisdom, but you rejected the precious 
gift. State after State has seceded, and still you 
are obdurate. To the end you will persevere till 
the last opportunity of pacification 1s gone, and 
gone forever. ‘ R 

Then, sir, I say, pass your bills of coercion. 
Pass them with whatsoever of indecent haste and 
aggravating circumstance. Collect the materials 
of war, so that when your leader descends upon 
the scene, he may draw the curtain from the 
bloody drama—so that when be assumes the reins 
of power, he may precipitate his legions into the 
bosom of the South. Ido not say they will be 
“welcomed with bloody hands to hospitable 
graves;” but this I willadventure, that the people 
of the South will not surrender their rights without 
a struggle; and that for whatsoever may be wrested 
from them by the grasp of superior force, they 
willindemnify their posterity by bequeathingthem 
the legacy of an untarnished name. 

Mr. CURTIS obtained the floor. 

Mr.SICKLES. Lask the gentleman from Iowa 
to allow me to Ca an amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman can obtain the 
floor, and present his amendment. 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who last addressed 
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the House- [Mr. Pryor] has. proceeded: on the 
game line of argument that has been adopted-by 
his-predecessors—many of them from the same 
` State—all, apparently, taking the same course of 
declamation and declaration and denunciation in 
regard to this bill, None of them seem to meet it 
fairly; but they seek to break it down by a cry 
of war, a' cry of coercion, a cry of-oppression. 
They are determined to keep the public mind in- 
flamed and bewildered, rather- than to look clearly 
-and fairly atthe questions before Congress. 

The gentleman who last. addressed the House 
has disclosed his purpose. Icommend him for his 
frankness; and I have been surprised at the argu- 
ments of his predecessors, because they seemed to 
be.addressed to the fears or prejudices of some- 
body. l did not see why they should address 
such arguments to their peers on this floor. 1 
thought, possibly, they were intended for the gal- 
leries. . They ery ‘‘ war.” They constantly de- 
clare our purpose is coercion; while everything 
we do, and everything we say, has a different 
bearing, The gentleman hopes we will pass this 
bill. He defiantly challenges us to pass it, in order 


that it may arouse the people of Virginia and the | 


South. He does not address your reason, does 
not speak to this House of which he is a mem- 
ber; but speaks to the conventions and assem- 
blages of the South that are prepared to take ac- 
tion against his own mother country. 

What is the attitude of this measure? It is 
very true that some portions of our country are 
in a state of rebellion and civil war. The gentle- 
man says that States have seceded, and are there- 
fore an independent confederacy, outside of this 
Republic. That very statement ought to put us 
on our guard as a nation, and invite the sympa- 
thy and patriotism of our people. It ought to 
induce us to invest the Government with all the 
power and appropriations and protection neces- 
sary to enable it to exercise all its functions. If 
we are anation, we ought to show it when the 
country is thus. exposed to disaster. A distin- 
guished writer has said thatthe pillars of a nation’s 
sovereignty are © goodness, wisdom, and power.” 
If you are a true patriot and love your country, 
if you know the true meaning of the words “my 
country,” if you feel the same emotions that a 
German, an Englishman, or a Frenchman feels 
when his country is assailed, you will do all that 
you can to give force and eflect to those great 
pillars which support the country we enjoy. Has 
not your mother country been pure and generous? 
Has she not preserved your homesin peace? Has 
she not secured for us extraordinary prosperity as 
a nation? Do you not love that flag that was un- 
furled for your protection in the days of the Rev- 
olution? Do you not love that fag which has 
triumphed on a thousand fields, which has been 
carried into foreign countries, and triumphantly 
piaced upon foreign standards? 1 had supposed 
there is no nation in the world, no people on carth, 
that would vot spring to arms when their country 
is assailed by a foreign or domestic foe. Here our 
mothegs country, our nursing mother, is assailed; 
alas! assailed by her own ungrateful and unnatu- 
ral children, She has borne much and suffered 


long. She has been assailed in the executive 
chambers. ‘Traitors have been skulking behind 


exccutive robes, and they have stabbed her inthe 
Senate Chamber. ‘They have drawn their mur- 
‘derous weapons upon her, and stabbed her in her 
own national halls. ln this House, too, she has 
been assailed with the same ruthless parricidal 
ferocity. With tears and anguish she appeals in 
vain to her children, who, instead of clasping her 
in affection, come into this Hall and show their 
bloody daggers, reeking with the blood drawn 
from their own mother’s bosom—from that bosom 
which sustained and nourished them—and vaunt 


the glory of their achievement. And if she raise | 


her hand to repel these attacks and resist her utter 


destruction, her assailants threaten to call apon 


the whole family to aid them in the accomplish- į 


ment of their murderous purposes. They say 
that she shall not exercise her functions; that those 
who assail her shail be protected. She is to be 
disarmed, and her loyal sons are not to be per- 
mitted to rally around her standards. 

_ Bir, this country 1s not my country more than 
it is yours; this is not my flag more than it is 
yours. Weare all bound by a common compact. 
‘That compact is an agreement with all for the 
protection of each; an agreement with each for 


i 


_pate to-day in administering the Government, can 


i Government to be increased, it is because there is 


the protection of all. -That-is the nature of our 
Government and of all Governments. .1f you de- 
sire to protect and sustain your Government, 
why should you not cali upon the people of the 
country, herloyai sons, to rally around her, and 
protect and preserve her in this her day of trial 
and tribulation ? 

-I have said, Mr. Speaker, that the great pillars 
of a nation are goodness, wisdom, and: power. 
Alas, I fear that the wisdom of our fathers may 
have passed away. I fear that this generation 
which has heard the story of the Revolution from 
the very lips of those who participated in secur- 
ing our liberties, we who have inherited the great 
blessings of this Goverfiment, and ought to sus- 
tain it, have not inherited also that wisdom and 
patriotism which guided our fathers. . Let us, 
however, try to exercise such wisdom as has been 
conferred upon us, for we have a fearful re- 
sponsibility resting on us; and for the manner in 
which we shall discharge our duties, we will have 
to answer to future generations. The erection of 
this national Government was the glory of one 
generation: it will be the shame of that genera- 
tion which destroys‘it. There can be no glory 
derived from its destruction. We who partici- 


acquire no honor, no glory, no laurels, by any 
participation in the destruction of such a Govern- 
ment. Our fathers acquired immortality in the 
erection of this glorious republican Government; 
it will be an everlasting shame and disgrace to us 
if we suffer it to fall in our day and generation. 

But, besides goodness and wisdom, I have said 
another essential attribute is adequate power. A 
Government without power is no Government at 
all. A law without sanction isnolaw. It isa 
mere counsel, a mere advice. If you say to your 
neighbor, ** you shall notsteal,”’ thatisavery wise 
admonition, butno security againstlarceny. Laws 
every where carry with them a penalty,and are to 
be executed with certainty and fidelity, or they are 
acheatand phantom. Therefore you have courts, 
constables, marshals, armies, navies, militia; you 
have these powers and functions surrounding 
the Government for the purpose of executing its 
laws. Is it possible that we have no power to 
sustain the Constitution, no power to execute the 
laws? Lawsare not made on absolute principles 
of right and wrong, but are designed to govern 
and contro] men for the common interests of so- 
ciety. Constitutions are made for the purpose of 
holding States together, and as a united compact 
render our peace and prosperity safe and certain; 
but without power, there would be no Constitu- 
tionand no law, and society will relapse into uni- 
versal anarchy. The great fundamental principle 
of the Government is, that its vitality shall be pro- 
tected and maintained. All writers say that the 
first duty of a Government is to protect itself. 
Self-preservation, therefore, is the first law of na- 
tions, and is the first law of ours; and no consti- 
tutional provision is necessary to establish this 
self-evident proposition. 

To say that we have not the constitutional 
power to protect ourselves is an absurdity; and to 
say that we are going to revolutionize ourselves, 
is to say that we are going to commit suicide, 
and conclude our career as a felo de se. Can it be 
possible, does anybody suppose, that the Federal 
Government designs to create revolution; that it 
designs to promote civil war; that it designs to de- 
stroy itself? Does anybody really supposea nation 
would be guilty of the folly of raising soldiers for 
the purpose of desolating and destroying its own 
fair proportions? Is there any President, any 
prince, any potentate, that would, with purpose 
aud power, seek to destroy his own power? And 
will our Government, our republican Govern- 
ment, disregard this fundamental principle of self- 
preservation? If, then, we ask the power of this 


imminent danger admitted by everybody; it is 
because its lifeis imperiled; anditis needed, there- 
fore, strictly for self-defense; for that, and noth- | 
ing else. It is for the sake of peace that we ask | 
that this Government shall have more power. If 
genuiemen will look at the provisions of the bill, 
they will sec that it has the same provisions pre- 
cisely that have becn always incorporated in bills 
of this kind for the protection and preservation 
of the peace of the country. Ithas this one idea: 
that the Government shall protect and preserve 


itself. 


February 26, 


In 1792, in pursuance of that provision of the 
Constitution requiring the Government to protect 
itselfagainst invasion, against‘ insurrection,” and 


| against “domestic violence,” a law was enacted 


for the same purpose; and this law has. been in 
existence—amended in some of its provisions— 
ever since that day. Since 1792, then, the essen- 
tial principles of this bill now under consideration 
have been upon your statute-books, and exist 
therenow. It was just as broad then asit is now. 
The law of 1792 gave the same discretionary 
power, placed.in the hands of the President, to call 
out forces, as we propose in the present bill; which 
does not change the old law. If, then, gentlemen 


complain of the latitude of this bill—and that is 


one of the complaints and denunciations made 
against this bill—if itis so broad as to give the 
President power to suppress insurrection, and 
to tepel invasion, you may go back in the history 
of the country and say that General Washington 
had the same power of which gentlemen now com- 
plain with such vehemence. Jefferson had the 
same power, every President has had the same 
power, to call out the militia at his own discre- 
tion, whenever he might deem it necessary to sup- 
press insurrection; or, in the language of the law 
of 1795, when “the laws shall be opposed, or 
their execution obstructed, by combinations too 
powerful to be suppressed by the ordinary course 
of judicial proceedings.” 

Mr. SIMMS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to call his attention to a clause in the Constitution 
upon this point? 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. ; 

Mr. SIMMS. The gentleman says this bill 
embodies the same principle as the act to which 
he has just referred. Now, I assert that this bill 
is in express violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. I will read the clause of the Con- 
stitution to which I refer, and I will then chal- 
lenge any gentleman upon the other side of the 
House to deny it. 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman does not com- 
prehend the point I am making. Itis, that the 
laws which were first enacted upon this subject 
have always been upon the statute-books, and 
they give to the President all the power which is 
necessary to repel invasion and suppress insur- 
rection, and to prevent civil war. 

Mr. SIMMS. I wish to call the attention of 


| the gentleman to the fact, that this bill authorizes 


the President of the United States to commission 
the officers of the volunteers who are accepted 
under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is true. 

Mr. SIMMS. Here is the clause of the Con- 
stitution to which I refer: 

“To provide for organizing and arming and disciplining 
the militia, and for governing such part of them as may be 
employed in the service of the United States, reserving to 
the States respectively the appointment of the officers, and 
the authority of training the militia, according to the dis- 
cipline prescribed by Congress.’? 

Now, sir, this bill provides that the President 
shall commission the officers of the volunteers to 
be called out, while the Constitution of the United 
States expressly reserves that right to the author- 
ity of the States. The power to appoints the 
power to commission, and the Government has 
never before assumed to usurp this expressly 
reserved right of the States. a 

Mr. CURTIS. Thatis a point to which I am 
very glad the gentleman from Kentucky has called 
my attention; for I desire to show that the bill 
does not contravene the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States in any particular, although it wasnotin 
the line of my argumentat this time to go into the 
consideration of the details of the bill. But, sir, 
that is one of the denunciations of gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House against this bill. The 
law docs not appoint the officers; the Constitu- 
tion authorizes the Governors or State authorities 
of the States, to appoint or select the officers; but 
when they shail have been mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States, they may then be com- 
missioned under the laws of the United States. 
The selection of officers is one thing, and the 
commissioning of them is another. If Lam not 
mistaken, in the Mexican war, officers of volun- 
teer forces, after they were mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States, were commissioned by 
the President, 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from lowa whether the officers of the volunteer 
forces mustered into the service of the United 
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States were not commissioned by the authorities 
of the States in which they were raised? 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainty. 

Mr. PHELPS. Which was in accordance with 
the Constitution of the United States; while the 
proposition in this bill, authorizing the President 
to commission them, isa violation of that instru- 
ment. 

Mr. CURTIS. When I said ‘certainly,’ I 
intended to say that certainly they were appointed 
by the State authorities; bat when they had been 
mustered into the service of the United States, 
they received substantially, if not actually, com- 
missions from.the Federai Government. The 
exact form of commission is purely a matter of 
moonshine. When these volunteers are mustered 
into theservice of the United States, they areunder 
the operation of the laws of the United States, and 
the officers are infact Federal officers. A commis- 
sion then given to themis nothing more or lessthan 
a certificate that they are recognized as being in 
the service of the United States, subject to the 
laws of the United States, to be under the regu- 
lations and pay of the United States Army. 

Mr. PHELPS. Do l understand the gentle- 
man from lowa as saying, that the officers of the 
volunteer forces in the Mexican war, called into 
service from outside the District of Columbia, 
were commissioned by the President of the United 
States? > 

Mr. CURTIS. They are recognized as being 
in the service and pay of the United States, under 
the command of the President; and that is, in 
effect, a commission. The particular form of com- 
mission is of no consequence. ‘The fact of their 
condition as commissioned officers in the service 
of the United States is implied or expressed. 
They were in the service of the United States; 
they were acknowledged to be officers of the 
United States Army; and they were, in fact, com- 
missioned as officers of the United States Army. 
But, sir, I do not wish to be drawn off from the 
line of my argument. 

Mr. HUGHES. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Jowa, I desire to say that not in 
one single solitary case during the war with Mex- 
ico was any officer of the volunteer forces, outside 
the District of Columbia, ever commissioned by 
the President of the United States. There is the 
greatest difference in the world between being 
mustered into service and conferring upon the 
President power to select and commission the ofi- 
cers. In that war, the officers were uniformly 
selected by the authorities of the States; the mode 
of selection varying in the several States, in ac- 
cordance with the laws thereof. They were com- 
missioned by the authorities of the States, and 
then mustered into the service of the United States, 
and their commissions were not at the disposal of 
the President when the officers had been so mus- 
tered into service; but whenever, by resignation 
or dismissal, vacancies occurred, the new com- 
missions always came from the Governors of the 
States. 

Mr. PHELPS. That was the practice, cer- 
tainly. 

Mr. RUST. I want toask the gentleman from 
Iowa whether he did not hold command of a regi- 
ment of volunteers in the Mexican war? 

Mr. CURTIS. I did. 

Mr. RUST. Now I want to inquire of the gen- 
tleman, from whom he received his commission ? 

Mr. CURTIS. There was no one connected 
with the volunteer forces, perhaps, who had more 
to do with mustering forces into service, or who 
had a better opportunity of understanding what 
was the practice upon that point, than myself. 
At the commencement of that war I was author- 
ized by the President to superintend the calling 
of volunteers into service. I was appointed by 
the Governor of Ohio, by direction of the Presi- 
dent, and therefore I say I was commissioned by 
him. I was recognized as an officer of the rank 
of a brigadier general, and paid as such. My po- 
sition was that of a commissioned officer, and was 
so recognized; and I always regarded my com- 
mission as derived from the President, although 
no formal commission was issued. l was elected 
colonel of one of the regiments, and was imme- 
diately mustered asa colonel into the United States 
service. Although I had no certificate thereof, I 
was to all intents and purposes a commissioned 
officer in the United States service. This law 
proposes that a t‘ commission,” or certificate of 


the fact, be given, as it should have been, and I 
think in some instances was given, during the 
Mexican war. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope the gentleman will per- 
mit me to say a word, 

Mr. CURTIS. I cannot. : 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not wish to discuss th 
question, but merely to make a statement correct- 
ing what the gentleman has said, in reference to 
the officers of the volunteer regiments from the 
States being commissioned by the President of the 
United States. I have a personal knowledge of 
the fact involved. I held a commission in the 
Army in Mexico, and I know that all the officers 
of the different volunteer regiments were commis- 
sioned by the Governors of the several States. 
There was not a single case where a commission 
was received by a volunteer oficer from the Pres- 
ident of the United States. 

Mr. CURTIS. My friend has only reiterated 
what the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.Hucugs]} 
stated. 

Mr. Speaker, I say that to all intents and pur- 
poses, wherever the commissions came from, the 
officers were in the service and under the control 
of the United States. The first commission I acted 
under was one I received from the President of 
the United States. I acted as a voluntcer officer, 
to enrol three regiments in Obio. Commissions 
were offered to some officers after they had served 
in the first call of the Mexican war, and they pro- 
ceeded to form new regiments, what Í call volun- 
teers. Lacted myself in different capacities. I 
received commissions, not directly from the Presi- 
dent, but from commanding generals acting under 
the Government of the United States. ‘To allin- 
tents and purposes, the officers of the volunteer 
regiments were regarded as officers of the United 
States. Commissions from the President could 
not have enlarged their duties and their powers, 
If 1 mistake not, some volunteer staff-oflicers did 
receive their commissions directly frora the Presi- 
dent, and | think others did. But this is all an im- 
material issue. 

Mr. SIMMS. Not one, sir, under the rank of 
a brigadier general. 

Mr. CURTIS. Of course they received their 
commissions from the President of the United 
States, Certain officers were commissioned and 
authorized to go out and enroll certain volunteer 
regiments. Near the close of the.war nine regi- 
ments were raised, and their officers commis- 
sioned by the President 

Mr. WINSLOW. They were in the regular 
Army. 

Mr. CURTIS. The part of this bill referred 


to, is intended merely to recognize the enrollment | 


of volunteers in the States, and not to give new 
power to anybody. If the bill have a provision 
in it that is unconstitutional, then the bill is to that 
extent null and void. 
quired to, and never will, give up the right to elect 
or appoint the officers that command their volun- 
teer companies and their militia. 1f this bill be 
intended to take away that rightand power of the 
States, it will have no effect. 1 do notdesire that 
that right shall be taken from them, and 1 do not 
think thet bill does. My friend thinks that it 
does. Ii it does, then to that extent it is uncon- 
stitutional, and null and void. 

Mr. SIMMS. Will the gentleman vote for a 
bill that is unconstitutional upon its face? 

Mr. CURTIS. Ido not say that this is uncon- 
stitutional. On the contrary, | think that the gen- 
tleman is wrong in his impression. 1 deny his 
premises, 

I will proceed. Companics are enrolled and 
mustered into the service of the United Siates, 
and the United States must give them some recog- 
nition. They may do so by commissions; and I 
do not see why it is not rightand proper that they 
should do so. The Constitution of the United 
States requires that the troops should be under 
the control of the United States when they come 
into the service. They should bave a perpetual 
evidence of that fact from the United States itself. 

Mr. SIMMS. Let me ask the gentleman an- 
other question in reference to the constitution- 
ality of this bill, upon another point. 

Mr. CURTIS. I cannot yield further. 


The States cannot be re- | 


i Mr. CURTIS. 


Mr. SIMMS, I will put the question which I | 


would like to hear the gentleman answer. 
Mr. CURTIS. I suppose I must yield. What 
is the gentleman’s question? 


Mr. SIMMS. Under the Constitution of the: 
United States, in all cases, every-citizen has the. 
right of trial by jury before he can be convicted: 
of any crime that involves life, liberty, or -prop- 
erty. Notwithstanding this constitutional safe- 
guard; thrown around every citizen, this bill con-.. 
fers power upon the President of: the United. 
States to murder every southern man without trial 
by jury. Should it suit his purposes of hate. or 
vengeance, under the plea of enforcing the laws, 
at his individual discretion, he may, by the pro- 
| visions of this bill, authorize a lieutenant or an 
orderly sergeant of the Army to shoot down upon, 
the highway the people of the South with perfect 
en ee and without legal responsibilty. Your 
bill isa bill of murder, sir, and not a billantended 
for the purpose of enforcing the jaws of the Uni-., 
ted States. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ido not see the gentleman’s 
constitutional point. Iam sorry he.should have 
interrupted me in the way he has. 

Mr. SIMMS. | Itis not my fault if the gentle- 
man cannot understand my point. I will repeat 
it. The Constitution gives you, and every other 
citizen, the right of trial by jury; and yet, under 
this bill, the President is authorized to shoot you: 
down upon the highway, or anywhere else, ify in 
| his opinion, you are engaged in an insurrection. 

lf heregard you asa political ora personalenemy, 
he has, under this bill, the right to order a lieu- 
tenant or an orderly sergeant. to shoot you down., 
The Constitution says, before your life shall. pe 
taken, you shall have the right of trial by jury- 
This bill refuses that; and in that is unconstitu-. 
tional. I repeat again, that itis a bill of murder, 
and nothing but murder. 

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, 1 cannot permit 
myself to be further interrupted with such dec- 
larations and declamation, Such is the kind of de- 
nunciation hurled at this bill, Whereis there in 
this bill any such provision as that referred to?. I 

ut the question for the purpose of answering it. 
There is nothing in the bill now before the House 
of that kind or character. [tis like the act passed 
in 1792, and the one passed in 1795, which au- 
| thorized the President of the United States to call. 
out the militia for the purpose of suppressing in- 
surrection, and for the purpose of executing the, 
laws where they are ‘ opposed and. their execu- 
tion is obstructed.” : 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Let me interrupt 
the gentleman. . p 

Mr. CURTIS. Icannot permit. myself to be, 
interrupted any further. See : 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I will not take half 
a minute. The gentleman states that an act like 
this has long been upon our statute-books, and 
that it conferred similar powers upon Jefferson, 
Madison, and our former Presidents,. If that be 
so, why then give the incoming President greater 
powers ? 


I know that these questions 
have led me away from the line of my argument, 


i} but as L have replied to the others, | will now 
| 


reply to the interrogatory of the gentleman from 
i| Missouri. The difference in this bill from the 
laws heretofore passed, is in the fact that it recog- 
nizes certain organized troops, volunteers, which 
li now exist in the different States, These organ- 
| ized and armed corps are ready for service, and 
| should therefore be preferred in calling out forces. 

In the early history of the country, when it 
|| was supposed insurrection and civil war threat- 
ened the public peace, the President was author- 
ized to organize, and, if deemed necessary, to call 
| out what was called “ minute men.” Under the 
law of 1794, eighty thousand men were author- 
i| ized to be enrolled, and to be prepared for conve~ 
i nient mobility to any service.. The President 
| was then authorized, at a moment’s warning, and 
| without limitation, to call out the whole or any 
| part of eighty thousand men, for the purpose of 
| subjugating, 1f you choose to call it so, those who 
| were inarms againstthe country. W huta power! 
We have now ten times the population we had 
then; and if this bill provided fora call or organ- 
| ism proportioned to the power conferred by the 
law of 1794, then it would authorize the raising 
| of eight hundred thousand men. 

Atanother period—I forget the date—the Presi- 
dent was authorized to organize, in the same 
way, and call out one hundred thousand men. 
The same proportion now would be one million 
men, to be called out for the purpose of suppress- 
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ing insurrection and allaying the troubles which | 
now threaten the ruin of the country. We do not 
ask that number; but merely the epee of 
existing laws to forces now enrolled. We have 
asked in this bill only what, under the circum- 
stances, should undoubtedly be granted. Do»you 
not love the country as your fathers did? Will 
you not rally around its banner? Will ro refuse 
to strengthen the executive arm of the Union, 
when the Union is in danger? Shall we refuse to 
give the President the power that our fathers were 
willing to grant to Presidents, under less trying 
and perilous circumstances ? 

They passed the law of 1792, and afterwards 
the law of 1795. The latter law still remains upon 
the statute-book. It authorizes the President to 
call forth the militia, at the discretion of the Pres- 
ident. So far as numbers are concerned, itis un- 
conditional, absolute. The troops ’are to be under 
the command of the President of the United States. 
If the President can shoot down a man under this 
bill, just so he always could do under former laws 
that have always been in force since 1792. The 
same articles of war existed then that exist now. 

The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bocock,] 
among other objections to this bill, alluded to the 
power of the President to try by court-martial. 

e spoke of the bill as though there was such a 
provision in it. I was astonished that a gentle- 
man, for whom I have so much respect, should 
appeal so much to prejudice. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that I read it as a part of the bill when ıt was 
notin the bill? 

Mr. CURTIS. No, sir. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 would scorn to do any such 
thing. The fact is, and the gentleman knows it 
very well, that when these volunteers are called 
into the service, they will come under another 
provision of the general law. 

Mr. CURTIS. So the armies of General Wash- | 
ington, the armies of the Mexican war, the armies 
of the United States, and every man who goes into 
the service of the United States, all come under 
those provisions. The gentleman from Virginia 
made his argument so insiduously as to affect 
the minds of gentlemen upon this floor, and make 
them believe that this bill contained a new idea; 
that all the men of the country would be enrolled 
under this bill by the new President; that they 
were to be sworn to support the Constitution of 
the United States; and, more than that, if they 
should: use disrespectful language towards the 
President, they were to be court-martialed and 
shot. 

I ask this House if this was a fair argument, to 
this appeal to the prejudices of the people, in ref- 
erence to the old common law, which has always 
existed in the Army—a law which has been in ex- 
istence since its organization—in order to make 
the country believe that some new invention was 
to be incorporated in this bill, for subjugating the 
eople. Why, sir,all the soldiers of the United 
tates came under the provisions of the law to 
which the gentleman from Virginia has referred. 
We have rules and articles of war, which are bar- 
barous in this character, but which are never ex- 
ecuted, “They yet exist upon the statute-book; 
they were framed under Washington, and have 
been perpetuated. But this bill contains no pro- 
vision of that kind. It is exactly in respect to 
these things as all other bills are, and those who 
are enrolled will be under the same law as those 
who fought the battles of the Revolution, the war 
of 1812, and the war with Mexico. They all 
came under these rules and articles of war, which 
prescribed the extreme penalties which are here 
paraded against this bill. 

What then becomes of your charges against this 
measure, that it creates a new power, that it is in- 
tended for coercion and for civil war? Isthecharge | 
a fair one? Is there anything in these charges? 
No, sir; the charge is rung here asa kind of alarm 
bell to increase the extraordinary terror that seems 
to have possessed the country. It is done for the 
purpose of terrifying and stifling reason, argu- 
ment, and reflection, and substituting passion and 
prejudice as the impulses of men. | 

Mr. SIMMS. I know that the gentleman from 
Towa is a frank and fair man; and, as such, I de- 
sire to ask him a plain question, which I hope he 
will answer without equivocation or evasion. 


5 


You say this is not a bill of coercion. Now, 1 
ask you, as a gentleman, as I believe you to be, 


if you and the Republican party upon this floor, 
when you propose all these different measures— 


i first, to interfere with the commerce of the seced- 


ing States by closing their ports ofentry, by hang- 
ing around their coasts with your men-of-war, and 
occupying forts with your-guns resting on their 
homes and cities; next, withdrawing all postal fa- 
cilities from those States—and now, by this bill, 
proposing to give to the President of the United 
States power to accept the service of a million of 
armed soldiery, to be used by him for any pur- 
pose that may subserve his caprice or prejudice; 
when you shall have thus, by this policy, and 
by these means, fenced them around and forced 
them to resist your authority, or perish, under 
your aggressive policy, by starvation, are you not 
using the most rigid of all means of coercion? 
And, above all, i wish to ask the gentleman 
whether he and his party, upon this floor, whose 
intent and purpose against these seceding States 
are so plain that the wayfaring man, though a 
fool, cannot be deceived in reference to your de- 
signs, can here, in this House, in broad daylight, 
and before the world, be guilty of the moral cow- 
ardice of skulking the logical effect of that policy 
and that intent which has thus far marked your 
every vote in this House? Sir, a brave man may 
sometimes err, but he never seeks to shun the re- 
sults of his own conduct, or the responsibilities 
that attach to his acts. If you mean war, have 
the manliness to avowit If you mean peace, 

ou cannot expect to convince the world that such 
is your purpose by calling around the Executive 
of the nation a million of armed men to be sup- 
ported out of the public Treasury, and to obey 
his behest. This, sir, is a war measure, not only 
mad and desperate in its designs, but a measure 
in direct violation of the Constitution. J shall 
expecta frank answer from the gentleman. I shall 
expect him to meet boldly and manly the logical 
consequences of the policy which he and his party 
are seeking, by this bill and others now pending 
in this House, to inaugurate. 

Mr. CURTIS. All this declamation against 
my party is gratutious,and has no place in the 
gentleman’s interrogation but to lead me from my 
argument. In one sense, I abhor the idea of co- 
ercion. I do not wish to see our armies marched 
into the southern of northern States,and our coun- 
trymen subdued by the force of arms. The gen- 
tleman knows I have no concealments, and he has 
no right to impute sinister motives on this side of 
the House. This Government is never going to 


subjugate and degrade mankind anywhere; but | 


it is going to secure to all who come within its in- 
fluence the equal rights we enjoy. The object of 
this bill is to send our eagles to protect our citi- 
zens, and shield them against revolution, against 
war, and against all the ills of anarchy, civil war, 
and oppression. It is designed as a defense for 
all those who seek shelter under our flag; all who 
desire peace and protection under the Constitution 
and the laws. This bill is not intended to coerce 
sovereign States, as such; but it is intended to 
secure the execution of the laws, to maintain our 


common Government, to protect and shelter all | 


citizens of all sections, wherever they are, and 
wherever they claim protection under the stars and 
stripes. Thatis the object ofall Governments. If 
you have not a Government that can protect all 
its members and ali its citizens, it is no Govern- 
mentat all, and I wantnothingtodowithit. Ihave 
no respect for a Government of mere volition: I 
wanta Governmentnot for coercion, butto prevent 
coercion and defend itself against all kinds of op- 
pression. I confess, I am afraid our Government 
is too weak. We have had a great deal of liberty, 
and I fear our people now expect unrestrained li- 
cense. We have engaged in angry discussionsand 
heated debates, and our people have not recovered 
from the animosities incited during the recent po- 
litical struggle. The whole world, and our own 


| people in particular, know that, for the last three 


or four months, all the functions of thisGoverment 
have been almost or entirely paralyzed. It has 
been a kind of interregnum in the executive power, 
when revolution could most successfully carry out 
its purposes. Presidents and parties are to change, 
and every species of discord has encompassed 
our national crisis, and endangered our sacred 
Union. 

In 1793 there was an insurrection and rebellion 
in the wesiern part of Pennsylvania. What did 
you do then? General Washington was Presi- 


dent. You had-then upon your statute-books a 
law to which I have alluded, similar to the one 
we propose now—the law of 1792; and when the 
President found it necessary to quell that insur- 
rection, he issued proclamation, arguments, en- 
treaties, and expostulations; and when he found 
that those would not succeed, he availed himself 
of the law, and raised an army of fifteen thousand 
men to enforce obedience to our Government. 
Where were the troops brought from, and where 
did they go? He called upon Virginia to main- 
tain and defend the standard of the Government. 
Yes, as he said, for the purpose of ‘‘ coercion!” 
Yes, sir, General Washington said, in his mes- 
sage to Congress, for coercion, and Virginia re- 
sponded to hiscall. The State of Maryland, too, 
was one of the first to rally under the banner he 
unfurled against insurrection and civil war in 
western Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HUGHES. Idesire to ask the gentleman 
whether he.considers the seceding States as in 
insurrection? 

Mr. CURTIS. Every open hostile act com- 
mitted against the laws of the United States is, 
of course, an act of rebellion against the laws, and 
so far insurrection. Iam not talking about States, 
but about individuals who are in rebellion against 
the laws, wherever they may be, few or many. 

Mr. HUGHES. Do you consider the seced- 
ing States in a state of insurrection? 

Mr. CURTIS. I regard every man who is in 
arms against the Government as an enemy of my 
country. I care not whether he comes from a 
seceding State or from any other part of the coun- 
try. Every man who raises his hand against the 
Government of the United States is in rebellion 
against the Government; and there is not a man 
in South Carolina or Georgia who carries a gun, 
who does not now regard himself as at war with 
this Government. He may call it war; I eall it 
insurrection and war; and be they many or few, 
counties or States, all who are in arms against 
us and in a state of insurrection 

Mr. HUGHES. This law then, of course, 
a to the seceding Statcs? 

r. CURTIS. It applies to all who are in 
rebellion against the Government of the United 
States. I was saying that Washington sent ar- 
mies from Virginia, New Jersey, and Maryland, 
to Pennsylvania, for the purpose of restoring 
peace, and not for purposes of war. If it was 
right then, is it not right now? But J] do not ask 
that you shall move armies. I trust in God that 
we never shall be compelled to move armies south- 
ward; though, as I said the other day, armies are 
there arrayed against us. Look at Fort Sumter 
besieged, Fort Moultrie and Castle Pinckney now 
in the hands of the insurgents, and Fort Pickens 
also invested. Look at New Orleans. Look on 
the banks of the Mississippi river, where guns 
have been stationed, and our steamboats fired 
upon, they say, with blank cartridges and some- 
times with shot across their bows. 

Mr.BURNETT. I know the gentleman does 
not wish to mislead any one. He refers to the 
conduct of General Washington in 1793. I de- 
sire to ask him whether Washington interfered 
with the insurrection to which the gentleman has 
referred, before the request, or without the request, 
of the executive of the State? And I desire to 
ask this additional question: whether the military 
is not subject to, and subordinate to, the civil 
authority? 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly the military power 
is subordinate to the civil power always; and it 
is right the military power should be subordi- 
nate to the civil authorities. Washington said, 
in his message, that he called out the militia of 
the United States because the associate judge of 
the district certified that the law could not be ex- 
ecuted by the judiciary. It was upon the very 
same occasion that now exists and the authority 
that we now invoke, and we therefore apprehend 
occasion to call out the militia. It was for that 
reason Washington called out the militia for the 
purpose of subduing the four counties of Penn- 
sylvania; and afterwards Congress authorized 
him to station troops there tor the purpose of 
preventing further combinations. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if Washington called out the militia any- 
where except in the neighborhood of the insur- 
rection f 

Mr. CURTIS. He called them, as I stated 
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before, from Virginia and Maryland and New 
Jersey. He marched them over the mountains, 
and suppressed the insurrection which existed 
there, and vindicated the Government against the 
charge that it had not the power of self-preser- 
vation. 

Now, sir, I supposed that matter was eternally 
settled. We had, by the Revolution, asserted our 
independence; by the war of 1812 we showed that 
we were able to vindicate our nationality among 
the nations of the earth; and by this act of Wash- 
ington in 1793, against insurrection, we showed | 
that we were capable of putting down insurrec- 
tion and civil war. Do as your fathers did. Rally | 
around the standard of your country. When you 
see that your country is in danger, if you love 
peace and do not want anarchy, rally round your 
country’s standard as your fathers did before you. | 
That is the only salvation for this country. Our 
institutions, our social systems, our domestic 

eace and social happiness, all depend on the | 
integrity and safety of our common country. I! 
tell you, sir, that I am for peace, but there can be 
no such thing as peace in this country unless the | 
people show more loyalty. The safety of our 
social systems does depend upon the principle of 
self-government here incorporated as our basis of 
government, and loyalty, fidelity, and devotion to 
the system must be inculcated and maintained. It 
is a part of our national contract that every man 
is bound to support his own Government, and the 
Government is bound to support every man and 
every member, whether you call it a State, a dis- 
trict, ora county. Every member of the Govern- 
ment is bound to the whole, and the whole to it. 
That is the contract upon which it exists, and 
each party is bound by every priticiple of justice 
and honor to maintain the constitutional Union, | 
because there is no other way in which our rights 
can be maintained. How can I in lowa feel that 
I am safe if the different sections of the country 
are going to withdraw and discard the nationality | 
of which I and my district are constituent ele~ | 
ments? There are two units recognized in our | 
Government—the unit of the pcople and the unit 
of the States; and these clements are bound to | 
support and sustain each other. This Union is 
so interwoven and cemented, is supported by such 
natural relations and affinities, that it cannot be 
separated without terrible disaster to all sections 
of the Union. When you talk about States se- 
ceding, you talk about an impossibility. They 
may revolutionize, ladmit. But the idea conveys 
the usual consequence—a violent and sanguinary 
struggle. You cannot separate this Goverment, 
now in its full life and vigor, without absolute 
war and bloodshed. Itis impossible in the nature 
of things. You mightas well expect to take my | 
arm from my body without convulsion and blood, 
as to expect to dismember this vigorous Govern- 
ment without convulsion and blood. This isa 
painful reality, study itas you may. Secession 
includes, sooner or later, the horrors of civil war. | 
It is not that I desire it, or that the Republican | 
party desires it, but it is our constitutional condi- | 
tion, We have no right to recognize secession; | 
no right to recognize revolution; no constitutional 
power to recognize disintegration; but every sec- 
tion of our charter implies perpetual integrity. 

Mr. BURNETT. I know the gentleman from | 
Towa generally speaks what he thinks, and does | 
itwith frankness. I desire, therefore, to ask him 
a question, which I hope he will answer Is it | 
your purpose, under this bill, in the event it | 

asscs, to reinforce the forts now within the sce- 
ceded States which are held by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and to recapture the forts which have 
been taken by those States unless they are surren- 
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dered? The gentleman will pardon me for putting 
this question to him. We want to know what your 
objects are. You deal in generalities, but you will 
not come tothe point. You talk about enforcing 
the laws and executing the laws. Now, asa frank 
man, I desire you to tell us whether that is your 
purpose and that of the Republican party, or not. 

Mr. CURTIS. My purpose is to support the 
Constitution of the United States as it is until 
some power shal! be vested in me to do otherwise. 
Iam sworn to support it, and God knows I have 
no desire to avoid that obligation. 

Now, I do not recognize the idea that it is ne- 
cessary for us to go and take forts that itmay be 
inexpedient or impossible to take. It may not be 
necessary to reinforce those forts, and thus aggra- 
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| vate the present evils by exasperating the excited 
country without necessity or propriety. Just 
now, I believe our forts are safe enough, and it 
| is not necessary now to determine future dificul- 
ties, since we have so many present difficulties to 
contend with. I recognize rebellion, insurrection, 


looking to its final conclusion, I would take all 
honorable means to avoid a conflict of arms. I 
do not believe that it is going to be necessary or 
expedient to march an army against the revolting 
States. It certainly will not be necessary, unless 
those who are now in arms against us shall carry 
their acts of war still further than they have done. 
If they do not, I trust we shall have no war; and 
the President will therefore only have to act on 
the defensive. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman has not an- 
swered my question, though I am compelled to 
take what he has said as an answer. It is an 
evasion, with all due deference to him. I desire 
to ask him another question, You say that you 
are for exccuting and enforcing the laws. Now, 
do you hold that, in order to execute the laws, it 
is necessary to reinforce the forts now in the 
possession of the Federal Government, and to re- 
capture the property of the Federal Government 
now in the possession of the seceded States? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I am not going 
to say in an open Hall, in a publicassembly, what 
will be the duty of my country in the event of 
further development of aggressive war against us. 
I will not speak of measures that ought to be 
spoken of only ina secret session, if a purpose 
of that kind were entertained. 

A Vorce. Murder. 

Mr. CURTIS. No, sir; murder comes from 
the other side. The murderous acts are commit- 
ted against this Government. The murderers 
have been skulking behind executive robes, in the 
executive chamber, and in the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States; and they strike at their own mother 
country, and vaunt their parricidal achievements. 
And when our mother country comes with tears 
in her eyes, and, with supplicating hands and a 
lacarated bosom, raises her voice or her hand to 
avert these disasters, and shield herselffrom fur- 
ther afflictions, you clamor about war. Do you 


tionate, and forbearing; she Sr Aas you in dan- 
ger, and desires, even in her affliction, to continue 
her maternal affection. She still protects you; 
and itis her banner, her eagles, and her Army, 
that have supported us thus far, and protected us 
against invasion and insurrection andanarehy. [t 
was the power of this Government that quelled 
insurrection in the days of Washington. It was 
that power that prevented civil war in 1832, under 
Jackson. Exercise all the functions of the Gov- 
ernment with wisdom, with prudence, with cau- 
tion. Show your generosity and benevolence; but 
show your firmness and your power too. Exer- 
cise the functions of a nation, or give up, and say 
you are not a Government; that you are a mere 
league, to exist only so Jong as it is convenient; 
and which may be separated at the volition of any 
one of its members whencver adversity or distress 
may threaten a member of your Confederacy. 
How can we, the inhabitants of the interior, 
admit the idea of separation? We cannot do it 
if we would, and, in my judgment, we should not 
if we could. Take a single instance. Has Florida 
a right to secede? For what was she acquired? 
She wasacquired for the common good of the coun- 
try; for the benefit of all portions of the Republic; 
not merely for those who subsequently became 


| nation. Our fathers ercated a model Government, 


and then, like wise philosophers, they sought to 
| perfect it. One of their first acts was to acquire 
the mouths of the Mississippi river. Was this 
| acquired for the advantage of the people who lived 


; conveyances that transferred them from Spain to 
France, and from France to the United States, 
without even consulting them. lt was bought 


| Mississippi, and with the intention of carrying 
the commerce of that valley free to the ocean. It 
' wag bought for the common good of the whole 


|i nation. What right had the people of Louisiana, 


after we bought it from the Government which 


and civil war, as an existing fact; and ag a man. 


call that war? No; your country is kind, affec- | 


| settlorsthere. She was first conquered by General | 
Jackson, and was afterwards bought, for the pur- | 
| pose of maintaining the power and peace of a great | 


there? Not at all. They were opposed to the | 


for the accommodation of the whole valley of the | 


| 
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held it, to secede from this Union? They did not 
claim to have sucha right when the purchase was 
made. They acknowledged the transfer, and be- 
came citizens of the United States. As a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Lowa, I claim. that my 
State is a part of that purchase; and I-claim that 
we hold our title and position in this Union with. 
the understanding that the whole country is one 
nation, and that we shall have all our rights’ sus- 


| tained by the Government, as stipulated in the 


treaty with France. Our ‘laws, liberty, and re- 
ligion?’ are guarantied by you; and our security 
depends on the continuance of the whole Union, 

We cannot surrender Florida; because itis a 
salient point; a kind of bastion on the coast, a 
position necessary for the protection of the mouth 
ofthe Mississippi. We cannot give up the keys} 
because they command the Gulf of Mexico, and 
thereby control the commerce of the interior sea 
which is the mouth of our great river. The peo- 
ple living in the valley of the Mississippi claim 


i that protection for their commerce. Your money 


and mine was contributed to purchase Florida. 
Why, then, should it be yielded? Why should 
we yield, without a struggle, any portion of our 
country, or any other salient point on our border? 
We cannot do so, and have no right to do so. If 
it was our duty to buy it, is it not our duty to 
hold it? 

Mr. SIMMS. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CURTIS. J cannot yield now. 

Mr. SIMMS. I know I cannot get the floor 
myself; and I should like that we fully under- 
stood each other. Iama Representative from the 
State of Kentucky, the most conservative State 
in the Union; a State that is alway manly, open, 
and frank in all her purposes. 

The gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Bincnam,} 
when he introduced his force bill, stated in his 
speech that, in the event it became necessary to 
use the Federal Army to put down insurrection or 
rebellion in the southern States, then, and in that 
event, the President or the General-in-chief of the 
Army had complete power éver the question of 
slavery in the States, and, by virtue of that power, 
could at any time decree the abolition of slavery 
in all the southern States. 

Now, I ask the gentleman this question: if the 
Government of the United States engages in war 
with these seceding States at this time, is it the 
opinion or purpose of members on that side of 
the House, that the President of the United States, 
or the commanding officer of the Federal forces, 
shall, during the existence of that war, decree the 
the emancipation of all the slaves of the South ? 

Mr. CURTIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I protest 
against such an inquiry at this point of my argu- 


ment. There is neither relevancy nor pertinence 
in the question, 
Mr. SIMMS. That power has been avowed 


by Mr. John Quincy Adams, and on this floor 
by Mr. Bincuam and other members. No Re- 
publican has repudiated the doctrine. Your anx- 
lety to inaugurate civil war at this time may have 
in it a double purpose. While ostensibly you 
merely talk of enforcing the Jaws, will you not 
avail yourself of the war you have thus inaugu- 
rated to accomplish that firstand highest purpose 
of your party organization, the overthrow of sla- 
very throughout the southern States? We have 
the right to know your purposes upon this subject. 

Mr. CURTIS. Why does the gentleman take 


| me entirely outof the line of my argument? What 


has that to do with the question Fam discussing? 
If those seceding States are to be considered asa 
separate and independent confederacy, as you 
contend, and are to havea war with us, I suppose 
that we will have all the rights of war; and that, 
I suppose, Mr. Brvenam did, or would say. But 
I deny that those States are out of the Union. I 
consider them still as part of the common Confed- 
eracy, no matter what may be their hatred or mal- 
ice toward us. No people have a right to make 
war for the mere gratification of hatred or malice 

The only legitimate object of war, whether against 
their own Government, or against rebels, or 
against a foreign Government, is to secure peace. 
I know gentlemen may laugh at this asa sole- 
cism; but still I repeat, that the only legitimate 
ground of war is to secure or maintain peace, | 
would never counsel the making of war on the 
southern States, in or out of the Union, unless the 
honor and integrity and existence of the Govern- 
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ment seemed absolutely to require it. Gentlemen, 


cannot drive us into a position which is contrary 
to national law and social relations, Wewill not 
be provoked to do wrong, whatever may be our 
extremities. . 

_ Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the character of 
this bill? 1 will not go further into generalities. 


The bill merely changes the former law, so as to. 


admit a different character of troops. You haye 
already got on the statute-book a law which, in 
my judgment, gives the President full power to 
call ‘out all the troops he sees proper. Inthe old 
law, the word insurrection is not used in that 
clause relating to the execution of the laws of the 
United States; but it provides for all cases whére 
the execution of the laws is obstructed, and there- 
fore includes “ insurrection,” which is one mode 
of obstructing the execution of the laws. This 
bill merely amends and retains the words, pre- 
cisely as they were, under which General Wash- 
ington acted in 1793. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then why ask to pass this bill? 

Mr. CURTIS. Because it regards a certain 
kind of troops now in existence, and avoids the 
necessity and delay of getting up the militia, who 
are entirely disorganized. That isthe main object. 

Mr. BRANCH, With the consent of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, I desire to say a word. Tam 
sure he docs not desire to have an error of fact 
recorded in his speech, He is mistaken in regard 
to the act of 1794, That act, according to iy 
recollection of it—and I think the gentleman will 
find it so, if he reads it—did not give the Presi- 
dent power to call out one solitary man. Theact 
required the States to organize, arm, and equip 
éeighty-thousand men, and to hold them in readi- 
ness for service; but it did not confer on the Pres- 
ident the power to call one of them into service. 

Mr. CURTIS. I know that the act of 1794 did 
what the gentleman says.’ But what did the law 
of 1792 do? It gave the President power to call 
out the troops as he might judge necessary to 
suppress insurrection, Then again, sir, the law 
of 1792 gave him power to call forth the militia 
of “ such State,” and if they refused or were in- 
sufficient he might call on the other States ‘ most 
convenient,” and they were to be enrolled till 
thirty days after the expiration of the next session 
of Congress. The law of 1795 is still in existence. 
There is no limitation to its authority, bat there 
is this limitation in regard to the term of service: 
the troops cannot be held in service longer than 
thirty days after the next session of Congress, 
The law now before the House speaks distinctly 
of volunteers who would in all respects come un- 
der the provision of the old law. 

Mr. BRANCH. The act of 1794 did not au- 
thorize the President to call into service any 
troops. It required the Governors of States to 
organize them, including militia and volunteers. 
The act of 1795, which is the act now in force, 
docs not authorize the President to accept the ser- 
vice of volunteers. The gentleman from Iowa 
will search in vain in all the legislative history 
of the country for any authority given to the Pres- 
ident or to anybody else to accept volunteers to 
enforce the laws. ‘The laws-are to be enforced 
by the militia, 

Mr. CURTIS. Let me understand the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. BURNETT. I claim the floor. The gen- 
tleman’s ume has expired, 

{flere the hammer fell. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ihave no disposition to cut 
off the gentleman from Lowa from replying to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, if he take but a 
few minutes; and with the consent of the House, 
Į will yield to him. 

Mr. CURTIS. I did not intend to be under- 
stood as alluding to the act of 1794, as author- 


izing the President to call out troops; but E do say | 


that the law of 1795 does, and I say that old law 
docs not provide for volunteers as they now exist 


in the States; but this bill was framed so as to | 


include them. It is intended to effect an economy 
of time and an economy of organization, This 


is all we propose by the amendments proposed in | 


the bill so bitterly denounced on this floor. 
Mr. BURNETT next addressed the House. 
{His remarks will be published in the Appendix.] 
Mr, JOHN COCHRANE obtained the floor. 
Mr. SICKLES. ‘With the permission of my 
colleague, L desire to offer an amendment to the 
bill, Itis very short; and Task that it be read. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I yield for that 
purpose. f 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Provided, That none of the troops to beraised under this 
act-shall be employed, except to aid in the execution of 
judicial process, issued in conformity with the Constitution 
and laws; nor shall any of said troops be sent into any 
State, unless upon the request of the Legislature thereof, 
or of the Executive, when the Legislature shai not be in 
session, in conformity with section four of article four of 
the Constitution. x 

Mr. WOODSON. Task the gentleman from 
New York to allow me to offer an amendment. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Ihave no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parton, 
one of their clerks, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to an amendment of the House toa billof 
the Senate providing for a temporary government 
for the Territory of Colorado; also, that the Sen- 
ate had passed. a bill of the House for the relief 
of Catharine A. Russell, with an amendment, in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of 
the House; also, that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill of the Senate 
providing for the payment of the expenses in- 
curred by the Territories of Oregon and Washing- 
ton in suppressing Indian hostilities, and asked 
for a committee of conference upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. STOUT I ask unanimous consent to 
the request of the Senate; and that the Speaker 
appoint a committee of conference. 

No objection being made, 

The SPEAKER appointed, as such committee, 
Mr. Sranron, Mr. Burrinron, and Mr. Srovur. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. CORWIN. Irise toa privileged question. 
I desire to present the report of the committee of 
conference on the consular and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill, Itisnecessary that the report should 
be adopted immediately, in order that the bill 
may go back to the Senate. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bill No. 864, 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatie ex- 
penses of the Government forthe year ending 30th of June, 
1862, have met, and after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
first, second, and sixth amendments of the Senate, and 
concur in said amendments. 

‘That the House recede from its amendment to the sev- 
enih amendment of the Senate, and concur in said seventh 
amendment. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s third amendment, and agree to the same, with the 
following amendment: Instead of inserting “ Simoda,”? 
after “at” in the fifteenth line of the 4th page, insert, 
“ Kanagawa, Nagasaki, in Japan.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
fourth amendment of the Senate, and agree to it with the 
following amendment: After the word “seventy,” line 
eighteen, on page 4, instead of inserting “one,” insert 
“four.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s fifth amendment, and agrce to the same, with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out of said amendment all 
atter the word “ abolished,” and in lieu thereof insert tand 
the salaries of the consuls at Kanagawa and Nagasaki, in 
Japan, shall be $3,000 each.” 

Signed by Messrs. Corwin, Morris of Penn- 
sylvania, and Mitrsown, on the part of the House, 
and by Messrs. F'essenpen, NicHotson, and 
Crurxeman, on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. CORWIN. I move the adoption of the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. $ 

Mr. CORWIN. i hope the gentleman from 
New York will pardon me for making another 
motion, while [ have the floor. That motion is, 
to postpone the subject now under consideration 
till to-morrow, at two o’clock. [Several] voices. 
« Thursday.”’] [have no objection to say Thurs- 
day. Letit be that day. 

Mr. STANTON. IL suppose it is understood, 
that if this case goes over till Thursday, there is 
an end to it. Postponement is fatal to it. Tt will 
be impossible after that to have it passed in the 
Senate. I must therefore call for the yeas and 
nays, and I ask the House to understand that 
this motion goes to the merits of the bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. I suggest that we go on and 
debate it to-day, and then let the motion to post- 
pone be put. 

Mr. STANTON. 

The SPEAKER. 
Ohio state his motion ? 


No, sir. 
Will the gentleman from 


i 


Mr. CORWIN. That the matter now before 
the House be postponed till Thursday, at one 

> 
o’clock. 

Mr. STANTON. On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 74; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. An- 
derson, William C. Anderson, Avery, Barr, Barret, Bo- 
cock, Botéler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, 
Brown, Burch, Burnett, Campbell, Horace F. Clark, John 
B. Clark, John Cochrane, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Bur- 
ton Craige, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, 
Edmundson, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, 
Hale, Mall, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, 
Hatton, Holman, William.Howard, Hughes, Jenkins, Jun- 
kin, William Kellogg, Kilgore, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. 
Leach, Leake, Logan, Maclay, Matlory, Charles D. Martin, 
Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, MeKenty, Me~- 
Knight, McPherson, Milison, Millward, Montgomery, La- 
ban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Mor- 
ris, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, 
Quarles, John H- Reynolds, Riggs, James C. Robinson, 
Rutin, Scranton, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, 
Stevenson, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stout, Stratton, Thayer, Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, 
ven Webster, Winslow, Wood, Woodson, and Wright 
—100, 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Alley, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Casey 
Coburn, Colfax, Conkling, Curtis, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, 
Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Gooch, 
Grow, Gurley, Haskin, Hickman, Hoard, William A, How- 
ard, Hutchins, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, DeWitt C. 
Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Mor- 
rill, Morse, Olin, Palmer, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. 
Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, Spaul- 
ding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Tappan, ‘rheaker, Tomp- 
kins, Train, Trimble, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Woodruff—74. 

So the bill to raise volunteers was postponed. 
till Thursday at one o’clock. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. MORSE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Perry, was engaged in the peace congress. 

Mr. WOODRUFF made a similar statement on 
behalf of his colleague, Mr. Somes. 

Mr. TRAIN stated thathiscolleague, Mr. Rice, 
was stil] detained from the House by illness. 

Mr. BOULIGNY (when his name was called) 
said: With all due respect to the gentleman who 
introduced this bill, I must say—and itis my duty 
to say—thatit is the most infamous and. outrage- 
ous bill that has ever been presented to Congress; 
and I say, shame on the head of the man who did 
it. I vote “ay.” 

Mr, PETTIT (not being within the bar when 
his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, objected. 

Mr. PETTIT stated that he would have voted 
in the negative. 

Mr. ENGLISH (not being within the bar 
when his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. ENGLISH stated he would have voted in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE (not bein 
within the bar when his name was called) akid 
leave to vote. . 

Mr. HICKMAN objected. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. GROW. I now call up the special order 
for to-day. 

STATE OF TITE UNION. 


Mr. CORWIN. The special order for to-day, 
after two o’clock, is the matter adverted to just 
now by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Bur- 
NETT,}] the report of the special committee of 
thirty-three. 

Mr. GROW. Irise to a point of order in re- 
gard to the business that comes up now. Last 
week, this day was set apart, by unanimous con- 
sent of the House, for the consideration of ter- 
titorial business—as we have had no day this ses- 
sion for that business, it having been postponed 
from time to time. Now, Itake it that that ter- 
ritorial business should come up after the bill of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] was dis- 
posed of; which bill had precedence of it this morn- 
ing. Task the Chair now whether it is not the 
first business in order? 

The SPEAKER. The special order on the 
report of the committee of thirty-three has been, 
that itshould be taken up after the morning hour, 
and from day to day until disposed of. Thattakes. 
precedence of the special order in regard to terri- 
torial business 
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me one day—either to-day or to-morrow—for the 
consideration of territorial business. 

Mr: BINGHAM. I hope the g@htleman from 
Pennsylvania will name Friday. 

Mr. GROW. [leave that to the House to de- 
termine. Itis my duty to see that the territorial 
business is brought before the House;and I am 
willing to be governed by the majority as to the 
day on which it shall be taken up. As a test 
question, I move to postpone the report of the 
committee of thirty-three till to-morrow. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Before the motion 
is put, let me be allowed to say a word. It is in- 
dispensably necessary, for the government of the 
Territories, that a bill which the committee has 
directed me to report shall be passed. 1 therefore 
ask the House to give us some time for the con- 
sideration of this territorial business. 

Mr. GROW. At the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Corwry,] J move to post- 
pone this territorial business till two o'clock to- 
morrow. I desire to have the sense of the House 
expressed on that motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [I hope the motion will not 
be agreed to. There is another bill pending here 
as unfinished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will modify his motion so as to have 
three hours of to-morrow set apart for territorial 
business. It may be necessary to have appropri- 
ation bills acted on to-morrow evening. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do hope that the business 
of the House will be placed in such a shape as to 
allow the Committee for the District of Columbia 
to have at least one day for District business be- 
fore the close of the session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will again state his proposition. 

Mr. GROW. If the Chair decides that the re- 
port of the committee of thirty-three is in order 
now-—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does so decide. 

Mr. GROW. Then I shall have to move to 
postpone that business, in order that we may have 
to-day for territorial business. I move to post- 
pone the report of the committee of thirty-three 
till after the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move toamend the propo- 
sition, by postponing the report of the committce 
of thirty-three till Saturday next, at one o'clock. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I trust that both 
motions will be voted down, and that we will take 
an immediate vote upon them. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call forthe yeasand nays 
on my amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Is this proposition open to 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; it isanamendment 
in the second degree. 

Mr. PHELPS. In other words, the proposi- 
tion is to postpone the report of the committee 
of thirty-three till such a period that it cannot be 
considered. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Or, in other words, 
to defeat it. 

Mr.PHELPS. It isan indefinite postponement 
of the report of the committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I do not understand that 
there is more than one amendment pending. I 
understand that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Brnenam,] is the only 
amendnient pending, and that an amendment to 
that is in order. 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio is, to postpone this re- 
port till Saturday, at one o’clock? S 

Mr. HICKMAN. Thatis the firstamendment. 
What ts the second? 

The SPEAKER. There is no other. 

Mr. HICKMAN I propose an amendment to 
the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. No further amendment isin 
order. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Is not an amendment to 
the amendmentin order? 
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Mr. GROW. Then I hope the House will give 


1 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 
any rate, the call of the roll has commenced, and 
it is now too late to submit an amendment. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rose and 
proposed tosubmit an amendment before the roll- 
call was commenced. 

Mr. SICKLES. _ I call the gentleman to ordeř. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I submit this question to 
the Chair. [Shouts of ** Order !” from the Dem- 
ocratic side.] Gentlemen may call *¢ Order!” as 
much as they please. Iam determined to be heard. 

Mr. SICKLES. The call of the roll has com- 
menced, and I call the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to order. (Cries of * Order!’ 

Mr. POTTER. The gentleman from New 
York has beeen outof order for four or five days. 

Mr. SICKLES. Your whole side has been out 
of order. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I do not often interfere with 
the proceedings of this House. [‘ Order P? * Or- 
der!”] But [think I have rights here, and I will 
maintain them. [Shouts of “ Order !7] 

Mr. SICKLES. I insist that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania shall desist. [‘Order!’’] 

Mr. HICKMAN. There is no man in this 
House who has created more disorder than the 
gentleman from New York. [Shouts of Order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the point 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania makes. 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania can make no statement without unani- 
mous consent; and T object. [Shouts of * Order!” 
and confusign. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to rise to a question 
of order, and the Chair thinks heoughtto hear him, 

Mr. HICKMAN, Lam notto be deterred from 
my purpose by any bluster on the part of the 
gentleman from New York. [Shouts of‘ Order!” 
“Sit down!’ “Hear him!” and tumultuous 
confusion. 

Mr. SICKLES. The 
terred by the rules of the 
he shall take his seat. 

Mr. HICKMAN. There is no man in this 
House who more persistently violates the rules 
than the gentleman from New York; and Į am not 
to be put down by any words from the mouth of 
sucha man. [Shouts of ‘*Order!’’ all over the 
House.] 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman will be put 
down by the rules of the House. [‘ Order!’’} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will state his point of order. 

Mr. HICKMAN. 4} will state it. 

Mr. SICKLES. I callthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to order. There can be no debate during 
the call of the roll, and there can be no question 
of order raised during the call. I insist that the 
rules shall be enforced. [Cries of “Order!” 

Mr. CARTER. I call the gentleman from New 
York to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has the right to sub- 
mit his point of order, and the Chair will not listen 
to anything else until the gentleman has been per- 
mitted to state his point of order. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Such proceedings are dis- 
graceful to the House, and I trust they will be 
stopped. [Shouts of “Order !”] 

Mr. HICKMAN. Iam sorry that these dis- 
graceful proceedings come from the other side of 
the House. 

{The House was at this time in a state of the 
most tumultuous confusion, members standing 
and shouting “Mr. Speaker!”? “Order? “Sit 
down!” &c.] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move that the 
galleries be cleared, not that they are in disorder, 
but I am unwilling that they should witness our 
disorder. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADRAIN. I movethat the floor be cleared. 
[Laughter.] f ; 

Mr. HINDMAN. Would it be in order to re~- 
consider the postponement of the force bill, and 
employ it to reduce the House to order? [Laugh- 
ter.] p ; í 


entleman will be de- 
ouse; and I insist that 


At 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognizeno 
gentleman until the House comes to order. ‘The. 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will state his. ques- 
tion of order. f : peer ue 

Mr. HICKMAN, Before the’ roli-call: was. 
commenced, I made the inquiry of the Chair- 

Mr. SICKLES, No. debate is.in order. during 
the call of the roll. I call the gentleman to order. 
[Shouts of t Order !’” os 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New. 
York is out of order, and will take his seat. 

Mr. SICKLES., I will obey the Chair, but not 
the member from Pennsylvania. [*Order!?’] 

Mr. McKEAN. We have a Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and Task that he be directed to keep order, 

The SPEAKER, The member from Pennsy!- 
vania will state his point of order...’ ers 

Mr. HICKMAN, Before the call of the:roll 
had commenced, or any response. given, I pro- 
pounded this question to the Chair: whether- fur- 
ther amendment was in order. Iwas answered 
by the Chair that it was not. [ then understood 
from the Chair, that the amendment offered. by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bincuam] was an 
amendment to an amendment. I subsequently 
understood that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
made a motion to postpone to a day named by 
him, and that the gentleman from Ohio moved as 
an amendment in the first degree; to postpone to 
a day further off. I therefore suppose it would 
be in order for me to move to postpone to a day 
still further off. That motion would be only 
an amendment in the second degree. I then un». 
derstood the Chair, after the call of the roll had 
commenced, that he was mistaken in deciding that 
my amendment could not be received, but that I 
was now precluded, because the call of the roll 
had commenced. 1 submit the point of order, 
therefore, that I could. not be denied my right in 
consequence of the mistake of the Chair. j 

Mr. SICKLES. Irise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania has not the 
right to introduce any in the present state of the 
question; because the House has before ita motion 
to postpone, and another motion to postpone to 
another day, by way of amendment; and for the 
further reason, that the call of the roll had been 
commenced and a response given. : It is therefore 
too late to move any further amendment, if it 
would otherwise be in order; and I will refer to 
repeated precedents during the present session. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SICKLES. J hope the Chair will permit 
me to say that the same point has been ruled 
against this side of the House, that when the call 
of the roll had been commenced, no motion was 
in order and no point of order in order, however 
the.motion may have been in order before the call 
of the roll was commenced by the Clerk. i 

Mr. HICKMAN. Thatis not the point. My 
point is, that I claimed the right to offer my 
amendment before the roll-call was commenced, 
and was only prevented from offering it by ‘the 
error of the Chair. 

Mr. BURNETT. In order that I may under- 
stand the facts, I wish to ask a question of the 
Chair. If the Chair deprived a gentleman of his 
right to offer an amendment which he. had ‘the 
right to offer—and with all due deference to the 
Chair, I cannot concur with him in his ruling—I 
think the Chair certainly has the right to correct 
his own error. : . 

The SPEAKER, The Chair agrees with the 
gentleman from Kentucky; and gentlemen will 
bear him witness that, during the time he has oc- 
cupied the Chair, he has never failed to correct 
any error he has made; whether it apply to a gen- 
teman on one side of the House or the other. The 
Chair is. perfectly satisfied that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania rose and proposed to offer his 
amendment before the call of the roll commenced. 
The Chair was then under the impression that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Biyeuam] was an amendment in the second. de- 
gree. The Chair is now satisfied that he was in 
error. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Grow] moved to postpone until to-morrow. The 


postpone until, y ‘ 

in the first. degree; and: thére may ‘bè another 

amendment offered... The gentleman from Penn- 

sylvaniaisin order.: 

Mr. HICKMAN. ove! 

Monday next, at eleven o'clock, a.m. 7 
Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Upon all 


these propositions, [now demand ‘the previous 


question, SKi o ' : 
. Mr. RUST. Is it in order to move to lay all’ 
these propositions to postpone on the table? 
The SPEAKER. -H isin order; but it would 
carry with it’ the whole report óf the committee 
of thirty-three. en -7 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. ? 
Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to know what 
would. be the effect of ordering the main ques- 
sion? í ; 
“The SPEAKER. It will bring the House to 
vote first upon the proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hicxman] to postpone. 
If that be voted down, then upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio, {[Mr. Bivcnam;] and if 
that be voted down, then upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow.] 


Mr. HICKMAN. I call forthe yeas and nays 
upon my motionsto postpone. 

“The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken.on Mr. Hickman’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
56, nays 131; as follows: 


YEAS—~ Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Beale, Blair, Blake, Bray- 
ton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Carey, Case, Coburn, Colfax, 
Covode, Dawes, Delano, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Farns- 
worth, Fenton, Prank, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Haskin, Rick- 
man, Hutchins, Irvine, Prancis W. Kellogg, DeWitt ©. 
Leach, Lee, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, Morrill, Palmer, 
Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, 
Royee, Sedgwick, Spinner, Stevens, Tappan, ‘Theaker, 
Tompkins, Train, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
GC. Washburn, Bihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, and 
Windom—s6. 

NAY8—Messrs. Charles F, Adams, Green Adams, Ail- 
rnin, Aldrich, Thomas L. Anderson, William ©. Anderson, 
Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Bingham, Bocock, Boteter, 
Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch, 
Burnett, Burnham, Bauterfield, Carter, Horace F. Clark, 
Joba B. Clark, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Conk- 
Ving, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Curtis, H, 
Winter Davis, Jobn G. Davis, De Jameue, Dunn, Edmund- 
son, Ely, English, Etheridge, Perry, Florence, Fouke, Gar- 
nett, Gilmer, Grabam, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, J. Morrison 
Harris, Jobn T. Harris, Hatton, Uelmick, Hindman, Hoard, 
Holman, William Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, 
Hiruphrey, Jenkins, Juokin, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Kilgore, Killinger, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Logan, Longnuecker, Loomis, Maclay, Mallory, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, MeCler- 
nand, Metenty, Me(Cnight, MePherson, Millson, Mont- 
pomery Laban ‘E. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, 
saac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noch, Olin, Pettit, 
Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, Quarles, John H. Reynolds, 
Riggs, James ©. Robinson, Rutin, Rust, Scranton, Sher- 
man, Sinims, William N. UM. Smitb, Spaulding, Stanton, 
Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Williain Stewart, Stokes, 
Hout, Stratton, Thayer, Thomas, Trimble, Vallandigham, 
Vanes, Verrec, Webster, Whiteley, Winslow, Wood, 
Woodruff, Woodson, and Wright—131. 

So that the House refused to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject until Monday 
next, at eleven o’clock, a, m, 

During the vote, 

Mr, HINDMAN said: Mr. Speaker, while I 
consider all of the pending’propositions unsatis- 
factory, yet, in order to give the friends of the 
several propositions an opportanity of voting on 
them, and the ELouse a chance of doing justice to 
the South, I vote “ no.” 

Mr. BURNHAM, said: Mr. Speaker, some of 
the resolutions of the select committee I will vote 
for, and others I will vote against. In order that 
I may have an opportunity of voting on the 
several pending propositions | vote “no.” 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was reccived from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parroy, one ofits clerks, notifying the House 
that that body had concurred in the amendments 
of the House to the amendments of the Senate to 
the -post route bill, and had receded from the 
amendments of the Senate disagreed to by the 
Fouse, and also, that it had agreed to the con- 
werence asked for by the House on the disagreeing 
votes between the two Houses on the tariff bill; 
and had appointed Messrs. Simmons, HUNTER, 


and BicLer, managers of said conference on its 
part, 


A move to postpone until |), 


| Washburn, Ellinn B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Win- 
| dom, and Woodruff—79. 


Mr. BINGHAM. L object toanysuch arrange-. 
ment. The yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and I want the vote to be taken by yeas and nays 
on my proposition of postponement. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
the motion to postpone until next Saturday, at 
one o'clock; and on that motion the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. [Cries of * Vote!’?}: ` 

The question was taken; and it.was decided in 
the negative—yeas 66, nays 120; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, Colfax, 
Covode, Dawes, Delano, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Frank, Gooch, Grabam, Grow, 
Gurley, Haskin, Hickman, Hutchins, Irvine, Francis W. 
Kellogg, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mars- 
ton, McKean, Morrill, Morse, Palmer, Potter, Pottle, Ed- 
win R. Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, Royee, Sedgwick, 
Spinner, Stevens, Tappan, Theaker, ‘Tompkins, Train, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, El- 
lihu B. Washburne, Wells, Windom, and Woodruff-—66, 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Thomas L. Anderson, William ©. Anderson, Avery, 
Barr, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, 
Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, CampbelJ, Horace 
F. Clark, Join B. Clark, Clark B. Cocirane, John Coch- 
rane, Conkling, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, 
Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, 
Dunn, Edmundson, English, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, 
Garnett, Gilmér, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, 
John I. Harris, Hatton, Helmnick, Hoard, Holman, Witliam 
Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Jen- 
kins, Junkin, Wiliam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Long- 
necker, Maclay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Mar- 
tin, Maynard, McClernand, MeKenty, McKnight, MePher- 
son, Milson, Montgomery, Laban F. Moore, Moorhead, 
Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, 
Nixon, Noell, Olin, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, Quarles, 
Jobn H. Reynolds, Riggs, James C. Robinso®, Ruffin, Rust, 
Seranton, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, William N. il. 
Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, 
William Stewart, Stakes, Stout, Stratton, Thayer, l'homas, 
Trimble, Vallandigham, Vance, Verree, Webster, White- 
ley, Winslow, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—120. 

So the House refused to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until next Saturday, 
at one o’clock, 


During the vote, 

Mr. GROW moved that, by unanimous con- 
sent, the reading of the names be dispensed with. 

Objection was made. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Grow’s 
motion to postpone until to-morrow. 

Mr. GROW. I hope that the vote will be taken 
on my motion by a division. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want to vote on these 
propositions; and I demand the yeas and nays on 
any motion postponing them another moment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I demand 
tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GROW. Does the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky want the yeas and nays on postponing the 
question until to-morrow? 

Mr. BURNETT. Certainly, I do. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STEVENS, 
of Pennsylvania; and Crarx, of Missouri, were 
appointed. 

Lhe tellers reported forty in the affirmative; 
which being more than one fifth of a quorum, the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ The question was taken on Mr. Grow’s mo- 
tion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 79, 
nays 103; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, 
Bingham, Biair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, Colfax, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Frank, Gooch, Graham, Grow, 
Haskin, Hickman, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Franeis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, 
Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, Mor- 
rill, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Palmer, Pettit, Potter, Pottle, 
Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, Wil- 
liam Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Tompkins, 
Train, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. 


NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Avery, 
Bocock, Boteler, Brauch, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Barch, 
Burnett, Campbell, Horace ©. Clark, John B. Clark, Clark 
B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Conkling, Corwin, Cox, 
James Craig, Burton Craige, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John 
G. Davis, De Jarnette, Dunn, Edmundson, English, Ether- 
idge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, Gurley, Hall, Ham- 
ilton, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, ji 


Hughes, Je 


Holman, „Hi fenkins, Ju 
tiam Kellogg, Kilgore; Killinger, Kunkel, :Larral 

-M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Mallory; Charles D. Martin, Bl- 
bert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McKenty, Me- 
Knight, McPherson, Millson, Montgomery, Laban Te 
Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, Noel, 
Olin, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor; Quarles, John H. 
Reynolds, Riggs, James C.. Robinson, Ruffin, Scranton, 
Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stanton, Stevenson, 
James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Thayer, Thomas, Trim- 
ble, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Winslow, 
Wood, Woodson, and Wright—103. : 

So the Hotse refused to 
until to-morrow... cate 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I move that the whole. sub- 
ject-be laid upon the table. $ oe 8 

-The SPEAKER. The gentleman from’ Ohio 
[Mr. Corwin] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CORWIN. Ihave only obtained the floor, 
Mr. Speaker, with a view to bring the Honse to 
a vote on the various propositions reported by 
the committee of thirty-three. I do not propose 
to discuss any of the questions made by any of 
those propositions. J am sure the House must 
be weary of the discussion, and I do not suppose 
that it would be possible for any one now to 
change the opinions of any gentleman in this 
House, i wish to indicate to the House--and 
I dare say that they will indulge me—that I do 
not propose to take up the subjects in the report 
of that committee exactly in the order in which 
they are reported, but to sclect for the votes of 
the House those considered vital, and of the ut- 
most importance; so that, when the House shall 
become weary of voting, as they have become 
weary { doubt not of discussion, their votes will 
be of record on the material and important parts 
of the report. I propose, first, to take a vote on 
the joint resolution, to be found on page 4 of the 
report. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Isuppose that the object of 
the gentleman from Ohio is, that we should have 
a distinct understanding as to the manner in which 
the voting on these propositions shall be con- 
ducted, and I rise for that purpose. I believe 
that the gentleman from New York, or the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, I have now forgotten 
which, introduced as an amendment to some of 
the propositions of the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio, what is called the Crittenden proposition.: 
That is a cardinal proposition with a great nüm- 
ber on this side of the House, and we want a vote 
on it. We do not care how soon the gentleman 
gets up his joint resolution, provided it is under-. 
stood that he will allow the Crittenden proposi- 
tion to come up as a substitute and be voted on. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will state that the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Burcu] moved his proposition as an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. There- 
upon | moved the original Crittenden proposition 
as an amendment to the amendment. Thatis the 
present condition of thequestion, The first ques- 
tion, I understand, is upon the amendment to the 
amendment. ; 

Mr. BRANCH. Irise to a point of order, I 
desire to state, as a point of order, that I file a 
standing objection to any gentleman interrupting 
the gentleman from Ohio, and to his yielding the 
floor to any gentleman,until he has stated what 
his purpase is, and until the Chair has stated the 
condition of the question before the House. I 
interpose for the purpose of protecting the gentle- 
man from Ohio from interruption; and until those 
of us who are willing to sit still until we can‘un- 
derstand the condition of the question may know 
what it is. 

Mr. CORWIN. Thad supposed, according to 
the rules of the House, that the propositions.stand 
thus: the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr, Ner- 
oN) as I understood him, offered what is éalled 
the Crittenden resolutions as a substitute for the 
entire report of the committee; the gentleman from 
Califorma [Mr. Burcu] offered a resolution de- 
manding the calling of a national convention as 
an amendment to that. I supposed the order of 
voting would bê thus: first upon that resolution 
offered by the gentleman from California—a mem- 
ber of the committee of thirty-three—asking for 
a call fora national convention; and, secondly, 
upon the Crittenden propositions, as they ere 
called, offered by the gentleman from Tennessee; 
and then, that we should come to the report of 
the committee itself. : 

Mr. TAPPAN. I gave notice, at the time this 
report was called up at the eutset, that I should 


postpone the subject 


ka 


T861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: oe 


also move, as an amendment to the report of the 
committee, the report made by the minority. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Ohio has 
not concluded his statement; and I therefore ob- 
ject to this interruption. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope 1 shall be permitted to 
interrupt the gentleman from Ohio, just at this 

omt, 

Mr. BRANCH. I cannot consent, until the 
gentleman from Ohio has made his statement, and 
until the Chair has stated the condition of the 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that 
such was the understanding of the House. 

Mr. CORWIN. There have beenagreat many 
amendments proposed and printed, and laid upon 
our tables. When they were offered, or in what 
order, I am notable to state. Ifthe Journal can 
be read, we perhaps may have correct informa- 
tion upon that subject. This much I do know, 
that according to my recollection, the amendments 
stand in the order in which I have stated them to 
stand. Tho vote, therefore, if I am right, will be 
taken first upon the amendment of the gentleman 
from California, which is on the table, for calling 
a national convention; and then upon the Critten- 
den resolutions, which were primarily offered by 


the gentleman from Tennessee. f 


Mr. WINSLOW. I wish to set the gentleman 
right, upon a point of fact. The gentleman from | 
Ohio will remember, that upon the second day 
when this report was debated in the House, 1 
asked him the question, which resolution would 
be brought before the House first, fora vote. The 
gentleman replied, beinga little indifferentaboutit, 
he supposed the propositions would be voted upon 
in the order in which they were reported. There- 


' fore, the series of resolutions before the House was 


the first question, and to that the gentleman from 


California, at my special instance, introduecd by | 


way ofamendment, his resolution calling anational 
convention, The gentleman from New York upon 
my left [Mr. SıcxLEs] also, at my special interest 
and request, proposed to move the Crittenden res- 
olutions, but the House would not permit him to 
offer it, and therefore the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr.Ciemens,] who had the floor, did me the kind- 
ness to offer the Crittenden resolutions himself. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I rise to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Ohio should have a chance. 
tomake his statement without any interruption. 

Mr. WINSLOW. If the gentleman from Ohio 
indicates any disposition not to hear me, I will 
desist. 

Therefore the question is not, as the gentleman 
from Ohio states it, first upon the resolution of 
the gentleman from California, but upon the res- 
olutions offered by the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Cruemexs.] The chairman of the commit- 
tee of thirty-three will remember that the resolu- 
tions introduced by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Nexson] and that offered by the gentleman 
from California are not before the House. The 
fact that resolutions are reported by a minority of 
a committee does not put them before the House. 
They are the mere suggestions of gentlemen mak- 
ingthereports. They must be moved distinctly 
before the House. 

Mr. TAPPAN, One word ofexplanation right 
here. At the proper time, and when the other 
substitutes were moved, I also moved a resolu- | 
tion reported by the gentleman from Wisconsin | 
(Mr. Wasrpurne] and myself as a substitute for | 
the resolutions of the majority. ' 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to say 
to gentlemen of the House that at an early day, I | 
offered to the House, to be proposed in proper i 
order, an amendment, by way of a substitute, to | 
the report of the committee, I desire to have it | 
voted upon, I do not care at what place, but [think 
it is in order to offer it as an amendment to the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from New | 
York. I think it is inorder now, and Į formally 
offer this proposition as an amendment to the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. CORWIN. I must object to that. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
has the floor, except as he may yicld it to other 
persons. . ; 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. The gentleman 
from Ohio has not called the previous question. 


and I am in order in offering my amendment, and 
good faith requires that we should have a vote 
upon it, I claim itas a right, under the partia- 
mentary law. 

Mr. CORWIN. Iam entitled to the floor, I 
believe; and Í will yield it to no mortal man. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio 
will allow me, I will state how I understood the 
question. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The Journal will settle 
| that question, 

Mr. BURNETT., 
the Journal. 

Mr. CORWIN. I suppose, then, that if there 
has been no amendment herctofore offered in 
the Elouse, the vote will be taken upon the ori- 
i ginal resolutions proposed by the committee. I 
; suppose that these propositions which have been 
_ substituted and ordered to be printed were propo- 
sitions which gentlemen stated they would offer 
į when the subject should come up for action. I 
have now the floor, and I am very desirous that 
| my propositions, too, shall be voted upon, and 
| L see no possibility of getting at them during this 
| Administration in this method of conducting busi- 
| ness, and especially if the amendments which I 
| have heard of shall. be taken up and voted upon 
y yeas and nays. I am notaware that anybody 
has offered in the House any amendment what- 
ever. Iwas told that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee offered his amendment when this report 
was made. Itake it for granted that that was so; 
but I suppose that the offer was after the manner 
of that of the genteman from Illinois—to have 
the amendment printed, so that when the proper 
time arrived he could offerit. Ifthe Journal there- 
fore shows that no amendment was offered, I shall 
object to any amendment being offered until two 
į or three votes have been taken, 

Mr. BRANCH. With the consent of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, I suggest that now he allow 
the Speaker to state what the Journal does show. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair wa) state that the 
Clerk will read from the Journal the minutes 
exactly as they were kept. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“The only proposition before the Ifouse for its action, 
which has been read a first‘and second time, is the first in 
the series of propositions, to which Mr. Bercur offered an 
amendment by way of addition, and to which Mr. CLEMENS 
offered an amendment by way of a substitute.’” 

Mr. CORWIN. According to the Journal, 
then, the first vote to be taken by the House will 
be upon the amendment offered by Mr. CLEMENS, 
j of Virginia, and then upon that offered by the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. Burcu.] 


I desire to call attention to 
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stitute; next upon my resolution; and lastly, upon 
the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will pardon me; according to the rules, the first 
vote will be upon the amendment offered by the 


; of addition to the original proposition, and then 
upon the proposition offered by Mr. CLEMENS as 
a substitute. 

Mr. KILGORE, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CORWIN. Order! I do not yield the 
floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. I rise to a question of order. 
It is this: there appear to be several proposi- 
tions pending, one of which is to strike out and 
insert as a substitute. 


on striking out and inserting? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes so. 


proposition of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BURCH. I desire to say that my amend 
ment was intended as a substitute for the entire 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. What is the 
question before the House? I call for the regular 
: order of business. 

Mr. BURCH. My proposition is in the nature 
| of a substitute, although it was offered as an 


difference to the several States, and ask them to 


into our hands propositions to amend the Consti- 


Thad the foor, and was recognized by the Speaker, || tution of the United States $ 


Mr. BURCH. The first vote is upon the sub- | 


gentleman from California, [Mr. Burcu,] by way } 


The question I propound i 
to the Chair is: whether we will not have a right | 
to perfect the proposition of the gentleman from ii 
Ohio, [Mr. Corwiy,] before the question is taken | 


Mr. KILGORE. Then I have an amendment |! 


| to offer, before the question is taken, to perfect the || 


amendment; because, if you refer these matters of || 


| call a convention, we ought not ourselves to take |j 


Mr. CORWIN. I suppose the. vote of the 
House must be taken: according to the rules. of 
order, in the order in which the Journal reports 
the amendments to have been’ offered. T take it 
for granted that the Speaker: has ‘stated rightly, 
that the first vote will be upon the amendment of. 
the gentleman: from’ California, [Mr. Bonc, ] 
‘then upon the amendment of the gentleman from: 
Virginia, [Mr. CLemens,] and then upon the joint; 
resolution. I call the previous question.: ane 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. :I-desire to 
ask a question of the Chair. If the- previous- 
question is not sustained, will not these propo- 
sitions be open to amendment? ` 

The SPEAKER. They will. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Then T hope 
the previous question will not be seconded. Eiet 
us have all.the propositions in ‘ 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to ask a question 
| of the Chair. The gentleman from Ilinois asked 
whether, if the previous question was not sec- 
| onded, the proposition would be opén to amend- 
ment; and the answer of the Chair might mislead 
the House. Is it not a fact that. there are two 
amendments now pending, and that no farther 
amendment can be entertained until those amend- 
| ments have been voted on? ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide 
question when it arises. ee 
ii Mr. BURNETT. The Chair answered the 
inquiry of the gentleman from Ilinois; and his 
answer may mislead the House, because no fur- 
ther amendments can be offered. ip agin 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois I understand 
that a further amendment would bein order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it would 
be in order. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, What is in order 
now? e ; 

The SPEAKER.  Itis in order to vote on seo 
onding the demand for thé previous question. . 


that 


i Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I demand 
tellers on the second. . 
|| Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. On what prop- 


osition is the previous question asked? I insist 
that it cannot be ordered on all the propositions’ 
| at one time. bag A 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the. 
gentleman from Ohio to demand the previous ques- 
fion upon the first series. of resolutions offered by. 

m. . pee 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would inquire if 
any other series of resolutions is.in order before: 
the House? ene cone 

The SPEAKER. Noother. The question is 
upon seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN In order to avoid confu- 
sion, Í have written down, and now send to the 
Clerk’s desk, the order in which I know my col- 
|| league desires his propositions to be put. 
i| TheSPEAKER Letit be read for information 
i| The Clerk began to read the paper. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise to a question of order. 
Task how the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
man] gets the floor to offer that paper, while his 
| colleague has it. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. I desire to object 
now, that it may be in time, to any other order 
i than the one in which the propositions were made. 
i Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, That is a 
|| resolution, and I object to it. ; 

H The SPEAKER. Objection is made: to, the 
i| reading of the paper. The question before the 


i) House is on seconding the demand for the pre- 
i| vious question on the first series of resolutions, 
|| Mr. CORWIN. I withdraw the demand for 
| the previous question for the present; and if gen- 
| tlemen do noi allow me to go on now and make 
| a statement, I shall avail myself of what I under- 
' stand is my privilege, and make a speech. Ide- 
sire the Clerk to read the statement which was 
i| handed up just now by my colleague, and which 
i| will show the order in which 1 wish the. vote to. 
be taken. on the propositions reported from the 
: committee. : 
| The Clerk read the paper, as follows: 
Ordered, That the several propositions embraced in the 
special order shall be disposed of as follows: 
| 1 Joint resolution to amend the Constitution of the Uni- 
ed States, and the various amendments pending thereto. 


2. An act to enable the people of New Mexico to form a 
constitution, and the-pending amendments, 


i 

a 

i _ 3. Amendments to the act for the rendition of fugitives, 
{i from labor, and pending amendments, 


ae, 


endments to th the. 

ustice, and pending amendments. : 

25: The several resolutions reported by the committee, 
atid pending amendments, a 3 ; 
~My. VALLANDIGHAM. The only way in 
which my. colleague can attain his object is, by 
withdrawing the pending resolutions which: the 
Chair has announced ,and then proposing the joint 

resointioi relative to-thé amendment of the Con- 


act 'for ihe rendition of fugitives 


stitution. <5 >. , : 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE: T object to any 
deviation fromthe regular order. 

Oii MESSAGE FROM, THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PATTON, 
one.of their clerks, announced that the Senate had 
agreed. to the. report of the committee of confer- 
ence upon the disagreeing votes of thetwo Houses 
upon the amendments of the Senate to the con- 
sular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

STATE OF THE UNION—AGAIN. 

Mr. CORWIN. Mr. Speaker, I propose, with 
the consent of the House, after having consulted 
with the majority of the committee who are 
friendly to this joint resolution, to offer a substi- 
tute for it. The joint resolution, as reported, pro- 
poses that no amendment of the Constitution of 
the United States’shail ever be made until every 
Statein the Union shall have assented to it 1 
propose the following as a substitute: 

No amendment shal} be made. tothe Constitution which 
will authorize or give to Congress power to abolish or in- 
terfere, within any State, with the domestic institutions 


thereof, including that of persons held to labor or service 
by the laws of said State. 


That is the proposition which I wish to have 
voted upon, instead of the proposition reported 
here by the committee; and I ask to make that 
modification as chairman of the committee. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Irise to a point of order; 
and that is, that the chairman. cannot substitute 
anything for the report of the committee. He 
has not been ordered by the committee to do so. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
chairman of the committee to offer this as an 
amendment. He can do that if he pleases. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. There are two amendments 
already pending. 

Mr. CORWIN. I understand that the priv- 
ilege has always been accorded to a committee to 
modify their report after it has been brought into 
the House. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Certainly not with- 
out a meeting of the committee to authorize the 
modification. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the com- 
mittee has been disbanded, where does the gen- 
tleman’s authority come from? 

Mr. CORWIN. The committee has not been 
disbanded. : 

Mr. FERRY. 1 never heard of this amend- 
ment before, and I am a member of the committee, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I make the point of order, 
that the modification is not in order, because it is 
not the creation of the committee. 

Mr. CORWIN. I understand the gentleman 
from Dlinois very well. His motives are very 
pure, but they are very objectionable to me. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I have nodoubt of it. Purity 
is always objectionable to the opposite. [Laugh- 
ter.] [speak politically of course. 1 make the 
point of order; and I ask for a decision on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not speaking from his seat. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. That is a great idea. I can- 
not hear anything back there at my seat. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman from Ohio, as an individual mem- 
ber, moves this as an amendment to the reportof 
the committee. 

Mr. BURCH. Can more than two amend- 
ments be pending at the same time? 


Mr. CORWIN. I do not offer it as an amend- 


ment; but I ask,as acourtesy, that it may be sub- 
stituted for the one I offered. I do so after con- 
sultation with a great many members of the 
committee. 

Mr, LOVEJOY. I still insist on my point of 
order. í 


The SPEAKER., The Chair thinks the point | 


is well taken. 
Mr. CORWIN. Then I give it up. 


_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot offer 
it in that way. 


“Mr. CORWIN. Then I propose that the order 
suggested by my-colleague be adopted as the order 
of voting in the House. 

Mr. BRANCH. [raise the 
that resolution is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. The gentleman from Ohio may make 
any statement or proposition he pleases, but not 
offer a resolution. : $ 

Mr. CORWIN. Then I suppose I will be per- 
mitted to call up the various propositions in the 
order I may choose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a point of order. 
I think the Chair has fallen into an inadvertence. 
My colleague has a right to move to perfect what 
is proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois. 
gentleman’s pardon. 
correct one. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that 
the gentleman has a right, as an individual mem- 
| ber, to move it asan amendment; but he says he 
does not offer it as an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Chair misun- 
derstood my colleague. He did offer it as an 
amendment, 

- The SPEAKER. 
in order. 

- Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. There being an 
amendment pending to the report of the commit- 
tee, offered by the gentleman from California, 
(Mr. Burcn,] and there being a substitute for the 
report, offered by the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Cuemens,] I ask whether the only amend- 
ment that is admissible now is an amendment to 
the amendment to the original report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks itis clearly 
in order as an amendment to the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. GROW. Then, I want to know at what 
point it comes in? The gentleman proposes, as 

understand, to offer it as an amendment to the 
substitute. That is what I desire to get at. 

Mr. CORWIN. I offer it in lieu of the joint 
resolution as reported. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the gentleman 
submits an amendment to the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia, I ask whether 
the vote can be taken on that until the amendments 
to the original proposition are voted on? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly not. The Clerk 
will read the propositions in their order. 

Mr. Burcn’s amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the original series the following words : 


í I beg the 
His proposition is not a 


If so, the Chair thinks it is 


States of the Union that they, through their respective Le- 
gislatures, request the Congress of the United States to call 
a convention of all the States, in accordance with article 
fifth of the Constitution, for the purpose of amending said 
Constitution in such manner and with regard to such sub- 
jects as will more adequately respond to the wants and af- 
ford more sufficient guarantees to the diversified and grow- 
ing interests of the Government and of the people composing 
the same. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Corwin. 

Mr. GROW. I take it that the information 
which I seek will be for the enlightenment of the 
House as well as of myself. I want to know 
what is proposed to be stricken out, for which the 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio is to be 
substituted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
proposition to be to strike out the Crittenden com- 
promise, being the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Cremens,] and to insert 
in lieu of it what is offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Corwin.] 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I rise toa question 
of order. I submit that it is not in order to move 
to amend the joint resolution on page 4, because 
that is not now pending before the Fouse, as the 
Speaker has decided at least twice. J understood 
that nothing was submitted in the first place ex- 
cept on the resolutions on pages 1, 2, 3,and part 
of page 4, of the printed paper which I hold in 
i| my hand. The Chair so decided a few minutes 
ago, and reiterated itnow. Therefore, ag the joint 
resolution is not pending before the House, it 
cannot be amended. 

The SPEAKER. The first is a joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I ask whether the 

whole of the report of the committee of thirty- 
i three is pending? 


point of order that 


That it be, and is bereby, recommended to the several | 
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The SPEAKER. |The Chair supposeg that to 
be so; although, of course, the propositions must 
be voted on separately. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Idid not so under- 
stand it. It was not so stated. # ` 

Mr. GROW., - Now Fhope that we will have 
this read, and will know where it is to come in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the House will hear me 
for a moment, I will state what F suppose to be 
the parliamentary order of the various proposi- 
tions. ‘The first, I understand to be the joint res- 
olution to amend the Constitution. To that, there 
is an amendment offered by the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. Borcu, }] who moves to strike out 
that proposition, and to insert. 

The SPEAKER. To add to; not to strike out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then he moves to add to 
the proposition of my colleague. To that the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Cunmens] moves 
a substitute. Now, my colleague has a tight to 
go back to his original proposition, which is pro- 
posed to be struck. out, and to move to perfectit. 
That is the first question to be put to the House. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. ` 

Mr. CORWIN. 
that purpose, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Is it understood that all the 
propositions submitted to the committee, and voted 
on in committee, are included in the report? 

The SPEAKER. The House will vote on the 
propositions reported by the committee. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Butwhat I want to under-. 
stand is, whether all the various propositions that 
were voted on in committee, and which are to be 
found.in the journal of the committee, are included* 
in the report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
they are not. ` f 

Mr. BOCOCK. I want to say a word, as there 
seems to be a great deal of confusion 

Mr. RUST. Irise to a privileged question. I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CORWIN. I do not yield for such a 
purpose. i 

Mr. BOCOCK. T rise to a question of order. 
I do not know whether I understood the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] correctly, If I 
did, then I do not agree with the proposition he 
submits. We all want to understand this thing 
correctly. What I understand to be the position 
of this matteris this: the committee of-thirty-three 
was appointed and held its sittings like any other 
committee. Various matters were referred to that 
committee. They reported different bills and joint 
resolutions. These bills and joint resolutions had 
no necessary connection with each other except 
that, by order of the House, they have all béen 
kept under consideration for discussion. You can 
now proceed in the same manner, as I understand 
it, as though the committee had, at different.times, 
reported four different bills or joint resolutions. 
The House has put them all together for the con- 
venience of discussion; but when they come to be 
voted on, it must be done separately. If the pre- 
vious question is ordered, it can apply to only one 
bill or jointresolution, with the amendments which 
may be pending. When that is disposed of, the 
second bill or joint resolution may be taken up 
for action. When that is disposed of, the third 
and then the fourth. That is the only possible 
way inwhich the House can get along in the pres- 
ent state of this business, as lunderstand it. The 
first proposition before the House is the joint reso- 
lution reported by the gentleman from Ohio, which 
stands first in order. He cannot alter it. He has 
made his report; his report has gone on to the 
Calendar. That must be first decided, and then 
will next come up the joint resolution to amend 
the Constitution. 

The SPEAKER. The vote must be taken 
upon each amendment as we go along. The va- 
rious propositions must be disposed of separately. 

Mr. BOCOCK., I desire to be distinctly under- 
stood, that when the previous question is ordered, 
it will apply to these joint resolutions, with what- 
ever amendments may be pending, and to them 
alone. When that is disposed of, the question 
willthen come up upon the other joint resolution. 
But if the House does not second the demand for 
the previous question, the joint resolution will be 
open for amendments, within the rule, as long as 
gentlemen shall see fit to offer them. . 

Mr. GROW. Then Į understand that the pre- 


Ido not yield the floor for 


we 


_ sidered by itself—as entirely distinct as if they 


` [Mr. Corwin] is upon the floor, entitled to dis- 


-to the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio. 


- toa question of order, unless it be upon the point 


1861. 
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vious question will apply to all the propositions 
reported by the committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I stated exactly the reverse. |i 
The report of that committee embraces four dis- 
tinct disconnected propositions, each to be con- 


had been reported by four different committees. 
Only one bill or proposition can come up ata 
time; and the previous question, if it is ordered, 
will apply only to one, and upon the amendments 
that are pending to it. When that is disposed of, 
the next will come up and be disposed of in the 
same way; and so on with the whole four. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is right in his statement, so far as it pertains 
to the order in which the propositions must be 
disposed of. I desire to say, however, that, as I 
understand it, my colleague is at liberty to pro- 
pose his amendment to his original proposition, 
as reported from the committee. The two amend- 
ments, as I understand them, are in the nature of 
substitutes. They are to strike out the original 

roposition, and to insert other matter in its place. 
Now, before the vote is taken upon striking out, 
[think my colleague has the right to amend his 
original proposition, by way of perfecting it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Does the gentleman from Ohio, 
the chairman of the committee of thirty-three, 
propose to perfect his series of propositions? 

Mr. CORWIN. Yes, sir.. 

Mr. RUST. Mr.Speaker, I want to know what 
is the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 


cuss the questions in reference to the resolutions. 
All this desultory debate has been, by general con- 
sent, out of order. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman from Ohio demanded the previous 

uestion upon the pending series of resolutions. 

“he gentleman then withdrew his demand for the | 
previous question, and is now entitled to the floor 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ob- 
ject to any further interruptions. {ask that the 

entleman from Ohio shall go on until he has fin- 
ished, and then yield the floor. I object to any 
interruption from any source whatever. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to know precisely what 
amendments are pending? 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make this re- 
mark—— 

Mr. HINDMAN. Iobject to any interruption 


Mr. PHELPS. [rise to a question of order. - 
Mr. HINDMAN. The gentleman cannot rise 


that the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio are 
out of order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have the right to rise to a 
question of order. My question is this: there 
are five different propositions reported by the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. The consideration of these 
propositions has been made a special order up to 
this time, without regard to the order in which 
they were reported. They were reported simul- 
taneously, but all relate to different subject-mat- 
ters. I think the gentleman from Ohio has now 
the right to call up any one of them he pleases. 
As I understand him, he desires to call up the 
proposition to amend the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. Then that is the proposition before 
the House for its decision. 

Mr. HINDMAN, Now, sir, [call fora decision | 
upon the question of order raised by the gentle- | 
man from Missouri. H 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind gen- | 
tlemen that ali these interruptionsare outoforder. | 
The gentleman from Ohio, having withdrawn his | 

i 


demand for the previous question, isin order to 
proceed with his remarks. i 
Mr. HINDMAN. The gentleman from Mis 
souri [Mr. Purxps] rose toa point of order. I call | 
for a decision upon that point of order. | 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point į 
of order was well taken. 
Mr. HINDMAN. What was his point of | 
order? [Laughter.] | 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is not called upon | 
to state that. The gentleman from Ohio will pro- | 
ceed. į 
Mr. CORWIN. According to the statemen | 
made by the gentleman from Missouri, and ac- | 


ceded to by the Chair, I find that I was correct in 
my original position, that I had the right to call 


j 
| 
i 
} 
i 


up any one of this series of resolutions for a vote. 
There are two amendments pending—one in the 
nature of a substitute, and the other an amend- 
ment to that upon which I suppose a vote would 
now be taken according to parliamentary law. 
But I am entitled to perfect the original proposi- 
tion before a vote is taken upon an amendment to 
strike oul and substitute. I therefore now offer 
the amendment which I have sent to the Chair, 
to be inserted after the preamble, instead of the 
joint resolution. I ask he Clerk to read it, and 
then I will demand the previous question. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I object, and rise 
to the question of order, that the gentleman can- 
not move to perfect the original text of his report. 
The amendment pending to that original text is 
that offered by the gentleman from California; and 
if any amendment is admissible at all, it isas an 
amendment to that. I make that point of order. 

Mr. CORWIN. My amendment has been de- 
cided to be in order, and I now move the previous 
question upon It. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Task fora decis- 
ion upon my point of order. In other words, it 
is that there cannot be two amendments in the 
first degree, both pending to the original text. 
The gentleman from California has offered his 
amendment; and any amendment that is admis- 
sible must be an amendment to that. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman has the right to 

perfect any part of the original text before the 
motion to strike out is put. 
. Mr. CORWIN. The Chair has decided the 
question of order. There is an amendment al- 
ready pending in the nature of a substitute. I 
move to perfect the original text, and I have called 
the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio has called the previous ques- 
tion; and, as nobody seems to understand how 
this matter is, I will move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr.BARR. Irise to aquestion of order. How 
did the gentleman from Illinois get the floor to 
move an adjournment? 

The SPEAKER. The 
yielded it. 

Mr. BARR. The gentleman certainly did not 
yield it for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
demanded the previous question, and could hold 
the floor no Jonger. The motion to adjourn was 
then properly in order. The gentleman from Ii- 
nois obtained the floor, and made the motion. 

Mr. LOVEJOY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the House ad- 
journs now, what will be the condition of the pend- 
ing question ? 

The SPEAKER, Itwillcome up the first thing 
in the morning, after the morning hour. This ob- 
ject has been made the special order until disposed 
of, 

Mr. FOUKE. Js it in order to move that the. 
Flouse adjourn until this evening? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. T am ap- 
pealed to by the chairman of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means to withdraw my motion to ad- 
journ, in order that we may go into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to take 
up one of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. BURNETT. Itcannot be withdrawn. We 
intend to have a vote on the report of the select 
committee of thirty-three. We ought to meet the 
question fairly and squarely now. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 64, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Beate, Blair, Blake, Bo- 
cock, Bufinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Carter, Case, Cou- 
burn, Covede, Cox, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, De 
Jarnette, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Garnett, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Hickman, Hindman, Hutehins, irvine, Kilgore, De- 
Witt C. Leach, Leake, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, 
MekKean, Mo Perry, Potter, Pryor, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
John H Reynéids, Royce, Sedgwick, Somes, Stevens, 
William Stewart, Tappan, Tompkins, Train, Waldron, 
Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu R. Washburne, 
Wells son, Windom, and Woodrufl—64, 

NAY s. Charles F. Adams, Green. Adams, 
Adrain, Aldrich, Thomas L. Adderson, William C. Ander- 
son, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barrett, Boteler, RBoulignay, 
Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch; 
Bumett, Butterfield, Campbell, Horace F. Clark, John B. 
Clark, Clark B. Cochranc, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conk- 
ling, Corwin, James Craig, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Dunn, Edmundson, English, Florence, Fouke, 


gentleman from Ohio 


| Frank, Gilmer, Hall, Hamilton, J. Moitigon ‘Harris, -Jobn 
T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard,.Holnian, William 
Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Killinger, Logan, Longnecker,; Mallory, Charles 
D., Martin, Elbert S: Martin, Maynard; MeClernand, Mee 
Kenty, McKnight, McPherson; “Millson, Montgomery, 
Laban T, Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Nelson; Nooli, Olin, Palmer, Pettit, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Porter, Pottie, Quarles, Riggs, Christopher 
Robinson, James C. Robinson, Rust, Scatt, Scratiton Shere 
man, Simms, William N, H. Smith, Spaulding,: Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, 
Stratton, Theaker, Thomas, Trimble, ‘Vallandigham, 
Vance, Verree, Wade, Webster, Whiteley, Winslow, and 
Wood—}l0. SPE tee re hd 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the vote, whe ; etisi 

Mr. STRATTON stated that -his. colleague; 
Mr. Nixon, had been compelled:to leave the 
House because of indisposition. ree 

Mr. BRANCH made the same statement in 
reference to his colleague, Mr. RUFFIN. : 

Mr. CRAIGE, of Missouri, moved to dispense 
with the reading of the names. | Peale 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, objected. < 

The vote was announced as above recorded: 

Mr. CORWIN obtained the floor... 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move that.there be a call 
of the House; and on that motión I demand: the 
yeas and nays. i RT S 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman has not pos+ 
session of the floor to submit that-motion. .-’ 

Mr. CORWIN. It appearing that we cannot 
have a vote this evening on these propositions in 
a way becoming the decorum of the Congress of 
the United States, I therefore, si phen: 

Mr. HICKMAN. Ithoughtthatit wasdlways 
in order to move that there bea call of the House: 

The SPEAKER. The motion would be in 
order ifthe gentleman had the floor to make ‘it. 

Mr. CORWIN. If the gentleman will hear 
mce one minute, I am sure.that he will not submit 
such a motion. I understand that I am author- 
ized to offer the amendment read by the Clerk at 
the desk. 1 will state to the House that all I 
desire nowisthatit willgive me the previous ques- 
tion upon that amendment. Then we can adjourn, 
and take another night for reflection.. When we 
return, I have no doubt that we will bein a better 
mood to vote. [Cries of ‘ Vote to-night!’} ° 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Tuinderstand 
that the only propositions before the House: are 
those contained in the resolutions. Those have 
only been read a first and second time, and thé 
gentleman from Ohio now demands the previous 
question on their passage. © We have not.come to 
the joint resolution. That is a matter entirely 
separate and distinct-from the propositions con- 
tained in the other resolutions. The joint resos 
lution, too, has never been read a first and second: 
time. 

Mr. STANTON. TheJournal shows the con- 
trary. A 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I understood 
from the Clerk that the Journal shows precisely 
what I have stated. 

Mr. MILLSON.. [rise toa question of order. 
The Chair has already decided this question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. TL. rise toia 
question of order. I desire the point I maketo 
be settled. My point of order being first made, 
must be first settled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that. the 
first series of resolutions have been read the first 
and second time; and that they must be postponed’ 
or disposed of before any.other resolution can be 
acted on. avian E ae 

Mr. CORWIN. [now move that the further. 
| consideration of these resolutions be postponed, 
as I have already indicated; and on that motion 
I demand the previous. question. 

The SPEAKER. Is the motion that the res- 
olutions shall bé postponed indefinitely ? $ 

Mr. CORWIN. I move that they be postponed 
until after the vote shall be taken on the other 
resolution. Abad 

Mr. HICKMAN. I movethatthere be a call 
of the House, to see whether there isa quortim 
present; and on that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. ate 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. POTTER. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move that this House do now adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has the floor ow a question of order. 


Mr. POTTER. I rise.to question of order. I 
insis: that my motion is in order. 
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The SPEAKER. “Only one question of order 
is in:¢gder at altime.” ` , E epee 
“My; POTTER... I appeal from that decision; 
and on:that appeal I demand the-yeas and nays. 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri.: That isnot a de- 
cision from which the gentleman can take an 


appeal. ae 6 - : A Sascha 
` Mr. MILESON.. -The gentleman from Wis- 
eonsin hiñself tan hardly believe that he can take 
the floor froni me. to move that the House ad- 
journ. cies EE ge PO ae SE 

Mr. Speaker, I now make my point: of order 
with a view of preventing thé opportunity being 
lost of availing myself of it. Itis this: the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. [Mr. Conwin] has just moved 
to postpone;.and I make the point of order that 
the Chair has already‘decided, and his decision 
was received by the House without appeal, that 
the gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the select 
committee, had-the right to sclect and call up any 
of the propositions reported from that committee. | 
The gentleman from Ohio ‘then indicated the res- 
olutions-that he would call up: The Chair held 
that it was his right to do so, and that decision, 
as-I have said, was acquiesced in. I hold, under 
the decision of the Chair, that the gentleman has 
the right to call up these resolutions, and that 
they are the only question before the House. — 

Mr. HICKMAN. That does not dispose of 
my.motion that there be a call of the House, upon 
which I have.demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will, with the 
permission of the House, explain to the gentleman 
from. Virginia that there has been a misapprehen- 
sion. The first resolutions have been read. a first 
and second time.. ‘That was not remembered by 
the Chair; and: therefore. it. is necessary to get 
them out of the way before the House can take 
up the other resolution. That was the difference 
between the two cases. The Chair decided that, 
if the gentleman from Ohio had come in with these | 
propositions, courtesy would have allowed him | 
to go on: with them when he pleased; but the 
House: having- distinctly before it one of them, 
and having read it the first and second time, that 
must be postponed or disposed of before we can 
take up the second, | 

Mr. MILLSON: The Chair may have de- 
cided rightly or wrongly; but the Chair decided, 
and the House acquiesced in the decision, and it 
became the decision of the Chair and of the | 
House. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was undcra mis- | 
appreheneion as to the fact—a leading fact, which 
altered the decision. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania now asks for a call of the House; and | 
upon that motion demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. POTTER. I rise to a privileged question. 
I move that the House adjourn; and upon that 
motion [ demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STANTON. I rise to a question of or- 
der.. The gentleman can make no motion, except 
from his seat. I call for the reading of the 57th | 
rule. I insist upon that point. 

Mr. POTTER. All I have to say is, that the | 
remark is worthy of its source—the gentleman 
from Ohio. f 

The yeas and- nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the negative—yeas 53, nays 113; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, i 
Blake, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Carter, 
Case, Coburn, Covode, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Fenton, Frank, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Hickman, Hindman, Hutchins, Irvine, DeWitt C. 


Leach, Leake, Lee, Longnecker, Lovejoy, Marston, Me- 
Kean, Morse, Perry, Potter, Edwin R. Reynolds, Sedgwick, | 


Sherman, Somes, William Stewart, Tappan, Tompkins, | 
Train, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Elihu B. 


Washburne, Wells, Wilson, and Windom—o3. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Charles T. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- | 
rain, Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Avery, Barr, Barre 
Boteler, Bouliguy, Brabson, Branch, Braytou, Briggs, Bris- | 
tow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Butterfield, Caimpbels, Horace || 
E. Clark, Jonn B. Clark, Clark B. Cochrane. John Coch- | 
rane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, | 
H. Winter Davis, De Jarnette, Dunn, Edmundson, Ey, i 
English, Ferry, Florence, Fouke, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Harn- ; 
Hton, John T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, Holman, || 
William Howard, Willian’ A. Howard, Hughes, Hum- | 
phrey, Jenkins, Junkin, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Kun- : 
kel, Larrabee, Logan, Loomis, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, : 
Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McKenty, M 
Pherson, Milson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moor- 
bead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nel- | 
son, Niblack, Noell, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pottie, | 
Pryor, Quarles, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Royce, A 
zi 

Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevenson, James A. Stew- H 


Rust, Scott, Scranton, Sickles, William N. M. Smith, 


art, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Theaker, Thomas, Yallaridig- ii 


ham,. Vance, Vetree,:. Wade, Whiteley, Winslow, Wood, 
and Wright—113. POSS i 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. ASHLEY moved. that 
voting. 4 

Mr. POTTER. I call 
upon that motion.’ : Sai 
~The SPEAKER. ..The Chair cannotentertain 
the motion during the call of the roll. Be 

The vote. was-announced as:above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Fhe question recurs upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
that there-be a call of the House. -. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Uponthat motion, I demand 
the yeas and nays. > : 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Upon that I call 
for tellers. eS 

Tellers were ordered;-and Messrs. Winson and 
Joux CocuraNne were appointed, : 

The House divided; and: the tellers reported— 
ayes 25, noes 98. . 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. ASHLEY. I move thatthe House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
and nays. >. 

The yeas and nays were not-ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of IHinois.. I call for 
tellers upon the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
Moorueap were appointed 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—- 
ayes 61, noes 78. 

So the House refused to adjourn. ` 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Nlinois. I move that, 
when this House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to 
meet on Friday. next; and upon that motion I 
demand the yeas and nays, and ask for tellers 
upon the yeas and nays, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McPuerson, 
and Smiru of North Carolina, were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes twonty-six, noes not counted, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 4, nays 154; as follows: 

YRHAS—Messrs. Dawes, Garnett, Irvine, and Potter—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chartes P. Adams, Green Adams, Ad~ 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Avery, 
Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair,” Bocock, 
Boteler, Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 
Brown, Bunton, Burch, Burlingame, Barnlam, Butter- 
field, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace I, Clark, John 
B. Clark, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Col- 
fax, Conkling, Corwin, Cox, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Jobn 
G. Davis, De Jarnette, Delano, Duct, Dunn, Edgerton, Bd- 
mundson, Edwards, Eliot, Bly, Etheridge, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Fouke, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, 
Graham, Grow, Hale, Hat, Hamilton, John 'T. Harris, Has- 
kin, Hatton, Helmick, Hickman, [Loard, Holman, William 
A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Jenkins, Jun- 
kin, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Kunkel, Larrabee, Leake, 
Logan, Longnecker, Lovejoy, Mallory, Marston, Charles D. 
Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, MeClernaml, McKean, 
McKenty, MePherson, Millson, Laban T. Moore, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Gdward Joy Morris, Isaac N, Morris, Nel- 
gon, Niblack, Noell, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, 
Porter, Potte, Pryor, Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, 
Seott, Scranton, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, 
Somes, Spaulding, Stanton, James A. Stewart, William 
Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, ‘Tappan, Theaker, Thom- 
as, Tompkins, Train, Vallandigham, Vance, Verree, Wade, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Wells, White Wilson, Windom, Winslow, Wood, 
Woodrutl, and Wrigbt—is4. 

So the House refused to adjourn over. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM said: I desire in- 
formation upon one point. I understand that the 
struggle is to sustain the previous question to- 
night. I understand further, that if the previous 
question be sustained, the effect will be to cut off 
the amendments of the gentleman from Califor- 
nia and the gentleman from Virginia, which lat- | 
ter is the Crittenden propositions, The motion 
is to postpone the pending resolutions, and those 
amendments were moved as amendments to this 
pending resolution. If they be postponed, the 
amendments are carried over with them. 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Ohio, that those amendments were 
offered to another set of resolutions which are 
not before the House at this time. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If that be so, 
which as a point of parliamentary law is wrong, 
I think ł will vote against an adjournment, 


he be excused from 


for the yeas and nays 


Upon that, I demand the yeas 


whether it be until to-morrow, or until Friday. t 


I vote. “fno.” . : | 


I desire to state also, that Mr. Wessrzr is 
paired off with Mr. Srevens, of Pennsylvania. ' 
‘Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, said: -Before I 
vote, 1 hope the House will allow me to ask one 
question, which touches the comfort of every 
gentleman present. Fee ae , 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If an oppor- 
tunity is given to respond to the gentleman from 
Maryland, I will not object. 
Mr. HARRIS of Marylan 
from Ilinois-will 


d. I hope my friend 
be allowed'to answer my ques- 


j] tion. ores si 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can make’ no 
conditions. = =: i yoe 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland.. Well, let me ask 


my question.. It seems to me that, unless we are 
going to reap some practical result from this con- 
test between the friends and the opponents of a 
votë to-night, it is scarcely worth while to pro- 
long the fight. It gentlemen are going for an ad- 
journment now, and are honest'in their opinions 
expressed privately, that if we adjourn now they 
will come into the Hotise to-morrow, and will not, 
by any parliamentary tactics, postpone a direct 
vote upon these propositions, I shall bein favor 
of an adjournment. ‘If, however, we are, byad- 
journment, simply to postpone the fight between 
the opponents and the friends of these proposi- 
tions, I think we ought to go through with the 
fight now. The question which I desire to ask 
of the gentleman from Illinois is, what is the rea- 
son for this opposition, and whether we cannot 
come to some ‘understanding as to the future? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of {llinois. Tecan speak 
only for myself, I will say that I have no dispo- 
sition whatever to filibuster in this matter. I 
have expressed no such intention. I have merely 
desired that we, upon this side, might have a vote 
upon what we believe to be a substantial propo- 
sition, and which we understood we were to be 
allowed to have. But, in the course pursued: by 
the honorable chairman of the committee of thirty- 
three, we think we have seen. an intention upon 
his part to deprive us of a vote upon that prop- 
osition. And what I said to the gentleman from 
Maryland privately, I can now state publicly. If 
it can be understood that we can havea vote upon 
the proposition to which I have referred to-mor- 
row, we are prepared to come here and vote upon 
all these propositions, without any delay what- 
ever. i 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope the House 
will now listen to the gentleman from Ohio, the 
chairman of the committee of thirty-three. -i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland.’ I hope the gen- 
tleman from Illinois will indicate the propositions 
he desires to get a vote upon. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. ‘There are 
but two propositionsthat I care particularly about. 
One of them is the resolution reported from the 
committee by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. Tarpan] and the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. Wasunurn.}] Lam in favor of that 
proposition, and I desire to voteuponit. The other 
is the proposition of my colleague, [Mr. Krx- 
Loca,} which I am opposed to, but which I de- 
sire to see a vote upon. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Minois. IJ-desire, if any 
adjustment is made of this matter—and I certainly 
hope that some understanding will be had that 
we shall have a vote on all these propositions— 
that a vote shall be had on the proposition which 
I offered. “It does seem to me that we should 
agree to have a vote upon all these propositions 
to-morrow, and adjourn now. These are import- 
ant matters before the country, and it is due that 
they should be voted upon as gentlemen may de- 
sire to presentthem. J do hope that both sides 
of this House—or ‘both sides of this question, I 
should more properly say—will consent to some 
such adjustment as has been indicated, and to- 
morrow we can come here and have a square vote 
upon all these various propositions. 

Mr. SIMMS. I hope this side of the House 
will not agree to. any such understanding. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object to every proposi- 
tion except in the regular order.- ; 

The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded. i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryiand. Now, Mr. 
Speaker; my simple and honest purpose was ñot 
to create any additional flurry in the House, but 
to see if we could not, as sensible men, get over 
this difliculty, and ascertain what is mutually de- 
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sired. I would like very much if the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin,] who has the manage- 


ment of this matter—with which I do not design | 


to interfere at all—would state what his purposes 
are; and whether thegentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
Wasusurne]and hisfriends cannotbeaccommo- 
dated in accordance with the views of the gentle- 
man from Hlinois, i 

Mr. TAPPAN. If thegentleman from Mary- 
land will allow me, I desire to say one word. I 
believe there are but two propositions which gen- 
tlemen upon this side of the House desire to have 
voted on. One of them is the resolution which 
I myself moved as-a substitute for the report of 
the honorable chairman of the committee of thirty- 
three; and which I supposed, at the time, it was 
the understanding of the House that we should 
have a vote upon. 

Mr. CURTIS. 
derstanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Stanton in 
the chair.) There is no debatable question before 
the Ilouse; andall this discussion is by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. WRIGHT. lobjecttoany further debate. 

Mr. COX. Let them fillibuster as much as 
they please. . 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope the chair- 
man of the committee of thirty-three will be heard. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I move that the House do 
now, adjourn, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Ihave not yiclded 
the floor. 

Mr. FENTON. Let me say aword. I hope, 
if this matter is to go over till to-morrow, it will 
be the understanding that a vote shall be had on 
the proposition which I offered, and which has 
been printed, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands that the gentleman from Maryland is 
holding the floor by unanimous consent, and he 
can only yield it by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I object to his 
yielding it, 

Mr. FLARRIS, of Maryland. I have asked 
the gentleman from Ohio to makea statement. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Irise to a question of order. 
The yeas and nays have been ordered on my mo- 
tion fora call of the House; and nothing is in 
order but to call the roll, | - 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 1 desire to vote. 

Mr. HICKMAN. L insist on the roll being 
called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nothing is in 
order but the call of the roll, on the motion that 
there be a call of the House; on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. FARRIS, of Maryland. Idesire torecord 
my vote, $ ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is too late. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. The Chair has 
not announced the result. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair an- 
nounced the result some time since. 

Mr. RICE. 1 desire to say that I have been 
detained from the Fouse for some days by illness, 
and have, therefore, been unable to address the 
House upon the subject-matter now before it. I 
ask permission of the House to print my remarks, 

[There was no objection, and his speech will be 
published in the Appendix. 


I never heard of such an un- 


The gentleman 


Mr. EDWARDS, (at six o’clock and five min- | 
utes, p.m.) l move that the House do now | 


adjourn. 
Mr. ASHLEY called for the yeas and nays, 
and tellers on the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Asuier and | 


Waiınsrow were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 
twenty-seven in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GROW. Idid not understand that there 
was any objection to the proposition made, just 
now, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. What proposition? 

Mr. GROW. The proposition made by the 
gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Let us hear from 


the chairman of the committee of thirty-three | 


ether he will agree to it. 
.McCLERNAND. 
fercementof the rules. 


1 insist upon the en- 


| der C. Washburn, Eibu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, 


| man from Ohio, the Chair permitted two hours of 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 54, nays 88; as follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale; Bingham, 
Blair, Blake, Brayton, Bufiaton, Burlingame, Burnham, 
Butterfietd, Carey, Case, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hutchins, Irvine, Francis W, Kel- 
logg, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, 
McKnight, Morse, Perry, Potter, Edwin R, Reynolds,Chris- 
topher Robinson, Seranton, Sedswick, William Stewart, 
Tappan, Theaker, Tompkins, Wade, Waldron, Cadwata- 


and Woodruff—54. Š 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Barr, Barrett, Bocock, 
Boteler, Bouligny, Branch, Briggs, Brown, Burch, Burnett, 
Campbell, Carter, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clark 
B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, 
Covode, Cox, H. Winter Davis, De Jarnette, Dunn, Bd- 
mundson, English, Florence, Fouke, Gilmer, Hamiltón, 
J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hel- 
mick, Holman, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Hughes, Jenkins, Junkin, Larrabec, Leake, Lee, Logan, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert S..Martin, MeClernand, Me- 
Keuty,MePherson, Milson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Isaac N. “Morris, Nelson, Niblack, 
Noell, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pottle, Pryor, Riggs, 
James C. Robinson, Royce, Rust, Simms, William N. IL 
Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevenson, James 
A. Stewart, Stokes, Thomas, Vauce, Walton, Whiteley, 
Winslow, and Wright—8s. 

So the House refused to adjourn 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. McKEAN stated that Mr. Parmer had 
paired with Mr. KUNKEL., 

Mr. COX stated that Mr. Curtis had paired 
with Mr. Sickes. 

Mr. BOULIGNY said: Mr. Speaker, I wish 
the House to excuse my colleagues. T understand 
that they are kept at home by the secession fever. 
They have got the fever badly; and I hope the 
House will excuse them. {Laughter.] 

The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded. ` 

Mr. BURNETT. I would like to have the 
unanimous consent of the House to make an in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Hickman. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairhears 
no objection. f 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to know of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania whether it is the pur- 
pose of the gentlemen who have. made these 
motions, which we usually call fillibustering, to 
prevent any vote to-night? 

Mr. HICKMAN, I will be very candid, Mr. 
Speaker, in my response to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. So far from having any disposition 
to avoid a vote, my very purpose is to come toa 
vote, not only upon every proposition which has 
been submitted, but I desire to vote upon every 
proposition which can be submitted which looks 
to compromise. My purpose is to procure an ad- 
journment of this House for the reason that, after 
the previous question was called by the gentle- 


fillibustering from that side of the louse, pre- 
venting a direct vote upon any proposition. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I call the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to order. : 

Mr. COX. He is casting reflections upon the 
Speaker. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Ido not desire to cast re- 
flections upon any gentleman, or upon any num- 
ber of gentlemen—not atall. I say it was per- 
mitted. I objected because I desired to come at 
once to a direct vote upon the several distinct 
propositions. I now desire it. I will say in ad- 
vance, that £ wish to reach them for this reason: 
that I want to put my negative on each and every 
one of them, so that the whole country may un- 
derstand where I stand. 

Mr. RUST. We know that, anyhow. 

Mr. BURNETT. I submit to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, how is it possible for us ever 
to come to a vote on these propositions while he 
interposes-motions that are intended only for de- 
lay? Now, if the gentleman will permit the pre- 
vious question to be seconded, we come to vote 
on the first propositions of the committee of thirty- 
three. If they are voted down, we come to the 
vote on the second propositions and amendments; 
then to the third; and if they are voted down, 
other gentlemen will have the liberty of voting on 
such propositions as may be pending for the pur- 
pose of having the sense of the House upon them. 
The only effect of the gentleman’s motion is to 


prevent any vote whatever, and the country will |) 
so regard it, : : ane ae i 


Mr. HICKMAN... E-think -that every: gentle: 
man here will admit that E have-been.the last. to 
engage in any scheme of fillibustering. ` I desire, 
of ali things, to meet each ‘proposition ‘that can 
be presented to the House squarely. - And Iwill 
withdraw y motion fora call of the House, pro- 
vided it shall be agreed that these propositions 
shall be presented to the House for a vote, with- 
out discussion. . Getta ah 

Mr. RUST. That is what we all on this side 
of the House want. = 

Mr. GROW. Then we are all agreed? : 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. The ques: 
tion has been thoroughly discussed’ on this side 
ofthe House. We wantno more discussion of 
it here. ; : SEE yates 

Mr. RUST... We want no discussion “here. 
We want a vote. eae 

Mr. HICKMAN. Lhave not discussed any of 
these propositions.. Ihave desired. to vote; and 
was just as ready to vote the day the discussion 
commenced as Tam now. meee aN 

Mr. RUST. Very good; then let us vote... 

Mr. BURNETT. ` The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania made one remark which I desire to‘repeli 
It was, that this side of the House has fillibus- 
tered. We have done nothing of the sorte ° 

Mr. HICKMAN. No,sir; the gentlemanfrom 
Kentucky misunderstood meentircly. ‘Edid not 
refer to that side of the House at all. I said; that 
after the gentleman from Ohie had called. the pre- 
vious question, one or two hours of fillibustering 
discussion was permitted by the Chair. `Idid not 
say from what quarter of the House that discus- 
sion came. fe Agee : 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Now, Mr. Speaker,I 
hope these explanations are at an end, and that 
we will have a call of the roll, : 

Mr. GROW. I hope.the Speaker will put it 
to the House whether that is the understanding. 
Gentlemen get up on this side and say it is, and 
get upon thatside and say itis. Will the Speaker 
ask the House whether it is agreed to? 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
zoning to do with that. The Clerk will call the 
roll, i 

Mr. GROW. Iask whether there is any ob- 
jection to any understanding. Wemight sit here 
‘all night, this way, while both sides of the House 
are agreed. Sy 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
nothing to do with that. eo Pe Nee gets 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope we will proceed with 
business. rs bee ME hE 

Mr. HICKMAN. As itscems to be the pur- 
pose that a vote shall be taken directly on: the 
propositions, 1 withdraw my motion fora call of 
the louse. ; : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Then the ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Corwin, } to postpone the preliminary 
resolutions. i 

Mr. CORWIN. I ask the Chair whether I 
have not the floor on that motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair isin- 
formed that the gentleman from Ohio moved :to 
postpone. the preliminary resolutions, and de- 
manded the previous question on that motion, 
The previous question having been demanded de- 
prives the gentleman of the floor for the purpose 
of discussion, rods 

Mr. CORWIN. I withdraw the demand. for 
the previous question. From all that I hear, Mr 
Speaker, | am inclined to believe, thatif we should 
adjourn now, and resume the-consideration ofthis 
subject in the morning at the proper: hour, there 
might probably be a vote. without debate. I think 
there has been some misunderstanding on allsides 
about the wishes of gentlemen. Thereis suita dis- 
agreement between me and some of the gentlemen 
on the other side, avout the time and place. at 
which the favorite amendment shall be voted on. 
I ask gentlemen to allow me to take a vote on the 
joint resolution to amend the Constitution, with» 
out amendment; and then there will be no objec- 
tion, on my part, to their offering amendments to 
any other propositions among the fifteen or twenty 
that remain,so that they can record their votes on 
it by yeas and nays. - : : 

Mr: WASHBURNE, of Illinois, Will the gen- 
tleman permit me one word? 

Mr. CORWIN. Yes. ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Iliinois. Tunderstand 
that the amendment on-which we desire a vote 3s 
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peculiarly germane to that proposition, and to no 
other.. if it should be offered as an amendment 
to any other proposition on which the gentleman 
desires to have the action of the House, it would 
be ruled out, ‘ l 

Mr. RUST. Does the gentleman mean to em- 
brace the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] in 
the term “4 we??’.. He says “we”? want. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. No, sir; I 
do not.: v: 

Mr. RUST. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then I hope 
the gentléman is satisfied.. That, sir, is the rea- 
son why we want to have an understanding on 
the subject. ` 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Will the gentle- 
man read the amendment on which he wants a 
vote? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It is this: 

Resolved, That the provisions of the Constitution are 
ample for the preservation of the Union, and the protection 
ofall the material interests of the country ; that it needs to 
be obeyed rather than amended ; and our extrication from 
present difficulties is to be looked for in efforts to preserve 
and protect the public property, and enforce the laws, 
rather than in new guarantees for particular interests, or 
compromises or concessions to unreasonable demands. 

Now, we understand that it is peculiarly ap- 
propriate to the joint resolution. 

Mr. RUST. I want to know whom the “ we” 
embraces ? 

Mr. ASHLEY. . Every man here who is not 
a dough-face. 

Mr. RUST. Idid not hear the military gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 
` AMemper. He said all that are not dough- 
faces.”’ 

Mr. RUST. ‘Well, I suppose he meant the 
dough-faces on that side of the House. 

r. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. “That is the 
reason why it was insisted that this amendment 
should be permitted, by the gentleman from Ohio, 
to be offered in this connection, Now, will the 
House pardon me one moment? It might be sug- 
gested that this amendment might be offered to 
some of the resolutions which precede the joint 
resolution to which the gentleman refused to allow 
it to be offered. But I understood the gentleman 
from Ohio to suggest that he did not expect or 
desire to have a vote on these preliminary reso- 
lutions, but that he proposed to postpone them 
indefinitely. 

Mr. CORWIN. Merely to postpone till the 
others were disposed of. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then, will 
the gentleman agree that these resolutions may be 
acted on, and that the resolution which I have 
read may be offered as an amendment? 

Mr. CORWIN, Certainly. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Then, so far 
as I am concerned, I am perfectly agreed. 

Mr. CORWIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, there 
is not more than one man in ten who will ever 
know what I say; and I wish those around me 
to take notice, that I do notagrce that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ilinois shall be of- 
fered to the joint resolution to amend the Con- 
stitution. Iam perfectly willing that it shall be 
offered to any other resolution in the whole series. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I will state, 
with the permission of the gentleman from Ohio, 
my position on this matter; and I do not speak 
for any one else. If these resolutions shall be 
postponed, and it is the understanding that, after 
the joint resolution for amending the Constitution 
shall have been disposed of, these resolutions 
shall come up immediately, and the amendment 
1l have indicated be admitted, and a vote had upon 
it, for one, I will make no further opposition to 
the vote being taken upon the motion to post- 


one. 
p Mr. CORWIN. AÆsanamendmentto the joint 
resolution for amending the Constitution ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. No, sir; as 
an amendment to the others. 

Mr. CORWIN. I am perfectly agreed to that. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want it understood that 
gentlemen may have any agreement thcy please 
in reference to the order of their votes; but we on 
this side do not assent to any arrangement that 
shall take the propositions to be voted on out of 
the order in which they. stand on the Journal of 
the House. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to say thatif the motion 
to postpone be adopted when the proposition of 
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the gentleman from Ohio'shall'havė been voted on, | 
and we shall return to the propositions now be- 
fore the House, it will then be in order to offer the 
amendment to which the gentleman from I}inois 
alludes. : 

Mr. BURNETT. So far as the rules of the 
House are concerned, certainly gentlemen may 
offer any amendments that are in order. WhatI 
wished to say was, that we do not intend to be 
bound by any agreement gentlemen on. that side 
of the House may make among themselves that 
shall interfere with the regular order of proceed- 
ings of the House under the rules. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. -I now have the 
floor, and I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether he is willing I should offer the amend- 
ment I have indicated as an amendment to what 
is known as the Crittenden amendment? Such 
an amendment would come within the parliament- 
ary rules and be in order, as I understand it, 

Mr..CORWIN. I state to the gentleman that 
I have no objection to any amendment being of- 
fered to any proposition except it be offered to the 
joint resolution to amend the Constitution. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Then, is it under- 
stood that I shall have permission to offer my 
amendment? 

Mr. CORWIN. Certainly, so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

Mr. RUST. [rise to a question of order. I 
want to know who is entitled to the floor, and 
whether all this debate is in order? 

The'SPEAKER. Itis not in order. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio is upon the floor by the consent 
of the House. The gentleman from Ohio cannot 
yield the floor except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio give me his ear for a moment, It is impos- 
sible, in the confusion that prevails, to hear what 
he is saying. If any arrangement is being made 
by him with gentlemen upon that side of the 
House, I want to say that we agree to nothing 
that is not first stated by the Chair, and under- 
stood by us, unless it is strictly in accordance 
me the rules of proceeding under parliamentary 

aw. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With the per- 
mission of the House, the Chair will state what 
he believes to be the understanding between the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr KeLLoce.] There is 
a joint resolution, which is the principal subject 
of controversy, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution. The Chair understands the gentle- 
man from Ohio to object to any amendment being 
offered to that resolution, except the amendment 
which he himself offers, But there are other joint 
resolutions which the gentleman from Ohio ‘now 
proposes to postpone; and he consents that, as 
soon as the joint resolution foramending the Con- 
stitution shall have been voted upon, the House 
shall return to these resolutions, and that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois shall have the permission to 
offer his amendment, or that the gentleman from 
Illinois may offer his amendment to any other 
proposition reported by the committee. 

Mr. BURNETT. Will the Chair allow me to 
make an inquiry? ` The first proposition I under- 
stand to be that originally reported by the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. Then there is the prop- | 
osition of the gentleman from California, [Mr. | 
Burcu,] and then the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. Now, sir, I object to any 
proposition that shall intervene to prevent us from 
coming to a vote upon the proposition of the gen- 
Ueman from Virginia, [Mr. CLEMENS.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands that all the amendments pending are 
not to the joint resolution for amending the Con- 
stitution. The gentleman from Ohio refuses to 
permit any amendment to be offered to that joint 
resolution. If the question shall be taken upon 
that, the question will first occur on the motion 
of the gentleman from Virginia to substitute his 
proposition for the proposition of the gentleman 
from California. The question then will occur 
on the amendment as amended, or not amended, 
asthe House may determine, and then on the res- 
olution. These votes will be taken without any 
other amendments which can intervene. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I have no objection 
to gentlemen on thé other side voting upon any 
propositions they may desire. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I rise to a question of order. 


I want to know towhat extent those interruptions 
are to be permitted to extend? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair:has 
merely indulged this debate in order that the 
House may understand the question. . 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I have the floor 
by the permission of the gentleman from Ohio, 
and I desire to say a word. : 

Mr. HICKMAN, Iobject. ` 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. If gentlemen will 
bear with me for one moment, I can make a prop- 
osition to which there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there beino 
objection, the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BOULIGNY, I object. ‘ 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. The gentleman 
from Louisiana, I am sure, will not persist in his 
objection. I desire to state that, as the amend- 
ments now stand- upon the Journal, the vote will 
of necessity have to be taken upon what is known 
as the Crittenden amendment, offered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. Now, I propose to offer 
my amendment in strict accordance with par- 
liamentary rule, which can only be avoided by a 
demand for the previous question. It will not 
interfere at-all with the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. If he will permit me to offer my 
amendment, he may then carry outhis programme 
as he pleases. : 

Mr. CORWIN. As an amendmentto what? 

Mr. KELLOGG. As an amendment to the 
Crittenden proposition. 

Mr. CORWIN. I desire to know whether that 
is in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sup- 
poses it would be an amendment in the third de- 
gree, and not in order, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I think the Chair 
is mistaken in that. It'is an amendment in the 
second degree. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair 
will suggest another reason why the amendment 
cannot be received at this time. The motion sub- 
mitted by ‘no gentleman from Ohio, to postpone, 
would cut it off. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. That is true; but 
I understood that motion to be waived. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does 
not understand the gentleman from Ohio to with- 
draw his motion to postpone. 

Mr. BURNETT. 1 insist that the gentleman 
from Ohio shall either proceed or give up the floor, 
I object to any further interruptions. : 

Mr. CORWIN. I have never yielded the floor 
atall. Gentlemen take it from me without ask- 
ing leave; and they do not care whether I yield 
or not, or whether they are recognized by the 
Chair or not. I wish now to state simply what 
my purpose is, so far as this controversy is con- 
cerned. I wanta vote upon this joint resolution to 
amend the Constitution first, and I wantit without 
amendment; therefore I have objected to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. Now 
I propose this, if the House will agree to it: that 
we shail now adjourn; that in the morning we 
will postpone these resolutions, so as to get at 
the joint resolution for amending the Constitution, 
these resolutions being mere generalities, not af- 
fecting legislation; that we shall vote upon that 


joint resolution; that we shall then return to these 


resolutions, and I am willing that any amend- 
ments gentlemen may desire shall be offered and 
voted upon, so that it is done without debate. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I-wish to say this 
in response to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio: I understand that that which is in 
order before the House, is the resolutions reported 
by the gentleman from the select committee of 
thirty-three; and that his motion is to postpone 
their further consideration and to take up the joint 
resolution, which he has also reported. Lani will- 
ing that the resolutions first reported by him 
should be postponed for prior action upon the 
joint resolution to which he moves an amendment. 
hen we proceed to vote on the resolutions first 
reported by the chairman of the select committee 
of thirty-three, I understand that this will be the 
condition of.the question. As those resolutions 
stand, I believe that there are amendments offered 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Burcu] 
and the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. CLeMENs;] 
the latter being in the nature of asubstitute. Un- 
der the parliamentary law they would be capable 
of being amended, so far as the substitute is con- 
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cerned, in one degree; and, so far as the original 
resolution is concerned, in another degree. Í am 
willing, when those resolutions come up, that these 
amendments may be allowed to'be submitted by 
any gentleman upon the floor; but I will consent 
to none other than parliamentary amendments. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. ` 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman has not the 
floor to make that motion. I wish to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. 1 want to know whether the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio is in order? 
Is not the report of the committee of thirty-three 
indivisible? [Cries of “Order t°] 

Mr. HICKMAN. 
the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to 
postpone the preliminary resolutions, the first of 
the series, isin order without unanimous consent. 

Mr. SICKLES. They are only a portion of 
the report of the committee of thirty-three. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee 
report a series of propositions, as the Chair un- 
derstands, to be acted on severally. It has already 
been held that they must be taken up in the order 
in which they stand. The chairman of tho select 
committee moves that the first of the series be 

ostponed until action is had upon the subsequent 
joint resolution. The Chair rules that that motion 
reese is in order. 

r. SICKLES. Will not that be a change of 
the parliamentary condition of the amendments 
of the gentleman from California, [Mr. Burcn,] 
and the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. CLemrns 7] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands that they have not been moved to the 
matter that is now proposed to postpone. 


I want my motion put to 


Mr. SICKLES. That being understood, there | 


is no objection to the postponement. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope that we will have no 
further discussion. It is all out of order; and I 
hope that we will be allowed to procced to vote. 
[Cries of“ Vote!” * Vote!’ 

Mr. HICKMAN. Lyielde 
there be a call of the House on the distinct assur- 
ance thatthe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] 
should not be interrupted, and that we should 
come to a direct vote on all of the propositions. 
Linsist, sir, that that understanding be carried out. 

Mr. CORWIN. Iam sure, since we now un- 
derstand each other on all sides of the House, 
that there is no occasion to take a vote on the pre- 
liminary resolutions. l demand the previous 
question on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. BURNETT. How far does that call for 
the previous question extend ? 

Mr. CORWIN. It only affects the motion to 
postpone. 

Mr. ASHLEY. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HICKMAN. 
nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HICKMAN. 1 move that there bea call 
of the House; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. Falso demand tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Only twenty-two 
vote in the affirmative; not a sufficient number to 
order tellers. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Count the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One fifthof a 
quorum has not voted in favor of tellers. 

Mr. HICKMAN. There may not bea quorum 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
satisfied that there is. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. J demand the yeas and nays, and 
tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day, it-be to meet on Friday next. 
On that I demand the yeas and nays, and tellers 
on the yeas and nays. 


I move that the House do 


I demand the yeas and 


The Chair is 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hickman, | 


and Smitu of North Carolina, were appointed. 

The House was divided. 

Mr. HUGHES. I want to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. {fa member be paired can he vote 
on a division by tellers? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

_ tlemen to decide for themselves, 


Thatis for gen- 


? 
d up the motion that || 


Mr. RUST. I understand that.the gentleman 
from North Carolina, voted through the tellers. 
' The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
nothing to do with pairs. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My pair was upon 
votes on the main question, and it was made with 
a distinct reservation that | should be left to vote 
on motions to adjourn. The gentleman from 
North Carolina was himself in favor of adjourn- 
ment when he left. : oo 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; the tellers 
having reported only eighteen in the affirmative. 

Mr. GARNETT. Irise to make an inquiry, 
the answer to which will control my vote. Are 
amendments moved by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia and the gentleman from Virginia pending 
to the pending proposition? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They are not. 

Mr. GARNETT. Ifthe pending proposition 
be postponed, I suppose that the House will have 
an opportunity to vote for something else before 
the Crittenden proposition is reached. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands from the Clerk that it is now pending. 

Mr. SICKLES. I made an inquiry on the 
subject a few moments ago, and was informed by 
the Speaker that the matter to be postponed on 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio would not 
interfere with the amendments as they now stand, 

Mr. McCLERNAND. This question has been 
decided a dozen of times. I object to any further 
discussion. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
manded? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis. The Chair 
would not mislead any member. The Chair sup- 
posed that the amendments of the gentleman from 
California and the gentleman from Virginia were 
pending to the joint resolution for the amendment 
il of the Constitution. It turns out that the Chair 
was mistaken, and that they are pending to the 
resolutions which are now proposed to be post- 
poned, 

Mr.VALLANDIGHAM. Were thoseamend- 
ments ever moved regularly to this report of the 
select committee? If they were not, how did 
they get before us? 

Mr, BRIGGS. I was in the chair the day 
they were offered and received. They are before 
the House regularly in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
upon the motion, that when the House adjourns 
to-day, it adjourn until Friday next. 

Mr. KUNKEL. [rise to a privileged question. 
I understood the Chair to announce that such and 
such was the state of the Journal, and I wish that 
statement corrected. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
corrected it as far as he is advised. 

Mr. KUNKEL. 
the proposition which it is proposed to postpone 
|| is the simple resolution of this House, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is mistaken. 

Mr. KUNKEL. And not the joint resolution 
for the amendment of the Constitution, { under- 
stood thai the preposition of the gentleman from 
California wasa joint resolution of the two Houses 


Is the previous question de- 


Constitution, and that the propositions of the gen- 


for the amendment of the Constitution. 
sir, those amendments could only apply to the 
report of the committee of thirty-three, which we 
propose to postpone. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
i| state how the question is. ; 
| Mr, KUNKEL. Will the Chair allow me to 
|| explain myself? 
i The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
|| from Maryland iy not in order in making a speech. 
i| The Chair desires to makea statement, so that 
i| heand the gentleman from Maryland may under- 
ii stand each other. The proposition which is pro- 
i| posed to be postponed is the declaratory joint 
resolutions of the two Houses, and not the joint 
resolution to amend the Constitution. The prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Virginia is to amend 
one of those declaratory resolutions, as the Chair 
is informed. wise 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. I desire to know what -necessit 
there is for postponing the resolutions te which 


from Dlinois, who is paired with a gentleman 


The Chair has stated that į 


The gentleman | 


of Congress providing for an amendment of the | 


tleman from Virginia were also joint resolutions | 


Now, | 


ti 
i 
i 
i 


-lution to amend the Constitution. 
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the Chair has alluded, únless ‘they are pending 
alone, and the joint resolution ‘embodying the 
Adams amendment is not pending. And if»the: 
former only have been réad twice, and aré and 
have been alone before the House, then the amends ` 
ment of the gentleman from California, {Mr. 
Burcu,] and the Crittenden propositions, moved 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. CLEMENS;] 
must apply only to them; and most unquestion-: 
ably, if these declaratory: resolutions: are “post 
poned, it carries them with it. And thus the 
‘Crittenden propositions will be sent over, to take 
the chances of never being: brought’to a yote at 
all. I warn gentlemen on this side of the House,. 
now, of the danger. If they desire a. vote on 
Mr. Crirrenpen’s proposition, letithem look oùt.: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair -has 
stated that the resolutions pending were the:de=: 
claratory joint resolutions reported’ by the seléct 
committee of thirty-three. po 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Then the proposed. 
amendment of the Constitution is not yet: before 
the House, and never has been, and‘of course the: 
Crittenden propositions are not pending as an 
amendment to it. ogden, 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The effect ’of 
postponing will be to carry over the amendments 
also with the declaratory resolutions. 

-Mr. COX. What is the question 
House? 

Mr. HICKMAN. ‘How do these questions 
arise upon the motion to adjourn? : 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The pending 
question is upon the motion to adjourn over until 
Friday. 

The questi 
the negative. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn; and upon that motion, | demand 
the yeas and nays, and ask for tellers upon: the 
yeas and nays. : ` 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. : 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I call for tellers upon the 
motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lovesoy and’ 
Brancu were appointed, er 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 41, noes 80. ae 

So the House refused to adjourn. o 

Mr. HICKMAN. LImove that there be a call 
of the House; and upon that motion, I demand 
the yeas and nays, and ask for ‘tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. l pae ey 

Tellers were not ordered, eee. 

_ The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the demand for 
the previous question; the previous question was 
seconded, and the main question ordered to be put. 

The question recurred upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, to postpone the joint reso- 
lutions. 

Mr. BURNETT. Now, upon the motion to 
postpone, I demand the yeas and nays. If these 
resolutions are postponed, they carry with them 
the propositions known as the Crittenden prop- 
ositions, 

Mr. MILLSON. They will-do no such thing. 

Mr. BURNETT. Tho Speaker has so decided; 
and I put the question to him again. j 

Mr. RUST. Will the Speaker announce what 
will be the effect of the motion to postpone, if it 
prevails? ` : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. [understand that 
these preliminary joint resolutions are.the reso- 
lutions to which the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr..Crnmens,].and: the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California, [Mr. 
Buren,] were moved as amendments, and if these 
preliminary joint resolutions are postponed, they 
will carry with them the amendments. 

Mr. BURNETT. Exactly. ` ; 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The Chair de- 
sires to state to the House that the proposiuionof 
the gentleman from Ohio is to postpone the joint 
resolutions until the other questions are acted 
upon, and they will come up immediately after- 
wards. 

Mr. RUST. If the motion to postpone pre- 
vails, what will be the next question to be voted 
on? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


before the. 


on was taken; and it was decided.in 
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«Mr McGLERNAND. | Wilh: it. not: bë ‘the: 
amendment offered: by the gentleman from. Vir-. 
gida? peo coreo b puehs mis hf 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. -1t will: not, for 

that amendment is not pending to that proposition. 

Mr. BURNETT. -If the: declaratory resolu- 
tions are postponed, and the proposition then 
pending. before the: House — which. will be the 
proposition offered by the gentleman from Ohio—: 
should be adopted, will, we then have reached a 
vote upon the Crittenden resolutions? 

«The SPEAKER pro tempore.” Certainly; be- 

cause they are postponed. only until the others 

are acted upon. : 7 iy 
‘Mr. GARNETT. I rise to a point of order. 

I wish. to know of the Chair whether a vote to 

postpone is not a vote.to postporie a direct. vote 

apon.the Crittenden propositions? . 

- The SPEAKER. pro tempore. It will be.a vote 
to postpone only until the other propositions are 
acted upon. ira ana ob 

: Mr. HASKIN. . As a member of the House, 

Lam satisfied that we can do no business this 

afternoon; and therefore I move that the House- 

adjourn. : 

Myr. RUST.. If we. refuse to postpone, what, 

will be. the next question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will 
then be upon the adoption of the resolutions and 
pending amendments. — 

Mr. RUST. What is the first resolution to be 
voted upon? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order.. The Chair has not before him the reso- 
lutions. They are the declaratory resolutions 
reported from the committee. 

r. HASKIN. Irise toa point of order. I 

now move that this House adjourn. I suppose 

that motion is in order, and I insist upon it. I 

demand the yeas and nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was talcen; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 55, nays 85; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashley, Beale, Bingham, Biake, Bray- 
ton, Buffiuton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Coburn, 
Covode, Jobn G. Davis, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Prank, Garnett, 
Gooch, Grow, Haskin, Hickman Hutchins, irvine, Lee, 
Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, Me- 
Knight, Morse, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, 
Sedgwick, Somes, Spinner, Stevens, Tappan, Tompkins, 
‘Train, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, SUihu 
B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff 
— 55. 

NAYS—Messrs.. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, William ©. Anderson, Avery, Barr, Bar- 
ret, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, 
Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Campbell, Carter, Hor- 
ace E. Clark, Jobn B., Clark, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conk- 
ling, Corwin, Cox, Burton Craige, H. Winter Davis, Dé 
famette, Dunn, Edmundson, Bnglish, Btheridge, Florence, 
Fouke, Gilmer, Hall, Hamilion, Jobo T. Barris, Hatton, 
Hetmick, Wiliam Howard, Hughes, Junkin, William Kel- 
logg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, Leake, Logan; 
Maclay, Mallory, Blbert S. Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, 
McKenty, McPherson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Bd- 
ward Joy Morris, Nelson, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Quarles, 
Riggs, Rust, Sickles, Willian N. H, Smith, Spantding, Ste- 
venson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Thomas, Vallandig- 
ham, Vance, Verree, Walton, Webster, Whiteley, Wins- 
low, Wood, and Wright—85. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. COLFAX stated that Mr. Case was paired 
off with Mr. Rosson, and Mr. Nisiack with 
Mr. Hompnney. 

Mr. McPHIERSON stated that Mr. Bassirr 
was absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. McCLERNAND stated that Mr. Morris, 
of Illinois, was paired off with Mr. Perry. 

Mr. KUNKEL stated that he was paired off 
for the residue of the evening with Mr. PALMER. 
- Mr. BLAIR stated that he was paired off with 
Mr. Mantyy, of Ohio. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
postpone. 

Mr. CORWIN. I-wish to state that if this 
motion is carried, we can adjourn till to-morrow. 

Mr. RUST. “Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to make a.suggestion to him. If the 

roposition offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. Wasupurne] can be carried by this House, 
it will dispense with the necessity of voting upon 
other propositions. If the “we” on that.side of 
the House; if those who are not ‘ dough-faces” 


Debate is not in 


on that side of the House; if the « irrepressibles”? } 


are in a majority in this. House; there is no ne- 
cessity at all for voting upon other propositions. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr: Harris, of 
Maryland, occupying the chair.) - Debate is out 
of order. o Aray] eA ee 7 

Mr: RUST.: I am not debating, sir. I- have 
no idea of doing such a thing. I suggest to.the 
gentleman from Ohio that he alldw.a-vote to -be 
taken on the 
Illinois, o- ee oa> e : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: - The gentleman 
from Arkansas is notin order, The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio to 
postpone: ce ae ee: 

Mr. RUST. Who objects to my. proposition? 
, The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The Chair de- 
cides that the gentleman from Arkansas is out of 
order. : cos 

Mr. RUST. _Jappeal from that decision. 
_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The. Chair de- 
cides the. gentleman to be out.of order, becatise 
the main question has been ordered; and nothing 
is in order but the proposition of ‘the gentleman 
from Ohio, to postpone the first series of resolu- 
tions. . : wes 
- Mr. RUST. Is not a proposition; asking the 
unanimousconsentof the House, always in order? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to debate. 

Mr. RUST. The gentleman objects to a vote 
on the proposition of his colleague. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, sir; I object to 
debate. i : 

Mr. RUST. [ask unanimous consent of the 
House that a vote may be taken on the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Wasu- 
BURNE. | ° 

Mr. LOGAN. I object. 

Mr: RUST. Another of the gentleman’s col- 
leagues objects. 

Mr. BURNETT. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

. The question was taken on Mr. Corwin’s mo- 
tion to postpone the first series of resolutions; 
and it was decided in the negative—yeas 54, nays 
91; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, William C. Anderson, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, 
Bristow, Campbell, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, Curtis, H. 
Winter Davis, Delano, Ntheridge, Gilmer, Grow, Hail, 
Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hel 
mick, William Howard, Junkin, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killin- 
ger, Longneeker, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, 
McClernand, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Nelsou, Porter, 
Quarles, Riggs, Royce, William N. H. Smith, Spaulding, 
Stokes, Vance, Verrce, Walton, Webster, Windom, and 
Wood—54. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Avery, Barr, 
Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bocock, Branch, 
Brayton, Briggs, Brown, Buflinton, Burch, Burlingame, 
Burnett, Burnham, Buttertield, Carter, Horace F. Clark, 
Jobu B. Clark, Coburn, John Cochrane, Cox, Burton Craige, 
John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Duell, Edgerton, Ed- 
mundson, Edwards, Ely, English, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, 
Fonke, Frank, French, Garnett, Graham, Haskin, Hiek- 
man, Holman, Hughes, Hutchins, Irvine, Jenkins, Wiliam 
Kellogg, Larrabee, Leake, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, 
Marston, McKean, McKenty, Montgomery, Peyton, Potter, 
Pryor, Edwin R. Reynolds, Robinson, Rust, Sickles, Simms, 
Somes, Spinner, Stevens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, 
William Stewart, Tappan, Thomas, Train, Vallandigbam, 
Wade, Waldrou, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Bllihu B. 
Washburne, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow, Wood- 
ruff, and Wright—91. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


During the roll call, the following proceedings 
took place: 

Mr. BOTELER (when his name was called) 
said: I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. 
If the mation to postpone is carried, will it carry 
the Crittenden proposition with it? 

Mr.McCLERNAND. 1 object to further in- 

uiries. 
3 Mr. BURNETT. The House has a right to 
know whät is the decision of the Chair on that 
point. I state that, if the motion to postpone is 
carried, it will carry the Crittenden proposition 
with it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Icall the gentleman 
to order... He has made that statement already 
some twenty times. 

Mr. BURNETT. I know it isso, The former 
occupant of the chair so decided. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. 


Does the gen- 


|i Ueman from Kentucky rise to a point of order? 


Mr. BURNETT. Ido. Iclaim that the House 
has a right to know what will be the effect, under 
the parliamentary law, of a particular vote, and 
that it has a right to inquire of the Speaker. The 
| former occupant of the chair decided that the mo- 


proposition of the: gentieman from: 


tion to postpone did carry the Crittenden propo- 
sition with-21t. bo a ban : 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. With the per- 
mission of the House, the:Chair would be glad 
to explain his understanding of the effect of this 
vote. + 


Mr.McCLERNAND. Tobject. It has been 


explained to the gentleman at least twenty times. 


to-day. ` Seb oh 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.: -The Clerk will 

proceed with the calling of the roll. ‘ 
Mr. LEACH, of Michigan, stated that he had 


paired off with Mr. Scorr for the residue of the: 


day. ~ ; . 

; Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Lracn; of 
North Carolina, had paired with Mr. Fanns- 
WORTH, ra 

Mr. JENKINS announced, that Mr. Martin, 
of Virginia, had paired off with Mr. SEDGWICK, 
until ten.o’clock to-night. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, (when his name 
wascalled,) said: Believing that this postponement 
will not affect the Crittenden proposition, I vote. 
“ay? 7 


Mr. BURNETT. J desire to say that, if this 


motion is carried, it will be by the votes of Rep-. 


resentatives of border States. 


4 - § It will postpone 
the Crittenden proposition. 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I take the declar- 


ations of other gentlemen. 

Mr. BURNETT. Icare nothing about declar- 
ations. That is the parliamentary effect of the 
motion, and the gentleman cannot escape it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is notin 


order. : f 


Mr. BARRET stated that Mr. Puexrs had. 


paired off with. Mr. Exror. ; 
Mr. STOKES (when his name. was called) 


said: With the unanimous consent of the House: 


I desire to ask a question of the Chair. [Cries 
of “Go on!”?] I desire to know what will be 
the effect of the postponement of the present ques- 
tion. I desire to know whether or not the Crit- 
tenden proposition will come up after the vote has 
been taken on the proposition to amend the Con- 
stitution ? ; ; ig 
_Mr. GARNETT. I object to any interroga- 
tions. i 

Mr. STOKES. I will state that it is the first 
time I have ever asked any question of the Chair 
since I have been a member of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is 
very glad to have an opportunity: of stating. what 
he understands to be the effect of the vote. The 
Chair understands that the effect of the non-post- 
ponement will be to bring the House to a vote on 
the pending propositions, and the amendments to 
them, in the order in which they stood before the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio was made. 
The Chair desires further to say that, in his un- 
derstanding, if the motion to postpone were car- 
ried, it would only postpone the voting on the 
Crittenden proposition, and the amendment of the 
gentleman from California, one vote. They would 
ae up in their regular order immediately after 
that. 

Mr. BURNETT. Let me ask the Chair one 
question. Jn the event of the declaratory resolu- 
tions being postponed, would not the propositions 
know as the Crittenden compromise have to run 
the gauntlet of the House? There is no previous 
question on them. Would they not have to take 
the chances of never coming up, from having 
amendments to them interposed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They would 
come up immediately after the resolution for 
amendments to the Constitution was disposed of. 

Mr. BURNETT. Would not members have 
the right to offer. amendments to them? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hiinois. The Chair 
will decide that when the question arises. 

Mr. BURNETT. Could there not be motions 
to lay on the table and-other motions interposed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
State, in answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
that the same right exists now. : 

Mr. NELSON With the explanation of the 
Chair, I vote “ay.” ; ` 

Mr. BRABSON. After the explanation and 
decision of the Chair, I change my vote, and vote 
“a x 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Under the decision 
of-the Chair, I vote “ay.” ; 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio;. Under the explana-: 
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tion. of, the Chair, I change my vote, and vote 
(13 ay. bad 
The result was announced as above recorded. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. I now offer, as 
an amendment to the amendment known as the 
Crittenden amendment, the following: 


Strike out all after the word “ that,” and insert: 

The jollowing articles be, and are hereby, proposed and 
submitted as amendments to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, which shall be valid, to all intents and pur- 
poses, as part of said Constitution, when ratified by con- 
ventions of three fourths of the several States. 

Arr. 13. That in all the territory now held by the United 
States situate north offatitude 36° 30’ involuntary servitude, 
except in the punishinent for crime, is prohibited while such 
territory shall remain under a territorial government; that 
in all the territory now heid south of said line; neither 
Congress nor any Territorial Legislature shah hinder or 
prevent the emigration to said territory of persons held to 
service from any State of this Union, when that relation 
exists by virtue of any Jaw or usage of such State, while it 
shall remain in a territorial condition; and when any ter- 
ritory north or south of said line, within such boundaries 
as Congress may prescribe, shall contain the population 
requisite for a member of Congress, according to the then 
Federal ratio of representation of the people of the United 
States, it may, if its fonn of government be republican, be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the ori- 
ginal States, with or without the relation of persons held to 
service and labor, as the constitution of such new State 
may provide. 

Arr. 14, That nothing in the Constitution of the United 
States, or any amendment thereto, shall be so construed as 
to authorize any department of the Government to, inany 
manner, interfere with the relation of persons held to ser- 
vice in any State where that relation exists, nor in any 
manner to establish or sustain that relation in any State 
whére it is prohibited by the laws or constitution of such 
State, And that this article shall not be altered or amended 
without the consent of every State in the Union. 

Arr. 15. The third paragraph of the second section of the 
fourth article of the Constitution shall be taken and con- 
strued to authorize. and empower Congress to pass laws ne- 
cessary to secure the return of persons held to service or 
Tabor under the laws of any State, who may have escaped 
therefrom, to the party to whom such service or labor may 

e due. 

ART. 16. The migration or importation of persons held 
to'service or involuntary servitude, into any State, Terri- 
tory, or place within the United States, fromany place or 
country beyond the limits of the United States or Territo- 
ries thereof, is forever prohibited. 

Art. 17. No Territory beyond the present limits of the 
United States and the Territories thereof, shall be annexed 
to or be acquired by the United States, unless hy treaty, 
which treaty shall be ratified by a vote of two thirds of the 
Senate. 


Mr. BURNETT. I rise to a question of order. 
There is no amendment now in order. 


Mr. SICKLES. Unless it be an amendment | 


to the original proposition. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Minois. The gentleman 
is mistaken. My amendment is one in the second 
degree, to the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. CLemENs.] 

Mr. SICKLES, Thatsubstitute is not before 
the House. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Minois. 
House, and an amendment offered to it. 

Mr. SICKLES, It is not before the House. 
The first question is, on perfecting the original 
matter to which the substitute is offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The proposition 
ofthe gentleman from Hlinois is in order. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. I move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr, TAPPAN. Is it in order to move to amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ilinois? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and then, on motion of 
Mr. LOVEJOY, (at eight o’clock, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned to to-morrow morning at eleven 
o'clock, a. m. . 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespayr, February 27, 1861. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, It seems to me there 
is no great use in reading that long volume of pro- 
ceedings of yesterday. Gentlemenare not in the 
habit of listening to it with such attention as to 
correct any little error that may occur. Thatmay 
be better detected hereafter when it is in print, 
when those gentlemen who desire to do so may 
examine it. I move to dispense with the further 
reading. i f 

The motion was agreed to, by unanimous con- 
sent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest that, if the order of business is not inter- 
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| citizens of lowa, praying for the settlement of our 


| to adopt such measures as may be necessary to 


| western Pennsylvania, praying for the repeal of 


fered with, in ten or fifteen minutes 
reporis may be got through with. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, I present a petition of 


petitions and 


national difficulties by the adoption of resolutions 
submitted by me, or those of the Representatives 
of the border States, or the substitute of Mr. 
Doveras. I will only read the first two lines: 
“The Union, now and forever, one and inseparable.” 
I also present a petition, to the same purpose, 
from the citizens of Muhlenburg county, Ken- 
tucky. Task that the petitions lie on the fable. 
It was so ordered. ae 
Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of resi- 
dents and legal voters of the town of Tuscola, 
county of Douglas, State of Illinois, representing 
that they are firmly and irrevocably attached to 
the ‘Constitution and laws of the United States as 
they are, and that they are opposed to all com- 
‘promises with traitors and with men who are 
directly or indirectly plotting the overthrow of 
the Government, and praying Congress at once 


hold and to protect the property of the Govern- 
ment; to maintain the honor of our flag and the 
integrity of the Union; which was ordercd to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. In obedience to what I con- 
sider the right of petition, I present the follow- 
ing: 

“ We the undersigned, citizens of the United States, in 
view of the alarming and distracted state of the country, 
and the well-founded apprehensions of civil war, beg your 
honorable bodies to embrace any just and equitable com- 
promise that may be proposed, in the hope that our national 
difficulties may be speedily settled. 

“« To this end, among any amendments that may be of- | 
fered to the Constitution, we beg leave respectfully to pro- į 
pose, that hercatter, no State may be permitted to secede |! 
from the Union without the consent of all the other States, | 
save and alone the State of South Carolina, who may be 
allowed to come in and go out whenever she pleases.’ 
(Laughter.J ; 

I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of western Pennsylvania, praying for the | 
repeal of all laws respecting the carrying of the |! 
mail and the opening and closing of post offices 
on the Sabbath, and to put a stop to all other vio- 
Jations of the Sabbath; which was referred to the 
Committce on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 


the fugitive slave law, the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, that provision be made 
for the termination of slavery, protesting against 
the reopening of the slave trade, and praying that 
the liberty of speech and of the press may be 
maintained, and the executive patronage cur- 
tailed; which was ordered to lie on the table. | 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of citizens of | 
Newburyport, Massachusetts, setting forth that 
they believe in the justice and soundness, as well 
as the patriotism, of the principles embodied in the | 
Chicago platform, and that the Constitution gives 
the fullest security for the rights of all the citi- 
zens of the United States, and remonstrating 
against the passage of the Crittenden resolutions, 
and’ expressing their gratitude to Senators WiL- 
son and Sumner, and their Representatives, for | 
their faithfulness to them; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens 
of Blair county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by Hon. Mr. Crirrenpen; which was ordered to | 
lie on the table. i 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Frank- 
lin county, Pennsylvania, praying for the adop- || 
ion of the compromise measures proposed by 
the representatives of the border States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of H. Paulding, a captain in the Navy, praying 
remuneration for expenses incurred in defending 
himself in a suit brought against him for having 
caused William Waller and his followers toleave 
San Juan, in Nicaragua, reported a joint resolu- 
tion (S. No. 68) for the relief of Captain Hiram | 
Paulding, United States Navy; which was read, 
and passed toa second reading. ©: er 


i 


He also, from the same committee; -to whom 
was referred thebill (H; RiNo: 586) forthe relief 
of the legal representatives of Frederick F. Brose, 
deceased, reported it with amendments; and sub- 
mitted a report, which was ordered to-be printed. 


W. UW. SMILEY. OO Uen 

Mr. MASON, The Committee on Foreign 
Relations have instructed me to report a joint 
resolution (S. No..67) authorizing W. H. Smiley, 
United States commercial agent at thé Falkland 
Islands, to receive a telescope tendered to him by 
the Belgian Government, ‘It is a'éompliment to 
him for great perils incurred on his part in rescu- 
inga seaman, . I hope it will be puton its passage. 
o objection was made; and the joint resolution 

(S. No. 67) authorizing W. H. Smiley, United 
States commercial agent at the Falkland Islands, 
to reccive a telescope tendered to him by the Bel- 
gian Government, was read ‘a first and second 
time, and considered as ‘in Committee. of. the 
Whole. Tan : 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JEAN A. B. DAUTERIVE. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, after 
repeated disappointments, I move the Senate again 
to take up the bill which some time ago passed the 
other House, for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Jean A. B. Dauterive. 

Mr. FOSTER, Ihave petitions to present; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I only'wish to'makëa 
single remark, if I am in order, upon the motion 
which I have made to take up this bill. It has 
been several times, as many as three or four times, 
postponed for the convenience of the Senate.” It 
is entitled to be heard. It is an interest very im- 
portant.to the individuals concerned; and I hope 
the Senate will find it convenient now to take it 
up. Ido not think it will occupy a long time. I 
shall not ask more than ten minutes to explain 
this bill. i : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky moves to take up the bill (H. R. No. 
583) for the relief of the heirs and legal represent- 
atives of Jean A. B. Dauterive. oe 

Mr. FOSTER. I have petitions to present; and 
Tsupposed it was.the understanding that the morn- 
ing business would be proceeded with in regular 
order before taking up private bills. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from Kontuckyias has. been repeatedly 
decided, is in order, if he insists upon it. ‘ 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If 1 amat liberty to do 
so, I consent to withdraw the motion to allow the 
Senator to present his petitions without displacing 
my own motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order of busi- 
ness being once broken into, the Chair does not 
know when it will come up again. He suggested 
that petitions and reports be gone through with; 
but if Senators make these motions, they must 
be received.. If the motion be withdrawn by the 
Senator from Kentucky, he can renew it if he 
should get the floor again. If the Senator from 
Kentucky withdraws his motion and yields the 
floor, the Chair will receive petitions. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I cannot do that, be- 
cause Iam very slow to get the floor, and very 
seldom obtain it. r 

The motion being put; there were, on a division 
—ayes 12, noes 18; no quorum voting. 

Mr. BIGLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays. were ordered, et 

Mr. COLLAMER. What is the question?’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senate 
take up the bill indicated bythe Senator from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to'say,on that mo- 
tion, that I am well informed that the bill must 
receive long discussion. 

Mr. CLARK. I can repeat the same. state- 
ment. 1 have examined the bill, and I am satis- 
fied that it will lead to debate; and it seems to me 
we had better present our petitions and reports 
before we take it up. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If threats of debate can 
prevent a particular bill, that some gentlemen do 
not desire to pass, from being taken up, it will 
never be done. I can hear threats that this is to 
lead to'a long debate.: Suppose. that should be 
said about the next bill that may be called up: 
what then? : Ag 


=o Mr. BAYARD: Lam-semewhat embarrassed 
“by voting on the question of taking up-this bill: 1 
know nothing: of the bill; I know. nothing of its 
merits, Ido not know whether I shall vote for 
it or against it. I have. had no opportunity: to 
examine it; but it is, evident that the bill will lead 


“sage; but supposing that it will lead to extended 
‘discussion, I am inclined to vote against the mo- 
ition, and to’ go on with other business, 
“Mr. POLK. In regard to this bill, I will say: 
‘that F shall vote for taking it up, and for the pas- 
sage of.the bill, but I would prefer that the mo- 
tion had not been made now. This bill has been 
before the Senate, I am sure, one morning before, 
in some shape or other, and I have one on which 
A have been trying to get the floor for nearly two 
weeks, and could not get it up. ; 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. It has been before the 
Senate on a motion to take it up. i 
The question being taken. by. yeasand nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 13; as-follows: 
... MEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker; Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
iChandier, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Green, Gwin, Hale, « 
Hunter, Joinson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Polk, Powell, Rice, Thomson, and Wilkinson—22. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Clark, Collamer, Fessenden, 
Foster, Grimes, Harlan, King, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trum- 
bull, Wade, and Wilson—13. : 
So the motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. 
R. No. 583). for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Jean A. B. Dauterive, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. : Et pro- 
poses to confirm the claim of the hcirs and legal 
representatives of Jean Antoine Bernard Daute- 
rive, late of Louisiana, to a certain tract of land 
in that State, having forty-four arpents front on 
the Mississippi river, and extending in depth to 
the Atchafalaya river, bounded above by a line 
beginning on the Mississippi river, in township 
ten, of range thirteen cast, of the southeastern 
district of Louisiana, at the lower corner of the 
tract of land surveyed, in the name-of Vicente 
Delpino, on the 14th of February, 1772, by Don 
Luis Andry, surveyor general of the province of 
Louisiana, and granted to Delpino, on the 11th of 
July, 1774, by Don Luis de Unzaga y Amezaga, 
the Spanish Governor of the province, and con- 
firmed by the Government of the United States to 
Joseph Hebert as claim No. 406, and running 
northwest thence until it strikes the Atchafalaya 
river, and bounded below by a line beginning on 
the Mississippi river forty-four arpents below the 
beginning of the. upper line, at the upper corner 
of a tract of land surveyed, in the name of An- 
tonio M. Dorval, on the 12th of March, 1772, by 
Yon Luis Andry, surveyor general of the prov- 
ince, and granted to Dorval, by Don Luis de 
Unzaga y Amezaga, Governor under.the Spanish 
Government, on the 7th of July, 1774, and con- 
firmed by the Government of the United States 
to Barbe Chlatre, as claim No. 206, and running 
south forty-five degrees west from there until it 
strikes the Atchafalaya river, with the exception 
of and excluding therefrom. the front thereof on 
the Mississippi river to the depth of forty arpents 
from the river. | 
It also directs the surveyor general of the Uni- 
ted States for the State of Louisiana to survey the 
tract as described, excluding therefrom the first 
forty arpents in depth fronting on the Mississippi 
river, and to certify.in his plats of survey what 
ortions of the land are heid under confirmed 
rench or Spanish tides, or bave been sold by the 
United States, or granted, disposed of, or appro- 
priated asswamp lands, in any other manner what- 
ever; and inthis, as wellasinall other cases where | 
a confirmed claim remains unsatisfied, and the |} 
owner is entitled to a certificate of location, the 
surveyor gencral is to issue to the claimant, or his I 
legal representative, a certificate of location fora | 
quantity of land equal to the portion of the con- 
firmed claim which remains unsatisfied; and upon 
the production by the claimant or his legal repre- 
sentative of such a certificate of location before 
the General Land Office, and upon satisfactory 
proof being exhibited by the party producing the 
same that he is the true owner thereof, he is to be 
entitled to receive in his own name certificates or 
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iscrip for the amount, divided intotracts of eighty 


-appeal was taken to the Supreme Court of the 


i; years. 
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acres, which may be locateduponany ofthe public 
lands of the United States subject to private entry, 
at a price not exceeding $1.25 per acre. These 
certificates of location or scrip are to- be assign- 
able, and the assignment.to be executed and at- 
tested in such manner as the Secretary of the 
Interior shall direct. 

Mr..CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, without 
any attempt at argument, I will endeavor. to make 
as plain a statement of the case as I can. Many 
years ago, the heirs of Dauteriye filed a petition 
in the district court of:the United States in Louis 
iana, under the act of 1820, revived by the act of 
1844, to establish their title to this land.. Those 
acts provided that any person holding an imper-: 
fect and inchoate title to land in Louisiana, under 
a grant from the French or Spanish Government, 
might pursue this remedy.. Their cause went on 
to trial in the district court, and they obtained a 
decree in their favor, confirming their title. An 


United States, and the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States determined that, according to the title 
as set forth, and the proofs in the case, the title of 
Dauterive was a perfect legal title, and therefore 
not within the jurisdiction of.the court which had 
been appealed to for a remedy. The merits of the 
case were not decided upon, not understood by 
the court to be decided upon, except in a very 
minute particular, not important to the present 
application. 

Now, what is the title? The title is derived in 
this manner: in 1717 the king of France granted 
to what was called the Western or Mississippi 
company ,a very large tract of country, embracing 
the present tract as part of it. In the same year 
that company sold to Paris Duvernay, a wealthy 
capitalist of France, a tract of land fronting on 
the western bank of the Mississippi, opposite Ba- 
you Manchac, having four leagues front on the 
river, and extending back in the rear to the river 
Atchafalaya. Paris Duvernay,a wealthy man, 
was one of the counselors of the King and some 
military superintendent He purchased this tract 
of land, four leagues fronting on the Mississippi, 
and running back to the Atchafalaya. Duverna 
immediately sent out a superintendent, with emi- 
grants, to the amount of sixty and more, in the 
same year. In 1718 he occupied the land, and was 
at great expense about it. So states the Supreme 
Court in its statement of the case, At great ex- 
pense he sent out emigrants from France, and he 
continued that settlement and establishment upon 
the tract of land up to 1765.. He laid out great 
sums of money; he became discouraged; hisagents 
proved faithless; but he maintained his colony 
there from 1718 to. 1765; and in 1765, Dauterive 
became the parchaser and entered into possession, 
and continued the possession to the year 1780. 
This makes a possession continuous from 1718, 
orthereabouts,to 1780. Dauterive died about that 
time, and his widow continued in possession until 
her intermarriage with a man by the name of De- 
gruys. She then abandoned the tract of land and 
went to another part of the State. The children 
of Dauterive were infants at the time, as I under- 
stand the statement, though I cannot be very par- 
ticular as to that. . 

In 1765, also, the King of France transferred 
the province of Louisiana tò the King of Spain. | 
O’Reilly was the first Governor of the King of 
Spain. That was an arbitrary government. The 
policy of France had been to settle this country 
by granting it in large tracts to wealthy men, who 
it was supposed would send out settlers to occupy 
the country, and the settlements on the Missis- 
sippi river were intended as a defense against the 
Indians for the city of New Orleans. The Span- 
ish Governor, in the exercise of his arbitrary 
power, undertook to discountenance these large 
grants that had been made by the King of France, 
and among others the grant of Dauterive, who 
had bought it and paid for it, and lived upon it 
for years and years, he and those claiming under 
him having had possession. for more than forty | 
He undertook to reduce the four leagues 
front on the river, to twenty arpents, and he or- 
dered accordingly. This was certainly a very 
arbitrary act, but perhaps one that was authorized 
by the arbitrary authorities and arbitrary Govern- | 
ment under which he acted. From afront of four 
leagues on the river, he undertook to order that 
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the claim should be reduced to twenty arpents. 


February 27, 


Afterwards cameanother Governor,- Unzaga, à 
Spanish Governor also, and in the exercise of the 
same arbitrary power, and thinking I suppose 
that this was too great a reduction, too. great a 
violation of private rights, he undertook to extend 
it to forty-four arpents front, and thus reduced is 
the claim of Dauterive now asserted. by his rep- 
resentatives to forty-four arpents front upon the 
river, running back the extent of the'grant to Paris 
Duvernay and to the Western company, to the 
Atchafalaya... It has happened in. the course of 
‘events also, that the land upon the rivét to the 
swamp, somehow or other, was sold or trans- 
ferred'to the government.of the province, and no 
-claim is set up for that. It is only the land back 
of that, extending to the Atchafalaya, that isnow 
claimed by them, and I. have recited to the Sen- 
ate the ground upon which they. claim it. : 

Now, sir, as to the: quantity- of land: I. have 
here a paper from the Land Office, stating the 
quantity of this land. ‘This is an estimate of the 
contents of the original. tract of four leagues front 
on the river: z : 

GENERAL LAND Orrice, Febriiary 25, 1861. 

Sır: In answer to the inquiry in your letter,of the 23d 
instant, received this morning, respecting what is known 
as the Jean Baptiste Dauterive claim, in. Louisiana, on the 
west bank of the Mississippi, opposite bayou Manchic, of 
“ four leagues front on the Mississippi river, and extending 
in the rear to the Atchafalaya river??—known as the “ Du- 
buisson concession,” and as. the “f Bayou Goula conces- 
sion”—I have the honor to state that irom an, estimate I 
tind noted on our records, it is represented as containing 
about four hundred and fifty-five thousand and forty acres, 

With great respect, your obedient servant, 

JOSEPH S. WILSON, Commissioner. 

Hon. J. C. Bourieny, House of Representatives. 

That was the contents of the original tract, with 
a front of four leagues on the river. That has 


| been reduced from four leagues to forty-four ar- 


pents, which is the extent of the claim now made. 
‘We can only by inference arrivè at the quantity. 
Forty-four arpents, I am told, is between one 
mile and a-half and two miles—less than one 
league; so that, according to the proportion, we 
might infer that it would only amount to less than 
one fourth part of the original grant of four leagues 
front. But the quantity: may depend somewhat 
on the divergence of the side lines of the tract; 
and therefore I would not be understood. by the 
Senate as giving any specific information as to 
the quantity contained, but undoubtedly it. is 
greatly less than a base of four leagues on the river 
would give, for in place of four leagues, by an 
arbitrary act, that was reduced by Unzaga to 
forty-four arpents. ` ; 

Mr. HALE. It is about one eighth, instead of 
one fourth, as, you stated it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That, then, would be 
the quantity of land. Now, Mr.. President, is 
not this a fair claim? I ought to state another 
thing. Ihave hot stated it completely. I have 
stated the origin of the main title. The court said 
this title was a legal title. ‘The grant to the West- 
ern company, and the grant from the Western 
company to Duvernay, according toall the state- 
ments and the evidence produced on the subject, 
was a legal title; and therefore the court, which 
could only give a remedy in cases of imperfect 
titles, had no jurisdiction; and it was for want of 
jurisdiction that they dismissed it. That is what 
they decided, and no more; and I had letters from 
the judges themselves, which, on searching my 
pockets this morning, I could not find, stating the 
fact that they did not decide on the merits of the 
claim, but simply on the question of jurisdiction, 

There was another title, as I was going to say. 
Unzaga rather enlarged the claim. O’Reilly had 
reduced it to twenty arpents front. Unzaga ex- 
tended it to forty-four arpents, and made an order 
of survey for the forty-four arpents. Upon the 
trial. of the cause, this order of his was set up as 
a distinct Spanish claim. The court decided that 
the title under Duvernay and the Western com- 
pany wasia legal title, and that, therefore, the 
court kad no jurisdiction, The counsel attempted 
then to set up, as an imperfect title, that order of 
survey which was granted by Unzaga, the Gov- 
ernor, for the forty-four arpents. Considering that 
entirely disconnected with the previous title of 


| Dauterive, they thought they could succeed: on 


that, leaving out of consideration their. proper 
title; and they attempted to set that up.as an ori- 
ginal Spanish title. The court decided that that 
would not do, that.they could not maintain a title 
upon that paper as a separate Spanish title, for it 
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did not create a valid title of itself; but they said 
this—I beg the attention of the Senate to this èx- 
pression of the court: 

“ These acts of O'Reilly and Unzaga have been urged as 
a confirmation by the Spanish Government, pro tanto, of 
the French grant to Duvernay.” 

It might have been considered, the Senate will 
observe, in either one of two points of view: either 
as an original title from the Spanish Government, 
and as such an imperfect one, or it might have been 
considered as a confirmation by Spain to this re- 
duced extent of the title under Duvernay and the 
Western company. The court said: 

“These acts of O'Reilly and Unzaga have been urged as 
a confirmation by the Spanish Government, pro tanto, of 
the French grant to Duvernay; and it may be admitted 
that they are entitled to great weight in that aspect of the 
case. 

If they were of great weight, considered in that 
point of view, as they ought to have been con- 
sidered, what was the reason that the court did 
not consider it so, and, regarding it as a confirma- 
tion, give relief accordingly? For the reason now 
given by the court: 

“« But this view cannot avail the petitioners here, as the 
effeet would be simply the confirmation of a coinplete and 
perfect title, which we have seen cannot be dealt with un- 
der this act of 1844. — United States vs. D? Auterive et al., 
15 Howard’s Reports, p. 25. 

Under the act of 1844 the court could deal only 
with imperfect titles; and the court had before 
snid that the title under Duvernay was a perfect 
title. Now, if you consider the act of the Span- 
ish Governor as a confirmation of the title, it 
would be the confirmation of a regular title, and 
of course the petitioners would be in the same 
predicament of being before the court with a per- 
fect title, and the court having no jurisdiction of 
that. Is this deciding against the claim on its 
merits, when they say that, considered as a con- 
firmation of the title, it would be entitled to great 
weight? But that could not change their decision, 
which was upon the point of jurisdiction. If the 
court had had jurisdiction, they would have con- 
sidered it as a confirmation of the French title by 
the Spanish Government; and are we notat liberty 
toinfer, from that expression of the court, that the 
court would have considered the claim a merito- 
rious one? I certainly so regard it; and in that 
point of view I ask for the confirmation of this 
claim by the Senate. A long time has now elapsed 
since the origin of this title—one hundred and 
forty or one hundred and fifty years since the 

rant to the Western company by the King of 
France. During a large part of that time there 
were sixty years of actual possession on the part 
of Dauterive, and those under whom he claimed, 
from 1718 to 1780, when Dauterive died, leaving 
a widow, who married. Dauterive died, seized 
and possessed of this land. His widow married, 
and, with her husband, removed to another part 
of the country, abandoning this tract. Land, you 
may imagine, was of very little value there—of 
much less value than the settlements; and atract 
of this size was no great thing then, though it may 
be now. 

Now, what is asked for by these heirs? The 
confirmation of this title, and permission to them, 
where the lands have been occupied, to take others. 
Where it is good for anything, the land has been 
sold by the Government, and the money received. 
Where it is worth nothing, the heirs of Dauterive 
will have to take it; and that amounts, I under- 
stand, toa large quantity—from fifty to seventy 
thousand acres. ‘That they must take, though it 
is worth nothing; and it is only for the remainder 
of the claim, where the land is of some value, and 
has been sold by the Governmentand the money 
received for it, that the heirs ask to be permitted 
to enter and appropriate land elsewhere to the 
amount of that which has been granted and sold 
by the Government. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator permit me to 
inquire about how much that amount is? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have endeavored to 
state it as nearly as I could. 

Mr. CLARK. How much of the land has been 
entered by others and sold by the Government, 
for which these parties desire to take land else- 
where ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I cannot state that. I 
have stated the limits of the claim. There isa 
large portion of itswamp land. 1 speak with no 
certainty as to the quantity, I have given the 
Senate all the information I have. The whole 


grant of four leagues front, according to the cer- 
tificate of Mr. Wilson, the Commissioner of the 
Land Office, would be four hundred and fifty-five 
thousand acres. This claim has been reduced from 
four leagues to forty-four arpents front, less than 
two miles, I understand, and gentlemen will know 
as well as I do what the contents may be; they 
can make the calculation. The whole was four 
hundred and fifty-five thousand acres, with afront 
of fourleaguesontheriver. Reducing that to forty- 
four arpents, a great deal is taken off which is not 
liable to be taken by these petitioners; and itis only 
the lind lying beyond the Mississippi, and between 
that and the Atchafalaya. Itis provided that what 
has been sold by the Government shall be recom- 
pensed to the heirs of Dauterive by granting them 
permission to enter the like quantity elsewhere 


| upon any Jands that are Hable to entry at private 


sale. That is all that the bill provides. The old 
gentleman who is now éntitled to the claim as the 
heir of Dauterive, has been mourning the whole 
of his life time, I understand, over what he con- 
siders a spoliation of his property by the Govern- 
ment by refusing to make his title sure and good. 
I promised to take up but little time. T dare say 
I have been imperfect in the statement I have made; 
but wishing to be very brief, I shall say no more 
at present. - ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
amendment to this bill which I understand is not 
objected to, or if it is, I prèsume the Senator can 
state the objection. It is after the words “‘ of the 
United States,” in the twenty-second line, on 
page 3, to insert the words ‘ within the State of 
Louisiana.” So that it will read: 

We shali be entitled to receive in his own name certifi- 
cates of serip to the amount thereof, divided into tracts of 
eighty acres, which may be located on any part of the 
public lands of the United States within the State of Lou- 
isiana, subject to private entry, &e. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I suppose the objection 
to it is, that that would grant nothing, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [t was stated to me that 
the gentleman interested was willing to accede 
to that amendment. ł do not know how it is. 
He did not state it to me himself, but a gentleman 
came to me and said he was authorized to say 
that he would assent to it. I do not wish to pre- 
judice the case by that. I did not suppose the 
Senators of the other States in which there are 
public lands would be willing to have, him enter 
their States to locate a large portion of this scrip. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It has been done in 
many instances. They are all our lands. It may 
be, perhaps, that Louisiana may raise a question 
with us about the lands in her limits. i do not 
know about that; but I take it all the rest of the 
public lands belong to us, alike in all the States. 
I cannot accept the amendment, because I really 
believe it would annul the whole bill. 
be that there are any lands, of any sort of value, 
remaining in the State of Louisiana, not even 
swamp lands. ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
had an opportunity to examine this case as fully 
as I could wish. {should not say a word about 


it, were it not for the fact that I am a member of | 


the committee from which it was reported; and 
with regard to all cases coming from a committee 
of which I am a member, if I happen to have 


formed an opinion on the subject, and it is à mat- | 
ter of importance, I decem it my duty to state the | 
impressions which I have in regard to it, in order | 


that the Senate may be informed, so far as I may 


be able to inform them, conceiving that it is the | 


duty of the committee to whom business is in- 


trusted to explain, so far as they can, the cases | 


which come before them. ; 
I read the report that was made in the House 


of Representatives in this case, and it was not en- ; 


tirely satisfactory to my mind. I willstate to the 
Senate that it is a case in one respect resembling 
the celebrated Houmas grant, which has been re- 
pealed, tobe surec. A certain front upon theriver 
was surveyed, and the survey was made a short 
distance back by Mr. Andry, but the side lines 
were pot surveyed. The grant runs off in di- 


verging lines to the Atchafalaya, so that you can- | 
not tell from the survey upon the river, or even | 


guess at what may be the amount of the contents 


included within the grant. Itis a very singular | 
mode they had down there; and how they pre- 


vented the lines from cutting each other in all di- 


I wish to suggest one į 


It cannot | 


Mr. President, [have not į 


j 


That attracted my attention; ‘and I referred then 
to the survey of Mr. Andry.” oes 
| The Senator from Kentucky argues that this 
claim is not under that Spanish grant, though that 
was the only one which was surveyed. That was 
presented as secondary to the original claim. : T 
think he must be mistaken about that, because 
the claimant relies upon the survey made by An- 
dry ab defining his grant. There was io other 
survey. There is no. other mode of locating: it, 
except by that survey, which was made. under 
Unzaga, by Andry; and in the report made in 
the House of Representatives, that survey is -re+ 
\-lied upon as showing where the grant is; and-what 
is its character; and unless that grant under Une: 
| zaga is relied upon, and the survey and confirm: 
ation by him, there is nothing that I am aware‘of 
in the papers to show where: this grant*Hes, or 
what itis. That-certainly was what was stated 
in the report made in the House of Representa» 
tives, which I: read carefully. That called my 
attention to the éxamination that was made of the 
casé by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
when it was brought up there.. My impression 
was, in reading the case there—though't did not 
examine that so minutely—that four members of 
| the court decided that they had jurisdiction, and- 
went on to examine it. Judge Nelson, however, 
| gave an opinion upon the effect of the survey of 
l Andry, which was relied upon. They had the 
original copies not only of the memorandum, but 
minutes of the survey, showing the marks: laid: 
down on the face of the earth, and everything ‘in 
regard to the survey made by Andty. Judge 
Nelson, in that opinion, goes into an examina- 
tion, and comes to the conclusion—expressing the 
opinion of a majority of the court with regard to 
that, which is reported in 15 Howard—that the 
claimants could take nothing under that survey, 
that it did notcover what they claimed, and what 
is now claimed in this bll —— > 8 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maine will pause. It becomes the duty of the 
Chair, at this hour, to call up the special order, 
which is the unfinished business of yesterday, 
being the Army appropriation bill. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope that will be post- 

oned. We are, I hope, now near the conclusion 
of this bill. When the gentleman is heard, I sup- 
pose the Senate will be content to vote. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. J trust the Army appro- 
priation bill will not be postponed. "We are at a 
period of the session when the appropriation billa 
must be disposed of. 5 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope we may be 
mitted to conclude this bill now. 

The question being taken, there were nine in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It seems that we cannot 
have a quorum unless there be a call of the yeas 
and nays. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bigler, Bright, Crittenden, Douglas, 
Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Latham, Poik Pow- 
ell, Rice, Sebastian, Thomson, and Wilkinson—14. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bragg,Chandler, Clark, 


Colamer, Dixon, Doolittic, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, 
Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes, Hale, King, Morrill, Pearce, 


per: 


i! Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, and Trumbull—23. 
| 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, LATHAM asked, and by unanimous con- 
gent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
574) granting public lands to the State of Califor- 
nia, in trust for the uses and purposes. therein 
mentioned; which was read twice by its title,and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HEMPHILL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S, No. 
573) for the relief of Mary Berault, administra- 
| trix, &c., of the late Joseph Wheaton, of Rhode 
| Island; which was. read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Clams. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, it was 


Ordered, That Samuel Perry have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 
AVES ISLANDS. 
Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following order; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Ordered, That twenty-tive hundred additional copies of 
the message of the President of the United States, commu- 


rections is amystery to me, not being a surveyer. |: nieating, in compliance with resolutions of the Senate of 
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the 17th and.i8th February, 1858, correspondence relative. 
jo the Aves Islands, bé,printed for the use of the Senate. 


DISTRICT-INSANE ASYLUM. ..- 


-MrvCLARK. ‘The Committee’ on the District | 


of Columbia, to whom was referred:the bill (H. 
R. No. 999). to amend an: act. supplementary to 
an act.approved March 3; 1855, * to organize an 
institution for the insarie of the Army and Navy 
and of the District’ öf Columbia, in:the said Dis- 
trict,’ approved February 7, 1857, have instructed: 
me to report it: back without amendment, and rec- 
ommend its passage.“ I will ask; as it will lead to 
no-debate, to have it passed at this time, as the 
shortest method of disposing’of it. It simply re- 
lates to the mode of admitting the indigentinsane, 
` and I think saves a little expense to the Govern- 
ment. Aaa 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in. Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 1t provides thatas a substitute for 
the. second section. of the supplementary act of 
1855, which is to be repealed, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall have power to grant his order 
for the admission into the Government hospital 
for the insane, of any insane person not charged 
with a breach of the peace, upon the certificate of 
any judge of the circuit or criminal court for the 
District of Columbia, or of any: justice of the 
peace of the District, stating that two respectable 
physicians, resident of the District, appeared be- 
fore the judge or justice, and certified under oath 
and under their hands that they knew the person 
alleged to be insane, and that, from personal ex- 
amination, they believed that person to be insane, 
anda fit subject for treatment in the hospital, and 
that the person was a resident of: the District at 
the time of being seized with the mental disorder 
under which he or she then labored; also stating 
that two respectable householders, residents of 
the District, certified under oath that they knew 
the person alleged to be insane to be unable to 
support himself or herself and family under the 
visitation of insanity, and to pay his or her board 
and other expenses in the hospital; and the cer- 
tificate under oath of such physicians and of such 
householders is to accompany the certificate of 
the judge or justice; and upon an application re- 
questing that such order may be issued, made in 
writing within five days after the date of the afti- 
davits before prescribed, by a member of the 
board of visitors of the hospital, upon an inspec- 
tion of those affidavits and certificate. It will be 
the duty of the visitor to withhold his application 
if he, has reason to doubt the indigence of the 
party in whose behalf the application is desired, 
till such doubt is removed by testimony satisfac- 
tory to the visitor, If it shall appear in the case 
of any insane person whose insanity commenced 
while a resident of the District of Columbia, that 
he or she is able to defray a portion but not the 
whole of the expenses of support and treatment 
in the hospital, the board of visitors is author- 
ized to inquire into the facts of the case, and to 
require that there shall be paid to the superintend- 
ent from the income, property, or estate of the 
insane person, such portion of his expenses in the 
hospital as a majority of the board shall determ- 
ine to be just and reasonable under all the cir- 
cumstances, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third ume, and passed. 


ELIZABETH M. PLYMPTON. 


Mr. POWELL. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 923) 
for the relief of Elizabeth M. Plympton, have in- 
structed me to. report it, with an amendment. I 
ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr.SEWARD. ‘That bill proposes to give a 
penrian of fifty dollars a month. The committee 

nave recommended to allow the pension, but: to 
cut it down two and a half dollars a month. The 
amendment may jeopard the passage of the bill; 
and, as our committee agree that the bill 1s right 
in principle, I hope that we may overlook the dis- 
crepancy as to the sum, and pass the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives. I hope 
the amendment will be disagreed to. 


Mr. POWELL. The House bill grantsa pen- | 


sion of fifty dollars. The committee instructed 
me to report it, with an amendment granting her 


a pension of $47 50. The committee acted upon | 


the principle that has been established: not to 


did in committee, in the views expressed by the 
Senator from New. York, that thebill ought..to 

assas it:is, This is a very meritorious case. 
This pension is proposed to be granted to a very 
poor and very infirm old lady, who, perhaps, will 
not live more than two or three years. If.this 
amendment be adopted, it will send the bill back 
to the House of Representatives, and perhaps it 
will be lost.. L therefore agree with the Senator 
from New York, in.opinion that the bill should 
pass as it came from the other House. . 

Mr. GRIMES. I know how exceedingly. un- 
gracious it is to oppose a- pension bill. I do not 
propose to oppose this, but merely. to state to the 
Senate the condition of the law on the subject of 
pensions, and what has been the practice of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen in 
the Chair.) The Senator from Iowa will permit 
the Chair to remark, that the question is on giv- 
ing unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. GRIMES, It has been the principle here- 
tofore to grant to the widows of deceased officers 
one half. the regular pay of their husbands at the 
time of the decease. Up to this time, we have 
granted to the widows of colonels half the pay 
of their husbands, with the exception of two or 
three extreme cases, which were passed I believe 
over the head of the Committee on Pensions by 
the Senate, and by the House of Representatives. 
We have granted to the widows of colonels (for 
Mr. Plympton was a colonel, and did not hold a 
higher grade in the Army) thirty dollars a month; 
being one half of the pay proper of a colonel. 

Mr. POWELL. Allow me to suggest that to 
allow half the pay of a colonel at the time Colonel 
Plympton died, would give this lady $47 50 a 
month; and hence the committee instructed me 
to report the amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES. We have now on the pension 
rolls I do not know how many widows of col- 
onels, all of whom draw thirty dollars a month, 
being the half pay of a colonel under the old pay 
bill at the time their husbands died. Three or four 
years ago, the pay of the officers of the Army was 
raised. JNow, all the widows of the officers who 
have since died come in and claim that the same 
rule shall be observed, and that their pensions 
shall be $47 50a month, being one half the pay 
that their Husbands drew at the time of their de- 
cease. Then following on, we come to the other 
widows of the officers of the Army who were 
drawing pensions under the old law who are now 
receiving thirty dollars a month, and they ask 
that their pay shall be raised up to $47 50; and 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr, CRITTENDEN, ] 
I believe, has a bill in behalf of the widow of a 
colonel in the Army ,a very gallantand meritorious 
oficer who was killed at the battle of Buena Vista. 
She has for several years been drawing from the 
Government thirty dollars a month, and as a con- 
sequence of the adoption of this proposition of 
$47 50 for Mrs. Plympton, he will ask, as a mat- 
ter of course, that we shall grant to Mrs. McKee, 
the widow to whom I allude, the same amount 
that we grant to Mrs. Plympton. 

I think the right way is to bring this pension 
down to the amount that has heretofore been 
granted, and instead of granting $47 50, theamount 
of one half the present pay of a colonel, we should 
continue to grant thirty dollars a month and no 
more. Hence, I disagreee with the report of the 
Committee on Pensions. That is the condition of 
things, and the Senate can see what is to be the 
consequence if we adopt this propositions We 
shall have to go back and increase the pension of 
every widow of every officer in the Army who has 
been drawing a pension under the old law. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If this bill is to be voted 
on, I do not know that I have any objection to 
the question being taken; but if we are to havea 
long debate on this matter of $2 50, we had bet- 
ter proceed to the regular business. I move that 
this bill be laid aside, and that we take up the 
Army appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen in 
the chair.) Does the Senator object to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
not aware that a single objection will now lay the 


| bill aside 


| allow more. than half pay. Lreally concur, and | 


= 


February 27, 


: Mr; FESSENDEN. J. move to, lay. the. bill 
aside, :. ; DEO Sa 

Mr. POWELL. We are willing to take the 
question. oe ae 

Mr. GRIMES. How does the question stand? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendments of the Committee on Pen- 
sions. - 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 move to amend that by re- 
ducing the amount to. thirty dollars a month, 
which is the pension that the widows of all offi- 
cers of this.grade have received. i ra 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
to amend the amendment offered. by the Commit- 
tee.on Pensions. By theamendmentto the amend- 
ment, the pension will be thirty dollars a month, 

“Mr. POWELL: I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. GRIMES. J ask for the yeas and nays. 
I want to know whether this principle is to run 
through the whole Army? 

Mr. POLK, I hope the gentlemen who have 
charge of this Army bill will interpose here. I 
have been trying myself to geta private bill taken 
up; but when the hour for the regular order has 
come, I have forborne, Let us have equality and 
justice in these matters, because if we are to take 
up one private bill, have it discussed, and amend- 
ment to amendment offered to it, and then the 
yeas and nays taken,1 do not see why others 
should not stand on an equal footing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. q gave way with the un- 
derstanding that these things would occasion no 
debate; and when they do lead to debate, gentle- 
men ought not to insist on keeping them here. I 
therefore renew my motion that this bill be laid 
aside, and the Army bill be taken up. 

The question being taken, there were, on a 
division—ayes 20 noes 8; no quorum voting. 

Several Senators. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. : 

Air. SEWARD. While we are taking the 
yeas and nays, we can dispose of this bill. We 
are ready for the question. I appeal to the hon- 
orable Senator. nn ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think itis quite as im-. 
portant to the country to finish the Army appro- 
priation, as this twopenny pension bill. It was 

rought up with the understanding that if it oc- 
casioned debate it would not interfere with the 
regular order; and I insist on the understanding. 

Mr. POWELL. Letus take a vote. 

Mr. LANE. It is very manifest that there is 
no quorum here; and I think.the Senate had better 


adjourn, I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I call for another di- 
vision. 


Mr. LANE. Linsiston my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. On that,I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh,no. That will not 
be agreed to. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. GRIMES. Now, I call for the yeas and 
nays on the question of laying this bill aside, and 
proceeding with the Army appropriation bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—y-eas 30, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Harlan, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Morrill, Pearce, 
Polk, Simmons, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wilson—30. 

NAYS —Messrs. Clingman, Douglas, Johnson of Ten- 
necer, Ring, Lane, Powell, Sebastian, Seward, and Wil- 

inson—3. 


So the motion of Mr. Fessenden was agreed to, 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Army ap- 


propriation bill is now before the Senate; and the 
question 1s on concurring in the amendments made 


| as in Committee of the Whole. Shall the question 


be put on the amendments in the aggregate or 


` separately ? 


r. POWELL.. Isitin order to move to post- 
pone this bill and take up another? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
believes it is in order. 

Mr. POWELL. I moveto postpone the Army 
bill for the purpose of taking up the resolutions 
to amend the Constitution proposed by my col- 
league. For several weeks Senators have declined 
to make an effort to call up the propositions of 
my colleague, for the reason that certain peace 
commissioners were in session in this capital, con- 


186ks 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


vened at the call'of the State of Virginia. Iam 
confident now that that commission, or peace con- 
gress, or conference, or whatever you may call it, 
will not accomplish anything. Indeed, certain 
facts have fallen under my notice, that cause me 
to believe that. it has been the fixed purpose of 
cerlain Republicans that that conference should 
notaccomplish anything. 
tain commissioners from States of this Union have 
been brought into that conference for the purpose 
of preventing them from agreeing on anything. I 
have thought that for some time past. A friend 


sent to me yesterday the Detroit Free Press, con- | 


taining two letters from the distinguished Senators 
from the State of Michigan to their Governor, 
which, I think, clearly and fully establish the fact 
that the Republicans, a portion of them at least, 
instead of sending commissioners to that confer- 
ence with a view to inaugurate something that 
would compromise the dificultics by which we 
are surrounded, and save this country from ruin, 
have absolutely been engaged in the work of send- 
ing delegates there to prevent that commission 
from doing anything. I send this paper to the 
desk, and ask the Secretary to read these letters. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, February 15, 1861. 

Dear Sır: When Virginia proposed a convention in 
Washington, in reference to the disturbed condition of the 
country, L regarded it as another effort to debauch the pub- 
lic mind, and a step towards obtaining that concession 
which the imperious slave power so insolently demands. 
l bave no doubt at present but that was the design. Iwas 
therefore pleased that the Legislature of Michigan was not 
disposed to put herself in a position to be controlled by such 
influences, 

The convention has met here, and within a few days the 
aspect of things has materially changed. Every free State, 
1 think, except Michigan and Wisconsin, is represented; 
and we have been assured by friends upon whom we can 


rely, that if those two States should send delegations of | 


true, unflinching men, there would probably be a majority 
in favor of the Constitution as it is, who would frown down 
rebellion by the enforcement of laws. These friends bave 
urged us to recommend the appointment of delegates from 
our State; and, in compliance with their request, Mr. 
CHANDLER and myself telegraphed to you last night. It 
cannot be doubted that the recommendations of this con- 
vention will have a very considerable influence upon the 
public inind, and upon the action of Congress. 


I have a great disinclination to any interference with | 


what should properly be submitted to the wisdom and dis- 
cretion of the Legislature, in which I place great reliance ; 
but Lhope { shall be pardoned for suggesting that it may be 
justifiable and proper, by any honorable means, to avert the 
lasting disgrace which will ‘attach to a free people who, 


by the peaceful exercise of the ballot, have just released | 
themselves from the tyranny of slavery, if they should now į 


succumb to treasonable threats, and again submit to a de- 
grading thralidom. If it should be deemed proper to send 
delegates, 1 think, if they could be licere by the 20th, it 
would be in time. . 
1 have the honor, with much respect, to be truly yours, 
K. S. BINGHAM. 
To His Excellency GOVERNOR BLAIR: 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Isubmit whether it isin 
order to go into a discussion on this motion. If 
so, I suppose this must be regarded as part of the 
speech. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the discussion to be in order. It was 
certainly not objected to at the time the Senator 
commenced. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. 
the point. 


Itis not too late to raise 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is- 
to lay aside one bill and take up other business; | 
and the Chair understood the Senator from Ken- | 
tucky to be giving his reasons why he wished | 


that to be done. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If itis in order, of course 
I cannot object to it; but I raise that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maine raises the question whether this de- 
bate is in order. 

Mr. POWELL. There was no objection to 
my proceeding, and I suppose 1 havea right to go 
on. I wish the letters read as part of my speech. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. There is no objection to 


reading them. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


has decided that the Senator from Kentucky is in | 


order, 


Mr. POWELL. Ihave not yielded, except for | 


the purpose of reading these letters. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is an appeal 
taken from the decision of the Chair? 
Mr, FESSENDEN,. I take no appeal. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
7 WASHINGTON, February 11, 1861. 
My pean Governor: Governor Binenam and myself 


I believe, sir, that cer- | 


THE 


telegraphed you on Saturday, at the request of Massachu- ! 


setts and New York, to send delegates to the peace. or i 
compromise Congress. They admit that we were right and 
that they were wrong; that no Republican. State should 
have sent delegates; Unt they are here-and cannot get away. 
Ohio, Indiana, and Rhode Jsland are caving in, and there 
is danger of Ulinois; and now they beg us, for Gods sake, 
to come to their rescue, and save the Republican party from 
rupture. I hope you will send stiff-backed inen or none. 
‘Phe whole thing was gotten up against my Jadgment and 
advice, and will end in thin smoke, Still, I hope as a 
matter of ecurtesy to'some of our erring brethren, that-you 


will send the delegates, 
Truly your friend, Z. CHANDLER. 
His Exeellency AUSTIN BLAIR. 


P. S. Some of the manufacturing States think, that a 
fight would be awful. Without a little blood-letting this 
Union will not, in my estimation, be worth a rush. 


Mr. POWELL. I think it evident from these 
letters, that there is, and has been, a fixed pur- 
pose in certain quarters, that the peace conference 
should do nothing. Indeed, it seems from the 
letter-of the Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cuan- 
DLER] that, while he. opposed any Republican 
State going into this conference, yet, as some of 
them were there, and Indiana and Ilinoisand Ohio 
and Rhode Island were about to cave in, on the 
advice of Massachusetts and New York he asked 
Michigan to come in, and relieve them, and save 
the Republican party from rupture. Is it possible 
that the Republican party is to be saved, even if 
the Union be destroyed? It is very evident that 
those ‘*stiff-backed”’ gentlemen were to be sent 
here in order to prevent any compromise being 
presented. The object, then, as I stated, on the 
part of certain members on the other side of the 
Chamber, has been to send delegates to the con- 
ference for the purpose of preventing any compro- 
mise measures being proposed by that body. 
They desire, in the language of these letters, to | 
save their party from destruction, They say that 
if the conference should agree on anything, it 
would have a demoralizing effect upon the people, 
and upon the two Houses of Congress. In one 
wor, it will have the effect to make a rupture in 
the Republican party, which, in the estimation 
of the Senators, is higher, holicr, and better, it 
scems, than the Union, 

Tn consequence of this fact being apparent, that 
it is not the design or the intention that the peace 
conference should do anything, [ think we should 
not wait for it any longer, but the Senate should 
proceed at once to the consideration of the amend- 
ments to the Constitution proposed by my col- 
league. I think we had better be engaged in that 
work—one that is calculated, if the proposition of 
my colleague should pass, in my opinion, to save 
the country from further disintegration. I think 
we had better be at that, than be appropriating | 
money to support an Army that is to be engaged, 
it seems, in the work of blood-letting. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan thinks the Government is not 
worth a rush, until it shall have drawn a little 
blood. I hope my motion will prevail, and that 
we shail lay this bill aside and proceed to the 
consideration of the measures proposed by my 
colleague, 

Mr. CHANDLER: The Senator from Ken- 
tucky has read what purports to be a short note 
that I sent the other day to the Governor of Mich- 
igan. Whether it is a correct copy or not, I can- 
notsay; I kept no copy of it, nor do I care. 

Mr. POWELL. If the Senator will allow me 
one word, I will state to the Senate that, when I 
received this paper, yesterday 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to state that. 

Mr. POWELL. Llasked both the Senatorsif 
the letters were right. They told me they kept 
no copies, but they believed they were substan- 
tially so. 5 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was going to say that. 


Now, sir, I desire to answer the Senator from | 


Kentucky, and to set myself right on this ques- 


| tion—(my position from the first has been well 
| knownupon this question, and upon most others) 


—but, at the earnest solicitation of the Senator 
from Maine, who has charge of this bill, I will 
forego the response which I intended to make, 
and which I shall make to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, for the present, for the purpose of going 
on and disposing of the Army appropriation bill. | 
Atanother day L propose to give my views more 
at large upon these compromise measures, that 
the Senator from Kentucky seéms so anxious to 
take up at this time, Tam as anxious as he is to 
go into that disenssion. Iam anxious to go into 
it. It is a question that ought to be discussed. 
It is a question in which the people of Michigan 


take a deep interést. “They are opposed.to, all 
compromises; they do not believe that.any. come. 
promise is necessary; ‘nor ‘do J.° They are prè- 
pared to stand by the-Congtitationof the United 
States as itis; to stand by the Governmentas it is; 
ay, sir, to stand by itto-blood, if necessary...” 
Mr. POWELL. Task for the yeas and nays 
on my motion. : : 
The yéas and nays were ordered. “` 
Mr. MASON, Task the general permission of 
the Senate to give notice that at three: o'clock f 
shall move to go-into executive session; andif it: 
is not agreed to, I shall then ask that the galleries: 
may be cleared, for the purpose: of disclosing 
what I consider ought to be:passed on in executive 
session. F : f : 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. If-I can ob» 
tain the attention of the Senator from Kentucky, 
I wish to make a suggestion. Those resolutions; 
as I understood, went over until last’Monday at 
one o’clock, and were then to be taken: up: and 
considered. I do not know whether the motion 
was made in. that way, or. whether it was an ine 
formal understanding that they should be taken: 
up last Monday for consideration; but asthe Army: 
bill is now under consideration, and ‘the time is 
growing short, would it not be better to havea 
night session, and postpone the subjectuntil seven’ 
o’clock this evening, and let it be taken up at that 
time; and then let this other bill go on today. 
Those who want to make speeches on those ress 
olutions could do it to-night; we should thus save 
time and expedite business: = 70) sch sgt 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I think the Senator frony 
Virginia has given an additional very good reason 
for taking up the Army bill, and going through 
with it; and not postponing it for speeches at the 
present time, 
The question. being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: w 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman; 
Douglas, Fitch, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Polk, Powell, and Rice--17e 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, 
Pearce, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Byck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27. Tene oA 
So the motion to postpone the Army bill, in 
order to take up the resolutions of Mr. Crirran- 
DEN, Was not agreed to. vps 


PATENT LAWS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced ‘that the 
House had concurred in the report of the cori- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (S. No, 10) in addi- 
tion to an act to promote the progress of the uses 
ful arts. 

Also, that the House further insisted upon ita 
amendment to the said bill, upon which the com- 
mittee of conferente were unable to agree; asks a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. SAMUEL 
S. Cox of Ohio, Mr. Avaustus Frank of New 
York, and Samvet S. Brar of Pennsylvania, 
managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. BIGLER, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
i on the bill (S. No. 10) in addition to an act to 
promote the progress of the useful arts, submit- 
ted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes 
of the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (S. No. 
10) in addition to an act to promote the progress of the 
useful arts, having met, after a full and free conference 
thereon, agreed to report, and do report, as follows: — 

The House recedes trom its fourth amendment, striking 
out the seventh section of the bill. ; 

The Senate agrees to the seventh amendment of the 
House, with the following amendment, to wit: Strike out 
“twenty” in the second line of said seventh amendment, 
and in leu thercof insert “fifteen.” And in same line, 
strike out “ ten,” and in lieu thereof insert “ fifteen?” In 
line four of said seventh amendment, strike out ten,” and 
insert in Heu thereof “ twenty.” 

The Senate recedes from its non-concurrence in the 
House amendment striking ont lines fourteen and fifteen, 
in section “ten 3°? and aiso from its non-concurrence in the 
House amendment striking oat the word “twelve, and 
inserting the word “ ten,” 

The House recedes from its non-cancurrence in the Sen- 
ate amendment to the eighth amendment of the House, 
striking out the words tany new and original design tor 
the printing of woolen, silk, cotton, or other fabries, or any 
new? 

The House recedes from its non-concurrence in the Sen- 
ates amendment to section fourteen, striking out the word 
| “of,” and inserting, in Heu thereaf, the word “and? 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
-o AVELLIAM E. NIBLACK, 
vies p2CcB. HOARD, < 

Zoio BLETAU B. WASHBURNE, 

“~ Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 
‘Mr BIGLER.: Iwill state. that- the fourth 
amendment: of the House, from which the House 
recede; was to strike-outthe seventh section. That 
Sé authorizes the commissioner to'appointan 
additional, necessary number of. examiners, not 
xceeding four of each class. It: will be remem- 
bered that, for years past, the commissioner has 
been.in.the habit of employing clerks competent 
to discharge the duties of examinets; and at the 
close- of each session. we have paid those clerks 
as though they were, examiners. The object of 
this section ig to overcome. that difficulty. The 
House, after fully understanding what the import 
of the section was, have agreed to recede. The 
seventh amendment regulates the fees. There was 
a: difference of opinion as to the fee on the filing 
of an application. . The committtee of conference 
have fixed it at $15, instead of $20, the amount at 
which the Senate bill originally fixed it. ‘The 
eighthamendiment relates to fees for designs. The 
Senate agrees: to recede from the fourteenth and 
fifteenth lines of that section, because the fees for 
designs wert regulated in another part of the bill. 
The ninth amendment relates to fees for copy in 
the office. « The Senate had fixed the rate at 12 
cents.a hundred words; the House named 10 cents; 
ahd:we agreed to the amendment... The tenth 
amendment relates to designs for patterns. The 
House had amended the bill by putting in an en- 
tire new section, providing for patents for designs 
notonly upon statuary and various patterns, but 
upon fabrics. The Senate was unwilling to agree 
to so much of the section as related to designs for 
patterns, regarding it as too complicated. Tn that 
amendment of the Senate, the House concurs. 
The eleventh amendment is mérely clerical; strik- 
ing out the word “of,” and inserting the word 
ci and, ” 

. The twelfth amendment, upon which the com- 
mitteé could not agree, and on which we ask an- 
other committee of conference, relates to the exten- 
sion of patents. The House inserted a new sec- 
tion providing that a patent should not be renewed 
where the inventor and his assignees shall have 
made $100,000 net profit. The Senate amended the | 
section by excluding the assignees. We did that 
for the reason that there is nothing in the present 
law, ànd nothing in the bill which would enable 
an inventor to get an account rendered from his 
assignee. The section, as insisted upon by.the 
House, in our judgment, is entirely impractica- 
ble. The Department does not require the as- 
signee to render an account. +The inventor, in 
making his application, therefore, would be re- 
quired to render an account not only as to his own 
profits, but the profits of the assignee; and he 
would have no power to compel the assignee to 


render any account. Therefore, the Senate com- || 


mittee could not agree with the House; and on 
that section we have differed, and asked for an- 
other committee of conference. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the report of the committee of 
conference. 
The report was concurred in. 


Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate insist 
on its disagreement to the amendment on which 
the committee were unable to agree, and ask for 
another conference. 

The motion was agreed to; so it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its disagreement 
to the said amendment, and agree tu the further confer- 


ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committee on 
the part of the Senate; and Mr. Doveras, Mr. | 
Cameron, and Mr. Fircu, were appointed. 


TILE TARIEF BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forwey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 388) to | 


provide for the paymentof outstanding Treasury. i 


notes, to-authorize a loan, to regulate and fx the 
duties. on‘ imports, and for other purposes. — 
Mr. SIMMONS, from the committee. of. con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill. (H.R. No.-338) to provide: forthe 


thorize.a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on 
imports, and for other. purposes, submitted the 
following report: - f i 

Thé committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 338) to provide for 
the payment. of outstanding Treasury notes, to authorizea 
loan, to regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for other- 


agreed to recommend to the respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate agree to the amendment of the House 
to the Sengte’s tenth amendment. 
J. F. SIMMONS, 
WILLIAM BIGLER, 
R. M. T. HUNTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
JOHN'S. PHELPS, 
J. K. MOORHEAD, 
Managers où the partof the House of Representatives. 


Mr.SIMMONS. Theamendmentof the House 
to that section was simply to strike out the duty 
on tea and coffee. Imove that the Senate concur 
in the report of the committee. 

The Secretary read the amendment of the House, 
to strike out the second clause of the tenth amend- 
ment of the Senate, in the following words: 

& Second. On coffee, 14 cent per pound; on tea, when 
imported from any port or place beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, 4 cents per pound; when imported from any port or 
place this side of the Cape of Good Hope, other than in the 
country where produced, 4 cents per pound, and an addi- 
tion thereto of 10 per centum ad valorem: Provided, That 
whenever the Treasury notes and bonds of the Unfed States 
which have been, or shall be, issued under the authority of 
any laws or parts of laws passed between the 4th day of 
March, A. D. 1857, and the 4th day of March, A. D. 1861, 
shall be redeemed and paid, the President of the United 
States is hereby authorized to make proclamation that the 
aforesaid articles of tea and coffee may be imported into the 
United States exempt and free from the specific duties 
herein imposed: Provided, That the duties on tea and 
coffee hereby imposed shall cease from and after the 30th 
of June, 1863.” 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the report of the committee of 
conference. 


The report was concurred in. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident: 

* A bill (S. No.366) to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. No. 714) establishing certain post 
routes; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 864) making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1862. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
| had ordered the printing of the following docu- 
ments: ® 

A letter from the Postmaster General, commu- 
nicating a copy of offers, &c., for carrying the 
mails—ordered on the 26th instant. 

A letter from the secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, communicating his annual report— 
ordered February 27, 1861, at eleven o’clock and 
twenty minutes. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 899) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the year ending June 
30, 1862. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on concurring in the amendments of the 
| Senate adopted as in committee. The Chair again 
asks if the vote of the Senate shall be put on all 
the amendments in the aggregate, or separately? 

Mr. PEARCE. In the aggregate, excepting, 
however, from the mass of amendments, those to 
which gentlemen may object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will 
indicate what particular amendments they desire 
excepted, 

Mr. PEARCE. I wish to have excepted the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon, 
{Mr. Baxer.] It is an amendment appropriating 
$50,000 for the protection of emigrants to Oregon. 


GLOBE. 


payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to’ au- | 


purposes, having met, after tull dnd free conference, have | p 


February 27: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER... Is a separate 
vote, demanded on any other amendment? 

Mr. GRIMES. Lexceptthe amendment which 
proposes an appropriation of $75,000 for the com- 
mencement of a fortification. at Sandy. Hook. 

Mr. LANE. T do not.rise to discuss that at 
all. I desire to say.to the Senator that it is not 
to commence a fortification. a 

‘Mr. GRIMES. Itis not? ee 

Mr. LANE. No, sir; itus to goon with the 
work on.a fortification already. commenced., 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, no. ~ 

Mr. LANE. : Yes, sir. `I will send Yor the re- 
ort; and J will show the Senator that I am right. 
Mr. GRIMES:.. My exception is based upon 


| the fact that it is the commencement of a work. 


Mr. LANE. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. GRIMES. Well, I will make the excep- 
tion; and. if. J am mistaken, it can be shown be- 
fore the vote is taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment indicated by the Senator from Iowa will be 
excepted from the general vote. The question is 
on agreeing to the other amendments adopted b 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, whic. 
have not been excepted. 

The amendments were concurred in 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote will 
now be taken on concurring in the amendment 
excepted by the Senator from. Iowa, to insert, 
after line two hundred and forty-nine, the follow- 
ing: A 

Fort at Sandy Hook, New Jersey, $75,000. 

Mr. GRIMES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LANE. F have just sent to the commit- 
tee-room, and if the Senator will wait.a moment, 
he will have an opportunity to hear the report. 
I desire to show that I am not mistaken in my 
statement that a very large amount of work has 
been done at that fortification; and that they say, 
with a certain appropriation now asked for, guns 
could be mounted at the fortification. 

Mr. PEARCE. Iwill state that under a mis- 
apprehension yesterday, that the Senator was 
speaking of the fort at Willet’s Point, I stated 
there had been no commencement of it; that is, at 
Willet’s Point; but there has been a commence- 
ment at Sandy Hook, I believe; though I think 
it has not progressed very far. 

Mr. LANE. It has progressed so far that they 
say they can soon mount some guns. 

r. GRIMES. I reserved this appropriation 
under what I suppose is a misapprehension of 
facts. It was stated here yesterday that there had 
been no commencement made; that no estimate 
had been made; and I did not believe this was the 
time, although I do not doubt that a fortification 
is needed there, and a very extensive one, and a 
very expensive one, and, at the proper time, shall 
be willing to vote. money for the commencement 
of it; but. 

Mr. LANE. The Senator will allow me to 
interrupt him, in order to read from the report of 
the chief engineer: ` 

“ Fort at Sandy Hook, New Jersey, in charge of Captain 
H. W. Benham.—The work executed during the past fiscal 
year, comprised the foundations of the north, and half of 
the east front, (about four hundred and seventy lineal feet,) 
and the construction of the scarp-wall and attached piers 


to the height of tour courses, or nearly eleven feet from the 
bottom of the foundations.” $ 


Mr. GRIMES. _ Is that this fort? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. R 
„Mr. GRIMES. Then I withdraw the objec- 
tion, j 

Mr. LANE. Icould go on, and show that they 
are ready to mount guns, as I have stated. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The Secretary read the following amendment; 
to insert, as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That for the protection of emi- 
grants on the overland routes, between the Atlantic slope 
and the Oregon and Washington frontier, the sum of $50,000 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, if, in his judgment, the same 
may be necessary. ; 

Mr. PEARCE. Itis very obvious that, though 
the sum mentioned in this appropriation is spe- 
cific, the purposes to which it is to be applied are 
exceedingly vague and indefinite. The money is 
to be applied for the protection of emigrants on 
the plains over to Oregon; but in what manner to 
be expended, to what particular purposes to be 
applied, it is just as impossible for the Senate to 
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judge as if the appropriation stood without any | 
other language connected with it. It has not been 
recommended by any Department. We have had 
no definite statement, I think, even from the lips 
of the Senator who presented it, of the particular 
purposes to which it is to be applied. 

Besides, Mr. President, though I admit that 
the liberality ofthe Senator [Mr. Barer] disposes 
me to exert towards him, even if it were not his 
right otherwise, all the courtesy which can be 
claimed for or allowed to any member of the body, 
I feel that it is my duty to resist this amendment, 
because its introduction was a violation of parlia- 
mentary law, which, however said to have been 
practiced here, is an abuse, a vicious practice, and 
never should be tolerated. If it has existed, if it 
has been the practice, as some gentlemen inform 
me, for several years, it is high time that it was 
broken up. This amendment was offered by the 
Senator from Oregon, as he stated, under the au- 
thority of the Committee on Public Lands. I 
made the objection to it that the Committee on 
Public Lands had no jurisdiction over this subject; 
that it was not competent for them to present an 
amendment of such a nature to a military bill. I 
had not then the parliamentary books at hand, but 
it struck me that it must be obvious to the Senate 
that a committee whose very name designates its 
purpose, could only act upon that which was 
committed toit, Inthe House of Representatives 
the rule designates the duties of each committee. 
In the Senate there is no such designation of du- 
ties; but then, according to parliamentary law, 
their duties are implied from the very name which 
the rule gives to the committee. The subject of 

ublic lands is appropriate to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and no other subject, unless that 
other subject be committed to them by a special 
vote of thebody. Itisthe factthat to these smaller 
bodies, carved out of the great body of the House, 
the Senate commits particular subjects, and they 
are called committees. The parliamentary law I 
will read. I read now from Cushing’s Laws and 
Practice of Legislative Assemblies: 

“ A committee is not at liberty to entertain any proposi- 
tion, or go into any inquiry which does not come within 
the direct purpose for which the committtce is appointed, 
and as expressed, or clearly implied in the authority con- 
ferred upon it, or which is not grounded upon some paper 
which is referred to the consideration of the committee.” 

Again, the same author says: 

*“ A committee, as we have seen, has no other authority 
than tu do as it is ordered by the House, or to report its 
opinion upon the subject referred to it; but ithas no author- 
ity, unless expressly conferred upon it, to report for the 
cousideration of the House any act of legislation, as a bill 
or joint resolution.” 

I will add, as an amendment, also. Again: 

“ When the report is agreed to by the committee, the 
chairman, or some other member, is directed to present it 
to the House?’ 

“The chairman” of what? OF the commit- 
tee. “Some other member’”’ of what? Of the 
House, or of the committee? Of the committee, 
of course. As the chairman of the committee 
may present it to the House, so any other mem- 
berof the committee may; and therefore, it follows 
that a member of the House notof the commit- | 
tee cannot present it. He is not the organ of the 
committee, and cannot be directed, as the Senator 
from Virginia well argued yesterday, to make any 
report, or present any proposition from that com- 
mittee, of which he is not a member. 

Now, sir, I am told by the present occupant of 
the chair, [Mr. Brient,] and by other gentlemen, 
that this parliamentary law has been violated re- 
peatedly in the Senate. I was not before aware 
of it. l had supposed, when any member of the 
Senate offered an amendment as from a particular | 
committee, that he was a member of that com-! 
mittee. J had not been sharp enough to witness 
the departure from the parliamentary law. I 
have no doubt, since the fact has been stated to 
me by yourself, sir, and by others, that it is so; 
and that this loose and vicious practice has been 
pursued in the Senate, not approved by the Sen- 
ate, not recognized by the Senate, not receiving 


1 


that sort of sanction which usages do obtain 
sometimes, in the Senate by the concurrence of | 
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i body has the right, under the parliamentary law, 


| the body; but in spite of the knowledge of the 


Senate, it has been practiced, orat all events, with- 
out any remonstrance being made or any notice 
being taken of the fact; and it is high time, now, 
that this was stopped. No committee of this 


to present propositions to the Senate, unless the 
general subject-matter belongs to their jurisdic- 
tion, or there has been a special reference of it to. 
them. 

I say, then, sir, that this amendment is objec- 
tionable on that ground: that the clear rule of the 
parliamentary law ought to be enforced by re- 
Jecting any such amendment, even if the Chair 
should declare it to be in order. Besides, as I 
have said before, we really do not know how this 
money will be applied. If it is to be spent in mil- 
itary preparations for the protection of emigrants 
over the plains, it will be of no sort of value. It 
will be but a drop in the bucket. I take it that 
$500,000 would be necessary to get up a proper 
military expedition to protect emigrants over the 
plains. At all events, this appropriation is en- 
tirely too small for any efficient aid, and it is ca- 
pable of application to any purpose to which the 
Secretary of War for the time being may think 
proper to apply it; all of which, with me, are 
abundant reasons for rejecting it. 

Mr. GWIN. I shall vote for this amendment 
in any form in which it comes up, because I think 
it is a very proper appropriation and for a very 
proper object, the protection of emigrants to the 

acific coast; but I hope the Senator from Oregon 
will make ita little more general. He has left 
out California. Į think he had better put in Cali- 
fornia. A great many emigrants to all the States 
and Territories of the Pacific travel on a common 
route for a great portion of the way; and I think, 
therefore, that the amendment ought to include 
the California frontier. 

Mr. BAKER. I have no objection. 

Mr. GWIN. Iwill state that this is certainly 
not a new subject of expenditure. Heretofore, 
the United States have expended money in pro- 
tecting emigrants in crossing the plains. One 
hundred and ninety-five thousand dollars was paid 
out of the civil fund of California for the purpose 
of defending emigrants in 1849, and the expendi- 
ture was sanctioned by the Congress of the United 
States. Many lives were saved by the use of the 
money for that purpose. I think it is better to 
make appropriations of this kind than to have 
portions of the standing Army stationed along the 
line, who never can catch an Indian, and who 
never punish any of the depredations that are 
committed on emigrants. I think itis a policy 
which it is wise to pursue, to give this fund to 
the Secretary of War, and leave him the power 
to use it for the purpose of protecting the emi- 
grants. I hope the Senator from Oregon will 
accept my amendment and include California, as 
well as Oregon and Washington. 

Mr. MASON. It does seem to me, that if a 
practice has grown up in the Senate, of which I 
am really unconscious, by which the standing 
committees of the Senate consider themselves at | 
liberty to present questions to the body for legis- 
lation on subjects that have never been committed 
to them by the Senate, that practice should be 
changed. [was clear in my recollection of the 
parliamentary law, in the debate yesterday after- | 
noon, that it was impossible that a committee of 
the Senate, as a committee, had a pariiamentary 


: : jj 
right to bring before the Senate a subject for le- i! 


gislation which had not been committed to their | 
inquiry by the action of the Senate. 1 make it, 
therefore, as a question of order, that this amend- 
ment is notin order, because, although reported 
by a committee, it is upon a subject with which 
that committee has not been charged by the Sen- 
ate. I agree entirely with the authorities read by 
the Senator from Maryland; but apart from that 
objection, the Committee on Public Lands is cer- 
tainly transcending any authority it derived from 


this body, in reporting an amendment of that sort 
for the appropriation of money not connected with 
the public lands. I make this asa question of h 


| emigrants. 


order, that. the Committee on Public Lands have 
reported an amendment asking an appropriation 
by.the Senate, upon a subject never committed to 
them by the Senate. f $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Barca’ 
in the chair.) The Chair will remark, that the: 
question of order was raised yesterday and dé- 
cided. .The only way to accomplish the object 
of the Senator from Virginia, is to vote down the 
amendment. : ae 

Mr. MASON. We are now in the Senate, and - 
I suppose a question raised in Committee of the 
Whole can be raised again in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
of order was raised yesterday in Committee. of 
the Whole, and the Senate decided to receive the 
amendment, ; ; 

Mr. MASON. Very well; but I. understand- 
the bill now is in the Senate, and not in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It comes’up in a new shape, 
and before a different body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment has been received and agreed to in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and. now the question is, 
whether it shall be concurred in by the Senate, 
The only way to accomplish the Senator’s pur-: 
pose is to reject the amendment. : ; 

Mr. MASON. Itmay be that I am wrong in 
the question of order on that ground. Ishall vote 
against the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from California, to insert the word 
“ California’? after “ Oregon.” 

Mr. LANE. The motion now, as I under- 
stand, is to make this appropriation applicable to 
Washington and California as well as to Oregon. 
It is very manifest that $50,000, divided into three 
parts, and one third of the sum applied to the 
protection of each route, will not be sufficient. It 
will afford no protection. If the appropriation 
is to be made available, and to. be used for protec- 
tion in fact as well as in name afd in promise, 
then it should be of a sufficient amount to enable 
the Secretary of War to employ additional force— 
force not now known to. the Army, and not a 
portion of it. : 

Unless this be done, it will be of no service to 
us, of no service to the emigrants. Instead of 
trying to divide the $50,000 into three parts, to 
provide for protecting emigrants on the three dif= 
ferent routes, I think the Senator had better pro- 
pose to appropriate $50,000 for cach of the three 
routes—$50,000 for the protection of emigrants to 
Oregon; $50,000 for the protection of emigrants 
to California, and the same amount for those to 
Washington Territory. Then the Secretary of 
War may feel that he is authorized, under. such 
an appropriation, to employ force outside of thë 
Army—some hired escort for the protection of 
emigrants; but, unless it is done in that way, I do 
not see how it can afford any protection, Surely, 
it ean afford none, unless he is authorized toem- 
ploy some force not now in the Army. 

I suggest to the Senator that, with the view of 
accomplishing the object which we held eut the 
idea that we mean to do, the amendment-should 


| propose to appropriate at least $50,000 for’ each 


route, and to authorize the Secretary of War to 
employ such force as he can for the $58,000 on 
each route, to accompany, protect, and escort the 
The Secretary of War has told us 
that this bill will give him all the money neces- 
sary for the Army as it is; but unless something 
be done in addition to this amendment, no advant- 
age will ever be derived from it, nota single par- 
ticle of protection will be afforded in addition to 
what there would be withoutit, E would not only 
vote this, but I would vote $500,000 for that pur- 
pose; and I would authorize the Secretary of War 
to employ additional force for that special and 
particular service. i 

I make this suggestion that this amendment may 
be made available, that some good may come from 
it, that protection in fact may be afforded. It will 
afford none to divide the small sum of $50,000 
into three parts, and assign it to'three different 
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routes. No Senator can say that that will be of 
any service to any emigrant. It is nonsense to 
talik about it. It.is deceiving the emigrants. It is 
promising them protection which they will not 
receive;and we ought not to hold out to them an 
inducement to believe that protection will be af- 
forded, when in fact it will notbe. In that way 
we shall lead into danger many families that would 
otherwise not be thrown in that position. — 

i do not make these remarks because I am op- 
posed to thisamendment, butbecause lam opposed 
to dividing the appropriation, because I know it 
is not enough for the purpose.. Let the Senator 
from California ask thatit be increased to $500,000, 
and that the Secretary of War be authorized to 
employ additional force to escort and protect emi- 
grants on the threc routes, and then he can afford 
adequate protection; but it will not be done by 
cutting up this sum among the three routes. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I very much re- 
gret that the time of the Senate is to be taken up 

by repeated discussions and reiteration of discus- 
sions upon a matter so small as this; but justice 
to my amendment, and to the view which the Sen- 
ate has already taken, requires me to say three or 
four words about it. 

Here is a strange combination against a little 
amendment. Here is the distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky, (Mr. CritrenpEn, | who opposes 
it because ‘the dark and bloody ground” was 
won without Government appropriation, when 
the Government was too poor to make any, and 
Kentucky was too gallant to need it. The Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] joins in the attack, 
because he sees, as he always sees, constitutional 
difficulties. They glimmer before his eyes. The 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] opposes it 
because he finds in musty records former decisions 
upon points of order, or questions decided as to 

. the powers of committees, which the practice of 
the Senate has reversed a hundred times. The 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Lane] brings his mil- 
itary genius to bear upon the subject, and opposes 
it practically; he says otherwise, but it is my re- 
spectful judgment that he does oppose, and has 
opposed practically, the measure from the begin- 
ning, because he thinks itis not enough, or be- 
cause he thinks it is not necessary, or because he 
thinks the moncy is not to be expended in the 
right way. The Senator will not mislead anybody 
here by pretending that he is very mach in favor 
of the amendment, and proposing to increase the 
sum ina way to kill italtogether. 

Now, I will turn my atiention to all these views 


for a few minutes; and, first, as to,the point of | 


order, It was made yesterday. It was deliber- 
ately decided in accordance with the practice of 
the Senate, upon this identical bill, again and 
again; and | suggest to the benevolence of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Maryland, that it is a 
very poor time and way to bring up a question of 
order upon a question of humanity to a whole peo- 
ple and a great frontier. If the question of order 
were to be brought up upon some appropriation 
to give somebody, upon some old claim, $50,000, 
or $150,000, or $250,000, there would not have 
been half as much said about it. Why it is that 
gentlemen combine to defeat this poor, pitiful ap- 
propriation, I confess I do not exactly see from 
anything they have said yet. 

Next, as to what the Senator from Virginia 
says, I will take occasion, in the Senate, some 
time, to endeavor to point out why it is that he 
is continually making this class of objections; 
with all respect to him, I have not the time now. 
This is one of a class which are beginning to lose 
their power in this body; and I think that isa 
great improvement. 

The Senator from Oregon says the appropria- 
tion is too small. It is; but it is better to take it, 
small as itis, than risk moreand get nothing. He 
says it is a subdivision of $50,000 on the whole 


eastern frontier of California, of Oregon, and of 


Washington, 

Mr. LANE. That is by the amendment of the 
Senator froin California. 

Mr. BAKER. | have accepted the amendment 
of the Senator from California in the spirit of 
liberality, by which I hope to be distinguished as 
long as | have a seat here. 
the whole eastern frontier of Oregon, Washing- 
ton, and California, let us give it to the whole; 
and I have left the amendment purposely that it 


may be expended, first, under the direction of the | 
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| Secretary of War; and, second, that it need not 
be expended at all unless it meets his approbation 
as a question of necessity. ‘That is the answer 
to the whole thing; and if gentlemen from Cali- 
fornia and Oregon are to lose Behan rons vice 
here because they are not large enough, and are to 
take nothing because we cannot get all, we shall 
wait a long while before we get much. 

Those of us who have been upon that frontier 
—and the Senator from Oregon knows it as well 
as any other living man—know the difficulty, the 
danger, the trial, the privation, the dread, and the 
fear of the people on thatroute. Ihave received 
more letters from Oregon desiring the protection 
of the frontier by some appropriation of this sort, 
than upon any single subject about which I have 
heard a word from Oregon. Now, in the last days 
of the session, 1 submit to the cooler judgment of 
the Senator from Oregon whether it is not ungra- 
cious to attempt to oppose it byindirection. As 
I had occasion to say to him on another subject, 
we disagree; we shall probably disagree; but 
there is no good reason why cither political or 
personal disagreement should tend to the defeat 
of this measure. The Senate adopted it deliber- 
ately yesterday; and I have no doubt the Senate 
will just as deliberately adopt it again to-day. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say a single 
word in relation to this amendment. I was not 
in the Senate when it was adopted yesterday. It 
seems to imply that the Secretary of War, in some 
way or other, is to furnish protection to the emi- 
grants on the route across to the Pacific. If he has 
any mode of protecting them, I suppose it is by 
the employment of the Army, or some portion of 
the Army. If not, if he is to use any new means, 
it is to use a new corps to be added to the Army 
under his control. We have a corps, I believe, 
of sappers and miners; a corps of artillery, of 
infantry, of light infantry, and dragoons, and all 
that. Now, are we to establish a new corps of 
escort, a new branch of the Army, with this ap- 
propriation?) What are we to do practically? I 
wantto know what is to be done with this money. 

Mr. BAKER. I will tell the honorable Sen- 
ator one way. He knowsthe difficulty of giving 
him a long detail of a plan which none of us have 
thoroughly mastered; but let me suggest to him, 
if he were Secretary of War, what I think he 
would do. Fle would say: ‘I havea very small 
fund here for the protection of the emigrants in 
the dangerous parts of the route; now I will make 
an arrangement with the young men going over 
in the various trains from all parts of the Atlantic 
slope to the western slope, that they shall remain 
here at the difficult places a week, a month, or 
two months, during the passage of the emigrant 
trains there, providing them provisions, organ- 
izing them to remain there until the last train 
shall have passed.” If that had been done last 
fall, it would have saved very many vatuable 
lives; for it is within our knowledge, that within 
twenty miles, I believe, of a column of regular 
troops, a dreadful massacre occurred in a spot 
which we are now endeavoring, among others, to 
protect, That is a mere suggestion. If, at last, 
the Secretary of War does not see some good way 
to do it, he will not do it, and the money will not 
bespent. Itrust gentlemen will permit the amend- 
ment to be voted upon, and not subject me to the 
imputation that 1 am endeavoring to delay the 
Senate in a matter which has been suificiently 
discussed. 

H Mr. GWIN. 1 will suggest to my friend from 
Oregon, [Mr. Lang,] in regard: to this amend- 
ment including California, that itis well known 
that the great emigrant route to the Pacific slope— 
the route which is traveled by nine tenths of the 
emigrants going to, and returning from, Califor- 
nia, Oregon, and Washington—is one and the 
same. I suppose there are hundreds of thousands 
of emigrants upon the Pacific who have passed 
over thatroute. Its difficulties and dangers are 
wellknown. There are some points where the 
‘Indians commit depredations; there are some 
i points where the cmigants suffer greatly for the 
ji want of provisions and water; and a small sam 
of money may save many lives, as the Senator 
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ii from Oregon who has just addressed the Senate, 
If there be need on ii 


(Mr. Baser] has stated. The appropriation that 
| I spoke of a while ago, that was made by Gen- 
i eral Smith in 1849, saved hundreds of persons 
| from starving; and that use of the money was 
sanctioned by Congress, and credited to him in 


his accounts. A small sum of money thus em-, 
ployed would do a great deal of good. I stated 
here some years ago, before the Senator was a 
member of this body, that there is great ineffi- 
ciency in the Army of the United States on that 
frontier. It is not the kind of force that does good 
in such a service. I suggested, that if you estab- 
lished a brigade after the style of the Texas ran- 
gers,and made my friend from Oregon [Mr. Lane} 
brigadier general, and Jack Hayes and Ben Me- 
Culloch the colonels, with two thousand men, we 
would take care of all the Indians from Oregon to 
the mouth of the Rio Grande. Now, I undertake 
to say, that if the Secretary of War, with the 
proper discretion, were to authorize such a man 
as Jack Hayes, who is familiar with this kind of 
service, to protect certain points on the routes, 


| and especially on the great emigrant route that 


carries the great bulk of our people to the Pacific 
slope, we could, with $50,000, save many lives, 
and prevent the expenditure, probably, of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars in Indian wars and 
in the moving of troops of the United States, 
which cannot move but ata great expense. A 
small corps of individuals, employed for tempo- 
rary service, for the mere purpose of protection, 
can move about and protect emigrants passing 
over the routes, in a manner that the Army of the 
United States cannot do. 

The proposition is not to establish a new corps 
in the Army. It is intended for a specific purpose, 
to employ these incidentals merely for a portion 
of the year, and for protection; not tomake war, 
but to prevent war, and to provide provisions for 
suffering emigrants. That was the way it was 
done in 1849, and many hundreds of lives were 
saved. I believe an appropriation of this sort can 
be usefully employed. Irequested the insertion of 
my State in this amendment. I do not ask for an 
increase of the appropriation, because I do not 
think we can get it increased. f suggest this 
amendment because there is a common route to 
the two States and the Territory on the Pacific, F 


i should like to have a great deal more than this 


amendment appropriates; but I am afraid that we 
cannot get more, I think that we should have 
some arrangement made for protecting the points 
where the depredations are committed, and where 
there is the greatest suffering. ‘Those points are 
well: known, and a small sum of money will goa 
great way to accomplish the purposc, in the hands 
of persons skilled in frontier life, and moving with’ 
great rapidity. The Army of the United States 
moves atthe rate of about twenty miles aday,and 
it is done ata vast expenditure; buta force of this 
description could travel eighty or a hundred miles 
aday. I think the operation of that would do a 
great deal of good. Certainly, I would give the 
Secretary of War the discretion of making pro- 
vision for the protection of emigrants, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Allow me to suggest to 
the Senator from California that an amendment 
has been put on this bill by which the Indian 
department has been put under the control of the 
Secretary of War. Of course, the Secretary of 
War controls the Army, and posts them where 
he pleases; and I suppose it will hereafter be a 
part of his business to look after the Indians, and 
prevent depredations, and that is the main purpose 
of the Army. ‘This is, however, establishing a 
new branch under the Secretary of War. 

Mr. GWEIN. [think this amendment will be 
useful, because I believe the Secretary of War 


| can use this $50,000 soas to give more protection 


to emigrants than he could by moving the Army, 
at a cost of one hundred and fifty or two hundred 
thousand dollars. It is very expensive to move 
the Army. You cannot move them from point to 
point very readily. This is a temporary force, 
for a particular object; a force consisting of tem- 
porary employés, who will only be wanted for a 
short period of the year. lam of the opinion 


j that a great deal of good may be done. 


Mr. LANE. I rise now to say the last word 
I think I shall say in relation to this amendment. 
I mustexpress a deep regret that the Senator from 
California docs not understand the question. Nor 
does the Senator from Oregon comprehend it at 
ail. I have no hesitation in saying that. I sce 
the Senator from Wisconsin docs comprehend the 
question. He knows, what every Senator knows, 
that the money appropriated and placed in the 
hands of the Secretary of War adds not one bit 


| of protection to the emigrant, unless you author- 
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ize him to raise an additional force. l say that 
this is a false pretext; itis a deception; it is an 
inducement to emigrants to believe that they will 
get protection more than they will get from this 
appropriation of money; which, I fear, will never 
benefit them at all. 

The Senator from California hit the matter at 
one time in his argument right. He looked at it 
for a moment just as it ought to be looked at. 
He said, if you make an appropriation, and au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to employ skillful 
men — Jack Hayes, for instance, or any other 
good man; and you could find hundreds of them 
in Hlinois fit for leaders—protection would be 
afforded. I admit it; but you do not, by this 
amendment, authorize him to employ any such 


force; and every Senator knows that he will not | 


go outof the regular Army unless he is authorized 
to do so. If you give him the money, and at the 
same time authorize him to raise a force, not 
within the Army, he can afford protection; but 
without that, the proposition is a humbug; it is 
nonsense; it affords no protection. 

I desire, now, to say to the Senator from Ore- 
gon that he has no right to say that I am not in 
favor of protecting the emigrants. 
who knows me knows that I have never failed to 
go out myself, in person, to protect them; and I 
have rendered personal service, as I will this 

ear, to protect emigrants on this route whenever 

can reach them and afford them protection. 
Though I have done it often, and paid dearly for 
it, and shed a good deal of blood in that cause, I 
have never charged the Government one cent for 
it. To say that I would not protect emigrants, 
is an assertion that no gentleman has a right to 
make. I would protect them; I would appropri- 
ate not only this $50,000, but I would appropriate 
a great deal more; and then I would authorize the 
Secretary of War to employ the character of 
force that the Senator from California suggested. 
Let him do that, and protection will be afforded. 

The Senator from Wisconsin ha looked at this 
question properly. He says that under this bill 


as it has been amended, the Secretary of War is | 
to have charge of Indian affairs, and he already | 


has charge of the Army. This bill gives all the 
money that he believes necessary for the Army; 
and he will move it, as in his judgment is right, 
to afford protection and to take care of Indian af- 
fairs; to keep peace in the country, and to protect 
our people in the settlements and en route for Cal- 
ifornia, Oregon, and Washington; but an appro- 
priation of $50,060 in the form proposed by this 
amendment affords no more protection than what 
we get withoutit. Give him $59,000, and author- 
ize him at the same time to employ a company 
under Jack Hayes, whose duty it shall be to go 
out on the road and keep the Indians down, to 
travel with the emigrants, and it will be of some 
use. 

Mr. GWIN. Ihope my friend will allow me 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. LANE. Certainly. 

Mr. GWIN. I understand that the Secretary 
of War can employ just such a force. That is 
my understanding. Itis an appropriation that he 
can use for the protection of the route, and he may 
employ persons temporarily for that purpose. 

Mr. LANE. Notatall; he must have author- 
ity to do that. 

Mr. GWIN. My idea was that he could use 
the sum for that purpose, if he pleased. 

Mr. LANE. The Secretary of War never has 
employed, and never will and never can cmploy, 
any force not authorized wy law. I want to make 
this appropriation useful. I want to do that which 
we hold out the idea we mean todo. To do that, 


let us authorize the Secretary of War to apply the | 


appropriation to the employment of a force out- 
side of the Army, and in addition to the regular 
Army. Then you will do a real service to the 
emigrants, and afford protection to some extent. 
The whole amount is too small to do much, and 
especially when you divide it; for, mark me, E say 
now, that there are no depredations ever com- 
mitted on the main emigrant route this side of the 
forks, where the roads fork off—one to Califor- 
nia, one to Oregon, and one to Washington; and 
when you come to divide the money among these 
three routes, as [ said when I was up before, it is 
too small to do any good. I will suggest to the 
Senator from Oregon, in all kindness, for I am in 
favor of protecting the emigrants, and would do 
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it at the sacrifice of personal comfort, and at the 
risk of anything that might happen on the road, 
that, in order to make this available, we should 
provide, in addition to the appropriation, that the 
Secretary of War shall be authorized to employ 
such additional force as he can with this $50,000 
appropriated for the protection of emigrants en 
route to Oregon. Ido not want to interfere with 
his amendment, but I think that, in that form, it 
will accomplish something, and much additional 
protection will be afforded. Otherwise, it is ab- 
solute nonsense, as I said before; itis holding out 
to the emigrants a hope that we never ought to 
hold out to them unless we mean to perform it. 
It is deceiving them. I make this suggestion in 
all kindness, that the amendment be so prepared 
as to provide that the Secretary of War may be 
authorized to employ such force as he can with 
these $50,000, to escort and protect emigrants en 
route to Oregon. Then it will give us additional 
strength, and give us men suited for the purpose. 

Mr. BAKER. The amendment provides for 
that, thoroughly, and cannot be bettered, in my 
judgment. ï hope, as we have taken up time 
enough about it, it will be pressed to a vote now. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would like to have the yeas 
and nays. I regard this as a very dangerous 
precedent. Now, we are called on to provide a 
sufficient appropriation to furnish troops to escort 
emigrants across the plains. The next thing will 
be that the quartermaster’s department will be 
ordered to transport the emigrants from one side 
to the other. I hope that we shall have the yeas 
and nays on this amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. Ihave no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason in 
the chair.) The ycas and nays are demanded, 
the Chair presumes, on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Oregon. The question pend- 
ing is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from California to the amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon. i 

Mr. HUNTER. I thoughtitwason the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will so understand it. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from California to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Theamendmenttothe amendment wasagreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now, is on the amendment as amended; and upon 
that question the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. _ 

Mr. BRAGG. Ihave paired off with the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. Lariam] upon this 
question. I should vote against and he for it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Bright, 
Dixon, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, 
Hale, Harlan, Lane, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyek, Thomson, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson-~24, 

NAYS-—Messrs. Bigler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Doolittle, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, King, 
Mason, Pearce, Polk, and Powell—13. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. HALE. I am going to make one more 
attempt to reform a most odious system, which I 
have attempted a good many times to do. I pro- 
pose this as an additional section to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That the pay, allowances, and 
emoluments, of no officer in the Army, except the Bieuten- 
ant General, shal! exceed $5,000 per annum. 

I willask the yeas and nays upon the amend- 
ment 

Mr. POWELL. Isanamendmentto the amend- 
ment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWELL. I move to strike out the 
words, “ except the Lieutenant General;’’ and on 
that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I will say a word on that. I 
think the Senator had better Jet us try the first 
one first. I think if he gets that stricken out, it 
will kill the whole; and I do not think that is what 
he means. Let us try the others first; and then 
if we ean reduce them, try the Lieutenant General 
afterwards; but do not kill this proposition by 
firing at the Lieutenant General. 

Mr. POWELL. I will adhere to my amend- 
ment. I think, if we are to commence this reduc- 
tion we had better commence where retrenchment} 


is. most needed. The Lieutenant General now gets 
far higher pay than any maui in the Army. I think 
we should commence by striking at that, and not 
at the pay of those who are in. active service— 
who do more service, and do not get. half ‘the. 


Mr. HALE...“ Active service !”? “ Active ser- 
vice’ is aimed at certain men who live in. their 
easy chairs, and do what is called. bureau duty. 
My colleague says bandbox duty. That is the 
class that is aimed at. oe 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I donot, 
propose to occupy more than a. few moments of 
the time of theSenate. I know that this has been 
a favorite sort of amendment with my friend from 
New Hampshire for a long time past. Sir, it is 
a short and compendious way of doing business. 
No officer-of the Army receives any pay but what 
has been allowed him by law. Now the gentle- 
man wants to come in, and without those special 
considerations applicable to the rank and duty of 
those who may receive more—I do not know who 
they are, or how many they are—it is proposed 
by a short cut, in the name of a nominal economy, 
based upon no considerations, no particulars, no. 
estimates, to make a sort of procrustean bed upon: 
which the principles of his economy are founded. 
I do not think it is wise. When we are consid- 
ering a particular office and the duty attached to 
it, as we do when we make the office, we are then 
a little better qualified than we are now upon a 
general proposition like this, applying to. we know 
not whom. What may be its range, what may. 
be its consequences and effects, we know not, 
except that it reduces the pay of all men in the 
Army to $5,000 as a maximum. Weare at once 
to act upon a general proposition of this sort, 
when the gentleman himself cannot tell us now to 
whom it will apply. He cannot tell us now the 
duties of those to whom it will apply. He can 
go into no single particular. I think it will be a 
very unwise measure. Those who have gone be- 
fore us, upon a particular consideration of each 
of these cases, have established the pay; I do not 
know what it is now; but confiding in those who 
have gone before us, I suppose it is about right. 
At any rate, I am not disposed to reform their 
work by using the scythe upon it, cutting down 
everything toa particularshapeand fashion. That 
is not economy; it is an experiment, and a dan- 
gerous and adventurous one, a blind one, in my 
view of it. = : 

Now, sir, a word as to the proposition of 
amendment offered by my colleague. 

Mr. POWELL. If my colleague will allow 
me, I will state that Lam opposed to the reduction 
as proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire; butif any are to be reduced, I think we had 
better treat them all alike. ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I presumed that was 
the object of it, by way of illustrating the impror 
pricty of the amendment which is proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire. J suppose 
there is nobody in this nation that would be will- 
ing to reduce the compensation of General Scott 
to $5,000 a year. I presume there is not a single 
man who does not estimate the value of the man 
and the value of the service at infinitely more than 
that. Ifhe lived in any other country than ours, 
wealth would be lavished upon him. Public grat- 
itude has manifested itself, in our way, towards 
him, to our honoras much as to his. I hope there 
is no man here who feels the slightest disposition 
to take aught from the compensation that is al- 
lowed him. . 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to touch the pay 
of the Lieutenant General. My amendment spe- 
cially excepts him. I am sorry to be under the 
necessity of troubling the Senate, at this late day, 
on this subject; but the Senator says it is sud- 
denly sprung upon him. i 

Mr. CRIT CENDEN. I did not say any such 
thingas thatit had been suddenly sprungupon me. 
I said you had been at it for a long, long time. 

Mr. HALE. Well, I was going to defend my- 
self by saying so; but the Senator did say some- 
thing like it. He said that this matter had been 
fixed by those who had gone before us; and it was 
well to leave well enough alone, or something of 
that sort. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, No, sir; I will tell you 
what I said, in substance. 1 said { would rather 
trust to that which had been done by our prede- 
cessors, upon particalar and especial considera- 
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tion; than to attempt, in an off-hand movement of 
this.sort, to cut down as with a scythe. 

Mr. HALE. That is just exactly the senti- 
ment that I wanted to get out of the Senator,and 
it is one in which I accord with him to his heart’s 
content. I only wish the Senator had been gov- 
erned by that consideration in regard to the Con- 
stitution pf the United States, and been willing 
to abide by what had been well considered and 
adopted by those who had gone before us, and not 
on a sudden emergency to patch up any amend- 
ments to it. That is what I wish. Now, sir, 
this améndment has been offered over and over 
again, and it has been met by exactly the sugges- 
tions of my honorable friend from Kentucky: this 
is not exactly the time; we do not know where it 
willhit. Ido notcare where it will hit; and Icon- 
sider it so much the better that I do not know, 
and Lam glad that {do not. I do not know and 
I do not care to know where it will hit; butit 
will hit those who receive more than $5,000, 
which, I think, is as much we can afford to pay 
to an Army officer, and is nearly twice as much 
as the honorable Senator from Kentucky gets for 
his services here. I believe the yeas and nays 
have been ordered onthe amendment, and that is 
all I want. : 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. Well, Mr. President, if 
they get more, they deserve it. Thereis not such 
an Army in the world; and yet we are eterpally 
picking and pecking at them inthis Senate. They 
do greater duty and more service to this country 
than three times the same number of men inany 
other country in the world, marching and counter- 
marching from sea to sea, and living in forests and 
living on anything and sleeping on the ground. 
There is not an army in the world that does such 
service, and yet they are selected objects for a 
blind sort of reform. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, I suppose I am 
just as economical as the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and I suppose the Senator from New 
Hampshire is quite as liberal as Lam; but I shall 
vote against the amendment to the amendment; 
and l shall vote against the amendment, whether 
the amendment to the amendment is adopted or 
not. 1 believe it is agreed, on all hands, that the 
present is rather a peculiar time in the history of 
this Goversiment. We are not at war; but I do 
not think it is just the time to reduce the pay of 
officers in our Army who are loyal to the flag. 
For one, at all events, I shall not do it. I will 
vote cheerfully every dollarvof pay provided: by 
Jaw to every officer of the Army who stands by 
the flag; and I shall give no vote in this Senate 
with more cheerfulness than I will give that. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ishall probably vote for the 
amendment to the amendment; but if itis adopted, 
1 shall vote against the whole. I think this 1s no 
time to meddle with this question of the pay of the 
Army, and by piece-meal. Why, sir, the whole 
subject was arranged not long ago, and it is now 
proposed to act upon the pay of one class of ofi- 
cers. Whenever the subject is taken up, it ought 
to be taken up as a whole, and we ought to under- 
stand what we are doing. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 9, nays 31; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Bright, Green, Hunter, Johnson of Ark- 
ansas, Lane, Mason, Powell, Sebastian, and frumbull—-9, 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigter, Cameron, 
Ciark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Giimes, Hale, Harlan, 
Hemphill, Jehnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Morrill, 
Pearce, Sewad, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Thomson, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—3l. 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected; and the question recurred on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Hare. 

Mr. BINGHAM. | desire to ask whether the 
yeas and nays were ordered on that amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They were not 
ordered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I ask for them. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Bright, Chandler, Clingman, 

Douglas, Durkee, Green, Hale, Johnson of Arkansas, J 
son of ‘Tennessee, Lane, Polk, Sebastian, Sumner, 'Fr 
bun, and Wilkinson—16. 
i tessrs, Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bragg, Clark, 
Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, 
f oster, Grimes, Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, Kennedy, King, 
Mason, Morrill, Pearce, Powell, Seward, Simmons, Ten 
Eyck, Thomson, Wade, and Wilson—2g, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the first 
section of the bill by adding the following: 

To indemnif? citizens of Lowa for the destruction ofprop- 
erty at or near Spirit Lake, by independent bands of Sioux 
indians, $9,640 74. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I feel bound to object to 
that amendment, upon the ground that it is not in 
order. i 

Mr. GRIMES. Why? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is a private claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason 
in the chair.) The Senator from Maine objects 
to the amendment as not in order. The question 
will be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. Is it in order to make an ex- 
planation of it? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will receive the explanation. 

Mr. WILSON. An appropriation was made 
last year for this very purpose; but there is a de- 
ficiency equal to the amount stated in the amend- 
ment. Here is a letter from Mr. Greenwood, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, stating that this 
deficiency exists; and this amendment is to make 
1t up. 

Mr. COLLAMER. How much does it appro- 

riate ? 

Mr. WILSON. The whole sum is $26,310 71; 
$16,679 97 have been paid; and there is $9,640 74 
due, which this amendment is to carry out and 
pay for. I hope it will be sustained by the Sen- 
ate. The Committee on Military Affairs were 
unanimous in recommending it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: shall the amendment be received as in order? 

The question being put, the Senate decided to 
receive the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment, 

Mr. WILKINSON. I suggest, as an amend- 
ment to it, to insert the words, “and Minnesota.” 
All the claims in that State have not been paid. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well; accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. As TI understand, this is an 
amendment to pay certain persons in lowa for 
Indian spoliations. If that be go, I should like to 
know how we are responsible to these persons in 
lowa for spoliations committed by Indians at 
war? l can understand when, under the non-in- 
tercourse law, we are called upon to make Indi- 
ans restitution; but is this Government bound to 
compensate all persons who may have been in- 
jured by Indians when they were at war, and they 
have suffered from spoliation? 

Mr. GREEN. It has been the established law 
of the Government, and the uniform practice, to 
pay for spoliations committed by Indian tribes 
with whom we have treaties, and to whom we are 
under obligations to pay annuities; but we have 
never in a single instance paid for any spoliations 
committed by wild tribes. I wantto know whether 
these depredations were committed by tribes with 
whom we have treaty stipulations, and to whom 
we pay annuities? If they were, then it is well 
enough. 


ment, and Lam opposed to it. 

Mr. GRIMES. This question, I believe, was 
argued and setted by the Senate and by the House 
of Representatives a year ago, They made an ap- 
propriation of $16,000 in order to cover the amount 
of spoHations perpetrated by these Indians. 

Mr. GREEN. What is the name of the tribe? 

Mr. GRIMES. Ink-pa-du-tah’s band of Sioux 


Indians, who made incursions in the year 1858. 


Mr. GREEN. Have we any treaty with them? | 


Mr. GRIMES. With the Sioux Indians? Yes, 
sir. 

Mr. GREEN. With that band? 
forty bands of Sioux. 

Mr. GRIMES. We have treaties with the 
Sioux Indians, of which these were a band. Itis 
claimed that these had become outlaws of that 
band. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; that is the answer. 

Mr. GRIMES. Butit was settled by the Sen- 
ate. 
and lowa that that band are not ontlaws; and if 


There are 


they are not, itis the duty, I apprehend, of this |, 


Government to take care of its Indians. They 
have bought what is now the State of Iowa and 
the State of Minnesota; they have extinguished 
the Indian title; they have removed those Indians 


If we have not any such stipulations, | 
itis a departure from the policy of the Govern- | 


It is claimed by the people of Minnesota | 


beyond the jurisdiction of either of those States; 
they have stimulated emigration to those States; 
they have surveyed the lands, and sold them to 
actual settlers, who have gone on them with their 
families and occupied them; and now, after hav- 
ing received the value of the land from the citi- 
zens who were resident there, when they were in 
duty bound to keep their Indians within their own 
Indian reservation, by withdrawing the troops, 
they allowed the Indians to go into lowa and Min- 
nesota, and murder the inhabitants, and destroy 
their property. Why, sir, there were between 
thirty and forty inhabitants of the States of Min- 
nesota and Iowa barbarously murdered by these 
Indians. 

Mr. RICE. Forty-odd. 

Mr. GRIMES, Forty-odd were barbarously 
murdered, by these Indians, and some females and 
children were carried into captivity. Ofcourse they 
have no reclamation on the Government for that; 
but this little pitiful sum of $26,000, the value of 
property, although it embraces the homesteads of 
more than twenty families, gentlemen cavil about 
paying to these poorfamilies. You have already 
settled the principle in this case. You decided, a 
year ago, that these settlers should be paid the 
amount, supposing the amount of the claim was 
only $16,000; but it seems that the Department 
under-estimated the amount by about nine thou- 
sand dollars; and now we come here and ask that 
to be appropriated, and we have questions of 
order raised upon us, and principles of law quoted 
that have not been recognized heretofore. 

Mr. GREEN. We have no question of order 
now. 

Mr. RICE. Will the Senator from Missouri 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. GREEN. Ina moment I will, for I have 
but a word to say. I want a definite policy fixed 
and followed out by the Government. ‘Will you 
pay for depredations committed by Indians, by 
Englishmen, or Frenchmen, or any foreign Power 
on private property, under these cireumstances? 
We have a rule to pay for depredations commit- 
ted by Indians with whom we have treaties, 
where we have to pay them annuities. That 
operates as a check upon the Indians, We can 
withhold it from the annuities; but as to these 
wild tribes with whom we have no connection, we 
have never yet paid for the damage they commit- 
ted. If we have, ithas always been a gratuity, and 
not in pursuance of a policy. Now the Caman- 
ches have killed many; you would not pay for those 
lives. The Camanches have stolen large amounts 
of property; you have not paid forthat. Remember 
the Mountain Meadow massacre. You never paid 
for that. The Navajoes killed ninety people and 
took all their property; and I presented a case 
here of citizens passing through the Tejon Pass, 
; who were all killed by Indians, but one, who 
escaped; and a deaf ear was turned to it, and why? 
On this principle: we have no treaty with them; 
we are not responsible for any depredations they 
commit; but if we have a treaty with them, then 
we will pay you, because we can withhold it from 
their annuities. 

Now, the Sioux embrace at least forty bands. 
| When you speak of the Sioux, you mean a gen- 
eral class that range‘all over the northwestern ter- 
ritory. The Yancton Sioux is one band; here is 
| another band; but they are all known by the gen- 
eric term Sioux. It does not mean a band, It 
| means a collection of Indians. Is there any treaty 
/ with this band of Indians which committed this 
|| depredation? ‘There is no pretext of any such 
: treaty, 

Mr. RICE. Yes, there is. 

Mr. GREEN. With this band? 

Mr. RICE. Will the Senator allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. GREEN. Iwill give way one moment to 
hear what the gentleman has to say. 

Mr. RICK. Thatis ali ask. 

Mr. GREEN. One moment? 

Mr. RICE. I want more than one moment. 

Mr. GREEN, Very well; then hear me first. 
Ido not yield the floor, If he wants three mo- 
; ments, Í cannot do it. I will do it forone. Isay 
| there is no treaty with this band. If there is, and 

it falls within the principles of the policy of the 
; Government, it does not need any action of Con- 
il gress atall, Now I present this dilemma to the 
i| Senator from Minnesota, There cither is no 
i treaty, or there is, If there is no treaty, then it 


i 
i 
| 
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is outside of the common policy of the Govern- 
ment. If there is a treaty, the Department ean 
pay it without applying to Congress. That ends 
the case. 

Mr. RICE, I wish to say to the Senate, and 
to the Senator from Missouri particularly, be- 
cause I heard him make a remark here a few days 


ago in regard to Senators speaking upon subjects | 


on which they had no information, that there are 
treaties with each and every band of the Sioux 
tribe. 

Mr. GREEN. That is not correct. 

Mr. RICE. I state that it is correct, and the 
Senator is mistaken when he says it is not correct. 
Tam surprised atthe statement which he has made, 
because those very treaties were made in the city 
of St. Louis, by General Clark, on the part of the 
United States. Treaties with each and every band 
of the Sioux nation were made in his own city, 
and the record shows it. It is not necessary for 
him to say it is not, or for me to say that itis so. 
ĮI tell him it is so, and the record will show it. 
Every band of the Sioux nation was under treaty 
stipulations, in amity with the United States, and 
those treaties were made within the limits of his 
own State. I have examined them all critically. 

As regards these claims from Iowa, I think the 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Ciark,] who is a member of the committee, will 
recollect that the subject was brought up in that 
committee; the record was produced; and it was 
proven, beyond controversy, that all those tribes 
were in amity with the United States. There were 
certain claims that were sent in last year, mostly 
from Minnesota, and one or two small claims from 
Towa, that reached the Department, and the De- 
partment estimated for the amount claimed, some 
sixteen thousand dollars. They ascertained that 
the claimants could not prove to the amount of 
more than eight or nine thousand dollars. The 
claims from Iowa were not received at the Depart- 
ment in time to be sent before the committee, al- 
though the committee had positive evidence that 
the citizens of Iowa had claims under this very 
law. The amendment now offered is to cover those 
claims, and they come under the same provision 
of law that the others did. I know they come 
under the intercourse law; I know that they are 
claims for spoliations committed by Indians who 
were in amity with the United States; and I know, 
if the Senator from Missouri will give me five 
minutes, that I can show it in the treaties, so as 
to satisfy him of the fact. 

Mr. GREEN. I invite him to show me the 
treaty with the tribe. 

Mr. RICE. I will do so. 

Mr. GRIMES. It seems tn me this is alto- 
gether a different case from any of those cited by 
the Senator from Missouri. In those cases, peo- 
ple were traveling through the Indian country, 
and hostilities were commenced, either through 
the misconduct of one party or the other, Here 
is where a band of Indians which the Government 
had undertaken to keep charge of, had appointed 
agents to superintend them, to which it was pay- 
ing annuitics, passcd beyond the limits of their 
own territory, came within the jurisdiction of a 
State where they had no right to come, and where 
they would not have come if it had not been for 
the misconduct of a Government agent there in 
permitting them to come, and perpetrated outrages 

-on our people, and destroyed our property. ‘This 
case is not at all similar to those cited by the 
Senator from Missouri. 


fere for the purpose of protecting property or re- 
imbursing persons whose property has been de- 
stroyed, thisisthatcase. I have nothing further 
to say. $ 

Mr. CLARK. This matter came before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs last year; and I 
think the committee examined it so far as to rec- 
ommend the appropriation of $16,000 to pay these 
claims. Í think the committee had no-doubt that 
the claims then presented to the committee ought 
to be paid; but as it seems to me, there is this dif- 
ficulty in the case now: these claims were then 
presented to the Senate, and by them referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs; by them exam- 
ined and approved, and a specific amount recom- 
mended. If the Senator from Iowa will permit 
me to use this letter, which he has from the De- 
partment of the Interior—[Mr. GRIMES. ‘ 
tainly]—I desire to state to the Senate, that it 


Tt seems to me, if there | 
isany case where the Government ought to inter- | 


Cer- | 


seems to me this additional amount has not been 
sufficiently examined to warrant the appropriation 
ofit. I find here that theclaims of citizens of Min- 
nesota allowed amount to $10,374 41; Minnesota 
claims not yet acted upon, $2,236; claims of citi- 
zens of Iowa filed—not acted upon—$10,532 10; 
claims represented by persons in this city , $1,584. 
It seems to me there should be something more 
definite for the Senate to act upon in appropri- 
ating this money than what is contained in this 
communication from the Department. I do not 
undertake to prejudge the case. Every dollar 
may be distinctly due; but it seems to me, before 
we appropriate the money, the claim should be 
examined. 

I have no doubt at all upon that portion of the 
ease argued by the Senator from Minnesota. I 
have no doubt these claims should be paid so far 
as they prove them; but my objection is to ap- 
propriating money until the claims are examined 
by some proper authority. They seem to be very 
indistinct here; but perhaps I have not gone as 
far as I ought to do. In another part of the com- 
munication I find brought forward, amount of 
claims, those acted upon and those unacted upon, 
$26,310 71; amount appropriated by the last Con- 
gress, $16,679 97; deficiency, $9,640,74. Now, 
that deficiency includes claims which have been 
filed and not acted upon, and the claims repre- 
sented by parties in this city. I ask the honor- 
able Senator from Iowa if he would, in another 
case, (and he certainly will not, in this case, if he 
would not do it in another case,) recommend an 
appropriation of money to pay claims represented 
by parties in this city. That seems to be the diffi- 
culty, and upon that point, perhaps, the Senator 
from lowa may have some information; and, if 
he has, I shall be glad to hear it communicated 
to the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. Iwill suggest an amendment 
to the amendment: to add, after the language now 
used in that amendment, the words, “ oras much 
thereof as shall be found to be necessary.” The 
difficulty suggested by the Senator from New 
Hampshire originated in this way: there was no 
Indian agent, or officer of the Department, resid- 
ing in Iowa, or near to these claimants, and the 
agent for Minnesota lived a hundred miles away; 
so that it became impossible for the parties in in- 
terest in person to present their claims tothe agent, 
and have them presented in time to be allowed by 
the officers here at the national capital. The 
claims have been filed there, and will be examined, 
as the others were; and that part of them which 
will be found to be justand equitable in themselves, 
will be allowed. With this amendment, I am 
quite sure the Senator from New Hampshire will 
find no difficulty in voting for the amendment. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator allow the Chair to ascertain whether the 
modification will be accepted ? 

Mr. WILSON. L accept it. 

Mr. RICE. The Senator from Missouri said 
there were no treaties with these Indians. I have 
here the volume of Indian treaties; and I find the 
| following treaties with the Sioux Indians: 


“ Treaty with the Sioux of the lakes, July 19, 1815. 
“ Treaty with the Sioux of the river St. Peter’s, July 19, 
1815. t 

“Treaty with the Hunkpapas band of the Sioux, July 
16, 1825. ` 

& Convention with the Sioux of Wahashaw’s tribe, Sep- 
tember 10, 1836. 

“Treaty with the Ottoes, Missourias, Omahas, and Yane- 
ton and Santie bands of Sioux, October 15, L836. 

“Treaty with the Wahpacoota, Sisseton, and Upper 
Medawakanton tribes of Sioux, November 30, 1836. 

“Treaty with the Sioux, September 29, 1837.77 

There are several more which 1 shall not read. 
I assert that every band of the Sioux are in amity 
with the United States under the treaty stipula- 
tions. 

Mr. CLARK. The Senator from Minnesota 


as a personal matter, there cannot be any doubt 
about it; because the whole subject came before 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, of which the 
Senator is a member, and was fully examined. I 
do not think it is worth while te detain the Senate 
upon it. 

Mr. RICE. Is the question yielded that these 
Indians were in amity with the United States? 

Mr.CLARK. [doknow thatthat objection was 
made further than by the Senator from Missouri. 
| I certainly agree with the Senator on that point. 


will allow me to say, that unless he makes that ! 


The Senator from Minnesota did not understand 
me to make that objection. Ha aka ae 
Mr. RICE. No, sir.. Then, so far the Senator 
from Missouri is concerned, I call upon -him 
state what bands of Sioux were not in amity. wit! 
the United States under treaty stipulation: ; L say: 
that every single band of that nation are in amity 
with the United States under treaty stipulation, 
and I have the book here to show it... | 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator does not meet the 
objection at all. To say they are in amity is one 
thing; but to say that you are under obligations 
to pay for a breach of amity, is another thing. 
‘All the world and the rest of mankind’? are m 
peace with us. Pee rey wh 

Mr. RICE. There is the very mistake under ` 
which the Senator is. laboring. ` The intercourse 
laws state that all claims against Indians in amity 
with the United States, shall be paid by. the 
United States. ae 

Mr. GREEN. Not at all; butall Indian tribes 
with whom we have treaty stipulations. The 
reason of that is, that the Government has the 
power to restrain them by withholding the annui- 
ties, and paying out of them damages to the in- 
jured party. Now, sir, I presented a case here 
at the last session, where the property of emi- 
grants to California was destroyed by the Nava- 
joes, while crossing through by Albuquerque, 
their familics killed, their property run off, and 
all their stock taken., I presented it here, and 
could not get a dollar; and on: what principle? 
Simply because the intercourse laws betweeb our 
citizens and the Indian tribes would not allow it, 
without departure from our former established 
principles. Those former principles ‘were: we 
must have treaty stipulations with them, and 
those treaty stipulations must enable ug, by with- 
holding the annuities, to restrain them, or make 
satisfaction to the injured party. But, as to spoli- 
ations committed by the wild tribes, with whom 
we have never had any intercourse, and no treaty 
stipulation, we have never undertaken to make 
payment. When England destroyed our prop- 
erty in war, we never undertook to make pay- 
ment. If our troops destroyed property, we paid 
for it; but if the foreign enemy, if the. Indian 
tribe with whom we have no friendly relations 
destroys property, we have never paid for it. 
That is the rule. 

Mr. RICE. And I wish the Senator would ob- 
serve it. . ; 

Mr. GREEN. I will try, and I shall. try by 
voting against this claim; ard I will prove: the 
sincerity of my words by my acts.. This Sioax 
tribe is greatly misunderstood. There is a very 
large number of tribes scattered through the North- 
western Territory, roving tribes and nomadic 
tribes, called Sioux; but they are split up into at 
least forty distinct tribes; and to make a treaty 
with one has no more effect upon the others than 
the making of a treaty with England would have 
any effect upon France. Although they are all 
Sioux, just as you might say we are all Cauca- 
sians, all Anglo-Saxons, yet it would have no ef- 
fect upon them, no binding obligation. We, did 
make a treaty with the Sioux tribe; but it was 
with one branch of that tribe and not the balance. 
Now, I ask the Senator from Minnesota or the 
Senator from Iowa to answer me this question: 
which branch of the Sioux tribe committed this 
depredation ? 

Mr. RICE. 

Mr. GREEN. 
name of it? $ 

Mr. RICE. The depredation was committed 
by Indians from two or three different tribes; 
dissatisfied Indians who had been mustered and 
organized into a band by Ink-pa-du-tah, a man 
whom I have the honor of knowing personally. 
The tribe to which he belongs has not oniy made 
a treaty with the United States, but receives annu- 
ities from the United States; and the Indians who 
committed this depredation, themselves, individ- 
ually, were receiving annuities. 

Mr.GREEN. Then, Mr. President, that ends 
the case. They can go to the Department and 
get it out of the annuities, 

Mr. RICE. No, sir. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; you can get it out of 
the annuities by application to the Department. 
If these Indians have made a treaty and receive 
annuities, and then commit depredations, you can 
get it out of their annuities without any applica- 


I will answer. 


Which branch? What is the 
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tion to-Congress. ` But I wiil not consume time 
on the subject. . 

Mr. RICE. I will state that a portion of them 
recéived annuities and another portion did not. 
Those of the Indians who were receiving annuities 
from the Government mustered a force and went 
out and captured a portion of the murderers. I 
will tell the Senator from Missouri, also, that he 
is mistaken in regard to there being forty bands 
of Sioux. There are some eight or ten; and this 
book, giving a history of all the treaties, shows 
that each and every distinct band of the Sioux 
nation miade a treaty of peace and amity with the 
United States. The Senate, at the last session, 
without a division, without a question, voted an 
appropriation to pay a part of these claims, and 
that, too, under the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. He would, as I have been 
informed and believe, have recommended the bal- 
ance of the claims had they been presented; but 
they did not reach here in time to come under 
this provision. 

Mr. PEARCE. I will ask for the yeas and 
nays on this amendment. I am requested by 
Senators to do so. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN. There is an executive commu- 
nication that I should like to call up now. Isim- 
ply desire to have it printed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Lhope the Senator will 
let us dispose of this bill. There are no further 
amendments to be offered, I believe. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 

Mr. POWELL. J have an amendment to 
offer from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia; to insert, as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the Alexandria, Loudoun, 
and Hampshire Railroad Company be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to extend and use the Georgetown branch of 
their railroad into and within the city of Washington, in 
the District of Columbia, in and through such strects and 
avenues as may be approved of for the purpose, by the cor- 
porate authorities and the President of the United States; 
and to purchase and hold asufficient lot of ground in the 
said city for a depot or station: Provided, ‘That the said 
company shall observe and comply with the regulations 
which the said authorities of the corporation of the city of 
Washington may from time to time prescribe in relation 
to tne speed and the description of power to be used upon 
such extension. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [really hope the Senator 
will not insist upon that amendment. It brings 
up the question which we have so often discussed 
here, and about which there must be great differ- 
ence of opinion, with reference to extending rail- 
way tracks through thiscity. Tt takes the matter 
entirely out of the control of Congress, and puts 
it in the hands of this corporation. Now, sir, 
there are very important interests involved in it. 
lt comes up without notice. . We cannot hear 
the parties on each side with reference to it,as we 
ought—involving interests of greatimportance, as 
it does. I really hope the Senator will not urge 
it; and if he does, that we shall vote it down. 

Mr. POWELL. [desire to have a vote of the 
Senate upon the amendment. 1 think it is well 
guarded, and one that should pass. It only al- 
lows the railroad named to extend its Georgetown 
branch to the city of Washington, through such 
streets and avenucs as the corporate authorities 
and the President of the United States may agree 
to; and it is to be controlled in every respect by 
the city authorities as to the speed it shall make. 
It is such an amendment certainly as regulates 


railroads in every city of the United States. I | 


hope the amendment will be adopted. | 

Mr. LANE. Irise to a privileged question. I 
wish to make a report from the committee of con- 
ference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
done by unanimous conset. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is nota privileged | 
question, | 

Mr. LANE. Then I will ask the consent of | 
the Senate to make it. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Let us get through with | 
this bill. 

Mr. LANE. Very well 

Mr. PEARCE. I hope this amendment will 
not be adopted. If isa very different provision 
from that which the Senate spent several days | 
upon in the early part of the session, in regard to 
the connection of the Baltimore and Ohio road 
and Virginia roads. Ido not know how many į 
conditions of very extraordinary severity were 


Itcan only be 


imposed on them by that bill. This proposes no 
conditions except that they shall conform to such 
rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the 
city authorities. I do not know but what it may i 
finally lead to a horse railway, which is so much 
disputed here. At all events, 1t is not germane to 
the bill; and we ought not to allow such a prop- 
osition—if at any time, certainly not at this stage 
of the session—upon a general appropriation bill. 
J hope the Senate will reject it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. {Í desire to be informed 
whether the grant of this corporation, which was 
incorporated by Maryland or Virginia, L do not 
know which, contains any such power as to ex- 
tend it into this territory, or would enable us to 
extend it into this District. We can have nocon- 
trol of it. Itis not a corporation within the con- 
trol of Congress at all; and I desire to know by 
what authority we can have it extended into this 
District, and they can levy and collect, if you 
please, assessments upon the subscribers to the 
stock in the State, for the purpose of continuing 
that road into this District. Ido not understand 
what law there is under which it can be done. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is the amendment pending, 
oris there the question of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brient in 
the chair.) The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky is pending. No question 
of order is raised, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hearit read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. This does not provide how 
they are to get into the District. Ido not sec how 
they are to get into the District under this amend- 
ment. [** By the Long Bridge.”?] The Loudoun 
and Hampshire railroad is confined to the State 
of Virginia. The question of the bridge is one, 
in regard to which the interests of Virginia are 
concerned; and we have already passed on the 
subject with much deliberation. ‘This isa renewal 
of that controversy as to the Long Bridge, and 
building a bridge elsewhere. It seems to me this 
is a measure which ought to be considered on its 
merits. Ido not understand it; I cannot under- 
stand it, by simply hearing it read, without fur- 
ther inquiry as to the facts. It certainly ought 
not to be brought in on the military appropriation 
bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I want to offer an amend- 
ment that I offered in Committee of the Whole, 
and I believe there was an objection about its 
coming within the rule; but it is to carry out an 
article of the treaty of Washington of 1842: 


And he it further enacted, That to provide for the faithful 
exceution of the fourth article of the treaty with Great 
Britain of the 91h of August, 1842, and to secure the re- 
leases mentioned in said treaty, the Sceretary of the Treas- 
ury bs, and he is, directed to pay out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Catherine C. Ward, 
of Roxbury, Massachusetts, and Laura A. Stebbins, of Ban- 
gor, Maine, each the sum of $6,686 50; and to James A. 
Drew, of Chelsea, Massachusetts, and Rufus Mansur, of 
Houlton, Maine, each the sum of $11,401 ; and to Edmund 
Monroe, of Boston, Massachusetts, the sum of $15,881 35; 
and to Benjamin Sewall, of Boston, the sum of $5,293 75: 
Provided, That the said Ward, Stebbins, Drew, and Man- 
sur, holding titles to the Eaton grant, and the said Drew and 
Mansur, holding titles to the east halfof Plymouth town- 
ship, and the said Monroc and Sewall, holding title to the 
westhalt of Plymouth township, shall respeetively execute 
or cause to be executed, those releases as required by the 
fourth article of the said treaty, to the parties holding pos- 
session or equitable possessory claims to and in said Eaton 
grantand Plymouth township, as described in the reports 
made to the Governor and Council of Maine, by Ebenezer 
Hutchinson and others, commissioners under a resolution 
passed by the Legislature of said State on the 12th day of 
April, 1854, and the plan of surveys accompanying said re- 
ports, and of record in the Jand office of said State ; and 
that it shall appear to the ‘satisfaction of the land agent of 
said State that such deeds of release do confirm and quit- 
claim to the persons entitled thereto, the title of such lands 
as required by said treaty: ind provided also, That if the 
said parties shall fail to make, or cause to be made, such 
deeds of release to the whole of said lands, a deduction 
shall be made from the compensation herein previded, from 
the allowance to the parties so failing to release, at the rate 
of two dolars per aere for the land not so released, 


Mr. PEARCE. It secms to me that is an old 
acquaintance. I think it is ‘‘ Monsieur Tonson 
come again.” We had him besieging us last win- 
ter, and I think it is the same amendment the 
Senator offered a few days ago to the miscella- 
neous appropriation bill; is it not? 

Mr. SIMMONS.” I offered it to this bill, I be- } 
Heve, and objection was made to it. 

Mr. PEARCE. And it was declare 


d out of | 


order by ihe Senate. 


Mr. SIMMONS, There was objection made, 
and Senators on this side thought it was out of 
order; but on looking at the rule, it is found not 
to be excluded, for itis to carry outa treaty. The 
rule does not touch it. 

Mr. PEARCE, Iraise the question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
submit the question to the Senate, whether they 
wal receive the amendment at this stage of the 

ill. 

The amendment was not received—ayes four- 
teen, noes not counted. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time; and it was 
read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD CIENERY,. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill of the Senate (No. 
77) for the relief of Richard Chenery; and, 

On motion of Mr. BIGLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to said bill, and ask a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Vice President 
was authorized to appoint the committee on the 
part ofthe Senate; and Mr. Bicier, Mr. LATHAM, 
and Mr. Wiuson, were appointed. 


REPORT OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 


received acommunication from Ex-President Ty- 

ler,as president of the conference which has been 

recently sitting in this city, which he will lay 

before the Senate; and also the proceedings of 
that body. 

The Secretary read the communication, as fol-- 
ows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

{am instructed, as the presiding officer of the conven- 
tion, composed of commissioners appointed by twenty-one 
States, now ih session in this city to deliberate upon the 
present unhappy condition of the country, to present to 
your honorable body we accompanying request and pro- 
posed amendment. JOHN TYLER, 

President of the Convention. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 27, 1861. 


To the Congress of the United States: 

The convention assembled, upon the invitation of the 
State of Virginia, to adjust the unbappy differences which 
now disturb the peace of the Union, and threaten its con- 
tinuance, make known to the Congress of the United States 
that their body convened in the city of Washington on the 
4th instant, and continued in session until the 27th. 

‘Phere were in the body, when action was taken upon 
that which is here submitted, one hundred and thirty-three 
commissioners, representing the following States: Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode [sland, 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Del- 
aware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, Missouri, Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, Iowa, Wis- 
consin, and Kansas. ‘hey have approved what Is here- 
with submitted, and respectfully request that your honor- 
able body will submit it to conventions in the States ag 
artiche: thirteen of the amendments to the Constitution of 


thé United States. 
Attest: J, HENRY PULESTON, 
Secretary. 


ARTICLE XYL 

Sec. 1. In all tbe present territory of the United States, 
north of the parallel of 36° 30‘of north latitude, involuntary 
servitude, except in punishment of crime, is prohibited. 
In all the present territory south of that line, the staéus of 
persons held to involuntary service or labor, as it now ex- 
ists, shall not be changed; nor shall any law be passed by 
Congress or the Territorial Legislature to hinder or prevent 
the taking of such persons from any of the States of this 
Union to said Territory, nor to impair the rights arising 
from said relation; but the same shali be subject to judicial 
cognizance in the Federal courts, according to the course 
of the common law. When any Territory north or south 
of gaid line, within such boundary as Congress may pre- 
seribe, shall contain a population equal to that required for 
a member of Congress, it shall, if its form of government 
be republican, be admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with the original States, with or without involuntary 
servitude, as the constitution of such State may provide. 

Src.2. No Territory shall be acquired by the United 
States, except by discovery and for naval and commercial 
stations, depots, and transit routes, without the concur- 
rence of a majority of all the Senators from States which 
allow involuntary servitude, and a majority of all the Sen- 
ators from States which prohibit that relation; nor shall 
Yerritory be acquired by treaty, unless the votes of a ina- 
jority of the Senators from each class of States hereinbe- 
fore mentioned be cast as a partof the two thirds majority 
necessary to the ratification of such treaty. 

Src. 3. Neither the Constitution, nor any amendment 
thereof, shall be construed to give Congress power to regu- 
late, abolish, or control, within any State, the relation estab- 
lished or recognized by the laws thereof touching persons 
held tolabor or involuntary service therein, nor to interfere 
with or abolish involuntary service in the District of Colam- 
bia without the consent of Maryland and without the con- 
sent of the owners, or making the owners who do uot con- 
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sent just compensation ; nor the power to interfere with or 
prohibit Representatives and others from bringing with them 
to the District of Columbia, retaining, and taking away, 
persons so held to labor or service ; nor the power to inter- 
fere with or abolish involuntary service in places under 


the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States within those | 


States and Territories where the same is established or 
recognized; nor the power to prohibit the removal er trans- 
portation of persons beld to labor or involuntary service in 
any State or Territory of the United States to any other 
State or Territory thereof where it is established or recog- 
nized by law or usage, and the right during transportation, 
by sea or river, of touching at ports, shores, and landings, 
and of landing in ease of distress, shall exist; but not the 
right of transit in or through any State or Territory, or of 
sale or traffic, against the laws thereof, Nor shali Con- 
gress have power to authorize any higher rate of taxation 
on persons held to labor or service than on land. The bring- 
ing into the District of Columbia of persons held to labor 
or service, for sale, or placing them in depots Lo be after- 
wards transferred to other places for sale as merchandise, 
is prohibited. 

Sec. 4. The third paragraph of the second scction of the 


fourth article of the Constitution shall not be construed to ! 


prevent any of the States, by appropriate legislation, and 


through the action of their judicial and ministerial officers, j; 


from enforcing the delivery of fugitives from labor to the 
person to whom such service or labor is due. 
Sec. 5. The foreign slave trade is hereby forever prohib- 


ited; and it shall be the duty of Congress to pass laws to | 
prevent the importation of slaves, coolies, or persons held | 


to service or labor, into the United States and the ‘l'errito- 
rics from places beyond the limits thereof. 


Sec. 6. The first, third, aud fiith sections, together with | 
this seetion of these amendments, and the third paragraph | 


of the second section of the first article of the Constitution, 
and the third paragraph of the second section of the fourth 
article thereof, shall not be amended or abolished without 
the consent of all the States. 

Sec. 7. Congress shall provide by law that the United 
States shall pay to the owner the full value of his fugitive 
from Jabor, in all cases where the marshal, or other officer, 
whose duty it was to arrest such fugitive, was prevented 
from so doing by violence or intimidation from mobs or 
riotous assemblages, or when, after arrest, such fugitive 
was rescued by like violence or intimidation, and the owner 
thereby deprived of the same; and the acceptance of such 
paymeut shall preclude the owner from further claim to 
such fugitive. Congress shall provide by law for securing 
to the citizens of each State the privileges and immunities 
of citizens in the several States. 

Mr. MASON. I suppose the proper disposi- 
tion is to have it printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. There is nothing to 

rint. 

Mr. GREEN. And refer it to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. I think that is about 
right. 

r. CRITTENDEN. [ move that it be re- 
ferred to a select committee, with instructions to 
report to-morrow morning. s . 

Mr. MASON. We ought certainly to have it 

rinted. 

P Mr. DOUGLAS. Itcan be printed in the mean 
time. 

“Mr. FESSENDEN. 

look at it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved that 
the communication be printed, and referred toa 
select committee, with instructions to report to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. BIGLEIER. I would be glad to make a sug- 
gestion to the Senator from Kentucky, that he 
name in addition an hour to-morrow at which the 
consideration of the report shall be in order, or 
else a single objection will throw it over to the 
next day. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, I would say. [‘One.”’] I move 
one o’elock. ; 

Mr. BIGLER. With instructions to the com- 
mittee to report to-morrow morning, and that the 
report be the special order at one o’clock? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

The VIC PRESIDENT, Does the Senator 
indicate the number of the committee? : 

Mr. GREEN. Seventeen. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Five is enough. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. <A committee of five; 
no more. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I would suggest to gen- 
tlemen not only that it be made the order of the 
day for twelve o'clock to-morrow, but that it be 
adopted by three fourths of the States the next 
day. {Laughter.] 

The VICI PRESIDENT. It is moved. and 
seconded that the communication be printed ,and 
referred to a select committee of five members, 
to report to-morrow at one o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for a division of the 
question. é 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first question 
will be on printing. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 


We should have time to 


p 
f 
t 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The next question 
is that the communication be referred to a select 


committee of five, with instructions to report to- | 


morrow at.one o’clock. 
Mr. HALE. lLask for a division of that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. How would it be 


! divided? 


Mr. HALE. The motion to refer to a select 
committee is one proposition, and the instructions 
are another. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thatis the form 
in which the Senator wants it divided ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BIGLER. As the Chair states the prop- 
osition, it docs not reach the object which the 
Senator from Kentucky had in view. The in- 
structions should be that the committee report 
to-morrow morning, and that the report shall be 
the special order at one o’clock. Unless that is 
done, ove objection will put it over.. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New Hampshire asks for a division of the ques- 
tion, and it is susceptible of division. The first 
question is on referring the communication toa 
special committce of five. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The next branch 
of the proposition is that that committee be in- 
structed to report to-morrow morning, and that 
their report be made the special order for to-mor- 
row at one o'clock. 

Mr. HALE. On that, I should like to have the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and naps were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
upon directing the committee to report to-morrow 
morning, and that the report be made the special 
order for to-morrow at one o’clock. 

The Secretary procecded to call the roll, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Though Lam utterly op- 
posed to the proposition, 1 am willing to give it 
the direction its friends desire, and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. LATHAM. 1 desire to change my vote. 
I have no confidence in this thing, and T fear it 
will be an unnecessary consumption of time; but 
I yield to the judgment of my political associates 
and I vote “yea.” 

„The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 21; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, 
Bright, Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Fos- 
ter, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, 
Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, 
Sebastian, and Thomson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Green, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—2l. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move that the com- 
mittee be appointed by the chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Crirren- 
pen, Mr. Breter, Mr. Tomson, Mr. Szwarp, 
and Mr.TnumBuLL, wereappointed the committee. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 971) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department during the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1861, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MASON. I renew the motion for an ex- 
ecutive session. . 

Mr. HALE. Task forthe yeas and nays. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to say one word. If 
the Senate refuse to go into exccutive session, 
I shall then, under the 18th rule, ask that the 
galleries be cleared. Any member has a right, 
upon his responsibility, to have the galleries 
cleared, and have the Senate go into secret ses- 
sion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. To save the trouble of call- 
ing the yeas and nays, why not do that at once? 

Mr. MASON. Unless the call be withdrawn, 
I shall make that motion. 

Mr. HALE. It is not withdrawn. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I wish the honorable Sen- 
ator would allow me to present a couple of peti- 
tions. 

Mr. MASON. F regret that I cannot. — 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will di- 
rect the Clerk to read the rule. 


The Secretary read as followsr 0°79 =“: 
18, Ona motion made and seconded to shut the doors 
of the Senate, on: the discussion of auy business,which 
may, in the opinion of a member, require Secrecy, the 
President shall direct the gallery to be cleared; and during 
the discussion of such motion, the doors shall retiiain shut,” 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sénator from 
Virginia having expressed that opinion; the Chair 
deems it his duty, under the tuk to, direct that 
the galleries be cleared. | 7 ~ ; é 
Mr. BRIGHT. I do not understand the Sén- 
ator from Virginia to withdraw his motion for an 
executive session. : 

Mr. MASON, It is the shortest: step: The in- 
dications are, that we should be. delayed going 
into executive session. I make the motion. under 
the rule, 3 A 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at- 
Arms will clear the galleries. wie aa 

The galleries were cleared, and thedoors closed; 
and after an interval of an hour and fifteen min- 
utes, the doors were reopened, and. the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weovespay, February 27, 1861. >; 


The House met atcleven o’clock,a. m.: Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
TheJournal of yesterday was readand approved. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Smithsonian’ Lusti- 
tution, communicating’ the annual report of ‘the 
operations, expenditures, and condition of the 
Smithsonian Institution for the year 1860. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I move that it be laid onthe 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

lt was so ordered. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I move that the usual num- 
ber of extra copies be printed. 

The motion was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. ‘ 

DAILY RECESS, 


Mr. BURCH. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution: okt Sows 
Resolved, That each day of this week the House will take 


a recess at four o’clock, to meet: again at seven o'clock, 
p.m. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

PATENT OFFICE REPORT. ~ í 

Mr. GURLEY. I rise tò a privileged ques- 
tion. 1 offer a resolution to which there will be 
no objection, if gentlemen wish their Patent Office 
reports. 

he resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the usc of members 
of the House of Representatives two hundred thousand ex- 
tra copies of the Agricultural Patent Office Report for 1860, 
and fifteen thousand extra copies for official distribution by 
the Department of the Interior: Provded, Said report be 
prioted in brevier type, and be comprised within four hun- 
dred and eighty pages octavo. 

Mr. GURLEY. This provides for one hun- 
dred thousand copies less than were printed last 

ear. I call the previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH. That resolution can be. re- 
ported asa privileged question, but-can it be acted 
on at this time, while the previous question is 
operating ? 

The SPEAKER. If objection be made, the 
Chair is bound to decide that, the main question 
having been ordered on the resolutions reported 
by the committee of thirty-three, those resolutions 
are the first business in order. — a3 

Mr. BRANCH. Then I object. Pa 

Mr. GURLEY. I hope the gentleman will not 
object. ; 

Mr. BRANCH. Ido object. 


OFFICIAL CORRUPTION. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. I offer a privileged 
resolution, and state to the House that itis im- 
portant it should be passed. I offer it after full 
consultation with members of the committee. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the select committee appointed to inquire 
into and report the facts pertaining to the fraudulent ab- 
straction of bonds from the Interior Department, be, and 
they are hereby, invested with full power to examine wit- 
nesses touching the matter as to whether William H. Rus- 
seli, or any person or persons for him, ever, directly or-in- 
directly, paid any money or other valuable consideration to 
any officer of the United States, or any other person or per- 
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sons, for assisting. him or any firm with which he has been 
heretofore or is now connected in obtaining contracts or 
allowances from the Government of the said United States, 


or assisting him or them in the transaction of business with | 


the same. 

Mr. BURNETT. I think that that resolution 
ought to be amended; and when the gentleman 
from IHinois hears my suggestion I suppose he 
will agree to it. It is that any person who may 
be charged with having received any considera- 
tion for such service, shall be notified of the 
charge, and shall have a right to cross-examine 
witnesses, | think this is but just and right; and 
that no private inquisition should be held. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I have no objection 
to that modification, if there were time to permit 
it to be done. The committee has made no pri- 
vate inquisition, and has very reluctantly gone 
into the matter. 

The resolution was modified by adding the 
following: 

And that any person who may be charged with, or im- 


plicated in, any of the matters alluded to, shall be Informed. 


thereof by the chairman, and notified that he will be per- 
mitted to attend the examination, and cross-examine the 
witnesses in the case or cases wherein he may be so im- 
plicated. 


The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 
CORRESPONDENCE WITH SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. JOHN H.REYNOLDS. Jam instructed 
by the select committee on the President’s mes- 
sage, touching the correspondence between the 
President and the authorities of the State of South 
Carolina, to submit the following report, which 
was recommitted to the committee, and ordered 
to be printed: 


The select committee to whom was referred the message 
of the President of the United States, bearing date the 8th 
day of January, 1861, with special instructions, submit, in 
partial discharge of the duties imposed upon them, the fol- 
lowiug report: 

Accompanying the message of the President referred to 
this committee, is a copy of certain correspondence, had 
betwecn the President and Messrs. R. W. Barnwell, J. IL 
Adams, and James L, Orr, claiming to be  cominission- 
ers”? on the part of the State of South Carolina, ‘* author- 
ized and empowered to treat with the Government of the 
United States for the delivery of the forts, magazines, light- 
houses, and other real estate, with their appurtenances, 
within the limits of South Carolina; and also for the appor- 
tionment of the public debt, and a division of all other prop- 
erty held by the Government of the United States, as agent 
of the conlederated States of which South Carolina was 
recently a member, and generally to negotiate as to all other 
measures and arrangements proper to be made and adopted 
in the existing relations of the parties, and for the contin- 
uance of peace and amity between the Commonwealth 
(South Carolina] and the Government at Washington,” 

A further message of the President, under date of Febru- 
ary 8, 1861, and referred to this committee, communicates 
acopy of certain correspondence growing out of another 
special mission from the State of South Carolina to the 
President of the United States, having for its object a de- 
mand upon the Government of the United States for “the 
delivery of Fort Sumter, in the harbor of Charleston, to the 
constituted authorities of the State of South Carolina.” 

‘The correspondence above referred to is snbmitted by 


the President without comment, or any suggestion as tothe | 


propriety or necessity of any action by Congress in respect 
to it, or to the various subjects to which it refers. 1f im- 
portant to be submitted to Congress at all, it seems, cer- 
tainly, tobe of a character demanding grave consideration ; 
and the fact that it has been placed betore us by the Pres- 
ident, implies that, in his opinion, at least, it invoived con- 


siderations which might properly engage the attention of | 


the legislative branch of the Government, in connection 
with the various other matters forced upon it by the neces- 
sities of the times. ‘The committee has, therefore, thought 
it expedient and proper to direct attention to these special 
embassies, their object, the action of the President thereon, 
and, incidentally, to the character of the correspondence 

The first communication to the President, by Me 


De 
Barnwell, Adams, and Orr, under date of December 28, 
1860, communicates an official copy of an ordinance of sc- 
cession, adopted by the State of South Carolina on the 20th 
of the same month, by virtue of which that State assumes 
to have withdrawn trom the Federal Union, and taken the 


position of an entirely independent nation. That such an 
attitude wasassuined by South Carolina in attempting nego- 
tiations with the Government of the United States, is not 
only obvious from the history of current events, but it was 
most distinetly asserted by ber “commissioners” in their 
communication to the President. ‘Che movement of Major 
Anderson from Fort Moultrie to Fort Sumter, alter their 
arrival in Washington, scems to have been regarded as an 


obstacle, on their part, to the opening of any discussion ;| 


touching the object of their mission, until the circumstances 
attending that movement shontd be explained, in a manner 
which should relieve them of ali doubt as to the spirit in 
whieh the contemplated negotiations should be conducted. 


They, however, urge upon the President, the immediate | 
withdrawal of the troops of the United States from the lar- | 
astand- ; 
hegotiatious impossible, and į 


bor of Charleston, upon the allegation that they are 
ing menace, whieh rendered 
which, as they express it, ** threatens speedily to bring to a 
bloody iseue questions which ought to be settled with tem- 
perance aud judgment.” ‘This communication was rec 
by the President, and made the subject of a tornial and elab- 
orate reply. Considering the position assumed by the Pres- 


d } 


ident in his annual message, in respeet to the right of a 
State to withdraw from the Union, and the total absence of 
power on the part of the Executive to recognize the validity 
of any such attempt, the committee cannot but regard the 
mission itself, as well as the manner in which it has been 
treated by the President, as among the most remarkable 
events of the extraordinary times in which we live. In his 
annual message, communicated to Congress at the begin- 
ning of the present session, the position is most distinctly 
affirmed by the President, that no State has the coustitu- 
tional right to withdraw from the Union; and that there is 
no power in the executive department of the Government 
to give the slightest countenance or encouragement to any 
such attempt. In this opinion we fully concur, and believ- 
ing it to be the true theory of the Constitution, we have 
been unable to perecive upon what principle the President, 
representing the dignity of the Government of the United 
States, has assumed to entertain or hold any officiai com- 
munication of the character disclosed, with the represent- 
atives of the State of South Carolina; for it seems to us 
obvious enough, that upon the principles enunciated in the 
annual message, the gentlemen composing this commis- 
sion, acting under the sanction of a disloyal State, could be 
regarded in no other ligit than as engaged in a revolution- 
ary effort to subvert the Govcrument of the United States ; 
and being so regarded, it would appear to have been the 
plain duty of the Executive to enforce the Jaws against any 
individuals, however cminent and respectable, known or 
suspected of complicity in any movement of a treasonable 
character. Weare not able to imagine any circumstances 
under which the President of the United States would be 
j fied im cutertaining diplomatic intercourse with the 
| of South Carolina, in her present attitude to the Gen- 
eral Government, except upon the assumption, that by the 
action of her authoritics she had succeeded in acquiring 
the position of an independent Power, owing no duty what- 
ever to the Government of the United States. 

As before stated, it is claimed by her, and on her behalf, 
that she now occupies such a position, and her agents are 
sent hither upon that assumption, charged with most ex- 
traordinary and insotent demands upon the President. The 
reception by the President of such a communication, under 
such circumstances, and awarding the dignity of an official 
reply, involves, to some extent, a recognition of the assumed 
position of the rebellious State, and impliediy admits that 
the individuals engaged in the revoiutionary movements 
against the Federal Government have acquired a politi- 
eal position which entitles them to some other consider- 
ation than is most commonly due to those who invite a 
collision with established authority. [tis this attitude of 
the President that the committee particnlarly desire to ex- 
press dissent from, and to afirm most emphatically the doc- 
trine that, so long as the Federal Government exists, its 
Constitution and laws operate with full vigor upon the peo- 


less degree thau successful revolution, can justify any de- 
partmentof the Governmentin treating auy persons engaged 
in the effort to throw off all Federal obligations other than 
as rea and traitors, and entitled to be dealt with as 
such. 

Sven if, from any considerations growing out of the struc: 
ture of our Government, or the dangerous tendeney of the 
secession movement in several States of the ion—the 
anxiety to prevent the shedding of blood and of avoiding 
the evils of civil war—great forbearance in the actual cn- 
forcement of the Jaws against political offenders may be 
pardoned and perhaps justibied, we are not prepared to give 


fu expr terms or by a necessary implication, may sceim 
to place the responsible actors and abettors of secession, 
in any State of the Union, in any other aspect than that of 
traitors to the Constitution of the United States. 

It is believed that the assertion and maintenanee of this 
position is essential to the existence of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and without which it neither can have nor deserve 
obedience at home or respect abroad. 
for a time, be tolerated that offenders against the laws may 
be permitted to go * unwhipped of justice.” ‘Fhe forcible 
seizure of public property by rebellious citizens may tem- 
porarily be alowed to pass unpunished, for reasons which 
may appear satistactory to those charged with executive 
duty; but this condition of things cannot be of long con- 


or it will itself become powerless. Hf a 


; portion of the 


Federal authority, dery aad disorgauize the Government, 


ard ot punishment for tres 

y authority, we may well admit there is no Government 
of the United States worthy of preservation. And if, alter 
the pcople of a State, without adequate cause, bave an- 
nounced their purpose of repudiating all allegiance to the 
Federal Union, they arc, without question, to be enter- 
tained by the Government of the United States with diplo- 


forcible expulsion if the demands upon it are not at once 
acceded to, we may well pause and consider to what depths 
of degradation and bumiliation the American Government 
is approaching, if the lowest depth has not already been 
reached. 

‘The committee do not propose to discuss here whether 
| it is wise or politic at the present time to employ the whole 
power of the Government, under ail circumstances, and at 
all hazards, to punish offenders againstits laws. In times 
of extensive civil commotion and discontent, prud 
may dictate great caution and forbearance in the exe 7 
of ackuowledged powers; and when whole communities 
ume the attitude of revolution against established gov- 
rent, for real or imaginary wrongs 


unueeessary rigor aginst palpable violations of } aw, pro- 
voke passions already unduly and unreasonably excited. 
But when growing discontent assumes the position of ac- 
| tual hostility ; when, instead of seeking redre: 
ing forms, resort is had to foree, and the purpose is bold) 
avowed of overturning the Governntentio whieh their atle- 
i giance is due, we caunot see the wisdom of a policy which 


ji 


ple ot every State, and that no action of State authority of 


i F z y 
our assent to any action ofthe executive departiment which, ii 


It may, perhaps, | 


tintance. Fitherthe Government must vindicate its power, 
people of the Republic may, at their pleasure, repudiate all į 


scize its property, and insultits flag, withoutincurring the | 
‘on, either by civil or mili- į 


matic intercourse in respect to the abandomncutof itsown j 
forts, arsenals, and other public buildings, upon threats of | 


it may be wise to | 
listen to their conrplaiuts with attention, and uot, by any į 


tunder exist- | 


b 


permits treason to perform its work without hindrance or 
molestation. Above all, we cannot sanction a policy in the 
executive department of this Government which professes 
a purpose of executing its jaws and protecting its property 
from unlawful violence, and yet remains inactive when 
revolution is actually impending, and entertains friendly 
intercourse with embassies instigated by, and growing out 
of, the highest type of treason to the Federal Constitu- 
tion. 

The President acknowledges the obligations of his oath 
to protect and defend the Constitution, and enforce the 
laws made in obedience to its requirements; denies the 
right of secession ; and yet, in the correspondence before 
us, we have the evidence that, with full knowledge that the 
authority of the Gavernment bas been set at defiance, its 
dignity insulted, and its flag dishonored, he yet negotiates 
with treason, and cominits the Government to a partial rec- 
ognition of the revolutionary movement for its destruction. 
It for any considerations of policy he may bo justified in 
suspending the exercise of its powers, we know of'no rea- 
son that can justify a course of action which ignores the 
theory upon which the whole foundation of the Govern- 
mant res If the fact that the Government has the power 
to protect itself from domestic violence may not prudently 
be acted upon, under an apprehension that any exercise of 
authority may irritate and exasperate those already in open 
rebellion, it would be some consolation to such of the citi- 
zens of the United States as are still loyai to the Constitu- 
tion, to fuel assured that the desire to shield traitors from 
the consequences of their acts may not result in the utter 
demoralization of all Federal authority and dignity. 

If we recur to the contents of the correspondence, to 
which we have referred, there is but little to commend it 
to favorable consideration. The communication by the 
“& commissioners 7 of South Carolina to the President, con- 
veys, in the most unqualified terms, an imputation of bad 
faith upon the President, and, of necessity, upon the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, on account of the occupa- 
tionof Fort Sumter by Major Anderson and bis command, It 
is clearly intimated that some agreement, previously made 
by the President respecting the occupation of the forts in 
the harbor of Charleston, had been violated. From this 
charge the President bas undertaken to defend himself, and 
to furnish excuses for the action of the Government, in re. 
spect to the occupation of its own fortresses, and the dis- 
position of Its own troops. The fact Wat the State of fonda 
Carolina intended to rebel against the Government of the 
United States was well understood long before her ordi- 
nance of secession was actually adopted. ‘Phe probable 
consequences of suclraction, it was also well known, would 
be an attempt on the part of the State to take possession of 
| all the forts, arsenals, magazines, and other public property 
within her limits. Under such circumstances, nothing 
would seem to be clearer than the duty of the President 
to provide in duc time an adequate force for the protection 
ofall the public property in danger of assault. Instead, 
however, of taking such a course, the President seems to 
have been in communication with those engaged in there- 
bellion ; and a sort of understanding appears to have been 
had, carly in Deeember, that no action should be taken by 
the Government of the United States to reinforee the com- 
mand charged with the defense of the forts in the harbor of 
Charleston. . 

On the 9th of December, 1860, the Representatives in 
i Congress from the State of South Carotina furnished the 
President with a written statement, under their signatures, 
|| expressing theirstrong convictions that the forts in the nr- 
bor of Charleston woald not be attacked or molested pre- 
; viously to the action of the convention of that State, then 
about to assemble ; and they hoped aud believed not until 
after an offer had been made, through an accredited repre- 
sentative, to negotiate for an amicable arrangement ot all 
matters between the State and Federal Government,  pro- 
vided, that no reinforcements shalt be sent inio those forts 5 
and their relative military status shall remain as at pres- 
ent.?? 

Atthe time this paper was presented, the President ob- 
| jected tothe word “ provided,” as it might, as he expressed 
it, be construed into an agreement on his part, which he 
“never would make.” it was, he thinks, obvious there 
could be no such agreement made, and he says it wi 
garded, in effect, as the promise of highly honorable 
men to exert their influence for the purpose exp 
‘The purpose of the President was well known not to rein- 
force the forts in Charleston harbor until they had been ac- 
tually attacked, or until he had certain evidence that they 
were ahout to be attacked; and we are informed by his 
communication before us, that in respect to these forts, he 
|| acted in the same manner that he would have done, if he 
| had entered into a formal agreement, with parties capable 
of contracting. It does not, therefore, appear to be material 
whether, in a strict technical sense, there was, or was not, 
in agreement to the effect indicated in the paper Jodged 
|| with him by the Representatives in Congr from the State 
south Carolina. [t is perfectly clear that, at that time, 
regarded as certain that South Carolina would at- 
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tempt to soecde from the Union, and Intended to obtain 
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po: sion of these forts, either by force or negotiation. 
With a knowledge of these purposes, the President determ- 
ined to send the officer in command no reinforcements 3 
and he has acted, in this respect, in the same manner as he 
would have done if he had made a formal agreement to that 
effect. 

In this disclosure the committee is not able to resist the 
inference that, in the beginning of the revolutionary move- 
ment against the Government of the United States, there 
were relations of an extremely friendly character between 
those who contemplated rebeHion and those whose duty it 
was to suppress it. We cannot but regard it as a most ex- 
traordinary fact, that parties notoriously contemplating the 
disraption of the Government, should beforehand stipulate 
with its exeentive authority in respect to the most eouve- 
nient and least dangerous mode for making the lion 
successlul, While the President has avowed his determ- 
ination to execute the laws, he does not seem to have re- 

led treason to the Constitution of the United States, 
contemplated and existing, as among the crimes condemued 
by the Jaws of the land and deserving puaishment, 
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That crime, the highest known to the laws of the world, 
appears in our history to have assumed a milder form, to be 
treated with marked tenderness by the authorities of the 
Government against which the crime is perpetrated. We 
do not think the history of any Government furnishes, in 
this respect, any paralicl to the policy of our own; and we 
cannot believe that any Government, however powerful, 
ean long survive the inauguration of, and persistence in, 
such a policy. We therefore regard it our duty to condemn 
in the most emphatic terms, the course pursued by the Pres- 
ident in recognizing or substantially holding diplomatic 
communication with the rebellious authorities of the State 
of South Carolina. The dignity of the Goverment required, 
at least, that the President should at once, and with firm- 
ness, decline all negotiations with a State in the attitude 
of rebellion, if the obligations of his oath did not require 
him to hand over such of the rebels as came within his 
power to the civil authorities of the United States, to be 
dealt with according to the forms of law. 

Even while these negotiations were going on, the Presi- 
dent received information that the authorities of the State 

* of South Carolina had seized, by force, Castle Pinckney, 
Fort Moaltrie, the United States arsenal, and the custom- 
house and post office in the city of Charleston. Although 
the correspondence before us does not declare the facts, the 
history of the times furnishes us with the results of this 
* peace policy.” In several other States of the Union, the 
authority of the Government of the United States has been 
defied and insulted, its flag dishonored, and its property 
unlawfully seized. No effort has been made to defend or 
reeover it; and now a revolutionary government, embrac- 
ing six of the States of the Union (in all of which acts of 
violence against the property ofthe United States have been 
committed) is set up in defiance of, and in hostility to, the 
Government of the United States. 

‘This revolutionary government must either be recognized 
or repudiated. Ixus independence must be acknowledged, 
or the persons engaged in the effort to establish it must be 
treated as rebels and traitors to the Constitution of the 
United States. T'o acknowledge the right of secession or 
recognize the revolutionary acts growing out of it, isa sur- 
render of the authority, power, and dignity of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and a substantial agreement to 
its destruction. We cannot believe that the American 
people will consent to the dissolution of the Federal Union 
without an effort to save it, even if that effort involves a 
resort to all the powers which the Government is able to 
command. That itcan be preserved by peaceful negotia- 
tion and compromise, does not seem probable 5 for in cer- 
tain quarters all propositions of that character are most 
distinctly repudiated. ‘The demand is made that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall surrender its authority, 
or maintain it by force of arms. We can imagine but one 
answer that ought to be given to such a demand, and the 

. longer it is delayed the more disastrous may be the conse- 
quences to those who resist as well as to those who desire 
to maintain the integrity, the dignity, and the authority of 
the most beneficent Government established since the 
foundation of the world. 

The correspondence growing out of the mission of Col- 
onel Hayne, ‘special envoy” trom the State of South Car- 
olina, communicated with the message of the 8th of Febru- 
ary, 1861, is also before us. The object of the mission, as 
already stated, was to demand of the President the uncon- 
ditional surrender of fort Sumter to the authorities of the 
State of South Carolina, accompanied with a threat that if 
the demand was refused it would be taken by force of arms. 
The views we express as to the duty of the President in 
relation to the first mission, apply with equal, if not greater 
force, to that represented by Colonel Hayne, as special en- 
voy. If it were possible, the character of the second mis- 
sion iseven more insulting and offensive to the Government 
of the United States than the first. In both instances, the 
President refused toaccede to the demands made upon him 3 
but, in our judgment, this fact does not remove the abjec- 
tions urged against the propriety of receiving or entertain- 
ing communications with any “ commissioner » or en- 
voys” from States in the condition ofactual rebellion against 
the Government, who come, not to obtain pardon for their 
offenses, but with demands which cannot, without disgrace 
and humiliation, be tor one moment entertained. 

Whatever consequences may follow the effort to main- 
tain the dignity and integrity of the Government of the 
United States, it seems impossible to contemplate the pos- 
sibility of its peaceful destruction. So Jong as it has the 
power of self-preservation there appears to be no alterna- 
tive between its exercise, at whatever hazard, and a cow- 
ardiy surrender, without a blow struck, upon the demand 
of rebels and traitors. 

Your cominittee insist upon maintaining the dignity and 
exercising the power of the Government against any who 
deliberately set about its destruction, or invite collision 
with its power or its laws. , 

In conclusion, the committee recommend the adoption 
of the toHowing resolution: | A 

Resolved, 'Ihat, in the opinion of this House, the Presi- 
dent had no constitutional power to negotiate with the rep- 
resentatives of the State of South Carolina for the surrender 


of any public property within the linits of that State , and j 


that it is inexpedient for Congress to take any further ac- 
tion in relation thereto. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, from the committee 
of five, to whom was referred the President’s com- 
munication of the 8th ultimo, with certain instruc- 
tions, and his subsequent communication of the 
9th instant, presented, by leave of the House, the 
following minority report, upon so much of the 
said reference as relates to the correspondence be- 
tween the President and those invested by the 
State of South Carolina with a diplomatic char- 
acter: 


A recurrence to events will enable the judgment to pro- 
nonnee, with more certainty and justice, upon the acts of 
the President whieh seem to have irritated the patriotism 
and provoked the animadversion of the majority of te eom- 


mittee. Their startling array marshals to us a connection 
of facts unparalleled, if not hitherto supposed to be with- 
out the pate of political possibility. The sovercign State 
of South Carolina, for causes of assumed adequacy, severed 
the federative bonds which embraced ber, and by inherent 
sovereignty constituted herselfan independent State. Were 
we to receive her declarations as political doctrine, and 
her public acts as irrefragable authority,she thereby emerged 
from the thralidom of the confederate Union,and maintained 
what she assumed—the attitude and power of a rightful in- 
dependence. In pursuance of her designs, the regenerated 
State authenticated commissioners to treat with the Pres- 
ident of the United States concerning mutual rights in 
abeyance between them. Among those enumerated appear 
to have been the fortifications, arsenals, magazines, light- 
houses, &c., the real property of the United States, and their 


| appurtenances, together with the values they represented. 


The advent of the commissioners was recognized by the 
President as the arrival in Washington of distinguished cit- 
izens. ‘heir interviews with him partook of the private 
consideration in which they were held; and the routine of 
colloquial interviews might have ijlimitably continued had 
they not been terminated by the startling intelligence that 
Major Anderson, in his literal compliance with the in- 
structions of the President, had made more secure the prop- 
erty of the United States in Charleston harbor; concerning 
which it was the intent of the commissioners to treat. This 
event was the signal for the first written communication 
from the commissioners to the President, in which they 
displayed a copy of their instructions and powers. The 
President, in reply, uses the following language : 

«In answer to this communication, I have to say that 
my position as President of the United States was clearly’ 
defined in the message to Congress on the 3d instant. In 
that I stated that ‘apart from the execution of the laws, 
so far as this may be practicable, the Executive has no an- 
thority to decide what shall be the relations between the 
Federal Government and South Carolina. He has been in- 
vested with no such discretion. He possesses no power 
to change the relations heretofore existing between them, 
much Jess to acknowledge the independence of that State. 
This would be to invest a mere executive officer with the 
power of recognizing the dissolution of the Confederacy 
among our thirty-three sovercign States. It bears no resem- 
biance to the recognition of a foreign de facto Government, 
involving no such responsibility. Any attempt to do this 
would, on his part, be a naked act of usurpation. It is 
therefore my duty to submit to Congress the whole question 
in all its bearings.’ 

“ Such is my opinion still. I could therefore meet you 
only as private gentlemen of the highest character, and was 
entirely willing to communicate to Congress any proposi- 
tion you might have to make to that body upon the subject. 
Of this you were well aware. it was my earnest desire 
that such a disposition might be made of the whole subject 
by Congress, who atone posses the power, as to prevent 
the inauguration of a civil war between the parties in re- 
gard to the possession of the Federal forts in the harbor of 
Charleston; and I therefore deeply regret that, in your 
opinion, ‘the events of the last twenty-four hours render 
this impossible.’ ” 3 

The import of this language cannot well be mistaken. 
Its assertions are to the full effect of repudiating official re- 
lations between South Carolina asa foreign government, 
and himself as President of the United States, and a refer- 
ence of the whole question to Congress. It is addressed to 
Robert W. Barnweil, James H. Adams, and James L. Orr, 
‘Cwith great personal regard,” and not to the commission- 
ers, who aspired to represent the sovereignty of an inde- 
pendent and forcign State. It is, perhaps, needless, though 
it may be well, to notice that the representatives of South 
Carolina, while admitting this attitude of the President to- 
wards thom, fortified the dignity of their position with the 
subsequent written declaration that ‘ they felt no special 
solicitude as to the character in which you [the President] 
might recognize us,” (the commissioners.] If diplomatic 
relations suppose a mutuality of official character, it is quite 
certain that the personal appearance of James Buchanan 
in this correspondence deprives it of its imputed nature. 
‘The simplest mind will not have failed to perceive that, so 
far from an official recognition by the President of the Uni- 
ted States of the goverument of South Carolina having oc- 
curred, not only was its prudence, but its possibility, denied, 
and “the whole question *? was referred to the arbitrament 
of Congress. Indeed, to such a reference by the President, 
in pursuance of the intent thus expressed, is it that the ma- 
jority of the committee are now empowered to pervert his 
declarations and acts into evidences of a censurable corre- 
spondence with a rebellious State. It is conceived that the 
further effusion of words upon this topic of investigation 
would be an extravagant expenditure of both time and la- 


| bor. The simplicity of the case ean in nowise detract from 
| its strength. Its perfect symmetry of proportion commends 


to the publie that admirable prudence which preserved un- 
sullied from cven approximate reproach the purity of the 
presidential character when remitting to Congress the decis- 
ion of a purely constitutional question. 

Bat we are admonished by the majority of the commit- 
tee, that the presidential ermine was soiled in the epistolary 
correspondence which, at_a later date, occurred between 
Hon. J. [olt, Secretary of War ad interim, on the part of 
the Government, and Hou. L. W. Hayne, envoy from the 
State of South Carolina, bearing a communication from 
the Governor of that State to the President of the United 
States, in relation to the surrender of Fort Sumter. Eumust 
be remembered that the correspondence communicated to 
the House in no instance discloses either personal or epis- 
tolary intercourse between the President and the envoy, 
Senatorial intervention diverted the latter from the pros- 
ecution of his purpose ; and substituted for bis, a com- 


| munication from certain Senators to the President upon 


the controverted questions, It may be well to reproduce, 
at this point, the communication referred to. It is as 
follows: 
SENATE CHAMBER, January 11, 1861. 
Sır: We have been requested to present to you copies of 
a correspondence between certain Senators of the United 
States aud Colonct Isaae W. Hayne, now iu this city, in 


behalf of the government of South Carolina; and ‘to-ask 
that you will take into consideration’ the:subject..of: said 
correspondence. ` oe Se a E ED TA 
Very respectfully, your obedient.servants,. =i 23.4 
BEN. FITZPATRICK, 
S. R. MALLORY, 2. 
JOHN SLIDELL. 
To His Excellency James BUCHANAN, ` ig pory 
President of the United State 


Proceeding through a constitutional channel, the subject 
of inquiry and demand thus unexceptionably submittedto 
his notice received from the Président a titting response 
through the Secretary of War ad interim. The following 
extract afiirms the continued and careful scrupulousness 
with which the constitutional integrity of the chief exec- 
utive officer was guarded, and the dignity of the. Govern- 
ment maintained: ` Eg 

“In regard to the proposition of Colonel’ Hayne, ‘that 
no reinforcements will be sent to Fort Sumter, in thein- 
terval, and that public peace wili not be disturbed by any 
act of hostility towards South Carolina,’ it is impossible 
for me to give you any such assurances. The President 
has no authority to enter into such an agreement or under- 
standing. As an executive officer, he is simply bound to 
protect the public property, so far as this may be practica- 
ble; and it would be a manifest violation of his duty to 
place himself under engagements that he would not per- 
form tbis duty, either for an indefinite or a limited period. 
At the present moment, it is not deemed necessary to rein- 
force Major Anderson, because he makes no such request, 
and feels quite secure in his position. Should his safety, 
however, require reinforcements, every effort will be made 
to supply them. 5 

“Yn regard to an assurance from the President, ¢ that 
public peace wili not be disturbed by any act of hostility 
towards South Carolina,’ the answer will readily occur to 
yourselves. To Congress, and to Congress alone, belongs 
the power to make war, and it would by an act of usurpa- 
tion for the Executive to give any assurance that Congress 
would not exercise this power, however strongly he may 
be convinced that no such intention exists.’? ate 

It is not possible that a more successful refutation of the. 
charge against the President of diplomatic intercourse with 
representatives accredited from the State of South Caro- 
lina, could be either constructed or imagined. With ciar- 
acteristic care, even the remotest advances to such a con~ 
summation were distinctly repelled. The most casual con- 
versations were rescued from perversion by remarkable 
pr@cautions; and the self-imposed restraint of South Car- 
olina was the result rather of the inferences of her citizens 
than of any assuranees alleged to have been given by the 
Exceutive. In the whole course of the published corre- 
spondence, it will be impossible to detect the most trifling 
deviation from the earliest annunciation by the President 
in his message to Congress at its opening of his intention 
to defend, with the whole power of the Government, its 
property, and to conserve its rights with all his constitu- 
tional vigor. The ardent inspirations of an uncaleulating 
zeal have denounced as timidity these dictates of sobriety. 
Impulsive impetuosity has derided them ; and, the ungen- 
erous impulses of political hostility have visited upon them 
the invectives of acrimonious controversy. But the sober 
sense of the public will inevitably prevali over these facti- 
tious stimulants of factious discord. Ultimately will be 
recognized and acknowledged the prescient wisdom which 
palliated the shock of disunion by the preservatiou of 
peace, which preserved from desolation by barricading the 
paths of blood, and wooed the occasion for conciliation, 
compromise, and adjustment, by the councilsof moderation 
and peace. That the evening light still lingers in the part- 
ing day; and that to a people’s prayers and hopes, the 
night hath not yet come, may with truth be ascribed to the 
equable action of the President. 

It is to be regretted that the stridulous cry of partisan pol- 
ities penetrates through, and rises above, the dismal.moan 
of a dissolving Republic. It is sad to think how reproaches 
exhaust the energies and invectives occupy the ficuities 
that a less disordered temperament or a more equally poised 
intellect would bave devoted to harmonious cooperation, 
and have crowned with national. preservation. It is, bow- 
ever, to be entertained as one, not the Icast alarming of the 
current expositions of the day; and the philosophic ob- 
server, however he be depressed by the reflection, will. not 
probably err in his estimate of the hopelessness of our con~ 
dition, when including this among the signs and wonders 
of the latter days. I would not willingly encourage by de- 
fending the delinquency of any public officer. ‘be more 
elevated his position, the greater should be the exactions 
upon his virtue and capacity. But the distressing prone- 
ness of the professional party critic to detract from official 
virtue, and the tendency of party spirit to defame political 
adversaries, should be indicated in their inception, and be 
transfixed with the public reprobation, Ido not apply these 
reflections to the report of the majority of the committee 5 
but L am clearly of opiùion that their remembrance would 


| disarm its perusal of some of its banetul effects. 


JOHN COCHRANE. 

T concur in the conclusions, and in most of the views 
above expressed. OB, BRANCH. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [ask that the ma~ 
jority and minority reports be printed in the 
Globe. i 

lt was so ordered. 

PATENT LAW. 


Mr. NIBLACK. Irise toa privileged ques- 
tion. Iam instructed by the committee of con- 
ference upon the bill amending the patent laws, 
to report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses of Congress on the amendments to the bill 
(S. No. 10) entitled “An act in addition to an act to pro- 
mote the progress of the useful arts,” having met, and after 
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a full and free conference thercon, agreed to report and do 
report as ‘follows : eA 

The House revedes from its fourth amendment striking 
out the seventh section of the bill. 

The Senate agrees to the seventh amendment of the 
House, with the following amendment, to wit: strike out 
“twenty,” in the second line of the said scventh amend- 
ment, and, in lieu thereof, insert “fifteen? And in the 
same tine, strike out “ ten,” and insert, in lieu thereof, 
twenty.?? 

The Senate recedes from its non-concurrence in the 
House amendment striking out line fourteen and fifteen, 
in section ten, and also from its non-concurrence in the 
House amendment striking out the word “twelve,” and 
inserting the word “ ten.” 

The House recedes from its non-concurrence in the Sen- 
ate amendment to the eighth amendment of the House, 
striking out the words, ‘or any new and original design 
for the printing of woolen, silk, cotton, or other fabrics, or 
any new,” i 

The House recedes from its non-concurrence in the Sen- 
ate amendment to section fourteen striking out the word 
of,” and inserting, in lieu thereof, the word ‘ and.” 

On the point of difference in the sixteenth section, the 
committee could not agree, and recommend the appoint- 
ment of another committec of conference on that point. 

WILLIAM BIGLER, 

HENRY WILSON, 

HENRY M., RICE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

WILLIAM E. NIBLACK, 

C. B. HOARD, 

E. B. WASHBURNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. What is the effect of that 
‘report? , , 

he SPEAKER. The committee disagree. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I havea very decided objec- 
tion to some of the provisions of that bill. It pro- 
vides for a printing establishment up there; which 
is entirely improper, in my judgment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a question of order 
respecting the report that is now submitted from 
the committee of conference. That report is not 
an adjustment of the differences between the two 
Houses. I would suggest to the gentlemen who 
are the managers of the conference upon the part 
of the House, thatifthey desire to accomplish the 
object recommended in their report, they may 
move, on their own part, that the House recede 
from its action on certainamendments; but I think 
the reception of such a report as this is unprece- 
dented. . 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I cannot, in 
the confusion that prevails, understand the point 
made by the gentleman from Missouri; and I ask 
him to restate it. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rose to a question of order, 
and submitted thata committee of conference must 
settle the matters of disagreement between the two 
Houses. Ifthe conferees of the House, however, 
choose, they can propose that the House recede 
from itsaction in reference to certain amendments, 
so as to reduce the matters of disagreement which 
a future committce will have to act upon. It is 
perfectly proper for them to do that; but to pre- 
sent as a report a partial agreement only of the 
managers of the two Houses, is unprecedented. 
It is such a report as I have never seen made in 
this House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. My recol- 
lection of the practice of committees of conference 
differs from that stated by the gentleman from 
Missouri. 1 have a distinct recollection of sev- 
eral cases in which the same course has been pur- 
sued that the committee have pursued in this case. 
I think the Speaker, by reference to the Journals 
of the House, will find that such is the case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the practice has been as stated by the gentleman 
from Illinois. The Chair thinks the report is reg- 
ular, and the question is on its adoption. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the report. I think we 
ought to know something more about it before we 
adopt it. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The report of the committee of conference was 
concurred in. . 

Mr. NIBLACK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was concurred in; and also 
moved tolay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I move that another committee of 
conference be appointed upon the remaining dis- 
agreement between the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and Messrs. Cox, 
Frang, and Barr were appointed. 


AUGUST BRAZIAN, 
On motion of Mr. BARRET, by unanimous con- 


sent, leave was granted to withdraw from the files 
of the House the papers in the case of August 
Brazian for confirmation of his title to lands in 
Missouri, for the purpose of presenting the same 
in the courts. 


MARYLAND CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. McK NIGHT. Irise toa privileged ques- 
tion. Iam instructed by the Committee of Elec- 
tions to make a report in the case of William P. 
Preston, contesting the seat of J. Morrison Harris, 
from the State of Maryland. 

The report was received, laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr. KILGORE. [I rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. The Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia has an immense amount of business. Now, 
I want to know whether we are to have any time 
set apart for the transaction of this business? If 
not, I desire to know it, and I will make no 
further effort for the floor. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from In- 
diana submits a motion, the Chair will put it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that Friday be set 
apart for the transaction of the business of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I must object to that. Fri- 
day is objection day. We have had but one day 
sct apart for the transaction of private busincss 
this session, and I object to that day being de- 
voted to any other purpose. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House will at least give us two 
hours of some day for the transaction of the 
business of the District. 

Mr. THOMAS. I call for the regular order 
of business. 


DISTURBED CONDITION OF THE COUNTRY. 


The SPEAKER. Ifthe regular order of busi- 
ness be called for, the Chair decides that the re- 
port of the committee of thirty-three upon the 
disturbed condition of the country must be pro- 
ceeded with; upon which the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Corwiy] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FLORENCE, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. 
BABBITT submitted remarks upon the pending 
propositions. [Their remarks will be published 
in the A pea 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The previous 
question has been ordered; and I submit that no 
further debate is in order. 

TheSPEAKER. No furtherdebate isin order. 
The question is first upon the proposition of the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. Burcu.] 

The proposition was read, as follows; 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives o 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 'That it 
be, and is hereby, recommended to the several States of the 
Union, that they, through their respective Legislatures, re- 
quest the Congress of the United States to eall a convention 
of all the States, in accordance with article fifth of the Con- 
stitution, for the purpose of amending said Constitution in 
such manuer and with regard to such subjects as will more 
adequately respond to the wants, and afford more sufficient 


guarantees to the diversified and growing interests of the 
Government, and ofthe people composing the same. 


Mr. BURNETT. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUGHES. I wish to ask the Chair, what 
will be the effect of the adoption of this amend- 
ment in reference to the Crittenden proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. It will have no effect one 
way or the other. It has nothing to do with the 
Crittenden proposition. 

{Great confusion prevailed in the House.] 

Mr. BRABSON. Lask that no vote shall be 
taken until order has been restored in the Hall. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I do not wish to interfere with 
the presence of strangers who are in the Hall; but 
I do submit, that the least that gentlemen can do, 
who are present without being entitled to the priv- 
ileges of the House, is to observe silence. 

The SPEAKER. The officers of the House 
will see that those who are not entitled to the priv- 
ileges of the Hall withdraw. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 74, nays 108; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Green Adams, Adrain, William ©., An- 
derson, Babbitt, Barr, Boteler, Brabson, Briggs, Bristow, 
Burch, Burnham, Campbell, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, 
John Cochrane, Colfax, Cox, Curtis, Duell, Etheridge, 
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Ferry, Fouke, Gilmer, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, John T. 
Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, 
Hughes, Humphrey, Junkin, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Killinger, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Logan, Loomis, 
Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, Me- 
Kenty, McPherson, Millson, Montgomery, Laban T.Moore, 
Edward Joy Morris, lsaac N. Morris, Nixon, Noell, Palmer, 
Porter, Quarles, John H. Reynolds, Riggs, James C. Robin- 
gon, Scranton, Sedgwick, Stanton, James A. Stewart, Wil- 
liam Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Thayer, Waldron, 
Webster, Wells, Wood, and Woodrufft—74. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, 
Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Barret, Beale, Bingham, 
Blair, Blake, Bocock, Branch, Brayton, Brown, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Burnett, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, 
John B. Clark, Corwin, Covode, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jar- 
nette, Delano, Dimmick, Dunn, Edgerton, Edmundson, 
Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Farnsworth, Fenton, Flor- 
ence, Frank, French, Garnett, Gooch, Graham, Haskin, 
Hickman, Hindman, William A. Howard, Hutchins, Ir- 
vine, Jenkins, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, Kunkel, De- 
Witt C. Leach, Leake, Lee, Longnecker, Lovejoy, Mars- 
ton, Elbert S. Martin, McKean, McKnight, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Olin, Perry, Pettit, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, 
Christopher Robinson, Ruffin, Sickles, Simms, William N. 
H. Smith, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Tappan, Thomas, Tompkins, Train, rimble, Vallandig- 
ham, Vance, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, Wins- 
low, Woodson, and Wright—108, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. CARTER said: If that resolution came 
from a slave State, I would vote for it; but as it 
is, I vote “ no.” 

Mr. SEDGWICK. I desire constitutional au- 
thority to abolish slavery in the States, and there- 
fore vote “ay.” 

Mr. WOODSON. For that reason, I vote 
“no.” 

Mr. BROWN. After the declaration of the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Sepewick,] that 
he wants a national convention called in order to 
give the General Government power to abolish 
slavery; and from the further fact that I desire 
the Crittenden resolutions to be considered by 
this House as soon as possible, I vote “ no.” 

Mr. McKEAN. Preferring the resolution of 
my colleague, [Mr. Fenron,] I vote “no.” 

Mr. PERRY stated that Mr. Fosrer was ab- 
sent, attending the peace conference. 

Mr. SICKLES. Lhope gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House will repudiate the state- 
ment of my colleague, [Mr. Sepewicx.] 

Mr. MALLORY. If I believed gentlemen 
upon the other side of the House were actuated 
by the same sentiment announced by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Srepewick,] I should 
vote against this proposition; but believing that 
they are not, and that the holding of such a con- 
vention will result in healing our difficulties and 
preserving the Union, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. Believing 
that any bad motive of any member supporting 
this amendment could not influence the patriot- 
ism of the country, or effect, in the slightest de- 
gree, what the member [Mr. Sepewicx] desired, 
and that this amendment looks to peace, at least 
for the present, and hoping that, before adjourn- 
ing, the expectation of the country will yet be 
met, by the passage of the Crittenden proposition, 
I vote ay.” 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
have steadfastly and uniformly—as I have been 
capable—done everything in my power to aid in 
presernnig the public peace and adjusting our un- 
happy differences. Some time ago I introduced 
a resolution into this House referring the Critten- 
den proposition, as a basis of adjustment, to the 
people. The resolution ‘was objected to by one 
of the Republican members. 

Now, sir, I would have voted for this amend- 
ment, but that I believed it is supported by the 
dominant party in the House for the express pur- 
pose of preventing anything like a peaceable set- 


| tlement of our troubles; and I am borne outin this 


belief by the remark just made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Sepewicx] and others of 
that side of the House. I wish to come toa square 
and fair vote upon the Crittenden proposition, and 
shall cast no vote which will in any way, in my 
judgment, retard such a result. Therefore, I vote 
no. 

Mr. ENGLISH. lamin favor of a conven- 
tion, if no better mode ean be agreed on for set- 
ting our difficulties; but for the present, 1 vote 

no. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I believe that a 
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convention fresh from the people would settle our 
difficulties. I vote “ay.” 

Mr. HALE (not being within the bar of the 
House when his name was called) asked leave to 
vole. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. CASE. I am willing that a convention 

shall be called in the constitutional way. I do not 
like the terms of this resolution; but, objection- 
able as it is, I would cheerfully vote for it if it 
was satisfactory to our southern friends. I see it 
is not, and therefore vote “ no.” 
Mr. WILSON. Whenever I am satisfied that 
the present Constitution cannot be sustained as it 
is, l shall be in favor of a national convention. 
For the present, I vote “no.” 

Mr. RUST (not being within the bar when his 

name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Mr. McPHERSON objected. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York, (not being within 
the bar when his name was called,) asked leave to 
vote. 

Mr, ADRAIN objected. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I voted in the negative, 
thinking the Crittenden propositions, if adopted, 
would be quite sufficient; but I prefer to have my 
vote recorded in favor of this proposition. I vote 
in the affirmative. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

_Mr. BURNETT. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vole just taken, 
rejecting the amendment of the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. Burcu]; and I also move that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the resolutions 


and the pending amendments be laid upon the 
table, 


TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to submit the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes between the two Houses on the tariff bill. 
It is very bricf, and will require no vote on the 
part of the House. I trust, therefore, that there 
will be no objection. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. SHERMAN then reported that the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill of the House (No. 838) 
to provide for the payment of outstanding Treas- 
ury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix 
the duties on imports, and for other purposes, 
had met, and, after full and free conference, had 
agreed to recommend to the respective Houses as 
follows: that the Senate agree to the amendment 
of the House to the tenth amendment of the Sen- 
ate, as follows: 

Strike out tho following: 

“ Second. On coffee, 1} cent per pound; on tea, when 
imported from any port or place beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, 4 cents per pound; when imported from any port or 
place this side of the Cape of Good Hope, other than in the 
country where produced, 4 cents per pound, and an addi- 
tion thereto of 10 per centum ad valorem: Provided, ‘That 
whenever the Treasury notes and bonds of the United States 
which have been, or shall be, issued under the authority of 
any laws or parts of laws passed between the 4th day of 
March, A. D. i857, and the 4th day of March, A. D. i361, 
shali be redeemed and paid, the President of the United 
States is hereby authorized to make proclamation that the 
aforesaid articles of tea and coffee may be imported into the 
United States exempt and free from the specific duties 
hiercin imposed: Provided, That the duties on tea and cof- 
fee hereby imposed shall cease from and after the 30th of 
June, 1863,” 


The report was signed by Messrs. SIIERMAN, 
Puers and Moorneap, onthe part of the House; 
and Messrs. Simmons, Biever, and Hunter, on 
the part of the Senate. : 
` The SPEAKER. No further action isdemanded 
on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined, and 


found truly enrolled, a bill (H. R. No. 864) mak- | 


ing appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 


expenses of the Government, forthe year ending | 


June 80, 1862; when the Speaker signed the same. 
STATE OF THE UNION——AGAIN. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. I want the Chair 
to state to the House the exact effect of the motion 
to lay upon the table, submitted by the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Kireore.| As Luaderstand 


it, if carried, it will lay the whole subject upon 
the table, my amendment included. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
House the effect of the motion to lay upon the 
table. If agreed to, it will have the effect to lay 
upon the table the pending resolutions reported 
from the seleét committee of thirty-three, as well 
as the amendments which are pending to it, 
namely, the proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. KeLLoce,] and what is known as 
the Crittenden. proposition, moved by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. CLEMENS. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Then this vote must 
be regarded as a test vote. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I understand that if the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table be agreed to, the House 
will then be brought to a direct vote upon the 
proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Eraenmes ] 

Mr. KILGORE. Idemand the yeas and nays 
on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STANTON. lask for the reading of the 
resolutions and the pending amendments, so that 
the House may see what it is proposed to lay 
upon the table. 

The resolutions and amendments were read. 


The question was then taken; and it was de-. 


cided in the negative—yeas 14, nays 179; as fol- 
lows: i 


YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Beale, Buffinton, Carey, Eliot, 
Farnsworth, Grow, Kilgore, Potter, Sedgwick, Somes, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, and Windom—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, 
Ashley, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Bingham, Blake, Bo- 
cock, Boteler, Boutigny, Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, 
Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, 
Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John 
B. Clark, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Col- 
fax, Conkling, Conway, Corwin, Covode,Cox, James Craig, 
Burton Craige, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, 
Dawes, De Jarnettc, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Dunn, Ed- 
gerton, Edmundson, Edwards, Ely, English, Etheridge, 
Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Fouke, Frank, French, Garnett, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Guriey, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, 
J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hick- 
man, Hindman, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, Wil- 
liam A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Jenkins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Killinger, Kunkel, Larrabee, De Witt C. Leach, 
James M. Leach, Leake, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loo- 
mis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Charles D. Mar- 
tin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McKean, 
McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Milson, Montgomery, 
Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, 
Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Pottle, Pryor, 
Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, 
Ruffin, Rust, Scranton, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, William 
N. H. Smith, Spautding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevenson, 
James A. Stewart, Williain Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Strat- 
ton, Tappan, ‘Thayer, ‘heaker, Thomas, Tompkins, Yrain, 
Trimble, Vatlandigham, Vance, Verree, Wade, Walton, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, 
Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodson, and Wright—179. 


So the House refused to lay the subject upon 
the table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. SHERMAN said: Mr. Speaker, I will be 
absent to-day on public business, and I want to 
state to the House that J have paired with the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Hinpman] on all 
propositions, except the Crittenden resolutions, 
to which we are both opposed. 

The vote was then announced, as above re- 
corded. 

The SPEAKER. The question next recurs 
upon the following proposition of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Ketroge:] 


Strike out all after the word “ that,” and insert: 

The following articles be, and are hereby, proposed and 
submitted as amendments to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, which shall be valid, to ail intents and pur- 
poses, as part of said Constitution, when ratified by con- 
ventions of three fourths of the scveral States. 

Arr. 13. That in all the territory now held by the United 
States situate north of latitude 36° 30’ involuntary servitude, 
except in the punishment for crime, is prohibited while such 
territory shall remain under a territorial government; that 
in all the territory now held south of said line, neither 
Congress nor any Territorial Legislature shall hinder or 
prevent the emigration to said territory of persons held to 
service from any State of this Union, when that relation 
exists by virtue of any law orusage of such State, while it 
shall remain in a territorial condition; and when any Ter 
ritory north or south of said line, within such boundaries 
as Congress may prescribe, shail contain the population 
requisite for a member of Congress, according to the then 
Federal ratio of representation of the people of the United 
States, it may, if its form of government be republican, be 
admitted inte the Union on an equal footing with the ori- 
ginal States, with or without the relation of persons held to 


| service and labor, as the constitution of such new State. 


may provide. 


“Kar. 14. That notliing.in the Constitution {of the United 
States, cr any amendment thereto, shall be so const 
to authorize any department. of the. Government to 
manner interfere with the relation of persons’ hel er 
vice in any State where that relation exists, norin-any 
manner to establish or sustain that. relation.in-any State 
where it is prohibited by the laws or constitution of such 
State. And that this article shall not be altered or amended 
without the consent of every State’in the Union." 
Arr. 15. The third paragraph of the second section of the 
fourth article of the Constitution shall be taken and con- 
strued to authorize and empower Congress to pass laws ge: 
cessary to secure the return of persons held to service*or 
labor under the laws of any State, who may have escaped 
therefrom, to the party to whom such service or labor may, 
e due. ` i 
ART. 16. The migration or importation of persons held 
to service or ‘involuntary servitude, into any State, Terri- 
tory, or pase within the United States, from any ‘plice:ér 
country beyond the limits of the United States or ‘f'errito- 
ries thereof, is forever prohibited. : i 
ART. 17. No territory beyond the present limits of the 
United States and the Territories thereof, shall be annexed 
to or be acquired by the United States, unless: by treaty, 
which treaty shall be ratified by a vote of two thirds of the 
Senate. j y : 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. | Mr. Speaker; I 
rise for information on a question of order. 
understand that a-simple majority vote is suffi- 
cient to substitute one proposition for another,.or 
to order a joint resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to an engrossment and 
third reading; but that, on the question of final 
passages a two-thirds vote is necessary. Am I 
right? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes the gén» 
tleman’s statement to be correct. noe 


CIVIL BILL. 


Mr.SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back the amendments of the Senate to the civil 
appropriation bill, and moved that they be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. f 


ENROLLED BILL. ` 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled “ An act (S. No. 366) to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of Col- 
orado; when the Speaker signed the same.. ` 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parren, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed Senate joint'res~ 
olution (No. 67) authorizing William H. Smiley, 
United States commercial agent at Falkland Isl- 
ands, to receive a telescope tendered him by the 
Belgian Government; in which he was directed 
to ask the concurrence of the House. 


STATE OF THE UNION—AGAIN. 


Mr.MAYNARD. Does the proposition of the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. KeLLoae] come up 
now as a substitute for the proposition of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Ciemens,] known 
as the Crittenden proposition? 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. BURNETT. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. l propose to 
reverse the order of votes. [Cries of “Nor? 
“ Object !””] : 

Mr. WINSLOW. I object. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. For the present, 
I withdraw my proposition. [Cries of * Object py 

Mr. BURNETT. The previous question has 
been ordered, and it cannot be withdrawn. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Task for the 
reading of the pending proposition. ae 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Illinois has the right to withdraw 
his proposition. a fs 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Then I do with- 
draw it. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I appeal from that decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I move that the appeal be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. HICKMAN. On that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. i 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a point of order. 
The main question has been ordered; and until 
that main question is taken, no member can take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair. There 
can be no dilatory motions entertained to prevent 
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the execution of the order of the House, thatthe 
main question be now put. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was mistaken. 
The gentleman from Illinois cannot withdraw his 
proposition except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. `I object, then. 

Mr. BURNETT. I understand the Chair to 
decide that, the previous question operating, no 
motion is in order which will delay the vote on 
the main question, and that it is not in order for 
thegentleman from [llinoisto withdraw his amend- 
ment, 

Mr.McCLERNAND. If my colleague with- 
draws his proposition, will not the next vote be 
on the Crittenden proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman from 
Kentucky, who was_so very eager yesterday to 
have a vote on the Crittenden proposition, does 
not seem so eager now. 

Mr. BURNETT. If it is in order to reply to 
the gentleman, hecan proceed; otherwise I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that the 
gentleman from Illinois could not withdraw his 
proposition, because the main question had been 
ordered to be pat. 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise toa privileged motion. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I have the floor; 
and I wish to say that if, because of conflicting 
propositions to adjust the difficulties of this coun- 

“try, my proposition is voted down, I will embrace 
the first opportunity to renew it. 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a privileged motion. 
I understand the Chair to decide that the gentle- 
man from Illinois cannot withdraw his proposi- 
tion, because of the pendency of the main ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. That is so. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the main question was ordered. 

Mr. GROW. I object. No motion is in order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair supposes that the 
motion is not in order, if objected to, as the order 
is partly executed. 

r. MILLSON. There has been no vote taken 
under that order, 

The SPEAKER. A vote has been taken on 
the amendment of the gentleman from California, 
(Mr. Burcn.] 

Mr. MAYNARD. Irise to a question of order. 
I understand that my friend from Illinois pro- 
poses to withdraw the amendment which he has 
offered, so as to give us a vote upon the Critten- 
den proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot state what 
the object of the gentleman is. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I understand that is his 
roposition. The point of order I make is, that 
ne has a right to withdraw his proposition, if he 

chooses to do so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The point comes too late, 
as the question has already been decided. 

Mr. SICKLES. I raise a point of order upon 
the gentleman from Tennessee. Heisnotinorder, 

The SPEAKER. Only one point of order at 
a time, gentlemen, if you please. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ifthe Chair decides against 
me, I must appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HICKMAN. The appeal comes too late. 

The SPEAKER, The question has already 
been settled, and the point comes too late. The 
question now is upon the demand for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
point is raised too late, as the question’ was de- 
cided ten minutes ago. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then I suppose the gen- 
tleman can withdraw his proposition by unan- 


imous consent; and certainly, no one will object, į 


unless he is opposed to taking a vote on the Crit- 
tenden propositions. [Cries of “ Object !?’] 
Mr. MALLORY, In order to ascertain the 


sense of the Chair upon a certain matter to which | 
I wish to call his attention, I would ask the Chair |! 


what the effect of sustaining the proposition of the 
gentleman from IHinois will be? Will it not, un- 
der the rules of the House, bring us to a direct 
vote upon the Crittenden propositions ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be to substitute the 
proposition of the gentleman from Hlinois for the 
Crittenden proposition, 


Mr. MALLORY. Then, if it is carried, we 
do not come to a vote upon the Crittenden reso- 
lutions? 

The SPEAKER. We do not. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. The Crittenden 
roposition can be offered in some other place. 
Cries of ‘* Call the roll °] 

Mr. MALLORY, (in the midst of repeated 
cries of “ Order!” and “ Call the roll 1?) F wish 
it understood that I shall vote against the propo- 
sitions of the gentleman from Illinois, because I 

refer the Crittenden plan, and the Speaker has 
informed the House, that if the pending proposi- 
tion is carried, we are precluded from a vote on 
that. Next to the Crittenden proposition, I pre- 
fer that of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CORWIN. I wish to know whether we 
are to vote upon all the propositions of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, or only upon a part? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I insist upon the roll being 
called. 

The SPEAKER. The vote will be taken upon 
all the propositions of the gentleman from Mii- 
nois. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 33, nays 158; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Barr, Briggs, Burch, Horace F. 
Clark, Jobn Cochrane, Cox, John G. Davis, English, Eth- 
eridge, Fouke, Gilmer, J. Morrison Harris, Holman, Wil- 
liam Howard, Junkin, Wiliam Kellogg, Larrabee, Logan, 
Charles D. Martin, MeClernand, McKenty, Montgomery, 


Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Riggs, James C. Robin- 
son, Sickles, Stokes, Stout, Vallandigham, and Webster— 
33 


NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, 
Ashley, Avery, Babbitt, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Bocock, Boteler, Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Bris- 
tow, Brown, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, 
Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, 
Coburn, Colfax, Conkling, Conway, Corwin, Covode, 
James Craig, Burton Craige, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Dunn, Ed- 
gerton, Edmundson, Edwards, Bilion Ely, Farusworth, 
Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, Garnett, Gooch, 
Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hamilton, John ‘I’. Harris, 
Haskin, Hatton, Hickman, Hindman, Hoard, William A. 
Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Jenkins, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Kunkel, 
DeWitt C. Deaeh, James M. Leach, Leake, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, El- 
bert S. Martin, Maynard, MeKean, McKnight, McPherson, 
Millson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, Nix- 
on, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, 
Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, John 
H. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Ruffin, 
Rust, Scranton, Sedgwick, Simms, William N. H. Smith, 
Sonics, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Stevenson, 
James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stratton, ‘Tappan, 
Thayer, Theaker, Thomas, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vance, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cad- 
walader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, 
Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, Wood, Woodruft, 
Woodson, and Wright—158. 


So the resolutions of Mr. KeLLoca, of Illinois, 
were not agreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, said: I distinctly 
prefer the Crittenden proposition to any other; 
but, with pleasure I vote for this proposition, 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, stated that his col- 
league, Mr. ALLEN, was called home to Ohio by 
sickness in his family. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, said: With 
the hope of getting to a vote for the Crittenden 
proposition, which I prefer, and because Mr. KEL- 
LoGG@’s amendment does not settle the slavery 
question so fully, I vote “no.” 

Mr. MAYNARD said: Sorry to be placed in 
anattitude which compels me to vote against this 
proposition, I do it only because it stands in the 
way of the Crittenden proposition. I vote “no,” 

Mr. QUARLES said: Being forced under the 


rules of the House to choose between the Crit- | 


tenden proposition and those offered by Mr. 
Kexxoag, of Illinois, and preferring those of Mr. 
CRITTENDEN, I vote “no.” 


Mr. BRIGGS said: Unwilling to be recorded 


against any proposition which proposes peace | 


and the settlement of our difficulties, and though 


| I prefer the Crittenden propositions, E will change 


my vote, and vote “ay.” 


Mr. WOODSON said: I vote against this prop- |! 


osition without reference to the Crittenden prop- 


the emergency, and unsatisfactory to the only 
section of the Union that is aggrieved. I vote 
no.” 
Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, said: I prefer the 
Crittenden propositions,and therefore I vote **no.? 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM said: As there isa 


j 
i 


| 
| 


li 


prospect that I shall have a chance to vote upon 
oth propositions, I shall vote “ay.” 

Mr. McKENTY said: I prefer the Crittenden 
propositions. I would prefer anything which 
would satisfy the South, and restore peace to the 
country. I vote “ay.” 

Mr. BARR said: For the reasons given by my 
colleague, [Mr, Brices,] I change my vote, and 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. SICKLES said: I prefer the Crittenden 
compromise; but I desire to stand with my friends 
from the North and West upon this vote. They 
having all voted “ay,” I vote “ay.” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. My vote cannot 
endanger the Crittenden propositions; and there- 
fore I change my vote, and vote “ay.” 

Mr. BURCH. For the reasons assigned by 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Sicxixs,] I 
vote “ay.” 

The result was announced as above recorded. 


Mr. BURNETT. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was defeated; and 
also move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the resolutions offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. CLemens.] 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Joint resolution. 

Whereas the Union is in danger; and owing to the un- 
happy divisions existing in Congress, it would be difficult, 
if not impossible, for that body to concur, in both its 
branches, by the requisite majority, so as to enable it either 
to adopt such measures of legislation, or to recommend to 
the States such amendments to the Constitution, as are 
deemed necessary and proper to avert that danger; and 
whereas, in so great an emergency, the opinion and judg- 
ment of the people ought to be heard, and would be the 
best and surest guide to their Representatives: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Renresentatives of 
the United States of America in Congress ussembled, That 
provision ought to be made by law, without delay, for tak- 
ing the sense of the people, and submitting to their vote 
the following resolutions as the basis for the finai and per- 
manent settlement of those disputes that now disturb the 
pence of the country and threaten the existence of the 

nion. 


Joint Resolutions proposing certain amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Whereas serious and alarming dissensions have arisen 
between the northern and southern States, concerning the 
rights and security of the rights of the slaveholding States, 
and especially their rights in the common territory of the 
United States; and whereas it is eminently desirable and 
proper that those dissensions, which now threaten the very 
existence of this Union, should be permanently quicted and 
settled by constitutional provisions which shall do equal 
justice to all sections, and thereby restore to the people that 
peace and good will which ought to prevail between all the 
citizens of the United States : Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of Americain Congress assembled, (two thirds 
of both Houses concurring,) That the following articles be, 
and are hereby, proposed and submitted as amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States, which shall be valid 
to all intents and purposes as part of said Constitution, 
when ratified by conventions of three fourths of the several 
States. 

ART. l. In all the territory of the United States now 
held or hereafter acquired, situate north of the southern 
boundary of Kansas and the northern boundary ot New 
Mexico, slavery or involuntary servitude, except as a pun- 
ishment for crime, is prohibited, while such territory shall 
remain under territorial government. In all the territory 
south of said line now held or hereafter acquired, slavery 
of the African race is hereby recognized as existing, and 
shall not be interfered with by Congress; but shalt be pro- 
tected as property by all the departinents of the territorial 
government during its continuance; and when any Terri- 
tory, north or south of said line, within such boundaries as 
Congress may prescribe, shall contain the population re- 
quisite for a member of Congress, according to the thea 
Federal ratio of representation of the people of the United 
States, it shall, if its form of government be republican, be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the ori- 
ginal States, with or without slavery, as the constitution 
of such new State may provide. 
` ART. 2. Congress shall have no power to abolish slavery 
in places under its exclusive jurisdiction, and situate within 
the limits of States that permit the holding of s 

Arr. 3. Congress shall have no power to abo 
within the Distriet of Columbia so long as it e 
adjoining States of Virginia and Maryland, or either, nor 
without the consent of the inhabitants, nor without just 
compensation first made to such owners of slaves as do not 
consent to such abolishment. Nor shail Congress at any 
time prohibit ofticers of the Federal Government, or mem- 
bers of Congress, whose duties require them to be in said 


+} District, from bringing with them their slaves, and holding 
! ositions, and because I believe it is inadequate to | 


them as such, during the time their duties may require 
them to remain there, and afterwards taking them from the 
District. 

ART. 4, Congress shall have no power to prohibit, or hin- 
der the transportation of slaves from one State to another, 
or toa Verritory in which slaves are by law permitted to 
be held, whether that transportation be by land, navigable 
rivers, or by the sea, 

ART. 5. That, in addition to the provisions of the third 
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paragraph of the second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution of the United States, Congress shall have 
power to provide by law, and it shall be its duty so to pro- 
vide, that the United States shall pay to the owner who 
shall apply for it, the full value of his fugitive slave, in all 
cases, when the marshal, or other officer, whose duty it 
was to arrest said fugitive, was prevented from so doing by 
violence or intimidation, or when, after arrest, said fugi- 
tive was rescued by force, and the owner thereby prevented 
and obstructed in the pursuit of his remedy for the recov- 
ery of his fugitive slave, under the said clause of the Con- 
stitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof. Andin 
all cases, when the United States shall pay for such fugi- 
tive, they shall have the power to reimburse themselves by 
imposing and collecting.a tax on the county or city in which 
said violence, intimidation, or rescue was committed, equal 
in amount to the sum paid by them, with the addition of 
interest and the costs of collection; and the said county or 
city, after it has paid said amountto the United States, may, 
for its indemnity, sue and recover from the wrong-doers or 
rescuers, by whom the owner was prevented from the re- 
covery of his fugitive slave, in like manner as the owner 
himself might have sued and recovered. 

Arr. 6. No future amendment of the Constitution shall 
affect the five preceding articles, nor the third paragraph 
of the second section of the first article of the Constitution, 
nor the third paragraph of the second section of the fourth 
article of said Constitution; and no amendment shalt be 
made to the Constitution which will authorize or give to 
Congress any power to abolish or interfere with slavery in 
any of the States by whose laws it is or may be allowed or 
permitted. 

Arr. 7. Sec. 1. The elective franchise and the right to 
hold ofice, whether Federal, State, territorial, or munici- 
pai, shall not be exercised by persons who are, in whole or 
in part, of the African race, 

Sec, 2, The United States shall have power to acquire, 
from time to time, districts of country in Africa and South 
America, for the colonization, at the expense of the Fed- 
eral Treasury, of such free negroes and miulattoes as the 
several States may wish to have removed from their limits, 
and from the District of Columbia, and such other places 
as may be under the jurisdiction of Congress. 

Aud whereas also, besides those causes of dissension em- 
braced in the foregoing amendments proposed to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, there are others which come 
within the jurisdiction of Congress, and may be remedicd 
by its legislative power; and whereas itis the desire of Con- 
gress, as far as its power will extend, to remove all just 
cause for the popular discontent and agitation which now 
disturb the peace of the country and threaten the stability 
of its institutions: Therefore, 

1. Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the jaws now in force for the recovery of fugitive slaves 
are in strict pursuance of the plain and mandatory provis- 
ions of the Constitution, and have been sanctioned as valid 
and constitutional by the judgment of the Supreme Court 
of the United States ; that the slaveholding States are en- 
titled to the faithful observance and execution of those laws, 
and that they ought not to be repealed, or so modified or 
changed as to impair their efficiency ; and that laws ought 
to be made for the punishment of those who attempt, by 
rescue of the slave, or other illegal means, to hinder or de- 
feat the due execution of said laws. 

2 That all State laws which conflict with the fugitive 
slave acts, or any other constitutional acts of Congress, or 
which, in their operation, impede, hinder, or delay the free 
course and due execution of any of said acts, are null and 
void by the plain provisions of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. Yet those State faws, void as they are, have 
given color to practices, and jed to consequences which 
have obstructed the due administration and execution of 
acts of Congress, and especially the acts for the delivery of 
fugitive slaves, and have thereby contributed much to the 
discord and commotion now prevailing. Congress, there- 
fore, in the present perilous juncture, does not deem it im- 
proper, respectfully ang earnestly, to recommend the repeal 
of those laws to the several States which have enacted 
them, or such legislative corrections or explanations of 
them as may prevent their being used or perverted to such 
mischievous purposes. 

3. That the act of the 18th of September, 1850, commonly 
called the fugitive slave law, ought to be so amended as to 
make the fee of the commissioner, mentioned in the eighth 
section of the act, equal in amount, in the cases decided by 
hin, whether his decision be in favor of or against the 
claimant. And to avoid misconstruction, the last clause 
of the fifth section of said act, which authorizes the person 
holding a warrant for the arrest or detention of a fugitive 
slave to summon to his aid the posse comitatus, and which 
declares it to be the duty of all good citizens to assist him 
in its execution, ought to be so amended as to expressly 
Jimit the authority and duty to cases in which there shall 
be resistance, or danger of resistance or rescue. 


4. That the laws for the suppression of the African slave i 


trade, and especially those prohibiting the importation of 
slaves into the United States, ought to be made effectual, 
and ought to be thoroughly executed, and all further enact- 
ments necessary to those ends ought to be promptly made. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Upon those resolutions I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It is known, I suppose, to 
most members of the House, informaily and un- 
officially, that what is known as the peace con- 
ference, to which the country has been looking 
for several days, has concluded its labors and dis- 
solved. [Cries of * Order!’?] I desire to makea 
proposition. 

Mr. BINGHAM, and others, objected. 

Mr. MAYNARD. | havea right to make a 
proposition. 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I[ call the 


gentleman to order, and insist upon the enforce- 
ment of the rules. i 

Mr.MAYNARD (amid loud cries of“ Order!) 
moved to postpone the vote upon the pending 
propositions until to-morrow after the morning 
hour. f 
The motion was not agreed to. 
_ The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 113; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, William C, Anderson, Avery, 
Barr, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, 
Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, 
John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, 
English, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, Hamilton, J. 
Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Holman, Wil- 
liam Howard, Hughes, Jenkins, Kunkel, Larrabee, James 
M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Maclay, Mallery, Charles D. 
Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McKenty, 
Milson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Isaac N. Morris, 
Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Rust, Sickles, Simms, William 
Smith, William N. H, Smith, Stevenson, James A. Stew- 
art, Stokes, Stout, Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Web- 
ster, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—890. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Ash- 
ley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffin- 
ton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, 
Carier, Case, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conk- 
ling, Conway, Corwin, Covode, Hl. Winter Davis, Dawes, 
Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Bth- 
eridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale, Wall, Helmiek, Hickman, 
Hindman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutch- 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kel- 
logg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, 
Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, Mce- 
Knight, MePherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, Nixon, Olin, 
Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pouer, Pottle, Edwin R. 
Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, 
Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stevens, William Stewart, Stratton, ‘lappan, Thayer, 
Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burn, Eilihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, 
Wood, and Woodruft—113. 

So the resolutions were not agreed to. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. CURTIS stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Anverson, of Missouri, who was absent in 
consequence of illness in his family. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE (when his name was called) 
said: I understand this proposition to apply to fu- 
ture acquisitions of territory; and F therefore 
vote no.” . 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, (when his name was 
called,) said: This proposition does not exactly 
meet my views of policy; but I consider it the 
best thing before the country for the settlement 
of our present difficulties and the preservation of 
the Union; and I therefore vote “ay.” 

Mr. JENKINS (when his name was called) 
said: This proposition does not command my as- 
sent, as a permanent settlement of the question; 
but in obedience to what I believe to be the will 
of my people, I vote “ay.” , 

Mr. MeCLERNAND (when his name was 
called) said: I vote for this proposition asa mat- 
ter of concession, and not because I approve of all 
its provisions. i 

Mr. STOKES (when his name was called) 
said: I am in favor of all compromise measures, 
I shall vote for this proposition; but I shall enter 
my protest against the provision in regard to ter- 
ritory hereafter to be acquired. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Loving my country with my 
whole heart, and desiring its peace and the pres- 
ervation of the Union, I will yield whatever ob- 
jections I have to this Crittenden proposition,and 
vote “ay,” in order that the people may havean 
opportunity of passing judgment upon it. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. As this is 
a substitute for Mr. Corwin’s proposition, and a 
much better one, and especially as it relates to 
territory hereafter to be acquired, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. GARNETT. For the same reasons, al- 
though not approving of the proposition itself as 
anything like sufficient, 1 vote “Say.” 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Understanding that 
this and kindred propositions are to be submitted 
to the people, and that they can adopt or reject 
them, I vote ‘‘ay.’’ I am willing to trust them 
with the question; and shall reserve the right my- 
self, as an individual, to act upon them hereafter 
as my judgment may approve, if they should be 
adopted by the House. _ 2 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Iam against the 
resolutions, but I will vote for them now. 

Mr. GURLEY (who was not within the bar 
when his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. : 


= > 
Mr. GURLEY: stated thatif he had-been enti- 
tled to vote, he should have voted in the negative. 
The result of the voie was announced as above 
recorded. : SA Pa 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, moved to i 
consider the vote by which the substitute > 
rejected; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. : Ee 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GROW. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House, that the bills from the Senate organ- 
izing the Territories of Nevada and Dakota may 
be printed. 

Mr. THOMAS. Tobject. - 

Mr.GROW. Then you will have to 
them without their being printed. ; 

The question. recurred upon ordering the first 
series of resolutions reported from the committee 
of thirty-three to be engrossed, and read a third 
time. . i 

The resolutions are as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress.assembled, That all 
attempts on the parts of the Legisiatures of any of the:States 
to obstruct or hinder the recovery and surrender of fugitives 
from service or labor, are in derogation of the Constitution 
of the United States, inconsistent with the comity and good 
neighborhood that should prevail among the several States, 
and dangerous to the peace of the Union. č 

Resolved, That the several States be respectfully re- 
quested to cause their statutes to be revised, with a view 
to ascertain if any of them are in conflict with or tènd to 
embarrass or hinder the execution of the laws of the United 
States, made in pursuance of the second section of the 
fourth article of the Constitution of the United States for 
the delivery up of persons held to labor by the laws of any 
State and escaping therefrom; and the Senate and House 
of Representatives earnestly request that all enactments 
having such tendency be forthwith repeated, as required | 
by a just sense of constitutional obligations, and by a due 
regard for the peace of the Republic; and the President of 
the United States is requested to communicate these reso- 
jutions to the Governors of the several States, with a re- 
quest that they will lay the same before the Legislatures 
thereof respectively. > 

Resolved, That we recognize slavery as now existing in 
fifteen of the United States by the usages and laws of those 
States; and we recognize no authority, legally or other- 
wise, outside of a State where it so exists, to interfere 
with slaves or slavery in such States, in disregard of the 
rights of their owners or the peace of society. 

Resolved, That werecognize the justice and propriety of 
a faithful execution of the Constitution, and laws made in 
pursuance thereof, on the subject of fugitive slaves, ‘or fu- 
gitives from service or Jabor, and discountenance all moba 
or hindrances to the exechtion of such laws, and thag citi- 
zens of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges and 
immunities of citizens in the several States. 

Resolved, That we recognize no such conflicting elements‘ 
in its composition, or sufficient cause ‘from any source, for 
a dissolution of this Government; that we were not sent 
here to destroy, but to sustain and. harmonize the institu- 
tions of the country, and to see that equal justice is: done 
to all parts of the same; and finally, to perpetuate its ex- 
istence on terms of equality and justice to all the States. 

Resolved, That a falthful observance, on the part of ali 
the States, of all their constitutional obligations to each 
other and to the Federal Government, is essential to the 
peace of the country. 

Resolved, That it is the daty of the Federal Government 
to enforce the Federal Jaws, protect the Federal property, 
and preserve the Union of these States. 

Resolved, That each State be requested to revise its stat- 
utes, and, if necessary, so to amend the same as to secure, 
without legislation by Congress, to citizens. of other States 
traveling therein, the same protection as citizens of such 
State enjoy; andalse to protect the citizens of other States 
traveling or sojourning therein against popular violence or 
illegal summary punishment, without trial in due form of 

law, for imputed crimes. 

Resolved, That each State be also respectfully requested 
to enact such laws as will prevent and punish any attempt 
whatever in such State to recognize or set on foot the law- 
less invasion of any other State or Territory. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit 
copies of the foregoing resolutions to the Governors of the 
several States, with a request that they be communicated 
to their respective Legislatures. g 


Mr. BURNETT. Are we entitled to a division 
of these resolutions? f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes 
the chair.) The Chair understands not. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 desire to submit a motion 
that is in order. The resolutiong are very long, 
and we shall have to take a great many votes. l 
move to lay them upon the table. 1 speak only 
of the first series of resolutions, 

Mr. COX, I call for the yeas and nays on that 
motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
lay the whole subject on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The whole sub- 
ject is not now before the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


vote upon 


in 


I move to 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PATTON, 
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one of their clerks, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
338) to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate 
and fix the duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses; and had receded from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the tenth 
amendment of the Senate to said bill. 

The question was then taken on. Mr, SHER- 
man’s motion; and it was decided in the negative 
—yeas 66, nays 126; as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Avery, Beaie, Bingham, 
Blair, Blake, Branch, Buftinton, Burlingame, Burnett, 
Butterfield, Carey, Case, Conway, Covode, Burton Craige, 
Dawes, De Jarnette, Duell, Edgerton, Edmundson, Eliot, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Garnett, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hick- 
man, Hindman, Hughes, Hutchins, Jenkins, Kunkel, De- 
Witt C. Leach, Leake, Lovejoy, McKean, Potter, Pryor, 
Edwin R. Reynolds, Ruffin, Rust, Sedgwick, Sherman, 
William Smith, Somes, Spinner, Tappan, Thomas, Tomp- 
kins, Train, Vandever,Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, 
Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, and Wrigtt—66. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, William C, Anderson, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, 
Boteler, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch, 
Burnham, Campbell, Carter, Horace F. Clark, John B. 
Clark, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Colfax, 
Conkling, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, H. Winter Davis, 
John G. Davis, Delano, Dimmick, Dunn, Edwards, Ely, 
English, Etheridge, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, 
Gilmer, Graham, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, 
John ‘I’. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, Holman, William 
Howard, William A, Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, 
James M. Leach, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Ma- 
clay, Malory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. Mar- 
tin, Maynard, McClernand, MeKenty, MeKnight, McPher 

_ son, Millson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nel- 
son, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, 
Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pottle, Quarles, John H. Reynolds, 
Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James ©. Robinson, 
Royee, Scranton, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, 
Spaulding, Stanton, Stevens, Stevenson, James A. Stew- 
art, William Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Thayer, 
‘Trimble, Vallandigham, Vance, Verree, Webster, Wood, 
and Woodrufft—126. ` 

So the House refused to lay the resolutions 
upon the table. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called) 
said: I vote against laying this entire series of 
resolutions on the table, as there are many of 
them which I approve; but I must and do protest 

„against the passage of the third resolution in the 
series. I can’never vote for it, sir,as the doctrine 
of that resolution places slavery in the States en- 
tirely without the pale of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, (when his 
name was called,) said: Believing these resolu- 
tions to be a delusion and a snare, intended to, 
cheat the border slave States, I vote “ay ”’ 

Mr. SIMMS (when his name was calléd) said: 
I shall vote against laying the resolutions upon the 
table; but I protestagainst the resolution indorsing 
the doctrine of coercion. i ; 

Mr, BURNETT (when his name was called) 
said: These resolutions are simply declaratory, 
and nothing else. I cannot vote for them, be- 
cause they will not satisfy my people. I there- 
fore vote to lay them upon the table. 

The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded, 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to state that I 
understand there is on the Speaker’s table a com- 
munication from the president of the peace con- 
ference. J ask the unanimous consent of the 
House that it be taken up and read. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I understand that 
the first and last of the resolutions in this series, 
as printed in the report, are not before the House. 
Am I right? {understand that they are simply 
resolutions thatavere passed by the committee for 
their own guidance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Ohio Is correct. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [ask thatthe joint 
resolutions be consulted on that point. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Theresoluionsshow them- 
selves, ‘ 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The resolutions 
show that they are all before the House. 

Mr. CORWIN. I will state to the gentleman 
from New York, as I have already stated to the 
House, that there was a mistake made by the 
Clerk as to the order in which they were printed. 


The gentleman 


I hope the House will not order the yeas and 
nays on these resolutions, but that they will be 
passed. : 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I do not want the 
yeas and nays on them. N 

Mr. CORWIN. I call for the question on the 
resolutions. ae 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
on ordering the resolutions to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. On that I call for the 
yeas and nays. aw . . 
Mr. HICKMAN. I call for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I rise to make an 
inquiry. If the resolutions be ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, will there not be 
another vote on their passage? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then I suggest 
that we defer taking the vote by yeas and nays 
till we come to vote on the passage of the resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. CORWIN. No one wants the yeas and 


nays except on the passage of the resolutions. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I withdraw the call for į 


the yeas and nays. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Did Tunderstand the Chair || 


to decide that the resolutions cannot be divided ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
so decided. 

Mr. BARR. Jobject toany gentleman making 
a motion now. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I believe J have the floor. 
I want to understand whether the Chair bases 
that decision on the fact that the previous ques- 
tion has been called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair bases 
it on the fact that these are a series of resolutions 
connected together like the several sections of a 
bill, and therefore indivisible. 

Mr. WINSLOW. But in case of one of those 
being stricken out, the others can stand inde- 
pendently. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. There is but one 
enacting clause, and it embraces all the resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I submit to the Chair that 
the rule is, that any proposition can be divided 
where the striking out ofa part, on which a sep- 
arate vote is called, will leave the rest an inde- 
pendent and substantial proposition. And the 

peaker will recollect that, before the previous 
question was called, J asked for a division of the 
question; and he decided that it should be had. 

Mr. COX. In the case of a joint resolution, 
there cannot be a division. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair under- 
stands that the proposition of the gentleman from 
North Carolina is applicable to a simple resolu- 
tion of the House, but not a series of resolutions, 
composing one joint resolution, like this now 
before the House. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I call for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the resolutions to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. GROW. Ihope the yeas and nays will 
not be ordered on engrossing. There is no use in 
using up the time of the House in this way. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. [hope the House will order 
the yeas and nays, and give them every time 

Mr. BOCOCK. I rise to a question of order. 
I understand these are joint resolutions, to be 
passed by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives. The first resolution purports to be a sim- 
ple resolution of the House merely. F under- 
stand that to be in the nature of a preamble. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not be- 
fore the House at this time. 

Mr.BURNETT. If lunderstand the pending 
proposition, it is the declaratory resolutions of 
the series first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Kentucky is correct in his understanding. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I desire to make an 
inquiry of the Chair. These are separate and 
distinct resolutions containing declarations of sep- 


| arate and distinct propositions. Can we not have 


separate voles upon them ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At this stage in 
the passage of bills and joint resolutions there 
may be, by a special rulc, a division called on 
questions of internal improvement, but on no 
others. 


Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from North 
Carolina having called for a division, and the res- 
olutions containing separate and distinct proposi- 
tions, F hold that we have a right to vote on each 
of these resolutions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the previous . 
question was not operating, the gentleman might 
obtain his object by moving an amendment to 
strike out any one of the resolutions. 

Mr. SICKLES. Is it in order to make sucha 
motion now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous 
question cuts off such a motion at this stage of the 
question. 

Mr. SIMMS. [rise to a pointof order. I wish 
to make this inquiry of the Chair: cannot a divis~ 
ion of the question be had by consent ofthe House? 
T am willing to vote on each proposition, andsup- 
pose that every member of the House wishes to 
vote intelligently on all the propositions. I sup- 
pose that, by common consent, a division can be 
had. Am F correct? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. 
mous consent. 

Mr. BINGHAM and others objected. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
srossed,and reada third time;and being engrossed, 
It was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I now call for a division of 
the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
decided that they are not divisible. 

Mr. KUNKEL. TI understand that the previous 
question exhausts itself with the engrossment and 
third reading. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The opinion of 
the Chair was based on the character of the sub- 
ject-matter, as well as on the fact that the previous 
question was operating. 

Mr. CORWIN. I move the previous question 
on the passage of the resolution, 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will give us a separate vote on these resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. CORWIN. If they can be divided, I have 
no objection, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BURNETT. There are some of these 
resolutions which I am willing to vote for; but 
there are some, which from the obscure language 
in which they are couched, I cannot vote for. 

Several Memprrs objected to debate. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I submit the point of order 
that, before the previous question was demanded 


Yes, by unani- 


| on the passage of the resolutions by the gentle- 


man from Ohio, I called for a division of the 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
decided that the resolutions are not subject to 
division. Does the gentleman from Maryland 
appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. KUNKEL. I do appeal. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iinsist that the appeal is 
taken too late. I understand the Chair to have 
made that decision ten minutes ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair has 
made his point anew at a different stage. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to lay the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_The question recurred on seconding the pre- 
vious question. z 

Mr. BURNETT called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. BRANCH. I rise to make a motion, 
which I take to be always in order. I move, as 
the only mode of expressing my dissent from a 
certain portion of this resolution, to lay on the 
table the following resolution: 

Resolved, That itis the duty of the Federal Government 
to enforce the Federal laws, proteet the Federal property, 
and preserve the Union of these States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
can move to lay the whole subject on the table, 
but not a part. 

Mr. BRANCH. I move to lay this part of it 
on the table; and I take it for granted that carries 
the whole series with it. But I havea right to 
confine my motion to these three linces. The effect 
may be as the Chair states; but still I make that 
motion, 

Mr. HICKMAN. Trise to a question of order. 
I submit that, to admit such a motion would be 
equivalent to an amendment, which is not in 
order under the operation of the previous question. 
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‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sus- 
tains the question of order; and decides the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina to be 
out of order. f 

The previous question was seconded; and ‘the 

, main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. COX., I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—ayes 136, nays 53; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, Barret, Beale, 
Botcler, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch, 
Burnett, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, John B. 
Clark, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, Jobn Cochrane, Colfax, 
Conkling, Corwin, Covode, Cox, James Craig, H. Winter 
Davis, John G. Davis, Delano, Dimmick, Dunn, Edwards, 
Ely, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, Foster, Fouke, 
French, Gilmer, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Ham- 
ilton, J. Morrison Harris, John 'T. Harris, Haskin, Hatton, 
Heimick, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. 


Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 


William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, 
James M. Leach, Lee, Logan, Longneeker, Loomis, Ma- 
clay, Mallory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, Me- 
Clernand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, 
Millson, Montgomery, Laban ‘I’. Moore, Moorhead, Mor- 
rill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, 
Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, 
Phelps, Porter, Pottle, Quarles, John U1. Reynolds, Rice, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, 
Scranton, Sherman, Sickles, Sinuns, William N. H. Smith, 
Spaulding, Stanton, Stevenson, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stout, Stratton, Thayer, Tompkins; Train, Trimble, Vallan- 
digham, Vance, Verree, Waldron, Walton, Webster, Wil- 
son, Windom, Wood, and Woodruff—136. $ 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Avery, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Bocock, Branch, Buffinton, Burlingame, Carey, 
Case, Conway, Burion Craige, Dawes, De Jarnette, Duell, 
Edmundson, Eliot, Fenton, Garnett, Gooch, Hickman, 
Hindman, Hughes, Hutchins, Jenkins, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Leake, Lovejoy, Elbert S, Martin, Potter, Pryor, Edwin R. 
Reynolds, Ruffin, Rust, Sedgwick, William Smith, Somes, 
Spinner, Stevens, James A. Stewart, Tappan, Thomas, 
Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Wells, Whiteley, Winslow, and Woodson—s3, 

So the joint resolutions were passed. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BRABSON said: If lam permitted to ex- 
plain my vote, I will say that, as a general prop- 
osition, [ believe it is the duty of this Government 
to enforce the laws; but, under present circum- 
stances, I believe that it would be very impru- 
dent, very improper, and dangerous to the liber- 
ties of the American people to enforce the laws 
against the seceding States. With that explana- 
tion I vote “ay.” 

Mr. BURCH. The last resolution makes a 
declaration of fact which I know nothing about, 
and therefore cannot indorse, With that expla- 
nation I vote “ay.” ; 

Mr. BURNETT. I am willing to vote for 
these declaratory resolutions with the exception 
of the fourth, the eighth, and the last; but being 
compelled to vote upon the series as a whole, 
protesting against the resolutions I have named, 
I vote “ay.” 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. Protesting 
against the third resolution, as not recognizing 
property in slaves under the Constitution, in ex- 
press terms; as also against any expression in 
theseventh resolution that might be construed into 
aright to eperce a State, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. QUARLES said: I desired, sir, that this 
series of resolutions should be divided, so as to 
take a separate vote on each one; but the Chair 
having decided they were indivisible, and must 
be voted on as a whole, I again protest against 
the passage of the third resolution, and any sup- 
posed construction of the seventh resolution in 
the series, which would commit me to the doctrine 
that the General Government has the right, by 
armed force, to make war upon, or subjugate any 
one of the States of the Union. Most of the res- 
olutions I heartily indorse. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I object to all these inter- 
ruptions. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Construing these 
resolutions to have no reference to coercion, I 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. VANCE. Protesting against two of this 
series of resolutions, but having no opportunity 
of voting on them separately, I vote “ay.” 

Mr, WOODSON. Do I understand there can 
be no division of these resolutions? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
so decided. 

Mr. WOODSON. I have just come into the 
House, and } want information. Am I bound to 
vote for the resolutions oragainstthem,as a whole? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
on the passage of the scries of resolutions. 

Mr. WOODSON. For the reason that I can- 
not indorse or subscribe to some of these resolu- 
tions, I vote “ no.” 

Mr. SIMMS. I do not indorse all tlie resolu- 
tions upon which I am now required to vote. The 
chairman of the committee having decided incor- 
rectly, as I believe, that we are not entitled toa 
division of the question, while I shall record 
my vote in the affirmative, I shall do it protesting 
against two of the resolutions, especially the one 
in reference to coercion. That doctrine I never 
will vote for or sustain, either here or clsewhere. 
While I live, my hands shall never be stained 
with a brother’s blood; nor shall civil war ever 
be inaugurated in this land by my consent. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Not concurring in the first 
of these resolutions, I still vote for them asa 
whole. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I concur in most of the res- 
olutions of this series; but inasmuch as I cannot 
have them divided, I vote “no.” @ 

Mr. FLORENCE. Adopting the good in these 
resolutions, and rejecting the bad; regarding them 
as unsubstantial in their character; still, as they 
contain many good declarations, I will vote in the 
affirmative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is out of order. 

Mr. CARTER. Protesting against some of 
theexpressions in these resolutions, I vote “ay.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘ Debate is not in 
order. 

Mr. BROWN. Having other objections to the 
resolutions, and especially protesting against such 
of them as seem to favor coercion, but approving 
them in the main, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Am I permitted 
to qualify my vote? 

a he SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate is in 
order. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I answer, that I 
do not propose to debate. I simply propound the 
question to the Chair, whether I may be permit- 
ted to qualify my vote? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order but to-vote. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the unani- 
mons consent of the H ouse to qualify my vote. 

Several Memsers objected. 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. Protesting 
against the coercion clause of one of these reso- 
lutions, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The gentleman 
from North Carolina is out of order; but I think 
the same thing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Jam for some of these 
resolutions and against others. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
in order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I know all about that. 
I desire to be excused from voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.  Itisnotin order 
to move to be excused from voting during a call 
of the roll. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, sir, I will just 
state that I am for some of these resolutions, and 
against some of them; but I am for more than I 
am against. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
is out of order. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolutions were passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

_ The latter motion was agreed to. 


N SLAVERY IN THE STATES. 


The SPEAKER stated the next business in 
order to be the joint resolution to amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States, reported by the 
select committec of thirty-three. 

The resolution was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembied, {two 
thirds ofboth Houses concurring,) That the following article 
be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as an 
amendment to the Constitution ofthe United States, which, 
when ratified by three fourths of said Legislatures, shall be 
valid, to all intentsand purposes, as a part of the said Con- 
stitution, namely: ; 

Arr. 12, No amendment of this Constitution having 
i for its object any interference within the States with the 


The gentleman 


Nothing is in 


Debate is not 


relation between their citizens and those describéd in scé- 

tion second of the first article of the Constitution ag tati 

other persons,” shall originate with any State that, aotanp: : 
e 


recognize that relation within fts own limits} or-shall 
valid without the assent of every one of the States č 
posing the Union. Sep ee 


Mr. CORWIN. Before the pievious ques 


is called upon the engrossment and third reading 


of the joint resolation, I propose to submit. the 
amendment which I é 
Mr. TAPPAN. 
the Chair, with the permission of the 
from Ohio. [Cries of “ Object 1] : 
The amendment was read, as follows: |. 


Strike out the amendment proposed in the joint resolu- 
tion, and insert, in Jieu thereof, as follows: 


roposed the other day. 04 
wish to make'an inquiry of. 
gentleman ` 


Arr. 12. No amendment shali be made.to the Constitu- 
tion which will authorize or give to Congress the power to’, 


abolish or interfere, within. any State, with the domestic: 
institutions thereof, including that of persons. held to labor: 


or service by the laws of said State. 


Mr. TAPPAN. Now I want to inquire whether: 


the Chair decides that, if the previous question is 
not seconded, I can then be allowed to offer a sub- 
stitute for the joint resolution? n 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendments will 
be in order, in case the previous question is not 
sustained. ; 

Mr. TAPPAN. Then I hope the’ call: for the 
previous question will be voted down. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table; and upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KILGORE. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
state the business before the House. The question 
is on ordering the joint resolution to be engrossed 
and read a third time. The gentleman from Ohio 
has submitted an amendment, and called the pre- 
vious question. Pending the call forthe previous 
question, thegentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to lay the whole subject on the table, and calls 
the yeas and nays upon that motion. : 

Mr. KILGORE. My point of order is, that 
the gentleman from Ohio, who has control of this 
matter, offered an amendment a few days ago, 
when it was not in order, because the resolution 
was not before the House; he now states that he 


offered an amendment the other day and calls the. 


previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Ohio has offered an amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will submit to the geytle- 


man from Ohio himself whether he did not make’ 
My point: 
of order is this: that, unless he offered the amend- 


precisely the statement T have made. 


ment when it was in order, it is not now legiti- 
mately before the House. ' 
The SPEAKER pro tempore: The Chair under- 


| stands the usual parliamentary courtesy to be, 


that the gentleman from Ohio, chairman of the 
select committee of thirty-three, should be~rec- 
ognized under such circumstances. The Chair 
understood the gentleman from Ohio to offer an 
amendment. If he did not offer an amendment, 
he will say so. f 

Mr. KILGORE. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Ohio to state whether my statement is not 
correct, ' 

Mr. CORWIN. I certainly did offer an amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. GROW. Let me make a suggestion. A 
vote can be taken on the proposition of the mi- 
nority of the committee without in any way being 


The Chair wilt 


Pe 


considered as a substitute for that of the majority. ` 


I trust, therefore, that a vote will be given on it, 
Mr. KILGORE. I do not yield the floor. 
[Cries of ** Vote P?  Vote!’"] 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. 
further discussion. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I call to order. 
We of this side are in order now, while those on 
the other side are exceedingly confused and dis- 
orderly. [Laughter.] i; 

Mr. GROW. Let me make my statement. 
Let us have a vole on the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, and then upon that of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire. That will avoid 
the present difficulty. : 

Mr. TAPPAN. [I object to this debate. 

Mr. KILGORE. Who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is notin 
order, the previous question having been called. 

The question then recurred on ordering the yeas 
and nays on Mr. Hicxman’s motion to lay upon 
the table. ; 


I object.to any 


1264 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HICKMAN. 1 demand tellers on the 


yeas and nays. f 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Crate of 
Missouri, and Hickman,,were appointed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; the tellers 
having reported ayes thirty-three, more than one 
fifth of a quorum. 

On motion of Mr. PEYTON, the amendment 
was again read, penn 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 68, nays 121; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffiuton; Burlingame, Burn- 
ham, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, Conway, Covode, 
Dawes, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Prank, French, Gooch, Grow, Gur- 
ley, Haskin, Hickman, Hindman, Hutchins, Irvine, De- 
WittC. Lerch, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mars- 
ton, Charles D. Martin, McKean, Morse, Perry, Potter, 
Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Royce, Sedgwick, Somes, 
Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, Tappan, ‘Tompkins, 
Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washburn, Eilihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, 
and Woodruff—68. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Wiliam ©. Anderson, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, 
Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bris- 
tow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Butterfield, Campbell, Horace 
F; Ciark, John B. Clark, Clark B. Cochrane, John Coch- 
rane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, 
Delano, Dimmick, Dunn, Edmundson, English, Etheridge, 
Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, 
J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, 
Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Jenkins, Junkin, William Kelogg, Kenyon, 
Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Lesie, 
Logan, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert S, Martin, Maynard, Me- 
Clernand, MeKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, 
Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy 
Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, 
Olin, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, Quarles, John 
H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. 
Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Scranton, Sickles, Simms,William 
N. fi. Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevenson, James A. 
Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Thayer, Thomas, ‘I'rain, 
Trimble, Vatlandighain, Vance, Verree, Webster, White- 
ley, Winslow, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—121, 

So the House refused to lay the subject upon 
the table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. HINDMAN said: When I voted no,” 
at the regular call of my name, it was under the 
impression that a direct vote was being taken. 
Ascertaining now that the pending motion is to 
lay on the table, | change my vote to “ay.” I 
am not willing to commit myself to this proposi- 
tion standing by itself. It seems to be merely an 
assertion of aright not controverted. When a 
general and just plan of settlement is offered, giv- 
ing the South all ber rights, I will sustain it. But 
1 shallunder no circumstances vote for half-way 
measures, 

‘The vote was announced as above recorded. 

The question then recurred on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. KILGORE. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question, [Cries of“ Order t] , 

Mr. CORWIN. 1I must decline to withdraw it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am extremely sorry that 
the gentleman is so very careful and tender of this 
bantling of his old age that he will allow nothing 
else to be placed in the nursery with it, 

Mr. STANTON. [call the gentleman to order. 
Let us have a vote. ; 

Mr. KILGORE. I hope, then, that the demand 
for the previous question will not be seconded. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. PHELPS. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 120, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Al- 
drich, William C. Anderson, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, 
Bocock, Boteler, Brabson, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Bureh, 
Burnett, Butterfield, Campbell, Horace F. Clark, John B. 
Clark, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Colfax, | 
Corwin, Cox, James Craig, H. Winter Davis, Jobn G. Davis, |} 
Dawes, DeJamette, Delano, Dimmick, Dunn, Edmundson, 
English, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Gilmer, Hale, Hall, 
Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, 
Helmiek, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, Wiliam A. 


Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Jenkins, Junkin, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Wiliam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
Kunkel, Larrabee, Jame: . Leach, Leake, Logan, Mal- 
lory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Ma 
nard, MeCiernand, Me Kenty, McKnight, Me Pherson, Mi 
son, Mongomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill 
Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack | 
Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, |! 
Quarics, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Rob- i 


por) 


inson, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Seranton, Sickies, i! 


Simms, William N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Steven- 
son, James A. Stewart; Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Thayer, 
Thomas, Trimble, Vance, Verree, Walton, Webster, 
Windom, Woodson, and Wright—120. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, 
Carter, Case, Conkling, Conway, Duell, Edgerton, Ed- 
wards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, Gooch, 
Graham, Grow, Hickman, Hindman, Hutchins, Irvine, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
McKean, Perry, Pettit, Potter, Pottie, Edwin H. Reynolds, 
Royce, Sedgwick, Somes, Spinner, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Tappan, Tompkins, Train, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Eltihu B. 
Washburme, Wells, Wilson, Winslow, and Woodruff—61. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


During the vote Messrs. WHITELEY, GAR- 
NETT, and ADRAIN, (not being within the bar 
when their names were called,) asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Messrs. Aprarms and Garnetr would have 
voted in the affirmative, and Mr. Wuite ey in the 
negative. 

The vole was announced as above recorded. 

The question then recurred on the engrossment 
and third reading of the resolution as amended. 

Mr. WINSLOW. ft demand the yeasand nays. 

Mr. HATTON. The yeas and nays are not 
necessary now. We will have to take them upon 
the passage of the resolution in order to show the 
two thirds required by the Constitution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

‘Fhe resolution as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read a third time. 

Mr. PHELPS, I demand the previous question 
on the passage of the resolution. 


The previous question was seconded and the | 


main question ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The resolution, as amended, was read by the 
Clerk. 

Mr, LOVEJOY. Does that include polygamy, 
the other “twin relic of barbarism?” (Laughter.] 

Mr. PHELPS. Does the gentleman desire to 
know whether he shall be prohibited from com- 
mitting that crime. (Renewed laughter.] 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 123, nays 71: as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, William C. Anderson, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, 
Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bris- 
tow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Campbell, Horace F. Clark, 
John B. Clark, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Col- 
fax, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, H. Winter 
Davis, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Delano, Dimmick, 
Dunn, Edmundson, English, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, 
Garnett, Gilmer, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, 
John Y; Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, Holman, William 
Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Jen- 
kins, Junkin, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, Kun- 
kel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Maclay, 
Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, 
McClernand, McKenty, McKnight, MePherson, Miilson, 
Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, 
Noell, Olin, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, Quarles, John 
Il. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C., 
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Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Seranton, Sickles, Simms, Wiliam 


I demand 


N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevenson, James A. j 


Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, ‘hayer, Tomkins, Trim- 
ble, Vallandigham, Vance, Verree, Webster, Whiteley, 
Windom, Winslow, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—-123. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burn- 
hain, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, Conkting, 
Conway, Covode, Dawes, Ducli, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Guriey, Hiekiman, Hutchins, Fr- 
vine, Francis W., Kellogg, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, 
Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, MeKean, Morse, 
Perry, Pettit, Potter, Potte, Edwin R. Reynolds, Royce, 
Sedgwick, Somes, Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, 
Tappan, Tompkins, Train, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, 
Waidron, Walton, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Elfihu B. 
Washburne, Wells, Wilson, and Woodruff~—71. 

So the resolution was not passed, (two thirds 
not voting in the affirmative.) 

During the vote— 

Mr. CURTIS stated that he was pairéd off with 
Mr. Anverson, of Missouri, who had been called 
home by iliness in his family. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, said: Let the 


' rule be read which prohibits members from col- 


lecting around the Clerk’s desk during the vote. 

The SPEAKER. Members will take their 
seats. [tis not in order for members to approach 
the Clerk’s desk during the vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
tleman from Arkansas has voted, and [ therefore 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. LOVEJOY Did the Chair ask the gen- 


1 understand that the gen- | 


tleman from Ohio whether he was within the bar 
when his name was called? 

Mr. HICKMAN. The rules demand that that 
question shall be put to every member asking to 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman from Ohio has leave to absent him- 
self from the House to attend to the public busi- 
ness. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The members know how 
closely Fam engaged with the appropriation bills 
at this stage of the session. I hope that objection 
to my voting will be withdrawn. 

Mr. HICKMAN. [I object. 

The SPEAKER. Even if an objection could 
avail, it comes too late. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Lobjected at the moment the 
gentleman from Ohio offered to vote. [Cries of 
“Order!?’] Lappeal from the decision of the Chair. 
I have suffered Jong from this sort of thing; and 
I am now determined to have my rights. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I move that the appeal be laid 
upon-the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If gentlemen object, I will 
withdraw my vote, and request the gentleman 
from Arkansas to withdraw his. 

Mr. HINDMAN. [withdraw my vote if- 

Mr. BINGHAM. Has the gentleman frem 
Arkansas withdrawn his vote? 

Mr. HINDMAN. I do not consent to the 
arrangement of the gentleman from Ohio. 

_Mr. LOVEJOY. Have those gentlemen the 
right to withdraw their votes? i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they have. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. lask if they can do so if 
objection is made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they can. 

Mr. SCOTT asked leave to vote, being absent 
when his name was called, on account of sickness. 

Mr. ASHLEY objected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire of 
the gentleman from Arkansas if he withdrew his 
vote? 

Mr. HINDMAN. Of course, if the gentleman 
from Ohio is not considered as voting, ] withdraw 
my vote. If he has been permitted to vote, I 

refer that mine shall remain. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed that the 
gentleman from Ohio had the privilege of voting 
on account of his business upon the committee. 

Mr. HICKMAN. It is made the imperative 
duty of the Speaker, by the rules, to propound 
the question to every man who votes after the 
roll is called, whether he was within the bar when 
his name was called. 

The SPEAKER. 
that. 

Mr. HICKMAN. And the members of the 
Committee of Ways and Means have no rights 
which other gentlemen have not, 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has no right to lecture the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. HINDMAN. To terminate this contro- 
versy, | withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty arose from a 
misapprehension of the Speaker. The Chair sup- 
posed that the gentleman from Ohio was entitled 
to vote on account of absence upon his committee, 

Mr. HICKMAN. My objection was, that the 
vote was persisted in in the face of remonstrance. 

Mr. COX. I hope the House will pass a vote 
of censure upon gentlemen upon that side. 

The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. KILGORE. I move to reconsider 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have the floor. I move to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
has the floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. 1 move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was defeated; and [ move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. [call for the yeas 
and nays upon that motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, Irise to a pointof 
order. The gentleman from Indiana cannot make 
two motions successively, 

Mr. HICKMAN, LI rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
moved to reconsider, and then to adjourn. 


The Chair acknowledges 
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to adjourn,:I moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table, 

` Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Before the gen- 
tleman from Ohio moved: to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table, I called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion 
to adjourn must be put, 

Mr. HICKMAN. Irise to a question which 
takes precedence. I move that when this House 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Saturday 
next; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
andgnays, and ask for tellers upon the yeas and 
nays. 

My. ASHLEY. If gentlemen want to filli- 
buster, let them have it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Irise to a question of order. 
Before that motion is put, I ask the Speaker to 
decide whether I was not entitled to the floor when 
[rose and addressed the Chair, immediately after 
the gentleman from Indiana made his motion to 
reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized no 
one but the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the Speaker whether 
he recognized the gentleman from Indiana to make 
a second motion before he yielded the floor? 

The SPEAKER. He did. 

Tellers on the yeas and nays were ordered; 

_ and Messrs. Hickman, and Harris of Maryland, 
were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 25, noes 110. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered, (one 
fifth not voting in favor thereof.) 

Mr. PHELPS. This fillibustering will tend to 
defeat the appropriation bills and every other 
‘measure of useful legislation, 

The motion to adjourn over was not agreed to. 


On the motion to adjourn, . 

Mr. BARR demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to ask the 
eee from Indiana why he wants to adjourn? 

s it that he may manipulate members? 

Tellers upon the yeas and nays were ordered; 
and Messrs. Lovesoy, and Howarp of Ohio, were 
appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-three, noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. A 

The question was put; aud it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 92, nays 90; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, William C. An- 
derson, Barr, Barret, Boeoek, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, 
Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burnett, Burnham, Hor- 
ace F. Clark, John B, Clark, Clark B. Cochrane, John 
Cochranc, Conkling, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, 
H. Winter Davis, Jolin G. Davis, Duell, Dunn, Edmund- 
son, Etheridge, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Gilmer, Graham, 
Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, 
Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Hughes, Jenkins, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kunkel, Lar- 
rabee, James M. Leach. Logan, Longnecker, Mallory, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, 
McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Montgomery, 
Laban T. Moore, Isaac N.Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, 
Noell, Olin, Peyton, Phelps, Quarles, Riggs, James C. Rob- 
inson, Rutin, Serauton, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. 
Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, 
Stokes, Stratton, Theaker, Thomas, Trimble, Vance, 
Whiteley, Windom, and Winslow—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, 
Ashley, Avery, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Campbell, Carey, 
Case, Coburn, Colfax, Conway, Covode, Burton Craige, 
Dawes, Delano, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farns- 
worth, Fenton, Ferry, Frank, Garnett, Gooch, Grow, Gur- 
ley, Hate, Hall, Helmick, Hindman, Humphrey, Hutchins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, Killinger, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Leake, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Mc- 
Kean, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Palmer, 
Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Rice, Christopher Rob- 
inson, Royce, Rust, Scott, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spinner, 
Stevens, William Stewart, Tappan, Tompkins, Train, Val- 
jandigham, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Bllihu B.Washburne, Webster, 
Wells, Wilson, Wood, Woodruff, and Wright—90. 


So the House agreed to adjourn. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. SHERMAN said: Let me make a last 
appeal to the House. I trust this matter will be 
laid aside, that I may take up some of the appro- 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Before he made the motion 


tiation bills. The Army bill, the civil bill, the 
ost Office bill, and the Indian bill, have yet to be 
acted on, and we have but three days of the ses- 
sion left. If this matter blocks up the business 
another day, some of those bills will be lost. 

Mr. BRIGGS. [ regard this matter of more 
importance than all the appropriation bills, and 
I hope nothing else will be done until this subject 
is disposed of. 

Mr, ADRAIN. We can pass the appropria- 
tion bills after this business is disposed of. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am anxious to pass the 
appropriation bills; but [ think we shall get 
through with them sooner by adjourning now. 

Mr. ENGLISH stated that he would have 
voted in the affirmative had he been within the 
Hall when his name was called. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Gentlemen upon 
this side think it will be beneficial to adjourn; and 
therefore I will change my vote and vote “ay.” 

Mr. BRIGGS. Being assured by friends that 
it is policy to adjourn, though I disagree with 
them, I will change my votefrom “no”? to “ay.” 
I myself am willing to sit here the balance of my 
term to pass these healing measures. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly (at five o’clock and ten 
minutes, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 28, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. FITCH. I move to dispense with the fur- 
ther reading of the Journal, to economize time. 

The motion was agreed to, by unanimbus con- 
sent, 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL presented the credentials of 
Hon. Henry S. Lane, elected a Senator by the 
Legislature of the State of Indiana, for the term 
of six years from the 4th day of March, 1861; 
which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KING. [have a petition signed by sev- 
eral thousand persons. 

Mr. HALE. How long is it? 

Mr. KING. Ihave not measured its length, 
It will go a great many times across the Chamber; 
but I do not think it necessary to allude to its 
‘length. There are several thousand names to it. 
| IE will simply read it. . 

Whereas it is not only incompatible with honor and pa- 
triotism, but cowardly and base, for Republicans to surren- 
der, under the pressure of secession and secession threats ; 
! and whereas they have done no wrong, but have, in the last 
| election, succeeded, by constitutional means, by addressing į 
| the enlightened reason and conscience of the people, in 
| view of long years of misrule and rapacity of a corrupt party 
and Administration ; and whereas it is incumbent upon all 
| good citizens to maintain the supremacy of the Constitu- 
tion and the laws: We, the undersigned, citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, do respectfully, but earnestly and firmly, recom- 
mend to our Senators and Representatives in Congress, | 
| and all others in. authority, to stand by the Constitution as | 
it is, and the Government of the country, and to make no 
compromise whatever. 


I have another petition to the same effect, from 
another portion of the State of New York. I 
move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. Ihave alsoa petition in the form 
| of resolutions, which I will read: 


We, the undersigned, have the honor to present to your } 
| honorabie body the following resolutions of the German 
| adopted citizens of Albany: 

Whereas it is the duty of every citizen to express himself 
about the present political condition of the country, in order į 
to enable the legislative and administrative authorities— 
whose power reposes in the majority—to form an accurate 
knowledge of the wishes of the people; we therefore pro- 
nounce it as our convictions— i 

That the Constitution of the United States as it is can 
satisty all just demands of all parts of the Union, and does | 
not need any alteration, additional or otherwise. 

That the executive officers ought immediately to make 
use of all and any means for executing the existing laws. 

‘Thatany receding from the constitutional basis, and any 


conceding to the treasonable insurrection ofsouthern States, 


would be utterly dishonorable, and must inevitably ledd to 
complete disunion, E fie hoped ig 4 

We declare ourselves rely at any time to prove thesin- 
cerity of our convictions, and offer ourselves uncondition: 


ally to the disposal of Government. LS RR ag A 
I move that the petition lie on the table, {°° 
The motion was agreed to.) 0 0) See gs 
Mr. FOSTER presented a memorial of citizens 

of North Haven, Connecticut, praying ‘forth 

speedy adoption of the compromise measures pi 

posed by the representatives of the border Sta; 

which was ordered to Jie on the table. °° 
He also presented a memorial’ of .citizeny’ of 

Wallingford, Connecticut, praying for the speedy 

adoption of the compromise measures’ proposed 

by the representatives of the border States? which 
was grdered to lie on the table. Soa h ee 
He also presented a memorial of citizens ‘of 

Milford, Connecticut, praying for the ‘speedy 

adoption of the compromise meastires proposed 

by the representatives of the border States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. SEEN 

He also presented three other memorials of'cit- 
izens of the State of Connecticut, praying for the 
speedy adoption of the compromise measures pro- 
posed by the representatives of the border States; 
which was ordered to lie on the tables. °°" 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of A: S: 

Bemiss and others, citizens of Boston, Massacht- 

setts, setting forth that it is not only incompati- 

Dle with honor and patriotism, but cowardly and 

base, for Republicans to surrender under the prés- 

sure of sccession and secession threats; and that 
they have done no wrong, but have, in the last 
election, succeeded, by constitutional means, by 
addressing the enlightened reason and conscience 
of the people, in view of long years of misrule 
and rapacity of a corrupt party and Administra- 
tion; and that it is incumbent upon all good citi- 
zens to maintain the supremacy of the Constitu- 
tion and laws, and respectfully, but earnestly'and 
firmly, recommending to their Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, and all others in author- 
ity, to stand by the Constitution as it is, and the 


| Government of the country, and to make no com- 


promise whatever; which was ordered ‘to: lie’on 
the table. ae be NA 
BILL INTRODUCED. : befi 


Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution 
(S. No. 69) for the relief of Pierce & Bacon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


THOMAS CHITTENDEN. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to call up for con- 
sideration a bill for the relief of Thomas Chitten- 
den. It has passed the House of Representatives 
unanimously, and I desire to put iton its passage 
here. I do not know but that I may claim ital- 
most as a matter of right; for I have never asked 
this House to take upa private bill in my life, and 
I believe I have never advocated any private bill. 
I desire this bill to be passed. I do not think it 
will be objected to. It will not take more than 
ten minutes, : : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 909) for the relief. of 
Thomas Chittenden. ` It proposes to direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to~ place the name of 
Thomas Chittenden, of the State of Wisconsin, 
on the roll of invalid pensioners,.at the rate of 
eight dollars per month; the pension to commence 
on the Ist day of January, 1858, and to continue 
during his vatural life. 

Mr. POWELL, I will state to the Senate that 
this bill was referred to me as a member of the 
Committee on Pensions, and J reported it. . It is 
a very meritorious case, indeed; and I think it 
ought to pass. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third: reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PETTIBONE AND BOTELER. 


Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Pettibone & 
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Boteler, praying that they may be allowed the 
prices fixed by law for binding the extra Senate 
documents of the Thirty-Fifth Congress, have in- 
structed me to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Boteler & Pettibone, Binders for the Sen- 
ate forthe Thirty-Fifth Congress, be paid out of the Senate 
fund applicable to payments for binding, the same price 
for the binding for the Senate.during that Congress which 
is now paid for work of the sage character. 


Mr. GRIMES. I object, unless I hear some 
explanation of it. 

r. FITCH. I can make the explanation the 
Senator desires. Itisa small affair. The bind- 
ing.of the Thirty-Fourth Congress amounted to 
$210,000, or thereabouts. Of course, that amount 
of binding caused great competition for the bind- 
ing of the subsequent Congress. These binders 
submitted a proposal to the committee, of which 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonsson] was 
then chairman, offering to do the binding at what- 
ever price the committee saw proper to fix; and 
they fixed the price twenty per cent. lower than 
that allowed by law. This the bidders did not 
expect; but they were induced, nevertheléss, to 
give bonds. The binding, however, of that Con- 
gress only amounted to $29,000, against the 
$210,000 of the previous Congress. ‘There was 
such an immense falling off, that their machinery 
and apparatus, purchased and prepared in expecta- 
tion of doing an amount of binding approximating 
to that of the previous Congress, amounted toa 
large proportion. of what they received. They 
merely ask that the twenty per cent. reduction be 
paid to them, which is a small matter—some four 
thousand dollars, or near that amount. [ think it 
is right. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and adopted. 


OREGON WAR DEBT. 


Mr. LANE, from the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (S. No. 11) to provide forthe paymentof 
expenses incurred by the Territories of Oregon 
and Washington iu the suppression of Indian hos- 
tilities therein in the years 1855 and 1856, sub- 
mitted the following report: 

‘he committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 11) to provide for the 
payment of expenses incurred by the Territories of Oregon 


and Washington in the suppression of Indian hostilities | 


therein in the years 1855 and 1856, having met and con- 
sidered the same, after full and free conference thereon, 
have agreed to recummend, and do recommend, to their 
respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate do agree to the House amendment with 
the following amendments: 

l. Strike out in the thirtieth line, in section one, the 
words “ two hundred and fifty,” and insert in licu thereof 
 fourhundred 3”? so that the clause will read, 82,400,000. 7? 

2. Strike out the second proviso to the first section, coui- 
mencing in the thirty-fifth line, and ending in the forty- 
fourth line, aud insert in lieu thereof the following: Pro- 
vided, That said Auditor be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to receive additional evidence as to the amount 
or value of supplies, transportation, and personal services, 
and to correct errors in his former report touching the 
same; and in cases where supplies were furnished at points 
in etther of said’ itories where similarsupplies were not 
furnished for the regular Army during the hostilities in 
whieh said volunteers were engaged, he shall allow for 
such supplies the prices paid for similar supplies for the reg- 
ular Army at the most convenient point where army sup- 
plies were furnished during said time, adding thereto the 
cost of transportation to the place where such supplies 
were furnished to said volunteers’? 

3. Strike out of section four, all after the enacting clanse, 
and insert: ‘(bat for the payment of claims provided for 
in this act, the Secretary of the Treasury may, if he deem 
it expedient, issue to the claimants, or their legal repre- 
sentatives, bonds of the United States of a denomination 
not less than fifty-dollars, redeemable in twenty years, and 
bearing interest at the rate of six per cent. per annwn, with 
coupons attached, and payable annually or semi-annually, 
at the discretion of the Seeretary of the Treasury.” 

That the House do concur in the foregoing amendments. 

JOSEPH LANE, 

J.D. BRIGHT, 

SIMON CAMERON, 
Danagers on the part of the Senate. 

B. STANTON, 

JAMES BUFFINTON, 

LANSING STOUT. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


A message was afterwards received, announc- 


ing that the House had concurred in the report | 


of the committee of conference on the disagreeing | 


votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 11) 


to provide for the payment of the expenses in- ; 


curred by the Territories of Oregon and Washing- 
ton, in the suppression of Indian hostilities there- 
in in the years 1855 and 1856. 
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JOSEPH CLYMER. eh 


Mr. POLK. I move to take up Senate bill No. 
548, for the relief of Joseph Clymer. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides forthe payment, to Jo- 
seph Clymer, of $14,000, in full for all claims by 
him for losses or damages on account of the con- 
tractentered into between himself and the United 
States, represented by Thomas Swords, lieuten- 
ant colonel, quartermaster of the United States 
Army, on the [8th April, 1851, and by reason of 
the failure of the United States to perform the 
same, : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES. I call for the reading of the 
report or someexplanation. I donot know any- 
thing about this case. 

Mr. POLK. I have the reporthere. It is very 
short; but I will state to the Senate the substance 
of the case in avery few words. In the first place, 
the claim is on a contract made in 1851. It was 
before the House of Representatives and reported 
on, a long time ago, there. It has been before the 
Senate, and was, three years ago, reported favor- 
ably by the Senate Committee on Claims It 
came before this body again at the present ses- 
sion, was referred to the Committee on claims, 
and reported favorably again. 

The party made a contract in 1851 with Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Swords to transport merchandise 
for the United States, provisions, clothing, &c., 
to Forts Kearny, Laramie, and Mackay, to Fer- 
nando de Paos, Santa Fé, Albuquerque, Doña Ana, 
and Paso del Norte; and in regard to the last one, 
the amount of transportation that he was to carry 
was by the advertisement to be ‘not less than 
one hundred and seventy tons or upwards.” He 
made his contract and made provision for carry- 
ing out the contract, conceiving that the trans- 
portation would be very heavy. It required a 
large purchase of teams and of wagons; but he 
went to carry out his contract. When he got 
there, Lieutenant, Colonel Swords told him he 
should not have any freight. He made his entire 
expenditure, but he got no freight to carry, and 
therefore he could not carn anything under the 
contract. The contract when it was drawn, was 
drawn so as to omit the advertisement, and there- 
fore, while by the advertisement the contract was 
to be between the parties that not Jess than the 
number of tons specified to each place should be 
carried, when the contract came to be made, it 
did not obligate the United States to furnish the 
freight, but obligated him to carry it. He pre- 
pared himself to carry it; but as the contract did 
nottechnically embrace the advertisement, he had 
no legal claim on the Government for the damages 
that he sustained. 

I will state to the Senate in addition, that the 
man had to borrow money to carry on the enter- 
prise. He has transferred his whole lands, his 
homestead, and has executed a note for $5,000, 
and has paid upwards of five thousand dollars 
interest on the moncy that he borrowed to carry 
out this contract. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri has substantially stated the facts. I believe 


ays AS i Fere a of ini i it- ji a: . 
there was no difference of opinion in the commit- |) tion was ordered to be printed. 


tee. We examined the case carefully, and came 
to the conclusion that a round sum of about four- 
teen thousand dollars was better than to leave it 
to the Department to settle. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed 

CHIPPEWA, ETC., INDIANS. 

Mr.CLARK. Fask the Senate to take up the 
bill (H. R. No. 852) for the relief of certain Chip- 
pewa, Ottowa, and Pottawatomie Indians. It was 


| passed by the House and amended by the Senate | 


committee,and it needs thattheamendmentshould 


i beacted on and go back to the House to be passed. 


it appropriates no money; but provides simply 
for stating an account. 

The motion was agrecd to; and the bill (H.R. 
No. 852) for the relief of certain Chippewa, Ot- 
towa, and Pottawatomie Indians, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. As the bill was 
passed by the House of Representatives, it was 
in the following words: 


Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the Chip 


pewa, Ottowa, and Pottawatomie Indians, now residing in 
the State of Michigan, and who were parties to the treaties 
made at Chicago on the 26th and 27th days of September, 
1833, between the United States and said united nation of 
Indians, or to their descendants, their full proportion per 
capita of all the sums of money agreed to be paid by the Uni- 


| ted States to said united nation of Indians by the treaties of 


July 29, 1829, the 26th of Seprember, 1833, and the articles 
supplementary thereto, of September 27, 1833, of the 5th 
and 17th of June, 1846, with the Pottawatomie nation of 
Indians: Provided, ‘That upon examination( it shall appear 
that said moneys are still in the Treasury of, the United 
States for, or have been paid out to, the Pottawatomie 
nation aforesaid, whereupon the aforesaid payments shall 
be made out of the moneys belonging or aceruing to the 
Pottawatomie nation aforesaid. 

Mr. FITCH. To save time, I will explain 
that this is the House bill which went to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. From that committee, 
it was reported back by me, amended, striking 
out the appropriation, and providing merely for a 
statement of the account. I explain the amend- 
ment in order to avoid consuming time by read- 
ing it. It is no appropriation, but for astatement 
of the accounts between these tribes of Indians 
and the Government. The accounts of the differ- 
ent tribes conflict with each other, and both con- 
flict with the Government. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
move to dispense with the reading of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. FITCH. Yes, sir; I make this statement 
to dispense with the reading of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed that there are several amendments. 

Mr. FITCH. They are all to the sameeffect, 
merely to make the bill consistent with itself. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, reads as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to examine and report to Congress, . 
at its next session, what amount, if any, is due to. the Chip- 
pewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians, now residing in 
the State of Michigan, under and by virtue of the treaties 
of July 29, 1829, the 26th of, September, 1833, and the ar- 
ticles supplementary thereto, of September 27, 1833, with 
said Indians, and under the treaty of the Sth and 17th of 
June, 1846, with the Pottawatomie nation of Indians; and 
the Secretary of the Interior is furthermore hereby author- 
ized and directed to ascertain and report, at the same time, 
whether any money or property heretofore payable is due 
to said Pottawatomie. nation, under and by virtue of the 


| treaty of October 26, 1832, or other treaties, which has not 


been appropriated and paid; and if any, what amount. 
The bill was reported to the Senate asamended; 
and the amendments were concurred in, and or- 
dered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. Itwasread the third time, and passed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I wish to make a motion 
to withdraw the papers of Colonel William H. 
Noble. ‘The report was favorable, but he wishes 
to withdraw the papers to use them before the 
Department. 

Leave was granted. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forwey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed joint resolution (H.R. No. 64) 
declaratory of the opinion of Congress in regard 
to certain questions now agitating the country, 
and of measures calculated to reconcile existing 


| differences, 


On motion of Mr. GREEN, the joint resolu- 


RICHARD CILENERY. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House insists upon its amendment to the bill (S. 
No. 77) for the relief of Richard Chenery, disa- 
greed to by the Senate; agrees to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and has appointed Mr. 
Joux C. Burcu of California, Mr. Wintiam N. 
H. Sanru of North Carolina, and Mr. James 
Burrinron of Massachusetts, managers at the 
same on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 


| of the House had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. 


No. 338) to provide for the payment of outstand- 
ing Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regu- 
late and fix the duties on imports, and for other 
purposes, and it was signed by the Vice Presi- 
dent. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE. 1 ask the Senate now to take 
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up House bill No. 971, making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1862. 

Several Senators. Withdraw it. . 

Mr. PEARCE. No, I cannot, because at one 
o’clock there is-a special order. Itisa very im- 
portant bill, and should be acted on speedily. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 971) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1862, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to strike out the, following proviso, 
appended to the appropriation for inland mail 
transportation: 

“ Provided, This appropriation is hereby made on the 
condition that the Postmaster Generat reéxamine the causes 
for discontinuance or curtailment of the postal service on 
inland routes since the 4th day of March, 1859, and to re- 
store all such parts of the said service as can be restored 
with due regard @ the public interest and the circumstances 
of each case; whether such discontinuance or curtailment 
was upon contracts yet in force, or have taken effect upon 
the making of new contracts; that the restoration or in- 
crease of service hereby contemplated shall, with the con- 
sent of the contractor in each, or in pursuance of his con- 
tract’? 

And in lieu thereof to insert. 


And the Postmaster General is hereby directed to reëx- 
amine the causes for discontinuance or curtailment of the 
postal service on inland routes since the 4th day of March, 
1859, and to restore all such parts of the said service as can 
be restored with due regard to the public interest and the 
circumstances of each case, whether such discontinnance 
orcurtailment was upon contracts yet in force, or has taken 
effect upon the making of new contracts : And provided, 
That the restoration or increase of service hereby contem- 
plated, shall not be made without the consent of the con- 
tractor in each case, or in pursuance of his contract. 


Mr. PEARCE. This amendment is only in- 
tended to correct the language, both imperfect and 
ungram matical, as#t came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It providesthe same thing in effect. 
1 shall not detain the Senate with any explana- 
tions, unless they be asked for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 3, line 
thirty-nine, after the word “recipients,” to insert: 

Except to the postmaster at Washington city, District of 
Columbia, in pursuance of the existing law authorizing a 
special allowance to him for such service. 

So that the clause will read: 

For compensation to postinasters, $2,700,000: Provided, 
That no compensation shall be paid to postmasters after the 
30th June, 1861, for the delivery or tree letters or papers to 
their recipients, exeept to the postmaster at Washington 
city, District of Columbia, in pursuance of the existing law 
authorizing a special allowance to him for such service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add as a new sec- 
tion: 

Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, Thatthe compensation 
ofthe special mail agent of the Post Office Department for 
the Pacilic coast shall be $2,500 per annum; such rate to 


take effect in virtue of this provision from the 30th day of | 


June, 1861. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add as a new 
section: 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$350,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for carrying the mail 


from New York, via Panama, to San Francisco, three times | 
a month, from the Ist day of July, 1860, to the 1st day of į 


July, 1861. 
Mr. PEARCE. I will explain briefly that this 


amend ment is rendered necessary, in consequence 
ofa change made in the deficiency bill before its 
passage, An amendment of the Senate to that bill 
provided for this appropriation; but ‘there were 
two clauses, the latter one of which was, for the 
most part, a duplicate of the first clause, and that 
was stricken out by the other House, and their 
amendment was agreed to in the committee of 
conference, It so happens that the appropriating 


clause was in that portion of the amendment which | 


was struck out, The bill therefore passed with- 
out the appropriating clause. The postages re- 
ceived on that route having been paid into the 
Treasury, it 1s now necessary to appropriate out 
the Treasury the whole sum required for the 
service, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roags to offer this 
amendment: 

vind be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 


is hereby authorized to extend the existing mail contract on 
route No. 13564, in the State of Minnesota, so that it will 
expire June 30, 1865, and that. the said service be semi- 
weekly for the same period: Provided, The increase of pay 
shail not exceed the pro rata amount now paid. i 

I will state that this merely makes the service 

Semi Weekly, and all the additional expense is 
11,000. 

$ Mr. PEARCE. If {I understand the amend- 

ment aright—I did not hear it distinctly—it přo- 

vides a new post route. 

Mr. GWIN. No, sir. 

Mr. PEARCE. Then it provides for an in- 
crease of servicc on a postroute. Itisnot pro Er, 
I think, to add it to this appropriation bill, e 
have provided in this bill already for the restora- 
tion of former routes which had been suspended, 
wherever, in the judgment of the Post Office De- 
partment, it shall be proper to restore them con- 
sistent with the public interests; but this is a 
proposition now to increase mail service ona little 
local route. I think its incongruity is enough to 
justify its rejection here. œ. 
Mr. RICE. Thisroute hasnot been suspended. 
It is a route running from the Mississippi river 
to the British possessions. It was originally let 
as a horseback mail. The increase of mail matter 
has been so great that the contractors are com- 
pelled now to carry the mail by other modes of 
conveyance. They have four-house post-coaches 
pari of the way; and on the Red River of the 

orth they run a steamer, All the British mails 
to that region pass over this route. It is five 
hundred and thirteen miles long, and the service 
costs only $11,000 a year—the cheapest service in 
the United States. Itis nota local route in any 
sense of the term. The contractors contemplate 
putting another boat on that river, and also build- 
ing bridges and improving the roads. There is 
a distance of some two hundred miles where the 
line runs through a thickly-settled country; and 
it is one of the most important routes in the entire 
Northwest. I hope the Senate will not object to 
theamendment. Our northern overland mail route 
has keen stricken off; our postal service has been 
decreased by the Department by the amount of 
$77,000 a year; and this is the only thing we have 
asked for, and the only measure we shall probably 
get to benefit us in the mail service in that large 
district of country. 

Mr, PEARCE. If we adopt this amendment, 
we may expect fifty more for the making of new 
routes and the increasing of service on routes 
already existing. It is not germane to the bill. 
It is not, in my opinion, proper to adopt any such 
amendment, unless we propose to adopt many 
more. 

Mr. GWIN. This is the only amendment of 
the Post Office Committee of this description. It 
is a meritorious case, and [ hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to report 
another amendment as an additional section: 

“And be it further enacted, That so much of section —— 
of House bill No. 714, “ to establish certain post routes,” 
which passed the Senate on the 26th day of February, 1861, 
as allows the Postmaster General to discontinue the steam- 
ship service between New York and Panama at sixty days? 


notice, is hereby modified so as to require that he shal? not ; 


give the said notice until the weight of the overland maii 
shall fall below one thousand pounds per trip: Provided, 
‘That the cost of transporting the mails from New York to 
San Francisco, daily, on thecentral route, shall not exceed 
$1,000,000 per annum., And the Postmaster General shall 


on the central route before the Ist day of July, if the ser- 
vice ean be procured. 

I will state, in regard to this amendment, that 
the section of the post route bill to which it refers 
is left blank, because the bill, as it passed Con- 
gress, has gone to the President, and I cannot as- 
certain the number of the section at the office of 


the Clerk of the House of Representatives, or of | 


the Secretary of the Senate. As it passed the 
but as it finally passed Congress the numbers of 
the sections have been changed, and I have not 
becn able to fill up the blank, not knowing that 
this bill would come up this morning. 

I will read the section of the bill that has passed 
the two Houses of Congress, and is now before 
the President, which it is proposed to amend. It 
is in these words: 


& That the Postmaster General is authorized to provide 
temporary steamship service, by the nearest and most ex- 


| contract for the transportation of the letter and way mail Í 


‘Senate, that section of the bill was section twenty, | 


ij a year. 


peditious route, between New York afid San 
a Cost not exceeding $350,000 ayear, Teserving to. 
ernment the privjlege of annulling: the: contract afte! 
commencement of the overland service, on'sixty d 

That was passed with thé inten £ 
the mails by sea until the:overland serva 
go into operation on the central ronte: The 
itation of the cost of carrying the entire ma’ 1 
the central route, contained inthe bill tha: s 
passed the two Houses of Congress; is.-$800;000 
a year. It was believed, at the time it passedthig 
body, by myself and other mémbers, that theen- 
tire service to California could not be obtained for 
that sum. : When that overland mail goes into 
operation, by the provisions of the act now-in'the 
hands of the President, the ocean service is to be 
discontinued; and, if it is ascertained thatthe en- 
tire mail, printed matter and all, cannot-be carried 
on the central route, according to the provisions 
of the law that has passed, for $800,000 a ‘year, we 
shall be left without any mail on that route; be- 
cause, when that law goes into operation, and 
the whole mail is tarit on the central route, the 
ocean service is to cease. ea at 

The object of this amendment is to. permit the 
printed matter to be carried on the ocean route'as 
it is now, and to provide that the cost of carrying 
all the mail matter, according to the law, that has 
passed daily over the central route, and of the 
service on the ocean route, shall. not- exceed 
$1,000,000 a year. Then, inasmuch as the mail 
on the Butterfield route has been disturbed by thë 
Indians, or by some other-cause, and wearenow 
having no letter mail across the continent; its 
proposed that the Postmaster General shall carry 
the letters across the continent earlier than, the 
lst of July, if he can-make a contract within 
$1,000,000 a year for the entire service by the 
ocean and by the overland route. i 

The object of the amendment is to remedy what 
is supposed to be a defect in the bill thathas passed 
through Congress, to enlarge the limitation upon 
the compensation for carrying the entire mails to 
California, from $800,000 to $1,000,000 a year. 
The whole mail service to California is to be lim- 
ited on these two routes to $1,000,000 per annum, 
and they are to have the capacity of carrying the 
entire mail. If this amendment should be adopted, 
I havc another proposition, which Lam instructed 
by the Post Office Committee to offer to this bill, 
in reference to what is called the Butterfield route. 

Mr, LATHAM, [hope my colleague will-have. 
the other amendment that he proposes to offer, 
read by the Clerk, so that the Cente maybe in 
full possession of the whole subject. 

Mr. GWIN. I will send it to the Chair.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen.) 
The amendment which the Senator from Califor- 
nia proposes to offer hereafter, will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: ' 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be, and he is hereby, empowered to discontinue the mail 
service on route No. 12578; and to pay the contractors on 
said route doliars, in full satisfaction of all claims 
for damages they may have against the United States; such 
discontinuance to take effect from the time their service 
was interrupted in Texas, : 

Mr. GWIN. Iwill state, in explanation of this 
amendment, that the Committee on the Post Office’ 
and Post Roads thought it was best to pay a round 
sum, for the purpose of compensating these con- 
tractors for the disturbance that has taken’ place 
on their route through Texas by the Indians, ‘or 
from other causes. Itis well known, I believe, 
that the route has been interrupted; and it;was 
supposed by the committee that the best plan of 
settling with them was to pay a round sum; such 
as may be determined by the Senate, to these con- 
tractors, and to discontinue the service on that 
route entirely, and then if that should pass, the 
entire service for all the mails to California, giv- 
ing us a tri-weekly mail by the ocean route, and 
a daily mail over the central route, supplying 
| Denver City and Salt Lake City and Washoe and 
the whole intervening country for the entire dis- 
tance across the continent, will costonly $1,000,000 
It is limited to that, the object being to 
pay—as I am prepared to pay liberally—to the 
contractors on the Butterfield route for the dam- 
ages sustained by the disturbanée that has already 
talcen place, by no action of Congress and no ac- 
tion of this Government; but we know the route 
has been disturbed. The conveyance of the mails 
on that route has ceased because of the distarb- 


ance within the State of Texas. 
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° Mr. WILSON. -I offer this amendment asa | 
substitute for the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California. 


Vand be it further enacted, That, in lieu of the daily ser- 
vice on the central route, provided. by House bill 714, en- 
titled “An act for the establishment of post routes,” ap- 
proved February, 1861, the Postmaster General is hereby 
directed to discontinue the mail service on route No. 12578, 
from St. Louis and Memphis to San Francisco, California, 
and to modify the contract on said route, subject to the 
game terms and conditions only as hereinafter provided, 
#aid discontinuance to take effecton or before July 1, 1861 5 
the sontractors on said route shall be required to transport 
the entire letter mail six timesa week on the central route, 
sald létter mail to be carried through in twenty days’ time, 
eight months in the year, and in twenty-three days the re- 
maining four months in the year, from some point on the 
Missouri river connected with the East, to Placerville, Cal- 
jfornia, and also to deliver the entire mails tri-weekly to 
Denver City and Great Salt Lake City; said contractors 
shall also be required to carry the residue of all mail mat- 
ter in a period not exceeding thirty- five days, with the priv- 
ilege of sending the latter semi-monthly from New York to 
San Francisco in twenty-five days by sea, and the public 
documents in thirty-five days. They shall alsó be required, 
during the continuance of their contract, or until the com- 
pletion of the overland telegraph, to run a pony express 
semi weekly, at a schedule time of ten days, eight months, 
and twelve days, four months, carrying for the Government, 
free of charge, five pounds of mail matter, with the liberty 
of charging the public for transportation of letters by said 
express, not excecding one dollar per half ounce. For the 
above service said contractors shall receive the sum of 
$1,150,000 per annum ; the contract for such service to be 
thus modified before the 25th day of March next, and cx- 
pire July 1, 1865. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the contractors 
on route 12578 shall ‘be entitled to their present mail pay 
during the necessary time required to change their stock 
from their present route to the central route without per- 
forming the service, and shall be entitled also to two 
months’ pay on their present contract as liquidated dam- 
ages for such change of gervice, if made by them in accord- 
ance with the terms of the preceding section. 

Src. —. And be it further enacted, ‘hat should the con- 
tractors on route 12378 fail to accept the above modifica- 
tion of their present contract, on or before the 25th day of 
March, as before stated, then the Postmaster General is 
directed to annul said contract, and adverulse for thirty days 
for carrying the, mail in the manner herein provided; the 
service to commence July 1, 1861, or as soon thereafter as 
possible, and to expire July 1, 1865, and to let the same to 
the lowest responsible bidder, having due regard to their 


ability to perform the service ; and the sum of $1,150,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to carry into execution the pro- 
visions of so much of this act as provides for the establish- 
ment of a daily mail on the central route. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the above pro- 
vision shall not apply to a discontinuance of any routes or 
contracts connected with said route No, 12578; and the 
Postmaster General is authorized to replace any local ser- 
vice affected by the discontinuance of said route, now per- 
formed by the contractors on said route, by good and sufti- 
cient mail service to take effect upon such discontinuance. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That any of the pro- 
visions of the act entitled “ An acttor the establishment of 
post routes,” (H. R. 714,) before referred to, which conflict 
with the provisions of this act, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. LATHAM. This is a subject that has 
been before the Senate on three or four recent oc- 
casions, and it is understood very well. I shall, 
therefore, be very briefin explaining the two prop- 
ositions which are now pending before this body. 

I infinitely prefer the proposition that has been 
submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Witson,] because I believe it is more di- 
rect, explicit, and least ambiguous; because I be- 
lieve it will result in greater economy, and more 
certainty in the performance of the service. I 
wish to call attention to the provisions relating 
to overland mails, on the post route bill, which 
passed on Tuesday last; then to-the proposition 
submitted by the Senate committee; and lastly, 
to the one submitted by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis. 

Under the bill that passed Congress, and is now 
with the President, you provide for a daily cen- 
tral route for $800,000, the contractor having the 
privilege of sending the printed matter by sea. 
The contract is to be let to the lowest bidder, The 
Butterfield contract remains untouched. The Sen- 
ate Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
supposed that the sum of $890,000 was too little to 
secure the service upon the central route, [take it 
that, under no circumstances, will any responsible 
contractorassume it fór less than that sum. That 
makes the expense, then, for carrying the mails 
between the Atlantic States and the Pacific coast, 
under that bill, $1,437,000—$637,000 for the But- 
terfield line and $800,000 for the central line. If 
the view of my colleague was correct, in his state- 
ment during the debate as to the construction 
which would be given by the Postmaster General 
to that bill, then the expense would be $1,687,000; 
but I take it that, under any circumstances, it 
would be $1,437,000. 
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Now, Mr. President, while I have had a seat 
in this body, I have consistently opposed the re- 
peal or modification of the Butterfield contract 
did so lastsession because I thoughtit was unjust, 
and that Congress was doing a great wrong to 
those gentlemen who had been put on that route 
without their consent and against their protest, 
and that the Government had no right to discon- 
tinue it, inasmuch as it was a legislative contract. 
But the determination is now apparent and fixed, 
as stated by the acting chairman of the Post Office 
Committee, [Mr. Gwiy,] and the same feeling 
seems to exist in the other House, to consoli- 
date these two lines, to wit: the Butterfield and 
central. The Government is not willing to be 
taxed such a large sum for the purpose of keep- 
ing up two overland communications between the 
Atlantic States and the Pacific coast.- Yielding 
to this opinion, (becauscit is out of my power to 
prevent it,) to this determination on the part of 
Republican Senators and the committces of both 
bodies, I want such a proposition to be adopted 
as will do justice to®hese gentlemen, and, at the 
same time, in consolidating these lines, will secure 
California a permanent daily mail across the con- 
tinent. 

The amendment now reported (to which I wish 
to call the attention of Senators) by the Senate 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
according to the construction I would give it, 
amounts simply to a perpetuation of the steam- 
ship service, and will result, in my judgment, in 
the failure to perform the overland service on the 
central route. I may be mistaken; itis very am- 
biguous and singularly worded, and I confess I 
do not exactly understand my colleague in the 
explanation he has made of it; if I misinterpret 
it, I can be corrected. In one of the sections of 
the bill which passed the body the other day, 
there was a provision appropriating $350,000 a 
year for steamship service until the central route 
could get in operation, and the Postmaster Gen- 
eral was not authorized to discontinue that ser- 
vice until the central route had shown its capa- 
bility to carry the mail matter. If the contract 
on the central route was taken and the service 


| performed, then, upon sixty days’ notice, it was 


provided the Postmaster General could discon- 
tinue the steamship service. This amendment 
proposes to modify that, and the Senate will ob- 
serve that it provides that the provision author- 


| izing the Postmaster General to discontinue the 


steamship service between New York and San 
Francisco at sixty days’ notice, be so changed 
that he “shall not give the said notice until the 
weight of the overland mail shall fall below one 
thousand pounds per trip.” Now, suppose it 
never falls below that weight: of course it isa 
perpetuation of the steamship contract. Suppose 
that those who have the steamship contract make 
it a point to see that it never does fall below the 
one thousand pounds per day in order to perpet- 
uate their coutract: then here is a continuance of 
the steamship service perpetually, or at Jeast until 
Congress itself can meet and take this subject 
under new consideration. 

The amendment next reads as follows: 

Provided, The cost of transporting the mails from New 
York to San Francisco by sea, and daily on the central 
route, shall not exceed $1,000,000 per annum ; and the Post- 
master General shail contract for the transportation of the 


letters and way-inail on the central route before the Ist of 
July, if the service can be performed. 


I want some gentleman of the committee to 
explain tome how that is to operate. If you 
cannot get the service as contemplated for the 
$1,060,000, in what condition, I ask, do they leave 
the mail service to the Pacific? So, with both the 
first and second propositions, I think the Govern- 
ment willfind itself inadilemma which both bodies 
wish to avoid. According to the first modifica- 
tion, they will be in the power of the steamship 
service; and according to the latter, if they cannot 
get the whole service done for $1,000,000, as pro- 
vided in this amendment of the committee, we are 
then without any mail service. 

The second proposition intended to be offered, 
abolishing the Butterfield contract, leaving the 
sum to be paid within the judgment of Congress, 
gives rise to another question. There is nothing 
to show that, under the provisions proposed by 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
the gentlemen running this Butterfield line will 
accept the sum that Congress may insert; and if 
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they do not, the Government still has them as 
claimants at its door, to be disposed of hereafter, 
according to the showing they may make of the 
injuries they have sustained. I know that com- 
pany indicated, at the last session of Congress, 
to the members who were interested in this sub- 
ject, that if Congress would give them a year’s 
pay, they would discontinue the service entirely, 
and then the Government could make any pro- 
vision it might see fit; but, by all three of the 
propositions, the Government and overland ser- 
vice are afloat upon a sea of uncertainty, result- 
ing,in my humble judgment, with our getting'no 
mail facilities whatever. 

Let me now call attention to the proposition sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, which 
meets the whole question directly, and leaves the 
matter with neither doubt or uncertainty, curtails 
the expenditures of the Government from what 
isnow appropriated $287,000 per annum—amount- 
ing, in the term of four years, to 148,000; and 
if the Post Office Department should take the 
same view of the lawas passed that my colleague 
takes—which is not impossible—the amount that 
the Government would save would be $2,548,000. 
What does the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts propose todo? It proposes directly 
to consolidate these lines; it terminates the But- 
terfield contract; it gives those contractors, in con- 
sideration of the service they have performed and 
the position they occupy towards the Govern- 
ment, the right to go upon the central route. They 
have indicated, as those who represent the com- 
pany have informed me, and as 1 believe the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has also informed me, 
their willingness to accept this service, to perform 
it faithfully, to execute an acquittance to the Gov- 
ernment of any right to damages that they may 
sustain by destroying or modifying their contract, 
and to accept, in lieu of all tHe iujuries and dam- 
ages they may sustain, the small sum of $100,000. 
The whole expense, then, for this service—they as- 
suming the responsibility of carrrying the printed 
matter, public documents, and letter mail, ac- 
cording to the terms of his amendment—will be 
$1,150,000 a year. If you change the $1,150,000 
to $1,000,000, and leave the amount of damages 
to which they will be justly entitled undetermined, , 
as is proposed by the acting chairman of the com- 
mittee of the Senate, they will getat the hands of 
this Government, in the end, a sum which will not 
make the amount proposed to be given by the 
Senator from Massachusetts either exorbitant or 
extravagant. There is too great a sense of justice 
existing in Congress to terminate the Butterfield 
contract without giving adequate damages, either 
to-day or at some future period; and I would much 
prefer, for my part,and I think it would be more 
just on the part of Congress, to meet the question 
at the very threshold, and to pay the damages, 
and agree with them in the very inception of this 
change of our postal facilities. 

Last sammer I passed over that line. I re- 
gard it as one of the most wonderful undertakings 
of this age. Their stations are forts. In the 
barren plains, and upon the desert itself, you will 
find a fort, made of rock which has been hauled 
oftentimes a distance of four hundred miles, in 
order that the employés might be protected from 
Indians. They have had to employ at these sta- 
tions—numbering one hundred and twenty-three 
in all—from cight to ten men at each, armed, so 
that they may protect themselves and the prop- 
erty under their charge from Indian aggression 
These stations are stored with grain in sufficient 
quantity for any exigency that may arise, a large 
proportion of which has been hauled from one 
hundred to three hundred miles from the place of 
original shipment. If you cut them off, all this 
property is left on their hands; they have got to 
abandon it; there is no market for it; there are 
no inhabitants there to whom it can be sold; itis 
utterly worthless; and the Government would 
have to reimburse them for this vast outlay that 


| they have incurred, in order to perform their por- 


tion of the contract with the Government. Now, 
they say: ‘ We are perfectly willing, if Congress 
will recognize our priority, and do justice to us, 
to accept $100,000 in liquidation ofall damages we 
may sustain, go upon the central route, assume 


' the contract and its responsibilities, and perform 


the service for $1,150,000—$287,000 less than 
Congress is now paying. 


The second section or the amendment offered 
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by the Senator from Massachusetts provides that 
if they do not do the service, then the contract is 
to be let out to the lowest bidder, not exceeding 
the sum specified—an alternative that I presume 
will never occur. The last section provides that 
the sum shall be appropriated directly out of the 
Treasury. I respectfully call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that as between these two prop- 
ositions, it would have been far better for the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads to 
propose, in the first place, some specific sum for 
the performance of this service on the central 
route, without allowing it to be mixed up with a 
conditional contract amounting to a permanency 
of the steamship service. Whether this overland 
company can carry the printed matter that itissup- 
posed must be carried by steamships, is a matter 
to be tried; but bonds are to be given when the 
company assumes the responsibility, and the ques- 
on is with them, and not with Congress, to de- 
eide. 

l have thus, sir, as briefly and succinctly as I 
possibly could, presented these two propositions 
for the consideration of the Senate, and I shall 
probably have more to say after I have heard the 
views of other Senators relative to the consolida- 
tion of these two lines, 

Mr. HALE. Having been charged somewhat 
with this matter in behalf of the committee, I want 
to present my views in regard to it; and I begin 
by saying that the great difficulty that the Senate, 
that Congress, that the committee, have met with 
in fixing a substantial, just, economical, and cor- 
rect system of carrying the mails from the Atlan- 
tic to the Pacific ocean, has been the legislative 
contract which is commonly called the Butterfield 
contract. We have got the opinion of the Attor- 
ney General, that that being a legislative contract, 
and one entered into without the usual restrictions 
thatare imposed upon contracts made by the Post- 
master General with his contractors, we cannot 
move it; and it stands there an incubus in the way 
of wholesome legislation. ‘That has been my opin- 
ion from the time | was first honored by the Sen- 
ate with a seat on the Post Office Committee. I 
saw thatthe first year they carried this mail, they 
received $600,000, and paid back, in the shape of 

ostages, a little more than twenty thousand dol- 

ars. Last year, when it was said that they were 
going to have a more favorable operation, they 
received $600,000, and paid back, in the shape of 
postages, $130,000; so that we paid them last year 
$470,000 for carrying the mail, over and above 
everything we got by postage and there this But- 
terfield contract stands now, like the old man of 
the sea on Sinbad the sailor, embarrassing every 
movement; and what is the remedy that my hon- 
orable friend from Massachusetts proposes to help 
us out? He wants to get rid of one legislative 
contract, by which we pay $600,000 a year, by 
introducing another legislative contract by which 
we are to pay $1,150,000! This thing that has 
stood in our way, obstructing our legislation, be- 
cause it was something imposed by the Legisla- 
ture, costing $600,000 a year, is to be got out of 
the way by simply doubling the dose! Homeo- 
pathic doses of $600,000 will not do; we must now 
have it almost doubled in the shape of $1,150,000. 
Ido not want, any more than the Senator from’ 
California or anybody else, to do the slightest 
injustice to the Butterficld men. They would have 
been willing last year to take $600,000 and go off; 
and, if the Senate had listened to my advice, we 
should have given it to them, and been vastly 
better off, 

How do we stand now? The Butterfield route 
is simply dead. If we are to credit the public 
news received through the papers, their stock has 
been seized, and the mails are no longer carried 
by that route; and though we may not, as a matter 
of political science, recognize the doctrine that a 
State may secede, when it comes to be practically 
felt, as it has been felt on your Army, as well as 
on your postal arrangements, in the State of 
Texas, it#s well enough to open our eyes to the 
practical fact, letting political philosophy alone. 
‘What is the fact to-day? Your laws are just as 

owerless in the State of Texas as they are in the 

sland of Great Britain. Your Army has been 
surrendered, your postal arrangements have been 
interfered with; and to talk about continuing the 
Butterfield route under these circumstances, as a 
practical matter—with all defererttc to honorable 
gentlemen—strikes me as an absurdity. We are | 


to treat the thing as it is. It is done with, so far 
as the mails are concerned; and the transportation 
of them on that route is among the things that 
were, and itis not to be regarded as among the 
things that are. 

Well then, sir, what do we propose? We pro- 
pose, in consideration of the fact that they are 
thus broken up and discontinued, to make them 
a compensation in money; but, instead: of that, 
the Senator from Massachusetts, by his amend- 
ment, proposes to give them the exclusive right 
of making this contract, upon terms which his 
amendment proposes, paying them $1,150,000 a 
year for carrying the mail; and no matter what 
may be the condition of the country, no matter 
what new developments may transpire, this new 
legislative contract, with a burden of $1,150,000 
a year, will stand constantly in the way of all 
reform, and of all wholesome. legislation upon 
this subject. 

Sir, for one, I protest against Congress making 
contracts. We step out of our way, we do that 
which the Constitution has not devolved upon us, 
aud which does not belong to our legitimate du- 
ties, when we undertake to make contracts. Our 
business is to make laws, general in their opera- 
tion, leaving the execution of them to the Execu- 
tive; and we should recognize that all power is 
not centered in us. 

Now, sir, in regard to the two propositions. 
I am a little astonished to find gentlemen that a 
few weeks ago were so warmly in favor of this 
House measure now against it. I took a good 
deal of pains about this matter to inform myself 
in regard to it. [have left no means untried that 
were within my reach to find what the fact was. 
I could not find that there were any contractors 
who were willing to take this service at $800,000 
a year, though I was constantly assured by gen- 
tlemen from California that that was what they 
wanted; that they were content with that. That 
was the view of the Senator from California [Mr. 
Laruam] himself; because he advocated it ina 
speech on this floor not long ago. I went to both 
of the gentlemen representing California in the 
other House, and while, as I stated on a former 
occasion, they failed to say that their judgment 
was that the contract could be taken and carried 
for that sum, they said it was what they had 
agreed upon. Now, sir, if you take the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the post 
route bill which the Senate have adopted, which 
is to pay $800,000 a year for overland service, and 
substitute for a limited time conveyance by steam- 
ships, at a maximum of $350,000, how will you 
be left? ` 

In the great anxiety of the committee to come 
at this, we had a conference, in our committee- 
room, with the chairman of the Post Ofice Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives, in order 
to assimilate our views, as well as we could; and 
the chairman of the House committee informs 
us that, from the best estimate that can be made, 
the amount of mail matter to be carried by that 
route—I mean the printed matter—is about sixty 
thousand pounds a month. ł beg the Senate’s 
attention—those who care anything about this 
matter—for one moment. By the provision for 
the $800,000 contract, the contractors will be 
bound to carry-a thousand pounds each trip, by 
the coaches, for the $800,000. That would leave 
another thousand pounds daily to be provided for, 


which would make about three hundred and sixty į 


thousand pounds a year. The chairman of the 
committee of the House of Representatives as- 
sured the committee of the Senate that he had it 


from undoubted authority that that printed mat- | 


ter could be carried by steamship at the same price 
at which express matter is carried, and as we were 
assured by the honorable chairman of the com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives, the con- 
veyance of the printed matter could be secured 
forasum less than one hundred thousand dol- 
lars a year. Thus, the excess of printed matter, 
over what the company would be obliged to carry 
by their coaches, which is a thousand pounds a 
trip, could be carried by the steamships atan ex- 
pense of less than one hundred thousand dollars 
a year. At any rate, I apprehend there can be 
no doubt at all that this contract can be had for 
$1,000,000; and where is the necessity, and where 
the propriety, of giving these Butterfield contract- 
ors the premium, or the bonus, of putting it up to 
$1,150,000, when we can get it for so much less? 
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For one, I will never consént, unless it beu 
the most extraordinary circumstances, -whie! 
cannot foresee at this time, to Congress usurp 
the functions, and the legitimate provi ¢ 
Postmaster General, and undertaking; 
hurried hours of this closing-session, tointerp' 
this legislative contract, whichis to fun foe fou 
years, and bea continued: burden’ of. $1,150;00 
upon the Treasury. I think the safest way is th 
‘old way—to pass a law, and. then leave-it to th 
Postmaster General ‘to: execute “it; ‘and: for th 
reason I think that the safest way is for ua to ‘a 
here to the course we have pursued, adopting the 
amendment of the House of: Representatives'ta: 
the post route bill, with such supplementary: 
amendments as may be necessary. to: perfect: the. 
system. A . aan 
Mr. GWIN. I wish the Senate to beariamind;: 
all the time, that there is not the slightest connée-: 
tion between the amendment whichis now before 
the Senate and the subject. of the. Butterfield 
route—— ; : : 
REPORT OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE. : 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. ° Will the Senator allow’ 
me merely to make a report? ‘ : 
Mr. GWIN., Yes, sir. 0 doe 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. The select:committee, 
to whom was referred the communication received 
yesterday from the convention assembled in this’ 
place, commonly called the peace convention, : 
with instructions to report. by twelve o’clock to-: 
day, have had the subject under consideration 
and have directed me to make the following y 
ort—— ; 
j Mr. HALE. T object to its consideration to- 


day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fircn in 
the chair.) Ay being made, it cannot be 
considered until one o’clock, but it will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution réported 


i| by Mr. Crirrennen (S. No. 70) proposing ecer- 


tain amendments to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, as follows: 


Joint Resolution proposing certaln amendments 
. Constitution of the United States. 

Whereas commissioners, appointed on the invitation. of 
the State of Virginia, by the following States, respectively, 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylva- 
nia, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Catolina, Tén- 
nessec, Kentucky, Missouri, Ohio, indiana, Ilinois, Iowa, 
Wisconsiu, and Kansas, have met in convention at the 
city of Washington, for the purpose of considering the dis- 
tracted and perilous condition of the country, and propos- 
ing measures for the preservation of the peace, the satety 
of the people, and the security of the Union, and having 
performed that duty, and communicated, to Congress the 
result of their deliberations, with a requést and recom- 
mendation On the part and in the name of said States, that 
the following be proposed to the several States as amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, according 
to the fifth article of said instrument, namely 

ARTICLE XIII. 

Sec. 1. In all the present territory of the United States, 
north of the paralic) of 36° 30/ of north latitude, involuntary 
servitude, except in punishment of crime, is prohibited. 
In ali the present territory south of that line, the status of 
persons held to involuntary service or labor, as it now ex- 
ists, shall notbe changed 5 nor shall any law be passed by 
Congress or the Territorial Legislature to hinder or prevent 
|} the taking ofsuch persons from any of the States of this 
i| Union to said territory, nor to impair the rights arising 
from said relation; but the same shall be subject to judicial 
| cognizance in the Federal courts, according to the course 
of the common law. When any Territory north or south 
of said line, within such botindary as Congress may. pre- 
scribe, shall contain a population equal to that required for 
a member of Congress, itshall, if its form. of government be 
republican, be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States, with or without involuntary: ser- 
vitude, as the Constitution of such State may provide. . . 

Sec. 2. No territory shall be acquired by the United 
States, except by discovery and for naval and, commercial 
stations, depot8, and transit routes, without, the. concur 
rence of a majority of all the Senators from States which 
allow involuntary servitude, and a majority of all the Sen- 
ators from States. which prohibit that relation ; nor shall 
| territory be acquired by treaty, unjess the votes of a ma- 
i] jority of the Senators from each class of States hereinbe- 
fore mentioned be cast as a part of the two-thirds majority 
necessary to the ratification òf such treaty. 

Seo. 3. Neither the Constitution, nor any amendment 
| thereof, shall be construed to give Congress power to regit- 
| late, abolish, or contro] within any State the relation estab- 
lished or recognized by the laws thereof touching persons 
held to labor or involuntary service therein, nor to inter- 
fere with or ubolish involuntary service in the District of 
Columbia without the consent of Maryland, and without 
the consent of the owners, or making the owners who do 
not.consent just compensation; nor the power to interfere 
with or probit Representatives and others from bringing 
with them to the District of Columbia, retaining, and taking 
away, persons se held to labor or service; nor the power 
to interfere with or abolish involuntarysservice in places 
; under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States within 
i those States and Territories where the same Is established 
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or recognized; nor the power to prohibit the removal or 
transportation of persons held to labor or involuntary ser- 
vice im any State or Territory of the United States to any 
other State or Territory thereof where it is established or 
recognized by law or usage; andthe right during transport- 
ation, by sea or river, of touching at ports, shores, and 
landings, and of landing in case of distress, shall exist; but 
not the right of transit in or through any State or Territory, 
or of sale or traffic, against: the laws thereof. Nor shall 
Congress have power to authorize any higher rate of taxa- 
tion on persons held to labor-or service than on land. 'The 
bringing into the District of Columbia of persons held to 
labor or service, for sale, or placing theim in depots to be 
afterwards transferred to other places for sale as merchan- 
dise, is prohibited. 

“Sec. 4. The third paragraph of the second section of the 
fourth article ‘of the Constitution shall not be construed to 
prevent any of the States, by appropriate legislation, and 
through the action of. their judicial and ministerial officers, 
from enforcing the delivery of fugitives from labor to the 
persons to whom such service or labor is due. 

Sec. 5, The foreign slave trade is hereby forever prohib- 
ited; and it shall be the duty of Congress to pass laws to 
prevent the importation of slaves, coolies, or persons held 
to service or labor, into the United States and the Territo- 
ries trom places beyond the limits thereof. 

Sec. 6. The first, third, and fifth sections, together with 
this section of these amendments, and the third paragraph 
of the second section of the first article of the Constitu- 
tion, and the third paragraph of the second section of the 
fourth article thereof, shall not be amended or abolished 
without the consent of all the States. 

Sec. 7. Congress sball provide by law that the United 
States shall pay to the owner the full value of his fugitive 
from labor, in all eases where the marshal, or other officer, 
whose duty it was to arrest such fugitive, was prevented 
from so duing by violence or intimidation from mobs or riot- 
ous assemblages, or when, after arrest, such fu 
rescued by like violence or intimidation, and the owner 
thereby deprived of the same; and the acceptance of such 
payment shall preclude the owner from further claim to 
such fugitive. Congress shall provide by law for securing 
to the citizens of cach State the privileges and immunities 
of citizens in the several States. 

Resolved, therefore, bythe Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, (two. thirds of both Houses concurring,) ‘That the 
foregoing be, and the same are hereby, proposed to the 
several States as amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States; which, when ratified by conveutions in 
three fourths of the scveral States, shall be valid to all in- 
tents and purposes as part of the said Constitution. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President 

Mr. GWIN. I think J am on the floor. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to speak a word from 
the committee touching the present report. 

Mr. GWIN. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE I object to its present considera- 
ton. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
sider it, 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from New 
shire has no right to make the objection, 


Mr. SEWARD. Lam not proposing 


Tam not proposing to con- 


Hamp- 


of making an explanation from the committee 
touching the report made by the Senator from 
Kentucky. The honorable Senator from Hlinois 
[Mr. TrumsuLL] and myself constituted a minor- 
ity of the committee, We dissent from the re- 


port, and we proposed in committee to submita į 


substitute, The majority held that, for some rea- 
son sufficient in their estimation, we were not en- 
titled to submit a minority report. I therefore ask 
leave of the Senate to introduce a joint resolution 


in my own name, and in which the honorable Sen- | 


ator from Ilinois authorized me to say that he 
concurs with me, and which I ask unanimous 
consent to have read and printed; and it will be 
the subject of consideration at such time hereaf- 
ter as the Senate shall choose to hear it, either in 
connection with the other or not. 

Mr. MASON. Is it in the form of a report? 

Mr. SEWARD. No; itis not insisted on in 
that form; itis submitted on my own behalf F 
desire that it may be read for information and 
printed, subject to the future action ofthe Senate. 

The proposition of Mr, Sewarp was read, as 
follows: 

A joint resolution concerning a national convention to 


propose amendments to the Constitution of the United | 


states. 

Whereas the Legislatures of the States of Kentucky, New 
Jersey, and Hlinois, have applied to Congress to calla con- 
vention for proposing amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, Çe, That the Legislatures of the other 
States beinvited to take the subject into consideration, and 
tu express their will on that subject to Congress, in pur- 
suance of ue fifth article of the Constitution. 


Mr. BIGLER. I desire to make—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senafor 
from California was on the floor. No action is 
now requested on the paper just offered, only a 
motion to print” Shall the paper be printed? 

Mr. HALE. Was it read for information? 


ve was | 


to con- | 
sider it at the present moment; but lam desirous | 


į law of the Jand therein, anything contained in any Consti- 


| south of said line, within such boundary as Congress may 


| has just read? The Chair hears no objection. | 


| Representatives, to wait upon Abraham Lincoln, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. For informa- 
tion only. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that it be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | 
hears no objection. f 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to make a remark in 
reference to the question oforder made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. The Senator objects 
to the consideration of the report to-day. Yes- 
terday, when the Senator from Kentucky made the 
motion, I insisted on further moving that the re- 
port of the committee should be the special order 
at one o’clock to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
record. : 

Mr. BIGLER. That instruction was offered, 
and therefore the Senator’s objection will not 
apply. 

Mat. HALE. Therefore it will. 

Mr. SEWARD. I insist on the motion to 

vmt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California is on the floor. The Senator from | 
New Hampshire having objected to the present 
consideration of the resolution reported by the 
Senator from Kentucky, for the time being it can- 
not be considered. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the Senator from Cali- | 
fornia allow the question to be puton my motion 
to print? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair j 
heard no objection to that; and it was ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Thè Senator from Cali- 
fornia will allow me to say a single word. I ob- 
serve that, in this report, the State of Wisconsin 
is mentioned as having sent delegates to this con- 


That is the 


vention, commonly denominated the peace con- || 


vention, That is a mistake. I desire, also, to | 
give notice that when this subject shall come up | 
for consideration, 1 shall offer as an amendment 
to the first section of article thirteen, as proposed, 
the following proviso: 

Provided, however, and this section shall take effect upon į 
the express condition, That no State, or any part thereof, | 
heretofore admitted, or hereafter to be admitted, into the 
Union, shall have power to withdraav from the jurisdiction 
of the United States; and that tbis Constitution, and all 
laws passed in pursnance thereof, shall be the supreme 


tution, act, or ordinance of any State Legislature or con- 
vention to the contrary notwithstanding. 


The section will then read as follows: 


Seo. L fn ail the present territory of the United States | 
north of the paralles of 39° 80/ of north latitude, involun 
tary servitude, except in punishment of crime, is prohib- i 
ited. fn all the present territory south of that line, the 
status of persons held to involuntary service or labor, as it 
now exists, shall not be changed; nor shall any law be 
passed by Congress or the Territorial Legislature to hinder 
or prevent the taking of such persons from any of the States 
ofr this Union to said territory, nor to impair the rights aris- | 
ing from said relation ; but the same shall be subject to | 
judicial! cognizance in the Federal courts, according to the 
course of the common law. Whenany Territory north or 


prescribe, shal} contain a population equal to that required į 


fora member of Congress, it shall, if its form of govern- |j 


ment be republican, be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States, with or without involun- : 
tary servitude, as the constitution of such State may pro- j 
vide: Provided, however, (and this section shall take effect ; 
upon the express condition,) That no State, nor any part i 
thereof, heretofore admitted, or hereafter to be admitted, | 
into the Union, shall have power to withdraw from the į 
jurisdiction of the United States; and that the Constitu- | 
tion, and ali laws passed in pursuance thereof, shali be the | 
supreme law of the land therein, anything contained in 
any constitution, act, or ordinance, of any State Legista- 
ture or convention, to the contrary notwithstanding. 


And I desire that thatamendment, which [now 
send to the Chair, may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any 
objection to printing the paper which the Senator | 


PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT ELECT. | 


Mr. TRUMBULL, from the committee ap- 
pointed on the part of the Senate, jointly with the 
committee appointed on the part of the House of 


of Lilinois, and notify him of his election as Pres- 
ident of the United States, reported that the com- 
mitice had performed the duty assigned them, and ; 
that the President elect, in signifying his accept- 
ance of the office to which he was chosen by the 
people, said: 


“With deep gratitude to my countrymen for this mark of 
their confidence, with a distrust of my own ability to per- 
form the required duty under the most favorable circum- | 
stances, now rendered doubly difficult by existing national | 
perils; yet, with a firm reliance on the strength of our free | 


Government, and the ultimate loyalty of the people to the 
just principles upon which it is founded, and above all, an 
unshaken faith in the Supreme Ruler of nations, I accept 
this trust. Be pleased to signify my acceptance to the re- 
spective Houses of Congress.?? 


He also, from the committee appointed on the 
part of the Senate, jointly with the committee 
appointed on the part of the House of Represent- 
atives, to wait upon Hannibal Hamlin, of Maine, 
‘and notify him of his election as Vice President 
of the United States, reported that the committee 
had_performed the duty assigned them, and that 
the Vice President elect, in signifying his accept- 
ance of the office to which he had been chosen 
by the people, said: 

«You will please to communicate to the respective 
Houses of Congress my acceptance of the trust confided to 
me by a generous people. And while it isa position which 
Į neither sought or desired, I am truly grateful for the con- 
fidence reposed in me, deeply sensible of the obligations it 
imposes; and it shall be my earnest effort to discharge my 


duty in that manner which shall subserve the interest of 
the whole country.” 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R, No. 
971) making appropriations for,the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862; the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 
Gwin, from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr.GWIN. As I observed, sir, before this 
interruption took place, I wish the Senate to bear 
iu mind that the amendment now under consid- 
cration has not the slightest reference to this But- 
terfield contract. The amendment that has been 
offered from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads is an amendment to the bill which 
passed a few days ago, enlarging the amount that 
the Postmaster General can pay for conveying the 
entire mails to the Pacific coast from $800,000 to 
$1,000,000. My colleague has stated that one or 
the provisions of this amendment continues the 
ocean service as it exists at present for $350,000. 
That is true; and that was the intention of the 
committee, and it is my intention; and I give no- 
tice now, so far as l am concerned, that so long 
as we can get this ocean service three times a 
month, carrying all the mail matter that the Gov- 


| ernment may choose to place upon those steamers, 


for $350,000, I do not care how long it continues. 
It is a cheap service; it is a good service; and it 
is one third less than we have paid for it for up- 
wards of ten years. We paid $738,000 for a semi- 
monthly service for ten years; and we now geta 
tri-monthly service for $350,000. f 
Now, Mr. President, although I am as anxious 
as any other person can be, to see the entire mail 
rried overland, on the central route, it is a prob- 
lem not yet solved, whether we can carry all the 
printed matter onthat route. Ithas been reported 
against time and again by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. The experiment never has been made. The 
amount of printed matter is sixty thousand pounds 
a month. When you speak of daily overland 
mails, that means six times a week. It is the 
interpretation, as I understand, of the Post Office 
Department, that a daily mail excludes Sundays; 
and therefore, when you take a thousand pounds 
every day, as provided in the bill that has passed 
both Houses, you will have fifteen hundred 
pounds to be sent daily, additional. Thus, you 
iake twenty-four thousand pounds a month on 
the fast line, to be passed through in twenty days, 


jand leave fifteen hundred pounds to be carried 


through in thirty-five days. Now, sir, I do not 
want any mail service more perfect than one that 
will carry the whole of the heavy printed matter 
by the ocean line, three times a month, and carry 
all our letters in twenty days, daily. That is pre- 
cisely what I wish: all the letters going through 
in twenty days, and all the way matter for all the 
intermediate routes, and let the heavy printed 
matter go by the ocean line until it is developed 
hereafter that we can certainly carry it across the 
continent on a route that can never be disturbed. 
Ido not pretend to disguise that that is precisely 
what I want, and what, in my judgment, is the 
best thing that can be done at this time for the 
mail service between the Atlantic and Pacific. — 
This service by the Isthmus is important in 
another respect. We have postal treaties with 
Great Britain and other nations, by which we 
have to carry their mails. We cannot get those 
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mails carried unless we have a contract going 
across Central America, a very important com- 
munication for our citizens. Itis a very import- 
ant service; and, although I make it subordinate, 
and intend to make it subordinate, to the overland 
service—and, if it isnecessary to destroy itto build 
up the overland service, | am prepared to do it— 
yet I think the mixed is the best service we can 
possibly have. According to the amendment 
which was offered from the Post Office Commit- 
tee, we can get that service for $350,000; and then 
the limit of $1,000,000 put in that amendment, 
leaves $650,000 to carry the way mail and letter 
mail across from St. Joseph to California. It can 
be done for that sum. I know it. There is not 
a shadow of a doubt about it, Why, sir, we are 
now carrying, daily,‘the whole printed matter and 
all letters, from Sacramento to Portland, more than 
a third of the distance, aver range upon range of 
- mountains, in a worse country than they have to 
carry it across this continent, for $90,000 a year; 
and we can carry the whole of this mail matter for 
$650,000, daily, and there are plenty of men in 
the country who will take the contract. There- 
fore, when we can get this service for $1,000,000, 
three times a month by the ocean line, carrying 
all the heavy matter, and six times a week for all 
the way mails and letter mail, going through in 
twenty days, I shall congratulate my constituents 
on such a perfect mail service, and for such a mail 
compensation, compared to what we paid hereto- 
fore, costing the Government by this amendment 
but $1,000,000. 

Now, Mr. President, in regard to the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 1t is well 
known that I have always sustained the Butter- 
field route; and I undertake to say that there are 
not better contractors in the world, in my judg- 
ment. They have performed their service in a 
manner that does credit to them and the Govern- 
ment. Itwas agreatoxperiment and agreat risk 
they ran in undertaking to carry this mail across 
the continent, on a route nearly three thousand 
miles in length—the longest four-horse post-coach 
service that was ever established—and tt has been 
aneminentsuccess. Itis well known to members 
of the Senate, because it got into debate here, 
that | have been racking my brain for wecks to 
devise some plan by which the contractor on this 
route, which I belicved would be disturbed, could 
be brought to the central route, for which I have 
received a good many hard blows in the newspa- 
pers and elsewhere for doing precisely whatis now 
proposed and advocated by those who seemed to 
object to and censure my conduct. 

| was anxious to economize our mail service; to 


being them down to the lowest amount; and I did | 


not want to disturb the Butterfield contract, or to 
discontinueitatall. But, sir,what L tried toavoid— 
causes over which I could have no control—have 
brought about the destruction of this route. I 


have just received a letter from the Postmaster | 
General. I made a specific inquiry from him to 
know if the mails could be carried on the Butter- | 


field route; and I have just received this letter 
from him: 


Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, February 28, 1861. 
Dear Sir: I asked the postmaster of Fort Smith last 
evening, by telegraph, ifthe mails on the overland route 
were stopped the otber day by ‘exans, and have this morn- 
ing received the following answer under yesterday’s date, 
viz: 
¢ From the best information 1 have now, it seems it was 
Indians, not Texans. A. G Mayers, Postmaster.” 
Very respectfully, yours, HORATIO KING, 


Hon. W. M. Gwin, United States Senate. 


My inquiry was to know whether the route was 
stopped, and whether any mail was sent on it. 
Now, it comes to a question of damages. The 
Government of the United States did not stop this 
mail. It has been done by causes that this Gov- 
ernment could not control, as we well know. We 
have no army there to punish these Indians, from 
the news we have latcly received. 

Now, Mr. President, while E have stated that 
these contractorson the Butterfield route have per- 
formed their services admirably, there are other 
contractors who have performed services equally 
meritorious to thecountry also. These contract- 
ors on the .central route have started an enter- 
prise that is equal to that of the Butterfield route, 
considering that was one established by the Gov- 
vernment at an expense of $600,000 a year, and 
this other was established by the private enter- 
prise of these parties themselves, without any 


compensation from the Government. I allude.to 
the pony express. These contractors, by the 
transfer of the Butterfield contractors to their 
route, are to’ be sacrificed in all the improve- 
ments they have made. They have got stations, 
they have got teams, as fine as there are in the 
world, and coaches; and they ought at least to 
have an opportunity, in open market, to bid for 
this contract; and that is all I propose. 

Now, sir, in regard to the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire: what isit? Itis 
a proposition to give the Butterfield contractors 
$1,150,000 a year, for four years from nextJuly, | 
for carrying the entire mail to California. It gives 
them the privilege of sending the printed matter 
in thirty-five days. Iam utterly opposed to that 
in any shape, manner, or form. I would rather 
have the printed matter conveyed tri-monthly by 
the ocean route, than have it sent across the con- 
tinent in thirty-five days. A newspaper thirty- 
five days old is not of much account. There are 
steamer papers printed on our side, and on the 
other side also, by which the people can get the 
current news for the ten days, or formerly the 
two weeks, that intervene between the sailing of 
the steamers. 

In addition to that, one of the sections of the 
amendment of the the Senator from Massachu- 
setts provides: 

That the contractors on route No. 12578 shall be entitled 
to their present mail pay during the necessary time required 
to change their stock from their present ronte to the central 
route, without performing the service, and shall be entitled 
also to two months? pay on their present contract as liqui- 
dated damages for such change of service, if made by them 
in accordance with the terms of the preceding section. 

Here is a sum of $100,000 given to these con- 
tractors outright, and then they are to be paid 
| their present contract price while doing no service 
until the change be made; that is to say, they will 
get the very same pay they now get, until they 
change the service to the central route; and I un- 
dertake to say they will not do it before the 1st 
of July. There is full four months’ pay that they 
will get for doing nothing whatever, amounting 
to $200,000, and then they are to be paid $100,000 
|| for liquidated damages, altogether $300,000, which 
|| they are to get without peforming any service, 
according to this proposition. They can perform 
i| no service on their present route now, for it is in- 
|| terrupted by Indians, and they are not required 
to establish the other service, and cannot do it, 
unless they are specially authorized to do it, be- 
fore the Ist of July; and therefore they will receive 
atleastfour months’ pay, and probably more, from 
the time their service was interrupted in Texas, 
| withoutdoing any service. To give them $100,000 
| as liquidated damages, and $200,000 pay up to 
the Ist of July, without carrying any mail, I think 

is ample compensation to these contractors, if the 
| Senate choose to transfer them to the central route, 
i| without giving them $150,000 a year, in addition 
for four years, more than the service can be per- 
formed for, and we can get a contract for. | 

Hence, Mr President, I think, if the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts is to be 
considered, and is to supplant that which has been 
offered by the Post Office Committee, the amount 
of pay provided for the service should be reduced 
from $1,150,000 to $1,000,000 a year. If these 
contractors are to be transferred to the central 
route with $100,000 liquidated damages, and have 
all their pay from this time to the Ist of July, 
| withoutcarrying any mail, (for they cannot carry 
it, because it has been stopped; and they cannot 
commence on the central route until the Ist of | 
July,) which will give them $300,000 altogether, 
they should not be paid more for the service than 
it can be performed for by others. If the Senate 
choose to adopt the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, I shall move to cut down the 
amount to be paid from $1,150,000 to $1,000,000 
a year. 

Mr, LATHAM. Iam very glad my colleague 
has avowed one thing, because it relieves me of 
any charge of misinterpretation. He expressly 
says he is in favor of a permanent mail contract 
by steamship between New York and San Fran- 
cisco, and that the object of the first part of the 
provision offered by the committee is to accom- 
plish this object, which is exactly what Í stated bé- 
fore. [think it would have been far more proper, 
and would have made this matter more explicit 


| steamship service between’ New York and San 
| Francisco, at a cost notexceeding $350,000.a year, : 
and another to carry the letterand way-maildaily 
—as he avowsitcan bedone—on the central route, 
for $650,000 a year. Then the.two propositions. 
| would have been clear and plain. 'Theilatter pro- 
| vision could have declared that the contract-should 
be let out to the lowest bidder, or could:have pro- 
vided for making an-absolute contract, if. the.com-. 
mittee should prefer, at the rate of $650,000.a year. ; 
Then, with the repeal of the provisions that were, 
puton the post route billin relation to thie service, 
we should have the steamship line. for $850,000, : 
and the central overland line for $650,000, to.carry , 
nothing but the letter and way-mails. When the 
committee brings forward such a proposition, so, 
singularly worded, which their proposed amend- 
ment amounts to, what, L.ask, is to become ofall 
the way mail lying along the routes to Denver 
City and Julesburg and Salt Lake City, that. the 
‘provision upon the post route bil} required the 
contractors to provide for? Those mails. will 
amount very likely oftentimes to over a thousand 
pe per trip. “You cannot send that matter 

sea. The Representatives. and Senators of 
Kansas, and the Delegate from New Mexico, will 
send all their public documents and all their 
printed matter—of course, amounting to the same 
that the Senators from California now send—over 
that route, and the contractors are tocarryit. I 
ask where is the provision to carry it? 

Mr. GWIN. Does the Senator say. that that 
mail matter will exceed a thousand pounds a day? 

Mr. LATHAM. I did not say it would exceed 
a thousand pounds every day; butI.said it must 
be carried, and we should make provision far it. 

Mr. GWIN. This does not disturb the other 
provision, which is to supply those places semi- 
weekly ? 

Mr. LATHAM. ThenI have tosay that there 
is no provision in relation to the paymentof those 
who carry it. $ 

Mr. GWIN. They are bound to carry it. 

Mr. LATHAM. This says explicitly, ‘shall 
contract for the transportation of the letter and 
way mail on the central route before the 1st da 
of July, if the service can be performed,” wit 
the limitation of a thousand pounds. 


REPORT OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen in 
the chair.) The hour of one o’clock having ar- 
rived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to announce 
the special order—the report of the select com- 
mittee to which was referred certain proposed 
amendments to the Constitution. ee 

Mr. HALE. I object to the consideration of 
that report; and I will state—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report is 
a special order, and an objection does not carry 
it over. It must be considered now, unless it be 
deferred by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I beg pardon of the Chair for a 
moment. I should like to state the rule, and the 
reason for it. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire. y 

Mr. HALE. The rule Tread, and upon which 
I rest, is the 26th rule of the Senate: 

«95. Every bill shall receive three readings previous to 
its being passed, and the President shall give notice at each, 
whether it be the first, second, or third; which reading 
shail be on three different days, unless the Senate unani- 
mously direct otherwise. And all resolutions proposing 
amendments to the Constitution, or to which the approba- 
tion and signature of the President may be requisite, or 
which may grant money out of the contingent or any other 
fund, shall be treated, in all respects, in the introduction and 
form of proceedings on them, in the Senate, in a similar 
manner with bills; and all other resolutions shall lie on 
the table one day for consideration, and also reports ofcom- 
mittees.”? 


That is the express rule of the Senate. Rules 
are made for the protection of minorities; and it 
does not lie in the power of a majority to vote 
yesterday that a rule of the Senate shall be dis- 
regarded to-day. The. rule says that all reports 
of committees shall lie on the table one day; and 
J ask for the execution of that rule. Ifa major- 
ity of the Senate can override the rules, and by a 
vote say that a thing shall be in order, which a 
rule of the Senate says shall not, the rules afford 
no protection, and we might as well have no rules 
at all, and all that need be done in order to dis- 
regard them, is a vote of the Senate yesterday. 


i 


F 


on the part of the committee, if they had brought 
in two distinct propositions—one to provide for 


| Suppose the Senate should vote so to-day; there 
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is the rile, and upon that rule I stand; and if the 
Senate will adhere. to its rules, I think I am safe’ 
ix the point I have taken. OF 

Mr. BIGLER. Imade the motion yesterday, 
and I stated expressly my object, 

Mr. HALE: Iknowit. œ 

‘Mr, BIGLER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will perceive thatthe text upon which the 
Senate is to act was presented here yesterday— 
all thatis vital. The reference was merely formal, 
tò attach to that text the series of resolutions 
which are-to be submitted as amendments to the 
Constitution—a mere form. I-foresaw that inall 
probability it would be treated as an original bill, 
and an effort made to carry it over by a single 
objection; and I stated distinctly that my sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Kentucky, that he should 
extend his instructions further than he originally 
proposed, and that he should not only instruct 
the committee to report, but that their report | 
should be made the spccial order for one o’clock 
to-day, was for the purpose of getting clearof an 
objection which might be raised by an individual 
Senator, treating the bill as introduced to-day. I 
say the resolutions were introduced yesterday. 
They were not referred to be considered and 
amended or substituted. The committee determ- 
ined this morning that they had no power prop- 
erly over the main question; that theirduty merely 
was to attach formal] resolutions to the report for 
the consideration of Congress. I think, therefore, 
that the Senate yesterday virtually and fairly 
made the resolutions of the peace conference the 
order of the day at one o’clock to-day. That is} 
the position upon which I place myself. There 
is no doubt about.the rule; the Senator has read 
that correctly. ; 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
admits what I was going to contend, and that 
was, that the object of his motion yesterday, was j 
to deprive me of my constitutional rights under 
the rules. | 

Mr. BIGLER. Not constitutional rights. 

Mr. HALE. The rules are our constitutional 
rights, because, by the Constitution, we have the 
power to make rules; and a right that I have under 
the rules is just as sacred as any right under the 
Constitution, I want again to remind the Senate, 
that rules are always made for the protection of 
minorities. Majorities can take care of them- 
selves. Now, sir, this resolution was broughtin | 
here and referred tò this committee yesterday, | 
no matter what for. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
at all. 

Mr. HALE. No matter what it was, it was | 
referred to the committee, and it was not compe- 
tent for the Senate to take any action upon it until | 
the committee had discharged themselves by a 
report, which they have done this morning, and 
the rule says that every report shall lic on the 
table one day. That is all Lask. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have rather studied 
to keep myself in ignorance of the rules of the 
Senate, willing to abide the decision of the Pres- 
ident of the body; and J have avoided it because 
I thought itin other gentlemen, frequently, a very 
troublesome sort of knowledge to the Senate. The 
Senator from New Hampshire has risen here, and 
made a question of order for the Chair to decide, | 
and has entertained the Senate with a learned dis- ; 
cussion upon the question of whether the Senate 
did right yesterday, in the order which they made. 
After the Senate has made an order, it is compe- 
tent toannul that order, upon a subsequent day, 
by saying that it was an order made contrary to 
the rules of the Senate? I take it not. Itis out! 
of time. When the order was made, then, I take 
it, it ought to have been objected to, if it was out 
of order, or if it was not competent for the Senate 
to make it. The Senate, however, in making the 
order, determined its competency to do it, and it 
is not for the gentleman to annul a proceeding of 
yesterday, by saying thai it was out of order, or 
to make any question of order upon it to-day. 

Besides, I may say, though it may not be ex- | 
actly relevant to the question, that I marvel very | 
much to see little dilatory pleas put in and at- 
tempts to evade a great subject by these nice 
questions of order. Here is a subject affecting a 
whole nation. A nation stands breathlessly look- 
ing on now to your proceedings to decide their 
doom; it may be either for peace or war, life or | 
death to them; and the gentleman says our at- | 


It was not a resolution 
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tempt to do something on the subject is out of 
order. Isay I marvel that there can be in the 
hearts of gentlemen a temper of this sort. But, 
sir, that is for another part-of the subject. Isay 
now, the Senator has no right to make this ques- 
tion of order. The Senate has made an order, 
and that settles the matter. It ought to have been 
objected to when made; and the objection cannot 
now be brought in. Otherwise. I do not know 
that eur whole time would be sufficient for ns to 
discuss questions of order. 

_ Mr. HALE. I ask that the Clerk read the first 
paragraph of Jefferson’s Manual. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will hear it. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Chair has decided; and, 
as there is no appeal from his decision taken, 
there is no question of order to be debated. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Chair decided ? 

The PREM DING OFFICER. The Chair has 
not decided. The Secretary will read the extract 
called for by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

“Mr. Onslow, the ablest among the speakers of the House 
of Commons, used to say: ft was a maxim he had often 
heard when be was a young man, from old and experienced 
members, that nothing tended morc to throw power into 
the hands of administration and those who acted with the į 
majority of the House of Commons, than a neglect of, or 
departure from, the rules of proceeding. ‘That these forms, 
as instituted by our ancestors, operated as a check and con- 
trol on the actions of the majority, and that they were, in 
many instances, a shelter and protection to the minority, 
against the attempts of power.’ So far, the maxim is cer- 
tainly true, and is founded in good sense, that as it is always 
in the power of the majority, by their numbers to stop any 
improper measures proposed on the partof their opponents, 
the only weapons by which the minority can defend themi 
selves against similar attempts from those in power, are the | 
forms and rules of proceeding, which have been adopted as 
they were found necessary from time to time, and are be- 
come the law of the House, by a strict adherence to which 
the weaker party can only be protected from these irregu- 
lavities and abuses, which these forms were intended to 
eheck, and which the wantonness of power is but too often 
apt to suggest to Iarge and successful majorities.” 

Mr. HALE. That is all. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That is all. It was not 
necessary for us to appeal to Mr. Onslow to know 
what rules of order were made for. We all knew 
that. How does the gentleman apply it here? 
He gets up out of time and out of season and out 
of order, and undertakes to make a question of 
order, I say that was a question for yesterday, 
and is not a question for to-day. The gentleman 
himself is out of order, It was perfectly compe- 
tent for the Senate to make that order; at any 
rate, they have decided it, and it is not a question 
of order now to say that the act of the Senate 
was out of order. The act of a member may be | 
out of order; he may speak out of order; he may 
act out of order; but who shall decide that the | 
Senate is out of order? J should like to know 
that. Certainly not the Presiding Officer. The 
Senate alone is competent to reverse its own or- 
ders and its own decisions, but not the Chair, not 
its Presiding Officer. It was the judgment of the 
Senate upon the very question which the gentle- 
man suggests now, that he desires to overturn. | 
This is my view of the subject, but I will not dc- || 
tain the Senate longer on such a question. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It may be, Mr. Presi- || 
dent: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 
remark that this debate is proceeding by the 
unanimous consent of the Senate, liable to inter- 
ruptions by any Senator, for a question of order | 
is not debatable. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If any objection be in- | 
terposed, I have not a word to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. The Senator from Maine will | 
proceed. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What T wasabouttosay | 
was, that it is barely possible that all of us do not | 
look upon this report that has come in from the | 
peace congress, as it is called, with the cyes of | 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky. In his! 
view, it may be that the peace and welfare of this | 
great country depend upon the action of those 
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very respectable gentlemen who have been in ses- | 
sion at the other end of the avenue, of whom I 
believe I was nominally one; but it may be that 
some of us think that the peace and welfare of 
the country are not so dependent upon their opin- 
ions; that we have opinions of our own in refer- 

ence to this matter, upon which we are quite at || 
liberty to act; and consequently that we do not i 
labor under the terrible responsibilities that are || 


| Says, is assuming this, that, and the other. 


said to be imposed upon us if we choose toadhere 
to the rules of the Senate. 

Now, sir, what was done yesterday; and in the 
first place, what are the rules of this body? ‘Vhere 
is a rule of the Senate that no rule can be changed 
except on one day’s notice. There has been no 
notice given of any attempt to change the rule 
which has been read by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. Another rule is that no report of a 
committee can be considered upon the same day 
upon which it is made, if it be objected to by any 
member. Hasanything taken place in this body 
to deprive the Senator from New Hampshire of 
the right to make this objection, which belongs 
to every member? The rules have not been 
changed, for no notice has been given of a change 
from any quarter, and the rule requiring the re- 
port of a committee to lie over stands to-day 
where it did yesterday. Then, what was done 
yesterday? It was voted by the Senate that the 
committee should make its report to-day, and 
that it should be the special order for to-day at 
one o’clock. Very well, there is no objection to 
that. . 
The special order at one o’clock is the report of 
the committec, if it comes in; but did the Senate 
vote yesterday that that special order at one 
o’clock, whatever it might be, should not be sub- 
ject to the rules of the Senate, but should over- 
ride all the rules under which we act; should over- 
ride the rule that the rules themselves cannot be 


| changed, except on one day’s notice; should over- 


ride the rule that the report of a committee is sub- 
ject to he put over on the objection of a single 
member? Not at all. We did not vary the rules 
by anything we did yesterday. We simply de- 
cided, as we might decide, that the report of the 
committee should come in and be made the special 
order, and if nobody objected, it would go on and 
be considered; but if anybody does object, the 
rules are still in operation, I take it, and the special 
order must have been made subject to the rules, 
My friend from Vermont [Mr. Cortamer] sug- 
gests that making it a special order only give ita 
preference over other business, so far as to have 
the report made at this time; but the Senate did 
not vote that we should go on in contravention of 


| all the rules under which we act here, in opposi- 


tion to those regulations which are made, as the 
Senator from New Hampshire says, for the pro- 
tection of the minority, to consider it, because 
there was a vote yesterday to that effect; other- 
wise the result must be what he says, that the vote 
ofa majority may at any moment override all the 
rules of the Senate, if you pass the vote a day be- 
forehand. Itcannotbeso. The objection is made, 
and Senators must consider it with reference to 
those binding regulations to whose authority we 
all bow, and not overlook it because the Senator 
from Kentucky chooses to consider that this is so 
very important a matter as to throw reproach on 
any member who dares to appeal to the protection 
of the rules. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The Senator hasadded 
very little to the argument. He has dealt, as his 
manner is too frequently, a little ungraciously and 
personally. The gentleman from Kentucky, he 
i I 
should be very sorry that any such accusation 
should be well-founded against me here. F con- 
sider myself certainly in no way entitled to any 


sort of superiority over my brother Senators, and 


i Lhope I have never assumed it. ‘he gentleman, 


Isay, has added nothing to the argument, except 
it be a slight personal disparagement of the con- 
vention, and the reprimand of what he supposed 
tobe my presumption. Isay, sir, that I have been 
guilty of no presumption; nothing that you have 
aright to characterize in any such way. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I made no attempt to 
characterize it in any way. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. You did, as I under- 
stood, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Well, sir; I understand 
it differently. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no other 
Senator interposes, the Chair must do so, and 
stop debate on the question of order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I know the temper of 
some gentlemen; 1 know it perfectly well; and I 
intend to reply to everything that has been said; 
and Iam willing to take every responsibility, and 
so shall every man on this question. I say this 
is an attempt by indirection and by little petty 
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special pleading to avoid the consideration of a 
great subject, upon which I desire gentlemen to 
take their responsibility and give direct votes. I 
apprehend what course that will be from ‘some 
gentlemen at any rate, and I intend that they shall 
come to it. 

_ Sir, I say again, and it is all I can say, and all 
that can be said, the order made by the Senate 
yesterday was the judgment of the Senate; and the 
President of this body has no-right whatever to 
say that the Senate judged erroneously. That is 
the simple question into which this matter resolved 
itself. P 

Mr. President, I do feel very deeply interested 
on this subject. It may lead me into errors; I 
shall lament them; but Í am anxious that the sub- 
ject should be fairly considered by the Senate, 
and a vote taken upon it. To attempt now, at 
this late day, to postpone it, is an attempt to evade 
the subject, and to suppress it in the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. ‘When this question of order 
was first started, I confess I had some difficulty 
in the way in which it was presented. The rules 
of the Senate certainly require that reports, when 
they are made, shall lie one day for consideration; 
and the rules of the Senate further require that 
the rules shall not be changed without one day’s 
notice. Those considerations, I confess, gave 
me some difficulty at first; but after further con- 
sideration, I have no difficulty. I can state it to 
the Senate in a word. When the Senate makes 
a subject a special order fora given hour, it isan 
order of the Senate, that when that hour comes, 
that subject should be taken up for consideration, 
not by a vote, but by virtue of the order. Now, 
the Senate yesterday directed that the report of 
the committee should be made the special order 
atone o'clock. ‘That was an order of the Senate 
that it should betaken up when that hour arrived; 
but the rules of the Senate declare that such re- 
ports shall lie a day for consideration. Itfollows, 
of course, when the Senate made a special order 
which the rules of the Senate did not admit of, 
and there was no objection to its being made, the 
rule was suspended pro hac vice by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. An objection not being 
made then, the rule was suspended for the occa- 
sion. I think, therefore, the point of order is 
not well made. 

Mr. HALE. I simply rise to say that there 
was objection made yesterday, and. twenty-one of 
us voted against the order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frreu ine 


the chair.) If required to do so, the Chair must 
decide the question of order; but he prefers sub- 
mitting it to the Senate. Under the 3lstrule, the 
duty of the Chair to call up the special order at 
the hour for which it was sct is clear; and that 
rule further says: 

“* AnA the Senate shall proceed to consider it, unless it 
be postponed by a vote of the Senate.” 

The Chair prefers to submit the question of 
order to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Task for the ycas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas-and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Chair statethe ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those who 
deem it within the rules of the Senate to procecd 
to the present consideration of the report of the 


select committee, will, as their names are called, i 


answer “ yea;’’ and those of a contrary opinion 
will answer “nay.” . 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is exactly the 


question submitted by the Chair? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is this: is it within the rules of the Scnate to pro- 
ceed to consider—the objection ofthe Senatorfrom 
New Hlampshire to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing—the report of the select committee 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, l have felt some 


thatreport. If the resolution had stopped there, 
T have no doubt that an objection interposed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. {í wish to correct the 
Senator in a question of fact. The order of the 
Senate was to report by twelve o’clock, and it 
was made the special order for one o’clock. 

Mr. BAYARD. They were to report by twelve 
o’clock, then; and if the order of the Senate had 
stopped there, of course an objection would have 
postponed its consideration to another day; but 
the Senate further, by a vote of yeas and ‘nays, 


made the report of the committee the special order || 


for one o’clock to-day. I have no doubt, there- 
fore, that-to that extent we have the right to con- 
sider the report as the special order made by the 
Senate yesterday. It suspends the operation of 
the rule to that extent, as regards the special 
order. Butif it involves also the further question, 
I should have grave doubts. The committee re- 
port a resolution, and that stands precisely on the 
footing of a bill, in the terms of our rules. That 
resolution, under the rules, can be read once to- 
day. Can we consider the resolutions to-day, if 
objected to? is a very different question. The re- 
port of the committee, [ have no doubt, under the 
special order of the Senate, we have aright to 
consider. Whether we can read the resolutions 
a second time, with a view to consideration in 
committee, is a very different question; and if my 
vote is to be considered as covering that ques- 
tion, I should hesitate to vote in favor of it; but I 
can vote in favor of considering the report of the 
committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called) said: 
I beg leave to say that I think the 31st rule ap- 
ice to this case; and I therefore vote ‘ yea.” 

he 31st rule is as follows: 


“ When the hour shall have arrived for the consideration | 


of a special order, it shall be the duty of the Chair to take 
up such special order; and the Senate shall proceed tocon- 
sider it, unless it be postponed by vote of the Senate.” 


The result was then announced—ycas 26, nays | 


23; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 


Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Gwin, Hun- | 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Jolinson of Tennessec, Kennedy, | 


Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, 
Rice, Sebastian, Thomson, and Wigfall—26. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, | 
Foster, 


Coilamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbuil, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—23. 

So the Senate decided that it was in order to 
consider the report. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to another point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from New Hampshire rises to another point of 
order; which he will state. 


Mr. HALE. It is under the same rule: 


* And all resolutions proposing anendments to the Con- i 


stitution, or to which the approbation and signature of the 


President may be requested, or which may grant money | 
out of the contingent or any other fund, shall be treated i 
in all respects, in the introdaction and form of proccediug | 


on them, in the Senate, in a similar manner with bills.” 


And bills can only be read once in one day, i 


without unanimous consent. JT objectto this res- 
olution having more than one reading to-day. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
has not been read at all. The objection, there- 
fore, is premature. 
read; but merely reported from the committee. 
Mr. LATHAM. Before discussion commences 
on those resolutions, I move that the amendment 
which was offered this morning from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads as an 
amendment to the appropriation bill be printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to the Senator’s motion, and 
the order will be entered. The joint resolution 
(S. No. 70) proposing certain amendments to the 


The Senator 


The resolution bas not been ` 


been stated cannot come:sip: to-day. 
read a second time? That is a question: for -to-.. 
morrow. EE BC he REOR 
Mr. BIGLER. The whole subject:in reference; 
to the proposed amendments to’the Constitution 
is now before the Senate, and open forconsideras 
tion and debate.. . E E E T 
Mr. COLLAMER. | Mr. Prësident, T wish to 
know what is now the question before the Senate? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. -Objection is 
made to the second reading of the resolution: « 16 
is before the Senate, however, and open to debate. 
It cannot be read a second time'to-day under:the 
objection. : wo BA, 
r. HALE. There is one question under the. 
26th rule, to which. I have called the attention of 
the Chair, that this resolution should be treated. 
as a bill. Then the 25th rule is in these words: 


“ One day’s notice, at least, shall be given of an intended’ 
motion for leave to bring ina bill; and all bills reported by 
a committee shall, after the first reading, be printed for the 
use of the Senate.” : 


I want that rule executed before we proceed to 
the consideration of this resolution. AST EE 

Mr. HUNTER. You may debate bill on the 
first reading, because the question of rejection; 
might come up on that. There isanotherreason 
why this open to debate; and that is, itis ona 
report of a committee. yi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
decided that the resolution is before the Senate,. 
and open to debate. The proposéd amendments 
were ordered to be printed yesterday for the’ use. 
of the Senate. f . ee ee 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, it seems'to 
me that the application of almost all rules depends 
upon the question before us. Now, whatis the 
question before the Senate at this moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
is properly upon the second reading of the joint. 
resolution. An objection to its second reading 
the Chair does not deem as precluding debatée, 

Mr. HALE. The questionis, ‘Shall the joint 
resolution be read a second time ?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question. : 

Mr. COLLAMER. Whether it shall be read 
a second time? ome 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. © 

Mr. COLLAMER. And the objection is, that 
that cannot be taken to-day? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire objects to taking that ques- 
tion to-day. Under the rules, objection being’ 
made, it cannot be taken to-day. ae im 

Mr. COLLAMER. If that question canriot be 
taken to-day, then I submit whether it is open to 
debate to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The. Chair 
thinks it is. : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Do 1 understand thatthis 
question is now open for debate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution is before the Senate, and open to debate, 

Mr. BIGLER. Why, Mr. President—if the 
Senate will allow me—who ever heard, when a bill 
was pending, of a question being raised whether 
| it would be voted on that day,in advance? Who 
| precludesa discussion on an amendment because, 


ii possibly, the bill may not be read a second 


time? . 

Mr. GRIMES. Do I understand the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to appeal from the decision.of 
| the Chair? 

Mr. BIGLER. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. GRIMES. Then what question is before 
| us? ; pe 

| Mr. BIGLER. The question has been decided 
; that it is open for consideration and debate. 

| Mr. GRIMES. The Senator is talking on the 
| general question. Go ahead, then.. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 


1 
Constitution of the United States is now before | > | 
the Senate. j| olution reported from the select committee is be- 

Mr. HALE. I object to its second reading || fore the Senate. Objection being made to. its sec- 
to-day. ond reading, unless it is desired to debate it, it 

Mr. HUNTER. I presame there is no neces- |! will lie over until to-morrow. 
sity to read it a second time. Debate can go on Mr. WILSON. Let it lie over, ; 
after one reading; and that objection, therefore, Mr. CRITTENDEN. Does the Chair recom- 
does not set it aside. g mend that it lie over until to-morrow? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair. The PRESIDING OFFICER, It must neces- 
deems the resolution open to debate on the first || sarily he over until to-morrow, objection being 
reading. The question is: “ Shall the resolution i! made to its second reading to-day, unless it is 
be read a second time?” : desired to debate it. The subject is before the 

Mr. SUMNER The question that has just |) Senate, and open to debate; but no motion can be 


ltte doubt on this question. I have only heard 
a portion of the debate. I wish to know the prop- 
-osition distinctly on which I am to vote; for, even 
on an unimportant question, I should be unwill- 
ing to set a precedent which would violate those 
rules essential to the government of every delib- 
erative body, and prevent the tyranny of a mere 
majority. As l understand, the Senate yesterday 
referred to a select committee the propositions 
adopted by what is commonly known as the 
peace congress, with instructions to make their 
report by one o’clock to-day; and they have made 
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put-on the joint resolution for its second reading, 
objection being made. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will it come up to- 
morrow at any particular hour? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The opinion of 
the Chair is, that by lying over until to-morrow, 
itdoses its character as a special order. 

Mr. GRITTENDEN: . I will move, then, as 
that'seems to be the disposition of the Chair and 
other members around me, to make it the special 
order for half. past twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. In the argument on this subject, 
it: was suggested by some Senator on the other 
side that we were precluded from availing our- 
selves of the right which the rules give us, be- 
cause yesterday we did not object to its being 
made the ‘special order, and a special order over- 
rode the rules. I now rise to give notice that I 
do not yield any rights under the rules, but shall 
claim therm: and do not choose to be overridden 
by a mere majority of the Senate, if I can help it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand the resolution 
has been read once to-day, and I hope the motion 
will be sustained, because then it will come up 
for a second reading to-morrow and on the sec- 
ond reading we can consider it as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to have the joint resolution I intro- 
duced this morning receive its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
must first move to bring it before the Senate. 
Mr. SEWARD. I ask leave to introduce that 
int resolution. 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 

hears no objection. 
The joint resolution (S. No. 71) concerning a 
national convention to propose amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States, was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. SEWARD. I ask for its second reading, 
if there be no objection. 

l Mr: HALE, Mr. SUMNER, and others, ob- 
ected. 

: Mr. DOUGLAS. Is the objection to the recep- 
tion of the resolution ? 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir; the objection is to 
its second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That subject 
will go over until to-morrow. 

Mr.SEWARD. I hope the Senate will allow 
me to offer my resolution as a substitute for the 
other one, and that will bring it up to-morrow as 
a part of the special order. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senate gives no such as- 
sent. Itis the right of the Senator to offer it. 

Mr.SEWARD. Then I offer it as a substitute. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The subject is not before the 
Senate, so the Senator cannot offer it. It willbe: 
in order to-morrow. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be in 
order for the Senator to offer it to-morrow. Itis 
not in order now. 


SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULES. 


Mr. PEARCE. 1 wish to make a motion that 
it is proper should be made to-day, and which is 
always in order. I move to suspend the 16th and 
17th joint rules of the two Houses. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that there may be a little 
order in the Senate. I should like to hear, if pos- 
sible, what is going on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
feel very much indebted to the Senator from New 
Hampshire if he will aid him in procuring order. 

Mr. HALE. All I can do is to keep still myself. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is too 
much confusion inthe Senate Chamber. Nothing 
can be heard by the Chair or by the Clerks. 

Mr. PEARGE, Mr. President, the 16th joint 
rule provides that— 

“No biH that shall have passed one House shall be sent 
for concurrence tothe other on either of the last three days | 
of the session.” 

It is necessary to suspend thatrule, as also the | 
7th joint rule; and itis proper that the motion į 
should be made now. The Chair will remember, 
I presume, that that motion is always in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Maryland moves the suspension of the 16th 
and 17th joint rules of the two Houses. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I was about to say that 
it would be better to let this motion go over until 


jo 


. 
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to-morrow. It can then be acted on. 
that it should take that course. ] 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not know whether it re- 
quires a day’s notice to suspend these rules. If 
it does; the Senator’s objection is sufficient. 

Mr. BIGLER. The rule is general. 

Mr. PEARCE. There isa rule of the Senate 
that it is always in order to movea suspension of. 
these rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A single ob- 
jection does not prevent action upon a motion to 
suspend those rules. The motion of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland is in order. The Secretary 
will read the rules to be suspended. -x 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

«16. No bill that shall have passed one House shall be 
sent for concurrence to the other on either of tue last three 
days of the session. : 

17, No bill or resolution that shall have passed the House 
of Representatives and the Senate shall be presented to the 
President of the United States, for his approbation, on the 
last day of the session.’? 

s¢ By the 26th rule of the Senate: A motion to suspend, or 
to concur in a resolution of House of Representatives to 
suspend the 16th or 17th joint rules, or either of them, shall 
always be in order, immediately considered, and decided 
without debate.” 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Would it be in order to 
modify the motion so as to limit it to particular 
classes of bills; for example: the regular appro- 
priation bills and private bills I have no objection 
to; or the subject of which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has charge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the rules must be suspended fully or en- 
forced fully. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maryland. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a joint resolution (No. 80) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States, in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice 
President: | 

A bill (H. R. No. 999) to amend an act sup- | 
plementary to an act approved March 3, 1855, 
“to organize an institution for the insane of the 
Army and Navy of the District of Columbia, in 
said District,” approved February 7, 1857; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 950) in relation to the postal 


I prefer 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLOSSBRENNER, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed an act (S. No. 366) to provide . 
a temporary government for the ‘Territory of 
Colorado. 


COALK AND BARR. 


Mr. MASON. As it is à matter of great 1m- 
terest to one of my constituents, I ask the kind- 
ness of the Senate to take up House bill No. 576. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 576) for the relief of Messrs. 
Coale & Barr. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Messrs. Coale & Barr the sum | 
of $204, in full payment for publishing the laws 
of the second session of the Thirty-Second Con- 
gress in the Abingdon Virginian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the | 
third time, and passed. 


GREENBERRY M. WATKINS. 

Mr. PEARCE. “I now ask the Senate to re- 
sume the consideration of the post office appro- 
priation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That subject 
is before the Senate, unless some motion is inter- 
posed, and the Senate will resume the considera- 
tion of the bill on which proceedings were sus- 

ended at one o’clock. 

Mr. HARLAN. lask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to make a report. I am directed by 
the Committee on Public Lands to report back 
the bill (H. R. No. 997) for the relief of Green- 
berry M. Watkins, of Montgomery county, Mary- 


land, and they have instructed me to ask the 
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unanimous consent of the Senate to put 1t on its 
assage. 

Mr. PEARCE. I must object to the interjec- 
tion of these bills. There is a bill pending before 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. T appeal to the Senator from 
Maryland in behalf of one of his own constit- 
vents. It will involve no debate, and appropri- 
ates no money; but enables the Commissioner of 
the General “Land Office to give a deed to land 

urchased by one of his constituents. 

Mr. PEARCE. That is a very touching ap- 
peal, and I yield only because the Senator from 
California, who is at my side, (Mr. Latram,] 
is not quite ready to proceed, but will be in a 
moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Maryland to withdraw 
his objection, and the bill is before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (Fi. R. No. 997) for 
the relief of Greenberry M. Watkins, of Mont- 
gomery county, Maryland. It authorizes the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to can- 
cel the patent issued in the name of Thomas Stew- 
art for the northeast quarter of section twenty- 
five, in township eight, of range nineteen, in the 
district of lands subject to sale at Fort Leaven- 
worth, Kansas, bearing date the Ist of October, 
1858, and numbered one hundred and ninety- 
eight, and the Commissioner is also authorized 
to issue a patent for that quarter section to Green- 
berry M. Watkins, of Montgomery county, 
Maryland, as the assignee of Stewart. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ILLINOIS AND INDIANA LAND FUND. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
House bill No. 103, entitled an act authorizing 
the payment of the two per cent. land fund to 
which the States of Indiana and Illinois are en- 
titled for road purposes to said States, to report 
the same back with an amendment. The com- 
mittee were unable to comply with the instruc- 
tions of the Senate, as to reporting whether the 
State of Indiana was responsible. They could 
only propose an amendment, which leaves the 
adjustment of this question before the proper au- 
thorities when it is brought up. I am further 
ape cured to ask for the present consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, it cannot be considered to-day. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the Senate suspend 


all prior orders, with a view to proceed to thé con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. CLARK called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The responses 
of Senators cannot be heard. Better order must 
be preserved. The Chair will feel it his duty 
to call upon the Sergeant-at-Arms to ascertain 
whether there are not those on the floor who are 
not entitled, unless better order is preserved. 

Mr. THOMSON (when his name was called) 
said: 1 intended to vote for,and am very anxious 
to have, an executive session; but I have been re- 
minded by a Senator that I had agreed to pair off 
on party questions with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Camuron,] who is absent. I did 
not myself consider, nor do I now consider, that 


| going into executive session isa party or a political 
| question at all; but that there may be no misun- 


derstanding of it on the part of gentlemen on the 


| other side, I decline voting. 


The result was then announced—ycas 24, nays 


| 95; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Yrittenden, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, John- 
son of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nich- 
olson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, and 
Wigfati—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, Sew- 
ard, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wil- 
kinson, and Wilson—25. 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 


1861. 
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POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the. Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
971) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1862. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Witson] 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Gwin.] 

Mr. LATHAM. I believe that I am entitled 
to the floor, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
is entitled to the floor on that question. 

Mr. LATHAM. When I was interrupted by 
the special order, I was saying, or intended to 
say—perhaps I did not make myself as clearly 
understood as I wished—that, under the second 
provision modifying the eighteenth section of the 

ouse amendments to the post route bill, if the 
way-mail matter exceeded a thousand pounds per 
day, as it would oftentimes, then there was no 
provision by which it could be carried. For in- 
stance, Kansas is now admitted asa State. She 
will have two Senators and two Representatives; 
four members of Congress in all. Salt Lake has 
a Delegate; which will make five. Nevada and 
Colorado will each’have a Delegate; making seven. 
There are seven members of Congress entitled to 
the franking privilege, whose mail matter during 
the session of Congress, public documents, &c., 
have got to be carried over this central line. They 
cannot be sent by sea; and therefore, under the 
last proviso, as it was adopted, this modification 
does not apply, the contractors not being required 
to carry more than the newspaper mail by the 
twenty-days schedule, and only to the extent of 
athousand poundsaday. There is no provision 
in the committee’s amendment by means of which 
they are to be paid for carrying the excess of one 
thousand pounds. 

Mr. GWIN. My colleague will permit me to 
say, that by the law that has passed, the whole 
way mail is to be carried, by these contractors, 
twice a week to Salt Lake City, and twice a week 
to Denver City. That being the existing law, 
that being part of the way mail which they are 
compelled to carry, anyhow, they being required 
to carry all the mail matter that leaves the Mis- 
souri river for intermediate points, and to send 
any overplus, beyond a thousand pounds, by the 
ocean route, the amendment was so drawn & 
to provide that the entire way mail for Denver 
City, for Salt Lake City, and for Washoe, shall 
be carried by the contractors semi-weckly. The 
intention of the committee is, that all the way 
matter, and all the connecting mails, from the 
Missouri river to Placerville, California, shall be 
carried six times a week, and the only matter that 
is to be sent by sea, is that which is to go from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific. If there is any defect 


in the amendment, I will accept any amendment | 


proposed by my colltague, which will make it 
perfectly clear, the ohject being simply to carry 


the printed matter and the newspaper matter from | 


New York to San Francisco by sea, and the way 
matter is to be carried overland, 

Mr. LATHAM. The Senator has given the 
reason distinetly why I prefer the proposition of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, because it is 
clear, emphatic, and explicit. There is no am- 
biguity about it. Itleaves nothing to the respons- 
ibility of the Postmaster General. It does not 
leave any discrimination as to pounds. It does 
nothing but make one simple, absolute contract; 
and if I could agree to it all, and was compelled 
to modify and adopt this proposition to mect the 
views expressed by my colicague, it would sim- 
ply be to have two propositions: one providing 
for carrying the mail fram New York to San 
Francisco by steamship at a rate not exceed- 
ing $350,000 a year, and the other providing for a 
letter mail across the continent for $650,000, sub- 
ject to such provisions as would be compatible 
with the eighteenth section of the amendments 
adopted on the post route bill. But, as I said be- 
fore, I prefer the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, because it does not leave 
it discretionary; it does not leave it in the power 
of anybody to increase or decrease the mails be- 
tween the Atlantic and the Pacific, except what 
they legitimately are. It makes an absolute con- 
tract; and whether that mail matter run up to 


sixty tons per month, or one hundred tons, it is 
not a question for the Government, because the 
contractors are bound to carry it all, whatever it 
may be. I say I will never vote for any proposi- 
tion which is not explicit, and done in a business- 
like way as between the Government and the con- 
tractors. That, I conceive, the proposition of the 
Senator from Massachusetts does. Itsimply gives 
$1,150,000 a year to the Butterfield contractors to 
move their line up on to the central route and per- 
form the service. It gives them the privilege of 
using steamship service, if they want to do it at 
theirown cost and expense; but they have to carry 
all newspapers and printed matter within a certain 
number of days specified in the amendment. 
There is no doubt as regards what they have to 
do; no question of dispute can arise as between 
them and the Government, and the service is also 
obtained at a reduced cost. : 

Now, I want to say a word to my friend from 
New Hampshire. He seems to think that this 
Butterfield contract has terminated; that it is ex- 
tinguished. Why, sir, such is not the case. It 
is true, there has been a temporary suspension for 
one or two trips, from causes that they cannot 
control. The Indians will interrupt this northern 
route the same way. They will interrupt any 
route, establish it where you may. They will in- 
terrupt any route whenever they find they have 
a good opportunity of doing so They have in- 
terrupted this route before. They have destroyed 
stations, and killed animals and killed men; but 
these contractors have been so persevering that 
they have fortunately succeeded in getting the 
mail through every trip within the schedule time 
fixed by law. It is true they have, within the last 
few weeks, in consequence of a disturbance exist- 
ing among the Apaches, been unable to comply 
with the terms of the contract; but the Senator 
from New Hampshire may rely upon it, that that 
contract will continue and theservice be performed 
until stopped by Congress. There may be atem- 
porary suspension now and then; but the gencral 
mail service will be performed until Congress 
abolishes the contract entirely. 

Another objection raised to this proposition is, 
that it requires the printed matter to be carried in 
thirty-five days. Let me say to the Senate that 
there has not been a single proposition yet sub- 
mitted modifying or changing this service, that I 
have read, Which has not proposed to give the 
contractors over the continent the privilege of 
sending the public documents, the heavy printed 
matter, in thirty-five days. It is of very little dif- 
ference to the people of the Pacific coast whether 
they get Patent Office Reports, Congressional 
Globes, &c.,in twenty-one, twenty-five, or thirty- 


| five days; and, if itis any advantage to the con- 


tractors, we are willing to give them the longer 
time in which to carry this matter. My colleague, 
in all the amendments which he has offered, has 
had asimilar provision. Inthe amendment which 
he proposed the other day, as an amendment to 
the proposition submitted by the Senator from 
New York, he provided: 

` « That said contractors shall be required to carry the res- 
idue of all mail matter in a period not exceeding thirty-five 
days, with the privilege of sending the latter semi-monthly 
trom New York to San Francisco by sea.”? 

Mr.GWIN. All those amendments were based 
upon the amendment of the House of Represen- 
tatives that came to us to the post route bill. In- 
asmuch as that House had deliberately acted and 
sent to us those amendments, I proposed to allow 
thirty-five days for carrying the printed matter. 
I stated that provision in my speech the other 
day,as an objection to the House bill; but I took 
that bill because I could get no better. I have al- 
ways preferred that the printed matter should be 
carried tri-montbly by the ocean line, rather than 
across the continent in thirty-five days. 

Mr. LATHAM. Fso understand the Senator; 
but I also understood that, in the propositions 
which he read the other day in his remarks as 
pending before the Post Office Committee, that 


4 


the entire service was to be given to the overland | 


mail contractors; and there was also a provision 
allowing them to send printed matter in thirty- 
five days. Am I not correct in that. 

Mr. GWIN. Because it was on the basis that 
came to us from the House of Representatives. 
We wanted to conform as nearly as possible to 
the action of the House, so as to get their con- 
currence in what we might do. 


Mr. LATHAM, -Jtis in thedaw that: the Sen- 
ate passed the other day, as my colleague has 
correctly stated, and therefore Iam perfectly will- 
ing to accept any proposition of: this kind: that 
requires the heavy printed’ matter: to'be: cartied 
by sea in thirty-five days, because-d-regard it, as: 
I have said—and the people there will regard it- 
as very immaterial whether they get these heavy 
documents in twenty-five or thirty-five days et 

My colleägue-says there-are other claimants 
besides the Butterfield:company;.and:-he.alludes- 
to the gentlemen who are doing service over the. 
central line. I recognize their right, and. J recog- 
nize the great service they have done forthe Gov- 
ernment; but their contract expires on the 30th of 
June, the very day that this new service.is to go 
into operation. This. service is‘to. commence, 
under any of the bills, at the time their contract 
expires, and hence they can have no claim for 
damages. against. the Government; and in order 
that there might be no question as to these per- 
sons coming to the Government. for damages, I 
understand that the Butterfield company haye 
agreed to take the stock belonging to the: contract- 
ors.on that line, according to an appraised price, 
so that there can be rio cause of complaint... The 
present contractors ranning that service have sig- 
nified an unwillingness to carry this mail matter 
at the rate of $1,000,000. Irefer to Mr. Russell, 
or the California and Pike’s Peak Express Com- 
pany, as it is usually denominated, of which heis 
the president. Therefore I do not see that any 
injury can be done to them. ; ier 

In the next.place, what are the damages these 
men must sustain? My colleague says it willtake 
them four months to go up there. They havethe 
months of March, April, May, and Yane, four 
months it is true; and during all this time there 
is no interruption of service, because we have al- 
ready provided that the mails shall be carried be- 
tween San Francisco and New York by sea, and 
the people there cannot suffer. The expenses of 
these men will go on; and, whether they are to 
continuc the mail on the present route up to the 
| 30th of June or not, their expenses remain the 
same; and therefore, under these circumstances, 
they would be justly entitled while they are trans- 
ferring their line from one to the other route to 
be paid, inasmuch as their expenses continue. 
The $100,000, which I regard as the only sum the 
Government pays to them in the way of dam- 
ages, is imply in liquidation of that. propert 
which they are compelled to abandon, and which. 
must necessarily be destroyed. ; ; 
| These arc some of the ideas that occurred to me 
in listening to the debate on this question; and I 
say to the Senate that, if there is to be a consoli- 
dation of these lines; if Congress must have sup- 
| plemental legislation, remedying the defects of the 
post route bill, and reducing the expenditures, I 
want that legislation to be direct, explicit, and 
positive. I want, while they are supplying the 
defects of the present. system, they will, at the 
same time, do justice to those gentlemen who have 
performed the service up to this time, and who 
will continue to perform it so longas it is in their 
power, and until the contract be repealed. I do 
not think it right that they should be compelled 
to go before Congress and petition for damages, 
or go before the Court of Claims. I think they 
have priority of claim upon this Government. 
They have performed their service and performed 
it well; and it has been the only continuous, unin- 
terrupted overland line of mail service we have 
ever had since the overland service commenced: 
They certainly have some claims upon that ac- 
count. They interfere with nobody-upon the cen- 
tral line. They have a legislative contract, which 
| the Senator from New Hampshire dwells upon so 
much, I ask if it is not better to transfer the con- 
tractors up to the central line? It is doing jus- 
| tice, while, at the same time, it reduces the clear, 
positive expenses at the rate of $280,000 per 
annum. 

Mr.GWIN. In regard to the criticisms about 
the wording of this amendment, I do not consider 
them of any consequence. The Senator can so 
alter it that it shall be distinctly understood. I 
have stated most explicitly that my object, and 
that of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, is to have the heavy printed matter car- 
ried by the ocean line, three times a month. -I 
understand my colleague to be opposed to that. 
| Did I understand him correctly? 
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Mr-LATHAM. No, sit; [am not opposed 
to that.’ 

My.GWIN. Then we do notdiffer at all upon 
that point. 

Mi. LATHAM. Wediffer to this extent, that 
I want whatever contract is made relative to car- 
rying this heavy matter by sea, to be subordinate 
to the contract for service across the country; and 
if thesé gentlemen are capable of carrying the èn- 
tire matter, I want them to do it;and I do not 
wait a positive contract with steamships because 
I want, if possible, to get rid of the steamship 
mail service. 

Mr: GWIN. I want the subordination, and I 
want to leave the matter entirely under the Post- 
master General. I want him to have the power 
in his own hands to carry this mail, as long as the 
public interest may be promoted by it, three times 
a month, ata cost not exceeding $350,000 a year, 
from New York to San Francisco; and that all the 
way mailsand the letters shall be carried six times 
a week across the continent in twenty days. The 
only point of difference between my colleague and 
myself at last is, whether we shall pay $1,150,000 
for this service, or $1,000,000. I say it can be done 
for $1,000,000; and J intend to offer anamendment 
to the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, providing that these contractors shall have 
but $1,000,000, instead of $1,150,000, as he pro- 
poses. I know the service can be performed profit- 
ably and:properly for that sum of money. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Suppose the proposition 
to put it at $1,000,000 should be adopted, what 

rovision do you make about settling with the 
Batterficld contractors ? 

Mr. GWIN. That comes in as a subsequent 
section, which was read from the chair when the 
Senator was not in his place. We propose to give 
them damages. 

Mr. COLLAMER. How much? 

Mr. GWIN. The amount is left blank, to be 
filled by the Senate. 

Mr. COLLAMER.- Then that does not settle 
arly things 

r. GWIN. The committee rather preferred 
$300,000; but I think they would be willing to 
give $400,000. 

Mr. HALE. In answer to the question of the 
Senator from Vermont, L will say that $300,000 
was the sum that was named; butif we give them 
$400,000 we shall be better off than if we continue 
the contract. I would rather give them $400,000 
than continue the contract, because if we do not 
do that, we shall have to pay the whole $600,000 
a year, and get nothing. We had better pay 
$400,000, and get rid of them, than give them 
$600,000 a year for three years to come, with 
nothing to us. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This last proposition of 
the Post Office Committee has not been printed, 
and I have not had an opportunity to read it and 
understand it. 

Mr. GWIN. I was going on to observe that 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts proposes to give, as liquidated damages, 
$100,000, and besides, to allow these contractors 
their mail pay for four months, amounting, to- 
perier to $200,000. I did not object to that; but 

showed that that was enough. I thoughtit was 
enough to give them $100,000 damages, and four 
months’ pay, when they performed no service, 
and carried no mail. 1 did not say we should 
not have a mail by the ocean line. f know that 
very well; but the Butterfield contractor would 
carry no mail for four months, and yet get $50,000 
a month; and I say that is enough. ‘That gives 
them everything they should ask. After getting 
that, they ought to be willing to carry the mail four 
years as low as other people can carry it for; and 
1 know it can be done for $1,000,000 a year. ‘The 
difference betwegn my colleague and myself, at 
last, is, whether the mail shall be carried for 
$1,000,000, or $1,150,000. 

Mr. BIGLER. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce a resolution, which can lie over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let us hear what it is, to 
see whether we will give consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
will be read for information. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ihave aright to offer it. 
is only because a bill is up that I ask consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It willbe read 
for information. 


It 


| we can do it. ) 
| ment moved by the Senator from California be 


; ment? 
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The Secretary read, as follows: ` f 

Resolved, That the 26th rule of the Senate be suspended 
so far as it may affect bills or joint resolutions of the Sen- 
ate or House of Representatives proposing, or providing 
for, or relating to, amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States. — 

Mr. HALE. I object to its reception. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, it les over. -> 

Mr. HALE. I objected to its being received 
at all. ’ 

Mr. BIGLER. I will offer it when I get the 
floor. The only reason I want consent is be- 
cause this appropriation bill is pending. 

Mr. GWIN. I move to amend the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts by striking 
out © $1,150,000,”’ and inserting ‘ $1,000,000. ”” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California, perhaps, is not aware that the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts is 
an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. Itisa substitute for mine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis, andthe 
words to be stricken out may be amended. 

Mr. GWIN. I move to strike out “eleven 
hundred and fifty thousand,’ and insert ‘one 
million’? in the thirty-third line of the first sec- 
tion of the amendment; and in the twelfth line of 
the second section, to make the same change; my 
object being to fix the maximum for this service | 
at $1,000,000, no matter who does it. 

Mr. WILSON. I think my amendment is not 
amendable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstood the Senator from California to be pro- 
posing to amend his own amendment. If he 
proposes toamend the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, it is not in order. 

Mr.GWIN. Whatis the decision of the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s 
amendment to the matter proposed to be inserted 
by the Senator from Massachusetts is not in order. 
It is in order for him to amend his own amend- 
ment, which the Senator from Massachusetts pro- 
poses to strike out. 

Mr. GWIN. CanI not perfect the substitute, 
as well as the original amendment, before the vote 
is taken on either? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not until it be 
adopted. 

Mr. GWIN. Will it then be opef to amend- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GWIN. [never understood it so; but if 
the Chair stands by that, I will move my amend- 
ment after it is adopted; but I hope it will not be 
adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California, by striking 
it all out after the enacting clause and inserting 
other matter. The Chair supposed the Senator 
from California to be offering an amendment to 
his own amendment, namely, an amendment to 
the matter to be stricken out. As an amendment 
to what the Senator from Massachusetts proposes ; 
to insert, it will not be in order until after that be 
adopted. It will then be open to amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. Very well, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. I wouid most cheerfully accept 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


California to my amendment, if I believed that for |) 


$1,000,000 a year we could secure the performance | 
of this service. What I am desirous of doing is 
to simplify this whole matter, to get rid of the | 
Butterfield line, to transfer those contractors to the 
central line, and to have a daily overland mail to 
California. A 

Mr. POWELL. Wil the Senator from Mas- | 
sachusetts allow me to inquire if his proposition 
is the amendment that was proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New York, [Mr. Stwarn,] and printed 
some days ago? ` 

Mr. WILSON. Substantially that, with some | 
modifications. We have desired, for along time, | 
to get rid of the Butterficld line, and to have a 
central daily line. Now there is an opportunity 
to do so, and I believe this to be the most simple, | 
clear, positive, and economical mode of doing it; 
and I think it is the only certain way in which 
I am not sure that, if the amend- 


adopted, we shall obtain what we desire to ob- 
tain. Iam told that $1,150,000 will be the proper į 


compensation for this service. If I supposed it 
could be done for $1,000,000, I should certainly 
go for that limitation most cheerfully; but if the 
Butterfield contractors should not. accept that 
proposition, if we should reduce the amount so 
low that they would not accept it, then we shall 
have to pay them damages, and we do not know 
how much those damages will be. The Senator 
from New Hampshire told us that last year he 
was ready to pay them one year’s compensation— 
$637,000—as damages. If he was ready to pay 
that amount last year, why not now make an 
arrangement with these parties that will be satis- 
factory; that will cost no more money than it 
would to pay them damages? 

I shall modify my own proposition at the re- 
quest of certain gentlemen about me, so as to fix 
this contract for three years from the Ist of July 
next; so that it will end on the Istof July, 1864, 
which I believe to be the time when the Butterfield 
contract expires; so that, at the end of three years 
from the Ist of July next, the whole thing can be 
changed, if we choose to do so. 

Mr.GWIN. The Butterfield contract expires 
on the 15th of September, 1864. 

Mr. WILSON. I will modify my amendment 
so as to fix the termination of this contract on the 
15th of September, 1864, so as to end at the same 
time with the Butterfield contract. 

Mr.COLLAMER. I suggest to the gentleman 
that it would be better to end the contract at the 


| regular time, the expiration of the financial year, 


the 30th of June. 

Mr. GWIN. I Would rather have it for four 
years, instead of three, because it is a heavy con- 
tract, and we shall have a certain service. 

Mr. COLLAMER. But if we pay too much, 
as you think, the shorter the time the better. 

Mr. GWIN. I donot know whether the Senate 
will agree to give too much. 

Mr. WILSON. There are eertain Senators on 
this side of the Chamber who do not wish that we 
shall bind ourselves to these long contracts. They 
have objected to the contract of Butterfield on ac- 
count of its length. Now, they say this carries 
itnearly nine months beyond that; and they would 
like to have it changed, and to have it end either 
on the Ist of July, 1864, or at the time Butter- 
field’s contract expires. Perhaps it had better be 
the Ist of July. 1 therefore propose to modify 
my amendment by fixing the expiration of the 
contract on the Ist of July, 1864, instead of 1865. 
I*clieve this to be the best mode, and I am at- 
tached to it only because I so believe on reflection. 

Mr. BRAGG. I believe the Chair has decided 
that an amendment to the proposition submitted 
by the Senator from Massachusetts would not be 
in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
decision. 

Mr. BRAGG. As he is modifying it, and a 
good deal has been said here about these legisla- 
tive contracts, I propose to modify the amendment 
further by adding this proviso to the section mak- 
ing the contract: 

Provided, nevertheless, That the Postmaster General or 
Congress shall have power from time to time, as the same 
may be deemed necessary, to alter and modify the contract. 
hereby authorized, or put an end to the sane entirely should 
the public interests demand a discontinuance of the ser- 
vice; but in either case the contractors shail be entitled to 
receive all such reasonable damages as they may sustain 
because of such alteration or annulment of their contract. 

I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
accept this. 

Mr. WILSON. I accept the proposition. F 
do not think the parties can suffer under any con- 
tracts they may make under such a provision. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope we may now have a 
vote. Itstrikes me that the amendment, as mod- 
ified by the Senator from Massachusetts, is better 
adapted to this service than any proposition I 
have seen, and I am really gratified to see it put 
on a basis that I think will be permanent and 
useful and fair to all sections of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, as he has modified 
it, to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
California, from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. ' 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being takon, resulted — 
yeas 21, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bra yg, Clark; Collamer, 
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Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Jobnson of Tennessee, Latham, Morrill, Powell, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, and Wilson—2l. 

NAYS—Megsrs. Bayard, Bright, Chandler, Clingman, 
Green, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Ark- 
ansas, Lane, Nicholson, Polk, Sebastian, Thomson, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wigfall, and Wilkinson—19. : 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

Mr. GWIN. Now, I make the motion I did 
a while ago, to strike out “‘ $1,150,000,” and in- 
gert ‘* $1,000,000;” so that the whole compensa- 
tion shall not exceed $1,000,000 per annum. I 
know the service can be done forthat. As good 
contractors as there are in the United States are 
willing to take it at $1,000,000 a year; and I hope 
we shall not give $1,150,000 a year to these con- 
tractors, and pay them $300,000 besides for chang- 
ing their route. 

Mr. LATHAM. 
on that, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should like to hear the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and those who 
brought forward this proposition, if $1,000,000 
will accomplish the purpose. I will vote for 
$1,000,000, of course, instead of $1,150,000, if 
that will suffice. I understand the senior Senator 
from California to say that, in his opinion, that 
amount of money will secure the extinguishment 
of the Butterfield route, and put it on the central 
route. If $1,000,000 will do it, of course J am 
for $1,000,000 in preference to a larger sum; but 
I should like to have some information on that 
subject. If it is necessary to pay $1,150,000 to 
accomplish that object, I am willing to vote that 
amount; but I should like to hear from gentle- 
men who understand this matter, if they think 
$1,000,000 will do. 

Mr. BAKER. Ido think so. 

Mr. LATHAM. All [ have to say is, that if 
that amendment be adopted, the second section 
will be the law; the Butterfield contract will not 
be moved from the present route to the route 
above. It amounts simply to the Congress of the 
United States enacting the second section of this 

rovision, letting it to the lowest bidder. It will 
[e nothing more tkan abolishing the Butterfield 
contract, and allowing them to come in for dam- 
ages; because they never can do the service for 
that sum. Iam assured by gentlemen connected 
with the line that it cannotbe done, and they will 
not attempt it. 

Mr.GWIN. I hope the Butterfield contractors 
will not be allowed to dictate to the Congress of 
the United States. I know that the service can 
be performed for $1,000,000 by men as responsible 
as they are; and thatis the reason I have been 
opposed to this proposition all the while. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Senator from Califor- 
nia does not touch the point. He says $1,000,000 
will perform the service on the central route. That 
is one thing; but will it perform the service on the 
central route, and get rid of the Butterfield con- 
tract Loo, on which we are paying $600,000 a year? 
That is the question with me. I want to do both 
things at once, 

Mr. GWIN. That depends on the Butterfield 
contractors; they say they will not doit. Ifthey 
will not take anything except what they demand, 
that is another point. They are to get $200,000 
without any service for moving on here, and 
$100,000 damages. 

Mr. HALE. I have not a word to say to re- 
flect on anybody; but I confess I feel humiliated 
to-day. I have labored early and late on the Post 
Office Committee for years and years, and to-day 
the Senate—I say it without the slightest reflec- 
tion on anybody here, butit is God’s truth—have 
simply registered what the Butterfield men tell 
them. At first they were willing to take $1,150,000 
and damages; and we have done it, and there it 
stands. 

« Mr. BAKER. I think $1,000,000 is enough. 

Mr. WILSON. All I have to sayin regard to 
this matter is this: if $1,000,000 will doit, F would 
be in favor of that. I know nothing about these 
parties, but I am told they have made their esti- 
mates that they can carry this mail daily for 
$1,150,000; that is to say, they will pay $350,000 
to the steamships to carry the printed matter, and 
they will carry the letters daily, overland, for 
$800,000. By their present contract, they carry 


I call for the yeas and nays 


} 


letters twice a week for $637,000. You increase 
their duty two hundred per cent., and you in- 
crease their pay only about twenty-five per cent. 
Iam told that they cannot take this contract for 
41,000,000 and execute it. If they cannot do it, 
is it not more economical to give them, for three | 
years, $1,150,000 a year? This isa matter for the 
Senate to settle. If the Senate belicves it can get 
this work performed for $1,000,000, it will so vote. 
I am not satisfied that it can be done; and there- 
fore I shall vote for the amendment as I proposed 
it, for I have no doubt that they will take the con- 
tract under its provisions, and the whole thing 
for three years will be settled at that rate. If 
we should strike out ‘$1,150,000, and insert 
«$1,000,000, and then should fail to have the 
contract accepted and carried out, and all damages 
settled by this bill, we may have to pay in the 
end, perhaps, more money than is now proposed. 
We not only propose, here, to carry this line on 
to the central route, but we propose to settle all 
damages, settle everything, to have the Butterfield 
line closed up, and all damages paid, and the 
mails carried daily on the central route for this 
sum of money. 

Now, | wish simply to say, once for all, that I 
have never exchanged a word with the Butter- 
fields in regard to the matter. I have seen a let- 
ter of theirs, in which they say they will take it 
at this, and this is the lowest sum that they feel 
they can do it for; but I care nothing about the 
Butterfields, or the steainship line, or any other 
line; all I wish to do is'to get a daily mail across 
the central regions of the country, at the lowest 
possible rate that the service can be performed 
for. Now, if the Senate believe they ought to 
strike out the amount fixed by my amendment, 
let them strike it out; if not, keep it in. 

Mr. HALE. Iconfess that I am entirely in- 
different whether the Senate strike down the 
$1,115,000 to $1,000,000 or not. It isa bonus, 
a large bonus, to these contractors, If we give 
them a $1,000,000, it will be a bonus of $250 ,000 
a year over and above what you can get this 
service for--what we have been assured during | 
the whole session we should have it done for. 
The House of Representatives sent here a prop- 
osition to make a contract at $800,000 a year for a 
daily mail; and J have been besieged day in and 
day out, assured that it could be done for that; 
and when that bill came here, if I am not mis- 
taken, both the Senators from California were 
in favor of taking it up and passing it, on she 
ground that we could get a daily service for 
$800,000 a year, 

Mr. GWIN. Oh,no. My colleague said that. 
I never did. 

Mr. LATHAM. He is mistaken about me. I 
never said any such thing. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know what they said. 
They both urged the passage of the bill as it came 
from the House. 

Mr. LATHAM. We urged it then because 
we had the certainty of service; both of us dis- 
tinctly stating that we should have supplemental 
legislation which would remedy those defects. 

Mr. HALE. And the supplemental legislation, 
if I understand it, was a settlement with the But- 
terfield contractors. 

Mr. LATHAM. 
$280,000 per annum. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, I like this dialogue; 
but this supplemental legislation that has come, 
did not relate to the transmission of the mail across 
the central route for $800,000 a year; though I was 
informed that, upon that proposition of the House 
of Representatives, there would be hundreds of 
contractors who would offer to carry this mail. 
I have no doubt that you can get this mail carried | 
for $1,000,000; and very much less than that, if Í 
you will put the contract upon the same footing 
that you do everything else, make it an open con- 
tract for bidders; but if we have got to havea bid- 
der anyhow; if we cannot get rid of him, and it į 
is a fixed fact that Butterfield has got to ride us 
to the end of time, I think we ought to have a 
little to say about theeprice; that we should not 
give him so much more than we can get the ser- 
vice done for by outside contractors. I think the | 
post route bill, as it came from the House of Rep- || 
resentatives, and as we passed it by the deliber- | 
ate judgment of the Senate, stands; and then, if | 
the Butterfield contractors should have a claim for | 
damages, let us pay them; let us pay them liber- 


It reduces the expenses į 


ally; but do not saddle:-them.uponusjandiletthem 
have this contract, shutting out all. other: con- 
tractors. iat ; 2 Races 

Mr. GWIN. When I stated that this contract 
could be performed for $1,000,000, I-had the best 
authority for the statement.. The present: con- 
tractors on the central route had:a proposition be» 
fore the Post Office Committee, fora longtime, to 
do it for that sum, but.just as we commenced this 
discussion, I was authoritatively informed that 
they had withdrawn. their ‘proposition, uncondi- 
tionally. My colleague, to-day, stated the reasons, 
They have made arrangements. with the Butter- 
field company, to sell their property.and:get paid 
for it. They withdrew their proposition to carry 
the mail for. $1,000,000, and concurred in the 
proposition to give it to these other contractors 
for $1,150,000. I have had this: proposition, time 
and again, from responsible men who can do it, 
and I have no doubt it can be-done;.and for that 
reason, and that only, I have postponed the 
amendment, . 

In addition, if we can get it done for $1,000,000, 
and we pay the Butterfield company $100,000,.as 
liquidated damages, and give them pay for,.four 


months when they are carrying no mail; making 


altogether $300,000, and then.if, for three-years, 
we give them $150,000 a year more than we: get 
the service performed for, 1t makes $900,000 bonus 
that they will get. They will never get that much 
damages in any way you can fixit. Therefore, 
there is no possibility of the Government not being 
benefited, if the amount is reduced to $1,000,000. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. It is refreshing to hear the 
Senator from:California [Mr. Gwin] and the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire (Mr. HALE] advocat- 
ing economy. Itis one of the bright signs of the 
times. I join them in advocating economy too; 
but I am not quite certain that we are pursuing a 
wise economy in following the lead they are indi- 
cating to us. I would rather vote the $1,150,000, 
and be sure that the Butterfield contractors accept 
it, than to vote $1,000,000 and have them rejectit, 
and then have to foot their bill for damages when 
they come to apply to us for damages for violat-. 
ing their contract. I am afraid of that biil for 
damages. I believe we are getting rid of them 
very cheaply under this proposition; two months’ 
pay is a lower liquidation of damages than ever I 
expected to hear come from that company. 
wish to get rid of the Butterfield contract. I wish 
to get this mail run on the great central line, where 
I think it ought to go, where the interests of ‘the 
country require it. We arè certainly getting a 
daily mail to California on cheaper terms by this 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
than I ever expected to see it obtained for, and I 
am not willing to run the risk of losing the mail, 
and the greater risk still of having the Butterfield 
contractors here for damages, by repealing their 
contract. I should. rather, therefore, pay the 
$1,150,000, and be sure that we are extinguishing 
all these claims, than vote $1,000,000 and have it 
rejected, and then have to foot their bills after- 
wards. I would rather give them thé pay pro- 
vided for in this amendment than to look at their 
list of expenses for all the property they have been 
compelled to abandon in consequence of our vio- 
lating the contract. I believe, therefore, true 
economy requires us to accept this proposition, 
Mr. BRIGHT. Asa member of the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, I have had 
occasion to look into this subject; and F have 


| reached a conclusion that satisfies my mind. I 


have been from the beginning in favor of giving 
$1,000,000 a year for this service, and E think at 
quite enough. It will tettamly pay a fair com- 
pensation for carrying the printed matter by the, 
sea route, and the letter matter by the overland 
route. I have regretted the division that existed 
between the Senators from California, and hoped 
they would have settled this question between 
themselves, without compelling other Senators to 
decide between them. have felt really embar- 
rassed by the opposite sides those gentlemen have 
taken on this question. . 

The conclusion my mind has reached is, that 
$1,000,000 is quite sufficient. The question of 
damages I do not dread; for under the circum- 
stances that this contract was made, I do not 
think, while I remain here, 1 shall ever vote any 
damages. Itis a contract that ought not to have 
been made—at least, without a clause enabling the 
Department at any time to put an end to the ser. 
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vice, by: paying the amount usually paid in such 
cases. 

Senators may say that these services cannot 
be performed for $1,000,000. I believe it can. 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PowELL] says 
he has information that satisfies him that it can 
be performed for $900,000. I am sure it will be 
done, and well. done, for $1,000,000; and there- 
fore | feel thatit is my duty to vote for the amend- 
ment to.the amendment. 

Mr. GREEN. | I shall vote against the amend- 
ment tothe amendment.. -This idea about discon- 
tinuing contracts and paying the ordinary amount 
of damages, does not apply to these great long 
overland mail routes; and I will tell you why. It 
takes an outlay of hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars to prepare to carry the mail, and when you 
discontinue that. mail, the whole of the stock and 
carriages and coaches are lost to the party. Itis 
not like ordinary small mail routes, where you 
can transfer them from one to the other; and if 
we can now prevent a claim of damages by an 
arrangement which will let the Butterfield route 
come up to the central route, I am in favor of it 
Under the law by whjch the Butterfields carry 
this mail, we have no right to discontinue it, and, 
if we undertake to do so, we shall have to pay 
them how much damages nobody can tell. The 
law does not tell; itis unlimited. 1 think, there- 
fore, we had better make an arrangement which 
will accommodate all the parties, and let them 
transfer their stock which is down on the southern 
route, the ox-bow route, as it is called, a very 
crooked route, and put it on the central route, and 
prevent any claim for damages. I shall, there- 
fore vote against this amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—~Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bing- 
ham, Bragg, Bright, Clark, Clinginan, Crittenden, Fitch, 
Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
King, Morrill, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Seward, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Wigfall, and Wilkinson—29, 

NAYS—Messrs. Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Foot, Foster, 
Green, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Rice, Simmons, Wade, and Wilson—l4. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to postpone the prior 
order of business, for the purpose of proceeding 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. LATHAM. There is one more vote to be 
taken. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I withdraw the motion, if we 
are likely to get threugh with this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agrecd to. 

Mr. HALE. 1am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads to offer an 
amendment. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BRIGHT, The amendments that are to be 
offered will probably consume time. One or two, 
I know, will be debated. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Senate postpone the prior orders, and pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. THOMSON. For the reason I gave be- 
fore, I cannot vote now. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—-yeas 25, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—~Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 


2 HOI ` 
man, Crittenden, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, 


Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 
Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, and Wigfall—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, and Wilson—24. 

So the motion was agreed to; and after some 
time spent in the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, the doors were reopened. 


CALIFORNIA WAR DEBT. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 299) for the suppression 
of Indian hostilities in the State of California. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 


The message further announced that the House |] 


had concurred in the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H.R. No. 950) in relation to the postal 
service. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed an enrolled bill (HI. R. No. 909) for 
the relief of Thomas Chittenden. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


r 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bil! (H. R. No. 
971) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year erd- 
ing the 30th of June, 1862; the pending question 
being on the following amendment submitted by 
Mr. Haze, from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads: . 


And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and instructed to audit and 
adjust the account for additional mail service between 
New York and Chagres direct, and between New Orleans 
and Chagres direct, performed during the term of the con- 
tract between the United States and A. G. Stoo, under the 
ast of March 3, 1847, and pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such compensation 
for such additional mail service as may, in his opinion, be 
just and equitable: Prodided, That no more shall be allowed 
than a sum equal to one fourth of the pro rata contract pay- 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 will askif that be not such 
a claim as comes within the rule? Itscemsto be 
a claim arising from the violation of a contract. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The attention of 
the Chair not having been directed to that ques- 
tion, he will, with the Jeave of the Senate, have 
the amendment again read. — 

The Secretary again read it. 

Mr, LATHAM. 1 should, like to have some 
explanation of this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maryland raises the question whether this is a 

rivate claim. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senate hear a statement? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Chair 
decides the question, he will hear any suggestion 
from the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. I cannot say that this does not 
come strictly within the rule; but, at the same 
time, it is a case of such strong equity, and there 
has been such a long delay to those parties, that 
I hope Congress will not delay them any longer 
I hold in my hand a full statement of the case. I 
will read it; it is very short. The Senate will 
understand it better, I think, from reading this 
statement than in any other way: 

« By the ‘Sloo contract,’ as it is called, the California 
mails were required to be carried from New York, via 
Havana and New Orleans, to Aspinwall and back, twice 
monthly, at $290,000 per annum. The service began in 
1848. In 1851, the increased intercourse with California 
induced the establish mentof a line between New York and 
Aspinwall direct, which, being less circuitous, was per- 
formed generally two days quicker than by the contract 
route. Business men desired the through California mail 
to be carried by the direct route. ‘They applied to the Post 
Office Department. ‘he Department brought the subject 
to the consideration of the assignees of Sioo, by whom the 
service was performed. Neither the Department nor Mr. 
Roberts and his associates, were authorized to discon- 
tinue the contract route. Could they have done so all ad- 
ditional service would have been avoided. It was finally 
agreed that the mails should be carried by both; for New 
York and the Atlantic States by the direct route, and for 
the western and southwestern States by the contract route ; 
and that Mr. Roberts and his associates should go to Con- 
gress for such compensation as that body should deem just 
and reasonable.’ | 

Accordingly, they came here years ago; and | 
when the late Gencral Rusk, of Texas, was chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, they examined this whole matter, and sub- 
mitted an elaborate report to Congress, by which 
they agreed to pay them for carrying the mails in 
this direct route one half of the pro rata pay for 
which they were to carry it by the circuitous route; 
thatis, as they had by thecircuitousroute $290,000, 
they were to have $145,000. That was the report 
that General Rusk made to the Senate years ago. 
The thing was laid over; and in the last Congress 
it was again elaborately reviewed, and a report 
submitted by Mr. Yutzs, late a Senator from Flor- i| 
ida, in which he went over the same facts, but re- 
ported an indefinite sum or allowance. The Post 
Office Committee at this session again took it ups 
for, as the Senate will see, it is now some nine or 
ten years since the service was rendered; and, as 
an act of tardy justice to these parties, they pro- 
pose to pay them now what would be twenty-five 
per cent. of what they were entitled to by the con- 
tract for carrying it on the circuitous route. 

Those are the facts. They are facts that appeal |i 


very strongly to the justice of the Government. 
Whether they be strong enough to induce the Sen- 
ate to put it on the appropriation bill, Ido not 
know; but having said this, and having given itas 
my own opinion, and the deliberate opinion of the 
committee, that this is due, and has been long 
delayed, 1l shall have discharged my duty to the 
Senate and the claimants. 

Mr. LATHAM. I hope this amendment will 
go before the Committee on Claims. It is clearly 
a private claim. I should like to have them in- 
vestigate it thoroughly. The question of econ- 
omy being the order of the day, so far as my 
State is concerned, I will say that this Govern- 
ment has paid thousands upon thousands of dol- 


| lars to this steamship company by this contract 


to carry the mails by way of Panama. I hope 
it will be sent to the Committee on Claims, and 
thoroughly investigated by them; and that we 
shall not tack it on to this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair feels 
some embarrassment in deciding the question of 


| order that is raised. The 30th rule provides that 


“no amendment shall be received to a general 
apprepriation bill whose object is to provide for 
a private claim, unless it be to carry out the pro- 
visions of an existing law or a treaty stipula- 
tion.” The Chair will call the attention of the 
Senate to the reading of this amendment. The 
Secretary will read it again. 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. LATHAM. It amounts to simply this: 
the Post Office Department have exercised the 
power they have over all the mail contracts, and 
curtailed the service here, and made it more di- 
rect; and these gentlemen are now seeking dam- 
ages at the hands of the Government on account 
of that curtailment, and it is proposed to put it 
on the Post Office appropriation bill. Itis nothing 
more than a private claim for damages, which 
they have sustained at the hands of the Depart- 
ment for curtailing the service. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the explanation 
be correct, it is excluded by the rule. The Chair 
is unable to determine how that may be. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from California is 
entirely mistaken. 

Mr. LATHAM. I,took my statement from 

ours. 
y Mr. HALE. The Senatoris entirely mistaken 
in supposing that this is a private claim arising 
out of the curtailment of service. It was nota 
curtailment; it was a retailment, [Laughter.] It 
was an addition, instead of acurtailment. It was 

utting on an additional mail by a direct route, 
instead of the contract route, which was circuitous. 
There was a long correspondence about it, all of 
which is to be seen in the report. This subject 
has been elaborately investigated three times by 
three different committees of the Senate. This is 
the lowest sum that the committee have ever re- 
ported. It does not come within that category at 
all of being a claim for damages arising out of a 
curtailment of service, but is to pay for services 
which the Department recognized, and recognized 
as being rendered, under an understanding both 
by the Department and the contractors that they 


|, should come to Congress for such compensation 


Mr. BRAGG. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 

allow the Chair to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire one question. Is it a claim for addi- 
tional postal facilities rendered hy this party under 
authority conferred by law on the Postmaster 
General ? 

Mr. HALE. Thatis it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Thatis the question I was about 
to ask. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Chair 
thinks it is a private claim. 

Mr. HALE. I did not hear the exact inter- 
rogatory which the Chair propounded to me; but 
I will state to the Chair exactly what the contract 
is, and then the Chair can judge. These parties 
had a contract to carry this mail by a certain and 
circuitous route for $290,000. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That contract was not 
with the Post Office Department. That contract 
was made, under special law, with the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; it was one of those eon- 
tracts. The Senate will recollect that all these 
steamship contracts were at first made by the 
Navy Department. After California was discov- 
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ered, and emigration and business went there, and 
rapidly increased, it was found desirable to have 
a more direct route; and, after a long correspond- 
ence, the Department agreed that they should 
carry it by the direct route, and the contract route 
also, not diminishing that; and should come to 
Congress for such compensation as Congress 
thought reasonable. That is the case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hasno 
doubt it is a private claim. 

' Mr. HALE. [do not desire to appeal from 
the decision. I now propose, by instruction of 
the same committee, another amendment, that 
was offered to another bill, and the Senate, I think, 
unadvisedly voted that it was a private claim; but 
if the Chair will have the amendment read, I will 
state the ground on which it is placed; and I think 
the Senate will see that it is not a private claim, 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 

That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to refund to Franklin Haven, and 
his associates, the sum of money deposited by than with 
the Post Office Department, required as indemnity for the 
continuance of the Boston post office in the former locality, 
said post office having since been removed : Provided, That 
from the sum of money thus deposited, the Postmaster 
General shall first deduct the expense of one removal of 
the said post office each way. 

Mr. HALE. If there is an objection made to 
that as a private claim, I wish the decision of the 
Chair upon it; and I desire to state that it is not, 
for the reason that it takes no money out of the 
Treasury; it does notappropriate a dollar. There 
was a conflict here between two localities in Bos- 
ton—State street and Summer street. It is not 
worth while to go into a history of it. The Post 
Office Department required a certain sum to be 
deposited as an indemnity for the expense of 
removal. It was deposited, and the post office 
removed back. 

Several Senators. Itis all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WADE. I have an amendment to offer 
to this bill, as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the third section of the 
“ Act establishing certain post roads, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1853, by which all railroads, 
and parts of railroads, which are now, or hereafter may be 
in operation, are to be post roads, shall be construcd to in- 
elude and embrace the track over railroad bridges of every 
description, as well as upon land. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not exactly understand 
the object of that amendment. Does it give the 
General Government jurisdiction over all railroad 
bridges? 

Mr. WADE. [suppose thatis the object; Ido 
not know. It was handed to me, and I offered it 
before the committee, and I was ordered to report 
it. I never inquired anything about it; but [ re- 
member very well when the Wheeling bridge was 
decided by the Supreme Court to be a nuisance, 
and when a process had issued to order it to be 
abated, there was a law passed through Congress 
here making ita post road, upon which, I under- 
stand, the court granted an injunction against any 
further proceedings. I suppose it is for that very 
purpose this is offered; but I do not know any- 
thing about it. In my judgment, thatisit. It 
brings up the question, whether it is right and 
proper for Congress to declare that these bridges 
on railroads, crossing navigable streams of water, 
should be declared post roads, so that the courts 
would hold that they could not be declared nui- 
sauces. I imagine that is it; and it presents the 
question to the Senate whether there is any ob- 
jection to making them so. 

Mr. POLK. 1 wouid like to ask the Senator 
a further question: whether one object of this 
amendment is not to retain the bridge at Rock 
Island over the Mississippi river? 

Mr. WADE. I will state that the amendment 
was not drawn by myself, but barely handed to 
me to bring before our committee. I do notknow 
that it has not direct reference to that bridge, or 
any particular bridge; but it would apply to that 
as well as to any other, of course. I understand 
there is a controversy about that bridge; and I 
suspect that, perhaps, it originated with a view to 
that bridge; pat Ido not know that. 

Mr. BRAGG. It strikes me this amendment 
may lead to some difficulty, or one portion of it, 
at least; and J call the attention of the Senate to it: 

And be it further enacted, That the third section of the 
* Act to establish certain post routes, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved Mareh 3, 1853, by which all railroads and 
parts of railroads which are now, or hereafter may be, in 


operation, are to be post roads, shall be construed to ineiude ; 


| pared to say. 


and embrace the track over railroad bridges of every de- 
scription as well as upon land. 

It seems to me, if this amendment is adopted 
and made the law, that any railroad, under achar- 
ter from a State, may construct a bridge across a 
navigable stream and obstruct navigation; for it 
applies to future bridges, as well as to those al- 
ready constructed; and we sanction here, by this 
amendment, the construction of any such bridges, 
provided they are authorized by the State author- 
itics. In that way some of the most important 
navigable streams of the country, which are pub- 
lie highways, may be abatwucied inder an author- 
ity obtained from any of the States to construct 
a railroad or a bridge across those streams; for 
it applies to other bridges, as well as those now 
constructed. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not know whether this 
amendment was intended to apply to any partic- 
ular case; but I have heard it hinted that it was 
so intended; that there has been a controversy 
in regard to a bridge crossing the Mississippi 
river; that that has been in the courts, and is now 
before the Supreme Court, and that the passage 
of this provision may affect rights. Whatever 
may be the merits of this controversy, I do not 
think we ought to do anything that shall change 
the issue, or in any way affect the issue before the 
courts of the country. 

Mr. POLK. Concurring cordially in all the 
Senator from Massachusetts has said, I will state 
that we have pretty good reason to believe one 
object intended, or desired, I should say, to be 
accomplished by such an amendment as this, is 
to legalize the Rock Island bridge over the Mis- 
sissippi river, which is at the foot of the upper 
rapids, and which has long been a matter of con- 
troversy. Several suits, as I am informed, have 
been brought in regard to it. There is one suit 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
States;and I myself was present one morning 
during this present term, when there was an effort 
made to tale it up, with a view of bringing it 
forward on the docket, and to have it argued and 
determined as soon as possible, because the 
immense public and private interests that were 
involved in the navigation of that stream, required 
the speediest adjudication possible by the court 
of last resort of the controversy that was before 
them in that case. It was a case in which the 
decision below had been against the bridge com- 
pany, deciding thatthe bridge was a nuisance, and 
that it ought to be abated. Aside from that, I 
have the decision of the court below in that very 
case before me, and it makes a case of the most 
unusual character I think f have ever known. If 
it were necessary, I would go into a statementof 
the facts, showing that the bridge is a nuisance 
there, but I do not think the Senate ought to inter- 
fere in such a case as this. Here is an amend- 
ment offered to the Post Office appropriation bill 
involving very important questions; and it seems 
to me the Senate ought not to entertain it fora 
moment. I donot know but it might be well 
enough. I believe I will not—I was going to re- 
fer to some of the facts in the case. 

Mr. WADE. I take no interest in this ques- 
tion whatever. I remember I was very much 
struck with the proceedings in that Wheeling 
bridge case some years ago; and I could hardly 
reconcile it with my views of constitutiunal law, 
that appeals were made from the court to Con- 
gress to legalize what had just had been decided 
to be a nuisance. I doubted very much about it; 
but nevertheless, it involved that question; and 
the same question, I think, arises here. If the 
court were right in the decision of the case, I sup- 
pose it is perfectly legitimate for us to pass this 
amendment. TI believe it is, in principle, pre- 
cisely the same as that was, and that its effect 
would be to render that, which otherwise might 
be a nuisance, not a nuisance. f would save to 
the public the right to have a bridge across a navi- 
gabie stream that did, in some measure, impede 
navigation in such sort as it might be termed a 
nuisance. As to its policy, E am not now pre- 
I cannot sec there is great interest 
involved on the part of the publie and private in 
dividuals; and I cannot help believing, myself, 
that itis more of a judicial than a legislative ques- 
tion; but I have brought it forward by direction 
of the committee. It is understood by the Sen- 
ate, and I leave it their disposal; and T am very 
indifferent as to which way they shall decide it. 


Mr. POLK.: ‘The free:navigation of the Mit- 
sissippi river stands in a light very different and 
stronger than that of any ‘other stream, perhaps, 
in the country. H has been the subject of treaty 
between the United States and Great Britains In 
1782, it was provided between: those: two.nations 
that the navigation of that river should be forever 
free. But perhaps it is useless for meto: say any- 
thing, from the suggestions that are made.to me; 
that nobody is disposed to vote for this proposi-+ 
tion; and therefore I will forbear any remarks 
upon it. Sa l Cee 

The amendment was rejected. ea 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to offer an améndment 
to the bill. I move to insert, after line fifty-eight, 
page 3, the following proviso: : : 

Provided, That the provision in the first section of the act 
of June 15, 1860, making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Depart ment, which restricts the maximum 
campensation to be paid to post route agents to the sum of 
$800 per year, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

So that the clause will read: i 

For mail depredations and special agents, $75,000: Pro- 
vided, That the provision in the first section of the act of 
June 15, 1860, making appropriations for the service. of the 
Post Office Department, which restricts the maximum com- 
pensation to be paid to post route agents to $800 per year, 
be, dnd the same is hereby, repealed. i 

I offer this amendment as,what I think an act 
of justice, to repeal a clause inserted in the Post 
Office appropriation bill of last year. It was a 
very pitiful system of economy, In my judgment, 
which saved but little to the Government, and did. 
injustice toa very necessary and a very industrious 
and laborious class of public servants. ‘ Before last 
year, the maximum compensation allowed to post 
route agents, under no circumstances was over 
$1,000. It ranged from that, I believe, even down 
to $400; but in an extraordinary fit of economy, 
Congress determined that no allowance should be 
made exceeding $800 tou route agent. Now, their 
duties vary; their responsibilities vary; and the 
amountofpay that you allowisentirely inadequate 
to the character of the service on many of the more 
important routes. [am sure of this from personal 
observation on one ortwoofthem. Whether you 
take the responsibility of the office—for the officer 
has in charge an immense amount of mails; take 
the mere manual labor; take the duties that are 
devolved upon him in the distribution of the mails, 
and the character of the man requisite for tke 
purpose, and the extent of personai hazard he 
must incur in running every day of the year—for 
he is constantly in employment—and must sepa- . 
rate himself a greater portion of his time from his 
family, if he isa married man—all these considera- 
tions render the compensation which we have re- 
duced to a maximum of $800 entirely inadequate. 
All I ask is to leave it to the Postmaster General 
under the former law. There were some who were 
paid $800, some, $900; none more than $1,000; and 
yet you pay to the messengers here $1,200 a year 
for not half the service. You allow in the large 
cities, to the host of tide waiters you have, $1,100 
a year; and you restrict the pay here, although 
it operates only upon some ten or fifteen agents 
on the principal routes in all parts of the country, 
by the law of the last session, to $800 a year. The 
compensation is not sufficient for the services; and 
there is, in addition, the daily hazard of life. It 
is an extra hazardous service. 

Now, I know it may be said you can find men 
to perform it for $800. Be itso. You may find 
men to perform almost any duty at reduced com- 
pensations; but will they be the right ‘class of 
men? Ig it nota false system which attempts to 
reduce (by an attempt at economy) to a general 
average the pay of men, and takes away the dis- 
cretion of the Postmaster General to give to some 
as high as $1,000, when there is.nota clerk in the 
Department here that you do not pay $1,200, al- 
though he is engaged only from nine to three 
o'clock in the day, and probably not half the time 
during that period? Sir, I think it is an act of 
gross injustice done to a meritorious class of offi- 
cers by the clause in the bill of last session, and 
I hope the Senate will repeal it, so as to leave the 


| Postmaster General to vary the compensation 


dependent upon the character of the service and 
the person employed, not exceeding $1,000, which 
was the old law. I hope the amendment will be 


! adopted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firer in 
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„the. chair.) Shall the question be taken on con- 
curring in the amendments altogether or sepa- 
rately? [“ Altogether.”] 

The amendments were concurred in, and. or- 
dered to be engrossed, and the bill ordered to be 

_read.a third time. It was read the third time, and 
passed. : : 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forwey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to some, and disagreed to other, 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
865) making appropriations for the current and 
: contingent expenses of the Indian department 
and. for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1862; 
and had agreed to other amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the said bill, with amendments, in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

Also, that the House insisted upon its disagree- 
ment to certain amendments, and upon its amend- 
ments to other amendments of the Senate to the 
said bill, asks a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon; and had ap- 

ointed Mr. Jonn S. Puerrs of Missouri, Mr. 
imernson Erneripce of Tennessee, and. Mr. 
James H. Granam of New York, managers at 
the same on the part of the House. 

The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to that bill disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, and theamendments of the House 
to other amendments of the Senate to the said bill; 
and 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to 
the said bill, disagreed to by the House of Representatives 5 
disagree to the amendments of the House to other amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto; and agree to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committec; 
and Mr. Pearce, Mr. Powsexu, and Mr. CLARK, 
were appointed. 

GEORGE FISHER. 


Mr. HALE asked and obtained leave to with- 
draw the motion submitted by him on the 26th 
instant, to reconsider the vote on the passage of 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 51) repealing the 
resolution relating to the claim of George Fisher, 


late of Florida, deceased, approved June 1, 1860. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. PEARCE. 1 have been instructed by the | 
Committee on the Library, to whom was referred 


the bill of the House of Representatives, (No. 
665,) to report it back with twoamendments, and 
recommend its passage; and I am also instructed 
to ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 665) to amend an act approved 
February 5, 1859, entitled “ An act providing for 
keeping and distributingall publicdocuments, and 
for other purposes.”? Liis proposed to enact that, 
in all cases where the number of copies of any 
document is insufficient to supply one institution 
therewith, upon the designation of each member 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, as 
required by existing law, the same may be dis- 
tributed by the Secretary of the Interior to such 
incorporated colleges, public libraries, athene- 
ums, literary and scientific institutions, boards of 
trade, or publie associations, as he may select. 
The documents ofthe second session of the Thirty- 
Fifth Congress are to be sent to the same institu- 
tions which were designated to receive those of the 
first session; and in all cases hereafter the selec- 
tion of an institution to receive the documents 
ordered to be published or procured at the first 
session of any Congress will control the decu- 
ments of the entire Congress, unless another des- 
jgnation be made before any distribution has taken 
place under the selection first made; bat where 
the same work is printed by order both of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, the dupli- 


cates may be sent to different institutions, if so | 


desired, by the member whose right it is to direct 
the distribution. One set of the Works of John 
Adams and four sets of American State Papers, 
volumes four and five, are to be distributed to the 
institutions described by law, on the designation 
of the members of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the present Congress; which des- 


! take, it is proposed to distribute them to new 


ignation is also to control the distribution of an 
equal number of each of the volumes thereof yet 
to be published. Instead of five hundred copies 
of the Biennial Register, or Blue Book, now or- 
dered to be published—which shall hereafter be 
compiled under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior—there will in fature be published 
seven hundred and fifty copies. 

In lieu of the number of copies of the pamphlet 
laws directed, by act of the 20th April, 1818, to 
be delivered to the officers of the Executive De- 
partments, there are, hereafter, to be delivered to 
the head of each Department, including the Attor- 
ney General, for the use of those officers, a num- 
ber equal to the number of copies which they are 
or may be entitled to receive of the Statutes at 
Large, published by Little & Brown, under the 
provisions of the act of 8th August, 1846. One 
copy of the Decisions of the Supreme Court, pub- 
lished by authority of the act of 29th August, 
1842, is to be deposited in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and one copy sent to each of 
the judges, and to the solicitor of the Court of 
Claims, the judges of the criminal and orphans’ 
courts for the District of Columbia, the Commis- 
sioner of Customs, the Commissioner of Patents, 
and to the heads of such other executive offices of 
equal grade as have been established since the 
passage of the law distributing those decisions, 
and to such as may hereafter be provided for, 
each of whomshall likewise be entitled to receive 
one copy of the Statutes at Large. Fifty copies 
of the American State Papers, now in course of 
publication, as authorized by act of 12th June, 
1858, are to be deposited and kept in the library 
of the House of Representatives, twenty copies 
in the library of the Senate, two copies in the con- 
gressional library, one copy in the library of the 
President, one copy in the State and territorial 
library of each State and ‘Verritory, and ten copies 
in each of the Executive Departments, for the use 
of the officers connected therewith; and all acts 
or parts of acts inconsistent with these provisions 
are repealed. 

The first amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Library, was to insert at the end of 
section two the following: 

And provided further, ‘hat, in future, the publie docu- 
ments to be distributed by the Seeretary of the Interior 
shall be sent to the institutions already designated, unless 
he shail be satisfied that any such institution is no longer a 
suitable depository of the same. 

Mr. PEARCE. If any explanation is desired, 
I wiil give it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the number of pamphlet 
laws directed to be placed in the library of Congress by the 
act of April 20, 1818, aud of the Statutes at Large published 
by Little & Brown, dirceted to be placed in said library by 
the act of August 18, 1846, sball be distributed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, agreeably to the provisions of the 
eleventh section of the act of February 5, 1859, excepting 
twelve copies to be sent to the library of Congress, for the 
use of the Supreme Court during its sessions, and two copies 
for use in said library. 

Mr.PEARCE. I willexplainin regard to that 
amendment that there are three hundred copies, 
of the pamphlet laws sent to the library. Itwas 
intended by the law to which this is a supplement 
that the Secretary of the Interior should distribute 
them all; but by some construction the Depart- 
ment has given to the prior law, they are all sent 
to the library of Congress. We propose now 
that they be sent to him for distribution as other 
public documents arc, except twelve copies men- 
tioned in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. l should like to inquire 
how many sets of the Decisions of the Supreme 
Court it is proposed to purchase by this bul? 

Mr. PEARCE.  Itis not proposed to purchase 
any. Of the amount on hand which we already 


courts which have been created since the passage 
ing anything more except the Biennial Register. 
of the lastlaw. There is no provision for publish- 
ing anything more except the Biennial Register. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 should like to inquire if 
the Government has ov hand that quantity of the 
decisions of the Supreme Court which will supply 
all those officers? 


Mr. PEARCE. Yes,sir. The Government 
contracts for them. There are so many copies | 
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which the Government takes every year by con- 
tract. It is not proposed to increase the number 
of them at all. The only increase of any of the 
works is the Biennial Register, of which we have 
not enough to distribute according to the rule 
which has heretofore been established. I believe 
there are five hundred copies now printed of them. 
This bill proposes seven hundred and fifty. They 
are necessary in the public offices; and it is only 
for that purpose. Nothing goes to any member 
of Congress, I beg leave to say. The bill was 
carefully considered in the House; was drawn by 
a member from Indiana, [Mr. Perrir,] who is 
exceedingly careful in such matters; and the two 
amendments the Senate committee have reported 
are rendered necessary by the construction put 
on the original bill in the Interior Department. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I haveno objection atall 
to the proper distribution of these books; but it 
struck me in the reading of the bill—I have nota 
copy before me—that it made provision for the 
distribution of a very large number of the Decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court, and among a great 
variety of officers all over the country. I think 
most of our officers would be better off without 
the decisions than with them, he idea of all 
the clerks and officers in the Departments having 
thirty or forty volumes of Decisions of the Su- 
preme Court to refer to, to find out what the law 
is, [take it is much more calculated to confuse 
and mislead than it would be if they did not have 
them at all. Ifit is simply a distribution of these 
things, I have no objection to the bill; but [think 
we had better repeal the law that provides for 
purchasing such quantities. 

Mr. PEARCE. These decisions of the Su- 
preme Court are published by authority of the 
act of August 29, 1842; and the bill requires that 
they ‘shall be deposited in the office of the Bec- 
retary of the Interior, and one copy sent to each 
of the judges, and to the solicitor of the Court of 
Claims; the judges of the criminal and orphans’ 
court for the District of Columbia, the Commis- 
sioner of Customs, the Commissioner of Patents’? 
—that is all. i 

Mr. GRIMES. How many copiesdo we buy 
under the law of 1842? : 

Mr. PEARCE, I think three hundred; I am 
not sure, 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in, and or- 
dered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


SUSPENSION OF A RULE, 


Mr. BIGLER. I offer the following resolution. 
I do not ask its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the 26th rule of the Senate be suspended, 
so far as it may affect bills or joint resolutions of the Sen- 
ate or House of Representatives, proposing or providing 
for, or relating to, amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. GRIMES. Let it lie over, 
ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
lies over under the rules. 


LANDS TO MINNESOTA AND OREGON. 


Mr. LANE. I beg permission of the Senate to 
be permitted to make a report at this time from the 
Committee on Public Lands. Lam directed by that 
committee to report a bill to authorize the States 
of Minnesota and Oregon to locate the lands 
granted by Congress to them, while Territories, 
for educational purposes. The committee have 
unanimously recommended its passage. l am 
sure no Senator can object to it; and this is the last 
hour that it would be of any use to pass it this 
session; and I hope the Senate will give their con- 
sent to pass it at once. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 507) 
donating to the States of Minnesota and Oregon 
certain lands reserved by Congress for the Terri- 


‘tories of Minnesota and Oregon, for university 


purposes, was read twice by its title, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It donates 
the lands reserved for the use of the universities 
in the Territories of Minnesota and Oregon, un- 
der the scction of the act of Congress, passed 
February 19, 1851, entitled “ An act to authorize 
the Legislative Assemblies of the Territories of 
Oregon and Minnesota to take charge of the school 
lands in the said Territories, and for other pur- 
poses,” to the States of Minnesota and Oregon 


į for the use of such universities. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
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amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PRENTIS CHAMPLAIN, 


Mr. WADE. I move that the Senate take up 
House bill No. 655. Itis a bill for the relief of 
an old soldier, who was shot all to pieces in the 
Mexican war, giving him a little pension. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 655) granting a pension to 
Prentis Champlain. it authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior to place the name of Prentis Cham- 

lain on the invalid pension rolls of the United 
tates, at the rate of eight dollars per.month, to 
commence on the 23d of March, 1860, and to con- 
tinue during bis natural life. 
. Mr. GRIMES. Read the report. 

The Secretary read the report made in the House 
of Representatives on the 13th of April, 1860, by 
Mr. Fenron;, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, from which it appeared that the petitioner 
enlisted as a volunteer private in the company 
commanded by George Weaver, in the regiment 
commanded by Colonel Brough, Ohio volunteers, 
fourth regiment, in the war with Mexico; that he 
enlisted on the first Monday in April, 1847, and 
served till the 15th day of July, 1848, when he 
was honorably discharged; that while in the ser- 
vice of the Unired States, in the line of his duty, 
in August, 1847, at Matamoras, in Mexico, he 
was attacked with diarrhea, from which he par- 
tially recovered; and that afterwards, on or about 
the 10th day of September, 1847, while on the 
march from Vera Cruz to Puebla, and while in 
service, and in the line of his duty, ror fourteen 
successive nights he was exposed, without cover 
or shelter of any kind, and without a sufficient 
allowance of wholesome food, to constant rains; 
thatin consequence of such exposure, some time 
in September, he was again seized with dysentery 
or diarrhea, which became chronic; that not being 
totally disabled, he was not discharged, but de- 
tached on lighter service, and on horseback, in 
which service he continued till the close of the 
war; that chronic diarrhea has continued ever 
since. 

it appears that, in consequence of such expo- 
sure, he was also seized with rheumatism, which, 
not being very severe at first, though always pain- 
ful, did not prevent his continuing in service, but 
has become also chronic; and that in consequence 
of those diseases combined, caused by such ex- 
posure, he has been, ever since his discharge, 
unable to pursue his occupation, which was that 
of farmer. He has resided, and now resides, in 
the county of Loraine, State of Ohio. The fact 
of his disability, of his laboring under chronic 
diarrhea and chronic rheumatism, that he is 
wholly disabled, is certified to by Charles D. 
Townshend and S. G.W ilmot, physicians in good 
standing in the county of Loraine, They also 
certify that they knew him before and after his 
services in Mexico; that he was a hearty, robust 
man before, and that since, he has been totally 
disabled. The certificates, also, of two reputable 
witnesses are produced, who swear that the pe- 
tioner is a man of good moral character, and that 
his diseases were not produced by any excesses 
of his own. The facts in relation to his disease 
and exposure in Mexico are fully sustained by 
the affidavit of Captain George W. Weaver, who 
states that during all those fourteen days and 
nights the troops were supplied only with bacon 
full of worms,and muddy water. The character 
of Captain Weaver for truth and veracity is fully 
confirmed by the certificate of Hon. Joun SHER- 
man, Representative from the thirteenth congres- 
sional district of Ohio, who states that he is well 
acquainted with him, and that ‘ he is entitled to 


full credit.’ The application of the petitioner | 
for a pension was rejected by the Commissioner | 


on the ground ‘* that the surgeon of the regiment 
finds no entry of any attendance upon him when 
first attacked with rheumatism.’’ The petitioner 
swears that this disease came on gradually, and 
before he called medical aid had been transferred 
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to a company of horse artillery in.another regi- 
ment, and was attended by the physician of an 
Illinois regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ELEAZER A. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask that it now be considered, 
with the unanimous consent of the Senate. I will 
not occupy more than a moment upon it: 

Resolved, That there be paid, out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, to the widow of Eleazer A. Richardson, a 
mechanic, who was killed while in the employment of the 
United States, by the fafling of a derriek from the dome of 
the Capitol, the sum of ——— dollars. 

There being no objection, the resdlution was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [should like to inquire 
why that amount should be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate particularly; why a bill 
has not been brought in for that purpose? 

Mr. HALE. I want the rule enforced about 
paying money out of the contingent fund. 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. The Senate can dispose 
of itexactly as they please. This poor woman is 
in very bad health; very far gone in consumption. 
She is unable to work, and is left entirely desti- 
tute, with four little children. T told her that I 
did not know whether anything could be done for 
her at all; but on inquiry and consultation with 
various Senators, they supposed there were pre- 
cedents, and on search I found there were prece- 
dents of exactly similar kind, where the Senate 
had provided for the widows and children of cer- 
tain persons. I have here a note from Mr. Frank- 
lin, who has charge of the work on the Capitol, 
in these words: 

“Mrs. Richardson, the bearer of this, is the widow of the 
man that was killed on the new dome of the Capitol by the 
falling ofa derrick. He wasin the employment of the Uni- 
ted States at the time of his death. 4 have heard that she 
and her four children are entirely destitute, and in need of 
assistance. She has requested me to make this statement 
to you. 

Š Respectfully yours, ` : 

“WILLIAM B. FRANKLIN.” 

I have not got them here now, if the Senate 
should desire to see them; but there are several 
instances where the Senate have done this thing; 
and if they think this is a proper occasion, they 
will do it. I have discharged my duty in making 
this application. 

Mr. HALE. I shall be perfectly willing to 
make this appropriation; but, under the rule 
| adopted by the Senate by a very decided vote, in 
Mrs. Linn’s case, and under the opinion given by 
| the Comptroller, which the Secretary acted upon, 
the Senate cannot pay this out of the contingent 
fund; and even if they were to pass this resolu- 
tion, the Secretary would not pay it. No matter 
how you may construe the rule, he construes it 
differently, and so does Mr. Medill. I will cer- 
tainly go as far as anybody to do what is here 
proposed. If the Senator will introduce a bill to 
| give this amount, I wiil vote for it; but as we 
have adopted a rule in regard to our contingent 
fund, I think we had better adhere to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a 
blank in the resolution to be filled, the Chair would 
remind the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. HALE. I guessit had better not be filled. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I leave gentlemen, if 
they are disposed to give anything, to fill it with 
any sum they please. ‘The gentleman says we 
decided the principle in Mrs. Linn's case. Per- 
haps we did. But we decided in half a dozen 
cases the other way. The question is, whether 
the Senate will act upon its own construction. | 

Mr, FESSENDEN. The Comptroller said it 
could not be done. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Butcther Camptroliers 
have decided that it could be done; and this same 
Secretary has paid it in other cascs, I suppose 
any small sum would be of service to her. She 
has four children; and is left entirely destitute by 
the accident which occurred to her husband 


Mr. GRIMES. 
the sum of $400. ine 

‘The amendment was agreed to. : 

The resolution was: reported to the Senat 
amended; and the amendment was concurred in. 
The resolution was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, and was read the.third times: <>. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee.) ; E am free to 
say that I am willing to goas far as any one in 
regard to making these appropriations; but Lean- 
not see why it should be voted out of the contin= 
gent fund. A man employed in the service of the 
United States, during work loses his life; we:may 
come forward and make an appropriation for his 
widow or children, but 1 do not see why it-should 
be taken from the fund appropriated for the con- 
tingent expenses of the Senate, If it is right to 
appropriate the money, she should: have: this 
amount appropriated by law. Senators should 
not ask that it be paid out of the contingent fund 

I will vote for it, if you put it in the shape ofa 
bill, and appropriate it out of the Treasury as it 
should be; but here is an attempt bya resolution 
to appropriate it out of the contingent fand. The 
law provides that there shall be a certain amount 
appropriated to defray the contingent expenses of 
the Senate, but I do not see why or how this can: 
be a contingent expenditure ‘of the Senate. Lf it 
is right it should be appropriated by law, and I 
will go for it cheerfully. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This seems to be a mat- 
ter of sympathy, and I will move an amendment 
that it be taken out of the mileage of Senators pro 
rata, each member paying the same amount. 

Mr. HALE. Ifan amendmtnt to the amend- 
ment be in order, I move that it be taken out of 
the mileage of those Senators traveling over a 
thousand miles. (Laughter.] i : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Will the Sen- 
ator from Michigan reduce his amendment to 
F writing? . : HORS 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw it. 0 4. 

Mr. HALE: Then I will withdraw my amend- 
ment to the amendment. mere f 

Mr. KING. Iask for a division on the pas- 
sage of this resolution. _[.think itis against law. 

Mr. POLK. I will suggest to the Senator from 
Kentucky that we make this a joint resolution 
We all know the difficulty we had in Mrs. Linn’s 
case. We hadai last to put Mrs. Linn’s case on 
an appropriation bill, in order to get her pay, after 
there had been a resolution to pay her out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate.. That claim: was 
for mileage for her deceased husband, and there 
was some propriety init. think we should have 
just as much trouble in attempting to pass this 
resolution as we should have in passing.a joint 
resolution. j 

Mr. GRIMES. I concur in what has fallen 
from the Senator from Missouri; and in order that 
we may understand this matter, and be able to put 
it in the shape of a joint resolution by morning, 
I move that the Senate adjourn. - 

Mr. POWELL. [hope my friend will with- 
draw it. I want to get up a bill for the relief of 
a poor widow. s 

Mr. GRIMES. I cannot withdraw it. __ 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. ; 


T move to fill the blank 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuurspay, February 28, 1861. 
The House met'at eleven o’clock,;a. m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the War 
Department, inclosing a copy of a communica- 
tion from J. N. Macomb, embodying an estimate 
for collecting the results of the San Juan explor- 
ing expedition, amounting to $1,800; which wag 
laid on the table, and ordered to, be printed. 


COMPROMISE PETETIONS. 


Mr. GILMER. I desire to lay before the House 
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this morning a petition signed by citizens of New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Marylan Virginia, Ohio, 
Delaware; Illinois, Vermont, Indiana, New Hamp- 
shire, North Carolina, and the District of Colum- 
bia, praying Congress that they will pass meas- 
ures to restore peace to this country. 

“Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. T call for 
the regular order. of business. : 

Mr. CURTIS. Itis certainly-in order to pre- 
sent a petition. ; 

The SPEAKER. ‘What order does the gentle- 
man desire? i 

Mr; GILMER. I desire to have it read, and 
then laid orn the table, and printed. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I. call for- 
the regular order of business.. 

Mr. GILMER. I have tHe floor; and I ask 
that the petition be read. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
upon the regular order of business. 

Mr. GILMER. I ask whether the petition 
cannot be read? 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I object. 

Mr. GILMER. I move a suspension of the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. Ifit is objected to, the peti- 
tion cannot be read; nor can the motion to sus- 
pend the rules be received, because there is a 
special order pending. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

resented under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The petition will be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. GILMER. I withdraw the petition. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. COLFAX, I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up the Senate amendments 
to the bill (H.R. No. 950) in relation to the postal 
service, 

No objection bing made, the amendments were 
taken up for consideration. 

The amendments of the Senate, which were 
read, were as follows: . 


In line ten, after the word “maintain,” strike out the 
words, “or the contents of the mails preserved inviolate 
till delivered to the proper address ;? and in line thirteen, | 
after the word “any,” strike out the words ‘insurrection 
or resistance to the laws of the United States,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words, “cause whatsoever ;” so that 
the bill shall read: 

‘That whenever, in the opinion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, the postal service cannot be safely continued, or the 
Post Office revenues collected, or the postal service main- 
tained onany post route, by reason of any cause whatsoever, 
the Postmaster Gencral is hereby authorized to discontinue 
the postal service on such route, or any part thereof, and 
any post office thereon, till the same can be safely re- 
atored; and shall report his action to Congress. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Onmotion of Mr. MILLSON, leave wasgranted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of 
the papers in the case of William P. Bingbyand 
wife, and that the same be returned to the peti- 
tioners, 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, leave 
was granted for the withdrawal from the files of 
the House of the papers in the case of Hannah 
Dubois. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PATTON, 
one of their clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed, without amendment, bill of the House 
(No. 999) to amend an act supplementary to An 
act approved March, 3, 1855, to organize an insti- 
tution for the insane of the Army and Navy and 
of the District of Columbia, in the said District,” | 
approved February 7, 1857. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the bill of the 
House making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the year ending 30th June, 1862, 
with amendments; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Army ap- 
propriation bill, with the amendments of the Sen- 
ate thereto, be referred to the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, and that the amendments be printed. | 

The motion was agreed to. 


ABSTRACTION OF BOOKS. i 


_ Mr. MAYNARD, I rise to a question of priv- 
ilege. 1 am directed by the select committee in- 
structed to inquire ints the alleged abstraction of ii 


I insist 


The petition can be 
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books from the House library, to make a unani- 
mous report. I send up the report.and the testi- 


‘mony. At this stage of the session, I will not 


call for the reading of the report, but F ask thatit 
be published in the Globe, and that the report and 
the testimony be printed. 

It was so ordered. 

The following is the report of the committee: 


The select committee of three, appointed under a reso- 
lation of the House, of February 14, 1861, to investigate 
eertain charges in relation to an abstraction of books from 
the House library, have discharged the duty imposed upon 
them, and respectfully submit the following report: 

A brief statement wili piace the House in possession of 
the facts as they appear from the evidence given before your 
eommittee. Not long since, an employé, in the library of 
the House, prepared a statement of the accounts of the late 
members from the seceding States, which was taken to 


| 


their respective residences for the purpose of reclaiming the | 


books they had procured from the library, and which had 
not been retumed. {See starements appended to this re- 
port.] Failing to find them, Mr. Ð. A. McElhone, one of 
the assistant librarians, was directed to take the accounts, 
and endeavor to obtain the books. He also failed to get 
them, and thereupon carried the fist to the House post office 
in order to have the mail messengers institute a search for 
them. Mr. Soulé, one of the assistants in the post office, 
was the only person present when Mr. McEthone called 
there, and to him the list was given, with the request that 
he would see that the matter was attended to. 

Up to this point, it does not appear that there was any 
belief entertained by any person that there had been any 
wrong or fraud perpetrated upon the library in conneetion 
with these missing books. But Mr. Soulé, as he testified, 
seems to have jumped to the conclusion, not from anything 
told him, but from inferences of his own, that these books 
had been appropriated by the late members to their own 
use. Active in propagating the suspicion, he voluntarily 
informed Mr. Rutchkins, clerk to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of this House, and a correspondent for several news- 
papers, that he had an “ item ” for him, and then proceeded 
to state what he imagined to be the facts about the missing 
books. Mr. Hutchins repeated that statement to Mr. R. H. 
Pangborn, of the New York Daily ‘Times, who, with litle, 
if any, investigation, prepared his version of the transac- 
tion, which was telegraphed to the ‘Times newspaper. in 
the Times office, the heading, Providing a Library for 
the Southern Confederacy,’ was prefixed to the statement, 
which appeared in that paper the next morning. 

The same issue of that paper also contained the allegation 
that a member from ‘a border State,” “who favored se- 
cession,” had ordered “more than one thousand dollars? 
worth” of books from the library, which order was re- 
fused. A subsequent statement in the paper named Mr. 
De JARNETTE, of Virginia, as the member alluded to. It 
appears, from the testimony before your committee, that 
Mr. De JARNETLE Was engaged, at one time, in preparing 
a speech for delivery in this House. While thus occupied, 
he remarked to Mr. Sheehy, who happened to be presentin 
his room, and who was then an employé of the House, that 
he wanted certain information to enable him to prepare his 
speech. Mr. Sheehy replied that he could obtain it from 
the House Library, and was requested by Mr. De JARNETTE 
to attend to it for him. Subsequently he told Mr. De Jar- 
nerve that his order was necessary to enable him to get 
the books; and at his request he (Mr. S.) wrote an order, 
which Mr. Jarnerre signed without reading, supposing, as 
he stated to your committee, that it called for not more than 
twenty-five volumes. ‘The order, however, was written in 
general terms, calling for ‘4 a set of Congressional Globes, 
Annals of Congress, Jefferson’s and Adams’s Works,” those 
sets including the volumes Mr. De Jarnerre desired for 
reference. Full sets of these works would embracc more 
than one hundred volumes, instead of the twenty or twenty- 
five volumes that Mr. De Jarnerre intended to have or- 
dered. This order, dated January 28, 1861, was presented 
by Mr. Sheehy to the person in attendance at the Library, 
and to whom Mr. Sheehy was a stranger. The fact thatan 
order for so large anwmber of volumes, the body of it writ- 
ten in a different script from that of the signature, was pre- 
sented by a stranger to him, at so late a period of the ses- 
sion, led the assistant librarian to refer it to others before 
proceeding to filtit. And the same reasons led the ehief 
elerk to suspend it for a time, until he could get more in- 
formation in regard to it. Upon the assurance, some time 
afterwards, that it was the order of Mr. De Jarnetre, di- 
rections were given to comply with it. But by that time 
Mr. Dg Jarnerre had prepared his speech without the as- 
sistance of the books, and no tonger needed them. In this 
case, as in the other, there seems to have been no idea en- 
tertained of any improper design in reference to the books, 
until the aecount of this transaction had reached the same 
persons who had given the objectionable coloring to the 
other. 

It does not appear, from the testimony taken by your 
committee, that any of the books belonging to the library 
have been taken away by any of the late members. Nor 
does it appear that the books they obtained while here have 
not been returned to the library, except that they have not 
been credited with them upon the account books of the’ 
library. 

Your committee regard this entire charge against the late 
and present members of this House as a fair specimen of 
the many sensation dispatches sent from this city during 
the present session of Congress, by the various persons em- 
ployed as special correspondents of papers at a distance, 
bat more especially of the New York city papers. A de- 
sire to state something that shall be more startling from its 
enormity or novelty than their competitors have been able 
to discover or devise, or even a more culpable desire would 
scem to be their controlling motive on the- part of those 
who are thus engaged, with little, if any, inquiry into the 
correctness of the many rumors that come to their ears; 
with the most reckless and unwarranted inferences from 
them; with litle regard to the effect of their statements 
upon publie interests, or the character and reputation of 
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individuals in public and private life, these sensation-mon- 
gers daily send forth to the country statement after state- 
ment, as entirely unfounded and baseless as those to which 
the attention of your committee has been called. - Your 
committee, however, are not of the opinion that this House 
can provide any remedy for this evil. {t can only be rem- 
edied either by the public becoming convinced of the little 
credit and reliance to be placed upon these ‘special dis- 
patches,” or by the proprietors of the public press exercis- 
ing more care in the sclection of the agents they employ 
for this purpose, and endeavoring to secure the services 
of those who shall be more influenced by considerations of 
truth aud justice, and a proper appreciation of the privi- 
loges and courtesies gratuitously extended to them by this 
ouse. 

While considering the subject referred to thern, the at- 
tention of your committee has been called to the present 
condition of the library of the House, as being such as al- 
most necessarily to render impossible its proper manage- 
ment, and Jeading to the commission of errors in the ac- 
counts of members, such as, in this instance, have furnished 
the little foundation required for such statements as those 
to which your committee have referred. The library, as 
many members of this House are well aware, is contained 
in a room ill adapted for that purpose. There is no cata- 
logue of the books contained in it; the different sets of the 
same work have no mark or number 6n them to designate 
the one from the other. Those having charge of them, 
while they may know the number of different works there, 
can bave no certain information of the number of volumes 
that the library contains, or whether all the books taken 
out atany time have ever been returned. The accounts 
and books of the library are their only guide ; and the. testi- 
mony taken by your committee establishes the fact that 
they are not free from mistakes. For instance: Mr. Bon- 
HAM, of South Carolina, was charged with forty-two vol- 
umes, Upon the account made out and handed to Mr. Soulé 
of the House post office, to enable the messengers toreciaim 
books not returned; yet, upon reference to the account 
books, it appears that Mr. Bonwam never obtained those 
volumes at all. Mr. Haniiron, of Texas, is charged upon 
the account books with one hundred and nineteen volumes 
obtained at the last session as not yetreturned. The testi- 
mony before your committee shows that Mre Hamivron 
gave those books, before the close of the last session, to a 
messenger of the post office to be returned to the library. 
And it was not until so informed, during this investigation, 
that Mr. HaminTon had any intimation that his directions 
had not been complied with. The necessities of the House 
have required their removal to a more commodious hall. 
The increase of the library, corresponding with the in- 
creased demands of the House, renders the accommoda- 
tions provided for it, when it contained a much tess num- 
ber of books, totally inadequate. Without recommending 
any particular action in this respect, your committee would 
say, that they deem this a subject which demands the early 
consideration of the House. 

Your committee herewith subinit the testimony they 
have taken, and recommend that the same, with the ac- 
companying report, be printed. 


Statement furnished to the commiltee by C. C. Chaffee, 
House Librarian : 
1859. Vols. 


Milledge L. Bonham, South Carolina. 
Dec. 10, Globe and Appendix, Thirty-Fifth Congress, 6 


1860. 
Jan. 


: 5. Brightley’s Digest and Supplement......... 2 
an. 


32. Globe and Appendix, Thirty-Fourth Con- 
March 9. House Journal, second session, Thirty-Fifth 
CONZTESS ce perce ever eecececseeeevesseene A 
March 15. Statutes at Large and Synoptical {ndex...,12 
April 5. Reports of Committees, first session, Thirty- 
Fifth Congress.....cseeeetceeseveeeesees S 


Lucius J. Gartrel!, Georgia. 
14, Annals of Congress, Sixth Congress, 


J. L. M. Curry, Alabama. 
3. Howard’s Reports. . 


1859. 
Dec. 


1860. 
April 
1860. L. Q. C. Lamar, Mississippi. 
Jan. 25. Globe and Appendix, first session, Thirty 
Third CONgrOSS.s.ssseresosseessrveresee 
Globe and Appendix, first session, Thirty- 
Fifth UONgreSS.....eseserenenrenes serere 


1860. John McRae, Mississippi. 
May 31. Executive Documents, first session, Thir- 
tieth CONgTESS.....c creer eee cenennmnnee S 
Senate Documents, first session, Thirtieth 


CONSYESS. .occec cece cnesereteeeresaeeeee 2 
1866. John B. Landrum, Louisiana. 
10, Journal .csccccsecaccsccrnecsscssoscennes È 
1860. George S. Hawkins, Florida. 


May 25. House Reports, second session, Twentieth 
CONFESS oc eree cee cece teens es ene nes 


esvrarerresesro eseese I9 


Miles Taylor, Louisiana. 
March 31. Executive Documents, second session, 


'Pwenty-Ninth Congress.......... EPE: 
Fhir- 


Executive Documents, first session 
tieth Congress 2... cece eee eneeeenes 


July 28. Congressional Globe and Appendix, Thir- 
tieth, Thirty-First, and ‘Phirty-Second 
Cong! Galea E E TEER 
August 8. Congre: 


nal Globe and Appendix, second 
session, Thirty-Third Congress Ai 
Sept. 30. Annals of Congress, volume 9, part 
Executive Documents, second session, 
Twenty-Second Congress ...ccseseaeeees 
Senate Documents, second session, Twenty- 
Second Congress... cc ercenren wens ererere 
1. House Journal, second session, F'wenty-3ec- 
ond Congress... csccceveccceseeneenrers 
Senate Journat,second segsion,'l'wenty-Sec- 
ond CONBIESS.. core essere nerve eeeereeeee 
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Statement furnished by D. A. McEthone, Assistant Libravian. 


1859. - Hon. M. L. Bonham, South Carolina. Pals. 
Dec. 10. Globe and Appendix, first session, Thirty- 
Fifth Congress... .eeeeseeras tebe eee eens 
Dec. ». House Journal, first session, Thirty-Pirst 
CONQTESS 2.6. cece ee ces eee teceersonseene . 
1860. 
Jan. . 5. Brightiey’s Digest and Supplement........ 2 
Jan. 12. Globe and Appendix, first session, Thirty- 
Fourth Congress... ......2cce gece eaceees 


March 9. House Journal, second session, Thirty-Fifth 
CONGIESS couse e ces ossessarsoro . 

March 15. Statutes, full set, Synoptical Inde 
March 19. Annals of Congress, full set.........000 0008 
Dee. 19, House Journal, first session, Thirty-First 
. CONZTONS castes nensc teencasestinens seed, L 
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1860, Hon. John W. IL. Underwood, Georgia. 
Jan. 25. Congressional Globe, first session, Thirty- 
Sixth Congress....ccccccsevaccccnceseecs 
Hon. Martin J. Crawford, Georgia. 
22. House Journal, first session, Thirty-First 
Congress EPEE 


1861. 
Jan. 


1860, Hon. L. Q. Lamar, Mississippi. 
Jan, 25, Globe and Appendix, first session, Thirty- 
Third Congress........ reer rie ETE 4 
Globe and Appendix, first session, Thirty- 
Fifth COn Sirin roress dduk A 
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Hon. George S. Hawkins, Florida. 
Dec. 


11. Brightey’s Digest...... Secseses erences. asee A 
RICHARD CHENERY. 


On motion of Mr. BURCH, by unanimous con- 
sent, the bill of the Senate (No. 77) for the relief 
of Richard Chenery was taken from the Spealcer’s 
table; and the House agreed to the request of the 
Sgnate for a committee of conference on the dis- 
agreement of the Senate to the amendment of the 
House to said bill. 

The SPEAKER thereupon appointed Messrs. 
Burcu, Smiru of North Carolina, and Burrin- 
ron, the conferees on the part of the House. 


JONN H. WHEELER. 


Mr. BRANCH. [Task unanimous consent of 
the House—and it is the first time, I believe, since 
I have been a member of it that I have made such 
a request—to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar from the consid- 
eration of Senate bill No. 270, for the relief of 
John H. Wheeler, with a view to put it upon its 
passage at this time. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Read the report. 

Mr. SICK:LES. I have the report here. I 
made it myself. It was a unanimous report. 

Mr. BRANCH. And the bill passed the Senate 
unanimously. 

Mr. KILLINGER. [ object, if the report is to 
be read. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the gentleman from 
IlMinois will not require the report to be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ihope the gentleman will let 
this bill pass. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I cannot let it pass. Does 
it include compensation for the slaves lost at 
Philadelphia? 

Mr. BRANCH. 
to do with that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the regular order 
of business; and I shall object to anything else 
being done until the appropriation bills are passed. 


SLAVERY IN THE STATES. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Kincore] to reconsider the vote taken last 
evening, by which the joint resolution proposing 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States was rejected. 


KANSAS CLAIMS. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to enable me to introduce a bill 
authorizing the appointment of commissioners to 
settle the claims of citizens of Kansas, for the 
purpose of reference merely. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the regular order of 
business will be enforced. 


SLAVERY IN THE STATES—-AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
is entitled to the floor on the motion to reconsider, 
and he will proceed. 


It has nothing in the world 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, my purpose 
this morning is to npn the time of the House 
but a few moments, and that only for the purpose 
of calling the attention of my Republican friends 
to the importance of the vote which we will soon 
be called upon to give. Gentlemen seem to have 
forgetten the declarations made during the last 
three weeks by the most ultra men who are act- 
ing with the Republican party, that they not only 
did not possess the powerunder the Constitution 
to interfere with slavery in the States where itex- 
isted, but that they had no disposition whatever 
to do so. All the Republican members of the 
House, I believe, have, by their votes, declared 
that not only has Congress no power to interfere 
with the institution of slavery in the States where 
it exists, but that they have no disposition to do 
so. Last evening they seemed to have forgotten 
those declarations, in a moment of excitement, 
carried away by wild fanaticism, and forgetting 
the condition of the country, and the surroundings 
of party. The proposition submitted by the chair- 
man of the committee of thirty-three is merely to 
ingraft upon the Constitution the affirmative dec- 
laration that you shall not do what you have de- 
clared you have no power to do and no disposi- 
tion to do. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of THlinois. I rise toa 
question of order, Is this motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I understood 
that the previous question had been seconded, 
and the main question ordered. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; it has not even been 
called. 

The SPEAKER. The main question was or- 
dered on the passage of the joint resolution; but 
the Chair understands the rule to be that amotion 
to reconsider is debatable. 

Mr. KILGORE. The proposition before the 
House, I again repeat, is nothing more nor less 
than a constitutional declaration that Congress 
shall not possess a power which they themselves 
have declared by votes they do not now possess; 
and they have, in addition to that, declared that 
they have no disposition to interfere with the in- 
stitution of slavery in the States where it now 
exists. This is the doctrine of the Republican 
party in every part of the country, so far as my 
knowledge extends. They have declared that to 
be their position, and I am willing that that prin- 
ciple shall be engraved upon the mountain rocks, 
to endure for all time. If the Republicans to-day 
have changed their ground, and claim now the 
right to invade the sovereignty of the States,and 
interfere with the institution of slavery—if thatis 
Republican doctrine, then I am no Republican, 
I have believed that I was the advocate of all the 
doctrines of the Republican party; and for the 
purpose of meeting the arguments of Yancey and 


| Rhett and Toombs and others, when I discussed 


the political topics of the day before the slave- 
holders of Maryland during the last canvass, I 
charged those men with having propagated slan- 
ders against the Republican party when they 
charged us with a disposition to invade theirrights 
or interfere with their domestic institutions. I 
ask those gentlemen who have stood with me 
upon that question, whether they are willing, by 
their votes, to fix that charge upon our party, 
and thereby strengthen the arms of our enemies? 
I appeal to my talented friend from Illinois. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I object to any interrup- 
tion. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I merely wish to ask the 
gentleman if he is in favor of putting his views 
in regard to a tariff into the Constitution? 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman travels out- 
side of the record. The tariff is not the question 
now before the House. Shall we, I again ask, 
by the votes of a majority of the Republican 
members upon this floor, say to our southern 
brethren and to the world that the charges thus 
made against us are true, and that, when the time 
comes that we possess the powerand the numer- 
ical force, we will break down the sovereign rights 
of the States, invade their constitutional priv- 
ileges, and interfere with their domestic institu- 
tions? If that is the doctrine which is to be pro- 
mulgated, I, for one, cannot subscribe to it; and 
if itis necessary to subscribe to that doctrine to 
be a Republican, then Iam no longer a Repub- 
lican. Twill never recognize the right of the ma~ 


jority who. may possess the power, from the meré 
strength of numbers in this body, to invade -the 
sovercign rights of the weakest State inthis Con- 
federacy, or to interfere With the domestic insti- 
tutions of thé people in the slightest deg: 
claim the right for the people of Indiana: a 
ulate their own domestic affairs intheir own way; 
and I cheerfully concede that right to the people 
of every other State. . f etre 

Now, let me appeal to the gentleman from Fili- 
nois, who seems to be among the most furious. of 
those who opposed this proposition yesterday, to 
bear in mind the declaration which he made within . 
the last three weeks, and which he has proclaimed 
a thousand times before in other’ places, that: he 
did not believe that Congress had power to inter- 
fere with the domestic relations of any. of ‘the 
States, and had. no disposition to- do:so, to:now 
come forward, with his friends, for the purpose of 
giving peace and quiet to the country, if itis pos- 
sible to do so, and declare the same thing to the 
country in unmistakable terms; so. that: those 
who would ruin and break down the Government, 
as well as the Republican party, shall be-disarmed 
of the great weapon which ‘they are wielding 
against us for the most mischicvous purposes. | 

Bat, says another gentleman, I cannot vote ‘for 
this proposition, because it recognizes the exist- 
ence of slavery by an amendment to the Consti- 
tution. Let mecall the attention of the gentleman 
to the phraseology of this amendment, which is 
reported to have been drawn up bya very skillful 
hand, which is attributed to the pen. of a distin- 
guished leader, whom a large majority-of ‘those 
who voted against it yesterday were in favor of 
elevating to the Presidency in preference to the 
gentleman who has been elected. Now, mark 
the phraseology of the proposed amendment, and 
compare it with the language now found in the 
Constitution on the subject of persons held: to 
labor. The proposition is: 

No amendment shall be made to the Constitution which 
will authorize or give to Congress power to abolish or’ in- 
terfere within a State with the domestic institutions thereof, 
including that of persons held to labor or service by -the 
laws of said State. 

Now what is the language of the Constitution? 
I address this to gentlemen who are fearful. of 
recognizing by the Constitution the existence of 
slavery: : 

“No person held to service or labor in one State under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation thereof be discharged from 
service.” ` kaalia Be Boe 

Does not that recognize the existence of persons 
held to service by virtue of State laws? and does 
the proposed amendment do anything. more? I 
say most positively it does not, as all must see 
upon comparing the language of the two. 

But there is another view of the subject to which 
I call the attention of gentlemen. Task them to 
bear in mind that they are not the people; that 
they are the mere servants of the people. It is 
simply proposed to them, as the servants of the 
people, to take this proposition to their masters 
and submit it to them for their approval or rejec- 
tion. Let them say: ‘ We, as your representa- 
lives, send this matter to you; you are the sover-. 
eigns; you govern the country; we submit this 
proposition to you; if you reject it, on you is the 
responsibility; if you adoptit, well; and we should 
| have been blamed had we not submittedit to you.” 
| Thisis all thatis proposed. The vote of Congress 
is not to be final. _ . 

Let me ask you again, then, for the sake of the 
peace and quiet of the country, for the good. of 
your party as well as of the country, to come for- 
ward to-day, and, with the same unanimity with 
which you voted but a few days ago for a resolu- 
tion declaring substantiali y the same thing, put 
your votes upon the record in favor of submitting 
the proposed amendment of the Constitution to 
the sovereign people of your several districts. 
You will thus have performed your whole duty. 
If you do not; if you refuse to send it to the peo- 


| ple, you are the wrong-doers; not they. On your 
i heads—not theirs—will rest the responsibility. 


There is no other process by which it can reach 
the people. I move the previous question. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill (EF. 
R. No. 338) to provide for the payment of out. 
standing treasury notes, to authorize a loan, te 
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regulate anā fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes;.when the Speaker signed the same. 
SLAVERY IN THE STATES——-AGAIN. 


Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the demand for the previous question 
fora few moments. 


Mr. KILGORE. Yes; if the gentleman will | 


renew it. . 

Mr. STANTON... Mr. Speaker, when there 
were fifteen slaveholding States acknowledging 
allegiance to this Federal Government, and there- 
fore having in their hands the power to protect 
themselves against any invasion of their rights on 
the part of the Federal Government, it was a mat- 
ter of very little consequence whether such an 
amendment as that were incorporated in the Con- 
stitution or not. But the state of the country is 
now radically and essentially changed. Seven or 
eight States now deny their allegiance to this Gov- 
ernment, have organized a separate confederacy, 
and have declared their independence of this Gov- 
ernment, Whether that independence is to be 
maintained or not, is with the future. If they 
shall maintain their position, and if public opinion 
in those seceding States shall sustain the author- 
ities there for a year or two to come, so as to show 
that nothing but a war of subjugation and con- 
quest can bring them back, I, for one, am dis- 
posed to recognize that independence. [Applause, 


and cries of “ That’s right” from the Democratic | 
benches.) Now, in this state of things, if the re- | 
maining seven slaveholding States remain in this 

Confederacy, they are entitled to additional guar- | 


antees. [Renewed demonstrations of applause.] 

There are now, Mr. Speaker, seven slavehold- 
ing States and nineteen free States. In ten years 
more, Delaware will be, for all practical purposes, 
a free State. That would make twenty free States 
and six slaveholding States. Ina few years more, 
you will have five more free States organized out 
of the Territories. You will then have the requi- 


site three fourths to change the Constitution, and | 


‘to confer on the Federal Government and on Con- 
gress the power to interfere with slavery in the 

tates. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hold that that power 
ought never to be vested in Congress, no matter 
if there were but one slaveholding State. Slavery 


is a matter of local and domestic concern, and | 


Congress ought not to have jurisdiction over it; 
and if I were to-day a citizen of a slaveholding 
State, and were desirous of the emancipation of 
the slaves in that State, I would resist the inter- 
ference of the General Government; because it is 
a subject which the General Government does not 
understand, over which it ought to have no con- 
trol, and which ought to be left to the States. I 
apprehend, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that if it is 
the intention to afford that constitutional protec- 
tion to the slaveholding States which the altered 
circumstances and condition of the country de- 
mand, it is incumbent on us gow to submit that 
queson to the people, to say the least of it; and 
t 1e people ought to recognize and adopt it. 
Now, 

that the Constitution which our fathers made is 
sufficient for this country under all circumstances 
and in the altered condition of public affairs, At 
the organization of the Government, there was 
but one free State, All the others were slavehold- 
ing States. Everybody anticipated the increased 


rowth and power of the slaveholding States. | 
here was, therefore, no necessity for any guar- | 
antee beyond what was incorporated in the Con- | 


stitution, Suppose ithad been then provided that 


thirty thousand inhabitants should, in all future |j 
time, be the ratio of representation: would not the | 


increased number of inhabitants have madc ita 
necessity to change the Constitution so as to in- 
erease the ratio? 
framed for a Confederacy when there was but one 


free State and twelve slaveholding States, ade- | 


quate for the protection of all sections, at a time 
when there are nineteen free States and but seven 
slaveholding States? Iam in earnest in this busi- 


ness, and am sincere when I state that I do not i; 
$ | 
I: 
apprehend that they do not desire to interfere with | 
, But will they guaranty | 
that their successors, ten or twenty years hence, 


desire to interfere with slavery in the States. 
apprehend that my colleagues are equally so. 


slavery in the States, 
will not be? Will they answer for the progress 


of public opinion in the free States, and for the 
position which they may assume some years 


Mr. Speaker, it will not do forus to say | 


Is a Constitution which was | 


hence? I say that these slave States, if they in- 
tend to remain in the Confederacy, have a right 
to demand this guarantee; and so far as my vote 
is concerned, they shall have it. [Applause on 
the floor and in the galleries.] 

My friends on this side of the House are making 
a mistake. Itell them that public opinion im the 
States which we represent will not warrant this 
refusal, Atall events itis an ungracious thing 
for them to refuse to permit their constituents to 
express their opinion on this subject. No excep- 
tion can be taken to the form and structure of 
thisamendment. It was proposed by the distin- 
guished Senator from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,] 
and adopted by the committee of thirteen of the 
| Senate, and voted for in that committee by Messrs. 
COLLAMER, DOOLITTLE, Grimes, SEWARD, and 
Wane, who were all of the Republican members 
of that committee; and voted against by Messrs. 
Hunter and Toomps. This was early in the 
month of January, when no State but South Caro- 
lina had seceded. There were then fourteen slave- 
holding States acknowledging their allegiance to 
this Government. There are now butseven. If 
this amendment was called for then, how much 
stronger is the necessity for itnow? Inow move 
the previous question. They may rest assured 
that such a position will not be sustained. AHI 
have to ask at the hands of gentlemen on the 
other side is, if this thing is now refused, that 
they will forego any act of secession ar rashness 
until we shall have an opportunity of appealing 
to the people of the free States for the justice of 
their demands. [Applause.] I renew the call 
for the previous question. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the demand for the previous 
question. It is not fair to have two speeches 
made onthe same side, and none on the other.’ 

Mr. STANTON. I most emphatically refuse. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question now being on the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the joint resolution for 
an amendment to the Constitution was rejected, 

Mr. FENTON demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

(Great confusion prevailed inthe Hall, and the 
Speaker was unable, after repeated efforts, to 
restore order.] 

Mr. COX. I am satisfied we can never get 
| along with our business until the Hall is cleared 
of the strangers who are present. A great part 
of the confusion arises from the presence of stran- 
gers, who are here to bolster up the Red Repub- 
lican part of the House. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think the remark of the 
gentleman from Ohio israther uncalled for. There 
is as much disturbance, and as many strangers, 
| on that side of the House as on this. 

Mr. COX. I make no distinction. 
Hall cleared of strangers. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no difficulty in 
this matter. At the suggestion of the gentleman 
the Chair orders the Hall to be cleared of all who 
are not entitled to its privileges. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I hope the Chair will direct 
the Doorkeeper to carry out that order 
i The SPEAKER, The Chair has so directed 
um. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Then f hope he will exccute 
it thoroughly. . 


i Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 


I want the 


I think the gen- 
tleman does injustice to the strangers who are 
i here. Itis the members themselves who make 
the disturbance. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. What is before the House? 
| I call the gentleman to order. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 128, nays 65; as follows: 
i} YEAS—Messrs. Charles P. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Avery, Babbitt, 
! Barr, Barret, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, 
Bristow, Brown, Barch, Burnett, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Horace F. Clark, Jolin B. Clark, Clemens, Clark B. Coch- 
rane, John Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, 
Surton Craige, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, De 
Jarnette, Delano, Dimmick, Dunn, Edmundson, English, 
Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, Hale, Hail, 
Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Haskin, 
Hatton, Uelmick, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, Wil- 
Ham A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Jenkins. Junkin, 
Wiliam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Kunkel, Lar- 


Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, MeCler- 
nand, MeKenty, McKnight, MePherson, Millson, Mont- 
i gomery, Labay'l'. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill. Edward Joy 


| rabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Maclay, Mallory, | 


Murs, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, 
Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, 
Quarles, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Rob- 
inson, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Scranton, Sher- 
man, Sickles, Simms, William N. H: Smith, Spaulding, 
Stanton, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, 
Stratton, Thayer, Theaker, Thomas, Trimble, Vallandig- 
ham, Vance, Verree, Webster, Whiteley, Windom, Wins- 
low, Woodson, and Wright—128. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ailey, Ashiey, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Brayton, Buffintou, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, 
Carter, Case, Coburn, Conkling, Conway, Covode, Dawes, 
Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry, Foster, Frank, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
Hickman, Hutchins, Irvine, Praucis W. Kellogg, DeWitt. 
C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, Pet- 
lit, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Royce, Sedgwick, 
Somes, Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, Tappan, 
‘Tompkins, Train, Vandever, Van Wyek, Wade, Waldron, 
Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, BHihu B. Washburne, 
Wells, Wiison, and Woodruft—65. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. HINDMAN (not being within the bar 
when his name was called) asked leave to vote 

Mr. BINGHAM objected. 

Mr. HINDMAN stated that, if permitted, he 
would vote “no.” 

The question recurred on the passage of the 
joint resolution; which was read, as followg: 

Joint resolution to amend the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Beit resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, (twa 
thirds of both ILouses concurring,) That the followin ti- 
cle be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
Which, when ratified by three fourths of said Legislatures, 
shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as part of the 
said Constitution; namely: 

Art. 13. No amendment shall be made to the Constétu- 
tion which will authorize or give to Congress the power to 
abolish or interfere, within any State, with the domestic in- 
stitutions thereof, including that of persons held to labor or 
service by the laws of said State. 

Mr. HICKMAN. [rise to a question of order 
I understood the Chair to announce the vote as 
128 in the affirmative, and 65 in the negative 
That, in my judgment, does not authorize a re- 
consideration, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that. a majority is sufficient to reconsider any vote. 

Mr. HICKMAN. When it requires a two- 
thirds vote to carry the question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that, jn accordance with the uniform practice of 
the House, a majority is only required to recon- | 
sider. A two-thirds vote will be required to pass 
the joint resolution, > 

Mr. CORWIN Icall the previous question 
on the passage of the joint resolution, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. - 

Mr, COX demanded the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the joint resolution. 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 
rule 65 may be read. 

The rule was read, as follows: 

“65. While the Speaker is putting any question, or ad- 
dressing the House, none shall walk out of or across the 
House; nor, in such case, or when a member is speaking, 
shall entertain pr discourse; nor while a member is 
speaking shall pass be i 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
see that the rule is strictly enforced, and that 
members are not permitted to stand around the 
Cierk’s desk while the roll is being called. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the rule which re- 
quires members not to speak during the call of the 
roll will also be enforced. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. And I ask that the rule which 
requires all members present to vote will also be’ 
enforced, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I rise to a question 
oforder, I aminformed that the confusion which 
exists in the Hall arises in consequence of the 
fact that there are persons in the Hall who are 
notprivileged personshere. I trust, again, thatthe 
Sergeant-at-Arms will be directed to perform his 
duty. It isa constitutional privilege of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, that they 
shall be allowed to perform their official duties 
without interference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again directs the 
Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeefier to clear the 
Hall of all persons not entitled to admission ander 
the rules. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Iask if the time has expired 
in which the members of the peace conference are 
allowed admission into the Hall? 


<a 


Lask that 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the time 
has expired. He would not be disposed to en- 
force the rule strictly against them, if. we could 
have order; but the Chair is compelled to decide 
that the privileges of the members of the peace 
conference upon this floor expired with the dis- 
solution of that body. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Itis proper toob- 
serve that my remarks were not directed against 
those who have been members of the peace con- 
ference. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Itis proper to remark that I 
do refertothem. I consider them as busybodies, 
having no business. upon this floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair directs the rule 
to be enforced strictly, and that it must cover all 
cases, including both members of the peace con- 
ference and ex-members of Congress. 

The question was then taken on the passage of 
the joint resolution; and it was decided in the 
afirmative—yeas 133, nays 65; as follows: 

YfAS—Messrs. Charles F, Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, 
Barret, Bocoek, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, 
Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Horace F. Clark, John B., Clark, Clem Clark 
B. Cochrane, Jobn Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, © 
Craig, Burton Craige, W.Winter Davis, Jolm G. Davis, De 
Jarnette, Delano, Dimmick, Dunn, Edmundson, English, 
Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, French, Garneu, Gilmer, 
Hate, Hall, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Jobn ‘I. Farris, 
Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, Holman, William How- 
ard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Jenkins, 
Junkin, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Ma- 
clay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, May- 
nard, McClernand, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Mill- 


son, Montgomery, Laban ‘I. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, |] 


Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nib- 
lack, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Peyton, 
Phelps, Porter, Pryor, Quarles, John H. Reynolds, Rice, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, 
Rust, Scott, Scranton, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, William 
N. H. Smitb, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevenson, James A. 
Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Thayer, Theaker, Thom- 
as, Trimble, Vallandigham, -Vanee, Verree, Webster, 
Whiteley, Windom, Winslow, Wood, Woodson, and 
Wright—133. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Brayton, Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, 
Carter, Case, Coburn, Conkling, Conway, Dawes, Duell, 
Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely. Farnsworth, Penton, Ferry, 
Foster, Frank, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hictsnan, Hindman, 
Hutchins, Irvine, Francis W. Kellogg, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, 
Pettit, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Royee, Sedg- 
wick, Somes, Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, Tap- 

an, Tompkins, ‘Train, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, 

aldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Wells, Wilson, and Woodruff—6s. 


The SPEAKER announced that the joint res- 


olution, having received the constitutional major- 
ity of two thirds of the House, was passed. 


(Theannouncement was received with loud and 
prolonged applause, both on the floor and in the 
galleries.] 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. COVODE stated that he had paired with 
Mr. MILWARD. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. The Constitution requires that two thirds 
of both Houses of Congress shall be required to 
propose amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States. The vote, as stated by the Chair, 
upon the passage of this joint resolution, is 133 
in the affirmative and 65 in the npgative. I make 

. the point that a majority of two thirds of a quo- 
rum does not comply with this provision of the 
Constitution, and that two thirds of the House, 
within the meaning of the Constitution, has not 
voted for the joint resolution. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The House is 
composed of the members who are present. 

Mr. ASHLEY. No,sir. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair; and on that appeal I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The precedents will be read 
by the Clerk. i 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise to a gues- 
tion of order, 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I rise to a question 
which has priority to all others. Ifa motion to 
reconsider can be entertained, I make it, and move 
that it be laid upon the table; but I understand 
that a motion to reconsider is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. The question has already 
been once reconsidered, and another motion to 
reconsider is not in order. In asimilar case to 


I move that the appeal be 


this, the Clerk will read the decision then made: 
It is to be found in Barclay’s Digest, page 169. 

The Clerk read, as follows: i 

“ The ‘two thirds’ by which a vetoed bill is required to 
! be approved before it becomes a Jaw, has been construed 
| in both Houses to mean ‘two thirds of the members pres- 
ent,—Journal, first session, Thirty-Fourth Congress, pp. 
1176, 1178, 1420, (in all of whicb cases one hundred and 
fifty-six affirmative votes would have been necessary to 
pass the bills if ‘two thirds of the members elected’ had 
been required,) and Senate Journal, first session, Thirty- 
Fourth Congress, p. 419. 


Mr. HICKMAN. I would like to say a single 
word. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman from Ohio. 
| Mr. ASHLEY. I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HICKMAN took the floor. . 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Is the appeal de- 
batable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; but the Chair de- 
sires to hear the opinions of gentlemen on the 
point of order. The same privilege has hereto- 
fore been extended to members upon both sides. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Trise to a ques- 
tion of order. 1 demand thatevery member shall 
be required to take and occupy his seat, and to 
suspend conversation; and that no member shall 
be allowed to address the Chair except the mem- 
ber to whom the floor has been assigned. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will so order. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I ask, for the 
purpose of enforcing the rules, that the Chair shall 
call members by name, and continue to do so until 
they take their seats. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will be compelled 
i to do so. Itisa proper order; and the Chair will 
make it. Members will be called by name, unless 
they take their seats, and cease from conversation. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Mr. Speaker, the decision 
to which reference has been made, I apprehend 
rests upon a very different question from the one 
now presented to the Chair for its decision. The 
Constitution declares, (in article five, T believe it 
is,) that two thirds of both Houses” shall be re- 
quired to propose “amendments to this Constitu- 
ton.” Section four, article one, declares that it 
shall require a majority of each House to con- 
stitutea quorum. The language of the two articles 
| is precisely similar in itsimport. It hasalso been 
decided that it is not merely a majority of the 
members of the House in attendance regularly 
upon the sittings, but a majority of the whole 
| House as made up under the provisions of exist- 
ling law. This House being now constituted of 
| two hundred and thirty-seven members, it will re- 
quire a majority of that number to enable this 
House to do any business Icgally. We have al- 
ready refused to consider the seats of the retiring 
members as vacant; andalthough we cannot now 
| reach the number of two hundred by possibility, 
| 
i 


| we still require a majority of the two hundred and 
į thirty-seven to be present. It has been decided 
that it is a majority of the House de jure which 
is necessary to make up a quorum. 

Then why should we differ in our construction 
of another article of the Constitution, almost in 
totidem verbis, certainly of precisely similar im- 
port? Shall we not require, when so important 
| an act is to be determined as proposing amend- 
i ments to the fundamental Jaw, that we will con- 
strue it according to safe rules and precedents? 
As there is no precedent yet established in this 
| House bearing directly upon this question, I urge 
i upon the consideration of the Speaker this view: 
| that it is two thirds of the House de jure, and not 
as we may happen to find it at the time; for if one 
hundred and twenty members here constitute a 
| quorum, the Chair, under the decision which he 
| proposes to make, will decide that two thirds of 
that one hundred and twenty will be sufficient to 
propose an amendment to the Constitution This 
provision is more sacred in its character than that 
in reference to a quorum, and there is no reason 
why we should not require a majority of the full 
House. I contend itis so contemplated; that our 
decisions of analogy will require us to come to 
this same conclusion; and thatNany other one is 
as unsafe as it is unfounded. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I do not know, 
Mr. Speaker, that this question is debatable, or 
that it is necessary that we should have debate to 
arrive ata conclusion. For myself, I think that 
i the correctness of the Chair’s decision is patent 


on it face, Weare either a 
or we are nota House of Cong : 
no House of Congress, then we cannot do 
business. It is provided that à majority of each 
House shall constitute a quorum to do busi 2 
Therefore, a quorum of each Housé may. a 
i ness in that House; and, if it requires a’ H 
to transact business, à quorum isa House for : 
purpose. Now, the provision of the Constitution, 
In article five, requiring that Congress, ‘whea- 
ever two thirds of both Houses-shall deem it ne- 
cessary, shall propose amendments to this € 
stitution,” refers to this state of facts, namel 
the two Houses that, under the Constitution, with 
a quorum present, are prepared to do the business 
of legislation for the land. That is the full mean- 
ing of the Constitution. applicable to this: point. ° 
Therefore I think, without a shadow of a doubt, 
that it is clear that the Constitution refers to two. 
thirds of each House that may, asa House, trans- 
act the business of legislation for the country, 

Mr. SICKLES, The authorities‘on this subject 
are as numerous as the statutes which Congress 
has passed; because, if the argument as made on 
the otherside by thegentleman from Pennsylvania 
be true, that two thirds of all elected are required 
to propose an amendment to the Constitution, a 
fortiori, a majority of all elected should be neces- 
sary to pass a statute. But that was never ap- 
prehended; and consequently every statute’ we 

have passed by a majority of a quorum, is an'au- 
thority in support of the position of the Chair... 

Mr. McCLERNAND. With the permission 
of my friend from New York, [Mr. Joun Cocn- 
RANE, ] I will interpose a remark or two. `I think 
that the Constitution itself settles this question 
substantially, if not in terms. The fifth section 
of the first article reads as follows: 

“Bach House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, 
and qualifications of its members, and a majority of each 
shall constitute a quorum to do business. ”? 

Thus it appears, that a House may consist of 
a quorum, and that a quorum may consist of a 
| majority; therefore, two thirds of a majority of 
the whole House, or all the members of the House, 
having voted for the resolution, it is constitution- 
ally proposed as an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion. 
Mr. COLFAX. The case rests upon a still. 
higher argument than that presented by the gentle- . 
man from New York. If he examines the Con- 
stitution, he will find, in the seventh section of 
article one, that it is provided that the President; 
when he vetoes a bill, shall send it back, to. the 
House where it originated. “If, after such c 
sideration, two thirds of that House shall. agree. 
to pass the bill, it shall be sent, together with the 
objections, to the other House, by which it shall 
be likewise reconsidered; and if approved by two 
thirds of that House, it shall become a law’? 
become a law, notwithstanding the veto. This 
is the exact language which my friend from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Hickman] quotes as the basis of his 
argument. He says: ‘two thirds of the House. ?? 
i During all presidential terms, from Washington 
to now, it has always been conceded that a two- 
thirds vote, exactly such as the vote just taken, 
is sufficient to comply with the requirements of 
the Constitution, , 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. There cannot be 
a question remaining concerning the correctness 
of the Chair’s decision. If the argument of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania be correct, then it 
will apply to every vote taken here upon any bill 
which is declared to be carried or lost.: The re- 
marks of the gentleman from New York are to the 
| same intent and purpose, while those of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana are buta repetition of the 
authorities proclaimed at the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairoverrulesthe point 
of order. In the case of bills vetoed, *‘ two thirds 
of the House” is the language used. In this case 
precisely the same language is used—two-thirds 
of both Houses. Now, whatis the House of Con- 
| gress? Itis a quorum, a majority of members, to 
transact business. It appears, therefore, to the 
Chair, that there is nothing in the point raised; 
and he overrules it. J understand that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania appeals from that de- 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I trust the gentleman. will 
withdraw his appeal. He has made the point, 
and it has been decided. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I withdraw the appeal. 


1286. 


Mr, SHERMAN. With the consent of my 
colleacue, [Mr. Conwi,] I will move to postpone 
the balance of the special order, for the purpose 
of taking up two appropriation bills. 

Mr. BURNETT. How much time will they 
consume? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think it will take 
more than-two hours.to get the two appropriation 
bills through. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Inow move that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
Indian bill, and that the civil bill be made a special 
order in committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT.” 


Mr. GURLEY. I rise to make a privileged 
report from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BURNETT. [hope the gentleman from 
Ohio {Mr. Suzrmay] will dispose of his appro- 

riation bills at once, I should have objected to 

is motion, had I supposed that anything else was 
to comen, . A on 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisis a privileged matter, 

The resolution was read, as follows: < 

Resolved, That there he printed for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives two hundred thousand 
extra copies of the agricultural Patent Office report for this 
year, and fifteen thousand extra copies for official distribu- 
tion by the Department of the Interior: Provided, Such 
report be printed in brevier type, and be comprised within 
four hundred and eighty pages octavo. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I would inquire of my col- 
eague if that is the usual number. 

Mr. GURLEY. Itis the usual number; and 
one hundred thousand less than was printed last 

ear. 
7 Mr. BURNETT. I object to the reception of 
that report now, unless it is strictly in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the report 
is not in order, as the Indian appropriation bill is 
now before the House. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 865) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1862. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask that the amendments 
be read. I move the previous question upon the 
adoption of all the amendments, except that relat- 
ing to the Choctaw Indians. 

r. PHELPS. When the Indian appropri- 
ation bill was under consideration at the last 
meeting of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, I had the floor, and commenced 
some remarks in reference to the Choctaw appro- 
priation. I desire to submit some remarks upon 
that amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Texcept that from my de- 
mand forthe previous question, and the gentleman 
can discuss it when it is reached. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The amendments of the Scnate were then taken 
up and disposed of, as follows: 

First amendment: 

Page 19, line eight, after the word “on,” strike out the 
words “ investment of,” so as to make the clause read: 

For interest on $221,257 86, at five per centum, for Miami 
Indians of indiana, per Senate’s amendment to fourth ar- 
ticie treaty Sth June, 1854, $11,062 89. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

Page 25, line two, after the word the,” strike out “same,” 
and insert in licu thercof, “shop; so that the clause in 
reference to the Pawnees shall read : 

For purchase of iron and stech, and other necessaries for 
the shop, duriug the pleasure of the President, per fourth 
article treaty 24th September, 1857, $500. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 


Page 28, line fifteen, insert the folowing : 

For reappropriation of this amount due the Pottawat- 
omies, the Pottawatomies of Indiana, the Pottawatomies 
of the Prairie, and the Pottawatomies of the Wabash, in- 
cluded in warrant No. 19 of the War Department, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1847, being balances of appro- 
priations to fulfill treaty stipulations for payment of annu- 
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ities carried to the surplus fimd, namely: $42,905 06, to be 
paid to said Indians during the current fiseal year. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. i 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fourth amendment: 

Page 47, line sixteen, after the words “ fifty-five,” strike 
out the word “ five” and insert“ fifteen ;” so that the clause 
will read: 

For second of twenty installments for the pay ofeach of 
the head chiefs of the Flathead, Kootenay, and Upper Pend 
d'Oreilles tribes, per fifth article treaty [6th July, 1855, 
$1,500. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

_ Fifth amendment: 

At the end of the bill add the following: 

For payment to the Sisseeton and Wah-pa-ton bands or 
the Dakota or Sioux Indians, for their reservation on the 
Minnesota river, in the State of Minnesota, containing five 
hundred and sixty-nine thousand six hundred acres, at 
thirty cents per acre, $170.880. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended concurrence, with an amendment, as fol- 
lows: 


Strike out the entire amendment of the Senate, and in- 
sert the following: 5 

For the payment of interest for one year on $170,880, 
awarded by the Senate to the Sisseeton and Wah-pa-ton 
bands of the Dakota or Sioux Indians, for their reservation 
on the Minnesota river, in the State of Minnesota, contain- 
ing five hundred and sixty-nine thousand six hundred acres, 
at thirty cents per acre, $10,732 80. 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 


After the last amendment insert: 

For payment to the Med-a-wa-kan-ton and Wah-pa-koo- 
ta bands of the Dakota or Sioux Indians, for their reser- 
vation on the Minnesota river, in the State of Minnesota, 
containing three hundred and twenty thousand acres, at 
thirty cents per acre, $96,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, with an amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out the entire amendment of the Senate, and in- 
sgert, in lien thereof, the following: 

For the payment of interest for one year, on $96,000, 
awarded by the Senate tothe Med-a-wa-kan-ton and Wah- 
pa-koo-ta Indians, of the Dakota or Sioux Indians, tor their 
reservation on the Minnesota river, in we State of Minne- 
sota, containing three handred and twenty thousand acres, 
at thirty cents peracre, 85,760. 

Theamendment totheamendment wasagreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in, 


Seventh amendment: 

At the end of the last amendment, insert the following: 

For the expenses of concentrating the Indians in the 
Territory of Utah on reservations thercin remote from em- 
igrant routes, purchase of agricultural implements and 
stock cattle, and for the erection of houses, &e., including 
the necessary traveling expenses of the superintendent of 
Judian affairs, agents, clerk hire, &c., $45,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Mcans recom- 
mended concurrence, with an amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out the words “ concentrating the,” and insert, 
before the word “expenses,” the words ‘general inci- 
dental.” 

Theamendmenttothe amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 


Eighth amendment: 

At the end of the last amendment, insert the following: 

For salary of onc superintending agent for the northern 
district of the Indian service in California, from 28th of 
June, 1860, when he entered on his duties, to 30th of June, 
1861, per act of 19h of June, 1&60, at $3,500 per annum, 
$3,629 67. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Ninth amendment: 


At the end of the last amendment, insert the following: 

For salary ot one superintending agent for the southern 
district of the Indian service in California, from 19th Sep- 
tember, 1860, when he entered on his duties, to 30th June, 
1851, at $3,600 per annum, per act of 19th June, 1860, 
$2,512 08. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Tenth amendment: 


At the end of the last amendment, insert the folowing: 

For salaries of five supervisors to the Indian reservations 
in Caiifornia, to instruet the Indians in husbandry, at $1,800 
per annum cach, for the half year ending 30th June, 1861, 
per act of 19th June, 1860, $4,500. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


| Eleventh amendment: 


At the end of the last amendment, insert the following: 

Fer compensation to twenty laborers for the five reser- 
vations in California, at fifty dollars per month, for the half 
year ending 30th June, 1861, per act 19th June, 1860, $6,000. _ 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. . 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Twelfth amendment: 


At the end of the last amendment, insert the following: 

For salary for an additional agent for the Indian service 
in New Mexico, from 22d August, 1860, when he executed 
his official bond, to 30th June, 1861, per act of 25th Jume, 
1860, at $1,500 per annum, $1,289 90. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. i 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirteenth amendment: 


At the end of the last amendment, insert the following: 

For salary for an agent tothe Ponca Indians, from the 
Qist August, 1860, when he executed his official bond, to 
30th June, 1861, at $1,500 per annum, per act 25th June, 
1860, $1,296 19. | $ 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Fourteenth amendment: 

For salary for an agent to the Pawnees, from 18th Octo- 
ber, 1860, when he executed bis official bond, to 30th June, 
1861, at $1,500 per annum, per act of 25th June, 1860, 
$1,035 70. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- ` 
mended concurrence. f 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifteenth amendment: 

For salary for an agent to the Yancton Sioux for the fis- 
eal year euding the 30th June, 1861, per fifteenth article of 
treaty of 19th April, 1858, $1,500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parton, 
one of their clerks, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
on the bill to provide for the payment of the ex- 
penses incurred by the Territories of Oregon and 
Washington, in the suppression of Indian hostili- 
ties in the years 1855 and 1856. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to the House acting upon the report of the 
committee of conference on that bill now. Itisa 
unanimous report. If any gentleman desires any 
explanationin regard toit, Lam prepared togive it. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the 
report will be considered. 

Mr. HASKIN. | object. 

Mr. STANTON, I hope the rules will be sus- 

ended by general consent. 

Mr. HASKIN. I object, and insist on the reg- 
ular order of business. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—-AGAIN, 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to the Indian appro- 
priation bill. 


Sixtecnth amendment: 


Yor payment for such permanent improvements as may 
have been made by claimants to Jand on the reserve named 
in the second articye of treaty of 10th September, 1853, 
with the Rogue River Indlans, per second and third articles 
of said treaty, $2,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Seventeenth amendment: 

For arrears of interest due Ist January, 1861, on $70,000 
five per centum bonds of the State of Indiana, $7,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighteenth amendment: 


For expenses attending the negotiation of the treaties of 
the 19th of June, 1858, with the Lower and Upper Sioux 
Indians, per tenth articles of said treaties, 15,005 76. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-coneurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Nineteenth amendment: 


For carrying into effect the eleventh artiele of the treaty 
with the Choctaw tribe of Indians, made the 22d day of 
June, 1855, and the award of the Senate made pursuant 
thercto on the 9th of March, 1859, the sum of 81,202,560 85, 
being the undisputed balance due them, so much thereof as 
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the proper authorities of the tribe shall determine to be ne- 
cessary for the paymentof the claims which, by the twelfth 
atticie of the treaty, the Choctaws have assumed to pay, 
and of such other liabilities of the tribe as they may ascer- 
tain and determine to be just, shall be paid. over on their 
requisition at such time and in such manner as they shall 
request; and the residue remaining, after satisfying such 
claims and liabilities, shall be held in trust for the benefit 
of the Choctaws, according to the provisions of the thir- 
teenth article of said treaty. ` In lieu of making such pay- 
ments in money, the Sceretary of the Treasury may, at his 
discretion, issue to the Choctaws, on their requisition as 
aforesaid, certificates of stock, in the name of the United 
States, bearing interest at the rate of six per centum per 
aunum, payable semi-annually at the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States; said certificates to be redeemable in ten years 
or sooner, at the pleasure of the President of the United 
States, and to be transferable by the proper authorities of 
the Choctaw nation in such form as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe: Provided, That the question 
whether the undetermined balance, not now appropriated, 
of $1,130,000 of the sum reported by the Committee on 
indian Affairs as due the Choctaws under the treaty and 
award aforesaid, is a legitimate charge against the Choc- 
taws by the terms of the said award, be reserved for the 
future decision of the Senate. 


The Committce of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr, Speaker, J am aware that 
it is not a very gracious task to prevent an appro- 
priation of money being made to any of the Indian 
tribes with which we have treaties. I am also 
aware that, in the present condition of the Choc- 
taw tribe, an appeal is made to our sympathies, 
for they represent that, during the last year, their 
crops were destroyed, and that they are really in 
a suffering condition, and, therefore, need that 
money shall be appropriated to them. But, sir, 
the magnitude of the sum under consideration is 
my apology for troubling the House with some 
remarks upou this question, Itis not merely the 
sum of $1,200,000 embraced in this amendment, 
but it is the sum of $2,900,000 which the Choc- 


taws claim to be due to them by an award made | 


by the Scnate of the United States in pursuance 
of the treaty of 1855. 

This tribe of Indians was settled in the State 
of Mississipp:, and while residing there, several 


treaties were made with them—one as early as | 


1820, by which those Indians agreed to migrate to 
the country lying west of what is now the State 
of Arkansas. By the treaty of 1820 the limits of 
the territory thus ceded tò them by the United 


States were defined to be the country extending to | 


the source of the Canadian fork of the Arkansas 
river, and thence by a line due south tillit struck 
the Red river. In 1825 the couniry thus ceded to 


the Indians was modified by these Indians relin- | 


quishing to the United States Government all the 
territory embraced in the Jimits thus defined by 
the treaty of 1820, which lay cast of the present 
line of the State of Arkansas, running south from 
Fort Smith to the Red river. In 1830, stili an- 
other treaty was made with these Indians, by 
which they ceded al! of the lands which they 


claimed in the State of Mississippi, to the United i 


States, in consideration of an absolute grant by 
the Government of the United States of thoselands 
lying west of Arkansas; and the boundaries of 


these lands were then defined to be, running north | 


up the Arkansas river, from the vicinity of Fort 
Smith to the Canadian river, and thence by that 
river to its source, and then due south to the Red 


river, provided that the territory was embraced | 


within the limitsof the United States; and if not 
embraced within the limits of the United States, 
then the western boundary of the United States 
was to be the western boundary of the lands thus 
ceded to the Choctaws. 


ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 
No. 999) to amend “ An act supplementary to an 
act approved March 3, 1835, to organize an inst- 
tution for the insane of the Army and Navy and 
of the District of Columbia, in the said District,” 
approved February 7, 1857; and a bill (H.R. 


No. 950) in relation to the postal service; when | 


the Speaker signed the same. 
INDIAN APPPROPRIATION BILIL—AGAIN. 


. £ k . 1 
The House again resumed the consideration of | 
the amendments of the Senate to the Indian ap- | 


proptiation bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, by virtue of the 
treaty of 1830, reservations were permitted to the 
Choctaw Indians as a part of the consideration 
for the cession made by them to the United States 
of their country. It was also agreed on the part 


| said thatthere was ambiguity in the treaty of 1830; 
| that there were doubts as to whether they were 


of the United States that they would pay them an. 
annuity, for some twenty years, of $20,000; and- 
various expenditures were provided for under 
that treaty. The money thus stipulated to be paid 
has been regularly appropriated and paid to these 
Indians. It was provided at the same time that 
these Indians should be emigrated to the territory 
thus ceded to them, west of the State of Arkan- 
sas, at the cxpense of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, and should be subsisted during their 


emigration, and twelve months after they had 
reached their new country. The real object of 
the treaty of 1830 was to relieve the Government 
of the United States from a difficulty in which 
they had been involved by the State of Missis- 
sippi. The State of Mississippi had extended 
its jurisdiction over the country inhabited by the 
Choctaw Indians, and there was an attempt to 
enforce the laws of the State of Mississippi against 
the Indians upon the jands which they occupied, 
and which they really owned. For the purpose 
of relieving this difficulty, it was stipulated that 
the tribe should emigrate, but that those who 
chose to remain in Mississippi, and accept of cit- 
izenship, should be entitled to a certain quantity 
of land. A grant of two sections of land was 
made te some heads of families, half a section to 
each child over ten years of age, and a quarter 
section to each child under the age of ten years, 
members of the family. 

Again: it was stipulated that those Indians 
who had improvements on their lands, and had 
land under cultivation, might select their lands 
so as to embrace these improvements. In other 
words, provision was made by which these In- 
dians became entitled to various reservations, se- 
lected by the heads of families, amounting to not 
far from one million five hundred thousand acres 
of land. This part of the treaty has been fully 
comphed with by the Government of the United 
States. The compensation to be made to these 
warriors, the expenscs of their migration, their 
subsistence, the various annuities agrced to be 
paid by the treaty of 1830, have been all paid by 
the Government. That tribe has come here and | 


entitled, as they claimed to be, to the net proceeds 
of the sales of their lands sold in the State of Mis- 
sissippi, which amounted to something like ten 
million acres. Now, the only article in the treaty 
of 1830 which relates to the subject is the follow- 
ing cighteenth article: . 

“Phe United States shalt eause the lands hereby ceded 
to be surveyed; and surveyors may enter the Choctaw 
country for that purpose, conducting themselves properly, 
and disturbing or interrupting none of the Choctaw people. 
Butno person is to be permitted tosettle within the nation, | 
orhe lands to be sotd before the Choctaws shall remove. 
And for the payment of the severai amounts secured in this 
treaty, the lands hereby ceded arc to remain a fund pledged 
to that purpose until the debt shail be provided for and ar- 
ranged. And further, it is eed that in the construction 
of the treaty, Wherever well-founded doubt shail ar i 
shall be construed most favorably towards the Choctaws. 

It is under this article of the treaty that the 
Choctaw Indians claim to he entitled to the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of their lands in the State of 
Mississippi. 1 deny this position, I say that 
those lands were ceded in consideration of several 
sums of money stipulated to be paid to them in 
consideration of migrating them and subsisting 
them for a limited period of time after they had 
reached the new country assigned them, and in 
consideration of their being permitted to select a 
large quantity of land, embracing their improve- 
meiits within the State of Mississippi, and also 
that the United States granted to them the fee of 
the land assigned them, and was to issue a patent 
thereon. That patent has been issued. Thus 
the matter rests. From time to time, we have 
made appropriations for the fulfillment of these 
treaty supulations. From time to time the deeds 
executed by indians for the transfer of their re- 
serves have been recognized and approved by the 
President of the United States; for no Indian can 
convey his land to an individual, unless the deed 
shall receive the approval of the President of the 
United States. 

Again: provision was made for the issuance of 
serip, provided the Indians did not desire to retain 
their reservations, or to reside on them. If they 
received scrip, that scrip was permitted to be | 
located on any other land in the States of Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, or Arkansas; and by subsequent | 
legislation, provision was made that the scrip thus ii 


issued to. the individual members ‘of the tribe might 
be located. on any of the public lands of the. United: 
States subject to sale atthe minimum'prices Much: 
of that scrip has passed:into the market: Itawas: 
issued to the Indians, and by them:solds.and thaty 
too, prior to the time when the country. lias been: 
inundated by land warrants issued:in satisfaction. 
of services performed by soldiers:in the war of: 
18i2and in the Mexican war,so that the scrip gen=: 
erally sold at near par value; and no loss was sub- 

mitted to by the Indians, unless they acceded ‘to 

extortionate demands that might have been made 

upon them by speculators. 

After the migration. of the Choctaw tribe, the: 
Chickasaws desired to be incorporated and united 
with the Choctaws. They agreed to emigrate to 
the country west of the Arkansas. A treaty was 
made in 1837 between the Choctaws and Chick- 
asaws, and the assent of the United States was 
formally given to this treaty; and, indeed, our 
Government was a party to it. In consideration 
of the Choctaws permitting the Chickasaws to 
settle with them, the Chickasaws agreed to pay, 
and did pay, to the Choctaws, the sum of $530,000. 
Ata subsequent period, the Government of the 
United States paid to the Choctaw Indians the 
sum of $600,000, and to the Chickasaw Indians 
the sum of $200,000, in consideration of their set- 
ting apart a country lying west of the ninety- 
eighth meridian of longitude, for the inhabitancy 
and occupancy of such Indians as the Government 
of the United States might see fit to send there. 

. We now come to the consideration of the treaty 
made in 1855. Lam aware that the argument pre- 
sented for our consideration is, that there ‘is a 
treaty made by the Government of the United 
States with the Choctaw Indians; that that treaty 
was ratified by a two-thirds vote of the Senate, 
and therefore became a law of the land; and that 
by that treaty, it was stipulated as follows: 

“Agr. 11. The Government of the United States not being 
prepared to assent to the claim set up under the treaty of 
September 27, 1830, and so earnestly contended for by the 
Coctav a ride of settlement, but justly appreciating the 
sacrifices, faithful services, and gencral good conduct of the 
Choctaw people, and being desirous that their rights and. 
claims against the United States shali receive a just, fair, 
and liberal consideration, it is therefore stipulated that the 
following questions be submitted for adjudication to the 
Senate of the United States: First. Whether the Choctaws 
are entitled to, or shall be allowed, the proceeds of the sale 
of the lands ceded by them to the United States by the treaty’ 
of September 27, 1830, deducting therefrom the cost of their 
survey and sale, and all just and proper cxpenditures and: 
payments under the provisions of said treaty 5 and iE so, 
what price per acre shall be allowed to the.Choctaws for 
the Jands remaining ausold, in order tbat a final setdement 
with then may be prompily effected? or second, whether 
the Choctaws shalt be allowed a gross sum in further and 
full satisfaction of all their claims, national and individual, 
against the United States ; and if s0, how much??? `. 

I admit that this treaty was ratified at the ses- 
sion of 1855-56. It is urged by those who sup- 
port this amendment, that the treaty is binding 
on this House of Representatives, and that the 
Ilouse of Representatives is bound to appropriate 
money to fulfill it, inasmuch as it is to carry out 
the stipulations of a treaty thus made by the Uni- 
ted States. I deny that proposition, Iclaim the 
right to control my own vote as a member of this 
House, whether it be in fulfillment of treaty stip- 
ulations or not. F claim the right to give my vote 
for or against the cnactmentof any bill offered for 
the purpose of carrying into effect treaty stipula- 
tions, according to my own judgment, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Lask the gentleman from 
Missouri whether he claims to have a right, as a 
member of this Housc, to go behind the treaty 
and Inquire into its propriety ? 


Mr. PHELPS. i 


i claim what T have stated— 
that where a treaty bas been made by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, I carc not. whether 
with an Indian. tribe or with a civilized nation, 
and where that treaty requires legislauon by the 
House of Representatives, if I disasprove that 
legislation, if my ewn judgment and Conscience 
do not perceive it to be right, my duty asa Rep- 
resentative is to cast my vote against that meas- 
ure. -Such is the settled policy and doctrine of the 
party with which Ihave the honor toact, although 
i dc not allude to it in a party point of view. 
A discussion with respect to this very principle 
arose in the early @ays of the Republic, in the 
celebrated Jay treaty, where the Democratic party 
of that day advocated the same doctrine which I 
now advocate. I can refer the gentleman from 
Tennessee also to the discussion of asimilar point 
on a later treaty. I allude to the last treaty made- 
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with Mexico, and known as the Gadsden treaty. 
{then stodd by the side of those gentlemen inthis 
House who claimed that they had a right, if they 
chose, to. withhold ‘money stipulated to be paid 
by the Government of the United States to Mex- 
ico, if their judgment did ‘not approve the treaty. 
I, however, did approve of that treaty, and gave 
the bill my support, because. the treaty was made 
in-accordance with my views. 

I merely mention these instances in which this 
question:has. been a subject-matter of discussion; 
and although’ there is a diversity of opinion on the 
subject, still I must be permitted to entertain my 
own. views and act accordingly. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Grossprenner, his 
Private Secretary, informing the House that the 
President had approved and signed an act (H.R. 
No. 864) making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1862. 

An act (H. R. No. 714) establishing certain 
post routes; and 

An act to refund to the Territory of Utah the 
expenses incurred in suppressing Indian hostili- 
ties in the year 1853. 

Also, that an act for the relief of Hockaday & 
Ligget, having been presented to the President on 
the 16th of February, 1861, and not having been 
returned by him within ten days, (Sundays ex- 
cepted,) it has now become a law under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. i 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL-—AGAIN. 


Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman will under- 
stand that I did not mean to controvert his opin- 
ion. I merely desired to know what his opinion 
was. 

Mr. PHELPS. As I have previously stated, 
those who are in favor of this appropriation say 
we are bound, by this treaty and the award of the 
Senate which was. made under it, to appropriate 
the amount specified in thisamendment, and also 
the 49,900,000 claimed to be for the Choctaws by 
virtue of the award of the Senate. Mr. Speaker, 
if we pay this $1,200,000 contained in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to this bill, and pay it on the 
ground that it is due, I say that those who make 
the appropriation are bound to appropriate the 
additional amount whenever it is demanded by 
the Indians. I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the circumstances under which this 
treaty was negotiated, that they may see upon 
what ground the House is now urged to pay the 
award of the Senate. 

T'hisaward was made by the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States at a called session, held after the regu- 
lar session had expired, nearly two years ago, in 
the month of March, 1859. I have the award 
before me, and the entire debate of the Senate 
upon the adoption of that award. On the motion 
of Mr. Sepasrian, the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the resolutions reported by him from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, on the 15th of Feb- 
ruary. One of these resolutions was, on motion 
of Mr. Srpasrian, so amended as to read as fol- 
lows: 


“ Resolved, That the Choctaws be allowed the proceeds 
of the sale of such Jands as have been sold by the United 
States on the ist day of January last, deducting therefrom 
the costs of their survey and sale, and all proper expend- 
itures and payments under said treaty, excluding the res- 
ervations alowed and secured, and estimating the serip 
issued in lieu of reservations at the rate of S125 per acre; 


and, further, that they be also allowed twelve anda half | 


cents per acre for the residue of said lands.” 


The Committee on Indian Affairs in the Senate, 
when they reported a bill at the last session of 
Congress to pay the Choctaw money involved in 
this award, took the liberty of making a deduc- 
tion of about six hundred thousand dollars from 
the amoufit of the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands in the State of Mississippi ceded by 
the Choctaws. They deducted five per cent. from 
the net proceeds of the sales of the lands which, 
by the laws of the United States, had been do- 
nated to the State of Mississippi for the purpose 
of internal improvement. They also made a de- 
duction from the amount em@raced in the award 
of the lands donated to the State of Mississippi for 
railroad purposes. But, Mr. Speaker, I say that 
if these Indians are entitled to the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands in Mississippi ceded by 


them, they are entitled to them withoutthis deduc- | 


tion; they are entitled to the whole amount with- 
out: the deduction proposed by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. When this award was under 
consideration, the foliowing is an extract from 
the debate which took place—the entire debate 
not consuming fifteen minutes: 


« Mr. Kine. About what is the amount to be paid? 

«Mr. Sepastian. It is almost impossible to arrive at 
a correct conclusion as to the real amount to which they 
are entitled. It is very large; and the amount which this 
resolution will give them is far below what they are enti- 
tled to, in the opinion of the committee. 

“Mr. King. Will it give them $1,000,000, or what sum: 

“Mr.Sepastian. F think when the account is stated, it 
will be between cight hundred thousand and a million dol- 
lars. We gota large amount of land for nothing. _ p 

# Mr. Kine. ltis a pretty large sum to be voted in this 
way. 

“<The resolutions were adopted.” 

It therefore appears that, during the called ses- 
sion of the Senate, in March, 1859, this resolution 
came up and wasadopted. From the debate which 
took place at the last session of Congress, when 
the bill was under consideration in the Senate, for 
the purpose of paying these Indians their money 


under the award, a debate then took place; and I 


now read from the remarks of Mr. Toomss, on 
that occasion, when alluding to the appropriation 
for these Indians, under the treaty stipulations to 
which I have referred. He said: 


«This matter, under the treaty of 1855, was referred to 
the Secretary of the Interior, to state the account under a 
resolution passed at the extra session, jast spring, when I 
was not here. We did agree te give the Indians the ner 
proceeds; but the difficulty is as to what are net proceeds. 
I think, indeed I know, that we agreed toa very wrong thing. 
There never was a solitary foundation of it on the face of 
the earth; and how anybody could have voted for it, I cannot 
imagine; because it is plainly in the face of the treaty— 
every line and every word of it. The Indians were to have 
certain reservations, and we were to have the rest of the 
land. We actually took it and sold it, and got 438,000,000 
for it, and our people kept it for a quarter of a century be- 
fore there was ever a word said about this demand of the 
net proceeds of all the lands on the Mississippi, which had 
belonged to the Indians. It is a claim wholly unsustain- 
able by one line in the treaty, according to my judgment. 
This question came up when Í happened to be a member 
of the Indian committee, some years ago, and I gave atten- 
tion to it as a member of that committee.” 

Mr. Speaker, I concur in the opinion expressed 
by Mr. ‘Loomss, in his construction of the treaty 
of 1830, that there is no shadow of foundation for 
this claim upon the part of these Indians, to the 
net proceeds of the sales of the lands ceded to us 
by them. And how this claim can be sustained 
in the mind of any person who has examined the 
treaty, or how it can have been so decided in the 
Senate of the United States, I cannot understand. 
Why we should be called on, in pursuance of 
this award, to appropriate two or three million 
dollars, when one of the members of the body 
which made the award, himself stated that the 
claim had not a shadow of foundation under the 
treaty of 1830, I am ata loss to comprehend. He 
says ‘itis a claim wholly unsupportable by one 
line in the treaty, in my judgment.” This is the 


opinion of a Senator, after the ratification of the | 


treaty of 1855, and after the award was made. I 
say, then, that there was no just claim upon the 
part of these Indians for the amount ineluded in 
this award; and the very debates in the Senate, 
when the award was made, show that it was upon 
the statement of the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs that the whole account, when 
stated, would not exceed eight hundred thousand 
or a million dollars. Now, sir, the statement of 
their account, which I hold in my hand, is for an 
amount exceeding two million nine hundred thou- 
sand dollars. But this statement shows that the 
matter had been previously investigated inthe De- 
partment. I read from the report of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, at the first session of 
this Congress. After stating the manner of mak- 
ing up the award and the adjustment of the mat- 
ters in dispute, he goes on to say: 


“From the information thus carefully collected, the re- 
quire account has been stated, and itis herewith trans- 
mitted. 

“Though made up on a somewhat different basis, it will 
be seen that the result of this account does not differ mate- 
rially trom that of the approximate statement contained in 
the elaborate report made to you from this office, on the 15th 
of May, 1858, in answer to a series of queries from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, said statement 
showinga balance of $2,993,720 18, while that of the pres- 
ent account is $2,981,247 30.” 


It therefore appears that the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs communicated to the Senate, as 
early as the 15th of May, 1858, before this award 
was made by the Senate, that the probable ap- 
proximate estimate of the amount to be provided 


i this: 


for, if the Senate should make such an award, 
would be some two million nine hundred and 
ninety-three thousand dollars. 

Mr. Speaker, 1, for one, am not prepared to sub- 
mit to this award of the Senate. I am not prepared 
to give it the validity and force of law by which 
I am compelled not only to vote this $1,200,000, 
but to vote in future for the residue of this money. 
And more than that, sir, if these Indians were cn- 
titled, in 1830, to the proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands, which by treaty of that year they 
ceded to this Government in Mississippi, then do 
I say that in equity they are entitled not only to 
claim the whole of the $3,000,000, but the inter- 
est on the whole amount during the time which 
the Government have withheld the money from 
them. ; 

Rut, Mr. Speaker, there is another aspect of 
this case. I know that the House does not feel 
disposed to listen—nor can it be expected that they 
will, at the close of the session---to a debate aris- 
ing upon the Indian appropriation bill. Bat, sir, 
the magnitude of the sum in this amendment is 
my apology for calling the attention of the House 
tothisquestion. Ihavenodesire,asis well known, 
at any time to inflict a speech upon the members 
of the House; but the magnitude of this proposed 
appropriation demands of me and of this House 
to oppose it until further and more mature con- 
sideration shall be given to it. 

To resume: I say that under the twelfth article 
of the treaty of 1855, if the statement made by the 
delegates of the Choctaw nation is correct, we 
cannot pay this money to this tribe of Indians. 
That twelfth article is as follows: 

“In case the Senate shall award to the Choctaws the 
net proceeds of the lands, ceded as aforesaid, the same 
shall be received by them in full satisfaction of all their 
claims against the United States, whether national or indi- 
vidual, arising under any former treaty ; and the Choctaws 
shali thereupon become liable and bound to pay all such 
individual claims as may be adjudged by the proper author- 
ities of the tribe,to be equitable and just—the settlement 
and payment to be made with the advice and under the 
direction of the United States agent for the tribe; and so 
much of the fund awarded by the Senate to the Choctaws 
as the proper authorities thereof shall ascertain and determ- 
ine to be necessary for the payment of the just liabilities of 
the tribe, shall, on their requisition, be paid over to them 
by the United States. But should the Senate allow a gross 
sum, in further and full satisfaction of all their claims, 
whether national or individual, against the United States, 
the same shalt be accepted by the Choctaws, and they shail 
thereupon become liable for, aud bound to pay all the in- 
dividual claims as atoresaid ; it being expressly understood 


that the adjudication and decision of the Senate shail be 
final.” 


I have a communication upon the subject from 
the commissioners or delegates of the Choctaws 
themselves in regard to this matter; and they say 


Wasiuneton, D. C., February 21, 1861. 

Sır: We are very reluctant to trouble you about our busi- 
hess; but there is one point to which we beg leave to call 
your attention, and which we are sure bas net been daly 
considered. In negotiating the treaty of 1855, under which 
the award of the Senate was made, the Choctaw commis- 
sioners were compelled to assent to a most extraordinary 
provision. By reference to the twelfth article, you will find 
that the Choctaw Nation are bound to pay all the debts due 
by the United States to the individuals of the tribe. The 
amount of indebtedness thus transferred from the United 
States, and forced on the Choctaw Nation ,is well nigh three 
times the amount appropriated by the Senate. - A little re- 
flection would satisfy you that this arbitrary and unprece- 
dented treaty stipulation has placed the Choctaw commis- 
sioners and government ina most embarrassing position. 
Most truly can we aver that it never would have been as- 
sented to by us, if we could have anticipated that a solemn 
award of the Senate in our favor would not be promptly 
carried into effect. Sir, is it not an extremely hard case, 
that the Government of the United States should saddleon 
our nation an immense debt of their own, and then unjustly 
withhold from us the money necessary to pay it? We ean 
never make our people believe that the poverty of your Gov- 
ernment is a sufficient excuse for failing to pay a debt ad- 
mitted to be duc to a weak, defenseless, and starving In- 
dian tribe, when honor, good faith, justice, and humanity, 
all require its payment. Sir, our hearts are full. Our feel- 
ings prompt us to say much. But we forbear. We willsay 
no more. b 

We have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedi- 
ent servants, P. P. PITCHLYNN, 

ISRAEL FOLSOM, 
Choctaw Commissioners. 

Hon. Joun SHERMAN, Chairman Committee Ways and 

Means, House of Representatives. 


It will be seen, sir, that they declare the indebt- 
edness of the United States io individuals to be 
more than three times the amount appropriated 
by the Senate, which amount is $1,200,000. What 
becomes then of your treaty stipulation, by which 
you agreed to pay out of the Treasury the amounts 
duetoindividual Choctaws, so soon as their claims 
shall be adjudicated by the authorities of the tribe? 
We hold the amount. awarded these Indians in 


1861. 


trust, first, to pay such claims asthe Choctaw tribe 
may allow. to individuals; and the residue, ifany, 
belongs to the tribe. If we pay the money to the 
tribe, and the individual claims shall not be satis- 
fied, good faith will require us to see that these 
individual claims shall be paid; and it is stated 
they amount to nearly three million dollars. | 
have read the letter for the purpose of showing 
the amount of the claims which the delegates of 
the Choctaw Indians believe is due to members 
of that tribe; and the twelfth article of the treaty 
shows we must liquidate these claims from the 
amount which may be due by the award. 

if I could, sir, consistently with my views of 
justice, I would be glad to vote them this money. 
Entertaining the opinion, however, that they have 
no sort of claim to this money, believing thatthe 
award of the Senate is not binding upon me, or 
upon the House, I must-cast my vote against the 
appropriation, What power hgs the Senate over 
this subject? It has not exclusive control, I con- 
tend, of our relations with the various Indian 
tribes. The Constitution provides that Congress 
shall have power to regulate trade and intercourse 
with Indian tribes. I know that we have for a 
long while submitted to a practice under which 
the executive department enters into treaties with 
the Indians, treating them as foreign nations are 
treated, and then submits those treaties for the 
concurrence of the Senete. Under a strict con- 
struction of the Constitution, we, of this House, 
have as much right as the Senate to regulate the 
intercourse of the Government with the several 
tribes of Indians in the country. 

But we have not adhered strictly to the Con- 
stitution; and our intercourse with the Indians has 
been regulated by the executive department and 
the Senate. I believe, however, that the award 
of the Senate was not made upon due considera- 
tion. It was said, at the time that it was made, 
that it would not take more than eight hundred 
thousand or a million dollars to liquidate these 
claims; whereas it now appears that it will take 
$2,900,000. 

I have now, Mr. Speaker, in the last hours of 
the session, briefly expressed the views which 
influenced the Committee of Ways and Means in 
recommending to this House a non-concurrence 
in the pending amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, at this late 
period of the session I do not propose to go into 
a discussion of this measure to the extent thatits 
justice would warrant. In response to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, I will say that I do not 
appeal to the charity or the pity of the House to 
pass this claim. It comes before us with the high- 
est sanction of justice; and if the House will give 
me its attention fora few minutes, I will state some 
of the salient points in favor of the appropriation. 
When I have stated them, I hope the House will 
agrecewith me in opinion on this amendment. 

ìn 1855, it was deemed important to makeatreaty 
with the Choctaw Indians. They had certain 
lands which we wanted-u use for colonizing some 
of the wild and uncivilized tribes of Indians. At 
the same time, there was a difficulty pending 
between the Choctaws and Chickasaws, which 
seemed likely to result in an open rupture, and a 
war upon our western border—a result which the 
Government was exceedingly desirous to avoid. 
Under the treaty negotiated at Dancing Rabbit 
creek, on 27th September, 1830, the Choctaw In- 
dians had individual claims against our Govern- 
ment, which they pressed upon the Indian bureau, 
amounting to three or four million dollars. I see 
a gentleman [Mr. Corwin} who is doing me the 
honor of listening to what I say, and who was 


connected with the Administration shortly prior | 


to that time, and he will please correct me if Lam 
wrong in any statement of fact I may make. 


As I have already said, it was deemed import- | 
ant that the Government should make this treaty | 


with the Choctaw nation. The treaty was nego- 
tiated, and it was ratified; and, sir, 1 hold that, 
in conformity with the Constitution of the United 
States, a treaty negotiated under the authority of 
this Government is the supreme law of the land, 
and is binding upon us and every citizen, whether 
in a public or in a private capacity. I do not, 
therefore, agree with the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Puetps] in the position that we are at lib- 
erty to disregard a treaty if we happen to think 
that it was an injudicious one,and unwisely nego- 
tiated. The eleventh article of that treaty has 
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already been referred to, and I will incorporate it 
into my remarks, as well as the twelfth article. 
They are as follows: 


* ART. 11. The Government of the United States, not 
being prepared to assent to the claim set up under the treaty 
of September 27, 1830, and so earnestly contended for by 
the Choctaws as a rule of settlement, but justly. appreciat- 
ing the sacrifices, faithful services, and general good con- 
duct of the Choctaw people, and being desirous that their 
tights and claims against the United States shall receive a 
just, fair, and liberal consideration, it is therefore stipulated 


that the following questions be submitted for adjudication : 


to the Senate of the United States: first, whether the Choc- 
taws are entitled to, or shall be allowed, the proceeds of 
the sale of the lands ceded by them to the United States, 
by the treaty of September 27, 1830, deducting therefrom 
the cost of their survey and sale, and all just and proper 
expenditures and payments under the provisions of said 
treaty; and, if so, what price per acre shall be allowed to 
the Choctaws for the lands remaining unsold, in order that 
a final settlement with them may be promptly effected ? or, 
second, whether the Choctaws shall be allowed a gross 
sum in further and full satisfaction of ail their claims, na- 
tional and individual, against the United States; and, if so, 
how much? 

“ Arr. 12. In case the Senate shall award to.the Choe- 
taws the net proceeds of the lands ceded as aforesaid, the 
same shall be received by them in full satisfaction of all 
their claims against the United States, whether national or 
individual, arising under any former treaty; and the Choc- 
taws shall thereupon become liable and bound to pay all 
such individual claims as may be adjudged by the proper 
authorities of the tribe to be equitable and just—the settle- 
ment and payment to be made with the advice and under 
the direction of the United States agent for the tribe; and 
so much of the fund, awarded by the Senate to the Choc- 
taws, as the proper authorities thereof shal} ascertain and 
determine to be necessary for the payment of the just la- 
bilities of the tribe, shal}, on their requisition, be paid over 
to them bythe United States. Butshould the Senate allow 
a gross sum, in further and full satisfaction of all their 


“claims, whether national or individual, against the United 


States, the same shall be accepted by the Choctaws, and 
they shall thereupon become fiable for, and bound to pay, 
all the individual claims as aforesaid; it being expressly 
understood that the adjudication and decision of the Senate 
shall be final.” 


By the terms of the treaty, the Government of 
the United States stipulated that the matter in dis- 
pute between them, arising out of the construction 
of the treaty of 1830—the Choctaws insisting on 
one construction, and the American Government 
on another, and that given to it by the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Purerps]—they stipulated 
that it should be referred to the arbitration of the 
Senate of the United States, not as a legislative, 
but as a judicial body. The Senate did investi- 
gate and adjudicate the question. That body 
made its award in the matter on the 9th of March, 
1859, in aresolution orseries of resolutions, which 
is as follows: 

‘¢ Whereas, the cleventh article of the treaty of Jane 22, 
1855, with the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians, provides 
that the following questions be submitted for decision to 
the Senate of the United States: first, whether the Choc- 
taws are entitled to or shall be allowed the procceds of the 
sale of the lands ceded by them to the United States by the 
treaty of September 27, 1830, deducting therefrom the costs 
of their survey and sale, and all just and proper expendi- 
tures and payments under the provisions of said treaty; 
and if'so, what price per acre shal be allowed to the Choc- 
taws for the lands remaining unsold, in order that a final 
setlement with them may be promptly effected? or, sec- 
ond, whether the Choctaws shall be allowed a gross sum, 
in further and full satisfaction of all their claims, national 
and individual, against the United States; and if so, how 
much? 

* Resolved, That the Choctaws be allowed the proceeds of 
the sale of such lands as have been sold by the United States 
on the Ist day of January last, deducting therefrom the 
costs of their survey and sale, and all proper expenditures 
and payments under said treaty ; excluding tue reservations 
alowed and secured, and estimating the scrip issued in lieu 
of reservations at the rate of $1 25 per acre; and further, 
that they be also allowed twelve and a half cents per acre 
for the residue of said lands. 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior cause an 
account to be stated with the Choctaws, showing what 
amountis due them according to the above prescribed prin- 
ciples of settlement, and report the same to Congress.” 


That is the award; that is the decision; that is 
the adjudication; and it binds us and the Choc- 
taws. It is final, irreversible; and there is, by 
agreement, no appeal to be made or taken from it. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. Puenps] said 
that when the Senate made this award they did 


| not know exactly how much the proceeds of these 


lands was going to be. Suppose they did not: 
they knew the principle they were settling, and 
the amount was a mere matter of computation, a 
mere question of arithmetic, to be arrived at by 
investigation at the Department. By the final 
resolution, it will be seen, the Senate referred the 
matter to the Secretary of the Interior, as the ac- 
counting officer, as a master in chancery, to settle 
and determine what the amount was, Whether 
the amount was larger than gentlemen in the Sen- 
ate supposed, or smaller, is a matter of no sort of 


il 


consequence.” It does notin the Teast affect th 
adjudication. “Their decision is fixed, arid it is. 
final; and it-became a mere matter of compita- 
tion to determine how much, under the treaty of 
1855, the Choctaw nation’ was entitled to reééive; 

The Secretary of the Interior, in obediénice to” 
the resolution of the Senate, reported that there. 
was due to the Choctaw nation’ $2,981,247 303. 
and I hold that is the amount to which they are” 
justly entitled. The Committee on Indian A fairs 
in the Senate have overhauled the report.of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and given to the United 
States Government certain credits not allowed by 
that officer. These have reduced the amount'to 
$2,332,566 85.. The Senate committee reported 
that the Choctaws were entitled to that sum. Yet 
the amendment proposed by the Senate to this 
bill, and which 1s now pending, and in which we 
are asked by the Committee of Ways.and Means 
to non-concur, provides for carrying into effect 
the seventh article of the treaty, and appropriates 
only the sum of $1,202,560 85, being an undis- 
puted balance due them, leaving the remainder of 
the claim open for future investigation, Now, if 
there is sucha thing as a just demand against the 
United States Government which she is bound to 
pay, and which we, as her Representatives, con- 
cerned for her honor and justice, are bound to 
appropriate for, it is this demand. Why, if we. 
had such a demand as that against the Choctaws 
instead of them against us, we would make it good 
at the point of the bayonet.. If we had this de- 
mand against Mexico, your Navy and Army: 
would be put into requisition before we could get. 
away from here. If Spain was indebted to ùs in, 
that amount, and refused to pay, Cuba would be 
taken in pledge before midsummer. This people 
come here with no power to enforce their demand. 
We are strong and they are weak. They can 
only come and praen their claim, appealing to 
our justice. They havegno other power and no 
other mode of reaching us, and, I ask, ought not 
we to listen to them? The Choctaw nation have 
always been our friends—friends at a time when 
we needed friends, ata time when our western 
frontiers were exposed to the incursions of sav- 
ages. Let me call your attention to the twenty- 
first article of the treaty of 1830, in which is. con- 
tained an item of historical reminiscence: 

“ A few Choctaw warriors marched and.fought in the 
army of Wayne, and the whole number remaining is stated 
not to exceed twenty.” 

This band of warrioxs, fighting under old ** Mad 
Anthony,” as he was called, carries us back to 
the days of trial and peril of our country. 

Mr. PHELPS. Were not the Wayne warriors 
paid a pension during their lives? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Certainly; but the point I 
was making was, that these men who have come 
here appealing to our justice have always been 
our friends, and stood by us when we needed 
friends. Lam citing this as evidence of what is 
a well-known historical fact—that the Choctaws 
have acted always as our allies. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would go as far‘as the gen- 
tleman to do what I consider justice requires; but 
when my convictions lead me in anotherdircction, 
I must follow that course which my judgment 
dictates. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I by no means complain 
of the gentleman for following the dictates of his 
conscience. ; 

I desire to read to the House the memorial of 
the representatives of the Choctaw nation, that 
they may see the true nature of the appeal they 
make to us, and the shameful injustice in disre- 
garding it. It is as follows: 


Your memorialists, the representatives of the Choctaw 
nation in general council assembled, would respectfully 
present for the consideration of your honorable body, in 
behalf of the Choctaw nation, that in consequence of the 
unprecedented drought during the past summer, and not 
from any want of industry on the part of the people, there 
has been almost an entire failure of the corn crop, and a 
large portion of our people are now entirely destitute of the 
means of subsistence. Almost daily the homes of those of 
our citizens who have been somewhat more favored, and 
enabled. to raise a small surplus of corn, are besieged by 
families of poor starving women and children who are 
without a morsel of bread. 

Hf such be the condition of the indigent now, at harvest 
time, can you picture to yourselves what will be their con- 
dition during the coming winter? 

Alas, it is too true that famine and want stare us in the 
facez and we are left without the least glimmering ray of 
hope to avoid it without your kind aid and assistance. 
Reliet, and that speedily, must be rendered, or many of the 
Choctaw people will suffer starvation and death. 
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Should the approaching winter prove as severe as the 
last, the stock. must also perish, and’ then nothing will re- 
main, not even dried beef alone, to satisfy the cravings of 
hunger. 

Under these appalling and distressing circumstances, we, 
your memorialists, feel,as the representatives of the Choc- 
taw. people, that we have a right to cali upon your honor- 
abie body te speedily appropriate the necessary amount to 
pay the Choctaw people the debt which, under the award 
of the Senate of the. United States, made in accordance 
with the stipulations contained in the treaty of June, 1855, 
has been ascertained to be due them. 

Weask, as a matter of justice and humanity, that your 
honorable body take immediate action on this subject, 
which, to. many among us, is a matter of life and death. 

Your memorialists have been taught to look upon and 
feel towards the Government of the United States that it 
was their friend and guardian. 

We come not before you as paupers or mendicants, but 
a loyal and industrious people, who have been prevented 
by the intervention of providential causes from producing 
a sufficiency of the staff of life to supply our very limited 
wants. 

All we ask is that you discharge the amount guarantied 
to us by your own solemn covenant and treaty stipulation. 

PETER FOLSOM, 
President of the Senate. 
WILLIAM ROEBUCK, 
Speaker of the House. 


One word more, and I will dismiss this subject 
and commend it to the sense of justice of the 
House. To-day we have been called upon by a 
report of a committce on conference to appro- 
priate some two or three million dollars to pay 
white men for murdering, assassinating, annihi- 
lating, and destroying the friendly Indian tribes 
of the Northwest. We have money enough to 
pay for services of that character—services which 
profess to have been rendered about the time of 
the enactment of this treaty. Millions for such 
purposes we have, and we appropriate them, it 
seems to me, ungrudgingly, not to say unblush- 
ingly; but when there comes here a demand as 


sacred as the adjudication of a court of justice, 
established by a tribunal of our own selection, 
one composed wholly of our own citizens, by a 
treaty stipulation, unlike every other treaty, I 
imagine, ever negotiated between two civilized or 
uncivilized nations before, certainly unlike any- 
thing to be found in any other of our Indian trea- 
ties; when they come and ask us to pay what our 
own chosen tribunal has decided and adjudged 
they are entitled to, why we pause and hesitate. 

I will not trespass further upon the time of the 
House at this stage of the session. In conclu- 
sion, I will read, as the gentleman from Missouri 
has referred to a memorial presented to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means by the agent of the 
Choctaw Nation, a memordéndum from the same 
source, which 1 have before me. It is as follows: 


Memorandum in regard to the amount found due the Choc- 
taws under the award of the Senate, made March 9, 1859, 
pursuant to the eleventh article of the treaty of 1855 with 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws: 


The award of the Senate prescribed and fixed the prin- 
ciples upon which the settlement with the Choctaws, con- 
templated by the treaty of 1855, should be made, and di- 
rected the Secretary ot the Interior to cause an account to 
be stated in conformity therewith. Said account was pre- 
pared, and on the 8th May, 1860, submitted to both Houses 
of Congress, The award being, by the twelfth article of the 
treaty, final and conclusive, the only question in the case 
is as ta the correctness of the account. 

Though the treaty (eleventh article) provides “ that their 
rights and claims against the United States shall receive a 
just, fair, and liberal consideration,” extreme rigidity as tg 
the interests of the Choctaws was exercised in the state- 
mentof the account. No liberality whatever was shown 
tothem. The amount shown by the account to be due to 
the Choctaws was $2,981,247 30, which the Committee on 
Indian Affairs of the Senate cut down to $2,332,560 85. 
(See their report No. 263, first session, Thirty-Sixth Con- 

Tess.) 

S Lhe Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who stated the ac- 
count, in his report submitting it to the Secretary of the 
Interior, says: ‘It is to be observed that, under the second 
article of the treaty of 1830, a patent was issued to the 
Choctaws for the country west of Arkansas, estimated to 
contain fifteen million acres; subsequently the Chickasaws, 
with the consent of the United States, purchased a portion 
of this tract at 8530,000, which the United States paid out 
of the trust fund belonging to the Chickasaws, with the ex- 
ception of $20,000 paid in the manner directed by the third 
article of the articles of convention and agreement between 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws, concluded the 17th Janu- 
ary, 1837, Under the treaty of 1855, the Choctaws leased 
a portion of their country, for which the United States paid 
the sum of $600,000. If these sums are to be regarded as 
payments under the treaty of 1830, the amount due the 
Choctaws will be $1,851,247 30.°? It does not appear from 
the letter of the Secretary of the Interior transmitting the 
Commissioner’s report and the account to Congress, that 
he entertained the opinion that the sums mentioned should 
be regarded as payments under the treaty of 1830, and that 
the amount found due the Choctaws should be diminished 
accordingly. Atis difficult to understand haw or upon what 
ground an amount allowed to the Choctaws for a portion of 
their country, by the Chickasavws, out of their own. funds, under 
the virtue of a separate and distinet convention between the 


two tribes, entered into in 1837, and which amount, less 
$30,000 paid by the Choctaws in 1837, is now held in trust 
for them by the Government, can orcould be regarded as a 
payment to the Choctaws by the United States under the 
treaty of 1836. 

It is equally difficult to understand how an amount 
agreed by the ninth article of the treaty of 1855 to be allowed 
by the United States to the Choctaws, for. the lease of a 
portion of their country and the relinquishment of their 
right to another portion thereot, can be considered, or pre- 
tended to be, a payment under the treaty of 1830. Itis only 
the “just and proper expenditures and payments under the 
provisions of said treaty,” that can be deducted in the set- 
tlement with the Choctaws underthe award of the Senate 5 
and surely neither of the amounts named can be considered 
as an expenditure or payment under that treaty. The only 
hypothesis upon which such an idea could be based is, 
that the Choctaws acquired, or obtained, a better title to 
their country west of Arkansas by the treaty of 1830, and 
that they should therefore be charged the amounts realized 
by them, from whomsoever received, for such portions of it 
as they have disposed of, as payments under the treaty of 
1830. Such a principie of settlement, however, though con- 
trary to the treaty of 1855, and the award of the Senate, 
would require them to be charged with the value of their 
whole country at the time they so acquired it. But they 
neither acquired it by the treaty of 1830, nor thereby re- 
ceived any better title to it than they were possessed of 
prior to that treaty. It was ceded to them by the treaty of 
1820, the cession being ruil, complete, and unqualified. 

The main object of the treaty of 1820, was to obtain from 
the Choctaws a cession of a portion of.the lands they owned 
in the State of Mississippi, and to perpetuate them asa 
nation in the country west of the Mississippi river. The 
Choctaws made the desired cession in the first article of 
the treaty; and the second article thereof provided that 
‘* for and in consideration of the foregoing cession on the 
part of the Choctaw nation, and in part satisfaction for the 
same, the commissioner of the United States, in behalf of 
said States, do hereby cede to said nation a tract of country 
west of the Mississippi river, situate between the Arkausas 
and Red river, and bounded as follows: the boundaries— 
except the eastern line, which was changed by the treaty of 
1825—corresponding with those defined in the treaty of 
1830. This was a complete and unqualified cession—not 
even clogged with the usual condition of grants to Indians, 
that the lands were “to be held as other Indian lands are 
held.” ‘The Choctaws thus became the absolute owners 
ofthe country. Hence, when it became necessary, in 1825, 
for the Government to repossess the eastern portion of it,, 
they had to acquire it by purchase and cession from the 
Choctaws. Sce first article of the treaty of 1825, which 
reads: “ The Choctaw nation do hereby cede to the United 
States all that portion of the land ceded to them by the sec- 
ond article of the treaty of Doak’s Stand, (treaty of 1820,) 
as aforesaid, lying east of a line beginning on the Arkansas, 
one hundred paces east of Fort Smith, and running thence 
due south to Red river, it being understood that this line 
shall constitute and remain the permanent boundary between 
the United States and the Choctaws. The second article 
of the treaty specified the consideration allowed the Choc- 
taws for this sale and cession. Beyond all doubt, then, 
they had a complete and valid title to the country prior to 
the treaty of 1830. 

It is true that the treaty of 1830 did purport to give the 
Choctaws a grant to the country in fee simple ; but it did 
not vest in them a fee simple title, for they could not dis- 
pose of the country, or any portion of it, without the as- 
sent of the United States; and hence the Government was 
a consenting party to the convention of 1837, by which 
they disposed of part of it to the Chickasaws. Moreover, 
this pretended grant in fee simple was clogged with the 
condition that the tract should only “ inure to them while 
they shall exist as a nation, and Jive on it;”? so that they 
could not have removed elsewhere, amalgamated them- 
‘selves with another tribe, or even dissolved their national 
or tribal organization, with the view of becoming citizens 
of the United States, without forfeiture of their lands. 
Their tile under the treaty of 1820 was not so clogged 
or qualified; and, consequently, the treaty of 1830, so tar 
from giving them even a better title, impaired and lessened 
the value of that they already held. kt wouid, therefore, 
be an act of great wrong and injustice to deduct anything, 
directly or indirectly, from the amount found due them, 
under the award of the Senate, on account of the pretended 
grant in fee simple under the treaty of 1830. 

The sum found due to the Choctaws under the award of 
the Senate appears, doubtless, to be very large; but it must 
be recollected that they had just and valid claims remain- 
ing unsettled against the United States, under the various 
provisions of the treaty of 1830, to a very large amount, 
from which, by the treaty of 1855, the Govermment is re 
lieved, and the burden of their settlement with the individ- 
ual claimants is saddled upon the Choctaw nation. These 
claims exceed, in the aggregate, three and a half million 
dollars,as shown by a detailed exhibit thereof filed before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate; so that, if the | 
amount reported by that committee, namely, $2,392,560 85, 
as due the Choctaws, is appropriated, they will get far less 
than will be sufficient to pay the claims so transferred to 
and saddled upon the nation. 

Whatever amount the Choctaws are to get, it is of the į 
utmost importance that they get it soon, for they have suf- 
fered the same calamity, and are in even a worse condi- 
tion, from the loss of their crops, than the people of Kansas 
whose case has justly excited general sympathy, and for 
whose relief the President of the United States has recom- 
mended that a liberal appropriation be made by Congress. 
Unless they soon obtain the means of procuring subsist- { 
ence, large numbers of them must perish of starvation. 
They do not, however, ask charity of either the Govern- 
ment or individuals ; if they can receive at an early day the 
amount which, after the most carefui and rigid investiga- 
tions, has been found to be unquestionably due to them, 
under the award of the Senate, they will provide for them- 


selves. P. P. PYTCHLYNN, 
Choctaw Delegate, 


WASHINGTON Crry, December 28, 1860. 
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Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. 1 desire to 
set the gentleman from Tennessee right in ref- 
erence to one matter to which he has referred. 
I trust that justice will be done in this case, as 
partial justice is being done, I trust, to my con- 
stituents, the people of Washington Territory. 
The gentleman has spoken as though the Indian 
wars in Washington resulted from gross tres- 
passes committed by the whites upon the Indians; 
whereas the opcrations of the whites were strictly 
of a defensive character against the attacks which 
the Indians commenced upon the whites. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ido not propose to discuss 
that question with my friend. He knows, as well 
as I can tell him, that I differ widely from him in 
my estimate of the history of these transactions. 

Mr, STEVENSON. 1 do notintend to gointo 
a full discussion of this case at this time. I re- 
ferred to the character of.this claim in the discus- 
sion upon it two days ago. I only desire, now to 
reply to one or two suggestions of the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Pusxirs.] I think it is too 
late for the Government of the United States to 
question the validity of this claim, or attempt to 
avoid the obligation resting upon it promptly to 
pay it at once. The propositions assumed in the 
discussion of the Gadsden treaty, and referred to 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. PueLrs,] do 
not rest upon the same basis on which this claim 
demands an action. This was a solemn award 
under the arbitrament of the Senate of the United 
States, agreed upon and stipuiated in a treat 
which the United States Government itself rati- 
fied. Suppose the treaty to have been wrong, and 
based on wrong principles: the Senate ratified 
it. The Senate was our arbiter. lts award is 
higher than a judgment. It is above a treaty. It 
cannot be reviewed for error. It can only beim- 
peached for mistake or fraud. The award for this 
sum of money, due under the solemn judgment of 
the Senate to these poor Indians, stares us in the 
face; and one of the arguments now adduced by 
my friend from Missouri, a member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, is, that the award is 
for too much money. He claims the arbitration 
was based on wrong principles. Sir, if it had 
been an award between Russia and this Govern- 
ment, I doubt whether my friend would have 
deemed that ground tenable. Had he resisted 
payment on that score, and our Government had 
taken his advice, Russia would have answered us’ 
by her cannon. But when these poor Indians, 
who have been waiting upon us for twenty years, 
whose lands have been taken from them and sold 
by the United States, ask us to pay them what 
our own arbitrators have awarded them, we tell 
them we will not pay them their money because 
the amount is too large, or our Treasury is ex- 
hausted. If we have not the money, can we not 
issue bonds? They are willing to.take bonds; 
and [implore this House, in the name of justice 
and fair-dealing, do not let the stigma of repudia- 
tion be now, at this day, put upon the hitherto 
unsullied faith of our common Government. 

But I have one other remark which I desire to 
submit. Under thetreaty of 1855, we stipulated 
that these Choctaws should become bound to as- 
sume certain individual claims that the Govern- 
ment of the United States itself then owed to other 
persons. No member ofthe Committee of Ways 
and Means will deny that. By the terms of that 
treaty, the United States Government not only 


‘stipulated that all unadjusted claims between the 


Choctaws and itself should be referred to the Sen- 
ate of the United States as exclusive arbiter, 
whose award was to be final; but the twelfth ar- 
ticle of that treaty imposed an obligation upon the 
Indians to pay private debts which this Govern- 
ment then owed to certain individuals. The char- 
acter of these private claims is designated in the 
report made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Sesastian] which is beforeme. These Indians 
have, on their part, under this treaty, assumed 
to pay these debts of the United States, and are 
liable to be coerced into paying them; and yet we 
repudiate our own treaty—repudiate our own 
arbiter, the Senate of the United States—and refuse 
to pay the sum awarded these Choctaws, because 
it isa large one. I read now from the twelfth 
article of the treaty: 

“Arr. 12. In case the Senate shall award to the Choc- 
taws the net proceeds of the lands ceded as aforesaid, the 
same shall be received by them in full satisfaction of all 


their claims against the United States, whether national or 
individual, arising under any former treaty ; and the Choc- 
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taws shall thereupon become liable and bound to pay all 
such individual claims as may be adjudged by the proper 
authorities of the tribe to be equitable and just; the settle- 
ment and. payment to be made with the advice and under 
the direction of the United States agent for the tribe; and 
so much of the fund, awarded by the Senate to the Choc- 
taws, as the proper authorities thereof shalJ ascertain and 
determine to be necessary for the payment of the just Ha- 
bilities of the tribe, shali, on their requisition, be paid over 
to them by the United States. But should the Senate allow 
a gross sum, in further and full satisfaction of all their 
claims, whether national or individual, against the United 
States, the same shall be accepted by the Choctaws, and 
they shall thereupon become liable for, and bound to pay, 
all the individual claims as aforesaid; it being expressly 
understood that the adjudication and decision of the Senate 
shall be final.” 

We forced them to assume these individual 
claims. We rendered them liable for those claims; 
and now, in a time of famine and distress, we 
deny them not only what we owe them, but we 
absolutely repudiate the very obligations that, by 
the terms of the treaty of 1855, we have entailed 
upon them. í 

The only serious argument that I have heard 
against the payment of this claim is that we have 
not got the money. Well, the Indians are wil- 
ing to take the bonds of the Government. Ihave 
no doubt that they have already paid a great many 
of these individual obligations, and that is an ad- 
ditional motive for doing justice and standing by 
the sanctity of the treaty, and upholding the ob- 
ligation imposed on us by this award. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House is not in the 

humor, at this late period of the session, to listen 
to arguments, and therefore I will simply state 
the conclusions at which I have arrived. 
_ Lam opposed to the amendment: first, because 
it has been improperly put upon this bill. This 
is a bill making appropriations for the Indian 
service for the next fiscal year, and the loading 
down of appropriation bills with private claims, as 
a matter of course prevents a fair discussion and 
consideration of them. 

But I have a second objection to this amend- 
ment. The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Sre- 
VENSON] Says that.this isa solemn award. Well, 
if you call this a solemn award, I do not know 
what a solemn award is. It seems that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
Senate came in, after the adjournment of Con- 
gress—at a called session of the Senate—and sub- 
mitted a resolution; and without debate, without 
anybody knowing what was going on, the reso- 
lution was passed by the Senate, by which it is 
asserted that a claim of $2,900,000 has been fas- 
tened on the public Treasury. Now, I say that, 
if that is a solemn award, it is such an award as 
could only be made by the Senate of the United 
States. 

Mr. STEVENSON Ihave the authority of 
both sides of the Senate of the United States for 
what I say; and I will read it to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; I can read it my- 
self. 

Mr. PHELPS. On referring to the proceed- 
ings of the Senate at the time this alleged award 
was made, I find that the debate occupies a little 
over a column of the Congressional Globe, and 
thatis all. I believe that only two gentlemen 
participated in the debate: the chairman of the į 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and Mr. Kine, of 
New York. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. What the gentleman from 
Missouri says is correct, Under the treaty of 
1855, certain questions were to be settled by the 
Senate, and the Senate was to give a just, fair, and 
liberal consideration to those questions. Well, 
after Congress had adjourned, at a called session 
of the Senate, the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs introduced a resolution in the na- 
ture ofan award. There was no debate upon it, 
no consideration of it, nothing of the kind. The | 
resolution was passed; and upon the faith of that 
award we are asked to appropriate between two | 
and three million dollars. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I think that that is not an award at all. It has 
never been considered and never acted upon. It 
has not the form and substance of an award, and 
it ought not to receive the attention of this House 
as an award fairly made and fairly considered. 

Another objection to the amendment is, that its 
terms are very improper, as any one who has 
taken the pains to read it will have seen. The 
last clause of the amendment proposes to submit 
to the Senate another subject, and to authorize the 
Senate to make a future award. Underthe terms 


of the amendmentupon which we are now called 
upon to vote, the Senate may hereafter, by their 
own vote, without consulting this House at all— 
without even consulting the President of the Uni- 
ted States—make an award, and call upon the 
Treasury of the United States to pay over a mil- 
lion dollars. Now, that is a radical objection to 
the amendment; and it ought not to be adopted 
for that reason. The Senate may hereafter look 
into the balance, and appropriate, without asking 
the House at all, another million dollars. That 
is the effect of the amendment. 

Thisisaclaim growing out of the Yazoo lands, 
in Mississippi. It is a claim which the Repre- 
sentatives of Mississippi and Georgia havealways 
denounced and opposed. Mr. Toomss, a Senator 
from Georgia, and other Representatives from 
Georgia and Mississippi, always contended that 
the claim was unjust and unfounded. It grew up 
in Mississippi, where they must know all about 
it. Now, surely, this is not the time when we 
ought to pay doubtful debts against the State of 
Mississippi, growing out of the purchase of lands 
in the State of Mississippi. It seems to me that 
that is a valid objection to the claim. 

Mr.STEVENSON. The gentleman says Mr. 
Toomss and others said so and so. Did not the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, after full dis- 
cussion, recommend the payment of this claim? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iunderstand that they did 
so recently, after the gentlemen who knew most 
about the matter—the Senators from Georgia and 
Mississippi, and those who lived in that neigh- 
borhood—had withdrawn. 

Mr. PHELPS. When this matter was before 
the Senate last summer, when a proposition was 
made by the Committee on Indian Affairs to ap- 
propriate $2,900,000, a majority of the Senate 
voted against appropriating that money; and then 
a long debate took place upon the question, cov- 
ering several pages of the Congressional Globe. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, when the Senators 
from the State where this claim originated were 
present, it was voted down by the Senate itself, 
and that, too, after this pretended award had been 
made. Now, shall we, under these circumstances, 
appropriate nearly three million dollars out of the 
national Treasury, to pay a claim which has al- 
ways been disputed inthe region of country where 
itarose? Still another reason is, that I think we 
ought not to appropriate money till we know 
where these Choctaws are going, whether they 
belong to this Government or to the southern 
confederacy. It seems to me that we ought not 
to pass this Choctaw claim, without discussing it 
further. I move the previous question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to ask a single 
question. The gentleman from Ohio speaks of 
the arguments against this amendment in the 
Senate. Is he not aware that those arguments 
were met, and that after the Senate had heard 
both sides, they agreed to this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, the House has heard 
both sides, also. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD demanded the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 56, nays 104; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Avery, Bocock, Boteler, Brab- 
son, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Hor- 
ace F. Clark, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Corwin, Cox, 
Burton Craige, De Jarnette, Etheridge, Ferry, Florence, 
Fouke, Hale, Uamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Hind:nan, 
William Howard, Kunkel, Leake, Maclay, Mallory, Mars- 
ton, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McKenty, Edward Joy 
Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, 
Quarles, Riggs, Scott, William N. H. Smith, Stanton, Ste- 
venson, Stout, Thomas, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Wood- 
ruff, Woodson and Wright—56. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, 
Ashley, Beale, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burling- 
ame, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Casc, Coburn, 
Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Conway, Covode, 
James Craig, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, 
Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Eng- 
lish, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, John ‘T. Harris, Haskin, 


Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, Holman, Wiliam A. Howard, H 
Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Kenyon, i 


Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Long- 
necker, Loomis. Lovejoy, McClernand, McKean, McPher- 
son, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Mortijl, fsaac N. Mor- 


ris, Olin, Palmer, Pettit, Phelps, Poitie, Edwin R. Rey- | 


nolds, John H. Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, James C. 
Robinson, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spautding, Spin- 
ner, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, 


Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, 


Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, . Ellihn B.. 

Washburne, Wells, Wilson, and Windom—104, : 3 
So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
Twentieth amendment: i 


For payment to the orphans and their heirs, provided for: 
in the first article of the treaty of 1832, with the Creek In-` 
dians, and to be in lieu of the investment of $200,000.re- 
quired to be made by the sixth article of the treaty of 1856, 
with the same Indians; the general couneil of the Creeks, 
representing both the nation and the orphans, having pro- 
posed and agreed to substitute the present invested fundof 
said orphans, arising from the sale of their lands under the 
treaty of 1832, for and in place ofthe investment of $200,000 
for purposes of cducation, required by the sixth article of 
the treaty of 1856, and that said amount shall be paid to said 
orphans and their heirs, which arrangement has been. sanc- 
tioned and approved by the Department of ‘the Interior; 
payment to be made to said orphans and their heirs under 
such regulations or instructions as the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall prescribe, $200,000: Provided, That the amount 
herein provided for shall be expended within the present , 
fiscal year. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


The amendment was non-concurred in: 
Twenty-first amendment: 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That there be paid to 
the United States agent for the Witchetas and other Indians 
in the country leased by the Choctaws to the United States, 
the annual salary of $1,500, from the date of the commis- 
sion of the present incumbent. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-second amendment: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That for the relief of 
destitute Indians, and with the view of preventing suffer- 
ing and starvation among the Indian tribes who have failed 
in raising crops from the drought of last summer, there be 
appropriated the sum of $50,000: And provided, That the- 
amountshall be expended, ifnecessary, within the present 
fiscal year. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the several amendments were concurred 
in ornon-concurred in; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr.SHERMAN. I move that a committee of 
conference be appointed on the part of this House, 
and invited on the part of the Senate, on the dis« 
agreeing votes to this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and Messrs. 
Petes, Ernerince, and Granam, were ap- 
pointed conferees on the part of the House. 


CALIFORNIA WAR DEBT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I promised to call up the 
bill in relation to the California war debt for the 
purpose of agreeing to an amendment. 

- There being no objection, the bill was taken 
up, and the following amendment was concurred 
int 

Section one, at the end of thereof, add the following: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury, when the said ex- 
penses of the State of California shall have been audited 
and allowed, shall be, and be hereby is, authorized to pay 
the same in bonds of the United States authorized to be 
issued by the act of February 8, 1861. 

Mr. BURCH moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in; and also " 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. : ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of members 
of the House of Representatives, two hundred thousand 
extra copics of the agricultural Patent Office report for 1860, 
and fifteen thousand extra copies for official distribution 
by the Departmentof the Interior: Provided, That said re- 
port shail be printed in brevier type, and be comprised 
within four hundred and cighty pages, octavo. 

Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agrecd to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MECHANICAL PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY also, from the same committee, 
reported the following resolution; which wasread, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed, in addition to the usual 
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nümber of the rechanical part of the Patent Office report 
for 1860, ten thousand copies for the use of the Patentoffice, 
and thirty thousand. copies for the use of the members of 
the House. 

Mr. GURLEY moved. to reconsider the. vote 
by. which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY also, from the same committee, 
reported the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be priuted five thousand extra cop- 
ies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution for the year 


3860—three thousand for the use of members of the House, 
and two thousand for the use of said Institution. 


Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. GURLEY. Lask that Senate bill No. 46, 
supplementary to the joint resolution in relation 
to the public printing, be taken up and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Tt was so ordered. 


OREGON AND WASHINGTON WAR DEBT. 


Mr. STANTON, from the committee of con- 
ference on the part of the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
No. 11)to provide for the payment of the expenses 
incurred by the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
ington in the suppression of Indian hostilities in 
the years 1855 and 1856, reported that the com- 
mittee had agreed to recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate agree to the House amendment, with 
the following smendments: 

1. Strike out of the thirteenth line, in section one, the 
words “two hundred and fifty,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words * four hundred 3” so that it will read, “ $2,400,- 
000.7? 

2. Strike out the second proviso to the first section, and 
insert iri lieu thereof the tollowing: ‘ Provided, hat said 
Auditor bv, and he hereby is, authorized and directed tore- 
ecive additional evidence as to the amount or value of sup- 
plies, transportation, and personal services, and to correct 
errors in his former report touching the swane 3 and in cases 
where supplies were furnished at points in either of said 
Territories where similar supplies were not furnished to the 
regular Army, during the hostilities tor which the volun. 
teers were engaged, he shall allow for such supplies the 
prices paid for similar supplies to the regular Army at the 
most convenient point where any supplies were furnished 
during said time, adding thereto the cost of transportation 
to the point where such supplies were furnished to said 
volunteers’? 

3, Strike out ofseection four all after the enacting clause, 
and insert: “ That for the payment of the claims provided 
for in this act, the Seeretary ofthe ‘Treasury may, ifhe deem 
it expedient, issue to the claimants, or their legal represent- 
atives, bonds of the United States of denominations of not 
less than fifty doNars, redeemable in twenty years, and 
bearing interest atthe rate of six percent. perannumm, with 
coupons attached, and payable annually or semi-annually, 
at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

* The question being on the adoption of the re- 
ort, 

Mr. BARR called for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was adopted; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

ABSTRACTED BONDS. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Tam instructed by 
the select committee, to whom was referred the 
subject of the bonds abstracted from the Interior 
Department, to reporta joint resolution as a sub- 
atitute for the resolution reported by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Craic.] They believe 
that the interests of the Government will be pro- 
moted by its passage. 


There being no abjection, a joint resolution, | 


making provision for the recovery of certain bonds 
belonging to the Indian trust fund, and for other 
purposes, was read a first and second time. 


the United States to make a full and equitable set- 
tlement and adjustment of all claims and accounts 
against the United States, held by William H. 


Russell, of the State of Missouri, or any business | 


firm or company engaged in the service of the 
United States with which he is, or had been, con- 


| believe the parties selected, on motion of the gen- 


nected; said commissioners to have power te send 
for persons and papers, and to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses, and to sit at such place as may 
best subserve the objects of their appointment. 
Any sum or balance ascertained to be due to Rus- 
sell, is to be held by the proper Department, sub- 
ject to the order of the Secretary of the Interior, 
who is directed to receive and apply the same to 
the purchase and restoration to the Department of 
the Interior of State stocks of the same character 
and class as those received by Russell from God- 
ard Bailey; provided that the expenses of the com- 
mission are to be paid by Russell, and are, in 
no case, to be a charge on the Government; pro- 
vided further, that before the award is rendered, 
Russell shall furnish means to the Secretary of 
the Interior wherewith to purchase one hundred 
bonds of the character and description aforesaid; 
and provided further, that if Russell shall fail or 
refuse to furnish such means, the award of the 
commissioners is to be void and of no effect; oth- 
erwise to be final and conclusive. 

Mr. PHELPS. I propose to fill the blank 
with the following names: Groner E, Puen of 
Ohio, J. Morrison Harris of Maryland, and 
Cuarues Case of Indiana. Two of these gen- 
tlemen are members of the select committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. Irise not for the purpose 
of interposing the single objection which I sup- 
pose would defeat the consideration of this joint 
resolution; but merely for the purpose of saying 
that, as a member of this select committee, 1 dis- 
sent from the report which recognized the passage 
of this or any other similar resolution by this 
House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If thisdebate is to go on, I 
must interpose my objection to the introduction 
of the resolution. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I do not want to 
debate; but I desire merely to state that four mem- 
bers of the select committee concurred in this res- 
olution; and if the Flouse will indulge me a single 
moment, I will point out the difference between 
this resolution and the one introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, and referred to our com- 
mittee. And as I desire to move the previous 
question, and believe that if the House is satisfied, 
as they will be if they understand it, that its ef- 
fect will be to secure for the Government the resto- 
ration of these bonds to the amount of $100,000, 
while if it is not passed, in all probability noth- 
ing will be secured, there will be no objection to 
it, I wish just to make this statement. 

Several MemBens~ Move the previous question. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Llinois. Very well, sir. I 
will then simply remark, that itscems to me that | 
the resolution is evidently just and proper, and 
very much for the interest of the United States 
that it shall be adopted. I move the previous 
question. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to ask a question 
of the gentleman forinformation. I understand, | 
from the reading of the joint resolution, that these 
commissioners to be appointed are to receive no 
pay from the Government. Now, what I want 
to know is, whether they are to receive no pay at 
all for the labors imposed upon them, or whether 
they are to be paid by the party from whom the 
bonds are to be reclaimed? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. The commissioners 
are to be paid by Mr. Russell, out of his own | 
pocket. 

Mr. STANTON. Then all I have to say is, 
that I do not want commissioners who are to de- 
cide upon the interests of this Government, and 
who are paid by the adverse party. If there are 
to be such commissioners appointed, I wantthem 
to be paid by the Government. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ellinois. In reply tothe remark 
of the gentleman from Ohio, I have this to say: Li 


tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Puenrs,] to be the | 
commissioners, provided for under this resolution, 
are-men who are above suspicion—men who will 
discharge their duty faithfully and honestly to the 
Government, Two of the gentlemen named hav- ; 


| ing served on this committee, and being familiar 
it appoints three commissioners on the part of 


t 
with all this transaction, are, it seems to me, very | 
properly selected to constitute a part of the com- ! 
mission, I will say that the resolution introduced | 
by the gentleman from Missouri, provided only j 
that Mr. Russell should draw the money from thel 
Treasury to buy the bonds with; there was no | 
obligation, on his part, to furnish any additional | 


amount. This resolution is essentially different 
in its provisions. It provides that Mr. Russell 
shall furnish bonds to the amount of $100,000, 


“and that the money shall remain subject to the 


order of the Secretary of the Interior, instead of 
Mr. Russeli’s order. H differs, also, materially, 
in other respects. Iam satisfied that, if the House 
understands the resolution, there can be be no ob- 
jection to it; and I move the previous question. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that a single 
objection will defeat the introduction of the reso- 
lution; and I therefore object. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. It has already been 
received; and I have demanded the previous ques-. 
tion upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
formation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objec- 
tion comes too late. The resolution has been 
twice read, and a motion made to lay it on the 
table. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Isay to the House, 
that if they lay the resolution on the table, it will 
involve the loss of $100,000 in bonds. I speak 
knowingly upon the subject, for I have investi- 
gated it. Now, sir, if the gentleman from Ohio 
has any objection to the commissioners being 
paid by Mr. Russell, I am willing to modify the 
resolution; and I suppose there will be no objec- 
tion, so as to provide for their payment by the 
Government. 

Mr. STANTON. l want to say, upon that sub- 
ject, that I have as much confidence in these gen- 
tlemen as in any other gentlemen in this House, 
or out of it; but I object to any parties employed 
by the Government, to decide in reference to the 
interests of the Government, being paid by the 
adverse party. 

Mr. CONKLING obtained the floor, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. [rise toa privi- 
leged question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not suppose that the 
floor can be taken from me in that way. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I do not desire 
to interfere with the rights of my friend from 
New York, but this is a matter on which I think 
I have the right to be heard. I will not take the 
floor from the gentleman, however. 

Mr. CONKLING. If my friend fiom Mary- 
land does not desire the floor, I will make this in- 
quiry—and,in doing it, I wish to assure my friend 
from Hlinois and the Elouse that my objection to 
the resolution does not arise in respect to the gen- 
tlemen selected to constitute this commission; be- 
cause, if I may be permited to say so much, no 
better men could have been selected from any 
quarter upon any terms: I desire to ask the Chair 
whether a single objection would not prevent the 
consideration of this resolution? > 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
resolution has been received, and is properly be- 
fore the FIouse? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. I desire to say 
further, that the object of this commission is not 
to deprive the Government of any right it ma 
have to prosecute its claims against Mr. Russell. 
I trust the gentleman from Ohio will withdraw his 
motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well. I will withdraw 
the motion to lay upon the table. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. ` 

Mr. PHELPS., I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the resolution, 

Mr. JENKINS. 1 desire to inquire, for in- 
formation, before I vote, whether the resolution, 
as it now stands, provides for allowing Mr. Rus- 
sell to pay these commissioners. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I propose so to 
modify the resolution, if there be no objection. 

Several Memsens objected. 

Mr. BARR. I move to lay the whole subject 
upon the table. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The previous was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered to be put. 

Mr. LOVEJOY callcd for the ycas and nays on 
the passage of the resolution. 

_ The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. I again appeal to 

the House to allow the resolution to be so mod- 


It was only read for in- 
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ified as to permit these commissioners to be paid 
by the Government. 

Mr. BARR. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. e 
lution before I vote upon it. I hope, therefore, 
it will be allowed to go over until to-morrow, and 
that the House will go into committee, and dis- 
pose of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I wish to inquire 
whether, if this resolution goes over to-day, it 
willcome up as unfinished business in the morn- 
ing? 
derstand it; and I would prefer that it go over, 
and be published in the Globe, so that members 
will understand it. i 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been 
ordered; and the Chair decides that the vote must 
be taken. , 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 19, nays 134; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Barret, 
Cox, Dunn, Fouke, Hatton, Kunkel, Logan, Maynard, 
Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Pendleton, Phelps, 
Sickles, Thomas, Webster, and Woodson—19, 

NAYS—Mossrs. Charles V. Adams, Adrain, Alley, Ash- 
ley, Babbitt, Barr, Beale, Binghain, Blair, Blake, Bouligny, 
Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Buf- 
finton, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Horace F. 
Clark, Clemens, Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, 
Conway, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, Jolin G. Davis, Dawes, 
Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Bly, English, 


Etheridge, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, Gar- 


nett, Gooch, Graham, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, John 
T. Harris, Hickman, Windman, Hoard, Holman, William 
Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutch- 


I desire to read this reso- i 


Į am satisfied that the House does not un-. 


ins, Irvine, Jenkins, Innkin, Kenyon, Kivinger, Larrabee, | 


DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Leake, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Marston, Charles D. Martin, 
McClernand, McKean, MeKenty, McKnight, McPherson, 
Millson, Moorhead, Morrill, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Peyton, 
Porter, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
Jobn H., Reynolds, Rice, Riges 
James C. Robinson, Rufin, Ru Sedgwick, Sherman, 
William N. A. Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
vens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, 
Stokes, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vance, 
Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwatader C.W ash 
burn, Elihu B.Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wins- 
low, Woodruff, and Wright—134, 

So the joint resolution was rejected. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. CLARK, of New York, said: Seeing no 
reason for withdrawing this claimant from the 
ordinary procedures of the courts of justice, I 
vote “no.”? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, said: Mr. Speaker, 
as I am satisfied that the House does not under- 
stand the pending proposition, I propose to with- 
draw it until another and more favorable oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. BINGHAM. TI object. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois, subsequently stated 
that he was advised that the gentleman who had 
objected to his withdrawing his proposition would 
not continue the objection; and he therefore again 
asked to withdraw his proposition. 

Mr. CONKLING and Mr, RUST renewed the 
objection, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that, by unanimous 
consent, the reading of the names be dispensed 
with, 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RUST moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT ELECT. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope that 
the gentleman from Ohio will give way to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. BARR. ‘I object, unless he yields to me, 
also. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must submit my motion, 
that the rules be suspended, and the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise to a 
question of high privilege. The committee ap- 
pointed to wait upon the President and Vice Pres- 
ident clect, and inform them of their election, have 


discharged that duty, and directed me to submit | 


a report. 

Mr, Lincoln said, in reply to the commitice 
when notified of nis election to the office of Pres- 
ident of the United States for the next four years, 
as follows: 

“GENTLEMEN: With deep gratitude to my eountrymen 


Christopher Robinson, | 


yee 


for this mark of their confidence, with a distrust of my own 
ability to perform the required duty under the most favor- 
able circumstances, now rendered doubiy difficult by exist- 
ing national periis, yet with a firar reliance on the strength 
of our free Governmentand the ultimateioyalty of the peo- 
ple to the just principies upon which it is founded, and, 
above all, an unshaken faith in the Supreme Ruler of na- 
tions, L accept this trust. Be pleased to signify my aécept- 
ance to the respective Houses of Congress,” 

’ Mr. Hamlin, the Vice President elect, in re- 
sponse to the committee, said: 

* GENTLEMEN: You will please communicate to the re- 
spective Houses of Congress my acceptance of the trust 
confided to me by a generous people. And while itisa po- 
sition which i neither sought nor desired, f am truly grate- 
| ful for the cotifidence reposed in me, and#deeply sensible 
of the obligations it imposes, it shall be my earnest effort 
to discharge my duty in that manner which shall subserve 
the interests of the whoie country.” 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE OF FIVE. 
Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, from the special 


committee of five, submitted a majority report. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I want it under- 
i| stood that the minority of the committee shall 
| have leave to submita minority report. The great 
press of business at this Jate stage of the session 
jj will not enable them to present it at thistime. I 
trust that the House will give permission to the 
|| minority to file its report even after the session has 
closed, if it cannot be sooner prepared. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
that permission will be granted. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Ido not object 
to the minority of the committee submitting a re- 
port during the existence of the session. [think 


|| that to that extent they ought to be granted the 


privilege of putting in theirreport. But, sir, after 
this Congress has expired, we cannot order that 
they shall submit, or that the clerks and reporters 
shall receive, a minority report. 

| Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, I totally and 
entirely dissent from the report just presenied by 
the committee. I desire an opportunity of pre- 
senting my views in writing, if } shall have the 
privilege of doing so. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Nobody will 
object to that, if it be done before the expiration 
of Congress, 

Mr. BRANCH. Fdo not know whether the 
point made by the gentleman from Michigan is 
well taken or not, that the minority report, if sub- 
mitted, it must be done during the session or not 
at all; but, sir, it is obvious that to require the 
minority of the committee to answer an elaborate 
and voluminous report of fifty or sixty pages of 
manuscript between now and Monday next, while 
this House is sitting nine to twelve hours every 
day, is equivalent to denying us the privilege. 
And I now enter my dissent, in tote cælo, to the 
report of the majority. 

Ar. HOWARD, of Michigan. I move that the 
report be ordered to be printed in the Globe; and 
also that the papers and evidence accompanying 
it be laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The question was taken; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

'The report is as follows: 

The select committee of five, appointed on the 9th of 
; January, to whom has been referred two special messages 
of the President, and sundry other papers 
respectfully report that they have diligently considered the 
several matters referred to them by the House, and, under 
the authority conferred to report “ trom time to time,” have 


ing subjects, to wit: 

4. ‘The protection of the publie property, accompanied by 
a bill to provide for calling forth the militia, and accept the 
services of volunteers in certain cases. 

2. The collection of the revenue, with a bill. 

3. On the subject of a secret hostile organization or con- 
spiracy to seize the capital, &e. 

4, The position of the ships, resignations of naval offi- 
cers, &e. 

5. On the subject of treating with persons who claim to 
| have seceded and established independent governments 
within the bounds of the United States. 

It nowy remains to consider briefly the remaining subjects 
i} intrusted to your commiitee. ‘The committee have been 
i} in session nearly every day since they were appointed. 
Among the great variety of subjects before them, they have 
diligently considered a Jarge number of petitions and me- 
; Mortals on ute subject of conciliation and compromise, and, 
i} white they earnestly desire that peace and harmony may 
be restored to our distracted country, on the basis of justice 
nd equality in all sections, with a full recognition of ali 
constitutional rights and obligations, yet, in view of the 
et that there a o many and so well-considered prop- 
ions aiready before the House, they have deemed it in- 
any recoinmendations On the subject, 
; and they report back all papers relating to the same. 

Under the instructions of the House, the committee were 
to make inquiry and report as to the seizure of certain forts 


a 


at different times, | 


heretofore submitted five special reports, upon the follow- | 


and arsenals, revenue cutters, and other property of the i 


United States.- The rapid development of.acts of--lawiesg. 
violence in a portion of the Confederacy ; the notoriety and 
undisputed character of the facts have,-perhaps,.rendered 
exact and official inquiry less important. than.could have 
been anticipated on these subjects, All the information the 
committee deemed necessary has been obtained in the forny 
of communications from the Exeeutive Departmentsof the 
Government, and is herewith communicated. But in pró- 
portion as the necessity of proof of-their existence bas dis, 
ininished, the consideration.of their magnitude and import- 
ance has been rendered difficult and more imperative. Phe 
state of things, whether we call it secession, rebellion, or 
revolution, considered in its magnitude and character, pre- 
sents questions unsurpassed in importance by any ver 
presented Lo this or any other Government... lt becomes a 
question of existence to the Government, and involves. not 
only the happiness of the thirty-one million of our own 
present population, but of more than ten times that number 
of their unborn descendants, and the hopes of the friends of. 
free government. throughout the world. It is time for the 
American Congress to consider what the civilization of the 
world, the hopes of mankind, and the spirit.of the fathers 
hovering over us, expect us to do, 

One of the most remarkable. things ever developed in the 
history of any country is the steadiness, uniformity, and 
power of the ratio of the increase of our population. For 
seventy years it has scarcely changed, and is as strong. to- 
day, on a basis of thirty million, as it was when we had but 
five million of inhabitants. At doubles our population once 
in twenty-five years. Could we conceive it possible for this 
same ratio to continue for ‘twice seventy years more, the 
year A. D. 2000 would find within our bounds sixteen bun- 
dred million of people. The question as to what shall be the 
condition of this vast multitude, and whether the spirit of 
anarchy, lawlessness, and violence on tbe one hand, or of 
Oppression and tyranny on the other, shall prevent, under 
the inevitable laws of population, their existence at all, 
and turn this heritage into a barren waste, may well lead us 
to pause and consider, and when we have discovered our 
duty, apply ourselves to its discharge with unceasing del- 
ity and with unflinching firmness. Hitherto our progress is 
without a parallel, And whatever may be the tate of the 
Republic ; if itshalt crumble into dust bythe folly and mad- 
ness of the hour, not only unchecked, but permitted, and 
even aided, by the rashness on the one hand, or imbecility 
on the other, of those who exercise brief authority in its 
different departments, the memorials of its greatness and 
beneficences, its glory and renown, of the hopes and fears 
that lave hitberto clustered around it, and the disinter- 
ested patriotism and the sterling virtues of its founders 
are at least sccure. So much is safe. ‘Their genial influ- 
ence will ever continue to be felt, and- bless our race till 
time shall end. $ 

What, then, is secession? This question forces itself 
upon our attention at every step. Hither in its legal or con- 
stitutional aspect, or in its revolutionary character, or in 
the fearful consequences of its unchecked progress, it meets 
us at every step; it shapes all policy ; il imposes new and 
imperative duties; and, since it threatens the existence of 
the Government itself, its treatment should command the 
wisdom and patriotism of the nation. Self-preservation is 
the first law of a nation. The power to defend its imple- 
ments of self-preservation is one of the clearest of ail its 
powers. We caunot conceive of a nation without the 
power to build and defend forts, and all implements of war, 
within its own jurisdiction. And yet secession clabns to 
have seized, within sixty days, fourteen forts, costing 
$5,580,858, and mounting eleven hundred and twenty-four 
guns. ‘hese forts are not only held against the United 
States, but two others are closely besieged, and assault is 
every day threatened, ‘The arsenals, the arms, the revénue 
cutters, the custom-houses, the post offices, the mints, the 
money, and even the hospitals of the United States, are 
seized and held with impunity. The operations of commerce 
are impeded. Seven States claim to have released them- 
selves trom all constitutional obligation ; to have disrupted 
the Government, and formed a new and independent con- 
federacy in the bouiids of the United States, allin the name 
of secession; and yet we ure told secession is not only a 
peaceful but constitutional remedy, as if the Constitution 
had provided for its own destruction by an inconsiderable 
fraction of the power that made it. 2 

To show the utter baselessness of this claim as a consti- 
tutional remedy, it is ouly necessary to consider that the 
ordinance of secession in any one of the States can by no 
possibility rise higher, as a sovereign act of the State, than 
a State constitution adopted by an organie convention. If 
we concede al} possible regularity and formality in the con- 
vention, and the fullest sanction of the people of the State to 
the ordinance of secession, it is still no higber than the or- 
ganic law of the State; just high enough, in fact, to be sub- 
ordinate to the Constitution of the United States, Article 
sixth, section one, of the Coustitution, declares : 

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land ; and the 
judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything in 
the constitution [ordinance of secession] or laws of any 
State to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

Tie committee content themselves with this simple state- 
ment, to show the unconstitutionality of the whole pro- 
ceeding. ae i . 

It is also clear that the claim is destructive of the first 
principles of government in every form. For the rightful 
powers of governments are made up of such individual, na- 
{ tural rights as bave been surrendered by individuals for the 
| purpose of obtaining from the governments thus created 
; security and protection for their remaining rights. The 

powers of a State in the Union are derived from the indi- 
! viduals of the State. Hence the maxim of our fathers: 
ji € Ali Governments derive their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed, Whether we consider the Govern- 
ment of the United States as a compact between the States 
or asa Union of the whole people, secession is equally 
illegal and absurd, and equally destructive of the first prin- 
ciples of all government. if our Government be only a 
compact between the States, the States, in forming the 
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exercised’ only such power as they had derived 
from the people. - And if a State resume the power—that 

fs, secede—it follows, irresistibly, that each ‘individual of 
the State may resume his sovereignty, even while march- 
ing to the gallows, and all laws be practically nullified, and 
government rendered impossible. - Secession, if admitted, 
would not only destroy the noble fabric of our fathers, but 
plunge the world into barbarism and anarchy by rendering 
all government impossible. 

The committee therefore adopt the language of President 
Buchanan in his last annual message—that “ secession is 
revolution ;.itmay be justifiable revolution; but itis, never- 
theless, revolution.» In the language of President Jack- 
son, * itis incompatible with we existence of the Union, 
contradiéted by the letter of tlie Constitution, unauthorized 
by its spirit, inconsistent with every principle on which it 
it-was founded, and destructive of the great objects for 
which it was formed.’? 

Since secession is thus hostile to the existence of the 
Government, and self-preservation is the highest duty of 
every Government, it follows, in the present emergency, 
that “ the dutiés of the Government become the measure of 
its powers; and whenever it fails to exercise the power 
necessary and proper to the discharge ofthe duty prescribed 
by the Constitution, it violates the public trust not less than 
it would in transcending its proper limits. ‘Vo refrain, 
therefore, from the high and solemn duties, {imposed by 
the present condition of the country,] however painful 
the performance may be, and thereby tacitly permit the 
rightful authority of the Government to be contemned, and 
its laws obstructed by asingte State, would neither com- 
port with its own safety, nor the rights of the great body of 
the American people.” 

But when the secessionists are driven to admit that it has 
no legal basis, the ever ready reply is, that we have no 
power to coerce a State. This only creates a false issue, 
and diverts attention from the true one. 

This was so clearly stated in a recent debate by a distin- 
guished Senator, that the committee adopt liis language as 
their own. His statement may be deemed the more im- 
portant, from his supposed connection with the incoming 
Administration. 

“The President says, that no State has the right to se- 
cede, but we have no constitutional power to make war 
againsta State. The dilemma results from an assumption 
that those who, in such a case, act aguinst the Federal 
Government, act lawfully as a State; although manifestly 
they have perverted the power of the State to an unconsti- 
tutional purpose. A class of politicians in New England 
set up this theory, and attempted to practice upon it in our 
war with Great Britain. Mr. Jefferson did not hesitate to 
say that States must be kept within their constitutional 
sphere by imputsion, if they could not be held there by at- 
traction. Secession was then held to be inadmissible in 
the face of a public enemy. Butif it is untenable in one 
cage, it is necessarily so in all others. I fully admit the 
originatity, the sovereignty, and the independence of the 
several States within their sphere. But Lhold the Federal 
Government to be equally original, sovereign, and inde- 
pendent within its sphere. And the government of the State 
can no more absolve the people residing within its limits 
from altegiance to the Union, than the Government of the 
Union can absolve them from allegiance to the State. ‘The 
Constitution of the United States, and the laws made in 
pursuance thereof, nre the supreme law of the land, para- 
mount to all legislation of the States, whether made under 
the Constitution, or by even their organic conventions, 
T'he Union can be dissolved, not by secession, with or with- 
out armed force, but only by the voluntary consent of the 
people of the United States, collected in the manner pre- 
scribed by the Constitution of the United Stutes.”” 

But, however baseless secession may be, in a legal or 
constitutional aspect, however destructive of the great prin- 
ciples upon which all government rests, it is, nevertheless, 
an existing fact, as a revolutionary movement of vast pro- 
portions, involving the interests of our own people, the ex- 
istence of the Government and the hopes of mankind. It 
is multiplying its acts of hostility daily 5 it is enlarging its 
claims of sovereignty : it has declared seven of the States 
independent nations ; it has organized six of them into a 
separate confederacy, within our own bounds, and by chaim- 
ing exclusive jurisdiction, it denies the authority and con- 
teinns the laws and treaties of the United States. 

What, then, is the duty of the Government in the exist- 
ing emergency? To what extent does it possess the powers 
to meet it? These questions force themselves upon our at- 
tention at every step. Perhaps the first duty is, to ascer- 
tain the causes of the disaffection and revolutionary move- 
inent, so that, if it be possible, the causes of discontent may 
be removed, and the integrity of the Union and the peace 
ofthe country restored. ‘hese States claim that their rights 
have been infringed, and their peace and equality threat- 
ened, not because of anything that the Government has 
done or proposed to do, for it has been substantially under 
their control; but because of certain legislation upon the 
statute-books of other States, and a spirit of hostility to- 
wards the institutions of the South, alleged to exist in the 
northern States. 

It is conceded that the right of revolution is a sacred 
right of the people. But in our system of Government it is 
not aright that pertains to the State. The powers of the 
State government are clear and distinct from those of the 
General Government, each designed to move in its own 
sphere; and it is impossible to suppose that the one has the 
right of revolution against the other. It might as weil be 
alleged that the State of South Carolina had the right of 
revolution against the Government of Great Britain, as 
against the Government of the United States acting within 
its prescribed limits. Butif, for the sake of the argument, the 
right of revolution, as pertaining to a State, is conceded to 
any one of the thirty-four States, this necessarily implies 
the right, on the part of the thirty-three remaining States, 
to canvass the propricty of its exercise, and to resist it by 
their combined power, inasmuch as it involves interests 
common to all. 

‘In this view, it is a right dependent upon the power 
to enforce it. 
preéxist, and cannot be wholly surrendered, is necessarily 
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Such a right, though it may be admitted to | 


subjected to limitations in all free Governments,and in com- 
pacts of all kinds, freely and voluntarity entered into, and 
in which the interests and welfare of the individual become 
identified with those of the community of which he is a 
member. In-compacts between individuals, however deeply 
they may affect tbeir relations, those principles are ac- 
knowledged to create asacred obligation. And in compacts 
of civil Governments, involving the liberty and happiness 
of millions of mankind, the obligation cannot be less.’? 

If these States had no real grievance, they could have no 
right of revolution. Tfeauses of grievance exist, they must 
necessarily exhaust all peaceful and constitutional reme- 
dies before they could ask the adhering States to allow the 
exercise of a revolutionary right on their part. 

What are the alleged causes of grievance? Mainly the 
legislation of other States, and the alleged hostility of their 
peopte against the institutions of a portion ®f the States. 
While the legislation of some of the States, called “ per- 
sonal liberty bills” has been treated as aseriousgrievance, 
it is a singular fact that no effort has been made to bring 
any one of those laws to the judicial test provided by the 
Constitution. Nor, so far as your committee are aware, 
has any one case ever arisen in which the enforcement of 
their rights has been obstructed by any of these laws. How, 
then, do they furnish cause of revolution. 

Nor are your committee able to persuade themselves that 
the hostility to the institutions of the South on the part 0 
the people of the North is greater now than it was twenty- 
five years ago, or that they demand any legislation on the 
part of Congress in regard to slavery that was not common 
to, and the recognized policy of, each of the first twelve 
Administrations under the Constitution. But even if we 
concede all that is claimed, stili the fact forces itself upon 
our attention that no attempt has been made on the part of 
the disaffected States, or those who sympathize with them, 
to change the Constitution, or to meet the people of the 
adhering States in a national convention to secure a peace- 
ful separation. 

So far from all possible means of redress short of revolu- 
tion having been resorted to and exhausted, not one of the 
steps that must necessarily precede the rightful exercise of 
revolution has been taken. While conservative and loyal 
citizens have earnestly sought conciliation and compro- 
mise, the secessionists have been loudest in their enun- 
ciations of all attempts at reconciliation. ‘They declare the 
Government is dissolved, and scout the efforts of theirsym- 
patbizers and natural allies for reconstruction. 

One of the great sources of trouble would secem to be the 
proper disposition of the Territories of the United States. 
And yet all the Territories which they claim forthe use and 
occupation of their system of labor, are already under or- 
ganic laws adopted as compromises but ten years since, 
and mainly at their own dictation. 

The true explanation of all this difficulty was disclosed 
in the debates in the South Carolina convention, immedi- 
ately after the adoption of the ordinance of secession, on 
the 20th of December, 1860. One member arose in his place 
and declared: ** We have this day consummated the work 
of forty years ;” to which another member responded: “ We 
have pulled down the temple of one Government, and we 
must now construct another? Our Government has ex- 
isted in its present form for seventy-two years; and if trea- 
son has been festering for more than forty years of that time, 
it will hardly do to attribute the present difficulties to the 
state of public sentiment in the other portion of the Con- 
federacy. While itis true that many patriotic and loyal 
citizens in those States have been excited to madness and 
frenzy, and have voted for secession under a total misap- 
prehension, produced by the grossest misreprescntations, 
your committee are forced to believe that hostility to the 
Government has long existed and has become wide-spread 
throughout those States. Perhaps one third of those who 
voted tor secession did so under the belief that it was the 
intention of the incoming Administration to seek to over- 
throw slavery within the bounds of the States by the power 
of the General Government as itis, or to force such amend- 
ments of the Constitution as would accomplish it. Lt is 
nevertheless true that not one intelligent man who voted 
for Mr. Lincoln can be found who ever dreamed or desired 
such a thing, or would tolerate it if possible. Indeed, the 
freedom of the tree States rests upon the exercise of the 
sovereignty of their States; the slavery of the slave States 
rests equally upon the exercise of the sovereignty of their 
States. ‘To permit the abolition of slavery in any one of the 
shive States by the power of the General Government would 
be to admit its right to establish it in all the free States. 
Against this the whole body of the northern people are un- 
alterably opposed; and so far from seeking the exercise of 
any such power in the slave States, it would meet from 
them the stcrnest resistance. 

The execution of the fugitive slave law has been a sourve 
of contention. But the President informs us, in his mes- 
sage, that the law has been executed in every contested 
ease during his Administration. Atall events, ifthe amend- 


ment should be adopted which has been reported by the i 


committee of thirty-three, and which is now before the 
House, the law would be rendered more effective to secure 
the rights of the South, while it would be farless odious to 
the people of the North, Be this as it may, it has been 
demonstrated that the percentage of toss on runaway slaves 
is less than that on horses, or any other property. Viewed 
with reference to the aggregate value of that species of 
property, the loss is indeed very small. 

Some difficulty in regard to the rendition of fugitives from 
justice, growing out of local statutes, has arisen. Butit 
would seem to be of easy adjustment. And itis almost the 
only remaining grievance. 

When we consider that no effort has been made to secure 
a peaceful separation of the States under this Government, 
by the assent of the people in their sovereign capacity, but 
instead, there have been acts of revolution, hostility to the 


Government, the seizure of its forts, the robbery of its treas- | 


ure, the exciusion of its jurisdiction, aud preparations for 
war, your committee are torced to the conclusion that the 
difficulties growing out of the existence ofslavery, however 
viewed by the common people, are, so far as the leaders of 
this revolutionary movement are concerncd, but a mere pre- 
tense ; their real object being to overthrow the Government, 


that a separate southern confederacy, of a military charac- 
ter, might arise upon its ruins. 

What, then, is the duty of the Government under those 
circumstances? As the Constitution isthe paramount law 
of the land, so it must be the sole guide of every depart- 
ment of the Government in meeting the present emergency. 
Studiously avoiding the exercise of all new or doubtful 
powers in legislation, all approaches to forced judicial con- 
struction, or of executive usurpations, the Government 
must proceed to discharge its constitutional obligations with 
moderation, with prudence, with wisdom, but with un- 
swerving steadiness and firmmess. ‘To this course every 
officer of the Government is impelled by the sanctions of 
his oath; by the sacred memories of our fathers; by the 
past glories of the model republic of all past time; by the 
hopes and interests of the teeming millions of our present 
population, and of all that are to come after us. 

The great feature of our system is, that the people make 
the laws, and that they obey the laws which they them- 
selves have made. Hence, “ the Government will appeal 
to that political sense which exhorts obedience to the laws 
of the country, as the highest duty of the citizen. It will 
appeal to the moral power in the community. If that ap- 
peal be in vain, it will appeal to the judiciary. Ifthe mild 
arm of the judiciary be not sufficient to execute the laws, 
it will cali out the civil force to sustain the Jaws. If that 
be insufficient, God save and protect us from the last re- 
sort!” If the evil then come, the responsibility will not be 
upon the Government. “The Executive must take care 
that the laws be faithfully executed;” tlie Congress must 
« provide for calling forth the militia to execute the laws 
of the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel invasions;?? 
“to make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution all the powers vested by the Con- 
stitution in the Government of the United States, orin any 
department or officer thereof.” The Constitution makes 
no provision for releasing any of its officers or agents from 
the obligations of the oath it requires them to take. How- 
ever painful the duty thereby imposed upon them may be, 
it cannot be omitted without involving the destruction of 
the Government, and incurring the guilt of perjury. 

Nor can there be any heed given to any one of the false 
and deceitful issues attempted to be raised; such as coercing 
a State—making war upon a State. All these pleas are 
fallacious, deceitful, and false, if not traitorous. The 
Government will act only in the strict line of duty in the 
discharge of its constitutional functions and obligations, 
and whatever force it may attempt or use, will be strictly 
on the defensive. Woe to those individuals or combina- 
tion of individuals who shall persistently violate their con- 
stitutional obligations, and expect protection from a State 
when no State can rightfully act in the premises. 

The sovereign people of this country have seen fit to em- 
brace all the powers of government in two organic forms—~a 
national Union for national purposes, with limited and welt 
defined powers and duties, and State governments for local 
purposes. In theory, at least, they canuot conflict with each 
other, for the reason the powers of the Federal Government 
are clearly defined by a written Constitution, which is made 
supreme in its own sphere, the highest manifestations of 
State sovereignty to the contrary notwithstanding. 

So long as the Gencral Government confines itself to its 
constitutional functions, it is absurd, if not treasonable, to 
characterize the execution of its laws as fic coercion of a 
State. Nay, more, if any State, forgetful of its just rights 
and duties, zo outside of its own proper sphere to obstruct 
the due execution of the laws of the Union, by that very 
act it attempts to coerce the General Government from the 
exercise of its constitutional powers in the discharge of 
duties rendered imperative by the Constitution, Should 
collision ensue, the Government will be acting clearly on 
the defensive. It will neithercoerce a State nor make war 
upon it; butifit fail to exeente its own laws to the extent 
of the power conferred, it will be recreant to the highest 
trust ever conferred by any people, disappoint the hopes of 
a world, and destroy its own existence. The course of the 
Governmnent cannot be doubtful, vor the result uncertain. 
Should the claims of the secessionists be admitted, and 
the deceitful dogmas of coercion obtain the indorsement of 
the people, the revolutionists and their apologists and allies 
would prove themselves, in the language of the Constitu- 
tion’s greatest defender, “ the m skillful ‘ architeets of 
ruin,’ the most effectual extinguishers of high-raised ex- 
pectation, the greatest blasters of human hopes, which any 
age has produced. They wouid stand up to proclaim, in 
tones which would pierce the ears of half of the human 
race, that the last great experiment of representative govern- 
ment had failed.” 

“ Millions of eyes, of those who now feed their inherent 
love of liberty on the success of the American example, 
would turn away from beholding our dismemberment, and 
find no place on earth whercon to rest their gratified sight. 
Amid the incantations and orgies of secession, disunion, 
and revolution, would be celebrated the funeral rites of 
constitutional and republican liberty? 

But no such mad schemes can receive the indorsement of 
the great body of the American people. Weare not Mex- 
icans. We are unaccustomed to violent disruptions and 
peaceful reconstructions of our Government. ‘Phe Anglo- 
Saxon race do not throw away the greatest of all possible 
benefits in a mere fit of frenzy. Ef it required forty years 
to make the people of the first of the seecding States fully 
disloyal to the Union, a hundred will not suffice for the 
great body of the American people to forget their revolu- 
tionary sires, the rich inheritance bequeathed by them, the 
glorious flag of the Union, or even the slumbering dust of 
their Washington. The people will sustain their own Gov- 
ernment, and bold it to the strict line of its constitutional 
duty. Ever holding the olive branch of peace and concil- 
iation before the emblems of its power, it will meet its stern 
responsibilities with firm purpose and a steady hand; it 
will rise above all difficulties and fulfill the highest mission 
of any Government on earth, 

The committee kept a regular journal, and it is hereby 
reported to the House. The committee report sundry ofh- 
cial communications from the heads of Executive Depart- 
ments, and ask that they, with the journal, be printed. 

Ail of which is respectfully submitted. 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, from the spe- 
cial committee of five, reported back sundry me- 
morials; which were laid upon the table. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Is the special committee of 
five yet dissolved? 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. lts report has 
not yet been accepted. 

Mr. HINDMAN. What is the regular order 
of business? 

The SPEAKER. The consideration of these 
special reports from the seleet committec. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, reported the following resolution: 


Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the sev- 
eral reports and evidence submitted by the select commit- 
tee of five be printed and bound in one volume for the 
members of this House. 


The SPEAKER, That resolution, under the 
law, goes to the Committee on Printing. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was reccived from the Senate, by Mr. 
Parton, one of its clerks, notifying the House 
that that body had passed House bill No. 909, for 
the relief of Thomas Chittenden, without amend- 
ment; and House bill No. 852, for the relief of 
certain Chippewa, Ottowa, and Pottawatomie In- 
dians, with amendments, in which he was directed 
to ask the concurrence of the House. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that general debate 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the amendments of the civil appropria- 
tion bill be terminated within five minates after 
the committee shall begin to consider them, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. What was the or- 
der of the House in reference to the report of the 
majority of the select committee of five just sub- 
mitted? Elave the minority a right to print their 
report in the Globe before or after the termina- 
tion of the session? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
the minority have been allowed to print their re- 
port atany time. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to that. We have no 

ower to receive any reports after this Congress 
has expired. 

The question was taken on Mr. Suerman’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the rules 
be suspended jand the House resolve itselfinto the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON. What is the regular order of 
business? 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. STANTON. There are, as I understand, 
two special orders for this day. 

The SPEAKER. There is no special order 

ending now. . 

Mr. STANTON. Is not the report of the se- 
lect committee of thirty-three pending? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. It was postponed 
to take up the civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. BURNETT. What becomes of the force 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. It was not made a special 
order. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope that the House will 
vote down the motion to go into committec, in 
order to take up the bill for raising volunteers. 

Mr. SICKLES. Is debate in order? If it is 
not, I object. 

Mr. STANTON. Ido not mean to be cheated 
out of the consideration of the volunteers bill, if 
I can prevent it, I demand the yeas and nays on 
the motion to go into committee; and, on ordering 
the yeas and nays, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ‘not ordered; and the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. s 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Grow in the chairi 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the question in 
order was the consideration of Senate amendments 
to the civil appropriation bill. 

First amendment of the Senate: 

Increase the appropriation in the following paragraph to 
$250,000 : 

For continuing the survey of the Atlantic and Gulf coast 


of the United States, (including compensation of civilians 
engaged in the work, and excluding pay and emoluments 


of officers of the Army and Navy and petty of officers and 
men of the Navy employed on the work.) $100,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
Means recommend non-concurrence inthe amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

Increase the following ‘appropriation to $130,000 : 

“ Forcoutinuing the survey of the western coast of the 
United States, including compensation of civilians engaged 
in the work, $70,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Third amendment: 

In line twenty-one, strike out “ twenty,” and insert 
in lieu thereof, “ forty 3”? so that the paragraph will read: 

y For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs and keys, 
(including compensation of civilians engaged in the work, 
and excluding pay and emoluments of officers of the Army 
and Navy, and petty officers and men of the Navy employed 
on the work,) $40,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fourth amendment: 

After line thirty-seven, insert the following: 

To provide fora steam vessel in place of the steamer 
Walker, lost by collision at sea, $45,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fifth amendment: 

In line sixty-eight, strike out “ eight,” ahd insert, in uid 
thereof, *¢ five 3”? so that the clause will read: 

Por seamen’s wages, repairs, supplies, and incidental ex- 
penses of forty-five light-vessels, $170,967 70. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Sixth amendment: 

Strike out the following clause : 

“ Por commissions, attwo anda half per centum, to super- 
intendents, on disbursements for objects outside their dis- 
tricts, $12,782 27.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Since the report of the Com- 
mittce of Waysand Means was made, I have read 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which 
has convinced me that that amendment ought to 
be concurred in. I hope, therefore, that it will 
be agreed to. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Seventh amendment: 

In line cighty-nine, strike out expenses,” and insert 
“repairs? in ficu thereof; so that the clause will read: 

For repairs and incidental expenses of nineteen light- 
houses and buildings connected therewith, $10,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. . 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighth amendment: 

In line one hundred and forty-nine insert, after the word 
“bridges,” the words “and the roads appurtenant thereto 
owned by the United States,” so rhat the paragraph will 
read: 


Por repairs of the Potomac, navy-yard, and upper bridges, | 


and the roads appurtenant thereto, owned by the United 
States, $6,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Ninth amendment: 

After line one hundred and sixty-two, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

To complete the inclosing of Judiciary square, in Wash- 
ington city, as required by the sixth scetion of the act of 
the 3d of March, 1857, including the grading of the grounds, 
$10,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Tenth amendment: 

In line one hundred and seventy-two, after the word 
“thirty,”? insert “ five ;” so that the paragraph will read : 

For the support, clothing, and medical and moral treat- 
ment of the insane of the Distriet of Columbia and of the 
Army and Navy and of the revenue service, at the asylum 
in said District, including books and incidental expenses 
of the asylum, £35,500, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. : 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eleventh amendment: 


After line one hundred and seventy-two, insert the fol- 
lowing: 
For repairs and painting of four western or first erected 


sections of the hospital edifice, including: additions té.the 
furniture and gardener’s: houses, and ‘out: buildings. and 
fences; icc-houses, including preserving céflar, extension 
of stable for storage of hay and other fodder, and shelter of 
farm wagons aud carts; and inclosing two sides. of farmi- 
yard with brick wall; improvement of grounds, including 
pavement surrounding all the buildings ; grading and plant- 
Ing trees, paving gutters, and placing. seats inthe pleasure 
grounds of the patients; forcing and green-housés, includ- 
ing apparatus; fitting up two bowling-alleys, one in base- 
ment of each wing, $8,000, : 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence, ? : 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twelfth amendment: 


After line one hundred and eighty-four, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

For extending the stone and brick wall already forming 
a part of the exterior boundary. of a portion of the hospital 
grounds, with a. view of eventually inclosing the whole 
tract in the same way, $10,009. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Thirteenth amendment: ; 

After line one hundred and nincty-four, strike out the 
following: z 

For drawings to illustrate the report of the Commissioner 
of Patents, for the year 1861, $5,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence, 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fourteenth amendment: 

In line one bundred and ninety-nine, after the word 
“procurement,” insert “propagation,” so that the clause 
will read: 

Por collection of agricultural statistics, investigations for 
promoting agriculture and rural economy,and the procure- 
ment, propagation, and distribution of cuttings and seeds, 
$60,600: Provided, however, That in the expenditure of 
this appropriation, and especially in the selection of cut- 
tings and seeds for distribution, due regard shail be had to 
the purposes of general cultivation and the encouragement 
of the agricultural and rural interests of all parts of the 
United States. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
the Senate is unwise 

not agree to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Let the gentleman have it 
as he pleases. The amendment is immaterial, 

The améndment was non-concurred in, 


Fifteenth and sixteenth amendments: 


In line two hundred and eight, strike out “ one thousand 
four hundred,” and insert in jieu thereof“ two thousand 37? 
and add, after the word “dolars,” in Line two hundred 
and eight, the words ‘so much thereof as may be néces- 
Sary, to be applied to the deficiency in that fand for the 
present fiscal year 3” so that the clause will read: 

For expenses of receiving, arranging, and taking care 
of copyright books, charts, and other copyright matter 
$2,000 ; so much thereof as may be necessary to be applied 
to the deficiency in that fund for the present fiscal year, 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. : 
The amendments were concurred in. 


Seventeenth amendment: 

Strike out the following clause; * For the preservation 
and distribution of the collections of the exploring and sur- 
veying expeditions of the Government, and the construc- 
tion of suitable cases to receive said collections, 6,000 37? 
and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

For the distribution of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions of the Government, and the con- 
struction of additional cases to receive such part of said 


l think that amendment of 
; and I hope the House will 


| collections as may be retained by the Government, 36,000 ; 


such distribution tu be ouly to institutions willing to receive 
the same, and at their own expense. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighteenth amendment: 

Tn line two hundred and fifty-four, strike out « twenty,” 
and insert “ thirty’? in lieu thereof; so that the clause will 
read: 

For surveying the pubiie lands and private land claims 
in California, to be disbursed at the rates prescribed by law 
for the different kinds of work, $90,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended non-concurrence. ; 
The amendment was non-concurred jn. 


Nineteenth amendment: 

In Hine two hundred and sixty-two, strike out “ when ?? 
and insert where” in lieu thereof; so that the paragraph 
will read : 

For salary of the clerk detailed for the special service in 
the General Land Office to attend to the unfinished surveys 
in the States where the offices of the surveyors general 
have been closed, $2,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended cancurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


296: 


si Twentieth amendinent: : 
 “Afferdine three hundred and sixty-seven, [a clause pro- 


viding for. the survey of the public lands in Washington 
Territory,] insert the following. proviso. . 
“Provided, That the proviso in the clause of the act ap- 
proved the 23d of June, 1860, appropriating $8,000 to carry 
into effect the act approved the 16th day of May, 1860, cre- 
ating an additional laud ‘district in Washington Territory, 
be; and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recorn- 
mended :non-concurrence. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington Territory. I 
wish: to make a ‘brief statement ia favor of the 
adoption of the amendmentof the Senate. By the 
act of May 16, 1860, an additional land district 
was authorized in the Territory of Washington. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Atthis point the committee’ rose informally; 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, a 
message was received from the Senate, by Mr. 
Parron, one of their clerks, announcing that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, bills of 
the House for the relief of Messrs. Coale & Barr, 
and for the relief of Greenbury M. Watkins, of 
Montgomery county, Maryland. 

Also, that the Senate had adopted the following 
resolution, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives econcurring,) That 
the sixteenth and seventeenth joint rules of the two Houses 
be suspended during the remainder of the present session. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL——-AGAIN. 


- The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union then resumed its session. 
< Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. A proviso 
to the act of June 23, 1960, provided that the sum 
should be paid out of the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands in the new land district. Now, 
in consequence of that proviso, it has been im- 
ossible to put in operation the land office pro- 
vided for by law. Phere have been no lands of- 
fered for public sale in the Territory of Washing- 
ton. Weare growing up there under the system of 
preémption, devolving large duties upon the offi- 
cers of the land office, and making it essential for 
the public convenience and for the transaction of 
the public business, that this office should be put 
into operation. I told the Committee of Ways 
and Means, last session, that that would be the 
effect of the proviso;and I was assured by gentle- 
men of the committee that it was not the intention 
of the committee to prevent the office going into 
operation. 

If this amendment of the Senate be concurred 
in, then we can start that land office, which isab- 
solutelyindispensable, and for the want of which 

reat inconvenience has resulted to the settlers. 
With this brief statement, and with the remark 
that the amendment was unanimously approved 
of in the Senate, and was unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, 
Iclose, by expressing a hope that this committee 
will concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-first amendment: 

In line two hundredand seventy-nine, strike out “ five ” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ three 3” so that the clause will 
read: $ 

For preparing the unfinished records of public and pri- 
vate surveys, to be transferred to the State authorities, 
under the provisions of the act of 12th June, 1840, in those 
districts where the surveys are about being completed, per 
act of 22d of January, 1853, $8,800. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in 


Twenty-sccond amendment: 


After line two hundred and eighty, insert the following: 

‘To supply deficiency in appropriation for expenses for the 
present fiscal year, of transportation of bullion from the 
assay office at New York to the Mint at Philadelphia for 
coinage, $29,000. 

‘The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Twenty-third amendment: 

After line two hundred and eighty-four, insert the follow- 
ing: X 
For constructing on each floor of the Government build- 
ing called * Winder’s Building,” the necessary water-clos- 
ets, urinals, slop-water sinks, and hose cocks, $3,450. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. oi 

The amendment was concurred in 
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Twenty-fourth amendment: 

For payment to George P. Kane, president of the Ex- 
chaiige Company, of Baltimore, for extra work done on the 
post.office building in the city of Baltimore, $9,688 82. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended. non-concurrence. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to say something in 
favor of that amendment of the Senate; and I 
move, pro forma, to increase the appropriation one 
dollar. I have nowin my hand a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that so 
much of the claim of George P. Kane as is spe- 


 cified in that amendment be paid; and that that 


amount was expended in the repair of a building 
owned by the Government of the United States. 
The claim of Colonel Kane, as I am informed, 
amounts to more than the sum specified in this 
amendment; but the Secretary of the Treasury 
only recommends the payment of the sum named 
in the amendment. Iwould have the letter read, 
but I suppose that it is unnecessary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lam somewhat surprised 
that the gentleman from Missouri should speak 
in favor of this amendment, as it violates a well 
known rule, being simply a private claim hitched 
on to this bill by some Senator. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam opposed to placing pri- 
vate claims upon the several appropriation bills; 
but I do not regard this amendment in that light. 
This is an excess in expenditures incurred under 
instructions from the Secretary of the Treasury 
k the repair of this building. A sum of money 

as appropriated for the repair of the building 
which proved inadequate, and the money ex- 
pended in the repairs exceeded the amount pro- 
vided for that purpose—#9,600. I do not, therc- 
fore, regard it as a private claim; and I think the 
money 1s justly due. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. This is a private 
claim, and I think it ought to be allowed to take 
its regular course in the Court of Claims. It has 
no business on the bill, and there is nothing be- 
fore the committee that I know of to justify its 

ay ment. 

Mr. PHELPS withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. HUGHES. I move to amend by reducing 
the amount two dollars. This can scarcely be con- 


| sidered, Mr. Chairman, as coming within the usual 


category of private claims. It is simply for the 
purpose of carrying out a contract on the part of 
the ‘Treasury Department The Senate has intro- 
duced it into this bill; it is recommended by the 
Treasury Department, and seems to come here 
with all the usual and ordinary guarantees of the 
Government for the prevention of fraud. I be- 


‘lieve Lam not wrong in stating that when the bill 


was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, the information was not before that com- 
mittee which | now hold in my hand. The prob- 
ability is—at least I think I have a right to draw 
that conclusion—that the committee would have 
recommended a concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ment if they had been in possession of the in- 
formation which was in the hands of the Senate. 
I trust, sir, that this committee and the House 
will now do justice in this case, follow out the 
recommendation of the head of the Treasury De- 
partment, and concur in the amendment of the 
Senate. 

The question being on Mr. Hucnrs’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, 

Mr. HUGHES, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew it. 

The Senate amendment was non-concurred in. 

Twenty-fifth amendment: 


For incidental and contingent expenses, including wast- 
age of the Mint at Philadelphia, in addition to the sum 
appropriated by the act “ making appropriations for the le- 
gistative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment,” $15,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I do not want to embar- 
rass the proposition; but I have an amendment 
which I desire to present somewhere for the pur- 
pose of testing the sense of the House upon the 
propriety of appropriating sufficient money to 


| finish the building intended to be constructed 
| for the post office and United States courts at 
i Philadelphia. I may say here that the bids au- 


thorized by the act of the last session have been 
made, and I learn at the Treasury Department 
that it will require an additional $100,000 to con- 
struct this building. In order that the sense of the 


House may be ascertained in that regard, I pro- 
pose,-at the proper place, to submit an amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-sixth amendment: 

For incidental and contingent expenses, including wast- 
age at the mint at San Francisco, in addition to the sum 
appropriated by the act “ making appropriations for the te- 
gislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment,” $20,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-seventh amendment: 

To enable the President of the United States to carry into 
effect the act of 3d March, 1819, and any subsequent acts 
now in force, for the suppression of the slave trade, $900,000; 
and the President is hereby authorized to allow such com- 
pensation, not exceeding in the whole $10,000, to the Uni- 
ted States marshals, district attorneys, and any other per- 
sons employed in enforcing said laws, as may to him seem 
proper, for any service they may render, for which no allow- 
ance can now be made under existing laws. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, with the following amend- 
ment: - 

Provided, That in no case shall the compensation made 
to any district attorney or marshal, in any one year, exceed 
the sum of $6,000, the maximum amount now allowed by 
law, and at that rate for any period of time less than one 
year. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would be glad if some mem- 
ber of the Committee of Ways and Means would 
state, in general terms, the nature of the service 
which it is proposed here to pay for. I can ver 
well conceive theremay be such services rendered, 
but I want to know what they are. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law of last session 
fixes the amount to be paid to captors of slavers. 

Mr. BRANCH. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means does not understand my 
inquir: his amendment appropriates $10,000 
to enable the President “ to allow such compen- 
sation to the United States marshals, district at- 
torneys, and any other persons employed in 
enforcing said laws. What is that for? 

Mr. SHERMAN. All that we know about it 
is that the late Secretary of the Interior, Mr. 
Thompson, and also Mr. Kelly, stated that ex- 
penses were incurred in keeping captured Afri- 
cans that were not provided for by law. The 
amount paid to the marshals is limited to $6,000 
a year. Sometimes they have to employ other 
persons to keep ‘these captured Africans, and 
there is no provision made for paying them. 

Mr. BRANCH. . Cannot the marshals, under 
existing law, employ such persons as he may 
deem necessary ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is very doubtful. 

Mr.PHELPS. The lateSccretary of the Treas- ` 
ury informed us that in the execution of this law, 
there were services required to be performed, both 
by district attorneys and marshals, where no com- 
pensation was prescribed. In some instances, on- 
erous duties were imposed on thosé officers, and 
no provision made by law for their compensation. 
A case occurred recently in Virginia, I think, 
where the Secretary of the Interior was of opin- 
ion that an additional compensation should be 
paid to the district attorney and marshal. Where 
they employ persons to perform such service as 
guarding or taking care of captured-Africans, that 
expense is paid out of the judiciary fund; but 
where additional counsel is employed, no such 
provision for payment is made. ‘The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means recommend the Senate 
amendment, with a proviso that the fees and 
emoluments of district attorneys or marshals shall 
not exceed $6,000 per annum. So that where their 
income does exceed that amount, no additional 
compensation shall be made; but that where the 
fees and emoiuments are small, and where a dis- 
trict attorney has to bestow two or three weeks’ 
time on a case in court, there may be authority 
to allow him additional compensation, It is rec- 
ommended by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- 
eurred in. 

Twenty-cighth amendment: 

To pay for labor on, and materials furnished for, Post 
Office extension, $16,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 
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Twenty-ninth amendment: 
For the Capitol extension, $250,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I propose, before concur- 
ring or non-concurring, to offer an amendment to 
the Senate amendmentin the shape of the proviso 
which has been attached to this appropriation for 
several years. It is the same policy which has 
been urged heretofore and settled by the House, 
and Iwill not take up time by going over the 
argumentagain. Loffer the following amendment 
to theamendment: 


Provided, None of the money hereby appropriated shall 
be expended in the decoration and embellishment of the 
Capitol extension, for sculpture or painting, except the 
same shall be approved by the art commissioners appointed 
under the act approved 12th of June, 1858, in the manner 
stated in said act; but this proviso shall not be so con- 
strued as to interfere with the completion and payment of 
the work already begun by Crawford & Rogers, or the com- 
pletion of rooms in the north wing, already painted. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Istheamendment inorder? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desirc to state that I con- 
eur with the Committee of Ways and Means in 
their recommendation to non-concur in the Senate 
amendment. Butif that amendment should be 
concurred in, then I want to have this proviso at- 
tached to it—the same as has been attached to 
this appropriation for several years. 


Mr. Maynarp’s amendment to the amendment | 


was agreed to. 
T'he Senate amendment, as amended, was non- 
concurred in. 


Thirtieth amendment: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to make the pay- 
ment authorized by the resolution of the Senate of the 20th 
March, 1850, to Mrs. EÈ. A. Linn, $2,672. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I move to amend 
oy adding one dollar to the amount. I hope that 
the Senate amendment will be concurred in by the 
committee, Ido not think this case is well un- 
derstood. Itis a claim for constructive mileage. 
The Senate passed a resolution in March, 1860, 
in reference to the pay of constructive mileage; 


and this amendment is only designed to conform | 
Under a law regulating the | 


to that resolution. 
pay of mileage to Senators, there were several 
Senators who refused to receive the mileage. 
Subsequently, under that law, several Senators 
—among others, Mr. Davys and Mr. Benton— 
drew the very same money which Dr. Linn could 
have drawn if he had lived. Dr. Linn died 
before he drew the money. Task the Clerk to 
read what Senator Davis said upon this subject, 
and that will explain the whole matter to the 
committee. : 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


“It strikes me that we are arguing the question ata point 
at which it is unnecessary to consider it so broadly on its 
merits. If this money is to be paid out of the contingent 
fnud of the Senate, whenever the Senate has a contingent 
fund it will be liable to that draft; and if we wishto recon- 


sider the resolution upon its merits, it would scem to me jį 
more appropriate that it should be done on a motion to re- į 


consider or to repeal it. Itis not necessary to obstructan 
appropriation bill by a question as to this item, because, if 
the Senate choose to pay it, they can pay it eut of their con- 
tingent fund whenever they have one. If they choose to 
repeat the resolution, they can do it at any time, independ- 
ent of this item in the appropriation act. 

“ Having said this much, | wish to add merely, that F 
think it is a misapplication of terms to talk about con- 
science inthis matter. There is no conscience in a man’s 
salary; itis a mere question of law. He cannot increase 


the salary, and everybody would write him a foolifhe were i 


to attempt to reduce his own salary. The whole question 
is, what does the law give? Up to 1845, 1 believe, the 
question had never béen raised as Lo whethera Senator was 
entitled io mileage for attending an extra session, without 
actually performing the travel to and from his home. It 
was then decided that the travel was not hee ry. The 
jon was revived ata subsequent period, and Lully dis- 

Mr. Benton, with his thorough knowtedge, had at 
ethe mile 3 but he reviewed 
ve his opinion that it was duc under 
squent period drew for two sessions 
Calhoun, whose purity was never 
questioned, whose discrimination was always admitted, 
said that, under the law, it was a claimi—that it was a pay- 
iment uot to be made by the number of miles traveled, but 
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t decided not tu rece 
the question, and ¢ 
the law, and ata 


a payment to be made for separation from one’s home and 
business ; that it was an allowance of the law, and he there- 
fore took it as a legal portion of his salary—a portion ofhis 
salary fixed by law. If that decision had been made in the 
litetime of Dr. Linn, no doubt he would have received it; 
or if he did not receive it then, it would have stood as so 
much money, to which he remained a creditor on the 
books of the Treasury. 1 may say, in relation to myself, 
tharf once postponed receiving such an allowance, and was 
informed that it would stand to my credit there until 1 drew 
it; and it was subsequently sent to me by a friend. 

+ The only difference, then, between the ease of Dr. Linn 
and that of those subsequent to the decision is, that, at the 
time at which the claim was made, ithad not been decided 
to be a part of a Senator’s salary or allowance, and that it- 
was subsequently decided under the law to be his. Then, 
whether we shall go back to a period anterior to the decis- 
ion, and admit that it was due under the law, and is to be 
paid hereafter—for if it is to be paid iu one case, it will in 
another, or, if it be argued that, because we have made the 
allowance, and anade it indiscrectly, it is to stand, let it 
come up on that question single and alone ; let the merit 
of the resolution be discussed as a distinet proposition in 
relation to money to be drawn from the contingent fund of 
the Senate. With these views, I shall vote to reecde.” 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. In this connection, 
I desire to say to the committee that Lam informed 
that this amendment passed the Senate with only 
two dissenting votes. Senatar Linn would have 
drawn the money had he not died before the con- 
struction of the law was made, of which Mr. 
Davis speaks. He died in the mean time; and this 


money is much needed by the widow of this dis- | 


tinguished Senator. 

Mr. SPAULDING. At the last session of 
Congress, the Senate passed a resolution direct- 
ing the Seeretary to pay this moncy out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. The Secretary of 
the Senate had some doubt about the propriety of 
the paymentofthismoney outofthatfund. Forty- 
three Senators signed a paper requesting the Sec- 
retary to pay the moncy; but after consultation 
with the Comptrolicr of the Treasury, he decided 
not to pay it without a concurrent resolution of 
the two Houses. I now hold in my hand the 
paper signed by the forty-three Senators, request- 
ing that payment. This paper was not before the 
Committee of Ways and Means yesterday when 
we passed upon this amendment. I widerstand 
now that, with these facts before them, the com- 
mittee would not now object to the passage of 
this amendment. 

In reference to the question of its legality, the 


Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. Hare] re- | 


ferred to the opinion of Mr. Dabas, who was 
authorized to decide this question, as far as it re- 
lated to other Senators. He decided that the law 
authorized the payment. It is purely a legal 
question. This money is to be paid for two called 
sessions, like the session which is called for next 
Monday. To be sure, it is constructive mileage; 
but it has been decided to be legally due. Sen- 
ator Linn did not receive the money during his 
lifetime; but he attended the two sessions, and 
was authorized, under the law, to receive it. 
it now stands, there can be no objection to the 
passage of this appropriation. The Senate simply 


ask the assent of the House that the money may | 


be paid out of their contingent fund, they having 
already passed a resolution for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, by unanimous con- 
sent, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move,asa pro forma amend- 
ment, to increase the amount one dollar. Tam 
in favor of the amendment adopted by the Sen- 
ate. At the last session of Congress the Senate 
passedaresolution directing this amount of money 
to be paid to the widow of Mr. Linn, out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. In consequence 
of there being a deficiency in that fund, and owing 
to a construction of the law, the Scerctary of the 
Senate, the disbursing officer of that body, de- 
clined to.make the payment. Under those cir- 
cumstances, and in consideration that the mileage 
has been allowed to other Senators, [ believe itis 
right that this sum shouid be paid to Mrs, Linn 

[withdraw my amendment, 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Thirty-first amendment: 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian affairs 
and three additional agents in Washington Territory, fer 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1831, $2,527 77. 


As | 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. : 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I desire’ to 


i make an inquiry of the honorable chairman. of 


the Committee of Ways and Means. I ask him 
for what reasons and upon what grounds the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means recommended non- 
concurrence in this amendment, making an ap- 
propriation to carry into effect an existing law 
authorizing a superintendent and three additional 
agents in Washington Territory? } 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would ask the gentleman 
why, if such an amendment is necessary, it was 
not put upon the Indian bill? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, . Because the 
Jaw was not approved until after the Indian bill 
had passed out of the control of the Senate. This 
is an appropriation to carry into effect an. existing 
law. Now, I have heard much from the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means in 
reference to their duty to carry into effect existing 
laws; and here isan amendment providing for 
carrying into effect a law passed this session, and 
yet the honorable chairman of that committce 
does not hesitate to try to defeat the appropria- 
tion. J trust the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When was that law passed? 

‘Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. It was passed 
and approved the last of last month or early this 
month. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I may say that I am watch- 
ful of the action of this House, yet I was not aware 
of the passage of any such law. ` 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I myself 
notified the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means that it was passed. It is now a law of 
Congress; and I hold the committee to its own 
doctrine, to carry into effect an existing law. I 
hope the chairman of that committee will give his 
assent to the passage of the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course,.if 
we find that such a law has been passed, and that 
these officers have been appointed, we must pro- 
vide the means. Bp. ies 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I would 
inform the gentleman that not'only has. the law 
passed, but that the officers have been appointed 
and their commissions sent on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who is the superintend- 
ent? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. William W. 
Miller. 

Mr.SHERMAN. [think the matter had better 
go to a committee of conference, where the law 
can be examined. 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 

Thirty-second amendment: 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian affairs and 
three additional agents in Washington Territory, for the 
fiscal year cuding June 39, 1862, $7,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have, of course, no objection to this amend- 
ment taking the same course as the last one; but 
I desire to say to the honorable chairman of the 


| Ways and Means Committee, that when an ap- 
ys 1 


propriation comes in here in this way, when the 
law has been published in the papers as a law of 
Congress, 1 do not think the course of the com- 
mittee reflects much credit upon the sagacity, or 
upon the attention, of the committee to their busi- 
ness. I have found a good deal of obstruction 
thrown in the way of matters pertaining to Wash- 
ington Territory. I found that it was the pur- 
pose, last session, to disregard the laws of Con- 
gress when the service was struck down then, 
An amendment was voted down a littl while 


| since, which was essential to carry into effect a 


law of Congress. Judging from my former ex- 
perience, I presume the real object of that com- 
mittee is to kill this law. I did hope that when 
the Administration and the appointments went 
into the hands of gentlemen concurring in the 
general political views of that gentleman, I should 
have no more of these obstructions, 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
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jad birty-third amendment: f 


For payment of balance due contractor for building the 
eustam-houses at Bèlfast and Elsworth, Maine, $448 79. 


“The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


“Thirty-fourth amendment: 


Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the sum: of $60,000 
be, and the same. is hereby, appropriated, out ofany money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same being 
a reapptopriation ‘of the same amount, (which sum was 
appropriated by law-on the 3d of March, 1857, and reverted 
to the surplusfund of the Treasury,) to construct the sewer 
on Flushing avenue, Brooklyn, New York, in continuation 
of that. now constructed: to sech point in said avenue as 
shall be determined by the Navy Department; thence 
through the United States grounds, or through Vanderbilt 
avenue, as shall be decided by said Department, to the 
waters of the Wallabout: Provided, The city of Brooklyn 
will agree to pay one-half of the expense of said sewer on 
Fiushing avenue. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I think that the commit- 
tee should concur in this amendment, and I pro- 
pose to state the reasons why. This amendment 
as appare upon its face, is for the reappropriation 
of the same amount which was appropriated in 
March, 1857. Theamendmentas it stands in this 
bill, was drawn up in the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, by Commodore Smith, and was recom- 
mended by the Department as a work indispens- 
able atthe present time. The navy-yard in Brook- 
lyn occupies a water front extending, I think, 
nearly a mile along the shore of the city, and a 
large portion of the uplands of the city are neces- 
sarily drained through it. This proposed sewer 
is the only mode of draining an area of six hun- 
dred acres of upland; and the choice which the 
Government has now to make is, whether the 
system of sewers which has been constructed in 
Brooklyn, and which terminates at the navy-yard 
wall, shall extend over the Brooklyn navy-yard, 
or whether this sewer, already commenced, shall 
be completed. 

For the purpose of bringing this matter fully 
before the House, | ask that two letters from 
Commodore Smith, the head of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, be read; one under date of Feb- 
ruary 23, 1861, and the other under date of Jan- 
uary 8, 1857, at the time when the appropriation 
was ori 


iginally made. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


Bureau or Yards anv Docks, January 8, 1857. 

Sir: After consultation with engineers and others in re- 
lation to the sewer through the grounds of the New York 
navy-yard, J have come to the conclusion that it will be 
best to construct anew sewer upon Flushing avenue to Van- 
derbilt avenuc, thence through the United States grounds 
to the Wallabout water, 

‘The City of Brooklyn will, it is presumed, pay one half 
the expense, so far as the sewers shall be constructed on 
the avennes, and the United States to do the balance of the 
work to low-water mark. 

he improvements about to be made on these grounds, 
until this sewer be constructed, will be subject to the wash 
from the whole of Flushing avenue. F therefore respect- 
fully recommend that the Committee of Ways and Means 
be asked to include in the Navy bill an appropriation of 
60,000 for the construction of the sewer, with a proviso 
that the City of Brooklyn shall pay one half the cost of the 
same on Flushing avenue. 

1 have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient 
servant, JOSEPH SMITH. 

Hon. J. ©. Donan, Secretary of the Navy. 


Boureav oF Yarns anD Docks, February 23, 1861. 

Sir: 1 have received your letter of the 22d instant, and 
in reply would state that no estimate was submitted by the 
bureau in its annual estimates for the sewer mentioned ; 
but an amendment was made to the Navy appropriation 
Dill approved 3d March, 1857, based, I presume, upon the 
fetter of the bureau to the Secretary of the Navy, dated 8th 
January, 1857, a copy of whichis herewith inclosed. 

The act of 3d March, 1857, appropriates $60,000 for the 
construction of a sewer on Flusbing avenue, through the 
United States property, at the Brooklyn navy-yard, to the | 
waters of the WaHabout, on condition that the city of 
Brooklyn should pay one half of the expense of the same 
on Flushing avenue. The city of Brooklyn failing to com- 
ply with the provisions of the act, the sewer was not con- 
structed, and after the expiration of two years, the money 
went back to the surplus fund of the ‘Treasury, according | 
to law. 

"This improvement, in the opinion of the bureau, is abso- 
lutely necessary both for the accommodation of the city and } 
the Government property. The cost of the work cannot j 
be precisely stated ; but the engineer of the yard thinks the | 
amount ($60,000) sufficient; of this, however, the bureau | 
is in doubt. 

Lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOSEPH SMITH. 
Hon. J. W. Grimes, United States Senate. 


Mr. HUMPHREY. I have been informed by 
a member of the Legislature, but have not had |! 


HE CO 


‘time to verify it, that when the State of New York 


ceded the jurisdiction of this yard to the Govern- 
ment, it was with the express provision that not 
less than three sewers should be built at the ex- 
pense of the Government across the yard, for the 
purpose of draining the city of Brooklyn. 

[Here the hammer fell.} i : 

Mr. HUMPHREY. In order that I may submit 
a few more remarks, I will move, pro forma, to 
amend section third by adding the letter “ s” to 
“ money; so that the section will read, ‘out of 
any moneys in the Treasury, &c.”’ 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be 
required to speak to his amendment. 
r. HUMPHREY. I will endeavor to do so. 

Mr. Chairman, the reason that these moneys, 
which were appropriated by this Government in 
1857 were not devoted to the construction of this 
sewer did not grow out of any fault of the city of 
Brooklyn, but was owing to the delays in the 
construction of the aqueducts of the city, and 
the indispensable delay in completing a system 
of sewers; and also because the city was not 
authorized to issue the necessary bonds in order 
to commence their portion of the work. For that 
reason the old appropriation was permitted to 
lapse into the Treasury, very much, however, to 
the detriment of the Government of the United 
States, and causing very great complaints from 
the Departments. The city is now ready to per- 
form its part of the work; and the worst of it is, 
that, unless this drain is built by the General 
Government, the whole of the sewerage of a large 
portion of the city will be into the navy-yard. It 
will be seen that the head of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks states, in the communication just read, 
that this work is absolutely necessary for the 
preservation of the public property; and I hope 
that the House will concur in the amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Several years 
ago the Committec of Ways and Means had this 
subject under consideration, and it was thoroughly 
investigated by Governor Letcher and myself. 
There is no doubt at all that a sewer ought to 
be constructed, partly at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment, and partly at the expense of the city. 
It is indispensable to the navy-yard; it is essen- 
tial to the city. Accordingly, the Committee of 
Ways ayd Means sanctioned on appropriation at 
that time, on the basis that the city of Brooklyn 
should pay one half of the expense, and the Gov- 
ernment the other half; the appropriation not to 
be used unless they furnish their share. For some 
reason or other, they failed to contribute their 
share of the money, the sewer was not constructed, 
and the appropriation relapsed to the Treasury 
under the general law. The other day, when this 
Senate amendment came up in the Committee of 
Ways and Means, I voted for non-concurring, 
supposing, probably, that all this delay had taken 
place purposcly, and that it was a mere trick to 
wriggle along until finally the necessitics of the 
Government should demand that it should con- 
struct the whole of the sewer, and relieve the city 
from its share of the work. Jam informed now 
that the reason why the city of Brooklyn did not 
contribute the money to let the work go on, was 
because the Legislatnre of New York failed to 
pass a law authorizing it to raise the money. I 
understand that the law is now passed, and this 
appropriation being limited by the condition that 
they shall furnish their share of the expense, I 


| am inclined to think that the commnittce ought to 


concur in it. 
Mr. HUMPHREY, by unanimous consent, 
then withdrew his amendment to the amendment. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Thirty-fifth amendment: 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatto enable the Su- 
perintendent of Public Printing to execute the binding and 
ruling, and to furnish blank books for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial departments after the 4th of Mareh, 1861, 
in accordance with the provisions of the joint resolution of 
June 23, 1860, in relation to the public printing, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to place to 
the credit of the Superintendent of Public Printingibe sums 
heretofore appropriated for binding, ruling, and blank books 
for said departments respectively ; and should the Printers 
or Binders to the present Congress, or either of them, de- 
cline or fail to execute any of the printing or binding or- 
dered by the Senate or House of Representatives ducing the 
present session, the Superintendent of the Public Printing 
is hereby authorized and directed to cause the printing or 
binding so ordered and declined, to be executed under the 
provisions of the joint resolution heretofore referred to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 


and Means recommend concurrence in the amend- 
ment, with the following amendment: 


Strike out the word “ directed,” and in lieu thereof, in- 
sert the word “t authorized.” 


Mr. FLORENCE. I move an amendment to 
the amendment of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

And to enable the commissioners authorized by law to 
prepare plans and superintend the construction of the build- 
ing in the city of Philadelphia intended for the purposes 
and uses of the post office and courts of the United States, to 
proceed to contract for the work, $100,000, and in addition 
thereto, ten per cent. upon the cost of the building for the 
usual contingent expenses. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise to aques- 
tion of order on the amendment. What has com- 
pleting a custom-house to do with this Senate 
amendment? | 

Mr. FLORENCE. If the point of order be 
pressed, I presume it is not in order. I will, there- 
fore withdraw my amendment until another and 
more fitting opportunity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be com- 
pelled to decide it to be out of order. 

The amendment to theamendment wasagreedto. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 

Thirty-sixth amendment: 

Sxc.5. And beit further enacted, That the sum of $80,000, 
or so much thereof as may be neccessary for the purpose, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for the payment for 
materials delivered for the extension of the Treasury build- 
ing, under existing contracts; and that the further sum of 
$250,000 be also appropriated for the continuance of the 
work of such extension. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend non-concurrence. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Thirty-seventh amendment: 


Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs be directed to examine the accounts of 
Brigham Young, late Governor of Utah Territory, and ea 
officio superintendent of Indian affairs, for disbursements 
alleged to have been made by him ou account of the Indian 
service in said Territory, and report a statement thereof to 
Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend concurrence. 

Mr. HOOPER. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out all after the word “ Territory,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

Phe sum of $82,734 14, or so much thereof as may be 


found duc on the adjustment of said account, is hereby 
appropriated for the payment of the same. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 1 do not sec why 
we should pass any such amendment. We re- 
fused, a little while ago, to appoint a commission, 
and l do not see why we should now appoint one 
for Brigham Young. If he is a defaulter to the 
United States, let him be turned over to the Uni- 
ted States courts; and if found guilty, let him 
suffer the penalty of the law. 

Mr. PHELPS. My colleague entirely misap- 
prehends the character of the amendment. 

_ The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirty-eighth amendment: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the judge of the 
district court for the district of Minnesota is hereby re- 
quired to hold a term of said court in cach year at Man- 
kato, to commence on the first Monday in Juno, instead of 
at Preston, as now required by law; and so much of the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1859, requiring the said 
judge to hold a term of said court ut Preston, is hereby re- 
pealed. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Thirty-ninth amendment: 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the treasurer of 
the branch mint at San Francisco, California, be, and he 
is hercby, directed to pay to Michael Cassin, administrator 
of the estate of James Cassin, deceased, the sum of $391, 
being the value of twenty-two ounces of gold dust, depos- 
ited by James Cassin, deceased, iu the year 1855, and by 


a 


mistake eredited to John Cassin. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. : 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fortieth amendment: 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
State be directed to audit and settle the accounts of Charles 
J. Helm, consul general of the United States at Havana, 
upon the principles of justice and equity, for the expenses 
incurred by him in preparing and making the reports and 
returns, and bringing up the arrearages of the business of 
his predecessor in that office, and for extra clerk hire in his 
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office, and for moneys advanced to destitute American cit- 
izens, and for extra rent, and to pay the amount thereof. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move, pro forma, to re- 
duce the amount one dollar. I hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this House will concur in this amend- 
ment of the Senate. It is eminently just and 
proper. 
more efficient diplomat, is not now in the consular 
service than my friend, who fills, at this time, the 
office of consul general at Havana. The facts in 
relation to the proposed amendment are these: 
the quarterly commercial returns and reports of 
the consulate at Havana, prior to Major Helm’s 
appointment, had, from a vacancy in the office, 

- or from some other cause, not been made, nor 


had the records of the office, prior to that time, | 


been kept up. Important public interests required 
that, at so important a point as Havana, these 
records should be regularly and speedily brought 
up in such form that easy reference might be made 
to them, A failure in this respect might at any 
time have seriously involved the rights of ship- 
masters, or those of importers or exporters of 
goods. To accomplish such a public necessity, 
extra clerks were required. Major Helm did not 
hesitate to have these records and entries per- 
fected, and paid for their completion out of his 
own pocket. This constitutes one item of settle- 
ment specified in this amendment. Another item 
consists in money advanced to sick und destitute 
American citizens, other than seamen, who found 
themselves landed on a foreign strand, without 
friends or the means of subsistence. They ap- 
pealed to the generosity, not to say the humanity, 
of our consul, Major Helm. None, I venture to 
aflirm, ever appealed in vain. His noble liberality 
would allow no countryman of his in Havana to 
suffer for shelter or food. Is it right to tax his 


liberality, to reduce his already inadequate com- | 


pensation, by denying him reimbursement for 
advances demanded by the suffering humanity of 
American citizens? Who among us would deny 
the justice of such a claim? Why should we re- 
fuse it? Another itemis for rent rendered neces- 
sary by the removal of his office to a more con- 
yenient position, and likewise demanded by the 
public interests. i 
Every item in this amendment is heartily ap- 
proved and recommended by the State Depart- 
ment. It only authorizes the Secretary of State 
to settle with him upon ex equo et bono principles, 
and allow him reimbursement for items of ex- 
penditure paid out of his own pocket for the pub- 


lic interest—the amount to be allowed not to ex- | 


ceed, under any circumstances, the sum of money 
advaneed and paid out by him. It cannot exceed 
a little over eight thousand dollars. [have myself 
gone to the ofiice of the Secretary of State, and 
every officer-in that Department, Lam quite sure, 
would heartily indorse the propriety of thisamend- 
ment. It is just and equitable, and I earnestly 
hope this committee will concur in its passage, 
Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. It may be true 
that money is due from the Government to Major 
Helm. The Committee of Ways and Means do 
not pretend to say how that may be. But if the 
Government owes him anything it is a private 


claim, and it ought to be distinctly stated and m- į 
The | 
idea of turning claims over to some executive | 


dorsed by some committee of this House. 


officer, to be settled upon principles of equity and 
justice, is a total departure from the whole prac- 
tic of the Government. Therefore, the Commit- 
tec of Ways and Means resist a concurrence in 
this amendment, without any disrespcet to Major 
Helm, and without denying that there may per- 
haps be money due him. We know nothing about 
that. 


which has been put upon appropriation bills? 
Mr. HOWARD, of Michig 

claim has gone upon such bills with my consent. 
Mr. BURNETT. Is there not another private 

claim upon this very bill? 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Idonot know 

Ar, BURNETT. There is the claim of Mrs. 


SHERMAN. But the Committee of Ways 
an ans opposed that. , 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. We feel bound 
to resist this claim, because it is a departure from 


A more accomplished gentleman, ora | 


At the very worst, it is a private claim, and | 
ought to take its chance with other private claims. | 
Mr. BURNETT. Is this the first private claim | 


No private | 


the practice of the Government to turn private 
claims over to be settled upon principles of equity 
and justice, which might be mere moonshine, 
according to the ability or integrity of ihe officer. 
It is our duty to treat this as a private claim. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I move another pro forma 
amendment to add a word more. It may be 


| true, in one sense, that this isa private claim: 


but I do not see why, if eminently right, that 

should operate against it; because the House often ` 
puts private claims upon bills of this sort. As an 

illustration, this bill itselfcontains a private claim. 

‘Where claims of imperative justice, like that of 
Mrs. Linn and Major Helm, are puton, the prac- 

tice of the Committee of Ways and Means to re- 

ject them all is, E submit, “more honored in the 

breach than in the observance.”’ 

So far as the justice of this claim is concerned, 
we have the Department certifying to the justness 
of. the claim and to the justice of this allowance. 
It is for money paid oat, in one sense, for the 
Government of the United States; and the pay- 
ment was rendered necessary by the fact that the 
predecessors of Major Helm had not kept up the 
records of that consulate. It was essential to the 
United States that the records of that consulate 
should be kept up. The State Department could 
not have complicd with the act © requiring foreign 
regulations of commerce to be laid annually be- 
fore Congress,” if these records had not been 
brought up. Nobody disputes that it was neces- 
sary, vay, essential to the public interest; and 
extra clerk hire was required to doit. Major 
Helm, in order to do what the interest of his Gov- 
ernment required, did employ extra clerks, under 
the approbation of the Department, and paid them 
out of his own pocket. 

As to the distressed American citizens, they 
were landed at Flavana, and looked for protection 
to the American flag, and appealed for succor to 
the humanity of the American consul. He received 
and took such charge of them as every Ameri- 
can consul should take of his distressed country- 
men who are thrown upon a foreign land. Sim- 
ilar allowances have been made in many instances 
to other consuls. Why sliould it be denicd? I 
am proud, as a Kentuckian, of the noble charities 
of our consul general. No one has been to Ha- 
vana, during his service there, who does not speak 
of his boundless hospitality and genial courtesies. 
He will not regret it, whether Congress refuses 
to pay him or not. 

The amendment only proposes that the Secre- | 
tary of State shall settle this claim upon just and 


| equitable principles, and only return to Major 


Helm the money advanced out of an inadequate 
support, in performing duties imposed by the 
omission of others, and which the rights and in- 
terests of his country required should be per- 
formed. [urge earnestly its adoption. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I have no opinion to ex- | 
press in regard to the merits of this claim; but it 
1s proper to state that the claim is now before the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs,asa private claim. 
That committee have so far acted upon it as to 


| request from the State Department a statement of 


facts in regard to it, but they have not yet suffi- 
ciently investigated it to make a report. 

Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew both of his amendments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FLORENCE offered the following as a 
new section: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $169,000, in 
addition to the amount heretofore appropriated, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money not 
otherwise appropriated, for the construction of the building 
intended for the post office and cou f the United States, 
authorized to be erected in the city of Philadelphia, to- 
gether with ten per centum of the gross amount appropri- 
ated for the contingent expenses of the work. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I raise the 
same question of order upon that that I did be- 
fore. : 

Mr. BRANCH. Ihope, by unanimous con- 
sent, the gentleman may be allowed to offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN., The Chai 


The sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment out of 
order. 

Forty-first amendment: 

Sec. 10. Mad be it further enacted, That the third see- 
tion of the act entitled “ An act making appropriations for 


the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 


Government, for the year ending: the 36th of June, 1861,” 
approved June 23, 1860, be, and’ the same -is- hereby, re- 
pealed. 

The Committee of Ways and Means vecom- 
mended concurrence, with the following amend- 
ment: De he 

fn the first line, after the word “ that,” insert “¢o much 
of;?? and in the next line, after the word “aet,?? insert 
*< as relates to patented articles.?? 

Mr. BRANCH. Here is a proposition to re- 
peal an act by stating only title and date.’ F would 
like to have some member of the committee tefl 
us what it is proposed to repeal. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. To avoid the very objection 
the gentleman has raised, the Committee of Ways 
and Means have recommended an amendment. 

Mr. BRANCH. I do not see that that throws 
much light upon the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The section of the act which 
it is proposed to repeal, as construed by the De- 
partment, prohibits the Scerctary of War and the 
heads of the Departments from purchasing all pat- 
ented articles. The purpose of the law, as I un- 
derstand it, was to Prohibit them from buying 
patent rights; butas construed by the Departments, 
it prevents them from purchasing patented ar- 
ticles. 

Mr. BRANCH. I see that it is the same act 
which was referred to the other day in a discus- 
sion between the gentleman from Ohio and myself. 
Iam satisfied; and I think the law ought to be re- 
pealed. 

Theamendment tothe amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended wasconcurred in. 


Forty-second amendment: 


Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Navy be directed to ascertain the sum due to Dakin, 
Moody, Gilbert, and Secor, if any, as he may find to be due 
to them under their contract dated August 4, 1852, for their 
lease of the dry-dock, Mare Island, California, and their 
outlay and improvements iu providing accommodations to 
work the same, and that he make his report to the next 
session of Congress. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 


Mr. DAILY. I move toamend by adding the 
following: 

Sec. 12. and be tt further enacted, That there is hereby 
appropriated $40,000 for the building of a penitentiary at 
Bellview, Nebraska Territory. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. There is nothing left to amend. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order. The amendments 
of the Senate are all disposed of, and there is 
nothing to which an amendment can be attached. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I havean amendment which 
I know will not be in order to offer if objection 
be made. The bill providing a government for 
the Territory of Colorado has become a law, and 
it is necessary to make some provision for paying 
the expenses of putting the government in oper- 
ation. I desire to make provision for the salaries 
of the Governor, judges, secretary, &c, If there 
be no objection, Í will move the following amend- 
ment: 

Territory of Colorado.—For salaries of Governor, three 
judges, and secretary, $10,500. 

For contingent expenses of the Territory, $1,590. 

For compeusation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assemby, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 
penses, ¢20,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what amendment will 
the gentleman attach his amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say, to the thirty- 
fifth amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was received by unanimous 
consent, and adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committce rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Grow reported that the 
l] Committee of the Whole on the State of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the bill of 
the House (No. 895) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1862, with the amendments 
of the Senate thereto, and instructed him to report 
the same back to the House, with the recommend- 
ation that some of the amendments be concurred 
in, some non-concurred in, and that one be con- 
curred in with an amendment. 


| 
| 
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Mr. SHERMAN. | I move the previous quer |) 
tion on all the amendments of the Senate. 

- The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. If there bo no objection, the 
Chair will pat the question on concurring in the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union in reference to all the 
amendments. 

„Mr. SHERMAN. I desire a separate vote } 
upon the fortieth. amendment. ` 

Mr. BURNETT. If a separate vote is called 
for on that amendment, I shall demand a separate 
vote on every amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I call for a separate vote 
on the thirty-fourth amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will allow the report of the committee to be 
agreed to without any division. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; let it go. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
recommendations of the committce will be adopt- 
ed. The Chair hears no objections. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 1 call for a separate vote 
upon the forticth amendment. 

[Cries of “ Too late !”] 

The SPEAKER. The report of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union: has 
been adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was concurred in; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to report a bill from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, which will 
take buta moment. Itis a bill to regulate the 
value of the new silver coin of Austria. j 

Mr. STANTON. I call for the regular order 
of business, 

Mr LOVEJOY. I call for a separate vote on 
the fortieth amendment of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Sen- 
ate have all been disposed of some minutes ago, 
and ‘the gentleman from Missouri has since re- 

ported a bill. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. ï called for a separate vote 
the instant the gentleman from Ohio withdrew the 
call; and I have repeatedly called for the vote. I 
demand a separate vote upon that amendment. 

The SPEAKER The motion has been made 
to reconsider the action ofthe House, and that mo- 
tion Jaid on the table; and the matter is now be- 
yond the jurisdiction.ofthe Chair or the House. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Ifany such action has been 
taken, it has been in spite of our remonstrances, 
and because the Chair would not listen to them. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I rise to a question of 
order. When the thirty-fourth amendment of the 
Senate was passed in the committee, I allowed it 
to go without a division, in order not to break up 
the committee, with the express understanding 
that there should be a separate vote in the House. 
T called for a separate vote as soon as the bill was 
taken out of committee—— 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. I desire to state 
what are the facts of the case within my own 
knowledge; for L paid particular attention to them. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Ihave the floor. Iam 
not now speaking of the fortieth amendment, on 
which the gentleman from Illinois wanted a sep- 
arate vote. [care nothing about that. I speak 

„of the thirty-fourth amendment; and I demand a 
division upon it, because I withdrew my objec- 
tion to it in committee, on the appeal of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, with 
the express understanding that there should be a 
vote upon it in the House. I demanded a vote 
upon itin the House, as soon as the committee 
rose, with all the voice I had; but it stems that 
voice is of more consequence in this House than | 
brains, though I do not profess to have much of Í 
| 
H 


the latter. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. There wasan express under- 
standing also, in committee, that a vote should 
be had on tne fortieth amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Lihnois. I desire to make 
astatement of the facts as they have occurred | 
within my knowledge; for it is unfair that any | 
imputation should rest upon the Chair, who has || 
executed, in my judgment, simply what was re- 
quired by parliamentary law with entire fairness 
and justness. When the question was put by | 
the Chair, whether there was objection to concur- 
ringin the report of the Committee of the Whole | 


} 
| 
| 


| 
| 


bury M. Watkins, of Montgomery county, Ma- 


| of well-meant but ill-conceived and ill-timed com- 


| the southern States, who urge conciliatory meas- 


i bany, 


: 5 Ti 
on the state of the Union, a sufficient time clapsed 


for any gentleman in the House to object, and no 
objection was made. The Chair, therefore, fairly 
and properly decided that the report as a whole 
was adopted; and it was not until afterhe had so 
decided, and the matter had passed from the 
House, that my colleague (Mr. Lovesoy] de- 
manded a vote upon the fortieth amendment. 
My colleague had abundant time to have made 
objection before the announcement of the Chair 
was made, if he desired to interpose an objec- 
tion. The motion to reconsider and lay on the 
table was then made and carried. The gentle- 
man from Missouri was recognized, and made 
application to report another bill; and now I say 
it is unjust and unparliamentary to cast any cen- 
sure or imputation upon the Chair. I desire sim- 
ply that justice shall be done, and I have there- 
fore made this statement. 

Mr.MAYNARD. Irise toa question oforder. 
There is nothing before the House. If gentlemen 
are dissatisfied with the decision of the Chair they 
can appeal, and if they wish to pass censure upon 
him, there is another mode by which alone they 
ean reach that object. ; 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committce had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 576) for the relief of Messrs. 
Coale & Barr. ` 

A bill (H. R. No. 997) for the relief of Green- 


ryland. . 

A bill (H. R. No. 299) for the payment of ex- 
penses incurred in the suppression of Indian hos- 
tilities in the State of California. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. I move that the House 
adjourn until to-morrow at ten o’clock, for the 
purpose of considering private bills. 

r. SHERMAN. I will merely say that we 
have the Army bill and the Post Office bill, which 
the House will have to act upon some time to- 
morrow. E 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the House will hold an | 
evening session to consider the Pacific railroad 

ill. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
House adjourn. 

Mr. CURTIS. I protest against any adjourn- 
ment until some arrangement has been made for 
the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
five o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned until 
to-morrow, at eleven o’clock. 


I move that the 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurrey. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. WADE. I move that the further reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KING. I present the petition of the Ger- 
man Republican Club of the city of Syracuse, 
New York, praying that their representatives 
stand firm to the Constitution and the Union. The 
Union, they say, ‘is in danger; but we apprehend 
not only from the violence of her enemies, who 
seek to destroy her, but also from the timidity of 
her friends, who endeavor to save her by means 


promises and concessions. Far be it from us to 
impeach the sincerity, disinterestedness, and pa- 
triotism of those gentlemen, especially those from 


ures to appease the frenzy of our misled fellow- 
citizens; but compromises and concessions we 
deem to be an inappropriate remedy for the mal- 
ady of rebellion.” I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KING also presented four petitions of cit- 
izens of Oswego county, New York, in favor of 
he Constitution as it is, and the enforcement of | 


the laws; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Al- ! 
New York, urging that the maintenance of 


the Constitution as our fathers framed it, andthe 
enforcement of the laws, are the only proper 
methods for the preservation of the Union in its 
integrity and the restoration of peace and har- 
mony without a sacrifice of manhood, dignity, 
and a proper self-respect; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. KING. I also present a petition of citi- 
zens of Schoharie county, New York, who say 
that: 

* Whereas it isnot only incompatible with honor and pa- 
triotism, but eowardly and base, for Republicans to surren- 
der under the pressure of secession and secession threats; 
and whereas they have done no wrong, but have at the last 
election succeeded by constitutional means, by addressing 
the enlightened reason and conscience of the people.in 
view of long years of misrule and rapacity of a corrupt 
party and Administration ; and whereas it is incumbent 
upon all good citizens to maintain the supremacy of the 
Constitution and laws, we, the undersigned, citizens of the 
United States, do respectfully, but earnestly and firmly, 
recommend to our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress, and al} others in authority, to stand by the Constitu- 
tion as it is, and the Government of the country, and to 
make no compromise whatever. 

I move that the petition lie on the table 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KING also presented a petition of citizens 
of Bucks county, Pennsylvania, in favor of the 
Constitution as it is, and the enforcement of the 
laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. C. Dela- 
van, of New York, praying for the establishment 
of a tribunal for the examination of all imported 
intoxicating liquors, with a view to prevent the 
importation of those that are adulterated; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of 
the United States, praying the establishment of a 
tribunal for the examination of alk imported in- 
toxicating liquors, with a view to prevent the im- 
portation of those that are adulterated; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of citi-, 
zens of Monmouth county, New Jersey, recom- 
mending the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress to stand by the Constitution as it is, 
and the Government of the country, and to make 
no.compromise whatever; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens of 
Mercer county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
speedy adoption of the Crittenden resolutions, or 
something similar, that will be satisfactory to the 
whole country; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I present the petition of 
a number of citizens of Preston, Fillmore county, 
Minnesota, who state that they have learned that 
several States of this Union have rebelled against 
the Government of the United States; have cap- 
tured forts, arsenals, cannon, small arms, and 
other property of the United States to, the amount 
and value of several million dollars; that within 
those States citizens of the free States who have 
gone thither for health, pleasure, or business, re- 
lying upon the guarantee of our national Consti- 
tution, that ‘‘the citizens of each State shail be 
entitled to all privileges and immunities of citizens 
in the several States,’’ are, by the score and hun- 
dred, tarred and feathered, banished, and even 
murdered by lawless mobs without judge or jury, 
indictment or trial, and their property confiscated 
without any process of law; that the authorities 
of the States whercin these crimes are perpetrated 
take no measures to prevent or punish them, but 
rather encourage and approve them; that among 
those who have been so maltreated are citizens of 
Minnesota; that within said rebellious States the 
Constitution and laws of the United States are a 
dead letter, and the authority of the General Gov- 
ernment defied; that an American vessel bearing 
the flag of the United States, and in Government 
employ, has been by rebels and traitors fired upon, 
and by force prevented from entering a port of 
the United States; that the channels leading into 


| some of the ports of the United States have been 
| by the authority of the rebellious States aforesaid, 
| blocked up and obstructed; that conspiracies have 
| been set on foot to take possession of the capital 


of the United States by an armed foe in open re- 
bellion against the Government; that the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi river has been, and ts, 
impeded and prevented by means of a battery or 
batteries planted on its shores by authority of one 
of the rebellious States; and that they cannotlearn 
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that the constituted authorities of the Government 
have taken, or are taking, efficient measures to 
put a stop to or punish such proceedings, or to 
prevent ikeir repetition and indefinite extension. 
They state also that they learn that certain meas- 
ures have been urged upon Congress having 
mainly in view the extension and perpetuation of 
slavery as a means of buying off the perpetrators 
of the above-stated outrages from continuing and 
aggravating them. They are convinced that such 
measures will not have the desired effect; and that 
itis due to the integrity of our Government, as 
weli as to the law-abiding citizens who claim its 
protection, that the laws should be enforced, “and 
that the Federal Constitution, the rights of the 
States, and the Union of the States, shall be pre- 
served ;’’ and they pray Congress to place at the 
disposal of the President-of the United States such 
means in men and money as may be necessary 
for the purpose, and call upon him to enforce the 
laws; to reinforce the forts threatened by rebels; 
to recapture (if not peaceably delivered up on de- 
mand) the forts and munitions of war of which 
the Government has been robbed; to take meas- 
ures to bring traitors to trial and punishment; and 
generally to see to it that the Republic receives 
no detriment at the hands of rebels and traitors. 
They protest against the consideration by Con- 
gress of any proposition for amending the Con- 
stitution, with a view to conciliate States which 
are in open rebellion, or which threaten rebellion 
if their demands be not complied with, until such 
States shall have returned to their allegiance and 
have withdrawn their threats of rebellion; and 
especially protesting against the enactment of any 
law, or the adoption of any proposition for amend- 
ing the Constitution, which has in view the ex- 
tension of human slavery. I move that the peti- 
tion lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. WILKINSON also presented resolutions 
of the Legislature of Minnesota, in favor of an 
appropriation for the relief of the starving inhab- 
itants of Kansas; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He aiso presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, in favor of the establishment 
of a mail route from St, Cloud, in that State, to 
the city of Superior, in Wisconsin; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Medilia, Minnesota, protesting against the enact- 
ment of any law, or the adoption of any proposi- 
tion, which has in view the extension of slavery; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of St. 
Paul, Minnesota, protesting against the enact- 
ment of any law, or the adoption of any propo- 
sition, which has in view the extension of sla- 
very; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a memorial of citizens of | 


McLeod county, Minnesota, protesting against 
the enactment of any law; or the adoption of any 
proposition, which has in view the extension of 
slavery; which was ordered to fie on the table. 
He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Winnebago City, Minnesota, protesting against 
the enactment of any law, or the adoption of any 
proposition, which has in view the extension of 
slavery; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Lex- 
ington, Minnesota, protesting against the enact- 


ment of any law, or the adoption of any propo- | 


sition, which has in view the extension of slavery; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of 


Waterville, Minnesota, protesting against the en- | 
actment of any law, or the adoption of any propo- | 


sition, which has in view the extension of slavery; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New- 
burg, Minnesota, protesting against the enactment 
of any law, or the adoption of any preposition, 
which has in view the extension of slavery; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Farribault, Minnesota, protesting against the en- 
actment of any law, or the adoption of any propo- 
sition, which has in view the extension of slavery; 
which was ordered to He on the table, 


He also presented a memorial of citizens of the | 
State of Minnesota, protesting against the enact- } 


ment of apy iaw, or the adoption of any proposi- 


| difficulties. 
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tion, which has in view the extension of slavery; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, at the 
instance of a very venerable and distinguished 
lady of the State of New York, it becomes my 
duty, this morning, to present the petition of her- 
selfand a very large number of the women of the 
United States. I am told the number is about 
fourteen thousand; and they are from the States 
of New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio, 
Indiana, New Jersey, Delaware, Illinois, Ver- 
mont, New Hampshire, North Carolina, and the 
District of Columbia, praying Congress to take 
such measures as wisdom and patriotism may 
dictate to restore peace and reconcile existing 
I present this petition to the serious 
consideration of the Senate; and such, I think, it 
is entitled to, not only by the character of the pe- 
titioners, but by the critical condition of our coun- 
try, to which it applies. I hope, sir, that it will 
be very respectfully and gravely regarded by the 
It is not the first 
instance in history that the interposition of wo- 
man has prevented the horrors of war. We have 


| itin Roman history, that when the Sabines and 


the Romans were engaged in battle, the Sabine 
women rushed between the contending hosts, and 
their arms fell down from their hands, and peace 
was restored. We can hardly hope for such 
cffcetsto be produced by their interposition in this 
form; but I yet hope that it may have some influ- 
ence upon the sterner nature of man, and incline 
us to a more humane, peaceable, and patriotic 
consideration of the great subject which the peti- 
tion presents to us. 

I know, sir, the precious value of every moment 
of the time of the Senate. I forbear, therefore, to 
make further observations on this subject. I will 
ask, out of respect to these petitioners, however, 
that their petition may be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the Senate end Representativesof the United States of 
America in Congress assembled : 
This memorial, presented by Emma Willard, in the name 


and by the authority of American women, respectfully rep- J 


resents: 

That we are impelled to address your honorable body by 
intense anxiety for the fate of our beloved country, now, in 
the conflict of opinions, threatened with destruction. His- 
tory is not without examples that, when deadly strife was 
raging among men, women came between the hostile par- 
ties, and persuaded them to peace. So would we do now ; 
and we have hopes that your honorable body will receive 
our memorial with favor, as coming from that sex whose 
mission on earth is peace, duty, and righteousness. 

Our hope and our prayer is, that this noble country, our 
nursing mother, our protection, and our pride, may be pre- 
served entire. A continent in extent, anisland in security, 
its harbors opening on the great occans, it exceeds, in gco- 


| graphical position, and commercial advantages, any nation 


of the present or the past. And while such is its ground- 


| plat, its Government is not the mere chance-ofispring of 


necessity, but deliberately devised from the teachiugs ofall 


| past ages, by men of the highest inteveemal and moral 
| stamp, with Washington at the 


head, and who, with pious 
hearts, sought yet higher guidance in the wisdom of God. 
And that their design to make a better government than 
any which had gone before was triumphantly achieved, is 
proved by our unparalleled growth and prosperity under it 
—our liberty and security united ; so that our beloved Amer- 


ica became the envy and admiration of other nations—a ; 
warning to the oppressor, and a beacon light to the op- | 


pressed. g K 
Thus it has been; but now the picture is reversed; the 
pati or darkness is over us; the frown of God is upon us. 


Wrong is in our borders ; for not more certainly may it he į 


known that tempestuous winds have arisen when the sca 
is lashed into foam, than it may be known, by these upheav- 
ings of society, that evil passions have been at work, pro- 
ducing among us uncharitableness and hatred. 


The question which we now beseech your honorable | 


body deeply to consider is, by what means may we, as a 
Christian people, regain the favor of God, return to the 
brotherly love which once blessed us, and be again a united 
and happy people? 


Our humble petition is, that those to whom, in our fee- | 


bieness, we look for help, will not allow party or sectional 
judices to prevail over a spirit of mutual conciliation. 
pray you lor our sake, and in the name of every endear- 


| ing tie which binds man to woman, as father, protector, 
: brother, and friend, not to abandon us to feel that we and 


our children are, by needless animosities, to Jose the noble 
political inheritayce left us by the valor and wisdom of our 


| common fathers ; but that the grand fabrie which they con- 


structed may be preserved, with equal talents and virtues, 
by their descendants: for which your petitioners will ever 
devoutly pray. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move that the memo- 
rial lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 
Robert H. Day-and others, citizens of Mercer 
county, Illinois, without distinction of party, re- 


| questing Congress to stand firm for the Union. the | 


Gonstitution, and the enforcement of the laws; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. : 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of John 
M. Seaward and others, citizens of Natick, Mas- 
sachusetts, for the Constitution, the Union, and 
the enforcement of the laws, and againstany com- 
promise; which was ordered to lie on the table.: 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. i 
Mr. GRIMES. I ask leave to withdraw the 


papers in the case of Hetty G. Dorr, daughterof 
ohn D. Alvey, a postmaster of the revolutionary 
army, praying the benefit of the laws passed for 
the relief of the officers and soldiers of the revo- 
lutionary war, upon which an adverse report has 
been made; but the report has not been agreed to 
by the Senate. I will state that the only object 
of withdrawing the papers is, to retain in the fam- 
ily some original autograph letters of General 
Washington, General Knox, and other worthies 
of the Revolution. . 
Leave was granted, by unanimous consent. 


On motion of Mr. LATHAM, it was © 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate the vouchers and papers which accompanied 
the bill (H. R. No. 299) to provide for the payment of ex- 
penses incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in 
the State of California. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
311) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Henry, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a motion to print the pre- 
amble and resolutions adopted at a mass meeting 
of the workingmen of Philadelphia, held in Inde- 
pendence square, January 26, 1861, relative to the 
disturbed state of the country, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, in answer to a resolution 
of the Senate, in relation to the Chiriqui Improve- 
ment Company, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print the petition of the 
committee of thirty-three appointed at the mass 
meeting of workingmen held int Philadelphia, in 
Independence square, on Saturday evening, Jan- 
uary 26, 1861, praying for the adoption of. the 
compromise measures ‘proposed by Hon. Mr. 
CRITTENDEN, asked:to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration; which was agreed to, 

Mr. FITCH. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the motion to print the memorial of 
William Rabé, secretary of the Pacific railroad 
convention, praying for the parare of the Pacific 
railroad bill, have instructed me to ask that they 
be discharged from its further consideration. [ 
understand from the Senator from California, that 
leave is desired by the memorialist to withdraw 
the papers. I move that he have leave to with- 
draw them. 

Leave was granted. x 

Mr. FITCH. The same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print a letter of the act- 
ing Secretary of the Interior, communicating re- 
ports and maps of F. W. Lander, superintendent 
of the Fort Kearny, South Pass, and Honey Lake 
wagon road, have instructed me to ask that the 
committee be discharged, as the House of Repre- 
sentatives has already ordered the printing of the 
document. = 

The committee were discharged. 


METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 


Mr. WILSON. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia to report back 
House bill No. 522, to incorporate the Metropoli- 
tan Gas-Light Company, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, with a recommendation that it pass, and 
with a request that it be put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 
552) to incorporate the Metropolitan Gas Light 
Company, in the District of Columbia, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whoie. 

The Secretary commenced to read the bill. 

Mr. CLARK. I hardly think it is worth while 
to take up the time of the Senate to read that bill 
through. [examined the bill carefully this morn- 


ing, and I believe it provides for nething unusual 
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in such cages. It provides for the establishment 
óf a gas compatiy, with liberty to lay pipes in tht 
streets, under the direction of the corporation of 
the city of Washington, and to manufacture gas, 
with a provision that their capital stock shall not 
be over $200,000, and a further provision that 
they ‘shall not-exercise the powers of banking. I 
think that isal! there is of it. I have examined 
it carefully, and-I do not: think it is worth while 
to take up the time. of the Senate in reading it. 
The committee were unanimous—all themembers 
who were present—in recommending thatitshould 
ass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIGLER subsequently moved to recon- 
sider the vote on the passage of the bill; and the 
motion was entered. 


LEWIS WARRINGTON. 


Mr. HALE. Ilam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the 
penton of Lewis Warrington, paymaster in the 

nited States Navy, praying that his accounts 
may be settled upon principles of justice and 
equity, and the bill (S. No. 565) for the relief of 
Lewis Warrington, paymaster United States 
Navy, to report the bill back with amendments. 
As this is a very brief bill, and Mr. Warrington’s 
accounts are suspended at the Treasury Depart- 
ment, on account of the detention of his papers by 
the powers that have seized the Pensacola navy- 
yard, I ask that it be put on its passage now. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 565) for 
the relief of Lewis Warrington, paymaster Uni- 
ted States Navy, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs reported the 
bill with amendments. 

The first amendment was, after the word * seiz- 
ure,” to insert ‘and detention;”’ so as to read, 
t incurred in consequence of the forcible seizure 
and detention of the papers,” &c. 


The next amendment was, to add at the end of 
the bill the following proviso: 


Provided, That the Seeretary of the Navy shall be satis- 
fied that said Warrington’s vouchers are improperly with- 
held from bim. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended provides: 

That the proper accounting ollicers of the Treasury be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed, in the settle- 
ment of the aecounts of Lewis Warrington, as paymaster 
ofthe Pensacola navy-yard, where the proper vouchers ean- 
not be produced, to reecive and allow statements verifie 
by bis oath, of expenditures or losses incurred in cons 
quence of the forcible seizure and detention of the paper: 
and property of the Government at said yard, by the mili- 
tary of the State of Mlorida: Provided, ‘That the Seeretary 
of the Navy shall be satistied that said Warrington’s vouch- 
ers are improperly withheld from him. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; | 


and the amendments were concurred in, and the 
bill ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
lt was read the third time, and passed. 


LEAVENWORTH ISLAND. 


Mr. WADE. I move to take up the bill (S. 
No. 19) legalizing certain entrics of lands on Leav- 
enworth island, in the State of Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. As 
originally introduced by Mr. W apg, it proposed 
to make valid all entries of lands lying in the 
State of Missouri embraced within the island op- 

osite Leavenworth City, known as Leavenworth 
island, heretofore entered at Kickapoo, in the Del- 
aware district of Kansas Territory, in the same 
manner as if made in the proper land district of 
Missouri. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported it 
back with an amendment to strike out all of the 
bill after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That all preémption entries heretofore made in good 
faith at the land office at Kickapoo, in the Delaware land 
district, Kansas Territory, of lands embraced within the 
island opposite Leavenworth City, known as Leavenworth 
istand, in the State of Missouri, be, and the same are hereby, 
declared valid, in the same manner as if made in the proper 


land district ofthe State of Missouri; Provided, such entries | 
shall be found by the Secretary of the Interior, in all other | 


respects to be in accordance with the preéimption Jaw. 
Mr. KING. I shouid like to know if there is 
a report in that case. 
Mr. WADE. I presume when 1 make a state- 


= ment the Senator will be satisfied. 


| already necessarily incurred, as, on the produc- | 


Mr. KING. Ihave had some information from 
Indians there in relation to their lands. 

Mr. WADE. This has nothing to do with 
that. There was some dispute as to what State 
and land district Leavenworth island belonged to, 
and the original entries were made informally in 
the wrong district. Private individuals alone are 
concerned in it. The Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Green,] not now in his seat, objected for‘ 
some time to the passage of the bill, because. he 
thought perhaps there were objections to it; but 
the original draft of the bill was sent to the Land 
Office, and they suggested the very amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Public Lands, and 
said there could be no objection to itin that shape. 
The Senator from Missouri has withdrawn his 
objection; and he told me yesterday morning that 
I might get it up any time I could, and have it 
passed. There is no objection to it. It is barely 
to correct a mistake in the entries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, asamended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
It was read the third time, and passed. 


SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULES. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a resolution to suspend the 
16th and 17th joint rules so faras relates to a bill 
of the House of Representatives (No. 1007) declar- 
ine the value of the new silver florin, of Austria. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion; and it was concurred in. 


É BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Pres- 
dentof the United States had approved and signed, 
on the 27th ultimo, the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 435) to refund to the Terri- 
tory of Utah the expenses incurred in suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities in the year 1853; an 

A bill (H. R. No. 714) establishing certain post 
routes. 
| Also, that the President had approved and 
f signed a bill (H. R. No. 864) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government, for the year ending June 30, 1862. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS, 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered on the 28th of February the printing 
of a Jetter from the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating an estimate for collating results of the San 
Juan exploring expedition—ordered at eleven 
o’clock and twenty minutes. 

Also, thatthe following documents were ordered 
to be printed by the House, March 1, 1861: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting information in relation to the claim 
of Hon. H. M. Rice—ordered at eleven o’clock 
and twenty minutes. 

A letter from the Seeretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting a statement of the clerks and others em- 
ployed in that Department—ordered at eleven 
o’clock and twenty minutes 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting a statement showing the pay of officers of 
the Navy and marine corps—ordered at eleven 
o’clock and twenty minutes, 

A, letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a statement of the condition of the 
banks throughout the Union—ordered at eleven 
i o’clock and twenty-nine minutes. 


LAND OFFICE AT OLYMPIA. 


Mr. BRAGG. [ask leave of the Senate to take 
up House bill No. 943, to provide for bringing up 
the arrearages of work of the land office at Olym- 
pia, Washington Territory. It is a small bill, 
which I think will not consume much time. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to; 
and it was considered as in Committce of the 
Whole. It proposes to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to make such allowances for cler- 
ical services in bringing up the arrearages of bus- 
iness at the land office at Olympia, Washington 
Territory, including payment of clerical services | 
tion of the proper evidence, he may deem equit- | 
able and just; the amount not to exceed the sum 
of three thousand dollars, and to be paid out of | 
the appropriation “ for incidental expenses of dis- 


trict land offices.’’ 


Mr. KING. Jinquire whether there is any 
report or statement of facts in connection with 
that bill? ; 

Mr. BRAGG. Iwill say to the Senator from 
New York, that there is a report from the com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives. The re- 
port from the Senate committee was verbal merely, 
and I believe that the committee unanimously 
agreed that the bill ought to pass. 

Ms; KING. I should like to hear the report 
read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed by the Secrétary, that there is no report 
with the bill. 

Mr. KING. I think there should be some ex- 
planation ofa bill of that sort, appropriating $3,000 
for clerk hire in a territorial land office. 

Mr. BRAGG. Perhaps I was under a mistake 
in saying to the Senator from New York that 
there was a report from the House committee. 
It was my impression that there was; but there 
are letters from the Department recommending the 
passage of this bill. They are on file, and can be 
read for the information of the Senator, if he de- 
sires. Tt was upon the information contained in 
those letters that the committee acted. 

Mr. KING. I should like to hear some state- 
ment showing the propricty of this. We ought 
not to pay $3,000 for nothing. If there is a letter 
from the Department, let us hear it. 

The Secretary read the following letters: 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, January 7. 1861. 
Sir: In compliance with your oral request, I have the 
honor to inclose, iierewith, copies of letters addressed to 
this office by the register of the land office at Olympia, 
Washington Territory, on the subject of an allowance for 
elerical services at his office, dated respectively, 22d and 
23d April, 8th August, and Ist October, 1860. 
With great respect, your obedient servant, 
JOSEPH S. WILSON, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. I. I, Stevens, House of Representatives. 


REGISTER’S OFFICE, 
OLYMPIA, WASHINGTON TERRITORY, April 22, 1860. 

Sır: Ina circular from the General Land Office, dated 
June 30, 1857, it is stated that, “ by the act of Congress, 
approved August 18, 1856, the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to grant the offices of registers and receivers 
such additional clerical services as he may find indispens- 
able for the transaction of public business; and the officer 
requiring such assistance is directed to make areport of all 
the facts indicating the nature and extent of the service 
required.” 

I therefore beg leave to subinit the following statement 
of the condition of this office: 

1 find, by the index, that fifteen hundred and sixty-six 
nonncations for donation claims have been filed in this 
oflice. 

With these notifications should be filed the affidavits of 
witnesses, the final proofs of the settlers, and all papers 
connected with the claim. 

By the instructions to this office, it is required that all 
these papers, with the corresponding notifications, should 
be attached together, so as to form a tract book, until this 
book should be regularly opened. 

No duplicates have therefore been made,except in the few 
eases when the papers have been forwarded to Washing- 
ton, and these papers are therefore the only evidence to 
show that the settler has complied with the provisions of 
the law. 

As the evidence of cultivation and possession has been 
forwarded from time to time, it has been loosely wrapped 
in the notification and the whole filed away in pigeon- 
holes. 

In many cases the proofs, &c., have been misplaced, for, 
with some of my predecessors, it has been the custom to 
allow any who wished it, to examine and overhaul the 
pigeon-holes, and to take such papers as they wished to 
their rooms. 

It is suspected that in some instances the papers have 
been stolen by interested parties ; and in others it isknown 
that they have been lost through carelessness, or suitered to 
lie for over a year in the office, when they were ready to be 
sent to the Land Office. 

Ail donation claimants in this Territory have now ac- 
quired their title by four years’ residence, and over thirteen 
hundred claims are now, or will shortly be, presented to 
the consideration of this office ; and it is made the duty of 
the register to copy all the papers when the title has been 
perfected, aud forward them to Washington, with the de- 
positions of witnesses on disputed claims, and an accom- 
panying report when the case is appealed. 

For over a year, the platting of claims on the township 
maps has been neglected ; and the maps themselves, as there 
has been no suitable place to keep them, have been torn 
and mutilated. Duplicates are, in many cases, absolutely 
necessary. A 

The cause assigned by the last register was, that he had 
no platting instruments. 

Settlers are required within three months after survey, 
and on due notice by the register and receiver, to appear 
before them and adjust their elaims. These notices have 
been neglected for over a year; and, consequently, the 
business of this nature remaining unadjusted is suficient 
to occupy our whole time. 

There have been no returns from this office since Au- 
gust, 1859; and the letters of the Department returning 
papers for correction, have not been answered. These cor- 
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rections involve a correspondence with the parties inter- 
ested. 

No declaratory statements have been filed during that 
time, and the patents sent for delivery have not been cn- 
tered into the proper books. 

My predecessors have left the work so much in arrears, 
that it will be impossible for me to bring it up alone, as the 
daily duties of my office are more than sufficient to occupy 
my time and attention. 

The greater pdrt of the claims in this Territory are do- 
nated claims, taken many years since, before survey, and 
in irregular tracts, conflicting among themselves and with 
preémption claimants. 

The copying, preservation, and care ofthe papers, (which 
are in many Cases voluminous.) is, of itself, sufficient to 


occupy one person where the papers arc in such confusion | 


as they now are. 

To settlers living in remote parts of the Territory, the ex- 
penses of traveling to this point are very heavy, being in 
many cases more than the cost of their claims, and in such 
eases it is impossible to obtain the presence of witnesses. 

Is it therefore absolutely neecssary, in accordance with 
the instructions to the surveyor gencral of Oregon of March 
10, 1851, and January 24, 1854, to visit such remote points, 
and afford the settlers an opportunity toadjust their claims? 
In such cases the offices must be closed, unless a clerk is 
allowed. 

The act establishing the office of register and receiver 
states that they are to receive no fee or emolument what- 
ever beyond a stated salary, but the payment ofa clerk can 
be hardly called an emolument to the register, any more 
than the allowance of stationery and postage for public 
business. 

In view of the above statements, I would respectfully 
submit that additional clerical services are indispensable to 
the transaction of public business committed to my charge. 

T recommend, as compensation, the salary paid for a 
draughtsman in the surveyor general’s office, $1,800 per 
annul. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ISAAC W. SMITH, 

Register of the land office, Olympia, Washington Territory. 


CoMMISSIONER OF THE LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, District of Columbia. 


Mr. KING. This isa claim for $3,000 for ser- 
vices in a Territory, that seem to me to have been 
uncalled for and improper. If it was to pay for 
fature services, or if we had distinct and definite 
information that the services had been performed, 
it would be different; but it is entirely indefinite. 
I move to postpone the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. BRAGG. Thope not. Itis not often that 
I ask the Senate to pass a bill. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator from North Caro- 
lina will state facts, how much is due to anybody 
in this matter, I have entire confidence in that 
Senator’s statement. 

Mr. BRAGG. It is impossible for me to state 
the fact, because it does not appear from anything 
in the papers how much is due for past services; 
but I undertake to say this, that so far as appears 
from the report, which is an ample one, from the 
land office at Olympia, some additional service in 
the way of clerks is necessary in order to bring up 
the arrearages of the office. ‘They are years be- 
hind and the public interest is suffering there, as 
well as the interest of individuals who have land 
claims or have titles in an imperfect state in that 
Territory. That amply appears. It does not 
appear that there is anything due for past services. 
I presume that some little extra clerk hire is dae 
there under the act of 1856, which has been re- 
pealed at this session, and this bill merely pro- 
vides for that in case there is any, as Í under- 
stand. 

Mr. KING. If there is not any, I object to it. 
It looks like one of those bills brought in here, 
indefinite and informal, which, by construction, 
give a great deal more than could be got other- 
wise. If the Senator is not aware of anything 
that is due in the past, and will let that portion be 
stricken out, | shall have no objection to make. 

Mr. BRAGG. The bill provides that— 

« The Secretary of the Interior be authorized to make 
such allowances for clerical services in bringing up the ar- 
rearages of business at the land office at Olympia, Wash- 
ington Perrit 
already neeessarily incurred, as, on the production of the 
proper cvidence, he may deem cquitable and just; the 
amount not to exceed the sum of $3,000.” 

I will merely say that the act of 1856 allowed 
the employment of cxtra clerks at district land 
offices; and yet the Senator says he is entirely 
opposed to allowing anything of the kind in any 
bill we pass here. 

Mr. ICING. 
if there is no evidence that anything is due, 1 do 
not want to make the appropriation. If the Sen- 
ator says there is something due under the law, 


let us know what it is, and I shall be willing to | 


ay it. : 
$ Mr. BRAGG. I suppose there is something 
due. The friends of the bill say so. I do not 


ry, including payment of clerical services | 


I say if there is nothing due, or | 


know it personally, and therefore I cannot answer 
| the Senator. I hope the Senator will withdraw 
his motion, and let us take the vote directly on 
the bill. i hope he will not require us to take two 
votes where one will answer. I do not wish to 
consume time by speaking. I hope the Senate 
will pass the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fircu in 
-the chair.) Does the Senator from New York 
withdraw his motion to postpone? 


Mr. KING. I do not withdraw it. 
Mr. BRAGG. I hope the Senate will vote it 
down. 


The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Housc had agreed to some, and disagreed to other, 
amendments of the Senate to the bill ofthe House 
(No. 895) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1862; and had agreed to other amend- 
ments of the Senate to the said bill with amend- 
ments; in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested, 

Also, that the House insisted upon its disa- 
greement to ccrtain amendments of the Senate to 
the bill last mentioned, and upon its amendments 
to the other amendments of the Senate to the said 
bill, and asked a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon; and appointed 
Mr. H. Winter Davis of Maryland, Mr. Jonn 
S. Mizuson of Virginia, and Mr. James Hum- 
purey of New York, managers at the same on 
the part of the House. 

On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to certain amendments ofthe 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 895) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1862, insist upon its amendments to the 
said bill disagreed to by the [louse of Representatives, and 
agree to the conference asked by the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, the Vice 
President was authorized to appoint the commit- 
tee on the part of the Senatc;and Messrs. Pearce, 
Fessunpen, and Rice were appointed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice 
President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 997) for the relief of Green- 
bury M. Watkins, of Montgomery county, Mary- 
land; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 576) for the relief of Coale 
& Barr. 

ELIZA M. PLYMPTON. 


Mr. POWELL. 
(No. 923) granting a pension to Eliza M. Plymp- 
ton. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr.GRIMES, The question is on my amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee, to strike out “$47 50,” and insert “ $30;” 
upon which the yeas and nays werc ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
believes that was the state of the case. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator has correctly 
stated the condition of the question. I hope the 
|| amendment of the Senator from Iowa, and also 


i| the amendment of the committee, will be rejected, 
and the bill passed as it came from the House ot 
Representatives. This is a very aged and infirm 
lady, whose husband served forty years in the 
Army. Ifthis amendment is made Y feat the bill 
will be lost. I understand she is very destitute 
and poor, and cannot possibly live many years 
We have many such cases on our statute-book. 
I will not diseuss it. 

Mr. GRIMES. I wish the Senate to under- 
stand that Tam not opposing the granting of a pen- 


paid to the widow of a colonel of the Army shall 


i] is proposed by this bill. Thelaw,as it now stands, 


I move to take up House bill | 


‘| sion to Mrs. Plympton; but I am opposing the | 
establishment of the principle that the rate to be 


| be raised from thirty to fifty dollars a month, as | 


H 


| 


is this: the widow of a-colonel-who is killed in 
battle, or who dies from a.disease contracted -in 
the line of his service, can go to. the Pension Office, 
and, by making the necessary proof, recelve-a 
pension of thirty dollars a month;-but there are 
some cases that do not come particularly within 
the law of Congress, and these widows come here 
and ask for a pension instead of going to the Pen- 
sion Office. In this case, Mrs. Plympton is the 
widow of an aged colonel, who died really not 
from any disease contracted in the line of his ser- 
vice, but from old age. Sheis in destitute circum- 
stances, and Í am content to give her thirty dol- 
lars a month as a gratuity; but I warn Senators 
of the fact, of which I am cognizant, that imme- 
-diately in the rear of this case are other cases that 
are to be pressed upon the attention of the Senate 
at its present session before its adjournment, by 
which it is proposed to increase the pensions ot 
widows of other colonels, now drawing thirty dol- 
lars a month, to fifty dollars a month, on‘the 
strength of the precedent we aré expected to es- 
tablish in this case. ; 

Mr. POWELL. I would say to the Senator 
that, so far as the precedent is concerned, we.have 
now as many as six such cases'on our statute- 
books, hone of which are more meritorious than 
this. If this amendment be adopted, E fear the 
old lady will not get the pension at all.. I hope 
the amendment will be rejected. I will not take 
up the time of the Senate. 

Mr. POLK. I understood the Senator from 
Iowa to say that the yeas and nays had been or- 
dered. I do not think there is any necessity. for 
taking the question by yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRIMES. I withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the call for the yeas and nays may be 
withdrawn. The Chair hears none. 

The question being put on the amendment of 
Mr. Gries, the ayes appeared to prevail; but a 
division was called for by Mr. Powexr. 

Mr. PEARCE. If this proposition is pressed, 
I feel bound to say a few words. The Senator 
from Iowa is right, undoubtedly. I understand 
that the lady whom it is proposed now to pen- 
sion, is the widow of an aged officer who died— 
not in battle, not of wounds received in battle— 
but in the ordinary course of nature, and after 
having for long years enjoyed the honors and the 
emoluments of a high position in the Army. It 
he had been killed in battle fronting the enemies 
of his country, his widow would have received a 
pension of thirty dollars a month under the law; 
bat he was not killed in battle; he lived and died as 
I have stated. What reason does that afford for 
this gratuity, for gratuity it is, to whatever amount 
the pension may be granted? What reason is 
there why you should give a gratuity of larger 
amount than the pension which you pay to the 
widow of the man who has shed his blood and 
lost his lifein the service of his country? I have 
scen these things attempted before. Years ago, 
these attempts were made, remonstrated against, 
and put down in this body, and they ought to be 
put down again. There is no reason for: them, 
and these special acts lead, in a remarkable degree, 
to favoritism. Ladies who can command influ- 
ence here, who happen to be fortunate enough to 
possess the acquaintance of influential Senators, 
i may obtain the passage of bills of this sort giving 
them pensions far beyond the legal allowance to 
those who in one respect may be said to be more 
meritorious; while others, at least equally meri- 
torious, and who have rendered. greater service, 
can only receive the allowance which is permitted 
by law. I hope the Senate now will determine 
that they will not, by these special acts, exceed 
in the amount of the pension when it isa mere 
gratuity, that which is the legal allowance of the 
| widow of an officer when her husband is killed in 
battle. 

Mr. POWELL. Ido not intend to continue 
this discussion. I will say to the Senator from 
Maryland that if the Senate have put down such 
legislation as this, I do not know when. I know 
they passed three such cases here at the last ses- . 
sion. 

The amendment of Mr. Grimes was 
ayes twenty-seven, noes not counted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in, and ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. lt was read the third time, and passed. 


agreed to— 
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THOMAS: G, CORBIN, 


: Mr. FOSTER. T'move that the Senate take 
up for consideration Senate bill No.399, for the 
relief of Thotnas G. Corbin. It-has'a very short 
report accompanying it. The bill is very short. 
It involves an amount of between two and three 
hundred doliars to a meritorious officer. I hope 
it will be allowed to pass. The reading of the 
report will occupy not above two minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
399) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 
Lieutenant Thomas G.’ Corbin, United States 
Navy, of $293 15, being the difference between 
his pay as passed midshipman and master, be- 
tween August 24, 1846, and October 25, 1847. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM. 


Mr. POLK. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Private Land Claims to report House bill No. 
981, to confirm a certain private land claim in the 
Territory of New Mexico. I will state that I 
have had this bill in my hand for along time try- 
ing to get it before the Senate. I now report it 
back from that committee, with a recommendation 
that it pass. Task for present action on it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committce of the Whole. It 

rovides that the private land in the Territory of 
New Mexico, as recommended for confirmation 
by the surveyor General of that Territory, and 
in his report to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, of November 24, 1860, designated as 
No. 43; shall be confirmed; but the confirmation 
is only to be construed as a qnit-claim or relin- 
quishment on the part of the United States, and 
is not to affect the adverse rights of any other 
person or persons, 

Mr. POLK. The word “claim” is omitted 
after the word “ land,” in the printed copy of the 
bill, It is correct in the manuscript. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That beingo 
verbal amendment, it will be made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. KING. 1s there any report or any state- 
ment of facts in that matter? 

Mr. POLK. ‘The report that comes from the 
House of Representatives is the report from the 
surveyor general of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, who was authorized by law to examine these 
claims. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I think { must object to 
confirming land claims in the dark. We have 
had one Houmas land grant confirmed in Lonis- 
iana; and without explanation, I cannot consent 
to allow the bill to pass. 

Mr. POLK. I will give the explanation briefly, 
and if I am defective in it, the Senator from Ohio, 
who knows the case better perhaps than I do, will 
correct me. This was a perfect grant made by 
the Mexican Government to two individuals for a 
mine which they discovered, a gold mine. Land 
was granted to them, including the mine, and ad- 
joining country around it, with a spring for the 
purpose of washing, and timber for the purpose 
of working the mine, and pasturage for cattle. [t 
is a perfect Mexican grant. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Then I ask why is not the 
title good, and why cannot they establish it in 
court? 

Mr. POLK. For this reason: there has been a 
Jaw of Congress requiring all these claims to be 
reported upoh by the surveyor general, and to 
be acted on by Congress, and that is for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the system of surveys in 

ew Mexico. The surveyor general will not 
survey any claim there, unless it is confirmed by 
Congress. This leaves the parties open to litiga- 


tion, and open to have their lands squatted upon; | 


but in order to carry out in New Mexico the sys- 
tem of the United States public surveys, we have 
required the surveyor general to report all these 


claims to Congress, to be acted on by Congress. į 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Are these parties in pos- 
session, Í inquire ? 

Mr. POLK., Yes; working the mine now. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move, then, that this bill 
lie over until the next session. If they are in pos- 
session, they cannot suffer, and we can have an 
opportunity to consider the matter, 


Mr. CHANDLER. As objection is made, I 
suppose the bill lies over à 
Mro POLK. No, sir. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. f move to postpone this 
bil until the Ist of December next. ` 

Mr. WADE. I hope that motion will not pre- 


vail, unless the Senator knows something of this-|: 


tile and has some valid objection to it. The com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives acted upon 
the report of the surveyor general, and the Senate 
committee deliberately examined the subject, and 
agreed toit. Now,unlesstheSenator issuspicious 
that they have made some mistake, and knows 
on what he grounds his objection, I hope he will 
not delay it. The probability is, that if it be de- 
layed, it will come up at another time, when Sen- 
ators will have again to refer to the reports of the 
committees and confide in them, for itis impossi- 
ble that every Senator can examine every one of 
these claims so as to know all about it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I have had an opportu- 
nity to converse with my colleague in the House 
of Representatives, who is on the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and who reported this bill 
to the House. On conversation with him, I with- 


| . > 
draw my objection. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


CAPTAIN PAULDING. r 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to call up House 


joint resolution No. 59, authorizing Commodore 


H. Paulding to receive a sword anda grant of land 
awarded to him by the Republic of Nicaragua. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution. 
The amendment of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations was, to strike out the words “ the grant 


| of land aħd;” so that the resolution will read: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
Commodore H. Paulding, of the United States Navy, be. 
and he is hereby, authorized to accept the sword presented 
to him by the Republic of Nicaragua, 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I hope that the amend- 
ment will not be agreed to. It is a grant of about 
one section of land—twenty cabbellarias of land. 
Thirty-three acres, I believe, is acabbellaria, mak- 
ing about six hundred and sixty acres. I hope 
that the resolution will be permitted to pass in the 
shape in which it came from the House of Rep- 
sentatives, 

Mr. MASON. The joint resolution was re- 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to whom it was referred by the Senate, with the 


| amendment which the Senator hopes will not be 


adopted. We all recollect that in the days of 
William Walker, the fillibuster, Commodore 
Paulding, beingin command ofthe squadronatSan 
Juan or Greytown, deemed it within his instruc- 
tions, in order to prevent the landing of Walker, 
to land upon the shores of Nicaragua after Walker 
had landed, and to capture his party. He was 
recalled from the command, and censured for the 
action. ‘The President said in his message that 
he thought Commodore Paulding, in landing the 
American forces upon a forcign territory with 
which we were at peace, had, as the President ex- 
pressed it, committed a grave error. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Tf the Senator will allow 


j me, right at that point, I beg to call his attention 


to the fact that the authorities of Nicaragua, at 
the time and upon the spot, asked Commodore 
Paulding to have his troops landed to take away 
the filllousters from this sand-bank. 

Mr. MASON. My impression is that the Sen- 
atoris mistaken in that. Commodore Paulding was 
instructed not toallow Walker to land. Itscems 
that Walker eluded the vigilance of the squadron 
in some way, which was at anchor two or three 
miles from the coast, and did land. Afterwards, 


| Commodore Paulding sent in boats, landed, ar- 


rested the party, and sent them off. 


Now, what I mean to say is only this: the | 


President considered it,as he expressed it, a grave 
error. We had the subject before the Senate, 
and I was one of those who did not agree with 


i the President. i thought he had committed an 
error; but it was anerror in the over-anxious dis- | 
| charge of his duty. Ithoughtit was characterized 
| rather harshly to call it a grave error; but still 
ii such are the facts. Now, the State of Nicaragua 


i 


i 
| 


| 
H 
i 


has, by law; as this Government is informed, as 
a compliment to Captain Pauiding for that act, 
made him a grant of land, and besides, I think, 
givenhimasword. A majority of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, while they were prepared 
to recommend to the Senate that he should be al- 
lowed to receive the sword as acompliment, were 
disinclined to his being permitted to receive any 
substantial reward, as a grant of land would be. 
For myself, I was opposed to it altogether. I 


| did not think it was one of those occasions where 


the constitutional interdiction should be departed 
from. I think this Government ought not to 
sanction a reward, whether in the form of acom- 
pliment, or something more substantial, to one 
of its officers by a foreign Government, for an 
act which his own Government had disapproved. 
For that reason I am against the whole proposi- 
tion; but I think that if it passes, the amendment 
ought to be adopted; and he should not, at least, 
receive a substantial reward. It is not a pecuni- 
ary grant; but itis a grant of value, nrore than 
a compliment. - T'here may have been an instance, 
but Í am not aware of an instance, where any 
officer of this Government has received.a substan- 
tial grant, a valuable grant, either in the form of 
money, or land, or otherwise, from any foreign 
Government. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, if there is any 
officer in the Navy of the United States who, I 
think, has in recent times distinguished himself 
by the exercise of great patriotism, of great loy- 
alty, of great discretion, that officer is Captain 
Paulding, a descendant of one of the captors of 
Major André, a citizen of my own State, a per- 
sonal friend. Feeling in regard to this distin- 
guished gentleman as one must feel who stands in 
such relations to him, itis with great regret that 
I have felt myself obliged to come into opposition, 
in part, to the joint resolution which has been 
proposed by the House of Representatives, to 
allow the Republic of Nicaragua to confer upon 
him distinguished honors and rewards. I am not 
opposed to the principle of this joint resolution. 
I am not opposed to waiving the constitutional 
inhibition which prevents him from receiving, 
without the consent of Congress, honors tendered 
to him gratefully by a foreign country, which he 
has saved from ravage and violence. I think it 
was just in Nicaragua to tender to him all that 
has been awarded to him by that Republic. I do 
not think that honors bestowed upon public ser- 
vants of the United States for such a discharge of 
their duties to their own country as benefits other 
countries or humanity, have any tendency to de- 
moralize; on the contrary, I think they ‘have a 
tendency to ennoble and to elevate thg military 
and naval service of the United States; and while 
I would be very careful never to allow any states- 
man to receive any compliment or any reward 
from any foreign Government, for any service that 
he may have rendered, F am perfectly willing to 
allow officers of the military and naval service to 
receive such testimonials. I have, however, been 
obliged in the committee, as I shall be here, to 
vote for the amendment which shall deny Com- 
modore Paulding the privilege of receiving the 
grant of six hundred acresof land in Nicaragua— 
not that he did not merit it at the hands of that 
Republic, but because he was in the service of his 
country, and he is paid by his country for his 
services. A military ora naval officer, like a civil- 
ian, can do no more, when he is in the discharge 
of public duties, than just his whole duty to his 
country; and there is no work of supererogation 
in him. His country has the highest claim-has 
a claim to the best talent, the best service that he 
can exercise; and his country.is to be presumed 
to pay him all the compensation to which he is 
entitled, which he ought to receive, for any action 
which is beneficial to her, however beheficial, 
also, it may be consequentially to other States or 
nations, 

The reason why I object to voting to allow the 
reception of this grant of land is: first, that it is 
in the nature of an additional pecuniary reward 
by a foreign Power for a service rendered to his 
own country; and the precedent would be a bad 
one, insomuch as, if continued, it might in time 
come to make officers of the Army and Navy of 
the United States study how much they could get 
from foreign Governments for so shaping their 
conduct in the service of their own country as to 
benefit them. 4 
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The other objection is, that whoever takes a 
grant of land becomes thereby, to that extent, in 
the relation of tenant to the holder of land, owing 
fealty, temporarily or permanently, to the coun- 
try which appropriates the land to his service. It 
tends, therefore, to divide his allegiance; to divide 
the allegiance which he owes his own country and 
its service, and to demoralize him and make him 
to that extent a servant or a citizen or a subject 
of a foreign country. I know that, in this partic- 
ular case, the objection is of no account or valuc. 
It is only because it is a precedent that I stand 
upon this point; and I have now expressed all the 
reasons I have. If they shall not be found satis- 
factory to the Senate, I shall be content to be 
overruled, ; 

Mr. MASON. [think this will form a very 
important precedent hereafter, and I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Itakethis to be merely 
complimentary. The making of a grant of six 
hundred acres of land in Nicaragua is only say- 
ing, “ You saved this whole country; accept, as 
an cvidence of our gratitude to you, six hundred 
acres here.” I do not feel, myself, the scruples 
that have been expressed. 1 consider it all merely 
honorary 

The question being taken on the amendment by 
yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 25, nays 16; as 
tollows: 5 : 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Fessenden, Fitch, Grimes, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson 
of Arkansas, Johnson of Teimessee, Lane, Mason, Morrill, 
Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—235, 

NAYS-—~Messrs. Chandler, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Douglas, Foot, Poster, Hale, King, Latham, Pearce, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, and Wade—16. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended; and the amendment was concurred 
in and ordered to be engrossed, and the joint res- 
olution to be read a third time. It was read the 
third time. 

Myr. WILSON called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the joint resolution, and they were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 34, nays 
7; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Bright, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doo- 
ditte, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, La- 
tham, Morrill, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Thomson, ‘Vrumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wil- 
son—34, 

NAYS—Messrs. Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, 
Mason, Nicholson, Powell, and Pugh—7. 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, its title was 
amended, so as to read: 


A joint resolution authorizing Captain H. Paulding to 
receive a sword tendered him by the Republic of Niear- 
agua, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour hav- || 


ing arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to announce 
the special order; which is the joint resolution (S. 
No. 70) proposing amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. In connection with the 
joint resolution which has just been passed, I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Senate to another 
which has been reported from the Committee on 
Waval Affairs. Commodore Paulding was sued 
by some of those individuals who were arrested 
in the district court of the United States in the 
southern district of New York, and the suits have 
come to an end by the death of the parties. He 
has been subjected to some expenses; and this is 
a joint resolution authorizing the Department to 
pay him the amount of his expenses, not exceed- 
ing $1,200. J ask uvanimous consent to pass it. 

Mr. MASON. [hope it will pass; it is right; 
it should be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent to con- | 
sider the joint resolution referred to by him. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope it will not be | 
understood as superseding this. | 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. lt will lead to no discus- | 
sion. 

Mr. POLK. I should like to ask the Senator | 
from Wisconsin if that $1,200 is not intended, į 


part of it, to pay costs and expenses incurred by 
the party who brought the suit. i 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. No, sir; the expenses of ; 


t 


Commodore Paulding himself. It is not to ex- 
ceed $1,200. 

Mr. POLK. His own expenses? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, his own expenses. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (8. No. 68) for the relief of 


| Captain Hiram Paulding, of the United States 


Navy. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to allow to Captain Paulding the expenses 
incurred in defending himself, in a suit brought 
against him by Charles J. McDonald, one of the 
follawers of William Walker, at San Juan del 
Norte, with a proviso that the amount shall not 
exceed $1,200. 

The Jointresoluiion was reported to the Senate, 
ordered toa third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to some, and disagreed to other, 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
899) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending the 30th of June, 1862, 


j and had agreed to other amendments of the Sen- 


ate to the said bill with amendments. 
AUGUSTUS H. EVANS. 
The message further announced that the House 


had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 210) for 
the relief of Augustus H. Evans. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced thatthe Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident: 

A bill (S. No. 11) to provide for the payment 
of the expenses incurred by the Territories of 
Oregon and Washington, in the suppression of 
ae hostilities therein, in the years 1855 and 
1856; 

A bill (H. R. No. 981) to confirm a certain pri- 
vate land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. No. 655) granting a pension to 
Prentis Champlain; and 

A bill (S. No. 210) for the relief of Augustus 
H. Evans. 


REPORT OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen.) 
It is the duty of the Chair to announce the spe- 
cial order of the day, being the joint resolution 


| (S. No. 70) proposing certain amendments to the 


Constitution of the United States. 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask that the resolutions 
from the House of Representatives, in regard to 
amendments of the Constitution, be laid before 
the Senate, in order that they may be considered 
at the same time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 


lay before the Senate a joint resolution from the | 


House of Representatives. 
The joint resolution (H. R. No. 80) to amend 


the Constitution of the United States, was read | 


| the first time by its title. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Task that that be made the 
special order at the same time, in connection with 
the joint resolution reported by the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. MASON. I have looked at that joint res- 
olution, and it certainly ought to be committed to 
a committee to correct its English. 
ligible. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My object is merely to have 


it considered at the same-time with the other. 


It is tinintel- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The jointres- | 


olution will have its second reading. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 80) was read 
a second time by its title. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is now the 
subject of any motion that may be made in regard 
to it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
special order in connection with the joint resolu- 
tion reported by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CLARK. How does that happen to bein 
order here when there isa special order called up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is not in 
order to consider it, except by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. CLARK, Mr. BINGHAM, and Mr. SUM- 
NER. I object. 


I move that it be made the | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The’ special: 
order is before the Senate. . TE : 
_Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask that the other resolu-.: 
tions, which have come from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, be read. There are two of them, I 
believe. . fs 

The Efouse joint resolutions (No. 64) declara~ 
tory of the opinion of Congress in regard: to cer- 
tain questions now agitating the country, and of 
measures calculated to reconcile existing differ- 
ences, were read the first time by the title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second 
reading: . ; 

Mr. CHANDLER and others. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is objection 
made? ’ 

_Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my objec- 
tion. i 

Mr. SUMNER. I object. ee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, it cannot be read the second time. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It passed the other House 
unanimously, There can be no objection, I think. 

Mr. CLARK. We have another subject tp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special | 
order is before the Senate. The question is-on 
the second reading. 

_ The joint resolution (S. No. 70) proposing cer- 
tain amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, was read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PUGH. Let the resolution be read, not 
the proposition itself, but the formal part, the in- 
troduction, $ 

Mr. HUNTER. 
now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis in Com- 
mittee of the. Whole, and open to amendment. 
The reading of the formal part of the joint reso- 
lution is called for. ; 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Whereas commissioners, appointed on the invitation of 
the State of Virginia, by the following States, respectively: 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylva- 
nia, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Fen- 
nessee, Kentucky, Missouri, Ohio, Indiana, IHinois, lowa, 
Wisconsin, and Kansas, have met in convention at the city 
of Washington, for the purpose of considering the distracted 
and perilous condition of the country, and proposing meas~ 
ures for the preservation of the peace, the safety of the peo- 
ple, and the security of the Union, and having performed 
that duty, and communicated to Congress the result of their 
deliberations, with a request and recommendation on the 
part and in the naine of said States, that the following be 
proposed to the several States as amendments to the Con- - 
stitution of the United States, according to the fifth article 
of said instrument, namely. (Then follow the propositions 
Wreed to by the peace commissioners.) 

Resolved, therefore, by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, (two thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the fore- 
going be, and the same are hereby, proposed to the several 
States as amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States; which, when ratified by conventions in three 
fourths of the several States, shall be valid to all intents and 
purposes as part of the said Constitution. 

Mr. SEWARD. I offer the following as a sub- 
stitute: 

Strike out all after the word “ whereas,” in the pream- 
bie, to the end of the resolution, and insert: 

The Legislatures of the States of Kentucky, New Jer- 
sey, and Illinois, have applied to Congress to call a conven- 
tion for proposing amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘Phat 
the Legislatures of the other States be invited to take the 
subject of such a convention into consideration, and to 
express their will on that subject to Congress, in pursu~ 
ance of the fifth article of the Constitution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands that a proviso was offered to the matter 
that the Senator from New York proposes to 
strike out. The vote will first be taken on the 
proviso offered by the Senator from Wisconsin, 
EMr. Dootitrze,] to insert at the end of section 
one of article thirteen: 

Provided, however, And this section shall take effect upon 
the express condition that no State, nor any part thereof, 
heretofore admitted, or hereafter to be admitted into the 
Union, shall have power to withdraw from the jurisdiction 
of the United States; and that this Constitution and all 
laws passed in pursuance thereof shall be the supreme law 
of the land, anything contained in any constitution, act, or 
ordinance of any State Legisiature or convention to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe that the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin is not pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Wisconsin proposes that as a proviso to the 
matter which the Senator from New York moves 


Is that open to amendment 
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to. strike out; and. the question must first be taken 
on that. : l 

Mr. HUNTER. Idid not know that that was 
before the Senate. i 

Mr. BIGLER. He only gave notice of it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thought the Senator from 
Wisconsin only gave notice that he would 
offer it. ` ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
may have misunderstood the Senator’s motion at 
the time. - He called for the printing of it; but if 
that is the understanding of the Senate-———~ 

Mr. SEWARD. What does the record say? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands’ that the record presents it as ‘ in- 
tended to be offered.” i 

Mr. SEWARD. Then the question is on the 


substitute. Fask that the question be taken. 
Mr. HUNTER. I havean amendment to sub- 


mit. Ipropose to amend the first section of the 
proposition before us, by inserting in lieu of it 
the first article of what are called the Crittenden 
resolutions. I move to strike out the first article 
of the peace propositions, in these terms: 

“Sge. 1. Inallthe present territory of the United States, 
north of the parallel of 36° 30 of north latitude, involuntary 
servitude, except in punishment of crime, is prohibited. 
En alt the present territory south of that line, the status ot 
persons held to involuntary service or labor, as it now ex- 

‘ists, shal! not be changed; nor shall any law be passed by 
Congress or the Territorial Legislature to hinder or prevent 
the taking of such persons from any of the States of this 
Union to said Territory, nor to impair the rights arising 
from said relation ; but the same shal! be subject to judicial 
cognizance in the Federal courts, according to the course 
of the common law. When any Territory north or south 
of said line, within such boundary as Congress may pre- 
seribe, shat! contain a population equal to that required for 
a member of Congress, it shall, if its form of government 
be republican, be admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with the original States, with or without involuntary 
servitude, as the constitution of such State may provide.” 


And to insert: 


That in atl the Territory of the United States now held, 
or hereafter acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30, sla- 
very or involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime, is prohibited while such ‘Verritory shall remain 
under territorial government. In all the territory south ot 
said line of Jatitude, slavery of the African race is hereby 
recognized as existing, and shall not be interfered with by 
Congress; but shall be protected as property by all the de- 
partments of the territorial government during its contin- 
nance; and when any territory, north or south of said line, 
within such boundaries as Congress may prescribe, shall 
contain the population requisite for a member of Congress, 
according to the then Federal ratio of representation of the 
people of the United States, it shall, if its form of govern- 
ment be republican, be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States, with or without slavery, 
as the constitution of such new State may provide. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I rise to a question of 
order. 
fore us under a recital that, whereas these propo- 
sitions of amendment have been presented by the 
commissioners, as they are called, from the sev- 
eral States—naming them—who have asked Con- 
gress to submit them, therefore we propose to 
submit them to the States. The whole proceed- 
ing is based and predicated on this recital. E say 
that it cannot be amended. If were amended, it 
would cease to be the application of that body 
which the recital states. 1 therefore object to 
any amendments, except a substitute; perhaps a 
substituts may be offered striking out the recital 
andall; but an amendment to itis out of order, in 
my view. 

Mr. HUNTER. In regard to the question of 
order, I understand that the recital is the recital 
of the committee, and that the question before us 
is on these propositions for amending the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which are to be treated 
as a bill. If so, cach section is subject to amend- 
ment as a bill would be subject to amendment. It 
was my purpose to offer the entire series of what 
are called the Crittenden resolutions, as an amend- 
ment to these, and I still intend to offer them, sec- 
tion by section; but I was prevented from offer- 
ing them in that form, because the Senator from 
New York got the floor first, and offered his prop- | 
osition asa substitute. I therefore could not raise 
the question which I desired to raise, except by | 
offering the amendments, section by section, in 
order to perfect the original proposition. I sub- | 
mit that it is in order. 

_Mr. COLLAMIER. I submit, still, my ques- 
tion of order, suggesting to gentlemen that if we | 
make any'amendment, we must strike out the | 
recital. | 

Mr. BIGLER. Ido not see that any ordinary 
question of order can be raised in this case; but 


j 


It wil be observed that this paper is be-@ 


| ido think there is a consideration much more 


grave, and that is the question whether we will 
treat the series of resolutions presented here by 
this peace congress as a proposition which we 
ought either to accept or reject. I was one of those 
in the select committee who took that position. It 
was manifestly intended that we should accept the 
entire programme, ór reject it. Therefore Í was 
unwilling; and we decided to consider no question 
of amendment 

Mr. HUNTER. That is not a question of 
order, but of propriety. It would be an argument 
against any amendment. . 

Mr. BIGLER. J have said it was no ordinary 
question of rules; but that there was a far graver 
question of propricty. I agree with the Senator 
in that view; and I rose for the purpose of allud- 
ing to the view taken of this subject by the select 
committee. The Senator from New York desired 
the leave of the committee to report his proposi- 
tion as a substitute; but the majority of the com- 
mittee held that the resolutions had not been com- 
mitted to us for the purpose of considering them 
and changing them, or substituting something 
else, but simply to attach to them the formal res- 
olution to present them as amendments to the 
Constitution for the ratification of the States. For 
that reason we proposed no amendment; and the 
Senator from New York yesterday offered his sub- 
stitute on his own responsibility, because, as I un- 
derstood him, of the view taken by the committee. 
Now, sir, I still entertain the view that, while the 
Senate have aclear right unquestionably to change 
these resolutions, and to change the resolution of 
submission to make it conform to anything we 
may do, we ought to consider these resolutions 
sent here by this peace conference as a whole, 
and accept them or reject them; but there can be 
no question of ordinary rule raised as to the right 
to offer an amendment; there is a greater, a graver 
question of propriety as to how they shall be 
treated. 

Mr. SEWARD. It is not merely a question 
of form or order, but the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia would change the whole char- 
acter of the transaction. This joint resolution is 
one single, complete proposition. It is one act. 
It begins with a declaration by Congress, that 
‘whereas commissioncrs, appointed on the invi- 
tation of the State of Virginia,” have performed 
a certain duty confided to them, “ and communi- 
cated to Congress the result of their deliberations, 
with a request and recommendation on the part 
and in the name of said States’’—of Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, and the rest of the States represented in 
the convention—*‘the following’’—nothing dif- 
ferent, nothing originating in Congress, nothing 
originating anywhere else, but—‘ the following 
be proposed to the several States as amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States, accord- 
ing to the fifth article of said instrument.” Now, 
if we should adopt this whole transaction, we 
should simply do this: we should submit these 
amendments to the people of the United States for 
their acceptance, for the reason that the peace 
convention, asitiscalled, has considered upon the 
subject, and thought it grave cnough to solicit 
us to invest it with the legislative or congres- 
sional sanction, and so submit it to the Legisla- 
tures and conventions of the States; but when- 
ever you have made a single alteration init, such 
as is proposed now by the Senator from Virginia, 
itis not, then, the proposition of the States “ of 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu- 
setts,” or any otber States; but it is a recom- 
mendation of the Congress of the United States. 
The whole character is changed. The conven- 
tion is swept out of existence in the history of 
Congress. The resolutions then adopted become 
the deliberate conviction of the majority of the 
Congress of the United States, who substitute 
their own judgment, and their own wisdom, and 
their own will, for the wishes, the opinions, re- 
spectfully submitted to them by the representa- 
tives of those States, and take the responsibility 
of saying that this is what the peace convention 
should have submitted, instead of the proposition 
which they have sent here. 

Mr. TIUNTER. I wish to make a suggestion 
in regard to the real position of this question, as 
as it now appears before us. The arguments that 
have been urged by the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia and the Senator from New York might very 


well be brought up against the propriety of adopt- 
ing the amendment; but, so far as the question 
itself stands, it is only brought before us by a 
report of our committee. The peace conference 
had no power to present questions or make com- 
munications to us; but they having made a com- 
munication, and we, having respect for that body, 
agreed to take it up, and we referred their propo- 
sition to a committee. The only authority which 
we have now for considering it in the Senate, is 
on the recommendation of our committee. This 
proposition stands here as a recommendation of 
that committee to alter the Constitution, as pro- 
posed by this conference. It being their recom- 
mendation in regard to the alteration of the Con- 
stitution, under our rules it stands like a bill; 
and I have a right'to move to amend it, section 
by section; and in doing so, I should be pursuin 
the method taken by the peace conference, as i 
understand, for I am told they never took a vote 
on it as a whole, but voted on it proposition by 
proposition; and in fact, the majority who passed 
the propositions were composed of different States, 
and they never did take a vote on the articles as a 
whole. ; 

Now, I am proposing to amend this as itcomes 
up, proposition by proposition; and if it would 
be in order for me to make such a motion, sup- 
posing that this proposition had originated with 
a committee of this body, who had madea report 

roposing such amendments to the Constitution, 
P should have a right to make it now, for it is 
only in that way that it appears legally before us. 
I say, then, so far as the question of order is con- 
cerned, it seems to me that I have clearly a right 
to doit. I would be willing, in order to get rid 
of the question of order, to move to strike out 
the preamble too; but in my opinion it stands be- 
fore us as a bill would stand. I may amend the 
particular sections. Iam not proposing by this 
amendment to perfect the whole proposition, but 
a part of it; and if I should succeed in that, I can 
then go back, and move to amend the preamble. 

So faras the question of order is concerned, 
Į cannot sce how it is that I am out of order. 
There may be a question of propriety. Those 
who believe that this proposition is one that ought 
to be accepted as a whole, and ought to be ac- 
cepted because it comes from this body, eminently 
respectable, as we all acknowledge it to be, may 
say that we ought not to amend it; not that we 
have not the power, but that we ought not to 
amend it. Those of us, however, who think as 
I do, that it isa proposition not to be accepted; 
that it isa proposition highly dangerous, and one 
which will give rise to great difficulties, on the 
other hand, may think it eminently proper to 
amend it, 1,thinking in that way, avail myself 
of what I suppose my parliamentary right, to 
offer an amendment; and it is upon that question 
of parliamentary right alone, as I understand, 
that the Chair is to determine. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it seems 
to me very clear that, as a question of order, this . 
proposition does not standin any respect differ- 
erent from any other. Suppose an individual 
Senator had thought proper to propose amend- 
ments to the Constitution; that they had been 
referred to a committee; and the committee had 
approved them: what would it havedone? Pre- 
cisely what this committee has done. It would 
have reported back the proposition, with a reso- 
lution in conformity with that clause of the Con- 
stitution which points out the mode of its amend- 
ment. The fact that this proposition was adopted 
by gentlemen from various States does not alter 
itatall. It comes here asa mere petition. Flow- 
ever respectable and dignified the convention may 
have been which arrived at these conclusions; 
however much weight their conclusions may be 
entitled to in the country, they come here simply 
as petitioners—in that light, and none other—ask- 
ing Congress to submit certain resolutions to the 
States of the Union to be adopted or not as por- 
tions of the fundamental law, and, unquestiona- 
bly, any Senator hasa right to propose an amend- 
ment in the same way as if they were introduced 
by an individual Senator. Can it be possible that 
if I draw up a series of propositions as amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, 


| anda select committee thinks proper to recom- 


mend them to this body, the hands of the body 
are tied up, and it must take them, word for word, 
and Ictter for letter, as I have drawn them? The 
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question is, whether it is proper to do this; 
whether the respect due the peace convention 
should not deter gentlemen from offering amend- 
ments, is a question we are not discussing. The 
omt is one of order; and as a question of order, 
was astonished when the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania first suggested it. 

Mr. BIGLER. I suggested no question of 
order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did understand the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania to say, that that was the 
vicw he took in committee in response to what 
was said by the Senator from Vermont, and it 
was to that I alluded when I said I was astonished 
at the ground he took, that the committee could 
not amend these propositions, or that any other 
person could not move to amend them. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from Vermont 
made a distinct point of order; but I did not sus- 
tain the Senator’s views on the point of order. 
On the other hand, so far from that, I stated dis- 
tinctly, that there could be no ordinary question 
of order under the rule; but a question of propriety, 
a question ag to the consideration that was to be 
attached to this proposition of the peace conven- 
tion; that the select committee, or a majority at 
least, were under the impression that it was ex- 
pected we would treat it asa whole, and accept 
it or reject it. That is what I said. Ihave no 
doubt whatever of the right of a Senator on this 
floor to move toamend this resolution. But, sir, 
I cannot agree with the Senator from Illinois by 
any means, that this proposition should be treated 
as the mere report of a committee or the propo- 
sition of ap individual Senator. Who supposes 
that twenty States would have sent commission- 
ers here to consider this great question and sug- 
gest to Congress——- 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, I see, is misunderstanding me. I said, 
asa question of order, it was to be treated the 
same as if offered by an individual Senator; that 
however much respect we might have for it, as 
coming from the source it did, yet, as a question 
of order, there was no difference in the rules. 

Mr. BIGLER. I did not understand the Sen- 
ator as placing entire stress on the question of 
order. I have been endeavoring to take this ques- 
tion away from therules, to set it above the rules, 
and I say that we ought to consider it without 
reference tothe rules. If it be that this programme 
ig not acceptable to the Senate, let it be rejected. 
What I supposed was intended from the begin- 
ning wasythat whatever they sent here was to be 
considered as an entirety—accepted or rejected. 
I was about to remark, who supposes that twenty 
States would: have sent commissioners to prepare 
a programme of peace for the consideration of 
Congress, if they had supposed that immediately 
the peculiar views of cach member of Congress 
would be set up in opposition to them? 

Mr. President, a single remark in relation to 
what fell from the Senator from New York, and 
I shali have done. ‘Phe Senator from New York 
alludes to the terms of the preamble, that, for the 
reason that these commissioners agreed, therefore 
these propositions are submitted as amendments 
to the Constitution. Ido not wish to be under- 
stood as regarding itin that light. Ido notthink | 
it is the right of Congress to submit propositions 
of amendment of the Constitution because they 
come from any source. The spirit of the Consti- 
tution is, that Congress will submit amendments 
to the Constitution; because Congress approves 
those amendments, and it would be a reason why 
I should vote for or against them, whether I ap- 
proved them or not. Hf,asa whole, I could vote for 
them, I would vote for them; if, as a whole, F 
could not, I would vote against them. That does 
not affect the question whether, under all the cir- 
cumstances, and solemn surroundings, the labor | 
which has been bestowed, and the character o 
the men that have presented this paper, we should 
consider it as an entirety, or attempt to cut it up 
by piecemeal, by which neither they, nor the 
public, will ever ascertain what the judgment o 
Congress was on the results of their labor. Tha 
is what I say. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator may 


1 
$ 
t 


very naturally and very properly take the ground | 
that he would not vote, and that Congress ought ; 
not to vote, for submitting this proposition to the | 


with him about it. I might take the same view, 
and say that I would not submit to the people a 
proposition which was futile, which was frivo- 
lous. That is not what I was speaking to. What 
I was speaking to was, the character of this prop- 
osition; and this is a proposition just to this effect, 
logically and technically expressed: that whereas 
these commissioners appointed by the States have 
met, consulted, considered, and adopted that res- 
olution, therefore, for that reason, independent of 
everything else, Congress submits it to the States. 

Mr. PUGH. I want to make an appeal to the 
friends of some proposition of peace. This is the 
last day of the session but one, and we have not 
made the progress of one line. We have gone 
into an eternal discussion about questions of 
order, and that, too, in defiance of the rule of the 
Senate. I insist that the question shall be decided 
without further debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firon.) 
It is not for the Chair to decide any question of 
propriety, except as an individual Senator. As 
Presiding Officer, he does not deem the question 
of order, made by the Senator from Vermont, to 
be well taken. The joint resolution differs in no 
respect from other resolutions, and is open to 
amendment, and is before the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, for that purpose. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment which 
has been offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I have offered 
this amendment, as the first of a series which I 
shall offer, for the purpose of carrying out the 
will of my State, as it has been expressed through 
its Legislature; and I mightsay there are other Sen- 
ators similarly situated, for there are other States 
which have declared a disposition to settle upon 
the basis of what are called the Crittenden reso- 
lutions. That is the first reason which prompts 
me; and to me itis imperative, because the Legis- 
lature of the State which Ihave the honor in part 
to represent has declared that this is the basis 
upon which it would settle, and intimated that it 
would not take less than they propose by way of 
security for the South. I have also another rea- 
son. Ihave examined this proposition of the 
peace conference—— 

Mr. WADE. Will the Senator let us hear it 
read? We do not understand what his proposi- 
tion is. 

Mr. HUNTER. My proposition is the first 
article from the Crittenden amendments, in regard 
to the territorial adjustment. 

Mr. WADE. We understand that. 

Mr. HUNTER. After as careful an examina- 
tion as I have been able to give this proposition 
from the peace conference since it was printed, 
that is to say, within the last day or two, I have 
come to the conclusion that it would not only 
make agreat many more difficulties than it would 
remove, if it should be adopted as an amendment 
to the Constitution, but that it would place the 
South—the slaveholding States—in a far worse 


position than they now oceupy under the present | 


Constitution, with the Dred Scott decision as its 
exposition. 

Mr.CLARK. ‘Willthe Senator from Virginia 
allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HUNTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. I understand him to say he 
proposes to offer the several propasitions of the 
Crittenden amendment one after the other. 


Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 


Mr. CLARK. Then I suggest, as that is the | 


intention of the Senator, that unanimous consent 


be given to move them as oneamendment, so that | 


we may have them all up for discussion, if any 
one chooses to discuss them, at the same time. 
Mr. HUNTER. I have no objection to that, 


if it is the general wish. I was saying, Mr. Pres- | 


ident, when I was interrupted, that after as care- 
ful an examination as [was able to give this peace 
proposition, since it was printed, I came to the 
conclusion that it would put the southern States 
in a far worse position than they now occupy 
under the present Constitution and with the Dred 
Scott decision. Under that Constitution, and with 
the Dred Scott decision, they had a right, as the 
court has decided, to carry their slaves into any 
Territory of the United States. ‘Vhatis a right 
which has been adjudicated to them by a solemn 
decision of the Supreme Court; and it is to be 
remembered that this right has not only been ac- 
corded to them by the decision of the court, but 


by the action of the several branches of the Fed- 
eral Government. ‘That.is their present state of. 
things under the present Constitution.of the Uni- 
ted States with regard to the territortal question. | 
In what position, then, does this proposed tetri- 
torial adjustment place them ? Why, sir, itex- 
cludes them; it puts the Wilmot proviso on all 
territory north of 36° 30°; and south of 36030! it’ 
gives them the privilege of another lawsuit, in. 
order to try their right and title to enter the ter- 
ritory with their slaves. What are the words of: 
this proposed amendment of the Constitution} ` 

In ail the present territory south of that Jine; the status 
of persons held to involuntary service or lahor, as it now 
exists, shall not be changed; nor shall any law he passed 
by Congress or the Territorial Legisiature to hinder or pre- 
vent the taking of such persons from any of the States of 
this Union to said territory, nor to impair the rights arising 
from said relation; but the same shall be subject to judicial 
cognizance in the Federal courts, according to the course 
of the common law. 

“In all the present Territory south of that line, 
the status of all persons held to involuntary ser- 
vitude or labor, as it now exists, shall not be 
changed.” What is the meaning of that word 
“status?” What is the status? The word status 
may be applied to different things; there may be 
a local status or a political status. In some coun- 
tries a slave may hold property, and, in a certain 
form, sue; in others, he cannot. Orit may be the 
social and legal relation, that of the slave to his 
master, which constitutes the status that is referred 
to; and I presume it is that which it is declared 
shallnotbe changed. But, sir, shall nut be changed , 
by whom? By Congress? It. does not say so. 
By the Territorial Legislature? It does not say 
so in terms. Does it mean that it shall not be 
changed by Congress or by the government of 
the Territory? Does it mean that it shall not be 
changed at all by anybody? Does it mean the 
master shall not emancipate him if he chooses? 
Is it an absolute prohibition of any change of the 
status of the slave, of any sort or deséription? 

These are the terms which we are obliged to 
resort to in order to escape from the manly decla- 
ration of the Crittenden resolution, that south of 
that line slavery shall be recognized and protected. 
It was eminently proper, as we excluded them 
north of it, that our institutions should be recog- 
nized and protected south of thatline. That, sir, 
was plain English; that Le la! could under- 
stand; but here we areinterpolating law Latin into 
the Constitution; this word. “ status’? is intro- 
duced; and who is to determine what the status 
was? J thought it had been considered a march 
forward, a step of progress, an evidence of im- 
provement in English legislation, when it aban- 
doned Norman Frenchand law Latin, and regorted 
to the mother tongue; and especially it should be 
so, when we are making constitutions for Amer- 
ican people of English descent, and who speak the 
English tongue. A constitution is for the millions, 
and the millions should be able to understand it, 

But, Mr. President, let us proceed a little fur- 
ther. This whole matter is to be subject to judi- 


| cial cognizance in the Federal courts, according to 


the course of common law. That embraces the 
right of the master to his slave as a matter of cog- 
nizance under the common law before the courts; 
because what do they mean by the status of all 
persons held to involuntary servitude or labor? 
They mean rightfully held. They do not mean 
ifa man is kidnapped and held illegally to invol- 
untary service or labor that he is always to be so 
held. Jt means that the status of persons who are 
rightfully and legally held shall not be changed; 
and who is to determine that? The courts are to 
determine it according to the common law. That 
is to be determined by judges who are to be ap- 
pointed from a party, and by a party who believe 
that there cannot be property in man; by a party 
who helieve that, in the Somersett case, Lord 
Mansfield has laid down the common law prop- 
erly; by a party who will probably believe that 
the decision of the English courts, in regard to the 
slave Anderson, that it was no murder fora slave 
when escaping to kill his master, was a correct 


| exposition of the common law. 


How, then, do we stand? Why, sir, in relation 
to our right to slaves, we have to try that right 
before judges who are thus appointed, and ap- 
pointed from a party who we know entertain 
these opinions. Why, sir, you might poll that 
party through the whole United States, and I 
would venture anything upon the assertion that 
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you cannot get one in a hundred thousand who 
would not deny that there could be property in 
man, especially under the commonlaw. We thus 
Jose the advantage of the Dred Scott decision. 
According to the Dred Scott decision, we can 
carry them in the territory of the United States 
and hold them, and itis decided that there is prop- 
erty in slaves—decided under the Constitution. 
The court maintain that the Constitution recog- 
nizes it. tis upon constitutional ground that we 
have made our claims, and so far, it is upon this 
that we have fought and won the battle, not upon 
common law; and now we are to abandon the ad- 
vantages that.we have got from that ground of 
title under. the Dred Scott decision, and go into 
court and try a case that has been already decided 
in our favor; and under the common law, try it 
before judges who are to be selected by a party 
entertaining such opinionsas I have justdescribed; 
and Lam sorry to say, without appeal to the Su- 

reme Court; because, in the territorial bills which 
have been lately passed, thatright has been taken 
from us. My friend from North Carolina will be 
kind enough to read an article in the Chicago plat- 
form, showing what is held on that subject by 
those who wield the power of this Government. 

Mr. CLINGMAN read, as follows: 

“ Eighth. That the normal condition of all the territory of 
the United States is thatoffreedom ; that as our republican 
fathers, when they had abolished slavery in all our national 
territory, ordained that ‘no person should be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property, without due process of law,’ it 
becomes our duty, by legislation, whenever such legisla- 
tion is necessary, to maintain this provision of the Consti- 
tution against all attempts to violate it; and we deny the 
authority of Congress, of a Territorial Legislature, or of 
any individuals, to give legal existence to slavery in any | 
Territory of the United States,” 


Mr. HUNTER. Thus much, Mr. President, 
in regard to the status; and it is to be- observed 
that the same word is used in reference to persons 
who are now held to involuntary servitude in the 
Territories and to those whom we are to have the 
right to take into the Territories from the States 
recognizing slavery. So that we submit this ques- 
tion of our right to slaves, when it reaches the 
‘Territories, to be tried under the common law, by 
courts appointed by the party entertaining the 
opinions I have described, and that without ap- 
peal. This is in regard to the Territories which 
we now own. What is the settlement provided 
for in regard to territory hereafter to be acquired? 
Here it is, in the third section: 

Sec. 3. Neither the Constitution, nor any amendment 
thereof, shall be construed to give Congress power to reg- 
alate, abolish, or control, within any State, the relation | 
established or recognized by the laws thercor touching per- 
sons held to fabor or involuntary service therein, nor to in- 
terfere with or abolish involuntary service in the District 
of Columbia without the consent of Maryland, aud with- 
out the censentof the owners, or making the owners who 
do not consent just compensation; nor the power ta inter- 
fere with or probibit Representatives and others from bring- 
ing with them, to the District of Coiumbia, retaining and 
taking away, persons so held to labor or service; nor the 
power to interfere with or abolish involuntary service in | 
places under the exclusive jurisdiction ef the United States 
within those States and Territories where the same is 
established or recognized. 


That is, they shall not prohibit it as to future 
acquired territory, where itis established or recog- 
nized, Will not the inference be claimed from 
such an expression, that where it is not estab- | 
lished and not recognized, they may prohibit it? 
Will it not be said that the expression of one | 
exception to the power of Congress to prohibi 
slavery in the Territories excludes the idea of an | 
exception to that power when slavery is not recog- 
nized in the Territories? 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the gentleman will in- | 
dulge me a moment, I desire to say that is a sec- 
tion declaring that Congress shail not abolish 
slavery in the dock-yards, &e., in the States 
where it is recognized. There is nothing in it 
about future acquired territory. 

Mr. HUNTER. This third section applies not 
only to present but to future acquired territory. 
It is not confined, like the first section, to the ter- 
ritory at present acquired. It is mot confined to | 
dock-yards and arsenals in the Territories and | 
States. If the Senator will examine it, he will} 
find thatit is applied to all places where the United 
States have exclusive jurisdiction. ‘ Exclusive 
jurisdiction” is the word. Will it not be claimed 
that they have exclusive jurisdiction in the Terri- 
tories of the United States? Will not those who | 
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it is a prohibition to Congress to prohibit slavery 
where it is recognized in the Territories or States, 
but not a denial of the right to prohibit slavery in 
Territories where it is not recognized by law, 
although that Territory may be vacant and unin- 
habited? 

Mr. COLLAMER. That clause of the section 
is, that Congress shall not have power— 

“To interfere with or abolish involuntary service in 
places under the exclusive jurisdiction of thé United States 
within those States and Territories where the same is es- 
tablished or recognized.”? 

That, so far. as I have read, is confined only to 
where they have local jurisdiction in the States 
Holding slaves. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thought so at first, myself; 
but the Senator will find, on a further examina- 
tion, I think, that he is mistaken. They shall 
not prohibit it wherever they have exclusive juris- 
diction in places where slavery “is established 
or recognized.” Itis not confined to dock-yards, 
forts, and arsenals. Why should it be in the Ter- 
ritories? They have exclusive jurisdiction over 
thewhole. Thereisreason forconfining it to dock- 
yards in the States; but thereis no reason for con- 
fining it to dock-yards,&c.,in the Territories, But 
thatisnot the construction which will be given; the 
construction given to it will be, thatthey shall not 
prohibit it where they have exclusive jurisdiction, 
if it is recognized in such places; but if it be not 
recognized in such places, where they have exclu- 
sive jurisdiction, I say the inference will be drawn, 
plausibly, ifmotjustly, that they shall have power 
to prohibit; and I say if this be so, then it is a 
| power (so far as Mexican territories are con- 
cerned, if there should ‘be any acquisition there) 
by which the South will be forever estopped; be- 
cause there the Mexicans have abolished slavery, 
and there, under this clause giving in that terri- 
tory exclusive jurisdiction, the party now con- 


ont the Government, would claim the right 
to prohibit it. And what a difference between 


our position then and our position now under the | 
decision of the Supreme Court! Under the de- 

cision of that court, all the people of all the States 
have a right to go into the common territory with 
their institutions. It belongs to all in common, 
and Congress cannot prohibit them from taking | 
their property there. | 


I say that those who have the power to carry | 
out any construction they choose to give, would | 
be interested in putting upon it the construction | 
which I fear; and it would be difficult to raise an |! 
argument which they would deem conclusive | 
against it. But take it the other way; suppose 
that the Senator from Vermont is right in his first 
supposition, that it was only meant to be applied 
to forts, arsenals,and dock-yards, then I ask what 
settlement does this proposition give us in regard 
to future acquired territories; what earthly settle- 
ment is it? We have all the old difficulties to en- 
counter that we have to meet now, every one of | 
them. We not only have all the old difficulties to 
encounter, but the slavcholder would havean ad- 
| ditional obstacle which this first clause would put 
in his way. It requires that the right to slaves in 
the present territory shall be tried by the common 
law, and it might be said in court that the infer- 
ences drawn heretofore from those provisions of į 
the Constitution recognizing slavery were to be 
overruled by the fact that the people in their latest 
action—by way ofconstitutionalamendment—had 
introduced another rule in order to determine the 
| status of those held to involuntary service or labor, 
and the consequence of that would be that the 
| South never could acquire another foot of terri- 
| tory; thatis, the few southern States who are left 
in the Union. 

Tam told that here is a provision that you can- 
not acquire territory except by the assent of a 
| majority of the Senators from both sections. Docs 
any man believe that the North, with its eighteen, 
soon to be twenty, or thirty, non-slaveholding 
States, would allow a majority of six, or seven, 
or eight, slave States, that are now attached to 
them, to prevent them from acquiring any terri- 
tory hereafter? Would they agree to such an 
amendment, in the first instance; and if they did, 
how long before they would change this restric- 
i don in the Constitution? Indeed, itis hardiy to 
-be supposed that they will agree to it in the first | 
i instance, so far as it regards the acquisition of 


have the power to construe, and carry out their | 
construction, so construe it? Will they not say i 


i territory; but of what avail would it be to the 


| 
li 
South? There is but one conceivable acquisition |j 


—I speak of possible things, and I hope gentle- 
men will not understand me as coveting my neigh- 
bor’s goods, or desiring to lay violent hands on 
the property of any other States or nations—but, 
if things should so happen that we could right- 
fully acquire Cuba, under my view of the proba- 
ble construction to be given to this clause, and be- 
cause slavery there is recognized, Congress might 
be prevented from prohibiting it; but, everywhere 
else, the South would be shut out and excluded. 

Then, sir, what would be its position? It would 
be prevented from acquiring any territory under 
this Government as an outlet for its slaves; and 
the only chance of securing that necessity of its 
condition would be to quit this Union and join the 
southern confederacy, which can acquire terri- 
tory. It would be an inducement to disunion so 
strong as would almost force them to it. 

Let us goa little further. Here is another clause 
holding out the same temptation: 

The foreign slave trade is hereby forever prohibited, and 
it shall be the duty of Congress to pass laws to prevent the 
importation of slaves, coolies, or persons held to service or 


Jabor, into the United States and the Territories from places 
beyond the limits thereof. 


This is to be the duty of Congress. As it now 
stands, it is in the power of Congress. When it 
was merely given asa power to Congress, was 
there a failure to execute that power? Do we not 
know that every State in the present Confedera- 
tion has desired to suppress the African slave 
trade? Some do it from sentiment and principle; 
some from interest; but there is a controlling mo- 
tive with each and all of them. It is safe enough 
to leave it where it stood, giving ‘Congress the 
powermercly. Here youmake it their duty. Sup- 
pose this case: the States that have left us have 
set up another government, another confedera- 
tion; under this clause you forbid us to buy their 
slaves, to interchange and trade in slaves with 
them: what will be the consequence? They will 
exclude us from selling our slaves in their terri- 
tory,and where then do we stand? If youshould 
think it prudent, if you should think it politic, you 
would have no means, under this proposed amend- 
ment, of allowing that to be done between these 
two coterminous countries. Though it would be 
to the advantage of both Confederacies that there 
should be this interchange, you preclude Con- 
gress from allowing it; and then where would that 
place the border slave States? They would not 
be able to sell their slaves in the States further 
south; and if they carried them there, they would 
have to emigrate with them. You would thus pre- 
vent Congress from adopting a regulation which 
would make it possible for them to remain in this 
Union with safety, with advantage, to themselves. 
Why was this put in? Why not have left it were 
it stood, giving Congress the power, when we all 
know that there is no State in the present Con- 
federation that would not exercise that power for 
the purpose of suppressing the slave trade from 
Africa? This probably would constitute the only 
exception. Why shut ourselves out from allow- 
ing the exception? 

But, Mr. President, my desire is to be brief; I 
do not want to consume the time of the Senate; 
I am merely endeavoring to state the points of 
objection as briefly as I can. Here is, at the close 
of it, another provision which, it seems to me, 
contains the seeds of civil war; and that is this: 
“ Congress shall provide by law for securing to 
the citizens of each State the privileges and im- 
munities of citizens in the several States;’’ that 
is to say, Congress shall have power to pass laws 
to force the States to receive those persons whom 
they have excluded from police considerations— 
considerations of domestic safety. Yes, sir, to 
force the States to receive persons who would be 
dangerous to their peace; to force upon them, if 
you will, Abolition lecturers; to force upon them | 
persons whom they regard as the most danger- 
ous emissaries that could be sent among them; to 
enable Congress to obtrude, in fact, into all the 
business of the States. That was not intended 
when the Constitution was framed, and never 
ought to have been. The present provision in 
regard to the rights of citizens in the several 
States, I regard as in the nature of an inter-treaty 
stipulation. It is a duty imposed on each State, 
for the violation of which there is no remedy; no 
remedy, unless the State aggrieved may resort 
sometimes to retaliation. 

There are various things of that sort in the 


é 


give Congress the power to remedy it. You have | 


regard to this matter of citizens. Suppose one 
State should say that the citizens of another should 
not sue in its courts: how is Congress to enforce 
their right? Is Congress to say they shall be | 
allowed to sue, and that the sheriffs and officers 
of the State shall execute the process? Is it pro- 
posed to allow Congress, by law, to interpose in 
all these delicate matters? Is it not far better to 
leave it to the sense of justice of the States—to 
their sense of duty and of honor? Have we not 
got along very well while we Icft it there? It} 
there be any instances in which there have been 
exceptions, they are instances in which persons 
have been excluded on account of police consid- | 
erations, deemed to be dangerous to the safety of | 
the people who excluded them. Is it proposed 


so to amend the Constitution as to take from the | 


people of the States this right of self-defense? 
If we once introduced this as an amendment to 
the Constitution,*what would become of the feeble 
southern States, six or seven, (tor Delaware can 
hardly be considered as a slave State,) that would 
be left? Arkansas may conclude to secede when 
she shall determine finally upon her position in 
the Union, What would become of us in the 
hands of this powerful majority, who would pass 
what laws they please in regard to the introduction 
of their citizens among us, and the rights of those 
citizens to do as they pleased after they got there? 
Isit not obvious that these various changes would 
lead to endless discontents, to irreparable breaches 
between these States? Would you not certainly | 
drive out the border States? They would say, “if 
we go south, we ally ourselves to a homogeneous 
people; we shall have none of these difficulties; 


we have no reason to fear their citizens; we can | 


grantall these privileges without the least difficulty 
or danger; we can send our slaves south from a 
country where they are not profitable to one where 
they are; butif we stay here, we are forbidden to 
do any of these things; if we stay here, we are 
prevented from ever obtaining any outlet for our 
slave property.” Will you not offer them the 
highest inducements, nay, will you not make it 
almost necessary for them to leave you, if you j| 
should adopt such a proposition as this? 

Nor is that all, Mr. President. Our present 
Coffstitution—for I am comparing our position 
under it with that in which this would place us— | 
in most of its difficult provisions has been ex- 
pounded—expounded by the action of the State 
governments, by the action of all the departments | 
of the Federal Government. We have had legal | 
interpretations in the decisions of the State and | 
Federal courts. We have comcalmost to a point | 
—indeed, 1, who believe that the Dred Scott de- 


cision is law, think we have come toa point— |) 


where we havea legal exposition on the whole of | 
these matters. Are we to be turned aside from | 
that, to wander into a new sea of doubt and dif- 
ficulty and ambiguity? No candid man can take | 
this up and say it is not full of double construc- 


tions, full of ambiguities, giving ground for new | 


quarrels between the sections, to new construc- 
tions of courts, to new lawsuits. | 

Mr. COLLAMER. And to be perpetual. 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir; and to be made per- | 
petual. We cannot change them afterwards, if 
we want to do it. Ican conceive nothing that | 
would endanger whatis left of this Union so much | 


as the adoption of this proposition, although it | 
has been produced by persons so eminent and so 


respectable as those who composed the peace con- || 


gress. 


1 know that this measure does emanate from a | 


body eminently patriotic and wise, entitled to the 
pubie deference and affection; and for their work 
i feel ali possible respect. Against that work I 
will pronounce nothing except what the neeessi- 
ties of the occasion may require. But when the - 


peace, the safety, the rights of the State which F- 


seek to represent—wlien the peace of the whole | 
country, as it seems to me, would be so seriously 
imperiled as it would be if this were adopted, I 
feel bound by a sense of what I owe to those who | 
sent me here, bound by a sense of what I owe to | 
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those who have some respect for my opinions, to 
express them here on this occasion, and to give 
bricfly the points and the heads upon which I 
differ from the conclusions of that congress. In- 


dced, sir, before taking my seat, I may suggest a, 


doubt whether I am in truth acting against any- 
thing which they have really done. I was in- 
formed by a member of that congress that they 
never did take a vote upon this proposed article, 
asa whole. : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ifthe Senator will allow 
me, I beg leave to state that I was informed of 
the same fact by a distinguished member of the 
convention; and I was further informed that the 
person who claims to be the secretary of the 
convention was never elected as such. And there 
is another fact stated in the preamble that I know 
is not correctly stated: that the State of Wiscon- 
sin was in that convention, or took any part init. 
How many more mistakes there are in the pre- 
amble, I am unable to say. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe it is certain that 
they never did take a vote on this article as a 
whole, but upon its separate sections. | thinkit 
equally probable that it could not have passed as’ 
a whole. That opinion was expressed to me by 
a member. As it did pass, I think there were 
three or four States not voting; and the States not 
voting were supposed to be against it. Under 
such circumstances, I do not know that this is to 
be taken as an expression of the will of that con- 
gress. Further: F will say, in regard to myself, 
that a majority of the members from my own 
State voted against it, and were very decided in 
their opposition to it. They believed it was not 
such a proposition as the South could safely ac- 
cept; and that majority, I believe, have returned 
home to express that opinion to the State con- 
vention, and to give their reasons for it. Under 
allthese circumstances, I have thought that T ought 
to present, as a counter proposition, (believing 
thatthe people whom I represent cannotand ought 
not to accept these,) resolutions upon which they 
have said they were willing to settle this contro- 
versy. I believe the State of Kentucky has de- 
clared the same thing. I understand the State of 
California has done likewise. I believe, though I 
may be mistaken, that Tennessee has said the 
same. The State of North Carolina has made the 
same declaration unanimously. To the last, I 
believe I may add Missouri. 

Now, Iam making a proposition to amend, by 
inserting the resolutions of the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky; upon which so many of the border 
slavcholding States have said they would settle the 
difference. Why not send them out to the States 
and the people? We know that some of them 
would settle on that. Why should we send out 
such a proposition as this, which there is every 
reason to believe they will not accept, and which 
will have the effect of dividing the conservative 
men of the North? Those northern men who are 
willing to settle on some proposition that would 
give satisfaction to the border States, would just 
as soon vote for the Crittenden resolutions as for 
these, and some probably woul@ prefer to do so. 
They will waste all their strength, and efforts, and 


|| energies, in going for a proposition which the 


South in the end will not accept, or at least which 
I do not believe they will accept, as there is every 
reason to suppose they will not accept it. , Then, 
when we know there are propositions upon which 
so many of the border States have said they would 
be willing to settle existing difficulties, why not 
submit them? 1 think, under such circumstances, 
notwithstanding the respect which I feel for the 
members composing the peace congress, my duty 
to my own State, whose Legislature has spoken 
in regard to it, and my sympathy with so many 
of the southern States who have declared the same 
opinion, should induce me present the proposition 
which they desire instead of one to which none 
of them has as yet given their adhesion, and to 
which I have no idea they will ever agree 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Í suppose, Mr. Presi- 


‘| dent, not only out of deference to the Presiding 
| Officer of this body, but because it seems to me to 


be entirely reasopabie, that the decision of the 
Chair on the question of order which was made 
as to the admissibility of these amendments, was 
correct. ‘The question which these amendments 
present, I think, is a question of consistency or 
inconsistency with the proceeding in which we 
are engaged, with the resolutions offered by the 


\ 
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peace conference; and.each.member,-in deciding 
ultimately upon the question for or-against’ the 
proposed amendment, will consider that- question 
of consistency or inconsistency, and regulate his 
vote accordingly. It is not, perhaps, strietly a 
question of order, to be decided on the consistency 
or inconsistency of amendments... So I take it. 4 
am willing it should be decided by this. body; 
Now, what is il? The proposed amendment con- 
travenes the whole nature of the transaction, and 
changes its character.. The Representatives of 
twenty-one or.twenty-two States—we will not 
make any question about Kansas; whether it be 
in or not, is not material—the Representatives and 
Delegates of over twenty States of the Union have 
recommended to us the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the Constitution, which they say will 


| arrest the troubles of the country and adjust those 


great differences which now so much threaten us; 
and they ask Congress to propose these amend- 
ments to the several States, according to the fifth 
article of the Constitution, for their adoption. 
These amendments have been submitted to us, 
and the question is: whether we will submit them 
to the States or not? That I take to be the spe- 
cific and solitary question. This imposes no ob- 
ligation on us to sanction these constitutional 
amendments by proposing them to the people. 
We can do as we please upon that point; but what 
is the question and the only question? Itis not 
whether we ourselves will propose amendments 
to the Constitution, but whether we will propose 
to the people the amendments which this conven- 
tion has proposed to us.’ Now, that whole char- 
acter is effaced, and a new character is. given to 
the transaction, if any one of the amendments 
proposed by Senators be adopted. 

Suppose these same States, by their Legisla- 


j tures, had respectively recommended to us these 


particularand specific constitutional amendments, 
asking us to propose them according to the Con- 
stitution: would it have been proper for us then 
to undertake to amend their resolutions? It would 
be a different transaction altogether. In the one 
instance, out of respect to the States, we are pro- 
posing their resolutions; in the other case, we are 
proposing our own tothe States. Now, the ques- 
tion here is, whether the resolutions have come 
to us with a sufficient sanction to constitute in 
our minds a reason for referring to the States the 
amendments which the States themselves have 
asked. That is all. It seems to my mind to be 
a clear question. They have asked us, they have 
requested us, to submit their resolutions, and not 
any others, to the States; and the question is, will 
we comply with their request, not whether we 
will fabricate amendments of our own and refer 
them to the people. They have asked of us to sub- 
mit their proposals; and the question is, whether 
we will do it. ; 

This amendment implies, in the first instance, 
that we will not do that, because the moment we 
adopt the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, that moment we say in effect, “ We will not 
propose your recommendations to the people; 
while proposing our own, which we will substi- 
tute for yours.” That is passing by this conven- 
tion altogether; itis negativing the States repre- 
sented in it. 

If gentlemen take this view it will be a sufficient 
reason, I trust, in itself, for voting against the 
proposed amendment. These propositions which 
the convention has recommended may be such as 
we may refuse; itis in our power to refuse; but 
the question is, whether a recommendation, com- 
ing so sanctioned to us, is not, in itself, a suth- 
cient reason why Congress, if disposed to satisfy 
the people, shali do the small act of presenting 
this to the people themselves, for their adoption. 
We may rejectit, if we please. The people, when 
it is sent to them, will, of course, have the power 
to reject or adopt it. The only question now is, 
whether we will give the, States an opportunity of 
saying whether this proposition is satisfactory or 
not. 

Sir, I do not wish to occupy time; but I cannot 


| perceive the justice of the criticisms made upon 


these resolutions of the convention. They seem 


| to me to be perspicuous and intelligible in every 


part and in every sentence. Ido not see where 
the difficulty is to arise. Gentlemen need not tell 
us here, in respect to these resolutions, that a 
member of the convention told them thus and so. 
No matter what a member of the convention told 
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this onë or that:one about the votes that were 
given, it is certified to us, ina formal manner, by 
the President of the convention—himself a Vir- 
ginian,and oncea Presidentof the United States— 
that this is the. result of the proceedings of the 
convention. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will state to him how that occurred. It was 
décided, as it will be seen when we get the Jour- 
nal; that, according to some rules of the old con- 
vention, they should not vote upona proposition 
asa whole, but upon each particular provision. 
‘That was the rule of the convention; and there- 
fore he certified itas the convention had instructed. 
The vote was taken only section by section, and 
the vote was never taken on itasa whole. There 
is no inconsistency between what I have said, 
and the certificate of the President of the Con- 
vention, because, according to the rules adopted 
by them, he had to certify it if it was adopted by 
sections, though it was noi voted upon as a whole. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I suppose this remark 
is intended to annul the convention, and diseredit 
all their proceedings, though the Senate have re- 
ceived. the letter of the President and Secretary 
as authentic evidence that this does contain the 
result of the deliberations and the proceedings of 
the body. 1 take it so, whatever a discontented 
member here and there may have said to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. He may have said it all 
truly, for aught I know, but we must regard this 
as the authentic act of the convention; other- 
wise it was nothing; and it is certified to us by 
the proper authority as its act, by the President 
of the convention, with the request that we shall 
adoptit. It must have had, in some form or 
shape, the sanction of a majority of the conven- 
tion, or it could not have been so certified to us. 
How they voted, whether upon parts or the 
whole, they gave such votes as they thought were 
necessary to ascertain the meaning of the body, 
and the expression of their will and opinion upon 
the subject. This is what they have done. 

{ do not stop to inquire whether [like these 
resolutions better than I do those proposed by 
myself, or the amendments now offered by the 
Senator from Virginia. We are near the close 
of our session. I have looked upon the proceed- 
ings of this great and eminent body of men as the 
best evidence of public opinion outside of this 
body, aud of the wish and will of the States they 
represent. I am for peace. Tam for compro- 
mise. [have not an opinion on the subject of 
what would be best that i would not be perfectly 
willing to sacrifice to obtain any reasonable meas- 
ure of pacification that would satisfy the majority. | 
I want to save the country and adjust our pres- 
ent difficulties. {Applause in the gallerics.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bricut | 
in the chair) called to order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That is what I want 
todo. That is the object I am aiming at. I at- 
tach no particular importance—I feel, at least, no 
selfish attachment—to any opinions I may have 
proclaimed on the subject heretofore. I pro- 
claimed those opinions because I thought them 
right; but F am ready to sacrifice them, any and 
every one of them, to any more satisfactory prop- | 
osition that can be offered. [look upon the reso- 
lutions proposed by this convention as furnishing 
us, if not the last, Lhe best hope of an adjustment; į 
the best hope for the safety of the people and the 
preservation of the Government. Iwill not stop 
to cavil about the construction of these words; but 
ĮI see none of the difficulties that suggest them- 
selves to the mind of my friend from Virginia. 
Look at that third section, which has been the | 
subject of his particular criticism. Every part and | 
portion of it 1s a negation of power to Congress, 
and nothing else; and yet he has argued as if it | 
gave Congress power; as if it conferred more | 
power upon Congress. It leaves to the States all | 


the rights they now have; all the remedies which | 
they now have; and consists merely in a negation | 
of power to Congress. How can that take away 

the rights of the people? How can that make our 

condition worse? I cannot possibly see. It is; 
nothing but a negative from beginning to end; | 
and therefore it cannot take away anything from 
the people. It may take from Congress, but can- 
not take away from the States, or the people, any- 
thing. It is negative in its form and in its lan- | 
guage, from beginning to end, that Congress shall : 
have no power to do this, that, or the other. If: 
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they have that power under the present Constitu- 
tion, it is taken away. That is all. It takes 
away no power from the States. It takes away 
no rights from. individuals. Its simple office is 
the negation of power to Congress. That is all 
there is in it; and how, under that, can the gen- 
tleman find constructions which are to increase 
our difficulties and diminish our rights? He says 
the language will need construction. So does all 
language need construction. I do not see that 
this is particularly so. 

Now, sir, the Senator offers my own proposi- 
tion as an amendment to this. I shall vote against 
my own proposition here; I shall vote for this. 
[Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. MASON. {shall be constrained to require 
that the galleries be cleared, if there be any fur- 
ther demonstrations in that quarter. 

Mr. BAKER. I hope the galleries will not be 
cleared. The admiration of a noble sentiment is 
never out of place. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
motion to clear the galleries. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I shall vote for the 
amendments proposed by the convention, and 
there I shall stand. That is the weapon offered 
now, and placed in my hand, by which, as I sup- 
pose, the Union of these States may be preserved; 
and I will not, out of any selfish preference for 
my own original opinions on this subject, sacrifice 
one idea or one particle of that hope. I go for the 
country; not for this resolution or that resolution, 
but any resolution, any proposition, that will 
pacify the country. Therefore, Í vote against my 
own, to give place to a proposition which comes 
from an authority much higher than mine—from 
one hundred and thirty of the most eminent men 
of this country, out of which number a Senate 
might be selected that might well compare in point 
of talent and intellect and ability even with this 
honorable body. They have recommended this 
on arduous, laborious consultation with one an- 
other; through many difficulties, through many 
diversities of opinion, they have at last arrived at 
these conclusions, and sent them tous. Shallany 
Senator stand upon the little consideration, ‘this 
changes my resolution; and shall he compare 
that little atom of his production with the great 
end and object proposed to be attained for a whole 
nation? No, sir; not a moment. I believe our 
best hope of preservation is in adopting the reso- 
lutions proposed by this convention, and I adhere 
to them against all amendments. 

Mr. President, the only material or substantial 
change in respect to the first section of this pro- 
posed amendment from my first proposition is, 
that it omits all reference to territory hereafter ac- 
quired, limiting our consideration and our scttle- 
ment to territory which we now have. When I 
first offered my resolutions, l explained somewhat 
in reference to that particular provision which re- 
lated to future territory. I said that I wanted no 
more territory. Our great trouble now is from 
the magnitude of the territory which we have al- 
ready acquired, New Mexico is one of our acqui- 
sitions, and what a subject of dispute it has been ! 
I want no more acquisitions. My country is big 
enough, and great enough. I say that further ac- 
quisitions are dangerous. We have found them 
to be so. Our experience and our reason, then, 
unite in teaching us ‘ to beware of that sin, am- 
bition.”? National aggrandizement! I want no 
more. I proposed that, however, as the idea then 
was, that we wanted a settlement that was to last 
forever; to be eternal; to embrace the present and 
to embrace the future, with all its acquisitions, all 
its changes. Reflection since, and the arguments 
of others, I will say, have changed my opinion 
on that point. If it had not changed it, however, 
ĮI should be ready here to sacrifice it and give it 
up, if thereby I could obtain the assent of any 
respectable portion of my countrymen to the prop- 
ositions for peace. If we can settle in respect to 
what we have, in God’s name let us do it; and if 


we are to have future acquisitions, let us leave the | 


troubles they may bring upon us to a future day. 
We have enough for to-day. 1 do not object, 
therefore, to the first section of the propesition of 
the convention, that it is confined to the territory 


which we now have. The adjustment which they : 


have made varies but little in substance in regard 
to the territorial question, aud the question of 


slavery as comected with it, from my original | 


proposition. South of the line which we propose 


to establish, 360 30’, you have no foot of territory 
left, but what is embraced in the Territory of 
New Mexico. In New Mexico, by law of the 
Territory—a constitutional law, a valid law of the 
Territory—slavery exists as fully and completely 
as the law can establish it, or has established it. 

Now, this proposition is, thatthe status of things 
shall continue as it is until that Territory becomes 
a State; and when it becomes a State, let it dis- 
pose of the question of slavery as it chooses. 
There is no ambiguity about this. In substance, 
though in a different form of words, the same is 
expressed in my proposition. The proposition 
of the convention is the same in substance, only 
omitting the words—a very proper and a very 
timely omission—supposed to be offensive in cer- 
tain parts of the country, and substituting others 
that are equally well understood in all parts of 
the country, and which were less offensive to 
some. 

Sir, now is the time for mediation; now isthe 
time for pacification; now is the time to omit 
every word that can give offense or add to the 
irritation under which the country is. I desire, 
by the most moderate terms, by the most unof- 
fending language, to reach some mode of adjust- 
ment that can give satisfaction tothe whole coun- 
try and reunite us all. 

My friend from Virginia seems to apprehend 
that under these amendments we shall be worse 
off in respect to territory hereafter acquired. 
That is supposed to be sufficiently provided for 
and secured in the provision, that no future ac- 
quisition shall be made, by purchase or by treaty, 
except that treaty or that purchase be ratified by 
a majority of the Senators from the slaveholding 
States, as well as a majority of Senators from the 
non-slaveholding States. Does not this give the 
South a safe assurance, an assurance to be relied 
upon? My friend from Virginia says, how- 
ever, do we believe the North, with its superior 
number, would submit to this provision of the 
Constitution? Why, sir, the convention have 
had the caution to make this provision, if | under- 
stand them, irrepealable by any future amendment 
of the Constitution. There it stands, then, in the 
most solemn form that men can enter into any 
compact, in the most formal language by any 
terms that government can establish, that all are 
bound by that provision of the Constitution which 
requires a majority from each section. When 
the gentleman asks whether we can believe for a 
moment that this law will be acquiesced in and 
adhered to, I say we must to some extent have 
confidence in one another, or all human society 
must lose its basis, not merely of government, 
but its foundation, and all society would be torn 
up atonce by the roots. That confidence is the 
root of society; itis theroot of all the associations 
of men in public or private life; it is the root and 
foundation of all government. What more can 
you have, what better security can you have than 
written, solemn terms upon any subject which is 
to regulate government? There is nothing more 
solemn among men, unless you would require 
angels to come down and make responses for 
them. Here you have the very highest security 
that can be given; and when any gentleman shall 
say these are not to be relied upon, he says there 
is no government that stands upon any foundation 
thatcan be relicd upon. Such an assertion strikes 
not at this provision; it strikes at the root of all 
government, What further security can be had? 
If our brethren of the other section were willing 
to give the highest possible security they could, 
what can they give more? Nothing. This ar- 
gument, then, can avail nothing. 

Mr. President, I have gone perhaps a little 
further than I ought to have done. Itis not now 
necessary that I should enter into a vindication 
of every provision of these amendments offered 
by the convention. It is sufficient to speak to 
the amendment which the gentleman has offered. 
Excluding territory hereafter to be acquired, i 
think, in substance, we ought to be satisfied with 
that; I believe that will make peace; f believe that 
will give substantial security to our rights, and to 
the rights which the southern States claim. With 
thatfam satisfied. Itis enough forthe dreadful 
occasion. Itis the dreadful occasion that [want to 
getrid of. Rid me of this, rid the nation of this, 
and I am willing to take my chance for the future 
and meet the perils of every day that may come. 
Now is the appointed time upon which our des- 
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tiny depends. Now isthe emergency and exigency 
uponus. Letus provide forthem. Save ourselves 
now, and trust to posterity and that Providence 
which has so long and so benignly guided this 
nation, to keep us from the further difficulties which 
in our national career may be in our way. 

I prefer the propositions which the convention 
have made to my own propositions, because I 
have no hope for my propositions. 
not been so fortunate as to receive the favor of 
my colleagues of the Senate from the North, the 
men whose sanction of them was necessary to 
give them effect. I transfer all my hopes of peace 
to these propositions and terms proposed by the 
convention representing twenty-odd of the States 
of this Union—a large majority of all the States. 
I will not go into particulars about it; but since 
gentlemen have made some allusion to the out-of- 
door rumors and reports and sayings in respect 
to this convention, I believe, that perhaps a ma- 
jority of those who voted for these amendments 
were men representing non-slaveholding States. 
I do not know the fact, and I will not state it, 
but I am under that impression now, and that 
impression encourages my hopes that the Senate, 
rather than see the country fal) into ruin, fall into 
dismemberment, limb from limb, and blood flow- 
ing at the plucking out of every limb, will supply 
the remedy which is proposed. It seems to me 
proper and just. But little is asked, and great is 
the reward, and mighty are the consequences that 
are to flow from it. 

Sir, I have occupied more of the time of the 
Senate on this particular question thah I ought to 
have done. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, there isa very 
grave duty devolving upon the Senate on the 
proposition which is now before us. We are 
called upon, pursuant to the Constitution, to pro- 
pose amendments to the Constitution. The fifth 
article of the Constitution says this: 

“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses 
shall deem it necessary, shall propose amendments to this 
Constitution.?? . 

Now, sir, I cannot agree, for one, to propose 
an amendment to this Constitution unless it has 
the sanction andthe approbation of my judgment; 
and I suppose no other Senator will. I am bound, 
therefore, by every obligation of faith and honor 
to my State, when a proposition is submitted to 
the Senate as one that should be proposed to the 
States as an amendment to the Constitution, to 
examine it and understand it, and sce it in all its 
bearings and effects, as far as my intellect will 
enable me, and to propose it or to withhold it by 
my vote, as I shall be guided by my judgment. I 
can see no other position of a Senator. 

Now, sir, what are the facts? The country was 
convulsed by the success in the late presidential 
election of one of the political partics of the coun- 
try. The tremor was evinced at once in all the 
southern States, in a belief that their existence 
and their safety was imperiled by that election. 
Congress met. As was proper and necessary, 
the very first act in each House was to appoint a 
committee to take the condition of the country 
into consideration, and see if, by any mode of 
amendment to the Constitution, those perils could 
be avoided. A committce was raised in the col- 
lateral branch. A committee was raised in this 
Senate, I think upon the motion of the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky, actuated as he always is 
by principles of the highest patriotism. Those 
committees met. They remained in anxious de- 
liberation for weeks. Whatwas the result? They 
were unable to agree. [ think the committee came 
before the Senate and admitted the fact. They 
could agree upon no form of amendment which 
they believed would remedy the evils and avert 
the perils under which the country suffered. 

In that state of things, the Legislature of Vir- 


ginia—my own honored State—having been called | 
into special session on the 19th of January, passed } 


ascries of resolutions, one of which recites this: 


“ That on behalf of the Commonwealth of Virginia, an 
invi 


with Virginia in an earnest effort to adjust the present un- 
happy controversies in the spirit in which the Constitution 
was originally formed, and consistently with its principles, 
so as to afford to the people of the slaveholding States 
adequate guarantees for the security of their rights. 


That is the recital of the resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Virginia: ‘‘ to afford to the people of the 
slaveholding States adequate guarantees for the 


They have | 


ation is hereby extended to ali such States, whether j 
slavebolding or non-slaveholding, as are willing to unite {| 


| obligations to the Constitution, by my honor as 


| adopted, of the Constitution. The first section of 


| that could be overcome—if these rights that are || 


; persons— 


security of their rights;”’ and there was a further 
provision, that, if those States should. meet and 
agree upon any form of adjustment, it should be 
submitted to Congress. A number of the States— 
some twenty or twenty-one, it seems—some by 
their Legislatures, some by their Executive—met 
the invitation of Virginia, and deputed commis- 
sioners to the conference in Washington, to see 
if they could agree upon a mode of adjustment. 
We have the report of that conference before us 
now, presented through a committee of this body; 
and'they propose an additional article to the Con- 
stitution. Mr. President, the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, who has pronounced so deserved 
a eulogium upon that body, does not exceed me 
in the respect which I bear to it. If there be one 
more than another Senator upon whom it would 
devolve to treat the work of that convention with 
peculiar respect, it would devolve upon me and 
my colleague, because they met at the invitation 
of my State. I yield to none in the respect which 
I bear to those gentlemen or to the purity of their 
motives in the results which they have attained 
in that conference; but, sir, I am bound by my 


aman, by my faith to my own State, to under- 
stand what they have done, and to exhibit it either 
in recommendation or disapproval, as my judg- 
ment may dictate. Nullius addictus jurare in verba 
magistri. 

I admit no authority to bind my judgment as 
a representative of one of the States of the Union. 
I yield my respect to what they have done; but Í 
will scan it, and if, in my honest, unbiased judg- 
ment, I cannot recommend it as an amendment 
to the Constitution, | am bound to withhold that 
recommendation, and to give the reasons for it. 

As [have said, sir, the State of Virginia, find- 
ing that Congress was at a loss for a mode of 
adjustment, invited the States to send commis- 
sioncrs here for this purpose: 

“To agree upon something which would afford to the 
people of the slaveholding States adequate guarantees for 
the seeurity of their rights.” 

Virginia knew that, under the Constitution as 
it was interpreted under the constituted authori- 
ties of the country as they had been elected, there 
was no security for their rights; and it was in the 
hope of obtaining such a security—Congress fail- 
ing to agree upon it—that, at her invitation, these 
gentlemen from the different States met here in 
conference. lam to look, therefore, to their work, 
and to see if it affords that security for their rights; 
and if I am satisfied in my own judgment, as I 
honestly am—and the reasons for which Iam now 
to announce to the world—that it not only affords 
no security for the rights of the South, but takes 
away what little they have, I should be a traitor 
if I would recommend it as an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Now, sir, lct us look atit. Itis presented as 
an entire article, to be the thirteenth article, if 


it relates to the Territories—thegreatand difficult 
point of division between the two sections. If 


spoken of in the resolutions of Virginia in the 
Territories could be guarantied by adequate se- 
curities to the slaveholding States—I believe the 
rest of the path would be smooth. It embraces 
almost the whole controversy. What securities 
are provided in the Territories to the slaveholding 
States by this first section of the thirteenth article? 
It proposes to divide the present Territories—for 
it is confined to them—by an east and west line, 
a parallel of latitude. North of that line, there is 
aclear cut entirely, unsusceptible of misinterpret- 
ation. None can doubt what the condition of | 
servitude is north of that line. It isa clear cut; 
Ẹ is prohibited, and prohibited forever. No in- | 
terpretation can mistake it; no casuist can doubt | 
upon it; itis a work welldone. North of thatline | 
involuntary servitude, except for crime, is prohib- 
ited. How isitsouth? My honorable colleague, 
I think, has well said that, south df that line, for 
our rights, at best we are remitted to a lawsuit. I 
will read the language: 

Nor shall any law ha passed by Congress or the Terri- 
torial Legisiature to hinder or prevent the taking of such 


i 


‘That is, persons held to service— 


from any of the States of this Union to said Territories, 
nor to impair the rights arising from said relation. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Neither Congress nor the Territorial Legisla- 


ture has power to interfere with the rights arising: 
from the relation of master and. servant, or master 
and slave. Thatis the meaning; that is. clear. 
‘What next? at care ee 

But the same— : i fy dee 

The rights resulting from the relation of master 
and slave— fears 
shall be subject to judicial cognizance in the Federal courta; 
according to the course of the common law. 

There is the security for the rights of the South. 
South of that line they are remitted to the courts 
under the common law. Now, sir, let us examine 
that. By this section, if it is adopted as an article 
of the Constitution, the common law, eo nomine, 
is made a part of the Constitution, so faras itaf- 
fects the relations of master and slave. Now, what 
is the commonlaw? Whois there upon this floor 
that will tell me what common law is meant b 
this section? With all my respect for the thoroug. 
knowledge and the legal acquirements of the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky, I know he cannot 
tell me what common Jaw is meant by that first 
section. We know, as jurists, what is meant by 
the term common law, for it is a technical term. 
The common law is the law of England, the un- 
written law of England, the lex non scripta, That 
is the common law in its legal acceptation, Is it 
then, the law of England that is made a part of 
the Constitution, and to which the master is re- 
mitted for the security of his rights between him 
and his servant? ‘Will any gentleman tell me that 
it is the common lawof England that is to be made 
a part of the Constitution to which we are to be 
remitted? If it is the common law of England, 
is it the common law of England as it stands at 
this day, on the Ist of March, 1861? ~ 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. [If my friend will allow 
me, I take it that that term applies only to the 
remedies known to the common law. The laws 
of the ‘lerritories are to be enforced, and the rem- 
edies under them are to be administered according 
to the common law. The master is to have his 
rights according to the law of the Territory, and 
to secure those rights according to the common 
law. 

Mr. MASON. The language of the section is, 
that neither Congress nor the Territorial Legisla- 
ture shall interfere ‘to impair the rights arising 
from this relation df master and slave; ‘but the 
same’’—that is, this relation between master and 
slave—* shall be subject to judicial cognizance in 
the Federal courts, according to the course of the 
common law.” n 

Now, the honorable Senator says that means 
only the remedy of the common law; that you are 
to take the law of the Territory, whatever it may 
be, and administer that, by confining it to the rem- 
edies known to the common law. I deny the in- 
terpretation. The Senator may be right, or I may 
be right. Isay the text does not warrant the in- 
terpretation, The text refers to the rights in 
the relation of master and slave, and says they 
(those rights) shall be the subject of judicial cog- 


[| nizance, according to the course of common law. 


Now, I ask, what is the common law that is thus 
made a part of the Constitution for the subject to 
which it refers? Is it the law of England? There 
is no common law, that I am aware of, known to 
jurists as the law of England. There is no com- 
mon law in the State of Virginia, and, I presume, 
none in the State of Kentucky, as common law. 
The State of Virginia, when it became independ- 
ent as a colony of Great Britain, adopted and 
made its own that which before had been the 
common law of England, and therefore the com- 
mon law of the colony. The State of Virginia, 


|! (and I instance that only because I am familiar 


with it,) when it became independent, adopted as 
its law the common law of England, as that com- 


| mon law stood atthe commencement of the fourth 


year of James 1; and thereby, by statute, made 
that which had been the common law the law of 
Virginia. Now, it is the law of Virginia, not be- 


| cause it is the common law, but because statutes 


made it the law of Virginia. Butis the common 
law of Virginia, if you will call it by that name, 
the common law of Kentucky; or isthe common 
law of Kentucky the common law of Missouri; 
or is the law of those three States, or any other 
State, now the common law of England? 1 de- 
mand to know, therefore, when we make the com- 
mon law a part of the Constitution, if this enact- 
mentshould prevail, whatis meantby the common 
law? To that vague, grand residuum of judicial 
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legislation we are to be remitted- for our rights | 


between master and slave, if this is enacted. 

“Now, sir, suppose it wereso: my colleague has 
well said (and Iwill not repeat it after hin, for 
f should only weaken it) that there is not one 
judicial interpreter or expounder of the common 
law, in any one of the free States, in reference to 
the relation of master and slave, that does not 
deny that the master has any property inhis slave, 
at this day and this hour. Whe, sir, whatisthe 
pending covtroversy between the State of Ohio, 
one of the free States, and the State of Kentucky, 
one of the slave States—a controversy depending 
here recently in the Supreme Court? The Gov- 
ernor of Kentucky demanded, under the Consti- 
tution, the rendition ofa fugitive from justice, who 
had abducted a slave from Kentucky, and carried 
him into Ohio. The Governor of Ohio refused 
the demand, upon the ground that there could be 
no stealing of a man; that therecould be no prop- 
erty in man; and that the slave, being aman, was 
not a subject of theft, of larceny; and he refused, 
and refuses up to this day, under the common 
law, to recognize the existence of property in man. 

Now, take the common law of England at this 
day: here, within the last three or four weeks, 
the Queen’s Bench, in England, has declared as 
the common law, that if a slave murders his mas- 
ter, or murders the agent of his master, in the 
attempt to recapture him, he is justified. That is 
the common law, to which we are to be remitted 
for the rights resulting from the relatiéns of mas- 
ter and slave. Sir, I have looked back a little, to 
see what the common law wasin England in this 
famous Somersett case. I find this in the argu- 
ment of the counsel there, expounding the com- 
mon law, which was afterwards sustained by 
Lord Mansfield in his, decision: 

“ But it has been said by great authorities, though sla- 
very, in its full extent, be incompatible with the natural 
rights of mankind, and the principles of good government, 
yet a moderate servitude may be tolerated, nay, sometimes 
must be maintained’? 

And again: 


«There is now, at last, an attempt, and the first yet 
known, to introduce it [slavery] into England. Long and 
uninterrupted usage, frem the origin of the common law, 
stands to Oppose its revival.” 

And again: } 

“CA new species has never arise till now ; for had it, 
remedies and powers there would have been at law; there- 
fore, the most violent presumption against it is the silence 
of tne laws, were there nothing more. [tis very doubtful 
whether the laws of England will permita man to bind him- 
self by contract to serve tor life; certainly will not suffer 
him to invest another man with despotism, nor prevent his 
own right to dispose of property.” 

And again: 

“There are very few instances, few, indeed, of decis- 
ions as to slaves in this country. ‘Iwo in Charles JI, where 
it was adjudged trover would lje. Chamberlayne and Per- 
rin, William HI, teover brought for taking a negro stave; 
adjudged it would not lie. 4th Ann., action of trover; 
judgment by default. On arrest of judgment, resolved that 
trover would not lie. Bueh the determinations in all but 
two cases: and those the earliest, and disallowed by the 
subsequent decisions. Lort Hold: ‘As soon as a slave en- 
ters Eagland he becomes free? ” 

In the opinion of the court, of Lord Mansfield, 
as to these principles of common law, that very 
distinguished and able judge, who made the law, 
as I understand, for the occasion, but certainly 
ruled it as the common law, says this: 

“The state of slavery is of such a nature that it is in- 
capable of being introduced on any reasons, moral or polit- 
ical; but only positive law, whieh preserves its force long 
atter the reasons on, and time itself from whenec it 
was created, i raised from memory. EUs so odious that 
nothing enn be suffered to supportit but positive law. What- 
ever inconveniences, theretorg, may follow from a decision, 
I cannot say this.case is allowed or approved by the law 
of Gangland”? 

I need not go back to authority. We have it 
abundantly in our own country in all the free 
States, so far as I know, without exception. They 
deny what the amendment of my honorable friend 


from Kentucky aflirms. They deny that there is | 


property in a slave. The amendment of the Sen- | 


ator afürmsş there is property inca slave. This 
section is silent, ominously sient, portentously 
and potentially silent. 
Pi 


i 


law which is to protect the right of the master to 
the slave, it refers you to the common law, and 
the common law to be expounded by the Federal 


courts, and the common law, which is judicially | 
> J T 


and historically known to the whole country, to 
be expounded in all the free States as one that 


It is not only silent, Mr, | 
dent, bat when it refers you to that code of ; 


secured... That is our position under this section. 
Sir, the State of Virginia has said that we must 
have adequate guarantees; and I am asked here to 
vote away whatlittle guarantees we have. Iam 
asked, almost in the high ethics or morals of re- 
vealed religion, when my adversary takes away 
my cloak, that I shali give him my coat also. I 
am required to do that by this section. We be- 
lieve that our rights are secured under the present 
Constitution; we know that they have been with- 
held by the political party which has how come 
into power; we believe that they are insecure un- 
less there are further and adequate guarantees; 
but, so far from their being proposed by the sec- 
tion before us,in my judgment, what little we 
had is takenaway. Sir, I cannot vote for these 
ropositions. Iregretit. I was prepared, whether 
it had the approval of my judgment or not, to fol- 
low the instructions of my State, and to vote for 
the amendment offered by the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky after it had been modified, as was 
required by the resolutions of my State. Theres- 
olution of the State of Virginia says this: 

* Resolved, That in the opinion of the General Assembly 
of Virginia, the propositions enrbraced in the resolutions 
presented to the Senate of the United States by Hon. Jonny 
J. CrirrenpeN—so modified as that the first article pro- 
posed as an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States shall apply to all the territory of the United States 
now held, or hereafter acquired, south of latitude 36° 30/, 
and provide that slavery of the African race shall be effect- 
ually protected as property therein, during the continuance 
of the territorial government, and the fourth article shall 
secure to the owners of slaves the right of transit with their 
slaves between and through the non-slaveholding States 
and Territories—constitute the basis of such an adjustment 
of the unhappy controversy which now divides the States 
of this Contederacy, as would be accepted by the people of 
this Commonwealth.” 

The amendment of the Senator from Kentucky 
was so modified, I do not know whether at the 
instance of Virginia or not; but it was modified 
by a vote of this Senate, so as to embrace what 
was required in the resolutions of Virginia. Iam 
not at liberty to recommend, or, in the language 
of the Constitution, to propose to the States this 
section of the thirteenth article; because it not 
only withholds, but denies by withholding, any 
security, far less that security which the State of 
Virginia requires, 

There are further provisions in this proposition 
that are objectionable, one of which was pointed 
out by my colleague: that which calls upon Con- 
gress to legislate on that clause of the Constitu- 
tion which secures to the citizens of one State all 
the privileges and immunities of citizens of tlie 
several States. I need not say that any legisla- 
tion on that subject by Congress would be any- 
thing but the messenger of peace to which the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky looks. Why, 
sir, it has been found indispensable in slavchold- 
ing States, as a part of their police regulations, 
to punish all persons who were either of the 
State or otherwise, who tamper with the slaves, 
who have intercourse with them that is forbidden 
by law, far more those who preach to them sedi- 
tion, or insurrection, or revolt; and yet, if we 
were to be controlled within the body of the State 


by Federal relations in our interior police, we | 


should be completely at the mercy of the free 
States, 
Mr. President, I should have been certainly 


| gratified, if my honored State of Virginia had | 
been successful in the mediation which she in- j 


vited of all the States, with a view to agree upon 
an adjustment which would guaranty the rights 
of the South. I deeply deplore, and I doubt 
not my State will deplore, that that mediation has 
not been effected. So far from impugning any 
motives or purpose of that honorable and distin- 
guished body, 1 doubt not that, in the short time 
that was allowed to them, they got together the 


best mode of adjustment which would satisfy their | 


judgment, but which I am sure will not satisfy 
the judgment of the southern States, but would 
place them in stil greater peril, if they were to 
admit that to become a part of the Constitution. 
l did not inteng to do more than state my objec- 
tions to it as briefly as IT could. I have done so 
temperately and without heat. 


Mr.CRITTENDEN. 
a single moment to the material objection urged 
by the Senator from Virginia. 
the article to which the Senator from Virginia ob- 


l regret that I) 
| cannot, as one Senator, propose this as an amend- į; 
i ment to the Consitution. 
J wishonly to reply for | 


H 


The portion of; 


| 
| 


service and labor shall remain unchanged; that 
neither Congress nor the Territorial Legislature 
shail pass any law affecting the refation, or the 
rights growing out of the relation between master 
and servant—I do not pretend to recite the exact 
words; but that is the exact idea—well knowing 
that, according to the laws of the Territory, the 
status of slavery was fully established, and all the 
rights of the master in and to his servant estab- 
lished, as they exist in the State of Missouri, or 
the State of Virginia, by positive law of the Ter- 
ritory. It is therefore equivalent to saying that 
that law shall stand, when it says that the status 
shallcontinue unchanged. It then goes onto say 
(which I admit was altogether unnecessary) that 
the remedy for the violation of the rights of the 
master, whatever they might be, shall be had inthe 
Federal courts, and according to the course of the 
common law. Now, sir, what right does this 
take away from any slaveholder? Thatlaw which 
secured and gave him a right, is declared to be 
unchangeable. That law acknowledges his prop- 
erty in any sense in which you please to take it, 
or in any sense in which itis appheable. Itac- 
knowledges it, and gives legal remedies for the 
violation of it; and ijn addition to all that, and, as 
I admit, by a sort of pleonasm of expression, it 
says that he shall have his remedy in the Federal 
court, according to the course of the common 
law. 

Mr. MASON. 
moment? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. With the permission of the 
Senator I will put this proposition to him: He 
says that the meaning of the language, * accord- 
ing to the course of the common law,” is confined 
tothe remedy. Now, admitting that to be the 
case, for the sake of the argument, suppose, in one 
of these Territories, a slave is purloined, seduced, 
got away; the slaveof A getsinto the possession 
of B, and he is there at work for him upon his 
farm, or in his house, and A brings an action of 
trover to recover him; that is an action known to 
the common law; and the decision of the Federal 
court is, that trover lies only to recover property, 
and a slave is not property: what isthe remedy ? 
That is the decision in England; and I presume 
it would be the decision in the free States, if the 
suit were brought, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It was to avoid géing 
into definitions of that sort that this language was 
employed in the amendments of the convention, 
They saw and had before them the law of New 
Mexico, which did acknowledge the existence of 
this right as fully as it is acknowledged by the 
law of Virginia. However it may be disputed 
here, however legal opinions thay differ aboutit, 
the law of New Mexico established property in 
slaves; and there the lawstands; andthe conven- 
tion now comes and says that status shall remain 
unchanged. 

Mr. BRAGG. Oh! no. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, Thatis the resolution. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me a word, for Lam very anxious to under- 
stand it? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Senator says it provides 
that that law, the law of New Mexico, whatever 
itinay be, shall remain unchanged, if I under- 
stand him, and that that fixes the status of slavery 
in the Territory. I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator to the language. I think that only fixes the 
status of persons now in the Territory, and not 
those to be carricd there hereafter—not the status 
of slavery, but the status of persons who are there 
now, held to service or labor, and not the status of 
those who are to be carried there in future. Vhat 
is provided for in the language which it follows in 
another part. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, Here it is, sir: 

t In all the present territory south of that line??—— 

Which I have explained, and which gentlemen 
admit to be embraced in the Territory of New 
Mexico— ý 
“the status of persons held to involuntary service or labor, 
as İt now exists.” 

It is not as to such slaves as are now there, but 
such slavery as now exists. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ifitsaid that, I admit that it 
would cover the status of slavery. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, It does say that. It 
scems to me that is the only construction that can 


Will the Senator allow me a 
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be given to the language. It could not be intended 


to confine it to the twenty-six slaves that are now 
held there, especially when they provided, in a 
subsequent article, that it shall be lawful for any 
one to carry slaves there. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the honorable Senator 
again allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. [have not the slightest doubt 
that a great many who voted for the proposition 
consider it as the Senator does. I have equally 
as little doubt that others intended to mean pre- 
cisely what I have stated. I cannot see, for my 
life, while they were framing a constitutional pro- 
vision, why they did not place this matter beyond 
any sort of doubt. 
slavery, they could have said so in one word. If 
they intended not to recognize it, they could have 
said it in another word. If they intended to mys- 
tify and leave in doubt, then they have been very 
successful in accomplishing their purpose. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. “In all the present ter- 
vitory south of that line, the status of persons held 
to involuntary service orlabor as it now exists,” 
not as they now exist; not in respect to those that 
are there now; but part of the same sortof slavery 
which now exists, shall’ continue to exist un- 
changed until the Territory becomes a State; and 
in the mean time persons shall be admitted to go 
into that Territory and carry their slaves with 
them. Now, I submit it to my honorable friend 

Jfitis not entirely improbable that any such con- 
struction as he suggests can prevail before any 
court that seeks to attain the real intention of the 
parties who made this proposition? Itis such sla- 
very as now exists. Persons held to that service— 
you may carry as many there as you please. Put 
them both together, and they would read so; and 
they being in the same instrument, can there bea 
doubt that ought to alarm us here, that the con- 
struction will be given to it which I place upon 
it, that it was intended not to be confined merely 
to persons now there and held to servitude, but 
as well to those who might be carried there here- 
after? This is all-I will say in reference to that; 
and I submit it to the candor and the judgment of 
my honorable friend from North Carolina, in 
which I have entire confidence, whatever result 
he may come to, thatif we put the two propo- 
sitions together, af doubt would seem to be re- 
moved, 

Now, sir, my friend from Virginia will argue 
this question as if the question of slavery was 
to be decided according to the course of the com- 


mon law, and then refers us to the express decla- | 


rations and decisions as though the common law 
decided that slavery could not exist. What sort 
of construction would that make of this provis- 
ion? Here they have provided that the law 
establishing slavery shall exist, that the property 
of the master in him shall be recognized as it is 
there established by law; and then the gentleman 
supposes that to be exactly contradictory, to refer 
to the common law as furnishing the rule of de- 
cision, which common law says there can be no 
property, ashe interprets it,in man, and that when 
trover was brought for a slave— 

Mr. MASON. Not as I interpret it, but as 
interpreted in England. ‘ 

Mr, CRITTENDEN, Iknowthat. He says 
it may be so interpreted; that when trover was 
brought for aslave in England, the judges decided 
there was no property in man. Could the same 
judges, sitting.in a court in New Mexico, have 
given that defsion when the law there established 
such property? 
must be different. They are referring, according 
to him, to two contradictory rules: one establish- 


ing slavery and acknowledging property in the | 


master, and the other the common law denounc- 
ing and deciding against the right of property in 
man. 
nor can this be the construction. We cannot 
consider these gentlemen to have changed their 
opinion from one sentence to another, to have left 
an incongruity and a contradiction expressed upon 
the face of the same section. 
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If they intended to recognize- 


In such a case, their decision | 


This could not have been their intention, | 


ee aes 


| common law. 


i another 


Nor, sir, do they refer—and that is my answer 
to my friend from Virginia—to the common law 
as furnishing the rule of decision at all. The pro- 
ceedings shall be according to the course of the 
common law; thatis all. Ifany violation isdone 
to the rights of the master, he may sue; and, 
for his greater security, he may sue in the Fed- 
eral courts; and, for ‘greater security still, the law 
shall be administered according to the course of 
the common law. The common law is referred 
to as determining the mode of trial. We say 
according to the course of the civil law, and we 
say according to the course of the common law. 
What do we mean? We mean this marked and 
characteristic and essential difference: the course 
of the civil law is for the judge, without the in- 
tervention of a jury, to decide facts as well as 
the law. ‘The common law takes away from 
the judge the power of deciding the facts, and 
demands a trial by jury. What this convention 
mean, therefore, by this provision is, that trial 
shall be by jury, according to the course of the 
That is the explanation of the 
difficulty, and thus all doubt is removed. By 
these plain provisions—plain in themselves, and 
made plainer still by being taken with the con- 
text—they say you shall have your rule of right, 
according to the law of the Territory which is in 
your favor as to the right to hold persons as prop- 
erty; that law shall be your security; you shall 
have a remedy for any violation of that right in 
the Federal courts, and you shall have that rem- 
edy, not according to the course of the civil law, 
in which the judge is to decide, who might be 
against you, but m which a jury shall be called 
to decide the fact according to the course of the 
common law, ‘That is the whole of it. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President 

Mr. POLK. If the Senator will allow me, be- 
fore the Senator from Kentucky sits down, 1 will 
ask him if the Mexican law establishes slavery, 
or if it does anything more than to protect the 
tight of the master to his slave? If that is the 
only establishment of it, then it is established by 
implication merely. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I really do not know 
whether the gentleman would consider it as es- 
tablishing or merely protecting. {£ do not know 
that there is a law in any State of the Union that 
co nomine establishes slavery; I do not know. 

Mr. POLK. The object of the inquiry was this: 
it has been contended herctofore that, by the law 
of Mexico, there could be no slavery there; and 
then there is another law of New Mexico pro- 
fessing to protect the right of property. I have 
never seen that New Mexican law. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I believe I have an- 
swered the gentleman as far as my information 
extends, [have examined thatlaw. Itisas strong 
in favor of the master as the laws of Kentucky or 


Missouri. I believe it is the law of Mississippi | 
That is my un- | 


transcribed literally, verbatim. 
derstanding. The law isas complete on the sub- 
ject as the law of any State that I know of. 

Mr. MASON. 
from Kentucky is right, and, in the interpretation 
of this section, the courts are necessarily to con- 
sider the expression ‘ according to the course of 
the common law,” to which slaveholders are re- 
ferred for the enforcing of the relation of master 
and slave, as referring only to common-law rem- 
edics, then I am at no loss to conceive, after our 
experience of judicial interpretation against sla- 
very, by what sort of artificial and sophistic rea- 


soning those judges of the Federal courts may feel | 


themselves bound to withhold the remedy. Why, 
sir, are we to shut our ears and our eyes against 
experience passing before us every day? What 
is the present Constitution? The second section 
of the fourth article is in these words: 

“ A person charged in any State with treason, felony, or 
other crime, who shail flee from justice, and be found in 
alj, on demand of the 
of the State from which he fled, be delivered up, to be re- 
moved to the State having jurisdiction of the crime.” 


That is the text of the Constitution. "What is 
the interpretation in the free States? In the State 


Mr. President, if the Senator | 


utive nuihority | 


of Kentucky an African is property, under their 
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laws and usages, and has been so for two hundred 
years; for it was so when it was a part of. Vir- 
ginia; and did it ever enter into the mind of mani 
to conceive that this plain text of the Cosstitution 
would be resisted, upon the ground that property 
in man was notacknowledged? And yet it isdone,” 
If lam not mistahen, the honorable Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Sswarp,] not now in his seat, 
when Governor of New York, made. that very 
question with the Governor of Virginia; and see- 
ing this, are we to be willingly blind to this as the 
actual, judicial, and executive. interpretation in 
everything that affects the question of slavery ag 
it stands in that section, and that, too, while we 
are seeking equality? Sir, it never entered into 
the mind of man, at the time this Constitution was 
formed, to credit that the time could ever comein. 
the relations of these States whena man who fled 
from the State of Kentucky because he had siolen 
a negro into the State of Ohio, was screened from 
the operation of the Constitution, because in Ohio 
they do not deem a negro to be the subject of prop- 
erty; and yet that is the fact, the very issue now 
depending between those States; and we are asked 
to be blind, willingly blind, to all that experience 
at the very time we are attempting to. secure à 
guarantee for violated rights! i 

Now, I said, Mr. President, that, if I were to 
tax my ingenuity, I might find a mode, even if 
the honorable Senator is right in ascribing to this 
clause of the section the necessary interpretation 
that it refers to remedies only. The Senator says | 
the previous part of the section establishes the 
relation, as he construes it, not directly like the 
resolution of the honorable Senator which we 
offer here as an amendment which establishes di- 
rectly that there is property in slaves. This does 
not; but designedly avoids it; not from any im- 
proper motive—TI do not ascribe that—bult itis not 
only silent, butit avoids the very question. I sup- 
pose the honorable Senator is right in saying this 
language, judicial cognizance, according to the 
course of the common law, refers only to the rem- 
edy. Now,I tax my ingenuity to know how a 
court, in one of the free States, always leaning, 
of course, against slavery, would reason out that 
proposition, whether the remedy could be applied. 
Suppose an action of trover is brought. The in- 
quiry would be, what is the remedy? We are 
told this is the remedy for which you are to ap- 
ply to the law, A remedy is nothing in the-world 
but a redress, for wrong. Before you can apply 
theremed y, therefore, you must ascertain whether 


.a wrong has been committed for which the rem- 


edyisadequate. Well, iteomes from one side: the 
wrong was in taking the negro from the possession 
of the owner, against the local law of the Terri- 
tory. The answer would be, ‘that may be true as 
far as the local Jaw of the Territory is concerned; 
but here the Constitution adopts the common law 
as part of its text, and points the judges to the 
common law, and it applies,the remedy. Now, 
the remedy is redress of the wrong, and we are 
bound to sce that the wrong is one to which the 
remedy is applicable. ‘The remedy is to recover 
property in the possession of one who is not enti- 
tled to it, and the common law, which applies that 
remedy to that wrong, says there is no wrong in- 
flicted by taking the negro from the possession 
of his owner, It comes to that, Itis suggested 
to me, by the honorable Senator from Vermont, 
(Mr. Cotramer,] that the common law, as a rem- 
edy, is one applicable to a common-law wrong. I 
do not say that the reasoning is just; I do not say 
that itis juridical; but I say, in our experience, 
we should be willingly blind if we take that for 
a security which will only be a snare. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, it is very well 
known to the Senate that I prefer the proposition 
of the Scnator from Kentucky, as a matter of 
individual choice, for the proposition which is 
proposed by the peace conference. Nevertheless, 
that conference having been authorized, if not by 
Congress, atall events, so far as my State is con~ 
cerned, by the act of her Legislature; and an over- 
whelming majority of the commissioners having 
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agreed to this proposition as it stands, ł shallhes- 
itate very much in departing from it, whatever 
might be my individual opinion; but certainly if 
I thought the two Senators. from Virginia had 
given ita correct interpretation, [should not agree 
to it. Now, as to this clause; it, in my judgment, 
had better have been omitted: , 
«The same shall be subject to. judicial cognizance in the 
Federal’ courts, according. to. the course of the common 
law.?? 5 
- Í suggest that the common law is referred toas 
fixing a right simply. The course of the common 
law is a phrase defined for more than two hundred 
ears, in Latin, in English andin Norman French. 
t means the formula of proceeding. T understood 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] to say 
that it had been decided in several.of the courts 
that:an action of trover could not be brought fora 
negro-slave in England. I think I am familiar 
with the case. It is reported in Salkeld’s Reports, 
Lord Raymond’s Reports, and in the Modern 
Reports—the same case reported three times; but 
the same court which decided that trover would 
not lie, because trover included the idca of prop- 
erty in the man himself, in the same opinion said 
that trespass on the case would lie for the loss of 
the service; so that it was alla question ofpleading, 
and no question of right atall. Itis within my rec- 
ollection—and I believe the case was brought to the 
Supreme Court on a writ of error, and can be 
found in Howard’s Reports—thata citizen of Ken- 
tucky declared in trespass on the case for taking 
away his slaves,and added two counts in trover. 
What is trover but an action of trespass on the 
case? Nothing morc; and it never was anything 
more. The measure of damages is the same in 
both actions-——the value of the service of the ser- 
vant; and yet that controversy on mere plead- 
ing—which, in nine tenths of the States of this 
Union, has ceased to be of any value, because 
they have a code of procedure, is made a terrific 
objection here. 

Now, sir, I have never read the code of New 
Mexico, and I do not propose to read it; butitis 
perfectly understood that that Territorial Legis- 
lature, pursuing the privilege, if you call it privi 
lege, confrred by the compromise measures of 
1850, has established the relation of master and 
slave, or master and servant, as perfectly as it is 
established inany of the fifteen so-called slavchold- 
ing States. Ido not admire this'word ‘ status,” 
which we find in the report of the peace confer- 
ence; but as to the meaning of that word, I can- 
not bein any doubt. It does not refer to any 
persons in particular; it refers to a legal relation 
of servitude as between master and servant, and 
itprovides that that relation, or condition, or status, 
shall not be changed; that for all wrongs or con- 
troversies arising outof thatthere shall be a rem- 
cody through the Federal judiciary. 

Ì can see why the commission made this dis- 
tinction. There have been many who have in- 
sisted thatthe Congress of the United States should 
pass laws for the protection of the right of the 
master to the services of his slave in a ‘Territory; 
but it hasalways been my opinion, that the worst 
thing the slaveholding States ever could have 
would be to have that; for there would be a per- 
petual controversy here from session to session, 


and from day to day, whether the law went far | 


cnough in giving protection or went too far; and 
they would be remitting their right to the adjudi- 
eation of the Senators and Representatives from 
thenon-slaveholding States. Others have insisted, 
as the propositions of my honorable friend from 
Kentucky provided, that the relation should be 
protected by the logislation of the territorial au- 


thority. F would rather it were so, individually, | 


if they chose to establish it. The peace commis 
sion do not want that. They evidently do not 
want to quarrel with the Territorial Legislatures 
about the measure of legislation; but they declar 

the right, and then say that this right shall be cn- 
forced in the Federal judiciary aceording to the 
course of remedies and forms of the common law. 
I do not see how there can be a doubt; and yet, 
as I have said, it seems to me that a great deal of 
itis unnecessary verbiage. I do not mean tode 


bate that; I am not one of the peace commission- | 
ers; Lam not to seleet my words to express the | 


idea; but 1 am here; and my State with other | 
States, having appointed commissioners in view 
of a crisis like this, as they esteem it, and as Ics- 


teemit,andthey having agreed uponagreat variety || es 


| not believe that kind of sacrifice would accomplish | 
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of propositions, some of which.commend them- | 
selves to my judgment and some do not; but tak- 
ing it altogether as one proposition, I am satisfied 
that I must either vote for all of it, or let all of it 
| fall. I would rather vote for the proposition of 
my honorable friend from Kentucky. I said that 
sixty days ago; and I have said it im season and 
out of season. I have expressed my views fre- 
quently. I think the proposition of the commis- 
sioners would be better expressed, thoughit would 
come to the same thing, in these words: ‘‘in all 
the territory south of that linc, it is hereby de- 
elared that no law or regulation shall ever be made 
or have any effect denying or impairing the right 
of the inhabitarfts to the service or labor of such 
persons as were held in that condition in any 
State of the Union, and thence taken into the said 
Territory.” That would have expressed my idea 
more clearly, yet I am satisfied with this; it 
amounts to that. Whether the word “ status” be 
good Latin or good English, the meaning is very 
clear. 

I believe I “admonished the Senate two hours 
ago that time was very precious; and I shall not 
detain them myself. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I mean to vote 
for the passage of these proposed amendments, į 
| just as they are, without any change; and I pro- 
pose to give very briefly a few of. the reasons 
which govern my judgment in that act. I will do 
| it as pointedly as I can, and [ will certainly do it 
very briefly. 

In the first place, I feel that Lam but submitting 
to the people of the whole country, amendments 
which they, and they only, can incorporate in the 
| present Constitution; and I do not believe that, į 
jin any state of the case, T can do very wrong in 
doing that; but when I consider the immediate 
condition of the country, I feel that Lam doing 
i very right. Twenty States assemble in what is 
| called the peace convention. ‘They recommend 
|| to us, in times of great trial and difficulty, the ! 
| passage of these resolutions. ‘They are eminent | 
| men; they are able men; they arc—very many of 
| them, atJoast—great men; they havebecn selected 
| by the States which they respectively represent, 
|| because of their purity of character and ability. 
| The country is in great trouble. Six States have 
| seceded; and I am told by very many men in 
| whom I have great confidence, that their States 
are to-day trembling in the balance. I believe tt, | 
tam told—and upon that subject I have not yet 
| made up my mind—that the adoption of these | 
measures by the people will heal the differences | 
| with the border States. I do not believe that I 
| can do wrong, therefore, in giving the people of 
the whole Union a chance to determine these 
‘| questions. 

in the beginning, I voted against the proposi- 
tions of the distinguished Senator from Kentucky. 
Even then I did not perceive any great harm in 
submitting any propositions to the people of the 
(| United States which circumstances might appear jj 
|| to render necessary for any good purpose. Ire- | 
i fused to vote for them, for two reasons: first, I: 
‘| believed something better might be attained; and | 
i second, I did not believe that the people of the | 
States would agree to them. Ido not belicve that | 
| now, and for one simple reason: I think I may | 
| 


consider myself in some respect a representative | 
l of the opinion as well as the power of my own 
l people: I am a Republican, a zealous and determ- 

ned onc. I haveall my life been of the opinion 
hat Congress ought not to protect slavery, and 
o extend the dominion of this Government for 
| that purpose or with that possibility. A great 
many in the North, who are not Republicans, 
but are what we call Douglas men, have shown, 
at the last clection, under something of trial and :| 
sacrifice, that they too, do not believe that the 
Constitution docs or ought to extend slavery. I 
am not disposed to give up that opinion; [do not 
i believe they are. J was not disposed to give up 
when six States were in the Union who are now , 
/ aut, as they say; and Iam not disposed to give it 
iup yet. Independently of pride of opinion, i do | 


i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


any good result, I 

These ave the reasons in brief which induce | 
me to yote with regret against the propositions of | 
the distinguished Senator from Kentucky in the || 
earlicr portion of this session, But now, we are if 
within two days of adjournment. 
tially variant in their chars 


ky 


sy 


Propositions | 
eter to those are ii 


| of the members of that convention. 


submitted here; and Iam asked: Will you, in 
your representative capacity submit theseto your 
people for their decision, either to accept or re- 
ject??? Now, why not? I nced not dwell upon 
the fact that, while we are a representative, we 
are atthe same time a democratic Government. 
I will not shut my eyes to the fact that twenty 
States appeal to us; I will not shut my eyes to 
the fact that there is-imminent danger of perma- 
nent dissolution; I will not shut my eyes to the 
fact that, though the Republican party is in acon- 
stitutional majority, it is not yet, and it never has 
been, in an actual majority; and I do not believe 
that itis possible for one third of the people to 
coerce the opinion of two thirds. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. BAKER. Do, sir. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I understand him as say- 
ing that the whole of the twenty States which 
were assembled in this peace convention agreed 
to this proposition. i 

Mr. BAKER. My distinguished friend was 
writing, instead of listening, when he understood 
that. I did not mean to say that, and I did not. 

Mr. WILKINSON, I understood the Senator 
to say that twenty States appealed to us. 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; just as I say the Gov- 
ernment appeals to another Government, L do not 
say every individual in it; justas I say that Con- 
gress appeals to another Government, not every 
individual member of Congress; but Í do say, in 
the words of the proposition before us, that 
“they,” the peace convention, composed of the 

tates recited, * have approved what is herewith 
submitted, and respectfully request that your hon- 
orable bady will submit it to conventions in the 
States, as article thirteen of the amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States.”” That is 
all I said, or, at least, it is all I meant to say. 

Now, sir, suppose every argument that the dis- 
tinguished Senators from Virginia have brought 
to bear on this proposition is true: what then? 
Is that any reason why itshould not be submitted 
to the people? Suppose they do not approve of 
it: what then? It is their business, not ours. 
Suppose they should: it is a measure of peace, of 
security, of union. Sir, I know,as you do, many 
I have acted 
with them as Whigs in old times, and I wish they 
could come back. I know they have proved in 
old times, as they will prove again, that they love 
this Union to the very depth and core of their 
hearts. I do not propose to give them up; I do 
hot propose to weaken them; I do admire, with 
my whole heart, the sacrifice of opinion which 
they make, and which is typified by the noble 
expression of the distinguished Senator from Ken- 
tucky to-day. Party or no party, North or no 
North, I, at least, will meet him half way. My 
State is very far distant. She had no members in 
that convention. I donot know whether she will 
approve this measure; but I know it will neither 
hurt that State nor me to give her a chance to de- 
termine. I know very well thatthe Senators from 
Virginia do not approve it. That is the very rea~ 
son Í do. [Laughter.] If I was sure they would 
not think me guilty of disrespect, I would remind 
them of what was said by a distinguished man in 
old times. Phocion, in the last days of his Re- 
public—and I hope in that respect, at least, there 
will be no parallel—Phocion was once making a 
speech to the Athenian people, and something he 
suid excited very great applause. He turned 
around to gentlemen, friends near him, and said: 
“What foolish thing have I been saying, that 
these people praise me?” Sir, if Virginia, repre- 
sented as she is to-day—notas I believe she really 
is—but if Virginia, represented as she is here to- 
day, and as she has been during this session, 
were to approve this proposition, I should doubt 
them very much indeed. & 

I was surprised, however, to hear some things 
that the distinguished Senator from Virginia—I 
do not know whether tocall him junior or senior 
—said. [do not mean the Senator who spoke 
Jast. He (Mr. Huyrer] says that this proposition 
here is worse than the old Constitution. If tiatbe 
really so, what in the world has he been complain- 
ing of so bitterly? He tells us, now, that under 
the old Constitution slavery was secure. Then, 
why do you grumble? He considers it as secure, 
not only wherever itis, but wherever it can go— 
nay, more than that; wherever the stars‘and 
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stripes of the American Republic can float. {have 
been telling rgy people that, as a Republican, for 
along while, and complaining of the Dred Scott 
decision; but he says slavery is secured. All the 
complaint that the other Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. Mason] makes against the decision of the 
courts in the free States we‘have been in the habit 
of making, and hé now indorses, against the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court, constituted other 
than we wished it was. We have been in the 
habit of believing that one of the great evils we 
complained of was under the old Constitution, 
and that a new construction was given to it, alien 
tothe intention, wish, construction, of ourfathers; 
and we have complained that the Supreme Court 
was so constituted that it could not be reversed. 
We complained, as partisans, that now this Sen- 
ate and the other House were so composed that 
we had no power in the Government, save through 
the President. Now, the Senator from Virginia 
indorses the whole of it, and says they were very 
well off, and did beautifully. Then why dissolve; 
why threaten; why make a peace conference ne- 
cessary ? 

Mr. President, let us be just to these proposi- 
tions. Asa Republican, I give up something when 
I vote for them; but remember, sir, I am not vot- 
ing for them now; I am only voting to submit 
them to my people; and I shall go before them, 
when the time comes, being governed in my opin- 
ion and advice as to whether they shall vote for 
them or not, as I see that Virginia, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, North Carolina, and Missouri, by their 
people, desire. To be frank, sir; if this proposi- 
tion will suit the border States, if there will be 
peace and union, and loyalty and brotherhood, į 
with this, I will vote for it at the polis with all my 
heart and with all my soul; butif 1 see that the 
counsels of the Senators from Virginia shall pre- 
vail; if my noble friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jounson] shall be overwhelmed; ifsecession shall 
still grow in the public mind there; if they are de- | 
termined, upon artificial’ causes of complaint, as 
I believe, stili to unite their fate, their destiny, 
and their hope, with the extremest South, then, 
perceiving them to be of no avail, E shall refuse 
them, Therefore, at the polls at last, I shall be 
governed as an individual citizen by my convic- 
tion at the moment of what the ultimate result of 
these propositions will be; but I am not voting 
for that to-day. Iam saying: ‘People of the 
United States, I submit it to you; twenty States 
demand it; the peace of the country requires it; 
thereis dissolution inthe very atmosphere; States 
have gone off; others threaten; the Queen of Eng- 
land upon her throne declares to the whole world | 
her sympathy with our unfortunate condition; | 
foreign Governments denote that there is danger 
to-day that the greatest Confederation the world 
has ever seen is to be parted in pieces, never to 
be reunited.” Now, not what I wish, not what 
ĮI want, not what I would have, but all that I can | 
get, is before me. I know that I do no harm. If 
the people of Oregon do not like it, they cancasily 
reject it. Ifthe people of Pennsylvania will not 
have it, they can easily throw it aside. If they 
do not believe there is danger of dissolution, if 
they prefer dissolution, if they think they can 
compel fifteen States to remain in or come back, 
orif they believe they will not go out, let them 
reject it. I repeat again, it is their business, it is 
not mine. 

But, sir, w 


hether | vote for itat the polls or not, | 
in voting for it here it may be said that I give up 
some of my principles. Mr. President, we some- 
times mistake our opinions for our principles. I 
am appealed to often; it is said to me: “ you bc- 
lieved in the Chicago platform.’ Suppose L did. | 
< Well, this varies from the Chicago platform.” 
Suppose it does. I stand to-day, as I believe, in 
the presence of greatcr events than those which 
attend the making of a President. I stand, as I 
believe, at least, in the presence of peace and war; 
and if it were true that I did violate the Chicago 
platform, the Chicago platform is not a Constitu- 
tion of the United States tome. If events, if cir- 
cumstances change, I will violate it, appealing to 
my conscience, to my country, and to my God, 
to justify me according tothe motive. [Applause 
in the galleries] ` 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster im 
the chair.) Order will be preserved in the gal- 
leries, or they will be cleared. 

Mr. BAKER. Again, sir; let us see how, as 


a Republican, I give up anything. First, suppose 
I did: 1 would give up a great deal to preserve a 


to be able to shake hands with Kentucky and 
Tennessee as friends for the rest of my life, as I 
have in all that has gone before. I would not be 


Mississippi,and South Carolina, are guilty of to- 
day; but I would be giving up to loyal and affec- 
tionate brethren, who implore me for the love of 
a common Union to do something to satisfy the 
doubts and fears of their people. I can stand that; 
I will do it. 

Again, sir; how much dol giveup? Thave said, 
as a Republican, that Congress has the power to 
prohibit slavery in all the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. J believe it to-day. Talking about 


that give up something here. Gentlemen on the 
other side, who have been contending that Con- 
gress had no power whatever to prohibit slavery, 
acknowledge that they were mistaken; at any rate 
they go for it; they do prohibit it by law, by the 
Constitution itself. Therefore I am not the only 
one that gives up. 

Again: I believe it is wrong, politically wrong 
—I am not now discussing the social and moral 
question—but I believe it to be politically very 
wrong to establish slavery in the name of freedom. 
Sir, twelve years ago or more, it was my fortune, 
perhaps, to wander in a forcign land beneath the 
stars and stripes.of my country. I went there, as 
I think, impelled by motives of patriotism, per- 
haps having mingled with them not a little desire 
of adventure, love of change, and that feverish 
excitement for which we people of this country are 
alwaysand everywhere remarkable; but I beheve, 
if I know myself, that I did suppose I was doing 
something to repay the country for much that she 
had done for me. Sir, often and again, wander- 
ing sometimes beneath 

« Where Orizaba’s purpled summit shone,” 
sometimes by the dark pestilential river that marks 
the boundary between the two countries, often 
i and often have I wondered to myself whether I 
was wandering and suffering there to spread sla- 
very overan unwilling people. Lam not sorry to 
see that now that is rendered impossible. Iam 
not sorry to sce that it is impossible, first, in the 
course of events; but if it were not so, I know, if 
these propositions shall pass, that the foul blot of 
slavery never will be extended over one foot of 
territory to be stolen or conquered by the people 
of the United States. 

ButLamasked, ** What do you say about New 
Mexico??? E will tell you in twenty words. I am 
an older Republican than many of those I see 
around me, who vote to-day differently from me; 
| not a better but an older. I voted in 1850, on the 
floor of the other House, against the compromise 
measures of that year. F did so, among other 
reasons, because I was not willing that Utah and 
New Mexico should become slave or free accord- 
ing to the wishes of their people, believing as I 
lid then, (T have changed my opinion in some 
respects since,) that that was not best for the 
whole country. Contrary to my wishes, those 
sompromise measures prevailed. New Mexico 
s nominally now, I believe, a slave ‘Territory; 
| that is, to use the words of the distinguished Sena- 
‘tor from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] there are 
| some twenty slaves in the whole Territory. There 
hey may, they probably will, remain. f submit 
o my people a preposition, that if they approve it 
asa compromise, as a concession, for peace for the 
Union, as it happens that that little Territory in- 
cludes ail that possibly can be slave territory, they 
will let it alone til the peopleare able and willing 
to make their own State constitution. Thatisall. 
Do I state it fairly? Does it go beyond that? 

First, ] contend that I give up butlittle. I give 
it up, as I understand, for purposes of freedom; 
and the distinguished Senators from Virginia 
agree with me. They say, in substance, that I 
am getting a great deal more than [ give; and I 
confess, taking that view of the subject, at least 
in part, I wonder that a good many more of my 
Republican friends do not go with me. 


i 
i 
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lavery. In one sense we do, and inanother 
In the offensive idea to me and 
avery, I do no such thing, 


protects 
sense we do not. 
to you of protecting sl 
and I would die first. 


great Government; I would give up a great deal | 


ashamed to give up. I would not at last be giving |) 
up to traitorous secession, such as Louisiana, | 


giving up, there are a good many other people | 


Again: it is said on the Republican side that we į 


Whien the resolutions of il 


the Senator from Kentucky were up tho other: 
i day, 1 voted for the amendment of the other Ben- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Powext,] in order-to, 
make them clear, to show what I was voting’ 
| against. I was unwilling that territory hereafter. 
to be acquired should be rendered slave territory; 
and I put that proposition distinetly in it, in or- 
der that when I voted against them, it might be 

scen why and how I did it. As-I have said, this 

proposition renders that impossible. First, it re- 

fers only to the territory we now possess; that 

is, New Mexico alone. As fortheterritory north 

of 360 30’, I need not speak. We know that God 

Almighty has registered a decree in Heaven that 
that shall never be slave. We, on our part, want 
no Wilmot proviso there; we all agree that we 
are willing to let it ulone. South, there is but the 
barren Territory of New Mexico. Beyond that, 
who knows? ‘If we are to acquire it, we are. to 
acquire it by this proposition, by the assent ofa 
majority of the States of both sections and two. 
thirds of the whole; and I do not know a man 
living who believes that with that proposition in- 
corporated ‘in the Constitution, slavery is proba- 
ble, or even -possible. , 

. Therefore, Mr. President, I agree that in the 

compromise I, asa Republican, do give up to that 
extent, and no more, what I have said; but doing 
that, I believe that I consecrate all the Territory 
between here and Cape Horn to freedom, with 

all its blessings, forever and forever.’ 

So far, sir, as the discussion as to the meaning 
of this phrase about the common law is concerned, 
I do not care to indulge in it, and for this simple 
reason: first, according to the legal view of the 
Senator from Ohio, everybody knows that this 
expression, ‘the course of the common law,’’ 
means the duly established forms of procedure 
known to the courts; thatisall. Inthe nextplace, 
lam not afraid of the common law. f have been 
reared under it. With all its imperfections, and 
they are many, I love it. While it may be an 
objection to Virginia to quote it, to me it is full of 
guardianship and blessing. Ido not stop to talk 
about the Somersett case, nor the decision in Sal- 
keld, nor the Modern Reports. It is enough for 
me that I know, taking the whole proposition 
together, that slavery is impossible beyond where 
it now is, and, as a Republican, I can justify 
myself to my conscience in giving that vote. 

Mr. President, I add very few more words. I 
should have been excessively pleased, as a par- 
tisan and a man, if the inauguration of Mr, Lin- 
coln could be one at which all the States would 
‘attend with the old good feeling, and with the old 
good humor. JI have seen six States separate 
themselves, as they say, from us, and form anew 
confederacy, with great pain and greater surprise. 
I cannot shut my eyes, if I would, to the existing 
state of things. I listen to the warning of my 
i friend from Kentucky. I listen to the warning 
of my friend from Tennessee, I have been in 
both States. I know something of their people. 
I believe that there, even there, the Union is in 
danger; and I believe if we break up here with- 
| out some attempt to reconcile them to us, and us 
| to them, many of the predictions of friends and 
foes as to the danger will be accomplished. I 
said, in the carlier part of the session—I repeat 
it—I would yield nothing to secession. When 
the Representatives from South Carolina and Mis- 
sissippi and Alabama and Louisiana came here 
invoking war, telling us that if we did not yield 
to them they would secede, they would confed- 
erate with forcign Governments, they would break 
this Union, they would hold us as aliens and 
strangers and enemies, I believed then, as I believe 
now, that that was too dear a price to pay even 
for Union and peace; but to-day the ‘case is al- 
tered. Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, reiterate 
their love for the Union. They tell us in unmis- 
takable terms that they desire to remain; and in 
every county, nay, in every township of those 
States, we have staunch and true and ardent 
friends who would be willing to seal their devo- 
tion to this Union with their blood. It is they 
to whose appeal I would listen _ It is from them 
that I would take counsel and advice; and when 
they tell me, **pass these resolutions; they are 
resolutions of peacc; submit them to your peo- 
ple; listen to what ours say in reply; if it appears: 
| to you at the polls that these resolutions will pro- 
| duce peace, restore union, create or renew, fraler- 
i nal, kindly feeling, pass them; let us settle this 
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question, and be one people,” I agree; with all 
my heart, I will do it. f 
‘Now, as Leclose, let me ask what evil; who will 
be hurt? Suppose, when I get home, I find that 
the Senators from Virginia are on the stump and 
they aré convincing their people that they are a 
great deal worse off; the more they. convince 
Virginia that she is worse off, the more Penn- 
‘gylvania and New. York will be convinced that 
they are better off; and every argument they make 
against it in Virginia will have a twofold weight 
north and west.. I could not make half as good 
a speech in favor of these propositions of Union, 
even in Oregon, or California, or Illinois—I speak 


of the States I know best—as I should make if I ` 


were to read their objections to these propositions. 
But suppose—whith I do not think possible— 
they could succeed, not only in Virginia, (which 
Ido notbelieve,) but in Kentucky and Tennessee; 
suppose. they were to swear, by the throne of 
God, they would not take them, but would dis- 
solve and go off whether we passed them or not: 
we could very easily refuse to vote for them and 
be in as good a condition as we are to-day, and, 
inthe mean time, next Monday, Mr. Lincoln will 
be inaugurated. Idesire tosee around him throng- 
ing, nay forming the procession, every augury of 
hope and peace. I expect to hear from his lips 
words of manly trust arid confidence in the Union, 
and of concession, kindness to all its constituent 
parts. I have hoped that, in response to what he 
shall say, I shall hear from every part of what is 
now acknowledged everywhere yet as our Con- 
federacy, a perpetual hymn of hope and praise 
rising from all parts of the Union; and, above all 
things else, L have -hope and trust in time and 
patience. Therefore it is that Ishall do no harm. 
I know that there are very excited feelings upon 
this subjant Northand South. Iunderstand that 
Massachusetts, an honored State—let me say, to 
qualify what lam going to say, first, that 1 be- 
heve that Massachusetts is the pattern of a com- 
munity in the world; as well represented here as 
any State can be; representing herself better than 
anybody else can do it for her—I know that there 
are excited feelings in Massachusetts, and I think 
she has good cause. The act that more than any 
other else, perhaps, leads to this proposition of a 
peace convention—that ‘ Congress shall provide 
by law for securing to the citizens of each State 
the privileges and immunities of citizens in the 
several States’’—-was an act which Labhored and 
condemned from the beginning, and which 1 am 
not sorry to perceive that Massachusetts remem- 
bers now. Many gentlemen on the floor know 
to what I allude. On the other hand, South Car- 
olina and Louisiana are ferocious for disunion; 
and lam afraid that their young men do want 
war. There is not excitement enough on the plan- 


tation and the farm, and in the streets of the towns; |} 


but they really want contest, excitement, and 
bloodshed. ‘What the 
ing to keep from it. Ido not apprehend, there- 
fore, that the sentiments which 1 have expressed 


here to-day will meet the approbation of the ex- |, 
treme men upon either side. I have no doubt my || 


republicanism jmay be doubted. I think I can 
sec in the look of my friend on my left now [Mr. 
Kine] that he has various convictions that | am 
very far from being sound in the faith. [Laugh- 
ter.| Sir, it may be. I come from the midst of 
a people not directly concerned in this contro- 
versy; a population about half northern, half 
southern, We have intermarried together. Our 
interests, our fears, our hopes, our recollections, 
are mingled north and south; and I believe I am 
expressing their opinious—which perhaps form 
my own—when I say that 1 can see no possible 
harm to anybody anywhere in submitting these 
propositions to the people, who are, and ought 
to be, sovereign. 

Resides, sir, what else can Ido? AsI sit down, 
let me ask Senators upon every side, what else 
ean any of us do? Shall we sit here for three 
months, when petition, resolution, public meeting, 
speech, acclamation, tumult, is heard, seen, and 
felt on every side, and do nothing? Shall State 
after State go out, and not warn us of danger? 


Shall Senators and Representatives, patriotic, elo- | m 
i li antee on parchment, and file it in the office of the | 
Secretary of State, with a predetermination in the | 


quent, venerable, tell us, again and again, of dan- 


ger in their States, and we condescend to make no | 


reply? 
_Sir, there is other business to be done here be- 
sides the mere ordinary business of the Govern- 


want I do not; Lam. try- | 


ment; besides the voting of supplies, and the rais- 
ing of means by which to buy them. We have 
questions here to-day, as I believe, of peace and 
war, and I have waited long to see some mode of 


and agree to submit it to the vote of the people, 
not because I believe it the best that can be done. 
I believe, however that, to-day being two days 
from the close of this session, it is all I can do. 
When my people ask me, on my return, ‘Sir, 
have not States gone out??? I will say, “ Yes.” 
“ Do not more threaten it??? if that is the word, 
(I trust it is not the best one,)I say, ‘ Yes.” 
They say, ‘Sir, do you believe they will do it??? 
“ On my honor and on my conscience,” I say, 
‘if something is not done, yes.” They then ask, 
“ What have you done?” Mr, President, what 
have we done? I believe that is the question the 
country will ask of us; and I, for one, will vote 
for this proposition, that I may be able to respond. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I regard the 
consideration of this question as one of the most 
important which has ever been presented to the 
Senate since I have been a member of it. The 
Union is in danger; the fate of the country is at 
stake; and whatever the Senate or the House of 
Representatives or Congress combined can do, 
ought to be done to save the country. I have 
very little faith or hope, and I would express the 
reason why. Butas little as there is, I will cling 
to the last remaining straw, and sink with it 
grasped fast in my hands, if I have no other re- 
source. This country is of too much importance 
to me, to my family, to my friends, to my State, 
to my associates every where, to give ap without 
a struggle. That struggle may prove to be fruit- 
less; it may prove to be unavailing. The taunts 


and ill-feeling; I shall pass them by with disre- 
gard. J choose to sacrifice my feelings, and to 
make myself a burnt-offering on the altar, if I 
can do anything to save the country. 

What then shall we do? These propositions, 
presented by what is called the peace conference, 
are not to be compared to the propositions of the 
Senator from Kentucky; and i will not vote for 
a single one of them, while I will vote for his. 
They amount to a sacrifice of my honor, and a 
destruction of the rights of my State. Iam per- 
mitted to say that the representatives from my 
State in the peace conference condemned them all, 
while they are willing to go for the proposition 
of the Senator Kentucky. We cannot stand by 
this, and we will not. 

Let us not deceive cach other; letus not under- 
take to practice a system of deception which will 
sound pleasant to the ear, but will be bitter to the 
taste. Iwill not do it. Here is a positive pro- 
hibition of slavery north of 36° 30', and then a 
doubtful question whether it is recognized south 
of 360 30’. The Senator from Kentucky thinks 
itis; but I will not act upon a doubt. We have 
i had too many doubts heretofore, and out of those 
doubts have grown many difficulties. {shall never 
permit, so far as my action is concerned, another 
question of doubt. 


i! 

i Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman 
j 
| 


allow me to interrupt him? Did he understand 
| me as admitting thatit was a doubtful recognition 
| of slavery ? 

Mr. GREEN, Notatall. Isaid expressly that 
the Senator from Kentucky contended that it did 
amount to a recognition, but others denied it, and 
that made it a question of doubt. I will not mis- 
represent anybody if I know it. Now, sir, I will 

i| not act upon a question which admits of doubt. 
| We have passed along in our career for so many 
: years that we have arrived at a point when we 
l! must understand each other distinctly and une- 
|| quivoeally, and I will not leave a single point open 
| to equivocation. It must be expressly settled, and 
| settled not only in express words, not only in un- 
| mistakable language; but I go further than that; 


| it must emanate from the hearts of a people dis- 
i: posed to stand by it; and if they will not standby 
it, I will not associate with them. 

| I want to preserve this Union; I want to main- 
! tain the constitutional rights of all classes, north 
and south; but to give me a mere written guar- 


|: hearts and mindsof the northern people inculeated 
i and instructed to vielate it, I cannot live with, and 
i| I will not. I would rather go where I naturally 


their solution. I repeat, I go for this proposition, 


and jeers thrown out are calculated to stir up ire 


belong, with southern men; butif the true-hearted, 
the patriotic, and the honorable portion of the 
North will reverse this inculcated Spirit of hos- 
tility to southern institutions, and bring them up 
to the mark where they will recognize constitu- 
tional guarantees, then I say, ‘‘ Hail, thou my 
brother, we can go together;”’ but never till that 
comes to pass. We have approached that period 
in our country’s history when there should be no 
cheating or attempt to cheat. We must under- 
stand each other, and make a permanent, lasting 
Union, or a permanent, lasting, peaceful separa- 
tion. 

- This proposition . presented by. the peace con- 
ference, as it is called, I think the merest twaddle 
—and Í use the term with entire respect to the 
members—the merest twaddle that ever was pre- 
sented to a thinking people. The proposition of 
the Senator from Kentucky has some sense in it. 
If he chooses to desert his own, L shall not com- 
plain of him; for I know that warm, patriotic im- 
pulses move him in all his action; but I cannot 
accept the other, and I shall vote against every 
one of its provisions. When it is said to me that 
the territory south of 360 30’ has adopted slavery 
—that New Mexico has—I must reply to Sen- 
ators that they misunderstand the law. New 
Mexico has never adopted slavery. New Mexico 
has done this: she has provided remedies for re- 
dress of wrongs, including wrongs affecting slave 
property; but she has never established slavery; 
nor has Utah. Utah has neve? even recognized 
itby implication. Utah passed a law of this char- 
acter: apprentices hound to service for a period of 
years may be held there; but when their servitude 
has expired, according to their articles of appren- 
ticeship, they are free; so that the law of Utah 
absolutely, if it has any effect, prohibits slavery. 

Senators overlook these facts. I take the broad 
and the bold and the unmistakable ground, not 
that the Constitution establishes slavery any- 
where, but that the Constitution, extending over 
a Territory, will protect me in all my rights not 
prohibited by a local competent authority; that 
my rights are to take any property which I own 
in any part of the Union, Yankee clocks from the 
North, polar bears from tke Rocky Mountains, 
mules from the middle States,-and slaves from the 
South; and that, unless there is a competent local 
authority to prohibit my rights in these respective 
classes of property, I am to be protected. The 
second step is that there can be no local authority 
as long as the territorial condition remains, com- 
petent to prohibit slavery in any Territory. 

These are my positions; and hence, so far from 
this extraordinary position that slavery is local 
being true, the reverse is true. It may be local in 
the United States, but so far from its being local 
to the Territory in the United States, the reverse 
is true. Talk about freedom being national, and 
slavery local! Who made slavery local? Who 
made freedom national? For when you speak of 
freedom, you mean the absence of slavery, you 
mean the absence of African slavery. Who made 
itso? When the original Government was formed, 
every State in it had slaves. Even Massachu- 
setts, though she had provided by a decision of 
her court for its extinguishment, still had slaves. 
Now I want Senators to reflect on the point, how 
itis possible to suppose for an instant, thatin the 
institution of a great confederation of States, they 
would sanction a principle which would make one 
species of property that was common to every 
State in the Union local to one or more States 
alone, when they had provided at the same time 
that all the rights, privileges, and immunities of 
citizenship, should be common to all the citizens 
of all the States. When I undertake to travel 
from my home to Washington, and pass through 
Pittsburg, a mob gathers to rescue and take from 
me my slave. They are doing it in violation of 
the Constitution. [havea right to pass through 
Pennsylvania, and my right of transit is as per- 
fect this day as it was when Pennsylvania was a 


i slave State. z 


What Senator here can leave his home and bring 
his servant with him, and pass through a free State 
in safety? Not one. What Senator here who is 
summoned by the Sergeant-at-Arms, and may be 
coerced to come, can come and bring his sick wife 
and his sick child and his necessary servant, and 
come in safety? If this thing cannot be corrected, 
we ought to divide; we ought to separate. We 
cannot take the nearest route; we must take the 
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safety route. We are compelled to diverge, and 
we are compelled to go through other States; and 
when I go home, I am compelled to avoid what 
you call free soil. Is not this a disgrace to the 
nation and a disgrace to the men representing the 
nation? Why do you not correct that public sen- 
timent, and make it safe for me to go where the 
Constitution authorizes me to go? If you do not 
intend to doit, if you intend to persistin this thing, 
if youare resolved to make no change init, I tell 
you we must divide, and we will divide. 

In this connection, I may be permitted to refer 
to another subject that the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. Doveras] referred to on the occasion when 
we passed the territorial bills the other day; and 
Ido it in my own justification. He seemed to 
think, and so did all my Democratic brethren 
around me, that I had surrendered everything in 
abandoning the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court when the title to slaves was involved, with- 
out regard to value. Í have two replies to make 
to that. One is this: I will never put slave prop- 
erty above other property; I never will put slave 
property below other property; I put it exactly 
on the same basis, and if you havea right to ap- 
pe where other property is involved, you may 

ave a right to appeal where slave property is 
involved; but if you have the right in the one case, 
you ought to have the right in the other-case. The 
question will arise, why, then, was it putinto the 
compromise measures of 1850, and the bumbug 
‘Nebraska bill of 1854? I will tell you why. Ht 
was then said to be a controverted point of prin- 
ciple; not of property, but of constitutional power; 
and it was necessary to put the right toappeal in, 
so as to test the question of constitutional power. 
Asamere question of property, negroes should 
never be above any other property, nor behind 
any other. Do you not put it above by this pro- 
vision, so far as a question of property is con- 
cerned? I was, therefore, determined to strike 
that out, and put it on the same basis. Why did 
I sanction it heretofore? J will tell you why. It 
then involved a question of constitutional power, 
nota question of property. Asa question of prop- 
erty, it must stand on the same basis with other 
property; but as a question of constitutional 
power, Í was willing to throw the doors of the 
court open and let it come before them and have 
it settled. ‘* And why did you not let it still stay 
in??? somebody will ask. I will tell why. Itis 
already settled; and if I were to keep itin, it would 
be admitting that it was not settled. If I were still 
to retain the same principle in all these bills, I 
should be admitting that the court had not settled 
the question. The court has settled it; and there- 
fore it is res adjudicata; and on that principle I 
have acted, So far as the principle is concerned, 
so far as the constitutional right is concerned, so 
far as the question of property is concerned, it 
never shall, with my sanction, be placed above 
other property. You cannot appeal on other prop- 
erty where the amount involved is below a thou- 
sand dollars. Therefore, you shall never appeal 
where slaves arc involved beneath a thousand dol- 
lars. Now, whyshould 1, why should any man, 
say that, as a question of property, you shall put 
slaves above any other property? Cannot any 
man within the sound of my voice defend that as 
a principle? Why, then, was it put in before? 
In order to test the constitutional principle, which 
the Supreme Court must decide. That is the 
- reason it was put in before. It has been decided. 
To keep it in, would be to admit it has not been 
decided. 

1 know there has been controversy, whether it 
has been decided or not; but I intend to act upon 
the principle that it has been decided, and I am 
acting upon it. When my Democratic brethren 
around me all deserted me—every one, without 
exception, I believe—my Republican friends came 
to my rescue and saved the bill. Their motive 
may have been different from mine, but my mo- 
tive was just such as I have now explained. That 
provision was putin there, not to give slave prop- 
erty an advantage over other property. [fit was, 
Tam against it. It was putin there in order to 
enable the court to decide a constitutional prin- 
ciple. That decision has been made. To reim- 


sert it, is to deny that which has been made. I; 


hope I am distinctly understood. IT have acted 


upon this with entire uniformity from the begin— 


ning to the end, and I intend so to act. I will 
defend the constitutional rights of all the people 


and the equality of all the States, (if I may be per- 
mitted to borrow that expression from my friend 
from Oregon,) under all circumstances, and at all 
times. A 

Why, Mr. President, I never intend to open 
my mouth in this Senate again except to vote. 
I am speaking in “defense of truth, not to make 
political capital. I want none. The performance 
of political duty is the highest aspiration of my 
heart; but to curry favor and to beg elections, I 
despise in my soul. The country can live with- 
out any of us. There are hundreds and thou- 
sands scattered broadcast over the land, who, 
being brought into public requisition, can de- 
velop as much talent, as much patriotism, and as 
much ability to serve the country as we do, and 
it may be more; and hence they are not depend- 
ent upon us. But in the last words that | ever 
expect to speak in this Senate, I must say that 
my hopes of this Union.are all gone, as much as 
I love it, as much as I would do to preserve it. 
I believe that the die is cast; that there is a bel- 
ligerent feeling, diversity of sentiment, and a 
difference of opinion so diametrically opposite 
that we cannot live together. That is my honest 
opinion. 

I have been anxious from the beginning of this 
session to stave off public action, to hold the 
public pulse still, and give an opportunity for re- 
action of northern sentiment. I want no reaction 
south. It has been my only hope, and my last 
hope, and that hope has failed. ‘Phere is no re- 
action; but with a determination, fostered by a 
seeming popularity, they are pressing on until we 
are driven to the last verge, and divide we must; 
and when I say that, I want no man to suppose 
that Lam a secessionist for a single instant. Į am 
jast the opposite. When I say it, necessity forces 
me to it; and I want my northern friends, with 
whom I have had the best terms of intimacy, and 
with whom I still maintain terms of intimacy, to 
distinctly understand it is not out of any personal 
hostility. Many of them are warm-hearted and 
true; true not only to the South, but to the Union; 
yet when a pressing public necessity is forced 
upon us, we must do it. Where shall we drift? 
These resolutions are intended to lull old Virginia, 
Maryland, Missouri, and Kentucky, until we are 
hand-cuffed and tied fast, and then action is to 
commence. They are all designed simply to lull 
us into a fancied security; but if we are wise be- 
times, and look forward to coming events, we will 
at once strike the blow, and separate from a Con- 
federation which denies us peace, denies us pro- 
tection, denies us our constitutional rights, and 
seck them in some other association of States. All 
of these States associated by voluntary consent. 
They can all go out by voluntary action. They 
can go out as they came in, and no power can 
bring them back if they did go, but to make a dif- 
ferent Union from the original one. If they came 
in by consent, they must remain in by consent. 
Talk about cocrcion, and bringing them in! You 
make a different Union from the original one, 
which we voluntarily formed. 

Now, Mr. President, I want all these proposi- 
tions voted down, and I hope my friend from 
Kentucky will revive his propositions and bring 
them up again. There is some vitality in them; 
there is some point in them; but as for these wishy- 
washy resolutions, that amount to nothing, it is 
imposible that any Senator here will, for a mo- 
ment, entertain the idea of supporting them. The 

eace conference! And thesmallest peace that ever 
have heard of. Let the Senator adhere to his 


original popositions; let the Senator bring them | 


up and press them upon the attention of the Sen- 
ate. That is as far backivg down as I will go. It 
is a little more than I want; but still, as a last 
effort to save the Union, | would go that far. Talk 
about these measures! These measures that have 
no vitality—these measures that amount to a total 
surrender of every principle—I never will vote for; 


| and let the consequences of the future be what 


they may, I stake my faith and reputation upon 
the vote Í intend to cast. 
Mr. WADE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. LANE. I hope the Senator will give me 
the floor before he makes that motion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrrr 


| in the chair.) Does the Senator from Ohio with- 


draw his motion? $ 
Mr. WADE. No, sir; I think we had better 
adjourn. 


Mr. LANE. Task the Senator to yield me the 
privilege of the floor, and then I will yield to.the . 
motion. i Tae Se a FA 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
adjourn is not withdrawn, and itis not debatable: 

Mr: WADE. 4f the Senator will make thé 
motion himself, I will yield. è ay 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Imust protest against these 
bargains. ana 

Mr. LANE. Ihope the Chair will recognize me: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must put the motion to adjourn; which motion is 
not withdrawn and is not debatable. 

Mr. LANE. 1 will yield the floor in a minute 
to the Senator from Ohio to make his motion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I protest against that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the motion 
withdrawn? i ari 

Mr. WADE. Ifthe Senator will renew the mo- 
tion, he may take the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the motion 
to adjourn withdrawn? a 

Mr. LANE. I desire to give my views, Mr. 
President——- ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questio 
is on the motion to adjourn. s, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. T want the yeas and nays on 
that motion. ; ` 

Mr. LANE. I thought the Senator from Ohio 
yielded to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator ` 
from Oregon must come to order, 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President—~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio must come to order. The yeas and 
nays are demanded on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that the Senator 
from Ohio withdraws that motion. 

Mr. WADE. I withdrew the motion, but the 
Chair would not hear me; that is the trouble. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, my object in get- 
ting the floor is, to give reasons why I cannot 
vote for the resolutions presented by the peace 
conference. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senator from 
Oregon to yield to me a moment, ; 

Mr. LANE. Fora motion to adjourn, I will. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; I desire the floor 
with a view to make that motion. Itis apparent 
that no good is to come out of the discussion of 
the proceedings of this peace conference. It is a 
proposinon got up for the purpose of satisfying 
the border States; and the border States, Missouri 
and Virginia, say they will have none of it. 
The first section isa proposition establishing sla- 
ver 

Mr. MASON. Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ilinois will pause. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia rises to a question of order, which he will 
state. 

Mr. MASON. 1 understand the motion to 
adjourn has been made. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 

tion yet. 

Mr. LANE. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Virginia is on the floor on a question of 
order. 

Mr. MASON. I understood the motion was 
to adjourn. If that be the motion, I say debate 
is not in order. 

Mr. LANE. No, sir; that motion has not 
been made. I was recognized by the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Suchamotion 
has not been made as yet, except by the Senator 
from Ohio, who withdrew it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Istated that I would make 
that motion, and I was merely going to give the 
reason. The Senator from Oregon will have the 
floor to-morrow. I was stating the reason why 
I should make the motion to adjourn, which I 
intend to make in the course of a minute, and I 
merely made that statement to show that there 
was no object in sitting here and punishing our- 
selves in regard to resolutions which manifestly 
cannot command the assent of this body. I now 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 call for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to ask whether 
the honorable Senator from Oregon yielded the 
floor? 


I have not made the mo- 
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ator from Kentucky that 1 am ready to give my 
views now; but upon condition that I do not lose 
the floor for to-morrow, I yield to the Senator to 
make a motion to adjourn. 1 am/‘ready to go on 
now or at any time. t. 4 eke 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am willing to withdraw 
the call for the yeas and nays if the Senate will 
indulge mé in submitting a motion that will take 
but a moment. 

‘Mr. LANE. Thad the floor. 
_to.be interrupted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But the Senator from Ore- 
gon.yielded the floor to my colleague when I was 
struggling for it, and he makes an explanation one 
way, and it is important I should make it the 
other. I hope there will not be this arrangement. 
If the Senator holds the floor for to-morrow, and 
my colleague moves an adjournment to-night, it 
cuts me off. I desire to make a motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 rise to a question of 
order. I have made a motion to adjourn, and have 
not withdrawn it; and, if my colleague makes a 
speech, very likely I shall have to answer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
adjourn, the Chair would remind Senators, is not 
debatable; and the Chair must put the question on 
the motion, unless it is withdrawn. 

Mr. LANE. Irise. to make an inquiry. 
the Senate adjourns s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must state to the Senator from Oregon that any 
inquiry is now out of order. . 

Mr. LANE. I only intended to ask whether 
I would be entitled to the floor to-morrow. 

Several Senators, Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. TUhope we shall not adjourn, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. [hope we shall havea 
vote on these propositions before an adjournment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resu(ted—yeas 17, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Doolitie, Durkee, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Morrill, Summer, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wil- 


son—li, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Poster, Green, Gwin, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten- 
néssee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, 
Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, ‘Ten 
Eyck, Thomson, and Wigtall—3l. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. LANE. I hope that I shall now be per- 
mitted to proceed without interruption. ‘Lhis is 
the last opportunity that I shall have to address 
the Senate. Senators arc aware that 1 have de- 

- sired very much to do so for several days; but 
being unwilling to interfere with legislative busi- 
ness, L have putit off from time to time, until now 
I have only one day left; and therefore, before 
commencing my remarks, | wish to state that I 
will take it as a favor if 1 shall be permitted to 
proceed without Interruption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon will pause a moment to receive a 
message from the House of Representatives. 


RICHARD CHENERY. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Foryey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the committec 
of conference on the bill of the Senate (No. 77) 
for the relief of Richard Chenery. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope the Senator from Oregon 
will allow me to submit a report from the com- 
mittee of conference on that bill. 

Mr. LANE. De l lose the floor by doing that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By common 
consent, the Senator will not. : 

Mr. LANE. ‘Then I yield. 

Mr. BLGLER, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 77) for the 
relief of Richard Chenery, submitted the follow- 
mg report 

Tue committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


I do not want 


the two Houses on abe bit (8. No. 77) for the relief of | 


Richard Ct 
they have 
as Tollow | 

Thar the House do recede froin its amendment to the said | 
bili, disagreed to by the Senare, and that the respective 
Uouses concur in the said tilt, with the following amend- 
ment: 

Surike cutin lanes eleven, twelve, and thirteen, the words | 


ng met, after full and free conference, 


If | 


« with interest.at six per centum per annum, from the com- 
i 


pletion ofthe work.” 
WILLIAM BIGLER, 
H. WILSON, 
MILTON S. LATHAM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. N, H. SMITH, 
JOHN C. BURCH, 
JAMES BUFFINTON, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. BIGLER. The House had amended the 
Senate bill by striking out the interest on the 
amount. The Senate committee agreed to that 
amendment. The House had stricken out the 
restriction of the Senate upon the amount, which 
was $3,030, aid put in a restriction in reference 
to the character of the work. These are the only 
two amendments. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator ask action on the report now? 
Mr. BIGLER. Yes, sir. 


The report was concurred in. 
STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. DOUGLAS.” Lask the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon to allow me to move to take up 
a joint resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives for amending the Constitution, which passed 
there by two thirds, with a view of making it the 
special order for twelve 0’clock to-morrow morn- 
ing. - 

Mr. LANE. 
lose the floor. 

The motion to take up the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 80) to amend the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Now I move that it be post- 
poned until twelve o’clock to-morrow, and be made 
the special order for that hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [also move thatit be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order to 
print will be entered, no objection being made. 

DE VISSER AND VILLARUBIA. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the consent of the 
Senator from Oregon to call up Senate bill No. 
39, in order to concur in an amendment made to 
it by the House. It will not take a quarter of a 
minute. 

Mr. LANE. I have no objection, if I do not 
lose the floor; but I cannot yield the floor except 
temporarily. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded | 
to consider the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. No. 39) for the relicf of Simon De Visser 
and José Villarubia, of New Orleans; which was 
to add at the end of the bill the following: 

And provided further, That the intent and meaning of 
this act shall in no ease be construed into a release of the 
said Simon De Visser and José Villarubia of or from any 
duties justly chargeable upon the goods and merchandise 
entered in their behalf by the said Charles Météyé, in the 
absence of any fraud attempted or committed in their pay- 
ment by said Météyé. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 
HOUR OF MEETING, 


Mr. WILSON. With the consent of the Sen- | 
ator from Oregon, I want to make a proposition 
to the Senate, that the Senate meet to-morrow at 
ten o’clock, as it is the last day of the session. I 
make that motion. 

Several Senators objected. J 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I understand 
that there is now a motion made to meet at ten 
o’clock, to-morrow morning. I am utterly op- 

posed to that motion. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
not before the Senate. It can only be entertained 
by unanimous consent, and objection was made. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will not make | 
an objection; but I will say to the Senator who 
makes the motion, and to all others, that we must 
know that when we mect to-morrow, we do not 
mect to part before twelve o’clock on Sunday 
morning. That has been the history of the past; 
and there is no use in hastening the hour of meet- | 


I have no objection, if I do not 


ing, and thereby deprive ourselves of the rest that 
we require. | 
REPORT OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE, i 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, ! 


resumed the consideration of the joint resolution | 


(S. R. No. 70) proposing certain amendments to 


the Constitution of the United States. 


i 
i 
i 
i 


Mr. LANE. Mr. President, my object in get- 
ting the floor, was to. give the reason why I ean- 
not vote for the resolution now before the Senate. 
You are aware, sir, that I did vote for the propo- 
sitions of the Senator from Kentucky to amend 
the Constitution, with the hope, if they could be 
adopted, that peace, perhaps, might be restored 
to the country; but those propositions have been 
superseded, and the Senator from Kentucky him- 
self says that he is willing to sacrifice, on the altar 
of his country, as he terms it, his own proposi- 
tions, and take the amendments which are pro- 
posed to the Constitution presented by the peace 
congress tothe Senate. The resolutions proposed 
by the distinguished Senator from Kentucky were 
as low down as I could go. They did not secure 
to every State that rightthey have under the Con- 
stitution, as I understand it; but the resolution 
now before the Senate, to speak modestly, as I 
look at it, with all due respect to the great men 
who met here to consider this matter, who delib- 
erated for many days, and presented this as the 
result of their deliberations, is a-cheat, a decep- 
tion, a humbug—nothing that avy State can take 
as a final settlement of the questions that are now 
giving trouble in this country, nothing that can 
settle permanently those difficulties. We must 
have something more definite, something more 
certain, or-there can be no Union even of the States 
that now remain in the Union, as I believe. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Oregon give way? 

Mr. LANE. Only for an adjournment. 

Mr.GREEN. I rise to make that motion, that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MASON. I hope not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask the Senator who made 
that motion to allow us to postpone this subject 
until one o’clock to-morrow, and make it the 
special order. ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. We should not post- 
pone it at all, 

Mr. MASON. [hope there will be no adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LANE. as c the Senate will give me 
an opportunity to make my remarks. I shall get 
through as soon as I possibly can. Task itasa 
favor, lest I might not be so fortunate as to get 
the floor again. s 

The result was then announced—yeas 23, vays 
22; as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, 
Collamer, Dixon, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Green, Grimes, Gwin, Harlan, King, Nicholson, Seward, 
Simmons; Kunnen, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wil- 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Critten- 
den, Fitch, Foster, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of Tennessec, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Macon, 
Polk; powell; Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Ten Eyck, and Wig- 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, March 1, 1861. 


The House metateleveno’clock,a.m. Prayer 

p Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
he Journal of yesterday wasreadand approved. 
K REPORT ON BANKS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting the annual report on the condition of 
the banks of the country; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


CLERKS IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, con- 
taining a statement of clerks and others employed 
in his Department during the year 1860; which 
was laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY AND ALLOWANCES OF NAVY OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
inclosing a statement of the pay and allowances 
of officers of the Navy and marine corps during 
the year ending June 30, 1860; which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


I call for the yeas and 
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SILVER FLORIN OF AUSTRIA. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order | 
ihis morning is the consideration of the bil de- 
claring the value of the new silver florin of Aus- 
tria, reported last evening from the Committee of | 
Ways and Means by the gentleman from Mis- | 
souri, [Mr. Pue.rs.] : i 

Mr. BABBITT. {rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. On the 2lst of January last, a resolution 
was passed to the following effect: : 

« Resolved, That the Committec of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of bill No, 33, enti- 
ued“ A bili to dfwide the State of Pennsylvania into three 
judicial districts, and io establish a district court to be 
holden in the city of Erie p’ and that the same be made the 
special order for ‘Chursday next, aud trom day to day there- 
after until finally disposed of.” . 

Now, I hold that that special order, having 
been earliest made, takes precedence over more 
recent special orders, This is the earliest special | 
order upon the Calendar, and I now ask that the 
bill be taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. PHELPS. The bill reported yesterday 
from the Committee of Waysand Means remains 
as unfinished business. H will take but a mo- 
ment. The bill merely fixes the legal value of 
the new silver florin of Austria in the computation 
of custom-house accounts. The bill is recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasuryand the 
director of the Mint. 

Mr. BABBITT. [claim that my bill, having | 
been made the special order on the QIst of Jan- 
uary last for the following Thursday, and there- 
after from day to day until disposed of, is now 
the special order this morning. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that the rule re- |j 
quires that the unfinished business shall be got 
through with, and then his special order can come |} 


u 


The- bill reported from the Committee of Ways 
and Means was then read. It provides that the || 
new silver florin of Austria shall, in all computa- į 
tions at the custom-houses, bé estimated at forty- 
six and nineteen hundredths cents. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would like 
to have the letter of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury || 
read. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
ortion of it. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 

<The new silver florin has not been assayed at the Uni- 


ted States Mint, none having been received; but the di- 
rector states that its value, as compared with the new Union 


I will ask the Clork to’read a | 


and nineteen hundredths cents. Ñ g 
value of the new silver forin for custom-house computa- | 
tion at that suggested by Mr. Hülsemann, to which no ob- | 
jection is perceived, a consular certificate to the sort of | 
currency in which an invoice is made out, will still have |; 
to be required in cach case as at present.” H 

Mr. PHELPS. | 
there is an old silver forin of the standard of forty- 
cight cents; there is the paper florin of Austria, 
and here is a new silver florin. I move the pre- 
vious question on the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TELEGRAPH TO TIIE PACIFIC. | 


Mr. ELY obtained the floor. | 

Mr. TAPPAN. I call for the regular order of į 
business. Is it not in order to call the committees | 
for reports of a private nature? 

The SPEAKER. That is the regular order. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Then I insist on the regular | 
order of business. | 
, Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. If the regu- |; 
lar order of business is the report of the commit- 
tee of thirty-three, I move that it be postponed | 
until the 4th of July next; and on that I demand 
the previous question. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will observe 
that the special order is not before the House un- 
til after one hour. 

Mr. ELY.  Lask the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce a bill supplementary to an ac 
to facilitate communication between the Atlantic 
and Pacific States by electric telegraph. 


. . & 
A conflict has arisen because j| 


i 


of Erie. 


| olution, but for Thursday. 


| made the special order for the 21st day of Janu- 


| bill on the table. 


| gentleman’s own statement, was made the special 
| order for the 2ist of January. 
| on at that time, but was passed over. 
| I think it lost its precedence, and cannot be con- || 


li disposed of, is continued asa special order, in the 
| opinion of the Chair. 


i true, provided it was acted upon on the day as- 


| this. ji 


i cupicd fifteen minutes of the time of the House 


Mr. BINGHAM. Is that the regular order? 

Mr. ELY. I desire to state that the bill is sim- 
ply for the purpose of extending the time allowed 
for the completion of this telegraph. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
the consideration of that bill. 


SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULES. 


On motion of Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous 
consent, the 16th and 17th joint rules of the two 
Houses were suspended, so as to allow the bill in 
relation to the new-florin of Austria to be sent to 
the Senate. 


PENNSYLVANIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. TAPPAN. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the special order re- 
ferred to by the gentleman*from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Basurrz,] being a bill to divide the State of | 
Pennsylvania into three judicial districts, and to 
establish a district court to be holden in the city 


I object to 


Mr. TAPPAN. Does that special order take 
precedence during the morning hour? 
The SPEAKER. H takes precedence of every- | 
thing. | 
Mr. LOVEJOY. The bill was not made the li 
special order for to-day, as I understand the res- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to say that the bill 
was made the special order for to-day, and from 
day to day until disposed of. 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. The bill was | 


ary. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisthesame thing. It || 
was made the special order from day to day until || 
disposed of. 

Mr. BABBITT. Thebill was made the special 
order on the lst of January for the following 
Thursday, and from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to inquire from 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, how many dis- 
trict judges there arc at this time in Pennsylvania, 
Lam told that there are two. I move to lay the 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I rise toa 
question of order, That bill, according to the 


It was not acted 
Therefore 


sidered as a special order for to-day. ji 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say tothe 
gentleman from North Carolina, that a special 
order for a given day, and from day to day until 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, That is 


signed for it; but | understand there was no action | 
taken on it that day at all, nor from that day to 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think |; 
the point well taken. i 

Mr. CRAICGE, of North Carolina. In addition 
to that, this is private bill day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of tha 
fact; but the special order takes precedence of 
that business. The question is on the motion to 
lay on the'table. 

Mr. BABBITT. 

The SPEAKER. 


Is that motion debatable? 
Itis not debatable. 

Mr. BABBITE. I hope the motion to lay on 
the table will not prevail. This bill will not oc- 
cupy fifteen minutes. Leall for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The motion fs not debata- 
ble. 

Mr. BABBIT'T. I have not oceupied the time 
of the House fifteen minutes this whole session. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. Thisisa matter of con- | 
siderable importance to the State of Pennsylvania; |! 
and I hope the bill will not be laid on the table. i 

Mr. MAYNARD. | object tothe debate. No | 
debate is in order. i 

Mr. BABBITT. 1 want to say to the House H 

if 
| 
i 
i 
| 


f 
i 
that this bill will not take up five minutes, Hi 
hope that this little measure ef comity and gen- | 
erosity will be accorded to me who have nat oc- | 
! : | 
this whole session. i 


‘would not be in order. 


their salaries, i 
Kentucky, $4,600. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands from 
the Clerk that there is a misapprehension inre- 
gard to this bill. The bill has been referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on tho. state on the 
Union, and is a special order in committee.’ It 
therefore cannotgbe considered in the House. < 

Mr. BABBITT. I beg to correét the Speaker 
as to a question of fact. Roe 

The SPEAKER. Very well; let us have it. 

Mr. BABBITT. The bill was reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to this House, was 
read the first and second time, and referred. to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Subsequently the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and it was made a 
special order. That ig the state of facts. 

The SPEAKER. Itscems that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is right. ‘The question, there- 
fore, is on the motion to lay the bill on the table; 
on which the yeas and nays have been demanded. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I suggest to the gentleman 
to withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, 
and Jet us have the vote by æ division. i 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and Messrs. 
Bassirr and Barr were appointed. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I am requested to state, 
that no new office is created by. this bill. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 58, noes 80. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

The question recurred on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. i 

Mr. SIMMS. Is it in order to move to amend 
the bill at this stage? i 

Tho SPEAKER. If germane to the bill, an 
amendment is in order. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask that a committee of 
conference be appointed on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the civil appropriation bill, 

It was so ordered; and Messrs. Davis of Mary- 
land, Mitusow, and Hempunrey, were appointed 
the conferees on the part of the House. 


PENNSYLVANIA JUDICIAL DISTRICIS——AGAIN. 
Mr. SIMMS. I move to amend the bill by 


| making the salary of the district judge for the 


State of Kentucky $4,000 per annum. 

aie SPEAKER. The amendment is not in 
order. ‘ 

Mr. SIMMS. Does not this bill fix the salaries 
of judges? a 

The SPEAKER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. It divides the State of Penn- 
sylvania into three judicial districts, and makes 
the usual provisions as to holding court, &c. 

Mr. BABBITT. I move the previous question 
on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is it in order to move to 


| refer this bill to the Committee on the Judiciary? 


Mr. SIMMS. The bill fixes the salaries of the 
district judges of Penusylvania, and thereforemy 
amendment is perfectly germane to it. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman repeat 
his amendment? 

Mr. SIMMS. It is to add to the second sec- 
tion of the bili the following: 

r 1, That the saki ftue di 

is Obio and Kentucky shall b GOO per annum, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 

amendment is net germane to the bill, ‘The bill 
is as to other districts entirely. 

Mr. SIMMS. Then I move it as a substitute 
for the second section, including also the judges 
for the districts of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. Tho Chair thinks that that 


t judges. for the 


Mr, MAYNARD. Js it in order to move to 


! recommit the bill to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary? Ifso,1 make that motion. 
The SPEAKER. It is notin order,as the de- 
mand for the previous question is pending. The 


Chair gave the floor to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, because he had it before the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania demanded the previous ques- 
tion; but as soonas the gentleman from Kentucky 
yields the floor, the Chair must give it to the gen- 
Ueman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. SIMMS. I propose m 


ese jud 


ries of 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the same 
ruling is required as has been just made. The 
amendmehtis not germane tothe bill; it relates to 
another matter. 

Mr. SIMMS. Then I move to recommit the 
bill to the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 1 tfust that motion 
will not prevail. it would be unjust to us. 

Mr: MAYNARD. This bill increases the sal- 
ary of the judges $1,000, and creates two of three 
new offices, although we were told that it created 
no new office. i 

“Mr. MONTGOMERY. I rise to a question of 
ordér. It is that the gentleman from Kentucky 
cannot make more than one motion at one rising, 
and yet he has made several. 

Mr. BARR. He has made several risings. 
(Laughter.} 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
motion is in order. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Mcans to submit a report, 
and also to submit a motion that the House re- 
solve itsclf into the, Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, with a view to take up the 
Senate amendments to the Army appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Irise to a point of order. 
That motion cannot be entertained while the 
House is dividing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
motion cannot be made pending this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The rule expressly gives 
the Committee of Ways and Means leave to report 
at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The House is consideringa 
special order. 

Mr. BABBITT called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to recommit. 

The yeas and nays were not Ordered. 

Mr. BABBITT called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McK NIGHT. I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. Before the question on the mo- 
tion to lay this bill on the table was put, I stated 
to gentlemen who were opposing the bill that no 
new officers were created by it. Upon the read- 
ing of the bill, I find that new officers are cre- 
ated. I therefore am opposed to the bill myself. 
I have decmed this explanation due to myself. 


RICHARD CUENERY. 


Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. I rise toa 
privileged question. Iam instructed by the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses of Congress on the bill of the 
Senate No. 77, for the relief of Richard Chenery, 
to report their action to the House. 

The report was read. It states that the com- 
mittee of conference have met, and, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend, and 
do recommend, to their respective Houses, that 
the House recede from its amendmeht to said bill, 
disagreed to by the Senate, and that the respect- 
ive Houses agree to the bill with an amendment, 
striking out from the eleventh, twelfth, and thir- 
teenth lines, the provision giving interest at the 
rate of six per centum per annum from the com- 
pletion of the work. 

_ The report of the committee was agreed to. 


Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the report was agreed 
to; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a report from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, containing 
information called for by the resolution of the 
House of the 18th of February, 1861; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


CORRECTION OF AN ERROR. 
Mr.McCLERNAND. I ask the consent of 


the House to correct a mistake made by myself 
in January last. On the 19th of January last, on 
my motion, the bill of the House No. 94, pro- 
viding an appropriation to pay the claim of a man 
by the name of Evans, upon the part of the Uni- 


ted States, was taken up and passed. I intended 
to call up Senate bill No. 210. 

Mr. STANTON. [I call for the regular order 
of business. The whole day will be taken up by 
these matters if they are allowed to go on. I call 
for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman from Ilinois merely desires to cor- 
rect a mistake by the substitution of a Senate bill 
in the place of a House bill which was passed by 
this House. — If there be no objection, the substi- 
tution will be made. ; 

No objection being made, Senate bill No. 210 
was considered as passed. 


DOCUMENTS ORDERED TO BE PRINTED. 


Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported the following communications; which were 
ordered to be printed: 

Estimates of the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings for repairs &c., of President’s House; 

Letter from the Third Auditor of the Treasury, 
recommending the restoration of $1,000 to the 
contingent fund of that Department; 

Letter of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, in relation to consolidated land offices; 

Letter of Hon. C. H. Peaslee, presenting cer- 
tain claims against the Government; y 

Estimate of the Secretary of the Interior, to 
carry into effect the existing laws for suppressing 
the slave trade; 

Letter from the Secretary of the Navy, asking 
an appropriation in relation to the Chiriqui expe- 
dition; 

Letter of the Commissioner of Public Buildings, 
presenting sundry estimates of appropriations; 

Joint resolution of the Territorial Legislature of 
Kansas, for the relief of the starving people of 
that Territory; 

Estimates from the Quartermaster General’s 
Office, for temporary buildings at Fort Butler; 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, on 
the subject of coinage; 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, on 
the subject of the Philadelphia Mint; 

Letter from the Director of the Philadelphia 
Mint, on the subject of coinage; 

Letter of the Superintendent of the Coast Sur- 
vey, inclosing a copy of answers to questions of 
the Senate Finance Committee; 

Estimates of the Committee on the Library for 
publication of Exploring Expedition; 

Letter of acting Secretary of the Interior in 
relation to judicial expenses; 

Letter of the Secretary of the Interior recom 
mending the creation of the office of Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior; 

Estimates of tbe Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings for improvement of the circle; and 

etter of the Secretary of the Treasury relative 
to claims of the late collector of customs and 
superintendent of lights at Norfolk, Virginia, 


BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, by unanimous consent, presented the 
adverse report of Mr. Mises Tayor on the bill 
of the House to establish a uniform system of 
bankrupt laws throughout the United States; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the Army ap- 
propriation bill, with the amendments of the Sen- 
ate thereto, was made the special order in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. s 

The motion was agreed to. * 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Grow in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 599) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the ycar ending June 
30, 1862, with the Senate amendments thereto. 

First amendment of the Senate: 

Page 2, line eighteen, after the word  of,?? insert “ dra- 
goons, two regiments of; so as to make the clause read: 
For the horses of the two regiments of dragoons, two 
regiments of cavalry, the regiment of mounted riflemen, 
the companies of light artillery, and such companies of in- 
fantry as may be mounted, and for the authorized number 


ò 


| ere. 


of officers? horses when serving in the field and at the out- 
posts, including bedding for the animals. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

Page 5, line one, insert as follows: 

For back rent of Fort Graham, wood and timber, to 15th 
December, 1853, $3,578 75. : $ 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. . 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Third amendment: = 

Same page and line, insert: 

For back rent of Fort Merrill, wood and timber, to 15th 
December, 1853, $4,214 92. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fourth amendment: 

Same page and line, insert: 

For back rent of Camp Hudson, to Ist July, 1859, 
$1,041 66. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. i 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Fifth amendment: 

Same page and line, insert: 

For back rent of Fort Belknap, wood and timber, to Ist 
January, 1859, $3,963 33. 

The Committee of Ways and Mcans recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in 


Sixth amendment: 

Same page and line, insert: 

For wood cut and taken from the land of Dona Modesta 
Castro and Dona Augustias Jimeno, near Monterey, for the 
usc of troops, to 29th June, 1849, $3,357; making $16,155 66. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in- 


Seventh amendment: 

Same page and Jineg insert: 

To pay the amount of a judgment recovered by John 
James against Captains A. T. Lee and T.G. Pitcher, First 
Licutenant Thomas M. Jones, and Lieutenant Colonel W. 
Scawell, for damages for timber cut upon the land of said 
James for Fort Davis, $1,000, and such further sum as may 
he necessary to pay the costs of the suit in which said judg- 
ment was rendered. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred 

Eighth amendment: 

Page 8, line fifteen, reduce the appropriation from 
$400,000 to $360,000, in the paragraph making provision for 
national armories. K 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. . 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Ninth amendment: 

Page —, line fifteen, strike out as follows: 

“Por Texas arsenal, $24,350.77 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. i 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Tenth amendment: 

Page 9, line eight, insert as follows : 

To indemnify citizens of Jowa and Minnesota for the 
destruction of property at or'near Spirit Lake by Ink-pa-du- 
tah’s band of Sioux Indians, $9,640 74, or so nmeh thereof 
as may be found necessary. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am satisfied that the Commit- 
tec of Ways and Means must have misunder- 
stood or misapprehended that amendment, which 
has been put in by the Senate. This account 
has been regularly audited. It was passed by 
the Military Committee, and has been reported 
to Congress by that committee. ‘There has never 
been a dollar paid to the State of Iowa for the 
destruction of the property of the citizens of that 
State in connection with the Spirit Lake massa- 
I understand from the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, that the reason 
why the amendment was rejected was, that this 
matter has been provided for heretofore; that there 
have been two or three finalities on the subject. 
I say to the gentleman and to the House that what- 
ever has been heretofore appropriated has all 
been absorbed by Minnesota. The appropria- 
tion was made for the benefit of: Minnesota and 
Iowa, but it seems that lowa, so far, has received 
nothing. I hope the House will concur in this 


in. 
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amendment. I certainly suppose that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means would not have re- 
jected it if they had understood it. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will simply remark that 
three several times we have appropriated money 
to pay for the depredations committed by this 
Ink-pa-du-tah band of Indians. At the last sée- 
sion of Congress we allowed a considerable sum, 
and two years ago a still larger sum. This matter 
seems to have assumed the shape of an annual 
appropriation, and I think we had better know 
how much ought to be appropriated before we go 
further. : 

Mr. CURTIS. This House but a few days 
ago passed an appropriation of $400,000 to pay 
similar claims in the State of California, and now 
they propose to reject a similar claim upon the 
part of Lowa, for only nine or ten thousand dol- 
lars. I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact, 
that Iowa has hitherto cost this Government 
nothing for Indian depredations. She has defended 
her own frontier. The whole amount claimed by 
her has never exceeded $20,000, and I hope this 
House will not now reject this small appropria- 
tion of $9,000. 

Mr. SIMMS. I desire to know why the State 
of Iowa was not paid out of the appropriation 
made last year. 

Mr. CURTIS. I suppose the Senators from 
Minnesota may have been favorites at the War 
Department, and succeeded in getting the whole 
appropriation for Minnesota. 

Mr. SIMMS. Ibelieve the gentleman from 
Minnesota is not here, I should like to hear from 

1m. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I will add one word to 
what has been said by my colleague. I believe 
there are still some three or four thousand dollars 
of the appropriation of last year unexpended. 
There was a certain amount found due by the In- 
dian department. Claims had been regularly filed 
under the provision of the Indian indemnity act, 
requiring that such amounts shall be deducted 
from the Indian annuities. Now, the appropria- 
tion of last year has been, so far, I believe, exclu- 
sively applied to claims arising in Minnesota. The 
claimants from Iowa have not even been notified 
that a commission had been appointed. Their 
claims are filed.in the Indian department; and I 
submit that they are entitled to compensation for 
the depredations committed by Indians who are 
in amity with the United States at this time. This 
is a just claim, and ought to be allowed. 

Mr.SIMMS. Will they give a receipt for this? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS. I propose to let the matter go 
over, to be referred to a committee of conference. 
{ am willing to have the whole subject laid before 
that committec, and am sure that it will do what 
is right.. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in, 


Eleventh amendment: 

Fort Montgomery, Lake Champlain, New York, $10,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Twelfth amendment: 

Fort Knox, Penobscot river, Maine, $20,000, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Thirteenth amendment: 

Fort on Hog Island Ledge, Portland harbor, Maine, 
$30,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. i 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fourteenth amendment: 

Fort Winthrop, Governor’s Island, Boston harbor, Mas- 
sachusetts, $10,000, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fifteenth amendment: 

Fort at entrance of New Bedford harbor, Massachusetts, 
$25,000. . 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Sixteenth amendment: 
Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode Island, $5,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 7 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Seventeenth amendment: 

Fort Richmond, Staten Island, New York, $15,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Theamendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighteenth amendment: 

Fort on site of Fort Tompkins, Staten Island, New York, 
$25,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Nineteenth amendment: 

Fort Delaware, Delaware river, $25,000. 

The Committce of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. : 

Mr. WHITELEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that 
theamendment of the Senate will be concurred in. 
Lieutenant General Scott has lately garrisoned 
this fort, and the quarters are not finished. I 
think it due to the United States Army, when the 
are in garrison, not to bunk them ina carpenter’s 
shop adjoining the fort. And besides, we want 
to take that fort before long, and we would like 
to have it finished right away. [Laughter.] 
. The question was taken} and the amendment 
was fion-concurred in. 

Twentieth amendment: 

Fort Carroll, Sofler’s Point Flats, Baltimore harbor, 
Maryland, $50,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence.. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-first amendment: 

Fort Calhoun, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $50,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-second amendment: 

Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida, $70,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-third amendment: 

Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, Florida, $75,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Twenty-fourth amendment: 

Fort at Fort Point, including outworks, San Francisco 
bay, California, $50,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. BURCH. I hope the amendment will be 
concurred in. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-fifth amendment: 

Fort at Alcatraz island, San Francisco bay, California, 
$25,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-sixth amendment: 

Fort at Sandy Ilook, New Jerscy, $75,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Twenty-seventh amendment: 

For protection of the site of Fort Macon, Beaufort har 
bor, North Carolina, $10,000. 

‘The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. RUFFIN.. Mr. Speaker, it is important 
that the Senate amendment should be concurred 
in. Fort Macon cost the Government originally 
some five or six hundred thousand dollars. It 
is a very good fort, but is likely to be washed 
away unless some appropriation is made to pre- 
serve the site. I will say that, at the last session 
of Congress, in the last fortification bill, injus- 
tice was done toward this same appropriation. 
This House passed unanimously an appropria- 
tian of $10,000; the Senate passed the same ap- 
propriation unanimously; but it was taken to a 
committee of conference, where it was stricken 
out; and no appropriation was made for Fort Ma- 


con, while appropriations were made for the pres- 
ervation of sites and the repairingof forts. innearly 
every other portion of the United States. 

The officer of the Army who was sent down to 
make an inspection and examination of this, fort, 
some year or two since, recommended, if I recol- 
lect correctly, tothe War Department a. prompt 
appropriation of $40,000. The War Department, 
however, thought that Congress was not disposed 
to pass so large an appropriation. as. that, and 
therefore only recommended an appropriation: of 
$10,000, which this House passed unanimously, 
as well as the Senate; but it was cut out in. the 
committee of conference. I hope now, Mr. Chair- 
man, as an act of justice to that section of the 
country, that this amendment willbe concurred in. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that the appro- 
priation for Fort Macon is different from. those 
which precede it, and in which the Committee of 
Ways and Means recommend non-concurrence. 
In those cases, the appropriations are for work to 
be done upon fortideanions — for improvements 
and increase of fortifications; while in the case of 
Fort Macon alone, the amendment of the Senate 
is for a simple amount for the preservation of that 
fort from destruction by the tide. I know, sir, 
from personal observation, that unless something 
is done, that fort cannot stand more than a few 
years longer, There is already in that harbor one 
fort that has been swept away and sunk. The 
channel now runs over the site and the walls of 
the former fortification. Unless something is done 
to preserve this fort, it will share the fate of that 
which went before it. I rise simply to call the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means to the fact that this is only an 
appropriation to preserve a site. It is not pro- 
posed to do any additional work upon the fort at 
all; and it differs.from the other cases in that rē- 
spect. 

PMr. SHERMAN. Itis sufficient for me to an- 
swer that the next amendment of the Senate, in 
which we recommend a concurrence, provides for 
the preservation of the several forts in the United 
States. 

Mr. RUFFIN. It has been usual to make an 
appropriation of that kind, and under it to appro- 
priate only two or three hundred dollars for this 
fort. The consequence is that they have not 
made any repairs there sufficient to preserve the 
site. The extent of the repairs has been to throw 
in some brush and a few sand-bags, that will not 
answer the purpose. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. The majority of the Com- 


‘mittee of Ways and Means was in favor of some 


of these forts, but it was thought best to non-con- 
cur in them all, and let the subject go to a commit- 
tee of conference. 

Mr. RUFFIN. Is it nota fact, that the gen- 
tleman’s committee, last year recommended this 
very appropriation of $10,000, which passed the 
House unanimously as well as the Senate, and 
was stricken out in the committee of conference? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have-no recollection of 
the matter myself, but I have no doubt thatit is as 
the gentleman states it. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-eighth amendment: 

Contingencies of fortifications, preservation of sites, pro- 
tection of titles, and repairs of sudden damage, $30,006. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. . 

Mr. RUFFIN. I move to insert after the word 
* sites,” the words, “ particularly the site of Fort 
Macon.” 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. . 

The amendment was then concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and received a 
message from the Senate by Mr. Parton, one of 
its clerks, which announced that the Senate had 
disagreed to the amendments of the House to the 
amendments of the Senate to the Indian appropri- 
ation bill; insist on the amendments of the Senate 
disagreed to by the House, and agree to the con- 
ference asked by the House thereon; and have 
appointed Mr. Pearce, Mr. Powe Lu, and Mr. 
Crank, the managers at said conference on the 
part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 
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An dct (No. 971) making appropriations for the 


< eseryice of the Post Office Department during the 


fiseal year ending 30th of June, 1862; 


An act (No. 665) to amend an act approved. 


February 5, 1859, entitled “‘ An act providing for 
keeping and distributing all: public documents, 
and for other purposes; ” and 

An act (No. 923) granting a pension to Eliza 
M. Plympton- i 

.. Severaily, with amendments; 'in which he was 

‘directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 


_Also,that. the Senate’ had passed bills of the J 


House, severaily, without amendments, of the 
following titles: 

An act (No. 655) granting a pension to Prentis 
Champlain; 

An act (No. 981) to confirm a certain private 
land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; and 

An act (No. $43) providing for bringing up the 
arrearages of work of the land office at Olympia, 
Washington Territory. 

Alse, that the Senate had passed an act (S. 
No. 567) donating to the States of Minnesota and 
Oregon certain lands reserved by Congress for the 
Territories of Minnesota and Oregon for univer- 
sity purposes; and a resolution (H. R. No. 19) 
legalizing certain entries of land in Leavenworth 
island, in the State of Missouri; in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 


Twenty-ninth amendment: 

Repairs and alterations of barracks, quarters, bospitals, 
store-rooms, and fences, at permanent posts not occupied 
by troops, $10,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I move to amend, by re- 
ducing the amount $100. T have scized upon this 
occasion, because I thought it proper, just here, 
to make a few remarks in vindication of the truth 
of history. I find in House document No. 72a 
correspondence between the Secretary of War 
and Colicctor Hatch, of the port of New Orleans, 
in reference to the barracks in that city, and the 
acts of inhumanity committed in the removal of 
sick persons from those barracks. On examin- 
ing that correspondence, I find a letter from Col- 
lector Hatch, directed to the Secretary of tho 
Treasury, in which occurs the following: 

“While your prompt withdrawal of the imputations of 
inhumanity on the part of the authorities of Louisiana is 
butan act of simple justice, i feel I cannot justly appro- 
priate the merit you are pleased to attribute to my agency. 

he anthorities woud never have exercised the least inba- 
manity towards these patients; for, if the barracks had been 
required for the use of the troops Louisiana bas been com- 
pelled to raise for her protection and defense, her charity 
hospital, justly the glory and pride of her munificence, into 
whose portals the afflicted of all nations can enter, without 
money and without price, would bave amply provided for 
their wants.” s 


Mr. SHERMAN. I deem it my duty to raise 
a point of order. The discussion of that matter 
by the gentleman will lead to discussion by others. 
His remarks are not pertinent to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that this bill is 
made a special order; and therefore debate upon 
it must be confined to the subject under consider- 
ation. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
ject of barracks. 

Mr. STANTON. Linsist upon the point of 
order. The gentieman from Pennsylvania is a 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means; 
and the point l make upon him 1s, that his re- 
marks are not germane to the amendment he has 
offered, which is to reduce the amount $100. I 
insist that his remarks shall be confined to that 
amendment; because it introduces a subject of 
discussion upon which other gentlemen will desire 
to speak. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. F hope the gentleman will 
give me an opportunity to make my statement. 


Tam debating the sub- 


Mr. STANTON. No, sir; because it will i 
open a subject which may consume the whole | 


day. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. Task for five minutes. 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania are not germane to the 
amendment. This bill has becn made a special 
order, and debate must be confined to the subject 
under consideration. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
my point, which is this: the charity hospital at 
New Orleans is claimed by Louisiana as the glory 


I will then state simply į 


Į 
| 
t 
| 


and pride of her munificence. YT wish to show that 
she was indebted to ihe munificence of other 


States for aid in the erection of that noble charity, | 


and that as carly as-1816, the State of Pennsyl- 
vania made an appropriation of $5,090 for that 
purpose; and also an annuity of $000 per annum 
for ten years, to be applied to the support of 
western Pennsylvania boatmen who might fall 
sick in the city of New Orleans where they were 
called in the regular pursuit of their business, 
carrying the produce and mincrals'of my section 
of the State to that market. I hold in my hand, 
sir, a certified copy of that act properly authen- 
tieated by the Secretary of the Commonwealth, 
and of the Governor of the State, which I ask to 
have published in the Globe, to show that at that 
early day my native State had a proper regard to 
the interests and welfare of her citizens, and their 
protection wherever their lawful pursuits might 
call them, and to show further, that Pennsylvania 
is entitled to a share of the glory and_pride that 
Collector Hatch claims exclusively for Louisiana. 

Mr. SIMMS. I object to the gentleman pro- 
ceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman are hardly in order upon his amendment. 

Mr. MOOREHEAD. I want to show 

Mr. BRANCH. I must interpose, and arrest 
this debate. Itis not in order. i 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. . 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirticth amendment: 

For the construction of a military post in or near the 
valley of the Red River of the North, between the forty- 
sixth degree and forty-ninth degree of north 1Xtitude, 
$50,000; the site to be selected and post built under direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War. 3 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, with an amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

Add to the Senate amendment the words: “ for com- 
pleting the report, and perfecting the drawing of the San 
Juan exploring expedition, $1,800. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to amend the Senate 
amendment by striking out $50,000,” and in- 
serting $10,000.77 I do not know upon what 


information the Committee of Ways and Means | 


of this House or the Committee on Finance in the 
Senate acted in fixing the particular amount at 
$50,000: At the last session of Congress we had 
a struggle overan appropriation for this and sim- 
ilar works at Fort Cobb. ‘Phe committec of cov- 
ference concluded not to recommend any appro- 
priation for cither, for want of information as to 


the necessities of the service and of the amount | 


required to be expended. They did, however, 
recommend an appropriation upon the last an- 
nual appropriation bill of $10,000, for plans and 
estimates, 

The Inspector General now reports that there 
is no such thing as a fortification, in a military 


aspect, required, as it has been supposed, upon į 


the Red river. You want about two companies 
of troops there and a building suficient to protect 
the troops which may be stationed there. In the 
opinion of the Inspector General, $10,000 will be 
sufficient for the purposes required. No defensive 
works are required, and no permanent buildings 
are required. As the settlements advance, the In- 
dians retire; and these works, as all others before 
them have been, will, of course, be abandoned. 
It is very common for gentlemen coming from 
neighborhoods where their constituents are in- 
terested in town and city lots, to desire large ap- 
propriations for military purposes in those neigh- 
borhoods. And in this way, I think, we have 
expended about three or four times as much 
money as is necessary for these military works 
upon the frontiers. 

Now, sir, according to the information received 
directly from the officers of the Army who have 


personally inspected this work,and made a report į 
in reference to the necessities of the service, | 


$10,000 will be an abundant appropriation. No 
more can be profitably or judiciously expended. 
I do not know upon what information the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means acted; and unless I 
ean have something authentic, F shall insist upon 
reducing this appropriation. 

Mr. PHELPS. f have no desire to make any 
speech in defense of this amendment. I have 
risen mercly to explain the reasons which gov- 
erned me asa member of the Committee of Ways 


j that this amount will be required. 


and Means, in recommending this appropriation. 
At the last session of Congress, the Committee 
on Military Affairs recommended an appropria- 
tion for a post at this point; and, so far as the 
condition of the.country is concerned, the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means were of opinion, that 

it was necessary at the last session of Con- 
gress, the necessity still continued. But, in a 
military point of view, the Committee of Ways 
and Mcans did not cxamine the question. It docs 
not belong to them to examine and inquire 
whether this is a proper point at which a military 
post should be established. Conforming our ac- 
tion to what we supposed to be the action of ‘the 
Committee on Military Affairs at the last session 
of Congress, I, for one, gave my assent to this 
appropriation. ` 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say a word in 
reply to the remarks of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, [Mr. STANTON,}] in 
relation to this matter. I wish to say to the House, 
that the Legislature of the State of Minnesota 
have five times memorialized Congress for this 
appropriation, and five times has the Senate passed 
a bill in conformity to the memorial of that Legis- 
lature. It has once or twice passed this House. 
And I will say to every gentleman now, that the 
necessities of the case demand this appropriation 
for the protection ef the settlements upon our 
frontiers. The business interests of the country, 
growing up there, require it, At the last session 
of Congress, when this question was before the 
House, the gentleman from South Carolina, a 
member of the Mititary Committec, read commu- 
nications from the Seeretary of War, Mr. Davis, 
recommending this appropriation, and a letter 
from the Quartermaster General, stating that this 
amount of money would be sufficient to build the 

st and complete it, in every sense of the word. 


0 
| The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Srawron,} who 


now moves to reduce the amount to $10,000, at 


| that time, advocated the passage of this very 


amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. J cannot hear the gentleman. 
The rules require me to remain in my seat; but 
nobody else conforms to it. Task the Chair to 
preserve order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Within the last few days, 
I have received a communication from the Gov- 


j ernor of our State, requesting me to use my ut- 


most endeavors to gct this appropriation passed. 
Ow Indians have become restive and turbulent. 
We have some twenty-two thousand of them. 
We have two of the most powerful and warlike 
tribes in the country; and } am surprised that the 
gentleman from Ohio should get up and move to 
strike out $50,000 and insert $10,000, after he ad- 
vocated this very measure last session, and urged 
thisappropriation. The Committee of Ways and 
Means are satisfied that this amount is necessary, 
and have recommended a concurrence in the 
amendment of the Senate. | will state, further, 
that I have conferred with officers of the Army, 
and heads of Departments, and they have informed 
mc, as they informed the Senators from my State, 
Lappeal, there- 
fore, to gentlemen upon both sides of the House, 
to sustain me in asking this appropriation for my 
people. 

Mr. CURTIS. [am in favor of this appropri- 
ation; but I desire to move to strike out the words, 
“between the forty-sixth degrec and the forty- 
ninth degree of north latitude.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The’amendment is not in 
order at this time. There are two amendments 
already pending. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs will accept it asa 
part of his amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman will have 
an opportunity of offering it when a vote shall 
have been taken on my amendment. 

Mr. BRANCH. [desire to submit a few re- 
marks to the committec in reference to the pend- 
ingamendments. Not many minutes ago, in the 
consideration of this bill, we had a proposition to 
appropriate $10,000 to protecta fortification in one 
of the oid States—a fortification that is the sole 
means Of protection to a harbor commanding the 
whole interior of one of the original thirteen States 
of this Union. lt is represented to the House by 
the military authorities that, unless that appro- 
priation is made, that fortification must be lost 


| and destroyed; but this committce,.on the recom- 
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mendation of the Committee of Waysand Means, 
refused to make the appropriation of $10,000. to 


protect that site. Now, we have before us a prop- | 


osition to build a fortification away up by the 
north pole, and, 1 presume, beyond the point 
where there are any considerable settlements of 
whites. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. BRANCH. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend that ah appropriation of 
$50,000 should be. made. for that purpose, while 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
rises in his place and tells us that $10,000 is rep- 
resented by the military authorities to be all-suffi- 
cient for the purpose. I want to know, sir, how 
itis, that the old States of this Union can get 
nothing from this Government for their protection, 
while itis impossible to defeat a claim, however 
unfounded, that comes from a Territory, or from 
one of the new States? Itis time, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Representatives of the old States shouid 
speak out on this subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Lest the gentleman from 
North Carolina should fali into a misapprehen- 
sion, I desire to say, that 1 voted against beth of 
these propositions in the Committee of Ways and 
Means; but I was overruled. This is a new fort, 
recommended, as we understood, by the War 
Department, and petitioned for by the State, of 
Minnesota. A very strong letter was presented 
to us by our friends here, and it was very hard 
to resist them. But, I voted againsi both these 
propositions, and therefore the remarks of the 
gentieman from North Carolina do not apply 
to me. 

Mr. BRANCH. The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means is mistaken in sup- 
posing that my remarks related to his individual 
action. 1 was commenting on the action of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. In the case of 
an appropriation of $10,000 for the protection of 
the site at Fort Macon, in North Carolina. the 
Committee of Ways and Means recommended a 
non-concurrence in the amendment of the Senate. 
In reference to this appropriation of $50,000 to 
build a fort on the Red River of the North, the 
Committee of Ways and Means recommend a 
concurrence in the amendment of the Senate. I 
do not allude to the individual action of the chair- 
man of the committee; ! aliude to the action of the 
committee; and I say that it is time that the old 
States of this Union should speak out on this sub- 
ject. 1 represent a State, sir, that is onc of the 
original thirteen that fought the battles of the Rev- 
olution. In its whole history, from the days of 
the Revolution down to the present time, all the 
‘money expended out of the public Treasury 
within the limits of that State would not amount 
to as much as you have expended at this session 
alone in the State of Oregon. And yet, whena 
small appropriation is recommended as indispens- 
ably necessary to the protection of the people of 
that State from a foreign enemy, we can scarcely 
get a hearing even in favor of the appropriation. 

The gentleman from Ohio says that memorials 
and strong letters were presented to the commit- 
tee, from gentlemen upon this floor and elsewhere, 
in favor of this appropriation; and I believe the 
gentleman from Minnesota stated that the Legis- 
Jature of that State had five times petitioned Con- 
gress to build this fort upon the Red River of the 
North. I can say to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and to the gentleman 
from Minnesota, that the Legislatures of some of 
the old States of the Union are not in the habit of 
petitioning this Governmentto discharge its duty. 
The Legislature of North Carolina attends to its 
own duties, and leaves it to the Federal Cengress 
to discharge its duty; and if they do not discharge 


it, we do not beset them with petitions and with | 


reminders that they have not discharged it, and 
ought to do so. 
old States are not to be allowed evento have pro- 
tection from the Government against a foreign 
enemy, unless their Legislatures will come here 


session after session, on bended knees, and beg | 


for appropriations outof the public Treasury? I, 
for one, will never consent to it; and I say to gen- 
tlemen, that if appropriations are not made in 
North Carolina until the Legislature of North 
Carolina comes here and begs you for them, I 
hope that they will never be made there. 

We demand protection from this Government. 
We have surrendcred into your hands the pro- 


Sir, has the timecome when the | 


tection of our people. We have, by the Consti- 


tution of the United States, deprived ourselves of | 


the right of keeping troops or building fortifica- 
tions, and if you fail to discharge your duty to 
us, we have other remedies than coming here and 
begging and beseeching you to make appropria- 
tions for us. 


Mr. CURTIS. Iam surprised at the position 


taken by the gentleman from North Carolina.: 


He is trying to get upan issue, not between par- 
ties, but between the old States and the new States. 
The gentleman complains of the particular act of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, that they did 
not recommend an appropriation for the protec- 
tion of Fort Macon, in North Carolina. Protect 
what? Why, that fort las cost this Government 
at least half a million dollars, and perhaps mil- 
lions. It isa permanent fortification, erected there 
to defend this Government and the gentleman’s 
own people against foreign foes; but there is no 
danger from foreign foes now; and the Committee 
of Ways and Means say that in the very next 
appropriation they have provided for this very 
ort. 

Mr. BRANCH. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
allow me to make one’ remark here? 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. 

Mr.BRANCH. The nextamendment to which 
thechairman ofthe Committee of Waysand Means 
referred us as being sufficient to protect the site 
of this fortification was, within a few minutes, 
stricken out on the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and there is now no 
appropriation for that purpose. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think the gentleman from 
North Carolina is mistaken, That amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. Chairman, the frontier in question here is 
one thatis always exposed to a watchful foe— 
the Indian tribes. There is no fort there, and no 
permanent fortifications. 
whether, in the infancy of the colonies, North 
Carolina was not protected at the national ex pense? 
Were not the battles of the Revolution fought 
there? Had we not our Army there, and did we 
not all participate in the expense? Have we not 
built forts there, and are we not now manning 
them, summer and winter? And now the gentle- 
man raises a question here as to the exercise of 
fairness between the old States and the new. Here 
is an appropriation of $50,000 asked for, for the 
protection of the frontier, while we have expended 
millions for the defense of North Carolina. 

Mr. RUFFIN. Never, sir, since the formation 
of the Government. : 

Mr. CURTIS. Taking into consideration the 
expenses in the revolutionary war, the expenses 
for fortifications, the surveys that we have made 
on her coast, and of her bays and rivers; taking 
into consideration the expenditures in maintaining 


| men and armaments in her forts, L ask whether | 


there is any comparison between the sums spent 
in the old States and those spent in the frontier 
States? Itdocs not become any member from one 


of the thirteen original States to come here and | 


complain of the few hundred dollars spent on the 
frontier, while we are expending millions yearly 
in carrying on surveys, and building and main- 
taining fortifications 1n the old States. 

The gentleman, therefore, charges wrongfully 
against this amendment in saying that it makes 
an invidious distinction. We havea fortin North 
Carolina, and are maintaining it for the purpose 
of defense; but out there in Minnesota the soldiers 
have to sleep on the ground in tents throughout 
severe winters, and exposed to the most inclement 
climate. Itis not right, therefore, for the gentle- 
man to get up here and appeal to prejudices at 
this time, while the country is agitated, for the 
purpose of showing that his State has not had 
fair dealing, while we are constantly trying to 
protect and preserve all sections of the Union. 

Mr. HUGHES. Ishall not participate in the 
debate that has just arisen in regard to this amend- 
ment. With that I have nothing to do. F trust 
that the committee will concur in the amendment 
now pending. The Red River of the North has 
become a most important avenue of trade and 
travel, changing the whole direction of trade from 
the Selkirk settlement, along the Red River of 
the North, to Minnesota, down the Mississippi 
river, and on to New York. My friend from 
North Carolina is under a great misapprehension 
as fo the amount of population on the Red river. 


I should like to. know | 


It is concentrated in-what is called the Pembina 
settlement, and consists of nearly ten- thousand 
poopie. Intermediately, from tbe-head:of steam- 

oat navigation down, there is a large extent. ôf 


territory exposed to the irruption of hostile tribes 


—of those warlike tribes, the Chippewas..and 
Sioux. Itis necessary that they should be: held 
in check, not only for the protection of thisim- 
portant avenue of trade and travel, but also:for 
the protection @f the settlements springing up 
above the Pembina settlement. 

Besides all this, it is a strong strategical point, 
owing to its proximity to the frontier of a power- 
ful neighboring nation. It is a position which 
ought to be permanently held, held for the conve- 
nicnce of troops, for the protection of settlers, and, 
if need be, for the chastiscment of savage tribes. 
The amount asked for in this amendment of the 
Senate is a very small one; scarcely sufficient; I 
should suppose, to effect the purpose, and: the 
probability is, I may say frankly, that, if this 
small sum be granted now, it may be necessary 
to appropriate an additional sum hereafter, in 
order to put this post on a proper footing. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STANTON. Are we actyng under the five 
minutes’ rule? i 
` The CHAIRMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I have a word to say 
to the gentleman from Maryland. It is very true, 
Mr. Chairman, that, at the last session of Con- 
gress, on the representations of gentlemen from’ 
Minnesota, and of those on whom I relied, I 
voted for $50,000 for this fort on the Red River of 
the North. I had no official information from the 
War Department as to what the necessities of the 
service required there, but I had the memorial of 
the State Legislature. I had the representations 
of my honorable friends from Minnesota, and 
of distinguished Senators from that State, all stat- 
ing that they desired $50,000, and that that sum” 
was necessary, and I gave credit to their repre- 
sentations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The gentleman says he had 
no official information. I ask him were there not 
letters read here from the Quartermaster General 
as to the cost of this fort, and was not that official 
information? : 

Mr. STANTON, ye there were any estimate 
or statement of the War Department, as to the 
amount required, it has wholly escaped my recol- 
lection; and I am the more confident that there 
was not, because, instead of making the appro- 
priation last year, the committee of conference 
recommended an appropriation for the purpose of, 
procuring an estimate of the cost. f 

Now, sir, I understand very wel-—] do not deny 
it—that a military post is necessary on that fron- 
tier for the protection of the settlement. That the 


| War Department recognizes, That I admit. You 


want a military post there; but you do not want 
a fortification, in any military sense of the term. 


“You do not want a defensive work there, to pre- 


vent an invasion by an armed force. You simply 
want shelter for such troops as are necessary for 
the protection of the fronticr. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. The gentleman from Ohio 
will bear in mind this fact: that the point where 
it is proposed to construct this fort is not very far 
from the British linc, and that, but a short distance 
on the other side of that line, there is a strong 
military post, strongly armed, and a populous 
settlement. In case of war, this post would be 
necessary for the defense of the frontier, and of the 
country, against an invasion from the other side 
of the line; and that is one of the objects why the 
appropriation is asked. ag 

Mr. STANTON. It is suggested to me that 


| this post is only some two miles beyond the line 


where it is proposed to build this fort. I do not 
know how the fact is; but I apprehend that no 
man contemplates the concentration of a civilized 


| military invasion from that point of the Confed- 


cracy. It is rather remote. All that a fort is 
requisite for there, is to give protection against 
Indian depredations. The opinion of the War 
Department is, that two companies are necessary 
for that protection, and that Congress ought to 
make such an appropriation as will provide shel- 
ter, barracks, for these troops. There is nothing 
more wanted. The officer in charge, who was 
authorized to inquire what the cost will be, reports 
to me in person that $10;000 is abundantly sufi- 
cient. 


- country intervening between the two localities. 
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‘Mr. ALDRICH: -Edesire to ask tlre gentle- 
man another question. Did he not, last session, 
in the. Committee of the Whole on the state of 
‘the Union, advocate an appropriation of $108,006 
for the construction of a military post in the In- 
dian territory? If $100,000 was required there, it 
seems to me that certainly $50,000is required here. 

Mr. STANTON, . I think it vety likely that I 
was humbugged: as. badly about Fort Cobb as I 
was about Fort Abercrombie, add led into recom- 
mendinga larger appropriation than the exigencies: 
of the service required. I shall not: be so misled 
again: Ii may very possibly have been so; but 
T-shall not be so misicd again. But that has 
nothing to do with the question as to what amount 
is required by the necessities of the service at this 
point. My official information is, that the sum 
of $50,000 may be reduced to $10,000, which will 
be amply sufficient for the wants of the service. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I only want to say one word. 
The gentleman says he has official information 
that $10,000 will be sufficient to construct this 
fort.. I wish to remark, in reply to the gentle- 
man, that $20,000 was appropriated, on the recom- 
mendation of the War Department, for construc- 
tion of a fort ip Dakota Territory, and that a 
further appropriation of $29,700 is recommeded 
to complete that fort. But if the appropriation of 
$50,000, which the Senate have proposed to this 
bill, be agreed to by the House, it is proposed 
not to complete the fort in Dakota, and no ap- 
*propriation is made for that purpose. 

r. STANTON. I will remark that the cost 
of these forts depends exclusively upon local cir- 
cumstances; and the expense of onc fort, there- 
fore, cannot be estimated from what another cost. 
Now, the point at which this fort is proposed to 
be established, is in a timbered country. The 
timber necessary for every building purpose is 
right at hand, and the cost will therefore be com- 
paratively small. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man whether there are any saw-mills in that 
country to facilitate the working up of the timber, 
when they get it? 

Mr. STANTON. I understand that there isa 
saw-mill out there, owned by some gentlemen 
around here, located, if Lam not mistaken, within 
ten or twelve miles of the point, and that the 
think a very large amount of sawed lumber will 
be required by the officers there, if this $50,000 
appropriation passes. [Laughter.] Asa matter 
of fact, however, I understand that but very little 
sawed lumber will be necessary for the purpose 
of erecting such a fort as is required. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to state to the gen- 
tleman, that they use mostly sawed lumber in 
that country for their building purposes. They 
do not use slabs. [Laughter.} 

A Memrer. I suppose the slabs are not sawed. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I desire to 
make a single observation in regard to this ques-* 
tion.. My friend from Maryland (Mr. Hueues} 
has very properly adverted to the growing im- 
portance of the valley of the Red River of the | 
North. The gentleman from Ohio made a mis- 
take in supposing that there are no persons living 
in that region. ‘There are now about Pembina a 

opulation of some ten thousand. There is a 
arge settlement about Breckinridge, and in the 


There are in the neighborhood large and warlike 
bands of Indians. {n reply to the remark of the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
in reference to the cost of this post, I will remark 
that it should be of sufficient capacity to accom- 
modate four companies, not of infantry merely, 
but atleast one company of mounted troops should 
be stationed there. Buildings will therefore be 
required for stables for the animals, as well as for 
the accommodation of the officers and men. 
Now, sir, there is no point in the western coun- 
try which has recently risen more in consequence 
than this. Itis not only on the line of commu- 
nication between Washington Territory and the 
Red River settlements, butitis well known to gen- 
tlemen who have given their attention to the his- 
tory of that country that the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany have abandoned nearly all their posts on the 
Hudson Bay, and that they send nearly all their 
supplies and goods by the way of Minnesota and 
the Red River of the North. The British Govern- 


ment have their minds very much devoted to this 


matter. They are preparing the way for a rapid 


rand constant communication with their own pos- 


sessions there. Pace 
Now, if you wili look at all the considerations, 

at the growing business in that quarter, at the 

rapid increase in our settlements, at its immediate 


‘connection with the possessions of the largest 


power on this continent next to our own; if you 


| will consult the necessities of our people for pro- 


tection there, it does seem to me that it will be 
manifest to every gentleman that the amendment 
of the Senate ought to be concurred in. Itseems 
to me that the work is one that itis especially 
important for the interests of our people to be con- 
structed; and I think the amount of $50,000 appro- 
priated in the amendment of the Senate is simply 
adequate for its construction. I hope, therefore, 
that the amendment of the honorable chairman of 
the military committee will be voted down. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I want to ask one ques- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. He has spoken of the timber to be used 
in the construction of this fort. I want to know 
whether they will use any iron? (Laughter.} 

Mr.STANTON. I think it very likely there 
will be a little iron used. I think it is probable 
they will want some nails, at least. 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Stanton, ] 
I understand, contemplates reducing them to the 
necessity of using round timber in the construc- 
tion of the fort. Now, I am in favor of giving 
them square timber, and I shall therefore vote in 
favor of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. Sranton’s amendment to the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

The question recurred upon theamendment pro- 
posed by the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. CURTIS. I want to amendythe amend- 
ment of the Senate. Iam notin favor of desig- 
nating the point where this post shall be con- 
structed. I move to strike out that provision 
requiring it to be located between the forty-sixth 
and forty-ninth degrees of north latitude. Ipro- 
pose that it shall be located by the proper author- 
ities wherever they think proper, in the region of 
the Red River of the North. 1 think there can be 
no objection to this at all. 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to, 

The question again recurred on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SPAULDING. J am in favor of that 
amendment; but I will not detain the committee 
by any remarks. I ask that the following com- 
munications upon the subject may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, February 26, 1861. 
Sim: I have the honor to inclose to you a copy of a com- 
munication from Captain J. N. Macomb, embodying an 
estimate for collating the results of the San Juan exploring 
expedition, amounting to $1,800. 
I respectfully recommend the passage of an appropria- 
tion accordingly. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
i J. HOLT, 
; Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 15, 1861. 
Sır: I am informed by Dr. Newberry, the geologist of 
the San Juan exploring expedition, that there are many 
valuable specimens which were brought in by our party, 
and are now deposited at the Smithsonian Institution, 
which are well worthy of being copied, to illustrate his re- 
port upon the geology, botany, and natural history of the 
district which we visited. r 
ł would therefore ask for additional funds to enable me 
to pay for perfecting the report of the exploration, and mak- 
ing the best use of all the materiel which has becn brought 
in, for making chemical analyses of the minerals, ores, &c., 
and making drawings of the more important specimens 3 
also, for printing the map, the engraving of which has al- 
ready been authorized. 
I suppose that the sum of $1,800 will be sufficient for 
the purposes above named ; and I would therefore respect- 


fully ask that I may be supplied with that amount; and if | 


there is no appropriation from which it can be furnished, I 
would ask that an application may be made to Congress for 
an appropriation to meet this expense. 

A new interest has lately been given to the scene of our 
exploration, from the fact that gold has been discovered a 
short distance to the northward of it in such quantities as 
to induce a considerable immigration thither; and already 
we hear of the establishing of a settlement at the ‘ Pago- 
sa,” near our upper crossing of the San Juan. d 

J have the honor 10 remain, very respectfully, your most 
obedient servant, J. N. MACOMB, 

Captain Top. Eng. in charge of San Juan Exploration. 


| Captain A. A, Humpnreys, Topographical Engineers Uni- 


ted States Army, in charge of office of Explorations and 
Surveys, War Department. 


The amendment was adopted. 


. to, 


The amendment of the Senate, as amended, was 


concurred in. 


. Thirty-fourth amendment: 

Insert as follows: 

Barracks and quarters, $178,887. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, with the following amend- 
ment: : 


`- Add at the end of the amendment of the Senate as fol- 
lows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War shall cause an ex- 
amination to be made into the expenditures of the Quarter - 
master’s bureau since the Ist day of July, 1857, and report 
the same to Congress at its next session. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 


Thirty-fifth amendment: 


Strike from the bill, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That the sum of 
$1,530,318 06 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the support and maintenance of a regiment of mounted 
volunteers for the defense of the frontier of Texas, to be 
raised in pursuance of an act approved Apri} 7, 1858, enti- 
ued ‘An act to provide for the organization of a regiment 
of mounted volunteers. for the defefhise of the frontier of 
Texas, and to authorize the President to call into the ser- 
vice of the United States two additional regiments of vol- 
unteers.? °? 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence in the amendment. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirth-sixth amendment: 


Add at the end of the bill, as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
audit and state the acounts of the late superintendent of the 
Fort Ridgely and South Pass wagon road up to the time 
when he was relieved from the care of the public property 
in his possession, allowing bim all such sums as, in the 
opinion of the Secretary, may be fair, reasonable, and just, 
and charging him with alj such sums as, in his opinion, he 
ought to be charged with, and report the same to Congress. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Thirty-seventh amendment: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, hat the fifth seetion 
of the act of the 3d of March, 1849, chapter one hundred 
and cight, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and all the 
powers and authority thereby conferred upon the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and they are hereby, restored to the Sec- 
retary of War. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. STANTON. I should like to know what 
that is? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that it provides for the transfer of the control of 
the Indian affairs- from the Interior to the War 
Department. 

Phe amendment was non-concurred in, 


Thirty-eighth amendment: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, for the protec- 
tion of emigrants on the overland routes between the At- 
lantic slope and the California and Oregon and Washington 
frontier, the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
if, in his judgment, the same may be neccssary. 

The -Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I will de- 
tain the committee, Mr. Chairman, but a mo- 
ment in reference to this matter, The matter was 
fully discussed in the other branch of Congress, 
and passed that body by a decisive majority. 
Events have occurred recently, in respect to em~ 
igrants passing from the western borders of the 
Atlantic States to the Pacific slope, which make 
it especially important that this money should be 
appropriated, and placed at the disposal of the 
War Department. 

We have had frequent, too frequent occasion, 
I regret to say, Mr. Chairman, to refer to the sad 
condition of affairs upon our frontiers. Once 
more I am called to again refer to them. IT hold 
inmy hand an official report from official sources, 
from which [I will read a few extracts, in order 
that the subject may not rest upon the testimony 
alone of those supposed to be interested. J refer 
to the official report of the terrible disaster which 
befell a party of emigrants going over the Snake 
river route, during last fall. Tt is the report ot 
Captain Dent, an officer of good standing in the 
Army of the United States. Ít is a faithful report 
of what he saw. Information having been re- 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


1325: 


ceived of the massacre of those emigrants, Cap- 
tain Dent was sent out to rescue those who might 
still have survived. He found, of a party of forty- 
five persons, the mangled bodies of thirty—not ot 
men, merely, but the bodies of weak women and 
tender children. Ten of that party were also 
found, reduced to skeletons from want of food; 
and most horrible to relate, they were livingupon 
the bodies of those who had died of starvation. 
Ít is almost impossible to go on with the sad re- 
cital. I will therefore at once proceed to read the 
extracts I have referred to: 


“ On the evening of the 19th, Lieutenant Reno discovered, 
on a small branch of Burnt river, two emigrants almost 
naked, without fire, and starving ; the names of these two, 
as given me by themselves, are Civilian G. Munson and 
Charles M. Chaffee.” * * x hi d ki 

* At some points on the road finding tracks of women 
and children, their trail passing over rocky ground, and rain 
having fallen on it since made, it was hard to follow until 
be came to where the emigrant road between Malheur and 
Burnt river touches on Snake river; here the trail was 
fresh, aud his hopes were roused of speedily finding them ; 
the daylight was nearly gone, but the search continued, and 
when he had proceeded to within two miles of the camp 
he had left on Burnt river, he came on, ata short distance 
from the road, and in thesage brush, ascene of murder and 
mutilation only to be found where the warwhoop has sig- 
naled the scalping-knife’s deadly work; gleaming in the 
moonlight, dead, stripped, and mutilated, lay the bodies of 
six persons. They were identified by Mr. Reith as Mr. 
Alexus Vanorman, his wife, Abigail Vanorman, and son, 
Mageus Vanorman, Charles Otter, Henry Otter, and Sam- 
uel Gleason. Mrs. Vanorman had been whipped, scalped, 
and otherwise abused by her murderers; the boys, Charles 
and Henry Otter, were killed with arrows; Mr. Vanorman, 
Mareus Vanorman, and Gleason, had their throats cut, and 
besides were pierced by numerous arrows.”? * * * * 

“ On the morning of the 25th of October, when en route 
to the Owyhee from the Malheur, I received an express from 
Licutenant Anderson, informing me that the evening before 
he had found on the Owyhee twelve emigrants alive and 
five dead; those still alive were keeping life in them by 
eating those who had died. I will not attempt te describe 
the scene of horror this camp presented, even when I 
reached it at twelve o’clock that day ; those who were still 
alive were skeletons with life in them; their frantic cries 
for food rang in our earsiucessantly ; food was given them 
every hour in small quantities, but tor days the ery was still 
kept up by the children.” * * nn: 

“ An hour or two before my arrival at Lieutenant Ander- 
son’s camp, he found the remains of Christopher Trimble, 
who had been murdered by the Indians; his body had been 
much.disturbed by the Wolves, but sufficient remained to 
identify it. These remains were found a short distance 
beyond the Owyhee. This boy, of eleven years of age, 
deserves espécial mention. He had killed several Indians 
in the fight; he left the fugitives and went forward to the 
Malheur, where he obtained of Chaffee some horse flesh, 
which he took back to the women and children; he then 
-became a prisoner voluntarily with the Indians, in order 
that he might get salmon taken to the camp, und did suc 
ceed in so doing and in going with the Indians there. ‘Two 
weeks had elapsed since his last visit; it must have been 
at that time that he was kiied.” 


Mr. Chairman, I might read further extracts, 
but I will refrain from doing so. These scenes 
have been familiar to those who have for the past 
four years made constant appeals to Congress so 
to organize the public service as to save our coun- 
trymen and countrywomen from ruthless and in- 
human sluughter. You have heard the recital in 


this case; you have heard of the terrible calamity | 


which befell these men, women and children; and 
now, sir, Í pray that this small sum may be ap- 
propriated and placed at the disposal of the War 
Department, in order that like disasters to the em- 
igrants may be averted in the future. Inow leave 
the subject to the justice of the House. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate was non-concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved that the committee 
rise, and report the amendments of the Senate to 
the House. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Grow reported that the 
Comittee of the Whole ou the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the Army appropriation 
bill, and had directed him to report the same back 
tothe House, some withand some withoutamend- 
ment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I demand the previous 
question on the amendments of the Senate. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there be no objection, I 
will move that the action of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. I wanta separate vote on 
the thirticth amendment. 


On thg remaining amendments, the action of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was agreed to. 2 


Thirtieth amendment: 

For the construction of a military post in, or near, the 
valley of the Red River of the North, between the forty-sixth 
degree and forty-ninth degree of north Jatitude, $50,000 ; 
the site to be selected, and post built, under direction of 
the Secretary of War. K 

TheSPEAKER. The Committee ofthe Whole 
on the state of the Union recommend concur- 
rence in that amendment of the Senate, with the 
following amendment: 

For completing the report, and perfecting the drawings 
of the San Juan exploring expedition, $1,800. 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 


The question then recurred on the amendment 
of the Senate as amended. 

The-House divided; and there were—ayes fifty; 
noes not counted. 


Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and Harr were appointed. : À 

The tellers reported—ayes eighty-five; noes not 
counted. 

Mr. STANTON. If this House is willing to 
vote $50,000 for this work when the War Depart- 
ment recommended only $10,000 as necessary, I 
think that the vote ought to be taken by yeas 


and nays. I demand the yeas and nays, at any 
rate. . 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
twenty-six. G 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is hardly 
a sufficient number to order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STANTON. I demand tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. . 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Aupricu 
and BurLINGAME were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 28, noes 63. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the afirmative—yeas 83, nays 55; as follows: 


YEAS—Messre. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, William 
C. Anderson, Barret, Blair, Bouligny, Brabson, Bristow, 
Buflinton, Burch, Burlingame, Campbell, Case, Join B. 
Clark, Clemens, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Co- 
vode, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, 
Dimmick, Dunn, Etheridge, Florence, Foster, Fouke, 
Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Hale, J. Morrison Harris, 
Haskin, Hatton, Hindman, William Howard, Hughes, Jun- 
kin, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Maclay, Mallory, 
Marston, Maynard, McPherson, Laban 'F. Moore, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, 
Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Pettit, 
Quarles, John I. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Scranton, Sickles, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, William 
Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Thayer, Vandever, Wade, Bl- 
tihu B.Washburne. Windom, Wood, and Woodruff—83. 

NAYsS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, 
Blake, Butterfield, Carey, Horace F. Clark, Coburn, John 
Cochrane, Duell, Edmundson, Eliot, Ely, English, Parns- 
worth, Ferry, John T Harris, Hoard, Holman, Irvine, Jen- 
kins, James M. Leach, Leake, Loomis, Lovejoy, Charles 
D. Martin, Bibert S. Martin, McClernand, McKean, Mill- 
son, Pendleton, Perry, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, James 


C. Robinson, Ruffin, Sedgwick, Sherman, Simms, William | 


Smith, Stanton, Stevenson, Thomas, Tompkins, Trimble, 
Vance, Van Wyck, Waldron, Wells, Winslow, and Wood- 
son—55. 

So the Senate amendment, as amended, was 
concurred in. 

During the vote, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois, stated that he had 
paired with Mr. Burnett on this and all other 
questions, except those which relate to the difi- 
culties which at present environ the country, upon 
which, probably, both would vote for some rea- 
sonable adjustment. 

Mr. BRANCH and Mr. RIGGS (being neces- 


sarily absent when their names were called) asked 


: leave to vote, 


Objection was made. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 


| by which the several amendments were concurred 


in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid-upou the table. 

The laiter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved that a committee of 
conference be asked on the disagreeing votes be- 


| tween the two Houses on the Army appropria- 


tion bill. 


The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. ; Rae bap OS : 


The SPEAKER appointed Messrs: Morriit, 


Sranron,and Joun Cochrane, managers of said ` 
conference on the part of the Houses = >. we 


ENROLLED BILLS. Da 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- ` 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: : 

An act (S. No. 11) to provide for the payment 
of expenses incurred by the Territories of Wash- 
ington and Oregon, in the suppression of Indien 
hostilities therein, in the years 1855.and 1856. 

An act (H. R. No. 655) granting a pension to 
Prentis Chaplain;.and i 

An act (H R. No. 981) to confirm a certain 
private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico. . 


CORRECTIONS OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. Ifind,in the reportof the proceedings of the 
Globe, of day before yesterday, that my name is 
not recorded upon the vote on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hiczmay,] to 
Jay upon the table the resolution reported by the 
clerk of the select committee of thirty-three. Nor, 
sir, is it recorded on the Journal. J ask that the 
correction may be made. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I did; and I want it to go 
upon the record, as this is a historical matter. I 
voted in the negative, and let it so be stated. | 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My vote on the first series 
of resolutions reported.from the select committee 
of thirty-three 1s neither reported in-the Globe 
nox on the Journal, I did vote in the affirmative 
upon their passage, and lask that it be so stated. 

There was no objection; and it was ordéred 
accordingly. f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, was received from the 
President of the United States, by A. J. Gross- 
BRENNER, his Private Secretary, who also notified 
the ‘House that the President had, on the 28th of 
February last, signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 999) toamend ‘ An act sup- 
plementary to an act approved March 3, 1855, 
to organize an institution for the insane of the 
Army and Navy and of the District of Columbia, 
in ie said District,” approved February 7, 18575. 
an 

An act (H.R. No. 909) for the reliefof Thomas 
Chittenden. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill were referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. ; 

Mr. CORWIN. I now call up the regular 
order of business, which is the report of the select 
committee of thirty-three. 


DELEGATE FROM JEFFERSON TERRITORY. 


Mr.GILMER. [rise toa privileged question, 
which will consume but a few minutes. I de- 
sire to make a report from the Committee of Elec- 


tions. 

Mr. BURNETT. The report may be read for 
information; but I reserve my right to object., 

Mr. GILMER then made the report; which 
was read, as follows: $ 

The Committee of Elections, to whom was referred the 
memorial of the people of the proposed Territory of Jeffer- 
son, and the application of Beverly D. Williams, submit 
the following report: 

The people from every quarter, attracted by the news 
that gold had been discovered in the neighborhood of Pike’s 
Peak, in the summer of 1858, emigrated to that section of 
the country. The winter of 1858-59 found several thousand 
men collected together for permanent settiement in a land 
where no jurisdiction was yet organized. ‘The want oflaw 
for the regulation of such a body suggcsicd society to them, 


! and for atime a vigilance committee assumed the reins of 


government. eae 

The spring of 1859 added very largely to the emigration ; 
so much so that the people inhabiting the country where 
the lands had not been (and have not yet been) surveyed, 
where the Indian title had not been extinguished, where 
no territorial organization had been effected under terri- 
torial law, thought themselves sufficiently numerous to form 
a State, and to apply for admission into the Union. “A con- 
vention was calied, and the question was pat on the choice 
of government, “ State” or “ Territory.” Preferring the tat- 
ter, the people organized a provisional government, passed 
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their own organic law, selected their Governor, Legislative 
Chambers, and judiciary, and set in motion the regulag ma- 
chinery of public administration, upon the modei of other 
territorial governments of the United States. They elected 
Beverly D. Williams asa Delegate to the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress of the United States, and committed to his care 
„heir memorial for territorial organization. Mr. Wiliams 
appeared at the Capitol at the commencement of the Con- 
gress, presented the memorial, engaged in the management 
of the interests of the proposed territorial government and 


people, both before the legislative and executive depart- | 


ments of this Government; and las continued constantly, 
ever since, in the pursuit of the object for which he was 
commissioned by his fellow-citizens. 

At the présent session, Congress has passed a law estab- 
lishing the ‘Territory of Colorado, with a boundary almost 
exactly the same designated by the people whom Mr. Wil- 
Hams has represented. The State of Kansas has been ad- 
mitted into the Union, and her member occupies a seat 
upon the floor. Itis not proposed by the committee to ad- 
mit Mr. Williams as the Delegate for the Territory of Col- 
orado; because no election has in fact occurred since the 
Territory has been designated by its present boundary and 
placed under an organic law by authority of Congress; but 
following numerous precédents, furnished by the history 
of other similar cases, the committee find no difficulty in 
recognizing Mr. Williams’s agency for the people, and in 
providing tor him a fair compensation from the public 
Treasury for the public services to his constituency, to 
which his time and attention have been devoted. 

The provision made by Congress in the cases of Sibley, 
of Babbit, of Hugh N, Smith, of the first Representative 

» from California, altare similar in principle to this case. Fol- 
lowing the precedents, then, the Committee of Elections 
unavoidably concur in offering the following resolution, 
(which should be an amendment to the appropriation bill :) 

Resolved, That Beverly D. Williams, of the new Terri- 
tory of Colorado, be allowed the sum of $3,000 as compen- 
sation for time and services, while claiming a seat in the 
House of Representatives as Delegate to the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress from the so-called Territory of Jefferson, but that 
his claim to a seat as such Delegate, baving uo foundation 
in Jegal right because of the non-existence of such an organ- 
ization under a law of the United States, be, and the same 
is hereby, rejected. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
sideration of that report. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Whatis the business before 
the House? 

‘The SPEAKER. It is the report from the 
Committee of Elections. 
` Mr. LOVEJOY. It is objected to; and it is not 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in 
order, as the Committee of Elections have the 
privilege of reporting at any time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. They have no right 
to interrupt the special order. 

Mr. BURNETT. ‘The report was read for 
information. The special order of the gentleman 
from Ohio is the first business in order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 objected to the re- 
ception of the report. Ido not know where the 
committee can find any warrant to pay money out 
of the Treasury to a man who volunteers his 
services. 

Mr. BURNETT. I rise toa question of order. 
There is no law for the payment of any such de- 
mand, There is no authority conferred upon the 
Committee of Elections to make such a report; 
and it certainly cannot come in here without an 
order postponing the special order, or without 
unannnous consent, 

Mr. GILMER. A word of explanation. 

The SPEAKER. I enderstasd this report to 
be based upon an application of a gentleman to a 
seat in this House, It is therefore a privileged 
question. 


I object to the con- 


Mr. BURNETT. With-all due deference to | 


the Chair, I say the report discloses the fact that 
he docs not claim a seat here. The committee 
ignore the fact that he claims to represent any- 
body, orclaims any seat. It is an outrage to pay 
a man who has no title to a seat upon this floor. 
Ele represents no constituency either ina State or 
Territory; and to take this money from the public 


Treasury and give it to this manasa bonus, when | 
he represents nobody, is wrong and unjustifiable. 


The SPEAKER. Of the report the House will 
judge, and not the Chair, The Chair decides that 
this is a privileged question, and that the report 
is fairly before the House, and supersedes the 
special order. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. As this appropriates 
money out of the Treasury, it cannot be passed 
by the House, but must go to the Committce of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. There is no appropriation 
in the report. 

Mr. GILMER. The two cases referred to in 
the report, precisely like this, are precedents. 
There isa class of precedents growing up upon 
this subject which the committee do not approve 


of; and the committee put this case upon tge foot- 
ing that it is right to do simple justice in this case. 
I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BURNETT. i hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the previous question for a moment. 

Mr. GILMER. I will, if the gentleman will 
renew it. . 

Mr. BURNETT. Iwill. I know gentlemen 
may regard this as an ungracious act. The gen- 
tleman to be benefited by this resolution was a 
citizen of my State—a gentleman for whom I en- 
tertain a very high respect; butit does seem to 
me to be most extraordinary, and not only ex- 


traordinary, but unprecedented in the history of |} 


Congress, thata gentleman should come here from 
an unorganized ‘Territory, where they have set up 
a government without any authority whatever of 
Congress, and claim pay for services for that un- 
authorized government. Iam, like the gentleman 
from North Carolina, very much bound by prece- 
dents; but when precedents are wrong, I believein 
changing those precedents. You propose to take 
from the Treasury $3,000, and putit into the pocket 
of a gentleman who comes here knowing that he 
is not a Representative or Delegate, knowing that 
he has no claim upon this House for a seat upon 
this floor, and who does not even claim a seat 
here. He comes here under an election by a mass 
meeting at Pike’s Peak. If I might be permitted 
to characterize the position of my friend here, he 
comes as a lobby agent for the purpose of having 
this Territory organized, and he works for that 
purpose, and then he asks to be paid from the 
public Treasury. It does seem to me that we 
ought not toadd to precedents which will lead us 
to pay large sums of money from the public Treas- 
ury, for we have people scattered through all our 
Territories, who will make organizations, send 
their representatives here,and here isa precedent 
for paying them. Why, sir, we have had two 
Delegates here and, if Lam not mistaken, we have 
had three. [A Vorce. Seven.] Seven, Iam in- 
formed. Do we intend to pay all seven of them? 
If there is any justice in paying this gentleman, 
we ought to pay them all. One isas much en- 
titled to pay as another, if he has a dozen con- 
stituents to back him. Iam in favor of squatter 
sovercignty; and if we are going to establish any 
such precedent as this, I go for the whole thing. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to say that 
another gentleman was clected as Delegate, at 
Pike’s Peak, last fall, at the only election held 
there, and at the same time that the Delegates from 
Kansas and Nebraska were elected. ‘These last 
have been recognized as such delegates, and were 
permitted to take seats upon this floor. That 
man is now here, and has been here the whole 
session, urging the organization of this Territory ; 
and if anybody is entitled to pay, itis that man. 
I understand that this Delegate, whom the com- 
mittee proposo to pay, has all the time been act- 
ing as mail agent, and for himself, in the mean 
time, 

Mr. BURNETT. Iam notastonished at any 
action this House may take, and therefore I should 
not be surprised if they pass this resolution. 

Now, in accordance with my agreement with 
the gentleman from North Carolina, I demand 
the previous question, 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
tion upon the table. 

Mr. FOUKE, I would inquire of the Chair if 
it is in order to offer an amendment to the reso- 
lution? 

The SPEAKER. Not pending the demand 
for the previous question, and the motion to lay 
upon the table. 


I move to lay the resolu- 


$ y i 
The question was taken on the motion to la 
t y 


the resolution upon the table; and it was agreed 


to. ` 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was laid upon the 
table; andalso moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. What is the subject now be- 
fore the House? 

Mr. CORWIN. I cali for the special order. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to postpone that spe- 
cial order until the 4th of July next. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the bill reported from the committee of 


thirty-three, for the admission of New Mexico 
into the United States of America. 

The bill was read a first and second time. Itis 
as follows: : 


An Act for the admission of New Mexico into the United 
States of America. 

Whereas, by the act of Congress approved on the 9th of 
September, in the year 1850, it was provided that the people 
of New Mexico, when admitted as a State, shall be received 
into the Union with or without slavery, as their constitution 
may provide at the time of their admission; and whereas 
the population of said Territory is now sufficient to consti- 
tute a State government: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
ofthe United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
the inhabitants of the Territory of New Mexico, including 
therein the region called Arizona, be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to form for themselves a constitution of State 
government by the name of the State of New Mexico; and 
the said State, when formed, shall be admitted into the 
Union upon the same footing with the original States in all 
respects whatever. And said constitution shall be formed 
by a convention of the people of New Mexico, which shall 
consist of twice the number of members now by law con- 
stituting the House of Representatives of the Territory ; 
each representative district shall elect two members to said 
convention for every member now by law elected in such 
district to the Territorial House of Representatives ; and in 
such election only those persons shall vote for such dele- 
gates as are, by the laws of said Territory now in force, 
entitled to vote for members of the ‘Territorial House of 
Representatives. The election for the convention shall he 
held on the 5th day of August, 1861, by the same officers 
who would hold an election for members of the said House 
of Representatives; and those officers shall conform to the 
law now in force in said Territory for election for members 
of said House of Representatives in all respects, in holding 
the election, receiving and rejecting votes, and making the 
returns of the election for the convention. The convention 
shail assemble at the city of Santa Fé, on the 2d day of 
September, 1861, and continue its sessions at that place 
until its deliberations shall be closed. The constitution 
agreed on by the convention shail be submitted to the people 
of the Territory for their approval or rejection as a whole; 
at such election on the constitution, all those and others 
shall be entitled to vote who are now entitled to vote for 
members of the House of Representatives of said Territory; 
and such election shall be held by the same oflicers who 
conduct, by the present laws, the election for members of 
the House of Representatives of the Territory, at the same 
place for voting, and in the same manner in all respects ; 
and such election shall be held on the 4th day of Novem- 
ber, 1861, and the returns thereof made to the Governor of 
the Territory, who shall forthwith sum up and declare the 
result, and shall send a certificate thereof, together with a 
copy of the constitution, to the President of the United 
States. ‘fhe said State shall be entitled to one member of 
the House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica, keld until the apportionment under the next census. . 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Corwin] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Was I not recognized ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
will remember that the rule declares that the gen- 
tleman who reports a measure shall be entitled to 
the floor, to open and close the debate upon it. 
It has been so decided by the House on appeal, 
at the present session of Congress. The Chair, 
therefore, is compelled to assign the floor to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Ishall be obliged to take an 
appeal from that decision. 

r. CURTIS. I move to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The appeal is not debatable. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Isnot the appeal debatable? 

The SPEAKER. No, six; it is not. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. An appeal has always been 
held to be debatable. I desire simply to state 
ae KILLINGER. I call the gentleman to 

order. 
Prank LOVEJOY. I was recognized by the 
shair. 

Mr. CURTIS. Icall the gentleman to order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chairhas decided that 
the appeal is not debatable; and as objection is 
madc, the Chair cannot hear the gentleman from 
Illinois. 7 +» 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Why, appeals have been de- 
bated all over the House, time and again. 7 

The SPEAKER. Oh, yes, sir; I have no doubt 
ofthat, [Laughter.] i 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I wonder why it is, then, 
that when I attempt to speak all these rules of 
order are enforced. 

ie SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 60th 
rule. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

“60, No member shall occupy more than one hour in de- 
bate on any question in the House or in committee; buta 
member reporting the measure under consideration, from a 
committee, may open and close the debate. ?? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was bound to 
recognize the gentleman from Ohio underthatrule. 


GLOBE. 
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was the subject-matter before the House, I moved 
to postpone it; and that while the gentleman from 
Ohio may open and close, he has not the right to 
occupy the floor during the whole intermediate 
time between the opening and close; and this is 
neither the opening nor the close of the thing. 
Now, if the Chair decides against me, I appeal 
from his decision, and ask for the yeas and nays 
on the appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, “ Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House ??? 

Mr. CURTIS, I move to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope the Chair will be kind |! 
enough to state what his decision is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
House, that the rules of the House require that 
the party introducinga bill, shall be entitled to 
have the opening and close. That was decided 
in a case at the present session—the case of Gov- 
ernor WinsLow-——and the rule is positive. The 
gentleman from Illinois rose, and the Chair as- 
signed him the floor without knowing for what 
poipose he sought it. This matter was not yet 

efore the House at the time; it had not been 
called. When it was called, the gentleman from 
Ohio was entitled to the floor, and the Chair, 
therefore, decided that the gentleman from Illinois į 
could not move to postpone the special order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I submit that the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois is not in order, inas- 
much as it proposes to postpone this matter be- 
yond the period of the constitutional existence of 
this Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman |! 
from Illinois has not been entertained. The || 

uestion is on the motion to lay the appeal upon | 
the table. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I demand the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. | 

The question was taken; and the appeal was 
laid upon the table. 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CORWIN. I suppose every gentleman 
in the House has done the committee the honor 
to read the bill which is now under consideration, 
and therefore I will not take up the time of the 
House by any explanations. It is one of those 
acts which are so familiar to the legislation of the 
country, that I presume there can be no objection 
to it at all, unless that objection shall arise from | 
the measure itself. 1 call the previous question. 

Mr. HOOPER. I appeal to the gentleman | 
from Ohio to Jet me offer an amendment to this | 
bill of which I gave notice. [Cries of “ Ob- 
ject !”’] 

Mr. CORWIN. I must insist on the previous 
question. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move to lay the bill upon | 
the table; and on that motion I demand the yeas | 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 115, nays 71; as follows: | 

¥YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Avery, Babbitt i 
Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, 
Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Bufhnton, Burlingame, Burnett, 
Burnham, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, Colfax, Conway, | 
Covode, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, 
Duell, Edgerton, Edmundson, Edwards, Btiot, Ply, Parns- 
worth, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, Garnett, 
Gooch, Grabain, Grow, Hale, Haskin, Hatton, Hickman, 
Hindman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutch- 
ins, Irvine, Jenkins, Francis W. Kellogg, DeWitt C. 
Leaeh, James M.Leach, Leake, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, Maclay, Marston, Mlbert S. Martin, Maynard, 
MeKean, Morrill, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Olin, Palmer, ; 
Perry, Phelps, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Edwin R. 
Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, James 
C. Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, William N. H. Smith, 
Somes, Spinner, Stevens, Willian Stewart, Tappan, 
Thomas, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vallandigham, Vance, 
Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwal- | 
aderC, Washburn, Eltihu B. Washburne, Wells, Whiteley. | 
Wilson, Windom, Winslow, Woodruff; Woodson, and ; 
Wrigbt—1i5. li 
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Charles F, Adams, Green Adams, Adrain, £] 
an, Barr, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Bureh, |! 
Campbell, Horace E. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Cochrane, John Cochrane, Conkling, 
s Craig, H. Winter Davis, Delano, Di 


NAYS 


Willian C. Aud 
Butterfield, 


lark B. 


Clemens, € 
Corwin, C 
mick, Da 
son Ha 
Hughes, J 


William Howard, | 


Homra i 
nyon, Kilgore, Kü- į 


Hogg, Ke 


Kin, William Ke 


! Rice, Rigg 
| sou, James 
and Wood—71. 


| sion, no explanation to make concerning it. 
: dare say members have perused it with great care. 
: I call the previous question. 


son, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac 
N. Morris, N 


ekles, Simms, Spaulding, Stanton, Steven- 


“) 
A. Stewart, Stokes, Strattou, Thayer, Webster, 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 
During the vote, 


Mr. CURTIS stated that he was paired with 


| Mr. Anderson, of Missouri, on all political ques- 


tions, Mr. Anderson having been called home in 
consequence of sickness in his family. : 
Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called) 
said: This bill being inconsistent with the adjust- 
ment recently agreed upon by the commissioners 


sent to this city by twenty-one of the States of 


this Union, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. GURLEY (not being within the bar when 
his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Mr. QUARLES objected. 

M r, GURLEY stated he would have voted 
ay. 

Mr. OTERO addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to debate. 

Mr.OTERO. May I beallowed to say a word ? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr.OTERO. I think there is a misunderstand- 
ing in the House in regard to this matter. 

j Mr. BURNETT. [call the gentleman to or- 
uer. 

The SPEAKER. No debate iş in order. 

Mr. OTERO. Ido really think that a gentle- 
man who cannot vote here should at least be al- 
lowed to speak, it being the only privilege he has 
under the rule, 

Mr. HINDMAN. The gentleman has not the 
right to interrupt the voting. 

Mr. FRENCII (not being within the bar when 
his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. . 

The ealling of the roll being completed, 

Mr. OTERO said: l hope J may be allowed to 
make a few remarks at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. OTERO. I know there is not information 
enough before the House on this matter. 

Tbe SPEAKER. We cannot have debate now. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HINDMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid.on the table; and also 


| moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. sie 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was read from the Senate by Mr. 
Parron, one of their clerks, informing the House 
that the Senate insist upon their amendments to 
the bill (H. R. No. 895) makingappropriations for 


3 
Le 


sundry civil expenses of the Government for the | 


year ending Jane 30, 1862, non-concurred in by 
the House of Representatives; disagree to the 


: amendments of the House to the amendments of 


the Senate, and agree to the conference on the dis- 
agrecing votes of the two Houses; and that they 
had appointed Messrs. Pearce, FESSENDEN, and 
Rice as the committee on the part of the Senate. 


SNROLLED BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled the bill (S. No. 
210) for the relief of Augustus H. Evans; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

FUGITIVES FROM LABOR. 


The SPEAKER announced that the next part 
of the special order for the consideration of the 
House, was the bill for the amendment of the act 
for the rendition of fugitives from labor. 

‘The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CORWIN. Iam obliged to consider that 
the House has fully in possession the merits of 
this bill. I have, therefore, as on the other occa- 


I 


Mr. HICKMAN. I move to lay the bill on 
the table; and on that I call forthe yeasand nays. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Lask my colleague 
to withdraw the call for the previous question. I 


i have an amendment to offer to the first section, 
Tt is that’ 


which I presented several weeks ago. 
which Mr. Clay submitted in 1850, in the Senate, 
requiring the claimant to give bond that the al- 
leged fugitive shali lave a trial by jury, if he de- 


con, Noell, Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, Porter, | 


| 
| 
| 
H 
| 
| 
| 
l 
l 


l 


| Sylvania to lay the bill on the table. 


| Ely, English 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Irise to a point of order. M linger, Kunkel, Garrabec, Logau, Mallory, Charles D. Mar- || sires iti g froi i a jsa 
P y tin, MeClernand, MekKenty MeKuight, McPherson, Mih- kavs Ra the State from which he. n alleged: to. 


The SPEAKER. The. question. before. the’ 
House is, the motion of the gentleman from Penns: 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. * I desire to’ know’ 
whether my colleague declines to withdraw. the’ 
previous question? : va 
. Myr. CORWIN. F cannot withdraw it, for there 
are five or six other gentlemen who would also’ 
want to offer amendments. ~ i 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Then I will vote 
to lay the bill on the table. ‘ 

Mr. HICKMAN. No debate is possibly in’ 
order. ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I cail for-the veading 
of the bill. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
every person arrested under the laws of Congress forthe 
delivery up of fugitives trom labor shall be produced before 
a court, judge, or commissioner, mentioned in the law ap- 
proved the 18th of September, 1850, for the State or Terri- 
tory wherein the arrest may be made; and upon such pro- 
duction of the person, together with the proofs, mentioned 
in the sixth or the tenth section of said aet, such court, 


i| judge, or commissioner, shall proceed to hear and consider. 


the same publicly; and if such court, judge, or commis- 
sioner, is of opinion that the person arrested Owes labor or 
service to the claimant according to the laws of any other 
State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, and escaped 
therefrom, the court, judge, or commissioner shall make 
out and deliver to the claimant, or his agent, a certificate 
stating those facts; and if the said fugitive shall, apon the 
decision of the court, judge, or commissioner being made 
known to him, aver that heis free, and docs not owe ser- 
vice or labor according to the law of the State or Territory 
to whieh he is to be returned, such averment shall be en- 
tered upon the certificate, and, the fugitive shall be deliv- 


| ered by the court, judge, or commissioner to the marshal, 


to be by him taken and delivered to the marshal of the 
United States for the State or district from which the fugi- 
tive is ascertained to have fled, who shall produce said 
fugitive before one of the judges of the circuit court of the 
United States for the tast-mentioned State or district, whose 
duty it shall be, if said alleged fugitive shall persist in his- 
averment, forthwith, or atthe next tern of the circuit court, 
to cause ia jury to be impanclled and sworn to try the issue 
whether such fugitive owes labor or service to the person 
by or on behalf of whom he is claimed, and a true verdict 
to give according to the evidence, on which trial the fugi- 
tive shall be entitled to the aid of counsel and to process for 
procuring evidence at the cast of the United States; and 
upon such finding the judge shall render judgment, and 
cause said fugitive to be delivered to the claimant, or re- 
turned to the place where he was arrested, at the expense 
of the United States, according to the finding of the jury; 
and if the jndge or court be not satisfied with the verdict, he 
may cause another jury to be impanelled forthwith, whose 
verdict shall be final. And it shail be the duty of said mar- ; 
shal so delivering said alleged fugitive, to take from the 
marshal of the State from which said fugitive is alleged to 
have escaped, a certificate acknowledging that said alleged 
fugitive had been delivered to him, giving a minute descrip- 
tion of said alleged fugitive, which certificate shall be au- 


i thenticated by the United States district judge, or a com- 


missioner of a United States court for said State from which 
said fugitive was alleged to have eseaped, which certificate 
shall be filed in the office of the clerk of the United States 
district court for the State or district in which said alleged 
fugitive wa: aed, within sixty days from the date of the 
arrest of said ve; and should said marshal fail to com- 
ply with the provisions of this act, he shall be deemed 
ziilty of a misdemeanor, and shali be punished by a fine of 


id. 
2, And beit further enacted, That no citizen of any 
1al] be compelled to aid the marshal or owner of any 
fugitive in the capture or detention of such fugitive, unless 
when force is employed or reasonably apprebended to pre- 
vent such capture or detention, too powerful to be resisted 
by the marshal or owner; and the fees of the commis- 
sioners appointed under the act of 18th September, 1850, 
shall be ten dollars for every case heard and determined by 
such commissioner. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 73, nays 104; as.follows: 


YEAS—Slesers. Ashley, Avery, Barret, Beale, Bingham, 
Blake, Boteler, Brabson, Brown, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Burnett, Carey, Jobn B. Clark, Conway, Burton Craige, 
Dawes, De Jarnette, Duell, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ed- 
wards, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Frank, Garnett, 
Gooch, Grow, Jolm T'. Harris, Hatton, Hickman, Hindman, 
Hughes, Hutchins, Irvine, Jenkins, Kunkel, DeWitt ©. 
Leach, James M. Leach, Leake, Lovejoy, Mallory, Mars- 
ton, Elbert S. Martin, Millson, Nelson, Noell, Peyton, 
Potter, Pryor, Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, Royce, Ruffin, 
Sedgwick, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Somes, Stevens, 
Stevenson, Tappan, Thomas, Vance, Van Wyck, Cadwal- 
ader ©. Washborn, Ellihu B. Washbume, Wells, White- 
ley, Wilson, Woodson, and Wright—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Ada:ns, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Alley, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, Barr, Gtair, 
Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Burch, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clemens, Co- 
barn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, Cox, H. 
Winter Davis, Jonn G. Davis, Delano, Dinnnick, Dunn, 
x Ferry, Floren Pouke, French, Gurley, 
Hate, Hail, J. Morrison Harr laskin, Ucimick, Hoard, 
Holman, William Howard, William A. Howard, Hum- 
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phrey,, Jankin, Francis. W.. Kellogg, William’ Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, Lee, Logan, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Maclay, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, Mc 
Cliernand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, 
Millward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill; Edward 
Joy Morris, Niblack, Nixon, Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, 
Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Jahn H: Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christ- 
opher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Sickles, Spaulding, 
Spinner, Stanton, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, 
Stokes, Stratton, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, 


Trimble, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Webster, Windom, . 


Wood, and: Woodrufi-—i04. . 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the. 


table. 


Mr. NOELL (when his name was called) said: 
Believing that the effect of this bill would be to 
deprive the owner of a fugitive slave of the ser- 
vices of that slave during the pendency of a long 
suit, I vote to lay it on the table. 

The question recurred on seconding the previ- 
ous question. . a 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under its operation, 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, its chief clerk,informing the House 
that the Senate had passed a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 59) authorizing Commodore H. Paulding 
to receive a sword and grant of land awarded to 
him by the Republic of Nicaragua, with amend- 
ments, in which he was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House. , 

Also, that the Scnate had passed a resolution 
(No. 68) for the relief of Captain Hiram Paul- 
ding, United States Nayy, in which he was di- 

. rected to ask the concurrence of the House. 


FUGITIVES FROM LABOR—AGAIN. 


Mr. HICKMAN. Is it in order now to move 
to lay the whole special order on the table? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Then! move thatthe further 
consideration of the special order be postponed 
till Monday, at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. LEAKE. Is the previous question ex- 
hausted? 

Mr.CORWIN. I move the previous question. 

Mr. LEAKE, The gentleman is not entitled 
to the floor to move the previous question. Iin- 
sist on my rights, and I mean to have them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized 
the gentleman from Ohio as demanding the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. LEAKE. The gentleman from Ohio did 
not rise till after I was recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been called, and the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia has moved to postpone. 

Mr. LEAKE. I rise to a question of privilege. 
I rose and addressed the Chair and was recog- 
nized. The gentleman from Ohio then arose, 
subsequently to my being recognized, but he has 
ye! made no call for the previous question that I 
rave heard. He had not the floor for any pur- 
dose. z 
: The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a 
misunderstanding. The previous question had 
been demanded by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LEAKE. The gentleman from Ohio de- 
mands the previous question on the third reading. 
The bill was orgered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was engrossed and read a third 
time, and there the previous question was cx- 
hausted. . i ; 

Mr, BRIGGS, 
vious question, 

Mr. LEAKE. I was certainly recognized be- 
fore the gentleman from Ohio. I saw him imme- 
diately afterwards rise from his seat. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania moved to postpone the special order. 

Mr. LEAKE. How did the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania get the floor while I was on it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the 
motion was made in order. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had the floor assigned him. 

Mr. LEAKE. ButI was on the floor, and was 
recognized, 

„The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia could not have the floor for the purpose of 
debate. 

Mr. LEAKE. We are passing bills here with- 


I also rose and called the pre- 


t 


out reference to the opinions and wishes of forty 
thousand of my constituents. Even when I have 
obtained the floor, after much difficulty, it is pro- 
posed to deprive me of it. If that be a specimen 
of your liberality, then, sir, the sooner we secede 
the better. [Cries of ‘t Order!” 


Mr.VALLANDIGHAM. The previous ques- | 


tion was demanded before the motion was made 
to lay upon the table. 

Mr. STANTON. It was called as soon as this 
question was taken up. . . 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman insist 
upon his appeal? ` 

Mr. LEAKE. Ido not. Itis not worth while. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Hicxman’s 
motion, to postpone until twelve o’clock on Mon- 
day, of the 4th of March. 

Mr. STANTON. Is that motion in order? I 
understand that, after the previous question has 
been demanded, a motion to lay upon the tableis 
in order; but I do not understand that a motion to 
postpone is in order. I make the point that the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is not 
in order, the previous question having been de- 
manded. 

The SPEAKER The Chair sustains the point 
oforder, and rules the motion to postpone out of 
order, 

The question then recurred on the passage of 
the bill. , 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 92, nays 83; af follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, William 
C. Anderson, Babbitt, Barr, Blair, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 
Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Car- 
ter, Casg, Clemens, Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conk- 
ling, Corwin, Covode, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, 
Delano, Dimmick, Dunn, Edwards, Ely, Ferry, Fouke, 
French, Gurley, Male, Hall, J. Morrison’ Harris, Hatton, 
Helmick, Hoard, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Lee, Longneeker, Loomis, 
Marston, Chartes D. Martin, MeClernand, McKean, Me- 
Kenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Moorhead, Mor- 
rill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nixon, Olin, 
Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottie, John H. Reynolds, 
Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James ©. Robinson, 
Scranton, Sickles, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stratton, 
Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Walton, W in- 
dom, Wood, and Woodruff—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Avery, Barret, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Blake, Bocock, Botcler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, 
Brown, Buthnton, Burnett, Carey, Horace F. Clark, John 
B. Clark, Conway, Burton Craige, Dawes, Duell, Edgerton, 
Edmundson, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, 


| Frank, Garnett, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, John T. Harris, 


Hickman, Hindman, Hughes, Hutchins, Irvine, Jenkins, 
Kunkel, DeWitt. Leach, James M. Leach, Leake, Love- 
joy, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, Millson, 
Laban ‘I’. Moore, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Potter, Quarles, Reagan, Royce, Ruffin, Sedg- 
wick, Simms, Somes, Stevens, Stevenson, Stokes, Tappan, 
Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Van Wyck, Wade, Wal- 


| dron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, 


Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright 
—83. . 


So the bill was passed. 


During the vote, 

Mr. PRYOR stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Cox. He would have voted in the negative, 
while Mr. Cox would have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Horman. He would have voted in the 
negative, while Mr. Houtman would have voted 
in the affirmative. 3 

Mr. McKEAN said: I will vote—to remove 
some of the hateful features of the fugitive slave 
law now, and to repeal it when I have an oppor- 
tunity—‘‘ay.” [Cries of ‘ Order!”] 

Mr. EDWARDS said: On the ground that the 
amendment is a step in the right direction, as it 
improves the existing law by provisions favor- 
ble to the rights of persons who may be charged 
with being fugitives, I vote ‘t yea.” 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina, (not being 
within the bar when his name was called,) asked 
leave to vote. 

Mr. MAYNARD and others objected. 

Mr, SMITH, of North Carolina, said he would 
have voted in the negative. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CORWIN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE. 


The next proposition reported from the select 
committee of thirty-three was read by the Clerk, 
as follows: f 
Amendment of the act for the rendition of fugitives from 

justice. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Siates of Americain Congress assembled, That 
every person charged,-by indictment or other satisfactory 
evidence, in any State, with treason, felony, or other erime, 
committed within the jurisdiction of such State, who shall 
flee or shal} have fied from justice and be found in. another 
State, shal}, on the demand of the executive authority of 
the State from which he fled upon the district judge of the 
United States of the district in which he may be found, be 
arrested and brought before such judge, who, on being sat- 
isfied that he is the person charged, and that he was within. 
the jurisdiction of such State at the time such erime was 
committed, of which such charge shall be prima facie evi- 
dence, shali deliver him up to be removed to the State hav- 
ing jurisdiction of the crime; and if any question of law 
shall arise during such examination, it may be taken on 
exceptions by writ of error to the circuit court. 

Mr. CORWIN. Mr. Speaker, if it be the 
pleasure of the House, I will make one or two 
explanations of the change which the select com- 
mittee of thirty-three proposes to make in the pres- 
ent law for the rendition of fugitives from justice. 
Most of the gentlemen in the House must be very 
well aware that a great difficulty has arisen, and 
bad feeling in consequence of it, on account of 
the various constructions put upon the provision 
of the Constitution which requires fugitives from 
justice to be followed, arrested, and taken to the 
State where the offense of which they stand ac- 
cused was committed. The Constitution declares 
that, in all cases of treason, felony, or other crime 
committed in a State, the person may be followed 
and, upon the requisition of the Governor of the 
State where the crime is alleged to have been com- 
mitted, be delivered up by the Governor of the 
State to which the fugitive has gone. Now, in the 
practice of the law under this provision, the Gov- 
ernors of the respective States called upon to sur- 
render the fugitive from justice have, some of 
them, declared that, unless the crime charged, say 
in Virginia, is also a crime in Kentucky, they 
will not surrender the man. The House must be 
familiar with the.cases which. have been brought 
to its notice during the present session. This is 
one of the grievances, which is urged as one of 
the causes of the unhappy difficulties between the | 
North and the South. 

It is very evident, Mr. Speaker, that that con- 
stitutional provision does require of Congress to 
carry it out by its own enactments; and that it 
does also require, if need be, that the Federal 
judges, or some other Federal officers, should ex- 
ecute it from the beginning to the end. Still, as 
in the case of fugitive slaves, we have finally found 
that a State judge would refuse to take jurisdic- 
tion in the case of a fugitive slave, for there is no 
power in the Government to compel him to. act 
in that case. Itis the duty of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and no part of the duty of the State gov- 
ernment. ` 

Mr.WHITELEY. Wilithe gentleman allow 
me to ask-him a question? 

Mr. CORWIN. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I would ask him how he 
can reconcile the demand for a fugitive being made 
upon the United States district judge with the 
idea of State sovereignty? When our Constitu- 
tion was made, power was given in section two, 
article four, to the executive authority of a State 
from which a person charged with treason, felony, 
orother crime, who hasescaped into another State, 
to demand such fugitive. Itis true, the Consti-. 
tution does not say upon whom the demand shall 
be made., But does any one doubt, considering 
the history and theory of our Government, that 
the demand of ‘‘ the executive authority”? of one 
State must be made upon the executive authority 
ofanother? Who, in the conception of the framers 
of the Constitution; who, in its true spirit, should 
respond to the demand of a sovereign State? A 
district judge, the creature of the President and 
the General Government? No, sir. For one, I can 
never agree that any appointee of the General 
Government, be he judge, commissioner, or any- 
thing else, shall respond for the sovereignty of 
Delaware; and I trust there is enough of the faith 
of our fathers left here to force every one of us to 
the same conclusion. 

Mr. CORWIN. The Constitution does not 
say that it shall be made upon the authority of 
another State. 
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Mr. WHITELEY. That is the spirit of it. 
will read the language of the Constitution: 

“ A person charged in any State with treason, felony, or 
other crime, who shall flee from justice, and be found in 
another State, shall, on demand of the executive authority 
of the State from which he fled, be delivered up to be re- 
moved to the State having jurisdiction of the crime. ?? 

“On the demand of the executive authority of 
the State from which he fled!’? That is the lan- 
guage of the Constitution. This bill, if I may be 
allowed to say so, is the greatest stride ever made 
toward consolidation, and in violation of all the 
rights of every State in the Union. [Cries of 
“Phat is right P’] 

Mr. CORWIN. Ido not know but that it is 
well to make some effort toward consolidation, 
since the general tendency istoward disintegration. 

But what I wish to submit to the House now, 

‘is this: I think that the very words the gentleman 
has referred to, are those referred to in the clause 
of the Constitution, as to the rendition of fugi- 
tives from labor. It has been decided by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, that when the 
demand is made for a fugitive from labor, that 
demand shall be made upon the officers of the 
Federal Government, and not upon those of the 
State government; and they have appointed com- 
missioners, whom they cali officers of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, for that very reason. 

Then as to the propriety of the law, what the 
committee desired to avoid was, the contradictory 
decisions made by Governors of the States, who 
are not always very competent judges of Consti- 
tutional law, I am sorry to say. In some States 
they will deliver up no fugitives from justice for 
an alleged offense, unless that alleged offense is 
also a crime by the laws of the State to which the 
fugitive has fled. Now, then, if we can submit 
this to a judicial officer of the United States—it 
being clearly the duty of the Federal Government 
to see that that clause of the Constitution is faith- 
fully executed—-then we shall at least arrive at 
one point, which all agree is desirable. 

I have always been satisfied, Mr. Speaker— 
although very high authorities have differed from 
me in that particular—that the Constitution did 
intend, undoubtedly, to leave each State to have 
its own criminal laws; to make that a crime which 
they might, in their judgment, consider offensive 
to the peace of their own community. If the 
practice which has prevailed in the States under 
the old law should be continued, it is perfectly 
settled that the great end of establishing the sov- 
ereign power of a State, to have its own criminal 
jurisprudence, will always be defeated, provided 
the Governor of a State does not choose to recog- 
nize those criminal Jaws as binding upon him. 
You may take the whole criminal code of a State, 
and if it should differ, in toto celo, from the crim- 
inal code of another State, and the Governor of 
that other State should decide—as Governors often 
have decided—that the offense charged is not a 
crime in the State to which the man has fied, and 
that there is no obligation upon him to deliver up 
the fugitive to be tried in the State where it is a 
erime, then it is in the power of the Governor of 


any State to defeat entirely the criminal laws of | 


any other State. Now, | speak with great respect, 
both for Federal and State officers; but I do say 
that the Governors of States are not elected with 
anespecial reference to their judicialacquirements, 
or to their legal knowledge. I, therefore, think 
that that is an inappropriate tribunal to submit 
this question to. What [ desire is, that the ju- 
diciary of the United States—as it is clearly within 
their province—should determine what is the 
meaning of that provision of the Constitution; and 
then we shall have a uniform course of decisions; 
and if the law, as established by the judiciary, is 


found to be so injurious to the sovereignty of the | 


States as the gentleman from Delaware seems to 
consider, why, then, the people of the United 
States can change it,and make it specifically what- 
ever they please. At present, we have one law in 


one State and another in another—just as diversi- į 


fied as the opinions of the Governors of the States 
may bein reference to what constitutes crime. 
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duced the committee to jook into this matter, as 
we thought it came especially within those sub- 
jects which had been confided to us. I would call 
the previous question; but I will give way to my 
friend from Virginia, [Mr. Mixxson,] if he will 
agree to renew the call for the previous question 
when he has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, I have but a 
very few observations to submit to the House. I 
confess that my first impressions were against 
the propriety of the change contemplated by this 
bill; but, upon consideration of the question, I 
have come to the conclusion, that, for the very 
reason which the gentleman from Delaware has 
assigned as an objection to this bill, I ought to 
support it; for, sir, I know nothing more anom- 
alous, in the view of a State-rights man, than the 
act of 1793, which is proposed to be amended by 
this bill. . 

There are two clauses in the Constitution au- 
thorizing the surrender of fugitives. They both 
occurin the same article of the Constitution. They 
are in juxtaposition. One follows the other. They 
are intended to involve the same class of powers. 
The phraseology is the same. The first provides 
for the surrender of fugitives from labor; theother, 
for the surrender of fugitives from justice. The 
one declares that the fugitive shall be delivered 
up; and the other provides that the fugitive shall 
be delivered up. Now, in both cases the same 
power is given, in the same article of the Consti- 
tution, and in clauses which are in juxtapésition. 
The same words are used. It is clear that the 
Constitution intended that fugitives, in both cases, 
should be delivered up by the same authority; 
and yet, in 1793, an act was passed by Congress 
providing that fugitive slaves should be delivered 
up by the judicial authorities, and fugitives from 
justice should be delivered up by the executive 
authorities of the States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope that, without any 
departure from State rights, I may safely con- 
clude that whenever any powers are conferred by 
the Constitution upon the Federal Government, 
it is intended that the Federal Government shall 
provide the necessary machinery for carrying 
them into execution; otherwise such grant of 
powers would be a mere compact between the 
States, to be complicd with or violated at the 
pleasure of the parties making the compact. Now, 
while it is undoubtedly truc that the whole Con- 
stitution is the result of a compact, yet so far as 
that compact involves the delegation of powers to 
the Federal Government, it was intended that the 


| Government should execute the delegated powers 
j and should provide the machinery for carrying 


them into effect. Now, one word in reply to the 
gentleman from Delaware, who says that this 
would consolidate the Government. Why, of 
course, sir, it will give to the Government an op- 
portunity of enforcing and executing the powers 
granted by the Constitution to the Government, 
and if that be consolidation, then the imposition 


| of duties upon imported merchandise is consoli- 


dation, because it is the execution by the Federal 
Government of powers granted by the Constitu- 


| tion to the Federal Government. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I desire to | 
ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. MILLSON. twill hear it presently. 


Let 


prefer to go on now without interruption. 


us turn to the phraseology of the act of 1793, | 


which is the act proposed to be amended. Task 


| the gentleman from Delaware if he has ever seen ; 


in any act of Congress a more violent blow upon 
State rights and State authority. That act isas 
follows: 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
whenever the executive authority of any State in the 
Union, or of either of the Territories northwest or south of 
the river Ohio, shall demand any persoun as a fugitive from 
justice,’ &c., “it shall be the duty 7 

Whose duty? 

“Tt shall the duty of the executive authority of the State 
or Territory to which such person,” &e. 

Here is the Congress of the United States un- 


These are the reasons, Mr. Speaker, which in- 


I! 


dertaking to declare what shall be duty of the 
Governors of States. The Constitution does not 
declare thatthe surrender shall be made by the 
Governors of the States. The duties of the Gov- 
ernor of a State are limited and prescribed by the 
constitution of that State, and by no other human 
authority; and yet the Congress of ‘the United 
States comes forward and says that it shall be the 
duty. of the Governor of a State to do a particular 
thing, —- 

Mr. WHITELEY. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? : 

Mr. MILLSON. Notat present. Sir, this ig 
the State-rights theory that I am maintaining. 
This is not the consolidation doctrine that lam 
defending; and‘I will state to the gentleman from 
Delaware that most of the States of this Union 
have, at different times, declared that it is not com- 
petent for Congress either to increase or diminish 
the powers of any officer of a State. 

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MILLSON. As soon as I have expanded 
this idea, I will give way to the gentlemen who 
desire to interrogate me. 

Sir, the whole legislation of the northern States 
prohibiting the State agency from being invoked 
to assist in the execution of the fugitive slave 
law, proceeds upon the same notion: that Con- 
gress cannot confide to the authorities of a State 
the execution of any of the Federal duties. And 
I would state that the Commonwealth of Virginia, 
which has, I trust, some little reputation as an 
exponent of the State-rights doctrine, many years 
ago—more than forty yearsago—decided, through 
her highest criminal court, and decided, I believe, 
with almost absolute unanimity, that it was not 
competent for Congress to impose duties upon 
justices of the peace, or any other judicial ofi- 
cers of the State of Virginia; and if they under- 
took to confer any powers upon such officers, 
they could act only as ministerial agents, and 
might act or refuse to act, at their pleasure. Other 
States have, no doubt, adopted similar views. I 
know that almost all the northern States have 
done so, if not all, and I know that many of the 
southern States have taken the same view of the 
subject. They hold that the judicial or executive 
officers of a State, deriving their authority from 
that State, cannot be required by Congress to ex- 
ecute any function not imposed upon them by the 
constitution of their own State. 

And now, sir, I do not hesitate to say, with this 
view of the law, that if any northern or southern 


; State should refuse to surrender any fugitive from 


justice, you are entirely without remedy. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I da not desire to take up 
the time of the gentleman from Virginia, by giv- 
ing my ideas in regard to the construction of this 
Government, and of the rights of the States un- 
der it. All Tsay is this: that the best testimony 


| of the construction of the Constitution is the tes- 


timony given by acts of Congress concurrent with 
the adoption of that instrument. Now, sir, [hold 
that to the article of the Constitution in refer- 


į ence to the rendition of fugitives from: justice, a 
| construction was given by the Congress of 1793, 


six years after the adoption of the Constitution; 
and it shows as plainly as one act can show the 
intention of the acts of other parties, what was 
intended by the members of the convention that 
formed the Constitution of the United States. 
That act says, a fugitive from justice, ‘‘ upon the 
demand of the Executive of one State, shall be 
surrendered.” Now, by whom? The Congress 
of 1793, said “by the Executive.” Probably, 


i though I do not recollect, members of the con- 


vention of 1787 were members of the Congress 
of 1793. 

Again: taking the theory of our Government, 
when one State makes a demand upon another 
for a fugitive from justice, it never entered into 
the idea of any man I ever heard of, that the de- 
mand was upon United States officers, but upon 
the authorities of the State. How can the gen- 
tleman from Virginia say that a demand upon 
United States officers is a demand upon the State? 
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And that is the point to which I wish to eall his H 


attention. Is it not the spirit, if not the létter of | 
that article, that the demand of one State shall 
be made upon dnother State? How is it, in what | 
way is it, thatthe United States judge in the State 
of Delaware represents the sovereignty of Dela- 
ware? 5 G : f 
Mr. MILLSON. I will answer the sugges- 
tions of the: gentleman from Delaware, as they 
were presented, In the first place, Ihave never. 
said that the act of 1793 was unconstitutional. 
Therefore, i am not under any necessity to answer 
the arguments of the genileman in support of its 
constitutionality. I have said it imposed no ob- 
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Mr. BRABSON, I desire to ask the gentleman 
onè simple question. “Does my friend from Vir- 


‘go to the city of Boston with my slaves, and after- 
wards leave there with my servants, and an in- 
dictment is found against me in the State of Mas- 


| sachusetts for kidnapping, may the Federai court 


of Tennessee be required to surrender me to the 


|| authorities of the State of Massachusetts ? 


Mr. MILLSON. If the gentleman supposes 


that I am here to moot all questions that may be | 
| raised under the operations of this bill, I can only 
|} say that I have undertaken no such task. Lonly 


rose fora particular purpose, and that was, to 


ligation. To be sure it was constitutional, as the 
old law in reference to the recapture of fugitive | 
sailors and mariners is constitutional, although it 
invokes the agency of State justices of the peace. 
But, in that case, asin this, they act only minis- 
teriaily; they act at their own will and discretion; 
and if they do not choose to act, there is no means 
of compelling them. 

. Now as to the gentleman’s inquiry whether a 
demand upon a judge of the United States is a |i 
demand upon the State authority. The question 
carries ita own answer. A demand upon a Uni- 
ted States judge is no demand upon the State au- 
thority; and Į will suggest that a demand upon a 
United States judge for the surrender of a fugitive 
slave is not a demand upon the State authority. 
And yet the gentleman from Delaware will see 
that there is precisely the same necessity for ap- 
plying to the State authority in the one case as in 
the other. If the Constitution intends that no 
demand shall be made upon the State or upon the 
Governor, there would be the same necessity for 
applying to a State as to a Governor, for the sur- 
render of a fugitive from service as weil as for a 
fugitive from justice. For the gentleman will find 
that the words used are the same—*‘ that he shall, 
on demand of the executiveauthority ofthe State. ”? 
‘The demand on whom? The Constitution does 
not say. The gentleman from Delaware says, 
upon the State, ‘Phen Linform him, if that be 
so, the demand. for fugitive siaves must also be 
upon the Executive of a State, because the same 
language is used—he “ shall be delivered up on 
claim of the party to whom such service or labor 
is due.” In one case, “on demand ”’ he shall be 
delivered up; in the other case, ‘on claim” he 
shall be delivered up; and the gentleman says that 
means delivered up by the State. If go, then 
both must be delivered up by the State. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
ask the gentleman a single question. I wish to 
know how he understands this bill; because I find 
there is some difference of opinion, i desire to 
know whether he understands that a man charged 
with a erime in a particular State is allowed to 
prove, before a judge, that he never was in that 
State, before he issentback? Now, this act con- 
tains the language that— 

“On the demand of the executive authority of the State 
from which he Ned upon the district jadge of the United 
States of the distriet in which he may be found, be arrested 
and brought before such judge, who, on being satisfied that 
he is ihe person charged, and that he wag within the juris- 
diction of such State at the time such crime was commit- 
ted, of which such charge shall be prima facie evidence, 
shall deliver him up,” &¢, : 

_, Now, suppose a man in Missouri gets a man in 
Kansas indicted for a crime committed in Mis- 
souri, and he could prove by one hundred wit- 
nesses that he was not, and had never been, in 
the State of Missouri; or suppose the converse of 
that, and a man in Kansas charges a man in the 
State of Missouri for a crime committed in Mis- 
souri, and he could prove by one hundred wit- 
nesses that he never was out of the State of Mis- 
gouri: whether the charge itself would not author- 
ize a judge to give him up, notwithstanding the 
facts.of the case? 

Mr.MILLSON. The gentleman must be aware 
that he has introduced a new subject of discus- 
sion, which no gentleman has adverted to. Ido 
‘not rise for the purpose of discussing any provis- 
ions of the bill except that making the change 
from the old law to the present. As to the con- | 
struction to be given to this bill, I do not intend to 
enter upon that discussion; because the difficul- 
ties, whatever they may be upon that subject, a 
equally applicable to the old law and to the pre 
ent bill; to the one case as to the other. I rose 
only to discuss the point of difference between the 
two laws. 


| 


show the reasons why the committee recom- 
mended this amendment to the old law, transfer- 
ring the execution of the law from the Governor 
to the courts. 

I will say, however, in reply to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that I apprehend his objection 
leads to no difficulty; for, whether it is the Gov- 
ernor or the court that is to deliver him up, if he 


| commits an offense in the State of New York, 


the same principles will govern. 

Mr. GOOCH. I desire to put a question to the 
gentleman from Virginia, suggested by his con- 
stitutional argument. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I object to inter- 
ruptions. 

Mr. BRANCH. Tinsist on my objection. I 
desire to have the matter discussed in the regular 
way; and I object to any further interruptions. 

Mr. GOOCH. I only want to put a question 
in connection with the constitutional argument 
which the gentleman was making. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will have an opportunity to make 
his inquiry after the gentleman from Virginia shall 
have yielded the floor; but until he does so, I must 
object to further interruptions, and hope the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts will not persist. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, I rose only to 
explain the reasons which duced me to concur 
in the report of this bill, and for no other purpose. 
I did not design to go into any extended remarks, 
or any general discussion of the operations of the 
bill in any other particular. But when I ascer- 
tained, on the examination of this whole question, 
that the surrender of fugitives from justice was, 
under the present law, a mere matter of courtesy 
and discretion on the part of the Governors of 
States, I thought it was too important a subject 
to be left longer in the condition in which it has 
go long remained. We have already had a great 
many inter-State controversies in regard to the 
refusal of Governors to surrender fugitives from 
justice. I want to prevent them. I want to make 
it the duty of some officer responsible to Congress 
to execute this provision of the Constitution, and 
to trust its execution no longer to the Governors 
of States, whose duties we somewhat arrogantly 
undertake to define, and then leave it to their own 
discretion as to whether they will execute the law 
or not. 

And, now, in compliance with my promise to 
the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. HICKMAN. I trust the gentleman from 
Virginia will not call the previous question tll 
something is heard in opposition. 

Mr. GOOCH. I wish to ask the gentleman’s 
attention to this article of the Constitution. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. If there is not be discussion, 
I insist on the previous question. 

Mr. GOOCH. In section one, I find this: 

“Full faith and eredit shail be given in each State to the 
public acts, records, and official proceedings of every other 
State. And the Congress may, by general laws, prescribe 
the manner in which such acts, records, and proceedings 
shall be proved, and the effect thereof.” i 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Virginia why 
it was necessary in this case to provide that Con- 
gress should have power to legislate, and why it 
was not provided in the other case? 

Mr. MILLSON. I really do not sce the perti- 
nency of the gentleman’s inquiry. Does the gen- 
tleman mean todeny the proposition that if power 
is given to the Federal Government it is to exe- 
cute it? Unless he means to deny that, there is 
no pertinency in the gentleman’s illustration. 


Mr. GOOCH. My point is this—I see the gen- | 


tleman does not understand it: section one of the 


| Constitution says, ‘‘ fuli faith and credit shail be 


given in eaeh State to the public acts, records, 


and official proceedings of every other State.” I 


| ginia understand this provision in this way: if I: 


take it, that if it stopped there, according to the 
gentleman’s theory, Congress would have fall 
power to legislate in regard to the matter. Butif 
that is so, why is it that power is expressly con- 
ferred upon Congress? 

Mr. MILLSON. If there is any relevancy in 
the gentleman’s inquiry he may learn at least 
from some of Mr. Madison’s commentaries on 
the Constitution, that even in a wonk so perfect 
as the Constitution of the United States there 
were a great many pleonasms and much tautol- 
ogy; and I suppose that I could, in a moment, 
point to half a dozen such cases. I do say, that 
if authofity be given to Congress to do anything, 
it may use means necessary and proper for doing 
it; or if there be anything provided for, as a mat- 
ter of Federal faith, the Government of the United 
States may provide that that faith shall be kept. 

Mr. GOOCH. Then, do I understand the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to say that the second sec- 
tion 

Mr. BRANCH. I must object to this discus- 
sion proceeding any further. 1 should be glad to 
have the discussion thrown open, but | must ob- 
ject to this mode of proceeding. 

Mr. MILLSON. I find there are gentlemen 
who, not content with attempting to illustrate their 
objections toan argument, insist sometimes on the 
discussion of all the difficulties which they sup- 
pose to be involved in the illustration itself. Now, 
as I have not undertaken even to discuss all the 
phases of the bill at present before the House, gen- 
tlemen will pardon me if I do not undertake to dis- 
cuss a great many questions connected with the 
illustration of other branches of the Constitution, 
not bearing on the question. I demand the pre- 
vious question. f 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to ask the 
gentleman a single question, to see whether Iuav- 

erstand him. 

Mr. LOVEJOY and others objected. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I trust the gentleman from 
Virginia will withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question fora few moments. Ishall not 
consume five minutes’ time; and I will then renew 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. MILLSON. The floor was ceded to me 
on consideration that I should demand the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under its operation, 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. i 

Mr. CORWIN demanded the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negativye—ycas 48, nays 125; as foliows: 

YEAS---Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, William ©. An- 
derson, Barr, Barret, Bonligny, Brabson, Briggs, Bristow, 
Burch, Jobn B. Clark, Clemens, John Cochrane, Corwin, 
Cox, H. Winter Davis, Jobh G. Davis, Etheridge, Fouke, 
Gilmer, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, John Y’. Harris, Hat- 
ton, Holman, William Howard, Hughes, Larrabee, James 
M. Leach, Logan, Mallory, Charlies D. Martin, Maynard, 
MecClernand, McKenty, Millson, Laban ‘I’. Moore, Moar- 
head, Nelson, Nixon, Pheips, Riggs, James ©. Robinson, 
Seranton, $ es, Stokes, Webster, and Wood—48. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Alley, Ashley, 
Avery, Babbitt, Beale, Binghain, Blair, Biake, Bocock, 
Botelér, Branch, Brayton, Brown, Buflinton, Burlingame, 
Burnett, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, 
Case, Horace E. Clark, Coburn, Colfax, Conkiing, Con- 
way, Covode, Burton Craige, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, French, Garnett, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale, Hall, Helmick, Hickman, 
Hindman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hateh- 
ins, Irvine, Jenkins, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
Kunkel, Leake, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, 
Eibert S. Martin, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Mor- 
rill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Palmer, 
Pendleton, Peyton, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, 
Edwin R. Reyuolds, Jolu H. Reynolds, Christopher Rob- 
inson, Royce, Ruthin, Sedgwick, Sherman, Simms, Wil- 
liam N. H. Smith, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Ste- 
venson, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stratton, 
Tappan, Theaker, Thomas, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Wal- 
dron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, EHibu B. Wash- 
burne, Wells, Whiteley, Wiison, Windom, Winslow, 
Woodruff, and Woodson—123, 

So the bill was rejected. 

During the vote, i 

Mr. ALDRICH stated that, fer the frst time, 
he had paired with Mr. Nrsuacx. 
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as 


Mr. OLIN stated that he had paired with Mr. 
NorLL. i 

Mr. ETHERIDGE (when hisname was called) 
said: I desire to state that when the vote was 
taken a few minutes ago on the bill to amend 
the fagitive slave law of 1850, I was necessarily 
absent on a committee of conference. If I had 
been present, I should have voted “ay” on that 
bill. I vote “ay.” 

it was stated that Mr. Leach, of Michigan, 
was paired with Mr. Encuisu. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM (when his name was 
called) said: Regarding this bill asa direct in- 
fringement on State rights and State sovereignty, 
I vote “ no,” i 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LOVEJOY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was rejected; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PROPOSITION FOR RECESS, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose we must havea 
night session to-night, and I suggest that at five 
o’clock we take a recess till seven o’clock, for the 
purpose of business. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 

Mr. GROW. I call for the regular order of 
business; and I ask the Chair to state what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the special order, made some time since, 
relating to the Territories. 

Mr. GROW. Am I entitled to the floor upon 
that special order? 

COMMUNICATION OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. There is a communication, 
which has been for some time lying upon the 
Speaker’s table, from the president of the peace 
conference. ‘The Chair thinks it is right that it 
should be taken up. 

Mr, LOVEJOY. I object. 

Mr. GROW. lcall for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not thought 
proper to present it until the propositions of the 
committee of thirty-three had been disposed of; 
but he thinks it right that they should now be 
presented, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object, 
on behalf of John Tyler, who docs not want them 


in. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I move to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. GROW. I call for the regular order of 


business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he ought 
to have the privilege of presenting these papers. 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a question of order, 
The territorial business is the special order, I 
am entitled to the floor; and I submit that it can- 
not be taken from me by any motion to suspend 
the rules. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules is in order. 

Mr. GROW. The Chair can hardly under- 
stand my question of order.- It is that the terri- 
torial business is the special order, made so by a 
suspension of the rules. While that is pending, 
therefore, by the uniform decision of the House, 
no motion can be entertained to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The territorial business was 
made the special order for the two succeeding 
days after the propositions reported by the com- 
mittee of thirty-three had been disposed of. 

Mr. BOTELER. I want to know if there is 
any business, or can be any business, that should 
take precedence of these propositions of the peace 
conference? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes, sir; there are ten thou- 
sand things that should take precedence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McC ernanp] has 
the floor, and is entitled to make the motion to 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. GROW. Do I understand the Chair to 
decide that the business of the Territories does 
not come up to-day? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that, 
under a strict construction of the rule, it would 
properly come up to-morrow. be 

Mr. GROW. I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 


Mr. HATTON. I move to lay that appeal on 
the table. - 

Mr. HICKMAN. Upon that motion, I call 
for tellers. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Before the 
House divides upon the appeal, I desire the Chair 
to state precisely what the point of order is that 
we are to vote upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MeCLeERNAaND] had 
the floor, and was in order in moving to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of receiving the com- 
munication the Chair desired to lay before the 
House. From that decision añ appeal was taken, 
and a motion made tò lay the appealon the table. 
The question is now upon the latter motion. 

Mr. GROW. Irise toa question of order again. 
The Chair has not stated my question of order 
correctly. My point of order was, that the busi- 
ness of the Territories was set down as a special 
order immediately after the disposal of the busi- 
ness of the committee of thirty-three. . 

Mr. HATTON. I call the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order. 

Mr. GROW. I have the right to state my point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will state his point of order. 

Mr. GROW. Itis, that the territorial business 
having been made the special order, comes up now 
as the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Illinois obtained the floor, and 
had the right to submit the motioii to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr.GROW. He had no right to take the floor 
from me for any such purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. GROW. And from that decision I take 
an appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The appeal is already pend- 
ing; and a motion has been made to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

Mr. GROW. 
tion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. ApRAIN and 
Grow were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
forty-seven in the affirmative. 

_ Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I move that the 
House adjourn. 

Before the vote had been taken on the motion, 
the hour of fivé arrived; and 

The SPEAKER declared the House had taken 
a recess until seven o’clock. 


I call for tellers on the mo- 


EVENING SESSION. 
N The House reassembled at seven o’clock, p. m. 
COMMUNICATION OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE. 

Mr. GROW. What is the regular order of 
business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had decided that 
the gentleman from Nlinois [Mr. McCiernanp] 
was entitled to the floor, to move that the rules 
be suspended to receive a communication from 
the peace conference. From that decision the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] ap- 
pealed; and a motion was niade to lay the appeal 
on the table. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. T think we can per- 
haps agree to an arrangement that will be satis- 
factory to gentlemen upon both sides, by which 
any difficulty upon the question of order can be 
avoided. If gentlemen upon thatside of the House 
will allow the propositions to be presented, we 
are willing that they shall be referred, and the 
House then proceed to the consideration of the 
territorial business. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hiinois. I hope that will 
be done. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
the proposition. 

Mr. HICKMAN. There are but few members 
present. I move that there be acall of the House. 

The motion was disagred to. 

Mr. HICKMAN. [ask the Chair for his judg- 


ment whether there is a quorum present or not. 


I object to the reception of 


The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, ! { s 
ji shall have been disposed of, if the gentleman can 


a quorum is not present. p ; 
Mr. McCLERNAND. [inquire whether there 
is any objection to the propositions of the peace 


conference being takèn up and referred ? 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I certainly object én toto cals 
to any such proposition. f . a 

Mr. BOTELER. I desire to ask this ‘question: 
can any member object to the reception of &¢om- 
munication from the peace congress? eee 

Mr. LOVEJOY. It is not a peace congress at 
all. There is no such body known to this House. 
_ Mr. BOTELER. I merely ask the question for 
information, for I do not profess to be familiar 
with the rules; I desire to know whether the ob- 
jection of a single member can defeat the recep- 
tion of such a proposition, especially when that 
single member is known fot to be a conservative 
man, but a man opposed to all comproniises: | 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will suggest that 
a great deal of time will be saved by having a call 
of the House, as there is evidently no quorum 
present. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I move that there bea 
call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. i a 

Mr. BRANCH. I would suggest that it has 
not appeared that no quorum is present; no vote 
has been taken. r 

The SPEAKER. A call has been ordered. 

The roll was then called; and the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Ashmore, Barksdalé, Barr, Bàr- 
ret, Beale, Blair, Blake, Bonbam, Bouligny, Boyce, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Carter, Clemens, Clopton, Cobb, Conk- 
ling, Conway, Corwin, Covode, Cox, Crawford, Curry, 
Davidson, Reuben Davis,De Jarnette, Dimmick, Dunn, Ed- 
mundson, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, frank, Frénch, 
Gartrell, Gilmer, Gurley, Hale, Hamilton, Hardeman Hat 
ton, Hawkins, Hindman, Houston, Jackson, Jonės, Keitt, 
Kilgore, Lamar, Landrum, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Leake Loomis, Love, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, Me- 
Queen, McRae, Miles, Millward, Montgomery, Sydenham 
Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Noell, Palmer, Pettit, Porter Pot- 
ter, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. 
Reynolds, Rufin, Rust, Scott, Scranton, Singleton, Wil- 
liam Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, William Stew- 
art, Stout, Stratton, Taylor, Thayer, Theaker, Trimble, 
Underwood, Verrec, Wade, Webster, and Wood. 

A quorum having appeared, 

On motion of Mr. BURNETT, all further pro- 
ceeding in the call was dispensed with. 

Mr. HUGHES. . I rise to a question of high 
privilege. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms. be 
directed to arrest the members of this House from 
the State of South Carolina, and bring them be- 
fore the bar of the House. I have noticed their 
absence from the House since some time in the 
month of December, very much to the detriment 
of the public business. F think it is quite time 
that this House should assert its dignity, and bring 
these delinquent members beforeus. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STANTON. I hope that motion will not 
be agreed to. Ido not think the public business 
has sustained the slightest detriment by their ab- 
sence, [Laughter.] : 

Mr. HUGHES. Itisa question of the highest 
privilege. I insist on the motion. 


The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 
COMPENSATION OF M. F, CONWAY. 


Mr.STEVENSON. Irise toa question of priv- 
i ilege. I desire to present the unanimous report 
of the Committee of Elections on the memorial of 
| Martin F. Conway, member of this House from 
the State of Kansas, praying to be allowed the 
full compensation for this Congress the same as if 
he had been in the service of the House as a mem- 
ber for the whole period. ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope that 
report will be read.: I should like to know upon 
what ground the committee make their decision, 

Mr.GROW. I rise to a question of order. I 
do not think this matter can come up until the 
questions of order pending have been disposed of. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I wish to 
know of the gentleman from Kentucky if his re- 
port concludes with a resolution? 

Mr. STEVENSON. It does. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Nlinois. I ask, then, 
that the report be read, and that the gentleman 
will allow me to submit an amendment. 

Mr. GROW. Irise to a question of order. My 
question is, that when the House is engaged in 
the transaction of business, it cannot be inter- 
rupted by a report of the Committee of Elections. 
When the particular business under consideration 


get the floor, it will be in order for him to submit 
his report. 


Mr. STEVENSON, It will not take five min- 
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utes to dispose of it. I hope the gentleman will 
not object. : , 

Mr. GROW. Very well; let it go. 

The report was read; concluding with the fol- 
lowing resolution: : 
Resolved, That the compensation of the member from Kan- 


sas be estimated to commence from the day of the adinis- 
sion of that State and the day he was sworn in. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I call for the previous 
question upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hopé the 
gentleman from Kentucky will allow me to say 
that this involves a legal question which Iam de- 
sirous, with all due respect to the Committee of 
Elections, of having a legal decision upon. I de- 
sire to have the opinion of the Attorney General, 
which shall govern us in all future cases. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I will withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question to hear the gentle- 
man’s amendment read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I submit 
the following amendment, and demand the pre- 
vious question: 

That the Attorney General of the United States be re 
quested to communicate to the next House of Representa- 
tives his opinion as to the legality of the claim of MARTIN 


F. Conway, for compensation and mileage, as a Represent- 
ative from Kansas, in the present Congress. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I cannot give way for 
the reception of that amendment. T demand the 
previous question on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. ` 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The amend- 
ment was received, and I called the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was only 
read for information. « 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. * 

The resolution was adopted. 

‘Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to; and 
a moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARYLAND CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, 
submitted the views of the minority in the case of 
the contested election in tho fourth congressional 
district of the State of Maryland, of Harrison vs. 
Davis; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of its clerks, announcing that 
the Senate have concurred in the resolutions of 
the House, suspending the 16th joint rule of the 
two Houses, so far as relates to the bill of the 
House (No. 1007) declaring the value of the new 
silver florin of Austria, 

Also, that the Senate agree to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (H. 
R. No. 39) for the relief of Simon De Visser 
and José Villarubia, of New Orleans. 

Aiso, that the Senate agree to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, on the amendments to the bill 
(S. No. 77) for the relief of Richard Chenery. 

Also, that the Senate have passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 51) repealing a resolution relat- 
ing to the claim of George Fisher, late of Flor- 
ida, deccascd, approved June 1, 1860. 

Also, that the Senate have passed bills of the 
following titles; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (No. 399) for the relief of Thomas G. 
Corbin; and 

A bill (No. 565) for the relief of Lewis War- 
rington, paymaster United States Army. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I desire also to present a 
report from the Committee of Elections. 


JOINT RULES. 


Mr. PHELPS. I desire to submit a motion 
that the 16th and 17th joint rules be suspended 
for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. LOGAN. I object. 

Mr. PHELPS. It will be of very little avail 


to pass any bill, or do any business, unless itcan | 


be presented to the President. 
Mr. SHERMAN. [move tosuspend the rules. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. The rules cannot be 
suspended, Ihave myself a motion to suspend 
the rules pending. 


Mr. PHELPS. TI ask that the 16th and 17th 
joint rules be read, so that the House may see 
what they are. 

The rules were read, as follows: 


16. No bill that sbail have passed one House shall be 
sent for concurrence to the other on either of the three last 
days of the session. 

& 17. No bill or resolution that shall have passed the 
House of Representatives and the Senate shall be presented 
to the President of the United States, for his approbation, 
ou the last day of the session.” 


Mr. BURNETT. Irise to a question of order. 
There is one question of order pending, on a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, and I ask that that may 
be first disposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We mightas well adjourn 
sine die, unless these joint rules shall be sus- 
pended; for all our action will amount to nothing. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I desire not to consume 
time uselessly upon this question of order. The 
Chair has decided properly, as I think, that I have 
the floor, and that I have a right to move to sus- 
pend the rules. All I desire is that we may have 
a square vote upon the propositions of the peace 
conference; and if gentlemen upon the other side 
are willing to agree that on to-morrow at eleven, 
twelve, oroneo’clock, we may take a vote directly 
upon these propositions, I will withdraw my mo- 
tion, for I do not desire that the time of the House 
shall be consumed unnecessarily. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I think we 
had better go on with the regular order. We have 
saved this Union so often that I am afraid we 
shall save it to death. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide, upon 
reflection, that the motion to suspend the rules is 
not in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to know what is 
the objection of gentlemen to the suspension of 
these joint rules? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I will tell the gentle- 
man. We do not intend that you shall pass any 
more bills during this Congress, unless you agree 
to give us a vote on taking up propositions of the 
peace congress. Task the gentleman from Ohio 
whether he is not willing that we shall have a vote 
under the previous question upon those proposi- 
tions? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no control over the 
subject. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Then I understandthat 
the gentleman is not willing to give us a vote? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 hope the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McCiernanp] will 
be allowed to make his motion to suspend the 
rules. I, for one, am willing to have these propo- 
sitions come in, and to vote upon them fairly and 
squarely. 1 do not believe, however, that my col- 
league intends, unless we can have unanimous 
cousent to take up these propositions, to prevent 
any other business from being done. * 

Mr. McCLERNAND. We propose to inter- 
pose our objection to any other business being 
done, unless these propositions can be voted on. 
If itis in the power of one factious member to 
prevent their coming up, we will meet him by re- 
taliation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
that there is objection to the motion to suspend 
the rules? 

Mr. GROW. I desire to know what is the regu- 
lar order of business? 

Mr. HICKMAN. I give notice to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, that I shall at all times object 
to taking up these propositions, or to any motion 
being made to allow them to come in. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to know whatisthe regular 
order of business. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Illinois may move to suspend the rules 
whenever he can get the floor for that purpose, 
but if the territorial business comes up as a special 
order, I am entitled to the floor. 1am willing, 
however, to yield to him to make that motion. 

_The SPEAKER. The Chair desires permis- 
sion to make this statement to the House. When 
the point was presented before the recess, the 
Chair had not before him the order of the House, 
assigning the territorial business as a special or- 
der. He now has the Journal before him. . The 
order is: 


“Phat Tuesday and Wednesday, the 30th and 3lst in- | 


stant, be set apart for territorial business, in Heu of this day 
and to-morrow, as heretofore ordered: Provided, That if 
said days shall be occupied in the consideration of the spe- 
cial order made for next week, and from day to day until 
disposed of, then the two days next succeeding the disposal 


or said special order shall be set apart for territorial busi- 
ness. 

The Chair thinks the phraseology used is very 
questionable in respect to the proper construction 
to be placed upon it, and the Chair can only use 
his best judgment. In his opinion, upon the read- 
ing of the order, the territorial business comes up 
as a special order immediately on the disposal of 
the business reported by the committee of thirty- 
three. The Chair, therefore, rules the motion of 
the gentleman from Ilinois to suspend the rules 
out of order; and decides that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] has the floor, and is 
entitled to call up territorial business. 

Mr. GROW. Then I understand that the ter- 
ritorial business comes up now as a special order? 

The SPEAKER, As the special order for to- 
day and to-morrow. 

Mr. BURNETT. I will suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania whether it would not 
be better to allow the gentleman from Illinois to 
make his motion to suspend the rules, rather than 
to attempt now to dispose of the territorial busi- 
ness, against the wishes of the House. 

Mr. GROW. That is just what I propose to 
do. The business of the Territories is up now, 
inorder. I have no objection myself, but am 
perfectly willing, that the gentleman may intro- 
duce his motion to suspend the rules, in order to 
reeeive these propositions from the peace con- 
gress, if it is the understanding that when we have 
taken a vote upon them, we shall proceed to other 
business, without any further delay. 1 do not 
think it will require more than two or three hours 
to dispose of all the business that I propose to 
call up in relation to the Territories. I have no 
objection, then, that the roll be now called on the 
motion to suspend the rules for the reception of 
the memorial and proposition of the peace con- 
gress. When that vote is taken, I propose to 
take up the territorial business. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I propose to withdraw my 
objection to the reception of the memorial of the 
peace congress, on one condition. [Cries of 
* Order !”? 

Mr. MoKNIGHT. I certainly supposed that 
I was recognized by the Chair on a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I rise to a question of order, 
[Cries of ‘ nee 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I will withdraw my objection 
to the reception of the memorial of the peace con- 
ference, provided that we can dispose of the whole 
matter in one vote. 

Mr. BURNETT. Of course that will be the 
effect. Ifthe rules are not suspended, that is an 
end of the matter. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Irise toa question of order. 
[Cries of ** Order !’’] 

Mr. GROW. If one member would speak at 
a time, and not a dozen, perhaps we would come 
to some determination on the question before us 
I thought there was an understanding all around 
on the subject. 

Mr. HICKMAN. No, there was not. My 
question of order is, that there is now a special 
order to proceed to the consideration of the terri- 
torial business, and that itis not optional with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] to 
delay that business, in order to give another gen- 
tleman an opportunity to introduce any proposi- 
tion. We must either go to the consideration of 
the territorial business in its order, or it must be 
postponed altogether. { therefore object. 

The SPEAKER. If there be any objection 
made, as there is, the motion to suspend the rules 
cannot be received. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
object. 

Mr. HICKMAN. No, it is not too late. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. The gentleman 
is mistaken in his point of order. It is abun- 
dantly competent for my colleague (Mr. McCier- 
NAND] to move to postpone the consideration of 
the special order until he shall have made a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules for the reception of the 
peace congress proposition. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. GROW. [thought that it was the under- 
standing that we should take a vote on the sus- 
pension of the rules for the reception of this 

aper? 

The SPEAKER. It was objected to by the 


It is too late to 


I submit that motion. 
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gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Hicxman,] 
and could not be entertained. The motion now 
submitted is, that the special order be postponed 
until the motion to suspend the rules is disposed 
of. 

Mr. GROW. Has the gentleman from Illinois 
been recognized to make the motion to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. He has; and it is the motion 
now in order. 

Mr. LOGAN. Idemand the 
the motion to postpone. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The special order was then postponed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 1 now move to sus- 
pend the rules of the House, for the purpose of 
receiving the memorial of the peace congress 
which assembled lately in this city. 

Mr. GROW. To be received? What for? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. For reference, I sup- 

ose. 

Mr. BURNETT. No; but to get itin, and put 
it upon its passage. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
proposition to be, that the rules should be sus- 
pended, in order that the paper should be received 
for reference. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
of the proposition. 

Mr. SICKLES. If it be received, it is then in 
the power of the House to do with it what it 
pleases. 

Mr. GROW. The understanding was that the 
motion should be made for the suspension of the 
rules only to receive the proposition. 

. Mr. SICKLES. That is all right. When the 
paper gets in, the House can do with it what it 
may deem fit. 

Mr, LOVEJOY. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Is it proposed to act on the 
memoriai of the peace congress? 

Mr. SICKLES. If itcomes before the House, 
it will be for us to say what disposition shall be 
made of it. [Cries of ‘¢ Call the roll!’"] 

_ Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. This mo- 
tion is merely for the suspension of the rules to 
receive the proposition, and this, therefore, may 
be considered a test vote. [Cries of “Call the 
roll!??} 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 93, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Avery, Barr, Barret, 
Bocock, Boteler, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, 
Brown, Burch, Burnett, Campbell, Horace F. Clark, John 
B. Clark, John Cochrane, Corwin, James Craig, John G. 
Davis, De Jamette, Dunn, Etheridge, Florence, Foster, 
Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, Hale, Hail, Hamilton, J. Morrison 
Harris, Jobn T. Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hoard, Holman, 
William Howard, Hughes, Jenkins, Junkin, Wiliam Kel- 
logg, Killinger, Kunkel, Larrahee, James M. Leach, Leake, 
Logan, Maclay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, 
MecClernand, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, 
Millward, Laban 'T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, 
Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Olin, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, 
Porter, Pryor, Quarics, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, 
James C. Robinson, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, 
Spaulding, Stevenson, William Stewart, Stokes, Thomas, 
Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and 
Wright—9$3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Bingham, Blair, Bray- 
ton, Buffinten, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Case, Co- 
burn, Colfax, Conway, Burton Craige, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Ferry, Frank, Gooch, 
Graham, Grow, Gurley, Heimick, Hickman, Hindman, 
William A. Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Loomis, Lovejoy, McKean, Morrill, Morse, 
Pahner, Perry, Potter, Pottle, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Ruffin, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stevens, Tappan, Tompkins, Train, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, El- 
lihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
rufi—67. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 


During the vote, 


yeas and nays on 


I withdraw that part 


Mr. WOODSON said: I rise for information. | 


What are we voting on? [Cries of *Order!’?] I 


cannot for my life imagine how this can be re- | 
I will vote to receive the | 


garded as a test vote. 
proposition of the peace conference; buton its 
passage, I will vote against it. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is, to suspend 
the rules for the reception of the memorial. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I under- 
stood the gentleman from Hlinois to state that this 
was a test vote. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot undertake | 


to decide whether it isa test vote or not. 


ir. JOHN COCHRANE stated that his col- | 


leagues, Mr. Crarx B. Cocurane and Mr. Lez, 
were paired. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I would 
have no objection, Mr. Speaker, to permit this 
resolution to come before the House, but I under- 
stood the gentleman from Illinois to proclaim that 
this was a test vote. Utterly opposed to any such 
wishy-washy settlement of our national difficul- 
ties, I vote * no.” 

Mr. CURTIS stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Anperson, of Missouri. 

Mr. FOSTER. WhilcI am willing to vote for 
the reception of the memorial of the peace con- 
gress, of which I was a member, still I am un- 
willing to be considered as favoring their propo- 
sition. Is this vote a test vote on that proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
that it is; buteach gentleman will decide for him- 
self. 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to receive this me- 
morial in courtesy to the peace conference; and 
not regarding this as a test vote, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan, stated that he had 
paired with Mr. Eneursn, or he would have voted 
in the Negative. 

Mr. LEAKE (when hisname was called) stated 
that he regarded this thing as a miserable abor- 
tion, forcibly reminding one ofthe old fable ofthe 
mountain and the mouse; nevertheless, he was 
willing to let the mouse in, in order to have the 
pleasure of kiling it. 

Mr. RUFFIN. Asit is announced that this is 
a test vote, I am compelled to vote “ no.” Other- 
wisc, I would have been willing to let the matter 
be brought before the House for its consideration. 

Mr. JENKINS. Who can make this a test 
vote? Certainly no man in this House. Thisis 
a vote to receive the memorial, and nothing more. 

Mr. WILSON stated that Mr. VALLANDIGHAM 
was paired with Mr. BEALE. 

Mr. JUNKIN stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Monreomery, was detained at home by illness. 

Mr. NIXON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Srrarron, was detained at his room by illness, 
and that if he were present, he would vote to re- 
ceive the memorial of the peace conference. 

Mr. ELY stated that his colleague, Mr. Lez, 
was detained at his room by indisposition. 

Mr. PENDLETON stated that his colleague 
was detained at his room by indisposition. 

Mr. CAMPBELL stated that his colleague, Mr. 
aes was absent from the Hall because of 

ness. 

Mr. POTTER. As this is a test vote, I vote 
“no. 

Mr. BRAYTON. I understand this to be a 
test vote, and therefore vote “no.” 

Mr. HOARD. These papers are not before us. 
They are not printed, and we cannot be supposed 
to know anything of them; and I would ask, 
therefore, how they can be regarded as a test 
vote? I vote “ay.” 

Mr. BOCOCK. Mr. Speaker, out of deference 
to the peace conference, called as it was by my 
State, vote to receive this report. But unless 
the report, as it appears in the papers, can be 
amended, it cannot receive my approval. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I vote against this, simply 
because we have no time to consider it. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I vote against suspending 
the rules, because I desire to defeat the proposi- 
tion of the peace conference, believing it to be un- 
worthy of the vote of any southern man. f 

Mr. COX (not being within the bar when his 
name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, objected. 

Mr. GARNETT. Mr. Speaker, intending and 
desiring to express my abhorrence of these in- 
sidious propositions, conceived in fraud and born 
of cowardice, by giving a direct vote against them, 
yet from respect for the conference which re- 
ported them, | am willing to receive them, and 
therefore now vote ‘f ay.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I vote “ay,” be- 
cause I am in favor of the resolutions as a peace 
measure, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Believing these proposi- 
tions eminently wise and just, I will let my vote 
stand in the affirmative. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope the Chair will en- 
force the rules. 

The SPEAKER. I am trying to, all I can; 
and I hope gentlemen will keep their seats and 
preserve order. 


Mr. DE JARNETTE, I vote “ iy,” with the 
hope of having an opportunity to vote against the 
propositions of the peace conference. 

Mr. BOTELER. I vote “ay,” to introduce 
these propositions, because I believe it to be my 
duty to do everything, consistent with honor, to 
preserve the peace and to save the Union of my 
country. 

Mr. COX. 
Chair. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear you. 

Mr. COX. I desire to know whether or notit 
will be in order to move to suspend the rules to 
enable me to have my vote recorded ? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. I would like very much to have it 
recorded in favor of these peace propositions. I 
vote “ay,” if there is no objection. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Consent is not given to the 
gentleman from Ohio to have his vote recorded, 

The SPEAKER. Itis not received. _ . 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Rhode Island. Believing 
that this is a test vote, I change my vote, and vote 
“no, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I wish to know 
whether the vote of my colleague, Crank B. 
Cocurang, is recorded, ; 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I think he has 
retired from the House on account of sickness in 
his family; and I believe he is laboring for the 
Union in other quarters. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to vote. - 

Objection was made. 

Mr. MILLSON. I am entitled to vote, havin 
been absent upon a committee of conference. 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. HINDMAN. Is the gentleman entitled 
to vote under the rules of the House? 

Mr. BARR. Objection comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. It has been usual to allow 
gentleman to vote under such circumstances. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Do the rules allow him to 
vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that is 
the rule of the House. 

Mr. HINDMAN. 
read. 

Mr. MILLSON. No rule of the House could 
take away the right of a member to vote when he 
is absent by order of the House. If the rules 
deprived a member of the right to vote under such 
circumstances, it would be void. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. This vote divides the 
Republican party, and sounds its death knell. 

Mr. GROW. I now call for the reading of the 
bill organizing the Territory of Nevada. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that his col- 
league [Mr. McKnicurt] rose to a question of 
privilege. 

WILLIAMSON VS. SICKLES. 


Mr. McKNIGHT. I offer the following res- 
olution from the Committee of Elections: 
Resolved, That Amos J. Williamson, contesting the seat 


of Hon. Daniel E. Sickles, be allowed $1,000, out of the con- 
tingent fund, in payment of time and mileage. 


Mr. BRIGGS. I move to amend by striking 
out ‘$1,000’? and inserting ‘*$2,000.’’ He is 
entitled to one year’s salary, because of the ability 
with which he has contested the seat. I move the 
previous question. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I have the floor, and I de- 
sire to make a remark in reference to the report. 
It will be recollected that, in this contested elec- 
tion case for the seat held by Mr. Sickles, of New 
York, Mr. Williamson came here last winter to 
make a contest. The Committee of Elections 
came to the conclusion that there was some ground 
for the claim, and they permitted him to make a 
contest. The House will remember that he did 
not serve his notice of contest within the sixty 
days required by law; that the House, upon a 
resolution brought in by the Committee of Elec- 
tions, gave him further time. But he failed to 
establish any claim whatever for the seat to which 
he laid claim. His allegation was, that owing to 
his inability to find his witnesses, and for want 
of process to compel them to testify when found, 
he was unable to get his proofs. That, of course, 
we know nothing about. He made claim before 
the committee for the whole compensation of 


I desire to ask a question of the 


I ask to have the rule 
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$6,000. The committee did not think he was en- 
titled to that. Ae i 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois.. I desire 


to—=— 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Ihave the floor, and I ask 
gentlemen to wait until I get through. I shall be 
very brief, if I can have the ear of the House, I 
was going on to say that the Committee of Elec- 
tions did not think he had established his claim 
to a seat by any evidence whatever; but, owing 
to the circumstances I have narrated, they be- 
lieved. they. ought to make some little compensa- 
tion. You will remember thata resolution passed 
this House to pay, for the attendance of wit- 
nesses, and for copies of all the papers and rec- 
ords brought here. In addition to that, instead 
of allowing him $6,000, we propose to give him 
$1,000 for his additional expenses. I call the 
previous. question. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I had the floor, was recognized, 
and offered an amendment. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Courax in 
the chair.) The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
had the floor. : 

Mr. BRIGGS. [assert that I was recognized 
by the Speaker of the House before you took 
the chair. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Speaker 
was bound to recognize the gentleman who re- 
ported the resolution, 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. I donot belicve in giving pre- 
miums to men to come here to contest seats. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Tunderstand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yields the floor to me. 

Mr. BURNETT. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon laying the resolution on the table. 1 want 
to test this question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. S 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 45, nays 100; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Avery, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Brab- 
son, Branch, Burch, Burnett, Carey, Corwin, Cox, James 
Craig, Burton Craige, Johu G. Davis, Garnett, Hamilton, 
John t. Barris, Holman, Wiliam Howard, Jenkins, Kun. 
kel, Larrabec, Leake, Biberi S. Martin, Maynard, MeCler- 
nand, MeKenty, Laban ‘I’, Moore, Niblack, Pendleton, 
Peyton, Phetps, Potter, Pryor, James C. Robinson, Rufin, 
Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stokes, Thomas, Vance, 
Webster, Whiteley, Winslow, and Wright—45. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, 
Barr, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Bur- 
tinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Campbell, Carter, Case, Co- 
burn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Del- 
ano, Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Fenton, Merry, 
Florence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, William 
A. Howard, Yughes, Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, James M, Leach, 
Logan, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Charles D. Martin, Me- 
Kean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Moerhead, Mor- 
rill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Porter, Join H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robin- 
son, Royce, Sedgwick, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stevens, Stevenson, Wiliam Stewart, Tompkins, 
‘Train, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwatadcr 
C. Washburn, BHihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Woodrufl—100, 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. DAWES said: The House having decided 
last session to pay a Democratic contestant full 

pay, I vote “no.” 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman has not stated 
the case correctly, J want that to go upon the 
record, 

The result was announced as above recorded, 

Mr.McKNIGHT. Having been appealed to 
to allow an amendment to be offered, making the 
amount $2,000 instead of $1,000, and make that a 
test question, I withdraw the previous question 
and allow the amendment to come in. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I move to amend by striking 
out “$1,009,” and inserting “$2,000.” I demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ifthatamendment is allowed 
to be offered, we want the yeas and nays again. 
I will ask for a division first, and then I will call 
for the yeas and nays if the amendment is not 
voted down. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to appeal to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to yield to me a moment. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. For debate? 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to make a remark in 
the hearing of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 


Burnett,} who desires to make a record just at 


this moment. il 


Mr. McK NIGHT. I think we had better save 
time, which can be used for a better purpose than 
debate. I was told that if I allowed this amend- 
ment to come in, we could take a vote upon it by 
a division, and without the yeasand nays. If 
there is to be a call of the yeas and nays, I can- 
not.allow the amendment to.come in. 

Mr. FOUKE. Isanamendment to the amend- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It isnot. The 
previous question is renewed by the gentleman 
from New York. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


‘ment in order? 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, demanded, | 


the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. McK NIGHT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

TERRITORY OF NEVADA. 

The House then, at the instance of Mr. Grow, 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill of the 
Scnate (No. 563) to organize the Territory of 
Nevada. . 


The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title. 


Mr. GROW. I would say to the House—for | 


Ido not propose to take up any time in discuss- 
ing this question—that this bil] proposes to organ- 
ize the western portion of Utah as anew Territory, 
to be called Nevada, what is known now as the 
Washoe mines. The boundaries of the Territory, 
as fixed in the bill which passed the Senate, in- 
clude an area of eighty-seven thousand five hun- 
dred miles, with a population, as near as we can 


ascertain, of from twelve to fifteen thousand per- | 


sons. I call the previous question on the bill. 
It is the same, with the exception of the bound- 
aries and the name, as the bill passed the other 
day to organize the ‘Territory of Colorado. 

Mr. SIMMS. Isthereany Wilmot proviso in it? 


Mr. GROW. There is nothing in it about sla- | 


very at all. 
Mr. BURNETT. 


upon the table. 


I move that the bill do lie 


Mr. GROW. We may just as well have a di- | 


vision on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BURNETT. I prefer to make my motion; 
and I call the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I move to 
postpone the further consideration of this bill until 
the 4th of July next, in order to take up the old- 
soldiers bill. [Laughter.] 


Mr. SIMMS. I hope the proposition of my | 


colleague will be adopted. This Government cx- 
ends its treasure and consumes its time in legis- 
ating for every interest and people, except the 
interest of the old soldier, who imperiled life, for- 


tune, and all, to maintain its honor and glory upon ! 


the battle field. Their claim to the regard and aid 
of this Government in their oldage, with poverty 
and helplessness upon many of them, has been 
ignored and disregarded. This is a lasting and 
burning shame. ‘Those who have made greatest 
sacrifices for the Government and rendered it the 
highest service, should first be entitled to its aid 
and regard. In that list stand first and highest 
the claims of the old soldier. Let the territorial 
bill go over, and provide for the old soldier. I 
second carnestly the motion of my colleague. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky is not in order, the 
main question having been ordered on this bill. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report back from the Com- 


mittee of Waysand Means the amendments of | 


the Senate to the Post Office appropriation bill, 
and that they be made the special order for to- 
morrow at twelve o’clock. 


Mr. HINDMAN. I object. 
TERRITORY OF NEVADA—AGAIN. 
Mr. PHELPS. I will not call for the reading 


of the bill to organize the Territory of Nevada, if 
we can have the yeas and nays on the passage of 
the bill. I want to vote against it. 

Mr.GROW. Letitbeunderstood that the yeas 
and nays shall be taken on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do.not wish to interfere with 
this bill; but I desire to ask the chairman. of the 
Committee on Territories whether or not the same 
provision is contained in this bill in reference to 
the amount to be involved in a case to authorize 
an appeal from the territorial courts to the United 
States courts, which wascontained in the Colorado 
bill ? 

Mr. GROW. This bill is precisely like the 
Colorado bill as it passed the House. What we 
struck out of the Colorado bill is not in this bill 
at all. 

The bill was ordered to.a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeasand nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 52; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Alley, Ashley, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, 
Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Campbell, Carey, Case, Co- . 
burn, Colfax, Conway, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, 
Dueli, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, 
Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hickman, William Howard, 
William A. Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis 
W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Longnecker, Loo- 
mis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, 
McPherson, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy 
Morris, Morse, Nibiack, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Por- 
ter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Tompkins, 
Train, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Walton, 
Cadwalader C.Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff—9l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, William ©. Anderson, 
Avery, Barr, Bocock, Boteler, Brabson, Branch, Brown, 
Horace F. Clark, Jobn B. Clark, John Cochrane, Burton 
Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarneue, Fouke, Garnett,Gilmer, 
Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, 
Hindman, Holman, Hughes, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. 
Leach, Leake, Logan, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, 
Maynard, McCternand, Laban F. Moore, Nelson, Pendie- 
ton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, James C. Robinson, 
Ruffin, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stokes, 
Thomas, Vance, Webster, and Wright—52. 


So the bill was passed. 


During the roll-call, 
Mr. BLAKE stated that Mr. Perrir was. con- 


i fined to his room by sickness. 


Mr. BROWN stated that Mr. Burnerr had 
paired with Mr. Srevens, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, stated that Mr. 
Jexxins was paired with Mr. Hermer. 

Mr. RICE stated that, after this vote, he was 
paired with Mr. Cremens for the rest of the 
evening. 

Mr. ENGLISH announced that he was paired 
with Mr. Leaca, of Michigan. 

Mr. FENTON stated that Mr: Ler was de- 
tained from the House by indisposition. 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORY OF DAKOTA, 


Mr. GROW. I now call up Senate bill No, 
562, to provide a temporary government for the 
Territory of Dakota, and to create the office of 
surveyor general therein. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. GROW. This Territory includes what 
was omitted when the State of Minnesota was ad- 
mitted into the Union, and was left without any 
government whatever;and also the northern part 
of the Territory of Nebraska. It comprises about 
three hundred thousand square miles of territory 
and a population of about three thousand. I call 
the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. SIMMS. Is there anything in the. bill 
about slavery? 

Mr. GROW. I would say to the gentleman, 
that this bill is precisely like the bill which we 
have just passed, and like the Colorado bill, which 
has been agreed to by both Houses, with the 
exception of the boundaries and the name. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time. 
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Mr. SIMMS demanded the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was passed. : ; 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEYS. 


Mr. GROW. I now call up Senate bill No. 
149, in relation to géological surveys in Washing- 
ton and Oregon; in order to have it considered and 
put upon its passage. 

The bill was taken up; the question being on its 
third reading. 

The bill appropriates for defraying the ex- 
penses of a geological reconnoissance and explor- 
ations in Oregon and Washington Territories, 
over and above the appropriations of March 3, 
1853, and 1855, as per accounts audited and ad- 
justed, $3,574 70, and for expenses incurred in 
the analysis of eighty-cight specimens of soils, 
coals, and ores, and the preparation of the final 
report for publication, $6,984 50. f 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask to take up the Senate 
resolution, suspending the 16th and 17th joint 
rules for the remainder of thé presént session. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
taken up, and concurred in. 


MILITARY ROAD IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr.GROW. The regular order of business 
now is the call of the Committee on Territories 
for reports on territorial business. I then propose 
to move to go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, to take up and dispose 
of that business. 

Mr. OTERO, I want to ask permission of the 
House to take upa bill providing for the comple- 
tion of the military roads from Fort Union to 
Santa Fé, and from Taos to Santa Fe, New Mex- 
ico. This bill has been lying on the Speaker’s 
table for the last two months. It passed this 
House last session, and the Senate sent it back 
here this session with an amendment. 

Mr. GROW. If that bill be taken up, I shall 
move to lay it on thé table, for the reason that we 
have no money now to appropriate to building 
roads in Territories. 

Mr. BARR. There is a bill on the Speaker’s 
table in regard to titles to land in Iowa, which 
has been amended in the Senate by changing one 
word, Dask that it be taken up, and the amend- 
ment agreed to. 

Mr. OTERO. I call up the bill in relation to 
military roads in New Mexico. 

The bill was taken up; and the amendments of 
the Senate read, as follows: 

At the end of the bill add: 

And for the completion of the military road from Taos to 
Santa Fé, New Mexico, $50,000. 

Amend the title, so as to make it read: 

Act to provide for the completion of military roads from 
Fort Union to Santa Fé, and from ‘Taos to Sinta Fé, New 
Mexico. 

Mr. OTERO. I move the previous question 
on the amendments. 

Mr. GROW. T move to lay the amendments 
on the table. The bill provides about one hun- 
dred thousand dollars to be paid for building 
roads. 

Mr. OTERO. Not so much. 

Mr. GROW. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the motion to lay on the table, and let 
us have a direct vote on concurring in the amend- 
ments. 


Mr. GROW. There is no money in the Treas- 


ury to be appropriated to such a purpose as build- 
ing roads in the Territories. 

Mr. OTERO. I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania whether he did not, a moment ago, call 
up a bill containing an appropriation for geolog- 
ical surveys in Oregon and Washington Terri- 
tories; and whether the House has not just passed 
two other billsappropriating $20,000 each for the 
organization of two Territories? And now he 


The amendment is for $50,000. | 


comes here and objects to appropriations for New 
Mexico that have teen agreed to by the House, 
and recommended by the Senate. All I ask is 
concurrence. 

Mr. GROW. I would recommend no appro- 
priation for building roads in the present state of 
the Treasury. . f 

The SPEAKER protempore. Debate is not in 


order. x h 

Mr. BARR. - There is a good deal of force in 
the debate.. [Laughter] , 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object to 
debate, and demand a vote. 

Mr. BURCH called for tellers on the motion to 
lay the amendments on the table. 

Mr. GROW. I propose, if the gentleman be 
satisfied, to have a non-concurrence with the Sen- 
ate amendments. Ifso,I will withdraw the mo- 
tion to lay on the table. ` 

Mr. OTERO. Laccept that proposition, and 
am willing to have a committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes. 

Mr. GROW. I withdraw the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. OTERO. AndI withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the Senate amend- 
ments were non-concurred in. 7 

Mr. OTERO. I ask for the appointment of a 
conference. 

It was so ordered; and Mesgrs. STANTON, 
Grow, and Huaues, were appointéd managers 
on the part of the House. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr.GROW. The business next in order is to 
call the Territorial Committee for reports. Sev- 
eral members of that committee have reports to 
make to be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a privileged mo- 
tion. It is manifest that at this period of the ses- 
sion we ought not to call committees for reports. 
I therefore move to postpone the special order on 
territorial business till next Tuesday. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr: SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report back the 
Senate amendments to the Post Office appropri- 
ation bill. I move that they be referved to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and made the special order for twelve o’clock 
to-morrow in the House. 

It was so ordered. 


BILL TO RAISE VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. STANTON. I now moge to take up the 
bill to raise volunteers. I desire to have the yeas 
and nays ordered upon its passage; and then I 
am willing that the House shall adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES. I[s that in order, without unan- 
imous consent? If not, I object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair isnot 
aware that there is any other matter pending. If 
not, the motion is in order. 

Mr. HUGHES. What becomes of thie Pacific 
railroad ? 

Mr. SICKLES. What is the régular order of 
business? ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call ofcom- 
mittees for reports. The morning hour now com- 
mences. [Laughtcr.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
of business. 

Mr. STANTON. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide that it is in order to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill which I have called up? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no 
other pending business in the morning hour. 

Mr. HUGHES. I wish to inquire whether the 
Pacific railroad does not take precedence of it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is nota special 
order in the morning hour. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I moved, 
some time ago, that the House adjourn. That is 
a privileged motion. 

Mr. PHELPS. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. STANTON. I had the floor, and I sup- 
pose the gentleman from Illinois could not take it 
from me to move an adjournment. It can only be 
taken from me to make a question of order; and 


I call for the regular order 


if the gentleman from Missouri will withdraw his 
question of order. . ate Sk 

Mr. PHELPS. I do not withdraw it. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, if J surrender the floor 
for a question of order, I will be entitled to it 
after the question is disposed of. > 50707 

Mr. SICKLES. I raise the point of order that 
the regular order of busiriess exciudes the’ motion 
of the gentlenian from Ohio, and that he cannot 
riake it without a suspetision of the rūles. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair'sup- 
oses that the motion of the gevitleman from Ohio 

is inorder. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
PuHEEPs] has risen toa, point of order. Sa 

Mr. PHELPS. I state to the Chair, that this 
morning the House did proceed to the considera- 
tion of reports from committees.. I submitted, 
yesterday, a report from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, which lay over until this morning. 
That bill was considered and was passed, imme- 
diatcly after the reading of the Journal this morn- 
ing. The morning hour then commenced ,and has 
therefore long since expired. : : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
state to the gentleman from Missouri, that the bill 
to which he refers came up as unfinished: Dusi- 
ness, and not in the morning hour. 

Mr. STANTON. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the engrossment of the bill. EnS 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iriseto a. question 
of order. If this bill is before the House, I have 
the floor upon it, one SG it edt ee 

Mr. CURTIS. I risg to a question. of order, 
and insist that the busmess’ regi i 


l mess regularly before the 
House, is the Pacific railroad bill: te 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stis- 
tains the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from New York, and decides that he is entitled to 
the floor, upon the bill for raising volunteers. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, I ask the 
gentleman from New York to give way for a 
motion that the House adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman from 
New York will indicate what is his purpose in 
respect to addressing the House upon this bill. 
Unless he desires to address the House, ask him 
to yield the floor to mé to move the previous 
question. i por 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Oh, no; I object to 


that. i ; 

Mr. SIMMS. As there seems to be some 
quéstion as to what is the regular order of busi- 
ness, I wish to ask the Chair if it would not be in 
order to postpone all these matters, and take up 
the old-soldiers bill. laughter]; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chair thinks 
it would be in order if the gentleman had the 
floor. The gentleman from New York, however, 
is upon the floor. _ alah ade ithe , 

r. HICKMAN. Ihave the floor by the con- 
sent of the gentleman from New York; and I now 
move that the House adjourn. f 

Mr. CURTIS. Iobject to the gentleman from 
New York yielding the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from New York yield the floor? | 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Idonot,at present. 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand that the business 
now before the House is the unfinished business 
of the morning hour. I claim that the Pacific 
railroad bill is the unfinished business of the 
morning hour, and the business, therefore, regu- 
larly before the House. I call for the regular 
order of business, therefore, and ask the Chair if 
that is not the regular order? |. an 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of 
the opinion that it is not., The bill, now before 
the House in relation to the volunteers, the Chair 
decided to be in order. A question of order was 
raised by the gentleman from. Missouri, (Mr. 
Puetrs,} which was overruled by the Chair, and 
no appeal, at the time, was taken. The Chair 
therefore decides that the considcration of the bill 
called up by the gentleman from Ohio. must now 
proceed. The gentleman from New York is enti- 
tled to the floor. - Lene 
" My. JOHN COCHRANE. Ido not suppose 
the House is in ahy humor to hear remarks upon 
this or any other subject. I propose, therefore, 
with the consent of the Housé, having commenced 
some observations I proposed to make upon some 
other day, to print the remainder of my remarks, 

No objection being made, consent was given. 

[This speech will be published in the Appendix] 
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Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move that the 
House adjourn. : 

Mr. PHELPS called for tellersupon the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Poenps and 
Sranron appointed. i 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 57, noes 52. 

Mr. STANTON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 77, nays 69; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, William C. An- 
derson, Avery, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Brabson, Bristow, 
Brown, Buffinton, Burch, Carey, Case, Horace F. Clark, 
Jobn B., Clark, Jonn Cochrane, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Jobn G. Davis, Edgerton, Etheridge, Florence, 
Fouke, Gilmer, Gooch, Hale, Hamitton, J. Morrison Har- 
ris, John T. Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hickman, Holman, 
William Howard, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Larrabee, 
James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Lovejoy, Mallory, Mars- 
ton, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, Mc- 
Clernand, McKenty, Millson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, 
Edward Joy Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, 
Phelps, Potter, Quarles, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Sickles, 
Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, Thom- 
as, Vance, Vandever, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. 
Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburnc, Webster, Windom, and 
Wright—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Ashley, 
Barr, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Campbell, 
Carter, Coburn, Colfax, Conway, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, 
De Jarnette, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
William A. Howard, Hughes, Mutchins, Irvine, Francis 
W. Ketloge, Loomis, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, 
Millward, Morrill, Palmer, Perry, Porter, Pottle, Christo- 
pier Robinson, Royce, Rutin, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, 

iliam Stewart, W'ompkins, Train, Van Wyck, Walton, 
Wells, Wilson, and Woodruff—60. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
ten o’clock and fifteen minutes, p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarunvay, March 2, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurury. 

Mr. FITCH. I move to dispense with the 
reading of the Journal, that reports may be made; 
this being the last opportunity the committees 
will have to do so. 

The reading of the Journal was dispensed with 
by unanimous consent. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. FOOT presented the credentials of Hon. 
Jacos Cotiamer, clected a Senator by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Vermont, for the term of six 
years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 1861; 
which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on their amendments to 
the bill of the House of Representatives (U. R. No. 899) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending June 30, 1862, non-coneurred in by that House, 
and disagree to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the thirtieth and thirty-fourth amendments of 
the Senate to the said bill, and ask a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the said bill. 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, the Vice 
President was authorized to appoint the commit- 
tee; and Mr. Fessenpen, Mr. Taxis and Mr. 
Braca, were appointed, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing vote of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (H. R. No. 865) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for 
the year ending June 30, 1862, submitted the 
following report. 

The committce of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 865) making ap- 
propriations forthe current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1862, 
having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend to their respective Houses, as follows : 


‘Tat the House recede from its disagreement tothe Sen- | 


ate’s eighteenth amendment: add atthe end of the amend- 
ment the folowing words: “ or so much thereof as may 
be necessary for the expenses actually incurred.” 

‘That the House recede trom its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate’s twenty-first amcndment, and agree to the same with 


the following amendment: strike out the whole of said | 


emys amendment, and in lieu thereof insert the fol- 
owing: 
and other Indians in the country leased by the Choctaws to 
the United States shali be $1,500 per annum, from and after 
the Ist day of July, 1860.” 


“That the salary of the agent for the Wichitas i 


That the Senate concur in the amendment of the House, 
to the seventh amendment of the Senate. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
three and twenty. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate, numbered four, nineteen, five, 
and six, and concur in said amendments. 

J. A. PEARCE, 
L. W. POWELL, 
DANIEL CLARK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
EMERSON ETHERIDGE, 
J. H. GRAHAM. 


I dissent, JOHN S. PHELPS. 


Mr. PEARCE. [will make any explanations 
in regard to these amendments, which may be 
desired; otherwise, I shall not trouble the Senate. 

The report was concurred in. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KING presented a memorial of citizens of 
Albany, New York, praying Congress to support 
the Constitution and laws, and maintain the in- 
tegrity of the Union; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, 

He also presented a memorial of the German 
Republican citizens of Williamsburg, New York, 
asking Congress to support the Constitution, and 
make no compromises; which was ordered to lie 
onthe table. - 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Os- 
wego county, New York, in favor of the Union, 
the Constitution, and the enforcement of the laws; 
which was ordered to lic on the table. 

He also presented a petition of inhabitants of 
New York, praying for the enforcement ofall con- 
stitutional laws in all the States; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. ; 

Healso presented the memorial of D.J. Churchill 
and others, of Herkimer county, New York, 
against hasty and inconsiderate action by Con- 
gress; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Os- 
wegocounty, New York, asking Congressto stand 
by the Constitution and the Government, and to 
make no compromise whatever; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Bucks county, Pennsylvania, for the Union, the 
Constitution, and the laws; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition from citizens of 
the United States, praying for the improvement 
of the water channel between the head of Lake 
Michigan and the Mississippi river; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. g 

He also presented the petition of Elisha Holton, 
and others, of Steuben county, New York, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a Jaw authorizing the 
slave States peaceably to secede; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Os- 


wego county, New York, asking that no law shall | 


be passed to authorize slavery north or south of 
the old Missouri compromise line; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of inhabitants of 
New York, praying the enforcement of ali con- 


i stitutional laws in all the States; which was or- 


dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Ballardville, Massachusetts, in favor of the 
Union, the Constitution ag it is, and the enforce- 
ment of the laws—believing that the laws should 
be obeyed, rather than amended; which was or- 
dered to lic on the table. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented a petition of cit- 
izens of Wabashaw, Minnesota, in favor of the 
Constitution as it is, and opposed to any com- 
promise whatever; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Minnesota, remonstrating against the enactment 
of any law, or the adoption of any proposition to 
amend the Constitution, which has in view the 
extension of slavery; which was ordered to lic on 
the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the Union, the Constitution as it is, and the 
enforcementof the laws; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter of the Secretary of the Navy, accom- 


panied by one hundred copies of the Navy Regis- 
ter for the current year, for the use of the Senate; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also Jaid before the Senate the report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in obedience 
to law, a list of clerks and other civil officers cm- 
ployed in the Department during the year 1860; 
which, on motion of Mr. Fire, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States, communi- 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information relating to the extradition of 
one Anderson, a man of color. 

Mr. FITCH. I move the reference of the pa- 
pers to the Committee on Forcign Relations. 

Mr. POLK. And that they be printed. 

The message was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN SIMPSON’S REPORT. 


Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a motion of the Senator from 
California [Mr. Lariam] in relation to printing 
extra copies of Captain Simpson’s report of his 
explorations across the Great Basin of Utah Ter- 
ritory, for a wagon route from Camp Floyd to 
Genoa, in Carson Valley, have directed me to 
report a resolution, and ask for its adoption: 

Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating the report of Captain Simpson of his explora- 
tions across the Great Basin of Utah Territory, called for 
by the resolution of the Scnate of 30th January, 1861, be 
printed ; and that four thousand additional copies be 
printed, three thousand for the use of the Senate, and one 
thousand for the War Department. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I inquire what will be the 
probable cost of this publication. Tam thoroughly 
opposed to the Pacific railroad reports, and other 
books which we have printed and circulated at 
immense expense; and } want to know what the 
cost of this will be. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator cannot be more 
opposed to them than I am; but the urgency of 
the Senators from California and Oregon, and the 
West generally, in favor of printing this report, 
induced the committee to recommend its printing. 
I believe it should be printed. I understand that 
it is a survey of a route across the Great Basin, 
by which the distance is shortened several hun- 
dred miles. ‘The cost, of course, will be consid- 
erable, but not very much upon four thousand 
copies. Jt cannot be very high. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the Senator accept 
an amendment that the whole expenditure shall 
not exceed $10,000; or $5,000, perhaps, would be 
better. I move to amend, by saying that it shall 
not excced $5,000. 

Mr. FITCH. I presume the amendment of the 
Senator would defeat the publication. It is very 
easy for him to call for the reading of the estimate 
which accompanies the report, of course. My im- 
pression is that the estimate for five thousand 
extra copics is somewhere near twenty thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I ask that the estimate 
of the Superintendent of Public Printing may he 
read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

OFFICE SUPERINTENDENT PUBLIC PRINTING, 
Wasuineron, February 12, 1861. 

Sir: The following is the estimated cost of printing and 
binding, in quarto form, Captain Simpsons report of his 
explorations across the Great Basin of Utah Territory, for 
a wagon route from Camp Floyd to Genoa, in Carson val- 
ley, namely: 


For the usual number alone, (1,550 copies,)...... $10,016 
For w se and 5,000 extra copies. 25,221 
For <3 its “ s 10,000 “ee ee 40 426 


And $3,041 for each 1,000 extra copies thereafter. 
Very respectfuliy, 
JOHN HEART, Superintendent. 


Hon. G. N. Fircn, Chairman Committee on Printing, Sen- 
ate United States. 


In the above, the estimated cost of preparing the engrav- 
ings and printing the usual number (1,550 copies) of theim, 
is $5,189, and for euch additional thousand copies, $880. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Is it in order to consider 
this report to-day if objection be made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Biever in 
the chair.) The resolution will have to lie over 
if it be objected to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I insist that it shall 
lic over. lam utterly opposed to the system. 


AVES ISLANDS. 


Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a motion to print extra 
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copies of the President’s message in relation to 
the Aves islands, reported the motion without 
amendment; and it was agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That two thousand five hundred additional cop- 
jes of the message of the President of the United States, 
communicating, in compliance with resolutions of the Sen- 
ate of the 17th aud 18th of February, 1858, correspondence 
relative to the Aves islands, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 


JANE YATES. 


Mr. WADE. I move to take up a little pen- 
sion bill for a widow, giving her four dollars a 
month, which I am told is a very meritorious 
case. It is a bill (H.R. No. 530) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane Yates. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 530) for the relief of Jane Yates, was con- 
sidered as in Committce of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Jane Yates on the invalid pen- 
sion rolls of the United States, at the rate of four 
dollars per month, to commence on the Ist of 
January, 1860, and to continue during her widow- 
hood. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MARY ANN HENRY. 


Mr. WADE. I move now to take up House 
bill No. 311. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 311) for the relief of Mary Ann Henry, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whoie. It pro- 
poses to require the Coramissioner of Pensions to 
place the name of Mary Ann Henry, of Pennsyl- 
vania, widow of the late Captain Henry Henry, 
of the United States Navy, on the naval pension 
roll, at the rate of twenty dollars per month, to 
commence from the Ist January, 1858, the date 
of her application, and to continue during her 
life, unless she shall again marry, in which case 
the pension is to cease from the date of the mar- 
riage. 

Mr. GRIMES and Mr. BRAGG. Read the 
report. : 

Mr. POLK. I should like to hear the re- 
ort, or some explanation from the Senator from 


owa. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from New Jer- 

syin chairman of the Committee on Pensions. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. The reading of the report has 
been called for. 

The Scerctary proceeded to read the report of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House 
of Representatives, from which it appeared that 
Captain Henry entered the naval service of the 
United States on the 11th of July, 1812, being 
appointed a sailing master by President Madison; 
he took an active part in the war with Great Brit- 
ain, being appointed to command in the gun-boat 
flotilla under Captain Tarbell, and assisted in the 
defense of Craney Island and of Norfolk. On 
account of his active services in the Chesapeake 
he was, in March, 1815, appointed an “acting 
lieutenant, and ordered to the command of the 
Torch, of the Algerine squadron,” fitting out un- 
der Commodore Stephen Decatur. Lieutenant 
Henry participated in all the operations against 
the Algerines, and the destruction of their pirati- 
cal squadron; and Commodore Stewart testifies 
that his faithfuland skillful discharge of his ardu- 
ous duties placed him high in the estimation of 
that distinguished officer, Commodore Stephen 
Decatur. hen peace was restored, Lieutenant 
Henry was transferred to the frigate Constellation 
by order of Commodore Bainbridge. It was while 
on this station, on the coast of Africa, from the 
exposure and arduous duties upon a station pro- 
verbially unhealthy that Captain Henry acquired 
the disease, ‘* visceral congestion of the stomach 
and boweis,’? which has since, with the charac- 
teristic pertinacity of African fevers, clung to him 
through life, as Dr. Haller testifies; and the doctor 
quotes several medical authorities to show that 
malarious poisons, (the African fever being of that 
class,) once fairly fixed in the system, are never 
entirely got rid of, and qualify all subsequent at- 
tacks. He states that when called upon to attend 
Captain Henry, finding all his symptoms of a 
secondary character, he asked him if he were not 
suffering from an old disease; and he says most 
emphatically, that Captain Henry told him it was 


originally contracted on the coast of Africa; that 
subsequently, he was again attacked with it at 
Rio de Janeiro some time after the first attack in 
Africa; and thathe had been subjected to attacks of 
it ever since. In fact, Dr. Haller says, in his 
own words, that the history of his health, after 
his return from Africa, Was a continued series of 
ups and downs. Dr. Haller, in his testimony 
under oath attached to the memorial, gives his 
unqualified opinion in the most emphatic terms, 
“that the disease which Captain Henry originally 
contracted in Africa, was the means of inducing 
those derangements of the system which brought 
on the lastattack, the immediate cause of hisdeath. 
In 1821, Lieutenant Henry sailed for the Pacificin 
the Franklin, seventy-four, under the command 
of Commodore Stewart. Although his health 
was never fully restored, he served the whole 
cruise of three years, and returned in her. Dr. 
Haller testifies that Captain Henry told him he 
had the fever at Rio; and Commodore Stewart, in 
a letter to the Secretary of the Navy, a copy of 
which is attached to the original memorial, states, 
“that from the great exposure he was subject to, 
under his command, his health was materially 
impaired, so much so as to disqualify him for 
active duties for some years past.” In themonth 


! of February, 1839, while Lieutenant Henry was 


on duty at the naval rendezvous at Baltimore, 
Maryland, he was again attacked with the same 
disease, and so severely, that he was relieved from 
duty on the report of the surgeon of the station, 
Dr. Sproston, of the United States Navy. 

. Mr. THOMSON. In regard to this claim, I 
can only state that I know it is a much better 
claim than nine out of ten that pass. 

Mr. WADE. I hope it will pass. 

Mr. THOMSON. There is only one fault in 
this bill, and that is, that it gives the widow only 
half as much as she isentitled to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOUN Y. SEWELL. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I ask the Senate to take up 
House bill No. 426, forthe relief of John Y. Sew- 
ell, a citizen of Washington Territory. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R. 
No. 426) for the relief of John Y. Sewell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to allow to John Y. Sewell, for services 
in the restoration of the United States mail, lost 
from the steamer Southerner on the coast of 
Washington Territory, and for expensesincurred 
in obtaining the same from the Indians who had 
it in their possession, the sum of $1,000 in full for 
his claim. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Post Office Committee 
recommended it, and there is a short report of ten 
or more lines, which I ask may be read. 

The Secretary read the report, from which it 
appears that the steamship Southerner, while em- 
ployed temporarily in the mail service by the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, was wrecked 
on the coast of Washington Territory in Decem- 
ber, 1854, and all the mails, with the exception of 
three bags, were lost. Mr. John Y. Sewell, a 
citizen of Washington Territory, at the urgent 
solicitation of many of the inhabitants, including 
the postmaster, undertook to rescue them from 


| the Indians, into whose hands they had fallen. 


After six weeks’ effort, subjected to great hazard, 
peril, and hardship, accompanied by two men 
whom he had employed for the purpose, he suc- 
ceeded, at considerable expense to himself per- 
sonally, in obtaining the mails from the savages, 
and delivered them to the nearest post office. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CIEARLES APPLETON. 


Mr. WILSON. 1 hope the Senator will allow 
me to get up a private bill, which is a favor I have 
not asked this session. It is a small bill for an 
old soldier. Ido not know that this person is 
like the soldier of the Senator from Ohio, {Mr. 
Wave,] who was shot all to pieces; but he is 
nearly all in pieces. I hope it will pass. Itis 
House bill No. 461, for the relief of Charles Ap- 

leton. 

p The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 461) granting an invalid pension to Charles 
Appleton was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to allow him a pension of 


eight dollars a month during his :lifetime, com- 
mencing January 1, 1860. i 


The bill was reported to the Senate, orderedto -` 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM SUTTON, | , 


Mr. BRIGHT. Lask the Senate to take up 
House bill for the relief of William Sutton, to 
pay him five dollars a month pension. ‘That is 
the last private bill I shall ask the Senate to. take 


up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 666) for the relief of William Sutton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of William Sutton on the roll of 
invalid pensioners, at the rate of six dollars per 
month, to commence from and after the 5th of 
February, 1858, and to continue during his nat- 
ural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senaté without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 149) making appropriations to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriations for the 
completion of the pedlosical surveys of Oregon 
and Washington Territories; 

A bill (No. 562) to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Dakota, and to create “ 
the officer of surveyor general therein; and 

A bill (No. 563) to organize the Territory of 
Nevada. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 1007) declaring the value of the 
new silver florin of Austria; and 

A bill (No. 1009) amendatory of the act for the 
rendition of fugitives from labor. 


SUSPENSION OF THE RULES, 


The message further announced that the House 
had agreed to the resolution of the Senate to sus- 
pend the 16th and 17th joint rules for the residue 
of the present session. 


MILITARY ROADS IN NEW MEXICO. 


The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 
200) to provide for the completion of the military 
road from Fort Union to Santa Fé, and from Taos 
to Santa Fé, New Mexico; insisted upon its dis- 
agreement to the said amendment, and asked a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. Bensa- 
min Stanton of Ohio, Mr. Garusna A. Grow 
of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Georce W. Hucues 
of Maryland, managers at the same on the part 
of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the Speaker 


| had signed the following enrolled bills and joint 


resolution; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 39) for the relief of Simon de 
Visser, and José Villarubia, of New Orleans; 

A bill (S. No. 77) for the relief of Richard 
Chenery; 

A bill (H. R. No. 943) to provide for bringing 
up the arrearages of work of the land office at 
Olympia, Washington Territory; and ` 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 51) repealing a 
resolution relating to the claim of George Fisher, 
late of Florida, deceased, approved June 1, 1860. 


JOHN P. BROWN. 


Mr. MASON. Iask the Senate to take up the 
bill for the relief of John P. Brown, to which there 
was an amendment reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro~ 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 271) for the 
relief of John P. Brown. 

The bill was passed by the Senate at the last 
session, proposing to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to John P. Brown, late principal 
interpreter of the Turkish language to the United 
States legation at Constantinople, for his services 
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as chargé d’affaires of the United States at that 
court, from 11th day of. April, 1838, to the 19th 
day of July, £839; from the 30th of July, 1852, 
to the 5th of July, 1853; and from the 19th of De- 
cember, 1853, tothe 31st ofJanuary, 1854, the sum 
of $4,674 15, being the difference between the sal- 
ary of'a chargé d’affaires of the United States and 
the amount received by himas principal interpre- 
ter during these periods. 

At this session, the vote on the passage of the 
bill was reconsidered, and it was recommitted to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, who reported 
it with: an amendment in lines eleven to fifteen, 
to strike out the words, “from the 11th day of 
April, 1838, to the 19th day of July, 1839;” and 
im lines twenty-three and. twenty-four, to strike 
out 44,674 15,” and insert “ $2,199 70;” so that 
the bill will read: 

Beit enacted, &c. That the Secretary of the Tréasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to Jobn P. Brown, 
fate principal interpreter of the ‘Turkish language to the 
United States legation at Constantinople, for his services as 
chargé d’affaires of the United States at that Court, ftom the 
30th of July, 1852, to the 5th of July, 1853, and from the 
19th of December,-1853, to the 3ist of January, 1854, the 
sum of $2,129 70, it being the difference between the salary 
of a chargé affaires of the United States and the amount 
received by him as principal interpreter aforesaid, during 
the two several periods above named. 

Mr. MASON. The amendment was carefully 
prepared by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and I hope it will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. It was read the third time, and passed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. GREEN, it was 


Ordered, ‘That Irvine & Porter have leave to withdraw 
their petition and papers. 
On motion of Mr. GREEN, it was 


Ordered, That the Court of Claims be directed to return 
to the Senate the papers in the case of Russell & Majors. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forvey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills of the Sen- 
ate: 

A bill (No. 270) for the relief of John H. 
Wheeler; and 

A bill (No. 501) for the relief of Henry Rice. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Giossprenner, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had approved and 
signed, on the Ist instant, an act (5. No. 210) for 
the relief of Augustus H. Evans. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 
Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate take up 


a resolution which was offered by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Foster] afew days ago, 
to allow the clerks of standing committees sixty 
days’ pay after the adjournment of the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. It is to have the Journal of yesterday cor- 
rected. It reads as follows: 

‘©The joint resolution of the Mouse of Representatives 
(No. 80) to amend the Constitution of the United States, 
was read the first and second times, by unanimous con- 
sent.” 

This is a mistake. It was not read the second 
time by unanimous consent. I objected to it; the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Bivenam] objected 
to it; the Senator from New York [Mr. Kine] 
objected to it. I wish to have the Journal con- 
form to the fact. 

Mr. BIGLER. T hope the Senator will allow 
the Senator from Ohio 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fircu in 
the chair.) What joint resolution does the Sen- 
ator refer to in the Journal? 

Mr. SUMNER. House joint resolution to 
amend the Constitution of the United States—No. 


80. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands from the Clerk that onc joint resolu- 
tion from the House of Representatives was read 
twice, and the other was objected to. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg his pardon; I objected 
to both myself. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
Massachusetts 


Mr. SUMNER. Allow this to be corrected. 


I suggest to the Senator from 


Mr. BIGLER. Eet the Senator from Ohio get 
out of the way with his resolution. 

My. SUMNER. I beg pardon. I wish tohave 
the Journal corrected now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves for the correction of 


the Journal, as indicated*by him. The Chair is- 


not aware whether it is to be put to a vote, or 
whetherit is a privileged question if he insists on 
having it thus corrected without a vote. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to suggest that I do- 


not think the Senator can assume that this is not 
acorrect Journal. Lasked yesterday morning that 
this joint resolution Koala. be read aseécond time; 
and then later in the day, finding that it had been 
read a second time and entered on the Journal as 
so read, lasked to have it taken up and made the 
special order for consideration to-day; and it was 
made the special order. The record was entered. 
I went to the Clerk to know whether or not such 
was the decision. There was great confusion at 
the time, and hence I was not certain that the 
entry was made. If! found on examination that 
it was not, I intended. to make the point. Cer- 
tainly the joint resolation was announced as read 
the second time, and it was then announced to 
the Senate as being made the special-order. That 
announcement is conclusive on the body. The 
Journal is right: If the Senator had objected, and 
the Chair did not know it, he should have made 
it known. 

Mr. SUMNER. My answer to the Senator is 
explicit. I made the objection at the time, and 
the resolution was not read a second time. That 
is within my precise and positive knowledge. 
The Senator, at a later period of the day, moved 
to make it a special order for twelve o’clock to- 
day. That was perfectly in order for him to do, 
because the. question to-day would be on its sec- 
ond reading, not on its third-reading. My simple 
point is, that the joint resolution was not read 
twice yesterday. That I know; and F wish to 
have the Journal made in conformity with the 
fact. 

Mr. CLARK. I think I can convince the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, or at least I can suggest some 
considerations to him which, perhaps, will refresh 
his recollection in regard to this matter. I think 
the Senator. will recollect that I objected at the 
same time that the Senator from Massachusetts 
objected; and Į went over to his seat afterwards 
in regard to it, asking him if he desired to have 
us go on with the other discussion. It was not 
then renewed; but afterwards, the Senator called 
it up again, and had it made the special order; 
but it was not read twice. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the Senator will find 
that this is the fact: the first resolution about the 


| amendment of the Constitution was called up and 


read twice. 

Mr. SUMNER. No; the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then the second resolution 
was called up, and read once, and objections were 
interposed to its second reading. 

Mr. SUMNER. I objected to both. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator may have un- 
derstood that he objected to both, but the ques- 
tion is, what werc the facts which occurred at the 
table of the Vice President. 
an objection in his seat, and the Chair did not 
hear him, and he did not make himself known to 
the Chair as objecting, it is too late for him to 
avail himselfof it; but here are Senators who have 
a distinet recollection that this joint resolution 
was read twice; and I endeavored to get the sec- 
ond resolution read twice, with a view to put them 
on an equal footing. Now, I want to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from New Hampshire to 
this fact: he came to me to know what my object 
was; I told him it was to put this resolution in 
the same position with the one of the peace con- 
ference; that having been read twice, to put this 
in the same position, so as to bring it in order 
within the rule. Now, the simple question is, 
whether we are willing to concur with the House 


| of Representatives, in submitting to the States of 


this Union, a proposition to amend the Constitu- 
tion so that the Federal Government shall not 
interfere with slavery in the States: 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 thought the question 
was one as to amending the Journal. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. It is one as toamending the 


Journal; so my colleague thought right about it. 


I say it is an attempt now, waiting until to-day, | 


If the Senator made | 


to defeat action on that question. If the Senator 
from Massachusetts did not make himself heard 
yesterday as objecting, seeing that we were act- 
ing on the supposition that this resolution had 
been read twice, we understood it was read twice, 
and made the special order, because it was read 
twice, itis toolatetomaketheobjection. Senators 
here bear their testimony that 1t was read twice. 
The Senator from Ohio tur. Pucu] heard it read 
twice; the Senator from Tennessee IMr. NiıcHoL- 
son] heard it read twice. : 

Mr.SUMNER. Itis within my positive knowl- 
edge that it was not read twice. That is my pos- 
itive recollection, that it was not read twice. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has no right to say it was not read twice. 
He can say he did not hear it; but when Senators 
here assert that they did hear it, he has no right 
to deny the truth that they heard what he did not 
hear. He can say that he did not hear it read 
twice, but he has no right to say it was not read 
twice; because itis well known that it was. He 
may not have heard it; we did hear it. If Sen- 
ators on that side said that they heard it read 
twice, and I did not hear it, I would not contra- 
dict them. There are many things which occur 
that Ido not hear, but they nevertheless exist. 
Here are Senators who heard it distinctly; and 
I went to the clerk’s table immediately to sce 
whether it was so entered. 1 was informed that 
it was entered; and hence there can be no ques- 
tion but that the fact occurred. The Senator from 
Massachusetts did not hear it; that was all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. When the joint resolution | 
came from the House of Representatives and was 
announced by the Clerk, I was standing in my 
seat here, and I objected to the second reading, 
as did also the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Sumner] and the honorable Sen- 
ator from New York, [Mr. Kiva;] and I am very 
positive there was no second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firem.) 
The Chair will state his recollection of facts, so 
far as they are within his memory, When the 
present occupant was in the chair yesterday morn- 
ing, a motion was made to take up the joint res- 
olutions of the House of Representatives. There 


i are two, numbered 64 and 80, respectively. Joint 


resolution No. 64 was taken up, read the first time, 
and the second reading objected to. Joint reso- 
lution No. 80 was taken up, read the first time, 
and the second reading was objected to.: Subse- 
quently, while the present occupant of the chair 
was not in it, upon the motion of the Senator from’ 
Illinois, it was again before the Senate; but the 
Chair of course cannot say; except from the in- 
dorsement of the clerk, whether its second read- 
ing was then objected to or not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, it was not objected to 
then; for there was no motion for its-second read- 
ing at that time. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is the indorse- 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The indorse- 
mentis “read the first and second times, and made 
the special order for to-morrow at twelve o’clocl.”? 

_Mr. BINGHAM. It was not read the second 
time. 

Mr. PUGH. I hope we shall get a vote on my 
resolution. ‘This question of privilege may con- 
tinue all day. As regards the second reading of 
that joint resolution, I have no more doubt than 
I have of my own existence, that I heard it with 
my own ears; for the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Mason] wanted to commit the resolution on the 
ground that it was not good English. He made 
that remark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Massachusetts to 
move a correction of the Journal, as indicated by 
him, to make it appear that the House joint res- 
olution, No 80, was read once, instead of twice. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that. The testimony is distinct on this side 
that it was read twice. Senators heard it; and 
certainly that must be conclusive as against men 
who did not hear it, and do not know how the 
fact was. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand the Chair to 
say that it was not read twice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the ques- 
tion of ameriding the Journal, the yeas and nays 


j are asked, 


The yeas and-nays were ordered. 
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Mr. BAYARD. I only wish to understand 
distinctly what the question is. I understand that 
the motion.is made to correct the Journal and the 
indorsement on the joint resolution sent from the 
House of Representatives, made by the Clerk yes- 
terday. They both speak alike, the Journal and 
the indorsement on the resolution. On that, the 
testimony upon the one side to make the fact dif- 
ferent from what the Journal shows, is purely 
negative; upon the other side, there is positive tes- 
timony that the joint resolution was read twice. 
It seems to me, on that state of facts, there can 
be no doubt that we should leave the Journal as 
1t 18. 

Mr. LANE. I think I recollect well the his- 
tory of this matter. I happened to be on the floor 
at the time, and I yielded to the Senator from IHi- 
nois to make the motion 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. There is such a noise 
that I cannot hear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is too 
much confusion both in the Senate and in the gal- 
leries. There must not be such noise. 

Mr. LANE. On my yielding the floor, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois made a motion to make this joint 
resolution the special order for to-day at twelve 
o’clock. I have no recollection of its being read 
the second time. I do not know anything more 
aboutit than that. Iam satisfied it was not read 
the second time, then, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not want to make 
any argument at all. We are now deciding upon 
a question of fact, dependent upon evidence. 
Would it be competent for us to examine as. to 
the matter of fact, and ask the Secretary what his 
recollection is about it; how that entry came to 
be made? 

Mr. SUMNER. I understand that the Chair 
states it to be within his knowledge, that at the 
time of the first reading of the resolution, there 
was no second reading. The Chair is explicit in 
that statement. In that statement I concur; it is 
precisely according to my recollection. Against 
the statement of the Chair, against my own recol- 
lection, against the recollection of the Senator from 
Michigan, and against, I believe, also the recol- 
lection of the Senator from New York, is the 
averment of the Senator from Illinois and also of 
the Senator from Ohio. That is the way the case 
now stands. On the one side, the Chair directly 
declares that within his knowledge, when the res- 
olution was read the first time it was not read also 
the second time; and in confirmation of that state- 
ment of the Chairis my own positive recollection, 
founded on the objection that I myself made, and 
objections made by my two friends on my left, 
also, and their recollection in harmony with my 
own. The Chair, however, adds, and very prop- 
erly, that at a later period of the day the resolu- 
tion was taken up and made a special order for 
twelve o’clock to-day. Surely it was; but when 
taken up and made the special order for to-day, it 
was not read thesecond time; itdid notgo through 


any further process of legislation; itsimply stood | 


where it was—on its first reading. ‘The Senator 
from Oregon [General Lane] states that he him- 
self gave way to the Senator from Illinois to make 
the motion to have it made the special order for 
to-day; but he has no recollection that at that time 
it was passed to a second reading; and how could 
it be passed to a second reading at that time, when 
it had already in the day been objected to by two 
or three different Senators? 

Mr. KING. I should, perhaps, state what I 
- yecollect about this matter. I was here when 
this proposition came in, and I know the Sena- 
tors upon my right [Mr. Bivenam and Mr. 
Sumner] were intently watching to prevent its 
being read a second time, with a view to avail 
themselves of the privilege of the rule; and on the 
very first opportunity they had when the resolu- 
tion came up, they objected to its second reading. 
I was paying the most strict attention to it, and 
did not hear any second reading, and it is my 
most confident opinion that there was no second 
reading whatever. I supposed the objection was 
heard. by the Chair, and prevented the second 
reading. That was my understanding of it. But, 
objection having been made, even if it was an- 
nounced that the joint resolution was read the 
second time, it was irregular; because the objec- 
tion was entitled to preventits second reading. We 
supposed it did, not hearing it at all, or we would 
have made the point at the time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will remark, in relation to this question. of amend- 
ing the Journal, that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts stated correctly what the Chair said rel- 
ative to the first proposition, the one first made. 
Objections. were made when.the motion was first 
made for the second reading of the joint resolu- 
tion. The present occupant of the chair was not. 
in the chair when it came up the second time, and 
therefore is not competent to say whether it was: 
then read a second time or not. He will observe, 
however, that nothing is more common—that is 
the ordinary rule of procedure—-when a House 
joint resolution or bill comes to the Senate, if a 
motion is made to make it the special order after 
the first reading, the second reading is ordinarily 
inferred, whether it be actually read the second 
time or not. ; 

Mr. PUGH. I donot care about prolonging 
this contest, nor do I care about the positiveness 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. Iam willing 
to leave his veracity—if he calls it so—and mine 
to third persons. have no more to say about 
that. LI -sought no controversy with him; but he 
is determined, it seems, to insist that his recol- 
lection shall prevail over that of others. I enter 
into no such contest. In the morning, when the 
resolutions from the peace conference were about 
to be taken up» the Senator from Illinois moved 
to postpone them and take up the House resolu- 
tion. I know that, because he appealed to mein 
private to assist him, and I consulted my friend 
from Kentucky to know whether that would be 
agreeable to him. The House joint resolution 
was then read the first time, and the Senator from 
Tlinois tried to have it read the second time; but 
objection came from the Senator from Virginia, 
who said that it was not good English, and that 
it ought to be committed. Later in the day, the 
Senator from Illinois moved to take it up, and 
make it the special order, and upon that occasion, 
the occupant of the chair said: “ If there be no 
objection, this resolution will be read the second 
time; and it was read the second time by Col- 
onel Hickey. Then an attempt was made to read 
the other resolutions from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the declaratory resolutions. reported 
by the committee of thirty-three; but after they 
had been read the first time, a number of objec- 
tions were made, and they were not read the sec- 
ond time. I do not say that these three Senators 
may not have objected; I donot know; I did not 
hear them; but I say their objection did not pre- 
vent it,and there are several other Senators. whose 
recollection concurs with mine. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the statement of the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio be correct, it convicts 
the Journal of misstating the truth; because the 
Journal states that it was read the firstand second 
time when it was introduced. [‘*Oh, no!’’] So 
says the Journal. I beg the Chair to read it, so 
that the Senate may understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “The joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 80) to amend the Consti- 
tution of the United States, was read the first and 
second times by unanimous consent.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand the Senator 
from Ohio to say that it was objected to when it 
was read the first time; and just at the close of 
the session. last night, when the Senator from 
Illinois moved to make it the special order, it was 
then read the second time, by unanimous consent. 
Now, I undertake to say it was not read then the 
second time by unanimous consent, for I objected 
then to taking it up; but it was taken up and 
madeaspecial orderagainst my objection. Clearly, 
however, it was not then read the second time. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, I cannot, 
from my own recollection, state now whether the 
joint resolution was read the first and second time 
when it was introduced, or not; butthis | know, 
that it was read the first and second time at that 
time, if at all; because, before the Senator from 
Illinois moved to make it the special order, the 
question arose in my mind whether it had. been. 
read the second time, and I went and looked at 
the record, and found it entered there just as it 
now reads, and told him that it had been read 
twice, as appeared by the record, before he made 
his motion to make it the special order. From 
that fact, I know that theentry of its having been 
read. the second time was made before he made 
his motion; for he and I talked about it, and I 
went and looked, and I believe. he looked, too. 


Therefore it is that I am perfectly clear that ifthe 
joint resolution had its second. reading at-all,.it. 
was at the same period when it. was read: the first. 
‘time. Now,I understand from the Chair:that it: 
did not have its second reading. then.. me 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will now state. my. recol-. 
lection. The Senator from Massachusetts isen- 
tirely mistaken in supposing that { have made any. 
statement: on the subject. I was acting: on the: 
Statements of those around me. The Senator from 
Ohio heard it read.a second time; the Senator from: 
Tennessee, and other Senators, heard it distinctly... 

Mr. SUMNER. May I interrupt the Senator 
one minute? Funderstand—I may. be mistaken— 
that the Senator from Ohio says it. was: read the: 
second time when the Senator from Illinois moved 
to make it the special order; that.is, at the. second: 
stage of the proceedings. I may be mistaken,. 
but I so understood the Senator. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will now state what my” 
recollection is in regard to the matter. Fcaledu 
the joint resolution.and asked for its reading. It. 
was read, notwithstanding objection arose. on the 
other side. I then asked whether it. was not. to 
receive its next reading. There was-a great deal: 
of confusion at the time. After the: confusion: 
subsided, | asked for its second reading.. The. 
Clerk, in my opinion, distinctly read it by itstitle, 
but I was in doubt whether it was so entered, An 
hour afterwards, I went to the desk and. found 
that it was entered as. having been read a second 
time: I thought it had-been. read, but- whether 
objection was interposed which stopped further 
proceedings, I was-not sure,as there was so much 
confusion. I went to find out what. the record 
was. {then asked unanimous consent to take it 
up and place it on the Calendar for action to-day. 
at twelve o’clock. My belief is that the form of 
taking it up then was to read it a second timeand 
make it a special order; but I did not move. that 
because it was already entered as having been 
read the second time. I acted; therefore, on the 
supposition, and I believed it to be true, that. it 
was read the second time twice, in point of fact; 
but inasmuch as the entry was made once, that 
is all that 1 care about. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I. do- not- 
doubt that the Senator from Illinois acted on the 
supposition that he states. Thatis perfectly clear; 
but this is also perfectly clear: that if.an objection 
to its second reading had been made at an early: 

eriod of the day; that defeated its second read- 
ing for the day. The Senate certainly, as long 
as that objection had been made, and was of rec- 
ord, could not read it the second time on that day; 
and we have the testimony of the Chair, and the 
concurrent testimony of other Senators, that the 
objection to its second reading was made at an 
early period of the day. Thereisa failure in the 
record, and it is that failure which I wish to have 
reformed. 7 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The objection was to taking 
up the proposition. ‘The controversy on the sec- 
ond reading was.not made; but the objection was 
to getting it up, and the confusion took place on 
that. When it was taken up, in the first instance, 
I asked for its second reading. I did not know 
what the result announced was; but I knew that 
it was actually read by the Clerk. Whether he 
had entered it or not, {did not know at the time. 
Nowthe simple questionis, whether or not we shall 
go on with this joint resolution, the hour having 
arrived for which it is the special order. I wish 
the vote to be taken. I believe it was-read twice. 
We know on this side that it was read at. the 
clerk’s desk twice. The record shows it. I have 
only to say that the Senator from Massachusetts: 


| is mistaken in supposing that an objection once 


interposed lasts for the day. On the contrary, 
nothing is more common than for an objection to 
be interposed, and at a subsequent part of the day 
the question to be taken up and the proposition 
passed by unanimous consent. That is done 
every day. RACS ; 
Mr. SUMNER. If the objection is withdrawn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 
twelve having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair 
to announce the special. order, which is House 
joint resolution No. 80, to amend the Constitution 
of the United States; but the privileged question 
now before the Senate must first be disposed of.. 
Mr. BAYARD. ` It is a question of some im- 
ortance as to this correction of the Journal, and 
think that the Senator from Massachusetts 
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passes by avery material point in his mode of 
stating it. The question now is on a motion to 
correct the Journal; to correct what constitutes 
in itself the record of the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate. I suppose; according to every principle, your 
record must be held to be true, until it is disproved 
by unquestionable testimony. There is a differ- 
ence of recollection about this matter. The testi- 
mony on one side against the record is entirely 
negative in its character. There is no statement 
made by honorable Senators that they were rec- 
ognized, and enforced their objection to the sec- 
ond reading. There is nothing improbable at all 
in supposing that, during the noise and confusion 
which now constantly exist in this body, motions 
-may be made and carried without many Senators 
knowing anything about them; anda bill may be 
read by its title which those who are eagerly 
watching to defeat it do not notice at the time. 
This is a case of conflicting testimony; that is the 
amount of it, honest, I dare say, on all sides; but 
of course necessarily biased by the views of the 
parties, as human memory in all men will be 
iased by the attitude in which facts are presented 
before the mind of the actor. With this state of 
things, what ought to be the result, whether you 
apply it to the record of a court or the record of 
the Senate, or in any species of transaction to be 
proved by human testimony where there is an 
existing record? The record must stand, unless 
it is overborne by positive testimony on the other 
side. That is my judgment, and therefore I shall 
vote against this correction. 

Mr. HALE. As this is a question of conflict- 
ing testimony, and I was not in when the trans- 
action took place, and know nothing about it, I 
ask the Senate to excuse me from voting. Lam 
ready to meet every question that I know any- 
thing about. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ready for the question ? ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. The question is on correct- 
ing the Journal? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I asked some time ago, 
if it would not be proper, on a question of this 
description, to ask for the recollection of our Sec- 
retary. ‘The Journal, to be sure, implies what 
he thought about it, bnt his recollection, some- 
what more special and particular, might satisfy 
the Senate. Is that nota very proper appeal? 
If this resolution was read a second time, he read 
it. I want to ask our own oficer, our own re- 
cording officer, whether he did read it or not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The clerk 
says the joint resolution was read twice. 

r. GRIMES. When? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was read 
twice by its title, in the usual manner, as he says. 

Mr. BRIGHT. This becomes not only an 
important question now, butit becomes important 
on questions that are to arise hereafter. I under- 
stand it is insisted thatif the reading of a resolu- 
tion is objected to in the morning when it js first 
presented, it may be taken up ata subsequent 
period of the session, and be acted upon, unless 
another objection be made. That depends en- 
tirely, I take it, upon the fact whether the Senator 
who objected in the morning yields his assent 
when the motion is made in the after part of the 
day. There is no principle better established in 
parliamentary law than that a bill shall be read 
three times on three scparate days. When this 
joint resolution was read first in the morning, if 
it was objected to then, it must lie over to the fol- 
lowing day, unless the Senator making the objec- 
tion should withdraw it. That is his personal 
privilege as a Senator. I do not say anything as 
to the question of fact whether objection was 
made in this case or not; but ifa Senator objected 
in the morning, under the rule, it is not in the 
power of the body to take it up again during that 
day, unless the Senator withdraws his objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


Is the Senate 


state the questionagain. Itis: whether the Journal | 


shall be so amended as that House joint resolu- 
tion No. 80 shall appear to have been read but 
once, instead of twice, as the Journal now stands. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator from Ohio has 
adverted to the fact that when this joint resolu- 
tion was up yesterday, I said something in rela- | 
tion to it. Í did not hear distinctly what fell 
from the Senator from Ohio; but I understood 
that he supposed I had made objections. What 


I did was simply this: I had read the joint reso- 
lution when it came in, and saw that it was not 
in good English, but was unintelligible; and I 
merely remarked, as a fact, that it would seem to 
me it ought to be referred to a committee to cor- 
rect its English. I made no motion, and made 
no objection. I deem # proper to say that there 
seemed to be a struggle, there seemed to be a de- 
sire, on the part of the Senator from Illinois, to 
have the joint resolution put in such a condition 
as to make it the order of the day, and place it 
along side of the resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Kentucky; and that, on the other 
side—I really do notremember from whom—they 
objected to its second reading, with a view to 
frustrate that object. 

Mr. KING, Mr. BINGHAM, and Mr. SUM- 
NER. That is correct. 

Mr. MASON. I heard distinctly the declara- 
tion that they objected to the second reading. 
Now, it does seem to me to be purely a question 
of fact. If Senators on either side say that they 
objected to the second reading, as they had a 
right to do, that should be received as a fact; and 
I shall vote accordingly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understand that to vote 
“ nay” is to vote against correcting the Journal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir; that 
retains the Journal as it is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘Those who vote “yeca” 
vote to correct the Journal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir; and 
make the joint resolution appear to have been 
only read once. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON, (when Mr. Fostrer’s name was 
called.) My colleague is detained from the Sen- 
ate to-day by severe indisposition. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. On this question Iam 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania, {Mr. 
Camenon.| I should vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. KING, (when Mr. Sewarp’s name was 
called.) I will state that my colleague is paired 
off with the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GREEN. In this connection I want to 
remark, that I have paired with Mr. Sewarn, 
and I ask to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KING. I think they would vote together 
on this question, and I am willing to let the Sen- 
ator retain his vote. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 

Mr. LANE. I heard the Senator from Massa- 

husetts distinctly object to the second reading, 
and therefore I vote in favor of correcting the 
Journal. 

Mr. RICE. After the statement made by the 


now vote “yea.” 

Mr. HALE. After the testimony of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 17; 
as follows: 


YWAS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Green, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, King, Lane, Mason, Morrill, Rice, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson and Wilson— 
24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, 
Bright, Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, and Pugh—17. 

So the correction was ordered to be made. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
i by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Efouse had disagreed to the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, on the bill (H. R. No. 865) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 


the year ending June 30, 1862. Also, that the 
House asked a further conference on the disa- 
grecing votes of the two Houses thereon, and ap- 


| pointed Mr. Witiiam A. Howarp of Michigan, 


| Mr. Justin S. Morru of Vermont, and Mr. 
: Joux W. Stevenson of Kentucky, managers of 
the same on the part of the House. 


| 
GUANO DISCOVERIES. 


had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 303) sup- 
plementary to the act entitled ‘* An act to author- 


f 

| The message further announced that the House 
| 
l 


Senator from Oregon, 1 shall change my vote; I| 


. . . . . + 1 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for | 


ize protection to be given to citizens of the United 
States, who may discover deposits of guano,” ap- 
proved August 18, 1856, with amendments. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The House 
joint resolution No. 80isbeforethe Senate. The 
question is, shall the joint resolution be read the 
second time, the Journal having been corrected. 
The Senator from Oregon has the floor. 

Mr. LANE. After it is read, I desire to give 
my Views. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second 
reading-—— 

Mr. CLARK. One moment. I desire to raise 
a point of order, and it is this: whether the un- 
finished business of yesterday does not supersede 
this special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour for 
the unfinished business has not yet arrived. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I rise merely to call for 
the yeas and nays on this question of the sccond 
reading, or whatever reading it is. 

Several Senarors. Noobjection to the second 
reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to the second reading. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. {call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iask for the yeas and nays. 
I do not want the Journal amended again to-mor- 
row. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, shall the joint resolution (H. R. No. 80) be 
read a second time now. On this question the 
yeas and nays are asked. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. JI desire to have the 
joint resolution read. J want to hearitread: this 
is a solemn proceeding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution will be read for information. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Joint Resolution to ameni me Constitution of the United 
States. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the following article be proposed to the Legislatures of the 
several States as an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which, when ratified by three fourths of 
said Legislatures, shalt be valid to all intents and purposes 
as part of said Constitution, namely : 

Arr. 13. No amendment shall be made to the Constitu 
tion which will authorize or give to Congress the power to 
abolish or interferc, within any State, with the domestic 
institutions thereof, including that of persons held to labor 
or service by the laws of said State. 

Mr. WADE. I ask unanimous consent to take 
up the bill in relation to guano deposits, to agree 
to an amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Lobject to anything until this 
is voted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and 
nays have been called for, and the Secretary will 
proceed to call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KING. This second reading is a mere 
matter of form; but I prefer to vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 5; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, 
Bright, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Grimes 
Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Jobn- 
son of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mason, Morrill, Nich- 
olsou, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Simmons, Ten 
Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, and Wadc—39. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Durkee, King, Sumner, and 
Wilson—5, 

So the joint resolution was ordered to a second 
reading; and it was read the second time by its 
title. 

Mr. BIGLER. It cannot be read a third time; 
and I suppose it lies over. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Why not move to go 
on with it? 

Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution which 
I offered the other day, suspending the 26th rule, 
so far as relates to propositions to amend the Con- 
stitution. That will obviate all the difficulty which 
is presented here; and unless we do that, we can 
do nothing. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Suppose you move first 
to read this the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution submitted by him, 
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INDIANA AND ILLINOIS LAND FUND. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Iask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, before that is taken up—as it will 
take some time—to allow me 

Mr. PUGH. I have a pending proposition, 
which was displaced by the question of privi- 

ege. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator from Ohio 
will hear me, I think he will consent to what I 


ask. 
i Me PUGH: Why do you not consent to what 
ask? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Your resolution is not 
before the Senate. I will state that the bill from 
the House of Representatives, which allows to 
the States of Indiana and Illinois the two per cent. 
land fund, has been slightly amended by the Ju- 
diciary Committee, and that it must go back to 
the House of Representatives for that amendment 
to be concurred in. It can be acted on by the 
Senate in one minute. 

Mr. BIGLER. Iwill not object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate, and it is the first request I have 
made to take up a bill this session. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 withdraw my objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. No. 103) 
authorizing the payment of the two per centum 
land fund to which the States of Ilinois and In- 
diana are entitled for road purposes, to said States. 
It provides that the per centum of the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands, for all sales 
thereof since the 25th day of May, 1839, in the 
States of Ilinois and Indiana, reserved by certain 
acts of Congress authorizing the people of those 
States to form State constitutions and govern- 
ments, to be expended and disbursed under the 
direction of Congress for road purposes, shall be 
relinquished to those States respectively. 

The amendment of the Committee on the 
Judiciary was to add, at the end of the bill, this 
proviso: 

Provided, That whenever, on auditing any claim of a 
State against the United States, a balance is found due to 
the State, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to set off any sum or amount due 
from the said State to the United States, orany department 
thereof, whether held in trust or otherwise; and if held in 


trust, to cause the amount so set off to be paid to the credit 
of the trust fund on the books of the Treasury Department. 


Mr. GREEN. This bill is all wrong. Ohio 
and Indiana and Illinois have received more than 
their two per cent. fund in the construction of 
roads, and the roads have been ceded to the States. 

Several Senarors. Let us vote. 

Mr. GREEN. Iam willing to let the vote be 
taken; but I want first to state a fact. Ihad_ to 
beg hard to get the two per cent. fund paid Mis- 
souri, when Missouri never had one stone laid, 
nor one single acre of land granted for the con- 
struction of roads. These other States have re- 
ceived millions and millions upon millions beyond 
the two per cent. I think it is wrong to give 
them more. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. One word in reply to the 
Senator from Missouri. We get nothing under 
this bill, if his statement be correct, for it is only 
the two per cent. fund that is to be paid. The 
amount is to be audited, and if the Senator be 
correct, we shall get nothing under it. The Sen- 
ator, however, is mistaken. I do not want to 
take up time; but we do not get a dollar by the 
billif we have already received our share of the 
fund. i 

Mr. POLK. Iwas about to ask the question, 
whether what is claimed is not the balance. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is all. If there is 
nc balance, we do not get anything. 

Mr. GREEN. The difference is this: the ex- 
penditure was made under a certain state of cir- 
cumstances, and now the account is to be stated 
under a different state of circumstances; so that 
they will get what they were never entitled to. 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. This isa subjectofmore 
consequence than seems to be supposed. It is the 
very same claim which has been urged time after 
time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And passed for Missouri 
last year. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It ought never to be 
passed. If it was passed for Missouri, last year, 
it was passed without my attention being called 
to the subject atall. It was debated by Benton 


and Clay, here, and the most unanswerable facts | 


1 


and arguments adduced to show that they were 
entitled to nothing; that, at their own instance, 
that and much more had been laid out by this 
Government in making the great national road. 
I do not remember the passage of the bill for Mis- 
souri; but, if I had noticed it, 1 should have pro- 
duced evidence which Fam sure would have sat- 
isfied the Senate that neither of them is entitled 
toacent. They have been paid ali this, and more 
than paid it in that great improvement. 

Mr. GREEN. Ifthe other was wrong, this is 
still more wrong. Now, I want to see how the 
Senator from Kentucky will vote. 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. There is no doubt about 
how I vote. When I say a thing is wrong, you 
may know my vote, of course. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is best that the Senate 
should be apprised of what will .be the probable 
amount voted under the present bill. It is esti- 
mated that the balance of the two per cent. fund 
due to the State of Indiana is about $55,619, and 
to Ilinois, $222,523. Under the provisions of this 
bill, Indiana will be subject to reduction of about 
twenty thousand dollars for arrears of intereston 
her bonds held in trust for Indians, That is the 
statement I have from the Department. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The accounting officers 
cannot charge her upon the gencral laws passed 
at her instance and for her benefit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
failed to announce, in consequence of this bill 
being before the Senate by unanimous consent, as 
it was his duty to have done, the special order for 
half past twelve o’clock, being the joint resolu- 
tion (S. No. 70) proposing certain amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


„Mr. PEARCE. Before that is taken up, I de- 
sire to state that the House of Representatives 
have disagreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the Indian appropriation bill, have 
further insisted on their amendments, and ask for 
a new conference. I move that the Senate assent 
to that request. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was 

Resolved, That the Senate further insist upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 865) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1862; and upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to other amendments of the Senate to said bil; 
and thatthe Senate agree to the further conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committee on 
the part of the Senate; and Mr. Pues, Mr. Nicu- 
oLson, and Mr. DooLitTLE, were appointed. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 


| States, by Mr. Grossprenner, his Secretary, 


announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed the following bills: 
An act (S. No. 39) for the relief of Simon De 
Visser and José Villarubia, of New Orleans; and 
An act (S. No. 77) for the relief of Richard 
Chenery. 


MILITARY ROADS IN NEW MEXICO. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill of the House (No. 200) to pro- 
vide for the completion of the military road from 
Fort Union to Santa Fé, and from Taos to Santa 
Fé, New Mexico, disagreed to by the House. 

On motion of Mr. RICE, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the said bill, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, and agree to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. RICE, the Vice President 
was auihorized to appoint the committee on the 
part of the Senate; and Mr: Ricx, Mr. KENNEDY, 
and Mr. Winson, yere appointed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 


| Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 


which thereupon received the signature of the 
Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 311) for the relief of Mary 
Ann Henry; 

A bill GI. R. No. 


426) for the relief of John 
Y. Sewell; 


_A bill (H. R. No. 461) granting an invalid pen- 
sion to Charles Appleton; ` ane : 

A bill (H. R. No. 666) for the relief of William 
Sutton; and : 

A bill (H.R. No. 530) granting ‘a pension. to 
Jane Yates. f 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


,_ The message further announced that the Pres- 
identofthe United States had approved and signed, 
on the 98th of February, the following bills: 

Anact (H. R. No: 909) for the relief of Thomas 
Crittenden; and 

An act (H. R. No. 999) to amend ‘“ An act sup- 
plementary to an act approved March 3, 1855, to 
organize an institution for the insane of the Army 
and Navy,and of the District of Columbia, in the 
said District,” approved February 7, 1857. 

Also, that the President had approved and 
signed, on the Ist instant, the following bills: 

An act (H.R. No. 576) for the relief of Messrs. 
Coale & Barr; = 

An act (H. R.No. 655) for the relief of Prentis 
Champlain; . 

An act (H. R. No. 981) to confirm a cestain 
private land claim in New Mexico; and 

An act (H. R. No. 997) forthe relief of Green- 
bury M. Watkins, of Montgomery county, Mary- 
and., j 

Also, that the President had approved and 
signed, this day, an act (H. R. No, 338). to pro- 
vide for the payment of outstanding Treasury 
notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
On motion of Mr. LATHAM, it was 


Ordered, ‘That two additional members be appointed on 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills, and that they be appointed 
by the Vice President. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed My, Pow- 
ELL and Mr. Morritu. : 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forvey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 895) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1862. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 895) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1862, submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (ki. R. No, 
895) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1862, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from their amendments numbered 
four, nine, twelve, eighteen, twenty-four, and forty-two. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s amendments, numbered eight, eleven, thirteen, 
fourteen, twenty-five, twenty-six, twenty-eight, twenty- 
nine, thirty-one, thirty-two, thirty-three, thirty-four, thirty- 
six, thirty-eight, and thirty-nine, 

That the Senate concur in the amendment of the House 
to the Senate’s twenty-seventh amendment, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the 
House amendment to the thirty-filth amendment of the 
Senate, and concur in said amendment of the House with 
the following amendment: In the twelfth, instead of the 
fourth line of said Senate amendment, strike out the word 
“ directed,” and insert “ authorized.” 

That the House recede from their disugreement to the 
Senate’s first amendment, and agree to the same with the 
following amendment: Strike ont of line three of said 
amendment the word “ fifty,” and insert “thirty.” 

That the House recede froin their disagreement to the 
Senate’s second amendment, and agree to the same with 
following amendment: In line three of said amendinent, 
strike out ‘ thirty,” and insert “ten.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s third amendment, and agree to the same with the 
following amendment: In line two of said amendment 
strike out “ forty,” and insert “twenty-five.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 


| Senate’s twentieth amendment, and agree to the same with 


the. following amendment : In iine one of said amend- 
ment, after the words “ Provided that,” strike out the 
words * the proviso in.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s forty-first amendment, and agree to the same with 
the following amendment: Strike out all of said amend- 
ment after the word “ enacted,” and insert the folowing: 
«Phat all purchases and contracts for supplies or services 
in any of the departments of the Government, except for 
personal services when the public exigencies do not require 
ihe immediate delivery of the article or articles, or perform- 
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ance ofthe service, shall bemađe by advertising asufficient 
time previously for proposals respecting the same. When 
immediate delivery or performance is required by the pub- 
lic exigency, the articles or service required may be pro- 
cured by open purchase or contract at the places and in the 
manner in Which such articles are usually bought and sold, 
or such services engaged between individuals. No con- 
tract or purchase shall hereafter be made, unless the same 
be authorized by law or be under an appropriation adequate 
to its fulfillment, except in the War and Navy Departments, 
for clothing, subsistence, forage, fuel, quarters, or trans- 
portation, which, however, shall not exceed the necessi- 
ties of the current year. And the third section of the act 
entitled * An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1861,’ shall be, and the same 


is hereby, repealed.” 

1. A. PEARCE, 
W. P. FESSENDEN, 

. H. M. RICE, 

Managers-on the part of the Senate. 
H. WINTER DAVIS, 
JOHN S. MILLSON, 
J. HUMPHREY, 

Managers onthe part of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PEARCE. I will make any explanation 
as to these arfiendments that may be desired; or, 
perhaps, I had better proceed to state briefly the 
effect of the report. 

The Senate recede from the amendment appro- 
priating $45,000 for a steam vessel in the place of 
the steamer Walker, lost by collision at sea—that 
was under the head of the coast survey. The Sen- 
ate recede also from the appropriation of $10,000 
to complete the inclosing of Judiciary square, and 
leveling and grading; from the twelfth amend- 
ment, for extending the stone and brick wall 
alread y forming part of the exterior wall of a por- 
tion of the hospital grounds; and from the amend- 
ment increasing the appropriation for surveying 
the public lands and private land claims in Cali- 
fornia from $20,000 to $30,000, so as to leave it at 
the amount appropriated by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, $20,000. We agree to recede, also, 
from the item providing for payment to the Ex- 
change Company at Baltimore for extra work on 
the post office; and also from the amendment di- 
reeting the Secretary of the Navy to ascertain the 
sum due to Gilbert & Secor. 

The House recede from their disagreement 
to the eighth amendment of the Senate, for the 
repairs of the Potomac, navy-yard, and upper 
bridges; also, from their disagreement to the elev- 
enth amendment, in relation to repairs and certain 
outbuildings, &c., provided for the hospital for 
the insane; also, from their disagreement to the 
amendment relating to drawings to illustrate the 
report of the Commissioner of Patents for the 
year 1861; also, from their disagreement to the 
amendment made in the item appropriating for the 
collection of agricultural statistics; also, from their 
disagreement to the appropriation for incidental 
and contingent expenses, including wastage, at 
the Mint in Philadelphia; also, from their disagree- 
ment to the appropriation for incidental and con- 
tingent expenses, including wastage, at the mint 
at San Francisco; also, from their disagreement 
to the amendment appropriating $16,000 to pay 
for labor and materials furnished for the Post 
Office extension. They agree, also, to the appro- 
priation of €250,000 for the Capitol extension; 
algo, to the amendment providing for the compen- 
sation of the superintendent of Indian affairs, 
and three additional agents, in Washington Ter- 
ritory, for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June 
next; and also, for the compensation of the super- 
intendent of Indian affairs, and three additional 
agents, in Washington ‘Territory, for the next 
fiscal year. They agree, also, to the amendment 
for the payment of balances due contractors for 
building custom-houses at afew places in Maine, 
Belfast and Ellsworth; also, to the amendment in 
regard to sewerage at the Brooklyn navy-yard; 
also, to the amendment appropriating $80,000 for 
the payment of materials delivered for the exten- 
sion of the Treasury building, and the appropri- 
ation of $259,000 for continuing the work on that 
building; also, to the amendment relating to the 
holding of a district court at Mankato, in Minne- 


sota; also, the amendment providing for refund- ij 


ing to Michael Cassin the value of certain gold 

dust deposited with the mint at San Francisco. 
‘The House recede from their disagreement to 

the first amendment of the Senate, which appro- 


priates $250,000 for the survey of the Auantic and | 


Gulf coasts of the United States, with an amend- 
ment which reduces it by the amount of $20,000. 
The House recede also from the disagreement to 
the amendment for the survey of the western 


coast, with an amendment reducing that $20,000; 
and also from the amendment for the survey of the 
Florida reefs and keys, with an amendment re- 
ducing that $15,000. The House recede also from 
their disagreement to the twentieth amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment which strikes out the words ‘¢ proviso in.” 
This relates to the land office in Washington Ter- 
ritory. The House also recede from their disa- 
greement to the 27th amendment, for the suppres- 
sion of the slave trade, with an amendment which 
limits the salaries of attorneys and marshals. 
They also recede from their disagreement to the 
amendment in relation to the Superintendent of 
Public Printing, with an amendment striking out 
the word “ directed’’and inserting ‘‘ authorized.” 
They also recede from their disagreement to the 
forty-first amendment, and agree to the same with 
an amendment which strikes out all after the word 
“í enacted,” and inserts a substitute. 

i The report was concurred in. 


REPORT OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen.) 
The special order is the joint resolution (S. No. 
70) proposing certain amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.LANE. Mr President, I hope I shall be 
permitted to proceed without interruption, and l 
trust not to consume much time. While I had 
the floor yesterday, I stated some of my objec- 
tions to the proposed amendments to the Consti- 
tution which are now before us. They are: that 
they do not do justice to the whole country—that 
they do not do justice to all the States. I have 
always held that the territory is common prop- 
erty; that it belongs to all the States; that every 
citizen of every State has an equal right to emi- 
grate to, and settle in, the common Territories; and 
that any species of property, recognized as such 
in any State of the Confederacy, should have a 
like recognition in the Territories, and be guaran- 
tied, protected, and secured in its full integrity, 
| to the owner thereof. That this should be so, 
| was the intent of the revolutionary fathers who 
shaped and framed the Constitution; and it was 
this principle, more, perhaps, than any other, 
which called into being that noble compact, which 
has so Jong been a bond of Union and goodness 
between all the States. It is the very life-blood 
and vitality of the Constitution. Itisthe ligament 
that has held us together heretofore, and which, 
if cut now, will result only in hopeless and im- 
mutable disruption. I have never deviated a sin- 
gle iota from this correct doctrine. Had we lived 
up to thisequitable principle—the foundation upon 
| which the Constitution rests, upon which only 
this Union can be maintained—we should have 
had no trouble in this country to-day. It is not 
imy fault that trouble and dissatisfaction prevail; 
| itis not my fault that secession has taken place, 
and that further secession will take place, unless 
Congress shall recognize this great principle of 
justice, of right, and of equality. ‘That is the doc- 
trine upon which this Union rests; and it must be 
maintained, or the connection will be severed. 

While upon this question, Mr. President, I 
| may be permitted to allude to my course in the 
| Sonate last session, and [I shall do so very briefly. 
| Upon a series of resolutions introduced by the 
| Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis]—a series 
| of resolutions that were considered in this body, 
| after having been previously maturely and delib- 
| eratcly adopted by a caucus composed of the Dem- 
ocratic Senators, and agreed upon by them, as 
| setting forth the principles necessary to be main- 
‘ tained in order to secure the existence and perpe- 
tuity of this Confederacy. It has been charged 
upon this floor that, on the 25th day of May last, I 
votéd against the right of protection to slave prop- 
erty in the Territories. In grder that the Senate 
may know how I voted, and that I may show you 
and evcry other man that I stood then as I stand 
to-day, and as I have always stood upon this 
question, I will read some short extracts from the 
| discussion upon this series of resolutions. The 
i fourth resolution was in these words: 
|) “ Resolved, That neither Congress, nor a Territorial Le- 
|; gislature, whether by direct legislation or legislation of an 
: Indirect and unfriendly nature, possess the power to annul 
| or impair the constitutional right of any citizen of the Uni- 


1i ted States to take his slave property into the common Ter- 
li ritories, but it is the duty of the Federal Government there 


HI 


| 


‘te afford for that, as for other species of property, the need- 


ful protection ; and if exporience should at any time prove 
that the judiciary does not possess power to insure adequate 
protection, it will then become the duty of Congress to 
supply such deficiency.” 

Now mark, this resolution states that all the 
property of all the people of any State, whether 
slave or otherwise, has an equal right to protec- 
tion; and if experience should at any time prove 
that the courts had not the power to afford that 
protection, then it was the duty of Congress to 
enact such laws as were necessary to protect every 
man in his legal and rightful property, no matter 
of what description or characteristic. Sir, not 
long since, upon this floor, a Senator was hardy 
enough to say that I voted against protecting 
property in Territories; and he desired to know 
what had happened that States should be con- 
cerned; what had occurred to alarm the States that 
were seceding from the Union? F will show you, 
sir, very briefly what I said upon that question 
then; and I will repeat it now, for I have never 
changed my sentiments on this subject. No liv- 
ing man can assert, and in so doing tell the truth, 
that I ever uttered a word against the equality of 
the States, and their equal right in the common 
Territory of our common country; and any charge 
that I voted then to refuse protection to property 
in the territory is false. I have always held that 
the territory belonged to all; that it was acquired, 
as ] knew, at the expense of the southern States 
as well as of the northern; and upon the battle- 
field where I had witnessed the good conduct of 
northern and southern troops, I found the soldier 
from the southern States pouring out his blood 
as freely, and certainly in very much larger quan- 
tity—for there were very many more from the 
southern States who participated in the battles of 
our country in the war which resulted in the ac- 
quisition of territory, than there were from the 
northern States. Then, so far as the acquisition 
is concerned, it is joint, and it wag for the joint 
benefit of all portions of the country. Conse- 
quently, Lhave held, and I hold now, that the Ter- 
ritorics should be so appropriated. And when 
those resolutions were up last winter, I said what 
I will now read: 

“I only desire to say, in relation to the seriés of resolu- 
tions, a portion of which I have already voted in favor of, 
that I shall vote in favor of the rest ; forthe whole of them 
together meet with my hearty approbation. They assert 
the truth ; they assert the great principle that the constitu- 
tional rights of the States are equal; that the States have 
equal rights in this country under the Constitution; and, 
as I understand it, they must be maintained in that equal- 
ity. These resolutions only assert that principle; and {say 
that it isa misfortune to the country, in my opinion, that 
the principles laid down in these resolutions had not been 
asserted sooner. They ought to have been asserted by the 
Democratic party in plain English ten years ago, If they 
had been, you would have had no trouble in this country 
to-day ; the Democratic party would have been united and 
strong, and the equality and constitutional rights of the 
States would have been maintained in the Territory, and 
in ail other things; squatter sovereignty would not have 
been heard of, and to-day we should be united. It is. the 
fault of the Democratic party in dodging truth, in dodg- 
ing principle, in dodging the Constitution itself, that has 
brought the trouble upon the country and the party that is 
experienced to-day.” 

I believe, if we had asserted and maintained 
these great truths ten years ago, and placed our- 
selves upon them boldly, as it was our duty to 
have done, we would have no trouble in this 
country to-day; but instead of declaring the great 
truths enunciated in these resolutions, we went 
off upon issues unbecoming the Democratic party. 
A portion of our leaders wandered and went 
astray, and asserted that the people of a Territory 


| had the right toprohibit slavery whenever, in their 


judgment, it ought to be prohibited; a power 
which Congress even does not possess, and conse- 
quently cannot confer upon a Territorial Legisla- 
ture, unless the creature becomes greater than the 
creator. It was this kind of trouble, and this sort of 
heresy introduced into the Democratic party, that 
have broken it up, and brought the disasters upon 
our country which we experience to-day. I say, 
then, let the blame fall upon the guilty; I am in- 
nocent of it; for I have held but one doctrine upon 
this question from the beginning to the present 
hour, and I shall hold that doctrine to the end. 
In the speech from which I have already read, I 
also used the following language: 

‘Sir, it appears to me to be very singular indeed, that 
any man can hold that the territory of this country belongs 
to a portion of the people, and that the people of one por- 
tion of the Union can go there and enjoy their property, 
when the people of another portion cannot enjoy the right 
of property in that territory—territory common to the whole 
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country; territory that was earned or acquired bythe com- 
mon blood and common treasure of all ; territory that.is sus- 
tained by the common treasure of all; and to say that all 
shall not have an equal right there, is to deny a fact so plain, 
a principle so just, a rightso manifest, that 1 can hardly see 
how any man who professes.to be a Democrat can deny it, 
or how he can attempt to embarrass the adoption of the 
correct principles announced in these resolutions. I shat 
therefore vote against all the amendments, and everything 
that is offered to obstruct their passage, upon the ground 
that they assert justice, that they assert truth, that they as- 
sert the equality and constitutional rights of allthe States, 
which principle must be maintained, or this Union cannot 
be preserved.” i 


That was my doctrine then, it is the doctrine 
which I have held and advocated for twenty years. 
Yt is the doctrine I holl now; and I so notified the 
Senator from Tennessee, who arraigned me here 
as voting against protecting property, and who 
did me willful and gross injustice in it—for I voted 
for it and he voted against it. That is to say, I 


voted against the resolution introduced by Mr. | 


Curmeman declaring ‘that slave property did not 
need protection in the Territories,” while the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee voted for it; and when the 
motion was made to reconsider the vote adopting 
it in lieu of the fourth resolution of the Davis se- 
ries, I voted to reconsider, and the Senator from 
Tennessee voted against it, showing clearly that 
he was against affording that protection to slave 
property which the fourth resolution provided 
for. Did I not maintain the truth? Was I not 
prophetic in the announcement that I made in this 
Senate Chamber then? I said, that unless this 
great principle of justice, of equality, of the right 
of every man to the common territory should be 
maintained, this Union would be broken up. This 
great principle has not been maintained, but the 
Union has been destroyed. 

But, sir, to go to the votes. It will be borne in 
mind, and every Senator on this floor will bear 
me out in my statement, that while the Davis 
resolutions—the series of which I speak~were 
up, various propositions were made to amend 
them, and I voted against all amendments. There 
are Senators here at this moment’who will sus- 
tain me when I say that, when in caucus and we 
had under consideration this series of resolutions, 
I said, and said it boldly and in plain terms, that 
if every man from every southern State of this 
Union would come here and say, for the sake of 
peace, if you please, or any other reason, he was 
willing to abandon his equality, his right in the 
common territory, then, if alone, I would stand 
and protest against it; protest that he had no right 
to surrender a constitutional right; that none but 
a coward would do it; that every man had a right 
in the common territory; that it was his privilege, 
and he should never surrender it with my permis- 
sion. On the other hand, I said that if every north- 
ern man in the Senate Chamber—nay, but even 
every northern citizen—expresscd a desire to sur- 
render his right, his equality, his privilege, to go to 
the common territories with his property, I should 
enter my solemn protest against it, and insist that 
he had a constitutional right to go there which he 
should never surrender with my consent, Then, 


how any man could assert that I ever entertained | 


the opinion that slavery did not need protection 


from aggression, is to me the strangest, falsest | 
thinginnature. I said,as T have shown you, that į 
I had voted against all amendments, and would | 


continue to vote against ail amendments, or any 
attempt whatsoever calculated to obstruct the pas- 
sage of the resolutions; for they asserted the night 
of the people to go to the Territorics, asserted the 
power of the court to protect them in the posses- 
sion of their property, and that if the court failed 
to protect them, Congress should afford the neces- 
sary authority to do so. 

But, sir, allow me to observe: there was a res- 
olution that Inever voted for, and that no man can 
charge me with ever having voted for. Senators 
will recollect—and whoever has read the proceed- 
ings of the Senate will recollect—that an amend- 
ment was offered as a substitute to the fourth res- 
olution, in these words: 

“ That the existing condition of the Territories does not 
require the intervention of Congress for the protection of 
property in slaves.” 

I did not vote for that resolution; but the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee did. Thatamendment was 
adopted in lieu of the fourth resolution of the series 


thatI have read, which insured protection to slave | 


property in the Territories. It was adopted not 
entirely by Democratic votes; and that there may 
be no mistake, I will read what the Senator from 
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Massachusetts said when he moved a reconsid- 
eration: 


“I wish simply to say that I voted for that resolution, 
because J believed the condition of the Territories requires 
no such law now or ever, and I do not believe inthe en- 
aetment of any such law; but my friends on this side of 
the Chamber have put that resolution in the series ; and 
for myself, I do not wish to be responsible for any portion 
of these resolutions; and I therefore 
reconsidered.” 


This was the language of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, when he found that the Republicans, . 


united with some Democrats, had stricken out 
the fourth resolution of the series, and inserted 
this as a substitute. I said to Mr. Wixson on 
that occasion: 


& T desire merely to tender my thanks to the honorable 


Senator from Massachusetts. The series of resolutions, as 
introduced by the honorable Senator from Mississippi, are 
germane one to the other. “hey are a declaration of prin- 
ciples by the Democratic party. ‘This amendment, as the 
Senator has said correctly, has been fastened on the Dem- 
ocratic resolutions by the votes of the Republican Sena- 
tors. I feel grateful, indeed, to the Senator for making the 
motion to reconsider. Ehope the vote will be reconsidered, 
and the resolution voted down.” 

The motion was put, and on the yeas and nays 
the vote was reconsidered. I voted for the recon- 
sideration, and I voted against the amendment 
when it was adopted asa substitute for the fourth 
resolution. Among those who voted in the af- 
firmative for reconsideration were Messrs. BEN- 
JAMIN, Brown, Cuesnut, Cray, Davis, Firz- 
PATRICK, Green, Gwin, Hlammonp, HARLAN, 
Hunter, Iverson, Jounson of Arkansas, and 
Lane. Among those who voted against it, I find 
Jounson,of Tennessee. I did not vote to continue 
in the seriesa resolution that refused protection to 
all the people in the common Territories. Portions 
of the Journal have been paraded to show the vote 
on Mr. Brown’s amendment to Mr. Ciiyeman’s 
amendment. { said, in several speeches, that I 
should vote against all amendments, because the 
series had been considered not only here, butin a 
caucus composed of the Democratic Senators of 
this body, and we had agreed to take them as 
a whole, and to vote them through altogether if 
we had the strength to do so. I voted against 
every proposition to amend. I voted against Mr. 
Brown’s, and Í voted against Mr. Curyeman’s, 
and I voted against every other amendment that 
was calculated to weaken orembarrass the passage 
of the resolutions. Yet Iam represented here as 
having voted against affording protection to slave 

roperty in the Territories! I ask again, if any 
Benatar, if any man who can read, can say that 
the fourth resolution, for which I did vote and for 
which I struggled and contended, does not declare 
that slave property shall be protected in the com- 
mon Territorics of our country. I will read it 
again: 

t Resolved, That neither Congress nor a Territorial Le- 
gislature, whether by direct legislation or legislation of an 
indirect and unfriendiy nature, possess the power to annul 
or impair the constitutional rightof any citizen of the Uni- 
ted States to take his slave property inte the common ter- 
ritories, but it is the duty of the Federal Government there 
to afford for that, as for other species of property, the need- 
ful protection; and if experience should, at any time, prove 
that the judiciary does not possess power to insure adequate 
protection, it will then become the duty of Congress to 
supply such deficiency. 

Could anything be stronger? Could any man 
desire a more direct declaration of principles than 
this? Upon the yeas and nays I voted for it. I 
voted against the amendment that was adopted, 
and afterwards reconsidered. How, then, cana 
man arraign me before the country as having said 
upon oath, on the 25th of May last, that slave 

roperty should not be protected in the common 
Werriinries with other property? I have always 
held that all property should be protected, slave 
as well as other property; that it should have the 
same protection as, and no more protection than, 
any other property. That they do not secure all 


this, is the objection I have to the amendments to i 


the Constitution proposed by the peace conference. 
They are ambiguous, loose, and deceptive. Ido 
not know that the people can comprehend them. 
There will be no certainty under them; and they 
would, if adopted, result in endless troubles and 
litigation. I trust no amendments will ever be 
made to the Constitution, unless they are made 
upon principles of right, justice, and equality, so 
that there can be no mistake in construing them 
hereafter. If we amend the Constitution, let us 
do it with a view to the peace of the country, with 
a view to the harmony of the country, with a view 


wish the vote to-be : 


to the security of every interest, and.of every. State 
in the Union. If we could-do that, and. this day 
amend the Constitution so.as‘to provide expressly 
that every State should have equal rights in the 
Territories and elsewhere within the Union, this 
Confederacy would last forever, the States that 
have left us would come back, and weshould have 
then a great and a lasting Union indeed. With- 
out it, we never can have a permanent Union. 
We must do something that is clearly right, or 
the States that have left us will never return, 
They never ought to return, unless they can have 
the right of equality secured to them by the Con- 
stitution. Ielaim for my State just that which she 
is entitled to, and notaparticle more. I would con- 
cede to the southern States that to which they are 
entitled, and nota particle more. That they must 
have, or there can be no peace, #0 union, no har- 
mony, no security, and no perpetuity of this Con- 
federacy. Such amendments to the Constitution, 
securing these objects and principles, are indis- ` 
pensable to the maintenance of the Government 
as it was formed. 

Then why notdo right? Why not every south- 
ern man ask just that which he is entitled to, and 
no more? He ought to be content with nothing 
short of what he is entitled to; and if he be, he is 
untrue to his section and his constituents; untrue 
to the people whose servant he is; and untrue to 
the institutions of the country; for the country 
can exist only upon the triumph of such princi- 
ples. He who is unwilling to deal fairly by the 
North and the South, is a man who is guilty of 
shattering and ruining the Confederacy; destroy- 
ing the peace and harmony and success of this 
great experiment of ours. 

The doctrines asserted in the series of resolu- 
tions offered by Mr. Davis have not been main- 
tained; and, as a consequence, events have since 
transpired detrimental to the public peace and 
welfare ofthe country, and destructive of its unity. 
The Union has been in fact broken up. But, al- 
though the ship is wrecked, the principles that 
guided her survive—live, even in the heart of 
New England. The very doctrines which I have 
enunciated or advocated are laid down in the res- 
olutions of the late Democratic convention of the 
State of Connecticut. I send them to the Beere- 
tary, and request that they be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


“ Resolved, That it is the opinion of the Democracy of 
Connecticut, in convention assembled, that. this Govern- 
ment isa Confederacy of sovereign and independent States, 
based and founded upon the equal rights of each ; and any 
legislation trenching upon the great principle of their equal- 
ity, is a wanton violation of the spirit and letter of the con- 
stitutionat compact. 

“ Resolved, That the present lamentable condition of the 
country finds its origin in the unconstitutional acts and sec- 
tional spirit of a great northern party, the principles of 
whose organization deny to the people of one class of States 
the enjoyment and exercise of the same political rights 
claimed and demanded by another class of States; thus 
ignoring and destroying the great political truth which is 
the foundation of our Government, and the vital principle 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

“ Resolved, That the pernicious doctrine of coercion, in- 
stead of conciliation, to be applied to the seeeding States, 
which is now advocated and urged by the teaders of the 
northern sectional party, is utterly at war with the exercise 
of right, reason, matured judgment, and the principles of the 
Constitution of the United States, and should be strongly 
resisted by every lover of our common country, by every 
weil-wisher to the best interests of the haman race, as op- 
posed to the progress and civilization of the age, asthe sure 
precursor of an internecine war, in which would be saeri- 
fced the lives of hundreds of thousands of our fellow-citi- 
zens, the expenditure of countless millions of treasure, the 
destruction of the moral and commercial interests of our 


| people; and not only utterly fail of its avowed object, the 


restoration of the Union, but defeat forever its reconstruc - 
tion. 

« Resolved, That a restoration of good feeling between 
the inhabitants of our common country should be, and is, 
the paramount feeling in every patriotic heart; to that great 
object should be saerificed sectional prejudice and the spirit 
of partisanship; therefore the Democracy of Connecticut 
earnestly commend to the attention of Congress the prop- 
ositions of the venerable aad distinguished Senator from, 
Kentucky; believing that the adoption thereof, or those of 
a similar character, would greatly conduce to harmonize 
the opinions of the North aud the South, stay the progress 
of secession, aud to the reconstruction of a now dissevered 
Union.” 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, in the State of 
Connecticut the Democracy assert the correct 
principle, and they charge the trouble in the coun- 
try to the right quarter, I stated, on a former 
occasion, that the Democracy of old Connecticut 
would never join the Republican party in any at- 
tempt to coerce the southern States; and Lam now 
authorized by their own declaration to say again, 


what I said before, that they, like the Democracy 
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of Oregon and of every other northern State, will 
never join-a party that has refused justice; that 
has refused equality and. right; that has refused 
to protect property in the Territories, or wherever 
the jurisdiction of the United States extends, in 
putling down those who contended for their rights 
and for the equality to which they were entitled. 
Sir, the loyal Democracy of this country fully 
understand the question, and they assert the right. 

Now, sir, these great principles were not car- 
ried out. The platform on which the Democracy 

resented their candidates for President and Vice 
President was not heeded, though based upon the 
Constitution. I will say to the Senator who has 
boasted of his efforts in Tennessee in behalf of the 
Breckinridge ticket, that I shall notice that here- 
after; but | have only to say now, that, for the 
sake of the country, L would to God the ticket had 
succeeded. We should then have had those prin- 
ciples indorsed upon which the Government is 
established, and the country would have been at 
peace. For that alone I wished it to succeed ; 
for, sir, say in your presence, and in the pres- 
ence of all here, and before the country, that I 
never saw the day when I would have tossed a 
copper for either the Presidency or Vice Presi- 
dency, unless it could be obtained upon princi- 
ples indispensable to the maintenance of this 
Union. For the sake of the country, then, I say 
I regret the ticket did not succeed; otherwise, £ 
have no feeling about it. 

I will say only a word, now, as to the amend- 
ments proposed to the Constitution. I had the 
pleasure of listening, yesterday, to the distin- 
guished Senator from Kentucky. I know his pa- 
triotism and his devotion to the Union. I know 
his willingness to take anything, however small, 
however trifling, however little it might be, that 
would, in his opinion, give peace to the country. 
Sir, I am actuated by no such feeling. We should 
nevercompromise principle nor sacrifice the eternal 
philosophy of justice. Whenever the Democratic 
party compromised principle it laid the foundation 
of future troubles for itself and for the country. 
When we do, then, amend the Constitution, ìt 
ought to be in the spirit of right and justice to all 
men and to all sections. I voted for the Senator’s 
propositions, and I will do so again, if we can 
get a vote, because there was something in them; 
something that I could stand by; but there is noth- 
ing in the amendments proposed by the peace con- 
ference. Fle proposed to establish the line of 36° 
30°, and to prohibit slavery north of it and pro- 
tect it south of it, in all the present territory, or 
of the territory to be hereafter acquired. In that 
proposition there was something like justice and 
right; but there is nothing in the amendments 
proposed by the peace conference that any man, 
north or south, ought to take, They area cheat; 
they are a deception; they are a fraud; they hold 
out a false idea; and I think, with all due respect 
to the Senator—for I have the highest regard for 
him personally—that he is too anxious to heal the 
trouble that exists in the country. He had bet- 
ter place himself upon the right and stand by it. 
Let him contend, with me, for the inalienable and 
constitutional rights of every American citizen. 
Let him beware of ‘ compromising ’? away the 
vital rights, privileges, and immunities of one 
portion of the country to appease the graceless, 
unrelenting, and hostile fanaticism of another por- 
tion.. Let him labor with me, to influence every 
State to mind its own affairs, and to keep the Ter- 
ritories entirely free to the enterprise of all, with 
equal security and protection—without invidious 
distinctions—to the property of every citizen. 
Thus, and only thus, can we have peace, happi- 
ness, and eternal Union. 

Then the Senator from Oregon comes. He 
talked flippantly about “ his ”? people and “his”? 
State, and what they would do. Mr. President, 
I have lived a long time in Oregon—longer than 
that Senator—and [ have never claimed that the 
people of Oregon belonged to me. l have never 
assumed to call them “my people.” Tam their 
servant, and I desire to represent them honestly 
and faithfully, as L have done at all times, and 
underall circumstances, I pledge them to nothing. 
“My State? ‘My people!’? Good God, sir! 


has it come to this, that a Senator who has been | 
there buta short time; who can hardly claima | 


residence there; who owns no house or land there; 
who has paid no taxes there, or even worked upon 
the public roads; who was simply imported like 


a machine, to political order; who never fought a 
battle to protect the emigrants and settlers, or to 
prevent the Indians from committing depredations 
and outrages there; should have the assurance to 
get up in his place in the Senate and claim that 
his ‘people’? would trample upon the rights of 
the South, and join with the Senatorand his con- 
freres in their fanatical ranks? I pledge the peo- 
ple of Oregon to nothing, They area free people; 
they are agallant people; they are a sensible peo- 
ple; they are a patriotic people. They had the 
kindnessto send me to Congress, and I have served 
them faithfully. They are my masters. I shall 
soon be one of them. We shall soon balance ac- 
counts, and I will return and be with them and 
of them—an honest, industrious farmer, as most 
of themare. I shal! pay my taxes, and discharge 
all my duties, as a citizen should; and I will be 
with them whether I am in Congress or out of 
Congress. 

These observations, relative to my colleague, 
have been a deviation from the regular line of my 
argument; but I could not avoid noticing the anx- 
iety of the Senator from Kentucky to accept any- 
thing, and the readiness of the Senator from Oregon 
to pledge his people—** my people ”’—to anything 
that he chooses. Now, I know there are many 
free people in the State of Oregon. They gen- 
erally do as they please. They have no master. 
No man owns them; and no man can claim to 
control them. But this I am warranted in assert- 
ing—for I know long, well, and intimately, the 
gallant men of Oregon—that they will not be found 
ready or inclined, at the Senator’s and his mas- 
ter’s beck, to imbrue their hands, for a godless 
cause, in fraternal gore. 

Mr President, the principles asserted in the 
resolutions adopted by this Senate, last winter, 
have not been carried out. We see the conse- 
quences. We see a dissevered country and a 
divided Union. A number of the States have 
gone off, have formed an independent Govern- 
ment; it is in existence, and the States compos- 
ing it will never come back to you, unless you 
say in plain English, in your amendments to the 
Constitution, that every State in the future Union 
has an equal right to the Territories and all the 
protection and blessings of this Government— 
never! [tell you, sir, although some foolish men 
and some wicked ones may say I am a disunion- 
ist, I am for the Union upon the principles of the 
Constitution, and not a traitor. None but a cow- 
ard will even think me a traitor; and if anybody 
thinks I am, let him test me. This Union could 
exist upon the principles that I have held and that 
are set forth in the Davis resolutions; but upon 
no other condition can it exist. Then, sir, dis- 
union is inevitable. It is not going to stop with 
the seven States that are out. No, sir; my word 
for it, unless you do something more than is pro- 
posed in this proposition, Old Virginia will go 
out, too—slothful as she has been, and tardy as 
she seems in appreciating her own interests and 
her rights, and kind and generous as she has 
been in inviting a peace congress to agree upon 
measures of safety for the Union. The time will 
come, however, when Old Virginia will stand 
trifling and chicanery no longer. Neither will 
North Carolinasufferit. None oftheslave States 
will endure it; for they cannot separate one from 
the other, and they will not. They will go out of 
this Union and into one of their own; forming a 
great, homogeneous, and glorious southern con- 
federacy. Itisand it has been, Senators, in your 
power to prevent this; itis and it has been for you 
to say (you might to-day, as it is the last day, say 
so,) whether the Union shall be saved or not. I 
know that gallant Old Dominion will never put up 
with less than herrights; andifshe should, I should 
entertain for her contempt. I should feel con- 
tempt for her if she were to ask foranything more 
than her rights;apd so I would if she were to put 
up with anything less than her constitutional | 
rights. Then, sir, secession has taken place, aud 
it will go on unless we do right, 

Mr. President, in the remarks which I made 
on the 19th of December last, in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, I took the ground that a 
State might rightfully secede from the Union ; 
when she could no longer remain in iton an equal 
footing with the other States; in other words, 
when her continuance asa member of the Confed- 
cracy involved the sacrifice of her constitutional | 


rights, safety, and honor. This right I deduced ; 


from the theory of equality of the States, upon 
which rests the whole fabric of our unrivaled sys- 
tem of government-—unrivaled, as it came from 
the hands of its illustrious framers—a model as 
perfect, perhaps, as human wisdom could devise, 
securing to all the blessings of civil and religious 
liberty, when rightly understood and properly 
administered; but like all other Governments, and 
even Christianity itself, a most dangerous engine 
of oppression when, having fallen into the hands 
of persons strangers to its spirit, and unmindful 
of the beneficent objects for which it was framed, 
it is perverted from its high and noble mission to 
the base uses of a selfish ogsectional ambition, or 
a blind and bigoted fanaticism. I said, on that 
occasion—referring to this fundamental principle 
of our Government, the equality of the States— 
that “as long as this equality be maintained the 
Union will endure, and no longer.” I might here 
undertake to enforce, by argument and the author- 
ity of writers on the nature and purposes of our 
Government, this, to me, self-evident proposi- 
tion. But I deem it unnecessary to consume the 
time of the Senate in discussing that branch of the 
subject. 

A certain distinguished Senator, [Mr. Trum- 
BULL,] in language which, though parliamentary, 
was not remarkable for good taste, took me to 
task, a few days ago, for my frequent allusions 
to “ State equality.’? I will not again, if I can 
help it, incur the displeasure of that Senator by 
referring to a principle of the Constitution which 
he affects to treat as unworthy of being discussed, 
oreven alluded to in this august body. It may 
be quite unsenatorial for a member of this body 
to refer to a great principle of the Constitution. 
If so—and in the judgment of the Senator it seems 
to be so—I have committed a mistake. My ex- 
cuse is, that I forgot at the moment that I was 
speaking since the adoption of the Chicago plat- 
form, which seems, in the opinion of gentlemen 
on the other side, to have superseded the Consti- 
tution, [hope this will be received as a sufficient 
apology for violating the rules of this body, as un- 
derstood on the Republican side of the Chamber. 

1 propose, Mr. President, to confine what I 
have to say in regard to the right of secession to 
the question: who must judge whether such right 
exists, and when it should be exercised ? Accord- 
ing to the theory of every despotic Government, 
of ancient or modern times, there is no such right, 
A province of an empire, how much soever op- 
pressed, is held by the oppressor as an integral 
part of his dominions. The yoke, once fastened 
on the neck of the subject, is expected, however 
galling, to be worn with patience and entire sub- 
mission to the tyrant’s will. This is the theory 
of despotism. What are its fruits? We have 
seen, in modern times, some of the bloodiest strug- 
gles recorded in history growing out of the asser- 
tion by one party, and the denial by the other, of 
this very right. Hungary undertook to “ secede”? 
from the Austrian empire. Her right to do so 
was denied. She constituted an integral part of 
the empire—a great ‘consolidated’’ nation, as 
some consider the United States to be. Being an 
integral part of the empire, according to the the- 
ory of the Austrian Government, she must so re- 
main forever. Austria not having the power to 
enforce an acquiescence in this doctrine, Russian 
legions were called to her aid; and Hungary, on 
whose gallant struggle for independence the lib- 
erty-loving people of this country looked with so 
much admiration and sympathy, soon lay pros- 
trate and bleeding at the tyrant’s feet, You may 
call this attempt of Hungary to regain her inde- 
pendence revolution. Thatis precisely what Aus- 
tria called it. I call it an effort on her part to 
peaceably secede—to peaceably dissolve her con- 
nection with a Government which, in her judg- 
ment, had become intolerably unjust and oppress- 
ive. Her oppressors told her it was not her prov- 
ince but theirs, to judge of her alleged grievances; 
that to acknowledge the right of secession would 
strike a fatal blow at the integrity of the empire, 
which could be maintained only by enforcing the 
perfeet obedience of each and every part. 

We have, in the recent struggle of the Italian 
States, an instructive commentary on the now 
mooted questions of secession and coercion. In- 
deed, history, through all past ages, is but a re- 
cord of the efforts of tyrants to prevent the recog- 
nition of the doctrine, that a people deeming 
themselves oppressed might peaceably absolve 
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themselves from allegiance to their oppressors. 
When our Government was formed, our fathers 
fondly thought that they had made a great im- 
provement on the despotic systems of modern Eu- 
rope. They saw the infinite evil resulting from 
coercing the unwilling obedience of a subject to 
a Government which he abhorred and detested. 
They accordingly declared the great truth, never 
enunciated until then, that +4 Governments derive 
all their just power from the consent of the gov- 
erned.”? A Government without such consent 
they held to be a tyranny. 

Now, Mr. President, this brings us to the very 
point in issue. Who is to determine whether this 
consent is given or withheld? Must it be de- 
termined by the ruler? If so, the proposition just 
stated is an absardity. Clearly it was the mean- 
ing of those who enunciated this great truth, that 
the subjects of a Government have the right to 
declare or withhold their consent; otherwise no 
such right exists. They, and they only, must 
judge whether their rights are protected or vio- 
lated. If protected, every consideration of interest 
and safety impels them to consent to live under 
a Government which secures the blessings they 
desire. If, on the other hand, in their judgment, 
their most sacred rights are violated, interest and 
honor, and the instinct of self-preservation, all 
conspire to impel them to withhold their consent; 
which being withheld, the Government, so far as 
they are concerned, ceases. 

Here 1 would call the attention of the Senate to 
the first. of the Kentucky resolutions of 1798-’99, 
written by Mr. Jefferson, in which he says dis- 
tinctly, that the parties to a political compact must 
judge for themselves of the mode and measure of 
redress, when they consider the compact violated 
and their rights invaded: 

* Resolved, ‘That the several States composing the Uni- 
ted States of America, are net united on the principle of 
unlimited submission to their General Government; but 
that by compact, under the style and title of a Constitution 
for the United States, and of amendments thereto, they 
constituted a General Government for special purposes, 
delegated to that Government certain definite powers, re- 
serving, each Stare to itself, the residuary mass of right to 
their own self-government ; and that whensoaver the Gen- 
eral Government assumes undelegated powers, its acts are 
unauthoritative, void, and of no force ; that te thiscompact 
each State acceded as a State, and is au integral party; 
that this Government, created by this compact, was not 
made the exclusive or final judge of the extent of the pow- 
ers delegated to itself, since that would have made its dis- 
cerctiou, and not the Constitution, the measure ofits power: 
but that, as in all other cases of compact among parties 
having no common judge, cach party has an equal right to 
judge for itself, as well of infractions as of the mode and 
measure of redr bas 

Here Mr. Jefferson asserts thata State aggrieved 
shall judge not only of the mode, but the measure 
ofredress. Is this treason? 
redress extends to secession, how can the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] do less than de- 
nounce the great apostle of liberty—as Mr. Jeffer- 
son has been called—a traitor? . 

No less clear and explicit on this point, is the 
language of Mr. Madison. Being chairman ofa 
commitice to whom the subject was referred—the 
resolutions having been returned by several of the 
States—he says in his report: 

“It appears te your committee te be a plain principle, 
founded in common sense, iilustrated by common practice, 
and essəntial to the nature of compacts, that where resort 
ean be had to no tribunal superior to the authority of the 
parties, the partics themselves must be the rightful judges, 
in the last resort, whether the bargain made has been pur- 
sued or violated. The Constitution of the United States 
was formed by the sanction of the States, given by each in 
its sovereign capacity. It adds to the stability and dignity, 
as well as to the authority, of the Constitution, that it rests 
on this legitimate and solid foundation. a 
being the parties to the constitutional compact, and in their 
sovereign capacity, it follows, of necessity, that there can 
be no tribunal above their authority, te decide, in the last 
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resort, whether the compact made by them be violated, and į 


consequently that, asthe parties to it, they must themse!ves 
decide, in the last resort, such questions as may he of sufi- 
‘cient magnitude to require their interposition.” 

In the remarks which 1 made on the 19th of 
December last, 1 referred to the fact that Virginia, 
in accepting the Constitution, declared that the 
powers granted under that instrument * being de- 
rived from the people of the United States, may 
be resumed by them whensoever the same shall | 
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If the measure of ! 


The States, then, | 
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be perverted to their injury or oppression.” 
referred, also, to the fact that New York had 
adopted the Constitution upon the same condition 
and with the same reservation. I may here quote 
the language of Mr. Webster, distinctly recog- 
nizing the right of the people to change their Gov- 
ernment whenever their interest or safety require 
it. He says: 

“We sce, therefore, from the commencement of the Gov- 
ernment under which we live, down to this late act of the 
State of New York”— 

To which he had just referred— 


* one uniform current of law, of precedent, and of practice, 
all going to establish the point that changes in Government 
are to be brought about by the will of the people, assembled 
under such legislative provisions as may be necessary to 
ascertain that will truly and authentically.?? 


If the people of a State, believing themselves 
oppressed, undertake to establish a Government, 
independent of thatto which they formerly owed 
allegiance, and the latter interferes with the move- 
ment, and employs force to prevent such a con- 
summation, no one who acknowledges the great 
truth that the basis of all free government is the 
“consent of the governed,” will deny that such 
interference is an act of usurpation and tyranny. 
Those only who borrow thcir ideas of political 
justice from the despotic codes of Europe, and are 
more imbued with the spirit of Metternich and 
| Bomba than of Jefferson and Madison, willattempt 
to justify, palliate, or excuse such violation of the 
sacred rights of the people. I have observed, that 
often the noisiest champions of popular rights are 
the first to trample those rights under foot. ‘The 
word “ freedom” is continually onthe tongues of 

entlemen on the other side of the Chamber; and 
believe the Senator from Tennessee has been 
suspected of a decided leaning to agrarianism, so 
zealous has he been in advocating the rights, so 
entirely devoted is he to the interests, of the ‘ dear 
eople.”? But now, when the people of the seced- 
ing States have pronounced, in tones of thunder, 
the fiat which absolves them from allegiance to a 
Government which they no longer respect or love, 
these samegentlemen all lift their hands in horror, 
roll up the whites of their eyes, as did old Lord 
North many years ago, and exclaim “Treason!” 
‘Treason!’ Then, boiling with patriotic rage, 
they rise up and declare that ‘this treason must 
be punished; the laws must be enforced.” His- 
tory tells us that this was the language of King 
George and Lord North when the colonies re- 
| nounced their allegiance to the mother country. 
The former of these worthies, we are told, spent 
much of his life in a state of mental darkness— 
in other words, he was a lunatic. The other re- 
ceived from nature a narrow intellect, and inher- 
ited prejudices common to the aristocracy of that 
period aud of all other periods of the world’s his- 
tory. Their errors werc the natural offspring of 
incapacity and the false teaching received in their 
youth. While, therefore, we cannot admire or 
approve their conduct, these cireumstances incline 
us more to sorrow than to anger, disarm our re- 
sentment, and dispose us to forgive what, under 


; censure. 


champions of popular rights in this Chamber; 
these zealous servants of the people, forever ring- 
ing in our ears “Let the voice of the people be 
heard; respect the will of the people; vex populi 


ple be heard and respected. And I think, for the 
sake of consistency with all my past professions 


will ef the sovereign States which, for reasons 
satisfactery to themselves, have seceded from the 
Union and‘ established a separate and independ- 
ent government. Whatever the causes may have 
been which impelled them to a separation from 
the other States, Lam bound to respect the ex- 
pression of their sovereign will; and F heartily 
reprobate the policy of attempting to thwart that 
will under the pretense of ‘punishing treason 

and “enforcing the jaws,” Weare told that the 
i design isto attempt nothing more than to collect 


other circumstances, would deserve the severest į 


But what excuse can we find for the peculiar į 


vox Dei!’ Sir, Isay, too, let the voice of the peo- | 


asa Democrat, i am bound to respect the declared | 


I 


the revenue in the ports of the seceded ‘States 
To say nothing of the justice or injustice of the 
attempt so to do, Lask Senators from the North 
and the Senator from Tennessee, will it pay? 
Will it not be a declaration of war. against the 
seceding States, involving the people of all. the 
States in a long and bloody conflict, ruinous’ to 
both sections? Are their ethics not the ethics of 
the school-boy pugilist, “ Knock the chip off my 
shoulder??? 

One of the framers of the Constitution, whose 
expositions of that instrument all classes, all par- 
ties, have heretofore received, and still receive, 
or pretend to receive, with profound deference and 
respect, has left on record his views of the injus- 
tice, impracticability, and inefficacy of force asa 
means of coercing States into obedience to Fed- 
eral authority. The subject being under consid- 
eration in the convention which framed the Con- 
stitution— 

« Mr. Madison observed, that the more he reflected on 


; the use of force, the more he doubted the practicability, the 


justice, and the eflicacy of it, when applied to people col- 
lectively, and not individually. A Union of the States econ- 
taining such an ingredient, seemed to provide for its own 
destruction. The use of force against a State would look 
more like a declaration of war than an isfliction of pun- 
ishment, and would probably be considered by the party at- 
tacked as a dissolution of all previous compacts by which 
it might be bound. He hoped that such asystem: would be 
framed as might render this resource unnecessary, and 
moved that the clause be postponed.’’—Madison Papers, 
Debates inthe Federal Convention, vol. 5, p. 140. 

Among the statesmen of the Revolution—those 
who participated in the formation of our Govern- 
ment—there was no one who had. such exalted 
notions of the power and dignity of the Federal 
Government, as the great Hamilton. He wasa 
consolidationist. The advocates of coercion might 
naturally expect to obtain ‘aid and comfort”? 
from the recorded declarations of one of his pe- 
culiar political faith. But an examination of his 
writings will show, that instead of favoring co- 
ercion, instead of being the advocate of force, he 
was the advocate of leniency and conciliation to- 
wards refractory States, and deprecated a resort 
to force as madness and folly. He said, ina 
debate on this subject: 

“Tt has been observed, to coerce the States Is one of the 
maddest projects that was ever devised. A failure of com- 
pliance will never be confined to a single State. This be 
ing the case, can we suppose it wise to hazard a civil war? 
Suppose Massachusetts, or any large State, should refuse, 


! and Congress should attempt to compel them, would they 


not have influence to procure assistance, especially from 
those States which are in the same situation as themselves ? 
What picture does this idea present to our view? A com- 
plying State at war with a non-complying State ; Congress 
marching the troops of one State into the bosom of another 5 
this State collecting auxiliaries, and forming, perhaps, a 
majority against its Federal head. Here is a nation at war 
with itself. Can any reasonable man be well disposed to- 
wards a Government which makes war and carnage the only 
means of supporting itself--a Government which can exist 
only by the sword? Every such war must involve the in- 
nocent with the guilty. This single consideration should 
be sufficient to dispose every peaceable citizen against such 
a Government.” —Elliot’s Debates, vol. 2, p. 233. 


I might cite other authorities on this point. But 
these areenough. Ifthe great names of Madison 
and Hamilton have not sufficient weight to restrain 
the madness of those who urge a coercive policy 
against the seceding States, then, indeed, I see no 
escape from that most dreadful of all calamities 
which can béfalla nation—civil war. If those in 


i this Chamber who talk’so flippantly of war, had 


seen, as it has been my lot to see, some of its 
actual horrors, they might, perhaps, heed the 
warnings and respect the counsels of the sages 
and patriots whose language I have quoted. They 
would at least refrain from ungenerous insinuá- 
tions against the patriotism of those northern 
Democrats, who, like myself, reprobate the policy 
of coercion as destructive of the peace, the pros- 
perity, and happiness of every part of the country, 
north as well as south. 

But to return to the remarks of the Senator from 
‘Tennessee. Inthe pamphlet report of his speech, 
page 7, Jefferson is quoted; but the coneluding 
part of the quotation 1s repeated in the Globe re- 
portand not in that of the pamphlet. That partis: 


«When two parties make a compact, there results to 
each a power of compelling the other to execute it.” 
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Jefferson is here quoted to show that the. 
federation has a power to enforce’its article 
delinquent States. But the citation is unfortunate 
for the Senator from Tennessee., He had. just 
previously asserted that Vermont and other States 
had, by personal liberty bills, violated the Consti- 
tution. Well; can he tellus how Virginia and 
South Carolina eould'enforce the Constitution on 
Vermont: in that respect? It cannot be done. 
What follows? = Why, as Mr. Webster said at 
Capon, Springs, ‘a compact broken by.one party 
is:-brokenvas toall.’’ Hence, according to the doc- 
trines of: Jefferson and Webster as to the actual 
-ease which, according to the Senator, hasoccurred, 
“the: compact having been broken, the southern 
States havea right to retire—are absolved: from 
further obligations under the constitutional com- 
act. as 
Again: at page 9 of his pamphlet, the Senator 
from Tennessee asserts the identity of the seces- 
sion..of a State with the. whisky msurrection in 
‘Pennsylvania. My God! Mr. President, what 
can I say to a man that likens the secession of a 
State to the whisky insurrection? What argu- 
ment can you make that would reach such a Sen- 
ator as this?’ How can you approach his intel- 
lect? How can you get at his understanding? 
A: Senator upon your floor likens the solemn 
action, the sovereign action of a State in her 
sovereign capacity, to the whisky insurrection 
that occurred in Pennsylvania in Washington’s 
time;.an insurrection against the laws of the State 
when it was attempted to collect revenue. The 


Goverrior called on General Washington, then ; 


President of the United Siates, for aid in suppress- 
ing the insurrection and enforcing the laws; and 
the Senator likens that to the action of a State in 
her sovereign capacity, withdrawing from the 
Union, meeting in convention and dissolving her 
connection with her former confederates. Having 
done this, having passed an ordinance of seces- 
sion, her delegates go home; no Governor cails 
«upon the President for aid to put down the insur- 
rection or rebellion, for rebellion or insurrection 
there were none. It was not insurrection; it:was 
‘not rebellion; it was the solemn act of sovereign 
States in their sovereign capacities; and the Senator 
gets up and likens their action to the whisky insur- 
tection in Pennsylvania! He teils us that he 
thinks one ought to be’ put down as well as the 
other; but he does not call this coercion; it is only 
the exccution of the laws. All the powers of the 
Government, he holds, must be used in enforcing 
the laws; the laws must be enforced whether the 
State has seceded or not; whether she is in the 
Union or out of the Union. Well, sir, lam not 


inclined to argue with a Senator confessedly ìn- ! 


capable of discriminating between an insurrection 
ina State and the secession of a State. I will 
merely add, parenthetically, that if the newallies 
of the gentleman from Tennessee had, as good 
citizens in the previous past, been obedient to the 
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Tina, to use all possible means to avert bloodshed. 
If the question had to be decided by the bayonet, 
he never would have used it, in my judgment. 
Still denying that he is for coercion, the Senator 
proceeds to assert that what South Carolina has 


us believe that to inflict death on a peopleis not 
coercing them. 3A 

As to the argument founded.on the purchase of 
Louisiana, Florida, California, and the cession of 
the ground on which the Federal forts stand—that 
secession ‘cannot ‘be resorted to-as applicable to 


cession being fundamental. and paramount, all 
those Territories and sites of forts have been ac- 
uired subject to that right, and must abide by it. 
and in buying, acquiring, orannexing Territories 
or people, it must always be done subject to the 
first principles of our Government, for they are 
more precious than éven the golden sands of Cal- 
ifornia, or the sugar islands of the West Indies. 

But the Senator does not avoid the difficulties 
he refers to by denying the right of secession, for 
they would all result, and with tenfold aggrava- 
tion, from his principle of the right of revolution. 
For, as that is a right involving force, each party 
would, of course, seek foreign alliances, and that 
would bring the armies and navies of Europe to 
ourshores. Is that the grand result of his policy, 
which he says is not coercion, but only the exe- 
cution of the laws? Why, the policy of the Sen- 
ator does not rise one degree abdve that of the 
most servile and barbarous Government. The 
execution of the laws, as he proposes, is only the 
collection of tribute by force from a conquered 
people. That is the Turkish system. 

I might say here, Mr. President—for there are 
gentlemen now on this floor that know it as well 
as myself—I have seen-this policy of collecting 
tribute carried out on the Pacific coast. T hap- 
pened once to be present when a great Indian 
tribe came and demanded the tribute it had re- 
ceived annually from the Umpqua people. I saw 
the process of collection. The chief went all over 
the country. He divided his bands and sent them 


laws instead of having openly violated them, there | 


would now be no necessity of their enforcement 
by war and extermination against men loyal and 
brave as ever existed. 

He then goes on to assert that the case of South 
Carolina nullification was identical in principle 


with the whisky insurrection; and as the first was | 


quelled by General Washington, by a display 
of military force, so the latter was by General 
Jackson. 

Now, sir, I will tell you what I think. When- 
ever it takes a man six weeks to study, and two 


days to disgorge, he never has a correct idea of 


what he has been cogitating. He fails to compre- ! 
S S P 


hend the simplest problem. 

South Carolina passed an ordinance to nullify 
the tariff laws on and after a certain day. Did 
General Jackson undertake to enforce those laws 
onorafter thatday? No; he approved and signed 
a bill passed by Congress before that day arrived, 
repealing those laws and adopting the very princi- 
ples of revenue contended for by South Carolina. 
So that, as there was no resemblance in the cases, 
there was none in the adjustment. The State pre- 
vailed. Coercion may have been contem plated by 
General Jackson at first, but his opinions after- 
ward underwent a radical change. Every man 
who is well acquainted with the history of the 
country knows that he never would have struck 
a blow; he never would have fired agun. His 
heart had relented after he had made his procla- 
mation. He had approved thelaw,and then sent 
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| 


to every village and forced them to pay the amount 


reduced them to slavery. ] witnessed that myself. 
The idea of the Senator collecting tribute or taxes 
or revenue from the States that have seceded from 
this Union is not one iota above the barbarous 
policy of the Clickitats. 

Such is the grand result at which a Senator of 
the United States from a southern State has ar- 
rived, backed by the anti-slavery universal-equal- 
ity peace-loving and super-enlightened Repub- 
! lican organization ! 

Waiving, now, Mr. President, the references 
made by the Senator to the extravagant and in- 
temperate expressions of a very few persons in 
the seceding States, and to which I might oppose 
those of a multitude of presses and distinguished 
men in the North, I come to meet his demand to 
learn the wrongs inflicted on the South. He, him- 
self, admits that the Constitution has been tram- 
pled under foot by many of the northern States. 
lj Is not that enough? No, he says; he will ap- 
proach them in a proper manner and request them 
to abstain. Well, sir, have they not been re- 
quested and urged for more than ten years to ab- 
if stain? How have these requests been treated? 


| 


|| new process of request, of persuasion, of entreaty, 
f has the Senator discovered that is to stay the tor- 
|, rent and turn back the tide? Is be so profound, 


cism, “ Thus far and no further shalt thou come; 
and here shall thy proud waves be stayed?” He 
has been in public life for several years. What 


| 


[i 


f the thing has been continually getting worse; and 


is to lead us to future success and safety ? 
I havehad the honor of knowing the honorable 
Senator for ten years, and I have never known 


public lands, and he has not even succeeded in 

i doing that. [recollect the impression he made 

| on my mind when I first heard him advocate the 
le 
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sion, as we all know, to South Caro- 


done is treason;and treason, we know, is punish- "|| 
able with death. And yet he proposes to make | 


them—the simple answer is, that the right of se- | 
i| away to those that donotdeserve them. “Land 


They have been met by farther outrages. What | 


so conciliatory, so mighty a master of magic, as | 
į to be able to say to the advancing flood of fanati- | 


has been his success in this undertaking? Why, | 


i are we to infer, from his failures thus far, that he | 
; him to try todo anything but to give away the | 


d homestead bill. He will pardon me for | 


mentioning it with all respect. I was then a Del- 
egate. It wasona hot summer day, in the House 
of Representatives, and there was the distinguished 
Senator, with his sleeves rolled ap, delivering him- 
self of'a flaming and characteristiespeech, ‘ Land 
for the Iandless and homes for the homeless” was 
then his cry. The Senator has not succeeded in 
giving away all the public iands; neither. has he 
been fortunate in staying this torrent-of fanati- 
cism that has been rolling over the country, ang 
Lam afraid he cannot. Lam willing to give him 
the balance of his life to work in, and L hope he 
may suceeed in rolling it back. I hope he will 
have better suecess than he has had in depriving 
the country of its public lands, and giving them 


for the landless, and homes for the homeless !’’ has 
been his constant cry. 

But while, in one part- of his speech, he dis- 
tinctly charges on the North a trampling of the 
Constitution under foot, in another part, turning 
to the South, he exclaims: ‘* Why should we go 
outof the Union; have we anything to fear? What 
are we alarmed about??? What, sir! a people 
like the South, numerically inferior to their asso- 
ciate section in the same Government, have noth- 
ing to fear from trampling on the Constitution, 
the only defense in that Government fora minor- 
ity against the majority! 

But let us be more specific. Let us answer the 
oft-repeated question as to what the South com- 
plains of, and what she fears. 

She complains, then: 

1. That, having $4,000,000,000 of property in 
slaves, and $4,000,000,000 more of real and per- 
sonal property connected with it, the right to that 
property, and the protection thereof, are denied 
by the party that now, under the forms of the 
Constitution, claims the control of the common 
Government. 

2. That having an immense interest in the com- 
mon territory of the Union, not only as to its 
market value, but as to the right of occupation 
and settlement, that party now claiming the Gov- 


| ernment has distinctly pronounced for its confis- 


cation, unless the southern emigration shall re- 
nounce their own institutions, and adopt those of 


í t ; i|| the North—and this with the avowed design and 
of tribute that he desired; and when they failed | 
to pay it, he carried the delinquents away, and | 


inevitable effect of overthrowing, gradually, the 
entire system of southern property, prosperity, 
and civilization. : 

3. That the plainest stipulations of the Consti- 
tution for the restitution of slave property have 
been practically set at naught by the action of 


; State Legislatures, and a perverted publie senti- 


ment in the free States. 

4. That, while anti-slavery new States arc form- 
ing rapidly to be admitted into this Union, States 
like their own are to be excluded altogether here- 
after; and they hold that if such States as theirs 
have no right to be admitted among us, there 
would be no honor nor safety in their remaining 
any longer. 

5. That, in consequence of the intense and fa- 
natical hostility that prevails in the North against 
their institutions, many zealots from that region, 
abusing the freedom of intercourse which the 


; present Union affords, have been, and are now, 


going among them to stir up insurrection, thus 
destroying their property, and endangering the 
safety of their homes, their families, and their 
firesides. 

And in this place—having shown to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee what are the complaints of 


‘the South—it is proper to refer to an article of the 


treaty for the cession to us of Louisiana, which 
the Senator cites to prove that, somehow or other, 
the people of that State have less right than 
those of the original States. I have already an- 
swered that argument. But this very third article 
which he quotes, while it does not avail him, 


i shows specifically that the people of Louisiana 


had a special treaty right, besides the constitu- 

tional one, to go with their property into the Ter- 

ritories; the right now denied by the Chicago plat- 
is : 

form. The article says: 

“The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incor- 
porated into the Union of the United States, and admitted 
as soon as possible, according to the principles of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, to the enjoyment of the rights, advan- 
tages, ani imuninities of citizens of the United States ; and, 
in the mean time, they shall be maintained and protected 


in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and the 
religion they profess.?? 


Now, before Arkansas was admitted, her peo- 
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ple were, by the compromise of 1820, cut off from 
emigrating with their property to any of the Loui- 
siana territory north of 360 30". And when the 
treaty of 1803 was made, ali Louisiana territory 
was slaveholding, and the right was undisputed 
of migrating from one part of it to another with 
slaves; nor was there any pretense of right as- 
serted in this country te exclude slavery from 
any part of it; so that the people of Louisiana 
have a peculiar right, or a special provocation, to 
secede. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee 


complains of my remarks on his speech. Hecom- | 


plains of the tone and temper of what I said. He 
complains that I replicd at all, as I was a northern 
Senator. Mr. President, L am a citizen of this 
Union, and a Senator of the United States. My 


residence is in the North, but T have never seen ! 


the day, and [ never shall, when I will refuse 
justice as readily to the South as to the North. I 
know nothing bat my country, the whole coun- 
try, the Constitution, and the equality of the 
States—the equal right of every man in the com- 
mon territory of the whole country; and by that 
I shall stand. : 

The Senator complains that I replied at all, as 
I was a northern Senator, and a Democrat whom 
he had supported at the fast election for a high 
office. Now, f was, as i stated at the time, sur- 
prised at the Senator’s speech—because | under- 
stood it to be for coercion, as | think it was by 
almost everybody else cxcept, as we are now told, 
by the Senator himself; and I still think itamount- 
ed toa coercion speech, notwithstanding the soft 
and plausible phrases by which he describes it—a 
speech for the execution of the laws and the pro- 
tection of the federal property. Sir, if there is, as 
1 contend, the right of secession, then, whenevera 
State exercises that right, this Government has no 
laws in that State to execute, nor has it any prop- 
erty in any such State that can be protected by the 
power of this Government. In attempting, how 
ever, to substitute the smooth phrases of * exe- 
cuting the laws” and ‘protecting public prop- 
erty’? for coercion, for civil war, we have an 
important concession, t. e., that this Government 
dare not go before the people with a plain avowal 
of its real purposes, and of their consequences. 
No, sir; the policy is to inveigle the people of the 


? 


North into civil war, by masking the design in | 


smooth and ambiguous terms. But the Senator 
is surprised that I, as a northern Senator, should 
have replied to himatall. 1t was because I was 
astonished that he, as a southern Senator, should 
make the speech he did, He is surprised that I, 
as a Democrat, shouid reply to him, 
because | was mortified that he, as a Democrat, 
should make the speech he did. 

But iv the very close of his speech, he referred 
to the northern Democrats, of whom Lam one, 
and compiimented us on our defense of southern 
rights, and arged 
by the secession of our southern friends, 
then he left the inference very clear that we were 
toaid this Government, soon to be Black Repub- 
lcan, in enforcing the laws against what 1 believe 
to be the constitutional rigits of the southern 
seceding States. 
be lost in giving him and the country notice that 
we would do no such 


oo? 


going to be the tools, the hangmen, or the execu- į 
ification of fanat- | 


troners of brethren for the gr 
ies; that we would not be their allies, or his allies, 
in the incendiary and unnatural scheme of deso- 


lating the South, our fellow-men and fellow-Dem- | 


ocrats. As for the services which the Senator 
from Tennessee parades and recites, in the late 
presidential canvass in his State, so far as th 
were rendered to our party, or in any degree for 
my personal benefi, Lam duly grateful; but I must 
be permitted to say, that if in his specches in that 
contest he advanced such .doctrines as he n 
proclaims, I am not so much surprised that we 
were defeated in that State. And as for the inti- 
mation of the Senator, that in replying to him 
the other day I acted at the instance of other 
Senators here, or persons elsewhere,or that I had 
any understanding or concert with them, it is ut- 
terly unfounded. 

Now, sir, | want it distinctly understood, as } 
have already shown, that during the last session 
} stood firmly by the Davis resolutions. [voted 
agaist every amendment. 1 voted against an 


amendment that he voted for, because I believed 


that we should not be deserted į 


But | 


Sir, 1 thought no time was to | 


thing; that we were not} 


ey | 


ow i 


Jt was | 


it was partial, and did not do justice. That Sena- 
tor, with those declarations before him, supported 
the ticket on which I ran in Tennessee. He 
ought not to have deceived the people, or him- 
self, and it was not my fault if he did; for he saw 
| published in every paper here a telegraphic dis- 
patch from me to one of the delegates from Ore- 
gonat Charleston, during the sitting of the Charles- 
ton convention. He askéd me what Oregon should 
do; and in that dispatch I told him to go with the 
States that stood by the Constitution; to stand vy 
them to the last. ‘That was the basis on which Í 
stood. The Senator knew what I said bere; he 
knew the nature of my votes here; he knew what 
I said in that dispatch; he knew what I said in 
my speeches, and in the letter accepting the nom- 
ination. If he told the people that I was in favor 


ceived the people. I contend for the right, and 
will not submit to wrong. If the Senator, in his 
speeches in Tennessee, represented me as a sub- 
missionist to a wrong, to injury, to inequality, he 
| presented me inacowardly position, that I would 
not occupy for any consideration, I speak for 
i myself. l say it is a position I would never oc- 
cupy in Tennessee, Oregon, or anywhere else. I 
intend to stand by the right. If every man in 


contend for their rights, I alone will contend for 
all they are entitled to; nothing more and nothing 
less, 

The Senator on that occasion looked at me, 
pointed in my direction, and made remarks not 
becoming a Senator—remarks that have been too 
often made on this floor, and that no gentleman 
ever would make. Hesaid he had struck treason 
a blow. The mighty Senator from Tennessee 
struck treason a blow! ‘To whom did he allude? 
He said he saw the commotion on this side of the 
House; he saw the books being brought in; he 
saw that I was to reply to him. Sir, if the word 


man to me, I would say, you are a coward that 
cannot maintain it. Sir, Lcannotexpress my con- 
tempt of the man who would so insinuate, even 
in thought, A. drop of treason never ran in my 
veins, 
cornficld for the support of my family, when 1] 
heard that Indiana had been called on for troops, 
I offered my services; and I did not look upon 
my family from ten minutes after I had received 
the notice until I had gone through bloody battles; 
until I had carricd home with me evidence of my 
devotion to the Union, 


gentleman would have the temerity to do it. I 
might go on and say that I entered that service as 
| a private, with my knapsack on my back, and I 
eame home out of the service with the rank of 
Major General in the Army. 
baule field, 
last drop of my blood without a murmur, in the 
service of my country. Who, then, is he that 


I have loved from my infancy, which my father 
fought fer, and which I have never failed to fight 
for myself? Lnever will fail to meet the foe of my 
country, or to biced in her cause, while Lam able. 
Though my arm is not as strong as it once was, 
though my limbs may not be now supple or clastic 
asin youth, Lam yet able, when my country shall 
need my services, to offer them; and I shall be 
he first to do it on any just occasion; but never 
| against one of the States of this Union who has 
ett it because justice has been denied to her. No, 
sir; never! 

"Then, sir, whom could the Senator from Ten- 
nessee refer to. Could he allude to my friend 
Davis? Sir, | saw him onthe battle field. Iwas 
ooking right in his face when he was wounded. 
ĮI saw ashudder pass over him as the bullet struck 
him, precisely at the side-end of his spur, and 
| passed through the center of hisheel. There was 
| perceptible simply a shudder; but nota murmur; 
| just a shudder for the instant, when struck by the 
| bullet; but never, for a moment, did he Jose sight 
of the enemy or the flag, butstruggled on throagh 
| 
{ 


the batile to the end, following the glorious stars 
| and siripes, that emblem of the Union, that em- 
f blem of the Constitution, that emblem of protec- 
tion to every State of the Confederacy under the 
Constitution, as gallantly as ever did mortal man; 


of submitting to the nile of a party that would | 
refuse justice and equality in this country, he de- jj 


every State should be servile enough to refuse to | 


“treason ’? was to be applied by him or any other | 


Does the Senator dare | 
to charge treason upon me? I think not; for no 


I earned it on the | 
On the battle field I lost almost the 


would dare have the brazen eifrontery to charge | 
me with treason to my country—a country which } 


Atan hour’s notice, when working ina! 


and yet upon this floor there are some base enough 
to allude to him as a traitor, Mr. President; . 
have not words to express my contempt for any 
man that can apply such a term to such. a man ag 
Jerrenrson Davis. Jerrerson Davis a traitor 
Treason applied to him! He, the purest and 
bravest of patriots! He fought for his flag and 
country when the cowards and poltroons that now. 
dare villify him were. supine at home. He will 
live glorious in history when they are earth and 
forgotten. Sir, this ‘ treason”’ of our. seceding 
brethren does not fall within the definition given 
by Hudibras to that crime; for the South flourishes 
and prospers. The people who have seceded from 
the Union, and have formed a government of their 
own, are charged with treason. J will tell gentle- 
men they will have more than ordinary difficulty 
to contend with when they invade the rights of 
that government. But to proceed with my argu- 
ment. 

Now, sir, in reference to that speech of the Sen- 
ator, it was, as I regard it, an unnatural speech. 
It was a bad speech; and did more. to strengthen 
the Black Republican party than all the speeches 
of all the Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber during this session. But for that speech, we 
should have had a settlement of the difficulty be- 
fore this. It went to the country, and made the 
people believe that the * giant”’ Senator from Ten- ` 
nessee was for coercion. It was complimented 
and eulogized by the Republican press, and in 
pamphlet form circulated by hundreds of thou- 
sands throughout the North. And the distin- 
guished Senator from New York speaks of, him 
as the “ noble” Senator from Tennessee, Noble 
for what? Noble for his abandonment of the 
rights of the States; noble for the abandonment 
of the rights of his section; noble for aiding and 
assisting a party who refuse justice to the ciuzens 
of the South? s 

But the Senator from Tennessee proceeded with 
an air and tonc of great triumph to bring forward 
my vote on the amendments proposed to the Davis 
resolutions. I think I have said ai! that it is ne- 
cessary for me to say upon that subject. L have 
shown that I voted for them under all circum- 
stances, and against every amendment. Those 
resolutions assert the rightof propertyin the Ter- 
ritories, and that when the courts fail to afford 
protection, then itis the duty of Congress to come 
forward and provide that protection, I wished to 
put slave property upon the same footing as other 
property. That is where f then stood, where I 
now stand, and where I intend to stand. The Sen- 
ator asks, with a kind of triumphant air, what 
has happened since that day? Mr, President, I 
have said that I have done all in my power, by 
standing firm to the resolutions agreed to by the 
Democratic party, to afford protection. The Sen- 
ator misrepresented my vote on those resolutions. 
Į never voted against the Davis resolutions, nor 
did their substitute ever come up as a separate 
proposition. It was an amendment to one of that 
series of resolutions I voted against; and £ would 
vote against anything and everything that would 
embarrass their passage, for they contained just 
what I thought was right, and just what he did 
not vote for; but, as I have alreedy shown, he 
voted to substitute instead thereof a proposi- 
tion which was unsatisfactory and inadequate— 
neither satisfactory to me, to the Democratic 
masses and Representatives, nor to the South. 

The Senator from Tennessee, with great ex- 
ultation, asks, if protection was not necessary 
then, what has happened since to make it so, and 
to break up the Union for the want of it? What 
has happened since? Why,a thing has happened 
that never happened before. The denial of any 
and all protection to slave property in any andin 
all the territory; the denial of the right to take 
slave property to any of them has been proclaimed 
and affirmed at the ballot-box by a majority of 
the States and a majority of the electoral votes of 
this Union. And yet the Senator has the cool- 
ness toask what has happened,andto make merry 
with the question, and have the sympathetic mer- 
iment of the Republican Senators. What has 
happened ? Why, the thing has happened that 
has been three times before attempted, and three 
times before failed; the first attempt having en- 
dangered the formation of the Union, and the 
second and third its continuance. The first at- 
tempt was made in 1784, to exclude slavery from 
all the Territories. ft was abandoned in 1787 by 
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excluding it only from the territory northwest of 
the Ohio, leaving it to colonize that portion south- 
west of that river. The same thing was again 
attempted in 1820, as to the territory acquired 
from Louisiana; and after a terrible agitation, was 
abandoned by adopting the Missouri line. The 
third attempt was made in 1850, as to the territory 
acquired from Mexico; and then also the Union 
narrowly escaped destruction; but the compro- 
mise measures were adopted. And now it comes 
again, but in a more formidable way than ever. 
A President has been elected on that issue; for 
the first time the people of the North, after all 
previous compromises and warnings, have voted 
on the question, and every northern State has 
pronounced for the spoliation; and there stood 
the Senator from Tennessee and asked, with an 
air of triumphantignorance and exulting stupid- 
ity, what has happened? : 

Oh! but we are told that although the people of 
the North have so voted, and so elected, and 
thereby are about to seize the gigantic power of 
this Government to acomplish the flagitious de- 
sign, they have not accomplished it yet. We must 
wait for the overt act! 

What! ifa man proclaims his intention to burn 
my barn, and I see him approach with a lighted 

torch, am I to wait for the overt act? If some 
military chieftain was about to bombard this splen- 
did edifice, and had drawn out his artillery to lay 
these marble columns in ruins, and level yon 
proud dome with the ground, must we wait for 
the thing to be done? ‘But if there are some peo- | 
ple not quite so blind as not to see what has hap- 
pened, and not quite so servile or so base as to 
wait until that still more splendid fabric, the Con- 
stitution, is failing in ruins around them, from the 
torches of frenzied fanatics, and amid their ex- 
ultant shouts, but conclude toseparate themselves 
from such brethren, they show that they at least 
know not only what has happened, but what would 
be likely to happen next, if they had no more per- 
ception nor foresight than the Senator from Ten- 
jesse. 

But, we have been told by the Senator, as we 
have often been toid by others, that the secession 
movement is a sudden and violent excitement, 
caused by the plans and harangues of artful and 
ambitious leaders; and that it mast soon subside. 
A sudden and precipitate movement! Why, it 
is now more than twelve years since all the south- 
ern States, Tennessee included, decided by the 
almost unanimous vote of both parties in their 
Legislatures, that they would at all hazards, and 
to the last extremity, resist the adoption of the 
Wilmot proviso. Now, the North has resolved 
upon it by the unanimous vote of all her States, 
and has the power, according to the forms of the 
Constitution, to execute that resolve; and yet, for 
preparing at once to resist this aggression, three 
times solemnly attempted before, and three times 
before repulsed by the South, we are now told 
that the South is precipitate—is mad. 

I know it is said that there are still some Sen- 
ators and Representatives from the North inCon- 
gress who will oppose this Republican design, 
and that it may be ultimately defeated by their 
votes in connection with that of the South. But, 


in the mean time, the Chicago convention, with 
consummate cunning, declares that there is no 
right for slavery to go into the Territories; and 
hence, if it does go, the new Executive will afford 
it no protection if assailed; and it is well known 
that many of the supporters for the Presidency of 
LA 


the Senator from Hlmois, {Mr. Doveras,] who, 
together with the Republicans, make up a large 
portion of the North, also deny that slavery has 
any right to protection in the Territories; the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court, that it has the right 
to go there, to the contrary notwithstanding. 
For the South, then, to wait would be to sub- 
mit until her forts were armed and garrisoned 
against her, and the guns turned landward; to || 
wait until hershare of the public arms were placed 
in possession of her enemies; to wait until the 
Federal Army is stationed to act with prompti- 
tude to subdue her; to wait until Republican post- | 
Masters are stationed throughout her villagesand |j 
cross-roads, to circulate the works of Greeley and 
of Helper; to wait until servile insurrection is or- 
ganized; and all these things the President alone 
can do. The South is to wait for all this; while |; 
southern Senators sit, blind as moles and deaf as 


| individual service. 


adders, or, having eyes, see not, and having ears, |; 


hear not the things that pertain to her temporal 
salvation. g 

Mr. President, perhaps the most signal instance 
of the evils of compulsory union between dissim- 
ilar people, is that of Iveland and England. The 
people of Treland—the home and heritage of my 
ancestors—have, as the South has, a represent- 
ation in the national Legislature; but being also, 
ag the South is, in a minority in that body, have 
no power to protect themselves from the aggres- 
sions of England. The consequence is, that they 
have been excluded from the cominon benefits of 
British legislation, commercially, and even reli- 
giously, to say nothing of their exclusion from 
official station in the Empire. And, accordingly, 
Ireland has been impoverished , degraded, and dis- 
contented. She has been trampled upon, outraged, 
insulted, treated like Cinderella. The people of 
this country have always sympathized with the 
wrongs of Ireland, and her struggles for inde- 
pendence. Yet there is now a greater difference 
between the people of the South and of the North 
than between those of England and Ireland, and 
greater antagonism of opinion and feeling. Nev- 
ertheless, it js proposed to hold the South in po- 
litical subjection to the North, and for that pur- 


| pose to employ naval and military force. 


Sir, I might mention many other cases: the 
subjection of Greece to Turkey; of Poland to 
Russia; of the Netherlands to Spain; Italy to Aus- 
tria. In all these cases we have sympathized with, 
and, in many of them aided, the secession from 
the common government, by contributions and 
Yet those Governments were 
not founded on consent, and there was no compact 


| conceding the right of secession, 


And now, after I have shown that modern bis- 
tory abounds in such cases, and after proving that 
our opinions and sympathies have invariably been 
with the seceding partics, it is deliberately pro- 
posed and proclaimed that the northern section of 
this Union, so devoted to liberty, so exalted in 
civilization, so pure in morals, and devout in re- 
ligion, shall imitate the most despotic policy of 
England, Austria, Turkey, Spain, and Russia? 
Is it reserved for this enlightened age, and this 
land of the free, for that section which arrogates 
to itself preéminence in piety and civilization, to 
show itself capable of imitating the worst crimes 
of the Governments of the Old World, to emulate 
the most atrocious examples of the very worst 
Governments, whether civilized or semi-barbar- 
ous. But, sir, while I have referred to the several 
cases of people heretofore undertaking to secede 
from oppressive Unions, I do not for a moment 
compare the ability of the South, or the probable 
issue of the impending struggle, to thecases cited. 
Not at all, sir. The southern States will not be 
conquered. They may be destroyed, but never 
subjugated. Let me beg the party who are soon 
to take charge of this Government to let the se- 
ceded States alone, and by no means to attempt 
to collect revenue in their ports; that would re- 
sult in a bloody, terrible war: but, on the con- 
trary, acknowledge the independence of the Con- 
federate States of America, and treat with them 
as an ally and friendly nation. 

Sir, in conclusion, whether the course the se- 
ceding States have scen fit to take be right or not, 
is a question which we must leave to posterity, 
and the verdict of impartial history. Our time 
will probably be more profitably employed in con- 
sidering how we shall deal with secession than in 
discussing the causes which have produced it, 
Secession, right or wrong, justifiable or unjusti- 
fiable, is an accomplished fact; and it presents to 


| us no less an alternative than that of peace or war, 


Sir, I believe that, in the general ruin which would 
follow coercive measurcs against the sceeding 
States, all sections, all classes, all the great inter- 
ests of the country, without any exception, would 
be involved. How much better, Mr. President, 
that, in so fearful a crisis as the present, instead 
of passing “ force bills,’? and preparing for war, 
instead of “ breathing threatenings and slaugh- 
ter,” and preparing implements of destruction to 


be used against our-brethren of the South, how | 


much better, I say, for ourseives, for posterity, 


| for the cause of civil liberty throughout the world, 


that our thoughts should be turned on peace? 


i Peace, not war, has brought our country to the 


high degree of prosperity it now enjoys. The 


| energies of the people up to this time have been 


directed to the development of our boundless re- 


sources, to the mechanic arts, to agriculture, min- 
ing, trade, and commerce with forcign nations. 
Banish peace, turn these mighty energies of the 
people to the prosecution of the dreadful work of 
mutual destruction, and soon cities in ruins, fields 
desolate, the deserted marts of trade, the silent 
workshops, gaunt famine stalking through the 
land, the éarth cumbered with the bodies of the 
dying and the dead, will bear awful testimony to 
the madnessand wickedness which, from the very 
summit of prosperity and happiness, are plunging 
us headlong into an abyss of woe. ; 

Sir, in God’s name, let us have peace. If we 
cannot have it in the Union, as it existed prior to 
November last, letus have itby cultivating friendly 
relations with those States which have dissolved 
their connection with that Union, and established 
aseparate government. Though we and they may 
not, and, perhaps, in the nature of things, cannot 
live harmoniously under the same Government, 
it is our interest, no less than theirs, that we 
should at once endeavor to establish between our 
Government and theirs those amicable relations 
which should ever exist between two neighbor- 
ing Republics. War, with its attendant horrors, 
being thus happily averted, the people of each 
Republic will be left at liberty to pursue, undis- 
turbed, their several vocations. A mutually ad- 
vantageous commerce will grow up between the 
two nations; treaties, such as regulate our inter- 
course with the Canadas, will be formed; confi- 
dence in all branches of business will be restored; 
anew impetus given to every varicty of indus- 
try; the march of improvement accelerated, and 
the cause of humanity, of civilization, and of 
Christianity, advanced throughoutthe world. The 
people of Europe, accustomed to refer the settle- 
ment of their slightest differences to the bloody 
arbitrament of the sword, will behold with silent 
wonder and amazement the spectacle of a great 
people unable to agree in reference to one of their 

eculiar domestic institutions, peacefully separat- 
ing, as did the patriarchs of old; resolving them- 
selves into two distinct political communities, not 
hostile, discordant, belligerent; buteach, animated 
withaspirit of generous rivalry towards the other, 
pursuing a more successful and prosperous career 
in its own chosen path, than when, united under 
the same Federal head, they painfully sought to- 
gether the same common destiny. 

Mr. President, we are living at a day and ata 
time when a northern sectional party have ob- 
“tained pessession of the power of this great Gov- 
ernment, who have declared in their platform, in 
their speeches everywhere, and in their press, 
that slavery shall never go into another foot of 
territory; that no other slave State shall ever be 
admitted into this Union; that slavery shall be 
put in the course of ultimate extinction. We have 
the announcement of the party that the foot ofa 
slave shall never press the soilof one of the Ter- 
ritories; that no new slave State shall be admit- 
ted; and, in addition to that, that no slave State 
shall go out of the Union. Who ever saw such 
a party as that? Who ever knew anything like 
it in the world before? They will not let slavery 
go into the Territories; they will not leta slave 
State come in; and they will not let one go out! 
They will not let them go out because they could 
not carry out their programme of placing slavery 
in the course of ultimate extinction. They want 
to keep the slave States in for their benefit—to foot 
the bills, to pay the taxes—that they may govern 
them as they see fit, and rule them against their 
will. Well, sir, I wish to say one word to that 
party, in all kindness; for I shall not trouble them 
again on this subject. I shall be a private, inde- 
pendent citizen before long. But I will say to 
that party, they had better change their tacticss 
| they had better change front, and do it speedily. 
Let them place themselves upon the high ground 
of right and justice, and adopt such amendments 
to the Constitution as will not only hold old Ken- 
tucky, which has produced the greatest ‘t com- 
promiser’’ of us all—that good old State where F 
was raised, and that Iam proud of—but the other 
southern States also. Lamafraid Republicanism 
willnot do this. I know those old Kentucky peo- 
ple from terrace to foundation. They willendure 
much—very much—peaceably and quietly; but if 
they are goaded too far; if, by repeated wrongs, 
they are compelled to fight, then F would say to 
their enemy “beware!” There are chivalry ana 


į patriotism in Kentucky which is neither in the 


1861. 


TH 


power of accident nor nature to subdue, Youhad 
better pot press them too far. Do not drive them 
to the goal oflast resort. Give them justice while 


you haveitin your power to doso. Satisfy them | 


that ultimately they shall have equality in this 
broken Government, or Union, if you will. But, 
sir, I leave the 
to the distinguished Senator from Kentucky and 
other gentlemen, especially my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Breter,}] who has labored harder 
to patch up the Constitution than any man I ever 
knew, except my friend from Kentucky, and I 
wish him God speed in the work. Let it be upon 
just principles; ict it be right; let us have justice; 
and I shall be content. 

Now, Mr. President, I owe it to myself to say 
a few words upon another subject. I am sorry 
it is necessary; but the superciliousness of the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee in taking me to 
task the other day ina manner that I thought was 
unparliamentary, to say the least, on the subject 
of the navigation of the Mississippi river, renders 
it indispensable that 1 should do so. I desire to 
say but a few words relative that point, and leave 
che Senate to decide between us. By the way, 
before I commence, I will say that I have been 
borne out in all I have said in relation to that 
matter by the action of Louisiana, and by the 
action of the confederated States. I look upon 
that government as one of the finest experiments 
on the face of the earth, or in the history of man- 
kind, embodying the purest patriotism, the highest 
order of statesmanship, and the greatest amount 
of talent and administrative capacity that can be 
found among the same number of people in any 
Government on the face of the globe. They, by 
their action, have indorsed all that I said upon 
the subject of the navigation of the Mississippi 
river. The Governorof the State of Louisiana had 
the kindness, seeing what I said, and that the 
Senator from Tennessee had doubted the chivalry, 
the general honesty, and patriotism of the people 
of Louisiana, to send me—and | have had it here 
for the last two weeks, but have not had the op- 
portunity of presenting it before—the ordinance of 
secession, and accompanying it a resolution on 
the subject of the navigation of the Mississippi 
river, which is in these words: 

“ Resolved, ‘That we, the people of Louisiana” — 
in their sovereign capacity, mark you; nota lit- 
tle whisky insurrection, but the people in their 
sovereign capacity, asa State in convention as- 
sembled: 


«í Resolved, That we, the people of Louisiana, recognize 
tue right of the free navigation of the Mississippi river and 
ite tributaries by all friendly States bordering thereon. And 
we also recognize the right of ingress and egress of the 
mouths of the Mississippi by all friendly States and Powers; 
and we do hereby declare our willingness to enter into any 
stipulations to guaranty the eaercise of said rights.” 


Since Louisiana has passed this resolution, the | 


government of the confederate States, by its con- 
gress, has passed a similar resolution, resolving, 
as they ought to do, and as Í said they would do, 
that the navigation of the Mississippi river should 
‘be free to all friendly States, and free to all States 
bordering on it or iis tributaries. But I will go 
into a little history of the Senator’s remarks on 
the occasion of his last two days’ speech. 
save the country from such speeches! 

Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee cx- 
pressed his disapprobation at what Í said as to 
the navigation of the Mississippi, and misrepre- 
sented me, when he said that I spoke of the right 
to navigate the Mississippi, as if I had great fa- 
miliarity with international law. 
such familiarity. What | did say, I spoke rather 
doubtingly, and I cannot understand how a mind 
not inclined to perversion could give such an in- 
terpretation to my words. His words I will read. 
Referring to me, with a marked manner, he said: 
i bas He seemed to show great familiarity with international 
aw. 

In the next sentence he repeated this, and said: 

“He spoke about it with great familiarity, as if he under- 
stood it well? 

Now, sir, this is not the truth. FI will here re- 
peat the words which I used, that elicited the erit- 
icism of this new expounder of international law. 
I said: 


« į believe it is recognized as the law of nations, as the 
law of all civilized nations, that a great inland sea, running 
through several Governments, shall be open equally to all 
of them.” 


I did not speak like a lawyer, confident in his 


poche up of the Constitution | 
à 


God | 


I affected no | 
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knowledge, but I spoke rather doubtingly, and 
without assurance or pretense, and just as I felt 
became one who was not professionally informed. 
In relation to what I said as to the rule of na- 
tional law, as applied to the Mississippi, I used 
the phrase “ Į believe,” certainly not a presump- 
tuous term. The Senator goes to work and pon- 
ders for several weeks over my speech, made 
without premeditation, and the speeches of other 
Senators, scrapes up as many fragments as possi- 
ble for the manufacture of hisown, and then comes 
into the Senate with what he thinks, no doubt, is 
a very Icarned display. With the air of a learned 
giant, burdened with wisdom and knowledge, he 
undertakes to rebuke me by a supercilious sneer 
at my alleged familiarity with international law. 
He assumes to rebuke me, also, for not knowing 
what he knew; which was, that the navigation of 
the Mississippi river had been the subject of ne- 
gotiation for ** years and years,” as well as other 
rivers throughout the world. This was all very 
wise and very triumphant, if there were not two 
sides tothe question. He quoted from Mr. Whea- 
ton’s Elements, in order to show, as I suppose, 
his own deep research in the matters of interna- 
ticnal law. As usual, the Senator understood 
very little of what he quoted. He utterly missed 
the true point, and, of course, failed to state the 
case as it really stood. 

Now, mark you, sir, I say, ‘I believe ” I am 
right. I will state it, and I do so believing it will 
be understood, as I have heretofore represented 
it, and would be indorsed by professional men of 
eminence. As to the Mississippi having been the 
subject, for years, of negotiation, is a fact I was 
aware of. But, sir, notwithstanding the Sena- 
tor’slengthy quotations, I think { can demonstrate 
to the satisfaction of others, if not to him, that 
my view of the question is correct. He has made 
a quotation at great length from Mr. Wheaton, 
which has no special application to this case, like 
most of the law quotations he selects, 

I spoke of the law of nations, of course, as rela- 
tive to the incidents of the subject-matter adverted 
to—an inland sea, (or great river,) under the 
circumstances of the Mississippi; of course, not 
underadversecircumstances. Romeonceclaimed 
the right to shut up the navigation of the entire 
Mediterranean; but such cases decide nothing. 
She held the control of its entrance. So,at one 
time, in a less enlightened day, Russia claimed 
despotic mastery over the mouth of the Danube. 
The other great river of western Europe, the 
Rhine, rising in Switzerland, passing France and 
Baden, Prussia, Belgium, and the Netherlands, 
was, under a less liberal policy of national law 
than now prevails, subject to tolls. 

But, sir, what are the facts. Austria, and other 
Powers, never conceded that Russia had the right 
of controlling the mouth of the Danube. In 1814, 
as I understand it—I may be wrong—the naviga- 
tion was settled to be free. The demonstration of 
Russia afterwards, to change this, was resisted by 
Austria; and the other Powers of Europe inter- 


ground that it was the true rule of national law, 


should remain free to its mouth. The same west- 
ern Powers, as } believe, further enforced that 
principle in the treaty which followed the capture 


finally adjusted upon the same basis, as the true 
rule of national law under the circumstances, and 
as between the partics. When I say, therefore, 
an inland sea—or river, if you please—passing 
through several nations, is open to the navigation 
of all, it is not meant thatany fixed and acknowl- 
edged right is to be violated. What is meant is 
simply that which is correspondent with the cir- 
umstances and the history of the case. If all the 
parties had claims, no greater nation ossessing 
he mouth of the river, is at liberty, by a mere 
| exercise of power, to violate those rights because 
' of that power. In this sense has been established, 
! and now exists, the rules of national law which 
| govern the Danube and the Rhine. 
| Believe, are collected on either. A state of war, 
for the time being suspends those rights, but does 
not abolish them. 

Now, sir, as to the principles laid down among 
the highly civilized nations of Europe, atthis day, 
as applicable to the Mississippi, I am right, and 
heis wrong. He has no principles about it. He 
goes back to an old fogy land for 


posed and prevented its disturbance, upon the | 


as between their Governments, that the river į 


of Sebastopol. The navigation of the Rhine was | 


Wo tolls, I| 


his precedent. | 


He iga long way behind the times, in my. f pin- 


ion, just as he was in relation to the rights of the 
southern States, and as he will be in rela to 
the action of hiş own. Now, sir, bear in mind 
this diagram of national principles, as 1 have tried 


to state it, and as now adjusted among the great 
Powers of western Europe, which is the: great 
source of ascertaining national law, and it ne 
sarily follows, that the States of this Confederacy. 
—I believe I am right in that—having been equally 
interested with Louisiana in the navigation of the 
Mississippi, by the law of nations, they retain 
that equal right, and are not affected by a change 
of Government. Itis such aright, as having been 
always equally enjoyed, it cannot be disturbed 
except in two ways: first, by treaty; and second, 
by war. The latter only suspends it. This, sir, 
is the explanation as I understand it, and as T be- 
lieve it to be right. I hope the reporter will put 
down the words “I believe; that is the word I 
intend to use on this subject. . What a pageant— 
whata ridiculous pageant—has the Senator made 
by stuffing himself (it ‘only took six weeks) with 
inapplicable scraps of law of learned length, as if 
specially to be exhibited before this Senate, to 
prove nothing, and to fit nothing. F, sir, will not 
deal in either innuendoesorirony; but! will plainly 
say that, if the Senator would quote only a little 
Jaw, and understand all that little well, it would 
be better; immeasurably better, than to quote so 
much, and comprehend so very small a portion of, 
what he docs quote. ‘ . 

Now, Mr. President, I have paid all the atten- > 
tion to the attempt that was made to place mein 
the wrong that { deem necessary. i can only 
now repeat, in the conclusion of my speech, that 
neither the Senator from Tennessee, nor any other 
Senator, nor can any man, tell the truth and say 
that I have, by any vote, word, or act of mine, 
at any time or on any occasion, refused protec- 
tion to all property alike in the Territories. | I 
have made ita point always. Indeed, the doc- 
trine of the equal right of property, whether slave 
or any other, in the Territories, and its equal 
right to protection, is as strong in meas life itself. 
I have never uttered a word against that princi- 
ple; but I have said, upon all occasions, that that 
doctrine must be maintained, or this Union could 
not stand. I have fought for it; but as I said in 
the outset, while I deeply deplore the condition 
of the country, it has been caused by no act of 
mine. Aid with this remark, I part with him, 
who, in imitation of Esau, seeks to-sell his birth- 
right. I would, if there was. time, give a little 
advice to all sides, to every Senator.on this floor. 
I would say: Senators, come up to the great im- 
portance of this question; meet it; adopt, by atwo 
thirds vote—as we could do if Senators would 
deal rightly— amendments to the Constitution, 
placing all the States upon an equality in the Ter- 
ritories, and on every other question; submit them 
to the people; and by such amendments I believe 
we could prevent, or stop, a further rupture of 
this Union. - 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
dent. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have a suggestion to make 
to the Senator from 'Tennessec, before he makes 
his speech. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will hear, 
the suggestion. : 

Mr. BIGLER, It must be obvious that we 
have but a very few hours to consider the great 
questions that are now before the Senate. Thave 
no desire to interpose against a fair opportunity 
to reply on the part of the Senator from Tennes- | 
see; but I think, if it would be agreeable to him, 
it would be important to the Senate and the coun- 
try to know precisely what position we ate to 
occupy on this great question. Now, a single 
Senator has it in his power to prevent the final 
passage of any one of the propositions now pend- 
ing before the Senate.. If that is the determina- 
tion, we ought to know it. If that is the determ- 
ination, then, so far as I am concerned, the Senator 
from Tennessee may talk aslongas he sees proper; 
but I would like to see that question disposed of; 
‘and the action of the Senate ona resolution which 
I offered two days ago, will settle that question. 
Anticipating just what has occurred, I submitted 
a resolution suspending the 26th rule, so far as 
relates to resolutions or propositions in reference 
to an amendment to the Constitution of the Uni- 


Mr. Presi- 


ted States. If that resolution be adopted, then it 
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will be competent for the Senate to act on, and 
consider finally, any of the propositions which 
are before us; but without that, we shall be at the 
merey of a solitary member of the body. I there- 


fore suggest to the Senator from Tennessee, that | 


he permit « motion fora temporary postponement 
of the question now before the body for the pur- 
pose of taking up the resolutions suspending the 
26th rule, in order that we may ascertain what 
the Senate is determined to do. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. ‘I presume 
there will beobjection to the adoption of that res- 
olution, 

Mr. SUMNER. Ofcourse there will. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessec. If the Senate 
is disposed to adopt it, I have no objection to giv- 
ing way simply for the action of the Senate uponit. 

Mr. SUMNER. It will be objected to. 

Mr. BIGLER. There may be objection with- 
out any tedious debate. LT expect objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. So far as Tam 
concerned, it is my purpose to occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate for buta very short time. I 
deem it unnecessary to address the Senate at much 
length; and it is even painful for me to be com- 
pelled, by the peculiar circumstances of the case, 
to make even a few remarks. | should notoccupy 
the time of the Senate, if l did not feel thatit was 
a duty to myself anda deity to the country. [** Go 
on! 

Mr. BIGLER. Then, I understand the Sena- 


tor will not yield the floor for the purpose indi- 


cated. | 
I understand | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
there is to be objection. The question is to be 
discussed. Ido not think [ shall occupy more 
than twenty minutes. 

The PRESIDING OPFICER, (Mr. Pork in 
the chair.) Before the Senator proceeds, will he 
allow the Chair to present certain House bills to 
the Senate ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

SILVER FLORIN OF AUSTRIA. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1007) declaring the value 
of the new silver florin of Austria was read the 
first time by its title. 

Mr. PEARCE, That bill, which has come 
from the House of Representatives, relates to a 
subject which has been discussed in the Finance 
Committee, by whom I was instructed to report 
a bill to the same effect. 1 had the bill prepared; 
but learning that the House of Representatives 
had passed such a bill, L did not present it to the 
Senate. Inow ask that the Senate take up the 
House bill, with a view to its passage. 
after a bricf explaniuon, there will be no objec- 
tion to passing it. 

The bill was read a second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PEARCE. The value of the florin of 
Austria, by the act of 1846, was, for computations 
atthe custom-house, fixed at forty-eight and a half 
cents; but within the last two or three years the 
Empire of Austria has had a monetary convention 
with the States of the German Customs Union, 
the result of which has been the alteration of their 


standard of value, so that the new Austrian florin į 


now is only forty-six and nineteen hundredths 
„cents; and for the convenience of computations at 
the custem-house, it is desirable that we should 
declare by statute that to be its value. ‘The bill 
in question does so in as few words as possible, 
and | hope it will be put on its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following joint resolutions 
of the Senate: 


A joint resolution (No. 64) for the appointment | 


of regents of the Smithsonian Institution; and 


A joint resolution (No. 65) authorizing W. H. | 
Smiley, United States commercial agent at the ; 
Falkland Islands, to receive a telescope tendered ; 
to him by the Beigian Government. “| 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. RICE; from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. €33) for the reliefof Eben Adams, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; which was agreed to. 


l think, | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


| the bill of the House (No. 971) making appro- 


I 
He aiso, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bili (S. No. 558) for the relief of 
Divine & Kennedy, contractors for carrying the | 
mails on route No. 7213, asked to be discharged || 
from its further consideration; whichwasagreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Housc had passed the following bills ofthe Senate: 

A bill (No. 502) for the relief of Taylor Dud- 
ley, of Minnesota; ; 

A bill (No. 499) for the relief of Eliza B. Mills, 
widow of Robert Mills; 

A bill (No. 459) for the relief of Commander 
Thomas J. Page, United States Navy; 

A bill (No. 524) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to issue a register to the schooner 
Perseverance, of Ogdensburg, State of New York; 

A bill (No. 568) for the relief of Leslie Combs 
and Robert H. Crittenden, sureties of the late A. 
J. Mitchell, purscrin the United States Navy; and 

A bill (No. 561) for the relief of Daniel B. Hib- 
bard. 

The message further announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the Senate to 
the following bills and resolutions of the House: 

A bill (No. 537) for the relief of Katharine K. | 
Russell; 

A bill (No. 132) to remove the United States 
arsenal from the city of St. Louis, and to provide 
for the sale of the lands on which the same is 
located; 

A bill (No. 665) to amend an act approved Feb- 
ruary 5, 1859, entitled ‘An act providing for 
keeping and distributing all public documents,” 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (No. 852) for the relief of certain Chip- 


ewa, Ottowa, and Pottawatomie Indians; i 


A bill (No. 923) granting a pension to Eliza M., 
Plympton; 

A joint resolution (No. 59) authorizing Com- 
modore H. Paulding to receive a sword awarded 
to him by the Republic of Nicaragua; and 

A joint resolution (No. 70) to quit title to lands 
in the Staté of Towa. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the Senate to 


priations for the service of the Post Oflice De- | 
sa ee during the fiscal year ending the 30th of | 
June, 1862. i 


MILITARY ROADS IN NEW MEXICO. 


The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 
200) to provide tor the completion of the military 
road from Fort Union to Santa Fé, and from Taos | 
to Santa Fé, New Mexico. 

Mr. RICE, from the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on } 
the bill (HL. R. No. 290) to provide for the com- 
pletion of.the military road from Fort Union to 
Santa Fé, and from Taos to Santa Fé, New Mex- | 
ico, submitted the following report: 

‘The committee of conferenee on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill GL. R. No. 200) to provide for 
the completion of the military road from Port Union to | 
Santa Pé, and from Taos to Santa Pé, New Mexico, have 
met; and alter full and free coufercuce, have agreed to rec- 
ommend to their respective Houn : lows: 

That the House le from their disagreement to the | 
Senate’s amendment, and agree to the same with the fol- | 
lowing amendment: in line three the first amend- | 
ment, strike oui “itty,” and insert 1 

HENRY M. RICE, | 

A. KENNEDY, i 

IL WILSON, l 

Managers on the part of the Senate. || 

B. STANTON, 
GEORGE W. HUGHES, | 


Mr. WADE. If there be any discussion, [ 
shall waive it. ¢ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porr.) 
The House of Representatives has returned, with 
amendments, the bill (S. No. 303) supplementary 
to the actentitled “An act to authorize protection 
to be given to citizens who may discover deposits 
of guano,’’ approved August 18, 1856. 

Mr. GREEN. I object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on taking up the bill, 

Mr. GREEN. I object. 

Mr. WADE. Very well; I agreed to waive 
ft if it would give rise to debate, and of course I 
shall not insist on it. 

FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1009) amendatory of the 
act for the rendition of fugitives from labor, was 
read the first time by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any 
objection to the bill being read a second time now? 

Mr. WILSON. I object, at this time. 

` REPORT OF THE PEACE CONFERENCE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The jointres- 
olution (S. No. 70) proposing certain amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
it is painful for me to be compelled, at this late 
hour of the session, to occupy any of the time of 
the Senate upon the subject that has just been dis- 
cussed by the Senator from Oregon. Tad it not 
been for the extraordinary speech he has made, 
and the singular course he has taken, I should 
forbear from saying one word at this late hour of 
the day and of the session. But, sir, it must be 
apparent, not only to the Senate but to the whole 
country, that, either by accident or by design, 


it there has been an arrangement that any one who 


appeared in this Senate to vindicate the Union of 
these States should be attacked. Why is it that 
no one, in the Senate or out of it, who is in favor 
| of the Union of these States, has made an atlack 
upon me? Why has it been left to these who 
have taken both open and secret ground in viola- 
| tion of the Constitution, for the disruption of the 
| Government? Why has there been a concerted 
attack upon me from the beginning of this discus- 
sion to the present moment, not even confined to 
the ordinary courtesies of debate and of senato- 
rial decorum? It is a question which lifts itself 
above personalities. Icare not from what direc- 
: tion the Senator comes who indulges in personali- 
| ties towards me; in that, I feel that I am above 
j him,and that be is my inferior. [Applause in the 
| galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Porx in 
the chair) rapped with his mallet, and then said: 
The Chair will announce that if that disturbance 

s repeated in the galleries, they must be cleared. 
That is the order of the Senate for the purpose 
of conducting properly the deliberations of the 

| Senate. 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. I hone the Chair will en- 
force the order, and not threaten todo so. When 
applause is given ou the expression of Union 
sentiments, in which I fally concur, I desire that 
the order shall be enforced, and there can then 
be no exception taken, if we enforce the rules 
when applanse may be given for any other senti- 
ments uttered on this floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
Iwas alluding to the use of personalities. They 
are not arguments; they are the resort of men 
whose minds are low and coarse. It is very eas 
to talk about ‘* cowards;”’ to draw autobiographi- 


| cal sketches; to recount the remarkable, the won- 


derful events and circumstances and exploits that 
we have performed. I have presented facts and 
authorities; and upon them I have argued; frora 
them I have drawn conclusions; and why have 


GALUSHA A. GROW, 
Managers on the pert of the House of Representatives. 


| 
| 
GUANO DISCOVERIES. | 
ae i Pag i 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- i 
dent : i 
Mr. WADE. Gne moment. There is a Senate | 
bill on the table, No. 303, that has been returned | 
from the House of Representatives with amend- | 
ments. l presume it will take but a minute to | 
concur in the amendments. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce. 
to discussion? 


Will it lead | 


E 


they not been met? Why have they not been 
answered? Why abandon the great issues before 
the country, and go into personal allusions and 
personalattacks? Cowper has well said: 
“A trnly sensible, weil-bred man 
Will not insult we; no other can.”? 

But there are men who talk about cowards, 
courage, and all that description of thing; and in 
this connection, I want to say, not boastingly, 
with no anger in my bosom, that these two eyes 
of mine never looked upon anything in the shape 
of mortal man that this heart feared. 


1861. 
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Sir, have we reached a point at which we can- 
not tal about treason? Our forefathers talked 


about it; they spoke of it in the Constitution of į 


the country; they have defined what treason was; 
is it an offense, is it a crime, is it an insult to re- 
cite the Constitution that was made by Washing- 
ton and his compatriots? What does the Con- 
stitution say: . 

«Treason agaiust the United States shall consist only in 
levying war against them, or in adhering to their enemies, 
giving them aid and comfort,” 

There it is defined clearly that treason shall con- 
sist only in levying waragainst the United States, 
and adhering to and giving aid and comfort to 
their enemies. Who isit that has been engaged 
in conspiracies? Who is it that has been engaged 


in making war upon the United States? Who is | 


it that bas fired upon our flag? Who is it that 
has given instructions to take our arsenals, to 
take our forts, to take our dock-yards, to take 


the public property? [u the language of the Con- | 


stitution of the United States, have not those who 
have been engaged in it been guilty of treason? 
We make a fair issue. Show me who has been 
engaged in these conspiracies, who has fired upon 
our flag, has given instructions to take our forts 
and our custom-houses, our arsenals and our 
dock-yards, and | will show you a traitor. [Ap- 
plause in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pork in 
the chair.) The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the 
galleries on the right of the chair immediately. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tenneseee. Thatisa fair 
proposition 

The PRESLDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Tennessee will pause until the order of the 
Chair is executed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will suggest, as that was 
nota very loud noise, that we dispense with the 
order this one time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will |, 
not dispense with it except by a vote of the Sen- | 


ate. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the Senate will 
have a uniform rule. T opposed the clearing of 
the galleries heretofore. It has been executed but 
twice. I think it is a well-settled principle that 
if you allow an audience to applaud, you have 
no right to punish them for applauding in the 


wrong place. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from North Carolina will allow the Chair to ob- 
serve that there is no motion before the Senate. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. J move to suspend the exe- į 


cution of the order. 


Mr, CLINGMAN. I was about to say that I 


opposed the execution of iton a former occasion, | 


because, in probably forty instances, the galleries 


had been allowed to applaud, and they have been | 
cleared but twice—once when the Senator from | 
Louisiana [Mr. Bexsamty] spoke, and once when |j 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. Wierau.] spoke. | 


I suppose, in fifty other instances, they have been 
allowed to apphiud. Now, if the Senate choose 
to enforce the rule, I have no objection; 
say, that if you allow them to applaud, you have 
no right to say they’are applauding at the wrong 
time, or the wrong place, or the wrong persons. 
Itis well settied, I belicve, that if you allow an 
audience to applaud, you mustallow them to hiss 
or express disapprobation. 
but this Senate has, for the first time since I have 
known anything of it, been converted into a sort 
of theater for applause atthe present session. If 
the Senate choose to insist on the rule, } do not 
object toit; be z 
the Senator from 
Senate bave twice cieared t 

Mr. BRIGHT. having given 
order, there is no other method of disposing o 


the question except by executing ii, uniess the | 


Senate refuse to allow the order of the Senate to 
be executed. 1 think the applauding wrong, and 


express my disapprobation of it here, as I have ! 


on ali occasions, and | hope the order of the Chair 
will be executed. Itis the only way to preserve 
order in this body. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. {entirely concur in the 
disapprobation that is expressed by Senators of 
applauding 
bation in the gal 
by turning out these galleries now, we punish ten 
ora hundred innocent persons for one offender. 


I think, for the present, we may go aong witheut it 


I am opposed to it; į 


g, or showing approbation or disappro- | 
jeries; but let us remember that, į 


but I do | 


ist the motion of | 
| against tev 


i the honor 


i 
} 
i 
i 
i 


H 
| 


| of government can ultimately stand, you must 


„distinctly notified that ifanything of that sort took 


executing the order, and I hope the disturbance į 
will be repeated no more. 

Mr. BAYARD. Dol understand that the Chair 
has ordered the galleries to be cleared? | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairwill | 
state to the Senator from Delaware, that the Chair | 
ordered the galleries to be cleared. Then there 
was a motion made by the Senator from Illinois, į 
to suspend the order; and the question is on the 
suspension of the order. 

-Mr. BAYARD. 1 hope the order will be en- 
forced. The Senate of the United States is liter- 
ally turned into a theater—nothing more, nothing 
Jess. It will not do to say that you punish inno- 
cent persons for guilty ones. There is no question | 
of punishment. The question is, whether, ina 
deliberative body, you are to address arguments | 
to a deliberative body, or whether you are to ad- 
dress them for the purpose of popular applause 
to the galleries that surround you. If you mean 
to conduct legislative procecdings upon the basis, 
and the only basis, upon which a republican form 


show those who attend as spectators that you are 
not to be trifled with by an abuse of the privilege 
which you grant them of having galleries in which | 
they may be presentto hear your debates. I hope 


the order will be enforced; because, unless it is j 


enforced once, you never will stop it. You may 
threaten, you may talk of clearing the galleries; 
but enforce it once, and you will never afterwards 
have these interruptions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. F hope the | 
execution of the order will be suspended, and I | 
will go security for the gallery that they will not 
applaud any more. I should have been nearly 
through my remarks by this time but for this | 
interruption. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will merely say for the in- 
formation of some who were not in the Senate at 
the time, that the Chair gave distinct warning to | 
the gallery that if the disturbance was repeated | 


the gallery should be cleared. ji 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Ifthe Senator 
from North Carolina will allow me, I intended to 
say, at some proper time, that on the first breach 
of order made in the gallery on the right of the 
Chair, I did give a‘distinct warning, and a Senator 
then saw fit to rise and speak with somewhat, I 
thought, of censure, that the Chair did not per- 
emptorily cnforce the order. The galleries were 


lace again, they would be cleared. 

Mr. BRAGG. Thatis what 1 wanted to say, 
and itis after that distinct warning that the offense 
has been repeated. 

Mr. BIGLER. Iagrce that the rules of the 
Senate ought to be observed. I have as much 
concern for them, perhaps, xs any member of this 
body, and under ordinary circumstances 1 should 
insist upon the exccntion of the order; but let us | 
remember that this is the last day of the session, : 
and the surroundings are very peculiar. Í doubt | 
not that this present audience will hereafter remain | 
quiet and preserve the strict rules of the Senate. 
l hope, therefore, by general consent, we shalt 
allow the Senator from Tennessee to proceed with 
his remarks without the execution of the order, 
which, itis manifest, will take a longer time than | 
it will for the Senator to conclude his remarks. | 
We have no time to spare. | 

Mr, CLINGMAN. My object was merely to | 


cali the attention of Senators to the fact that an} 
s been executed but twice, when there i| 
have been fifty violations; and they were both ex- | 


a 


order h 
where gentlemen were speaking į 
sof the majority on this floor. if 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


ecuted in ca 


1 


n 


app 
body, you will have the order e 
honorable Senator from Kentucky reminds us that | 
but a few offend. that was the case on former oc- 
casions. There were perhaps twenty who created 
the disturbance, aud you cleared the gallery of | 


| not be executed. 


five hundred innocent spectators. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. ff the Senator from North ii 


Carolina insists thatit is wrong to applaud for- 
the Union, and right to applaud for disunion in 
this Chamber, 1 will withdraw: my motion. ©- = + 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I state no such thing. ‘The 
honorable Senator froin Illinois has, I suppose, 
himself been applauded twenty times loudly, and 
he took no exception toit; but in the two instantes: 
in which the galleries were ordered to be clearedy 
when speeches were made on another{ine of pol 
icy, he allowed the order to be executed, and did 
not interpose, What I desire the country to un- 
derstand is, that I am opposed to any system like 
this. Let us have uniform rules, and execute’ 
them uniformly. ee 
Mr. BIGLER. I desire to say that my'sug- 
gestion came from the impulses of my heart. The 
Senator may put me to that test if he pleases; but 


| I say with all frankness—and I claim tobe alaw+ 


abiding citizen, and a man who observes order—~ 


i that in that gallery, under all the surroundings, if 


it were a question of Union, I should applaud be- 
fore I knew what I was doing. I think hundreds 
of these men have done so. Jam willing to-ex- 
cuse them. — I hope they will do so no more. 
Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I beg that-the 
galleries may be permitted to remain justas:they 
are. It matters not, certainly to me, how often 
theyapplaud. When gentlemen say, let the Union 
be preserved, I say, let it be done on principles 
of the Constitution; let it be done upon the prin- 
ciples of right, justice, and equality; let every 
State have her rights in the Union, and her-right 
to property enforced. Whether the audience in 
the gallery like the doctrine or not, I maintain it. 


| Let them applaud the opposite, if they want to. 


I want these gentlemen to remain here, and ap- * 
plaud just when they please. It will not move 
me a single bit. Jam standing by the right, and 
all the people on earth could not move me one 
inch, either to the right or left, from what I know 
to be right. Ifall these gentlemen were friends, 
and were to say, “ you are right,” it would not 
influcnee me at all; and if they were all here with 
weapons in their hand, more dangerous than the 
Senator from Tennessee, they would not move 
me. I am going to stand by the right, by the 
Constitution, and by the right of every State in 
the Union, to let every man go to the Territory 
with his property, and have it protected alike. 
Any other Union than that is an Insult; it is no 
Union; it is unjust; it is unequal; it is that thata 
brave man would never put up with, whether he 
is from the North or the South. Ishould demand 
the right and have it, and no more; but I would. 
demand that every State should have her full 
rights. I hope, sir, that the galleries will not be 
cleared. 

Mr. BAYARD. There isa view of this ques- 
tion which makes me desire that the order of the 
Chair shall be enforced. Whoever occupies that 
seat, whether it is the Vice President of the Sen- 
ate or the temporary occupant by delegation, he 
represents the dignity of the body. Fle gives an 
order, after notice to the audience that you choose 


‘| to allow to collect here under your rules, and for 


whom you have provided galleries; and after the 
notice is treated with contempt, and the order of 
the Chair disobeyed, he directs the galleries to be 
cleared. Mr. President, T shall sustain the dig- 
nity of the Chair. 1] am one of those who have 
a profound respect for public sentiment; but F 
neither care nor regard for one instant mere popu- 
lar clamor. [am disposed to obey the laws and 
to enforce the laws, as l understand the true doc- 
trine of enforcement;and I would enforce the rales 
of the Senate that are necessary for the preserva- 
tion of the dignity of the body, and those rules 
of order so essential forall the parposes for which 
the body is constituted. I hope, sir, it will be 
carried into effect, and that the order of the Chair 
will not be rescinded by any vote of this body. 

Mr. RICE. Thope the order of the Chair will 
I wish to state that there has 
been applause on fifty different occasions during 
this session, if not more, and the galleries, I be- 
lieve, have been cleared but twice, I wish to state 
further, that the Senate has been remiss in not 
having stationed proper persons at the doorslead- 
ing to the galleries, to sce that no more were per- 
mitted to enterthan could be comfortably seated; 
but our constituents have been invited here, and 
speeches havebeen made uponthis floor to the gal- 
leries and notto the Senate. They are now crowd- 
ed. These peoplecome for the purpose of listening 
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to speeches that are made, and when the impulses 

of their hearts shailinduce them to applaud, I wili 

not condemn it. I hope they will be permitted 
* to remain. : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I wish to say a single word 
in relation to what has occurred, as some gentle- 
men have come in since the facts transpired. On 
the first occasion there was very loud and general 
applause intthe galleries, which was a very great 
breach of order. Upon that occasion, the Chair 
announced that he should be compelled to enforce 
order by clearing the galleries, if the disorder 
should be repeated; and, upon thatoccasion, 1—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
willallow the Chair. The Senator will admit that, 
when the first demonstration was made, the Chair 
struck, with the mallet, on the table, for the pur- 
pose of checking it. It went on afterwards, and 
then the Chair made the announcement. 


Mr. GRIMES. It ought to be stated, in con- 
nection with this— 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the Senator will allow 


me, EF wil! finish what I was going to say. Then 
Į rose and made the remark that I did in relation 
to the applause, which was very loud, and a great 
breach of order. It being in favor of a sentiment 
which I most warmly approved, I desired, at 
that time, to condemn the applause in the galleries, 
so that I could be enabled to ask. the Chair to 
enforce the rule, if applause should be given to 
countersentiments. Shortly afterwards, there was 
applause, it is true, but very slight; the main 
noise in the galleries seeming to be the noise of 
those who were endeavoring to hush any applause 
and to make the Chair and the dignity of the Sen- 

"ate be respected by the galleries. These are the 
facts. There was a slight breach of order; but, 
after what has occurred, I have no doubt that, in 
the whole ofthe galleries, by those who are here 
present, there will be an observance of the order 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from Wisconsin 
has stated exactly what | was going to say; that | 
at the time of this last breach of decorum, there 
were not more than three or four persons who 
clapped in the galleries, and there was an evident 
desire on the part of others who had been here 
when they were reminded by the Chair that if 
they did not preserve order the galleries would be 
cleared, to prevent the repetition of disorder, and 
therefore, by a natural impulse, hissed in order to 
prevent it. It shoùld be remembered, too, that 
probably the persons in the galleries now are new 
eomers, at least a very large proportion of them, 
who are not familiar with the rules of the Senate, 
and I do not think that, under these circum- 
stances, it is advisable for us to cnforce the strict 
rule. a 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the galleries now 
have received warning cnough that it is the sense 
of the Senate that there should be no demonstra- 
tions. 1 belicve now, if you suspend the rule, 
there will be no more of them, and we ean go on 
with our business. J hope the execution of the 
order will be suspended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on suspending the execution of the order of the į 
Chair for clearing the galleries. 

Mr, CLARK. iinquire whether ‘that cannot | 
be done by unanimous consent, without taking 
any vote? 

Mr. HALE. If the Chair consents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question, 
and declared that the ayes appeared to have it; 
and requested Mr. Doveras to take the chair. 

Mr. BAYARD. Before the resultis announced, | 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. If there is going to be so serious | 
a matter as that made of it, [have a word tosay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porr.) 
Will the Senator allow me to put the question on 
ordering the yeas and nays? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. HALE. 1 have uniformly voted for en- 
forcing the rules of the Senate, and clearing the 
galleries, when any of these manifestations of 
applause have been made; but the applause has 
generally been for sentiments that I did not sym- 
pathize with, and itis anew thing that sentiments, | 
such as were uttered bythe honorable Senator : 
from Tennessce, have been applauded. But there 


| in the galleries will not interrupt any further. 


> . t 
i Officer to clear the galleries, vote to suspend that | 


| perhaps might be done. 


is something in the suggestion that the galleries 


are filled with new comers; they have got an idea || 


of what the Senate is from what they have read |i I do not know that they were ever cleared when į 


Í been cleared twice; once on a motion from this | 
; side of the Chamber, and once on a motion from j; 


in the newspapers, and the descriptions of the 
letter-writers, and probably do not come here 
with so flattering an idea of the Senate, having 
imbibed it from newspapers and letter-writers, as 
they will be likely to have atter they have stayed 
here a little while. [Laughter.] Under these 
circumstances, I hope they will be excused. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Having said what } de- 
sired to say, I was willing, by general consent, 
that the galleries should not be interrupted, and I 
hope that will be the understanding. f cannot 
vote to suspend the order of the Chair, because 
that would look like giving deliberate license to 
have our proceedings disturbed; but I hope the 
Senator who made the call for the yeas and nays 
will withdraw it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was made on the other 
side. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I presume the gentlemen 


Mr. BAYARD. I will not withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays, because I think this is a 
matter of principle. For one, I desire to record 
my vote against what I think has degenerated 
into a practice that will ultimately change the 
body into a mere theatrical arena. It must be 
checked at some time, and it is as well to do it 
now as at any other time. About the particular 
subject on which this applause existed, I do not 
care; and I know nothing about it. I did not hear 
the sentiment, and know not what occasioned it. 
It is immaterial to me whether it be on the side 
that my own judgment and feelings approved or 
not. J think the whole system a false one. F 
think it has gone much too far for the character 
of the Senate as a deliberative body. I know 
how easy it is, on all occasions, to make excuses. 
I have heard these excuses made before. The 
Chair made an order, and E am disposed to main- 
tain the dignity of the body by sustaining the 
decision of the Chair. Others may. vote as they 
see fit, | want my vote recorded. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If we are compelled to 
vote on the yeas and nays, I shalt vote to execute 
the order of the Chair; but I would rather not do 
it,and I had hoped that my appeal would be 
responded to. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was not present when 
the first disturbance occurred; F just entered the 
Senate Chamber as the last took place. I shall 
vote to sustain the Chair; but I should be very 
glad to get rid of the question in the way sug- 
gested by the Senator from North Carolina. We 
have taken up a great deal of time in discussing 
it. I think this discussion is entirely out of order, 
and nothing should have transpired till the order 
of the Presiding Officer was executed. Iwil not, | 
when an order has been made by the Presiding ! 


order; but I should be very glad if the Presiding ; 
Officer, under the circumstances, would adopt the 
sugeestion of the Senator from North Carolina, 
and himself suspend the order, after what has been 
said. If the vote be taken, I must vote to sustain 
the Chair, though I would be glad if the Chair 
felt at liberty, of his own mere motion, to suspend || 
theorder. [ think, under the circumstances, that 


the Senate to suspend the order, if they choose. 1 | 
am really surprised to find, perhaps I may say |i 
gratified, at the unanimous determination there is 

now to sustain the order and decorum of the Sen- | 
ate on the last day of the session, or the last but 
one. Applause like this has occurred, and ap- 
plause louder than this,a hundred times this ses- | 
sion. Twice this order has been given and ex- 

ecuted. The misfortune is, that one day one man | 
is in the ehair, and another hour of the same day 
another man is inthe chair, and the practice is 
tolerated by one, and the other orders the galle- 
ries to be cleared. If we could have a uniform 
yuling on the part of the Chair, we could know 
what was meant. I believe the galleries have ; 


| 
| 
Mr. DOUGLAS. It is entirely competent for | 
| 
f: 


| 
the other. I must say that the intimation of the | 
Senator from New Hampshire thatthey are cleared 
against particular classes of individuals—individ- | 
uals of particular politics—is unjust. I do not | 
know that the galleries have ever been cleared | 
when a single Republican has been applauded— | 


and they have been applauded very frequently. || 


| is made on the motion of a member; but when the 


I was applauded, though that has occurred some- 
times, and Lalways regretted it when it did occur. 
As this order was only made in two instances 
heretofore, I do not think we should be so strin- 
gent on the rule of order when itis competent for 
us to suspend it, and when Lam satisfied that the 
disturbance will not occur again if the order be 
suspended. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Doveras} will perceive that we are placed 
in alittle difficulty. If, as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois on this side, [Mr. TRUMBULL, } 
the Presiding Officer will of himself suspend the 
order, there is an end of it; everybody will be 
glad; but I am satisfied, precisely as the Senator 
from Hlinois [Mr. Trumso tr] is, that, asthe order 
has been given, we must sustain it out of respect 
to ourselves, if compelled to vote on it. We would 
rather be relieved of the difficulty. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I disagree with the Senator 
from Maine. Nothing is more usual in legisla- 
tive bodies than to move a call of the House; and 
if the call is sustained, you can suspend its exe- 
cution. Itis no reflection on the Chair now to 
suspend the execution of his order. The Chair 
was right in making the order. It is no reflec- 
tion on him to suspend farther proceedings under 
it; and therefore I do not feel that I am casting 
any reflection in making the motion. Far from 
it. The Chair did his duty when the rales were 
violated. I did mine in moving to suspend the 
order, as has been done so often before. 

Mr. BRIGHT. There is no such thing known 
here as a call of the Senate. The rule entitles. the 
Presiding Officer to order the galleries to be cleared 
ona breach of order taking place; or it may be 
done upon the motion of a member. It is doubt- 
less in the power of the Senate to reverse the order 
which is made by the Presiding Officer. I eer- 
tainly have no feeling on this subject except to 
vindicate what I consider the dignity of this body; 
and I would vindicate it as well when a gentle- 
man on the other side of the Chamber is speak- 
ing, as one on this; that does not enter into the 
calculation with me. The question with me is, 
what are the rules of order in this body, and what 
degree of decorum should be attached to its dchib- 
erations? The Chair gave notice to the galleries 
thatif the breach oforder wasrepeated ,they would 
be cleared. That wasnoticeenough. The Chair 
having made the order, and the yeas and nays 
having been demanded upon the question whether 
it shall be executed, it is not in the power of the 
Chair now to recall its own order; but the voie 


| must be taken. 


Mr. KENNEDY. [I ask if it is in order to 
move to suspend the execution of the order? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is the motion I have 
made. 

Mr. BAYARD. There is no analogy between 
the motion of the Senator from Jilmois and the . 
case which he puts of a call of the House in the 
other branch of Congress. A calf of the House 


Chair orders the galleries to be cleared in the 
Senate, it isa plain disrespect to the Chair,in my 


judgment, to suspend hie order. Further, it is 
said to be the last day of the session. According 


to my experience, and what I have seen of this 
body and the other, it requires a little more ob- 
servance of order on that thanany other day. And 
what is the admission on the other side? The 
admission is, that this isa thing which has oc- 
curred a hundred times. Shall it go down to his- 
tory that the Senate of the United States have 
permitted a habit to grow up of popular applause, 
as in the gallery of a theater, and that they had 
not the character or the force to preserve their 
dignity by ordering the galleries to be cleared? { 
do not believe in any such prineipte. F think it 
strikes at the foundation of popular government, 
because popular government must be a govern- 
ment of Jaws, not of passions, not of mere appeals 
to the sentiment of the populace; bat it must be 
a government of jaws, of laws alone, or it will 
inevitably perish. 

Mr. WADE. I move to lay the whole subject 
on ihe table. Let us get rid of it. 

Mr, DOUGLAS, I suppose that ts equivalent 
to ordering the galleries to be cleared. The order 
has been issued. I moved to suspend the order. 
Now, if my motion is laid on the table, itisequiv- 
alent to ordering the galleries to be cleared. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
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is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio. That, 
I believe, is not debatable. 

Mr. THOMSON. 1 move that the Senate ad- 
journ. J think that is inorder. [**Oh, not] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey adhere to his motion? 

Mr. THOMSON. Yes, sir; I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Before that is 
put, allow me to suggest to the Senator, thatif we 
adjourn sow we adjourn finally. 

Mr. THOMSON. I move that*we adjourn, or 
take a recess, until seven o’clock this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks a motion for a recess is not in order. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 

iio. 

Mr. MASON. I am not aware that there is | 
any rule of the Senate by which a member can 
move that the galleries be cleared. I understand 
it to be the duty of the Presiding Officer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia will allow the Chair. The question 
now is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, 
to lay the motion of the Senator from Tilinois on 
the table. 

Mr. BAKER. The whole subject. 

Mr. MASON. Iwas only going to speak to 
thar to this extent: I do notsee that there is any- 
thing to be laid on the table, It was an order of 
the Chair, to preserve the dignity of the Senate, 
that the galleries should be cleared. Iam not 
aware that there is anything to be laid on the table. 

Mr. WADE. If this question is debatable, I 
lose the whole object I hadin making the motion. 
I supposed it was not debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is not debatable. The Chair will put it to the | 
Senate. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If itbe in order, 1—having | 
the permission of the Senator from Tennessee, j 
who is on the floor—move that the Senate take a 
recess until seven o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 wish to inquire of the Chair | 
whether the motion te lay on the table carries the 
order of the Chair with it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Clearly not. . 

Mr. BIGLER. Therefore it is of no conse- 
quence. 

Mr. WADE. I withdraw the motion, if that 
is the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. I ask permission to say this: 
Iam not aware of any rule of the Senate by | 
which a motion can be made to order the galleries - 
to be cleared; I have no doubt it is in the power 
of the Senate to do it; but it is certainly incum- 
bent on the Presiding Officer to see that the order | 
of the Senate is preserved. If the Presiding Offi- 
cer makes an order that the galleries shall be 
cleared, I take it for granted that order must be 
enforced, unless, by general consent, the Presid- 
jng Officer of his own motion were to suspend it. 
Senators around me know that there are few who 
are more regardful of the order of the Senate 
than l have been, and, I trust, ever shall be; but 
I think the occasion has passed by, time has been 
lost; and I would suggest to the Presiding Offi- 
cer, by general consent and acquiescence of the 
Senate, to consider the order as having been sus- 
pended for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can- | 
not do that, because the yeas and nays have been j 
ordered, and the Senator from Delaware distinctly | 
refused to withdraw the cail. i 

Mr, DOUGLAS, I will withdraw my motion, 
if the sense of the Senate accord with the sugges- 
of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. BRIGHT. We can obviate the difficulty 
that exists by agreeing, by unanimous consent, 
to take a recess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I take it, by unanimous con- | 
gent, we can withdraw the call for the yeas and | 
nays, and then go on. 

‘The 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will not withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. BIGLER. Let us vote. 


It is not in 


Senators will į 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and | 


| things. 


| pend the execution of the order of the Chair. 


get clear of the question much more promptly by | 
voting than in any other way. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish to sug- 
gest to the Senate, that I think itabsolutely neces- 
sary that we should have an executive session, 
"There are anumber of nominations entirely unex- 
ceptionable, thatcancasily and readily be disposed 
of. I therefore feel it my duty to make a motion |! 
at this time, as perhaps the best relief we can get || 
from this matter, that the Senate proceed to the | 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I take this occasion to say, | 
because I was not here at the commencement of | 
this difficulty, that as I understand the rules, 
when the Chair orders the galleries to be cleared, 
it is because there is disorder inconsistent, with 
proceedings. I desire the ear of the Chair itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair was 
speaking to the Clerk, in reference to a question 
that was on the mind of the Chair, and that was 
this: the Senator from Vermont seemed to be 
addressing himself to the question raised by the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois; but the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas has moved an executive ses- 
sion, and the Chair thinks that that takes prece- 
dence of the other motion, and is not debatable. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I therefore ask 
that we may have the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. COLLAMER., I object even to that. I 
insist that no motion of any kind can be enter- 
tained, after an order to clear the galleries by the 
Chair, until that order has been executed, not 
even a motion to suspend the order; because it is 
predicated on the idea that disorder is inconsistent 
with the proceedings of the body; and therefore 
the order must be executed that the body may 
proceed. I object to all proceedings of this body 


| its own orders. 


until that order is either executed or withdrawn. 
I agree entirely with the Senator from Virginia, 
that, by the very entertaining of these motions, 
the occasion has ceased, order bas been restored, 
and it would be quite proper for the Chair to sus- 
end the further execution of it for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am so clearly satisfied 
that that motion is not in order, agreeing entirely 
with the-Senator from Vermont, that I must ob- 
ject to its being entertained. I insist that, when 
the Presiding Officer makes an order to clear the 
galleries, it must be executed, unless he himself 
thinks proper, under circumstances subsequently 
oceurring, to modify or change it. Now come in 
other motions and other business. That cannot 
be in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Jn deference 
to what seems to be the opinion of gentlemen, 
that it is better to carry on this contest, I with- 
draw my motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘Then I insist that the 
order of the Chair be executed, unless the Chair 
itself, (which I hope will be the case, since so 
much time has transpired and order has been re- 
stored,) of its own mere motion, by the unan- 
imous consent of everybody, waives the execu- 
tion of the order under the present condition of 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chaircan- |} 
not waive the execution of the order after the mo- i 
tion of the Senator from Illinois has been enter- | 
tained, and the yeas and nays have been ordered ;| 
on the motion of the Senator from Delaware; and il 
the Senator from Delaware will not withdraw the Í 
call. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the ground I take is 
correct, that motion of the Senator from Delaware | 
shonid not be entertained; it is itself out of order. | 

Mr. BAYARD. My motion cannot be outof lt 
order to call the yeas and nays, unless the motion | 
of the Senator from Illinoisis out of order to sus- 


i 
t 
ji 
i 
| 
l 


Mr.COLLAMER. Imisunderstood the Chair. 
A motion to suspend the order was made; and by 
whomsoever it may have been made—I wasnot in 
order at that time—the motion itself should not be 
entertained by the Chair. Thatis my view. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wily 
state that the Chair entertained that motion with | 
some doubt; but the motion has been entertained, ji 
and there has been no appeal from the decision of i 


| 
| 
t 
i 
i 
| 
l 
| 
i 
H 
j 
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the-Chair-in entertaining the motion as in.order: 
The question, therefore, is.on. that.motion. iio 
Mr. BIGLER. There is only.one.solution:to 
Let us have a vote, and that willend it. ; 
Mr. COLLAMER. I will appeal; fromthe- 
decision of the Chair entertaining the-motion -tọ 
suspend the rule... I say the motion itself ought 


it. 


| not to be entertained; and. I appeal, therefore, 


from the decision of the Chair entertaining it: 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER... The question, 
will be: whether the decision of the Chair shal? 
remain asthe judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. BIGLER.. The Senator from Vermont 
should observe that the custom of this bedy alone 
would make a law for the Presiding Officer. ‘That 
motion has been made here, and repeated. ; Fur- 
thermore, it is perfectly competent for the body 
to overrule any decision ox any orderof the Chair, 
and perfectly competent for the body to suspend 
Now, sir, the only disposition 
we can make, and that which we can make the 
most promptly, is to vote on the motion’ offered 


; by the Senator from Iinois. 


Mr. WADE. I have no doubt if we keep up 
this debate a little longer, it will have just. the 
same effect as would the execution of the order; 
for the audience, if they have any taste at all, E 
think will be dispersed about as quick by this‘de~ 


| bate as by the execution of the order, and there- 


fore I care but litle whether we keep on with the 
debate or enforce the order. 

Mr. MASON. I know that executive business 
ought to be transacted; and I move, therefore, 
that the Senate go into executive session; and on 
that I ask for the yeas and nays. f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I suppose this is.not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now before the Senate, is on the appeal of the 
al from Vermont, from the decision of the 

air. 

Mr. MASON. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of that subject until to-morrow, and 
then I shall move to go into executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Virginia that he con- 
siders the motion to go into executive session in 


| order; but the other motion the.Chair does not 
| consider in order on the question that is now De- 


fore the Senate. Does the Senator make a motion 
to go into executive session ? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir; and I ask the yeasand 
nays upon it. ras 

Mr. RICE. Thatis not in order. The only 
motion that could be in.order—and it is doubtful 
whether that would be in order or not at this 
stage of the proceedings—would be a motion to 
adjourn, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I raise this question: the 
Senator from Tennessee is entitled to the floor, 
and nobody can deprive him of it. You may sus- 
peng proceedings in order to clear the galleries, 
but you cannot take the floor from the Senator 
from Tennessee to go into executive session, or 
to adjourn, or for any other purpose. He is en- 
titled to the floor for every purpose, except clear- 
ing the galleries. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand that the question 
pow before the Senate is on the appeal made by 
the Senator from Vermont from the decision of the 
Chair. I had not thought of the question at first. 
IL think the honorable Senator from Vermont is 
right. The motion made by the Senator from 
Ulinois was out of order. By the rules of this 
body, the Chairis to preserve order;and you might 
as well pretend to suspend any of your rules as 
suspend the order of the Chair by a motion made 
in the Senate, when there is no authority given to 
any member to make such a motion by your 
rules. I believe the decision of the Chair is abso- 
lutein that respect, and no member, nor the Senate 
itself, unless it chooses to change the rules, can 
suspend the order to clear the galleries; and there- 
fore I shall vote to sustain the appeal. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I proposed a few minutes 
ago to withdraw my motion, and the Senator re- 
fused because the yeasand nays had been ordered, 
and now he is arguing that the motion 1 wanted 
to withdraw 1s out of order, *I think, if that is so, 
he ought to let me withdraw it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator may desire to put me, if he pleases, in an 
inconsistent position, That may be the result, 
for aught I know; butit is not fair. 1 stated ex- 
pressly, that my attention had not been called to 
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the question of order. before. ‘The question of 
order necessarily supersedes every other. Ifthe 
motion was not in order, of course, the decision | 
of the Chair must stand, and the whole of the rest 
of the proceedings fall. The honorable Senator 
from Vermont has made the question of order; 
and it has never occurred to me before, whether 
the. motion of the honorable Senator from Illinois 
was in order under the rules of the body. I think 
the honorable Senator from Vermont right; there- 
fore, | must vote to sustain the appeal which he 
makes, that, the Chair having given the order, it 
is not competent for the Senator from Hinois, nor 
any other member, to move to suspend the execu- 
tion of the order, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will assure the Senator 
from Delaware that I was governed by no per- 
sonal feeling, and made the suggestion to him in 
kindness and good faith. Ifhe thoughtmy motion 
was out of order, certainly he ought to permit me 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have stated to the honorable 
Senator that when 1 insisted on the call for the 
‘yeas and nays, the question of order had not been 
broùghi to my mindatall. I had not then thought 
of it, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If that be so, permit me to 
withdraw it; and that will end the controversy. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
this controversy in that way. Believing, as a ques- 
tion of order, that the motion is out of order, I 
have no objection to its being withdrawn, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then Ù withdraw it. 

Mr. COLLAMER,. Junderstand that motion 


is withdrawn; and now | suggest very respect- | 


fully to the Chair, order having been entirely re- 


stored, that the Chair withdraw the order to clear į 


the gallery. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Allow me to make one remark. 
I wish to say, with duc deference to the opinion 
of the Chair, that 1 think the Chair was drawn 
into an error by the motion of the Senator from 
Ihinois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pork.) If 
the Senator from indiana will allow him, the Chair 
was about to state, that, on reflection, he is satis- 
fied that he ought not to have entertained the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Ilinois at all; and, from 
this course of reflection, the Senator from Fen- 
nessee was entitled to the floor. The disturbance 
octurred during the remarks of the Senator from 
‘Tennessee. 


The Chair made the order, Then, the Senator 
from Tennessce having the floor, and his ocen- 


pancy of the floor being only interrupted by the | 


Chair attempting to enforce the order, it was not 
in order for the Chair to have allowed the motion 
of the Senator from Fllinois to suspend the order 
for clearing the galleries. Therefore, as the Sen- 


ator from Ulimots has withdrawn his motion, the ; 


Chair will now suspend his order, believing that 
that will meet the views of the Senate; and the 


Chair will state again, in the hearing of the gal- į 


leries, that, if the disturbance oceurs again, the 
galleries will be cleared, and no motion to suspend 
that order will be allewed until the galleries are 
cleared. The Senator from Tennessce is entitled 
to the floor. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I think we can now agree, by j| 


unanimous consent, lo take a recess until seven 
o’clock. 


Mr. MASON. Thope not. We had better not ; 


have a recess, 

Mr. BRIGHT. Tf you ohjeet, we cannot. 

Mr. MASON. I object. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘The Senator from 'Fenncs- 
see, ] suppose, nas the floor; otherwise, I wanted 
to say something. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- 
dent, ] was going on to remark, in reference toa 
general allusion to treason, that if individuals 
were pointed out to me who were engaged in 


nightly conspiracies, in secret conelaves, and is- | 
suing orders directing the capture of our forts and | 


the taking of our custom-houses, 1 would show 


who were the traitors; and that being done, the per- | 


sons pointed out coming within the purview and | 
scope of the provision of the Constitution whieh | 


T have read, were } the President of the United | 


I have no objection to end ; 


The Chair proceeded to enforce the | 
order that it had announced it would enforce if | 
there shculd be disturbance in the galleries again. | 


| 


States, I would do as Thomas Jefferson did, in | 
1806, with Aaron Burr: I would have them ar- i 


il 


| remarkable. [Laughter.] 


| simply to do my duty to my State and. to ny | 


rested; and, if convicted, within the meaning and 
scope of the Constitution, by the Eternal God I 
would execute them. Sir, treason must be.pun- 
ished. lts enormity and the extent and depth of 
the offense must be made known. The time is 
not distant, if this Government is preserved, its | 
Constitution obeyed, and its laws executed in 
every department, when something of this kind 
must be done. 

The Senator from Oregon, in his remarks, said 
thata mind that itrequired six weeks to stuff could 
not know much of anything. He intimated that I 
had been stuffed. I made my speech on the }9th 
of December. The gentleman replied. I made 
another speech, and now he has replied again; 
and how long has he been “ stufling?’?? How 
often has he been “ stuffed??? [Laughter.] He || 
has been stuffed twice; and if the stufling oper- | 
ation was as severe and as laborious as the de- 
livery has been, he has hada troublesome time of 
it, for his travail has been great,and the delivery. 


Again: he speaks of triumphant ignorance and 
exulting stupidity. Inthe West, where my friends 
Senator Doveras and Senator Brient are famil- 
lar, we sometimes do what we call ‘sawing a 
cross cut.” It always requires two to perform 
the operation well. Repartceand satire, toc, are 
not limited to one. I have no disposition to in- 
dulge in them; and, in fact, J think it is unsena- 
torial, Whatever may be the character of my 
mind, I have never obtrusively made it the subject 
of consideration. I may, nevertheless, have ex- 
hibited now and then the “ exulting stupidity and 
triumphant ignorance’? of which the Senator has 


spoken. Great and magnanimous minds pity | 
ignorance. The Senator from Oregon, rich in 


intellectual culture, with a mind comprehensive |} 
enough to retain the wisdom of ages, and an clo- |) 
quence to charm a listening Senate, deplores mine; 
but he should also be considerate enough to re- 
gard my humility. Unpretending in my igno- |i 
rance, l am content to gaze at his lofty flights and 
glorious daring, without aspiring to accompany 
him to regions for which my wingshave not been j} 
plumed, nor, my eyes fitted. Gorgeously bright 
are those fair fields in which he revels. Fo me, |: 
alas! his heaven appears but as murky regions, || 
dull, opaque, leaden. My pretension has been ij 


country. | 
The Senator has thought proper to refer to the || 
action of my State; and I may be permitted to | 
remark, that we in the South understand some | 
things as wellas they are understood inthe North; |} 
and when we find one who calls himself a north- | 
ern man, who boasts of his position there, mak- | 
ing great professions of friendship, greater atiach- j 
ment to our dostitutionsand our interests than we 
| 

t 

F 

| 


do ourselves, in some minds it may have a ten- 
dency to excite suspicion, The Senator from 
Oregon is more southern than the South itself. || 
He has taken under his wing of protection the | 
peculiar guardianship of the southern States, and 
his every utterance is upon the equality of the || 
States, their rights in the Unien, or their inde- 
pendence outofit. I think Dr. Johnson advised 
that when a man comes to your house, and makes 
great professions of his purity, his uprightness of } 
purpose, his exalted character, of being far above | 
suspicion and imputation, if you have any silver- | 
ware, hide it. When northern Senators and north- | 
ern gentlemen make greater professions of devo- 
tion to our institutions than we do ourselves, our 
suspicious are somewhat excited. 

Phe Senator has alluded to the ection of my 
State; he has commented upon my Gevotion to 
the people; he has been reviewing my polideal | 
history, and his penetrating mind has failed to 
discover anything extraordinary in it. That may 
be. My political history cannot be comparable |! 
withhis. Hehasnot discovered that] everintro- | 
duced or projected any great measure except the || 
t homestead; to that I had given greataliention | 


and jabor. ‘To the homestead policy I may infer || 
that he was opposed. I believed it was a benefi- |; 
cent measure. [thought it was important that |: 
every honest and industrious head of a family in 
this Republic should have a home and aa abiding 

place for his wife and children. {f think so stili. || 
i can well remember the period of time at which }; 
1 could exult in the assurance that | had a home į 
for my family; and 1 know how to sympathize |; 


with those who are not se biest. Less gifted than j 
È i 


the Senator from Oregon, I did not perceive that 
when, in the Senate, or House of Representa- 
tives, or before the people, I advocated a meas- 
ure that I thought had a tendency to alieviate and 
ameliorate the condition of the great mass of man- 
kind, I was incurring the censure that is due toa 
crime. Lamentably devoid of his wisdom, if I 
had succeeded in accomplishing the great object 
I contemplated, the measure of my ambition would 
have been full. {have labored for it long; I labor 
still. In 1846 it was introduced into the House 
of Representatives with but two friends. In 1852 
it received a two-thirds vote of that House. It 
came to the Senate of the United States, and during 
the last session of Congress thirty-eight Senators 
voted for it, and but eight against it. The Sena- 
tor from Oregon himself, though he doubted and 
wavered, recorded his vote for it; but he is op- 
posed to'it now. I think it was one of the best 
acts of his life; and if it had succeeded, I think it 
would have been better for the country. 

But he seems to intimate that I have been voting 
and acting with some that are not quite as south- 
ern as are some others. Sir, look atthe Senator’s 
course this morning. Who has tried to defeat the 
measures that are so well calculated to restore 
peace? Who is trying to eject the olive branch 


: that has been brought into the Senate? Why does 


he not stand with his colleague from Oregon when 
this measure of peace is held out to the country? 

But he refers to what has been the action of my 
State. Well, sir, we ail know that theissue was 
directly made; and whatis the result? ‘Tennessee 
has spoken in language not to be misunderstood? 
She has spoken in thunder tones that she is against. 
violations of the Constitution and treasonable 


| schemes, which have resulted in breaking up the ' 
; Government. 


The Senator assumes a special 
guardianship over Tennessee. He had better try 
to take care of Oregon, and leave my colleague 
and myself, and the Representatives from Ten- 
nessce, to attend to Tennessee affairs. Where 
docs he stand? His colleague is in favor of meas~ 
ures to restore peace and sustain the country, and 
he is against them; and did it oceur to him that 


| others might ask how he stood with the people of 
í Oregon? ‘Tennessee stands redcemed, regenerated, 


and disenthralled by the exercise of the elective 
franchise, that glorious lightning-rod that con- 
ducts the thunder of tyrants off the heads of the 
people. If the people of our sister States had 
enjoyed the same privilege of going to the ballot- 
box, and passing their jadgment upon the ordi- 


| nances of secession, | believe more of them would 


have stood with Tennessce to-day than now stand 
with her, But the people have been overstaughed, 
a system of usurpation has been adopted, and a 
reign of terror instituted. 

The Senator is exceedingly solicitous about 
Tennessee. I am inclined to think—I do not in- 
tend to be censorious or personal, but entirely 
senatorial—that at twelve o’clock, on Monday 
next, or a few minutes before, when the hand of 
the dial is moving round to mark that important 
point of time, instead of thinking about the action 


i of my State, he may soliloquize with Cardinal 


i Wolsey: 


“Nay, then, farewell! 
I bave touch’d the highest point of all my greatness ; 
Aud, from that full meridian of my glory, 
ï haste now to my setting: J shall fall 
Like a bright exhalation in the evening, 
no man see me more.” 


If the Senator has received the news from Ten- 


: nessee, if it has broken upon bis mind, he may 


feel ike Macbeth, when told by Macduff that be 
was not ef woman born: 

* Ac ticlis me so, 
torma 


rit hath co 
And be thes: i 
That palter with us in a doubje sense; 
‘That keep the word of promise to our ear, 
And break it to our hope.?? 


Yes, sir, I alluded to treason and traitors; and 
while], her humble revresentative, was speaking, 


! Tennessee sent an echo back, in tones of thuu- 


der, that has carried terror and dismay through 


: the whole camp of traitors. 


The Senator has alluded to my political course. 
What had that to do with the pending question? 
I did not attack the Senator from Oregon; he has 
attacked me, I had not even made an allusion to 
him in my speech, except in general terms; but 
he inquires into my consistency. How consist- 
ent has he been? Weknow how he stands upon 
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popular or squatter sovereignty. On that subject, 
he spoke at Concord, New Hampshire, where he 


maintained that the inhabitants of the Territories | 


were the best judges; that they were the very peo- 
ple to settle all these questions; but when he came 
here,at the last Congress, he could makea speech 
in which he repeated, I cannot tell how many 
times, “ the equality of the States, the rights of 
the States in the Union, and their rights out of 
the Union;’’ and he thus shifted his course. If 
the conflict between his speech made in Concord 
in 1856, and his speech made here on the 25th day 
of May last, can be re-onciled, according to all 
rules of construction, itis fair to reconcile the con- 
flict. If the discrepancy 1: so great between his 
speech made then and his speech on the 25th of 
May last, of course the discrepancy is against 
him; but I am willing to let one speech set off the 
other, and to make honors easy, so far as speech- 
making is concerned. 

Then, how does the matter stand? There is one 
speech one way, and there is another specch the 
ather way. Now, we will come to the sticking 
voint. You have seen the equivocation to-day. 

ou have seen the cuttle-fish attempt to becloud 
the water and elude the grasp of his pursuer. I 
intend to stick to you here to-day, as close and 
as tight as what I think 1 have heard called some- 
where ‘Jew David’s Adhesive Plaster.” How 
does your vote stand as compared with your 
speeches? Your speeches being easy, I shallthrow 
in the scale against you the weight of what you 
swore. How does that matter stand? I intend 
to refer to the record. By referring to the record, 
it will be found that Mr. Crineman offered the 
following as an amendment to the fourth resolu- 
tion of the series introduced by Mr. Davis: 

“ Resolved, ‘That the existing condition of the Territories 
of the United States does not require the intervention of 
Congress for the protection of property in slaves.” 

What was the vote on the amendment pro- 
posed to that resolution by Mr. Browny, to strike 
out the word “not,” 
tention, for | am going to stick to him, and if he 


can get away from me he has got to obliterate the | 


records of his country. How would it read, to 
strike out the word “not?” 


“That the existing condition Of the Territories of the 
United States, does require the intervention of Congress 
fur the protection of property in slaves.” 


Among those who voted- against striking out | 


the word “ not,” who declared that protection of 


slavery in the Territories by legislation of Con- | 
gress was unnecessary, was the Senator from | 


Oregon, When wasthat? On the 25th day of May 


last. The Senator, under the oath of his office, de- | 


clared that legislation was not necessary. Now 
where do we find him? Here is a proposition to 


amend the Constitution, to protect the institution į 


of slavery in the States, and here is the proposi- 
tion brought forward by the peace conference, 
and we find the Senator standing against the one, 
and 1 believe he recorded his vote against the 
other. 

But, let us travel along. We have only applied 
one side of this plaster. 
it was not necessary to legislate by Congress for 
the protection of slave property. Mr. Brown then 
offered the amendment to the resolution submit- 
ted by Mr. Days, to strike out all after the word 
‘resolved’? and to insert in lieu thereof: 
audy shown that the Consti- 


«That experience having alr 
tution and the common Haw, unaided by statutory enact- 
ment, do not afford adequate nud sufficient protwcetion to 
slave property —some ofthe Territories having failed, others 
having refused, tO p 
the gaty of Congr to interpoze, and pass such laws as 
will affard to stave property in the Territories that protec- 
tion which is given to other kinds of property. 


We have heard a great deal said here to-day of 
“other kinds,’ and every description of prop- 
erty. There is a naked, clear proposition. Mr. 
Brown says it is necded; that the court and the 


eommon jaw do not give ample protection; and | 
then the Senator from Oregon is called upon; but | 
what is his vote? We find, in the vote upon this | 


amendment, that but three Senators voted for it; 
and the Senator from Oregon records his vote, and 


says *¢no;” it shall not be established; and every | 


southern man, save three, voted against it also. 
When was that? 
Here isan amendment, now, to protectand secure 
the States against any encroachment upon the 
institution within the States; and there the Sena- 
tor from Oregon swore that no further legisiation 


I want the Senator’s at- j 


The Senator voted that | 


= t 
such enactments—it has become | 


On the 25th day of May last. | 


i 
H 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


was necessary to protect it in the Territories. 
Well, his speeches in honors being casy, and he 
having sworn to it in the last Congress, I am 
inclined to take his oath in preference to his 
speeches, and one is a fair set-off against the 
other. Then, all the amendments being voted 
down, the Scnate came to the vote upon this res- 
olution: 

“That if experience should at any time prove that the 
judicial and executive autbority do not possess means to 
insure adequate protection to constitutional rights in a Ter- 
ritory, and if the territorial government should fail or re- 
fuse to provide the necessary remedies for that purpose, it 
will be the duty of Congress to supply such deficiency, 
within the limits of its constitutional powers.” 

Does not the resolution proceed upon the idea 
that it was not necessary then; but if hereafter 
the Territories should refuse, and the courts and 
the common law could not give ample protection, 
then it would be the duty of Congress to do this 
thing?) What has transpired since the 25th day 
of May last? Is not the decision of the court 
with us? Is there not the Constitution carrying 
itthere? Why was not this resolution, declaring 
protection necessary, passed during the last Con- 
gress? The presidential election was on hand. 

I have been held up, and indirectly censured, 
because I have stood by the people; because I 
have advocated those measures that are sometimes 
called demagogical. I would to God that we had 
a few more men here who were for the people in 
fact, and who would legislate in conformity with 
their will and wishes. If we had, the difficulties 
and dangers that surround us now, would be post- 
poned and set aside; they would not be upon us. 
But in May last, we could not vote that it was 
necessary to pass a slave code for the Territories. 
Oh, no; the presidential clection was on hand. 


votes; to secure their influence in the passage of 
resolutions; and to crowd some men down, and 
let others up. It was all very well then; but since 
the people have determined that somebody else 
should be President of the United States, all at 
once the grape has got to be very sour, and gen- 
tlemen do not have as good an opinion of the 
people as they had before; we have changed our 
views about it. They have not thought quite as 
well of us as we desired they shouid; and if I 
could not get to be President or Vice President 
of all these United States, rather than miss it al- 
together, I would be perfectly willing to be Pres- 
| ident ofa part; and therefore we will divide—yes, 
we will divide. I am in favor of secession; of 
breaking up the Union; of having the rights of the 
States out of the Union; and as I signally failed 
in being President of all, as the people have de- 
cided against me, we have reached that precise 
point of time at which the Government ought to 
| be broken up, It looks a little that way. 

| Ihave no disposition, Mr. President, to press 
| this controversy further. If the Senator from Ore- 


i| gon is satisfied with the reply he has made to my 


| Speech or my speeches, I am more than satisfied. 
Tam willing that his speeches and mine shall go 
to the country; and, as to the application and un- 
derstanding of the authorities that are recited by 
each, I am willing to leave an intelligent public 
to determine that question. I shall make no issue 
with him on thatsubject. I feel—and I say itin 
no spirit of egotism—to-day that, in the reply I 
made to his speech, I vanquished every position 
he assumed; I nailed many of his statements to 
the counter as spurious coin; and I felt that I had 
the arguments, that I had the authority; and so 
feeling, L know when I have my victim within 
my grip. 1 know an argument that cannot be ex- 
plained away, and a fact that cannot be upturned. 
The Senator felt it; I know he felt it from the 
feeling he has manifested, from the manner in 
which he has nursed his feelings and his wrath 
until this occasion, to pour them out. Yes, sir, 
in that contest, figuratively speaking, I impaled 


it; and I have no disposition now, in concluding 
whatlittle I am going to say, to mutilate the dead 
or add one single additional pang to the tortures 
of the already politically damned. I am a hu- 
mane man; I will not add one pang to the intol- 
erable sufferings of the distinguished Senator from 
Oregon. [Laughter.] 1 sought no controversy 
with him; f have made no issue with him; it has 
been forced upon me. Ilow many have attacked 
me; and is there a single man, north arsouth, who 
is in favor of this glorious Union, who has dared 


We were very willing then to try to get northern | 


him, and I left him quivering. He felt it. Lsaw | 


to make an assault-on me?) Is there onet: Noy 
notone. But it-is all-from®secession;. it’ is all 
from that usurpation where a reign of: terror hat 
been going on. . fe RR DEY Pa ad 
I repeat again, the Senator has made'a set-to on. 
me. Lam satisfied, if he is. 1 am willing that his- 
speech and mine shall go to the country,:and let: 
an intelligent people read and understand, and.-see 
who is right and who is wrong on this great issie. 
But, sir, I alluded to the fact: that secession has 
been brought about by usurpation. - During the 
last forty days, six States of this Confederacy 
have been-taken out of the Union; how?. By the 
voice of the people? No; it is demagogism to 
talk of the people. By the voice of the freemen 
of the country? No.. By whom hasit been done? 
Have the people of South Carolina passed upon 
the ordinance adopted by their convention? ‘Nos 
but a system of usurpation was instituted, and a 
reign of terror inaugurated. How was it in Geor- 
gia? Have the people there passed upon the or- 
dinance of secession? No. We know that there 
was a powerful party there, of passive, conserv- 
ative men, who have been overslaughed, borne 
down; and tyranny and usurpation ‘have trit 
umphed. A convention passed añ ordinance to 
take the State out of the Confederacy; ‘and ‘the 


| very same convention appointed delegates to go» 


to a congress to make a constitution, without con- 
sulting the people.’ So with Louisiana; so with 
Mississippi; so withall the six States which have 
undertaken to form a new confederacy. Have 
the people been consulted? Not in a'singlein- 
stance. We are in the habit of saying that. man 
is capable of self-government; thathe has the right, 
the unquestioned right, to govern himself; but 
here, a government has been assumed over him; 
it has becn taken out of his hands, and at Mont- 
gomery a set of usurpers are enthroned, legislat- 
ing, and making constitutions and adopting them, 
without consulting the freemen of the country. 
Do we not know it to be so? Have the people of 
Alabama, of Georgia, ofany of those States, passed 
upon it? No; but a constitution is adopted by 
those men, with a provision that it may be changed 
by a vote of two thirds, Four votes,ina conven- 
tion of six, can change the whole organic law of 
a people constituting six States. Is not this a. 
coup d’état equal to any of Napoleon? Is it not 
a usurpation of the people’s rights? In some of 
those States, even our stars and our stripes hive 
been changed. One State has a palmetto, another 
has a pelican, and the Jast that I can enumerate on 
this occasion, is one State that has the rattlesnake 
ran up as an emblem, Ona former occasion, I 
spoke of the origin of secession; and I traced its 
early history to the garden of Eden, when the 
serpent’s wile and the serpent’s wickedness be- 
guiled and betrayed our first mother. After that 
occurred, and they knew light and knowledge, 
when their Lord and Master turned to them, they 
seceded, and hid themselves from his presence. 
The serpent’s wile and the serpent’s wickedness 
first started secession; and now, secession brings 
about a return of the serpent. Yes, sir; the wily 
serpent, the rattlesnake, has been substituted as 
the emblem on the flag of one of the seceding 
States; and that old flag, the stars and the stripes, 
under which our fathers fought and bled and con- 
quered, and achieved our rights and our liberties, 
is pulled down and trailed in the dust, and the 
rattlesnake substituted. Will the American peo- 
ple tolerate it? They will be indulgent; time, I 
think, is wanted; but they will not submit to it. 

A word more in conclusion. Give the border 

tates that security which they desire, and the 
time will come when the other States will come 
back; when they will be brought back—how? Not 
by the coercion of the border States, but by the 
coercion of the people; and thoseleaders who have 
taken them out will fall beneath the indignation 
and the accumulating force of that public opinion 
which will ultimately crush them, The gentle- 
men who have taken those States out are not the 
men to bring them back. 

have already suggested that the idea may have 
entered into some minds, ‘if we cannot get to be 


| President and Vice President of the whole United 


States, we may divide the Government, set up a 
new establishment, have new offices, and monop- 
olizethem oursely shen we take our States ont.?* 
Here we see a President made, a Vice President 
made, cabinet officers appointed, and yet the great 


mass of the people not consulted, nor their assent 
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obtained in any manner whatever. The people 
of the country ought to be aroused to this condi- 
tion of things; they ought to buckle on their 
armor; and, as Tennessee has done, (God bless 
her!) by the exercise of the elective franchise, by 
going to the ballot-box under a new set of lead- 
ers, they will repudiate and put down. those men 
who have carried these States out and usurped a 
government over their heads. I trust in God that 
the aid flag of the Union will never be struck. 1 
hope it may long wave, and that we may long 
hear. the national air sung: 
«The star-spangled banner, loug may it wave, 
Oer the land of the free and the home of the brave D? 

Long may we hear old Hail Columbia, that 
good old national air, played on all ‘our martial 
instruments! iong may we hear, and never repu- 
diate, the old tune of Yankee Doodle! Long may 
wave that gallant old flag which went through the 
Revolution, and which was borne by Tennessee 
and Kentucky at the battle of New Orleans, upon 
that soil the right to navigate the Mississippi 
near which they are now denied. Upon that 
bloody field the starsand stripes waved in triumph; 
and, in the language of another, the Goddess of 
Liberty hovered-around when ‘‘ the rockct’s red 
glare” went forth, indicating that the battle was 

raging, and watched the issue: and the conflict 
grew fierce, and the issue was doubtful; but when, 
at length, victory perched upon your stars and 
your stripes, it was then on the plainsot New 
Orleans that the Goddess of Liberty made her 
lofttest flight, and proclaimed victory in strains of 
exultation. Will Tennessee ever desert the grave 
of him who bore itin triumph, or desert the flag 
that he waved with success? No; we were in the 
Union before some of these States were spoken 
into existence; and we intend to remain in, and 
insist upon—as we have the confident belief we 
shall get—all our constitutional rights and protec- 
tion in the Union, and under the Constitution of 
the country. [Ar lause in the galleries. 

The PRESI ING OFFICER, (Mr. Frren in 
the chair.) lt will become the unpleasant, but 
imperative, duty of the Chair to clear the galleries. 

Mtr. JOULNSON, of Tennessee. I have done. 

[The applause was renewed, and was louder 
and more general than before. Hisses were suc- 
ceeded by applause, and cheers were given and 
reiterated, with © three cheers more for Johnson. ”] 

Whe PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The Sergeant- 


at-Arms will immediately clear the galleries, and | 


the order will not be rescinded. . 

{As the assistants of the Sergeant-at-Arms pro- 
ceeded to execute the order, many of the specta- 
tors hissed and clapped, stamped their fect, and 
indulged in other expressions of fecling.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sergeant- 


at-Arms wil! arrest every man he can find who is 


guilty of this disorderly conduet; and after the | 


galleries are cleared, the doors will be locked. 
Mr. RICE. lask for the reading of the rule 
that authorizes the Chair to clear the galleries, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘The rule will 
not be read. Lhe Chair has passed the order, 
and no rule will be read and no business doue 
until the galieries are cleared. 
Mr. MASON. Business must be suspended 
until order is restored. 
Mr. KENNEDY 


to ask 


If in order, I should like 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Nothing isin ! 
order; no motion can be entertained until the gal- | 


leries are cleared. 
Mr. KENNEDY. 
is in order to move thatthe doors shall be locked 
Mr. WILSON. 
gallery will be cleared also, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
general; all will be cleared. 


After an interval of ten minutes, during which || 
the gentlemen’s gallery had been cieared, but || 
many spectators still remained in the ladies’ gal- i 


lery, 
Mr. PUGH. 


Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
hopes that Senators will preserve order on the 
floor while the galleries are being cleared. 

The order having been executed by clearing the 
galleries and locking the doors leading to them, 
the Presiding Officer announced that the business 
of the Senate would be proceeded with. 
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| MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills and joint resolutions of 
the Senate: . 

A bill (No. 19) legalizing certain entries of 


Missouri; ; 

A bill (No. 399) for the relief of Thomas G. 
Corbin; 

- A bill (No. 565) for the relief of Lewis War- 
rington, paymaster, United States Navy; ; 

A bill (No. 567) donating to the States of Min- 
nesota and Oregon certain lands reserved by Con- 
gress for the Territories of Minnesota and Oregon; 

A joint resolution (No. 45) authorizing the issue 
of the same quota of arms to the State of Califor- 
nia for the years 1850 and 1851 as was issued to 
that State in 1852; 

A joint resolution (No. 65) authorizing Captain 
William L. Hudson, of the United States Navy, 
to accept a diamond brooch for his wife, presented 
to her by the Emperor of Russia; 

A joint resolution (No. 67) authorizing W. H. 
Smiley, United States commercial agent at the 
Falkland Islands, to receive a telescope tendered 

| to him by the Belgian Government. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident: 

A bill (S. No. 149) making appropriations to 


completion of the geological survey of Oregon and 
Washington Territories; 

A bill (S. No. 270) for the relief of John H. 
| Wheeler; 

A bili (S. No. 501) for the relief of Henry Rice; 

A bill (S. No. 562) to provide for a temporary 
government for the Territory of Dakota, and to 
ereate the office of surveyor general therein; 

A bill (S. No. 563) to organize the Territory 
of Nevada; 

A bill (H. R. No. 971) making appropriations 
| for the service ofthe Post Office Department during 
the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1862; and 


the new silver florin of Austria. 
SUNDAY SESSION. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 suppose, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that there is no probability of our closing 
the session, with anything like decent attention to 
the business of the Senate, to-night. I think the 
circumstances which surround us require us to 
meet to-morrow, Sunday.as itis. I move, there- 
fore, that when the Senate adjourns, it adjourns 
to meet to-morrow at eleven o’elock, the usual 
hour. LT hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope so too. 
done before. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It has been done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrcit.) 
| The Senator will permit the Chair to remark, that 


Tt has been 


jj estimation of the Chair, a vote of the Senate to 
adjourn until that hour, unless some other order 


op the subject. 
Several Sevarors. Not Sunday. 


J should like to know if it jj 
Lhope the eastern (the ladies} | 


The order is | 


I should like to know if the || 
Sergeant-at-Arms has executed the order of the | 


Chair i 


© about to suggest to him thatit is evident we shall 


Mr. HUNTER. We adjourn until Monday, 
unless there isa special order to the contrary. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


day. 
| morrow. 


: from Kentucky is, to adjourn until to-morrow at 
eleven o’clock, as a special order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
order, that the Senate adjourn until to-morrow at 


ji eleven o’clock, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to make a sugges- |} 


I shall agree with the Senator from Ken- 


tucky to adjourn until to-morrow; but I was 


| tion. 


have a night session, which willrun, mostlikely, 
into Monday; and to save the scruples of some 
genticmen, 1 suggest that we adjourn until seven 
: o'clock to-morrow evening, and then we may 
i havea night session, and continue on till Mon- 
i day. lf we meet to-morrow at eleven o’ciock, we 


lands on Leavenworth island, in the State of | 


The message further announced that the Speaker | 


supply a deficiency in the appropriations for the | 


A bill (H. R. No. 1007) declaring the value of 


a motion to adjourn, if carried, would be, in the | 
was specially made, or unless there be some rule |: 
Senators are | 
correct. It would be an adjournment until Mon- | 
u requires a speciai motion to meet to- j 


Mr. BRIGHT. The motion of the Senator | 


I move, as a special į 


shall probably run into the night at any rate. I 
should prefer—and I am quite sure some other 
Senators around me would—that, instead of ad- 
journing until eleven o’clock to-morrow, we ad- 
journ until to-morrow evening at seven o’clock. 

Mr. DIXON. Six. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Or six. 
about the hour. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I can only assure my 
friend from Illinois that I fear nothing will be 
done at that time. If we mect at all, we should 
meet at the usual hour. I would respectfully 
suggest—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
‘under the necessity of asking members to pre- 
serve order. The Chair understood that the Sen- . 
ator from Hlinois had closed his remarks, and he 
recognized the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. RICE. I asked afew moments ago for 
the reading of the rule that authorized the Pre- 
siding Officer to clear the galleries. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairwill 
| inform the Senator that there is no special rule of 
| the kind. 

Mr. RICE. I perhaps was wrong in that; but 
Ihave observed during this entire session, upon 
every exciting occasion, an overflowing of the 
| galleries; and instead of censuring the persons who 
i have occupied the seats there, 1 think the blame 
rested with the Senate. I believe it was the duty 
| of the Presiding Officer to have issued orders that 
no greater number should be admitted to the gal- 
leries than could be comfortably seated. That 
rule has been invariably disregarded; and the gal- 
leries have been crowded to overflowing. Had 
proper decorum been observed, no more would be 
have been admitted than could be comfortably 
seated, and then the officers of the Senate could 
point out those who were disposed to disturb the 
proceedings of the Senate, 1 do hope, although 
we have arrived at this late hour, that the Senate 
will take some order to correct this. Let proper 
officers be stationed at the doors, and no more 
persons admitted than can be comfortably seated, 
and then the disturbers of the peace can be pointed 
out. When there are only three or four who are 
so disposed, that they should cause four or five 
| hundred respectable people to be turned out, is an 
| insult to the country and derogatory to the dig- 
‘nity of the Senate. I hope that older Senators will 
; take this matter in hand, and see that it be prop- 
; erly provided for hereafter. 
| Mr. KENNEDY. If it be in order, I should 
i like to move that for the residue of the session 
i the doors of the galleries be locked. No one has 
| more respect for popular opinion than myself, but 
| E like to see that popular opinion expressed in the 
| proper place. It certainly is not to be expressed 
| in the Senate of the United States. I think the 
i insult offered to the dignity of this body to-day, 
|! has been the most glaring insult ever offered to 
; the dignity of the Senate since the Government 
has been formed. 

Mr. RICE. The same thing has occurred forty 
times this session, 

Mr. KENNEDY. Not one time to one tenth 
the extent. The Chair remonstrated, and while 
the remonstrance was being made by the Chair 
the popular outburst was so overwhelming and 
insulting, as to render the Senate Chamber noth- 
ing more nor less than a market-house mob. 

Mr. MASON. With great respect, 1 call the 
! Senator to order. There is a question pending, 
and his motion, therefore, is not in order. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have allowed these 
i| interpolations, or rather, I could not prevent 
them, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sup- 
posed that the Senatorfrom Kentucky had yielded 
the floor. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move that when the 
| Senate’ adjourn, it be to meet to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock. 

Mr. POLK. 


it 


I do not care 


i 
} 


i 


{ 


f 
|| 


i For one, I do not see the neces- 
i: sity for any such thing. J think we had better 
| go on with our session, and we can probably dis- 
i charge the remaining duties of the session with- 
; out the necessity of sitting to-morrow. Forone, 
i I shall not come here, unless it is a matter of 
i overruling necessity; especially will I not vote 
deliberately to meet to-morrow morning ateleven 
o'clock. Ï do not think there is any necessity 


| 
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forit. Let us go on now; we have until twelve 
o'clock to-night, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is impossible to hear | 
what is said in this confusion. ! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
again unwillingly requests Senators to preserve 
order. The confusion within the hall is such 
that neither the clerks nor the Chair can hear any 
motion that is made, or any remark. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President ’ 

Mr. POLK. I believe I am entitled to the floor. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Missouri is on the floor. 

Mr. POLK. 1 shall not repeat what I have 


said, because I spoke loud enough to have been |! 


heard, if there was proper order in the Senate. I 
will, therefore, add to what E have said, that I, | 
for one, will not consent now, at this hour of the 
day, six o’clock in the evening, deliberately to 
vote, as a Senator of the United States, that the | 
Senate shall meet to-morrow morning at eleven 
o’clock, in advance of the necessity. That, at 
least, will not meet the public sentiment of the 
country. I hope, therefore, that the Senator from 
Kentucky will, at all events, not make his motion 
now. Indeed, sir, I think we had better keep on 
in session until we get through; and if weare not 
able to get through at twelve o’clock to-night, and 
if we are compelled, then, to hold ona little longer, 
there will be some good reason for it, some more 
show of necessity than there will be for us to 
adjourn over deliberately, to meet on Sunday 
morning at eleven o’clock; and, for one, I cannot 
give my consent to vote for such a proposition as 
that. It is saidit has often transpired heretofore. 
It has never taken place since I have been a mem- | 
ber of the Senate, though that is but a short time, 
to be sure, comparatively with the experience of 
many Senators on this floor; it has only been the 
experience of four years. I hope the Senate will 
not now tale any such action, but will go on with 


The Senator | 


their session continuously, until they have dis- 
charged all the remaining duties that they ought 
to meet during this session, and then adjourn for 
the session; or, rather, adjourn to meet on Mon- 
day, for the purpose of witnessing and taking part 
in the inauguration ceremonies, 

Mr. WILSON. I concur entirely in what has 
been said by the Senator from Missouri. I hope, 
at this hour of the day, we shall not make this 
order. Let us stay hore until midnight, attend to 
our business, and then stay until daylight, if ne- | 
cessary, and I bave no doubt we can do all the | 
business the country requires of us; but letus not | 
deliberateiy here and now make an order that we | 
will meet on the Sabbath day, anless it be abso- | 
lutely necessary for the interests of the country. | 
If it be so, I am ready to come here; but we have | 
these resolutions under consideration, and I hope 
we shall go on and consider them and vote upon 
them. Therefore I hope this motion will be with | 
drawn, or that, if it be insisted upon, it will be 


| a privileged question, ‘I'he report ofa committee 


this evening; and if we find after midnight that we 
must meet to-morrow, then I am sure we shall 
all agree to come here for the purpose of trans- 
acting the publie business; but I do not believe it | 
is necessary, or will be necessary. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have supposed it | 
would be necessary, and it is upon that hypoth- | 
esis that I ask that the Senate meet to-morrow, | 
at cleven o'clock. I believe it will be necessary. | 
Objections have been made in point of order, to | 


the consideration of the resolution of the House i! 


Í 
of Representatives, proposing an amendment to i 
the Constitution. It cannot be read again, accord- | 

| 


ž sntles. i "i i i f 3 sai 
ing to the rules, if we sit until twelve o clock to- }, twenty-three, tw 


morrow. I consider that in the condition of the 
country, this is a work of the highest necessity; 
this isa work of national charity; and if we may 
help an ox out of the pit on Sunday, we shall be 
excused for trying to helpa nation out of its difñ- 
culty. I hope I havea proper respeet for the Sab- 
bathday. L hope J havea proper notion and idea of 
the uses to which it ought to be applied. Itis the | 
last day of your session, and forall I know, may 
be the last day of this Union, and yet we hesitate | 
about sitting. 

Mr. President, there are gentlemen who would 
not be willing to attend at cleven o’clock, but who | 
suggest an evening session to-morrow. I donot | 
wish to do anything but that which is most agree- | 
able to the Senate, consistent with my own no- | 
tions of what are our duties here. I should be | 


| resentatives, amending the Constitution, have its 


i The Chair will inform the Senator from Kentucky 


voted down, and we shall go on with our business |; of conference 1s a 


willing, if that would be satisfactory to gentle- 
men, to modify the motion, so as to say that we 
meet at four or five o’clock. Our dinners are all 
over by that time, the day is passed, all its duties 
may have been attended to, and we meet here at 
five o’clock. But we must have another day. 

Scveral Senators. Say six o'clock. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Very well. I willagree 
to that if it will be satisfactory. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to make one 
suggestion. There is a resolution on the tablé 
suspending the rule that prohibits the reading of | 
constitutional amendments twice onthe same day. 
Let that be passed now; let the rule be suspended; 
then let the proposition from the House of Rep- 


third reading, and then we can adjourn over until 
to-morrow evening. It will not take five minutes 
to give it the third reading now, by adopting that 
resolution. As only five Senators voted against 
the proposition on its second reading, certainly 
there will be no objection to suspending the rule 
and letting it have its third reading at this time. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have repeatedly during the 
day endeavored to get a decision on that resolu- 
tion, for the reason that it involves this whole 
question. If the Senate decides not to pass the 
resolution, and suspend the rule, then the motion 
of the Senator from Kentucky will be proper. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky 
will permit me, I will make the motion to take up 
the resolution suspending the 26th rule. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I want to suggest to 
my friend from Pennsylvania that I do not wish 
to relinquish my motion now. Let us pass it; 
and then if we can get through our business we | 
can annul it. | 

Mr. BIGLER. That is true. 

Mr- DOUGLAS. Very well; let the vote be 
taken. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. | 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forxry, its Clerk, announced that the | 
House concurred in the report of the committee | 
of conference on the bill (H. R. No. 899) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
tio gon ending the 30th of June, 1862. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like now to pre- 
sent the report of the committee of conference on 
the bill which has just come from the House of 
Representatives, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
thing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire only to make a 
report from a committee of conference. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen.) 


I cannot yield to any- 


that the proposition of the Senator from Maineis | 


rivileged question. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, It is very short; it will 
not interfere with business a moment. I send up 
the report, and ask that it be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
899) making appropriations for the support of the Army for | 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1862, having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to recommend to their 
respective Houses, as follows: | 

That the Senate recede from theiramendments numbered | 
two, three, four, five, six, and thirty-seven. i 

That the House recede from the agreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered seven, cight, ten, 
eleven, twelve, thirteen, fourteen, fifteen, sixteen, seven- | 
teen, eighteen, J teen, twenty, twenty-one, twenty-two, 
five, twenty- tiyen- 


ty-seven, thirty-six, and thirty- 
That the Senate concur in t 
House to the thirtieth amendment of the Senate, with the 
following amendment: after the word “dollars,” in said 
Senate amendment, in the fifth Hne thereof, insert: ** orso 
much thereof as may be deemed necessary by the Secretary 
of War.” 
That the Senate concur in the second amendment of the 
House to the thirtieth amendment of the Senate. 
That the Senate concur in the amendment of the House 
to the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate. 
W. P. PESSENDEN, 
THOMAS BRAGG, 
MILTON 8S. LATHAM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
B, STANTON 
JOHN COCHRAN i 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatires. 


Mr. PESSENDEN,. I will give any explana- 


| The report is before the Senate. 


tions that Senators may désire; but I presame 
there will be no objection to the report." © 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not'see that there‘isany 
necessity for speedy action-on that report, un= 
less the object be to get the business in-such’a 
condition that Senators may leave, and compel us 


to break up withoat a quorum, and not give usa 


| vote on the other questions. ~~ f 


Mr. FESSENDEN.. I can assure the Senator 
there is no such design. on my part. 1: never 
dreamed of such a thing fora momènt; ie aii + 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Hence it can make no dif- 
ference with the Senator whether we vote new. or: 
an hour hence on this report. yee 

Mr. FESSENDEN., [have the floor, and move 
that the report be concurred in. E 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does it requie unanimous 
consent? ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. -Notvat ail. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. T asked the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFVICER. It does hot. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘Very well. eves 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is à 
message from the House of Representatives ‘on. 
the same subject. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to know if it 
be a privileged question, so as to supersede my 
motion. It may be a privilege to make the re- 
port; but does the privilege extend any further? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that, as a privileged question, itis 
already exhausted. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. So'l supposed.’ Then, 


| I insist on my motion. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, I should like to havea 
yote on the question. I have made the report; 
and I ask that it be adopted. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
readily yield to older Senators. f 

Mr. BRIGHT. The report of a committee of 
conference is a privileged question, and may be 
disposed of at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
treated the making of the report as a privileged 
question, aud not the motion to concur in the 
report. d 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If one part is privileged , 
the other must be. ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Kentucky 
can move to lay it aside. ot 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It has no other privi- 
lege than to make the report. ~ ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Houseof 
Representatives have sent us a message, inform- 
ing the Senate that they have concurred in the 
report. The Chair will put the question on con- 
curring in the report. 

The report was concurred in. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PUGH, from the second committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 865) 
making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1862, sub- 
mitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment to the bill (H. R. No, 
865) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department and for fulfilling treaty 


stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30. 1862, having met, after full and free conference, 


| have agreed to recommend to thelr respective Houses as fol- 


ows: 

That they adopt the report of the former conmittee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes on tho amendments to 
said bill, except as to numbers five, six, and nineteen of 
said amendments ; and astosaid amendment number nine- 
teen, they recommend that the House recede from thelr 
disagreement thereto, and agree to the same with the fol- 
lowing amendment: Strike out the whole amendment, and 
in lieu thereof insert the following: For payment to the 
Choctaw nation or tribe of indians, on account of their 
cinim under the eleventh and twelfth articles of the treaty 
with said nation or tribe, made the 22d of June, 1855, the 
sum of $500,000, $250,000 of which sum shall be paid in 
mocey ; and for the residue, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shail cause to be issued to the proper authorities of the na- 
tion or tribe, on their requisition, bonda.of the United 
States authorized by law at the present session of Con- 
gress: Provided, Thatin the future adjustment of the claim 
of the Choctaws under the treaty aforesaid, the said sum 
shall be charged against the said Indians. 

‘That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
fifth and sixth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 
same with the folowing amendment to cach: Provided, 
That the said sum may be paid, at the discretion of the 


the report: i 
the report ofthe former committee, asthus‘amend- 
ed i fexplanations arë necessary, Iwill give 
thems otherwise, I shall not detain the Senate. 

; motion was agreed to. ; 

mS PATENT LAWS. , 

Mr, DOUGLAS, from the. second committee of 


onference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the.amendmentsto the bill (S. No. 10) 


imaddition:1o “¢ An act.to promote the progress of 
the.useful arts, submitted the following report: 
Phe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses, on the amendments to the bill (8. No. 10) 
ein addition co * Auact to promote the progress of the useful 
arts,” having met, and after a full and free conference 
thereon, agreed to report, and do report, as follows: 

To striko ont all atter the word 
section, and. insert, the following: & All patents hereafter 
granted shalt remain in force for the term of seventeen 
years from the dato of isane; and all extension of such pat- 
ents-is hereby prohibited”? S. Ae DOUGLAS, 

toe? A G. N, PITCH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
S. S. COX, 
AUGUSTUS FRANK, 
THOMAS J. BARR, 
Managers onthe part of the House of Representatives. 


The report was concurred in. 
SUNDAY SESSION. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move to suspend the present 
order of business, for Lhe purpose of proceeding 
to the consideration of executive business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair must 
first put the question on the motion of the Senator 

from Kentucky. 

“ saM SIMMONS, . Will the Senator from Ken- 
tucky allow meto havea correction made of some 
clerical mistake in a bill? “I want to have cor- 
récted a few clerical errors in the tariff bill, and 1 
desire to present a joint resolution for that pur- 


ose. 

k Mr. HUNTER. I shouid like to know what 
they are, before it is introduced. I do not agree 
et; let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does-the Scn- 
ator from Kentucky yield? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. My motion will take 
buta minute. There is nothing to be said about 
it. I move that when the Senate adjourn, it be 
to meet at eleven o’clock to-morrow, the 3d of 
March. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I doubt very much the 
propriety or good taste of doing that. We have 
been-indulged by the country repeatedly in. ex- 
tending our siting of Saturday, when Sunday was 
the last day of the session, until noon on Sunday; 
and that has béen excused in.consideration of the 
pressing nature of the business, and the fact that 
we had not finished it.: If, however, we should 
adjourn.at the-present time, ort very.soon, after 
working here in the afternoon, deliberately over 
until Sunday, and, after spending the intervening 
time, or as much of the time as we deem proper, 
in sleep and refreshment, coine -bere to work on 
that day, I doubt very much whether it would be 
considered and looked at with favorable eyes by 
anybody. I am ready to go on now, in. order 
to complete the business of the Senate proper, or 
to take action on the resolutions to which gentle- 
men have referred, whatever they may be. Lam 
perfectly willing to sit here so long as Senators 
deem.proper, and to act upon them sa far as I am 
concerned; and if that sitting here carries us into 
Sunday, very well. We must go on with the 
business until such time as everybody becomes 
satisfied that we cannot act to more advantage by 
remaining. I suggest this to Senators because I 
believe it to be a matter well worthy of their con- 
sideration. l am-willing to labor as long as my 
strength holds out, and to go gn with the proper 
business of the country, whether itisa resolution 
or anything else; but the idea of our adjourning 
now at this time, or within an-hour ortwo, when 
we cannot be exhausted, deliberately over until 
to-morrow, which’ is Sunday, I think will be a 
violation of ail precedent.” { never heard of such 


“that,” in the sixteenth 


{) The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


onbt-very-much whether we could 
to-ourselyes to'do so, on more mature 


deliberation... 1 
considerat on: of Senators, not that I have any 
particular wish about the subject, or that E desire 
to be, considered nicer than-other people. 

Mr. LANE, -I have beard, the Senator from 
Maine, and L indorse everyeword be has said on 
the subject of adjourning to meclagain to-morrow. 
I am-willing.myself to sit here until Monday at 
twelve o’clock, if the business uf the country 
makesit necessary; but I shall never give my vote 
to adjourn to mect on Sunday. I will give my 
vote at a. proper time to take.a recess, to meet.on 
the Sabbath evening, if you please, and have a 
session until Monday at twelve o'clock; but I 
trust the Senate will not agree to a deliberate ad- 
journment to meet to-morrow. Why cannot we 
sit here until we have a vote on anything that my 
good friend from Kentucky desires? I will say 
for one Senator, that I wili not say one word upon 
any question; but will stay here with him until 
we get a vote upon every proposition. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The rules of the Senate 
do not permit it; and gentlemen will not dispense 
with the rules. 

Mr. LANE. [trust they will dispense with 
the rules, so that there can be no obstacle to our 
remaining and having a vote upon any proposi- 
tion that it may be necessary to pass; but let us 
not adjourn until to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD. if itis in order, I should like 
to move to amend the motion by inserting ‘half 
past twelve o’clock,’’ instead of ‘‘ cleven o *clock;”’ 
and then I will vote for it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
ep that modification. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. moved 
that when the Senate adjourn, it adjourn to meet 
to-morrow, the 3d of March, at half past twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. HARLAN. I want to record my vote 
against the motion; and hence I ask for the yeas 
and pays. 

Mr. CLARK. Is the motion-in order at this 
time 


I agree to that. Tac- 


It is. 

Mr. CLARK. What has become of the peace 
propositions which were before the Senate when 
the order of the Senate was made to clear the gal- 
leries? No motion has been made to suspend 
them. bt must be by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 
was made, and it is too late now to make it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We have done half a dozen 
things since. , 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Before the question is put, 
I should like know if the motion! made a short 
time ago.is notin order. If the motion to adjourn 
now.shallcarry; Ethink ital] important, if we meet 

. to-morrow, that we sit with closed doors. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


can make that motion. That isa distinct question. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN... It is-evident if we do 
not adjourn to-morrow, and have a session to- 
morrow, we cannot act.on the resolution which 
the House of Representatives have sent us, and 
which they suppose will quict the country, and 
prevent the further spread of insurrection and se- 
cession. 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire to make one remark 
only. I recognize the principle that the Senator 
from Kentucky has mentioned. If a necessity 
should arise which will crowd uson tothe hoursof 
Sabbath in order to transact the public business, I 
am willing to be here and aid in its transaction, so 
far as my vote is concerned; but that necessity 
has not arisen, We are here in the Chamber a 
few minutes after six o’clock on Saturday even- 
ing. ‘It will be time enough to agree to meet on 
the hours of the Sabbath after.the necessity shall 
have arisen. Inthe course of the next six hours, 
the condition.of our business may be materially 
changed. iTos 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Haveyou notalready 
decided that the House joint resolution shall not 
be considered untilto-morrow ? You have claimed 
thatit shall be read on three separate days. To- 
morrow must be one of the days, and you object 
to sitting then. . 

Mr. KING. ‘The Sabbath is no day in law for 
business, and 1 hope the Senate will not proceed 
{in open violation of the Sabbath. 


make these suggestions forthe |} 


i 
i 


- Mareh 2, 


“Mr. CRITTENDEN. The meaning of all this 


Fis, that the Senate shall not have the responsi- 


bility of voting on that resolution. There are 
many Senators here who voted to-day for the sec- 


-ond-reading of the resolution; and many Senators 


who are here now-have made it necessary to sit 
to-morrow; they have erccted a perfect security 
to themselves. against being called upon to take 
the responsibility of voting on.it. That is the 
meaning of it; and the honorable Senator from 
New-York, I bave no doubt, in his usual candor, 
will avow that that is the object. 

Mr. KING. I think there is no business that 
we need. do to-morrow. I voted against the sec- 
ond reading of the resolution referred to by the 
Senator, and I shall vote against the third reading; 
bat I do not look upon these litle matters as things 
calculated to save this Union. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Very little matters! 
very. small matters, Mr.“President! 

Mr. KING. The Union rests in the affections 
and the hearts of the people. That is its security. 
I will not violate the Sabbath. ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Violate. the Sabbath! 
You are keeping the Sabbath holy, holier than 
you have kept any day in the week, by serving 
your country on that day, endeavoring to save it 
from bloodshed and ruin. . That is the question, 
whether you will keep a nominal observance of 
the Sabbath which may produce all these things. 
I do not say you design them, gentlemen, but 
there are many of us who do think that that may 
be the consequence, ; 

Mr. HARLAN. If Iam correctly informed 
as to the condition of the business before the Sen- 
ate, the Senator from Kentucky is. slightly in 
error. I understood the Senator from Pennsy]- 
vania [Mr. Breurr] to have introduced a resolu- 
tion, some days since, to suspend the rule which 
ig in the way of the transaction of the business 
that the Senator from Kentucky refers to. Now, 
I suppose that a majority of the Senate iscompe- 
tent to suspend the rule, if it becomes necessary. 
L will say frankly to the Senator from Kentucky 
that I have no such purpose as that to which he 
has alluded. lam prepared to vote on the prop- 
osition which he ‘is so anxious to pass, and to 
record my vote; and I believe it is trae of the ma- 
jority, at least, if not all of those around me. I 
will say further, that 1 am prepared to vote for 
onc of the resolutions which will effect much that 
the Senator from Kentucky desires. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. We cannot do it to- 


day. 

Mr. HARLAN. By taking up and acting on 
the resolution which the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has already introduced, I think we may 

0.80. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ifyou will vote for it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to make another 
suggestion. Ido. not see the necessity of this. 
Suppose we keep on with public business, as we 
are doing, until after the expiration of this day, 
and then adjourn to meet to-morrow evening, at 
seven or eight o’clock, after sun down, when the 
Sabbath has expired: that is coming on tothe third 


day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fircit.) 
Nankee Sabbath. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But it is the third day. 
I do not suppose the public business will be then 
closed; but, having spent the day properly—as I 
suppose all Senators do—we can in the evening 
goon. Asa matter of course, if we adjourn to 
the evening, it is a separate day; it would be the 
3d of March, and to-day is the 2d. 1 do not see 
the difficulty that is suggested by Senators. 

Mr. BIGLER. I think, from the general dis- 
position now manifested, we can. soon vote on my 
resolution suspending the rule. I confess I am 
very anxious to get clear of the alternative pre- 
sented by the Senator from Kentucky. I would 
rather suspend the rule; and I think that is the 
disposition of the Senate. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It would be much more 
convenient to meet to-morrow evening, instead of 
to-morrow morning. . : 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the Senate will allow 


us to vote on the motion of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. Let us dispose of that, and: then-we can 


get at other business. Pa ee 
The Secretary. proceeded.to call the-roll. upon 
the motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN: Ea 


Mr, DOOLITTLE, (when bis name wascalled.) 


ee 


THE C 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Upon all questions concerning this proposition, 
for a short time, I am paired off with the Senator 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. Anrnony.] I suppose 
he would foliow the lead of my friend from Ken- 


tucky on this matter, and therefore I shall decline ; 


to vote. 

Mr, NICHOLSON, (when his. name was 
called.) Lam paired with the Senator from Pen- 
sylvania, [Mr. Cameron,] and I suppose this vote 
would be embraced in the pair. 

The Secretary concluded the calling of the roll. 

Mr. LATHAM, The Senator from Michigan, 
{Mr. Binauam,] a member of the Committee on 
Enrolled Bilis, having gone with some enrolled 
bills to the President, Lagreed to pair off. I donot 
know how he would vote. If I voted, I would 
vote “© nay; but under the circumstances, | do 
not vote. 

Mr. DIXON, (who had voted in the negative.) I 
ask that my vote may be erased. I think I have 
apair with the Senator from North Carolina, (Mr. 
Cruineman. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s 
vote will be withdrawn, if there be no objection. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 21; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Critten- 
den, Dougias, Fiteh, Hemphill, Hunter, Johuson of Ten- 
nessee, Kennedy, Mason, Pearce, Pugh, and Sebastian—15. 

NAYS — Messrs. Chandler, Clark, Cotlamer, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fuot, Grimes, Hate, Hartan, King, Lane, Mor- 
rill, Nicholson, Polk, Rice, Simmons, T'en Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—21. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
SUSPENSION OF RULES. 


Mr. BIGLER. I now move that the Senate 
take up the resolution which I offered the other 
day suspending the 26th rule. 

Ar. SIMMONS. Will the Senator give way 
one moment? 

Mr. BIGLER. 
aayihing on the face of the earth. 

Mr. CLARK. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to take up his resolu- 
tion to suspend the 26th rule so far as it relates 
to constitutional amendments. The question is, 
Shall the resolation be taken up?” 

Mr. CLARK. I make the question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It isin order, 
if the Senate choose so to decide. 

Mr. CLARK. Withouta motion to postpone 
the special order that was before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is, Shall the resolution be taken up??? The spe- 
cial order, of course, is informally laid aside. 

Mr. CLARK. We do not assent to its being 
informally laid aside. 1t cannot be done without 
unanimous consent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being |; 
no motion in regard to it, it is informally laid | 


aside. 
Mr. CLARK. 1 object. 
Mr. DOUGLAS and others. Putthe question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, “ Shall the resolution be taken up?” 


‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- | 


ceeded to consider the following resolution, which 


was submitted by Mr. Biater on the 28th of 


February: 

Resolved, That the 23th rule of the 
so far as it may affect bilis or joint resolations of the Ben- 
ate or House of Representatives, proposing, or providing for, 
or relating to, amendments to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. 


Senate be suspended 


The 26th rule is as follows: 


“Every bill shall receive three readings previous to its | 


being passed, and the sident shall give notice at each, 


whether it be the first, second, 


athe Senate, in a similar manner 
{other resolutions shati lie on the table 
ration, and algo . 
end, or to conenr jn a resolution of ul 
i Ith joint rules, or cither 
be immediately cous 


with bt 
one day 
Amotion te 
House to 
them, shali 2 UE. 
and be decided without de 

Mr. HALE. ido not wish to interpose any 
objection; bat 1 want to maintain the rights of the 
minority of the Senate. 
think, I ever knew a motion made here to sus- 
pend the rules ae [do not know of any provision 


No, sir; I cannot give way for | 


The question | 


third; which readingshall : 


ered, ; 


Tt is the first time, I; 


i A 
iby which we may suspend the rules. Ordinarily, 
when we undertake to do anything contrary to 


if the rules of the Senate, itis done by unanimous 


joint rales; but the rules of the Senate are imper- 
ative; and there is no provision in our rules, as 
there is in the rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, by which they may be suspended. # 1f a 
majority may suspend then, they are worth noth- 
ing. I understood the Senator when his motion 
was first introduced; and | supposed it would be 
in order in that way to move to aller, to change 
the 26th rule. I supposed that would be in order. 


suspended by a vote of two thirds, because that 
is provided; but I raise the question of order here, 
thag a majority of this body cannot suspend a 
rule. ‘ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itcan on a day’s notice. 

Mr. HALE. Not if there were one hundred 
days’ notice. They may alter a rule, change a 
rule, make permanently a different rule, and I 


| from Pennsylvania, I beg to assure the Senator 
j from Pennsylvania, and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, that I do not make this objection in order 
to avoid any vote. . I am ready to face the music 
on that question, or anything else thatcan be pro- 
posed; but Iam not willing to see the rights ofa 
member of this body stricken down by anattempt 
of the majority to suspend the rule. I say they 
have no such right. 

Mr. BIGLER. Inall my praetice in legislative 
bodies, 1 have never heard the right doubted be- 
fore. I must confess that the question has never 
been raised in this body during my service here; 
but I think the Senator from New Hampshire fails 
entirely to make out a case. He agrees that after 
previous notice, by a resolution such as I have 
|| presented here, a majority may repeal or alter the 
rule. Ifit be competent for the majority, in the 
formal way which I propose, to repeal or alter a 
rule—and that no one can doubt for a moment— 
what is this but a temporary repeal of the rule? 
So far as the question of right is concerned, it is 
perfectly clear that, had I failed to introduce the 
resolution heretofore, the Senator could have ob- 
jected to its consideration. But, sir, he makes the 
argument complete himself, so far as any question 
of order on this subject isconcerned. There can- 
not be any. The question is one of will, disposi- 
tion, on the part of the Senate. The majority 
have a perfect right to adopt this resolution and 
+ suspend the rule. 
| Mr. MASON. I fecl a very deep interest in 
| getting a vote on the subject which was before 
|| the Senate when the Senator from Tennessee fin- 
| ished his remarks; and Ido notsce how any other 
| subject can be got before the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘That has been decided. 

Mr. MASON, Iam notaware of any decision. 
L appeal to the Presiding Officer. 

“Re 
Senator’s question? 


‘| before the Senate has been disposed of; by what 
vote of the Senate, or in what way? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order? 

Mr. MASON. 


Yes, sir. 


ally laid aside to take up this resolution. 

Mr, MASON. Lobject tothat; I was not aware 
of it. 

Mr. BIGLER. 


from Kentucky, and all the while the special or- 
der laid over. . 

Mr. MASON. So far as I have the power, I 
ask the Presiding Officer to continue the subject 
before the Senate that we may take the vote. If 
therc is anything of importance, I presume thatis. 

‘Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty 
of the Chair to continue the present resolution 
before the Senate until it be disposed of, it having 
been taken up by a vote of the Senate. 

z BRIGIZD. Phe Chair is excusable fora 
decision made under the cireumstances by which 
i we have been surrounded. It grew out of the 
‘| order to clear the galleries and the confusion re- 
sulting from it. The resolution of the Senator 
| from Pennsylvania to change the 26th rule of the 
i! Senate is in order, he having given notice on the 


consent; we have, by resolution, suspended the | 


The rules of the House of Representative may be | 


supposed that that was the motion of the Senator | 


i pend by a mere majority, 
| worth then? It is not worth the paper on which 


RESIDING OFFICER. What is the j 


Mr. MASON. I ask in what way the subject | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ft was inform- 


There were as many as three : 
votes on reports of committees of conference; and | 
a vote was taken on the motion of the Senator | 


I Mh 
| New Hampshire has never read the resolution or 
| 


28th of February, that:he would ask’the change. 
| At-the close of every session, so faras my knowl 


i edge extends, it has been necessary to.chang* 
1 


between them and with the President; but. I donot 
remember a motion similar in form tothe one now 
imade; but it is clearly in order.to move: ati any 
‘time to change a rule of: the body, givingsthe: no- 
| tice prescribed by the rule, which is oneday, The 
Senator from Pennsylvania gave notice on the 28th 
of February, and itis now in-the power of, the. 
Senate to change the 26th rule so’far as.to réad’a 
bill or joint resolution twice, instead of once, on 
: the same day. ‘ gfe EL 
| Mr. MASON. F hope the subject. before the 
| Senate will be considered, and these side-motions 
| not interpolated. R : 
Mr. HALE. : I have no desire in this case, 
except to preserve the rights of the members of 
this body. I agree that the majority. may make 
a rule of the Senate; but when they have made it, 
they are bound by it, and every member of the 
Senate has rights under it-that no. majority can 
take away. How often have ‘you seen in this 
body—and itis a sublime exhibition of the power 
of constitutional right under the rules—a_sitigle 
member planting himself on the rules of the body, 
and bidding defiance to the whole Senate? You 
saw it here, at the close of the last session, when 
the honorable Senator from New York [Mr. Kine} 
interposed an objection to considering aà report im 
executive session, and the Senate had to adjourn; 
and we had to send our Sergeant-at-Arms out and 
bring in members, because he placed himself on 
his constitutional right under the rule; and. you 
have po power to suspend your rule, for there is 
none given. The House of Representatives can 
suspend by two thirds. You propose here to sus- 
What is your rule 


itis written. Itis a farce, a bagatelle, a cheat; & 
| lie, pretending to be a rule of the body, if it may, 
by the mere arbitrary will of a bare majority, be 
set aside. Now, I agree in the fullest extent te 
everything that the Senator from Pennsylvania 
has said and the Senator from Mlinois, and te 
everything they may say, about the power of the 
body, upon notice given, to alter a rule and make 
a different rule; but then it becomes a permanent 
rule of action for the body, and no majority, ex- 
cept by a unanimous vote of the body; has aright 
to suspend it, Sr ane 

Mr. BIGLER. That is the greater 
change a rule permanently. ; 

Mr. HALE. Fdo not care whether it is greater 
or less; it is the law. 

Mr. BIGLER. There is no law on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. A majority cannot suspend arule, 
They may make a new rule; but when they have 
made a rule, that confers a right on every mem- 
ber of the body; they cannot suspend it, The 
majority cannot take away that right; and that is 
the glory of the rule—that a minority have their 
rights under it. I thought it was a motion. to 
change the rules, 
| Mr. BIGLER. Allow me to suggest to the 
i Senator a defect in his logic. ‘The majority, ona 
| day’s notice, would have the power to repeal that 
rule permanently, and outrage, as he says, the 
rights of a Senator; but they have not the power 
| to do it for a few hours. 

Mr. HALE. They would havea right to make 
a permanent rule for the government of the body 
in all future time, unul itis repealed by the same 
anthority; but while it is a rule, they have not 
the right to suspend its operation. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. According to the argument 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, this is a 
‘ case clearly within it.. This isa suspension of 
so much ofthe rule as relates to amendments to 
the Constitution. Itisa suspension permanently, 
not fora day; hence itis a permanent change of 
that rule of the Senate on due notice, and comes 
i exactly within the Senator’s argument. lt not 


power, to 


only suspends it for to-night, but suspends so 
much of it as relates to this branch of business 
permanently. Consequently, it is a permanent 
change. 

BIGLER. Itis manifest the-Senator from 


heard it read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- 
cides that the question of order taken by the Sen- 


i 
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i 
ator from New Hampshire is not well taken. If} 
a majority has itin its power to repeal a rule, it || 
elearty has itin its power to suspend it. | 
. Mr. HALE. From that decision appeal. | 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. An appeal is 
taken. The question is—— | 

Mr. HALE. [understood the decision to be, 
thavif a majority has power to repeal a rule, they | 

“have power to suspend it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. By giving one day’s notice. 

Mr. HALE. I do not care if they give forty | 
days’ notice. 

Mr. BRIGHT. You do not care for the rulc, i 
then. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I do. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Jam sorry, myself, that | 
can objection was interposed so as to prevent the |! 
reading of the House joint resolution the second |! 
time, as has been usual in the body; and I tried | 
to prevail with Senators no: to stand upon that |i 
rule; but I do think it is exceedingly dangerous 
to change a rule, for a particular purpose, in this 
way. Majoritics are varying in the Senate, and | 
this places the minority at the mercy of the ma- 
jority always. To come in and change a rule, to 
effect a particular purpose, is very dangerous. 
The impropriety of it, E think, every person will 
see who has served ina minority, as I have here, 
for six years. 1 have claimed the protection of 
the rules. They are necessary to the protection 
of minorities, and they ought not to be changed 
to effect a particular purpose, as in this instance, 
if this precedent be set, the rules will be changed | 
at other umes; they will be changed whenever an 
arbitrary majority may wish to violate the settled 
practice of the Senate. fam sorry to see the pre- 
cedent set, If it was a change of rules, made on 
the report of a committee for general purposes, it 
would be very different; but this is manifestly and 
avowedly an attempt to change a rule and give it, 
as il were, a retrospective operation, or to make it 
operate upon a single case now pending. I would 
be glad if those who have interposed objections 
to reading the joint resolution from the House of 
Representatives twice on the same day, would 
withdraw the objections; and L was willing, if 
they would not do so, to adjourn until to-morrow: 
evening, I do not like to meet to-morrow; but I 
was willing to go over until to-morrow evening, | 
and that would avoid it. L think ita very bad 
pinch to say nothing of the point made by the 

senator from New Elampshire, as to whether this 
vis really in the power of the Senate under the no- 
tice which was given. 

Mr. BIGLIER, The Senate will perceive that 
the effect of this resolution is to suspend the op- 
eration of the 26th rule, so far as relates to any 
proposition with regard to the amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States. Lt will therc- 
fore be a permanent repeal of the rale. The 
present rule, so far as relates to any proposition | 
or resolution to change the Constitution of the 
United Staces, will never apply again until it is 
reénacted, Therefore the very argument of the 
Senator from New Elampshire meets the case. 

But, sir, Senators talk about tyranny, about the 
rights of an individual Senator here. Look atthe 
position of the country; look at what is involved. 
The Senator from Kentucky and others may be 
mistaten in their apprehensions; they may be 
mistaken in feeting that the measures that wil be 
defeated, uniess this rule be suspended, involve | 
the peace. i am one of those, Senators talk 
about tyrannizing, about disregarding the con- fi 
stitutional rights of an individual Senator; and |! 
yet ar individual Senator, under this rule, in this 
critical period, proposes to tyrannize over the 
whole body. Lis one-man tyranny. I propose | 
simply to carry out the will of the majority that | 
has a right to make and unmake rules. Ifthere || 


; is evidently made for necessary purposes, 


is an arbitrary will anywhere, it is among those 
who propose to take advantage cf this rule to de- 
feat measures that concern the peace of the 
country | 

Mr. PEARCE There isa rule of the Senate | 
well known to all members of the body, which |: 
has been suspended over and over and over again, | 
and which the Senator from New Hampshire him- |) 
self has voted to suspend, and I am not sure that | 
he has not moved to suspend it. f know that he 
has voted to suspend it; and thatis the rule which 
provides for the admission of particular persons 
oniy, to our floor. We have suspended it often 
to admit ladies. That is a rule of the Senate as 
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ginal proposition it does. 


positive and obligatory as any other of the rules, 

though by no means so important perhaps. 
Besides, we have a standing rule of the Senate 

by which it is provided, that a motion to suspend 


| certain joint rules of the Senate and House of 


Representatives may be received at any time, and 
that the question must be taken without debate, 
and decided at once. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PEARCE. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. 
Maryland, for whose opinion I have very great 
respect, whether the fact that we have provided 
inthe 26th rule, that a motion to suspend the 16th 
and 17th joint rules shail always be in order, does 
not exclude the conclusion that it is in order to 
move to suspend any other rules? 

Mr. PEARCE. It does exclude the implica- 
tion that itis always in order to move to suspend 
another rule; but that is all. It does not say we 
shall have the power to suspend it under any cir- 
cumstances, 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator will allow me. 
The joint rules require the concurrent assent of 
both onses. 

ir. HALE. I know that, but it is always in 
order to move to suspend them, because it is so 
provided. ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Pennsy!- 
vania is secking to change a rule made by this 
body. 

Mr. PEARCE. The 26th rule, which allows 
a motion at any time to suspend the 16th and 17th 
joint rules and declares it to be always in order, 
Our 
legislation might be defeated wholly and all the 
great bills of the session lost, if that were nota 


| rule of the Senate; because, then it would besub- 


ject to the like objection which any other motion 
to suspend is, and must go over to another day, 
for there must be one day’s previous notice. l 
think there cannot be a question that we have 
exercised that power over and overagain. There 
is no positive prohibition of it, and no implication 
of a prohibition from anything inthe rules. We 
must have the right to suspend, We have the 
right to repeal and to alter, and the major includes 
the minor. The suspension is a less exertion of 
our power than a change or modification of the 
rule. As to the expediency of changing a rule, 
it isa different question. f admit it isa thing 
which, under ordinary circumstances, or indeed 
under any but the most extraordinary circum- 
stances, E should not be willing to do, and partic- 


| ularly that rule, which is a great safeguard against 
| hasty and pernicious legislation; but as to the 


power to suspend the rule, I cannot have a ques- 
tion on the precedents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate??? 

‘T’be decision was sustained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. MASON. Let it be read. 

The Sceretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the 26th rule of the Senate be suspended 
so far as it may affect bills and joint resolutions of the Sen- 
ate or House of Representatives, proposing or providing for, 
or relating to, emeudments to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, 

Mr. MASON. I desire to inquire now whether 
the resolutions which were under discussion when 
the Senator from ‘Tennessee closed-his remarks — 


l Lmear the resolutions reported by the Senator 


from Kentucky, (Mr. Crarrrenpen,] chairman of 
the select committece—have been twice read, and 
whether this rnl@will apply to them? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair be- 
lieves that tie resolutions reported from the select 
committee, of which the Senator from Kentucky 


was chairman, have been twice read. Some pro- | 


posed amendments have not been. 
Mr. MASON. I understand that an amend- 
ment need not be read twice. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


explain. ‘There is a House joint resolution, pro- | 


posing amendments to the Constitution, before the 
Senate. The Chair was notified a day or two 


‘since by a Senator, that he designed, in a certain | 
i contingency, to move that as a substitute for 
i another proposition. If moved as a substitute, it | 
! does not require a second reading, but as an ori- 


I want to ask the Senator from | 


It has had its second 
reading to-day. 

Mr. MASON. I understand from the Chair 
that the resolutions reported by the Senator from 
Kentucky have been twice read, and are now 
within a condition to receive a vote of the Senate 
on their third reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have 
been twice read, and the question will be on their 
third reading, when that question shall be reached ; 
but there are pending amendments, The question 
now is on the adoption of the resolution which 
has been read. 

Mr. HALE. [move that the word “ suspend- 


| ed” be stricken out, and ‘* repealed’? inserted. 


Mr. BIGLER. Ihave no objection to that. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. I understand, now, that the 
resolution is to repeal that rule which requires a 
third reading on three days. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As app 
to propositions to amend the Constitution. 

Mr. MASON. Let the resolution be read, for 
it is really an important matter. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
has been read three or four times. It will be read 
again, if Senators insist on it. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Resolved, That the 26th rule of the Senate be repealed, 
so far as it may affect bills and joint resolutions of the Sen 
ate and House of Representatives proposing, or providing 
for, or relating to, amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. KING called for the yeas 
and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. The rule of the Senate—I think, 
based on great good sense and wisdom—in order 
to insure deliberation, requires that all joint res- 
olutions and bilis shall have three readings, and 
that those three readings shall be on separate days, 
Now, if I understand the resolution aright, it is 
intended to change that rule, so far as respects 
proposed amendments to the Constitution; prop- 
osiuons which, of all others, do require delibera- 
tion. Ihave nothing more to say. 

Mr. GREEN. I have paired with the Senator 
from New York, (Mr. Sewarn;} and if this is 
considered a party question, I cannot vote, Isit 


icable 


| so or not? 


_Mr. DOUGLAS. He is with you on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr,GREEN. Perhaps I had better not vote. 

Mr. HALE. I think there is very great force 
in the suggestion of the honorable Senator from 
Virginia. You now propose to repeal the rule that 
requires three readings, on three separate days, 
of propositions in regard to the most solemn and 
serious question that can possibly be considered 
by the Senate. If you want to change the name 
of the schooner Two Pollies to Abigail, the bill 
for that purpose must be read three several times; 
butif you propose to change the great fundamental 
law of the land, the Constitution of the United 
States, you may rush it through at any time. I 


| think there is great force in the suggestion of the 


Senator from Virginia, and I hope it wiil not give 
the Senator from Illinois pain that I concur with 
him in it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It will give me no pain that 
he concurs; they do concur sometimes; but this 
pretext of the Senator from New Hampshire—f 
hope he will not take that term as offensive—that 
he requires deliberation on this question, is cer- 
tainly surprising to me. 

Mr. HALE. It was not my suggestion, but 
that of the Senator from Virginia, which I in- 
dorsed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We all know that the object 
is to get a vote on the third reading of proposi- 
tions to amend the Constitution. We all know 
there is an aitempt on the part of a portion of 
those on the other side of the Chamber to defeat 
that third reading to-day. If I could have called 
for the official report of what took place yester- 
day, as made by the official reporter at the time 
of the dispute this morning, it would have been 
as clear as light, that the joint resolution of the 
House of Representatives (No. 80) was read 
twice yesterday before objection was made. If 


Í the facts couid have come before the Senate, they 


wouid not have amended the Journal, so as to 


i} deprive us, by a technicality, of voting on the 


third reading to-day. Now, the simple question 


ii is, whether or not the joint resolution shkall have 
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athird reading this session. There is not a Sena- 
tor in the body who has not voted to suspend the 
rules time and time again. I have seen it done 
by unanimous consent time and time again. We 
are doing itevery year. The simple question is, 
whether you will allow this amendment to be 
submitted to the States, to amend the Constitution. 
Itis very strange that, when there are but five men 
in the body who would venture to vote against 
that proposition on the yeas and nays, we see 
them combining to defeat, by technicalities, the 
reaching of the question. If 1 was as anxious and 
as willing to amend the Constitution in this re- 
spect as they profess to be, I would not resort to 
all these technicalities to defeat the very measure 
that I had voted for on the yeas and ek to-day. 
I regard this really as atest question. I hope we 
are not to be deprived of a vote on this question 
by a technicality upon the rules, and especially 
when we have brought ourselves within the tech- 
nicality this time. ` 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Irise for the purpose of 
making a single remark, Ona recent occasion, I 
took the responsibility of voting against certain 
resolutions of the Legislature of my State. One 
of the reasons which influenced my mind was, 
that those resolutions had been passed by a sus- 
pension of the rules of that body. The same 
objection occurs to my mind now: I do not de- 
sire to avoid the responsibility of voting upon 
the joint resolution which came from the other 
House; and, inasmuch as [ did not understand 
the vote that was given this morning to put that 
joint resolution on its second reading to be a test 
question, I now here openly declare myself in 
favor of that resolution which was passed to a 
second reading this morning; and, if this suspen- 
sion of the rules was only for the purpose of 
potui it upon its passage, I should vote for it if 

did not consider thatit was so dangerous a prec- 
edent in violation of the rights of the minority. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wil assure the Senator 
from New Jersey that I know of no other reason 
for the suspension. That is the sole reason. It 
is to enable us to put that amendment to the Con- 
stitution on its passage. I do not know of any 
other reason but that. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I have understood that 
there were a variety of propositions, which I 
have not seen, and which I have not read; but the 
pea contained in the joint resolution read 
at the Clerk’s table this morning, a constitutional 
amendment for the protection of the rights of per- 
sons to what they claim to be property—which I 
do not admit—the rights of persons to the service 
of certain individuals, that it shall not be inter- 
fered with within the different States of this 
Union, is a proposition that I can vote for, either 
inside or outside of the Chicago platform. Ido 
not know why persons on this side of the Cham- 
ber should desire to avoid the responsibility of 
voting upon that proposition. Ido not believe 
they do; and if that be the sole and only object 
of suspending the rules, I think there will be very 
little objection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Tam sure the Senator mis- 
apprehends me. I did not say that gentlemen 
desired to avoid the responsibility of voting; but 
it was strange that those who voted for the meas- 
ure on the record, were trying to defeat its pas- 
sage. It looks as if you wanted to defeat it and 
avoid the responsibility of voting againstit. That 
is the point, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should not have said a 
word on this question of suspending rules if it 
had not been for an allusion to a vote I had just 
given upon a question of adjournment. I hap- 
pened to vote against the proposition to adjourn 
to Sunday. The Senator from Hlinois says I 
have some design, by some management with my 
friends here, by a combination of men, to prevent 
a vote on a great proposition, and he instances a 
case to show that I will shrink from an open vote 
because I voted (it is the only vote I have given 
to-day, I believe) against adjourning from six 
o’clock on Saturday to Sunday. I have no pur- 
pose of avoiding a direct vote on the joint resolu- 


or get one, on any question. 


voted, and will vote, if it becomes necessary, to || 


suspend the rules, in respect to the measure that 
has come from the House of Representatives, 
whenever we get through the debate and get ready 
for the question. I do not design, nor do I in- 
tend, to preventa direct vote on that proposition; 
and I do not choose to be catechised or assailed 
for any vote I give on another proposition as de- 
signed to collude with other people to prevent 
votes, because I intend to vote, and I suppose the 
Senator knows I intend to vote directly. I hap- 
pened to tell him, not many minutes ago, that I 
had no purpose, in getting up a little bill here to 
amend the mistake of a clerk, to defeat or delay 
anything. 

r. DOUGLAS. I took it for granted the 
Senator was going to vote with me on this ques- 
tion, and therefore my remark would not apply 
to him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not obliged to vote 
with you on every motion that is made to amend 
the rules or suspend them, or to adjourn, or any- 
thing of that kind. Ido not see what vote has 
been given on this side of the Chamber that should 
induce the Senator from Illinois to say we had a 
sort of combination here to take a technical ad- 
vantage under the rules. Ihave heard of no such 
combination, and do not believe there was ever 
one at all, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 will remind the Senatorthat 
he came to me this morning and desired to have 
een consent to pass a bill to change the 
tariff. 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, to correct an error in 
the tariff; that is to change or amend it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If that is the explanation—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let me goon. It required 
unanimous consent. I told him I did not wish 
to defeat it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ric in 
the chair.) The Senator will address the Chair. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I told him I did not desire 
to defeat the bill; but if they were going to make 
technical objections to defeat this amendment to 
the Constitution, I should stand on my rights. 
His answer was, ‘if you will take the responsi- 
bility, by interposing the rules, to defeat the tariff 
bill, you must take it.” Solsaytohim. Ifyou 
will take the responsibility of taking technical 
advantage of a rule to defeat this measure of pa- 
cification, do so; but do not pretend to vote for 


it, when you avail yourself of these technical | 


objections to defeat it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That isa way I do not in- 
dulge in in the Senate of the United States. Fdo 
not indulge in any such imputations on any other 
Senator. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island allow me? 

Mr.SIMMONS. No,sir; if you please, I will 
go on with what I have to say first. Yesterday, 
when I asked to introduce a little bill to correct 
the clerk’s mistake, I was told by the Vice Pres- 
ident, who was then in the chair, that it was a 
privileged motion, which I could make at any 
time; and I intimated to the Senator this morning 
that I had been so told. I never read the rules 
of this body in my life, and never expect to do 
so; but lexpect to keep within them from the in- 
stincts of a Senator. When I voted against the 
motion of my friend from Kentucky to have a 
session on Sunday, I did it from no purpose of 
unkindness to him or the object in view; and I had 
no idea that, because I voted against that, any 
man would get up in the Senate and accuse me of 
eolluding and combining with others to preventa 
direct vote. So faras I amconcerned, there will 
be a direct vote whenever the Senate are ready to 


hy not open both galleries ?. 
. _ Lpropose to:dpen both for 
the reception of ladies. 


Mr. LATHAM. 


Mr. MASON. I object to the motion being 
entertained. Itis‘notin orders 90000: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr: Ric) 
is notin order, objection being made: The que: 
tion is on the resolution of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. : i 

Mr. KING. I supposed the question before 
the Senate was.on repealing a rule ofthe Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is the question. 

Mr. KING. : 1 ask thatit be read ‘before. we 
vote. A Senator told me it was something else. 

Mr. WADE. I want to know. what, we are 
voting on. Is it the main question? © : 

Mr. BIGLER. It is on the passage of the res- 
olution | offered, suspending the 26th rule. ` 

Mr. WADE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ries. in 
the chair.) The question before the Senate is on 
agreeing to the resolution; and that is the only 
question before the Senate. 

Mr. WADE. To suspend the 26th rule ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let the resolution be read, 
and then we shall understand it. ae 

The Secretary again read it. oe 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ihave paired off on this 

vestion with the Senator from Rhode Island, 

Mr. Anrnony.] . . i ; 

Mr. POLK. ‘I consider myself paired on this 
question with the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Sumner.) I therefore shall not vote.’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Collamer, Critten- 
den, Dixon, Douglas, Gwin, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson: of 
Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Powell, Pugh, Rice, 
Simmons, Thomson, and Wigfall—20. f : 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham,Chandler, Clark, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, King, Mason, Morti, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—i6. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. hes 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MASON. 1 trust the Senate will not agree 
to that motion. I hope we shall go on with the 
business before the Senate—the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope so. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I offered a resolution that 
was agreed to be considered, by unanimous con- 
sent, as soon as this vote was taken. Ft is merely 
to correct some mistakes that have been made in 


a bill. . , 
Mr. BRIGHT. It will lead to debate, Jam 

unwilling to yield the floor. Tinsist on my motion 

being stated. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. i 

Mr. WILSON. On that question I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LANE. I desire to call the attention of 
my friend from Massachusetts to the Army nom- 
inations. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand all that; but let 
us go on with the business before us. 

Mr. LANE, They have been returned by the 
committee as all regular, and I should be very 
happy to have them acted on. 
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Mr. WILSON. We can finish them before to- 
morrow morning. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. POLK (after first voting in the afirma- 
tive) said: I voted on this question, but I think 
I ought not to vote. I consider myself paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner.] 


-I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote will 
be withdrawn, if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. 

The result was then announced—yeas 16, nays 
23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Gwin, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, 
Pearce, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Thomson, and Wigfall—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Kennedy, King, Mason, Morrill, 
Simmons, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—23. z 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to the reportof the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 865) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1862. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolution; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 899) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1862; 

A bill (H. R. No. 923) granting a pension to 
Eliza M. Plympton; 

A. bill (EL. R. No. 852) for the relief of certain 
Chippewa Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 59) authorizing 
Commodore H. Paulding to receive a sword 
awarded to him by the Republie of Nicaragua. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLossBrExneR, his Secretary, an- 
nounced’ that the President had approved and 
signed this day the following bills: 

‘An act (S, No. 149) making appropriations to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriations for the 
completion of the geological surveys of Oregon 
and Washington Territories; 

An act (S. No, 270) for the relicf of John H. 
Wheeler; 

An act (S. No. 501) for the relief of Henry 
Rice; 

An act (S. No. 562) to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Dakota, and to 
create the office of surveyor general therein; and 

An act (S. No. 563) to organize the Territory 
of Nevada. 

STATE OF THE UNION. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion of the Louse of Representatives (No. 80) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. MASON. I object. 

Mr. SIMMONS. $I ask that I may now be 
permitted to call up a resolution, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. This willtakebutamoment, 
and then that can be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that the question now before the Senate is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Hunrer] to the joint resolation of the Sen- 
ate No. 70; and no other question can be enter- 
tained without the unanimous consent of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move to postpone the far- 
ther consideration of that resolution, and to take 
up the joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. MASON. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. MASON. I suggest to the Senator from 
Illinois to give his motion a definite shape—to 
postpone to some time certain. 


On that I ask for the yeas and 


Mr. DOUGLAS. That is the usual form. 

Mr. MASON. The usual form is to postpone 
to atime certain, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will vote to take it up 
again the very instant the other resolution is voted 
upon. 

PM. MASON. That may be; but the parlia- 
mentary rule is to fix a certain time for the con- 
sideration of the subject. I ask him to indicate a 
time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Until the joint resolution of 
the House is disposed of. 

Mr. MASON. I desire that the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois shall be put in writing, so 
that we may know what itis. I understand the 
parliamentary rule to be that a motion to post- 
pone must indicate a time to which it is postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule directs, 
if it is required by any Senator, that a motion 
shall be put in writing. 

Mr. MASON. I require it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let the Secretary take it 
down as I call it off. I move that all prior orders 
be postponed for the purpose of taking up the 
joint resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives in relation to the amendment of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

Mr. MASON. I now ask the Senator to name 
a time to which he postpones it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is unnecessary. 

Mr. MASON. Lobject to the motion being en- 
tertained, unless the time is named.’ I understand, 
under parliamentary law and the rules, that there 
must be a motion to postpone to a certain time, 
that we may know when it willcome up. I should 
construe it, though I might construe it incorreetly, 
that a motion to postpone, without fixinga time, 
is to postpone indefinitely. Ido not know whether 
that is the object of the Senator or not. ` 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My object is very clear. No 
Senator shall be in any doubt about it, Itis to 
get a vote on this joint resolution of the House of 
Representatives to amend the Constitution of the 
United States; and the instant that is done, I am 
prepared then to proceed to the measure which the 
Senator desires to reach now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the point 
of order raised by the Senator from Virginia, the 
Chair can only say that this is the first time it has 
ever been raised to his knowledge. That motion 
has been made from day to day to postpone with- 
out date, and no objection has ever been raised to 
it. If there be anything in the rules to the con- 
trary the Chair would like to be posted. 

r. MASON. Imakeitas a question of order, 
that the motion cannot be entertained, unless a 
time be fixed for the period of postponement. 1 
make that as a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
of order having been raised, it must be submitted 
to the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I suppose the Chair can de- 
cide it; and then the Senator can appeal from the 
decision, if he wishes to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- 
cides that the point of order raised by the Senator 
from Virginia-is not well taken. 

Mr. MASON, I desire itto go upon the Journal 
that 1 made the point; that is all. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire, before the roll is 
called, to understand the question. Is this a mo- 
tion to postpone the consideration of the report of 
the peace conference? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Secretary 
will read the proposition before the Senate. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

On motion of Mr. Doveras, that all prior orders be post- 
poned to proceed to the consideration of joint resolution 


from the House No. 80—a joint resolution to amend the 
Constitution of the United States. 


Mr. HUNTER. If that motionis voted down, 
the peace conference propositions will still con- 
tinue before the Senate. 

Mr.DOUGLAS. Yes, sir; but I have indicated 
my purpose to take that subject up the moment 


| this resolution of the House is voted upon. 


Mr. MASON. I wish to understand the state 
of the business before the Senate. The motion of 
the Senator from Hlinois has prevailed, and that 
motion is to postpone the resolution from the 

eace conference, reported by the Senator from 
entucky from a select committee, and to give 
precedence to the resolution of the House of Rep- 


resentatives to which he refers. That motion has 
prevailed, I understand. : ; 

Mr. BIGLER. Oh, no; it is pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the motion 
that has been made, and upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MASON. Then, if that motion does pre- 
vail, I ask the President to what period will the 
postponement have been made; as thus, when we 
take a special vote upon the joint resolution to 
which the motion of the Senator gives precedence 
over the resolutions of the peace conference, E 
want to know when those that have been poste 
poned will come up in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The present occu- 
pant was not in the chair when the motion was 
made; but he understands that the motion is to 
postpone the existing order for the purpose of 
taking up the proposition indicated. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And I announce that I shall 
move to take up the resolutions he refers to, the 
moment the vate shall be taken on the other. 

Mr. MASON. What the Senator may move 
is onc thing. I want to know when they will 
come up. 

The Vick PRESIDENT. That will be de- 
cided as soon as this business is disposed of. 

Mr. MASON. Now, I desire to say a word, 
There was a commission from twenty or twenty- 
one States summoned here by the State of Vir- 
ginia to take into consideration the state of the 
country, and they have proposed an elaborate 
amendment to the Constitution, which they ask 
this body, in connection with the other House, to 
refer to the States. That has been under con- 
sideration for two days; no vote has been taken 
upon it; and the Senator from Hlinois now pro- 
poses to postpone that in order to give precedence 
to a resolution from the House of Representatives 
proposing to amend the Constitution by prohib- 
iting Congress from interfering with slavery in 
the States. His motion is, at this stage of the 
session, to put aside any further consideration of 
this amendment to the Constitution proposed by 
that peace conference, presented in the impressive 
manner in which it was done by the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky, in order to give prece- 
dence to this joint resolution of the House on this 
the last day of the session, Sir, I shall vote 
against giving it that precedence. IJ think it is 
due not only to those honorable gentlemen who 
came here and have submitted to us the result of 
their labors that we should give it that precedence, 
but I feel that it is due to the State of Virginia, 
who invited the conference, that no precedence 
should be given over it. For that reason, I shall 
vote against it, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am glad to find that the 
Senator from Virginia has become such a warm 
advocate of the report of the peace conference. 
How many hours is it since we heard him de- 
nounce it as unworthy the consideration of south- 
ern men or of this country? How long isit since 
these denunciations were ringing in ourears? We 
do not hear the praises of the peace conference 
sounded until we are about to get a vote on an- 
other proposition to pacify the country; and for 
fear we may have a vote that will quiet the ap- 
prehensions of the southern States 1n respect to 
the designs of the North to change the Constitu- 
tion, 30 as to interfere with slavery in the States, 
we find now that the peace conference is to be 
pushed forward to defeat this. Sir, if he isa friend 
of the proposition of the peace conference, let him 
act with me and sit as long as I will in urging it 
upon the Senate. Iam for both; but this one is 
within ourreach, We can close this much in five 
minutes. We should have had it passed before 
this time, if the Senator from Virginia had not in- 
terposed objections. [ftheamendmentto the Con- 
stitution which furnishes guarantees to the border 
slave States fails,it will be the result of the efforts 
of the Senator from Virginia. My object is to 
take that up; we can dispose of it in a very few 
minutes; and then, when we have secured thus 
much, we will procced immediately to take up 
the report of the peace conference; and I tell the 
Senator from Virginia he will find me standing 
here adhering to it as jong as he will; and when 
the vote comes, | think I shall show that [ am as 
friendly to it as he; and that I have as much re- 
spect for and appreciation of the services of the 
great men who reported it. 


Mr. MASON. The Senator from Illinois and 
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I construe our duties in a very different way. I 
have no parliamentary ends to obtain here by 
dexterous motions to give preference. The Sen- 
ator has never heard me express the slightest ap- 
probation of these resolutions from the peace 
conference. On the contrary, he has heard me 
point out, with whatever ability I might, the ob- 
jections that would compel me to vote against 
them. I intend to vote against them; but I deem 
itdue to the character of these resolutions, and 
the way in which they were brought before the 
‘Senate, that their precedence should not be taken 
from them, and that we should have the first vote 
upon them. The Senator from Illinois will not 
find me taking back one word that I have said of 
objection to the resolutions that came from the 
peace conference; but I protest against their pre- 
cedence being taken from them—a matter which 
has engaged the attention of the Senate for the 
last two hours to effect it. Now that it is done, 
I shall vote against the motion to give precedence. 
The resolutions of the peace conference should 
not bethrust aside by this resolution of the House; 
but that is the motion now before us, to thrust 
aside these resolutions in order to give place to 
the resolution of the House, and I shall vote 
against it 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I shall pursue, on this 
occasion, the course I have pursued throughout. 
My object is to attain a great end, and, if possi- 
ble, to give entire satisfaction to the country, and 
restore it to peace and quiet, or to goas far in that 
direction as it is in my power to go. I shall vote 
to take up the resolution of the House, because 
we can act upon it immediately. {I am an advo- 
cate of the resolutions from the peace conference, 
I have shown it; I have expressed it,and my de- 
termination to vote for them, and so I will; but I 
confess that I feel somewhat as the gentleman from 
Minois does—surprised at the great zeal with 
which gentleman want to keep up these proposi- 
tions merely to strike a blow at others, claiming 
a precedence for a thing they mean totrample and 
spit upon. 

Mr. MASON. Ithas precedence, if the Senator 
will allow me, and he took it from it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And he wants to con- 
tinue that precedence. Sir, the way to manifest 
respect for their proposition is to vote for it. Ido 
not understand this sort of proceeding on the part 
of gentlemen who desire to afford any means of 
pacification to the country. [am for this resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives; and I hope 
the Senate will vote to take it up. We can act 
upon it, and we can vote upon it, and we know 
well that we cannot pass these propositions of the 
peace conference. There are but two hours more 
of session in the other House—from ten to twelve 
o’clock on Monday morning. I cannot indulge in 
a hope, sanguine as I have been throughout, of 
the passage of those resolutions; and, indeed, the 
opposition here, and the opposition on this [the 
Democratic] side of the Chamber to those resolu- 


tions, are confirmation strong as Holy Writ that 
Do gentlemen want to press | 


they cannot pass. 
them forward in order to prevent a vote on this 
resolution of the House? I hope not. T hope the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois will prevail, 
and that we shall take up the House resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD obtained the floor. 

, Mr. LANE, If the Senator will give way a 
moment, I wish to make a suggestion. I am in- 
formed that there are many ladies who would like 
to have a seat in the ladies” gallery; and I pro- 
pose that the doors be opened on that side. 

Mr. MASON. I object to the consideration of 
the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Does the Senator 
from Delaware yield the floor for the motion to 
be made? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved that 
the doors on the left of the Chair be opened for 
the admission of ladies. 

Mr. MASON. _1 object to that motion. 

Mr. LANE. My motion includes the ladies 
only; and 1 hope the Senator will allow that. 

Mr. MASON. I object to it for any purpose. 

Mr. LANE. 1 make the motion, and leave it 
to the Scnate to decide. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Virginia insist on his objection? 

Mr. MASON. Yes; sir; Ido insist on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then it cannot be 


| 


considered. There isa question already before 
the Senate, and the Senator from Delaware is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, 1 have for- 
borne to take any part in this discussion about the 
merits of any of these propositions before the 
Senate, nor do I intend todo so now. I shall re-. 
serve what I may have to say to another occasion. 
I shall not occupy the time of the Senate now. I 
shall vote against this motion, because, while. I 
feel I do no injustice to others, I must necessarily 
exercise my own opinions. I consider the reso-- 
lution passed by the House of Representatives as 
not worth the paper on which it is written, for the 
purpose of adjusting the difficulties in this coun- 
try. Ishall not detain the Senate by any attempt 
to give the reasons. Sufficient for me to state the 
ground of my objection, why I shall not vote to 
give preference to a resolution which, as it stands, 
I think will lead to no attainable result as regards 
peace or quict in the country. As regards the 
other propositions, for which it is sought to be 
substituted, I express no opinion now, except to 
say, they are not exactly those that I should have 
preferred; but that I would gladly and willingly 
vote to adopt the distinct resolutions offered ori- 
ginally. by the Senator from Kentucky. As to 
attaining a vote and disposing of this House reso- 
lution at once, of course, as I do not attach any 


importance to the measure, if passed, for the pur-. 


pose for which it is to be passed, that would bea 
sufficient answer; but further, it will not stop de- 
bate, and it cannot preventamendments, Amend- 
ments may be made; one substitute after another 
thay be offered, and you can be led into debate 
quite as much as on the other. Is would rather 
see the other proposition discussed; and on the 
whole, not thinking the particular resolution of 
the.House entitled to preference as being of an 
great importance, I am not disposed to give it 
precedence. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. POLK. I wish to say that I have paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Sum- 
NER,] and therefore do not vote on the question. 

The result was then announced—yeas 25, nays 
11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clark, Collamer, 
Crittenden, Dixon, Dougtas, Fessenden, Grimes, Hale, 
Harian, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Latham, 
Morrill, Pearce, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Simmons, ‘fen Eyck, 
Thomson, and Wilkinson—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Chandler, Clingman, 
Foot, Gwin, King, Lane, Mason, Trumbull, and Wilson— 
Mk. 


So the motion to take up the joint resolution of 
the House was agreed to. 


ADMISSION TO THE GALLERIES. 


Mr. LANE. I now move that the doors of the 
ladies’ gallery be opened, and that ladies may be 
permitted to the Senate gallery. 

Mr. MASON. How often are we to object to 


t that? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Oregon moves that the doors of the ladies’ gallery 
be opened for the admission of ladies. 

Mr. MASON, I[understand there isa question 
before the Senate. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that motion is in order. It is in the nature of a 
privileged motion, in regard to opening the doors 
of the Senate. : 

Mr. MASON. Then I give up all hopes of 
preserving order in the Senate. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Ido not know that I have 
any particular interest in this matter. My con- 
nection with this Government will terminate in a 
very few days. Probably, if I had the informa- 
tion on which to act, it would end to-day. Itis 
a matter, therefore, of no consequence to me how 
this Government shall be administered; but I say, 
if you desire to conduct business in order, you 
will not permit the gallerics to be opened at all; 
for there was as much disorder and as much con- 
tempt shown for this body in the galleries on that 
side of the Chamber as there was on the other. 
It was done by those who were not men. I do 
not choose to designate them. 

Mr. LANE. Ladies are coming now, and I 
trust they may be allowed admittance into the 

allery, i 

Mr. PUGH. I am willing to admit the ladies, 
of course, to the galleries of the Senate; butif it is 
understood that men are to come in, I object. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. “The Chair's 
state the question. “It is moved and seconded that 
the doors of the gallery upon the leftofithe Chai 
be opened for the admission of ladies onls 

he motion was'agreed to. 0 82> 

Mr. KING. I move that the “galleries on-the 
other side be opened also. ` LA i ey 

The VICE PRESIDENT. -The Senator from 


New York moves that the doors of the galleries: 


on the right of the Chair be opeiied: 
Mr. LATHAM. ‘For ladies? 
The VICE PRESIDENT: 
worded. -> ae $ 
Mr. LATHAM. I move to amend it by ad- 
ding, “ for ladies only.” ie gene ce as 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York moves: that the galleries on the right 
of the Chair be opened for the admission of spec- 
tators. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Lobject. 
Mr-PUGH. I call for the yeas-and nays. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is utterly. im- 
possible to carry on the public business, unless 
Senators have respect enough. for the body and’ 
for the Chair to dllow him to put a question. The 
Senator from ‘New York moves that the doors 
upon the right of the Chair be opened for the ad- 
mission of spectators. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia moves to amend that motion by adding, 
“ for ladies only.” as 
Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the Senate has 
been insulted to-day ina manner unprecedented 
in the history of this country—notonly by those 
occupying the galleries on the right‘of'the Chair, 
but by men calling themselves gentlemen; who 
intruded into the gallery appropriated: for the 
ladies. Therefore, to know whether this is a 
Government of law or a Government of mobs, I 
shall demand the yeas and nays upon the ques- 
tion of ete any gentlemen whatever, or any 
man, to any gallery of the Senate. 9-0 | 
Mr. KING. I fully agree with gentlemen here 
who are against any demonstration whatever of 
applause or disapprobation in the galleries. I 
have never, upon any single occasion, hesitated:to 
sustain the Chair; and the Senator from Virginia, 
(Mr. Mason,] who has, in my judgment, dis- 
charged a duty to the country and the Senate on 
‘this subject, I have always seconded, and 1 would 
now do so; but the Senate has been too remiss in 
observing order. I would have the Chair, the 
moment there is any demonstration, to clear the 
galleries, They have been cleared a good while. 
There are now in the city a great many. persons 
who are strangers; many have arrived here since 
that difficulty occurred, and are about the pur- 
lieus of the Capitol; and I would open the galleries 
to admit them. š 
Mr. KENNEDY. If itis my right to do so, 
I will strenuously object to opening the doors of 
that gallery to any man. We have been insulted 
to day in a manner unprecedented in the history 
of this country. We have been degraded into 
almost a mob. When the Chair had remonstrated 


It was “riot” so 


j against applause in the galleries, they not’ only 


refused to accede to the rebuke, but they got up 
and gave three cheers, I, for one, asan Ameri- 
can Senator, am not willing to sit here and subject 
myself to the taunts and the jeers of a mob that 
may be assembled in that gallery, and perhaps, at 
last, the insult of having rotten eggs thrown on 
us, or some other insult very much greater. 1 do 
object—and I now insist, if I have a right to ob- 
ject—to opening those doors on the gallery at-all 
for anybody except for ladies. ce 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question:is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia, upon which the Senator from Ohio does 
not desire the yeas and nays. The amendment 
of the Senator from California is: that the doors 
to the gallery on the right of the Chair be opened 
for the admission of ladies only. That is an 
amendment offered to the motion of the Senator 
from New York. — 

The question being put, 

The VICE PRESIDENT declared that the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. [ask for a division. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. After the decision of 
the Chair has been announced, there can be no 
call for a division. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
recognize the cail for a division. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have but a word to say. 
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I think the Senator from Ohio and the Senator 
from Maryland have spoken the words of sober 
‘truth. From the indications, if the doors are 
opened, very little business will be done to-night. 
If it is the object of the Senate to do business, l 
think we had better try to do business as we are 
doing it. I should have no objection to opening 
the doors for ladies. My impression is that, if 
you do, you will not be able, with the force here, 
to exclude men—I will not say gentlemen, for gen- 
tlemen could not behave as the mob did on my 
left. They not only insulted the body once, but 
twice and thrice. ‘They cheered, and reitcrated 
the insult over the admonition of the Presiding 
Officer—something that I have never before scen 
in the Senate Chamber in my long service here, 
and I will not be a party to opening the doors io 
any such outside pressure. 

Mr. MASON. I entirely agree with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. Ifit isthe design of the Sen- 
ate to do any business to night, the galleries ought 
not to be opened, in my judgment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again. put the question on the amendment of the 
Senator from California. 

(Ladies began to enter the gallery.] 

Mr. MASON. I demand that the order of the 
Senate be enforced. 

Mr.GRIMES, We haveagreed to the admis- 
sion of ladies. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The messenger 
opened the doors on the left of the Chair for the 
admission of ladies only. 

Mr. MASON. I do not understand that order 
to have been made. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It was done by 
the vote of the Senate. The question now is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Cal- 
fone to the motion of the Senator from New 

ork, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish barely to say this: 
I have no objection to the adoption of the motion 
with that amendment; but it is quite probable, if 
none but ladies are admitted, that the gallery on 
the left of the Chair may hold as many as usu- 
ally come, or will desire to come; and as Senators 
say that our police force about the Capitol would 
not be sufficient to keep the doors on this side 
closcd, perhaps it is better to reject this motion, 
and to confine the opening of the doors to the 
ladies’ gallery. LT think that would be better. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Irise to a point of order. 
I should like to know whether the point has been 
decided, that the door to the ladies’ gallery is 
open. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has so 
stated several times. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the motion 
of the Senator from New York, with the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California, upon the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STATE OF TIE UNION. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 
olution of the House. 

Mr. SUMMONS. Will the Senator from Mi- 
nois give way now fora moment, to allow the res- 
olution that I have mentioned to pass? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. This will take but an mstant. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
cause the question before the Senate to be stated, 
at all events, to get it before the Senate. The 
Secretary will read it by its title. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

A joint resolution of the LLouse of Representa- 
tives (No. 80) to amend the Constitution of the 
United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This resolution is 
before the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [sent up a joint resolution 
to the table, an hour or two ago, to correct some 
few clerical errors in a bill that we have passed. 
Task to have that joint resolution now read and 
acted upon. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let this be voted on first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Rhode Island pause a moment? Senators, 
the Chair feels it his duty, in the closing hours of 
the session, to appeal to the Senate. The Senator 
from Rhode Island rose and addressed the Chair, 
making some observation or some motion which 
the Presiding Officer was wholiy unable to hear, 


I now call for the joint res- 


because Senators on the floor were conversing in 
every direction. - Therefore, for the sake of the 
Senate, I respectfully appeal to Senators to pre- 
serve order, that we may proceed with some dig- 
nity and propriety. When the Senate resumes 
perfect silence, the Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. Do not compel me to 
make this appeal five minutes hence again. The 
Senator from Rhode Island will now proceed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was asking the consent of 
the Senate to take up a joint resolution which I 
sent to the table some two hours ago, which was 
then to be considered, but by unanimous consent 
some motion intervened. am sure it will not 
take five minutes. I ask permission to have that 
resolution now read and acted upon. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must object to anything 
until the vote can be taken on the resolution of 
the House, and then I shall not object to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 80) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, §c., That the following article be proposed to 
the Legislatures of the several States as an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States ; which, when ratified 
by three fourths of said Legistatures, shal! be valid to all in- 
tents and purposes as part of the said Constitution, namely: 

Arr. 13. No amendment shall be made to the Constitu- 
tion which will authorize or give to Congress the power to 
abolish, or interivre, Within any State, with the domestic 
institutions thereof, including that of persons held to labor 
or service by the laws of said State. 

Mr. PUGH. I think it was De Quincey who 
said that, next to the duty which a man owes God 
and his country and his family, it was his duty 
to preserve the purity of his mother tongue. The 
Constitution of the United States is written inex- 
cellent English; butifthisamendmentbe expressed 
in the English language, or by anyrule of gram- 
mar, I do not understand it. Ifany Senator can 
reconcile it by any expression, or any rule of our 
language, I shall be happy to hear it; but I do not 
wish to set an example to our children of putting 
into the fundamental rule and organization of Gov- 
ernment, such a shocking example as the House 
of Representatives have sent us now. I move to 
strike out the words ‘authorize or.” ‘That at 
least will make it English. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Secretary will 
report the amendment. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

ae out ‘authorize or; so as to make the resolution 
read: 

No amendment shall be made to the Constitution which 
will give to Congress the power, &c. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I will only say that I hope 
no amendment will be made. The resolution is 
clear and specific. Nobody can fail to understand 
it. An amendment sends it back to the House 
of Representatives, and defeats the measure; and 
therefore I hope all who are in favor of the prop- 
osition will refuse to amend it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I can bear with bad 
English when itexpressesa good thing. I prefer 
bad English expressing a good thing, to good 
English expressing a bad thing. Iam content to 
take it as itis, and I hope my friend from Ohio 
will be reconciled to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the question, and 
declared the amendment to be rejected. 

Mr. WIGFALL. [ask fora division. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. J understood the Senator from 
Texas to call for a division on the amendment. 

Mr. WIGFALL. A division was called for 
before the vote was announced. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Too late, 

Mr. WIGFALL. It was not too late. 
for a division. I insist on a division. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Texas inform the Chair that he asked for a 
division before the result was announced ? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Ido. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PUGH called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, (who had voted in the af- 
firmative.) I will withdraw my vote, being paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Ax- 
THONY] on all these questions. 


Task 


Mr. POLK (who had voted in the negative.) I 
voted under a misapprehension, and I must with- 
draw my vote, I forgot that I had paired. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘If there be no ob- 
jection, the votes will be withdrawn. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. On all questions of this 
sort, I have paired with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Camenon.] I want to inquire if 
any Senator on the other side can tell me how he 
would vote on this question. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Cameron is with us on 
this question. 

Mr, BINGHAM. I object to the Senator from 
Tennessee voting. : 

Mr. NICHOLSON. I cannot vote, unless some 
Senator on the other side will authorize me to do 


80. 

Mr. KING. I think the safer way would be 
not to vote. Of course there are doubts about 
everybody. I will not undertake to say how the 
Senator from Pennsylvania would vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 19; 
as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Clark, 
Clingman, Fessenden, Foot, Green, Hunter, Johnson of 
Arkansas, King, Mason, Pugh, Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Crittenden, Dixon, Doug- 
las, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Latham, Morrill, Pearce, Powell, Sebastian, 
Simmons, Ten Eyck, and Thomson—l9. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate being 
equally divided, the Chair determines the question 
in the affirmative. Sothe amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will barely remark that I 
hope some Senator will change his vote. I am 
satisfied that any amendment kills this measure. 
I regard the proposition as defeated by the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KING. How so? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam stating to the Senate, 
in all candor, the facts in regard to the matter. 
The House of Representatives has adjourned 
until ten o’clock on Monday morning. It will be 
utterly impossible, under their rules, to get the 
amendment acted on there, between that hour and 
the adjournment of Congress. The Senate might 
as well defeat the measure. Iam informed by 
members of the House of Representatives, who 
take great interest in the subject, that this amend- 
ment, or any other, is equivalent to a defeat of the 
measure. It is useless to send it to the House of 
Representatives with any amendment whatever. 

Mr. PUGH. If the members of the House of 
Representatives are really in earnest, in making 
any proposition which could relieve public appre- 
hension, I am confident they never will refase to 
agree to an amendment of the Senate which puts 
their intention into good English. If they do not 
intend it; if allthis has been merely playing false 
with the Senate and with the country, the sooner 
we understand it the better. In my opinion, this 
proposition, even as it stands, is of very little 
practical consequence. It declares that no future 
amendment of the Constitution shall ever confer 
upon Congress the power to abolish slavery within 
the States. The Constitution does not confer that 
power to-day. Every Senator on this floor, of all 
parties, agrees to that. I venture to say that there 
1s not even a Senator on my right (the Republi- 
can side) who pretends that the Constitution of 
the United States, to-day, authorizes Congress to 
abolish slavery within a State. 

Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. COLLAMER. 
Not one. 

Mr. PUGH. This merely declares that no 
future amendment shall authorize it, Buta fu- 
ture amendment may be passed by a two-thirds 
volte, which will as equally supersede this as su- 
persede the present Constitution. If this had 
provided that the article itself should not be 
amended, except with the consent of all the States, 
then it would have had some practical benefit. 
Even as it stands, itis of no more value to-day 
towards the pacification of the country, than the 
Constitution as it now exists—not a particle. 
The only thing valuable which I see in it is, that 
it invokes the States themselves in their sovereign 
capacity, to consider the fact that this Congress, 
by the shortness of its term, has been unable to 
arrive at a satisfactory conclusion. If lam told by 
my honorable friend from Hlinois, that the House 
of Representatives has been juggling with us and 
juggling with the country, that it will insist upon 
bad grammar rather than vote a proposition to 
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which nobody dissents, I ask Senators on all 
sides, why is it worth our while to waste time in 
the last hours of the session with this?’ Shall we 
interpolate into the Constitution of the United 
States a sentence which we, ourselves, cannot 
understand ; which must be referred to the judicial 
inierpretation, anå where the judges themselves 
will be at loss? Or, as I said before, if we can- 
not preserve the Constitution intact, or its prin- 
ciples, or preserve the Union; shall we preserve 
at least the purity of the English language? As 
the resolution now stands amended, I am ready 
. to vote for it, not that [ think it offers anything 
substantial, but that Í will not make controversy 
with the House of Representatives on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. I want to make a single sug- 
gestion as a matter of fact, and not to make an 
argument, I am informed, and suppose there is 
no doubt of the fact, that the House of Represent- 
atives have substantially adjourned. They have 
adjourned to meet on the 4th day of March next, 
one day beyond their constitutional existence, so 
that substantially they have adjourned without 
day; and any idea of their concurring in any 
amendment we may make is absurd, because tlicy 
have adjourned to a period beyond their consti- 
tutional existence. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That is not so. 

Mr. HALE. 1am told it is not so; that the 
legislative day lasts until meridian has been set- 
led fully; it lasts until Monday at noon. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And they have ad- 
journed until Monday. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Monday, at ten o’clock. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. But why shall we put 
this resolution at hazard by an amendment to 
correct some misprision in language? It is only 
an awkward and bad expression at last. Its of- 
fense is not that itis bad gramraar, in my opin- 
ion, but that it is a very awkward and ungrace- 
ful sort of expression. It is as much as to say 
that no future amendment shall authorize Con- 
gress, or give any power to Congress, to do so 
and so. My friend from Ohio is mistaken in sup- 
posing that it is of no consequence. It does not 
cover the whole ground, but it covers a part of 
the ground, particularly as our contry is now. 
There are seven out of the’ fifteen slaveholding 
States that we may consider as seceding. Itleaves 
but eight in the Union; so that already the non- 
slavcholding States have a two-thirds majority. 
Now, with this great majority, the slaveholding 
States have increased apprehensions, and only 
ask, for their satisfaction and contentment, an in- 
creased security, exactly proportionate to their 
altered condition in the Union. It seems to me, at 
any rate, it will be manifesting some sort of dispo- 
sition to satisfy and content them, and I hope it 
will be adopted in that view. But the question is 
decided, unless some gentleman chooses to change 
his vote. We have,on a question of mere gram- 
mar, a correction of language, put at hazard this 
joint resoiution. { move that the vote adopting 
the amendment be reconsidered. 

Mr. MASON, The Senator did not vote for it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I beg pardon. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Butit was a tie vote of the 
Senate; and cannot a motion to reconsider come 
from one side as well as the other? [**Oh,no.’’] 

Mr. PUGH. If Senators desire it, although I 
shall vote against the motion, I move areconsid- 
eration. l shall certainiy vote to stand by the 
amendment, 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PUGH. Lask for the yeas and naysagain 
on my amendment. It is suggested by my friend 
from Kentucky that there may be some change. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I voted for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio before, because I 
thought it right in itself, though it is very proba- 
ble that its adoption may defeat the resolution. 
IfI regarded the resolution as of the least practi- 


tical consequence, I should not hesitate to vote } 


against the amendment; for, though the resolu- 


tion is in bad grammar, and ought tobe amended, | 


everyvody wouid understand what it means. But, 
sir, I have looked on this resolution asa mere 
tub thrown to the whale. I did not suppose any 
Senator expected the Constitution to be amended 
in this way; but it was thrown out to make the 
public suppose we were doing something. I do 
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not believe the judicious part of the public would 
| attach any weight to it. I vote for the proposi- 
tion; but that it will receive the votes of three 
j fourths of the States in the next five years, I do 
not suppose; and if it did, I presume it would not 
affect the public mind very seriously. Neverthe- 
less, as gentlemen who are here think ita matter 
of very great consequence that this resolution 
should be passed, I have made up my mind to 
vote against the amendment of my friend from 

Ohio. I thought before, that this being a mere 
fancy matter, it was better to put it in the best 
shape; but as its friends think otherwise, I shall 
vote against the amendment, and allow it to pass 
as it came from the House of Representatives. 

. Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I consider the 
vote which I shall cast on this resolution as one 
that affects the destiny of my own section of the 
country, and particularly of my own State; be- 
cause, If it be adopted sincerely by the other side, 
it is adopted as an inducement to half the south- 
ern States to separate themselves from the rest. I 
know that what I shall say on this question meets 
with the non-concurrence and dislike of some Sen- 
ators from the South; but such Senators should 
have the tolerance to allow us to act honestly 
here, though it may be inconsistent with their 
views. Í differ as widely from them in the justice 
and rightfulness of their course as they possibly 
can from me as to the justice and wisdom and 
rightfulness of mine. It is a difference of opinion 
that is honest, I believe there are southern men 
here who are sacrificing their own country, sacri- 
ficing it forever, and are striking the worst and 
most fatal blow at it, when they divide their own 
people, and give them up, by paréels and divis- 
ions, to a future that has no limits, it seems to 
me, in its sufferings, its degradations, and its 
injuries, 

Thisis the way that I look atit; and I am sorry 
that I am compelled so to lookat it. I believe there 
are southern Senators who are sacrificing their 
own country and their own people, and those 
whom they love most dearly, and for whom the 
would fight most warmly, to the last drop of their 
blood. [Í regard this proposition as one of the 
most treacherous offerings ever made to the weak- 
ness and timidity of those who are now advocat- 
ing, and will continue to advocate to the last, sub- 
mission upon the part of the South on almost any 
terms that will keep them connected with the north- 
erp States of the Union. ; 

I cannot but believe that, when the South is 
separated, there will have been achieved what 
almost the whole vote on the northern side of this 
Housé desires. I do not believe there will be any 
war as long as five or six or seven States of the 
South can be held within this Union; but rejoicing 
and bonfires will be found all through those States, 
that they may put the torch to them; and the song 
of rejoicing will be sung, if what are called the 
cotton States be thrownoff. I regard it asa fatai 
folly for gentlemen of thc South to endeavor to 
have something offered to the border States that 
may induce them to remain in the Union, without 
a full and fair settlement of the whole question, 
that would bring back all the southern States to 
this Confederacy. There is no settlement that I 
shall ever consent to vote for here that I do not 
believe will bring back all the States, and not only 
preserve a union, but restore the Union which we 
originally had—the Union which was given to us 
by the Constitution. So help me God, I will deal 
in no half-way measures. I will do nothing as 
a trap for my own people, orany portion of them, 
or any part of the people of any State; and I will 
not, by voting for this proposition, aid in sceming 
to restore the Union, when I know the effect is 
simply to divide the people who are to be pre- 
scribed under this Government. I will not cast 
a vote of that sort. i 

Appeals come to me personally to act in this 
matter as I feel that it is utterly inconsistent that 
I should act, when I consider that I discharge a 
duty here which rises above all personal consid- 
erations, and which can have no connection with 
the common passages of friendship through life. 
I will not vote for this resolution. I had desired 
not to cast a vote on itat all; but I sec that it is 
pressed; I sce plainly the coloring which, from 
the beginning, Í expected. 1 not only will not 
vote for the proposition itself, even when it is put 
in good English and good grammar, but I shall 
look upon each vote that comes from the other 


side of the House for it as insincere and h- 
less as any other vote they may give to sustain 
the * Constitutiomasit is. T. y have violated: 
the Constitution over and often: in ‘many respec 
They 


their principles are‘ inconsistent with it? 
never will act squarely by it wnlegs there isa rev 
olution of public sentiment‘in’ this country to. 
which they themselves will have to yield;or which: 
will compel them to yield their seats to' those who 
will hereafter observe the terms of the Constita- 
ton. ; 

That is the feeling I have, and the way [look 
atit. If Sgnators think I am in error; I hope 
they will have the tolerance at least to allow that 
there are some others who are honest as well às 
themselves, and who are sincere in a désire fo 
have the good of the country secured, and ‘the 
whole Union restored, and to have their own sec- 
tion protected: Tam sincerely sorry that there 
should be manifestations, such as I have ‘scen 
around me, of intolerance to the opinions ‘which 
are expressed by me under these circumstances. 
I shall vote against the ‘resolution as a delusive- 
affair, calculated to deceive. I shall-vote against 
itas a thing that is brought here for the purpose 
of dividing brethren. -I shall vote against it-be- 
cause I verily believe each southern Senator 
should say: * Give us no part ofa settlement; give 
us a fair, full, complete one; and do not beguile 
and lull us, and sacrifice us in our’ attachments, 
as this is calculated ‘to do.” ; eee 

Mr. GWIN. I voted against this amendment 
on the representation of friends as I came into the 
Senate just before the vote was announced, and 
did not understand precisely what it was. I shall 
now vote for the amendment. My principal rea- 
son is, that if this joint resolution is the only 
measure that is to be passed by this Congress, I 
think it is delusive; I do not think it will quiet the 
country; it is not, in my judgment, that which 
we are called upon by our constituents to pass. 
We should pass some measure that would have 
the effect, at least, of a reconstruction of this Gov- 
ernment, if we cannot restore harmony between 
all the original States, and bring back those that 
have seceded. : : 

I have not occupied the time of the Senate at 
all, during this or dhe last session, in debating this 
subject. I have considered that the State from” 
which I come, I may say both of the States on 
the Pacific, occupy a peculiar position on the sla- > 
very question. My colleagues in this body, and 
in the other House, have differed from mein res 
gard to the propriety of our discussing the’sla- 
very question here. During the last session of 
Congress I gave a warning to the country, stating 
that, in my judgment, if the Republican party 
succeeded in electing their President, it would 
jeopardize the Union; and my warnings and pre- 
dictions then, have now become facts, known to 
the whole country. Since that time, and during 
this session, I have not spoken on the question at 
all. Whenever-the occasion presented, I have 
voted for the propositions of the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen;] and I want an 
opportunity of voting for the resolutions of that 
Senator as they were amended in the Senate, be- 
fore they were superseded by the proposition of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, (Mr. Crarx.] 
I wish to record my vote again in favor of those 
resolutions, if I can, before this session expires. 
If the passage of this joint resolution from the 
House of Representatives is all that is to be done 
during this session, I do not believe it will have ` 
the effect of quieting the country, or restoring the 
Union of the States as it existed at the beginning 
of this session of Congress. : 

For these reasons I shall vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Puen.] I 
believe that if we fail to pass the joint resolution 
of the House of Representatives, we may get 
some other measure through the Senate before 
we adjourn that will be more satisfactory to the 
country than that measure. 

Mr. BAKER. What? 

Mr. GWIN. I believe we can pass the resolu- 
tions of the peace conference that have been sent to 
us, with the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Hunrer.} Certainly we can through 
the Senate, if I am not greatly mistaken, if we 
get any. aid from the Republican side of this 
Chamber. 

There is not a member of this body, or a man 
in this whole Union, who would go further than 
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I would to quiet the country and to restore the 
Confederacy as it existed but a short time since. 
1 am one of those who recognize the great diffi- 
culties that are in the way of that restoration. I 
sce it can only come about by a reconstruction; 
and if there is any hope held out to the country 
that that reconstruction will take place, it should 
be by passing through this body measures that 
will give confidence in both sections that, if they 

- are carried out, this Government may go on upon 
its old foundations. 

Sir, I come from a State not directly interested 
in this slavery question. I have no authority to 
speak for the people I represent here Sn this ques- 
tion, because they speak for themselves. Nobody 
is authorized to speak for that State on this floor, 
as to what they will or will not do; because they 
area thinking people, and will be governed by the 
dictates of wath and honor, disregarding the opin- 
ions of those whom they have sent here to legislate 
on other subjects. They love the Union, and ar- 
dently desire to have it perpetuated. Acting on my 
own sentiments, believing that the representation 
of the Pacific coast, by acting asa body, in voting 
together in favor of some compromise that would 
quiet both sections of the country, might do much 
good, I have not spoken on this question, but 
waited for the time to come when [could vote. I 
believe the passage of this House resolution, if 
that is to be all that will be done by the Senate, 
will not quiet the country and restore the Union 
that the people of California so love and vener- 
ate; and for that reason, I shall not be privy, by 
my vote, to the passage of this joint resolution, 
as the only measure that is to pass through Con- 
gress. Give us some guarantee that the Critten- 
den resolutions shall pass the Senate before we 
adjourn, and by the aid of Republican votes, and 
I will withdraw my opposition to the House res- 
olution. It would gladden the hearts of millions 
of our people, if the Crittenden resolutions should 
pass this Senate, even in the expiring hours of 

this Congress. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I have not been 
without hope that some Senators on this side of 
the Chamber voted upon the amendment without 
the reflection which they intend to give before 
they vote again. Itisa mistake from the begin- 
ning to the end to suppose that anybody pretends 
that the mere passage of this resolution is a set- 
tlement of the complicated questions at issue be- 
tween the two sections of the Confederacy. Ido 
not apprehend that anybody proposes this as a 
settlement, The most that can be said about it 
is, that it is one step towards it. {tis not, how- 
ever, upon that view at all that I feel inclined to 
nlace it, Iputit upon an entirely different ground. 

tis this—I address myself for the moment now 
to the Republicans: for more than twenty years 
L have been arguing before the people that all the 
objection made by our southern brethern.to us, 
that we really did intend to interfere with their 
domestic institutions, was untrue and unfounded. 
I have really believed that; L do believe that to- 
night; and I am anxious, upon the most solemn 
occasion which offers to me in my life, to record 
my expression of it. 

‘Now, what is the objection toit? There are 
many gentlemen here who consider themselves 
pledged against compromise. Sir, there are many | 
forms of expression about compromise, One set 
of genlemen say, ‘no compromise with traitors.” 
Well, E am sorry to believe that South Carolina, 
Mississippi, and Alabama are traitors in that 
sense of the word. Whether it is to be a suc- 
cessful treason or not, time is to determine; but I 
will go with my friends upon this side of the 
Chaniber and say, ‘no compromise with trai- 
tors”? More than that; | will say, “ no compro- 
mise with threats of secession.” That is a long 
way to go. Thatis not the question here. lam 
not proposing compromise with anybody, much 
less with traitors. When I go to North Carolina 
and say, “let us vote for this resolution,” I do 
not say, ‘I offer you this to stay in the Union.” 
I havc an abiding hope that they do not mean to 
go out. When I say to Virginia, ‘‘ come, let us 
vote for this resolation,” I do not mean to say, 
“ Virginia, you are going out of the Union, and 
Į mean to keep youn.’ 1 say it because I be- 
lieve you are not; because I really do want fel- |, 
lowship and brotherhood with you; and therefore 
Į vote for this to allay your apprehensions. Nay, 
more than that, I vote for it to remain consistent, 


How often in my life, debating in earlier days, I 
will not say better ones, with my distinguished 
friend from Mlinois, (Mr. Dovenas,] when his 
Democracy has led him to say, and I have no 
doubt to believe, that the old Whig, or more es- 
pecially a Republican party, were not inclined to 
give, by their action, guarantees to the South, have 

contended that we never had a dream of inter- 
fering with their domestic institutions. Now, 
sir, what I have said upon the stump, what I 
have said in debate, what L have said in essay and 
discussion, I believed then, Í believe now, and I 
will-vote for. Why not? 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the leave of the 
Senator from Oregon, I move that the doors be 
opened. There are very many ladies in the gal- 
lery, and their friends are out in the corridors, 
and I move that the gallerics be opened. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Is the motion in order at 
this time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the motion is in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have numerous con- 
stituents who have arrived in town to-night, who 
are anxious to witness the deliberations of this 
body. The other House has adjourned over to 
Monday; and they will never have another op- 
portunity to see us, because next week we shall 
be in executive session all the time. I hope the 
doors will be opened. 

Mr. WIGFALL called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. GWIN. I ask whether this motion can 
intervene in the midst of discussion on another 
question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 1t is in the nature 
of a privileged question. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. RICE (when his name was called) said: 
Not knowing whether we ave legislating for the 
country or the galleries, I vote “ nay;” being in 
doubt, 

The result was then announced—yeas 24, nays 
19; as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Grimes, Hafe, Hartan, Jobnson ot Tennessee, King, 
Latham, Morrill, Simmons, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Fitch, 
Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hanter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Lane, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, 
and Wigtali—19. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Sergeant-at- 
Arms will cause the doors on the right of the 
Chair to be opened, and on the leftalso, for spec- 
tators generally. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio to the joint reso» 
lution (H. R. No. 80;) and upon this question 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. {ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to withdraw the demand for the yeas 


and nya I made it myself. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, and others, ob- 
jected. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

Mr. BAKER. I think I was entitled to the 
floor. I gave way merely to the motion to open 
the doors, as a privileged question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair begs 
the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BAKER. Ibelieve I had aboutdefined what 
I intended to say. 1f I were to add anything, it 
would be this: Tam not without hope that my 


| past political life, in the presence of the few friends 
‘and the few enemies who have noticed it at all, 


bears me witness 
[Great confusion was created by the rush of 
spectators into the galleries, on the doors being 
opened, the noise drowning Mr. Baker’s voice. } 
Mr. FITCH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
It is impossible to do business here this evening. 
Mr. CLINGMAN,. Thope the motion will be 
put, and that the Senate will adjourn. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 


| been unable to hear any motion. 
I move that the Senate do now ! 


Mr. FITCH. 
adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Toadjourm or take 
a recess? 

Mr. FITCH. To adjourn. 

Mr. CLARK, Mr. HALE, Mr. FESSEN- 


DEN, and others, called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would suggest that there 
are bills not yet signed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Perhaps, ifthe call 
for the yeas and nays was withdrawn by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. PUGH. [ object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
call the roll. i 

Mr.BINGHAM. Lhopewe shall not adjourn. 

,The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
give directions to the Sergeant-at-Arms to admit 
no more persons into the galleries, on the right, 
than can be comfortably seated; and direct the 
doorkeepers, when that is the case, to see thatno 
more are admitted. 

Mr. MASON. Itis very manifest to me that 
the Senate is under the control of lawless power, 
that interferes with its deliberations. shall 
therefore vote to adjourn. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Fitch, Green, 
Hemphill, Mason, Polk, Pugh, and Wigfall---10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Chandler, Clark, Colla- 
mer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Dougtas, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of 
Tennessee, King, Latham, Morrill, Nicholson, Pearce, 
Rice, Simmons, ‘ten Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson--30. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio; 
and the Secretary will call the roll. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [had hoped that permis- 
sion would have been given. to my friend from 
Ohio to substitute another amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask to withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I intimated when I was 
up before that I regarded this amendment as im- 
material, and waived my vote for it; but, on hear- 
ing the proposition read, which I bad not an op- 
tunity of reading, for it had not been printed, I 
shalladhere to my vote; and I only hope, if this 
amendmentis to be adopted, that the Senator from 
Ohio will nrove another one, which I believe 
would be of practical value. 

Mr. BAKER. Would the Chair be kind enough 
to explain to me how I keep losing the floor all 
the time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stood the Senator from Oregon to say that he had 


finished. If he had not, he is still entitled to the 
floor. 
Mr. BAKER. Ihad not finished. Iam only 


afraid the Chair thought I ought to have finished 
I gave way for a motion to adjourn merely. I 
can close my remarks in five minutes. 

I meant to say, that in either aspect, if there 
are two in which such questions may gencraily be 
viewed, it appears to me, we shall make a great 
mistake if we do not vote for the amendment. In 
the first place, as a Republican, what will be said 
of me next year, when I attempt to refute the 
charge so often made, and so powerfully made, 
that we really do, in our secret hearts, intend to 
interfere with slavery in the States—what will be 
said of me if I refuse (if I do refuse) to vote for 
this amendment to put the question at rest for- 
ever? I cannot say I am threatened, and there- 
fore I will not; I cannot say I am opposed to 
compromise, and therefore { will not; because no 
threat is offered on this subject, and ne compro- 
mise proposed. Jam not compromising with any- 
body. Lam not conceding anything. I am only 
saying, by my solemn vote in the Senate, what I 
have been swearing by the throne of God all my 
life on the stump. I repeat, I believed it then, 
and I believe it now. . 

The honorable gentleman from Arkan-saw, or - 
Arkansas—I am not sure which it is yet—says 
the South will do very wrong to take this, because 
it deludes them. Deludes them in what? It only 
convinces reasonable men of what they have here~ 
tofore doubted. It is a proposition upon our part 
to make that certain which we have always said 
could be rendered certain. I do not delude my 
honorable friend from Arkansas by saying, sol- 
emnly, I do not propose to interfere with slavery 
in the States. I never will do it, F will agreeat 
never shall be done. [donot delude him in that. 
I am too considerate to believe that, if Arkansas, 
with the Senator at its head, proposes to go out 
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of the Union, I can keep them in by the passage 
of this resolution; and, sir, with no disrespect to 
him, I say that I shall vote for the resolution a 
great deal more out of respect for myself than 
respect to his opinions. 1 do not propose it to him 
to delude him, but I do not intend anybody else 
to delude anybody else about me; that is all. If 
that is any reason why gentlemen on the other 
side should not vote for it, they may have the full 
benefit of the declaration. : 

But now, beyond that, and higher than that, in 
aview which I believe no man ought to be unwill- 
ing or ashamed to take without reference to party, 
let us look at it. What do Senators say on the 
other side? They say, here are nine States trem- 
bling in the balance. They want to go out. Their 
State prideis roused; theirsectional pride is roused; 
their democracy is roused; they desire to go out; 
and they are being plicd with arguments upon 
every stump why they should go out; the great- 
est and chiefest of all being their conviction of the 
determined opposition of the free States to slavery 
in the South. Now, not as a party man, but as 
a national man, I propose to do my little to allay 
that excitement; I propose to extinguish that 
flame; I propose to destroy that argument. I 
think it will help to quiet things in Virginia, I 
know it will sustain good Union men in Ken- 
tucky—how far, I do not know. As compromise, 
as concession, it is not enough; itis none; but as 
assurance, making that doubly sure which we 
have asserted before, in my judgment, it may be 
everything. 

I add another word only. Gentlemen on this 
side of the House, if you are going to kill this 
measure, if you will not tell the truth on paper 
here, by a vote of the Senate, what you have been 
saying all your lives; if, although you really have 
said it and really have believed it, you will not 
stick to it now, vote againstitsquarcly. Donot 
let it be said we are going to write the epitaph on 
this proposition, possibly, Mr. President, of this 
Union; do not letus say, “died of bad grammar.”’ 
Do not let us put our objection to the amendment 
itself upon a hypothesis that possibly, probably, 
though by no means certainly, it is very bad Eug- 
lish. The greatest sentiments in the world have 
been expressed in very bad English. The noblest 
things that Milton ever uttered—that wonderful 
essay upon unlicensed printing—is full of what we 
now call bad English; Shakspeare yet more so. 
Who ever believed that the force, the power, the 
might, the spirit, the greatness, the grandeur of the 
mostimmortal sentiments ever uttered, were de- 
stroyed, or even marred, because, in the heat and 
enthusiasm of honorable and glorious debate, men 
did not stop to measure their words with the ac- 
curacy that mere word-mongers would desire? 
Why, sir, if I were ten times opposed to this meas- 
ure, I would not seek to defeat it thus. I would 
say, there is a measure not well written, but well 
meant. If] really desire to accomplish that pur- 
pose, I will risk the bad English. If I really 
want to defeat it, I will meet it fairly and squarely 
in the presence of my constituents and the world. 
I did not expect to see the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio, whom I have generally known where 
to find exactly, opposing this proposition upona 
question of bad English on the one hand, or of 
doubt of the sincerity of purpose of the House on 
the other. We can pass this amendment. We 
can put ourselves right. We can answer, as party 
men, many of the objections made to us; and we 
can do more than that: we can restore confidence 
to many portions of the country that we do really 
intend to do right to all sections of the Confed- 
eracy. When we have accomplished that, we 
have accomplished much. ` 

Mr. GWIN obtained the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
ator allow me one moment? 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
1 shall not say a discourteous word to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon. Í know the State he is from. 
I believe I knew it when he was from another. I 
regret to say that I was not in the Chamber to 
hear a portion of his remarks. {í was called out 
unavoidably. I hope the Senator has been mis- 
construed by some of my friends who heard him, 
who have thought that he has chosen to induige 
in personal disrespect to me. 

Mr. BAKER. As we are all straightforward, 
lct me set that right ina minute. Idid not dream 


Will the Sen- 


of any disrespect to the Senator. I could not by 
indirection, and Iam sure I would not by direc- 


tion. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Sir, I am glad 
he meets it in the way he does. It is all right, 


sir. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I do not object to 
this resolution on account of its being bad gram- 
mar. My objection goes a long way beyond.that. 
If it is to bea finality, it will not satisfy the coun- 
try; it will not accomplish the object I have at 
heart as much as man that breathes, to make us 
again a united, prosperous, and happy people. I 
hope that the Senator from Ohio, Me. Pvucu,] 
instead of making the issue upon this verbal alter- 
ation, will offer as a substitute the resolutions of 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] 
as they were matured in the Senate and voted 
upon. Thatis, in my judgment, a measure which, 
if it should pass the two Houses of Congress, or 
even the Senate, would be greatly calculated to 
quiet the excitement that now exists in the south- 
ern States. Nothing short of something approach- 
ing that will have the beneficial effects that we 
should desire from any measure passing through 
the Congress of the United States; and if we can- 
not get the coöperation of the House, we ought 
to pass them through the Senate. . Sir, I believe, 
if those resolutions had passed Congress at an 
early period of this scssion, and been submitted 
to the people, they would have been adopted hy 
a majority of millions; and upon that basis we 
could have reconstructed this Union, and put it 
upon a foundation on which it would last for- 
ever. 

Mr. PUGH. I am sorry that the Senator from 
Oregon has thought it necessary to go so far out 
of his way as to speak of my proposition asa 
word-monger. I merely proposed in regard to 
the proposition of the House of Representatives, 
to amend the Constitution of the United States, 
that it should be expressed in good grammar. 
There I was content to leave it, and there I did 
leave it, and there the Senate accepted it; but, my 
honorable friend, the Senator from Mlinois, warned 
the Senate that if we put this proposition into 
kood English, the House never would accept it. 

hen I say the House has been dealing falsely 
with the question; the House has never been sin- 
cere upon the question. 

Mr. BAKER. The Senator will allow me a 
moment. 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. -If he heard what I said, I so 
understood him; but the meaning of what I said 
was this: what then? Suppose the House has 
been dealing insincerely with us? Is that any 
reason now at this late hour, why we should de- 
feat an essential proposition? That is all I said. 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly not, if it be an essen- 
tial proposition; but I have appealed to the whole 
Senate, if there be one Senator of any party, who 
regards this proposition as adding one jot or tittle 
to the Constitution as it now stands. I defy any 
Senator of any party, if I take his past declara- 
tions to be true, who will rise here this night, and 
say that this adds anything to the present com- 
pact between the States. It says that no future 
amendment shall be made to give that power. 
Well, a future amendment must be made by two- 
thirds of the States, and this very proposition 
itself may be adopted by two-thirds of the States. 
Now what have we gained? Where is it essen- 
tial? Whatisit worth? Itis not worth the paper 
upon which it is written, except as a declaration 
of the good faith of the men who voted for it; that 
isall. If those gentlemen in the House of Repre- 
sentatives who voted for it, were notin good faith, 
if they would scruple upon a question of English 
grammar, I would not give a fig for the effect of 
their votes upon the country at large. 

Now, sir, { was greatly in hopes that the Sen- 
ate would have allowed me, by unanimous con- 
sent, to withdraw the demand for the yeas and 
nays, for! should then have withdrawn the amend- 
ment, and come to something practical. As it will 
be necessary under the rules of the Senate, despite 
my wishes, that we shall come to a vote upon 
this verbal amendment, I shall now propose an- 
other amendment, which will be next in order, 
which is to strike out all after the caption, “f Arti- 
cle thirteen,” and insert what I send to the Chair. 
Ìt is the Crittenden proposition. A 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


it, but was not-allowed to do so,- ~ ; 


state to the Senator from Ohio thatthis lastamend- 
ment is’ in the -nature of a-substitute.... Flis first 
amendment is an amendment to the original reso- - 
lution. The question upon his first amendment 
must be put before the substitute is offered. 
Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir; l intended to withdra 


Mr. HUNTER. I suppose there will” 
objection to withdrawing it by unanimous. con- 


sent. : : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Isthere unanimous 
consent? À 2 

Mr. KING. No, sir. ae 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is objection made? 

Mr. KING and:others. Yes, sir. EREE 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made 
by several Senators, and the question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, on-which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered.: » ` 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish tosay a word in reply 
to the statement of the Senator from Ohio, st 
this resolution does not do anything. - The reso- 
lution, if I understand its reading, declares that 
the Constitution shall not hereafter ‘be altered to 
give this power to affect slavery inthe States. I 
ask the Senator from Ohio if it will not put that 
particular branch of power, as to future amend- 
ments, just where the equality of the representa- 
tion of the States in the Senate is now put bythe 
original instrument. That is what I understand 
it does. We have one clause in the Constitution 
which you cannotamend, if you get seven eighths 
of the States; and you can ‘put another clause 
there by a constitutional majority that you can- 
not amend without getting the same votes asit 
required by the amendment, in my judgment. If 
this does it, itis not subject to the criticism that 
the Senator puts upon it. 

Besides, if it was subject to that criticism, do 

ou suppose three fourths of the States: of this 
Union, after having adopted an amendment in the 
serious manner provided by the Constitution of 
the United States, would ever deal in-bad faith 
towards the other fourth? Never, never. Thatis 
not the character of the American people, or. of 
the States of this Union; and whether this will 
be any more binding than other provisions of the 
Constitution, is not of serious import; because 
none of these amendments will be made without 
just cause, and good cause in the deliberate judg- 
ment of the people. I consider this criticism upon 
the doings of the House, therefore, to be unjusti- 
fiable. f believe they have acted in good faith; 
and I believe, in olden times, it would: be. consid- 
ered out of order to reflect upon the House and 
their conduct. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GREEN. I have paired off with the Sen- 
ator from New York, Mr. Sewanrv. 
© Mr. POLK (after voting in the affirmative) said : 
I wish to state that I had paired off with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, until nine o’clock. The 
time has now passed; but still, as he has not yet 
returned, I prefer to withdraw my vote, and will 
accordingly do so, with the leave of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. I shall not vote on this 
question, as I am paired off with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Cameron. 

The result was then announced—yeas 17, nays 
20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Chan- 
dier, Clingman, Durkee, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of Arkan- 
sas, King, Lane, Mason, Pugh, ‘Trumbull, Wigfall, and ` 
Wilson—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Clark, Collamer, Critten- 
den, Dixon, Douglas, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Latham, Morrill, Pearce, Rice, Sebastian, Sim- 
mons, Ten Eyck, Thomson, and Wilkinson—20. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on the other amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio. i 

Mr. MASON. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thereisan amend- 
ment pending which the Senator will allow to be 


read. 

Mr. MASON. I understand the amendment 

ending is a substitute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 

Mr. MASON. Is it in order to move a new 
substitute for it? I desire to offer as an amend- 
ment the proposition of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the amend- 
ment now offered by the Senator from Ohio 

Mr. MASON. | Let it be read. í 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is what the 
Chair proposes. , a 

The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That the folowing articles be, and are hereby, proposed 
and submitted as amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, which shall be valid to all intents and pur- 
poses as, part of said Constitution, when ratified by conven- 
tions of three fourths of the several States : 

ARTICLE I. 

In all the territory of the United States now held or here- 
after acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30, slavery or 
involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for crime, is 
prohibited, while such territory shall remain under territo- 
rial governinent. In all the territory now held or hereafter 
acquired, south of said line of latitude, slavery of the Afri- 
ean race is hereby recognized as existing, and shall not be 
interfered with by Congress; but shall be protected as prop- 
erty by all. the departments of the territorial government 
during its continuance; and when any Territory, north or 
south of said line, within such boundaries as Congress may 
prescribe, shall contain the population requisite for a mem- 
ber of Congress, according to the then Federa! ratio of rep- 
resentation of the people of the United States, it shall, if its 
form of government be repablican, be admitted into the 
Union on an cqual footing with the original States, with or 
without slavery, as the constitution of such new State may 
provide. 

: ARTIC I 

Congress shall have no power to abolish slavery in places 
under its exclusive jurisdiction and situate within the limits 
of States that permit the holding of slaves. 


Articus HE 
Congress shall have no power to abolish slavery within 
the District of Columbia so long as it exists in the adjoin- 
ing States of Virginia and Maryland, or either, nor with- 
out the consent of the inhabitants, nor without just com- 
pensation first made to such owners of slaves as do not 
consent to such abolishment. Nor shall Congress at any 
time prohibit officers of the Federal Government, or mem- 
bers of Congress, whose duties require them to be in said 
District, from bringing with them their staves, and holding 
them as such, during the time their dutics may require 
then: to remain there, and afterwards taking them from the 
District. 
Articre IV. 


Congress shall have no power to prohibit, or hinder the 
transportation of slaves from one State to another, or to a 
Territory in whieh slaves are by law permitted to be held, 
whether that transportation be by land, navigable rivers, or 
by the sea, But the African slave trade shalt be forever 
suppressed, and it shall be the duty of Coneress to make 
such laws as shall be neccessary and effectual, to prevent 
the migration or importation of slaves, or persons owing 
service or labor, into the United States from any foreign 
country, place, or jurisdiction whatever. 

Spe. Q That persons committing crimes against the rights 
of those who hold persons to service or labor in one State, 
and fleeing to another, shall be delivered up in the same 
miuiner as persons committing other erimes 3 and that the 
Jaws of the States trom which such persons flee shall be 
the test of criminality. 

Sere. 3. Congr Hall pass efficient laws for the punish- 
ment of all persons in any of the States, who shall in any 
manner aid and abet invasion or insurrection in any other 
State, or commit any other act tending to disturb the tran- 
quillity of its people, or government of any other State. 

ARTICLE Ve 

That, in addition to the provisions of the third paragraph 
of the second section of the fourth article of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, Congress shall have power to 
provide by law, and it shall be its duty so to provide, that 
the United States shall pay to the owner who shall apply 
for it, the full value of his fugitive slave, in all cases when 
the marshal, or opher officer, whose duty it was to arrest 
said fugitive, was prevented from so doing by violence or 
intimidation, or when, atter arrest, said fugitive was res- 
cued by force, and the owner thereby prevented and ob- 


structed in the pursuit of bis comedy for the recovery of his | 
fugitive slave, under the said clause of the Constitution and | 


the laws made in pursuance thereof. And in all such 
when the United States shall pay for such fugitive, they s 


a 


collecting a tax on the county or city in which s 
intimidation, or resene was committed, equal in amount to 
the sum paid by them, with the addition of interest and the 
of collection; and the said county or city, after it has 
said amount to the United States, may, for its indem- 
y, sue and recover from the wrong-doers or rescuers, by 
whom the owner was prevented from the recovery of his 
fugitive slave, in like manner as the owner himself might 
have sued and recovered. 
ARTICLE VI. 

No future amendment of the Constitution shall affect the 
five preceding articles, nor the third paragraph of the second 
section of the first article of the Constitution, nor the third 
paragraph of the second section of the fourth article of said 
Constitution; and noamendmeut shall be made to the Con- 
stitution which will authorize or give to Congress any 
power to abolish or interfere with slavery in any of the 
States by whose laws it is or may be allowed or permitted. | 

ARTICLE VIL. 

Sec. 1. The elective franchise and the right to hold office, 
whether Federal, State, territorial, or municipal, shall not 
be exercised by persons who are, in whole or in part, of the 
Atrican race. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I understand the question | 


to be upon the adoption of the amendment just | 
read, which is the proposition of the Senator from | 


i 


| country 


Kentucky, as a substitute for the House resolu- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. Foor, in 
the chair.) That is the question now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, unlikethe 
Senator from Oregon, I shall neither vote for the 
substitute, nor for the original proposition. The 
course which events have taken since the late 
presidential election is so new and strange to the 
people of the United States, so startling to the 
public mind, that the friends of the Constitution 
and the laws are fast arraying themselves to- 
gether to uphold the institutions of our cougtry, 
while its enemies are fast becoming consolidated 
for the purposes of its destruction. With the 
Federal Governmentin their hands, withthe Army 
and the Navy under their control, with the Presi- 
dent subject entirely to their will, with all the 
Federal patronage in their hands, with the Su- 
preme Court ever ready to decide all questions of 
constitutional law in accordance with their views, 
with the Senate under their control, with a ma- 
jority in the other end of this Capitol—thus in 
power and authority, in every branch and depart- 
ment of the Federal Government, its enemies, at 
the commencement of this session, deliberately 
proposed the overthrow and ruin of this Govern- 
ment, simply because the people of the United 
States, in strict conformity with the Constitution 
and the laws, elected Abraham Lincoln Presi- 
dent; for it is beyond all question, if Mr. Breck- 
inridge had been clectcd, there would have been 
no threats of dissolution, of disunion, of seces- 
sion, such as now fill the air. With no complaints 
against the Federal Government for grievances 
which cannot be redressed under the Constitution 
as it is, suffering no wrongs for which that in- 
strument does not provide the most ample remedy, 
these men, the enemies of this Union, the ene- 
mies of our Constitution, propose its overthrow 
and its ruin, because the Treasury of the Govern- 
ment is about to pass out of the hands of those 
who have despoiled it, and into the possession of 
those whom the people have selected to guard and 
protect it. 

1 will not allude to the subterfuges behind which 
the enemies of our Government seek to shield 
themselves, nor shall I refer to the miserable 
excuses which they offer for the monstrous crime 
of the destruction of this Government. Stripped 
of all disguises and unworthy evasions, let it be 
known, now and forever, in this Senate Chamber 
and throughout the civilized World, that the sole 
and only reason for which it is proposed to de- 
stroy this Government is, that a false, faithless, 
and corrupt Administration has been driven from 
power by the authority and majesty of the sov- 
ereign people, whose right it is torule this nation. 

Sir, what is the record which that party has left 
for the study of the people of this country ? Com- 
ing into power with an overflowing Treasury, in 
four short years it brings bankruptcy upon this 
nation. [ts chicf financial agent, after having 
brought disgrace and ruin upon the land, after 
having bronght bankruptey upon this nation, 
secks to shield himself from the indignation of an 
outraged people by taking refuge beneath the black 
bannerof treason. The Secretary of War, charged 
by his oath of office with the management of the 


| military affairs of the proudest nation on earth, 
have the power to reimburse themselves by imposing aud it 


aid violence, | 


instead of conducting those affairs for the protec- 
tion of the people of this great nation, employs 
the power thus confided for the purpose of enrich- 
ing himself and corrupt party favorites, turns the 
military power of this country into the hands of 
its enemies, despoils, by illegal, corrupt, and 
fraudulent acts of his, the people’s Treasury, and 
refuses protection, in the hour of peril, to the 

s truest and most noble defender. He, 
too, after having blackened his own character; 
after having blackened the reputation of his own 
country, and after having defamed, in the name 
of his own State, the home of Washington, he, 
too, to shield himself from the indignation of an 
outraged people, takes refuge beneath the same 
black banner of treason. 

‘Lhe Secretary of the Interior, charged by his 
oath of office with the management of the internal 
affairs of this great nation, sworn to support the 
Constitution and the laws, while thus acting un- 
der that oath, goes forth upon a mission to devise 
ways and means to provide for the dissolution of 
that very Union which he was sworn to support; 


and while thus acting in violation of his oath, his 
own Department is being robbed of a marvelous 
amount by an especial and confidential agent and 
friend, himself a secessionist, who thought it was 
necessary to protect himself with his southern 
friends by publicly declaring in a city paper that 
he would not hold office under a black Republi- 
can President. Why, sir, this action of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior is so strangely inconsistent, 
so violative of his oath of office, so criminally 
violative of every principle of right, so much in 
utter disregard of his own oath, that his own 
“friends are shocked and disgusted at his transac- 
tions. 

It was against this Administration, with which 
these men were connected, that the people last 
fall rendered their verdict; and now we are asked 
to apologize for that decision; we are asked to 
apologize for hurling such men from power; we 
are asked to apologize for turning out the vam- 
pires who have preyed upon the Treasury of this 
country. Was ever crime more bold, audacity 
more defiant, or treason more daring than this? 

Mr. President, when I came to the capital at 
the commencement of this session, it was my hope 
that, through calm and conciliatory action, the 
clouds that seemed to “lower upon our house”? 
might break away, and leave the clear, bright sun 
of peace to shine upon us once more. It wasmy 
hope that in the action of the people which bad 
just taken place, in the decision at the polls in last 
November, the defeated would have acquiesced, 
as it has been our part to have yielded in the past. 
But, sir, in this my hopes have been mistaken, 
The course which the debate took in the early 
part of this session had a tendency to lead to any- 
thing but good or profitable results. On this side 
of the Chamber we were immediately met by vio- 
lent and inflammatory harangues, by bitter invec- 
tives and personal abuse thrown to us from the 
other side of the Chamber, until it became ap- 
parent to every man of common observation that 
nothing like conciliatory action could be had here. 
For neither individuals nor communities are likely 
to be driven from the support of their principles 
and their convictions through the agency of 
threats and denunciations. 

Why, sir, we were told by gentlemen from that 
side, who had upheld this Administration, all 
reeking with fraud and villainy as it was, that we 
were chargeable with the destruction of this Gov- 
ernment, We were told, in the early part of this 
session, that we must surrender our principles; 
we must lay down our convictions; we must cease 
to talk about the question of personal liberty or 
of personal right; or else, they told us, this Union 
would be broken up forever. Well, sir, in making 
these unreasonable demands, in giving utterance 
to these violent and abusive threats, the people of 
the South have acted under a fatal mistake. I 
know that heretofore the people of the South have 
looked upon the northern people as craven. I 
know they have considered them cowardly. I 
am well aware they have regarded them as ae 
powerless beneath the crushing weight of the 
moneyed influence of the country; and in this our 
neighbors have had too great reason for so believ- 
ing. I know that heretofore, whenever threats 
like these have been uttered by the South, her 
people have regarded the trading interests of the 
East, and the commercial men of our northern 
cities, as their natural allies, ever ready to bow 
down at the bidding of the South, and to surren- 
der to any demand which might be made of them. 
I know well that heretofore this trading, moneyed 
influence of the North has exerted a mighty power 
in controlling even the political action of the 
country; but here the South has made one great 
mistake. Since the compromise of ten years 
ago, the last of the compromises, a great West 
has sprung up, full grown and powerful, which 
sends my friend from Michigan [Mr. CHANDLER] 
and others here, who havea little more backbone 
and a little more nerve, I apprehend, than some 
of our eastern Republicans; and here 1s where our 
southern friends made a little mistake. 

But, sir, what was theirdemand? What was 
their claim? The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Iverson] said: *‘ You must give up to us the Ter- 
ritories of this whole country; we will carry our 
slaves into all the Territories of this nation, or we 
will destroy this Union; we will haye that right 
in the Union, if we can get it; out of the Union, 
if we cannot.” Now, sir, we had just decided 
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that question.. This extraordinary demand came 
to us within four weeks from the time that. the 
people of this great country had, by their solemn 
and overwhelming verdict, declared that they 
would not do-any such thing. Hf I understand 
the position which those gentlemen took, it was 
this: ‘Surrender your convictions, you people of 
the North; you craven Black Republicans, lay 
down your political convictions; give them all up; 
give us all the Territories of this country, and let 
thig nation be a pro-slavery nation, and we will 
condescend to remain in this Union.” I will let 
some of my friends from the East and from the 
commercial seaports answer for themselves; but, 
Mr. President, the people of the Northwest plant 
themselves upon the verdict of the 6th of Novem- 
ber Jast; and I, for one, declare here that I shall 
vote for no proposition whatever which recedes 
one inch from that verdict. I have no right, asa 
yepresentative of the people, to barter offor to traffic 
away that decision,and I say plainly I never will 
do it. 

But we are told that we must make concessions 
to the South, or they will go out. Now, sir, let 
us look at this question fora moment. Whathave 
we to concede? What have we got, poor Black 
Republicans, as they call us, to concede? What 
have we ever had in this country ? When did we 
ever have the power? When did we ever make a 
law in the United States? When have we ever 
taken a single tithe or a jot or a tittle from your 
rights? When did we ever take one tittle from 
your constitutional liberty or your constitutional 
rights? Never! never! for we never had the 
power to do it. 

Let us look at the history of this question for 
one moment. I intend to be brief. In 1850, you 
said that the country was in danger; the Consti- 
tution was in danger; the Union was in danger. 
And why? Because the people of the North 
claimed that the Wilmot proviso should be ap- 
plied to all the Territories which had been acquired 
from Mexico. There was a good deal of strife 
aboutit; and Mr. Clay—a very great man, whose 
memory I adore to-day—came forward to settle 
this question. How did he propose to settle it? 
In the first part of the session of Congress of that 
year, he offered a series of resolutions, and after- 
wards proposed a series of bills which carried out 
the theory of the resolutions he had introduced. 
Here are two of those resolutions: 

“ Resolved, That California, with suitable boundarics, 
ought, upon her application, to be admitted as one of the 
States of the Union, without the imposition by Congress of 
any restriction in respect to the exclusion or introduction 
of slavery within those boundaries. 

& Resolved, That as slavery does not exist by law, and is 
not likely to be introduced into any of the territory acquired 
by the United States from the Republic of Mexico, it is 
inexpedient for Congress to provide by law either for its 
introduction into, or exclusion from, any part of the said 
territory ; and that appropriate territorial governments ought 
to be established by Congress in all of the said territory 
not assigned as the boundaries of the proposed State of 
California, without the adoption of any restriction or con- 
dition on the subject of slavery.” 

That was the principle introduced here by the 
great Henry Clay. What was that principle? 
My friend from Ilinois [Mr. Douaxas] says that 
was the great doctrine of non-intervention; and 
soitwas. I knowthey were a series of proposi- 
tions which the North did not like very well, be- 
cause there were some propositions among them, 
to which I shall not allude, which shocked the 
sense of the northern people, and which they 
turned from with disgust and contempt. But Mr. 
Fillmore came inas President of the United States, 
and threw the whole force of his administration 
in favor of the compromises of Henry Clay; and 
the people of the North surrendered their private 
convictions and their private feclings, and sus- 
tained that compromise. What followed? Ina 
very short time, some two or three years, my 
friend from Ilinois started up here and proposed 
to tear down the compromise of 1820, because it 
was in violation of the principles of the compro- 
mise of 1850, introduced here by Henry Clay. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Nicuotson] 
stated in his speech, some time since, that the first 
fatal stab which was made at this Union, and to 
the peace of the country, was when the Repub- 
lican party met in Philadelphia, in 1856; and the 
Senator from Uiinois [Mr. Doueras] says that 
the whole source of all this difficulty is the agita- 
tion on the part of the anti-slavery men of the 
North. Now, Mr. President, I think these gen- 


tlemen must go a little further back in the histor 
of events, if they will find the true cause of ail 
this difficulty and of all this estrangement of feel- 
ing. When the gentlemen from the South, fol- 
lowing the lead of the Senator from Hlinois, pro- 
posed to tear down the time-honored compromise 
of 1820, that barrier against. the aggressions of 
slavery on this continent, in a time of profound 
and undisturbed peace, they threw open the flood- 
gates which let in this angry tide of sectional 
strife and of fiery controversy which now threatens 
to destroy this Union. 

Now, sir, after having torn down one compro- 
mise, because it was inconsistent with the com- 
promise of 1850, the Senator from Kentucky and 
others come to us and ask us now to tear down 
this other compromise, in order that they may es- 
tablish slavery by irrepealable constitutionallaw, 
in all that Territory. If I were asked merely to 
restore the original Missouri compromise, as it 
stood without any amendment, without any addi- 
tions or qualifications, I do not know but I would 
be willing to do it; but when I am asked by the 
Senator from Kentucky, or any other man, to do 
what Henry Clay declared there was no earthly 
power could compel him todo, when Iam asked to 
tear down another compromise for the purpose of 
establishing—by irrepealable law—slavery upon 
a vast Territory, I say plainly, herein the Senate 
Chamber, and to the country, I will never do it; 
never! never! never! Loet me read what Henry 
Clay said then on that subject; for itis better than 
anything I can say: f 

“<1 owe it to myself, towe it to truth, I owe it to the sub- 
ject, to state, that no earthly power could induce me to vote 
for a specific measure for the introduction of slavery where 
it hag not before existed, either south or north of that linc.” 

Now, sir, how do they propose to get around 
this? Theysay it exists there, in this very Ter- 
ritory, concerning which Mr. Clay was then 
speaking. How doesitexist there ? By the very 
compromise which was introduced in 1850, which 
leaves the people there free to pass a law, or to 
repeal a law; and now that they have passed a 
law, we are asked here to come forward, and by 
constitutional enactment, declare that that law 
shall never be repealed. And whatis it? “Why, 
sir, the most barbarous enactment that ever was 
passed upon the face of the earth; a law which 
outrages all our ideas of humanity; a law which 
enables a sheriff to catch up a negro anywhere, 

ut him in jail, and sell himinto perpetual slavery 
if- nobody claims him; a law which I say out- 
rages the moral sense of humanity all over the 
world, and we are asked to fix this status, as they 
call it, of slavery. Why, sir, let my Republican 
friends who are afraid, vote for it. I will not. 

Mr. President, the excuses which have been 
made, particulariy here in this Senate Chamber, ` 
and throughout the country, for the destruction 
of the Government, I apprehend, are not the real 
reasons which govern the actions of those who 
are engaged in the destruction of the Govern- 
ment. Governor Wise, perhaps less prudent 
and more honest than many of his co-conspira- 
tors, has stated, in a letter which he wrote some 
time since, one of the causes for the proposed 
disruption of this Government. ‘* Remember,” 
said he, ** remember, too, that we are not only on 
the eve of the inauguration of a black power, but 
also at the end of another decade this very day, 
with another apportionment, undera new census, 
which is to dwarf still more our relative repre- 
sentative strength in the Union.’ Sir, the peo- 
ple ofthe South, moving on under the ban of sla- 
very, see the onward march of freedom on this 
continent. They see free States rising up, one 
after another. ‘They see this great tide of free 
population stretching out from theirsea-porttowns 
to the westward, crossing the great plains of the 
West, and colonizing, and making new Statesin 
a very short space of time. This is the reason. 

Sir, let me ask, do these gentlemen suppose 
that, by a disruption of this Government, they 
can stop this emigration? Do they suppose that 
by tearing down this great edifice, they can pre- 
vent the onward march of freedom on this conti- 
nent. [tell them that if they suppose any such 
thing, they are acting under a delusion—a false, 
a fatal delusion. A wise Government may accel- 
erate this great movement; it may render it more 


easy and harmonious; but even the destruction of 
| the Government itself cannot stop it. It is gov- 
| erned in its progress by a law higher than the | 


Constitution; and no op on which you can 
make will seriously affect its: movenients, o. 
If those who are engaged’ in the destruction of 
the Government suppose that theittreas¢ iL 
add to the power and dominion of slavery on this 
continent, or if they are acting under the delusi 
that a dissolution of the Union will permanently. 
repress the onward and triumphant march of free- 
dom, I apprehend that the sequel will disclose tò 
them the important truth that they are warring 
with an element too powerful and majestic to be- 
materially affected by any effort they can put 
orth. : : m4 

In this warfare you are encountering a power 
more potent than fleets or armies, a power before 
which the proudest conqueror is compelled to bow, 
and against which no nation is powerful enough 
to contend. You have declared a war against the 
public sentiment of mankind; and in this warfare 
you are bound to be vanquished. aoe 

Mr. President, I am well aware that the influ- 
ence which surrounds this metropolis, which per- 
vades this Chamber, and which clusters around 
the Representatives of the people in the other end 
of this Capitol, is strongly in favor of any sur- 
render, no matter how humiliating; no matter how 
degrading; no matter how violative of the princi- 
ples of liberty and justice such surrender may be; 
provided the moneyed interests of the commercial 
and trading districts of the country can be upheld 
and sustained. I know well that the tainted at- 
mosphere which surrounds us here is powerful 
in weakening the nerves and limbering the backs: 
of the representatives of the people; but ho who- 
yields to this trading, moneyed influence of our 
cities, will go home to the pure atmosphere of the 
country to meet the frownsof a betrayed and out- 
raged constituency, who are too pure to be bought, 
too shrewd to be betrayed, and too brave to be 
frightened into a degrading and base surrender 
of their principles. f 

The young State which I have the honorin part 
torepresenthere, will remain in this Union,and un- 
der the Constitution as itis, performing every duty 
which that Constitution imposes upon her, and 
ready at all times to make all reasonable sacrifices 
to preserve the peace and prosperity of the whole 
country. But when her people are required to sur- 
render their convictions, and to renounce their po-’ 
litical opinions, they never will submit to any such 
degrading humiliation; no, never. Lhaveno right 
to speak for anybody but myself, and the State J 
represent. But as for her and for myself, no 
matter what the consequences may be, we have 
taken no step from which we intend to recede. 
Standing upon the Constitution as if is, and the 
laws as they are, the people of my State are not 
willing that wrong shall be done to any State, or 
any portion of the people, but they demand that 
justice shall be done to all. Believing that they 
are right, the people of the Northwest will adhere 
to their convictions, faithfully performing every 
obligation they are under to every portion of the 
Union. No one has a right to demand more than 
this. No one has a right to ask us to give honds. 
for our good behavior. We are ready to perform 
every constitutional obligation; we are ready to 
comply with every law and with every duty that 
is imposed upon us; but we scorn the man, or the 
party, or the power, that asks us to give security 
and guarantees for our good conduct. We have 
a right in this Government, and when we elect.a 
President of the United States, under the Consti- 
tution and the laws, we claim, without any let, 
without any hindrance, without guarantees, eX- 
cept the Constitution of the country, that he shall 
be President of the: United States. Elect your 
man, and we bow down before him and yield all 
that the Constitution gives. You have no right 
to demand anything more than this of us. 

I have taken no particular pains to Inquire into 
the justice of your complaints, in regard to the so- 
called personal liberty bills; nor am I aware, that 
you have suffered any very great wrong from are- 
fasal on the part of the northern people to comply 
with the provisions of the law for the rendition of 
fugitives from labor. But I will say this, if you 
have any grievances against my State, or the peo- 
ple in our part of the country, present them; and, 
like brave men, as they are, and honorable men, as 
they are, they will, without any purchase, with- 
out any price, perform their constitutional obli- 
gations; but, sir, when you say to us that before 
‘entering into our own household—the houscheld 
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at the other end of this avenue, it being ours by 
the: Constitution and the laws—we shall give 
security that we will not violate the Constitution, 
I spurn it; anda proud people anywhere would 
spurn any such miserable surrender for any pur- 
pose whatever. The people of the Northwest 
will never consent to the idea of a southern con- 
federacy to take possession of the mouth of the 
Mississippi river. Already the madmen of the 
State bearing the name of that noble river have 
planted their batteries upon its banks, to exercise 
a control over the navigation of that great medi- 
terranean highway. Thisact of itself will lead to 
war. Itiswar. The bold, hardy, and determined 
millions of the mighty West, stand ready to-day 
to maintain the free navigation of that river, if to 
secure it they will be obliged to desolate its banks 
from the mouth of the Ohio to the Gulf of Mex- 
ico. Much has been said in this Chamber, and 
out of it, against coercion and civil war. Tam 
well aware that there are at the South a noble 
army of true and faithful friends of the Constitu- 
tion, who are putting forth all their efforts to save 
the Union from destruction, and to avert the hor- 
rors of civil war. Iam prepared to join hands 
with the friends of our common country to avert 
so fearful a calamity. To accomplish this high 
end, I will yield much that under other circum- 
stances I would not surrender. I sincerely hope 
and pray that.we may recover from this revolu- 
tion, without bringing war, with all its attendant 
horrors, upon us. But if war must come, I have 
an abiding faith that the flag of the Union—the old 
JSlag——will in the future, as it did in the past, wave 
in glory and in triumph over the vanguard of a 
victorious American Army. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. As the Senator from Ohio 
has moved an amendment to the resolution, I 
desire to move an amendment to. the amendment; 
and upon that subject 1 shall ask the vote of the 
Senate. Itisnotmy purpose at this time to enter 
into any extended remarks; but desire, by the 
additional section which I propose as an amend- 
racnt te that offered by the Senator from Ohio, to 
ascertain whether we are to gain the desired re- 
sult at which all these propositions are aiming. 
) understand the propositions offered by the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky to be for the pur- 

pose. of preserving the American Union, Mr. 
President, 1 am willing to do much to preserve 
the American Union, I glory in that Union. 
Whatever might be called upon me personally to 
do or to sacrifice, I would be willing to do or to 
sacrifice to maintain it; but, sir, if Lam called upon 
to make sacrifices, [desire to know that I am to 
ebtan the Union for which I am called upon to 
sacrifice; and therefore, Mr. President, without | 
any remarks further, I desire to move, asanamend- 
ment to theamendment of the Senator from Ohio, 
an additional section, declaring that— 

No State or any part thereof, heretofore admitted or 
hereafter to be admitted into the Union, shall Dave power 
to withdraw from the jurisdiction of the United States 5 
and this Constitution, and all laws p ed in pursuance of 
its delegated powers, shall be the supreme law of the land 
therein, anything contained in any constitution, act, or 
ordinanee of any State Legislature or convention to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

And upon that I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Irise to express the hope 
that we may be permitted to get a vote on these 
resolutions. We are now expending the whole 
night—all the time we have lett of this session— 
in discussing these questions, when certainly it 
can do no good, and may do great harm. One 
harm itis doing is, that it is preventing us from | 
acting onagreat many very necessary and worthy 
bills that remain now undisposced of. These are 
postponed until we do get a vote on this question. 
These amendments are only offered for the pur- 
pose of delay; or, if that be not the motive, Itis 
the effect. Isthere a Senator who does not know | 
that if this joint resolution is amended in any 
manner whatsoever it defeats it in foto? The 
House has already adjourned over. [f it goes 
back to the House it is defeated. Why, then, 
should we occupy time in amendments to this 
proposition, when the inevitable effect is to defeat 
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the original proposition and amendments together? 

Allow me to inquire of the Senator from Wis- | 
consin, who offers this amendment, now that the | 
Cousutution shall be the supreme law ofthe land in 
ali the States, what he will gain by that? Ts notthe f 
Constitution the supreme law of the land in all the 
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l that are in favor of coercion. I hold that we have 


Statesnow? Does he fearthat there is any clause 
in the Constitution that authorizes anybody to 
disobey that instrument, unless you put it in as 
a condition to this amendment? Why then insert 
it? If the express provision of the Constitution 
as it now stands, declaring that that instrument, 
and all laws and treaties made in pursuance of it, 
are the supreme law, is not sufficient, what good 
willit be to put in this addition ? All these amend- 
ments tend to delay, tend to embarrass, tend to 
defeat, the original proposition, without doingany 
good whatever. I hope they may all be laid aside, 
that we may be permitted to take a vote on the 
original proposition. On the vote that was taken 
this morning by yeas and nays, there were but 
five voting against it. It is very remarkable that 
we should be kept here for hours, deprived of the 
opportunity of getting a final vote on a proposi- 
tion that there were not five men who had the 
hardihood to vote directly against. 

What are we to infer from this? Are we toin- 
fer that Senators vote on the record one way,and 
then try to defeat the proposition for which they 
vote, by motions for delay, by amendments, by 
indirection? Is that the inference? What other 
inference can we draw fromit? If the vote this 
morning of 39 to 5 was a sincere vote, why can- 
not we take the question now and pass the joint 
resolution? After that is passed, we can take up 
the proposition from the peace conference, and 
then all these speeches can be made. We can dis- 
cuss these questions after we have secured this 
one proposition. This one is within our reach. 
If we do not amend it, it will pass. If we amend 
it, we defeat it. Why, then, shall we amend it for 
the purpose of defeating it, if we are sincere in the 
votes we have recorded for it heretofore? I will 
not go into the discussion of these questions. I 
will not repel the imputations that have been cast 
on my public career at this time. After we get 
this resolution through, when the other questions 
come up, I may find it due to mysclf to make 
some remarks on the general question; but I rose 
to express the hope that we might have a vote on 
these amendments, vote down all amendments, 
good or bad, no matter what; for they are calcu- 
lated, # not intended, to defeat the original prop- 
osition. No man hopes that the amendment which 
he offers will become a law; no man, with full 
knowledge of what he is doing, can offer amend- 
ments for that purpose; there is no man in this 
body who docs not know that the effect of his | 
amendment, if adopted, is to defeat the original | 
AE een Limpugn the motives of no man; 
aut every one knows that such is the tendency of į 
these attempts to amend; and I hope, therefore, 
that the friends of the original proposition will 
vote down every amendment, pass the original 
resolutions, and then take up the peace conference 
proposition. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. The people of the United 
States, sir, havea right to know what isto be the 
effect of the passage of this, or any other measure 
of compromise. ‘The junior Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Powes.1] the other day took excep- 
tion to a letter which he presented, that purported 
to have been written by me. Ido not know or 
care whether I wrote it or not. He professes to 
be the friend, par excellence, of any compromise 
that is here proposed; and I desire to ask that 
Senator whether, after we bave adopted this, or 
any other compromise, he is prepared to go with 
me, and with the Union-loving men of this pation, 
for enforcing the laws of the United States in the 
thirty-four States of this Union. lask for areply; 
and [ pause for it now. 

Mr. POWELL. I will answer the Senator 
with a great deal of pleasure. F say now that I 
am for enforcing the laws in all the States thatare 
within the Union, but E am opposed to making 
Tam 
opposed to coercing seceding States. ThatI have 
declared in this Chamber on more occasions than | 
one heretofore. I am utterly and entirely op- 
posed to coercion. Lhave distinctly and explicitly 
declared that I believed that war on the seceding 
States would put an end toall hope of any recon- 
struction of the Union; and I hold that no true 
lover of the Union can be in favor of coercion. Fi 
believe it is only those who claim to be for the 
Union, and who are really not for it in their hearts, 


no right, under the Constitution, to make war | 


| upon these States, and | do not concur with the | 


Senator in the expression which he made use of 
in the letter written the other day, which he now 
declares he does not know whether he wrote or 
not 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nor care. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator told me that he 
believed it was correctly reported; that he had 
written it, but kept no copy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I adopt it. 

Mr. POWELL. I do not believe, as that Sen- 
ator has expressed himself in that letter, that this 
Union is not worth a rush unless there be a little 
blood-letting. Iam utterly opposed to that pol- 
icy. I believe those who advocate coercion are 
the worst enemies of the Union. Inaugurate that 
policy, and you will at once unite every southern 
State against those who attempt it. Inaugurate 
it, and you at once plunge this whole land in civil 
war. Inaugurate it, and you will do that which 
wise and just men, liberty-loving men throughout. 
the world, will-deprecate and scorn. I hope the 
Senator is answered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [amanswered. Now, sir, 
I would like the same answer from the Senators 
from Virginia, if they entertain the same views. 
It is just what I expected; it is just what I want 
the North to know; that those men who profess 
to be for the Union, with an “if,” areagainst it 
under all circumstances. Sir, I said in that letter, 
if I wrote it, that I believed it was necessary to 
have a little blood-letting, or the Union would not 
be worth preserving. {had high authority for 
that—authority which no Virginian will call in 
question; authority which no Democrat will call 
in question; authority which no patriot will call 
in question. Sir, Virginia, at one stage of her ex- 
istence, had reason to be proud of her great men. 
She had reason to be proud of her Washington, 
her Jefferson, her Madison, and her Monroe. 
She had reason to be proud of her Wirt and her 
William Henry Lee. She had reason to be proud 
of her Mason, and other men who fought the bat- 
tles of her country, and who stood forth before 
this nation as the intellectual giants and patriots 
of those days. 

But, alas, how have the mighty fallen! Where 
are these men or their representatives in positions 
of power or trust now? Sir, she may point to her 
Floyd, who, like Benedict Arnold, surrendered 
your forts and your arms—a man who goes down 
to everlasting infamy, with Judas Iseariot, Ben- 
edict Arnold, and all the traitors who have gone 
before him. Where now do you find the repre- 
sentatives of those old patriots of the Revolution? 
Sir, I bring one of them upon the witness-stand 
here to indorse the sentiment in regard to a little 
blood-letting. Thomas Jefferson—and no Vir- 
ginian dares stand up and call in question his 
Democracy and his patriotism; no patriot dare 
stand up and denounce him—in a letter written to 
Colonel Smith, dated Paris, November 13, 1787, 
said: 

“The people cannot be all and always well informed. 
The part which is wrong will be discontented in propor- 
tion to the facts they misconceive. Ifthey remain in quiet 
under such misconceptions, it is a lethargy, the forerunner 
of death to public liberty. We have had thirteen States in- 
dependent for eleven years. There has been one rebellion. 
That comes to one rebellion in a century and a half for 
cach State. What country before ever existed a century 
and a half without a rebellion? And what country can pre- 
serve its liberties, if its rulers are not warned from time to 
time that this people preserve the spirit of resistance? Let 
them take arms. The remedy is to set them right as to 
facts; pardon and pacify them. What signify a few lives 
lost in a century or two? The tree of liberty must be re- 
freshed from time to time with the blood of patriots and 
tyrants. It is its natural manure.” 

That is the authority of Thomas Jefferson on 
“a little blood-letting.’’ He says it is the natural 
manure of the tree of liberty; and because I inti- 
mated that “a little blood-letting’’ was necessary, 
perforce the Senator from Kentucky stands up 
here and avows that after we, the people of the 
North, have humbled ourselves on our knees, and 
begged him to accept anything that he may sce fit 
to demand, he turns round and proclaims to us 
upon this floor: “Iwill not support the Union 
after all your humility.”? I ask that the people of 
the North, that the people of this great Union, 
will notice that acknowledgment of the gentie- 
man; that they will understand it, and understand 
it just as it has been presented, He,and the men 
who coéperate with him, are against the perpetu- 
ation of the Union. After we have abased our- 
sclves, after we have evidenced humility on our 
knees, and begged them, for God’s sake, to save 
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this Union, what are we to gain? Nothing; for 
then we are told that the Union is finally and for- 
ever dissolved;and when we ask him what he will 
do with those traitors who have stolen our forts, 
who have fired upon our flag, who have murdered 
our citizens, who have stolen our very mints, 
whose generals in our Army have disgraced them- 
selves and placed themselves beneath Benedict 
Arnoid, he urges us to send commissioners to 
treat. May God forgive me if I ever consent to 
any such proposition! > 

Mr. President, this is not a question of com- 
promise; this is a question whether we have or 
have not a Government. If we have a Govern- 
ment, it is capable of making itself respected 
abroad and at home. If we have not a Govern- 
ment, let this miserable rope of sand which pur- 
ports to be a Government perish, and I will shed 
no tears over its destruction. Sir, Gencral Wash- 
ington reasoned not so when the whisky rebel- 
lion broke out in Pennsylvania. He called out 
the posse comitatus and enforced the laws. Gen- 
eral Jackson reasoned not so when South Caro- 
lina, in 1832, raised the black flag of rebellion. 
He said: ‘ By the Eternal, PI hang them;”’ and 
he would have done it. 

After these iilustrious examples, we are told 
that six States have seceded, and the Union is 
broken up; and all we can do is to ‘send commis- 
sioners to treat with traitors with arms in their 
hands; treat with men who have fired upon your 
flag; treat with men who have seized your cus- 
tom-houses, who have erected batteries upon your 
great navigable waters, and who now stand defy- 
ing your authority! What will be the result of 
such a treaty? You would stand disgraced before 
the nations of the earth. Your naval officers 
would be insulted by the Algcrines; your bonds 
would not be worth the paper on which they are 
written to-morrow, if you submitted to this deg- 
radation; your Government would stand upon a 
par with the Governments of South America and 
the Central American States. 

Sir, | will never submit to this degradation. If 
the right is conceded to any State to secede from 
the Union without theconsent of the other States, 
Lam for immediate dissolution; and if the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent will 
not follow that advice, I, for one, upon my own 
responsibility and alone, will resign my seat in 
this body, and icave this Government, so soon as 
{can prepare the small matters } shall have to 
arrange, for emigration to some country where 
they have a Government. Sir, L would rather 
join the Camanches; I will never live under a 
Government that has not the power to enforce its 
laws. 

But, sir, this is alia fraud; there is no sincerity 
in it. "he great Democratic party which has 
ruled the nation for thirty years has been weighed 
in the balance and found wanting. ‘‘ Mene, Mene, 
Tekel, Upharsin,”’ is written all over the Demo- 
cratic party. It stands in the position of” a bur- 
giar who, after having robbed a house and mur- 
dered the inmates, fires the edifice to destroy the 
evidence of his crime. Those who have been 
robbing your Treasury, who have been stealing 
your forts, who have been rendering themselves 
amenable to the halter, are among the foremost 
men in advocating disunion. Let me ask, what 
is the history of the Democratic party? I wish 
to appeal to the Union men of the South, to the 
nien who have been fighting this corrupt political 
organization for the last twenty years, why do you 
not now avail yourselves of the position of your 
oid adversaries? I see one or two smiling, who 
are late converts, and who, after having fought 
valiantly for ten, fifteen, or twenty years, finally 
yielded and surrendered, and joined the party 
ihat they despised from the very center of their 
souls, carried away by a current that they could 
not resist, 

Sir, what is the history of the Democratic party 
for the last four years? When James Buchanan, 
four years ago, took possession of this Govern- 
ment, your Treasury was full. You had a very 
large majority of all the States in the Union. You 
had carried your party triumphantly through a 
political contest. How stands it now? Your 


‘Creasury is not only bankrupt, but your creditis | 
desiroyed. The very men whoare preaching seces- | 
sion and disunion have been robbing you through- | 


outthe jength and breadth of this land. ‘The Pres- 
ident set the example. He bought, right here in 


2 


the capital, a newspaper—the Constitution he 
named it—and paid for it out of the produce of a 
theft from the national Treasury. Your Secre- 
tary of War, proud son of Virginia—she has rea- 
son to be proud of such a son—bought ‘Willett’s 
Point and sold Fort Snelling; and bought corn 
and contracted for mules at fabulous prices. I 
have no time to go through the history of these 
peculations. I have it here before me in sworn 
testimony; but Ido not propose to occupy the 
time of the Senate with the details. 1 could open 
here now a page of corruption that no Govern- 
ment has ever exhibited since the world was 
formed; and yet, the crowning act of his infamy 
was to issue untold millions of your bondg, and 
indorse them in his official capacity; and now, to 
cover the evidence of his infamdus crimes and 
his infamous treason, he is preaching disunion 
throughoutthe State of Virginia. He did but follow 
in the footsteps of your President. 

Then, sir, I might take up your Secretary of 
the Navy, and convict him of corruption in live- 
oak contracts, and of divers and sundry other 
peccadilloes that I shall pass over now for want 
of time. Then, I might take up your Post Office 
Department, and go through all your Administra- 
tion, and convict you by official records of crimes 
that would damn any party which existed on the 
face of the earth to eternal infamy. 

Then, sir, I might refer to individual cases of 
defalcation andcrime. When the head is corrupt 
and the heart is corrupt, what can you expect but 
corruption throughout all the other members of 
the body? I might point you to the custom-house 
officer in Detroit, and to the postmasters in New 
York or New Orleans, where defalcation, robbery, 
and theft have been practiced, and where the cul- 
prits pleaded the high authority of the President 
of the United States in justification of their crime. 
After all this, what could you expect other than 
that men thus educated in the Democratic party 
should seize your forts and custom-houses, rob 
your mints, and break up the Government, if 
they can? They are traitors in thought, in heart, 
and in act; and, as [ said before, they are pre- 
cisely in the position of the burglar who, having 
robbed your house and murdered itsinmates, pro- 
poses to apply the torch to cover up the evidences 
of his crime. 

Sir, I see before me some of those men of the 
South who have been fighting this corrupt organ- 
ization for the last twenty years, and now turn 
about in dismay at the threatened disruption of 
the Government. Why are they terror-stricken? 
Why do they not stand firm, and denounce you 
as infamously connected with a plundered Treas- 
ury, instead of cowering before your threats? 
This thing has gone far enough, and you will find 
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and Kentucky, but in Louisiana and South Car- 
olina, a Union sentiment that will hurl from power 
the traitors who have been warring against the 
Government. Sir, this Union is to stand; it will 
stand when your great-grandchildren and mine 
shall have grown gray—ay, when they shall have 
gone to their last account, and their great-grand- 
children shall have grown gray. But the traitors 
who are to-day plotting against this Union are 
to die. I do not say, literally, that they are ali 
to die personally and absolutely; but they are 
soon to pass from the stage, and better and purer 
men are to take their places. God grant that that 
consummation, ‘so devoutly to be wished,” may 
be carly accomplished! The men who have been 
preaching treason in the southern States; who 
have been raising their rattlesnake flags; who 
have been threatening to dissolve this Govern- 
ment, will find there some patriotic individual who 
will strike up the tune of Yankee Doodle and un- 
furl the American flag, and settle their cases for- 
ever. Sir, there is a sentiment deep in the Amer- 
ican heart, and it is not in one section of the 
country alone, but it is in the heart of every man 
who loves his country—a sentiment of devotion 
to the American flag, of regard and devotion for 
the memory of those who fought and bled and 
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ment; and when you reach away down to this 
deep sentiment, you will find that those men who 
are now threatening, in certain events—ay, Sir, 
who are threatening in any event—to dissever 
this Government, among the things that were; 
you will find that they will soon go to their final l 
account politically, if not absolutely. 


. Sir, it will not be long before this consumma- 
tion will take place.: Look.at the history of Tey- 
olutions; look'at. the French. revolution; look. at’ 
every other revolution that has taken place in the 
world for the lasthundred years, and reflect on that 
history. First, the Aristocrats, then the Mountain, 
What followed? 41a lanterne, for all that did not 
go with the extreme rabble; andit will not be two 
yeas from this time, if this revolution continues; 

efore those very misguided people, who are to- 
day howling against. the Union, will: be hanging 
the men who are now threatening its destruction 
and plotting for it.. Yes, sir; the very men, in the 
very places, who are now repeating disunion sen- 
timents, will be hanging the leaders. who first con- 
ceived the idea, and promulgated the plan for the 
disruption and overthrow of this Government. 

Mr President, I have before me a speech of the 
Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Douvezas,}. which- I 
intended to review. I have been endeavoring for 
two days to get the floor, and have failed thus far 
until thislate hour. I do not propose to-night 
to occupy much of the time of the Senate, and 
therefore I will not review the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, although I intended to dose. 
He charges us, the Republicans, with being ye- 
sponsible for all the agitation which has occurred 
in the United States for the last five years; and he 
says that whenever a proposition comes up for'an 
old soldier’s pension, or any other measure of 
merit, some Republican makes a speech on. the 
negro question, and some fire-eaterfrom the South 
responds, and so they go on alternating until the 
session hag passed and the measure is lost for 
want of time. Now I wish to avoid all person- 
alities; and while I would not say a word disre- 
spectful to any member of this body, £ will say 
that that Senator knows thatthe Republican party 
is not responsible for any agitation of the negro 
question that has taken place upon this floor 
for the last four years. We have avoided that 
agitation, and avoided it under all circumstances. 
What has been the history of the last four years? 
That Senator knows as well as any other man. 
When I had the honor first to take a seat upon 
this floor, four years ago, what did I then meet? 
I met the Lecompton Constitution, recommened 
by your present President, advocated by every 
member on that side of the House, save the Sena- 
tor from Illinois. That question occupied the 
entire time of the Senate durmg that whole ses- 
sion;and if any man has reason to find fault with 
that negro agitation, certainly it.is not the Sena- 
tor from Illinois. "What .was.the history of ‘the 
next session? We had not been in session here 
three weeks, or three days, before the Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Suunett] introduced a bill 
appropriating $30,000,000 for the purchase of 
Cuba. There, again, we had the negro before us, 
in all his length and breadth; and who was_re- 
sponsible for that agitation of the negro question? 
Not the Republicans, for we resisted it to a man; 
and experience has shown that we were right; 
for had we purchased the Island of Cuba at an ex- 
pense of $200,000,000, it, with Texas, that cost us 
about two hundred millions, would have'seceded 
about this time, and we should have been left to 
pay the bills. 

How was it at the next session of Congress? 
Sir, i might go on with this history and bring it 
down to the present day, and show you that, from 
first to last, the Republican party has resisted the 
agitation of the negro question. Then again, sir, 
the Senator said the. other day, in his speech 
which I now have before me, that, for thirty years 
after the formation of the Government, the ques- 
tion of slavery was left entirely out of the legis- 
lation of the country. Sir, did he not know, has 
he never read, that slavery, for’ the first thirty 

ears, was hedged in by the ordinance of 1787? 
Does he not know that that ordinance stood as a 
pillar of fire by night, and as a cloud by day, 
hedging in peer in all the Territories that then 
belonged to the United States? He does know it; 
or if he does not, he ought to know it. That 
slavery was hedged in until 1820, ne man knows 
better than himself. 

But, sir, I shall not occupy the attention of the 
Senate much farther. Ishall simply allude to a 
single thing before taking my seat. J ask, what 
will the southern States gain by a dissolution of 
the Union; or what will the middle States gain by 
a dissolution of the Union? What will Tennes- 
see, Kentucky, and Maryland gain by a dissolu- 
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tion? What will South Carolina gain by a disso- 
lution? What-will any State gain by a dissolution 
of the Union? Do they wish to have Canada right 
down upon their borders? Do they not know that 
their property is locomotive? Ah! but I have had 
them say to me, “‘ unless you make treaties of alti- 
ance, of friendship, and agree to restore our ne- 
groes, we will make forays upon your border and 
compel you to. submit.’ 

Mr. President, there is one thing worse than 
civil war; thereis one thing that I dread infinitely 
more than civilwar. It is amistake that the fight- 
ing of brave men makes eternal enemies. Never 
was there a greater mistake made on the face of 
the earth. Brave men may meet and fight like 
brave men, and separate as friends; but, as I said, 
there is one thing that is worse than civil war, 
and that is anarchy. _Do you not know that the 
first foray attempted, either from one side of the 
border or the other, lights up the flames of civil 
war from the Atlantic to the extreme verge of the 
State of Missouri? Do you not know that you 
will have civil war from one end of your border 
to the other, unless you meet and fight like brave 
men, or else separate forever, without any guar- 
antees? 

Sir, L dread a civil war from the very bottom 
of my soul; but I do not dread it one tithe as 
much as I do the state of anarchy that would 
light up the flames of civil war from the Atlantic 
almost to the Pacific. I know the people of the 
Northwest; I know the people of the South. I 
have lived among them. I honor the old State 
of Kentucky. My friend, the senior Senator from 
Kentucky-—-I know he will permit me to call him 
so—is dear to the people of the State which I 
have the honor, in part, to represent. The bones 
of Kentuckians are strewn all along, from the 
Ohio river to the Thames in Canada, above De- 
troit. The people of Kentucky came to our res- 
cue, in time of peril, and I love them as I love my 
brother. God forbid that we should ever have 
war with the State of Kentucky; but if we do 
have war, God grant that it may be an open war, 
and no border forays. I know the people of the 
State of Kentucky are a brave and loyal people. 
1 know they would fight like brave mer. i know 
they would meet their brethren as brave men meet 
before the battle, and I know that after the battle 
they would clasp hands, as only brave men can. 
Bat, sir, the border forays, which would result 
from your black chattels crossing our borders, 
would lead to a scene of exasperation, such as 
this world has never scen. I knów that such a 
border warfare as that would preclude the possi- 
bility of any arrangement ever being nade. I 
know that oniy sneaking cowards and traitors are 
capable of assassination. I know that brave men 
never were guilty of assassination; but all along 
the border you would have assassinations, here 
and there, and you would have a civii war, as } 
said before, such as the world has never seen; 
and what would be the result to the border slave 
States? It would not be two years after you had 
peaceably dissolved the Union, before you would 
not have a slave in a single border State. In the 
northern half of the border States, they would at 
onee rush north to obtain their freedom, and in 
the southern half of every border State the slave- 
owner would rush to realize their valuc in dollars. 
Sir, the border States understand this as well as 
you or I do; and do you suppose they are about 
to rush to their own destruction? A great deal 
may be done by pride, and a great deal may be 
done by passion; but such a suicidal act as that 
was never committed by any people since the 
earth was formed. 

Mr. President, I have occupied more of the 
time of the Senate than I had proposed; and, in 
conclusion, [ would earnestly say that, for the 
Union-loving men of this nation, for the true pa- 
triots of the land, there is no reasonable conces- 
sion that I would not most cheerfully make; but 
for those men who profess to be Union men, and 
who are Union men with an *if;” who will take 
all the concessions that we may give them—all 
that they demand—and then turn about and say, 
‘Your Union is dissolved,” I have no respect; 
and for them I will do nothing. For the men who 
love this Union, who are prepared to march to 
the support of the Union, who will stand up in 
defense of the old fiag under which our fathers 
fought and gloriously triumphed, I have not only 
the most profound réspect, but to.their demands 


I can scarcely conceive any thing that I would 
not yield. But, sir, when traitorous States come 
here and say, unless you yicld this or that estab- 
lished principle of right, we will dissolve the 
Union, I would answer, in brief words: no con- 
cession, no compromise—ay, give us strife, even 
to blood—before a yielding to the demands of 
traitorous insolence. f 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, it- was said 
by a Scotchman, boasting of his parson, that “he 
was amost po’orful preacher, for he had pounded 
three pulpits to pieces and danged the life out of 
five bibles.’ [Laughter.] Of course, I do not 
meanit foranybody. It is most extrordinary that 
Senators will use offensive language here, and say 
they do not intend to be personal, and denounce 
Senators on this side for indulging in offensive 
remarks, and then apply wholesale epithets of 
robbers and thieves to the entire Democratic 
party, and especially to those Senators and their 
constituents who believe in the abstract right of 
secession, and who also believe that an occasion 
has arisen in which it is necessary to carry that 


-right into operation. 


I have observed, sir, during a not very long 
life, that those who are most in the habit of taking 
their tongues of the civil list, have another habit; 
and that is, of keeping their weapons upon the 
peace establishment. Now,when I say toa man 
that he isascoundrel, {mean what I say, and I will 
hold myself personally responsible. ` One of the 
complaints that we have against the North—I 
make it, of course, not against all Senators or all 
members of the House of Representatives—but, 
unfortunately some how or other, they will not 
send here at all times representatives who are 
either gentlemen or Christians, {laughter,] who 
will exercise that charity and good breeding which 
belongs to the Christian; or if they indulge their 
bad tempers, will hold themselves responsible. 
It renders our intercourse unpleasant. 

Now, a gentleman from Virginia, Governor 
Floyd, hasbeen denounced here to-nightasa thief. 
{ do not know how much the Governor stole, but 
I know that he has friends in this city who will 
go security to the full amount which he is charged 
with stealing; and that if aletter shall be addressed 
to him in these words: “ Sir, I pronounce you to 
be a scoundrel, and acknowledge myself a gentle- 
man,” and itis signed “ZACHARIAH CHANDLER,” 
Governor Floyd, or his friends, will pay in cash 
the amount that he is charged with stealing. I 
predict that no such letter will ever be sent. 

What has all this to do with the question before 
the country? The Union is dissolved. Seven 
States have dissolved their connection with the 
balance. Texas went out to day. What do you 
propose doing? Do you suppose you will settle 
this question by calling Mr. Thompson, Mr. 
Cobb, and Governor Floyd thieves? Do you sup- 
pose that anybody will believe vague charges of 
thissort? If these Cabinct officers have committed 
theft, why were they not impeached or indicted ? 
If you choose not to resort to the legal remedies 
which you have, why not, when youuse language 
that is personally offensive, hold poursel yee per- 
sonally responsible? These are questions thatare 
easily asked, and very difficult to answer. Iam 
myself getting a little impatientatthis thing. Be- 
cause I believe in the right of secession, and be- 
cause I think an emergency has arisen which 
justifies it, I do not choose to be classed among 
thieves and robbers, cut-throats and pirates. I 
do not choose to hear the people among whom I 
live, and whom [ in part represent, denounced 
here as cut-throats ae outlaws. 

The Senator says that, in certain contingencies, 
he will turn Camanche. God forbid! I hope not. 
They have already suffered much from their con- 
tact with the whites. {Laughter.] 

Upon what is this senseless charge of robbery 
predicated ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will answer the Senator: 
upon an indictment found in the courts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia against Secretary Floyd, if that 
is a satisfactory answer—an indictment found in 
the courts. ‘That is what it is based upon. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Has any indictment been 
found against Mr. Cobb and Mr. Thompson? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There ought to be, I think, 
against Mr. Cobb. 

Mr. WIGFALL. An indictment has been 
found against Mr. Floyd, and I predict that he 
will be here to answer it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I hope so. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I know so; and I predict 
further, that he will come unscathed from that 
investigation. I have made another prediction, 
which I will not repeat, as to the future relations 
between that Senator and the ex-Governor and 
ex-Secretary. 

But the Senator did not apprehend me. Why, 
I ask, are these terms of thieves and robbers and 
cut-throats applied to people in the States that 
have seceded? Because they have taken posses- 
sion of the military posts. Why should they not 
have done it? Has reason fled to brutish beasts? 
Have those men eaten the insane root? Were 
they to sit quietly down until the Lieutenant 
General and his pliant tool, the Secretary of War, 
should have filled those forts with Federal troops, 
and then declared their determination to establish 
a government, when their ports were in a condi- 
tion to be blockaded and their towns to be shelled? 
Is this the way that freemen and men of sense 
act? Was this the way that the colonists acted 
when they intended to achieve their independence 
in 1776? If colonists could, without blemishing 
their characters, lay their hands upon the mili- 
tary stores of their sovereign, I ask why it is that 
the people of sovereign States cannot do the same 
as to munitions of war which belong to them in 
common with the people of the other States, and 
for the purchase of which they have paid their 
money without stint? All this sort of twaddle 
does no good. 

Now, the great Northwest has been talked of. 
I have as much respect for the Northwest—for 
the respectable portion of it—[laughter]—as any- 
body. There was a respectable portion of ‘it 
once, and I think there is a fragment of it yet, 
law-abiding, Constitution-loving, Union-saving 
element there. ; 

Mr. RICE. A big fragment. 

Mr. WIGFALL. A very big one, I hope; not 

uite big cnough, however, to do much good in 
the last election. No one appreciates the patriot- 
ism, the integrity, the virtue, the good sound sense 
of that portion of the great Northwest more than 
I do; but I have observed in all the debates which 
have taken place here, that those men from the 
Northwest who have heretofore,when the country 
called for soldiers, responded to that call and gone 
to the field, have not blustered about desolating 
the banks of the Mississippi. 

Speeches are made here for the purpose of in- 
flaming the Northwest. It has been said here, it 
has been officially announced in Louisiana, it has 
been officially announced at Montgomery, that 
the seceding States have no idea of blocking up 
the mouth of the Mississippi. They are not fools, 
if they are thieves. Nobody accuses them of 
that. There was an immense amount of brains 
taken out of this Government when those first six 
States left, and withdrew their twelve Senators, 
There was an immense amount of statesmanship 
went out of this Chamber when those twelve Sen- 
ators left. They know, I know, every Senator 
knows whe is not devoid of all power of reason- 
ing, that first, by the law of nations, the North- 
west is entitled to afree ingress and egress in and 
out of the mouth of the Mississippi. I know, and 
they know, and all who reflect, or whose opinions 
are worth considering, know that, by the treaty 
of 1803, the Northwest is entitled to the mouth 
of the Mississippi. That treaty secured for the 
number of States then in the Union, the right of 
the free navigation of the Mississippi; and that 
right has inured to every State that has since been 
admitted into the Union. Treaties between this 
country and foreign nations are not treaties be- 
tween the Government at Washington and a for- 
eign Power, but the treaty is one between the for- 
eign Power and the States; the States are parties 
to the compact on the one side, and the foreign 
Powerontheother. By the treaty of 1803, every: 
State in the Union had secured to it the right of 
ingress and egress and free navigation. Further 
than that, we all know that, by fifty-seven years 
of use, the Northwest has acquired a lease of 
which they could not be deprived. These facts 
are known. It is known that no one intends to 
interfere with the mouth of the river, or attempt 
to block it up; and that being the case 

Mr. RICE. Will my friend allow me a ma- 
ment? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Certainly. 

' Mr. RICE, My. President, I have heard a 
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great deal about the obstruction of the navigation 
of the Mississippi river.. I wish merely to say 
that I believe the people of the Northwest Know 
their rights and understand the interests of others 
too well to believe that the navigation of the Mis- 


sissippi, of the Red River ofthe North, or the great | 


lakes, will ever be impeded by anything but ice. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Thatis true; and low water 
as well as ice. {Laughter.} I will accept the 
statement of the Senator from Minnesota, if he 
will add low water. 

Mr. RICE. Well, I will add low water. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Therefore ali this talk upon 
the subject amounts to nothing. It deceives no- 
body; it is intended to deceive nobody; but I was 
really at a loss at first to understand the excite- 
ment that has broken out on the other side of the 
Chamber to-night. : 

Mr. LANE. A whisky insurrection. 

Mr. WIGFALL. TheSenatorsaysthe whisky 
insurrection. [Laughter.] I donot think so. I 
rather apprehend it is another fact. It has been 
bruited about to-day that there was some burg- 
lary, housebreaking, orrobberies which took place 
here last night, and that a certain Abraham Lin- 
coin has been kidnapped and taken from the Chi- 
cago platform and placed upon a peace platform. 
It may be that certain Senators have become ex- 
cited, under the apprehension that, on Monday 
next, at the precise hour of twelve, the aforesaid 
Abraham is to swailow the Chicago platform, and 
go for peace. (Laughter.j Ido not know how 
this is. 1 rather suspect it is true. Ido not think 
that a man who disguises himself in a soldier’s 
cloak and a Scotch cap (a more thorough disguise 
could not be assumed by such a man) and makes 
his entree between day and day, into the capital of 
the country thathe is to govern, I hardly think that 
he is going tolook war sternly in the face. Andif 
the Senator shaii, inthe morning, after having slept 
upon it, have the same determination as to-night, 
I fear that, be the detriment occasioned the Ca- 
manches as greai as it may, they will have to en- 
dure it, for } lock for nothing else than that the 
commissioners from the confederated States will 
be received here and recognized by Abraham Lin- 
coln.. [Laughter] 1 will now predict that this 
Republican party that is going to enforce the laws, 
preserve the Union,and coliect revenue, will never 
attempt anything so silly; and that instead of tak- 
ing forts, the troops will be withdrawn from those 
which they new have. See if this docs not turn 
out to be so in less than a week or ten days. 

It is very easy for men to bluster who know 
there is going to be no danger. Four or five million 
people, livinginaterritory thatextends from North 
Carolina down to the Rio Grande, who have ex- 
ports to above three hundred millon dollars, whose 
ports cannot be blockaded, but who can issue let- 
ters of marque and reprisal, and sweep your com- 
merce from the seas, and who will do it, are not 
going to be trifled with by that sensible Yankee 
nation. Mark my words. I did think,at onetime, 
there was going tobe war; Ido notthink so now. 
If you want peace though, if you want recon- 
struction, if you wish to keep the border States 
in, if you have any particular affection for living 
with slaveholders, whom you profess so to de- 
spisc, you had better stop this discussion,and take 
upsome of those resolutions thatmean something, 
and pass them bya two-thirds vote, and send them 
into the other House, and tell those men to act 
like men of sense, and at ten o’clock on Monday 
suspend their rules and pass them, and go back 
to your constituents and tell them that you have 
done—well, E will not say what; but not exactly 
understood the case when you argued it the last 
time, 

Pursue the other course, and you willdo as 

our Government has already done, when follow- 
ing the advice of the great military captain and 
his pliant secretary. 

The Star of the West swaggered into Charles- 

ton harbor, received a blow planted full in the 
face, and staggered out. Your flag has been in- 
sulted; redress it, if you dare. You have sub- 
mitted to it for two months, and you will submit 
to it for ever. I am in the habit of speaking 
plainly. I choose to do it because you provoke 
me to it. Get upand discuss these matters, if you 
wish to discuss them, free from personalities; talk, 
reason, and ask us what will satisfy us, and we 
will answer you civilly. 


Now as to this talk which the Senator from 


Minnesota indulged in early in the evening. He | 


pretended to say—and I suppose really he was 
sincere about it, for there are none so blind as those 
who will not see—that the whole difficulty had 
grown out of our being defeated in a presiden- 
tial election; and that if Mr. Breckinridge had 
been elected, there would have been no dissolution 
ofthe Union. Ofcourse there would not. “Mr. 
Breckinridge ran as acandidate for the Presidency 
upon a platform which declared explicitly that 
slaves were property, and, like all other property, 
were entitled to protection wherever the Federal 
flag floated, wherever the Federal Government 
had jurisdiction. Had that sentiment. been in- 
dorsed, north and south, east and west, this Union 
would have been saved; but when you elected a 
man upon a platform which declared in substance 
—I do not pretend to quote it—that slaves were 
not property; and that, instead of protection, it 
should meet confiscation wherever the flag floated 
or this Government—our common Government— 
had jurisdiction, we said to you, we would live 
under no such Government; and we have made 
good our words. We have dissolved the Union; 
mend it if you can; cementit with blood; try the 
experiment. We do not desire war; we wish to 
avoid it. We are not interfering with you; and 
have no objection to the people of Massachusetts 
living, from this time until the last trump sounds, 
under jast such a form of government as she sees 
fit. e have no objection to New York living 
under such a government asshe sees fit; and soas 
to all the other States. What we are willing to ac- 
cord to you, we want to secure to ourselves—the 
right of self-government. We invade not your 
soil in order to subvert your institutions. We 
will not be invaded because you wish to subvert 
ours. We assert that the right of self-government 
is the only right that was established by the Rev- 
olution; that it is the only right that is set forth 
in the Declaration of Independence; that itis a 
right inalienable to freemen, and terrible to ty- 
rants only. 

This we say; and if you choose to settle this 
question by the sword, we fecl, we know, that we 
have the right. We interfere with youin no way. 
We ask simply that you will not. interfere with 
us. On which side of the border this question 
will be settled, is a matter that will hereafter be 
determined. . Upon whose standard victory will 

erch, is a question left to he settled in the future. 
We know that we will not block the mouth of the 
Mississippi. We iknow that we will not send 
emissaries to teach your factory operatives the 
doctrine that those who operate the machines are 
entitled to an equal division of the profits with 
those who pay for the machines. We send no 
emissarics to preach agrarianism. We send no 
emissaries to you to excite the non-property hold- 
ers to bitter hatred against the property holders. 
We wage no war upon your institutions, be they 
civil, moral, or religious. We leave you alone to 
enjoy the blessings which you suppose you have, 
to the fullest extent; and, because we choose to 
live under such a Government as suits us, you 
talk to us about enforcing the laws, blockading 
our ports, and taking our forts, that were built 
with our own money and for our own defense; 
and, because these threats have been made in ad- 
vance, and we, as a matter of protection, laid our 
hands (not very softly I admit) upon what was 
necessary for our defense, we are denounced as 
thieves, and the people whom we represent, are 
denounced as rebels. You tell us you will keep 
us in the Union. Try the experiment. 

Mr. RICE. ‘Will the Senator allow me one 
moment? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Certainly. 

Mr. RICE: Mr. President, I regret the shape 
this discussion has assumed. 1 do not like to hear 
Senators on either side talking about force. Itis 
unbecoming us as Senators and as brothers. I 
wish to say to the Senator, and to the Senate of 
the United States, that but a few weeks ago, my 
State, so fur as I am advised, considered that the 
greatest calamity that could befall this country 
was secession; but I believe they now consider a 
civil war to be a greater calamity than secession. 
We will do all that we honorably can do to keep 
the southern States with us; but if they are de- 
termined to leave us, they must go in peace. 
Having spent my life upon the great lakes, the 
greatrivers,and the plains of the Northwest, being- 
One of the first pioneers in four of those western 


—=- 


States, I-wish. to say also, that T donot believe 
either one of them will vote a dollar ora man for 
coercion. Hence, why this talk aboutforee, about © 
war and bloodshed, or about desol ‘this 
try? Wearea family of brothers; and if 
not live together in peace, in the name of Go 
us agree as brothers:to separate in: peace; Jb 
here about. 


there will: be nothing more said 
Ido not like to hear it. . : ; 


Mr. WIGFALL. T regret. that Esh 


ould hy 
said anything that fell harshly or unpleasantly 
upon the ears of the Senator, for whom I. have 
personally so high.a regard, and whose political 
poe so: entirely accord: with-my:-own, E 

ave not spoken of force to be used by.us. J was 
explaining—and.I was unhappy if I did not make 
myself understood—that we certainly intended; to 
aggress upon nobody; that we were, asserting a, 
plain, and what we‘ had. heretofore regarded an 
unquestioned right, the right of. self-governments 
that we did not.intend to interfere in any-manner, 
shape, or form, with the people of other States, 
be they northern or southern, eastern or: West- 
ern, slaveholding or non-slaveholding. | eoii 

This was the Full scope of what I intended to; 
say, and having said that, I do not. know that dt 
is necessary that 1 should go farther, except in 
this: I had not intended to speak upon these ques~ 
tions; nor, indeed, to vote upon them. I have.no 
official information as to the action of my State; 
but T cannot doubt what the action. will. be, or 
rather has been. If Senators really mean. any- 
thing by talking about. compromising and saving: 
the Union, J suppose they wish.to do something 
that is practical and will produce some effect. 
This resolution, which is brought from the House, 
means nothing. It gives security to nobody; it 
gives satisfaction to nobody; and it is obvious 
from the debate that occurred here to-day, that 
the House itself means nothing by it, except. to 
enable adroit demagogues, through some of the 
States in which the matter is still doubtful, to get 
up what is called a Union party, that may keep. 
those States in the Union for. a few months, pos- 
sibly for a year, then to withdraw and join their 
sister States of the Confederation.. ee 

It is better, then, to look this matter. steadily. 
and honestly in the face, and see what is the griev- 
ance. The grievance is not about the Territories, 
That is not it. It is the denial that siaves are 
property, and the declaration that. the. Federal . 
Government has a right to settle that question. 
Nothing short, I believe, of an. amendment. to the 
Constitution declaring that each State hasthe right 
to secede—which is admitting the right of self- 
government to the people of each one of these 
sovereign States—will give satisfaction, I am 
sure, if you are talking about reconstruction, and 
expecting any one of these Gulf States to come 
back, that nothing short of that would induce 
them even to entertain your propositions. You 
must admit that the masters are free; that they 
have a right to live under such a Government as 
they sce fit; that they can peaceably, quietly, con- 
stitutionally change their government, if they. see 
fit. When you do that, then they will entertain 
the proposition as to whether the form of govern- 
ment you offer them is satisfactory or not. But 
while you deny the right of secession, while you 
deny the right of self-government, those men will 
not consider whether they are to be well governed 
or badly governed; and they should not. Admit 
the right to govern themselves, and then offer 
amendments to the Constitution securing the right 
to their property in this Government, and then 
they will entertain the proposition. Nothing short 
of that, I am satisfied, would induce any one of 
the confederate States again to, secede from that 
confederation, and come back into this. | 

Now, whether what are called the Crittenden 

resolutions will produce satisfaction in some of 
these border States or not, am unaware; but I 
feel perfectly sure they would not be entertained 
upon the Gulf. As to the resolutions which the 
peace congress has offered us, we might as well 
make a clean breast of it. If those resolutions 
were adopted, and ratified by three fourths of the 
States of this Union, and no other cause ever ex- 
isted, I make the assertion that the seven States 
now out of the Union would go out upon that. 
The first proposition is to do what? ‘The Wil- 
mot proviso north of 360 30’ north latitude, and 
a lawsuit south of it. The next is to give the 
Federal Government the right to declare a free 
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negro a citizen. Those two propositions would 
be enough of itself to dissolve the Union, if noth- 
ing else were offered. 

_ But I did not intend to discuss these matters, 
and I willnot. Itis a matter that concerns others, 
and not me. I trust, however, that we shall not 
waste the nightin debate upon propositions which 
have either no meaning whatever, or have such 
meaning as to produce the very effect which you 
desire to avoid. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, the de- 
bate has been of a character so discursive that 
the Senate will hardly recollect the question that 
is now before them. The original subject of 
debate was the resolution from the House of 
Representatives, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution, the effect of which is to render the 
„Constitution tnchangeablein its negation of power 
to this Government to interfere with slavery in 
the States. That far it is an additional security. 
If the present border States are to remain a por- 
tion of the Union, they will be but as eight to 
perhaps twenty-five, in a very short while. Isit 
not manifest to gentlemen that the altered condi- 
tion of things would require some additional guar- 
antees for the security of their property—this 
peculiar and special property, the object of such 
dislike and opposition to our fellow-citizens of the 
North? Why should we reject it? It does not 
give all the satisfaction we desire; it is a remedy 
entirely inadequate to the whole cause of com- 
plaint; but it removes one apprehension of por- 
tions of our people. Why, then, reject it? You, 
I apprehend, can have no objection to granting 
this, because you continually announce here that 
itis exactly in accordance with your purposes and 
your feelings. 

But some gentlemen say they will give no bonds 
for their good behavior. Flow inappropriate is 
this sort of language to the argument? They 
would have us go upon the principle of confidence 
altogether. If we are to go upon the system of 
confidence, iet us throw aside all constitutions. 
What are they made for ? They are mutual bonds 
between different portions of the country; and this 
is no otherwise a bond than every other provision 
of the Constitution of the United Statesisa bond. 
Ali gentlemen profess not only to regard, but to 
reverence that bond as a sacred bond, to be held 
inviolable; and yet, when an altered condition of 

‘things manifestly requires, upon the very princi- 
ples of the Constitution itself, when logical con- 
clusions from its own principles would lead to the 
extension of the security given in the Constitu- 
tion itself, gentlemen say they will bind them- 
selves by no bonds for good behavior. That is 
all the answer they can give; and I leave you to 
judge, Senators, how far, in your judgment, that 
ig an answer to be accepted. Itis not the answer 
which, I am sure, the Senate of the United States 
will give to such a proposition. But do not wish 
now to enlarge upon it. 

Mr. President, I have intended and desired to 
make a few gencral remarks upon this subject; 
but, at this late hour of the night, I hesitate to 

ractice such an imposition upon you, Senators. 
fee Go on.” 

Mr. BIGLER. Let ushave them. I hope the 
Senator will go on. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not know whether 
it is certain we are to sit all night to-night, and 
finish this matter, or whether we are to adjourn 
for an evening session to-morrow night. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let us have an evening ses- 
sion to-morrow. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If so, I would rather 
postpone those remarks until to-morrow, when 
we can go intoa more general view of the sub- 
ject; but it is of very little consequence and im- 
portance as to the remarks I wish to make. They 
are the last I ever expect to address to the Senate 
of the United States. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will indicate 
ihe hour he himsclf would prefer, I will move to 
take a recess until that time. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Any hour that would 
suit the Senate would be agreeable to me. 

Mr. KING. Say seven o’clock in the evening. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Any hour will do for 


me. 

Mr. SUMNER. Eight o’clock on Monday 
morning. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Oh, no; I am not ready 
to go to breakfast by eight o'clock. 


Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator agree to 
seven o’clock in the evening? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANE. I hope the Senate will say seven 
o’clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to be generally 
thought that seven o’clock is the best hour. [ 
move that the Senate take a recess until seven 
o’clock to-morrow evening. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If Senators are willing, 
perhaps I had better go on and submit the few 
remarks I have to make now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question- 


is on the motion of the Senator from Virginia, 
that the Senate take a recess until to-morrow eve- 
ning, at seven o’clock. 

Mr. CLARK. If the Senator from Virginia is 
about to make that motion, I hope he will allow 
me first to take up a motion for the reconsidera- 
tion of a bill, in order to get rid of it. 

Mr. PUGH. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Virginia. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 
nine minutes to twelve o’clock) took a recess until 
to-morrow (Sunday) evening, at seven o’clock. 


The Senate reassembled at seven o’clock, p. m., 
{Sunday evening, March 3,] and Mr. Bricut 
took the chair as Presiding Officer. 

Long before the Senate met, the galleries were 
densely filled with spectators, and all the avail- 
able space on the floor of the Senate Chamber was 
filled by strangers, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the 48th rule of the Senate. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


“ 48, No person shall be admitted to the floor of the Sen- 
ate, while in session, except as follows, namely: The of. 
ficers of the Senate, members of the [louse of Represent- 
atives and their Clerk, the President of the United States 
and his Private Secretary, the heads of Departments, for- 
eign ministers, ex-Presidents and ex-Vice Presidents of 
the United States, ex-Senators, Senators elect, and judges 
of the Supreme Court.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms will execute the rule. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms proceeded to clear the 
floor of persons who were not entitled to admis- 
sion. 

After an interval of some minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The galleries 
are requested to prescrve order, and those who are 
upon the floor of the Chamber, and know them- 
selves not to be entitled to admission under the 
rules, will please retire without further specifica- 
tion, 

ae floor having been cleared, and order re- 
stored, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
pending is House joint resolution (No. 80) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States. 
The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin, to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio; and upon 
that question, the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
Crirrenpen] is entitled to the floor. 

TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. SIMMONS. By an understanding with 
the Senator from Kentucky, he permits me to in- 
troduce a joint resolution to correct some errors 
in i bill passed last week. I desire that it be 
read, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Rhode Island asks leave to introduce a joint 
resolution to correct certain errors in an act en- 
titled “ An act to provide for the payment of out- 
standing Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to 
regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes.” ` 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ishall object to the con- 
sideration of any proposition in relation to the 
tariff, in any way, at thistime. The billis passed. 
It ought to have had more examination, and I do 
not think we should touch it now, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution has had its first reading. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think, if the Senator from 
North Carolina knew what this resolution was, 
he would not object. Itis simply to correct some 
errors in the engrossment of the bill, to make it 
perfect. 

Mr, CLINGMAN. If I could see the joint 
resolution, perhaps { would withdraw the objec- 
tion. 


Mr. BIGLER. I suggest that this business, 
and all other of a similar character, be allowed to 
rest over until after midnight. There will be 
plenty of time then to do this business. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask leave to withdraw 
the papers in the case of E.P. Hunt, agent for 
underwriters of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
and New Orleans, at Galveston, Texas, praying 
that the expense of keeping a light-vessel near 
Galveston bar may be refunded to them by the 
United States. The Committee on Commerce 
have not had time to act upon them, and they 
move to be discharged. I ask, if there be no ob- 
jection, that leave be granted. 

The committee were discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the papers, and leave was 
granted to withdraw them. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I offer a memorial of five 
thousand citizens of Massachusetts, in which they 
call upon Congress to stand by the Constitution 
as it is, and the Government of the country, and 
to make no compromise whatever. I understand 
that there are memorials, signed by thirty-seven 
thousand persons, similar to this, but they have 
not yet come to hand. This is simply the fore- 
runner of the others. I offer this now, and ask 
that it lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
of business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular 
order of business is the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio to the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 80) to amend the Consti- 
tution of the United States; on which the Senator 
fram Kentucky is entitled to the floor. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Before I proceed, I de- 
sire to present to the Senate the official evidence 
of the election of Hon. Joun C. BRECKINRIDGE, 
now Vice President of the United States, as a 
Senator clect to the United States Senate from the 
State of Kentucky, as my successor. He suc- 
ceeds toa place of great difficulty and high duties. 
I have no doubt that. he will, and I hope he may, 
occupy the seat much more successfully than I 
have done, for the good of ourcommon country. 
I ask that the credentials be read and filed. 
aas credentials were read, and ordered to be 

ed. 


Lask for the regular order 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 80) to amend the Constitution 
of the United States is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ihave not risen with 
any vain ambition or purpose to play the orator. 
I have no set speech to make—— 

[Great disturbance was occasioned by persons 
endeavoring to get into the already over-crowded 
galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms will be required to prevent other persons 
from entering the gallery doors, and see that order 
is maintained. It is impossible to proceed with 
the business in the present condition of things. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The subject, Mr. Pres- 
ident, upon which I wish to addressthe Senate, 
is altogether too solemn and too interesting to the 
country to be made the occasion for declama- 
tion or eloquence. Ido not aim at it. Tama 
plain man, and I wish to speak plainly what I 
think and what I believe on this great subject; 
and my wish is to do it with as much brevity as 
possible. 

Mr. CLARK. Ido not think it possible at all 
for the Senator to be heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is impossi- 
ble to do business with the prevailing noise. 

Mr. BRAGG. I think we shall have to order 
the galleries to be cleared. I move that the gal- 
leries be cleared. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from North Carolina moves that the galleries to 
the right of the Presiding Officer be cleared. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to amend the motion 
so as to limit it to those persons who are standing 
in the galleries. There will be no occasion, l 
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think, to remove hose who are seated. I do not 
suppose they mean to interrupt the order of the 
Senate: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is impossi- 
ble for the Chair to give a partial order. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. President—— 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis nota de- 
batable question. ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Cannotthe order be mod- 
ified so as to clear the aisles? If the aisles could 
be cleared, probably the persons who are sitting 
would preserve order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
under the impression that such an order can be 
given. 

Mr. CLARK. That is the motion I made. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If those who are stand- 
ing be removed, I think it will be better. Those 
who are sitting may then keep quiet. 

Mr. KING. As long as there is quiet, we may 
as well go on. 

Mr. BRAGG. J withdraw the motion, for it 
seems to ve the wish of gentlemen on the other 
side. Iam satisfied, however, that we cannotget 
along. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, nothing 
is more strange in thiscountry than the great and 
deplorable change which, in a few months, has 
taken place in the condition of the United States. 
But a few months ago, we were a united, and, I 
may say, a happy, people. A spirit of discontent 
‘was heard to manifest itself in different sections 
of the country occasionally; but we might well 
hope that these agitations would subside when 
the great question of controversy then on hand 
had passed away. Different, however, has been 
the result. We have seen, in these few fatal 
months, six, perhaps I may say seven, States go 
out of this Union, and dissolve, as far as they 
could do so, their constitutional connection with 
us. Our Union is dismembered. The same spirit 
which produced that dismemberment is now mak- 
ing its dangerous progress throughout the coun- 
try, and endangers the stability of other States, 
and endangers their adherence to the Union. In 
this state of the case, proposition after proposi- 
tion has been brought forward by members of 
Congress in the one House and in the other with 
the hope that thereby—— 

[Great confusion was created in the galleries by 
the circumstance of a man fainting on account of 
the heat.] 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be requested to prevent persons standing in 
the galleries. It will cause inconvenience; it is a 
little sacrifice, but it must be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms will clear the galleries, so far as the aisles 
are concerned, allowing the persons who are sit- 
ting to remain. : 

[This order was received with marks of disap- 
probation on the part of those persons who were 
not so fortunate as to have seats in the galle- 
ries. 

Mh. LANE. Itis manifest to my mind that 
we can transact no business here to-night. Iam 
obliged, therefore, to move that the Senate take 
a recess until seven o’clock in the morning. I 
hope the Senate will do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon moves to take a recess until seven 
o’clock in the morning. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, That can only be done 
by general consent. I hope it wil not be in- 
sisted on. 

Mr. LANE. If the Senator from Kentucky 
desires to proceed with his speech, I will with- 
draw the motion. 
the Scnator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Persons who 
are occupying the aisles in the galleries, standing, 
are requested to retire; and unless they do, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms will bedirected to remove them. 
Only such persons as are sitting will be permit- 
ted to remain in the galleries. 

After an interval— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Has the order been given 
that all persons be removed from the gallerics who 
are not seated? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Has the Sergeant-at-Arms 
been directed to execute the order? 


I do not want to interfere with- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms is absent, attempting to execute the order, 
as the Chair understands. The Chair will repeat 
again, that persons standing in the aisles are re- 
quested to retire, and only those who can find 
seats will remain. . 

[The persons to whom this admonition was 
addressed took no heed of it; and several of them 
exclaimed: ‘The crowd behind us is so dense 
that we cannot.” | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Unless those standing vol- 
untarily retire, I shall be under the disagreeable 
necessity of moving that the whole galleries be 
cleared. 

Mr. KING. I would not do that. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must do that, as long as 
encouragement is given to them to stand here—a 
scene never witnessed before—interrupting our 
proceeding, so that we cannot transact business. 
They must either retire peaceably, or we must 
execute the order. I do not believe in allowing 
a mob to prevent our doing business. If they 
are gentlemen, they will retire without being ex- 
pelled by officers; and if they are not gentlemen, 
let them be hurled out. 

[Five minutes elapsed, without there being 
any perceptible diminution of the number of per- 
sons who were standing in the aisles in the gal- 
leries. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If theSergeant-at-Arms will 
not do his duty, I shall move to elect another who 
will. I see him on the floor, when his duty re- 
quires him in the gallery. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms reports that it is impossible to remove 
persons who are standing in the aisles. The 
crowd is so dense. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I shall move to go 
into an clection of a Sergeant-at-Arms who will 
do his duty. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at- 
Arms reports to the Presiding Officer that the 
force which he has stationed at the doors is in- 
sufficient to keep the crowd out and insufficient 
to remove them; that his assistants are physicall 
tossed about and removed by persons in the ps 
leries. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then, I move that the gal- 
leries on this side of the Chamber (the gentle- 
men’s galleries) be cleared. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved that 
the galleries on the right of the Chair be cleared. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I havea word to say. We 
are endeavoring to get a vote on amendments to 
the Constitution. The very gentlemen who frus- 
trate our endeavor to get a vote, by taking advant- 
age of a technicality under the rules, object to our 
getting the galleries cleared when it is essential 
to the transaction of business. Those who are 
there assembled, are known to be the political 
friends of those very Senators, and I trust the 
Senate is not to be broken up by a mob. 

Mr. KING. I call the Senator to order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from | 
New York will state his point of order. 

Mr. KING. Itis, that he has no right to reflect 
on the motives of Senators. It is unparliament- 
ary, and out of order. That is the point of order 
I make. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am not reflecting upon 
motives. Iam stating facts—— : 

Mr. KING. No, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Facts that the country will 
take cognizance of. 

Mr. BAKER. I have never before voted to 
clear the gallerics, and I do it very reluctantly 
now. Isee on my left gentlemen who in three 
minutes, with the ordinary politeness that Lam 
sure they possess on other occasions when their 
curiosity does not get the better of their judgment, 
would retire and leave those who have been for- 
tunate enough to get seats, to hear my distin- 
guished friend. Now, Ido not want to vote to 
clear the galleries, because, generally speaking, I 
do not deem it necessary; but I hope they will | 
take the broadest hint in the world, and gradually | 
retire before the Sergeant-at-Arms gets up there. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will | 
eall the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
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Mr. THOMSON, (when his name was called.) | 
i think there is much more disturbance on the: 


mons, and Wilson—24. 


floor of the Senate than in the galleries,and Ishall 
therefore“vote pay.” DODA Re 
The result was announced—yéas 24, nays 125 
as follows: wep eet 
YEAS—Messrs: Anthony, Baker, Bigter, Bragg, Bright; 
Clingman, Colamer, Crittenden, Bion Douglas: 4 Posters: 


l . 3 
Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas; Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Nicholson,. Pearce, Powell, Seward; Bim- 


NAYS—Messrs. ‘Bingham, Cameron; Chandler, Clark, 
Grimes, Hale, King, Morrill, Thomson, Trumbull, Wades: 
and Wilkinson—J2. : a a : : 

So the motion was agreed to, 


{During the call of the roll; the persons 
were standing gradually pared eo ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. he Sergeant-at= 
Arms will execute the order of the Senate; by 
clearing the galleries to the right of ‘the Chairs © 

Mr. WILSON. I rise for the purpose of mov- 
ing a reconsideration of the vote just taken, and I 
do so for this reason: since we commenced taking 
the vote, those in the aisles who were presse 
and crowded have retired, and now there is to all 
appearance perfect order in the galleries, and I 
think there will ‘continue to be. I am` ready 
always to vote to sustain order here; but fow it 
appears that those persons have retired, and E 
think, therefore, that we ought: not to. disturb 
those who came here early and acquired seats. E 
make that motion. ~ 

Mr. DOUGLAS I will simply remark that, as 
the crowd that made the disturbance have retired, 
I hope there will be order in the galleries, and I 
am willing that, by unanimous consent, the ‘vote 
be reconsidered; but I will renew itif there is any’ 
disorder. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there unani- 
mous consent that the vote shall be reconsidered ? 
ft is so ordered, and the order will be suspended, 
if there be no objection. a 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, itis aa 
admitted fact that our Union, to some extent, has 
already been dismembered; and that further dis- 
memberment is impending and threatened. Itis 
a fact that the country isin danger. This is ad- 
mitted on all hands. It is our duty, if we can, to’ 
provide a remedy for this. We are, under the 
Constitution and by the election of the people, the. 
great guardians, as well as the administrators, of 
this Government. To our wisdom they have 
trusted this great chart. Remedies have been pro- 
posed; resolutions have been offered, proposin 
for adoption measures which it was thought woul 
satisfy the country, and preserve as much of the 
Union as remained to us at least, if they were not 
cnough at once to recall the seceding States to the’ 
Union, We have passed none of these measures. 
The differences of opinion among Senators have 
been such that we have not been able to concur 
in any of the measures which have been proposed, 
even by bare majorities, much less by that two- 
thirds majority which is necessary to carry into 
effect some of the pacific measures which have 
been proposed. We are about to adjourn, We’ 
have done nothing. Even the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States, beholding this great ruin around them, 
beholding dismemberment and revolution going 
on, and civil war threatened as the result, have 
been able to do nothing; we have done absolutely 
nothing. Sir, is not this a remarkable spectacle? 
How does it happen that not even a bare majority 
here, when the country trusted to our hands is 
going to ruin, have been competent to devise any . 
measure of public safety? How does it happen 
that we have not had unanimity enough to agree 
on any measure of that kind? Can we account 
for it to ourselves, gentlemen? We see the dan- 
ger; we acknowledge our duty; and yet, with all 
this before us, we are acknowledging before the 
world that we can do nothing; acknowledging be- 
fore the world, or appearing to all the world, as 
men who do nothing. Bre’. ioe 

Sir, this will make a strange record in the his- 
tory of Governments and in the history of the 
world. Some are for coercion; yet no army has 
been raised,no navy has been equipped. Some are 
for pacification; yet they have been able to do 
nothing; the dissent of their colleagues prevents 
them; and here we are in the midst of a falling 
country, in the midst of a falling State, presenting 
to the eyes of the worid the saddest spectacle it 
ever has seen. Cato is represented by Addison 
asa worthy spectacle, “a great man falling with a 
falling State;’* but he fell struggling. We fall with 
the ignominy on our heads of doing nothing, like 


who 
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the man whostands by and sees his house in fames, 
and says to himself, “ perhaps the fire will stop 
before it consumes all.”” 

Mr. President, E impute no exclusive patriotism 
to one side or the other; but Lam sure, that on 
neither side can there be a single Senator who is 
satisfied with this condition of things. I have 
had the honor, among others, of feeling it to be 
my duty to offer propositions of this character— 
others have done so. Honorable friends here have 
made various propositions. My friend who rep- 
resents the great State of Pennsylvania—the hon- 
orable Senator who sits before me, [Mr. BicLer]— 
has been among the foremost: The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] has offered proposi- 
tions. There has been no want of propositions; 
and with perseverance and zeal, these resolutions 
have been pressed from time to time, and day to 
day, with fruitless exertion to obtain, if possibie, 
some system of saving policy out of them or 
under them. 1 shall never forget the zeal and the 
industry with which my honorable and honored 
friend from Pennsylvania has acted in this great 
matter. With a zeal untiring and a hope inex- 
tinguishable, he has toiled on from day to day 
with a labor that no other one scarcely could have 
borne. Yet nothing has come out ofall this. Nay, 
sir, the policy of attempting to make peace, the 
policy of attempting to offer propositions for rec- 
onciliation, has been denounced by a Senator 
from Massachusetts as the most fatal policy that 
could be pursued. I, for performing the simple 
act of duty which I have done, have been de- 
scribed as acting here as if J had been commis- 
sioned to make peace. Sir, have I assumed any 
such thing? [ave I done more than other Sen- 
ators have done, more than other Senators ought 
to have done, in attempting, as far as their judg- 
ment enabled them to do, to suggest measures 
which might save the country and put a stop to 
the great evil which was overthrowing itin every 
direction? What right had the gentleman to sa 
that I have assumed to come forward as though 
I had been commissioned? He says also that he 
does not know whether this is atask which I have 
voluntarily undertaken, or which has been im- 
posed upon me by others. Sir, Iam unable to 
understand what the Senator means by this. I 
will not suppose that the gentleman had any se- 
rious intention of casting any taunt upon me, 
much less of intimating anything of a dishonor- 
able or improper character. Who does he think 
could impose a task on me? What part of my 
life, what part of my action, has shown that I 
was a man upon whom others could impose a 
task ? What the gentleman means, I do notknow. 
Į willconsider it all as unmeaning personality, and 
pass it by. 

But, sir, the other question involves something 
of more concern. Propositions which I have of- 
fered, he says, are founded on a policy most fatal 
to this country. What does the honorable Sen- 
ator mean by this? That nothing ought to have 
even been attempted? If anything elsc in place 
of it would have been proper policy, 1 should be 
glad that the gentleman were here to state what 
that other policy was. It must be to do some- 
thing, or to do nothing. Few will say we ought 
to have sat here and witnessed this ruin and wit- 
nessed this revolution, and done nothing; that we, 
the Senators of the people, we, the guardians of 
the Constitution, are to see that Constitution over- 
thrown, and that country that had confided in us 
brought to ruin, to misery, and to dismember- 
ment, and have done nothing. If the gentleman 
would do something, what is that something that 
should be done? Mind, to attempt to make peace 
by these resolutions is a fatal policy. What good 
policy, what saving and beneficial policy, would 

e have us adopt? He has not explained, and I 
shall not think it necessary to trouble myself 
further with this part of the subject. 

Mr. President, the cause of this great discontent 
in the country, the cause of the evils which we 
now suffer and which we now fear, originates 
chiefly from questions growing out of the respect- 
ive territorial rights of the diferent States and 
the unfortunate subject of slavery. I have said 
before to my brother Senators that I do not appear 
on this occasion as the advocate of slavery; Lap- 
pear here as the advocate of Union. I want to 

reserve that from overthrow; and I am suggest- 
ing that policy, which, acceording to my poor 
judgment, is adequate to the object. 


What is the great question out of which this 
mighty mischief has grown; what is this ques- 
tion about territory? Practically, itis reduced to 
a very small matter. We have passed through 
many of these territorial difficulties; we have now 
arrived at the very last oneof them. Neither the 
climate nor the wishes of any portion. of this 
Union have induced the people anywhere to de- 
sire really to extend slavery above the line of 360 
30' north latitude. That was the line adopted in 
1820 by wise men, who did it not so much with 
a view to equality of division as they did it with 
aview to strike upon that line north of which 
there might be no controversy, and where no such 
system of labor as that which required servitude 
could be useful. That has settled, very much, 
public opinion on that line with respect to the 
slavery question. We have now much territory 
north of that line; but there is no pretension to 
any rights there by those who hold slaves. We 
have, since that compromise line was first estab- 
lished, acquired territory south of it. That ter- 
ritory south of it is composed of the Territory of 
New Mexico, and nothing else; and there slavery 
now exists by Jaw. What is the resolution that 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILKINSON] 
read yesterday, offered, in 1850, by Mr. Clay, 
whom he so justly eulogized? Mr. Clay said he 
would not vote for any specific measure that 
would introduce slavery into any Territory where 
it did not actually exist; but to avoid the ques- 
tion and the controversies arising out of it here, 
he proposed to give to the territorial government 
ample power on the subject, without any restric- 
tion in regard to slavery. In the compromise of 
1850 that was done; territorial governments were 
established, and power was given them over this 
subject. That was the policy and design of Con- 
gress; they wanted to keep the question out of 
Congress; they therefore left it to the Territorial 
Legislature, and that Legislature, in conformity 
to the power given it, has passed a law recogniz- 
ing and admitting slavery. This may have been 
right or wrong; I do not undertake to decide that. 
They acted under a discretionary power given 
for this very purpose. They established slavery. 
Its existence there, then, is just as legitimate as 
its existence can be anywhere by force of local 
law, Well, what isthe question now and always? 
The South having seen itself excluded, its system 
of labor denounced and excluded from all the 
other Territories of the United States, have sup- 
posed their brethren were monopolizing all this 
description of property——the territorial property 
of the United States—and excluding them. The 
States holding slaves thought they had as much 
right as the States that were non-slaveholding 
had in this common property of the Union. You 
deny it; you say that you will govern it by an 
exclusive, a superior, a sectional power, and cx- 
clude a certain class of States who, under the 
Constitution of the United States, are upon an 
equal footing with yourselves. It makes to the 
North, so far as this matter goes, a monopoly 
of the public territory; it excludes by classes 
States of the Union, equal in all the means of 
contribution by which these Terrritorics were 
acquired, their blood and their money having 
equally gone to acquire them. One section of the 
Union turns around upon another after they are 
acquired, and says: ** Though acquired as com- 
mon property by common means, we do not like 
your system of labor, and nobody insisting upon 
that system of labor shall settle in the country; 
but those who adopt our system of labor shall go 
there.” Iam not stating this matter now for the 
purpose of showing that you areabsolutely wrong, 
or that the South is absolutely right. Iam stating 
the nature and character of the controversy. In 
the course of this controversy we have come toa 
point where we are obliged to halt. Party must 
halt. The controversy has reached the vitals of 
our country. It is no longer a mere question of 
puy opinion. Itis no longera question of party. 
tis a question of country and of Union. ‘These 
points of controversy have reference practically 
now to no other ‘Territory which we have except 
the Territory of New Mexico; and to show how 
infinitely small that is, there is another consider- 
ation to which I wish to advert. What are the 
worth and value of that Territory to white or to 
black? Jt is the most sterile region of country 
belonging to the United States, the least happy. 
it has been open to slavery for ten years, and 


there is a controversy, I believe whether there are 
twenty-four or twenty-six or twenty-eight slaves 
within the whole Territory. As I believe, it can 
never be made a slave State. It is nota country 
where slaves can be profitably employed; and 
that great law of profit and loss governs with inva- 
riable power and invariable efficacy. Here isa 
mere question of abstract right, in the deprivation 
of which the South has supposed itself to be of- 
fended, not only in its right, but offended in its 
equality and inits just pride as States, a whole 
class of which is suffering a sort of ostracism 
under the operation of a policy which insists that 
no one shall adopt there any other system of labor 
than that which prevails at the North. It may be 
the better one; but we are all standing as equals 
under a common Constitution; we arc not, here 
upon the original question as to the rightfulness 
or wrongfulness of slavery, as to the sin of it, the 
propriety or advantage or disadvantage of it. We 
are not here upon any of these questions. Rights 
under the Constitution are in question, and on that 
question the South insist that they have an equal 
right in the Territories to adopt their own system 
of labor in this common property, as you have to 
carry with you in your emigration your habits 
and customs and your system of labor. Which 
has the advantage of the other? You say that the 
southern people holding slaves are very bad fel- 
lows for that reason. Ishall not argue that. The 
good man cannot say to the bad man, who has 
with him purchased a tract of land and has an 
equal right to it, thatisareason why the good man 
shall take the whole, and exclude the bad man 
from the purchase which was made in common by 
common money. I make these remarks merely 
to show you that there must be, even in your own 
judgment, a plausible ground for the claim which 
these States of the South set up, and that they have 
at least a plausible subject for discontent. If it be 
only plausible in your view, in their view it is so 
just a cause of complaint that it is worth all those 
wretched evils to which Lat first adverted. They 
would rather go out of the Union than occupy a 

lace in it where they are denied equal rights 
in all particulars with their fellow-citizens; but 
they are willing to do, for the sake of peace, what 
we have done once before for the sake of the same 
peace, and to avert the same evils, We say now, 
as we cannot agree upon this subject, let us divide 
the territory; you go on the one side of it, and we 
on the other. “That was the doctrine held of old. 
We talk a great deal here about the fathers, about 
their example. When this difficulty, or one very 
like it, occurred in 1820—now forty years ago, and 
we may well rank as fathers those who were old 
enough to legislate in this body upon that ques- 
tion then—what did they do? Did they say as 
we now say, ‘no compromise with our brethren; 
stick to the law; no compromise; let us take all??? 
No, sir, they made a compromise: you call ita 
compromise; let us say itis. What does it pro- 

ose? To give up to you all the territory north? 

“rom what 1 have said before, you may well infer 
that, in giving that up, the South has only given 
up a territory where their system of labor cannot 
avail, cannot exist; but as to the South, it is alone 
one solitary Territory that we now possess, and 
that is a Territory where slavery docs to some 
extent exist, where by law it is authorized; and 
all that we ask in respect to that is, let the condi- 
tion of things as it is now in that Territory remain 
as itis. You have now grown greater than those 
who adopt this system of labor. You have grown 
great. You have just now triumphed in a great 
national controversy. The Republican party are 
coming into power with a President to execute 
their will, and with a majority here to proclaim 
the will of the whole nation. Now give us some 
security that you will not abuse that power. His- 
tory is full of examples of the abuse of power by 
those who have the means of executing it. Strong 
arms have been the law all over the world much 
more than written constitutions and right. It 
may be so in ourown country. Does it express 
any dishonorable distrust of you, any distrust at 
which you ought to take any offense, real or pre- 
tended? Is it anything more than a matter of 
prudence that great political communities should 
endeavor to guard themselves against possible 
injustice and possible encroachment? Upon what 
Sina Oe is your whole Constitution made? It 
1s made to guard your rights. Do you reproach 
that for its want of confidencein men? Itis upon 
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a want of confidence in men that all human law 
is made. Witha perfect confidence in men, why 
are your laws made against murder, against theft, 
against robbery? Why do nations all over the 
world cry out for written constitutions? Why 
do they ask; give us bonds, against which the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WiLkinson,} who 
spoke yesterday, seems to declaim so much, as if 
he considered them already as manacles upon his 
hands? Have not the people a right to suspect 
gentlemen who hold that sort of language of in- 
tending to abuse their power? He will not sub- 
mit even to reasonable and rational securities to 
be given to others. He calls it tying his hands, 
and says that he will not submit to it. 

This is a sort of argument that will satisfy no 
one. It cannot satisfy the honorable Senator him- 
self, Iam sure, when he comes to think over the 
argument which he has addressed to us. Here, 
then, is the controversy. All we ask, all that is 
necessary, I believe, to settle this great mischief 
that is now going on in the country is, that you 
shall agrec that in thatsterile country, where there 
never can be any number of slaves—you being in 
power, you having the power to change every- 
thing, even the constitution itself—you having all 
power, shall now agree with ‘us that the state of 
things there shall remain as it is—until when? 
Forever, the gentleman says. He says it estab- 
lishes it there forever. It is very easy to make 
speeches in this round and unmeasured sort of 
language. Let it remain as it is—until when? 
Until this Territory of more than one hundred 
thousand square miles—twice as large as the State 
of New York—shall contain in its borders a hun- 
dred thousand, ora hundred and twenty, or a hun- 
dred and thirty thousand inhabitants. Will that 
require alltime? For that short period, let things 
remain as they are just now, that we may not be 
perplexed with the fear of change from your supe- 
rior power. When itdoescome in, as itshall do 
when it has one hundred and thirty thousand in- 
habitants, then they will be entitled, and we will 
` give them the right to form themselves into a State 
and be admitted into the Union;and when so ad- 
mitted, they shall have the night to dispose of this 
question of sìavery just as they please; only, for 
the sake of peace, let this question rest in silence 
for that short time. Give the country, who are 
now greatly alarmed and greatly agitated upon 
the subject, a little repose. Give them time for 
their confidence to be restored. Give them time 
for better feelings to take the place of the bad 
feelings which now prevail. Cease your action 
foramoment. Give to the nation breathing-time. 

What else is asked? This is all; and this is 
refused, I say this is all; because, in respect to 
fugitives from bondage, there is no difficulty. 
That is fixed by the Constitution, and we can 
settle all that withoutany danger. What are all 
the other questions which affect and touch this 
question of involuntary servitude? They relate 
to the little District of Columbia, and this is the 
greatest spot to which they do relate. Nowas to 
the District of Columbia, how came that to belong 
to us? How came that involuntary servitude 
within the District of Columbia to be subject at 
all to our jurisdiction? By a voluntary cession 
from the State of Maryland. I speak only of that 
which we now hold; originally it was larger, and 
Virginia was one of the grantors. All that we 
now retain—having relinquished that on the other 


side of the Potomac—was granted to us by the | 


State of Maryland. Do you suppose, gentlemen, 
that when the State of Maryland granted that, 
there was any thought in the mind of the grantor 
or grantee, of Maryland or of the General Govern- 
ment, that any question should ever arise in re- 
spect to this slavery, which then existed here by 
the laws of Maryland? Would not some regula- 
tion have been made in respect to it in some way 
or other, as to how it should be abolished, if it 
should be done at all,and upon what terms done; 
or that it should not have been doneat all? This 
is not good faith. No such thing'being in the con- 
templation of the State which granted, or’ the 
States which received it, would it not be bad faith 
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| shown you. All the gentlemen from those States, 


| you can at least assure the fidelity and allegiance 


to use it for a purpose.not within the intention and 
nòt contemplated and not thought of by any one 
of the parties to the bargain? So it would have 
been in respect to a private transaction, and so it 
ought to be regarded here. Though the exercise 
of such a power might not be absolutely uncon- 
stitutional by Congress, it would be an exercise 
of power in bad faith, and contrary tothe expecta- 
tions, and contrary, I may say, to the interests 
of the party who made it. 

Now, sir, all the other places under the special 
jurisdiction of the United States perhaps do not 
amount to one hundred and fifty acres in all the 
southern States. They are the places for arsenals,. 
for navy-yards, and for dock-yards. They are 
the only places which are specially subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States in the States; and 
the proposition only provides that,in respect to 
those which are in the States, Congress shall pass 
no law hindering or abolishing slavery there. Is 
there ‘anything improper in all that? Is there 
anything of difficulty or question aboutit? Surely 
there cannot and ought not to be. 

Then I return to the original question: that 
which respects territory and slavery in connection 
with it. Í have made all the remarks upon that fl 
which I intend; and my whole and sole object in 
those remarks is not t8 attempt to convince you 
that the South is right, but to convince you that 
the South has, at least, some plausible reason to 
be discontented with any construction which gives 
you the whole and takes from them all; and that 
from that discontent and long irritation has now 
grown this flame which is consuming our country, 
and has severed from usa valuable and important 
portion of it. Under these circumstances, you 
are called upon to make this sacrifice. Let this 
poor sterile country of New Mexico remain as it 
now is in regard to this vexed question. What 
said Mr. Clay in the compromise of 1850, when 
slavery was attempted to be excluded or estab- 
lished in New Mexico? ‘No,’ said he, “we 
will not exclude it; I will not vote for any specific 
measure to carry it there; others may do that; 
the people who are to live there may do that; and 
I will agree to give to their territoria) govern- 
ment a power to exclude it or a power to disal- 
low it, as they please;’? and so they did. What 
do I ask of you more than Mr. Clay himself 
did? He gave them power to establish it there. 
Now, in the great commotion which exists in 
our public affairs, when change and the fear of 
change perplex the whole country, I just ask, let 
us make one firm point here; let usagree that the 
state of things in this poor Territory shall remain 
justas itis; and then ourcountry can be preserved. 
Was there ever a revolution so permitted to go on, 
—ever the dismemberment of a great country so 
allowed to take place—ever the overthrow.of a 
mighty nation like this allowed in the face of the 
whole world, plainly and obviously to the sight 
of its Legislature, and all allowed to go to wreck 
and ruin, when it could have been preserved in 
peace, by a grant no larger than that which I have 


I believe, with great unanimity, have said and de- 
clared that this compromise, if it could be adopted, 
or this measure, for I prefer to callit such, would 
save the secession of the States that have gone 
out, with one single exception perhaps. 
it be too late now to recall them at once by a mere 
vote of the Senate, upon or for any proposition, 


of other States dissatisfied from the same causes, 
but yet not willing to let go the banner of their 
country. You can satisfy and assure them; and 
by so doing insure their continued attachmentand 
allegiance to the Union. There remain of these 
States, some of the mostimportant in this Union, 
North Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, Tennessce, 
Kentucky, Missouri, Delaware. Is it not werth 
something to secure them? Or is an idea, isa 
dogma, to prevail—a dogma not of the Constitu- 
tion, a dogma not derived from the Constitution, 
a dogma having its origin, its whole value, to con- 
sist in the peculiar opinions—I will not discuss 
them—in one section of the country, and which 


But if |j 


is attempted to be ; 
and made an inseparable barrier to those- me: 
ures of policy which, in the presentexigency, seem 


placed above the Constitution, 


to. be necessary to save the country from over- 


whelming ruin? ‘Slavery shall not-be-extended 
in any Territory;” yet here I have crideavored to 
show you, to remove any scruple‘as far as I can, 
that slavery does exist ‘there now, and probably: 
to almost as great an extent as ever it will in the 
future. The dogma, if insisted upon,and the de- 
nunciation implied upon a whole class of States, - 
that their system of labor shall be excluded, and. 
they thereby partially excluded, is destroying the 
equality of the States, is not doing justice tocom- 
mon owners, is a usurpation, and a monopoly by 
a part of that which belongs to the: whole, and 
which the whole have an equal right to enjoy.: ` 

But to take away from it the mischief it might 
do as a general principle if insisted upon every- 
where, for the peace of the country let that’ line 
of partition be made; you take the greater half; 
you take two thirds of it all; and say as to the’ 
other third, and that the poorest and most sterile 
and most uninhabitable, which you nominally 
leave to the South, that the state of things as it 
nowis there shall continue to exist until it becomes: 
a State, when it may dispose of this pestiferous: 
subject exactly as it pleases. That little boon has 
not been granted. hat is too great an offering © 
to make to the safety of the country. My friends 
on the right and on the left, is this not a marvel 
in the history of the world? Gentlemen den 
this little item of satisfaction. Gentlemen: deny it 
here, seeing the consequence of it. They see the 
country going to ruin, limb by limb falling from 
it, and some of its strongest and most potent 
arms falling from it, and yet they adhere to a 
dogma, and refuse the remedy which can avert 
the evil. Was ever exaction so small to avertan 
evil so great? Fa i 

Gentlemen, however, say they will not do this, 
because they will make no compromise. Gen- 
tlemen, if this is a compromise, who offers’ it? 
Does the South offer it? Does the North offer it? 
There must be two parties to.acompromise. Has 
there been. any negotiation between them on the 
subject? Weare one andan integral body, com- 
posed of Senators. of the United States; I have 
the honor to be one of that honorable body. I 
offer aresolution. Do I offer itas a compromise ? 
I am not only elected by the State of Kentucky 
as her representative; but I am the representa- 
tive, as I understand it, of every State of this 
Union. I am a Senator of the United States; 
and it is in that right that I offer my propositions 
here. If those propositions had contained, on 
any controversy that might have existed, such 
termsas the North insisted on, whose terms would 
they have been then? Would you have called 
them a compromise offered by the North to the 
South? And yeta southern Senator offered them. 
No, sir; I offered thom as no compromise from 
the South to the North, or the North to the South. 
I offer them to your wisdom and for your con- 
sideration as a measure for the benefit and com- 
mon good of the whole country. I offer them 
as indicating the best policy for the whole coun- 
try; and you call them a compromise, and say 

ou will have no compromise; and petitioners are 
instructed to say, ‘*no compromise.”’ 

Sir, I am very sorry to hear such language em- 
ployed in a petition from the people, and in such 
aconnectionasthis. Thisisno compromise. The 
petition does not apply to the case. It is a meas- 
ure of government which I offer as a Senator, 
standing equal and just between the States, North 
and South. I offer it as a measure of government 
fur your good of the North, as well as the good 
of the South. It would have to be a task imposed 
on me, indeed, though I do not know who could 
impose such a one, if I were to offer, as a Senator 
of the United States, to this body any proposition 
of a character so partial and selfish as to amount 
to an unfair advantage to any partof the country, 
and to the disadvantage, much less to the dishonor, 
of another. I would as soon dishonor my fellow- 
citizens in one section of the country as in another; 


1378 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 2, 


and I hope and trust in God, neither my princi- 
ples nor my feelings would allow me to attempt 
or permit any such thing, either to the one section 
or to the other section. I have offered it in no 
such spirit. Iam not bargaining for the South, 
or bargaining against the North. I am pursuing 
a policy which I think the country ought to pur- 
sue, and submitting it to your common judgment. 
By that.common judgment nothing can be done, 
nothing can be granted, and no compromise can 
be made. 

Thirty-seven thousand men from the noble old 
State of Massachusetts have said, ‘* Let there be 

_no.compromise.’? Nothing is more justly boasted 
of by Massachusetts than her school-houses and 
herchurches. Her churches and herschool-houses 
were the first houses she built; and now here have 
arisen out of these churches over thirty thousand 
men who, when a great controversy arises in the 
country, when revolution is seizing arms on every 
side, and brethren are ready to slay and destroy 
each other, and when such terms as those which 
I have endeavored to explain can settle the whole 
matter, with an apparently pious and religious 
ery, say: ‘* Nocompromise; Jetblood flow; but no 
compromise.” Where did they learn that? Did 
they learn it in church? Did they learn it in the 
Bible? The Bible says, If you bring your offering 
to the altar, and there remember that thy brother 
has aught against thee, lay thy offering down; go 
and be reconciled to thy brother; and then come 
and present thy offering to the Almighty; then thy 
offering will be acceptable to thy Maker. Here 
the pious thirty-seven thousand say: ‘* No com- 
promise; that is the offering we carry to the altar; 
blood and battle we carry to the altar, and lay 
there as our offering.” Thatis the bloody trophy 
they offer up. ‘They say ‘No compromise.” F 
have no doubt, sir, there are many venerable and 
good men among them, because they are neigh- 
bors to atleast forty thousand Massachusetts men 
who have petitioned in a very different tonc, and 
say: “Compromise, I pray; make peace with 
them; let us not slay and destroy one another.” 
That is the language of the petition which I pre- 
sented. 

Sir, if old Bunker Hill now had a voice, it would 
be, of course, as it should be, a voice like thun- 
der; and what would she proclaim from her old 
and triumphant heights? No compromise with 
your brethren? No, sir; that would not be her 
voice; but I fancy to myself, if that venérated and 
honored old scene of American bravery, hallowed 
by the blood of the patriots who stood there, 
hand in hand, brethren of the North and South, 
could but speak, it would be but one voice, a great 
and patriotic voice: peace with thy brethren; be 
reconciled with thy brethren. Itis less than the 
value of a straw that is asked from you as com- 
promise, and you will not give a straw. You 
prefer the bloody doctrine of no compromise; 
battle first” and woe be to those whe first draw 
the sword. 

Mr. President, I am endeavoring plainly and 
frankly to present to the minds of my brother 
Senators the view which [take to some extent, 
perhaps not the whole extent, of what will satisfy 
the South, and leave it to yoursclves to judge how 
far it is true. Of course, it would be idle in me, 
and worse than idle, if I were to make an untrue 
statement, or an unfounded statement, as to the 
exact merits of this paltry question which now 
divides us. 
this Union, the people of which would not, upon 
a fuir presentation of this question, put perhaps 
in less offending language than can be found in 
some of these resolutions, who would not vote 
for peace on the terms proposed; who would not 
grant all that is asked, and more than that, if the 
consequence on the one side was to be reconcilia- | 
tion and reunion, and on the other battle and 
blood, 

But now, to pass from this view: we are likely 
soon to part aud what a spectacle do we present? 
We have done nothing. The country is inflamed, 
and nothing has been done to quench the destroy- 
ing fire; yet that is our business here, to preserve | 
the Union, to make the people contented and 
happy. ‘Thatis our greatand high mission. The 
country is in flames, and nothing has been done 
to extinguish the fire. What, Senators and Mr. 
President,is to be the consequence of it? No one 
can exactly answer; but the question mustawaken | 
the forebodings of every man within the reach of | 


Ido not believe there is a State in | 


my voice. What consequence will follow from 
our failure to do anything? God only knows. 
They are fearful to think of, in my judgment. I 
do not know what they will be. I fear for further 
revolution—for revolution to such an extent as to 
destroy, in effect, this Union. I hope not. I 
would advise against it. I would say to the peo- 
ple, the distraction which exists in the opinions 
of those that constitute Congress are such that 
they cannot agree upon any measures now; you 
may think and fecl that justice is denied you; it 
may be so; but is denied you by whom? Ina 
time of high party excitement, by one Congress. 
Your Constitution is so framed as to give you, in 
a short period, many Congresses. The power 
returns to the people of electing their represent- 
atives; and’ this Government is worth being pa- 
tient for, and worth bearing a great deal for. Be 
patient and bear it, even though you think you 
are wronged, Rather bear the wrongs you have, 
than fly to others which you know notof. Hold 
fast to the Union. The Union is the instrument by 
which you may obtain redress, by which you will 
in the end obtain redress. Congress may err. It 
may err from error of judgment, from passion, 
from excitement, from party heats; they will not 
last always. The principles upon which your 
| Government was founded recognize all these frail- 
ties, recognize all these sources of occasional and 
temporary wrong and inj ustice, but they furnish 
a remedy for it. They furnish a remedy in the 
often-recurring elections which the people make. 
It is not for the first offense that dismemberment 
and disunion are justified. Hold fast to the Union. 
There is safety, tried safety, known safety; and 
that same Union is the best assurance you can 
have of eventually obtaining from your fellow- 
citizens a generous recompense for all the wrongs 
you have received, and a generous remedy against 
any wrongs hereafter. 

These are my feclings, and this would be my 
advice. My advice is that of a Union man earnest 
for its preservation; and, without the fullness of 
my heart, the words which I utter are worth noth- 
ing. This would be my advice at all times upon 
this question, and upon every question which 
threatened the Union: stay in the Union and strive 
inthe Union. Wemay have had evidences enough 
here of the impossibility of obtaining any agree- 
ment from our northern brethren to these meas- 
ures of policy which I have offered. I will not 
call them a corapromise, for that seems to offend 
gentlemen; though I was willing that each of 
our brethren, North and South, might think, by 
the word compromise, that, in a generous and 
affectionate spirit and sentiment, nominally, at 
least, he had given up something. But gentlemen 
object to the term, if the stern, warlike cry of ‘no 
compromise” is heard, like the ancient cry of the 
Roman conqueror. When oppression was com- 
plained of, they answered it by a væ victis—woe 
to the conquered; now translated, ‘* no compro- 
i mise.” The væ victis of the Romans, and the * no 
compromise” here, apply to different ages; but 
they are the same language, and convey the 
| same, terrible denunciation: woe to the conquered 
—no compromise. ‘Fake our dogmas; take our 
| platforms; it is not sufficient that you obey the 
Constitution; it is not sufficient that you adhere 
to the Union; go out of the Constitution; go out 
of the Union; look at our platform; study that; 
that is the idol to which you must bow down; 
otherwise, ‘* no compromise’’—woe to you. Sir, 
this is not the language of the heart or of the judg- 
ment. Itis the language of excitement. It may 
be uttered by good men; but it is the language of 
passion, It is the language of excitement. It 
|! regards nothing here to be a compromise that is 
| within the Constitution. 

These amendments only ask you to make some 
; additions to your Constitution because of the al- 
tered state of things When we met here at the 
commencement of the session, you had fifteen 
States which adopted the same system of labor— 
involuntary servitude. The Constitution was 
framed to a state of things, when almost every 
' State in the Union, with butone exception, adopted 
that system of labor. You have now in the Union, 


ji of those who acknowledge this system of labor 


within it, only eight of those States; supposing 
|'Texasout. Inthe old Constitution, when almost 
all were slave States, you gave guarantees that 
fugitives from one State to another should be re- 
‘turned. Now there has got up, what is anknown 


to the Constitution, an agitation against slave- 
holding, which. the Constitution recognizes, for 
which the Constitution did not disqualify, or 
place any inequality upon the States holding it. 
There has been got up in our country questions 
arising out of that, beyond the limits of the Con- 
stitution, which rest above the Constitution, and 
which are worked up into platforms, and to which 
the obedience of all other sections is demanded. 
Now, my brother Senators, is there anything like 
that in the Constitution, in fact or in truth? Did 
not the Constitution intend to leave us free on 
that question as regards ourselves?, Did it not 
intend to leave the States choosing to adopt that 
system of labor just as freeas it intended to leave 
them in regard to other questions? Itseems so to 
me. * 

Sir, another reason for my confidence is, that 
this cry of væ victis, or no compromise, is not the 
sentiment of the American people. Although we 
have been unable to agree upon anything here, 
is it known to any Senator, the oldest and the 
most experienced, either-in his own experience 
or what happened in the country before his time, 
that there ever was such an expression of public 
opinion given within so short a time as has been 
given here in reference to these very propositions? 
‘What is the number of petitions forwarded? I 
suppose, if I should say we have received peti- 
tions from not less than a quarter of a million, I 
should be within bounds. In addition to that, 
societies everywhere have been petitioning in the 
name of their whole body. State Legislatures 
have memorialized,-and, in fact, petitioned Con- 
gress in the name of the people of their States. 
Í do not know how many. The chief agents of 
the great railroad companies, owning railroads in 
value to the amount of more than three hundred 
million dollars, traversing the country from North 
to South in every direction, have petitioned in 
favor of the adoption of these propositions of 
peace, and they, gentlemen of the highest stand- 
ing and the highest respectability, have declared 
that, as far as all their travels extended along all 
these mighty railroads, they have found the peo- 
ple, with great unanimity, of the same opinion, 
and in favor of the adoption of these propositions. 

Now, sir, I do not want confidence in legisla- 
tors. Ihave been one of them too often and too 
long to endeavor to castany discredit upon them, 
or the differences of opinion which exist among 
them. Ido notintend to do any such thing; but 
I intend to say this: that my confidence in the in- 
telligence and public virtue of the people isgreater 
than it is in any body of their representatives. 
The people have given me assurances upon this 
subject by these petitions, that right will. event- 
ually be done; that they, the true sovereigns of 
the country, will take this subject into consider- 
ation, and that they will not allow them and their 
children, and their children’s children, scattered 
about through all this land, to go to war with one 
another upon such a comparative trifle. 

I hope, too, that the South, the State which I 
represent, and all others, will find in these peti- 
tions a generous spirit of fraternity, a generous 
spirit, a sense of justice, that will remove those 
misrepresentations which have been so long and 
so often impressed by party upon their minds, that 
one section hates another. { do not believe any 
such thing. I have been to the North, and I have 
been to the Northwest; I have been to the coun- 
try of the honorable Senator from Minnesota. E 
observe that the names of the petitioners that he 
presents are limited to very small pieces of paper, 
who cry out ‘no compromise’? there, Why, 
sir, let me tell the gentleman an anecdote which 
will redeem his people from the unchristian spirit 
of hostility with which they seem to desire to im- 
press their opinions exclusively upon the minds 
of all their fellow-citizens, or at any rate not to 
compromise. ` 

There was a little party of us that were out in 
the mighty country of the Northwest, amusing 
ourselves with hunting and fishing and camping 
about. We got to St. Paul. There wasa servant 
with us that attended our party, and was very 
useful to us, and enjoyed itabout as much as any 
of the whole party. We found itat St. Anthony 


i so pleasant, and there was such a grand, magnifi- 


cent, and accommodating hotel there, that we 
stayed there some time, the servant with us. They 
did not act in the spirit of no compromise, (we 
will not pull a hair from the head of the littlest 
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: : 
dogma that-is embraced in the Chicago platform.) 
but they treated us with the most open hospitality 
and kindness to be found anywhere; and told us 
particularly: ‘Take noalarm about your servant; 
do nottrouble yourself about him atall; heis jast 
as safe here asin Kentucky; no man here will 
disturb him; the town will not permit it.” There 
was not a word said about him; and every man 
there knew he was there, and knew he was a 
slave, and there was nothing said about it, That 
was the sort of hospitality and kindness, that was 
the sort of compromise, they gave: ‘* Stay; you 
are our fellow-citizen from a distant land, come 
among us, and we want to show you that we 
know how to meet you, and treat our fellow-cit- 
izens; we are glad to see you, and there will be 
no disturbance about your servant;” and exactly 
did they fulfill their kind and hospitable words. 
They compromised. . 

But the Senator feels himself called upon not to 
compromise a great nation; and yet, through this 
great nationcommon blood flows. What man is 
there here thagis not of a blood, flowing—mean- 
dering—perhaps through every State in the Union? 
and we talk about not compromising a family 
quarrel; and that is to be held up as patriatism, or 
party fidelity. In the name of God, who is it that 
‘will adopt that policy? We are one people in 
blood; in language one; in thoughts one; we read 
the same books; we feed on the same meats; we 
go to the same school; we belong to the same com- 
munion. ff, as we go through this quarrelsome 
world, we meet with our little difficulties, if we 
wish to carry with us grateful hearts of the bless- 
ings we have enjoyed, we shall be bound to com- 
promise with the difficulties that must occur on 
all the ways of the world that are trodden by Gov- 
ernments on earth. It is our infirmity to have 
such difficulties. Let it be our magnanimity and 
our wisdom to compromise and settle them: 

Do not believe, my fellow-citizens of the North, 
my brother Senators of the North, that | am urg- 
ing this upon you asa bargain. Iam only pe 
posing the measure which I believe, and which 
my judgment suggests to me, as most for your 
‘benefit, and most for my benefit; most for the 
benefit of your States, of my State, and of the 
States of all of us. That is the spirit in which I 
propose it. I would not take the most paltry right 
from you to give it to the South. I would not 
detract a particle from your honor, in order to 
give anything like a triumph to any section of the 
country. You are as much my countrymen as 
anybody. I claim the whole country as my 
country; and as yet the alienation is not such be- 
tween us and even these seceding brethren that I 
could not travel through it, and feel as if I was 
still in my own country. I feel an assurance that, 
by a right system of policy here, even they would 
return. Now, Í would have the South, I would have 
the border States, as they are commonly called, 
those that yet remain out of secession—to stand 
by you, trust to you, and trust to the people. A 
great many, if nota majority, of their northern 
brethren, have given them assurances of their 
sympathy for them, and that justice shall be done 
them. I believe it. They are assurances given 
by kindness, by patriotism, and willbe redeemed; 
and that kindness, that sympathy, which exists 
inthe North, will attract others. Itis the stand- 
ard of humanity, and the standard of patriotism; 
and one after another they will crowd around it, 
until the States shall come and make peacc-offer- 
ings to their brethren, instead of crying out “ no 
compromise.’ I believe in this. f would have 
the border States believe in this. Our northern 
fellow-citizens have entitled themselves to this 
confidence by their action upon these very reso- 
lutions. 


Thousands, and tens and hundreds of | 


thousands have come here and petitioned forthem; | 


the States have petitioned for them. All this is 
an evidence of kindness that ought to bind the 
heart of the southern States. At any rate, it 
ought to affect their judgment as to the future. 
You will see by this that, even if nothing be 
done, Iam not for secession. No, sir; I was born 
and bred in the State of Kentucky; and as to my 
native State, old Kentucky, I shall say to her 
more freely than to others: I desire to see you 
stand by the Union of the country; do not go off 
until an imperious necessity forces you; give 


to the world a long continued evidence of your ! 


constancy, your patriotism, and your fidelity 
to the Constitution. Stand by it; you have 


stood there heretofore manfully; you have. liter- 
ally founded this faith upon a rock; this faith is 
founded upona rock,and you have engraven the 
sentiment there. The stone which. you contrib- 
uted to the unfinished monument of Washington 
in this city, bore upon its Kentucky marble front 
these words: ‘*‘ Kentucky was the first to enter. 
the Union after the adoption of the Constitution; 
she will be the last to leave it.” That sentiment 
she has engraven in marble; and it now stands 
sanctified still more by forming a portion of the 
monument of George Washington. I want to see 
her true to that great sentiment. [tswellsthe heart 
to hear it. There is nothing, as it seems to me, 
in all the hopes and all the triumphs that seces- 
sion can promise itself, equal to the proud swell- 
ing of the heart at these noble and patriotic sen- 
timents. 

Let Kentucky stand by that sentiment, Let 
her be the last to leave that Union which has con- 
ferred upon her so much honor, so much glory, 
so much liberty, and so much happiness; and, 
abused as it has been, mal-administered as it has 
been, itis as yet the best Government on earth; 
the only Government on earth in which a man 
commands his own. actions, can speak his own 
thoughts in any work which he pleases, where 
no man is imprisoned unlawfully, from one end 
of it to the other. From San Francisco to Port- 
land, where is the man that is imprisoned and 
deprived of his liberty unlawfully? If our Treas- 
ury is empty, our money misspent, still, badly 
administered as it has been, and as much better 
as it would be if properly administered, with all 
its faults of administration, it is the best Govern- 
ment the world records. It is only here in the 
arms of this great and mighty Republic that lib- 
erty was ever presented to the world in all her 
height and all her majesty. ‘The little Republics 
on the Alpine hills of Europe are little commu- 
nities too small to excite the ambition or the cu- 
pidity of greater and imperial powers. Liberty 
there is too small to be looked at; but here she 
stood up in all her majesty and in all her might, 
and with her mighty arms reaching across the 
continent. 

Now, sir, will you allow such greatness as that 
to be lost? It isa mighty benefit to every citizen 
of the country that the name of that country gocs 
before him like a host, and is a shield over him. 
The very name contains a charm and a spell that 

rotects him in every region of the world. This 
1s one blessing this great country has conferred 
upon as, and which is magnifying still more every 

ay. 
When, for the want of timely compromises, we 
have fallen into this career of destruction, and that 
career is going on—and where it will end God 
only knows—TI say I hope we shall stand to the 
Union and try it, and try it again. If one Con- 
gress does not judge rightly, or willnotactwightly, 
another will. That is the principle of our Gov- 
ernment; and it requjres of us, for all these great 
boons, patience and forbearance. Show you this 
patience and this forbearance, and let us wait; 


and, if that is to be our sad destiny, when rebel- | 


lion and revolution shall have passed over this 
whole land, I want to see old Kentucky, even in 
that day of desolation, standing up, if left alone 
on the wasted field, brave and collected, with the 
flag of the Union in her hands, standing upon the 
great field like the last hero of a battle; and then, 
when the Union is no more, and she stands there 
the image of patriotism, of honor,and of heroism 
and of fidelity to the Union to the last day of the 
Union, it will be time enough for her to consider 
what next shall be done. 

My principle, and the doctrine I teach, is, take 
care of the Union; compromise it; do anything 
for it; itis the palladium—so General Washing- 
ton called it—of your rights; take care of it, and 
it will take care of you. Yes, sir; let us take 
care of the Union, and it will certainly take care 
of us, That is the proposition which I teach. 

Mr. President, I have occupied more of your 
time than I had intended, and i have occupied it 
with certainly very desultory, and probably a 
very unprofitable course of remark. I believe, 
sir, I shall be supposed to have expressed my- 
self kindly, frankly, and sincerely, ido not wish, 
and I do not know what would induce me, todo 
otherwise. 


I am about to part from all my brethren here. į 


I should be sorry to believe that I had uttered a 


single word that could leave causé-of offense in: 
the heart of any member of. this. body...’ -have |. 
Hot so intended. I may err on this subject.-1 am 
earnest; I am sincere. I havespoken.. what in. 
soberness and truth I believe; what to some-ex— 
tent, coming from the region where Edo, 1-may 
say I know as to facts; and I endedvor to give’ 
you warning, not threats.: Ihave long ago learned: | 
not to threaten anybody; but.I may warn, and it” 
is the duty of brotherhood, it is the duty ‘of-my 
place in the Senate, that I warn my. brethren of 
any danger that I suppose is approaching our 
common country. I have endeavored, to.do.no 
more; and I tell you now, that, whatever security 
the apparent peace that surroundsus may induce 
us to suppose exists in the country, itis a delusion, 
To-morrow after to-morrow, andeach to-mortow, 
brings with it new fears and new apprehensions 
tomy mind. Rebellion, revolution, seem: to: be 
an epidemic in the land. F thought.we could do 
something to stay it. I might have been mis- 
taken even in that, You (addressing. the Repub- 
lican Senators) have thought that these remedies 
would be inefficacious or unnecessary; you: have 
hesitated to apply them. «It seemed to you a 
concession. I do not ask it as a concession, €X- 
cept as a concession which might bring you a 
greater good. Letus hear no more about. ‘no 
compromises.” Itis a measure of policy. If your 
good is not involved in it as well as mine, and 
much less if your harm is involved in it, ldo not 
expect you toadopt it. I offer it because I believe 
it is good for you, as well as for every portion of 
this great country. That is the principle ‘upon 
which I act as a Senator of the United States, act- 
ing for a common country, dear to me in all its 
parts; its honor dear, its interests dear to me, and 
| find the best security for the rights of my own 
State in respecting the rights of every other State. 
These great movements in human affairsand in thé 
course of nations will take place, sometimes final 
and disastrous, at other times they are temporary, 
and may be modified, and peace and harmony re- 
stored by a course of policy. Restoration is my 
great object. I have attempted that by the resolu- 
tions which I offered. It is too late for me to hope 
for their passage. Though I believe every word I 
have said, Lam not vain enough to suppose that 
it can probably carry conviction ‘or persuasion 
to the minds of gentlemen. I therefore calculate 
upon nothing being done upon those resolutions. 
1 wanta vote on them, and I hope that that vote, 
though it may not have the competent majority of 
two thirds to recommend them as an amendment to 
the Constitution, may, by even a bare majority, 
contribute something to quiet the country and 
create a disposition to wait and forbear. That I 
cannot now hope for; but I do hope that this reso- 
lution which has passed the House of Represent- 
atives for an amendment to the Constitution, 
though in my judgment not covering the case, and 
wholly inadequate as a general remedy, yet may 
have some good effect, Jike a solitary ray of sun- 
shine breaking through the clouds, which might 
show an opening in them. It is one ray from 
the great central system, to warm our hopes and 
keep them alive for another and a better day. 
The amendments to it which are now pressed 
upon us seem to leave very little hope. The reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives cannot be 
very objectionable in itself to any Senator, unless 
it be to those who assume that they will not com- 
promise at all with the Constitution, to make even 
a single change init. It may sometimes be that 
to make changes and amendments in the Consti- 
tution is the very way to preserve it. Edo. not 
doubt the sincerity of those gentlemen who say 
“it is out of our reverence to the Constitution 
that we will not consent to amend it;’’ but I beg 
them to reconsider that determination. There 
may be conjuncturesin publicaffairs; there may be 
an alteration in the condition and circumstances 
of nations, particularly nations which, spring- 
ing up from a handful and a comparatively small 
community, have grown into a great nation. 
There may be occasions for making changes to 
accommodate it to these altered cenditions, pre- 
serving its principles, not violating them, making 
them in harmony with, and as a preservation of 
the whole instrament—a process of preservation. 
Now, I want to sce, at least, this amendment 
made. May we not agree that all of the amend- 
ments which are now offered to it shall, at this 


i last moment, in a spirit of amity and of concil- 
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iation, be withdrawn, and that we now have a vote 
upon the resolution from the House of Represent- 
atives? It may not be worth much, but it will 
show the way to peace; it will show the way to 
reconciliation; it will show that there is no stern, 
unreasoning, and blind opposition to every sort 
ef acquiescence in amendments that are desired 
to the Constitution. It may not be of much effect 
for the present, or it may be. Consider the dimin- 
ished number of the slaveholding States; consider 
the increased and increasing numbers of the free 
States; consider it fairly and candidly, and ask 
yourselves if your brethren are doing more than 
freemen ought to do, who are taught to be vigilant 
of their rights, to employ, as bulwarks for them, 
in all countries and on all occasions, constitutional 
securities. I hope, in that spirit, you will allow 
this resolution to pass. 

Gentlemen, I beg pardon for the time which I 
have occupied. I thank you for the patient and 
respectful attention with which you have listened 
to.my remarks. I ought to have said all that I 
have said in much shorter time and much fewer 
words. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the long 
public service of the Senator from Kentucky, his 
acknowledged patriotism and devotion to the 
Union, give greatimportance to whatever he says; 
and in all he has said in favor of the Union and 
its preservation, and the maintenance of the Con- 
stitution, I most heartily concur. No man shall 
exceed me in devotion to the Constitution and the 
Union. But, while this is so, what the Senator 
says of those of us who disagree with him as to 
the mode of preserving the Union and maintain- 
ing the peace of the country is well calculated, in 
consequence of the position he occupies, to mis- 
lead and prejudice the public mind as to our true 
position. Does he expect, or can he expect, that 
compromises will be madeand concessions yielded 
when he talks of the great party of this country, 
constituting a majority of its people, as being 
wedded to a dogma set up above the Constitution; 
when he talks of us as usurping all the Territo- 
ries, as ostracizing all the people of the South, 
and denying them their rights? Is that the way 
to obtain compromises? Instead of turning his 
denunciation upon those who violate the Consti- 
tution and trample the flag of the country in the 
dust, he turns to usand talks to us of usurpations, 
of our dogmas; tells us that for a straw we are 
willing to dissolve the Union and involve the 
country in blood. Why are not these appeals 
made and these rebukes administered to the men 
who are involving the country in blood? If itis 
a straw for us to yield, is it anything more than 
a straw for them to demand? If itis a trifle for 
us to concede, is it any larger than a triffe which 
the South demands, and to obtain which itis will- 
ing to destroy this Union, which he has so beauti- 
fully and so highly eulogized? 

Sir, I have heard this charge against the people 
of the North, of a desire to usurp the whole of the 
common Territories, till I am tired of the accusa- 
tion. It has been made and refuted ten thousand 
times. Nota man inthe North denies to every 
citizen of the South the same rightin a Territory 
that he claims for himself. And who are the peo- 
ple of the South? Slavcholders? Not one white 
citizen in twenty of the population in the South 
ownsaslave. The nineteen twentieths of the non- 
slaveholding population of the South are forgot- 
ten, while the one twentieth is spoken of as ‘* the 
South.” The man who owns a slave in the South 
has just as much right in the Territory as a man 
in the North who owns no slave. If the south- 
erner cannot take his negro slave to the Territory, 
neither can the northern man. 

Again, sir, the Senator talks of the rights of the 
States to the common Territories. The Territo- 
ries do not belong to the States; they are the prop- 
erty of the General Government; and the State of 
Kentucky has no more right ina Territory than 
has the city of Washington, or any county in the 
State of Maryland. As a State, Kentucky has 
no right in a Territory, nor has Illinois; but the 


Territories belong to the Federal Government, | 
and are disposed of to the citizens of the United | 


States, without regard to locality. 


But, sir, | propose to inquire what it is that has | 


brought the country to its present condition; what :| 


it is that has occasioned this disruption, this rev- 
olution in a portion of the country. Many years 
ago an attempt was made in the State of South 


ad 
iy 


Carolina to disrupt this Government, at that time. 
on account of the revenue system. It failed. The 
disunionists of 1832 were put down by General 
Jackson; and from that day to this there have 
been secessionists per se, men who have been 
struggling continuously and persistently to prop- 
agate their doctrine wherever they could find fol- 
lowers; and I am sorry to say they seem to have 
impressed the public mind of the South, toa great 
extent, with their notions. In 1850, the effort to 
break up the Government was renewed, It was 
then settled by what were known as the compro- 
mise measures of that year. The great men of 
that day—Clay, Webster, Cass, and others—took 
part in that settlement, and it was then supposed 
that the settlement would be permanent. The 
controversy of 1850 was not in regard to a tariff, 
but in regard to the negro question; the very 
question which Gencral Jackson had prophesied, 
in the nullification times, would be the one upon 
which the next attempt would be made to destroy 
the Government. Afteralongstruggle, the com- 
promise measures of 1850 were passed. Quiet 
was given to the country; all partiesin all sections 
of the country acquiesced in the settlement then 
made. Resolutions were offered in this body de- 
nouncing any person who should attempt again 
to introduce the question of slavery into Con- 
gress. Speeches were made, in which Senators 
declared that they would never again speak upon 
the subject in the Congress of the United States. 
It was said that the slavery question was forever 
removed from the Halls of Congress, and we then 
supposed that the country would continue quiet 
on this exciting subject. But, sir, in 1854, not- 
withstanding the pledges which had been given 
in 1850, notwithstanding the quiet of the country, 
when no man was agitating the slavery question; 
when no petitions came either from States, coun- 
ties, cities, or towns, from villages or individ- 
uals, asking a disturbance of former compromises; 
when all was quiet, of a sudden a proposition was 
sprung in this Chamber to unsettle the very ques- 
tions which had been put to rest by the compro- 
mises of 1850. A proposition was then intro- 
duced to repeal one of the compromises which had 
been recognized by the acts of 1850; for the Mis- 
souri compromise, which excluded slavery from 
Kansas and Nebraska, was, by reference, directly 
and in express terms, reaflirmed by the compro- 
mises of 1850. But, sir, in the beginning of 1854, 
that fatal proposition was introduced and embod- 
ied in the Kansas-Nebraske act, which declared 
that the eighth section of the act for the admission 
of Missouri into the Union, which had passed in 
1820, and which excluded slavery from Kansas 
and Nebraska, should be repealed, it being de- 
clared to be ‘* the true intent and meaning of the 
act not to introduce slavery into any State or Ter- 
ritory, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave 
the people thereof perfectly free to form and regu- 
late thelr domestic institutions in theif own way, 
subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States’’—a little stump speech, as Colonel Benton 
denominated it, introduced into the body of the 
bill, which has since become as familiar to all the 
„children of the land, from its frequent repetition, 
as Mother Goose’s stories. That was the fatal act 
which brought about the agitation of the slavery 
question; and on the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise followed the disturbances in the settle- 
ment of Kansas. That act led to civil war in Kan- 


| sas, to the burning of towns, to the invasion from 
Missouri, to all the horrors and anarchy which 


reigned in thatill-fated Territory for several years, 


all of which is too fresh in the recollection of the | 


American people to require repetition. And, sir, 


from that day to this, the doctrine which it is | 


pretended was enunciated in 1854 in the Kansas- 
Nebraska act, of non-intervention, of popular sov- 


| ereignty, or squatter sovereignty, for it is known | 


under various names, has been preached ail over 
the country, until in the election of 1860, it was 
repudiated and scouted, north and south, by a 
majority of the people in every State in the Union; 
and even at this session, it has been thrust in here 
upon almost every occasion, as the grand panacea 
that was to give peace to the country; whereas it 


was the very thing which gave rise to all the dif- | 


ficulties. The disunionists per se have scized hold 
of the disturbances growing out of the slavery 


` question, all occasioned by this fatal step in 1854, 
to inflame the public mind of the South, and bring į 


about the state of things which now exists. 


But, sir, the Union survived the disunion move- 
ment of 1832; it survived the excitement upon 
the slavery question in 1850; it survived the dis- 
turbances in Kansas in 1855 and 1856, consequent 
upon the repeal of the Missouri compromise. It 
survived them all without an actual attempt at 
disruption, until we came down to 1860, and Abra- 
ham Lincoln was elected President; and even 
now, notwithstanding the dissatisfaction at his 
election in some portions of the country, and all 
the previous troubles, the laws to-day would have 
had foree in every part of the Union, and seces- 
sion would have been checked in its very origin, 
had the Government done its duty and not acted 
in complicity with the men who had resolved to 
destroy it. 

The secession movement, then, dates back sev- 
eral years. It received an impetusin 1850; another 
in 1854; and in 1860, by the connivance and the 
assistance of the Government itself, itacquired the 
strength which it now has. What has been the 
policy of the expiring Administration? Its Cabinet 
officers boasting of their complicitygwith the men 
who were plotting the destruction of the Govern- 
ment, openly proclaiming in the face of the world 
that they bad used their official power, while 
members of the Cabinet, and sworn to protect 
and preserve the Government, to furnish the 
means for its destruction, openly acknowledging 
before the world, that they had used the power 
which their positions gave them, to discredit the 
Government, and also to furnish arms and mu- 
nitions of war to the men who were conspiring 
together to assault its fortifications, and seize its 
property; openly boasting that they had taken 
care during their public service, to see that the 
arms of the Federal Government were placed in 
convenient positions for the use of those who de- 
signed to employ them for its destruction. More 
than this, members while serving in the other 
branch of Congress, go to the Exccutive of the 
United States, and tell him, “Sir, we are taking 
steps in South Carolinato break up this Govern- 
ment; you have forts and fortifications there; 
they are but poorly manned; now, if you will 
leave them in the condition they are until the 
State of South Carolina gets ready to take pos- 


| session, we will wait until that time before we 


seize them;’? and the Executive of the nation 
asks the treasonable proposition to be put in writ- 
ing, and files itaway. Why, sir, is there another 
capital on the face of the globe, to which men 
could come from state or province, and inform 
the executive head that they were about to take 
steps to seize the public property belonging to the 
Government, and warn the Executive to leave it 
in its insecure and undefended state until they 
should be prepared to take possession, and they 
be permitted to depart? Is there another capital 
on the face of the globe where commissioners 
coming to the Executive under these circumstances 
would not have been arrested on the spot for 
treason? But your Government, if it did not di- 
rectly promise not to arm its forts, certainly took 


| no steps to protect its public property; and this 


thing went on, until a gallant officer who was in 
command of less than a hundred men in the har- 
bor of Charleston, acting upon his own respons- 
ibility, thought proper to throw his little force 
into a fort where he could protect himself; and 
then it was that these insurgents, rebelling against 
the Government, demanded that he should be 
withdrawn, and the Executive then was forced to 
take position. Then his Cabinet officers who had 
been in conspiracy with the plotters of treason, 
then the Chief Magistrate himself was forced to 
take position: He must openly withdraw his 
forces, and surrender the public property he was 
sworn to protect, openly violate the oath he had 
taken to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and exccute the laws, and take sides with 
traitors; or else he must leave Major Anderson 
where he was. Exposed to public view, brought 
to this dilemma, Iam glad to say that even then, 
at that late day, the President of the United States 
concluded to take sides for the Union; that even 
then he came out, though feebly it was, on the 
part of the United States, and his Secretary of 
War retired from his Cabinet, not in disgrace, so 
far as its executive head was concerned, for he 


| parted pleasantly with the President of the United 


States, but he retired because the President would 
not carry out the policy which he understood to 
have been agreed upon, which was to leave the 
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fortifications in a position that Carolina might take 
them whenever she thought proper. 

But, sir, notwithstanding this, the Executive of |! 
the nation, disregarding the advice of the Lieuten- 
ant General who commands the armies of the Uni- 
ted States, and who had warned him months be-|: 
fore of the movements which were taking place 
to seize the pubiic property at the South, still 
leaves the property unprotected; and the insur- 
gents go on in some of the States before even pass- 
ing ordinances of secession, and continue to seize 
the public property; to capture the troops of the 
United States; to take possession of its forts; to 
fire into its vessels; to take down its flag; until 
they have at this time in their possession fortifi- 
cations which have cost this Government more 
than $5,000,000, and which mount more than a 
thousand guns. i 

All this has been done without any effort on 
the part of the Government to protect the public 
property; and this is the reason that secession has 
made the head it has Why, sir, let me ask, is it | 
that the Unitel States to-day has possession of | 
Fort Sumter? Can you tell me why is Fort Sum- 
ter in possession of the United States? Because 
there are a hundred soldiers in it—for no other 
reason. Why is Fort Moultrie in possession of 
the insurgents? Because there were no men there 
to protect it; and it is now matter of history that, 
had the Executive done his duty, and placed a 
hundred men in Fort Moultrie, a hundred in 
Castle Pinckney, and a hundred in Fort Sumter, 
Charleston harbor to-day wuuld have been open, 
and your revenues would have been collected 
there, as elsewhere throughout the United States. 

Will it be said that Carolina would have at- 
tacked those forts, thus garrisoned? She does 
not attack a hundred men in Fort Sumter. Itis 
a wonder that she has not. The littic, feeble 
garrison there is well calculated to invite attack; 
But this thing of secession, under the policy of 
the Administration, has been made a holiday affair 
inthe South. This great Government, one of the 
most powerful on the face of the globe, is failing 
to pieces just from its own imbecility. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brienr.) 
Does the Senator from Illinois yield the floor? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have some further ob- 
servations to make. Iwill yield fora single ques- 
tion; not for a speech. 

Mr. WIGFALL. For a single question. I 
do not wish to interrupt the Senator if it is not 
agreeable to him. I desire to ask a single ques- 
tion. ý 
Mr. TRUMBULL, Ihave no objection to the 
question. 

Mr. WIGFALL. {understand the Senator to 
object to the course that the present out-going | 
Administration has pursued in reference to the 
forts. I know the Senator’s candor, directness 
of purpose, fairness, and boldness of statement; 
and I desire to know whether the succeeding Ad- 
ministration will pursue the same peace policy of 
leaving the forts in the possession of the seceding 
States, or whether they will attempt to recapture 
them? | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator will find out | 
my opinions on this subject before I conclude. 
The opinions of the incoming Administration, I 
trust, he will learn to-morrow from the eastern 
front of the Capitol. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I trust we shall, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I speak formyself, without 
knowing what may be said in the inaugural of to- 
morrow; but I apprehend that the Senator will 
learn to-morrow that we have a Government; and 
that will be the beginning of the maintenance of 
the Union. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Ihope we may. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. While the forts in the 
South were left thus unprotected, and to be seized 
by the first comers, where was your Army? 
Scattered beyond reach, and sent to the frontiers, 
soas hot to bemadeavailable when it was wanted. 
And where was your Navy? The Navy of the 
United States, when it was known that the seces- 
sion movement was on foot, was sent to distant 
seas, until there was not at the command of the 
Secretary of the Navy a single vessel, except one 
carrying two guns, that could enter Charleston 
harbor—a small vessel destined, I believe, to take 
supplies to the African squadron, which carried 
two guns. Dóes anybody suppose this was acci- 


dental? Hf it were a question of fact, to be tried 
before an intciligent jury in any part of Christen- 
dom, does any one doubt that the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Navy would both 
be convicted of having purposely, and by design, 
removed the Army and the Navy out of reach, 
in order that the forts might be seized, and that 
the secession movement might progress? and how 
has it been from that day to this? Irresolution 
and indecision on the part of the Executivé—one 


day sending a vessel with troops to Charleston, |} 


and the next countermanding the order; and the 
Senator from Texas, with a taste which I cannot 
admire, spoke in terms of derision of his coun- 
try’s flag, when it returned in disgrace—“ struck 
in the face,” I think, was his expression—from 
Charleston harbor. I admit it was disgraceful; 
but I am sorry it should have afforded the Sena- 


tor from Texas, a member of the Senate of the | 


United States, as the cloquent Senator from Ken- 


tucky said he was, any pleasure that sucha trans- | 


action should have occurred. 

This, then, briefly, is the reason that this se- 
cession movement has acquired the strength it 
has. It is because this Government has either 
favored it, or refused to do anything to check it. 
Notwithstanding the mistake of 1854, the coun- 
try would have survived it all, had we had a 
Government to take care of and preserve it. 

Now, sir, what are the remedies that are pro- 
posed for the present condition of things, and what 
have they been from the beginning? They have 
been propositions of compromise; and Senators 
have spoken of peace, and of the horrors of civil 
war; and gentlemen who have contended for the 
right of the people of the Territories to regulate 
their own affairs, and who have been horrified at 
the idca of a geographical line dividing free States 
from slave States, free territory from slave terri- 
tory, and who have proclaimed that the great 
principle upon which the Revolution was fought 
was thatof the right of the peopleto govern them- 
selves, and that it was a monstrous doctrine for 
Congress to interfere in any way with its own 
Territories, come forward here with propositions 
to divide the country on a geographical line; and 
not only that, but to establish slavery south of 
the line; and they call this the Missouri compro- 
mise! The proposition knownas the Crittenden 
proposition is no more like the Missouri compro- 
mise than is the Government of Turkey like that 
of the United States. The Missouri compromise 
wasa law declaring thai in all the territory which 
we had acquired from Louisiana, north of a cer- 
tain line of latitude, slavery or involuntary servi- 
tude should never exist. Butitsaid nothing about 
the establishment of slavery south of that line. 
It was a compromise made in order to admit Mis- 
souri into the Union asa slave State, in 1820. 
That was the consideration for the exclusion of 
slavery from all the country north of 36° 30’. 
Now, sir, I have no objection to the restoration 
of the Missouri compromise as it stood in 1854, 
when the Kansas-Nebraska bill passed; and I 
have drawn up—and I intend to offer it at the 
proper time as an amendment to some of these 
propositions—a clause declaring that so much of 
the fourteenth section of the act to organize the 
Territories of Nebraska and Kansas, approved 
the 30th of May, 1854, as repeals the Missouri 
compromise, and contains the little stump speech, 
shall be repealed, that we may hear no more of 
it, I trust, forever. f 

Since its authors have repudiated it, and have 
come forward with a proposition to establish not 
the Missouri compromise, but to establish a geo- 
graphical line running through the territory which 
Wwe now have, establishing slavery south of it, and 
prohibiting it north, and providing that, in the 
territory we may hereafter acquire, slavery shall 
be established south of that line, 1 suppose we 
shall hear no more about leaving the people ‘ per- 
fectly free to regulate their own affairs in their 
own way.!’? The proposition known as the Crit- 
tenden compromise declares not only that ‘in the 
territory south of the said line of latitude, slavery 
of the African race is hereby recognized as exist- 
ing, and shall not be interfered with by Congress; 
but it provides further, that, in the territory we 
shall hereafter acquire south of that line, slavery 
shall be recognized, and not interfered with by 
Congress; but ‘ shall be protected as property by 
all the departments of the territorial government 
during its continuance;’’so that, if we make acqui- 


sitions on the south of Territories now fee, and 
where, by the laws.of the land, the footsteps of 
slavery have never been, the moment we acquire 
jurisdiction over them, the moment-the stara ‘and 
the stripes ‘of the Republic float: over those free 
Territories, they carry with them African slavery, 
established: beyond the power of ‘Congress, ait 
beyond the power of any Territorial Legislature, 
or of the people, to keep it ont; and 'weare told 
that this is the Missouri compromise! We are 
told that slavery now exists in New Mexico;'and - 
I was sorry to find éven my friend from Oregon 
(Mr. Baken] ready to vote for this proposition, 
which establishes slavery.. Why, sir, suppose 
slavery ,does exist in New Mexico: are ‘you for 
putting a clause into your Constitution, that: the 
people of New Mexico shall not drive it out? 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President—— © p4" 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.’ Does the Seri- 
ator from Illinois yield the floor? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | Undoubtedly, ifthe Sen- - 
ator wishes it. Eer 

Mr. BAKER. I had hoped. that my distin- 
guished friend would find foemen sufficiently wor- 
thy of his steel to leave me out of this litte debate; 
but as he mentions me, let me recall to his récol- 
lection that I stated very distinctly yesterday, or 
the day before, that I did nothing more than pro- 
pose to submit to the people of the United States 
a proposition for them and them alone to decide 
about; that I did it because, upon the subject of 
Territories, it was not a proposition to establish, 
to protect, or to extend slavery; it ‘was simply a 
proposition to permit slavery to remain as‘it was 
and where it was; while the Territory of New 
Mexico, the only Territory whose condition was 
unsettled, was in process of forming a State'gov- 
ernment, soon I think to be happily accomplished. 
I stated in the presence and hearing of the distin- 
guished Senator that if, having submitted that 

roposition to the people, as a citizen at the polls, 
ee convinced that the border States would not 
heartily accept it; or rather, if I were not convinced 
that they would heartily accept it, and that it 
would restore the old good feeling and the old 
good humor, I reserved to myself, in that delib- 
erate public expression in the Senate, the right.to 
vote against that proposition, as then éntirely in- 
sufficient to accomplish the object that L intended. 

But, allow me another word. I did say, and 
subject to everybody’s criticism and everybody’s 
reproach I will maintain, that when.in my judg- 
ment, and if in my judgment, conceding so much, 
yielding so much, compromising so much, abari- 
doning so much, would restore to this great coun- 
try peace, to our Government union, and bring 
vs back to where we were, 1 would do it now, 
to-morrow, a thousand times, and forever, though 
the act would sink me into oblivion a thousand 
fathoms deep. [Applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. PUGH. This has been done twice this 
evening. I think we had better clear the galleries, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senator wili give way. 
We have had enough demonstrations in the gal- 
leries, and I insist. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I presume most of that 
noise was in order to hush others. 

Mr. BAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PUGH. I care not what it was made for. 
We have had enough of it. The Senate was 
brought into confusion last night; and 1 shallin- 
sist that, upon any attempt to repeat the applause 
or insult the Senate, the galleries shall be cleared. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator submit that motion? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not yield. the floor 
for any purpose to the Senator from Ohio, j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. lt isa priv- 
ileged motion, if the Senator sce proper to make 
it; but he does not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. {am aware of the devo- 
tion to the Union of the Senator from Oregon; 
but I cannot agree with him in the sentiment he 
has expressed 1n regard to this amendment of the 
Constitution. He seems to suppose, that by sub- 
mitting this proposition to the people, as he calls 
it, when it is really to the State Legisiatures, he 
does not commit himself in its favor. Now, sir, 
what is the Constitution? lt declares that— 

s Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall 
deem it necessary, sball propose ainendments to this Con- 
stitution.’ 


When are they to propose them? ‘ Whenever 
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two thirds deem it necessary.”? And can any Sen- 
ator, upon his oath to support the Constitution, 
submit a proposition to amend it, that he does 
not believe to be necessary? Sir, 1 consider that 
{ have decided that question that the amendment 
is necessary, when I vote to submit it to the 
States. l have to act upon that as a Senator, and 
decide it to be necessary, before 1 can, in the dis- 
charge of my public duties, vote to refer it to the 
States for their ratification. 

And now, sir, the effect of the proposition of 
the peace congress is not, as the Senator from Ore- 
gon supposes, to leave New Mexico as it was left 
by the compromise measures of 1850; and here I 
will reply to a remark of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. He asks, why may we not leave New 
Mexico as it was left by the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850? Sir, I am willing to leave it as it 
then was. lam willing, and have offered in the 
Senate, to restore the old Missouri compromise, 
the only effect of which would be to exclude sla- 
very from Nebraska. Thatis all it would amount 
to, because Nebraska is all of the Territory which 
we now have lying north of 36°30’, and which 
was acquired by the Louisiana purchase, and to 
which alone the Missouri compromise applied. 

Mr. BAKER. Allow mea moment to explain. 
The Senator kindly gives way for me to explain. 
1l will say nothing but explain to him a single 

roposition. {f submit to his candor, now, that 
he is mistaken in the reading of the Constitution: 

ét Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall 
deem it necessary, shall propose amendments to this Coun- 
stitution.?* 

It is not a provision that, whenever Congress | 
shall dcem the amendments proper to be passed, 
they shall propose them; but they shall proposé 
them whenever they deem it necessary to propose 
them. I said to the Senator that I deemed it ne- 
cessary to propose them, because I think the prop- 
osition will tend to peace; but F told him, and I 
repeat it now, that, if { see that it fails, that it 
will not produce peace, Lam not bound to vote for 
it then, because 1 do vote to propose it now; and 
ĮI submit to his candor and bie good legal read- 
ing, that the Constitution does but say that, when 
Congress shall deem it necessary to propose 
amendments, they shall propose them, and not 
when they deem the amendments necessary ; that 
they leave to the people. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Thatis rather too hyper- 
critical for me. Ido notsuppose the Constitution 
means that Congress shall propose amendments 
when it does not deem the amendments of any 
importance. I do not suppose that this clause 
means that Congress when it dcems it necessary 
shall propose unnecessary amendments. Itis very 
clear, to my mind, that Congress must suppose 
the amendments of importance and necessary 
when they propose them, and every person passes 
upon them when he votes for them. This prop- 
osition, I was about to say, is not like the com- 
promise measures of 1850, which left New Mex- 
icoasit was. Atthattime slavery was prohibited 
by the Mexican laws which were in force when 
we acquired the country, and Congress, in 1850, 
did not think proper to provide that those Mex- 
ican laws should never be changed, but they left 
the people of the Territory to legislate upon the 
subject. Now what does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky propose? The Territorial Legislature of 
New Mexico having, as he says, enacted a law 
establishing slavery, he proposes now to come in 
and make it like the law of the Medes and Per- 
sians, unalterable, and to take away from the 
people of the Territory the right to change thatlaw 
if they think proper. If the Senator from Ken- 
tucky would follow in the footsteps of his illus- 
trious predecessor, he would withdraw his amend- 
ment which forbids the people of that Territory 
from excluding slavery if they think proper todo 
so, and which makes it incumbent upon them to 
protect slave property so long as the territorial 
condition continues, whether they want it or not. 

Now, sir, why cannot we have peace, I ask, 
upon the compromise measures of 1850? Why | 
disturb.them? They were enacted by great men. 
They gave peace to the country. Why is it ne- 
cessary now to overturn them? Restore the old | 
Missoari compromise as it stood; let us go back 
to the settlement made in 1850, and there “let us 
stand. What more would Senators have? The 
South were satisfied with that settlement. Have 
we disturbed it? Are we proposing to disturb it? 


Not at all, You yourselves disturbed it, and 
brought these difficulties upon thecountry. Why 
may we not go back to that former policy, and 
restore peace in 1861, as the great men. of the 
country did in 1850? 

Mr. President, l have very little to say in re- 
gard to the House resolution to amend the Con- 
stitution. As was very truly remarked by the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Puau,] the other morn- 
ing, that there is no man of any party who con- 
tends that Congress has authority to interfere with 
slavery in the States. We all agree that this 
Federal Government is one of deiegated, not of 
inherent, powers; that it can exercise such au- 
thority, and such authority only, as the people 
of the States which created it have conferred upon 
it; and they have not given it any authority to 
interfere with the domestic institutions of any 
State. I have always insisted that the people of 
the northern States were in no manner responsible 
for slavery in the southern States; and why? Be- 
cause they had no power in regard to it. The 
men who made the Government conferred upon 
it certain powers; but not the power to interfere 
with the domestic institutions of any State; and 
we, in the State of Hlinois, have no more to de 
with slavery in Kentucky, than we have with 
slavery in Turkey. We are not responsible for 
it. We have no power, under the Government 
under which we live, to interfere with it. Each 
State has a right to manage its own domestic 
affairs. 

But, sir, unlike the Senator from Oregon, I will 
never agree to put into the Constitution of the 
country a clause establishing or making perpetual 
slavery anywhere. No, sir; no human being shall 
ever be made a slave by my vote. No foot of 
God’s soil shall ever be dedicated to African sla- 
very by my act—never, sir. I will not interfere 
with it where I have no authority by the Consti- 
tution to interfere; but I never will consent, the 
people of my State never will consent, the people 
of the great Northwest, numbering more in white 
population than all yoursouthern States together, 
never will consent by their act to establish Afri- 
can slavery anywhere. Why,sir, the seven free 
States of the Northwest, at the late presidential 
election, east three hundred thousand mere votes 
than all the fifteen southern States together. Sen- 
ators talk about the North and the South, and 
speak of having two Presidents, a northern Pres- 
ident and a southern President, as if we had no 
such country as the Northwest, more populous 
with freemen than all the South. The people of 
the South and the people of the Hast both will, by 
and by, learn, if they have not already learped, 
that we have a country, and a great and growing 
country, in the Northwest; a free country—made 
free, too, by the act of Virginia herself. Ido not 
propose to discuss the House resolution. I have 
said on any and all proper occasions, and am wih- 
ing to say at any time, to our brethren of the 
South, we have no disposigion, and never had 
any, and have no power, if we had the disposi- 
tion, to interfere with your domestic institutions. 

I think, then, sir, that none of these compro- 
mises will amount to anything; but stiil I am 
willing to do this, and J think if there is any dif- 
fieulty it may be settled in this way: three of the 
States of this Union, the State of Kentucky, the 
State of New Jersey, and the State of Hhnois, 
have called upon Congress to call a convention 
of all the States for the purpose of proposing 
amendments to the Constitution. Ido not think 
the Constitution needs amendment. In my judg- 
ment, the Constitution as it is, is worthy to be 
lived up to and supported. I doubtif we shall 
better it; but out of deference to those States, one 
of which is my own State, I am willing to vote 


for the resolution which has been introduced into | 


this body recommending to the various States to 
take into consideration this proposition of calling 


la convention, in order to make such amendments 


as may be deemed necessary by the States them- 
selves to this instrument. So far, I am willing 
to go. Would it not have been better for the 
seceding States to have done that?. Why did 
they not propose, instead of attempting hastily to 
break up the Government and seizing its public 
property, to cali aconvention in the constitutional 
form, of the various States, and if the Federal 
Constitution needed amendment, amend it in that 
way. No such proposition came from them; but 
Kentucky has made the proposition for a conven- 


tion, and I am willing to meet her in the spirit in 
which it is made,and am ready, for one,and would 
be glad if we could all unitedly pass the resolu- 
tion suggesting to the States to call a convention 
to make any and all amendments to the Constitu- 
tion which the exigencies of the times may require. 

The Senator from Texas wants to know how 
we are going to preserve the Union; how we 
are going to stop the States from seceding? And 
our southern friends sometimes ask us to give 
them something to stand upon in the South. The 
best political foundation ever laid by mortal man 
upon which to plant your foot is the Constitution. 
Take the old Constitution as your fathers made it, 
and go to the people on that; rally them around 
it, and not suffer it to be kicked about, rolled in 
the dust, spit upon, and their efforts to be wasted 
in vain efforts to amend it. Why, sir, has that 
old instrument ceased tobe of any value? These 
gentlemen who are talking about amending it, and 
talking about guarantees as a condition to remain 
in the Union, claim to be par excellence the Union 
men. Why, sir, I conceive I anga much better 
Union man than they. Iam for the Union under 
the Constitution as it is, and I am willing to live 
and die by it asit is. I am willing, however, 
that a convention should be called out of defer- 
ence to those who may wish to alter it; but I am 
not one of those who declare that unless this 
provision is made, and unless this guarantee is 
given, I will unite to destroy the Union, and cease 
to observe the Constitution as it is. 

Sir, the southern States have been arming. 
The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] told us 
the other day, that his State had appropriated 
$1,500,000 to arm its citizens. For what? To 
arm its citizens to fight against this Government; 
and then tell us that, to a man, they will fight 
against this Government, if it undertakes to en- 
force its laws, which they call coercion, the coer- 
cion of a State! Why, sir, a Government that 
has not the power of coercing obedience to its 
laws is no Governmentatall. The very idea of a 
Jaw without a sanction isan absurdity. A Gov- 
ernment is not worth having that has not power 
to enforce its laws. If the Senator from Texas 
wants to know my opinion, I tell him yes, Jam 
for enforcing the laws. Do you mean by that 
you are going to march an army to coerce a State ? 
| No, sir; and I do not mean the people of this 
country to be misled by this confusion of terms 
about coercing a State. The Constitution of the 
United States operates upon individuals; the laws 
operate upon individuals; and wherever individ~ 
uals make themselves amenable to the laws, I 
would punish them according to the laws. We 
may not always be able to do this. Why, sir, 
we have a criminal code, and laws punishing 
larceny and murder and arson and robbery and 
all these crimes; and yet murder is committed, 
larcenies and robberies are committed, and the 
culprits are not always punished and brought to 
justice. We may not be able, in all instances, to 
punish those who conspire against the Govern- 
ment. So far as it can be done, I am for exe- 
cuting the laws; and I am for coercion. I am 
for settling, in the first placc, the question whether 
we have a Government before making compro- 
mises which leave us as powerless as before. 

Sir, if my friend from Kentucky would employ 
some of that eloquence of his which he uses in 
appealing to Republicans, and talking about com- 
promise—in defense of the Constitution as it is, 
and in favor of maintaining the laws and the Gov- 
ernment—we should see a very different state of 
things in the country. If, instead of coming for- 
ward with compromises, instead of asking guar- 
antees, he had put the fault where it belongs; if 
he called upon the Government to do its duty; if, 
instead of blaming the North for not making con- 
cessions where there is nothing to concede, and 
not making compromises where there was noth- 
ing to compromise about, he had appealed to the 
South, which was in rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment, and painted before them, as only he 
could do it, the hideousness of the crimes they 
were committing, and called upon them to return 
to their allegiance, and upon the Government to 
enforce its authority, we would have a very dif- 
ferent state of things in this country to-day from 
what now exists. 

This, in my judgment, is the way to preserve 

the Union; and 1 do not expect civil war to fol- 
| low from it. You have only to put the Govern- 
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ment in a position to make itself respected, and 
it will command respect. As I said before, five 
hundred troops in Charleston would unquestion- 
‘ably have kept that port open; and if you will 
arm the Government with sufficient authority to 
maintain its laws and give us an honest Execu- 
tive, Í think you will find the spread of secession 
soon checked; it will no longer be a holiday affair. 
But while we submit to the disgrace which is 
heaped upon us by those seceding States, while 
the President of the United States says, “you 
have no right to secede; but if you want to, you 
may, we cannot help it,” you may cxpect seces- 
sion to spread. 

Why, sir, the resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of New York, which were passed early 
in the session, tendering to the Federal Govern- 
ment all the resources of the State in money and 
men to maintain the Government, had a most 
salutary effect when it was heard here. I saw the 
effect of it at once. It was the first blow at seces- 
sion. Let the people of the North understand 
that their serweces are required to maintain this 
Union, and let them make known to the people 
of the South, to the Government and to the coun- 
try, that the Union shall be maintained; and the 
object is accomplished. Then you will find Union 
men in the South. But while this secession fever 
was spreading, and the Union men of the South 
had no support from their Government, it is no 
wonder that State after State undertook to with- 
draw from a Confederacy which manifested no 
disposition to maintain itself. 

My remedy for existing difficulties is, to clothe 
the Government with sufficient power to maintain 
itself, and when that is done, and you have an 
Executive with the disposition to maintain the 
authority of the Government, I do not believe that 
agun need be fired to stop the further spread of 
of secession. I believe, sir, after the new Ad- 
ministration goes into operation, and the people 
of the South sce, by its acts, that it is resolved to 
maintain its authority, and, at the same time, to 
make no encroachments whatever upon the rights 
of the people of the South, the desire to secede 
will subside. When the people of the southern 
States, on the 5th of March, this year, and on the 
5th of March, 1862, shall find that, after a year 
has transpired under a Republican Administra- 
tion, they are just as safe in all their rights, just 
as little interfered with, in regard to their domes- 
tic institutions, as under any former Administra- 
tion, they will have no disposition to inaugurate 
civil war and commence an attack upon the Fed- 
eral Government. 

Why, sir, some Senators talk about the Fed- 
- eral Government making war. Who proposes it? 
The southern people affect to abhor civil war, 
when they, themselves, have commenced it. In- 
habitants of the six seceding States have begun 
the war, Whatis war? Is firing into your ves- 
sels war? Is investing your forts war? Is-seiz- 
ing your arsenals war? Is capturing your troops 
war? They have done it all, and more; and then 
have the effrontery to say to the United States, 
“Do not defend yourselves; do not protect your 
Government; let it fall to pieces; let us do as we 
picase, or else you will have war.’ The high- 
wayman meets you on the street, demands your 
purse, and tells you to deliver it up, or you will 
havea fight. You can always escape a fight by 
submission. Ifin the right—and which is far bet- 
ter than to submit to degradation—you can often 
escape collision by being prepared to meet it. The 
moment the highwayman discovers your prepa- 
ration and ability to meet him, he fees away. Let 
the Government be prepared, and we shall have 
no collision. 


{ cannot think the people of this country in the | 


loyal States would canselessly inaugurate civil 
war by attacking the Government; and I regard 
all the States as loyal, which have not undertaken 
to secede. I regard Kentucky and Tennessee 
and Missouri as loyal States, just as much so as 
Illinois. Why, sir, I live right upon the borders 
of Missouri, and I know that the people across 
the river were, lastfall, just as good Union men 
as they were in Illinois. They never thought of 
secession until the thing was started in South 
Carolina, and until some persons here in Congress 
began to talk about guarantees, instead of coming 
out for the Constitution and the Union as they 
are. When Senators began to introduce propo- 
sitions demanding guarantees as a condition of 


continuing in the Union, the real true Union men, 
in many instances, took sides with them, and thus 
became, in fact, only conditional Unionists. [am 
happy to say that they are getting over it, not 
only in Missouri, but they are already cured of 
it in Tennessee; and I trust in all the other States 
save those which, in their hurry, and with incon- 
siderate zeal, have already taken measures, as far 
as they could, to dissolve their connection with 
the Government. Sir, I cannot think it possible 
that this great Government is to go out without 
astruggle—a Government which has been blessed 
so highly, and prospered so greatly. What occa- 
sion is there for breaking it up? Are we not the 
happiest people in the world? Do we not enjoy 

ersonal liberty and religious freedom? .Whatis 
it that the people of these southern States would 
have? Does anybody propose to interfere with 
their domestic institutions? Nobody. Does any- 
body deny their equal rights in the Territories? 
Nobody. Why, sir, look at our condition. We 
are one of the great nations of the world. At the 
peace of 1783, we had, 1 think, something like 
three miilion population; we have now more than 
thirty million. At that time we had thirteen 
States; now we have thirty-four States; and our 
Territories have spread out until they extend 
across the continent. The boundaries of the Re- 
public embrace to-day a greater extent of country 
than was contained within the Roman empire, in 
the days of its greatest extent, or within the em- 
pire of Alexander when he was said to have con- 
quered the world. 

Sir, I cannot believe that this mad and insane 
attempt to break up such a Governmentis to suc- 
cced. 1f my voice could reach them, I would call 
upon my southern brethren to pause, to reflect, 
to consider if this Republican party has yet done 
them any wrong. What complaints have they to 
make against us? We have never wielded the 
power of the Government—not for a day. Have 
you of the South suffered any wrong at the hands 
of the Federal Government? If you have, you 
inflicted it yourselves. We have not done it. Is 
it the apprehension that you are going to suffer 
wrong atour hands? Wetcll you that we intend 
no such thing. ‘Will you, then, break up such 
a Government as this, on the apprehension that 
we are all hypocrites and deceivers, and do not 
mean what we say? Wait, L beseech you, until 
the Government is put into operation under this 
new Administration; wait until you hear the in- 
augural from the Presidentelect; and, I doubt not, 
it will breathe as well a spirit of conciliation and 
kindness towards the Southas towards the North, 
While I trust it will disclose a resolute purpose 
to maintain the Government, I doubt not it will 
also declare, in unequivocal terms, that no en- 
croachmentsshall be made upon the constitutional 
rights of any State while he who delivers it re- 
mains in power. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I deem it in some 
sense unfortunate that the distinguished Senator 
from Illinois who has just taken his seat should 
have thought it necessary to refer, in a speech so 


elaborate, and, in most respects, so excellent, to | 


the few remarks 1 deemed it proper to make when 
I declared, two or three nights ago, that it was 
my purpose to vote to submit the proposition of 
the peace convention to the people of the United 
States. -Having done so, however, it appears to 
me to render it not only proper, but necessary, 
that I should say a few words in explanation of 
the course which I proposed then, and propose 
now, to pursue, in order—although I am as well 
aware as any other gentleman that my course can 
be comparatively of little consequence, except 
from the place where I make it—that nobody may 
misapprehend the reasons which govern me, pre- 
ferring to give them myself, rather than let any- 
body else do that for me. 

I may say, in the first place, that notwithstand- 
ing the classification which I think my friend in- 
considerately attempts, I am about as good a 
Republican as anybody. I need not remind my 
honorable friend that, more than ten years ago, 
being then a Representative from the State which 
he now represents with so much distinction on 
this floor, ıt was my fortune to vote alone of all 
the delegation, against the whole of what were 
then called the compromise measures of the Con- 
gress of 1850. I rejoice that not so much what I 
said, as what I did then, enlightened his conscience 
and his understanding upon that point; and I re- 


i That is one fact. 


joice, too, that he has followed in that-course.8o0 
earnestly and.so ably. I think, therefore, if my: 
Republicanism dated no further back than that, it 
is sufficient to guard me against any imputation. 
because I may happen to disagree with other gen- 
tlemen as to the propriety of submitting: some- 
thing to the people under the. peculiar. circum- 
stances which now surround us. 8 oS 
My honorable friend has chosen to say: that the 
Constitution is good enough; that. it needs. no 
amendment. He.cannot expect me to be alarmed 
by that declaration, when he, in conjunction with 
another not less distinguished Senator, proposed 
to submit to the people, himself, propositions to 
amend it. IfI remember right, being one of.the 
minority of the committee to whom these peace 
convention propositions were. referred, he and 
another Senator, as that minority, submitted. to 
the Senate a joint resolution, inviting the Legis- 
latures of all the States to take the subject of a 
convention into consideration, for the purpose of 
amending the Constitution of the United States. 
Ido not think, then, as a distinct proposition, 
that it is true that the Senator should rebuke me, 
or ought to rebuke me, for having the same will- 
ingness to do in one way what he is quite willing 
to do in the other. There ‘is this difference De- 
tween us: while, by the resolution which I have 
proposed to vote for, and the resolution which is 
now, technically at least, under consideration, we 
propose to limit the subjects upon which the peo- 
ple shall determine, his resolution proposes: to 
open the subject of amendment in its whole length 
and breadth. $ i 
Again, sir: this matter of amending the: Con- 
stitution of the United States is no new matter- 
How often has it been amended, and how well! 
The distinguished Senator from New York, not 
now in his seat, has declared, in one of those phil- 
osophical essays which are higher than any mere 
speech, that it is only wonderful that it does. not 
need amendmentoftener. Lam notto be deterred, 
therefore, from endeavoring to improve it, by 
what I suppose to be mere idle declamation as to 
its perfection. Japprehend that in the great prin- 
ciples it embodies it is perfect; but, as in 1798 
and 1803, and on other occasions, it has been 
amended, as, with increase of population, with 
extension of thearea ofterritory, new productions, 
new interests, new questions arising, internal and 
external, new exigencies may arise, I trust it 
may be submitted, in the guarded way which the 
Constitution itself proposes, to the people of the 
United States to amend it, if they will, without 
disrespect to ‘them, or to the instrument itself. : 
` Again, sir: the whole argument of my distin- 
guished friend from Illinois proceeds from what, 
it appears to me, is a most strange delusion—that 
we must continue to shut our eyes to the actual 
condition in which we are placed.’ I have heard 
that argument from the beginning of the session 
to the end of it. When we first came here we 
were met with threats of disunion, What was 
said? Oh, they will not go out; they will not se- 
cede; itis all talk; they are endeavoring to bluff 
us; they cannot doit; the people will not let them. 
But they did do it; they have done it, and there 
is another confederacy; not of right but of might. 
There is another. The ven- 
erable Senator from Kentucky, and the distin- 
guished Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson,] 
gentlemen who are Union to the very core of. 
their minds, warn us, beseech us, implore .us to 
consider the true condition of things in their re- 
spective States; and our enemies sneer while they 
threaten; and while they threaten. they prepare, 
they muster, they array themselves, they ‘arm. 
To use language more expressive, but not more 
classical, they rob, they steal, they plunder the 
property of the United States in States professing 
as yet to acknowledge allegiance. That is the 
state of things; wrong in my judgment, foolish, 
criminal; worse than a crime—a blunder. Still, 
sir, the factexists; the stern, stubborn, relentless 
fact is there; and we must meet it, Virginia as- 
sembles in convention; other States are about to 
do so; and you hear to-day, on the last day of 
our session, murmurs, deep, portentous, thrilling, 
threatening, from the very centers of those States 
which my distinguished friends claim as Union- 
loving. I doubt, I fear, I exceedingly tremble 
for the result in Virginia, and even in Kentucky. 
Now, I do not think any reasonable man can say 
that that is exactly the act of a loyal State; and 
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if I repeat it, I shali not permit my distinguished 
friend from Illinois to classify me, even by im- 
plication, with those who encourage, approve, or 
will allow it. 

Why, Mr. President, in the earlier days of the 
session, I seized what was rather a remarkable 
occasion to say that, in my judgment, secession 
had‘no warrant in the Constitution; that it was 
disorganizing and destructive. I said so then, 
and Ibelieve it now; and, sir, if I may add my 
sentiments to my conviction, I may say yet fur- 
ther, if that time shall-come when, in the judg- 
ment of the whole country, under the auspices of 
a new Administration, in the presence of the 
world, it shall be necessary for the peace of the 
Union, and for the preservation of the great prin- 
ciples of free government, to put down secession 
by force, I shall not be found behind those who 
profess themselves willing to lead the advance 
now. But, sir, I am so fearful of the effect of 
the secession of seven States, that I do want,in 
my heart and soul, to avoid the secession of fifteen. 

Mr. WADE. There are not seven yet. 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; Texas is going, going, 
going, gone; gone even while I speak. ‘Talking 
of war, it would not be a very hard thing to whip 
the six or seven cotton States or Gulf States, if 
Virginia, North Carolina, Kentucky, Maryland, 
and ‘fennessee, these great military States, were 
true. Ifthey have not got ports to blockade, nor 


forts to take, though I believe they have stolen | 


some of ours, we could find other ways of bring- 
ing on a collision, and whipping them if neces- 
sary; but with the border States to help us, we 
might stay at home and have it done. But if 
there are fifteen States to whip, what hero will 
undertake it? Sir, we can do it; not that we are 
any braver than they; but that we are more nu- 
merous and richer. But when we have done it, 
what then? Will youcompel them to an unwill- 
ing embrace? We talk about maintaining the 
Government. What is the Government, if more 
than a third of those whom you attempt to govern 
defy it? How can you doit? You may compel 
your wife to live in the same house, but you can- 
not compel her to love you, and we do not very 
often; and that shows the meaning of what is 
often said, this is a Government of public opin- 
ion. We must have a loyal, cordial affection of 
sentiment and opinion of a majority, a clear ma- 
jority, of the people of this Union with us, or we 
cannot maintain it. 


My honorable friend and many gentlemen on 


this side of the Chamber say, we have done noth: | 


ing to alienate that opinion. I think so too. I 
agree to that; I believe it. It scems to me that in 
my heart I know that 1 love the people of the 
South, and so do my constituats. We would do 
them no harm, and we would willingly do them a 
great deal of good. 
built up under joint auspices. We have marched 
in a common career of glory. ‘Together we have 


inscribed new names upon the broad banner of | 
the Republic; names of glory aud renown; and | 


we have a thousand recollections and a thousand 


hopes to bind us together.’ That is not the ques- | 
tion. They do not all beliqve that. I am not sure | 


that half of them believe it. None of the cotton 
States do. Itis yet to be tested how strong that 
belief is in what we call the border States. 

Now, sir, l am going to do my poor devoir to- 
night to make them believe it more strongly. I 
am going to try to convince them; and in doing 
that, I know that F hurt nobody. Why, we Re- 
publicans were in the habit of saying from the 
beginning—I meant it, I believed it—that we had 
no power, nay, more, that we had no desire, to 


interfere with slavery anywhere within the bor- | 


ders of their States. Why not say so openly? 
Why notagree with the other House? Why not 
say so—not grudgingly, unwillingly, fearfally? 
Why notcome up like men, and say, in our hearts 
and consciences, we do believe this, men and 
brethren; we are willing to avow it here? That, 
it seems to me, is the point of difference between 
my distinguished friend and myself. 


Sir, the evil is distrust. The distinguished Sen- | 
ator who oceupics the chair to-night [Mr. Mason] ! 
distrusts us. He avowsitevery day. My friend 


from Ohio [Mr. W ape] says they will do so after 
we have voted for this resolution. Sir, if they 
do, that is their fault, and notours. That is my 
reply. Gentlemen who make this kind of speeches 
seem to suppose that people everywhere are quite 


The Government has been | 


perfect; that there can be no misapprehension, no 
mistake, no bad passions to intrude into the ques- 
tion for our determination. I believe that the 
South is very much mistaken; and I think we 
have given them no good reason. They magnify 
what little we may have given; but there is a state 
of fearful distrust among our southern brethren. 
Let me ask you, sir, when we adjourn, and the 
question is, what have we done? and the reply is, 
nothing, literally nothing: what then? ‘Will dis- 
trust be lessened? Will the Union feeling be 
stronger? Will you have the kindly feeling of 
the border States as much as you have it to-night? 
Will you sustain our Union friends? Is there a 
man in all Virginia who loves you, who will not 
fee] his heart sinking within him when he knows 
of our adjournment without one word of concilia- 
tion, compromise, or kindness spoken? That is 
the question. Has the speech of my honorable 
friend from Hlinois determined that question? 

Now, sir, talking of coercion: Lrepcat, you can- 
not coerce fifteen States; you may cocree seven; 
and if l were a coercionist in that sense of the 
term, I would like to get all the help 1 could. It 
would not hurt to have Tennessee, if we had to 
march an army down there, turning out ten, 
twenty, or thirty thousand riflemen to doit. It 
would not burt to have Virginia and Kentucky to 
aid us; and if, (which God forbid !) either from 
the difficulty about Fort Sumter—there will be a 
difficulty there yet, I believe—or anywhere else, 
blood shall be shed and war shall occur, I want 
not only to be right, but I want the whole re- 
maining Union with us as it is to-night, in senti- 
ment, in conviction, in heart, in feeling, and in 
action; and when the Senator from Kentucky 
comes to me, and when the Senator from Tennes- 
see comes to me, and says: sir, pass this resolution; 
strengthen us; hold up our hands; give us confi- 
dence; place arguments in our lips; persuade the 
South that you do not hate them; that you do 
love them; that you desire really to conciliate 
them and to remove hatred; I answer, what harm, 
and why not? Twill do it. Then, if coercion 
is necessary, I will cocree. An old Whig, follow- 
ing in the lead of Mr. Clay, reverencing his 
words, I would coerce them. Iam willing ina 
proper case to try the strength of this Govern- 
ment; but I know that the strength of this Gov- 
ernment is the Union of as many of its people as 
is possible. No word of mine shall be wanting 
to effect it. 

Let me ask you again, sir, what will be the 
feeling at Montgomery when they are told that 
we have adjourned? ‘They will ask, what have 
|| they done? Have they consulted the border 
States? Havethey pleased Kentucky? Have they 
strengthened Tennessee? Have they reunited Vir- 


the North? Theseare pregnant questions; and, sir, 
how much of exultation will there be among all 
the secession leaders when they are told we would 
not utter one word; that we would not conde- 
scend to notice the difficulty; that we would not 
pretend that we ever heard there was secession 
South; and that we adjourned sullenly, coldly, 
disregarding not only all the confederation of the 
South, but all the discontent in the North? AsI 
said the other day, I beg leave to repeat; itis a 
pretty fearful thing to contemplate civil waratany 
age; but you cannot make war with two thirds of 
your people against one third. 

That brings me to consider another question 
fora moment. We have got a large Republican 
patty, gentlemen of the North—very large. In 
the State soon to be honored by the representation 
of a distinguished friend who sits before me, from 
Indiana, (Mr. Lane,) they have a majority of 
over fiftcen thousand votes. Thatis about one in 
fifteen, is it not? Now, a change of five, six, 
seven percent.—five men in a hundred, perhaps— 
will change Indiana; moderatc, conservative, rea- 
sonable men, who love peace, who do not fear 
compromise, and who really do believe that it is 


threaten them or to whip them. 
they have six hundred thousand votes; and with 
a divided Democratic opposition, we had a ma- 
jority of fifty or sixty thousand—one-in twelve. 
| A very little would change that. We know—we 
cannot shut our cyes to the fact—that a very large 
portion of the minority in all these States, first, 
have strong political bias; next, they do consci- 
| entiously believe that the best way to bring these 


ginia with them? Will North Carolina keep with | 


better to coax our southern brethren than to | 
In New York, | 


people back is not to make war upon them. Will 
they vote you money? Will they turn out your 
men? Can you rely on them to carry, by the 
mere force of a party majority, just what you 
want to do? 

Sir, we shall not be wise if we do not think of # 
these things. Whatthen? Let us go among our 
people and say, there is the olive branch; there 
is peace; there is concession; there is compro- 
mise, reasonable, dignified, fair, just; they have 
refused it; they are not satisfied; they go out; 
they confederate; they are treasonable; they are 
rebellious; now the peace of the world requires 
that we should try strength with them to main- 
tain the Union. Sir, we can do that; and then 
every hill top, every valley, every plain, every 
river side, will pour forth its thousands and tens 
of thousands of men to stand by the Union; and 
God and his angels will march to defend the right. 
I know that will be the case in the State that I 
represent; and I believe it will be the case in the 
State of every gentleman near me. 

Mr. President, talking a little møre of coercion, 


| I do not care how you make the distinction be- 


tween the individual andthe State. I donot care 


| whether I am going, if L make war, to coerce the 


State of South Carolina or all the people in South 
Carolina. Itis at last a distinction without a dif- 
ference. I am very sure there is no right of seces- 
sion; but I am equally sure there is the fact of 
secession. They have seceded; they have over- 
turned our authority; they have taken our prop- 
erty; they have seized ourforts; they have dragged 
that old, time-honored, starry banner in the dust; 
they are confederate States; they have a president; 
they have a constitution; and, whether right or 
wrong, they have an ardent, determined popula- 
tion to support them. Since the day when Wash- 
ington was inaugurated, never did a President of 
the United States pronounce his introductory ad- 
dress surrounded with more difficulties, calling for 
more wisdom, demanding more the spirit of just 
conciliation and manly compromise, than will 
Abraham Lincoln when he pronounces that ad- 
dress to-morrow. I would back him; T would 
encourage him; I would hold up his hands; I 
would remind him that he was elected by the votes 
of the whole people; I would eall upon him to act 
for the whole people; I would do it with my vote 
to-night. I shall not approach him to-morrow. 
The time is too far gone by. I do not profess to 
be in his confidence; buat, as his constitutional 
adviser, among our last acts, I would record my 
word, my pledge, my vote. I will say to the peo- 
ple of the whole Union, I do not believe that the 
Constitution does allow me to interfere with sla- 
very where it now exists; but you of the South 
all appear to believe that if we get the power we 
shall alter the Constitution; or, without altering 
the Constitution, we shall carry out our views 
within your borders. 

We give you pledges; we record our will; we 
declare our vote; we publish it to the world; we 
setup an cternal monument of peace; we build 
an altar around which we may worship, where 
we may offer a sacrifice which God himself might 
approve. “Oh”? says somebody, * but you con- 
cede; you compromise.” Whatif wedo? Lam 
willing to concede. To whom? Iam willing to 
compromise. With whom? I said in the early 
part of this session, and I say again, I will not 
compromise with treason; I will not bow to 
South Carolina. I will not change one word; I 
will not revoke one expression. We are right; 
they are rebels; they are traitors, not only tothe 
Government, but to the peace of the world; and 
with them I desire no fellowship, until they re- 
turn and repent; and for them I have no word of 
compromise or concession. But to Virginia, as 
yet, to Kentucky, as yet, to Tennessce, as yet, 
not so. Sir, I regret the emotion which disturbs 
them. I regret the distrust which agitates them. 
I know enough of their peculiar institution to 
perceive how natural it is that it should be so. 
While I sce it, Iregretit; but yet, to-night, I feel 
it in my heart to go among them, and as man to 
man, nay, more, as brother to brother, tosay, ‘let 
there, I pray thee, be peace between thee and me: 
you doubt me; there is my pledge; I may refer you 
toall my pastacts; no word, no thought, no att of 
mine in all the past has injured you; but if you fear 
me, there is my solemn, sworn, constitutional 
vote; now let the old good feeling, and the old 
good humor be restored? “ALP?” sayssome- 
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body, “ but you concede.’? Well, I do. “You | 


compromise.’ Ido. Butwhatisit? I give up 
to the Union-loving men of the South something 
to strengthen them against the men that hate the 
Union. I do that, and no more. 

@ Now, Mr. President, who suffers? To con- 
cede in the face of the world to the might or the 
pride or the’imperial tyranny of foreign domina- 
tion, is one thing; but to concede to brethren who 
desire to remain affectionate and Joyal, though 
they be mistaken and disturbed, is quite another. 
‘Tf, instead of representing a little State like Ore- 
gon, in the far West, I were the proud represent- 
ative of the great State of Massachusetts, it would 
fill my heart with joy, upon such an occasion, to 
say, * Let bygones be bygones;”’ or, if not,“ Let 
us remember only those days of trial and of dan- 
ger, when, shoulder to shoulder, in the ranks of 
glory, we fought against a common enemy, and 
won a common renown.” I concede to whom, 
and for what? Mr. President, we talk of our- 
seives as the Union party, It is very easy to be 
for the Union when it costs us nothing. It costs 
no man anything to say that the Unionisa great 
institution, to sing peans in its praise, to shout 
hallelujahs to its glory. This is easily done; but 
when we have got to give up something of pride 
of opinion, if you like, of past conviction for the 
Union, * there’s the rub.” And it is to that feel- 
ing of pride, that love of opinion which we all 
possess, that my distinguished friend from Hli- 
nois (Mr. TrumbuLy] appeals when he says, “ Do 
not compromise. You have said it; stick to it.” 
Why, now, about the Chicago platform, I said 
it; but I said it, now and then, with a little reser- 
vation, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the election? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, before the election. My 
friend is always correct. For instance: when I 
was called upon to read that chapter in the plat- 
form—if that is the correct expression—which 
declares that Congress has notthe power to estab- 
lish slavery in the Territories, although I hate 
slavery, and abhor it, and expect to fight against 
it tall ae I cannot for my life see, if Congress 
had the constitutional power to prohibit, why it 


had not the same constitutional right to establish; | 
and therefore I read that in a very faint tone of | 


voice, and got off the subject as soon as I could. 
[Laughter.] But again: | said the other day, and 
I repeat, that platforms are made for men, and 
not men for platforms. The platform of 1840, of 


1844, or 1848, was not he plaiform of 1860; they | 


would not suit. They had answered their pur- 
poses; they had combined men for certain great 
results; they had attained them; but they must, 
from the very necessity of the case, be subject to 


all the modifications of time, of circumstance, and | 
of events. No man is wise who does not perceive | 


that. Burke, the gréatest of all English, and per- 
haps the greatest of living or dead statesmen, said 
he did not know which was the greatest fool, the 
man who changed too often, or the man who 
never changed. The Chicago platform was made 
at a time when we Republicans did not believe 
that there could be any man rash enough or mad 
enough to break up this Union. They have done 
it. The Chicago platform was made at a time 
when we Republicans did not believe that Vir- 
ginia, or Kentucky, or Tennessee, ever could be 
in danger; but they are in danger; and now, in 
the presence of peace and war, when, according 
to the ancient idea, thatsometimes might be secn 
on the right shoulder and upon the left the good 
angel and the bad angel determining aman’s life, 
we, standing on one side the good angel of peace, 
on the other side the bad angel of war, to determ- 
ine between them, are not to hesitate about the 
construction of any one article of the Chicago 
platform. For myself, 1 venerate consistency; it 
is an old jewel that I hope always to see sparkle 
in the crown of a good man; butif there be a 
question between mere political party consistency 


and what I believe to be necessary forthe welfare | 


of the Union, for me, at least, consistency may 
kiek the beam. 


But, Mr. President, we are to remark that the | 


question now before us is not one of violation of 
any platform. On the contrary, it is to affirm it. 
More’ than a hundred times, in the gorges of the 
Sierra Nevada, and on the banks of the Willa- 
mette, have I said that I did not believe the Re- 
publicans anywhere desired to interfere with the 
existence of slavery in the slave States. I believed 


| no man can tell when, where, how, if ever, they 


it. How shail I feel if Igo back among those 
same people and say: “True, I believed it, but 
I would not say itp true, I believe it now; but 
when good and brave and loyal Union men of the 
South came to me and said: ‘ You will save the 
country by saying it,’I satsilently by, and would 
not speak??? So my friend from Ilinois will do. 
He says the Constitution is good enough for him. 
Let it beso. Who proposes to change it; or, if 
we do change it,in what? To make that-certain 
in the minds of all men which we ourselves al- | 
ways have believed. 

But, sir, my distinguished friend says that on 
a former occasion, l declared my willingness to 
maintain slavery in the Territory of New Mexico. 
Well, now, with a qualification, l did, and I think 
in that Lam subject to just the attack he makes 
upon me; that I have in that respect changed my 
opinions. That is true. I will dare that; if need 
be, I will suffer for that. I have done it, and I 
stand here to avow it; and why, and in what? 
The why is, because I believe there is to-night 
danger that all the fifteen southern States will be 
gone. l fear that. My venerable friend, {Mr. 
CRITTENDEN,] distinguished, honored beyond 
most men, makes me, with his earnest manly clo- 
quence, believeit. There are tearsinhiseyes when 
he says it; and | believe him. Jn the beginning 
of this session, my distinguished friend from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr.Jonnson,] said that, Union man as he 
was, the time mightcome, ifwe disregarded all their 
appeals, when he would make no compromise, 
would make no concession, when Tennessce her- 
self might be driven finally to consider and to decide 
againstus. They alarm me, and Iam not coward 
enough to be afraid to express that alarm. They 
do alarm me. Sir, | blush with conscious shame 
for my country, when across the broad Atlaggic 
I hear the echo of a speech from a queen upon 
her throne, deploring these intestine commotions | 
which threaten to rend us asunder and make us 
a divided people, if not, at last, to blot us out from | 
the list of the great family of nations. ł would 
avoid it if I could, and 1 mean to try to-night. 
That is the why. And, Mr. President, do not 
think there is any cowardice in that. To fear dis- 
union is not unmanly; to endeavor to avoid it is 
notunworthy. No man can tell the consequences of | 
disunion. ltis not merely civil war; but if that | 
civil war arises out of the attempt to coerce them 
in, who knows, when war is begun, where it is to 
end? who can tcll upon what great stricken fiéld 


same time itis a mighty argument to.say.“ We 
of the South cannot go where -you.of the North: . 
may’ _ I know there is a logical answer for that, 
and as I think a reasonable answer; but-after.all 
itis a kind of argument that appeals. to the pre-. 
judices, if not the reason of mem-and now when 
you talk that, not to the people of the North ,butto 
the people of the South, feeling their inferiority 
in point of numbers and power, it isnot.very.te- 
-markable that.they should. be disturbed. Whether 
itis remarkable or not, they are disturbed; and 
you,sir, [Mr. Mason in the chair,] with all your 
power and eloquence, have been helping: to dis- 
turbthem on this.subject, feeling it no: doubt-your- 
self, for twenty years;and you have accomplished 
it. They are disturbed. 

Well, now, what of the Territories? Afterall 
the fuss that has been made since the beginning 
of the contest, how has it ended? Where. sla- ° 
very can go profitably, it has gone.’ We of the 
North have yielded, given up, backed out, com- 
promised, fooled about, until they have: got. it. 
Since the beginning of the formation.of the Con- 
stitution, they havegot Alabama, Kentucky, T'en- 
nessee, Mississippi, Florida, Texas, Louisiana, 
Arkansas, and Missouri. They have got New 
Mexico; and it ends, as T understand it, by get- 
ting all the soil for slavery where slavery can be 
healthfully kept, and a little more. Now, on the 
other hand, we have got all the soil for: freedom 
that climate and production can assure freedom 
to; and in spite of all our Wilmet provisoes, or 
with our Wilmot provisoes, it has settled itself 
down to that line of production and fion-produc- 
tion. The point in question is New Mexico. Our 
friends say, upon all sides, there is not a Repub- 
lican here who believes that New Mexico will be 
aslave State. My friend from Michigan does 
not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope not. . 

Mr. BAKER. He hopes not and believes not, 
and I believe not; but it is said it is a slave Ter- 
ritory. How? Ithastwentyslavesin it. As the 
distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Sew- 
ARD] said, with more graphic portraiture than I 
can attempt, with a hundred thousand mMles of 
territory, 1t has but twenty slaves, and that by all’ 
the encouragement of statute law and against the 
Jaw of soil, climate, and production. ‘There are 
many good, loyal men, who say to night, ‘* Settle 
that territorial question; let slavery be there; do 
not rout, forcibly, those twenty slaves; give the 


of battle the liberties of one confederacy may be t people there a chance to make a State; let it be- 


confirmed and the other lost? Itisan old saying, 
that when once one drop of hostile blood is shed, | 
no man knows what rivers may be added to that 
one drop, God alone can tell; and therefore, just | 
because I do love the Union, because above all 
earthly dread and danger I do fear its dissolution, | 
because 1 do sce in the history of nations, that | 
when disintegration between States takes place | 


are to be reunited,—just because I have read and 

ondered on these things and do fear them, F do | 
most of all desire to preserve this Union. That | 
is the why. $ 

And now the measure. f would be happy, 
very happy, if I could go among the people of | 
Virginia and Kentucky and quiet their fears. J 
think, ifaccompanying in my poor way my friend 
from Tennessee and my friend from Kentucky, I 
werc to be allowed to tell the story of the hopes 
and wishes and feelings and opinions of the North, | 
calmly, quietly, and dispassionately to audiences 
who would listen to them as the Athenians listened 
to Pericles in the suburb of the Areopagus, I 
do not know, but hope I might do something to 
convince Virginia that we meant them no harm, 
and meant to do them none. I cannot do that; | 
and if their voice is not heard, how vain would 
be mine? I mustdo the next thing, and that is, I 
must speak here; buthow? Notby high sound- 
ing eulogies to the Union; not by mere declara- 
tion of love for the whole country, and, when I 
am asked to act, refuse. Well, now, they ask 
me to act, and particularly on the subject of the 
Territories. I cansee why. Ofall the things that 
trouble us on the stump, that perpetual appeal 
to our own people “ give the South their rights,” 
or,as my distinguished colleague from Oregon 
says on every occasion ‘give them the equality 
of the States,” is the most potent, Though ıt 
is sometimes expressed in a very homely way, 
and by very endless and dull repetitions, at the į 


come so. by time and cireumstance and event; 
bargain with us only that little; just do that; let 
slavery alone there until the people make a State 
there; that is the,end of the whole matter; and 
there is loyalty; there is peace; there is fraternal 
feeling; there is Union forever and ever. Some- 
body at my clbow—that mischievous devil that 
always prompts you upon the weak side of your 
own opinion—somebody at my elbow says: 

< Ways that is conceding; that is compromising; 

what do you say to the Chicago platform?” Wel, 
I admit it is compromising; itis conceding. I do 

concede that twenty slaves may remain in New 

Mexico, one, two, tarce, or four years to come; 

and I do that because I know, as well as I can 

read any event that bas not yet happened, that in 

doing so I assure New Mexico to freedom forever 

and forever. 

Mr. President, I said New Mexico. Why do 

I stop there? Tassure all the continent. There 

is not a man on thisside that believes in his heart 

there will ever be another foot of slave territory. 

How, where, when, and why?. Talking about 

Republicanism, I am gray-headed enough to claim, 

to be one of the fathers of it, ifindeed it has many. 

What is its meaning? The true idea of Republic- 

anism at last,isbutthis: that we desire to prevent 
the extension ofslavery; we thinkithas room and 
verge enough. The means, the measure, is quite 
another affair; itis not a contest of one day or of 
one year; itis a question of time; its area isa con- 
tinent; nay, more, the world. I ama Republican 
not merely because I desire to prevent the exten- 
sion of African slavery in the United States, but 
on the continent andin the world; nay, more, sir, 
because I desire to prevent the extension of any sla- 
very anywhere, white or black, in America or in 
Russia. Therefore, wherever I see rational con- 
stitutional liberty advanced with grand procession 
and with stately march, I rejoice; lam exceeding 


glad. When I heard the other day that Great 
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Britain had emancipated the Jews, I rejoiced, 
though of another faith; when I heard that the 
Emperor of Russia, upon his throne, had -issued 
his edict to free his serfs, l rejoiced; and so feel- 
ing for degraded classes everywhere, I desire, I 
will, I wish, I join my hope and my prayer with 
all good men everywhere, for the elevation of 
masses of men. But, sir, a citizen of a free Gov- 
ernment, of a Confederation of States, of a united 
Government under a constitutional Union, I feel 
that my desire for the elevation of masses of men, 
of whatever creed, or race, or color, or kind, is to 
be limited by other conditions of government and 
race. Iam of the white race, and I love theirin- 
terests and their honor best. I live in a Govern- 
ment, a Union, a constitutional Union. I believe 
that Union to be the safest, surest guarantee of 
freedom, and I abide by it and all its compro- 
mises. Nay, more, sir; if, to preserve it, it be ne- 
cessary to make other compromises within rea- 
son, within honor, within dignity, upon right and 
truth, I will do it. I feel in my heart to-night that 
to preserve the Union by whatever of compromise 
an honorable man may ask or an honorable man 
agree to,is to do the best service to masses ofmen, 
to liberty, to constitutional government every- 
where in the world. 

Now, sir, I believe I have said all that I de- 
sired to say upon this subject. I recapitulate but 
fora moment. If I am asked at home or else- 
where if I have in any respect changed my opin- 
ion, I will say, yes. I do believe now it is neces- 
sary to preserve the Union by yielding, conceding, 
compromising, alittle more than I believed a year 
ago. I would have done it to preserve the Union 
then, and I will do it to preserve the Union now. 
Again: I desire it to be remembered that when I 
pomp emp on le: nothing to treason. I 
yield to President Davis, sitting upon a throne 
which he has assumed, nothing; to the rebellion 
of South Carolina, nothing; and to her floating 
vatteries, if it were possible, less than nothing. 
But to the States yet loyal, yet fraternal, with all 
the loving blood of the Union still gushing through 
their veins, 1 will yield much, if it be required; 
and? rejoice to-night that, in the judgment of good 
and wise men, so little will do. 

Now, Mr. President, as this Congress is about 
to adjourn, I say in fear, in a just, I trust not 


otherwise thana magnanimous fear, thatif no step’ 


is taken, and nothing is done, the man does not 
live to-night who can with any safety predict the 
consequences before we meet again, ir those peo- 
ple in South Carolina, mad, rebellious, furious, 
proud, attack Fort Sumter, and are defeated, who 
can tell the consequences? Shall we reinforce it? 
Shall we abandon it? If wealo, who can tell the 
shame? There are grave events upon either hand. 
Bat if, instead of that blow which the gentleman 
from Texas spoke of so exultingly, yet, in my 
opinion, with such bad taste; if, instead of that 
blow staggering, it had felled us, who then could 
have told the consequences? If blood is shed to- 
morrow or next week, who can predict or determ- 
ine the end? God alone, who sees the end from 
the beginning, can judge and determine that. It 
is for that reason that 1 do fear; and if to-night 
my word, my invocation for peace, my desire for 
conciliation, will add anything to the judgment of 
the Senate, I shall sit down not only content, but 
proud and happy. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I have lis- 
tened to the patriotice speech of the Senator from 
Oregon with a great deal of pleasure. It is in 
such contrast with the mere political speeches 
which we had been compelicd on this Sabbath day 

. to listen to, that I was rejoiced that a change had 
taken place in the debate, I shall not allow my- 
self to be provoked into a reply to that portion of 
the speech of my colleague which consisted in 
an assault upon my conduct in connection with 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill. It is an old story, I 
replied to that speech six years ago, when he first 
made it. [Laughter.] I have replied to it several 
times since, when he has delivered it here and on 
the stump, but I am under no obligation to reply 
to it every time he repeats it, and especially on 
the Sabbath day. [Laughter.] 

In regard to the other portion of his speech, it 
related toa family matter connected with the other 
side of the Chamber, with which I have no dis- 
position to interfere. I have no interest in the 
conflict that is supposed to be going on with a 
view to driving men out and driving men into cab- 
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inets; and therefore I shall not engage in the de- 
bate. I was in hopes that controversy would not 
have been brought into the Senate; and especially 
I was in hopes that my colleague had confidence 
enough in the President elect to believe that he 
would mark out his own policy without being told 
to-night, before delivering his. inaugural, what he 
should say. It was evidently the purpose to give 
us to understand either that he was delivering it, 
or going to hint what it would be. “The rumors 
that float about to-night, in regard to unsettling 
the Cabinet, may make it appropriate that this 
night, which had Teen desizned toc business should 
be devoted to that purpose. 

But I rise now to ask that we may stop al} polit- 
ical debate and have a vote on those measures that 
are before us; and first, the joint resolution from 
the House of Representatives, Let the amend- 
ments be withdrawn, and a vote taken on it as it 
came to the Senate. Then let us take up the re- 
port of the peace conference, and have a vote for 
it or against it, without debate; and then take up 
the proposition of the Senator from Kentucky, and 
have a vote for or against it,without debate. Then 
let us take up the resolution reported from the 
minority of the sclect committee in regard to a 
national convention, and vote for or against it. I 
know there are Senators who wish to vote on each 
of these questions. Let us have a vote upon each 
ofthem. Let every Senator vote his sentiments, 
but not consume the whole night, weary out the 
session by this by-play of amendments, that wiil 
prevent a test vote upon any one of the questions. 
I rise, therefore, to appeal to the Senate to let us 
have a vote. The speeches that are being made 
are not upon the merits of the propositions that 
are before us; and really, when we adjourned yes- 
texday to meet on the Sabbath day, I had no 
scruples about it, if it was for the purpose of act- 
ing upon measures affecting the peace of the coun- 
try and the perpetuity of the Union; but I would 
not have consented to an adjournment to meet to- 
day, merely to hear politicai harangues that have 
been delivered so often upon the stump, and better 
become the stump than the Senate Chamber; and 
I do hope, therefore, we shall have a vote. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not purpose to make 
a speech. My purpose is to ask permission to 
modify the language of the amendment which I 
introduced, so as to make it shorter than it was 
before. Iam perfectly willing to come to a vote 
on it directly. I ask lavé to make a modifica- 
tion of my own amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur 
in thechair.) The Senator has that right. There 
has been no vote on his amendment, and he can 
modify it. The amendment, as modified, will be 
read. 

The Secretary read it: 

Insert, as an additional article, the following : 

Under this Constitution, as originally adopted, and as it 
now exists, no State has power to withdraw from the juris 
diction of the United States ; but this Constitution, and all 
laws passed in pursuance of its delegated powers, are the 
supreme law of the land, anything contained in any con- 
stitution, ordinance, or act of any State, to the contrary 
notwithstag ding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatis offered, 
as the Chair understands, as an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. Pucn.] 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir; and upon that 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to say that I shall 
vote against the amendment without reference to 
its merits, for the reason that any amendment will 
defeat the proposition. 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. Is the question upon the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Wisconsin? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. So far asthe latter branch of that 
amendment is concerned, it 1s already in the Con- 
stitution; and thisaddition, ifit were putin, would 
be of no possible service. As to the first part, Í 
am sorry to say that, rightfully or wrongfully, 
some of the States have withdrawn; and I think 
we had better devise ways and means to get them 
back, than to be simply adjudicating on the right- 
fulness or wrongfulness of their proceedings. I 
am not going to speak to the question at large; 
for I recollect that when I did ask the indulgence 
of the Senate on this subject—when I rose to 


| speak—there were thirty-three Statesin the Union; 
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and before the conclusion of my specch, one of 
them had withdrawn. We are told that another 
has gone out since our last sitting. I have heard 
enough to-night to know that all our action now is 
in vain. We may record our votes; but after the 
announcement given by the Senator from Ilinois 
(Mr. Trumput1,] as to the policy of the incom- 
ing Administration, for one, I put the responsi- 
bility on them. I shall vote against this amend- 
ment, because I conceive that it is for no purpose 
except to embarrass the friends of peace. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not desire to take up 
a moment of the time of the Senate, I am willing 
to come directly to a vote on the proposition. I 
will only say, however, this: that in all these 
propositions, the thing sought is a Union of the 
States; and before we vote for any of these prop- 
ositions, I wish to have it distinctly understood, 
that in voting for them, we vote for a Union of 
the States. Unless we are to have a Union, what 
is the use of talking about compromising to obtain 
the benefits of a Union? I shall not go into a 
speech. If the compromise measures proposed 
by the honorable Senator from Uhio are to be 
adopted; if concessions upon both sides are to be 
made; if the Breckinridge platform is to be putintc 
the Constitution of the country, to operate in ter- 
ritory below 36° 30’, and the Chicago platform put 
in to operate north of 360 30’, and we agree to that 
for the purpose of saving the Union, let us know 
that we are going to have a Union when it is done. 
That is the object of the amendment which I now 
propose. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? I will ask him whether he 
will vote for my proposition if his amendment is 
added to it? I think that will test the object. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. As to the original reso- 
lution, to which yours is offered as an amend- 
ment, if my amendment were added, I incline to 
think that 1 should vote for it, l 

Mr. PUGH. Ifadded to the amendment? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If added to the original 
resolution to which your amendment is offered. 

Mr. PUGH The Senator does not answer 
my question. If added to the Crittenden propo- 
sition, would he vote for that? If not, we can 
see the object. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If my amendment faiis 
upon this, and the Crittenden proposition fails, I 
shall offer it as an amendment to the original res- 
olution from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE. I simply rise not to make a speech, 
but to second the appeal made by the Senator 
from Ilinois [Mr. Doveras] that we have a vote. 
I want it soon, because he has appealed to the 
piety of the Senate against breaking the Sabbath 
day, and in twenty minutes that appeal will lose 
its force, and the spirit of gab will go unchecked. 
{Laughter.] f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on theamendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I beg to say that, in the 
position which Texas has probably assumed, I 
had not intended to vote on any of these questions 
in relation to compromise or amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States; but as this is 
a question in relation to the right of a State to 
withdraw from the Union, I shall vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I merely wish 
to say that, in voting on these amendments, I do 
not intend to commit myself for or against any of 
them; but I shall vote against all amendments, 
for reasons thatit is unnecessary to consume time 
in explaining. 

Mr. SUMNER. On these questions, until 
twelve o’clock to-night, I have paired with the 
Senator from Missouri, not now in his seat, [Mr. 
Porx.] IfI voted, I should vote ‘‘ yea;”’ but, as 
I have paired, I must decline to vote. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Without any reference 
whatever to the merits of the amendment, I vote 
against it; because I want to come toa simple 
vote on the main question. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Bar- 
lan, King, Morrill, Simmons, ‘frumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—18, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, 
Bright, Cameron, Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, 
Foster, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson gf Tennessce, 
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Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Pow- 
ell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Ten Eyck, and Wigtali—2s. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is 
frow on the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I offera substitute, to strike 
out all after the word ‘ resolved,” and insert--—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask whether there is not 
already a substitute to the resolution pending; and 
is one substitute for another in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amend- 
ment to the amendment proposes to strike it all 
out. When it is read, the Chair will determine 
the question. 

TheSeerctary read the amendment; to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘resolved,’’ and insert: 

That the provisions of the Constitution are ample for the 
preservation of the Union, and the protection of all the ma- 
terial interests of the country 5 that it nceds to be obeyed 
rather than amended; and that an extrication from our 
present dangers is to be looked for in strenuous efforts to 
preserve the peace, protect the public property, and enforce 
the laws, rather than in new guarantees for particular in- 
terests, compromises for particular difficulties, or conces- 
sions to unreasonable demands. 

Resolved, Thatall attempts to dissolve the present Union, 
or overthrow or abandon the present Constitution, with the 
hope or expectation of constructing a new one, are dan- 

erous, illusory, and destructive; that in the opinion of the 

enate of the United States no such reconstruction is prac- 
ticable ; and, therefore, to the maintenance of the existing 
Union and Constitution should be directed al! the energies 
of ali the departments of the Government, and the efforts 
of all good citizens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Michigan will 
not be in order until the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Ohio shall have been voted upon, 
both having the same object in view—a substitu- 
tion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then,I move to strike out 
the firstresolution of the substitute of the Senator 
from Ofio, and insert this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will read what is proposed to be stricken out. 

he Secretary proceeded to read the first sec- 
tion of Mr. Puan’s amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I presume every one knows 
what the Crittenden proposition is. Nobody 
wants it read. 

Me BINGHAM. I do not care about its being 
read. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwill now inquire whether 
it is in order to amend a proposed amendment to 
the Constitution, by adding matter that does not 
propose to amendit at all? The Senator is offer- 
ing now a resolution that it isnot necessary to do 
what the very proposition itself is doing, and 
making that a part of the constitutional amend- 


ment itself. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would prefer not to rule the amendment out of 
order, but allow the Senate to take a vote on the 
proposition, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itis entirely incongruous. 
Mr. KING. That isa question for the Senate. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I withdraw the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then, the ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, 

Mr. WILSON. Have the yeas and nays been 
ordered ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have 
been ordered. 
Mr. BIGLER. I desire to say, before casting 
my vote, that it is well known that I prefer the 
propositions of the Senator from Kentucky. I 
should prefer vastly to sce them adopted by the 
Senate and by the House of Representatives; but 
it is obvious that the adoption of those proposi- 
tions, as amendments to the House resolution, 
would simply defeat that resolution. That reso- 
lution, as an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, is by no meais satisfactory. It 
is far from what the exigencies of the times re- 
quire. It, in truth, amounts to nothing but a 
mere declaration; a declaration which, coming 
from the other side, I agree may be of some tem- 
rary value to the country—the declaration that 
the Constitution shall not be changed, so as to 
allow Congress to interfere with the local institu- 
tions of the States. That is all there is in it; for 
the article itself remains liable to change under 
the same rule as any other portion of the Consti- 
tution. But, sir, as we can get nothing else at 
this late hour, I am willing to take even that dec- 


laration from the Senators on the other side, if 
they will give it in good faith. I therefore vote 
against this amendm€nt, and shall vote against all 
others in order that we may see whether it is in- 
tended even to give this declaration. i 

Mr. CCINGMAN. 1 appreciate the motives 
of the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania; but 
I differ with him as to the comparative result to 
be effected by this resolution. The proposition 
from the House of Representatives, if adopted 
by the Senate, would tend to nothing practical. 

y friend virtually admits that. At least it 
amounts to very little. The only advantagé he 
sees in it is, that it may tend to pacificate the 
country. Now, I maintain that the adoption of 
a substantial proposition like that of my friend 
from Ohio, by the requisite constitutional majority 
of the Senate, even though it were never touched 
by the House of Representatives, would do far 
more to pacificate the country than the adoption 
of this resolution, which I would call a mere nul- 
lity, which the country neither desires nor expects. 
I will venture to affirm that there is not an intel- 
ligent man in the United States that believes it 
will be of any practical advantage to have this 
proposition adopted; butif a two-thirds majority 
of the Senate will come up and vote in the prop- 
osition of my friend before me, [Mr. Pucu,] | 
think it might have a wholesome effect upon the 
country, and therefore I shall give my vote for it; 
and, indeed, it is not too late for the House of 
Representatives, if the requisite majority there be 
favorable to it, on Monday, to adopt it; but even 
ifit is never touched there, we shall make an im- 

ortant step in the right direction by passing it 
ere. 

Mr. BIGLER. It is proper I should remark 
that, in what I said heretofore about voting on 
thisamendment, } had all the while in view a vote 
on the propositions of the Senator from Kentucky 
as a separate and distinct proposition. What I 
have desired from the beginning is, that the vote 
on these three propositions should be distinct-~a 
vote on the report of the peace conference; a vote 
on the proposition of the Senator from Kentucky; 
and a vote on the resolutions sent here by the 
House of Representatives. I agree with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina thatthe adoption of the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky, by a 
two-thirds vote in this body will do more to pacify 
the country than the adoption of the resolutions 
from the House of Representatives, as amend- 
ments, to be submitted to the States for ratification; 
and I shall vote cheerfully for his resolutions when 
they come up, and I hope they may receive that 
sanction; forit will bean assurance—a significant 
assurance—to the country that there is a disposi- 
tion to understand its real condition, and to ap- 
preciate the circumstances which surround us. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must be permitted to ex- 
press my entire dissent from the construction put 
upon this proposed amendment to ‘the Consti- 
tution by the Senator from Pennsylvania. It 
declares that no future amendment shall ever au- 
thorize Congress to interfere; it thus makes it 
unalterable. If this amendment be adopted, it 
will not be in the power of any number of States, 
short of a unanimous vote, ever to interfere with 
the question of slavery in the States. 1 will not 
argue it, but merely express that opinion. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Ohio brings into com- 
petition the question of affecting slavery in the 
States by the actof the Rederal Government, and 
the question of affecting slavery in the Territories. 
Now, if I recollect aright, (but I confess that I 
am not very familiar with the platforms, having 
very little respect for them,) there was a provis- 
ion in the famous Chicago platform protesting, 
on the part of the Republican party, that they had 
no purpose to interfere with slavery in the States. 
ĮI thivk Lam right in that. Then the resolution 
of the House of Representatives, in order to quiet 
the apprehensions in the southern States on the 
subject of slavery, is to make that plank (to use 
the language of the day) of the platform a part of 
the Constitution, and to do it, again in the spirit 
of the Chicago platform, by a refusal to deny to 
Congress the right of interference with slavery in 
the Territories, but to declare their purpose not 
to interfere with it in the States. That is about 
the meaning of it; and yet honorable Senators tell 
us that that is to give peace and-repose to the 
country. 


Mr. President, there was‘a practice, Fam told, 
among the early physicians, of giving to their i 
patients what they called a. placebo, a-bread_ pill, 
something that was to quiet the patient by deluding 
him under the belief that he had taken a salutary” 
medicine, when in fact he had taken a pill contain- 
ing the crumbs of bread... Sir, this'resolution from 
the House of Representativesis that placebo. And 
we are to go to the southern. States, {£ am'to. go to 
my State of Virginia, if I could reconcile it to my 
sense of honor and of right, and say; “* You de- 
manded a security for your-rights in the common 
Territories;and you have been answered by giving 
you a plank of the Chicago platform, declaring 
that it was not the purpose of Congress to inter- 
fere with slavery in the States.. ; 

Honorable Senators:have told us—the Senator 
from Ilinois has, very frequently—that if this is 
made a part of the Constitution, it will be: irre- 

ealable, except by the consent of all the States. 
By what authority does the Senator say'so? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Because there will bea clause 
then in the Constitution declaring that:no future 
amendment shall ever authorize: Congress to in- 
terfere with the question of slavefy in the States. 
That being a part of the Constitution, it will be 
just as sacred as the clause now in the:Constitu- 
tion, declaring that no future amendment shall 
ever deprive any State of its two Senators in Con- 

ress. 

Mr. MASON. Just precisely; not more so. 
But, Mr. President, I am not to tell that-honora- 
ble Senator that the power which makes a Con- 
stitution can unmake it. . What power makes’a 
Constitution? Under the present Constitution, 
three fourths of theStates. Three fourths of the 
States can alter the Constitution under the present 
compact; and if they find this clause there, which 
declares that it shall not be altered, is not that as 
much in their power as any other clause? And if 
itisnot, why is it not? Senators may say there 
is good faith in it. There is political faith in it; 
there is propriety of law—I mean of moral law— 
in it; but there is nothing more. Cannot the 
power that made unmake? Does anybody deny 
that? No, sir. Itis put, I admit, ina very im- 
posing form; and if it were adopted, might carry 
something more of faith than any other clause in 
the Constitution; but as to the question of right, 
it will be just as much in the power of three 
fourths of the States as any other clause of the 
Constitution. There isno magic in it;none what- 
ever. ; eae 
Now, sir, honorable Senators tell us‘ again— 
the Senator from Kentucky, I think, for whom I 
entertain the most profoud andalmost filial respect, 
and the Senator from Hhnois has stated more 
than once—that we must take this resolution from 
the House or get nothing; because, said he, there 
is no time to pass anything else; and if we do not 
adopt this amendment, which really may give 
some assurance to the States, we may lose all, 
because there is no time for the House to pass 
upon them. Sir, by what authority does he say 
that? The House of Representatives, J under- 
stand, are to meet at ten o’clock to-morrow. If 
there be a purpose on the part of the Represent- 
atives of the people in that House to give a secu- 
rity to the South, which the South has asked for, 
they have ample time. 1 will never venture back 
to my State, and say that E was induced to give 
you this bread pill from an apprehension that, if 
you did not take that, the State would have no 
medicine. Iam gratified to find that the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio has brought the substance 
of a security in contact with a skeleton form, and 
that this Senate will now pass its judgment upon 
these two questions, whether they will give to 
the South anything like a security, or whether 
they will deny it, and, in competition with this 
idle, delusive, extraordinary proposition, that we 
are to be satisfied with an assurance that they 
are not going to interfere with slavery in the 
States. 

Mr. President, this Congress has beenthe whole 
session of three months at work upon this sub- 
ject. Ithas been tried by committeesin the House; 
it has been tried by committees in the Senate; it 
has been tried by a special congress, convened at 
the invitation of Virginia, which sat for three 
weeks in this city. Neither of the committees of 
the two Houses-could present a form of adjust- 
ment, The special congress, convoked here at 
the invitation of Virginta, did; and all, all have 
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been put aside, and we are presented now with 
this naked proposition—that Congress shall not 
interfere with slavery in the States. And that is 
to quiet all apprehension in the South! Well, 
sir, if we come to a vote upon it, I shall vote for 
it. I shall deem it my duty to do so; because, if 
that evil day should ever come when my honored 
State of Virginia: shall feel herself so humiliated 
as to depend for the security of her social institu- 
tions upon that amendment, humiliated as she 
will then be, I am not the man to deprive her of 
that little. But when I go back, I shall tell them 
exactly what I say now: the two Houses delib- 
erated for three months upon an amendment to 
the Constitution; the special congress convoked 
here at your invitation deliberated for three weeks 
upon an amendment to the Constitution; and at 
last, and in the expiring hour of Congress, you 
have been offered this as a security. 1 will tell 
them this, also: that it has resulted from the re- 
fusal on the part of the non-slaveholding States 
to give you anything. It was in the hands of 
loyal, patriotic, and honorable men. They tried 
their best, both in Congress and out of it; and 
they were unable to agree to give you anything 
more than this wretched bread pill which they 
propose to give us now. Without any predic- 
tion, I undertake to say this to every one of those 
States yet remaining in this Union which have 
this condition of African slavery among them: if 
you rely upon this security, you must of neces- 
sity abandon the institutions of your forefathers; 
you must abandon your form of society, and cast 
your lotamong strangers, for it will give you none. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, ridicule is 
sometimes a very good substitute for argument. 
The Senator from Virginia tries to bring this pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution into disre- 
pute by comparing it to a bread pill, which he 
says the ancient doctors used sometimes to at- 
minister. Iam nota physician, but I am under 
the impression that the best doctors now living 
also administer bread pills in certain cases with 
great good and effect. When there is a disease 
of the mind which the patient imagines to bea 
physical malady, but which is imaginary only, 
the physician administers bread pills. It does no 
harm, and the patient having confidence in it, it 
restores him to health, to vigor, and to strength. 
A bread pill in such cases is the best medicine 
possible. If it be true, as the Senator gives us to 
understand, that the institution of slavery in the 
States is in no danger, that all apprehension upon 
that subject in the slavcholding States is imagin- 
ary, it shows precisely that case of disease in the 
body-politic for which bread pills are given tothe 
physical system. {Laughter.] There is a want 
of confidence in the southern States in respect to 
the good faith of the North concerning the insti- 
tution of slavery. How often have [ heard it 
from one to the other of the southern States de- 
elared that it was the fixed purpose of the North, 
so soon as they obtained a majority of three- 
fourths, to change the Constitution so that we 
would have authority to abolish slavery in the 
States by an act of Congress! Sir, I have heard 
itin these Halls, as well as upon the stump. I 
have heard the argument by secessionists and dis- 
unionists in both Houses of Congress. 1 have 
heard them point to the fact that the North was 
growing so rapidly that in a very few years the 
northern States would have three fourths, and 
hence might amend the Constitution, and would 
amend it, so as to abolish slavery in the States. 
I supposed that those who used the argument 


believed it; and it was because it was supposed | 


that those who used it were sincere in it, they had 
told their people so and made them believe it, and 
produced this state of insecurity in the mind of 
the southern people, that produced the necessity 
of giving this guarantee, that come what may, in 
all futare time, no amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States shall ever be made which 
will authorize Congress to interfere with the ques- 
tion of slavery in the States. 

But the Senator says that that can be repealed. 
I answer that that provision of the Constitution 
will be irrepealable; and why? Because, when it 
is adopted it becomes a part of the instrument, 
and controls that other portion of the Constitu- 
tion which authorizes amendments in certain cases, 
and prohibits them making amendments incertain 
other cases. As the Constitution now stands, it 
can be amended in the two modes prescribed in 
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the instrument in all respects except as to the Sen- 
ators; but there is no power on earth, according 
to the Constitution, that c®n amend it so as to 
deprive any State of its two Senators. Insert this 
clause, and it will contro! and restrain the pro- 
vision in regard to amendments, so that the Con- 
gress, by a two-thirds vote, can propose to the 
States an amendment that would authorize Con- 
gress to interfere with the question of slavery. 
Nor can the States, convened in convention, have 
any such authority. Hence, adopt this clause, 
and it is unalterable; no power on earth can ever 
change it; and no man will ever be permitted 
hereafter to use the argument that the northern 
people intend, when they get a majority of three 
fourths, so to amend the Constitution as to inter- 
fere with the question of slavery in the States. 

But, we are told by the Senator, itis a bread 
pill; it will do no good. Sir, I will ask if there is 
notanother virtueinit. How often have we been 
told this very session that the South do not com- 
plain so much of what the North has done; but 
their complaint is, that there is such a state of 
feeling at the North as shows hostility to your 
institutions, anda determination to interfere with 
them,and you object to that feeling, and you sa 
the action of the North is the evidence of the feel- 
ing? I think I have heard the Senator from Vir- 
ginia use that argument with great force in his 
seat this session. Now, sir, if the northern States 
will by a three fourths majority come forward 
and insert this clause in the Constitution, it proves 
conclusively that there is no such sentiment at 
the North as you apprehend. You can have no 
more conclusive evidence that there is no such 
disposition to interfere with your constitutional 
rights than the act of the people of the northern 
States, by a three-fourths majority, incorporating 
a provision into the Constitution unalterable in 
all future time, by which they are prohibited from 
ever interfering with the question in the States. I 
should suppose that the ratification of such a pro- 
vision by such an overwhelming majority would 
convince you that the northern people were yet 
your brethren; that the northern people were pre- 
pared to grect you; and when we voluntarily come 
forward and tie our hands in a manner that makes 
it impossible for us to do you an injustice, is not 
that evidence that we do not intend in all time to 
come to do that you apprehend? 

But, the Senator tells us, it is affirming a clause 
in the Chicago platform. ‘Mhatis very ingenious; 
more so, I think, than candid. I tell him there is 
not a word of truth in it—I do not use the word, 
as he understands, in any offensive sense—and I 
will show you the difference. The Chicago plat- 
form asserts that itis not the purpose of the Re- 
publican party to interfere with the question of 
slavery in the States. They are speaking of the 
present Constitution. 

The Senator from Ohio (Mr. Wape] points to 
the clock. I can only remind him that it is not 
the Sabbath day any longer; and if it was, I 
should have noconscientious scruples about mak- 
ing a speech in defense of the Constitution and the 
Union, even on the bestof days. The holier the 
day the more appropriate to such a work. 

Bat I promised to show the Senator from Vir- 
ginia the difference between this proposition and 
that of the Chicago platform. Under the Chicago 
platform the Republican party stands pledged not 
to attempt to interfere with the question of sla- 
very in the States, referring to the Constitution as 
it now stands; but they have not pledged them- 
selves in that platform never to make any amend- 
ment, by which Congress shall hereafter be em- 
powered to do it. There is no pledge in the Chi- 
cago platform that the Constitution shall never be 
so amended as to authorize Congress to do what 
they now admit they have no power to do. The 
difference is this: | apprehend every Senator on 
that side of the Chamber admits that, under the 
Constitution as it now stands, Congress has no 
power to interfere with the question of slavery in 
the States; and yet five Senators, on the yeasand 


; nays yesterday, voted against a provision declar- 


ing that the Constitution should notbe so amended 
as to give sucha power. They admit that the 
power does not now exist; they do notintend to 
exercise that power, so long as the Constitution 
remains unchanged; but they will not pledge 


i themsel¥es that they will not, in the future, so 


amend it as to give them the power. Here is the 
provision to give that pledge. 


But the Senator from Virginia says that when 
the Old Dominion shall become so humiliated that 
she is compelled to claim her rights under this 
provision of the Constitution, she will be in a 
truly lamentable condition. 

Mr. MASON. For the security of her social 
condition, not of her rights. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, For her social condition un- 
der thatamendment of the Constitution. Sir, what 
has been the complaint? It has been that their 
constitutional rights were invaded. Then they 
have asked for guarantecs against further inva- 
sion. What were the guarantees? Constitutional 
amendments. Virginia herself has asked for con- 
stitutional amendments, and this proposes to give 
her a constitutional amendment. When this is 
adopted, it will be a part of the instrument; and 
does the Senator tell us that the Constitution itself 
is no guarantee? Does he mean to say that, Vir- 
ginia will be humiliated by claiming rights under 
the Constitution of the country? 1 thought that 
was the foundation of their whole claim. Their 
right to have fugitive slaves restored rests upon 
a constitutional provision. Their right to be pro- 
tected against invasion rests on a constitutional 
provision. Their right to representation in this 
Chamber rests on a constitutional provision. The 
Senator would not have the privilege of making a 
speech here to-night against this amendment but 
for a constitutional provision. This provision 
will be as secure as the one that sent him here. 

Mr. MASON. I spoke for the amendment, not 
against it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ah! I understand that kind 
of speaking for the amendment. If the amend- 
ment has many such friends, it will never become 
a part of the Constitution. Here is the proposi- 
tion introduced by the Senator from Kentucky 
brought in antagonism with this, much to the 
gratification of the Senator from Virginia. He 
knows how anxious he was to get them fn antag- 
onism. He did not want to vote directly against 
this proposition, and defeat it by his own vote; but 
to get another proposition in antagonism with it, 
and vote it on; and that kills the original provis- 
ion without passing his amendment. 

i Mr. MASON. H takes its place; is substituted 
or it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Exactly; with a certain 
knowledge that that kills it. We have assured 
him that the momentthisjoint resolution is passed, 
we will take up the proposition of the peace con- 
ference that he speaks of, and get a vote on it; and 
then take up the Crittenden compromise, and get 
a vote on it; and the Senator could have had a 
vote on the very proposition that he desired, by 
this time, but for this amendment being thrown 
in, with the only effect, if not the design, of de- 
feating the original proposition, and the amend- 
ment too. I suppose every Senator understands 
precisely what this opposition means. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas has been frank enough to 
avow, in very distinct terms, his purpose. With 
that frankness and directness which is character- 
istic of him, he has given us to understand that 
he does not wish the border States to be satisfied 
with this provision, because it keeps the slave 
States separated; in other words, preventsaunity 
of the slave States. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Which would 
allure and be a delusion. f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Call it by what term he 
pleases. It seems my friend from Arkansas is 
afraid that, if this provision does become a part 
of the Constitution, his people will be allured and 
deluded. Sir, has he not confidence enough in his 
people to believe that they will understand whether 
there is any virtue inthis amendment or not? Al- 
though the Senator himself may not think it has 
any virtue, if his own people should so construe 
it, would he not give them an opportunity of 
availing themselves of what they will deem so 
great a security that they would stay in the 
Union? Are you afraid of alluring and deluding 
the people of the States by this provision? Sir, 
if it be a snare, I think the people of Virginia will 
be as well able to discover it as their Senator. 
Then why not allow them to vote on it? Why 
not concur in it, instead of attempting to defeat it 
by indirection, with these amendments? 

Sir, I think there is great virtue and great se- 
curity in this amendment. It is not all that I 
think we ought to do; but, because we cannot do 
all that the exigencies of the times require, shall 
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it therefore follow that we shall do nothing? Sir, 
if you will pass this, and let us ratify- it, the ac- 
tion of the people in adopting this amendment 
wili furnish such evidence of popular sentiment 
as will enable the next Congress to adopt further 
measures of amendment, and thus give entire and 
ample security. Lam afraid some of our friends, 
who think it would be alittle better to get out of 
the Union than stay here, are opposing this very 
amendment for fear thatit will pacify the people, 
by showing them that the North is determined todo 
them justice, and thatall we wantis time. ence 
they must defeat it for fear they will get all the 
guarantees they ask for. Sir, itis useless@gy any 
Senator to pretend to be for this proposition that 
goes for an amendment. We know it is impos- 
sible—— 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will my friend allow 


me to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, All who have presented 
propositions—the propositions of the peace con- 
ference, and ali others—have thought this provis- 


ion important enough toforma part.of their bill. į 


Mr, DOUGLAS. I am very much obliged to 
the Senator from Kentucky for reminding me of 
the fact. 
portant that it was incorporated in his original 
proposition. 

Mr. PUGH. But his provisions were irrepeal- 
able. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, And this is irrepealable. I 
do not choose to go over that again. This prop- 
osition was in that of the Senator from Kentucky, 
in those that I introduced, and, I believe, in nearly 
every one thathas been introduced. I remember 
the record shows that, in the committee of thir- 
teen, when we voted on the propositions of the 
Senator from Kentucky in sections, the Republi- 
lican members of that committec at first voted 
against this one unanimousiy. They stated then, 
not that they were opposed to such a provision, 
but they would vote against it because it was part 
of a series; but'the next day they came forward 


and offered this one, and it received their votes, į 


the vote of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hux- 
TER,}] and, } think, of every southern Senator, 
(or all but one,) certainly, on the yeas and nays 
being called. It was deemed an essential provision. 
Now, the simple question is, whether it will not 
do good to passit? Istherea friend of the Union 
in any slaveholding State who would not rejoice 
in the knowledge that three fourths of the people 
of the northern States had declared, through their 
representatives, that they would never interfere 
with the question ofsiaveryin those States? They 
would have that pledge in the Constitution of the 
country, so that every man that ever becomes a 
Senator, or a Representative, will take an oath to 
abide by it; so thatevery man who holds office in 
any State of this Union, either under the State 
or Federal Governments, shall be bound by his 
oath to maintain this provision inviolate. Will 
not that give an assurance to the people of the 
South that there is no deliberate purpose on the 


part of the North in reference to their constitu- | 


tional rights? I confess that I have had my ap- 
prehensions that it was the purpose of a portion 
of the Republican party in the future to attack 
the question of slavery In the States. Adopt this 
provision, and I shall never have any such appre- 
hension. 
in it. 
States, not as a lure, not as a snare, but because 
it furnishes a substantial guarantee that the pco- 


ple of the northern States intend, in all future time, | 


to observe the great right of each State to have 
slavery as long as it chooses, and to abolish it 
when it pleases. 


Mr. MASON. I am certainly somewhat in- 


debted to the honorable Senator from Illinois for | 


the frank statement which he made in the com- 
mencement of his remarks, that this amendment 
from the Elouse of Representatives was, in fact, 
a bread pili. I understood him to say so dis- 
tinetly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
that a bread pill was the best possible pill to effect 
the cure, which that alone could cure. 

Mr. MASON. But the honorable Senator went 


a little further. Unlike the astute physician, that | 


knows to what sort of patient to administer the 
bread pill, he has let the patient know what it was. 
He has told us, in distinet terms, that ‘ this is an 


This provision has been deemed so im- | 


I believe, therefore, there is great virtue | 
I believe it will pacify the slaveholding | 


I said provided he meant | 


idle apprehension on the part of the South, and 
we will give a bread pill to the patient, and it will 
cure him.” He has fold us what was the nature 
of the remedy, and I thank him for it. 

Now, sir, | am not going to enter with that 
Senator into a scramble for small advantages in 
debate, a sort of polemics that I am not familiar 
with and am not equal to. If the Senator ascribes 
to me the declaration, as my declaration, that Vir- 
ginia does not rely upon the Constitution for the 
security of her rights, let him have the benefit of 
the statement of his own position; I will not con- 
test it. I said this, sir: that if Virginia could rely 
upon this bread pill, so admitted to be, this piacebo 
to a deluded patient, as her security for her social 
condition, she might take leave of her slaves and 
cast her Jot among strangers, for it would give 
her none. 

But, sir, the most remarkable fact.in the whole 
matter is, that when that State has presented her 
principal grievance as the great territorial contro- 
versy, looking to her expansion in a future day; 
when she has presented that by the act of her legis- 
lative body as the great grievance under which 
she labors, in common with the slave States, she 
is to be put aside by a perfect silence on that 
point; nay, more, sir, by the emphatic denial. as I 
apprehend the vote about to be taken will record, 
of any relief from that grievance. It is to be 
said, well, we will give you this security: that 
they shall not interfere with slavery in the States; 
but we leave the territorial question at the dispo- 
sition of Congress. That is about it. 

The honorable Senator Has said, however, that 
if we will only vote for this proposed amendment 
from the House of Representatives, and not sub- 
stitute a competing proposition, he will at once 
come forward, after it is disposed of, and take up 
this proposition in relation to the Territories. 
What does that amount to? That honorable Sen- 
ator is certainly a very potent man; but he can- 
not wield the vote of this Scnate, nor can I. He 
can vote for it; but he can dono more. Sir, if we 
are to have anything, it is contained in the Crit- 
tenden proposition; and I should feel myself dere- 
lict in duty if I did not return thanks to the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio who has offered it, that 
when we do take a vote of the Senate upon the 
question of amending the Constitution on this 
slavery question we may direct it where the great 
grievance is—to the Territories, and not be put 
aside by this placebo. 

The honorable Senator has said, and with great 
truth, that the people of my State are as little 
| likely to be deluded by this placebo as I am—far 
less likely. I do not know, and I will not under- 
take to predict what will be the action of that 
great and powerful State; but I will undertake to 
say this: that be her action what it may, it will 
notbe influenced one hair’s breadth by the passage 
of this joint resolution. Why, sir, is it possibile 
at this age, at this epoch, that any political com- 
munity competent to act as such, and of being re- 
ceived as such, upon a question vitally affecting 
their safety, their integrity,and their social fabric, 
could be deluded by a proposition to insure them 
against a grievance which 1s utterly disclaimed on 
the part of those who have the power to inflict the 
| grievance, and to refuse them any other redress 
or any other security? J assure the Senator they 
are not to be deluded in that way. 

I do not desire, Mr. President, to protract the 
debate at this late period of the session. F desire 
nothing more than to bring prominently before 
the country the fact that, after three months’ in- 
cubation, upon a demand for security, they have 
tendered us nothing but this delusive amendment 
to the Constitution. i 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I should not have 
risen again, but it seems to me that I cannot re- 
main silent under the imputation of the Senator 
from Illinois. In several different forms, as I un- 
derstood him, he suggested that this amendment 
had been offered for the purpose of preventing a 
vote of the Senate upon the House proposition; 
and, if I am not greatly mistaken, that it had been 
done by some preconcert between the Senator 
from Virginia and myself. Now, sir, at the mo- 
ment when I rose last evening to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays upon my first amendment, 
nota human being knew what my purpose was; 
and when I turned to ask some Senator near me 


for a copy of the Grittenden amendment—l1 believe 


| him, to me. 


it was:the Senator from. North Carolina, [Mr. 
Brace]—it was. the fact that T’askéd for it that 
conveyed the first intimation of my design to-offer <- 
it. doubt if the Senator from’ Virginia knew 

that I intended to offer it at the time. Phro a 

Mr. MASON. So far from it; after the. Senator 
had offered it I did not heat what he had offered, 
and I rose for the purpose of offering the same 
thing, and was told he had just submitted it: 
Certainly, we had no conference. ae 

Mr. PUGH. Nor‘did any person whom the 
Senator from Illinois could term a secessionist or 
a disunionist have any connection. with it in any 
shape or form. : : 

r. DOUGLAS, 1 will correct the Senator 
from Ohio. I did not say there was concert in it, 
I did say the Senator from Virginia, I. presumed, 
was very much rejoiced that there was an antag- 
onizing proposition; and I will now frankly state 
to the Senator why I thought so. [saw the Sen- 
ator from Virginia come down to the Senator from 
Ohio and, in so loud a tone that I could not help 
hearing it, say, “ yès; thatis right; wé must have 
an antagonizing proposition.” m SDE 

Mr. PUGH. Well, sir, I did not hear the Seti 
ator from Virginia say that. : 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator from Ohio 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 3 

Mr. MASON. I dare say I said so. T haveno 
recollection of it; but I dare say I said so; and 
the country is indebted to the Senator from His 
nois for picking up scraps of conversation and 
obtruding them in debate, f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I beg pardon.. He said itso 
loud [ could not help hearing it. I supposeit was 
heard by all around me, that we must have an an- 
tagonistic proposition; but I did not bring it out 
until the Senator from Ohio, misunderstanding 
me, drew the idea that I had charged that there 
was concerted action about it. AHI said was, 
that the Senator from Virginia was rejoiced to have 
an antagonizing proposition, which he assented 
to. Hence, the only fact I now bring out, is the 
identical fact that he had stated in open debate. 

Mr. MASON, Will the Senator from Ohio 
indulge me one moment? ee 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not mean to question the 
statement of the Senator at all; but still I doubt 
very much whether I said so. 1 do not mean.to 
question what the Senator has.said, honestly and 
honorably. It isa very difficult thing to catch 
scraps of conversation, and apply the appropriate 
meaning. I will tell you what I said, if [said 
what a thought. I said that we should bring, as 
an antagonist to this proposition, the proposition 
of the Senator from Kentucky—that which my 
Site had sent and accepted. I presume I ‘said 
that. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is precisely the idea 
that I intended to convey. j 

Mr. PUGH. I believe 1 have the floor. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir; but the Senator 
from Virginia has made a pointin regard to this. 
He accuses me of bringing out scraps of conver- 
sation. If I approach a Senator, and speak out 
so that Senators all around must hear me, I do 
not consider that a conversation, nor scraps of 
conversation. Even those remarks get into the 
reports when these suggestions are being made. 
Besides: when I haveailuded to this, I merely said 
I presumed the Senator was pleased. He said 
yes; and avowed it in open debate; but now he 
complains of my bringing it before the Senate. I 
did understand it just ashe now does, which was 
this: that this proposition must be met by a coun- 
ter proposition; while it would not do to kill it: 
direct, you must have the Crittenden proposition 
to kill it. 

Mr. MASON. [I trust the Senator from Ohio 
will pardon me for an instant. I protest against 
the Senator’s applying motives that might actuate 
Let myacts speak. As to picking 
up scraps of conversation, I say nothing more 
than de gustibus non est. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [can only say that that term 


i has been repeated too often, when I have known 


it was not true. 

Mr. MASON. What term? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. About scraps of private con- 
versation. I repeated what he said in open Sen- 
ate, and I drew the proper inference from it; and 
Í donot permitit to be intimated that I have acted 
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unsehatorially in stating that which the Senator 
had himself stated in open debate. 

Mr. MASON. Why,Mr. President, I did not 
attempt to make issue with the Senator in any 
way in the world. I said I did not. remember 
what L had said, and I did not mean to question 
the Senator’s report ofthe fact; but I presume that 
Į said what [ felt: that it was to me a matter of 
great moment to bring this amendment of the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky in competition with 
the joint resolution of the House; and Iunderstood 
the Senator to say that that, he presumed, was 
my purpose. The Senator does me injustice, if 
he supposes I mean to question his perfect right, 
if he thinks proper, to report conversations. that 
pass here, in debate. I say, in relation to that, 
de gustibus. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. With the permission of 
the Senator, I think that I witnessed what oc- 
curred with reference to the Senator from Virginia 
and this proposition. The Senator from Ohio 
moved the proposition. I turned round to the 
Senator from Virginia, and his inquiry was, what 
was the pending proposition? { stated to him 
that the Senator from Ohio had moved thisamend- 
ment. He said: ‘* That is the very proposition 
I was going to offer.” I looked at him, and he 
had the printed proposition in his hand at that 
time. I mentioned it to him; and of course he 
could not have known that the Senator from Ohio 
intended to move it, for I gave him the informa- 
tion. What occurred afterwards I do not know. 
He may have spoken to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PUGH. I will not say, after the state- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois, that the Sena- 

‘tor from Virginia did notaddress me, and address 
me in the words that have been stated; but I de- 
clare that L have no recollection of the Senator 
speaking to me—not the slightest. J sat here, 
having asked the consent of the Senate to with- 
draw the demand for the yeas and nays, which 
wouldenable me to withdraw my own amendment 
at once, I looked upon the table for a copy of 
the Crittenden proposition, which I supposed was 
near me, and not finding it, I asked a Senator to 
get me a copy; and in that way I presume it was 
understood that 1 would offer itas soon as I could 

rot the floor. I offered it with no such purpose; 

ut the Senator from Ilinois himself is the per- 
son who induced me first to offer it. When this 
proposition from the House of Representatives 
was first read, I objected that it was expressed in 
bad English, and that we ought at least to have 
respect enough for the Constitution of the United 
States not to defile its pure language with such a 
piece as that, and I moved to render it into atleast 
tolerable English. I could think of no objection 
on the face of the earth to that proposition. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Allow me to inquire—— 

Mr.PUGH. Permit me to finish my state- 
ment, and then the Senator can reply to me if he 
thinks proper. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I want to know if the Sen- 
ator says that Ladvised him to offer the Crittenden 
amendment as a substitute? 

Mr. PUGH. No,sir; Isay he was the cause, 
the instrument, of my offering it, if you willallow 
me to make the statement, I could imagine no 
objection whatever, if we were about to amend 
the Constitution of our fathers, that we might at 
least speak in the language of our fathers, and not 
have this barbarous sentence interpolated into the 
instrument,every word of which, as itnow stands, 
‘all have agreed has a peculiar and fixed significa- 
tion. What objection was made to my first prop- 
osition? It came from the Senator from Hlinois. 
Fle rose and told us that if this went back to the 
House of Representatives for any reason, they 
never would concur in it again. I expressed my 
astonishment at that suggestion, that the House 
of Representatives having sent us a proposition, 
would turn around and reject it merely because 
it was expressed in proper language. ‘The Sen- 
ator went on to explain that it could not com- 
mand the same vote again. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No; I did not make that 
remark then. 

Mr. PUGH. I understood the Senator to say 


o. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. J never did, until about an 
hour ago. 
Mr. PUGH. I understood the Senator to say 
so last night. That was the impression I got from 
his words; and that my impression was correct 


8 


at the time, will be remembered by the answer 
which I made him. Isaid, that no Senator of any 
party, that l had heard, hadyever professed to be- 
lieve that Congress now had the power to abolish 
slavery within theStates; that, therefore, the only 
effectof that proposition, standing by itself, would 
be precisely what the Senator has said of it to- 
night, a pledge of good faith from ali the repre- 
sentatives of the northern States tendered to the 
South; but if those who voted for it in the House 
of Representatives would not vote for it again, 
then it had no significance as a pledge, it was no 
act of good faith; and it was dishonest in us to 
pretend to offer it to the South as of any validity 
whatever. That was the answer I made; and that 
shows that I derived my impression from the Sen- 
ator from Illinois himself, that that very proposi- 
tion could notagain pass the House of Represent- 
atives. Ifso, whatistheuse of it? Itgavenothing; 
it secured nothing; and if the men who voted for 
it before, voted for it as mere declarations, how 
idle for us to pretend we are giving the South even 
a pledge of good faith! and upon that statement of 
the Senator, which I took to be made upon some 
advice; I do not know how he had came by it; I 
do not think I asked him; I do not care to ask him 
now 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I stated to the Senator a little 
while ago, when I urged him to withdraw it. 

Mr. PUGH. J am not referring to that; but I 
am referring to your speech lastnight. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. When it first came in, and 
the Senator made objection to the grammar, I 
thought it was good grammar, and the objection 
not well taken; and I urged him not to offer the 
amendment, for the reason that if he did, it would 
have to go back to the House, and it could not 
pass there, for the reason thatthe House had ad- 
journed over until ten o’clock to-morrow morn- 
ing; that there would be but two hours left, and 
it could not be reached in those two hours; and, 
besides, therc would be fillibustermg by those 
opposed to it that would run out the time, and it 
would be impossible to act upon it satisfactorily. 
About an hour ago I again urged him to withdraw 
this proposition, and he said he did not believe 
the House would pass a thing, and again reject 
it. I said to him, it never could get the same vote 
again, because there would be fillibustering, and 
many members would have gone home, and it 
would be impossible to get the same vote again; 
and for that reason, that we would not get the 
same vote. If we could have a full House, and 
get a hearing, I believe it would get as big a vote 
the second time as it did the first. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I did not refer to 
any conversation between the Senator and my- 
self. I shall not do that in any shape or form; 
but I tell him again, that the impression which I 
derived from his speech last night was 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I understood him to refer 
to those conversations. 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. I am speaking of mat- 
ters that transpired last night. The Senator’s re- 
marks last night conveyed to my mind the im- 
pression that certain gentlemen in the House of 
Representatives had voted for that proposition 
who never would vote for it again; and it was that 
impression, to which I referred at the time, that 
induced me to seek to withdraw my first propo- 
sition, and to get a recorded vote of the Senate 
upon the Crittenden resolution. As for the idea 
that the House of Representatives, if they are in 
carnest, cannot concur in an amendment to the 
resolution, and especially a grammatical amend- 
ment, why, sir, there are two long hours of their 
session on Monday, and this being a resolution 
returned from the Senate, it is in orderatonce. Ít 
needs no three readings. Being armed with the 
previous question, there would be no difficulty of 
a concurrence in the House in five minutes. But 
it was the impression which I derived from the 
Senator last night, which convinced me that the 
time was now coming for those Senators who be- 
lieve in the proposition of my honorable friend 
from Kentucky to make the last stand for it, and 
I did it on my responsibility alone. I consulted 
no one. I offered it, and I shail stand by it. 

But the Senator says, to-night, deprecatingly, 
| we have promised, after this 1s through, to take 
up the Crittenden propositions, and the peace con- 
ference propositions, and give you a vote on all 
ofthem. Well,sir, I offered my amendment last 


| night long before we had any such promise, and 


it is not in my power now to withdraw it, except 
with the unanimous consent of the Senate, under 
the rule. If 1 were to attempt it now, any Sen- 
ator could prevent me from doing it, because the 
yeas and nays were demanded upon it last night. 
But suppose that Senator does promise me a vote 
on the Crittenden propositions: I have followed 
him for three months; I have followed my hon- 
orable friend from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrennen] 
for three months; I have followed my friend, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brever,] for 
three months; I have voted with them on all these 
propositionsata time when there were twelve other 
Senatggs in this Chambet on whose votes we could ` 
rely; Wd what came of it all? Did we ever get 
avote on the Crittenden propositions? Never. 
Did we ever get a vole on the peace conference 
propositions? Never. Did we ever get a vote 
on the bill introduced by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to remit these propositions to a vote of 
thepeople? Never. They were notstrong enough 
to displace the Pacific railroad bill, which stood 
here and defied them in the Senate for more than 
amonth. They were not strong enough to set- 
aside this plunder bill that you call a tariff. They 
were not strong enough to beat a pension bill one 
morning. For three long months have I followed 
the Senator and others, begging for a vote on 
these questions; never can we get it; never; and 
now I am to be deluded no further; and I use that 
word delusion certainly in no unkind sense to my 
friend. 

The Crittenden proposition has been indorsed 
by the almost unanimous vote of the Legislature 
of Kentucky. It has been indorsed by the Le- 
gislature of the noble old Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia. It has been petitioned for by alarger num- 
ber of electors of the United States than any 
proposition that was ever before Congress. I be- 
lieve in my heart, to-day, that it would carry an 
overwhelming majority of the people of my State; 
ay, sir, and of nearly every other State in the 
Union. Before the Senators from the State of 
Mississippi left this Chamber, I heard one of them 
who now assumes, at least, to be president of the 
southern confederacy, propose to accept it and to 
maintain the Union if that proposition could re- 
ccive the vote it ought to receive from the other 
side of this Chamber. Therefore, of all your 
propositions, of all your amendments, knowing 
as 1 do, and knowing that the historian will write 
it down, at any time before the Ist of January, a 
two-thirds vote for the Crittenden resolutions in 
this Chamber would have saved every State in 
the Union, but South Carolina. Georgia would 
be here by her representatives, and Louisiana also 
—those two great States, which, at least, would 
have broken the whole column of secession. Yet, 
sir,it has been staved off—staved off for your fu- 
tile railroad bill; and where is it to-night? Staved 
off by your tariff bill; staved off by your pension 
bills; and, at the end of three months, the might- 
iest three months in the history of this continent, 
in the course of which the pillars of the Govern- 
ment have fallen, one after another, until you stand 
to-night in the midst of a falling ruin, I am told 
to take the promise of my friend, that he can now 
accomplish, in less than eleven hours, what he 
has not been able to accomplish in the last three 
months. No, sir; I camot. As for the original 
proposition from the House, if my vote be neces- 
sary to make the constitutional majority, I will 
give it; not that I believe it is worth the paper on 
which it is written; not that I believe it will be 
ratified by the States; but it shall not be said that 
any appeal from my honorable friend from Ken- 
tucky, of that sort, fails of success by the lack of 
my vote, 

But now, we have something that will settle 
this question; we have something which will re- 
tain the States that have not seceded, which, in 
my judgment, will bring back all the rest except 
South Carolina, in twelve months, and will bring 
her back in a short period thereafter, The Sen- 
ate may either adopt my amendment, or reject it. 
I have been anxious to get it voted on, and I did 
not intend to say a word; but I thought it was 
unkind in the Senator from Hlinois, after I had 
followed him so patiently during the whole of 
this session, with an ardent desire for peace and 
conciliation, to intimate that, on the last night of 
the session, I had gone into some agreement with 
other Senators, under the pretense of offering an 
amendment, to prevent any vote being taken on 
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the pending proposition. I had no such design.. 
It never occurred to me. It was to repel that, 
that I rose. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must assure the Senator 
from Ohio that I certainly did not intend any act 
or word of unkindness to him; and when he stated 
that he understood me as saying that there was 
collusion between him and the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, I promptly rose, and said I did not mean 
any such thing. What I said was, that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia was gratified that the thing 


was done, and it came in antagonism with the 
House resolution. Now, I wish, in order to ex- 
clude all misapprehension by the Senator, to state 
emphatically, that I requested him not@o offer 
any amendment, of any kind, to the House prop- 
osition, instead of advising it, as might be inferred 
from his remarks. 

Mr. PUGH. I did not say the Senator advised 
me; but his course drove me to it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But I want to know if I did 
not requést the Senator not to offer any amend- 
ment? < 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly; and I made answer to 
the Senator to-night, thatit was not in my power 
to withdraw it; it took unanimous consent; and 
I should not have done it if I could have had that 
consent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I merely asked that, in order 
that there should be no misapprehension as to my 
course, growing out of the Senator’s remarks. I 
am as anxious as the Senator from Ohio to have 
a vote on the Crittenden proposition. I believe 
a vote on it will do good; but we want a vote of 
all the friends of the measure when we do vote on 
it. A vote in the mode proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio will do injury instead of good, because 
it will enable our opponents to say that the meas- 
ure is weaker than it really is. Does the Sena- 
tor from Ohio expect a test vote on the Critten- 
den proposition when Mr. CRITTENDEN votes 
against it? 

Mr. PUGH. I cannot command anybody’s 
vote but my own. ‘Those who vote against it 
must stand on their own reasons. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Thatshows that no man, in 
fairness and candor, can pretend that the vote on 
this amendment is a test vote on the Crittenden 
proposition, when the Senator from Kentucky 
himself feels bound to vote against it in this con- 
nection, though he is anxious for a direct vote; 
when the Senator from Pennsylvania feels bound 
to do the same thing; when I feel bound to do the 
same thing. When the three Senators that my 
friend from Ohio says he has been following ina 
course of compromise all winter feel bound tore- 
sist this amendment, he ought to consider that it 
is not getting a fair vote on the proposition when 
he relies on enemies, instead of friends, to vote 
with him on the proposition, 

Mr. PUGH. What enemies? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Men who are, I suppose, 
opposed to compromise. The Senator has said 
that if the Crittenden proposition could have been 
passed early in the session, it would have saved 
all the States, except South Carolina. I firmly 
believe it would. While the Crittenden propo- 
sition was not in accordance with my cherished 
views, I avowed my readiness and eagerness to 
accept it, in order to save the Union, if we could | 
unite upon it. No man has labored harder than 
I have to get it passed. I can confirm the Sena- 
tor’s declaration, that Senator Davis himself, 
when on the committee of thirteen, was ready, at 
all times, to compromise on the Crittenden prop- 
osition. 1 will go further, and say that Mr, 
Toomss was also. Having said that much, Ido 
not think these facts furnish any reason why we 
should not take the resolution of the House of 
Representatives, being all we can now get, when 
this, of itself, will do much good. Thisisa part 
of the Crittenden proposition; it is not all; but it 
is a very important part; and I must say to my 
friend from Ohio, that I am sorry to sce him will- 
ing to sacrifice a great measure, involving the 
peace of this country, upon a question as to the 
purity of the Queen’s English. I think that the 
safety of this country is paramount to any word 
in the English language. Sir, I am not willingto 
sacrifice substance to style, and particularly when 
Tam not satisfied that his amendment improves 
either the style or the grammar of the proposition. 

The Senator from Virginia has told us that the 
territorial question was the great one; that the 


apprehension of the South that the North were 


going to interfere with slavery in the States was 
a mere bagatelle; that the territorial question was 
the great one. 

Mr. MASON, Will the Senator allow me? I 
am sure the Senator does not intend to mis- 
state 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly not. 

Mr. MASON. I certainly did not say that the 
apprehension that, at a future day, they might 
interfere with slavery in the States was a baga- 
telle. I never said that. I said that that was an 
apprehension, but a remote one. The apprehen- 
sion was, that if the free States increased rapidly, 
and the slave States not at all, the day high? 
come, with the spirit that pervaded the anti-sla- 
very party, when they would avail themselves of 
their numerical powcr to abolish slavery in the 
States; but it was remote. I said the most prom- 
inent grievance was as to territory. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator did not use the 
word “ bagatelle;’? but he treated it as a small 
affair, and quoted the Chicago platform to prove 
that the Republican party did not entertain any 
such intention. Now, I want to call the attention 
of that Senator and the Senate to the fact that 
some things have occurred this session which 
ought to allay his apprehensions on the territorial 
question. For more than twelve years that Sen- 
ator and myself have stood side by side in this 
Chamber resisting the attempt to prohibit slavery 
in the Territories by act of Congress. The great 
issue with the South has been that they would not 
submit to the Wilmot proviso. The Republican 
party affirmed the doctrine that Congress must 
and could prohibit slavery in the Territories. 'T'he 
issue for ten years was between non-intervention 
on the part of Congress and prohibition by Con- 
gress, Up to two ycars ago, neither the Senator 
from Virginia, nor any other southern Senator, 
desired affirmative legislation to protect slavery. 
Even up to this day, not one of them has proposed 
affirmative legislation to protect it. Whenever 
the question has come up, they have decided that 
affirmative legislation to protect it was unneces- 
sary; and hence, all that the South required on the 
territorial question was ‘‘ hands off; slavery shall 
not be prohibited by act of Congress.’? “Now, 
what do we find? This very session, in view of 
the perils which surround the country, the Re- 
publican party, in both Houses of Congress, b 
a unanimous vote, have backed down from their 
platform and abandoned the doctrine of congres- 
sional prohibitiqn. This very week three terri- 
torial bills have been passed through both Houses 
of Congress without the Wilmot proviso, and no 
man proposed to enact it; not even one man on 
the other side of the Chamber would rise and pro- 
pose the Wilmot proviso. In organizing three 

erritories, two of them south of the very line 
where they imposed the Wilmot proviso twelve 
years ago, no one on the other side of the Cham- 
ber proposed it. They have abandoned. the doc- 
trine of the President elect upon that point. He 
said, and it is on record, that he had voted for the 
Wilmot proviso forty-two times, and would do it 
forty-two times more if he ever had a chance. 
Not one of his followers this year voted for it 
once. The Senator from New York, [Mr. Sew- 
ARD,] the embodiment of the party, sat quietly 
and did not propose it. What more? Last year 
we were told that the slave code of New Mexico 
was to be repealed. I denounced the attempted in- 
terference. The House of Representatives passed 
the bill, but the bill remains on your table; no one 
Republican member has proposed to take it up 
and pass it. Practically, therefore, the Chicago 
platform is abandoned; the Philadelphia platform 


is abandoned; the whole doctrine for which the || 


Republican party contended as to the Territories 


| is abandoned, surrendered, given up; non-inter- 


vention is substituted in its place. 

Then, when we find that, on the territorial ques- 
tion, the Republican party, by a unanimous vote, 
have surrendered to the South all they ask, the 
territorial question ought to be considered pretty 
well settled. ‘The only question left was that of 
the States; and after having abandoned their ag- 
gressive policy as to the Territories, a portion of 
them are willing to unite with us, and deprive 
themselves of the power to do it in the States. I 
submit, that these two great facts—these start- 
ling, tremendous facts—that they have abandoned 
their aggressive policy in the Territories, and are 


willing to give guarantees in the States, ought to 
be accepted as an evidence of a salutary: change” 
in public-opinion at the North. All I would ask 
now of the Republican party is, that-they would 
insert inthe Constitution the same principle that 
they have carried out practically in the territorial © 
bills for Colorado, Dakota, ond. Nevada, by de--: 
priving Congress of the power hereafter io do 
what there cannot be a man ‘of them found will- 
ing to do this year; but we cannot ask them to 
back down too much. I think they have done 
quite as much within one year, within three’ 
months after they have elected a President; as 
could be expected. ee 

Mr. BAKER, Will the honorable gentleman 
allow me one moment? ; : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. In order to make the confes- 
sion and concession on all sides more complete, 
I desire to suggest (and being a little of a popular- 
sovereignty man, it comes. gracefully from me) 
that others of us have backed down, too, from 
the idea that Congress has not the power to pro- 
hibit slavery in the Territories; and we are pro- 
posing—some of us in the Crittenden’ proposi- 
tion, and some in the amendment now before the 
Senate—to prohibit slavery by the Constitution 
itself in the Territories; and therefore it iskindly, 
and generous, and frank, and open on all sides; 
and Í hope it will be done. [Laughter.] é 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I take great pleasure in re- 
plying to the Senator from Oregon. Certainly he 
ought to have been able to see a difference -in 
importance and dignity between. an argument 
against my personal consistency and the course 
of the Republican party and its effects on the 
peace of the country. I was not making a ques- 
tion of personal consistency against the Senator 
from Oregon nor any other Senator, 

Mr. BAKER Allow mea moment. I did not 
mean that, in the slightest degree. It would spoil 
the good humor of the debate, and it was not my, 
intention to do that. I wanted to show that on 
all sides circumstances do change men’s conduct. 
But I will take it all back, and say I believe all he 
says on the other side, and I believe all I say on 
this. (Laughter. . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then, Mr. President, accept 
the explanation with a great deal of pleasure. I 
think as circumstances change, the action of pub- 
lic men ought to change in a corresponding degree. 
I have been one of those, and am now, who think 
that under the Constitution as it is, Congress 
ought not to attempt to exercise the power to in- 
terfere with slavery anywhere in the Territories; , 
and I believe the best amendment that can be made 
to the Constitution, is to say that Congress shall - 
have no power to intérfere with slavery anywhere 
orin any case, except to return fugitive slaves, 
and to suppress the African slave trade; but Iam 
willing to depart from my cherished theory, by 
an amendment to the Constitution by which we 
shall settle this question on the principles pre- 
scribed in the resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky. But,sir, Iam notarguingasto matters 
that affect myself; I am calling the attention of 
the country to the fact, that the two'great points 
in controversy can be now acted on ina manner 
that will allay all just apprehensions of the south- 
ern people, the Republicans having abandoned 
the field on the territorial question, and being 
willing to give guarantees for slavery in the States, 
I think we ought to be satisfied with that until we 
can go to the people and procure proper constie 
tutional amendments to make the security per- 
manent, and I have only called attention to the 
territorial question for that purpose, not toarraign 
any man on the other side of the Chamber. I 
think it was an act of patriotism in them to re- 
frain from pushing their doctrine on that question 
when its effect would have been to disturb the 

eace of thecountry. Therefore, instead ofarraign- 
ing them, I express my approbation and gratifi- 
cation at the course they have thought it their 
duty to pursue inabandoning the Wilmot»proviso 
as applicable to the Territories. TAR 
r. MORRILL. 1 suppose, Mr. President, 
after what has transpired in the last half hour, it 
will not be considered irreverent, at least for Sen- 
ators upon this side of the Chamber, to approach 
this question. I have looked on with very great 
unconcern upon what has taken place upon the 
other side of the Chamber in the last hour, and { 
am entirely unconcerned now, so long asthe con- 
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test seeing to be confined to the Senators on that 
side of the Chamber. If they choose to indulge 
in the administration of what are usuaily called 
placebos to themselves, it is very well; } do not 
object; but when the honorable Senator from Tli- 
nois significantly shakes his locks in this direc- 
tion and threatens the administration of his bread 
pills in this quarter, I have a right to be heard, 
and I do object. 

My judgment is, that this whole business of the 
administration of bread pills to this nation has | 
been ruinous to its peace and its prosperity; and 
when Senators who have been engaged in this piil 
business in the last six years propose to admin- 
ister them to me here in these last hours of the 
session, I propose to object to the practice alto- 
gether;. I propose to inquire whether it is legiti- 
mate or quack practice, before I submit. 

Now, sir, we are standing here in extraordi- 
nary times. We are standing here at the close 
of six years of fearful, terrible slavery agitation, 
such as this country never saw; and itall comes, 
allow me to tell Senators, from this trifling in | 
bread pills. This practice began six years ago. 
Scnaturs undertook to administer to the nation 
here what they said wes a great pill, perfectly 
harmless, only intended to set a principle right, 
which would not harm anybody; and from that 
hour to this, you have had nothing but strife, 
nothing but agitation, to end now, perhaps, ina 
dissolution of the Union; and still, men go on 
proposing bread pills to the end; and when we 
resist, we are to be admonished, catechised, our 
motives impugned. For one, 1 do not propose 
to submit to the administration of these pills 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What does the Senator 
allude to, that I have said? 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 with endeavor to inform 
the Senator as I progress. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Because, if I have made 
allusion to him in any way, I am not aware of it. 
I merely want to know what it is. 

Mr. MORRILL. L am not complaining of any 
personal allusions at all. 

Sir, a new policy began six years ago on the 
slavery question, ending as it does, progressing 
as everybody knows it kas done. When it began, 
the nation protested against it. The southern 
States united upon itethey became instantly Dem- 
ocratic. ‘The agitation has gone on, and six, nay, 
seven of these Democratic States, under Demo- 
cratic administration, say they are out of the 
Union. Gentlemen upon the other side of the 
Chamber stand here and wrangle over a dissolved 
Union; agree upon nothing; propose nothing | 
thatis not rejected instantly; and then frown upon 
us, and threaten us with exposure to the country 
if we do notswallow more of these new nostrums. | 

Seven States already out on this new slavery | 
policy; the rest of the slaveholding States trem- 
ling in the balance; and we are told on this side 
of the Chamber, that, whether they stay or not, 
depends altogether upon us! You have admin- 
istered this Government for the ‘last six years. | 
Senators upon this side of the Chamber have been 
powerless. They have had no power to do more 
than to remonstrate and to protest, and that they 
have doneatevery stage of the proceedings. This | 
policy, begun in 1854, bas culminated in 1861, 
carrying six States—nay, seven, already out of 
the Union; and now, in the last expiring hours of 
this Congress, we are told that we must submit 
to a little more of the same sort of practice. 


proposition for a remedy; the honorable Senator | 
from Virginia has his method of treatment; the | 
honorable Senator from [llinois has his; and upon | 
this side of the Chamber, unless we lie supincly | 
down and take these nostrums as they are put to | 
us, we are threatened, and we, it is hinted, are to | 
be charged with the dissolution of the Union! | 
Mr. President, J should like to know, in the his- 


apprehension of insecurity for the institution of 
slavery in the States. Is that apprehension well 
founded? Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber agree that no party in the North has at | 
any time, does now, or threatens hereafter, to | 


establish a policy or claims the right to Interfere 
with slavery in the States atall. There is no con- 


f 


if 


siderable body of men in the North anywhere who 


hold to the doctrine that Congress has any power | 


whatever on the subject of slavery in the States. 
Then, I ask, why are we called upon in these 


declining hours of the session to propose to the | 


northern peopie toamend the Constitution so that 
Congress shall not have the power to do what 
everybody agrees Congress has not power to do 
now? hy, says the Senator from Illinois, that 
is a bread pill; that is for the distempered minds 
of the South. Although the Senator from Illinois 
tells you that no body of men in the North main- 
tain that Congress has that power, still, if I un- 
derstand the force of the argument, it is that the 
southern mind entertains the belicf that the North 
have such a purpose; and therefore, to reconcile 
the southern mind, this resolution is necessary. 
Well, Mr. President, all I have to say in re- 


| gard to that is this: if the men and the public 


press which, in the last six years, have so Indus- 
triously misrepresented the North upon this sub- 
ject, will tell the South precisely the truth—what 
we cannot tell them, thatthereis no such purpose 
inthe North—then, ofcourse, the proposed amend- 
ment to the Constitution is not necessary. No 
party in the North entertains any purpose of a 
crusade against slavery in the slave States; no 
party whatever, in any of the free States, enter- 
tains any such purpose at all. Nobody pretends 
that Congress has any such power, or that it in- 
tends to exercise any such power; and therefore, 
the Senator from Virginia very properly replies: 
“It adds nothing; it takes nothing away. When 
you have done it, you bave done nothing; you 
have only said that Congress shall have no power 
to do what everybody admits Congress has no 
power to do. 

But, Mr. President, need Senators be told that 
this isby no means the difficulty in the case ? Does 
anybody pretend that a measure of this sort is 
calculated to giveany relief? The peace congress, 
having been in session here the last three or four 
weeks, reported to this Congress. Do they in- 
form Congress that this measure will be satisfac- 
tory? The measure upon your table, reported by 
the peace congress, is like that of Mr. Crirren- 
DEN, in all essential particulars. The peace con- 
ference reported to you no such proposition as 
this. The States represented in the peace congress 
have not given this Congress to understand that 
any such proposition as this would be likely to 
restore order in those States. Why, then, here 
in these last hours of this Congress, is this ques- 
tion forced upon the consideration of the Senate? 

But, Mr. President, I do not intend to address 
myself very much to this proposition, This is not 
the main proposition before the Senate. If I 
understand the proposition now before the Senate, 
it is the amendMent offered by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Puan] as a substitute for the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives; and to that 
I desire to call the attention of the Senate for a 
single moment. The first article of that proposi- 
tion reads as follows: 

In all the territory of the United States, now held or 
hereafter acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30, slavery 
or involuntary servitude, except as a punishment forcrime, 
is prohibited while such territory shall remain under terri- 
torial government. In all the territory south of said line of 
Jatitude slavery of the African race is bereby recognized as 
existing. 

In the discussion of this question by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, he proceeds entirely upon the 


| ground that the whole difficulty between the North 
7" The venerable Senator from Kentucky has his | 


and the South at the present time is in regard to 
the Territory of New Mexico. ‘Settle that and 
you settle all,” he says. If that were so, there is 
really no question between the North and the 
South; for Í am not aware of any purpose any- 
where in the North to disturb the settlement al- 
ready made in regard to New Mexico. I under- 
stand that the question of slavery in the Territory 
of New Mexico was settled by the policy of 1850. 
I anderstand that the party now coming into 
power have at no time threatened to disturb it; I 
do not understand that it is their purpose to dis- 


turb it; and hence it is as thoroughly settled and 


as perfectly settled as it can be if you pass the 
propositions of the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

But, Mr. President, when Senators upon this 


side of the Chamber express their dissent from | 


the propositions of the Senator from Kentucky, 
is it true that we are standing upon mere straws? 


‘| Here is a proposition to amend the fundamental |! 
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lawofthecountry. Andhow? To settle theques- 
tion of slavery in the Territory of New Mexico? 
By no means; but it is a proposition which con- 
templates the acquisition of territory below 360 
30’; and which is to incorporate into that instru- 
ment a recognition of slavery of the African race. 
That is the real objection to this proposition. 
Itis to change entirely the fundamental law of 
the land in regard to slavery. Nobody pretends 
that the Constitution now, in express terms, what- 
ever may be the implication, contains a recogni- 
tion of slavery. Here, under this proposition of 
the Senator from Kentucky, slavery in terms, 
t slaveg of the African race” is to be introduced 
into this Constitution; and it is this part of the 
proposition that Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber must strenuously protest against. 

As we are appealed to, | would like to call the 
attention of the Senate for a moment to the atti- 
tude of Virginia. The State of Virginia under- 
takes to mediate upon this question, The State 
of Virginia has invited the other States into con- 
ference for the purpose of pacification. Now, 
what is the attitude of Virginia? Her position 
has been distinctly taken, if L understand it aright, 
and certainly is not misunderstood. When she 
sent her proposition for pacification to the Senate, 
she distinetly stated her demand; and what was 
it? Substantially the Crittenden proposition. 
That, she said, would pacify her, and upon that 
ANS ee she proposed to pacify the county. 

"he peace conference met, and Virginia with it. 
Having stated her proposition to the country for 
pacification, how has she borne herself? The 
honorable Senator from that State has told you 
repeatedly, and has told the country, that she in- 
tended to maintain an armed intervention between 
the Government and the States in rebellion against 
the Government of this country; that she had 
raised money; that she had armed her people, and 
that, until it was known whether the non-slave- 
holding States would accept the proposition she 
intended to put to them, she meant to maintain 
the attitude of'armed intervention between the 
Government of this country and the States in 
revolt. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him to which of the Senators from Virginia 
he ascribes that statement? 

Mr. MORRILL. Laseribe the statement, that 
Virginia had raised arms and moncy, to the Sen- 
ator now upon the floor. 

Mr. MASON. Thatis not all that the Sena- 


| tor stated. 


Mr. MORRILL. 
all. 

Mr. MASON. I understood the Senator to 
say that one of the Senators from Virginia had 
stated here that Virginia had armed herself in 
order to maintain an armed intervention. 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not mean to ascribe 
that. I meant to say 

Mr. MASON. The Senator will allow me one 
moment, in all kindness, 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. What I did say was, accord- 
ing to my recollection, certainly the faéts are, 
that Virginia, twelve months ago, appropriated 
$500,000 to arm ber people against anti-slavery 
aggression; and at this session of the Legislature, 
a month ago or more, she appropriated $1,000,000 
more to arm her people against anti-slavery ag- 
gression; but I said nothing about an armed in- 
tervention. 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not intend to ascribe 
to the Senator anything more than that Virginia 
had raised money and had armed her people. 
What I said in regard to armed ‘intervention, I got 
from another quarter. The fact I do not under- 
stand to be denied anywhere, and the fact] under- 
stand to be a matter of very general notoriety in 
the country, that the attitude of Virginia to-day 
is one of armed intervention between the Govern- 
ment of this country and the States in revolt; that 
Virginia intends to stand upon that attitude until 
she knows whether the North will take the prop- 
osition she proposes. Ido not understand that 
there is any doubt about her position, that she 
intends to stand between the Government and the 
States that are in revolt, in case of coercion or the 
enforcement of the laws, 

Now, Mr. President, I submit whether, under 
such circumstances, Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber can properly urge upon our con- 
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sideration such propositions as these. I main- 
tain that the attitude of Virginia in this respect, 
is one of menace to the nation; that while she 
offers us a proposition, she stands upon her arms 
to see that that proposition is accepted. 

So far as this proposition is concerned, of course 
I shall vote against it. I understand that it would 
subvert the Constitution of the United States; I 
understand that it isan essential change of the 
wholespirit of the Constitution. I understand that 
it would be an entire subversion of the theory of 
the Government, and would incorperate into the 
Constitution a principle entirely foreign, and for 
that reason, of course J should vote against it. I 
have not the slightest objection to come to a vote 
atonce upon the proposition which the Senator 
from Hlinois seems so desirous to vote upon, and 
I do not suppose that Senators upon this side of 
the Chamber have the slightest objection to vote 
upon it at once; and therefore I shall not occupy 
more of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I do not propose 
at this hour of the night to occupy the Senateatany 
considerable length; but as I took occasion very 
early in this session, and ata very carly period of 
this controversy, to define my position, I have 
risen now more to say that I remain of the same 
mind that Í did then, than for any other purpose 
whatever. 

itis very true that this nation is in the midst 
of a great and unusual revolution, anomalous in 
its character, and one of which I believe history 
gives us no account. We have all read of revo- 
dutions arising from the fact that the people were 
oppressed and trampled under foot, beneath the 
power of tyrants, and have risen and exerted their 
strength in order to relieve themselves from that 
condition; but this revolution is entirely of a new 
character. Here has been no act of oppression. 
On the other hand, those that have risen against 
this Government without any provocation, with- 
out any oppression, without any assignable and 
intelligent cause, have done it not to establish 
freedom, not to vindicate and assert the rights of 
man, as we have seen in every other revolution of 
which we have read in the range of history; but 
they have raised their arms against the mildest 
and most equitable Government that the world 
ever saw—a Government so mildly sitting upon 
the shoulders of every citizen that no honest man 
an the whole country would feel that there was 
any Government. And for what? A man who 
was not disposed to trespass on the rights of 
others, living under this glorious Government of 
ours, would never feel that he was under any 
restraint, or hardly that there was a Government, 
xcept it was that it attended him wherever he | 
went, like his shadow—not for ‘his harm, but his 
protection. Itis such a Government as this that 
men have raised their impious arms in rebellion 
against—a strange and anomalous proceeding, 
most unintelligible to any of us; and yet the cause, 
strange and unusual as It is, is easily discernible 
to a man that investigates our complications. 
Nothing could have induced a people to risc in 
rebellion with the deliberate purpose of subverting 
a Government like this, except it was the accursed 
institution that is now in question, and Is now, by 
the very proposition under consideration, sought 
to be spread into regions where it has not yet j 
found a foothoid. Hf this institution leads the 
American citizen to prize so lightly so glerious a 
Government as ours, Í ask any reasonable man | 
af it ought to be extended another inch? 

Mr. President, I ask if there is anything else 
ihat could so have vitiated the public mind as to 
reduce a Government like this to such a coundi- 
tion, unless it was this very institution that gen- 
tlemen stand here not only to defend where it is, 
butto spread into regicns where it has never yet 
found a foothold? $ 

This revolution, as I have already intimated, 
is new, unheard of in the history of mankind; a 
revolution to overturn such a Government as 1 | 
have attempted to describe, for the purpose of 
erecting upon its ruins an Irresponsible, oppress- 
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ive, unlimited despotism. Thatis what you seek 
to do by this rebellion that you boast has taken 
seven States out of this Union already. Has it 
been originated in order to assert the rightsof men? 
No man will pretend it; but it is, I say again, to 
overthrow the most equitable Government the 
world ever saw, in order upon its ruins to estab- 
lish an accursed despotism. Here I will take oc- 
casion to say, that nothing makes thé principles 
of the free States stand out in such glorious con- 
trast to the others as the fact that you leave us 
because your despotism cannot exist In ouratmos- 
phere. I understand the reason that impels you 
to leave us; and I will take occasion to say that 
it is an exceedingly superficial view of this sub- 
ject that attributes it to anything else than that we 
of the free States love liberty top much, love jus- 
tice too well, prize the great principles of free Gov- 
ernment too highly, to have a despotism flourish 
even in our vicinity. Who ever heard of sucha 
case as this before in the history of mankind? 
You complain of us that we have established free 
schools; that we have a free press; that we have 
free speech; that we love liberty too well. You 
say you cannot live with us; you will leave us; 
set up a jurisdiction of your own, to escape these 
institutions that all other men prize above price. 
The complaint made of us, I say again, is that 
we love liberty, justice, and the rights of man too 
well. Thatis the only objection that has been 
made to us on this floor. We have been told over 
and over again it was not our personal liberty bills, 
it was not the fact that we would not return your 
fugitive slaves, but it was that we had institutions 
among us where our children were educated to 
hate slavery and oppression. Well, sir, they will 
hate it; and now what are the remedies that you 
propose? They arc as diverse as the conception 
of perverted man. Hardly two of you agree what 
shall be the remedy. Some want bread pills; some 
want a little stronger dose; some one thing, and 
some another, 

I believe, in the course of two or three years, or 
even within the period of this session, you have 
proposed not less than five or six remedies for 
the ills that you now complain of; but let me tell 
you, that all your contrivances are utterly in 
vain, Inthe human heart lies the difficulty. You 
cannot erect a despotism that will coincide with 
the great free principles of the North. You ask 
us to suppress our convictions of right; youask 
us to transform these most democratic and liberal 
institutions that the world ever saw, and convert 
them into at least a telerance of tyranny, before 
they are palatable to you. This being the griev- 
ance, can it be remedied by your Crittenden 
amendments, or by your peace conventionamend- | 
ments, or by your resolutions, that we will never 
interfere with slavery in the States; and that the 
Constitution should give you a guarantee to that | 
effect? Sir, it is all quackery—all bread pills, one 
as much as the other. Not one reaches the dis- | 
ease. In fact, the discase now lies deeper than 


Sir, before you can harmonize with us, you } 
must Jearn to love liberty, you must learn to re- 
gard the rights of men, you must cease to place |, 
your confidence in the oppression and tyranny of 
any man, or any person wearing the human form, 
however humble hemay he. I have heard a great 
deal said this session about going out of the Union, |; 
and then coming back, and reconstructing our re- 
lations to each other, so that they shall harmonize, 
and we go on as we formerly went. How shall 
that be done? By paper resolutions can you do 
it? Lask any grave Senator here, accustomed to 
reflect upon the nature and motives ef men, can 
mere conventional stipulations on paper remedy 


į cratic party; it is not-in ours. 


the defect yor complain of? In my judgment it 
is utterly impoesibie. The disease lies deeper 
than that. The remedy is not there. To recon- 
struct your institutions upon a basis that will be 
permanent and eternal, as you dream, you will 


have to reconstruct the throne of God, and change 
the principles on which he has chosen to govern 
the world. No plank less broad than that will t 
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ever bea complete remedy for what-you complain 
of. When the Nestor of the Senate has stood 
forth, and lectured uson this side ús beine the 
authors of all this difficulty, I have wondered that 
a man as wise as he, as'patriotic as-he is known 
to be, and whose heart is‘all for the country’, hag 
failed to discover that the remedies:he has‘ad- 
vised, come infinitely short of the working outithe 
redress which he seeks. BETTY 

But, sir, I do not now, at this time:of the night, 
intend to go extensively into these speculations; 
and yetI know that the real reason of the disturb: 
ance that now agitates this country will never be 
reached or understood, until you look deeply into 
the providence of God and: the'nature of man, 
Yon never will find it subject to your paper rem- 
edics. : 

But what I wished to say was, that Thave been 
here, and I have witnessed all the argumetits that 
hava been made on these great subjects;'and-I 
have found no reason to change'the principles that 
I laid down to direct my action early in this ses- 
sion. 1 say, then, first, that your complaints from 
the other side against us are all-unjust and‘unwar- 
ranted. You point to tlis side, and say tous: 
“ You, and you alone, have it in your’ power'to 
remedy all these grievances, and to réctify this 
difficulty that exists between the sections.”” What, 
sir, have we done? It is marvelous:that gentle- 
men as just and as equitable in general as those 
Scnators are, should constantly accuse us as the 
authors of those doctrines that have carried a por- 
tion of the States out of the Union. What have 
wedone? Is not any man snallongen constin y 
to bring in the bill of indictment? Doesany man, 
now, at the close of this session, know of what 
to complain? The Senator before me [Mr. Wie- 
FALL] did lay it down carly, and it was the com- 
plaintthat I havealready alluded to; for his shrewd 
observation saw that it lay infinitely deeper than 
these bread-pill doctors have imagined. He said 
it was in our free institutions, in our schools, in 
our love of liberty, and in our hatred of oppres- 
sion. There lay the difficulty, It was not com- 
plimentary to his institutions, but it was exceed- 
ingly so to ours, in my judgment; but,nevertheless, 
this was what he described as the disease, and I 
think he was a shrewder philosopher than: most 
who have spoken upon this subject. That being 
so, Sir, you never can remedy it in the way you 
have undertaken. 

I will not boast, for that is weakness; but I 
will say, did you ever hear, Mr. President, or did 
you ever read, Senators, of any Republican that 
ever was an advocate for the dissolution of these 
States? The whole Democratic party is tainted 
with this doctrine of rebellion and secession... It 
never hasinvaded ourranks, No, sir, Thank God, 
Lean stand here in the Senate, and I can challenge 
gentlemen to point me to one single man in the two 
million voters that we assembled at the polls who 
has avowed himself disloyal to the Union of the 
States. What would you not give, sir, if you 
could make the same boast on your side of the 
Chamber? You are all, nearly all, affected with 
this dissolution disease. It has invaded: you in 
every department of this Government; itis rifeall 
over the South; and I fear thatthe North also is not 
entirely free from it; but it is‘in the old Demo- 
Ta it not'a little 
singular that they who make these complaints 


| have been the constant governors of this country 


during all the period.of which they complain? Is 
it not stranger still, that when States were going 
out of this Union, and it is crumbling to pieces, 
you charge us, who never yet raised a hostile 
hand against the Union, with its destruction? 
We never breathed a disloyal brcath against: the 
Union; and yet we are constantly addressed, till 
even my patience is almost exhaused, and Sena- 
tors point over here and say that we must do some- 
thing, or the Union will be dissolved; that is to 
say, we must hold your hands, or you will dissolve 
it, You know full well-that we are not disunion- 
ists, You know that we never threaten it. You 
know that we promised to vindicate it, even with 
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our blood; and yet we have been charged with 
beiis the cause of your dissolution, and you sup- 
- that. your disease is so light that even bread 
ày cure it. 

have we done, I ask again, that you 
yaise your hands against this equitable 
government of ours, from which you never have 
ceived anything but blessings and benefits? 
Have you not received your full share of all the 
emoluments of the Government, of ali its offices, 
and of allits honors? Have you notshared more 
—amply and infinitely more—than we; for this 
great-Repablican party have never yet, under 
this Federal Constitution, had possession of a 
single office in the gift of the Government? 

Į want this to be reflected upon by gentlemen 
who are disposed to be candid and just. Are you 
not conscious that this complaint against us is un- 
founded and unjust; that we have done you wrong? 
You are complaining constantly, hourly, here, 
and are going out of the Union. Sir, if you base 
yourself upon the right of revolution, and say 
that you can live happier out of this Union than 
you can in it, and choose to go out because you 
cannot live happy under it, Lam not here to deny 
your right ef revolution; but place it upon its 
proper grounds. Do not charge us with being the 
authors of your recreancy to this Government, 
who have never done you wrong, who have al- 
ways.been loyal to your Government, whose ben- 
efits have principally been reaped by you; and 
now doctrines are sought to be compromised here. 
What is the attitude you occupy towards us that į 
you ask us to compromise with you? Elave you 
not gone out of this Union, even put yourself in | 
military array, taken possession of the fortifica- 
tions of this Government, taken possession of its 
Treasury, robbed its Treasury, and turned the 
guns. of the fortifications that we have builtagainst 
us? Would you pretend, sir, that the acts of these 
seceding States, ifdone by a foreign enemy, would 
not be war? Why, sir, it barely amounts to this: 
you have fired upon our flag; you have captured 
our fortifications; you have made prisoners of | 
wat of our soldicry; and yet you deprecate war 
and plead for peace. Why, sir, war exists to- 
day by the act of these seceding States; and now 
you say, if we undertake to defend the General 
Governmentagainst your depredations, it is a kind 
of coercion that you will all resist. It amounts | 
simply to this: that a State planting herself upon 
her sovereign capacity, has the right to war upon 
the, General Government; but the General Govern- 
ment has po right to defend herscif, That is where 
you stand, 

Mr. President, look at tho consequences of this 
doctrine. Look at Florida. Why did we pur- 
chase Florida at the price, believe, of $5,000,000? 
It was not because the land there was. very val- 
uable; for it was not. [t was because all military 
men told us, in order to make the general defense 
of the country secure—not Elorida—but the Qen- 
eral Government, preparing forthe general defense 
and the general welfare, was compelled to pur- 
chase Florida in order to command the entrance 
into the Gulf of Mexico. It would not do for a 
maritime nation like us to permit this strong po- 
sition to fall into the hands of a foreign Govern- 
ment, and therefore we purchased it, more for the 
purpose of defending the General Government 
than for any intrinsic value there was in it. What | 
says secession to this? We annexed it and made 
it a territory. Whoever wished to go there and | 
take possession of the land, under the mild and 
equitable Government of the United States, had a 
right to go, and did so; and now, at any period, 
they claim the right, when they are admitted asa 
Stale, to secede, as they call it, to take possession 
of all that country, and to turn the guns of the 
very fortifications and strongholds for which you 
have purchased it, without which it would not be 
worth a copper, against you, to the ruin of the | 


i 
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defense of the nation. 
Sir, if Florida is right in the position that she | 
occupies and which you all maintain, to-morrow | 
she may ally herself with any strong maritime rival | 
of ours; and that peninsula which we purchased 
for the purpose of fortification and protection of | 
the General Government, may be turned to-mor- į 
row in hostile array againstus; nay, sir, may pass | 
into the hands of Great Britain, and the fortifica- | 
tions we have erected be manned by her soldiery, | 
and stand there as a constant dread upon the in- | 


tegrity of this Union. Do you not see, if a State 
can secede in time of peace, that she can do it also 
in time of war? An invading army lands upon 
yous coast, and the State in which it is landed, 
after you have fortified it for the common defense, 


|| may secede, surrender herself over to the enemy, 


and turn her guns against the Government that 


built the fortifications; a doctrine so absurd that | 


it cannot be true. 

We used to talk about the Monroe doctrine. 
How long is it since you all stood up asserting 
the Monroe doctrine, that no forcign State should 
have a foothold upon this continent? You would 
not permit it; and yet your seceding States, if I 
understand it, have long been seeking to put them- 
selves under the protection of foreign Powers. 
Florida, under your sevession doctrine, can any 
day sell her fortifications to Great Britain, tun 
our ships and our arms that may be there against 
us, and defy the United States, and thus break 
down and destroy the common defense. 

The same obscrvations apply with equal force 
to Louisiana. Why did you purchase Louisiana? 
What did they who made the bargain say about 
it? It was purchased because it was necessary 
for the general defense, and in order to obtain the 


| control of the navigation of the Mississippi river. 


They said they must have it at all hazards, and 
at any price; yea, they must have it even against 
their conceptions of their constitutional power to 
do it. Mr. Jefferson purchased it, when he really 
belicved, as I believe to-day, that he had no con- 
stitutional power to do it. Why did he justify 
so wide a stretch of the Constitution? Because 
the navigation of the Mississippi and the defense 


of the country required that, at all hazards, we | 


should take possession of itwhen an opportunity 
offered. We have fortified that river at great eX- 
pense; and now Senators hold that Louisiana 
may go out of the Union, and go back to France, 
of whom we purchased her, to-morrow, or to 
Great Britain, who may send her Packenhams 
there to take possession in peace. Oh, ghost of 
old General Jackson! what would you say of 
these modern Democrats who now declare that 
the city where you won such glory and distinc- 
tion, can be to-morrow surrendered to the enemy, 
and its guns turned against that Union that you 
loved so well? And your degenerate followers 
here say amen to such a doctrine as that! 

But it is unnecessary to follow into all its con- 
sequences a doctrine so fraught with utter anar- 
chy aud confusion in Government. If there is any 
truth or foundation in the Constitution, orany rea- 
son for any such doctrine, it not only proves that 
you never really hada confederated Government, 
but that you never can have one; because you 
deduce from the nature of confedcracies the fact, 
that avy State that had joined it, on any pretext 
whatever, may fall back upon what you call her 
sovereignty, and go out, with all these conse- 


| quences resulting from it. Sir, if that doctrine is 


to be established and pass into our institutions 
settled law, what is your Government worth? It 
would not be worth the parchment upon which tt 
is written. Would the Genoral Government ever 
dare to build a fortification in a State? 

I know the Senator from Texas [Mr. Wierarz] 
stood forth here and said those fortifications were 
built, not for the general defense, but for the de- 
fense of the States. Where did yon find a doc- 
trine like that? What jurist ever laid it down? 
What expounder of constitutional law ever laid it 
down that this confederated Government, in ereet- 
ing fortifications, in purchasing the sites on which 
they should be erceted, did it for the defense of a 
particular State? Do not misunderstand me. I 
know that the fortification incidentally might bea 
powerful defense to the State in which itwas locat- 
ed; but that is only part and parcel of the general 
defense. Why, sir, you may have a forton a navi- 
gable stream which may cover and, perhaps, de- 
fend a dozen States from foreign aggression, and 
which was placed there, not any more to bea 
defense to the State in which it was located than 
to any other; and yet itis said one Statemay take 
possession of it, aid convert it to State purposes, 
and the General Gevernment, who bad crected it, 
may be put at defiance and weakened by the very 
power that she had erected for her defense. The 
doctrine is monstrous and absurd, and ought not 
to be argued here. 

But, sir, there is ene question that will occur to 


as 
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any man who will reflect on the consequences of 
this most absurd and anarchial doctrine. If by 
any compromise we should appease your wrath 
now, and you hold these doctrines, what should 
we have gained? What guarantee do you pro- 
pose to give us thatat the next session of Con- 
gress you will not make the same demand, or even 
increase your demands? Is what you calla Gov- 
ernment, founded on such principles as those, 
worthy even of the name? Why, sir, I suppose 
when you speak of a Government, you speak of 
a Power; at all events, capable of its own inhe- 
rent energies of maintaining its position and main- 
taining its status against all aggression, both ex- 
ternal and internal; and if it cannot, it is not 
worthy of the name. You propose to erect æ 
southern confederacy upon such principles as 
these, and you tell us it is to be a formidable re- 
public. Why, sir, any government, north or 
south, that is crected upon principles go loose as 
a bare voluntary association of States, is no im- 
provement upon the savage principle; and you 
would be hardly more powerful againstan external 
foe than a tribe of Indians would be. Even now, 
I see that one of these seceding States is making 
the same kind of complaints against the confed~ 
cracy that they made against-us, They_found 
there that they would be under the necessity of 
adopting a tarif. They have adopted even that 
eld tariff that they used to repudiate and curse. 
They have taken it right out of our book and en- 
acted itinto theirs, if Funderstand itaright. They 
have prohibited the African slave trade, which 
prohibition you said wasastigma upon the slave- 
holder; that it branded slaveholding with infamy, 
and you would not bearit. I must say South 
Carolina, in my judgment, is about the most carn- 
est and sincere State that has left us. She had 
principles, and she is not even naw disposed to 
depart from them, even under the fervor of this 
new confederacy. 

But, Mr. President, I told you at the outset 
that I did not believe in any of your compromises. 
L had seen no good grow out of them. ‘They are 
a constant bone of contention and irritation. They 
have tended to weaken the bonds of this Confed- 
eracy, from the time they began to patch them up 
until now., Lean trace, and so can any statesman 
here trace, our present difficulties to a compromise 
that was made, which, in the simplicity of those 

„who made it, was to give union and peace to this 
Government forever. Sir, I can trace all your 
difficulties to-day to the enactment of that very 
compromise. A compromise is never founded upor: 
any principle. It cannotbe; because if itis really 
a compromise, there are different and conflicting, 
principles, of which you give up a little on each 
side; and the result is not much harmony ever, It 
is a mixing up of good and bad, of right and 
wrong. You do not settle the controversy, but 
you agree for the time being to abandon it; while 
the very irritation that made the controversy 
rankles in the heart even worse generally, after 
the compromise is effected, than it did before. 
Although the old one stood for something like 
thirty years, that wound was never healed, The 
great Union-saver now, who stands forth to advo- 
cate the Union, was the first man to lay his violent 
hand upon that compromise, and tear away that 
bulwark which had guarded ourcontroversics and 
shielded us from them so long; and now he stands 
forth and plumes himself as being a great compro- 
miser and anallayer of irritation. Sir, 1 shall not 
very soon forgetthat darkand gloomy period ofour 
history when I stood upon the floor of this Senate 
deploring the act that hascaused all our woes. If 
you will look back into the history of our debates 
then, you will find that on that dark and gloomy 
night when you repealed that compromise, I pre- 


dicted what would be the result of your doings. } 
take no credit as a prophet for doing it. It was 
most obvious what would be the effect of it. I 


told you then, sir, that you would array sectlon 
against section; that there would be nothing be- 
tween but the naked broadsword, one against the 
other. Limplored you then, in God’s name, inthe 
name of the Union, to stay your hands, not to 
plunge us into woes that we could hardly conceive 
of; but nothing could stay your ambition. The 
South, by arecent triumph, had become over- 
whelming here in legislation; they had demanded 
i the sacrifice, and believed that through Lhe com- 
i promising spirit of the North, they could carry out 
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. that aggression against right and justice without 
any danger. The resulthasshown greatdanger. It 
has shown that those who had predicted it might 
work out the dissolution of this Union were true 
prophets. I was among the prophets then, and a 
good many others were also. - E am speaking of it 
now as acompromise. How short-sighted are 
men! Sir,when witha heavy heart I left this Cap- 
itol to go to my lodgings, towards morning, in ex- 
ultation over your fancied triumph you hauled up 
your gunsand gaveus, | believe,one hundred guns 
right over our heads.as we passed out. Now the 
fruits ofthatactareto beseen, disastrous tous and 
equally so to you; disastrous to the country, be- 
cause it sowed. the seeds of all the discords of 
which you complain. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator give way 
for a recess? 

Mr. WADE. 
I do not care. - 

Mr. WIGFALL. Is the Senator from Ohio 
through? 

Mr. WADE. 


If you want to have a recess, 


No, sir; | had not concluded. 
Senators said they wanted a recess. 1 only gave 
way for that, if they desired to have one. I do 
not want a recess. lam nearly through with my 


remarks. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I object. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I wanted to make a remark 
or two. 

Mr. WADE. Ihave no wishes about it. I 


. only yielded to the solicitation of others; for I am 
nearly through. 

Now, leaving all these things, Mr. President, 
and coming down to this fancicd compromise, 
since you repealed the other, do you not see that 
this sectional question has broken down every 
barrier that you have erected? Do you not find 
that your Church organizations, which were ce- 
mented together as strong as any other organiza- 
tions possibly can be, who add to all the other 
bonds of the Union that of reÑgious sentiment, 
have been rent in twain by it? ‘Then there was 
your American party organized all over this coun- 
try north and south, and organized upon the prin- 
ciple that this controversy about slavery should be 
utterly ignored; no man of the party should speak 
of it; and they went to Baltimore, and metin gen- 
eral convention; and there, with this principle upon 
their tongues that it should be ignored, they talked 
of nothing else during that wrangling convention, 
until it broke in two in the middle, and it is laid 
prostrate and destroyed. On account of the fa- 
eility of modern Democracy, the great Democratic 

arty stood much longer on this subject than the 
Whig party, which was broken down in 1854, 
when you repealed the Missouri compromise. 
That was a death-blow to the old Whig party. 
It never organized again, cither north or south, 
Then, at last, lingering doubtful for two or three 
years more, after the death-wound, even the strong 
pbalanx of the Democratic party gave way from 
the same causes, and to-day lies bleeding, pros- 
trate, and dead; for when you speak of the Dem- 
ocratic party north, you speak of a corrupt fac- 
tion; you cannot pick up the pieces; you cannot 
join them together; and seeing that, you have gone 
out of the Union; you have jeft these men in the 
hands of the Republican party. 

So you have ended both parties; and now, shall 
we enter into another compromise? Will it be 
wise todo it? Will it probably result in good? 
l know that my friend here (Mr. CRITTENDEN] — 
for iknow | may cal! him such—believes, against 
the evidence he has, that these compromises have 
some healing and saving efficacy. The history 
of them, so far as | know, has been nothing but 
disastrous, and that continually; and yet he ts all 
eager that we should enter into another, fraught 
with objection more bitter, detestable, and more 
repudiated by the North, than any other ever yet 
offered. It is supposed that we can take this 
compromise, and that it will make a lasting peace 
between us. 

I regret that these things are so as much asany 
other man thai talks plainly about them; but Í 
will dare to look the condition in which I am 
placed, mail its surroundings, in the face and meet 
all iis difficulties; and 1 say to you that the rem- 
edy is notin compromise. Lt is in that good old 
Constitution of our fathers, made in times when 
the perils of the day impelled men to act with less 
seifishness than they would now, ‘They made 
the Constitution, in my judgment, infinitely more 


wise and better than any one likely to be got-up 
by a convention. at the present day. -I stand to 
that old Constitution. f- see no place where it 
wants amending, and Jeast of all in the particular 
in which you now, by one of your resolutions, 
undertake to amend it.. Who has ever contended 
that the Constitution of the United States gave 
power to any State to invade another, or power 


to the General Government to operate in a State | 


for the modification or overthrow of its domestic 
institutions? You may read all:the papers; you 
may look at the doings of all the conventions of 
the Republican, or old Whig, or Democratic party 
tliat ever assembled North, and you will not find 
one single one that asserted, or ever pretended to 
assert, any such power as that. 

Why, then, stand here so late in the night to 
urge upon us to give guarantees for that which 
no man has pretended could ever be disturbed ? 
Why, sir, we have ne more inclination to disturb 
it in your State than we have the constitutional 
power to doit. What do Í care about your do- 
mestic institutions, if you will not put them for- 
ward to the infringement of my rights? In your 
own borders, they are no moré to me than as 
though they existed in England, Ireland, or 
France. Iam not responsible for them. I donot 
believe in your institution; and I should be a lit- 
tle uneasy if I supposed it depended upon my will 
whether you have it or not; or, if it existed in 
my State, I should not rest an hour before I en- 
deavored to take such measures as would ulti- 
mately work out its overthrow; but with you, I 
do not concern myself; the Republican party do 
not concern themselves; nor do any other party, 
North or South. The danger is idle; it is fancied; 
it is brought up for some purpose; but has no 
warrant in the facts of the case. 

But I am told you will fear, notwithstanding 
our protestations. If you will do so against what 
I say to you, it would be undignified in me to 
give guarantees. When I give my word that a 
thing is not to be done, if a man demands addi- 
tional guarantees I spurn the whole thing, and 
will have nothing to do with it. You ask me, 
then, to heap guarantee upon guarantee. Do you 
not see, without any intention, that to demand 
any such thing is an implied imsult to northern 
honor? When we disavow any such thing, when 
you cannot impeach our veracity on this subject 
any where, you still stand here saying you do not 
believe us; that we will, after all, set right up over 
our prostrate word and oath,and violate the Con- 
stitution todo that which we have never attempted 
to do. Sir, it is impossible that the South would 
receive any additional confidence from any such 
second declaration upon this subject. I fear, so 
far from it, that they will despise the man who 
will havesucha guarantee wrung from him under 
such cirecmstances. I cannotdo it. I have given 
you my word. I have given you what is more. 
We-have given you more than any man’s word. 
We have given you the Constitution of the United 
States, which contains in none of its provisions 
anything thatanybody ever construed into a right 
to invade your State, or to intermeddle with your 
institutions, You have got a double guarantee 


there: first, the power was never delegated; and | 


then, negatively, as the power was not delegated 
it belongs to you and to your State. What more 
can you have? You stand here, then, and ask 
us to give it to you over again. I say the North 
cannot yield it, consistently with their honor. 
Mr. President, we must come back to the old 
ark of our safety. We must stand upon the old 
Constitution, and upon the old, time-honored con- 


structions of that instrument as understood by | 


Marshall, by Story, and the greatlights of juris- 
prudence that have investigated and settled almost 
every question that can possibly arise upon its 
construction. I observe, the very moment you 
undertake to pateh it up, the very moment you 
attempt to go counter to that, inevitable difficulties 
break in upon you. Ido not want it amended. 
I see no defect in it. Iam sworn to stand by it, 
and I will stand by it. I will not ask any State 
in this Union to alter it, nor commend it to them 
for alteration, unless you can convince me that 


| there is some glaring defect that requires a con- 


vention to remedy. 1 seeno such thing. You do 
not complain that any breach or violation of the 
present Constitution was ever worked out in the 
directionin which you nowseekaremedy. No,Mr. 
President, let us all learn to throw these additional 
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guarantees aside, until it -shall appear most plain 

and palpable that through the working of this great, 
Government, there is some real,iand not fancied: 
defect, thatimperiously demands the remedy: 
convention to alter or change that Constitut 
am not bigoted to iti. -Lonly lové.and rever 
the great charter of our liberties, under which 
have lived and flourished so longs: but, never 
less, if you can show.me wherein-it has: 
palpable defect, .am.the-first man that will-jo 
you in commending it to the States, and asking 
them either to empower us, or take it into’ their 
own hands.and provide a remedy; butit has not 
been-shown. - It is a mere fancied disease, says: 


` the Senator from Illinois, just-such a oneas the 


doctors prescribe a bread pill for: where there is: 
no disease, but a-mere fancy. That isan ap 
illustration of it. P Sy ee 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I did not admit.it:was a fan-: 
cied disease. I said I was under.the impression: 
that a large portion of the Republican: party did: 
intend to do this thing; but, if. they would. come 
up and vote for this joint resolution, it.would show: 
me that the danger was imaginary... F expressed’ 
my conviction, and said I had -been under the con- 
viction that it: was real. : : fia ed 

Mr. WADE. Then I can only say, the Sen- 
ator himself was under a delusion. 3 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, Mr. President, we: 
will test it. In the committee of thirteen, this: 
year, the Senator from Ohio, and his colleagues 
on that committee, Republicans, brought forward 
this identical proposition, and voted for it. Did 
they offer a delusion; a cheat, a fraud? They voted 
for it on the yeas and nays. | Be 

Mr. WADE. I have said it was under a de- 
lusion that the Senator voted for it. I suppose, 
upon the same principle that the Senator from 
Virginia voted for it. f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But the Senator from Ohio, 
with his Republican colleagues in the committee 
of thirteen, all voted for this:identical proposition, 
word for word, Did they intend it as a cheat: 
when they tendered it to us? : ; 

Mr. WADE. Ido not krow who it was that 
broughtit upand presented it. It was proper and 
laudable enough to presentit to those who fancied 
they were sick, and could not devise any. remedy. 
It was offered to.them to see if, under their delu- 
sion, they would accept it as a remedy, by way 
ofa bread pill. .(Laughter.] .. aa as 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If you find we: will accept: 
it, why not vote for it now, after tendering: it; or’ 
was it tendered in good faith at the time? 2.0): 

Mr. WADE. It was offered in good faith; but 
nevertheless, it was a bread pill. {Laughter.] 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then l infer the Senator was 
acting in bad faith at the time, trying to cheat the 
committee when he was professing to act in good 
faith with them. ; 

Mr. WADE. The Senator chooses to use that 
kind of language. because it is natural to him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | It is the way I talk to the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. WADE. If the Senator. chooses: to.im- 
peach men’s motives and deal in that. kind of 
slang, he may doso. Itis not proper that I should: 
reply to it, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will assure the Senator I 
was not impeaching his motives. The record 
shows he tendered it. It was brought into that 
committee; and he and his Republican colleagues 
tendered it, and voted for it on the yeasand nays. 
He says now it is a cheat; and I desire to know: 
whether he offered it in good faith, or brought it 
in as a cheat? ves 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I have‘explained 
itto everybody else. The Senator does not choose 
to take the explanation. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have not heard any. 

Mr. WADE. It was in good faith. e did 
not believe. you were. laboring under a real dis- 
ease, but a mere fancied one. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Did you believe it when you 
brought it forward? 

Mr. WADE. I have no doubtof it Iocan 
only say, for one, that ] voted for it, for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether these—L will not say 
lunatics—but those laboring under this fancied 
disease would receive the bread pill as a remedy; 
and if they would, it would be better to let them 
have it. {Laughter} 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If they will receive it now, 
why not give it to them? 
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Mr- WADE. : They do not receive it. They 
are- not quite as far gone in lunacy as you take 
them to be. [Laughter.}] They do not take it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I cannot geta frank answer 
from the Senator.- Every Union man, | under- 
stand, on both sides of the Chamber, is willing to 
take it, so far as I know. 

Mr. BAYARD. J profess to be a Union man; 
but I am not willing to take it. 

Mr. WADE: There are some Union men who 
will-take anything. (Laughter.] Mr. President, 
l have seen Union men that would take the Dred 
Scott decision, that carried. slavery into the T'er- 
ritory and fixed there, and demanded its protec- 
tion there; and I can find that the same men, at 
thesame time, were contending that the people had 
a perfect right to do justas they pleased about it. 
I can find those who claim that the people really 
have a right in the Territory to frame their own 
domestic institutions just as they please, advocat- 
ing this very amendment, and I do not know but 
they are about to vote forit—certainly they declare 
themselves ready to do it—-which makes a consti- 
tutional guarantee that the people never shall 
handle this question at all, that it should go into 
the Territories irrespective of their will, or of that 
of Congress. The same Senator that professes 
that, comes forward with his squatter sovereignty 
bill, and offers it as a substitute to the territorial 
bills. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 


I am not going into that 


question. Lam merely discussing this in good | 
faith. 

* Mr. WADE. Iam glad to hear it is in good 
faith. : 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Inthe committee of thirteen 
the proposition was brought forward, and we 
voted for it. ‘fhe Senator from Ohio was one of 
those who voted for it, and I think that yesterday 
he voted for it again, under the yeas and nays. 
And now he is impugning the motives of those 
who support the proposition that he himself was 
instrumental in bringing forward, and pretending 
at the time that he was in good faith; and I sup- 
pose he was. 

Mr. WADE. Well, Mr. President, that is a 
little more respectful, and 1 am willing now to 
answer it, lhave notadmitted it was not in good 
faith when it was brought forward. I have not 
impugned the motives of the Senator in advocat- 
ing itatall; but I certainly did believe, from his 
own argument, that he fancied afterall it operated 
by way of bread pill, whether it was a real remedy 
or not; and E stated that I so understood him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, No; the Senator misappre- 
hends what I said. I said if itis an imaginary 
evil, then you remedy it. Ifit isareal evil, it does 
not redress it. 1 was under the impression it 
was real. Others thought it was imaginary. If 
it is imaginary, you ought not to do it; if it is 
real, it is our duty to do it. 

Mr. WADE. Well, Mr. President, as to the 
motive l had in voting for it in committee, I had 
nothing to do with getting it up. EI did not know 
it was to be offered. 1 had already said that I 
would vote for none of these things. 
believe in any of them; but in that committee it 
was sprung on usina moment, I gave it my 
assent; and immediately afterwards, on a mo- 
ment’s reflection, | declared I would not vote for 
it; but it went on the record. I had no motive 
particularly about it, 

Mr. DOUGLAS... Will the Senator allow me 
to correet his recollection ? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
as part of the Crittenden proposition, and on that 
day the Senator voted against it. The nextmorn- 
ing the Senator, with the Senator from New York, 
(Mr. Sewarn,] the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. 


Grimes,| and the other Republican member of | 


Ido not | 


It was brought up one day | 


the committee, retired and consulted. Theycame | 


back, and one of them presented this amendment, | 


as he stated, on behalf of the whole of them. The 


yeas and nays were calied; and then, after one | 
night’s reflection, he voted for it on the call of the | 


yeas and nays. 

Mr. WADE. I do not remember anything 
about my attention being called to it at the time 
I voted for it. Ido not remember the record. I 
have no doubt the Senator has stated it as it ap- 
pears in the record; but the amendment was gotten 
up by somebody else; my principle being that I 
would not make myself a party to any of these 


bread pills, or other pills, on this occasion. I had 
not been led to see where the disease was. Just 
before that, I demanded of all Senators on that 
side to specify and show wherein these grievances 
consisted that impelled them to leave the Union. 
I was not able to find them. Now, when this very 
harmless proposition (for it was to end in a com- 
mittee) was presented, I was willing to try it there 
with the Opposition. They rejected it toa man, 
and so we dropped it. I believe there was no 
Senator on that side of the Chamber who voted 
for it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Of the committee of thir- 
teen? j 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir; of the committee of 
thirteen. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I 
will read the vote. 

Mr. WADE. I mean of the southern gentle- 
men who were to be appeased by it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will read the vote: 

«Those who voted in the affirmative are, Messrs. Bigler, 


Collamer, Crittenden, Davis, Doolittle, Douglas, Grimes, 
Hunter, Powell, Seward, aud Wade.?? 


Mr. WADE. I supposed they had not voted 
for it; but I do not recollect much, and care but 
little about it. What happened in that commit- 
tee was when J had not reflected upon the subject 
and cared nothing about it. I have reflected now 
a good deal upon it since it was brought in here. 
l uow think itis like planting’a thirty-two-pounder 
to killa fly. Here is a proposition barely to re- 
assert and to put into the Constitution precisely 
what is in it now; for I think, with the Senator 
from Virginia, that, whenever a convention assem- 
bles to alter the Constitution, 1 do not care when 
or where, they must be invested with the same 
power that any preceding one had. Itis not in 
the nature of things that one convention can tie 
the hands or lessen the power of one that is to 
come after it. Ivis like a legislative voly. We 
can pass no laws here that a subsequent Legisla- 
ture cannot repeal, because they all sit with cqual 
powers; and I suppose it is precisely so in a con- 
vention. It is true that has to be ratified by the 
States; but the same process that could make it 
can alter it. Thatis what I hold, whether it shall 
be done in a convention or in States; and I cannot 
believe that there is any statesmanship in devis- 
ing a remedy like this for an evil like this: that 
States as large as empires are about to give up the 
organization and the institutions under which sev- 
eral gencrations have happily lived and passed 
away, barely upon theground that there is a faney, 
an idea, that some day some generation may arise 
and do that of which they admit there has been 
no present danger, and there has been no past 
evil. $ 

I do not believe, sir, that States go out of this 
Union, dissolve their connection, and turn their 
arms against the mother country, on'such grounds 
as these. Ido not believe itis a remedy. Ibe- 
lieve it is a bread pill; and if you have a disease 
any sterner than would be cured by a bread pill, 
this is no remedy forit. Sir, a statesman would 
not devise it. I admit frankly that I am not dis- 
posed to enlarge this institution of slavery. I will 
not do so; but, if I pretended to do it, E would not 
attempt to slink from it. If I stood here to give 
you a remedy, you should have it. Ido not be- 
lieve in it. It is good for nothing, in my judg- 
ment. I think this: that while it would be an 
impeachment of northern honor to submit to it, it 
would be no remedy in the mind of the South— 
not a particle. You humiliate us, and do no good; 
and I cannot be humiliated, even if it would do 
good. Iam willing to compromise anything but 
honor. We stand on a point of honor, and that 
I will never grant you. f 

Task the Senator from Massachusetts to read 


I beg your pardon, sir. 


| a paragraph from a speech of the Senator from 


Illinois, in confirmation of what I have said with 
regard to the power ofa constitutional convention, 
because the idea that this remedy shall never be 
altered I do not think means anything. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, the paragraph 
the Senator from Ohio has requested me to read 
is this, in a speech of the Senator from Illinois: 

«If you had exhausted your ingenuity in devising a plan 
for the express purpose of increasing the apprehensions and 
inflaming the passions of the southern people, with the 
view of driving them into revolution and disunion, none 
eould have been contrived better calculated to accomplish 
that object. than the offering of that one amendment to the 
Constitution, and rejecting all others which are infinitely 


more important to the safety and domestic tranquillity of 
the slaveholding States.” 

Mr. WADE. 
rect. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Thatis very true; buttake 
the passages before and after that, and they will 
give the whole point of it, and give it a different 
application. 1 was arraigning them for going for 
that, and not going for any other proposition. I 
am for this and for the other. If I cannot get 
them all in one, I will take them one ata time; but 
those that are advocating this, on this side of the 
Chamber, are advocating constitutional guaran- 
tees. Besides, since then, that side of the Cham- 
ber have abandoned the whole doctrine of inter- 
ference in the Territories, and presented a very 
different question. 

Mr. WADE. I believe that doctrine is a very 
sound doctrine; and I was about to enter upon it 
as in furtherance of the reasons that impelled me 
to vote against this resolution. In my judgment, 
if you can carry this resolution of the House, as 
I suppose you probably will, and submit it to the 
States, you will keep up a constant agitation over 
it during all the next election; you will call public 
attention to it; you will keep up public excite- 
ment. You can only allay excitement by permit- 
ting the subject to drop, and not eternally keeping 
it up. In my judgment, it is dangerous; it is in- 
finitely worse than nothing, because it tends to an 
eternal, continual agitation, and consequent irrita- 
tion upon this subject. 

Now, sir, 1 am about to leave this subject. [ 
did not intend to be half as tedious and long as I 
have been, when I rose. I intended barely to re- 
affirm the doctrine that I laid down at the opening 
of this session, at a very early period. I have 
seen no occasion to depart one inch from what I 
said then, anywhere. I believe it was the true, 
sound doctrine of the Constitution. I there treated 
of this subject called coercion; and } will not en- 
ter upon it again.’ I believe I have laid it down 
as it is justified by the Constitution and the laws. 
This doctrine of secession, which I touched upon 
then, appears more palpably absurd to me the 
more Linvestigate it. Now, I will say to the great 
Republican party: you are the only party in this 
country who stand forth as the bold defenders of 
the doctrines of the early fathers of the Constitu- 
tion. There is no one but you that still upholds 
the ark of the covenant of American liberty, All 
other parties are in a conspiracy to strike it down 
everywhere. Your strong armsand stdéut hearts 
are all that can bear it through in its integrity as 
it was laid down by the fathers of the Constitu- 
tion. We are the only party that assert the doc- 
trines of the good old Declaration of Independ- 
ence. Other parties have turned many of those 
doctrines to ridicule; have trifled with them alt, 
undermining every principle of free Government 
which they had erected for the defense of liberty, 
and asa barrier against tyranny. Let us, then, 
act like men having this mighty charge. The eyes 
of the world are upon us in this great controversy; 
and the hopes of many nations now struggling for 
freedom and the rights of man are looking with 
intense interest to see how this great controversy 
shall be decided. Their hopes are elevated or 


I believe that doctrine is eor- 


; depressed just as they find that this great Repub- 


lican party is to triumph or to sink in the great 
controversy in which itisengaged. I say again, 
Senators, on you is the periland the honor of car- 
rying through the great doctrines of the fathers. 
Live or die, sink or swim, I will stand by them 
in their integrity and all their pristine glory. 


THANKS TO THE VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. FOOT. I rise to offer a resolution, and 
ask unanimous consent for that purpose, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I object to everything until 
this joint resolution is disposed of. 

Mr. FOOT. The Senator from Ilinois will not 
object when he knows the character of the reso- 
lution. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam willing to hear it read 
for information. 
Mr. FOOT. It is the usual resolution of cour- 


' tesy to the Presiding Officer. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. There will be time enough 
to do that; but when Senators are talking against 
time—— 

Mr. LANE. It will not take a minute. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [donot think it is fair for 
those who are trying to prevent a vote, to get 
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through resolutions by unanimous consent, taking | 
up time. I shall not object, however, if it is a 
matter of courtesy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poxx in 
the chair.) The resolution of the Senator from 
Vermont will be read for information. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due, and are 
hereby tendered, to Hon. Jonn C. Brecxinaipes, for the 
able, dignified, and impartial manner in which he has dis- 
charged the laborious duties of the chair during the term 
of his presiding over this body. * 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I withdraw the objection. 
The resolution was unanimously adopted. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President—~— 

Mr. PUGH. Will my friend from Texas allow 
me to ask a favor; perhaps it is the last favor I 
shall ask of the Senate? I moved yesterday morn- 
ing to take up a resolution relating to our own 

‘organization, to fulfill a duty which we owe to the 

clerks of the standing committees, which was 
superseded by the privileged question raised by 
the Senator from Massachusetts. I hope there 
will be no objection to taking up that resolution 
now. 

Mr. GRIMES. | object. 

Mr. PUGH. Very well. 

Mr.GWIN. I hope the Senator from Texas 
will permit me to make a short explanation? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Lyield. ` 

Mr.GWIN. I desire to make a short personal 
explanation, as I am going out of the Senate, and 
shall not be here many hoursionger. In the run- 
ning debate which took place here in regard to the 
overland mail, there were some things said that 
make it necessary for me to put it on record, that 
I did not intentionally misrepresent my colleague 
when I made a statement in answer to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. On the 18th of Feb- 
ruary, my colleague made the following argument 
in favor of the House amendment to the post route 
bill with reference to the overland mail: 

“ Now, what is the argument against the amendments of 
the House of Representatives? My colleague says that he 
does not believe this service can be carried under the 
House amendment, over the central route, and the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads of the Senate are 
of his opinion ; that they are not satisfied of this, and there- 
fore they want a committee of conference of the two 


branches, to be satisfied of this fact. Sir, E ask, how on 
earth is Congress ever to be satisfied that it cannot be done, 


until the effort is made, as provided in the House PNota\| 


ments to this bill? Whom are you going to consult? Nota 
- parcel of speculating contractors, who hang around your 
galleries ; they are not the men who are alone to be con- 
sulted in this matter. I know that responsible gentlemen 
have stated to me that the service can be performed, and 
that they will bid for it. I do not take their word for it. 
«Mr. Gwin. Who are they? 
“Mr. Lara., lam not here to be catechised.” 


I did not hear that remark of my colleague, or 


i should have said something about it then; but | 


it is reported in the proceedings. As it is past, I 
have nothing now to say in regard to that response 
of his. On the 28th of February, the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Haie] made the fol- 
lowing statement: 

“The House of Representatives sent here a proposition 
to make a contract, at $800,000 a year, fora daily mail; and 
1 have been besieged, day in and day out, assured that it 
could be done fox that; and when that bill came here, if I 
am not mistaken, both the Senators from California were 
in favor of taking it up and passing it, on the ground that 
we could get a daily service for $800,000 a year.” 

I am reported to have here interposed and said, 
(which is correct,) Oh, no. My colleague said 
that; I never did.” And then my colleague ex- 
claimed: “ He is mistaken about me. I never 
said any such thing.” 

So far as I am concerned, I was acting on what 
my colleague had said before. J had never said 
what the Senator from New Hampshire supposed, 
but I thought my colleague had. Inasmuch as 


these matters go upon the record of the Senate, | 
and I may be supposed to have misrepresented | 


him, I will say that I was merely alluding to what 
had occurred before, whan he said gentlemen 
had told him that the maii could be carried for 
$800,006 a year. 

Mr. LATHAM. When my colleague com- 
menced his personal explanation, I wasasleep upon 
the lounge, and therefore did not hear what he 
first said. I am indebted to the kindness of the 
Senator from Massachusetts in being permitted to 
hear the latter portion of his remarks. In relation 


and myself, the record willshow that the statement. 
iI then made to him was correct, to wit: that I 
never did say that I believed that the entire mail 
could be carried for $800,000 on the central route. 
When I made the statement which has been used 
| by my colleague, the bill then pending ieft the 
Butterfield line untouched, for which the Govern- 
ment was paying $600,000 per annum, and which, 
running semi-weekly, would have carried from 
two to three thousand pounds of letter matter per 
week; and while it continued I had no doubt there 
were persons, as I then said, who would bid for 
the central route for the sum of $800,000; at least 
I had been so informed. 

As to their performance of the contract, I stated 
to the Senator from New Hampshire, when asked 
by him—it is true, not in public debate—I could 
not vouch, because I was unacquainted with the 
staging business. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, in his opposition to Senator Wutson’s 
amendment to consolidate the Butterfield and cen- 
tral lines, at an expense of $1,000,000, sought to 
reduce the sum even below a million dollars, by 
representing that I had stated it could be done for 
$800,000. T answered him as I did: that I had 
made no such statement; because he ignored en- 
tirely the fact that the Butterfield line was, b 
Senator Witson’s amendment, to be abolished, 
which would have carried a portion of the mail 
matter, as [ have before stated. 

Mr. GWIN. Ido not intend to deny that that 
is what my colleague said; but in stating to the 
Senator from New Hampshire what my colleague 
said 

Mr. LATHAM. Allow me. In stating in 
the debate upon the post route that the service on 
the central route could be done for $800,000, the 
| Butterfield line being continued, Í never said 
(because I never so believed) it could be done 
unless you gave the contractors the privilege of 
sending the printed matter by steamship. 

Mr. GWIN. I only wanted to call the atten- 
tion to the fact, that when I remarked, ** my col- 
league said that; I never did,” and my colleague 
said, “he is mistaken about me; I never said any 
such thing,” 1 made my statement because of the 
previous statement which I understood him to 
make, that responsible parties would take the 
contract for $800,000. I only desired to show 
that I had not made my statement without some 
responsible basis for it, at least. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
| olution (H. R. No. 80) proposing an amendment 
| to the Constitution of the United States, is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole; and 
the Senator from Texas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, I think I 
| can say with truth, that this is positively my last 
appearance on these boards. I would have made 
that pledge last night, but it is said that a certain 
place not mentionable to cars polite is filled with 
good intentions. I trust that the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Wane] will have this sin placed on his 
shoulders,noton mine. I was utterly astonished 
to sce the Senator rise here and charge upon the 
Democratic party the offense, and he seemed so 
to regard it, of containing all the elements of se- 
cession, disruption of the Union, rebellion, resist- 
ance to the Government, &. Why, sir, the 
Senator from Ohio himself, in the State of Maine, 


language: 


He would strive to protect the free soil of the 
‘There was really no 
He believed 


7 
black. 

| North from the same blighting curse. 

union now between the North and the South. 


more bitter rancor towards each other than these two sec- 
tions of the Republic. ‘Ehe only salvation of the Uuion, 
i therefore, was to be found in divesting it entirely from all 
|! taintof slavery. There was no union with the South. Let 
| us have a Union, said he, or let us sweep away this rem- 
| nant which we calla Union. I go fora Union where alt 
men are equal, or for no Union at all. I go for right.” 


disunion sentiment, I am suffering under the in- 
ability to understand the meaning of the English 
language. 

Mr. WADE. I ask the Senator if he does not 
believe that every word of it is true? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Lanswer with all frankness 
that I do, so far as the irrepressible conflict be- 


to the controversy which occurred a few days 


y since, between the Senator from New Hampshire | 


in the year 1855, is reported to have used this į 


“ There was no freedom at the South for either white or ; 


į that no two nations upon the earth entertained feelings of 


If that is not tolerably strong secession and | 


tween the two sections is to be considered; and | 
hence itis that | am now, and have for a long ! 


time past, been: utterly opposed: to quack: med- 
icines. zy ee ee 

Mr. WADE. . If the. Senator. i 
propose to say here, what I have frequently said, 
that I believe that speech of mine was notreported 
by a regular reporter; and I never supposed that 
the person who-did report it took: it Twn sright 
at the time. The language was modified ftom 
what it is there, E think,- E have always held:gsò; 
I think it is a little different from-what:L spoke. 

„Mr. WIGFALL.. ‘I never have -seen ahy do- 
nial-of the Senator, Erecollect, inthe. canvass 
of 1856, having used it-very frequently in speeches ` 


j in my own State, and. supposing that Cluskéy’s 


text-book had everything. in it which anybody 
wanted to have, I. sent for the text-book; and 
looking under the title of“ Abolitionists and:Re- 
publicans,”? I found the very sentence-which«t 
was looking for. That is all I know about it. 

Mr. WADE. It was so reported: but thefirst 
time I ever knewit was so reported, stated. what 
I have said now, that I did not think. it was-cor- 
rectly reported. I do not. think so now; and-I 
stated so to Mr. Cray, of Alabama, here, on.oné 
occasion. eae E ae 

Mr. WIGFALL.. The Senator was certainly 
so understood in Maine, and he was.so reported 
in the Boston Atlas. That is the paper from which 
this extract is taken. From 1855'to 1861, the Sen- 
ator has been so understood throughout the entire 
limits of the southern country. Under these:ciry 
cumstances, it did strikeme as alittle singular that 
the Senator should have risen: here.and dénounéed, 
with some degree of acrimony and bitterness, dis: 
union sentiments, and complained that we had 
produced the whole difficulty.. Now, sir, agross 
Injustice has been done that Senator by the party. 
which he so ably, and I will add so faithfully, 
represents upon this floor. He is, infact, the real 
author of the irrepressible-conflict doctrine.. The 
Senator from New York, in 1858, dressed the idea 
in that phraseology, and got the credit forit.: In 
1860, it was understood that one Abraham Lin- 
coln was the author; and persons in,the northern 
States and in the Republican party not being so 
well informed, nor having so closely scrutinized 
their writings and speakings as we further south 
have done, were ignorant of the fact that there 
wasa double plagiarism—first by the distinguished 
Senator from New York, who copied it fromthe 
Seaator from Dlinois; but the Senator from Iili- 
nois had stolen the thunder of the Senator-from 
Ohio. Hc is the real irrepressible conflict man; 
the genuine bona fide sarsaparilla Dr. Townsend: 
[Laughter.] . Paa 

Mr. DOUGLAS. You do not mean “ the Sen- 
ator from Illinois,”? but Mr. Lincoln. : 

Mr. WIGFALL. The President elect; he was 
not the Senator; no, he was not elected to the 
Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is the only correction 
I want made. (Laughter. . 

Mr. WIGFALL. Certainly, I am glad to 
have made it. I did not allude toyou, of course; 
I was speaking of Abraham. [Laughter.] Now, 
sir, the Senator from Ohio has paid me the com- 
pliment of saying that I am the only physician 
who has discovered the disease under which the 
body-politic is suffering. I feel flattered by the 
compliment, and will not deny the soft impeach- 
ment. [Laughter.] I have been for some time 
laboring under that impression. I think -that 
bread pills will not cure; and that in this casc, 
after death has literally comc, the doctor and some 
of those who are now officiating are the very ii- 
dividuals who have produced death.. -That Ebe- 
lieve further to be true. If there is, Mr- Presi- 
dent, any class of men in this country who arc 
more responsible for the present disruption of this 
Union than another class, it is that class of men 
who are called * Union-savers.’’? They have been 
dealing with people as though the people had no 
sense; they have been getting up their quack 
medicines; they have been compromising, and 
couching their compromises in language which 
was not intended to be understood. They have 


| made compromises and platforms which may be 


construed one way at the North and another way 
at the South; and while they have kept the word 
of promise to the ear, they have invariably broken 
it to the hope. There ought to have been no irre- 
pressible conflict in our Government between slave 
labor and hircling labor, between the free white 


States and the free negro States. Senators have 
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a cant; short way of talking of the slave States. 
There are no slave States; there are some States 
in which negroes are held as slaves, and in which 
white men are held as freemen; some States in 
which negroes black boots and white men do not 
drive carriages. There are other States in which 
white men black boots ‘and wear liveries, not the 
entire class, not the respectable class, not the 
farming class of the country, not the bone and 
sinew of the country; but those States may, with 

ropriety, be called the hireling States of the 

nion; the others, the slave States if you please; 
or, asin some of the States, negroes are slaves 
and white men are free, and in others negroes are , 
free and’ white ‘men perform menial services, I 
suppose the better application would be ‘* the free 
white States” and the * free negro States.’ So 
much for that. 

I desire to pour oi] on the waters, to produce 
harmony, péace, and quiethere. It is early inthe 
morning, and I hope I shall not say anything that 
may be construed as offensive. I rise merely that 
we may have an understanding of this question. 
It is not slavery in the Territories, it is not ex- 
pansion, which isthe difficulty. If the resolution 
which the Senator from Wisconsin introduced 
here, denying the right of secession, had been 
adopted by two thirds of each branch of this de- ; 

artment of the Government,and had been ratified 

y three fourths of the States, I have no hesita- 
tion in saying that, so far as the State in which I 
live and to which 1 owe my allegiance is con- 
cerned, if she had no other cause fora disruption 
of the Union taking place, she would undoubtedly 
have gone out, The moment you deny the right 
of self-government to the free white men of the 
South, they will leave the Government. They 
believe in the Declaration of Independence. They 
believe that— 

“Governments are instituted among men, deriving their 
just powers trom the consent of the governed; that, when- 
ever any form of government becomes destructive Of these 
ends, it is the right of tbe people to alter or to abolish it, 
and to institute a new Government, laying its foundation 
ou such principles and organizing its powers in such form 
as to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and 
happiness.?? 

That principle of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence is the one upon which the free white men of 
the South predicated their devotion to the present 
Constitution of the United States; and it was the 
denial of that, as much as anything else, that has 
created the dissatisfaction in that section of the 
country. There is no instrument of writing that | 
has ever been written that has been more misap- 
prehended and misunderstood and misrepresented | 
than this same unfortunate Declaration of Inde- ; 
pendence, and no set of gentlemen have ever been 
so slandered as the fathers who drew and signed 
that declaration, If there was a thing on earth | 
that they did not intend to assert, it was thata 
negro was a white man. As I said here a short 
time ago, one of the greatest charges they made 
against the British Government was, that old King 
George was attempting to establish the fact prac- 
tically that all men were created free and equal. | 
They charged him in the Declaration of lude- | 
pendence with exciting their slaves to insurrec- | 
tion. Thatis one of the grounds upon which they 
threw off their allegiance to the British Parlia- 
ment. Another great misapprehension is, that 
the men who drafted that Declaration of Inde- 
pendence had any peculiar fancy for one form of 
government rather than another, They were not 
fighting to establish a democracy in this country; 
they were not fighting to establish a republican 
form of governmentin this country. Nothing was 
further from their intention. Alexander Elamil- 
ton, after be had fought for seven years, declared 
that the British form of government was the best 
that the ingenuity of man had ever devised; and 
when John Adams said to him, ‘* without its cor- 
ruptions;”’ “ why,’ said he, ‘its corruptions are 
its greatest excellence; without the corruptions, it 
would be nothing.” In the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, they speak of George lll after this fash- 
ton. They say: | 

“A prince whose character is thus marked by every act || 
which may define a tyrant, is unfit to be the ruler of a free |; 
people.” ti 

Now, I ask any plain common sense man what | 
wag the meaning of that? Was it that they were | 
opposed toa monarchical form of government: 
Was it that they believed a monarchical form of : 


government was incompatible with civil liberty?! 


No, sir; they entertained no such absurd idea. | 
Not one of them entertained it; but they say that 

George If] was a prince whose character was 

“ marked by every act which may define a tyrant,” 

and that therefore he was “unfit to be the ruler 

ofa free people.” Had his character not been 

so marked by every quality which would define 

a tyrant, he might have been the fit ruler of a free 

people; ergo, a monarchical form of government 

was not incompatible with civil liberty. That 

was clearly the opinion of those men. I do not 

advocate it now; for have said frequently that 

we are wiser than our fathers, and our children 

will be wiser than we are. One hundred years 

hence, men will understand their own affairs much 

better than we do. We understand our affairs 

better than. those who preceded us one hundred 

years. But what I assert is, that the men of the 

Revolution did not believe that a monarchical form 

of government was incompatible with civil lib- 

erty. What I assert is, that when they spoke of 
“all men being created equal,” they were speak- 

ing of the white men who then had unsheathed 

their swords—for what purpose? To establish 

the right of self-government in themselves; and 

when they had achieved that, they established, 

not democracies, but republican forms of govern- 

ment in the thirteen sovercign, separate, and in- 

dependent colonies. Yet the Declaration of Inde- 

pendence is constantly quoted to prove negro 

equality. Itproves no such thing; itwas intended 

to prove no such thing. The “glittering gener- 

alities’? which a distinguished former Senator 

from Massachusetts (Mr. Choate) spoke of as 

contained in the Declaration of Independence, one 

of them at least—about all men being created 

equal—was not original with Mr. Jefferson. L 

recollect seeing a pamphlet called the Principles 

of the Whigs and Jacobites, published about the 

year 1745, when the last of the Stuarts, called ‘the 

Pretender,” was striking a blow that was fatal to 

himself, but a blow for his crown,in which pam- 

phlet the very phraseology is used word for word, 

and letter forletter. Ihave not gotithere to-night. 

I sent the other day to the library to try and find | 
it, but could not find it; it was burnt, i believe, 
with the pamphlets that were burnt some time | 
ago. That Mr. Jefferson copied it or plagiarized 
it,is not true, Í suppose, any more than the charge 
that the distinguished Senator from New York 
plagiarized from the Federalist in preparing his 
celebrated compromising speech which was made 
here a short time ago. ttwas the cant phrase of 
the day in 1745, which was only about thirty 
years previous to the Declaration of Independence, 
This particular pamphlet, which I have read, was 
published ; others were published at the same time. 
That sort of phraseology was used. There was 
a war of classes in England; there were men who 
were contending for legitimacy; who were con- 
tending for the right of the Crown being inherent, 
and depending on thewill of God, “ the divine right 
of kings,” for maintaining a hereditary landed 
aristocracy; there was another party who were 
contending against this doctrine of legitimacy ,and 
the right of primogeniture, These were called | 
the Whigs; they established this general phrase- 
ology in denouncing the divine rightand the doc- 
trine of legitimacy, and it became the common 
phraseology of the country: so thatin the obscure 
county of Mecklenburg, in North Carolina, a dec- 
laration containing the same assertions was found 
asin this celebrated Declaration of Independence, 
written by the immortal Jefferson. Which of us, 
I ask, is there upon this floor who has not read. 
and reread whatever was written within the last 
twenty-five or thirty ycars by the distinguished 
men of this country? But cnough of that, 

The Senator from Ohio says, very justly, that 
these matters cannot be compromised 1n this way. 
The Senator from New York, twelve years ago, 
declared that it was the duty of the people of the 
North to abolish slavery; he then said they must 
teach hatred of it in their schoois, and preach it 
in their pulpits; they must teach their people to 
hate slavery. He hasaccomplished that; and they 
now not only hate slavery, but they hate slave- 
holders. As I said before, there ought not to 
have been, and there did not necessarily result | 
from our form of government, any irrepressibie 
conflict between the slaveholding and the non- 
slaveholding States. Nothing of the sort was ne- | 
cessary. Strike outa single clause in the Con- | 
stitution of the United States, that which sccures 


to each State a republican form of government, 
and there is no reason why, under precisely such 
a Constitution as we have, States that are mo- 
narchical and States that are republican, could not 
live in peace and quiet. They confederate to- 
getlicr for common defense and general welfare, 
each State regulating its domestic concerns in its 
own way; those which preferred a republican 
form of government maintaining it, and those 
which preferred a monarchical form of government 
maintaining it. Butlow jongcould small States, 
with different forms of government, live together, 
confederated for common defense and general 
welfare, if the people of one section were to come 
to the conclusion that their institutions were better 
than those of the other, and thereupon straight- 
way set about subverting the institutions of the 
other? 

That the people of the North shall consider 
themselves as more blessed than we, more civil- 
ized, and happier, is not a matter at which we 
would complain at all,if they would only content 
themselves with believing that to be the fact; but 
when they come and attempt to propagandize, and 
insist that we shall be as perfect as they imagine 
themselves to be, then itis that their good opin- 
ion of themselves becomes offensive to us, Let 
my neighbor believe that his wife is an angel and 
his children cherubs, I care not, though 1 may 
know he is mistaken; but when he comes imper- 
tinently poking his nose into my door every morn- 
ing, and telling me that my wife is a shrew and 
my children brats, then the neighborhood becomes 
uncomfortable, and if I cannot remove him, I will 
remove myself; and if he says to me, * you shall 
not move, but you shall stay here, and you shall, 
day after day, hear the demerits of your wife and 
children discussed,” then I begin to feel a little 
restive, and possibly might assert that great ori- 
ginal right of pursuing whatever may conduce to 
my happiness, though it might be kicking him 
out of my door, If New England would only be 
content with the blessings which she imagines she 
has, we would not disturb her in her happiness; 
but she insists, with that puritanical 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask a question? When he has said thatthe Sen- 
ator from Ohio was responsible for all this doc- 
trine, Í ask why charge New England? I ask 
whether it is kind to give the Senator from Ohio 
all the credit for this matter, and then charge it on 
New England? {Laughter.] 

Mr. WIGFALL. Certainly; I will explain it 
easily enough. You know the leader of your 
party, the Senator from New York, said a short 
time ago, and it is truc, l believe, that the ‘* Mas- 
sachusetts school of politics” has spread; and so 
far as Ohio is concerned, | believe that the State 
from which the Senator who last interrupted me 
comes, Connecticut, is responsible for the polities 
of Ohio. I have heard something about ‘* the 
Connecticut Reserve’? in Ohio; and that, I believe, 
has been the hot-bed of all the fanaticism of that 
country. The mere expression of ‘the irrepressi- 
ble conflict’? was credited first to Mr. Lincoln, and 
then to Mr. Sewann, and then to the Senator from 
Ohio; butthis doctrine of perfectibility in the people 
of the free States is of New England origin. It 
began before your Revolution; long before that. 
It began when Charles lost his throne. Ithink it 
began before histime. Old John Knox started it, 
and then it gotdown into England. ‘They helped 
Cromwell to cut off their King’s head. After 
that, better than even the Puritans, they were called 
Independents; then they were called fifth-mon- 
archy men; and then Cromwell had to run them 
out of England; and then they went over into 
Holland, and the Dutch let them alone, but would 
not let them persecute anybouy else; and then the 


| got on that ill-fated ship called the Mayflower, 


and landed on Plymouth Rock. [Laughter.] And 
from that time to this they have been kicking up 
a dust generaliy, and making a muss whenever 
they could put their fingers inthe pie. [Laughter.] 
They confederated with the other States in order 
to save themselves from the power of old King 
George II]; and no sooner had they got rid of him, 
than they turned in to persecuting their neighbors. 
Having got rid of the Indians, and witches, and 
Baptisis, and Quakers in their country; after scll- 
ing us our negroes for the love of gold, they began 
stealing them back for the love of God. [Laugh- 
ter.] That is the history as well as 1 under- 
stand it. 
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There was properly no irrepressible conflict 
between the slaveholding States and the non- 
slaveholding States. They could have lived long 
in perfect peace and amity. We could have had 
slaves; they could have had none; we never at- 
tempted to thrust them upon them. We never 
wished to carry our institutionsamong them. But 
when we acquired common territory, we said, 
*‘that territory belongs to us in common with 
you.” When the Mexican war broke out, we 
had to settle the question hy the sword; and the 
slaveholding States, with about one third of the 
population of the Union, furnished two thirds of 
the army; with double our population, you fur- 
nished about twenty thousand men; with half your 
population, we furnished forty thousand. ‘The 
territory was acquired. You told us we should 
not go there; that the air was tvo pure in Utah to 
be breathed by slaves, but polygamists might live 
there. ‘That did not offend the northern sentiment 
ef morality. So this thing has gone on. 

The Senator from Ohie to-night spoke of the 
Constitution as expounded by ‘that eminent 
jurist, Judge Story.’’ Judge Story was an emi- 
rent man in the way of making books. He made 
a great many of them. Lam not going to detract 
from him, nor discuss his character here at this 
hour of the morning; but I will say, that if there 
was a man nextto the Union-savers who is more 
responsible for a dissolution of the Union than 
every other man who ever lived, that manis Joseph 
Story; and if E were going to propose a compro- 
mise by which this Union would be saved, I would 
just provide an amendment to the Constitution 
vesting in Congress the power to make an appro- 
priation to buy up all the commentaries on the 
Constitution written by Joseph Story, and have 
them publicly burned, flaughter;] and then, if 
you could eradicate from the minds of the Amer- 
ican people the false doctrine, as to the form of 
Government under which they are living, that 
has been created by those miscalcd commentaries 
‘onthe Constitution, and eradicate from their minds 
the prejudices which have been taught under the 
teachings and advice of the Senator from New 
York, [Mv. Sewarp,] in which the northern peo- 
ple have been taught to hate slavery, in their 
schools and in their pulpits; if these things could 
be accomplished, and the American people could, 
all of them, north of Mason and Dixon’s line, 
be made Democrats, in the just acceptation of the 
term, not. sans culottes, but State-rights men, who 
believe thatthe Constitution is a compact between 
States, and that the Federal Government derives 
its authority from the written instrument, and 
can excreise no power that is not expressly dele- 
gated, or both necessary and proper for carrying 
eut the delegated power—could all these things 
be done, I would then consider the question as to 
whether, under existing circumstances, a recon- 
struction would be practicable. 

But as things are, it is useless, I am satisfied, 
totalk about areconstruction, This Federal Gov- 
ernment is dead. The only question is, whether 
we will give it a decent, peaceable, Protestant 


burial, or whether we shall have an Irish wake at | 


the grave. [Laughter.] Now, Jam opposed to 
fighting, and would preter a peaceable burial; but 
if the Republican Senators insist upon fighting, 
und they can get the backbene again put into their 
President elect, and can get Mr. Chase reinstated 
in the Cabinet, frdm which he has been expelled, 
I do not keow but that we shall have to fight. If 
their President has recovered from that “artificial 
panic” under which he was laboring a short time 
ago, under the advice of the Licutenant General 
and the Secretary of War—TI believe they advi 


him to be frightened, so say the Republican papers | 
in defense of him; it was done by the card; he | 


goes by the platform—if they can recover him 
from that artificial fright under which he was la- 
boring, and get him tò take the Chicago platform 
fair and square, we shall have a fight; otherwise 
we shall not. I think myself it would be for the 
benefit of both sections that we should not have 
an Irish wake at our funeral; but that is for the 
North to decide, and not for us. 
sir, not believing, but knowing—that this Union 
is dissolved, never, never to be reconstructed upon 
any terms—not if you were te hand us blank 
paper, and ask us to write a constitution, would 
we ever again be confederated with you. Your 
people have been taught to hate us; your people 
have been taught to hate our institutions; your 


Believing—no, | 


| been crushed in the egg. 


people have been taught to believe that you are 
Pharisees; that your philacteries arefull; that you 
are entitled to the high places in the synagogue; 
and you come and thrust yourselves into our pres- 
ence, and thank God before our faces that you are 
not like us poor publicans, and your company 
has become distasteful to us; you tell us that ours 
is distasteful to you; we say, ‘grant it, then we 
will separate; and you say weshall not. Then we 
are going to make the experiment, and we will 
trust in Providence. Napoleon Bonaparte, who 
was a wise man, once said that he trusted in Prov- 
idence, but he sfid that he found that Providence 
always took sides with the artillery. We have 
taken the forts and guns, which you complain of, 
because we think Providence again will take sides 
with the artillery; and we have been securing a 
good deal of it. (Laughter.] Then, knowing 
that the Union is dissolved, that reconstruction 
is impossible, 1 would, myself, had I been con- 
sulted by the Union-savers, have told them that 
Union-saving was impracticable, but that peace- 
able separation was practicable. I would have 
advised that you should tréat these sovereign 
States with the courtesy, at least, that you treated 
Brigham Young. When he threatened to set up 
for himself, you sent commissioners there; but, 
when sovereign States assume the right of self- 
government, you send the bayonet and the broad- 
sword. Thatis the difference in the manner in 
which you have treated these two questions. I 
suppose commissioners, in a few days, will be 
here from the confederate States. They were not 
sent by my advice. To be very candid with you, 
I do not think there is any Government here with 
which they could treat. [Laughter.] You have 
a sort of de facto, certainly a revolutionary Gov- 
ernment [laughter] that time and acquiescence 
on the part of the States may give the character 
of legitimacy to; but it surely has not that stamp 
now. Onc of the partners having withdrawn from 
a partnership dissolves the firm. It is true that, 
if the remaining partners go on, and still use the 
partnership name, by implication they are sup- 
posed to consent, acquiesce in the withdrawal, and 
to have reformed another. In the course of time, 


seven of yourtpartners having withdrawn, if the | 


rest shall acquiesce in the action of this revolu- 
tionary, irregular, wrongful, de facto Government 
that is about to inaugurate a President to-day, 
acquiesecnce may give legitimacy to it, and we 
may properly treat with you. [Laughter.] I 
judge that President Davis, however, will waive 
these little irregularities, [laughter,] and proba- 
bly send, commissioners here, and then you will 
have the choice of peace or war; and that is a 
matter that you had better well consider. Turn 
your backs upon these commissioners, attempt 
to reinforce the forts and retake those which we 
now havc; attempt to collect the revenues, or do 
any other manner or matter of thing that denies 
to the free white men, living in those seven sov- 
ercign States, the right which they have asserted 
of self-government, and you will have war, and 
it will be war in all its stern realities. I say this 
not in bravado, but I say it 
and you know it. 

The Senator from Ilnois, [Mr. TRUMBULL,] to- 
night, supposed that if a little coercion had been 
used, instead of pursuasion at first, all this thing 
would have been stopped; the treason would have 
I think the Senator is 
mistaken. It was the unfortunate interference of 
the Lieutenant General volunteering his advice, 
followed by the War Department, which has ac- 
celerated secession. Unfortunately for the coun- 
try, the President seemed to have no well-defined 
opinions as to the form of government he was 
administering, or its character, or the powers of 
the States, or the powers of the Federal Govern- 
ment; and a provincial lawyer,.who, some way 


| or other, got into a subordinate position in one of 
| the offiees—I believe the Interior—and remained 


there for some time, by a sad dispensation of 
Providence, became Postmaster General; and after 
that he got to be Secretary of War; and a Dem- 
ceratic President, having waited until twelve Dem- 
ocratic Senators had withdrawn, then sent in the 
name of this person to be confirmed by a Repub- 
lican Senate 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me? «Perhaps he can as well suspend 
at this point as any other; he will remember that 
he was talking about the recently appointed Sec- 


because | know it | 


retary of War: -If we are to takea recess at all, 
I suppose it is necessary we should:take it now. 

Mr. WIGFALL. © Twill finish-in’a few min» 
utes. I do not wish to stop now, and: commence’ 
again. BEE Dp oa Se 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. You will remember where 
you left off. - re ue 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There are objections to.a 
recess. : bye 

Mr, WIGFALL. If you get ujy‘a discussion 
now, I will take’much longer. : = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Texas has the floor. : 

Mr. WIGFALL. I will not detain the Senate’ 
‘much longer, itis near daylight now. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Give us the 
vote. : 

Mr. WIGFALL. You shall have one ina few 
minutes. I was saying, Mr. President, that ‘the 
| parenthesis that is now incumbent in the War 
| Office, following, unfortunately, the advice of the. 
Lieutenant General, attempted, in a very feeble 
way, coercion. The Senator from Hlinois seemed 
to beshocked at my speaking witha feeling of grat- 
ification at the flag of what he chooses to call my 
country being insulted. It is not'he flag of my 
country, I hope and believe; but I have not official 
information on that point. That flag. was néver 
insulted with impunity until it floated over a cargo 
of Black Republican hislings, sent to one of the 
| sovereign States of this Union to coerce them to 

obedience toa Government that was distasteful to 
them. ei tie R 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I think I shall rise to'a 
nestion of order. ff the Senator from Texas 
oes not know whether he belongs to this coun- 
try or not, if he is really a foreigner in his own 
estimation, I desire to know whether he is in order 
in addressing the Senate of. the United States. 
i [Laughter.] 

Mr. WIGFALL I think the point is: well 
taken; and jf the Senator and those who act with 
him will acknowledge my State to be out of the 
Union, I will take my seat without a word fur- 
| ther. [Laughtar.] If they choose to call my name 
here, and to call not my name only, but the names 
of Senators who have filed here at your desk cer- 
| tified copies of the ordinances of secession of their 
States, and you treat them as blank paper, I shall 
treat them so too, for my purpose. I shali discuss 
your Government just as jong as you choose to 
i consider me a member of it; and as long as you 
please to call my name, I may stay here and votes 
| and if I find it convenient to defeat any of your 
į nominations, I may see fit todo it; and when you 
get tired of that game, you will cease calling my 
name,andacknowledge my State out ofthe Union, 
and then you get rid of me. [Laughter.] That 
is a game two can play at. 

Senators keep interrupting me untill shall make 
a very long speech, Lam afraid. 1 was speaking 
of this parenthesis that is now incumbent in the 
War office. Without allowing even the President 
to know it, as it is said in the newspapers—I am 
j not in the confidence of the last Gabinet;and I 
| suspect will not be in the new one, [laughter,}— 
itis said that, without allowing even the President 
| to know it, he surreptitiously, in the dead of night, 
sneaked a merchant vessel out of the harbor of 
| New York, intending to sneak it into Charleston 
harbor; but they had put outthe lights and blocked 
up the channel, and she was obliged to come up 
in broad daylight. A shot was thrown athwart 
| the bow of this vessel containing armed men; they 
i displayed a flag and it was fired at. I did say 
that that vessel had 8’waggered into Charleston 
| harbor, had received a blow in the face, and had 
| staggered out; and that this Secretary of War, 
| who had brought the flag of this country in a 
| condition to be fired at, had never dared, from that 
| time to this, to resent the injury and insult; and 


The Senator 


i| in consequence of that, the State to which I owe 


| my allegiance has withdrawn and cut loose from 
| all connection with a Government that allows its 
| flag to be so insulted. She has plucked her bright 

star from a bunting that can be fired at with im- 
punity. If your President elect has recovered 
| from that artificial fright, see if you cannot induce 
| him to try and wipe out the insult; but I predicted 
last night that he would not; and I predict again 
| that he will not. You fear to pass your force 
bills; you abandon them in both Houses. If you 
can geta Cabinet properly organized, with fire- 


eaters enough in it, the Cabinet may precipitate 
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the country into a war, and then call upon what 
is denominated the conservative elements of your 
party to sustain the country in a war in which 
you have already involved it; but] know, and you 
know, that those men whom you represent are 
. not.in favor of war, and that their representatives 
here, a large number of them, fear it, What will 
be the result, | do not know; and to be very 
frank, I do not care. 
Now, having explained why it was that I felt 
rejoiced. at this insult to the flag of your country, 
l shail take up very little more time. The coun- 
try is composed of States; and when that Govern- 
ment which was established by those States, and 
that flag which bears upon its broad folds the stars 
>- representing those States. is used for. the purpose 

of making war upon some of those States, I say 

that it has already been degraded, and that it 

ought to be fired at, and it should be torn down 

and trampled upon. These are my feelings upon 
the subject; and ‘‘if this be treason, make the 
most of it.”? I owe my allegiance—and Senators 
are not mistaken about that, for I have said it fre- 
quently—to the State which I here represent, I 
do nor owe my allegiance to this Government. 
The Senator frem Illinois spoke of the necessity 
of coercing these States, or not entertaining prop- 
ositfons from them, and likened it to the case of 
a Government in which there were revolted prov- 
inces. Your President elect,a short time ago, in 
a speech, asked the question gravely, what is the 
difference between a State and a county? And he 
seemed to be really in quest of information. Now, 
I was not astonished at that, for I did not expect 
anything better of him. From aman whois taken 
up because he is an ex-rail splitter, an ex-grocery | 
keeper, an ex-flatboat captain, and an ex-Aboli- 
tion lecturer, and is run upon that question, I 
would not expect any great information as to the 
Government which he was to administer. Butl 
was surprised to hear a Senator—a Senator of | 
education and ability, such as the Senator from 
Illinois is—compare the States of this Union, the 
States that formed this Government, the States 
without the consent of which this Government 
couid not originally have had existence, and with- 
out the consentof which this Government cannot 
exista day. To hear him talk about those States 
as revolted provinces, did surprise and shock me. 

Then, briefly, a party has come into power that 
represents the antagonism to my own section of 
the country. It represents two million men who 
hate us, and who, by their votes for such a man 
as they have elected, have committed an overt act 
of hostility. That they have done. You have 
won the Presidency, and you are now in the sit- 
uation of the man who had won the elephant at 
a rafle. You do not know what to do with the 
beast now that you have it; and one half of you 
to-day would give your right arms if you had 
been defeated. But you succeeded, and you have 
to deal with facts. Our objection to living in this 
Union, and therefore the difficulty of reconstruct- | 
ing it, is not your personal liberty bill, not the 
territortal question, but that you utterly and 
wholly misapprehend the form-of government. | 
You deny the sovereignty of the States; you deny 
the right of self-government in the people; you 
insist upon negro equality; your people interfere 
impertinently with our institutions and attempt to 
subvert them; you publish newspapers; you de- 
liver lectures; you print pamphlets,and you send | 
them among us, first, to excite our slaves to in- 
surrection against their masters, and next, toarray 
one class of citizens against the other; and I say 
to you that we cannot live in peace, either in the 
Union or out of it, until you have abolished your 
Abolition societies; not,as I have been misquoted, 
abolish or destroy your school-houses; but until 
you have ceased in your school-houses teaching 
your children to hate us; until you have ceased to | 
convert your pulpits into hustings; until you con- 
tent yourselves with preaching Christ, and Him 
erucified, and not delivering political harangues 
on the Sabbath; until you have ceased inciting 
your own citizens to make raids and commit rob- 
beries; untii you have done these things we cannot | 
live in the same Union with you. 
these things, we cannot live out of the Union at 
peace. 

Now, you have my views upon the subject. If 
the leaders of your party have any common sense 
left; if they have not become drunk upon fanati- 
cism, and are not now suffering from delirium !i 


Until you do || 


_to vote against my motion. 


tremens, as I believe most of them are; if you 
have one particle of sense left, you will setabout 
immediately seeing how this dissolution that has 
already taken place can be stopped from going 
further; how you can save some of these border 
States still to tax, and levy revenue and tribute 
from; how you may still find somebody that 
you can pesecute with impunity; begin hatching 
up some sort of a compromise that will pay 
southern iraitors for misrepresenting facts to their 
constituents. Do these things,and you may keep 
some of those border States stillin; but above all 
things, try to have the dissolution that has already 
taken place a peaceable one. It may go very 
hard with us, and will certainly cost us a good 
deal of money; but you will not make much by 
the operation of war—not much. Your people 
will not thank you for reducing them to the dire 
necessity of direct taxes. Your ship-owners will 
not thank you for laying up their ships at their 
wharves to rot. Your manufacturers will not 
thank you for stopping the movements of their 
machinery; but that is your business, not mine. 

Now, having male these few, little, concilia- 
tory, peace-preserving remarks, Lam not disposed 


to take up more time, and am willing that there 


should be a vote. 


Mr. PUGH. I was greatly in hopes that we 


should have had a vote long ere this; but I am | 


satisfied it is not worth while to reply either to 
the oration of the Senator from Texas, or the 
equally extraordinary oration of my colleague. I 
have no hope, after what has been announced, 
that we shall have any vote in the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and I do desire to have a test vote in 
the Senate of the United States. In order to ob- 
tain that, I will now make a motion, for which I 
shall not vote: that is, to move that the Flouse 
resolution, and all pending amendments, be laid 
on the table; and on that [ call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will ask whether that does 
not carry the original proposition with it? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. E shall vote against the 
motion to lay on the table; and I expect every Sen- 
ator who is in any shape or form for conciliation 
Those who either 
represent the sentiments of my colleague, or the 
sentiments of the Senator from Texas, will vote 
for the proposition. 

Mr. KING. That isa good idea. 

Mr. LANE. Is the motion debatable? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. My object isto cut off 
debate. We have now sat here until almost day- 
light, and I hope Senators will let us have a vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the Sena- 
tor allow me to say a word? 

Mr. PUGH. I will waive it for my friend, if 
he will consent to renew the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I do not desire 
to consume time at all, but I wish simply to say, 
that I do not believe either side of the House 
would object to taking a vote. {do not see any 
one here who is anxious to get the floor, or to 


consume any time; and if the Senator will with- | 


draw his motion, I think it probable that a vote 
may be had on the propositions before the Senate, 


without forcing a vote on the motion which he | 


makes, and which precludes debate. l think that 
by common consent we can take the vote now. 

Mr. PUGH. Jam perfectly willing to agree 
to that. We gre within a short time of daylight, 
and I do not want this business talked to death. 
Let us have a vote. 

Mr. LANE. I want it to be understood dis- 
tinctly, that I do not wish to delay a vote; but I 
hope I shall be permitted to give the reason why 
{ shall vote for the amendment offered by the 
Senator. 

Mr. PUGH. My friend from Oregon knows 
that there is no man living to whom I would yield 
sooner than to him, although he did not yield to 
me the other day; but my object is to bring the 
Senate toa vote. I should like io havea vote on 
my proposition. 


bloody proposition of the Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Trumepvxi,] for war to be inaugurated at 
twelve o’clock to-day; I had almost said to-mor- 
row. Therefore, I expect those who are favor of 


| the doctrines of his speech, and of the speech of 


my colleague, will vote tolay all those resolutions 
on the table; and those who are for conciliation 
and peace, in some shape, will vote in the nega- 


I want to know how many ; 
Senators are for peace, and how many adopt the | 


tive. If my friend from Oregon, at the close of 
whatever remarks he may feel it necessary to 
make, will renew my motion, I shall be very 
happy to yield to him. ss 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the 
Senator from Ohio will not withdraw his motion. 

Mr. PUGH. My motion is to lay the joins 
resolution fromthe House of Representatives, and 
all the amendments, on the table, expecting to vote 
against my own motion; and I call for the yeas: 
and nays upon it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [hope the Sen- 
ator will withdraw that motion. We ean get a 


vote. 


Mr. PUGH. | amafraid my friend from Ark- 
ansas is mistaken in that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pox in 
the chair.) Do f understand the Senator from 
Ohio to have withdrawn his motion to lay on the 
table? . 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir; I withdraw it at the 
instance of my friend from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
AntTuony.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then, the 
question is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. i 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LATHAM, (when his name was called. ¥ 
I intend to vote against all amendments that are 
offered to the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the reason given by the Senator 
from Ihinois and the Senator from Kentucky—- 
who voted against his own proposition—not that 
Iam opposed to the proposition of the Senator 
from Kentucky, but because I think it is the best 
way to get at the original proposition. I vote 
“nay, 

Me KENNEDY. Iam instructed by my col- 
league [Mr. Pearce] to say that be has paired 
off on all these questions. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I desire to state that my 
colleague, [Mr. Srxmows,} being quite anwell, 
has gone home, and I think he has paired off; $ 
do not remember with whom. l 

Mr. POWELL. With the Senator from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Brace.] 

The result was then announced—yecas 14, nays 
25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bright, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson 
of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Thomson, and Wigftall—l4. 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Dougias, 
Fessenden, Moot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, King, Latham, Morrill, Riec, Sebastian, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Wilkinson, and Wilson-—25 

So the amendment was rejeeted. 


. Mr. BINGHAM, Now, sir, I offer my amend- 
ment that I offered before, as a distinct proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. PUGH. Fask for the yeasand nays upon 
it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was about to raise a ques- 
tion as to whether the amendment is in order. 
This is a proposition of the House for amending 
the Constitution; and the amendment ae proposes 
is that there is no necessity for amending it. 

Mr. BIGLER, If itisa proposition to destroy 
the sense, then it is not in order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will report the amendment, 

Mr. BIGLER. If itis onan éntireiy different 
subject, and contrary to the sense, it is ruled out 
by parliamentary law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
no recollection of cver having heard the amend- 
ment read, : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let it be read for informa- 
tion. ; 

The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
out all after the word ‘ resolved,” and insert: 

That the provisions of the Constitution are ample for the 
preservation of the Union, andthe protection of ali the ma- 
terial interests of the country; that it needs to be obeyed 
rather than amended ; and that an extrication from our 
present dangers is to be looked for in strenuous efforts to 
preserve the peace, protect the pubiic property, and enforce 
the laws, rather than in new guarantees for particular in- 
terests, compromises for particular diiculties, or eances- 
sions to unreasonable demands. 

Resolved, Thatall attempts to dissolve the present Union, 
or overthrow or abandon the present Constitution, with the 
hope or expectation of constructing a new one, are dan- 
gerous, illusory, and destructive ; that in te opinion of the 
Senate of the United States no such reconstruction is prac- 
ticable; and therefore, to the maintenance of the € 
Union and Constitution should be directed alithe en 
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of all the departments of the Government, and the efforts 
of all good citizens. ~ 

. Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I wish to 
say that this proposition is not new with me. It 
was offered to the original Crittenden proposi- 
tions by the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Crarn;] and it is his proposition. 
The Presiding Officer, the Vice President, decided 
it was in order at that time to offer it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In order to save time, I will 
withdraw the point of order; and let it be decided 
on its merits. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Lask for the yeasand nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
it seems to me at this hour, and also from the 
very serious expression of sentiment we have 
heard around this Chamber—and from no part of 
it so stern and so steadily as from that portion that 
has the power of this Government in its hands, 
from which, or from any member of which, there 
has never yet come the first single, solitary prop- 
osition tending, or designed by innuendo, or which 
by disguise or delusion could be declared to be de- 
signed, to produce reconciliation—that Senators 
should allow us to come toa vote. If I could 
hope that a vote could be had, I should certainly 
be perfectly satisfied; but if I cannot have it, I 
shall believe there is an attempt, on the part of 
those who havé shown distinctly what their con- 
victions are with reference to the national crisis, 
to evade even the Jast small point—that of casting 
one frank, plain, honest vote, to show us where 
weare. [* Question!’’] Isimply ask that we 
may have a vote. I ask no more, . 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I hardly deem it necessary 
that I should take time even to make this expla- 
nation; but, to avoid misrepresentation and mis- 
apprehension, I beg leave to say that L voted for 
these resolutions when they were introduced by 
the Senator from New Hampshire; and, as sep- 
arate and distinct propositions, standing aloof 
from all others, and without any other object or 
effect, I should vote for them again; but I have 
made up my mind to vote, steadil 
in favor of the joint resolution of the [louse of 
Representatives, and I do not choose to have that 
incumbered or interfered with in any way. I 
shall vote, therefore, persistently in the negative 
upon all amendments, and vote in the affirmative 
upon that resolution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr.POWELL. I will state to the Senate that 
on this question, and all other votes to be taken 
during the evening, I have paired off with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Camzron,] who 
has been unavoidably called away. 

The result was then announced—yeas 13, nays 
25; as follows: 


YVEAS-~Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, King, Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson--13. 

NAYS—Messrs, Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bright, 
Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Foster, Gwin, Harlan, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 


Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Se- | 


bastian, Ten Eyck, and Thomson—25. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GRIMES, Lunderstand now, thatin order 
to get a vote upon the proposition submitted by 
the minority of the select committee, to whom 


was referred the propositions of the peace confer- | 
ence, it will be necessary to move itas an amend- | 


ment ora substitute for the proposition now under 
consideration. I therefore make that motion. I 
desire to say, that I do not make it for the pur- 
pose of embarrassing the passage of this resolu- 
tion, but simply to have an expression of the 
Senate upon the subject. [tis in accordance with 
the expressed wish, I believe, of the States of 
Ulinois, New Jersey, and Kentucky, that there 
should be a national convention in which all these 
questions that now agitate the people of the coun- 
try may be taken into consideration. 
conviction that that is the only way in which 
peace will be restored to the country; and for the 
purpose of getting an expression of sentiment 
upon that subject, I move it, expecting, however, 
that it will be rejected, and then I shall vote for 
the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. Larrived atthat conclusion soon 
after the election of Abraham Lincoln to the Pres- 
idency of the United States; and early in this 
session, I offered a resolution to that effect. I 


yand distinctly, | 


Itis my! 


| never could get a vote on it from Senators on the 
| other side of the House. I never could have it 
considered. Itis upon your table now, sir, offeret 
| in the month of December; and when it is giver 
| to me on the eve of Mr. Lincoln’s inauguration, 
| E know very well it is to postpone everything 
else that itis offered. Ido not say to the Senator 
personally, but ina political sense, it is a vague 
contrivance now to bring up that which, for more 
than sixty days, they have refused to consider. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope weshall take a vote, 
and vote it right down; and then go on and take 
up the original propositions. 

Mr. MASON. Let us hear what it is. Ido 
not know what it is. 

The Secretary read the amendment; to strike 
outall after the word ‘ whereas,” in the preamble, 
to the end of the resolution, and insert the follow- 
ing in lieu thereof: 

The Legislatures of the States of Kentucky, New Jer- 
sey, and Illinois have applied to Congress to call a conven- 
tion for proposing amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
the Legislatures of the other States be invited to take the 
subject of sucha convention into consideration, and to ex- 


press their will on that subject to Congress, in pursuance 
of the fifth article of the Constitution. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall vote against this 
proposition without reference to its merits; but I 
am ready to vote for it separately immediately 
after we act on the resolution of the House. 

Mr. WILSON. On this question I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I find, Mr. President, that 
my vote in the negative upon the proposition to 
substitute what are generally called the Critten- 
den resolutions for this onc, isa vote that may 
be subject to misapprehension, unless it is ex- 
plained by the current debate of the evening. I 
will explain that vote, and give my reasons for it, 
although I think they are very apparent. It is 
now past four o’clock in the morning of the 4th 
of March, and it is evident, from obvious causes, 
that it is utterly impossible that any expression 
of preference for any other resolution than éhis 
can now have any effect, or receive even the no- 
tice of the House of Representatives. In taking 
the course which apparently favors the House 
resolution, which has passed that body,and which 
is the only measure now practicable to pass here 
in preference to the resolution offered by my friend 
from Kentucky, I do not mean to be understood 
as voting hostile to his propositions. On the con- 
trary, sir, they embody the sentiments which [ 
entertain in reference to this whole controversy, 
more particularly than any other set of resolutions 
which have been presented to the Scnate during 
|j the pending of this whole controversy. They do, 
in my opinion, cover the whole ground. The 
resolution which we are about to pass,and which 
I believe will pass if kept free from the incum- 
brances of amendments, the effect of adopting 
j which would only be to destroy it, I think falls 
short of its object, and does not cover the ground 


Iam willing should go before the country. I re- 
gard it, to the extent to which it goes, as an 
amendment to the Constitution, covering, at least, 
one ground of difference, and healing up one dif- 
ficulty; and to this extent Iam willing to support 
it, for all that it is worth. Whether 1t should or 
will besatisfactory to the people whom I represent 
here, is a question which [intend to refer to them, 
and not interpose any personal opinion of my 
own, but leave them the right to settle this just 
as they please. Whether Arkansas shall secede 
from the Union or remain within it, I want at 
; least this much done to perfect the terms of the 
Constitution. I shall leave them to determine on 
he measure, as to whether it ought to satisfy them 
or not. If they take those terms of peace, I am 
| satisfied. The question is theirs, not mine. 

I have thought it necessary, Mr. President, to 
say this much, lest my vote might be misunder- 
stood. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I voted for the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio, be- 
cause I thought it was infinitely better than the 
proposition before the Senate, the resolution from 
| the House of Representatives. I thinkit is entirely 
inefficient, and its passage would be entirely use- 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 


in controversy between the different sections of |) 
the Union; but that measure, for what it is worth, | 


less. After what we have ‘heard: ‘to-night, ‘and 
; What we know is the state of the country, it 18. 
| periectly apparent it will be-a deadvletter.on the 
i statite-book, if it passes. Nothing beneficial can 
| result from the passage of the resolution; but-still 
l intend to vote forit.. There is nothing that:can. 
be proposed here, that can by any possibility tend 
to quiet the country, and restore the Union: as it 
existed, that I will not. sustain; but E believe:the 
resolutions that have just been voted down, offéred 
by the Senator from Ohio, thé most effectivernéas- 
ure that has been offered yet. I voted for them 
but I shall vote against the amendment new: pro- 

osed,-and then shall vote for this resolution, 1 

ope the Senator from Illinois will persevere in 
the effort that he intends to. make, to ‘give us a 
vote on the Crittenden resolutions. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and 
Mr. Antony answered to bis name. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 

amendment to offer. » 

Mr. BIGLER. The calling of the ro]l has com- 
menced. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I do not know 
| whether there is an amendment to an amendment 
now pending; if not, I wish to move an amend- 
ment, à 
_ Mr. BIGLER. There is an amendment pend- 
i 


I have an 


ng. . 
Mr. PUGH. I hope the Scnator will let this 
amendment be voted on. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
not wish to obtrude. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I merely wish 
to say one word. 

Mr. BIGLER. Itis out of order. The call 
of the roll has commenced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
heard no response. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce. I should have 
| been through by this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is 
made to the Senator’s proceeding, as being out of 
order. The Secretary informs the Chair that a 
response was made; but, by unanimous consent, 
the Chair will recognize the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. _I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, the Sccretary will proceed with the call. 

Mr. PUGH, (when his name was called.) To 
show the sincerity of my desire for a convention; 
I shall vote, although in very bad company, in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. WILSON. I believe I must'vote in very 
bad company; and i vote with the Senator from 


Of course Tdo 


Ohio. (Laughter.] 
Mr. PUGH. Itis very bad if I have to vote 
with you. 


The result was then announced—yeas 14, nays 
25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
| Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, King, Morrill, Pugh, Sumner, 
Trumbull, Wilkinson, and Wiltson—14. 

i NAYS—Messrs. Authony, Baker, Bigler, Bright, Crit- 
i tenden, Dixon, Douglas, Durkee, Foster, Gwin, Harlan, 
| Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Ken- 

y, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Rice, 8e- 
ian, Ten Eyck, Thomson, and Wade—25. 


‘So the amendment was rejected. 


| 
i 
| 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I beg leave to 
| 
ł 
| 


offer as an amendment, and 1 presume it will be 
i the last, the propositions submitted by the peace 
i| conference. I offer them not with a belief that 
! they will be accepted or sustained atall. should 
| be glad to see even that step taken by the party 
| whoare to have,and who,in point of fact, do have 
_ possession of this Government. I offer them for 
|| the purpose of obtaining a vote upon them. I offer 
| them stating frankly that J shall not vote for them. 
! I offer them with the conviction that there is be- 
| tween the Representatives on the other side of the 
i Chamber, and those on the southern side, an ir- 
| yeconcilable difference; and it ought to be pro- 
| claimed, and it.ought to be made frank and unmis- 
| takable. Loffer it because it evolves truth. There 

is nothing left here to this Senate, on this the last 
night of the session, but this: to declare to the 
American people what is true, in order that they 
may know it, and may prepare themselves to meet 
it; that they may prepare, if they can, to recon- 
i cile it with peace, or to reconcile it to themselves; 
to stand by all the sorrowful consequences that 
|, shall otherwise come. This is the reason why I 
|| present this amendment. I believed when I voted. 


| 
l 
| 
i 
| 


1402 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 2, 


for them that the propositions of the Senator from 
Kentucky were fair, were just to the people of the 


South, and to my own State among that number; 


and it is but honest that I should say now in pre- 
senting this amendment, that I consider these 
propositionsa thousand fathoms beneath the prop- 
ositions of the Senator from Kentucky. 

it is in that condition that I offer this amend- 
ment. I hope Senators will have the courage and 
the nerve, if they have faith in and regard for their 
constituents, to whom they have taught their doc- 
trines heretofore, to adhere to them and stick to 
them now; and while they will vote against this 
amendment, I will stand by them also and vote 
against it, as one pérson who for fourteen years 
has represented his State inone or the other branch 
of this Congress. In saying this, I say it as the 
last act of my political life, and it is one upon 
which I put my faith, and on which I would put 
the last hope I have on earth. I know from the 
bottom of my soul thas I am not averse to the 
continuation and the preservation of the present 
Union of States, which E have always considered 
sanctifies the continent of North America to peace 
and to prosperity forever. I feel from the bottom 
of my heart that whenever it shall be divided, it 
will be given up, from petty causes, and from petty 
irritations and misapprehensions, to the contin- 
genciesof war and the contingencies of blood and 
disaster, which have follawed the divisions and 
separations of every other continent in the whole 
wide world, 

hen, Mr. President, I offer this amendment 

from the conviction that common honesty of pur- 
pose, and the common frankness of men of nerve 
and of honor, will give us one vote to show that 
there is among us an irreconcilable difference, or 
that will give a hope to those who, like the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, it seems to me, can hope 
against hope, that there is something to be done. 
1 cannot believe that anything is gained by this 
resolution, I cannot conceive that the proposi- 
tion of the House gives security to my people. I 
will not stop to comment upon it, and to show 
why it is that Í cannot vote for it. { sincerely 
hope that we may have a vote of the Senate upon 
the amendment | now offer; and 1 call for the yeas 
and nays upon it, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, , 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I wish merely 


to repeatagain, before the yeas and naysare called 


on this amendment, that J shall vote against this, | 


as [have voted against all preceding amendments, 
with the distinct understanding that L am not 
committed for or against any proposition con- 
tained in those amendments, L hope we shall 
vote them all down, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will merely state that when 
we have disposed of this resolution, L hope we 


shall take up the peace conference propositions | 


immediately, and get through with them. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, (when his name was 
called.) f desire to say that, although preferring 
this amendment, L shall vote against it, as } have 
againstali others, in order to pass it as it came to 
us from the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I should itke 
to have made a further explanation; but I will not 
doit. I vote “nay.’’ 

The result was then announced—yeas 3, nays 
34; as follows. 
YEAS— 
NAYS 


s. Poot, Nicholson 


sand Pugh—3, 
akor i 


er, 
on, Duolitile, 
tarkan, Hun- 
Kennedy, 
an, Sum- 
Ten Ey kinson, aud 
W ilson—d: 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILSON. We are about to take the 
question on the resolution as it came from the 
House. The Senator from Hlinois referred in the 
debate to-night to the fact that some of us had 
voted, on the second reading, against giving this 
new constitutional guarantee. I shall vote on the 
third reading as Į did on the second reading, 
against this proposition: and 1 do so from the 
deepest convictions of public daty. For a quar- 
ter of a century, I have read some, and reflected 
much, upon all these questions connected with 
slavery. 


abolish slavery in the States. 1 would not, if the 


Bingham, į 


l never dreamed that the Federal Gov- | 
ernment had the power to interfere with or to j 


| ing States. 


proposition was presented to me, vote to amend 
the Constitution to clothe Congress with that 
power. I would not make the nation responsible 
for slavery. I know that those whom I represent 
entertain the same opinions that I do. Nobody 
has proposed to interfere with slavery in the 
States, or to abolish it by the action of the Fed- 
eral Government. We of the North have been 
misrepresented year after year, in the North and 
in the South, and a portion of our countrymen 
have been made to believe that- we did intend to 
interfere by Federal legislation witli slavery in the 
States. 

Now it is proposed to amend the Constitution 
of our country, in order to disabuse the minds of 
the people from the effects of these misrepresent- 
ations. I cannot give this vote. My conviction 
is deep and profound, that this amendment should 
not be put into the Constitution of Republican 
America. I choose to stand by the Constitution 
as it is, and to show by my future life,as I have 
in the past, that under no possible circumstances 
would I countenance, by the action of the Fed- 
eral Government, any interference with slavery 
in the States. l think that is all the guarantee 
any portion of our countrymen ought to ask of 
us. I say here now, while I vote against this 
proposition, that I would not, under any possi- 
ble or conceivable circumstances, vote to change 
the Constitution of our country, so as to give the 
Federal Government power to interfere with 
slavery in the States, or put the responsibility of 
slavery in the States upon the Federal Govern- 
ment, and upon the people of the non-slavehoid- 
I recognize slavery as a local State 
institution, for which the people of Massachu- 
setts and the nation are not responsible, and I 
would not assume that responsibility; but I can- 
not vote in this age and with our lights, to put 
into the Constitution of this Christian and Dem- 


ocratic Republic, this new guarantee for human | 


slavery. The world will reproach us for this 
seeming concession to the demands of the slave 
perpetuatists. These are my feelings and con- 
victions, and I cannot do otherwise. But while 


| I vote against this constitutional amendment, 1 | 


protest against the idea that, by so doing, 1 would 
vote to so change the Constitution as to give the 
Federal Government power to abolish slavery in 
any State, without the consent of the people of 
that State. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. J desire to say a single 
word, as the Senator from Hlinois referred to our 
vote on the second reading as being evidence that 
we were committed in favor of this proposition. 
In voting for the second reading yesterday, it was 


for the purpose of showing to the Senator from |! 


Illinois, and those who were favorable to this 
proposition, that there was no disposition on our 
part to prevent the Senate coming to a vote on the 
question at the present session. it was suggested 
that it might go to the second reading by unani- 


mous consent; but the yeas and nays were in-} 


sisted upon by the Senator from Illinois and the 


|l Senator from Kentucky ;and in order to put it on 


its second reading, I voted in the affirmative. I 
was upon the committee of thirteen when the 
question was presented in that body, and therc- 
fore I feel called upon to say a single word now. 
At that time, Representatives were here from the 
seceding States, and at that time I joined with 
those who were willing to go for an amendment 
of this kind, if it would be acceptable to our friends 


in the southern States; and if it could be received |: 
as a measure of peace and satisfactory, I was i 
: willing to vote for it then and for that purpose; | 


: but from what I bave learned in the Senate, all 


around me, Lam satisfied now that itis not to be 
regarded by the people of the southern States and 
their Representatives as a thing which satisfies 
them, in relation to the controversy now existing 
in the country. Mr. President, while [hold that 
the very fundamental idea of our Constitution, 
and indeed of our whole system of government, 
would be violated by giving Congressany power 
whatever over the domestic institutions of the 
States; while [hold that Congress has not, and 
never should have, power to interfere with ther 
lations of master and apprentice, master and se 
vant, master and slave, any more than with the 


i relations of husband and wife, within the States, 


I shall still vote against this proposition under 
these circunistarces. 


My honorable friend from Kentucky says Tam | 


| not willing to give it in writing. I bave swornto 
| Support the Constitution of the United States, 
| which ,in express language, reserves to every State 
| complete sovereignty and independence over every 
| subject of legislation, except what is expressly 
delegated to the Federal Government. By the 
Chicago platform, to which reference has been 
made, the men of the party with whom I act have 
pledged their honor, as muchas itis possible that 
men can be pledged, that we have neither the 
right nor the disposition to interfere with the in- 
stitution of slavery, or any other domestic insti- 
tution, within the States; and any forcible attempt 
to interfere with it is expressly denounced in the 
Chicago platform, as “among the gravest of 
crimes.” Although it has been charged, time 
and again, that the Republican party sympathized 
with the attempt of John Brown in his raid upon 
Virginia, such charges have been made without 
the shadow of foundation. The report of the 
Harper’s Ferry investigation committee, of which 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] was 
chairman, demonstrates that. Not one Repub- 
lican, out of fifteen hundred thousand who voted 
for Frémont in 1856, ever knew one word about 
it. Iwasa member of that committee. 

Mr. President, I have some knowledge of the 

feelings of the people in the northern States on 
this subject, both of the Democratic party and 
the Republican party, and I declare to you, the 
representatives of the slave States, that I never 
sawan individual memberofthe Republican party 
whoever claimed the right, or who ever expressed 
he wish, that Congress should have the power to 
: interfere with your domestic institutions, any 
more than they would allow you to interfere with 
our domestic institutions, with our relations of 
husband and wife, or master and apprentice, 
parent and child. I have sworn to support the 
Constitution. The doctrine of State rights, as I 
understand it, reserving to the States sovereign 
| powerovertheir domestic institutions and all their 
| local affairs, is a doctrine which I have cherished 
‘all my life. I believe it,and would cling to it as 
to a part of my religious faith. I would sooner 
yield my life than allow the Federal Government 
to usurp the power to control the domestic insti- 
tutions of the States. This Government would 
be changed in its fundamental idea by having 
| such a power conferred, and it would become a 
consolidated despotism, if any such power be 
usurped—a complete revolution. 
But, Mr. President, I fear that I have been be- 
trayed into saying more than I intended, and I 
shall not detain the Senate at this hour of the ses- 
sion, and do not wish to prevent a direct vote. I 
desire that gentlemen shail have a fair vote, and 
I am willing to meet the responsibility fairly and 
face to face; but 1 felt called upon, from the cir- 
cumstances that have transpired during the ses- 
sion to make this brief explanation. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Although it is a very late 
hour, T trust I may claim the indulgence of Sen- 
l ators for one minute merely, as they are certainly 
; familiar with the fact that I have not trespassed 
on their patience. I wish simply to explain this 
vote. Irise now not to express my opinion either 
for or against this proposed amendment to the 
i Constitution; but I desire only tosay that the Con- 
l stitution provides for Hs amendment; the framers 
| of itcontcmplated the possible necessity of amend- 
: ment; andit has already been amended more than 
ii once, in different ways and at different times. It 
is said that nothing js at the same time invented 
and perfected. This joiut resolution having passed 
the House of Representatives by a two-thirds 
. Vote, and having been sent here for our concur- 
; rence, I do not fecl inclined to prevent the people 
from having an opportunity of expressing their 
opinion on this subject, through their proper 
agents, in a constitutional way, without intending 
now to express, so far as I am concerned, any 
opinion whether the amendment proposed is really 
necessary or not. Sir, 1 am satisfied with the 
Constitution as it is; I ask no change; I vener- 
ate and revere it. But, sir, this Union wasestab- 
lished by the people; this Governmentis the Gov- 
ernment of the people; this broad extended coun- 
try belongs to them, and to them alone. It is 
theirs, and they arc to contro! its destinies for all 
time to come, either for weal or for woe. The 
occasion is a grave one—perhaps nove so grave 
has ever happened in our history before; whether 
for causes real or imaginary, | will not now under- 
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take to say. Ifthe time shall ever come for me to 
act and vote directly on these propositions, I shall 
be ready to take the responsibility. 1, in com- 
mon with every Republican whom EI have heard 
speak on this subject, have declared over and over 
again, in public and iu private, that we were ut- 
terly opposed to any attempt on the part of any 
one to interfere with the domestic institutions of 
the people of this Union within the limits of the 
several States; that we have no business to inter- 
fere with them; and in that point of view, when 
the time comes for me to vote, I shall vote on my 
responsibility. I am willing, under the circum- 
stances of the case, to afford the people of this 
country, acting through their Legislatures, the 
most of which are yet to be elected, an opportu- 
nity of saying what they wish in relation to this 
matter. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to a third read- 
ing. It was read the third time. 

Mr. BIGLER called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the joint resolution; and they were 
ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PUGH, (when his name was called.) I 
regard the resolation of no value whatever; but, 
as some of my friends think otherwise, I vote in 
the affirmative. 

The list of yeas and nays was read, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bright, Crit- 
tenden, Dixon, Douglas, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Harlan, 
Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Latham, Mason, 
Morrill, Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, ‘Pen Eyek, 
and ‘Thomson—24, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Foot, King, Sumner, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, and Wilson—I2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pork in 
the chair.) Fhe yeas are 24, and the nays 12. 
Two thirds of —— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the vote is an-! 
nounced, I desire to call the attention of the Chair 
to the decision he is about to make. The Consti- 
tution.of the United States provides 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I suppose the result is an- 
nounced. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
24, nays 12. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the Chair—as 
in one event I shall appeal from its decision— 
would, perhaps, like to hear a suggestion before 
it decides. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Hlinois will allow the Chair. The Chair 
had proceeded so faras to say that the afirmative 
vote was 24, and the nays 12. 

Mr. BIGLER, What is the Chair to decide. 
Nothing on the face of the earth, ‘he Constitu- 
tion decides the whole question. Í 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
was about to proceed further, and at that point 
the Senator from Illinois addressed the Chair. i 

Mr. BIGLER. Thatis all the Chair had to do. |; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator from Penn- | 
sylvania wishes the Chair to decide, I will appeal |! 
from his decision, Te will gain nothing by it. jį 

Mr. BIGLER, The Chair has nothing to de- 
cide, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Chair has something | 
to decide. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Chair has decided the 
fact. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL., The Constitution of the 
United States declares that— 

, Whenever two thirds of both Houses shall 
ary, shall propose amendments to this Con- 


It is announeed—yeas 


“ Cong 
deen it neces 
stitution. ’* 

The Constitution of the United States also de- 
clares: $ 

“Each House shall be the judge of the clections, re- 
turns, and qualifications of its own members, and a major- 
ity of each shail constitute a quorum.” 

In deciding what is a majority of the House to 
do business, the Senate has, since I have been a 
member of the body, uniformly, I think, required 
a majority of all the members of the Senate to be 
present; which, I believe, is thirty-four. Now, 
the same language is used as to the body of which 
a two-thirds vote is required to pass a constitu- 
tional amendment as is used in regard to the body 
of which it takes a majority to make a quorum. i 
To constitute two thirds of the Senate, how many į 
votes must you have? To constitute a quorum, | 
you must have a majority of the Senate. If tocon- | 


| amined the Journal. 


i from Ohio will pause. 


stitute a quorum of the Senate requires a major- 
ity of all the Senators of the United States, so to 
constitute a two-thirds vote of the Senate, must 
it not require two thirds of all the Senators of the 
United States? FE have stated the questions for 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask that the result be an- 
nounced; and then an appeal may be taken. 

Mr. PUGH. [remember the point which the 
Senator from Illinois makes was made at the first 
session of Congress, on the first ten amendments 
of the Constitution, and was decided against. 
Two thirds of a quorum was then decided to be 
enough; and the Journals of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives show it. 

Mr. DIXON. [I rise to a question of order. I 
inquire of the Chair if this debate is in order. If 
itis not, I object. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask for the announcement 
of the result. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will 
allow the Chair to announce the result on the vote 
again. The yeas are 24, and the nays are 12. The 
Chair announces that two thirds of the Senators 
voting have voted for susiaining the amendment 
to the Constitution. 

Mr. GRIMES. I now move that the Senate 
adjourn until ten o’clock. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Chair has decided 
that the amcndment is carried, I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, on the ground that the con- 
Stitutional majority has not voted for the amend- 
ment; and on that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. I wish the precedent merely; I do not wish 
any debate about it; but I should like to have the 
solemn decision of the Senate that two thirds of a 
quorum has a right to present amendments to the 
Constitution. The Senator from Ohio says it has 
been settled. I should like to have itsettied again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
ask that the rule be read. 

The Secretary read the 44th rule, as follows: 

“ When an amendmentto be proposed to the Constitution 


is under consideration, the concurrence of two thirds of the 
members present shail not be requisite to decide any ques- 


{ don for amendments, or extending to the merits, being short 


of the final question.” 


Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Ilinois asked 
me to repeat my statement. 
- Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir. Isaid that I un- 
derstood the Senator from Ohio to gay that the 


question had been already decided. 
Mr. PUGH. I dosay so. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not wish to deny it, + 


but I said I wished the precedent set, that we 
might have it decided again. 

Mr. PUGH. gf tell the Senator that I have ex- 
li became important about 
four years ago upon the question of overruling | 
one of the veto messages of the President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
Vhe Chair will decide 
(but with some hesitation as to its correctness, 
and with an impression prima facie tae other way) 
on the statement made by the Senator from Ohio, | 


| which he supposes to be a correct statement of | 


the precedent, that two thirds have voted for the 
amendment, and that therefore it is proposed by 


the Senate of the United States, as an amendment |; 


to the Constitution, to be acted on by the States. 

Mr. PUGH. LI had better make my statement 
complete, so that Senators will understand it. It 
appears by the Journal of the Senate, and E think 
also of the House of Representatives—certainly 
by the Journal of the Senate—that when the first 
ten amendments were adopted, it is stated that, 
being concurred in by two thirds of the Senators 
present, they were remitted to the States for rati- 
fication. lt was important for us to examine it 
about four years ago upon the question of over- 
ruling a veto message of the President, and the 
Journals were broughtinand read. Our old Sec- 
retary called my attention to them privately, and 
they were read from the Secretary’s desk, and 
there isno question that the practice has been that, 
in declaring thata majority of the Senate is a quo- 
rum, it means to declare that that is the Senate. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I hope there will be no 
debate; let us take a vote, for we want to take a | 
recess, if there is no other business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senate will sce that 
it takes very few more votes to propose a consti- 
tutional amendment than to enact ordinary legis- 
lation under the rules. Į do not wish to discuss 


it, but merely to:put upon the records of the Sen- 


ate the precedent. Pap Sees aa 
FFICER; » Do: 


The PRESIDING O oT under- 
stand the Senator from Illinois to takean appeal? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; with: the view. 
of getting an expression of the Senate.: -I want 
the yeas and nays on that. Whose: 

The yeas and nays were ordered, ©. dat 

Mr. MASON. I shall vote in the affirmative, 
to sustain the opinion of the Chair; and I shall 
do so reserving to myself the liberty of changing 
that vote at any future day, if I-should -be here, 
on reconsidering the question. © My ‘impression 
of the text of the Constitution is, that it does re- 
quire two thirds of the whole Senate, but there 
seems to be a construction placed by the Senate 
otherwise. The 44th rule of the Senate seems to 
me to have placed a construction on the clause in 
the Constitution. That 44th rule is this: 


«When an amendment to be proposed to the Constitu- 
tion is under consideration, the concurrence of two thirds 
of the members present shall not be requisite to decide any 
question for amendments, or extending to the merits, being 
short of the final question? = 

That would seem to be a construction of the 
rule. : 

The question being taken by yeas. and nays, 
resulted—ycas 33, nay 1; as follows: i 

YEAS--Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Rigler, Bingham, 
Bright, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, 
Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of Vennessec, Kennedy, Latham, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Sumner, T'en 
Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, Wilkiuson, and Wilson—33, 

NAY—Mr. Wade—l. i 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. PUGH. I should like to have this read, 
in order that it may go into the Globe, and make 
an end of this controversy. 

Mr. MASON. I object to it, 

The following is the extract from the Journal 
of the Senate, referred to by Mr. Pueu: 

«WEDNESDAY, September 9, 1789. 

& Resolved, That the Senate do concur in the resolve of 
the House of Representatives on Carticles to be proposed to 
the Jegislaturcs of the States, as amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, with amendments; two 
thirds of the Senators present concurring therein??? 

Mr. DOUGLAS and othersaddressed the Chair. 

e THE SLAVERY QUESTION, 

Mr. MASON [understand I have the floor. 
I ask the Senate now to take up for consideration 
the amendments to the Constitution offered by the 
Senator from Kentucky. | 

Mr. HARLAN. Ihave been putin charge of 
two bills in relation to the public lands; they are 
mere formal matters, and will take but a few 
minutes. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not waive my motion. 

Mr. RICE. The Senator from Iowa will have 
an opportunity hereafter. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- — 


| cration of the joint resolution (S. No, 54) intro- 


duced by Mr. Crrrrenpren, proposing certain 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
question is on theamendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bicier,] to strike out all 
after the word “that,’? and insert a substitute, 
which will be read. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think there is a mistake in 
the joint resolution, The one the Senator from 
Virginia called up was the report of the peace 
conference, I think. 

Mr. MASON. No; the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. i 

The Secretary commenced the reading of Mr. 
BieLer’s amendment. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not kvow the exact con- 
dition of that amendment. What I wanted to 
call up was the proposition presented by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, and which was amended on 
the motion of-his colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Virginia that his recol- 
lection of the condition of the questionis, that the 
proposition was amended by the adoption of the 
resolution offered by the Senatorfrom New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Cuars,] and then that amendment 
was proposed to be amended, on the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, by the matter 
which the clerk is just reading. 

Mr. BIGLER. [recollect very weil the con- 
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dition of the question. ‘I offered an amendment, 
to strike out the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. With the consent of the Sen- 
ate, I will withdraw my amendment. By unan- | 
imousconsent,itmay be withdrawn. [** Agreed!” 
“ Agreed!”?] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn, there being 
no objection. ‘Fhe question then recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BIGLER. Now, by unanimous consent, 
I propose to withdraw the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It it is pro- 
posed that, by unanimous consent, the amend- 
ment be withdrawn. The Chair must statefrankly 
that, after the amendment has been adopted by 
the Senate, he doubts whether it can be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. BIGLER. Tt has not been adopted, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been 
adopted. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
anything, 

Mr. KING. 
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Pennsylvania that the 
Chair’s idea of propriety and regularity in the 
case would be to move a reconsideration. 

Mr. CLARK. A reconsideration was moved 
and carried; and after the reconsideration was 
carried, the Senator from Pennsylvania moved 
hisamendment. The question now stands upon 
the adoption of the amendment which I proposed, 
that having been once reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Iam told that 
the record verifies the statement just made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CLARK. Ihave no doubt of it. 
very distinct in my recollection, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, : 

Mr. BIGLER. TI hope Senators will vote that 
down, because it was understood we were to have | 
a fair vote on the main question. 

Mr. BINGHAM called for the 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CLARK. That there may be no misun- 
derstanding, I ask whether the question now is 
not distinctly on the amendment I moved to the 
Crittenden resolutions, which was once adopted 
and afterwards reconsidered? 

Mr. KING. I should like to hear the amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. MASON. My recollection is that it was 
offered as a substitute. 

Mr. CLARK. It was. 

Mr. KING. I should like to hear the propo- 
sition we are now to vote upon; it has not been 
read. 

The Secretary read the amendment; which is, 
to strike out all after the word ‘ resolved,” and 
insert: 

That the provisions of the Constitution are ample for the 
preservation of the Union, and the protection of all the ma- 
terial interests of the country; that it needs to be obeyed 
rather than amended; and thatan extrication from the pres- 
ent dangers is to be looked for in strenuous efforts to pre- 
serve the peace, protect the public property, and enforce the 
laws, ratherthan in new guarantees for particular interests, 
compromises for particular difficulties, or concessions to 
unreasonable demands, 

Resolved, 'Thatall attempts to dissolve the present Union, | 
or overthrow or abandon the present Constitution, with the 
hope or expectation of conste ig a new one, are dan- 
gerous, illusory, and destructive; that, in the opinion of | 
the Senate of the United States, no such reconstruction is i 
practicable; aud therefore, to the maintenance of the ex- | 
isting Union and Constitution should be directed all the į 
energics of ali the de 
efforts of all good ci 

Mr, CLARK. It might be expected, as L; 
offered that substitute, that I would say something | 
in its support; but, as the session is drawing so 
near a close, though l am prepared, I shali waive | 
the opportunity, and Ict the vote be taken. i 

.Mr. WILSON. We have voted on that sev- | 
eral times, and I suggest that it be withdrawn, | 
and let us vote directly on the resolutions. fi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It cannot be | 
withdrawn, the yeas and nays having been or- |} 
dered. ` i 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. | 

Mr. ANTHONY, (when his name was called.) || 
Withoutany reference to the meritsof this amend- || 


Unanimous consent can do 


You cannot have unanimous con- 


I am 


yeas and nays; 
v 


ZENS. 


tments of the Government, and the jf 


ment, I shall vote against it for the purpose of 
allowing the Senator from Kentucky to obtain a 
vote on his resolution. J vote ‘¢nay.”” | 

Mr. BAKER, (when his name was called.) 
Without reference to the»merits of this amend- 
ment, I shall vote against it, in order to get an 
opportunity to vote against the resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 22; 
as follows: š 

YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Harlan, King, Morrill, Sumner, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilkinson—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bright, 
Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Foster, Gwin, Hunter, John- 
son of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nich- 
olson, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, and Ten Eyck—22. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, 
as amended. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will 
read the amendment made to the resolution as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary read the first amendment; which 
was, on page 3, line fourteen, after the word ‘‘Ter- 
ritory,’’ to insert: 

Now held or hereafter to be acquired. 

The amendment was concurred ia. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I intend to be perfectly 
consistent in my course on this subject. I look 
upon the result of the deliberations of the peace 
congress, as they call it here, as affording the best 
opportunity for a general concurrence among the 
States and among the people. I determined to 
take it in preference to my own proposition, and 
so stated to many of the members of that conven- 
tion. I now propose the propositions agreed to 
by them as a substitute for my own. 

Mr. MASON. I understand from the colleague 
of the honorable Senator that there is another 
amendment of his pending, on which a vote has 
not been taken. The resolution must be perfected 
before the Senator can offer a substitute. 

Mr. POWELL. The amendment I proposed 
about future acquired territory was adopted by 
yeas and nays; but there were three other amend- 
ments that I proposed that have not been voted 


on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there 
is some order to the contrary, the clerk will reat 
the amendments seriatim. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I suppose there will be no 
division called for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
put the question on all the amendments together, 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not know what_the 
amendments are; but I desire to vote for the Crit- 
tenden proposition; not on the Crittenden prop- 
osition as amended by others. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope the amendments will 
be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will 
read the amendments, and the Senate will know 
what they are voting on. 

The Secretary read them, as follows: 


After line forty-six, insert: 

But the African slave trade shall be forever suppressed ; 
and it shaliabe the duty of Congress to make such Jaws as 
shall be necessary and effectual to prevent the migration 
or importation of slaves, or persons owing service or Jabor, 
into the United States from any foreign country, place, or 
jurisdiction whatever. 

Sec. 2. That persons committing crimes against the 
rights of those who hold persons to service or Jabor in one 
State, and fleeing to another, shall be delivered up in the 
same manner as persons cominitting other crimes; and | 
that the laws of the States from which such persons fice j 
shall be the test of criminality. j 

Sec. 3. Congress shall pass efficient laws for the punish 
ment of all persons in any of’ the States who shall in any 
manner aid and abet invasion or insurrection in any other 
State, oc commit any other act tending to disturb the tran- | 
quillity of its people, or government of any otier State. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I came here this morn- | 
ing, without the least expectation of any vote | 
being taken on this proposition of mine. It has | 
never been ina condition before where I was pre- 
pared to offer amendments to it, I had amend- | 
ments which I intended to propose, not intending 
to make material changes, as I supposed, in sub- 
stance and effect, but changing the phraseology, 
particniarly of the first article, in which f propose 
to substitute an amendment, to declare merely that ‘| 
the status of persons held to servitude or labor |! 
under the laws of any State shall continue with |; 
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the laws thus unchanged, as long as the Territory 
remains under a territorial government; and when 
it forms a constitution, to come into the Union as 
a State, to be received with or without slavery. 
All my papers and the amendments which | pre~- 
pared are at my room, not here, That is the con- 
dition of the thing. 

Mr. HUNTER. The resolution stands now 
as several States have instructed for it, and I hope 
we shall have a vote on it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I now move to substi- 
tute the resolutions of the peace convention. I 
have declared that I would do this, that I would 
abandon my own resolution, and take that pro- 
posed by the peace conference. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I call for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair 
understand the Senator from Kentucky to offer, as 
an amendment to the resolution now before the 
Senate, the resolution of the peace conference ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is an amendment, and 
on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to say a word 
in explanation; of course, I shall make no speech 
at this hour. I have examined the propositions 
offered by that convention; they contain, in my 
judgment, every material provision that is con- 
tained in the resolution called the Crittenden res» 
olution. The resolution that I offered contained 
nothing substantial that has not been adopted by 
the convention, except in one particular, and that 
particular is this: they reject so much of the res- 
olution offered by meas embraced future acquired 
territory. They said it was enough to settle in 
regard to the territory we now hold; and they 
have substituted a provision which, I think, ought 
to be perfectly satisfactory, as to acquisition of 
future territory. They say none shall be ac- 

ulred, unless it be by a two-thirds vote of the 
Senate, which two-thirds vote shall include a ma- 
jority of the Senators from the slaveholding States, 
as well as a majority of the Senators from the 
North. That gives ample security to the South; 
it gives ample security to the North. No terri- 
tory can be acquired without the approbation of 
both sections of the Union; and having this in 
their power, they can then make any previous 


| arrangement in regard toslavery that they please, 


before the acquisition of territory, That is the 
way they dispose of future acquisitions. I pre- 
fer it to the disposition made in the resolutions 
which I submitted tothe Senate. 1 therefore offer 
them, and for other reasons: out of deference to 
that great body of men selected on the resolution 
of Virginia, and invited by Virginia herself. The 
body having met, and being composed of such 
men, and a majority of that convention concur- 
ring in these resolutions, I think they come tous 
with a sanction entitling them to consideration; 
therefore J have moved.them. 


Mr.GWIN. I hope the substitute will not be 
adopted. The very reason the Senator has given 


in favor of it, with reference to the acquisition of 
future territory, I think should be the cause of its 
being voted down. Lam sureSenators from north- 
ern States shouid not vote for such an amendment 


; as this; because the first acquisition, if we get any 
atall, will be the very kind of acquisition that the 


northern States want. It is well known that if 
we had had the same counsels in 1854 that we 
had in 1803, we should have acquired the whole 
Russian Pacific territory to Behring straits. If 
Thomas Jefferson had been President, we should 
have got the whole of the Pacific possessions of 
Russia, as we got Louisiana from France, on the 
same principle; and I believe the first acquisition 
of territory we shall get will be the Russian pos- 
sessions to Behring straits. I hope this amend- 
ment of the Constitution will not be voted for by 
those who are in favor of acquiring territory, 
especially which will give us such important ad- 
vantages on the Pacific ocean. Iam utterly op- 
posed to restricting all acquisition hereafter ; 
especially on the Pacific coast of the United States, 
both north and south. I hope this amendment 
will be voted down. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 was excecdingly anxious 
to get a separate and distinct vote, first on the 
peace conference proposition, and then on the 
Crittenden proposition, as perfected by the Sena- 
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tor from Kentucky. I have. announced several 
times, to-night, that that was my purpose; but 
after what the Senator from Kentuciry has said 
about his obligations to the peace conference, to 
give priority to their proposition, I must follow 
him, although I should be delighted if we could 
make arrangements for separate votes. I prefer 
his perfected amendment to the peace conference 
proposition; but still, I cannot separate from him 
on this question, when he thinks he is bound to 
bring It forward. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the 
_ amendment, 

Mr. NICHOLSON, (when his name was 
called.) I greatly prefer the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, because it is unequivocal, 
unambiguous in its language,and embraces future, || 
as well as present, territory; but Lam willing, if 
that cannot be got, to vote for the other; and Ido 
not concur in the criticisms that have been made 
on it to the full extent, though there are features || 


in it to which I very much object. I shall, there- 
fore, vote ** nay” on this proposition. 

Mr. POWELL. As I have before announced, 
I have paired with the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. Cameron.] If I were not paired, 1 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GWIN. He-would vote with you, if he 
were here. ; 
Mr, POWELL. 1 cannot tell; he is not here. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 28, | 
as follows: i] 


YEAS—Messrs. Crittenden, Douglas, Harlan, Johnson || 
of Tennessee, Kennedy, Morrill, and Thomson—7. { 

NAYS—Messers. Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, Bright, Chan- 
adler, Clark, Dixon, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, 
Hunter, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, 
Rice, Sebastian, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wigfall, Wilkinson, and Wilson—2s, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Thejoint resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading. 

Mr. WILSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PUGH. The question now is on the third 
reading. Let us take the yeas and nays on the 
final passage. | 

Mr. WILSON. Let us have them now. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. ‘There were several 
amendments that 1 wanted to make to my resolu- | 
tion. I had drawn them up, but my papers are 
all at home. 

Mr. HUNTER, It would not be in order now 
to move an amendment. We have just voted on 
a motion to strike out, which would leave all the |I 
matter in. l 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not understand 
this, at all. I have stated one amendment that 1 
desired to make. Į was satisfied, from the dis- 
cussions I heard here, and from the appeals made 
to me by correspondents, that it was very injuri- 
ous to the success of these resolutions to retain 
the provision in relation to future acquired terri- |: 
tory. I do not know whether it will be in my ; 
power now to move to strike that out. I would | 
desire to do it. | 

Mr. HUNTER. We have just voted to keep | 
it in; and of course the Senator cannot move to | 
strike it out now. i Sj 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, sir, I only want | 
to state my purpose. I am taken by utier sur- | 
prise by this vote, which I did not expect; and I | 
did not come with the amendment that I bad pre- | 
pared myscif. 1 will vote for it, to be sure, with | 

| 
t 
| 
$ 
{ 
i 


all its imperfection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poxx in | 
the chair.) The Senator from Massachusetts has 
distinctly made the question on the third reading | 
of the joint resolution; and on that question the 
yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. WILSON. I withdraw the call. 

Mr. LATHAM. Iwish to make an inquiry: 
whether the Senator from Kentucky cannot move |: 
to amend the resolution by striking out that por- | 
tion which relates to future acquired territory? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I was told Í could not ; 
do it. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It cannot now | 
be done. | 

Mr. LATHAM. 
is all I have to say. 

The joint resolution was read the third time. | 
Mr. BIGLER. I call for the yeas and nays on |; 

| 
f 


I am very sorry forit; that | 


the passage of the joint resolution. 
The ycas and nays were ordered. , 
The Secretary proceeded to eall the roli. 


! to which I have referred once or twice this even- 


| rid of these bounties, and T trust that the Senate 


Mr. POWELL. If I were not paired off on 
this question, 1 would vote“ yea.’’ I ampaired 
off with the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
CameERon.] ; 

Mr. RICE, Ican hardly hope that this joint 
resolution will be adopted; but still, being will- 
ing to contribute anything to promote the peace 
of the country, I vote ‘* yea.” 

The result was then announced—yeas 19, nays: 
20; as follows: . i 

KEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Crittenden, 
Douglas, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polik, Pugh, Rice, Se- 
bastian, Thomson, and Wigfall—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, Olark, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Harlan, King, Morrill, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—20. 

So the joint resolution was rejected. 

COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. PUGH. I desire to call up the resolution 


ifg, which was displaced by other business, and 
to which, I believe, the Senator from Iowa {Mr. 
Grimes] has withdrawn his objection. It was 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Foster] the other morning. Itis the last act of 
grace to our own employés. It will pass without 
debate. I move to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on taking up the resolution indicated by the 
Senator from Ohio. a 

Mr. WILSON. The understanding was that 
we should have a distinct and separate vote on the 
propositions of the peace conference. 

Several Senarons. We have had a vote on 
that. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, to take 
up the resolution indicated by him in regard to 
the committee clerks. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I trust we shall not take 
up that resolution. We have refused this pay- 
ment to these clerks two or three times; and at 
the last day of the session in comes a proposition 
to pay a gratuity to the clerks of the committees, 
Now, sir, we had a committee raised for the pur- 
pose of settling these things and in order to get 


willdo nosuch thing. I understand this isa res- 
olution that is now sought to be called up at the | 
last day in order to pay a bounty to certain em- 

loyés. Why, sir, I know that some committees 
have clerks and pay them six dollars a day, and 
the committees have not met a dozen times—no, 
sir, not three times, this winter. I hope the res- 
olution will not be taken up. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is wrong in point 
of fact as well as reasoning; but I hope there will 
not be any debate about it. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. WADE. What is the joint resolution ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary 
will read it. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the clerks of the standing committees; 
except those of Finance, Claims, and Printing, shall re- 
ceive the usual compensation for sixty days after the ad- 
journment of the Senate. 

Mr. FOSTER. [offered that resolutn some 
three or four days ago; and it is not, as gentlemen 
seem to think itis, paying any extra allowance to 
the clerks. It is in concurrence with the last 
report of acommittee of this body, which was ap- 
pointed in the year 1857. They revised the whole 
matter, and they recommended that proposition 
distinctly in regard to our treatment of the clerks | 
at the short session—that is, to pay thema given | 
sum for the long session, or to pay them given | 
sums, each sesston, per day, and at the short ses- | 
sion to pay sixty days in addition to the length 
of the session. That was the proposition of the 
committee, of which the Senator from Louisiana | 
(Mr. Bengamin] was the chairman. It received | 
avery full examination by that committee. It 
was assented to, I believe, by the Senate without 
any dissension. Jam not aware that it was op- | 
posed at all. This resolution is drawn in con- | 
formity with the report, and,as I believe, in con- 
formity with the action of the Senate every session 
since that time. It is not, therefore, any extra 
allowance. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Con- | 


necticut is entirely mistaken. Such a resolution 


| lect we had the subj 


allowing sixty days’ pay did not pass. f recol- 


ject under consideration, and 
refused. to agree to it. : Rech ohias 
Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman is mistake in 
| supposing that { said it did pass. I said'the Sen: 
ator from Louisiana made the report, andit was 
i assentedto, I believe, on all sides:of the Chami 
ber. That is my belief. , ; 
` Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator js mistaken 
in supposing itis-a usual allowance. ‘There: has’ 
been no such allowance made since the rules have 
been revised, according to my recollection, 
Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Connecti- 
cut is correct? : i 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Since the rules have been 
revised ? eei 
Mr. BRIGHT. Yes, sir. Jt is according to 
the usage and practice of the Senate for the last 
three years. ` AAA 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I know, if it passed at all, 
it passed at a time like this, in the -hurry of busi- 
| ness, when the Senate was paying no attention 
toit. I know it was repeatedly voted down. I 
hope the resolution will not be taken up. I move 
to take a recess until ten o’¢lock. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that it has been taken up. 
i Mr. BIGLER. It was taken up the other 


ay. P 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I apprehend it has not 
been taken up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that it was read a second time to-day,.as the 
Chair is informed by the elerk, and ‘therefore, if 
objected to, cannot be considered.. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
informs the Chair that it has been read a second 


| time. 


Mr. PUGH. It does not require to be read 
three times, 

Mr. BIGLER. 
ing at all. f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair waa 
under the impression that the rule in regard to 
money to be paid out of the contingent fund of 

the Senate would apply to it. 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir; such a resolution has 
been passed without auy third reading ‘several 
times since I have been in the Senate. Itrequires 
no reading at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | I insist that. the resolu- 
tion has not been taken up, unless the Chair is 
quite positive that it has. He was about to. put 
the question, and I called the attention of- the 
Chair and was recognized before it was put. I 
call for the yeas and nays on taking up the reso- 
lution, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Uhinois that when the 
Senator from Illinois addressed the Chair and the 
Chair recognized him, the Chair was in the act 
of taking a vote on the question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, On taking it up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir; not 
on taking it up. 

Mr. KING. 
upon it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The resolution has been taken 
up, and the question is on its passage. 

Mr. KING. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
recollection of the Chair. : 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Then, if it is insisted on, 

I move to postpone the resolution indefinitely; 

and on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. THOMSON. Why cal for the yeas and 
nays? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I want to see who is here. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, King, Mason, Morrill, 
Polk, Sumner, Fen Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—18. : ; 

NA¥S—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bright, Crittenden, 
Dixou, Douglas, Foster, Gwin, Harlan, Jobnson of Ten- 
nessee, Kennedy, Lane, Nicholson, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, 
and Wigtall—17. 


So the motion to postpone the resolution in- 


It does not require any read- 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


| definitely was agreed to. 


RECESS. 


Mr. WADE. I move to take a recess until 
eleven o’clock. 


Mr. PUGH. 


i objèct to any recess. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. it is moved that 
the Senate take a recess until eleven o’clock. 

Mr. PUGH. | object to any alteration of the 
rules, ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest to the Senator 
from Ohio to name ten o’clock, so that we may 
have some charice to take up private bills. 

Mr. WADE. At the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor, i modify it, and say ten o'clock. 

Mr. GWIN. [ hope the Senate will allow me 
to take up-a Senate bill which has been returned 
from the House with amendments. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We can take it up at ten 
o'clock. 

Mr. GWIN. i hope the Senate will agree to 
aci on some amendments that have been made in 
the House to Senate bill No. 303. They can be 
acted on in a moment. There is no objection to 
them. The President will not sign the bill if it 
is not taken up and passed now. 

Mr. RICE. I rise to a privileged question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator will 
please state it. . 

Mr. RICE. Will not an objection prevent the 
motion for a recess being considered ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For what reason? 

Mr. RICE, Is any motion in order, except to 
adjourn, if objection is interposed ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RICK. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the motion is 
in order. 

Mr. RICE. 
consideraticu of a motion to take a recess? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not think an objection will prevent its considera- | 
tion. 


Mr. PUGH. Ithas been decided many times 


since I have been in the Senate, and I do notlike į 


to sce the rules changed at the last hour, that a 
motion for a recess was not in order, because it 
requires « change of the standing rales of the 
Senate. Ii has never been entertained, to my 


knowledge, heretofore, without the unanimous |! 


consent of ihe Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
be good enough to indicate the ruie of the Senate 
which it viclates ? 

Mr. PUGH. There is no rule of the Senate 
providing for anything of the sort; and in every 
case that Í have known of—in oue instance on a 
motion of the Senator from Mississippi, who has 
seeeded—we were in the act of suspending the 
rules of the Senate when the motion cut us off. 
There is no rule to suspend, and it requires unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 desire to make a sugges- 
tion, fdo not know that itis good authority, 
bat I interposed a single objection about sixteen 
times, lastnight, and stopped a recess on my own 
mouon; and, whether it was within the rufes or 
vot, d did it. L think TP objected about sixteen 
times, and [ stopped it ona single objection every 
time, and I supposed T was within the rules; but 
if f was not, L beg pardon of the Senate 

Mr. FOOT. J do not vise to debate this ques- 
tion of order, bat to state, what is known to all 
Senators, that the duty is imposed on the officers 
of the Senate—the Sergcant-at-Arnis and others— 
to place the Senate in readiness, by twelve o’clock 
to-day, for the reception of the members of the 


Fouse of Representatives, the Supreme Court of | 
the United Statos, the diplomatic corps, and others | 


who are to be admitted upon the floor, under the 
programme for the oceasion; and at least two or 
three hours, fam informed by the officers, will 
be required to pat the Senate Chamber in the ne- 
cessary readiness; and therefore I hope the mo- 
tion for a recess will prevail. 

Mr. PUGH. I hope the question of order will 
be decided first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio asks that the question of order may be de- 
cided. The Chair knows of no rule of the Sen- 
ate which makes it out of order to take a recess. 
If any Senator will be kind enough to indicate the 
rule, the Chair will consider it; but it oceurs to 


him, it is certainly in order to move to take a | 


recess, 

Mr. CLARK. I desi 
are one or two little matters | on the desk that , 
ought to be attended to before we take a recess. | 
They might be disposed of, and then we might 
have a recess, and not impede public business. | 


to say that there 
tter 


Will not an objection prevent the | 


There is, for instance, lying on your table, sir, a 
bill to incerporate the Metropolitan Gas Light 
Company, pending on-a motion to reconsider, the 
passage of which will be endangered uniess it is 
disposed of now. If we dispose of two or three 
things of that sort, we might have a recess. 

Mr. WADE. IfI could be assured that, after 
those things are disposed of, we should take a 
recess, I should be willing to withdraw it. 

7The VICE PRESIDENT. If it be the pleas- 

ure of the Senate that the motion be informally 
withdrawn, there are two or three matters that 
ought to be disposed of; and if the Senate will 
allow it, the Chair wili do it now. 

Several Senwarors. Certainly. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
i The VICEPRESIDENT laid before the Senate 


a report of the Secretary of the Navy, in answer 
to a resolution of the Senate relative to the pay 
of master workmen at the navy-yards; which, on 
motion of Mr. Harr, was ordered to lie on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of State, communicating statements of 
| the number and designation of passengers arriv- 
ing in the United States during the year 1860; 
which, on motion of Mr. Gwin, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 


GUANO DISCOVERIES. 


i Mr. GWIN. [hope the Senate will now take 
up Senate bill No. 303, merely to agree toamend- 
| ments of the House. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there unanimous 
consent to take up the Senate bill indicated, which 
has passed the Hlouse with certain amendments? 

Mr. LATHAM. Let us hear what it is first. 

The Secretary read the amendments of the 
| House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 303) 
supplementary to the act entitled “ An act to au- 
| thorize protection to be given to the citizens of 
| the United States who may discover deposits of 
guano,” approved August 18, 1856; which areas 
follows: 

Page 1, in dine eight, between the words “and” and “no- 
| Ufleation,”? insert the words “ certificate of, ? 

Page 2, line two, strike out the word “ one,” and insert 
the word * two.” Line twenty-three, after the word “ the,” 
| insert * vested and existing.” Line twenty-four, strike out 

the words ‘ now litigating in the courts.” 
age 3, line twenty-two, after the word “ guano,” insert 
lich the owner or consignee may cause the same to 
be placed.” 

Page 4, line five, after the werd “ part,” insert “or who 
shall knowingly offer for sale any box, barrel, sack, pack- 
age, or other vessel whatever, as above marked, cither 
| empty or containing other than imported guano, or other 
than that being therein when so marked, orother than that 
examined and analyzed, as herciubefore directed? 


Mr. GWIN. These amendments are merely 
restrictive, and in favor of the United States. J 
hope they will be concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
i; to the present consideration of the amendments? 

Mr. BIGLER. J object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then they cannot 
be considered. 

Mr. GWIN. There can be no objection to con- 
curring in the amendments, 

The VgCE PRESIDENT. There is a motion 
before the Senate to take a recess untilteno’clock, 


consent. 
PUGET SOUND AGRICULTURAL COMPANY. 


li Ño. 980) for the adjustment of the claims of the 
i! Puget Sound Agricultural Company, under the 
treaty of 1846, with Great Britain. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent, as there is a motion already before 
the Senate 

Mr. LANE. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. WADE. My motion is not withdrawn. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis before the Sen- 
| ate; and if the Senator insists on it, the Chair will 
| put it. Is there objection to the request of the 
| Senator from Oregon? 

1 Mr. KING. Yes, sir. i 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the bill can- | 
| not be considered; and the question is on the mo- | 


i 


tion to take a recess. | 
BLEUMONT COLLEGE. i 


Mr. HARLAN. [ask unanimous consent of | 
he Senate to take up House bill No. 203, to en- | 


itl 


fand the present proceedings are by unanimous | 


Mr. LANE, I move to take up the bill (H. R. | 


! olution in her behalf some time 


able the trustees of the Bleumont College to pre- 
empt a certain quarter. séction of land, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. WADE. Iinsist on my motion. Let us 
try if we cannot geta recess, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Chair 
will hear no request if the Senator from Ohio in- 
sists on his motion, forit is equivalent to a stand- 
ing objection. The question is: “ Will the Sen- 
ate take a recess until ten o'clock?” 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, wë have 
sat here all night; and I presume 1 shall. feel 
the consequence of it as much as anybody; but 
we shall do no business, unless we do it now. 
There are two or three little things that I want to 
be accomplished before I leave; and in which I 
feel | have been a little to blame for inattention 
heretofore, because I have been very much en- 
gaged in the great affairs which we were just 
now discussing. I hope we shall take no recess; 
but let us finish the work we have so well 
begun, 

Mr. WADE. Well, I will give’ way for the 
Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Now, the Senator 
from Kentucky can make his motion. 

JEAN A. B. DAUTERIVE, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
been under all sort of obligations to a valued ac- 
quaintance and friend of mine, belonging to the 
other House, to take a vote upon the bill (H. R. 
No. 582) for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentativesof Jean A.B. Dauterive. I have noth- 
ing to say about it. I have said all I desire to say 
on the subject, and I only ask that a vote may 
now be taken. The bill has passed the House of 
Representatives, has been several times before the 
Senate, and has been sufficiently discussed. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to say this: I should 
be exceedingly glad to gratify the Senator from 
Kentucky, who is sbout to leave us, but the bill 
cannot pass without debate. I have been at the 
trouble of making a plan, or sketch, as well as I 
was able, from the report in that case and the bill 
itself, and I am satisfied the bill ought not to pass 
without examination. Upon a mere presentation 
of the plan, the Senate will see it is almost another 
Toumas grant. It proposes to grant an immense 
quantity of land, of which there is no survey,and 
no account. It may be two handred thousand 
acres; it may be three hundred thousand acres; it 
may be five hundred thousand acres, of which the 
United States may have disposed of one hundred 
and forty thousand or one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand acres, for which they now propose to issue 
scrip. Iam satisfied Senators would not pass the 
bill unless it was carefully examined. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN.” | have been informed 
that there would be no opposition to the bill atali, 
probably, and askcd to take it up with that view. 
When gentlemen say that it must be discussed, 
it is equivalent to saying it cannot be passcd, J] 
should be content to take a vote upon it as it is. 
I have endeavored to explain it heretofore. That 
is probably forgotten. {am willing now to run 
the risk, without further explanation, of having 
the vote on the bill. 

The question being put, the Senate refused to 
take up the bill; there being on a division—aycs 
eleven, noes not counted. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Now, ifitis in order, I desire 
to submit a motion, 

Mr. WADE. Have I lost my motion for a 
recess? f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has. 
The Senator from Indiana is on the floor. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the Senate pro- 
cced to the consideration of executive business. 
[* Oh, no.”] LE fcel it my duty to make the mo- 
tion. I cannot do less. However, I will yield 
to the Senator from Kentucky. 


ELEAZER A. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have another little 


thing with which I wish to trouble the Senate. I 
have charge of the case ofa widow with four orphan 
children, an unfortunate woman wh busband 
was killed while in our service. 1 offered a res- 
>, and, on Mmo- 
uon of the Senator from Lowa, [Mr. Grimes, ] the 
blank was filled with the sum of $400. e is 
a poor, sickly, emaciated woman, left destitute, 


are 


ol! 
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with four small orphan children. We have done 
this same thing exactly in-other cases by appro- 
priation out of the contingent fand. Task that 
that resolution may be now taken up. I will not 
debate it. I hope we shall pass it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate to the widow of Eleazer A. Richardson, a 
mechanic, who was killed while in the employmentof the 
United States by the falling of a derrick from the dome of 
tiie Cupitol, the sum of $400. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. J move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and on that motion I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GWIN. f was requested by the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Baker] to pair off with him 
on this question; otherwise I should vote ** yea.”’ 

Mr. POWELL. Ihave paired off with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Camerow.] 

The result was then announced—yeas 16, nays 
20, as follows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bright, Crittenden, Douglas, 
Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, Sebastian, Thomson, and 
Wigtnll-—16. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster,Grimes, 
Harlan, King, Morrill, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—20. 

So the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business was not agreed to. 


JANE W. WKEE. 


Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate now 
take up House bill No. 740. 

Several Senarons. Let us take a recess. 

Mr. POWELL. It willtake but a few moments 
to dispose of this bill. I appeal to Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber to allow me to take 
it up. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allof us have bills in the 
same condition. 

Mr. POWELL. I will state that this is a bill 
to grant a pension to the widow of a colonel who 
lost his life at the battle of Buena Vista—Colonel 
McKee. This lady is very poor, and has six 
children. 

Mr.GRIMES. Sheis already receiving a pen- 
sion of thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. POWELL. Senators on that side of the 
Chamber have indicated by their votes and their 
policy that none of the land that the valor of that 
man helped to acquire should go to the people of 
the slave States; and [do hope they will give a 
little something to support this poor widow and 
her children, I hope the bill will be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky to 
take up the bill (H. R. No. 740) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane W. McKee, widow of 
Colonel William R. McKee, of the second regi- 
ment of Kentucky volunteers. 

Mr. GRIMES. Lhave no earthly objection to 
accommodate the Senator from Kentucky; but I 
desire simply to say that this widow, the widow 
of a very gallant and meritorious officer, is al- 
ready drawing a pension of thirty dollars a month. 
By a very large vote, the other day, the Senate 
decided that, in cases of this kind, that is, to the 
widows of colonels in the Army, there should be 
only thirty doilars a month allowed. 

Mr. POWELL. I know there are on ourstat- 
ute-book as many as six persons getting pensions 
of this amount; and I do think, if there ever was 
acasc when the pension ought to be enlarged, it 
is this. T hope the Senate will take up the bill 
and pass it. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I move that the Senate || 
recess until ten o’clock. ! 
Mr. POWELL. Let the bill be taken up. TI 
will not say a word on it, but let the vote be 


taken, 


r. CHANDLER. I make the metion fora |: 


Mr. POWELL. Thope the Senator will with- 
draw it. Let us take the bill up, and Senators 


i ten o’clock. 


} 

| 

i 

1 

i 

| 

f 

i 
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can then vote it down, if they choose. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I insist on my motion for 
a recess until ten o’cluck. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. it is theimpres- 
sion of the Chair that that motion is not of such 
a privileged character as to take precedence. It 
is a motion for a recess, not an adjournment. 

The question being put-on the motion of Mr. | 
PowELL, it was not agreed to, there being on a | 
division—ayes fifteen, noes not counted. : 

RECESS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now renew my motion, 
that the Senate take a recess until ten o’clock. 

Mr. PUGH. Task for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary concluded the calling of the roll, 
with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Bright, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, Kennedy, King, Latham, Morrill, Nicholson, Sebas- 
tian, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Crittenden, Lane, and Rice—3, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If Senators have 
not voted, now is the time to vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. GRIMES. The 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. Puan] has not voted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A pair will not 
hold a Senator on the question of a recess. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 understand a quorum 
is not necessary on the question of recess ora 
question of adjournment. It has not been con- 
straed so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be unan- 
imous consent, the call for the yeas and nays may 
be withdrawn, and the Chair will put the ques- - 
tion, 

Mr. PUGH. TI object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I insist on the Sen- 
ator from Ohio voting. While he is acting here | 
as a Senator, | insist that the rule shall be enforced 
requiring every Senator to vote. 

Mr. BRIGHT. This question of a recess is | 
tantamount to an adjournment, il 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We cannot adjourn. 
There are some important bills not signed by the | 
Presiding Officer of either House; and we shall , 
have to vote against adjournment, and sit until | 
ten o’clock arrives. It is impossible to adjourn, 
and leave business in its present condition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that there are several Senators present who 
have not voted. 

Mr. GRIMES. I hope the Chair will call their 
names, that the country may know who they are 
that endeavor to hinder the public business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, (to the Secretary.) | 
Call the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Puen.) 

The Sceretary called Mr. Pucu’s name, who 
refused to answer. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I believe the rule of the 
Senate requires every Senator present to vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Task that the rule may | 
be read; and that it may be known distinctly that | 
Senators sit here and refuse to comply with the 
rules. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be directed to request the attendance of | 
absent Senators. That is the quickest way to 
dispose of this question. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will |! 


| 
read the rule on the subject. 


The Secretary read, as follows: -l 


+ { 
«1§. When the yeas and nays shall be called for by one | 
fifth of the members present, each member called upon 


shall, unless for special reason be be exeused by the Senate, || 
declare openly, and without debate, his assent or dissent H 


to the question.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thatis the rule of | 
the Senate. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Ohio | 
has now left the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Perhaps, as the | 
Senator from Ohio has left, there will be no ob- | 
ecti 
: Mr. DOOLITTLE. fT hope unanimous consent 
wiil be given. 

The ViCH PRESIDENT. By unanimous | 
consent, the call for the yeas and nays may be i 
withdrawn. The Chair hears no objection. The i 

| 


question is on the motion to take a recess until 


T li 


1e motion was agreed to. 


H 
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The Senate reassembled at tèn o'clock; a.m; 


[Monday, Mareh Alo Ns 

METROPOLITAN GAS. COMPANY. 0. og, 
_ Mr. CLARK. I move to take up the bill (HE: 
R. No. 522) 4o incorporate the Metropolitan Gas 
Light Company; upon which there has been 
motion for reconsideration, for the purpose of 
disposing of that motion. 1 hope the vote by: 
which the bill was passed will not be reconsidered. 

Mr. BRIGHT. -I shal not resist the motion 
to take up the bill, provided the Senator will say 
that he will consent to reconsiderit‘in such a way 
that it may be amended.. I have three ot four 
amendments, two of which I deem very import- 
ant, and I shall object to the passage of the bill, 
unless those amendments can be incorporated in 
it. I shall not object to taking up the bill, provided 
the Senator will consent tothe reconsideration of 
the vote passing the bill, and open it for amend~ 
ments. as 

Mr, CLARK. Of course I cannot give my as- 
sent to the passage of those amendments. I.de- 
sire that the bill shall come up, and the motion be 
tried by the Senate, and let the Senate say whether 
they will reconsider the vote by which: the bil} 
was passed, or not. > ‘ 

Mr. BRIGHT, It is impossible to. take a vote 
now. There is no quorum. 

Mr. CLARK. We can try. : 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 shall ask for the yeas anẹ 
nays on the motion, of course. ; 

Mr. CLARK.. I have no objection, : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
taking up the bill, i 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iask for the ycas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Thereisno quorum 

resent, 
P REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BIGLER. Perhaps there will be unan- 
imous consent to enable me to'make a report to 
discharge a committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be noob- 
jection, the report will be received. 

Mr. BIGLER, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, to whom was referred 
the petition of Samuel F. B. Morse, for an exten- 
sion of his patent for the électro-magnetic tele- 
graph, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 575) to extend a patent heretofore granted 
to Samuel F. B. Morse; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. : 


He also, from the same committee, rom 
was referred the petition of John G. Mi ray- 
ing for an extension of this patent, asked to be 


discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Solomon Whipple, 
praying for an extension of his patent for a ma- 
chine for cutting files, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of a committee ap- 
pointed by certain employés ofthe Patent Office, 
praying compensation for their services from 
April 1, 1869, at the rate fixed by law, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Samuel Colt, praying 
for an extension of his patent for an improvement 
in firearms, asked to be discharged from its. far- 
ther consideration; which was agrecd to. 

On motion of Mr. KING, it was 


Militia be discharged from the further consideration of alt 
subjects referred to that committee, and not reported on. 
PIERCE AND BACON, 
Mr. PEARCE. 


T ask unanimous consent to 


i 
F 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i : oe z 
il Ordered, That the Committee on Military. Affairs and 
a 
i 


bay toe wit Bey dieca, i on Finance, to whom was referred the petition of 


Resolved, That the petition of Pierce & Bacon be re- 
ferred to the Attorney General, and that he be requested to 
inquire into the facts aud the Jaw of the case, and report 
his opinion to the Senate at its next session. 

The resolution was adopted; and the report 
was ordered to be printed, 
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PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, it was | 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the papers 
_ in relation to claims of citizens of Texas to indemnity for 
depredations by the Indians. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I should like te inquire the 
result of the last vote on the yeas and’ nays? 

The VICE PRESIDENT... The result has not 
ye been announced by the Chair. It will now 

e announced, 
The list of yeasand nays was read, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Clark, Clingman, Doo- 
little, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Grimes, Harlan, Hemp- 
hill, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy,King, Lane, Latham, 
Morrill, Nicholson, Pearce, Powell, Rice, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg and Polk—2. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is not a 
quorum voting. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 

resent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is not a 
quorum present. ; 

Mr. GRIMES. We scem to be unanimous 
about this thing. Why can we not withdraw the 
call for the yeas and naysand take up the bill by 
unanimous consent, and let the Senator from In- 
diana propose his amendments? 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 will do that, provided the 
Senator from New Hampshire will consent to one 
single amendment of the four which I have pre- 
pared. 

Mr. CLARK. I cannot. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
Siates, by Mr. 
announced that the President had approved and 
signed, this day,an act (S. No. 11) to provide far 
the payment of expense 
tories of Washington and Oregon in the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities thercin in the years 
1855 and 1856. : 


D. H. BRUSH AND OTITERS. 


Mr. SIMMONS. There is a joint resolution 
on the table that 1 suppose can be passed by unan- 
imous consent, to correct some clerical errors in 
the tariff bill passed the other day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No action can be 
taken at present, because there is not a quorum 
present. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Everybody will agree to 
this; and I expect there is a quorum here now. 

Mr, HARLAN. ask unanimous consent to 
maketa:report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Several Senators 
have entered the Chamber since the result of the 
vote was announced, and there may be a quorum 
present.: If the question is no longer raised, the 
Chair will assume that a quorum is present, and 
will receive the report of the Senator from lowa. 

Mr. HARLAN. The Committee on Public | 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (ET. R, No. | 
975) for the confirmation of the title to the Saline 
lands in Jackson county, State of Illinois, to D. 
H. Brushand others, reportitback withoutamend- 
ment, and recommend its passage. 1 ask for its 
consideration now. 


I think there is a quorum 


By unanimous consent, the bill was considered i; 


as in Committee of the Whole, reported to the 


Senate, ordered to a third reading, read the third | 


time, and passed. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the [House of Representatives, 


by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills 


|! California, for the years 1850 and 1851, as was 


Gu ossprenner, his Secretary, || 


s incurred by the Terri. A bill (H. R. No. 895) making 


A bill (S. No. 565) for the relief of Lewis War- 
rington, paymaster United States Navy; 

A bill (S. No. 567) granting to the States of 
Minnesota and Oregon certain lands reserved by 
Congress for the Territories of Minnesota and 
Oregon for University purposes; E 

A bill (S. No. 568) forthe relief of Leslie Coombs 
and Robert H. Crittenden, sureties of the late 
A. J. Mitchell, purser in the United States Navy; 
` A joint resolution (S. No. 45) authorizing the 
issue of the same quota of arms to the State of 


= 
| 
| 
| 
issued to that State in 1852; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 64) for the appoint- 
ment of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 65) authorizing Cap- 
tain William L. Hudson, of the United States 
Navy, to accept a diamond brooch for his wife, 
presented to her by the Emperor of Russia; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 67) authorizing N. 
! H. Smiley, United States commercial agent at the 
Falkland Islands, to receive a telescope tendered 
| to him by the Belgian Government; 
| A bill (EL. R. No. 200) to provide for the com- 
; pletion of the military road from Fort Union to 
| Santa Fé, and from Taos to Santa Fé, New Mex- 
i ico; 
| A bill (H.R. No. 132) to remove the United | 
| States arsenal from the city of St. Louis, and to 
| provide for the sale of the lands on which the ! 
same is located; 

A bill (H. R. No. 537) for the relief of Katha- 
rine K. Russell; 


A bill (EL. R. No. 865) making appropriations 
| for the current and contingent cxpenscs of the 


f 
I 
i 
i 


| Indian department and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1862; 

appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
| the year ending June 30, 1862; 

A bill (H. R. No. 665) to amend an act ap- 
proved February 5, 1859, entitled, ** An act pro- 
| viding for keeping and distributing all public doc- 
| uments, and for other purposes,” 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 70) to quit title 
to lands in the State of Iowa; and, 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 80) to amend the 
| Constitution of the United States. 


METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 


Mr. HARLAN. Lask the unanimous consent | 
of the Senate to take up House bill No. 203. It 
is a very short bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to say to the Senator 
' from Iowa that the vote must be completed on 
taking up the gas bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Several Senators 
| having come ‘in, the Chair assumed the presence 
of a quorum without any question. 

Mr. BRIGHT. What is the result of the vote | 
to take up the gas bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The result is, that 
| no quorum voted, according to the record. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Hasthe Chair decided whether 
the bill is taken up or not? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair decides 
at, no quorum voting, the bill is not taken up. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Then the motion fails. 
Mr. KING. ButI think the first question on 
the presence of a quorum is, to vote to take up 
that bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thatis the question, | 
į if it be insisted on. 
Mr. CLARK. 
i that bill. 


i th 


I insist upon a vote again on 


and joint resolutions; and they were 
Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 19) legalizing certain entries of 
lands on Leavenworth island, in the State of 
Missouri; 

A bill (S. No. 399) fort 
Corbin; 

A bill (S. No. 459) for the relief of Commander ! 
Thomas J. Page, United States Navy; j 

A bill (S. No. 490) for the relief of Eliza B. 
Mills, widow of Robert Mills; 

A bill (S. No. 502) for the relief of Taylor 
Dudley, of Minnesota; 


signed by the | 
f 
i 
| 


he relicf of Thomas G. 


A bill (S. No. 524) authorizing the Secretary i 
of the Treasury to issue a register to the schooner | 


Perseverance, of Ogdensburg, New York; 
A bill (S. No. 561) for the relief of Daniel B. 
Hibbard; 


| | 
'! Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—33. | 
(| NAY—Mr. Green—l1. 
i 


| [Mr. Breter,] to reconsider the vote by which 
li the bill was passed. 


| The VICE PRESIDENT. That, then, is the 
| pending question; to take up the bill indicated by 
| the Senator from New Hampshire. 

| Mr. BRIGHT. On that question Lask for the 
| yeas and nays. 

|” ‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 
: taken, resulted, yeas 33, nay 1; as follows: | 
| YEAS—Mes Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, | 
| Bright, Chandicr, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Doolittle, | 
| Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, | 


| Hemphill, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Lane, 
Lathan, Morrill, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, Simmons, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion is 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, | 


ii 


| portant. 


Mr. CLARK. I desire simply to say thatthe 
charter of this company is exactly like the old 
one, with the change of the names of the corpo- 
rators. I do not wish to debate it, but simply to 
ask a vote on the motion to reconsider, if the 
Senate shall please, so that the bill shall not be 
defeated by indirection. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator is mistaken as to 
its being precisely the same bill which was passed 
some years ago, giving similar privileges to an- 
other company. The individual-liabMlity clause 
in the eleventh section of the bill, which was 
passed, is left out in this bill. By that clause of 
this bil], the stockholders are made liable only to 
the amount of their individual stock. The charter 
of the presentcompany, which T have before me, 
makes them individually liable, without any lim- 
itation. There isa very great difference. There 
is something due to the company that has labored 
under the embarrassments the present company 
have labored under. 

Mr. WILSON, Will the Senator from Indiana 
give way for afew moments, to allow the Senator 
from Rhode Island to call up a joint resolution, 
which is very important to go to the House of 
Representatives, and be acted on at once? It will 
not take a minute. 

Mr. BRIGHT. lam quite sincere in wishing 
to perfect this bill. Ido not intend to make any 
factious opposition to its but Idonotintend thatit 
shall pass without an effort to put itin what Icon- 
sider proper shape, and at the same time giving 


| to those who are corporators in the present com- 


pany what are their just rights. This is a ques- 
tion that has been not only before the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, but before the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It is 
well understood. This is an effort to put through 
abill to give to five corporators, wholly irrespons- 
ible, certain powers and privileges, for the pur- 
pose of enabling them to sell out. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the Senator from In- 
diana will allow me to call up a joint resolution, 
to correct some clerical errors in the tariff bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will give the Senator the 
floor in a moment. I do not wish to be placed in 
the attitude of making factious opposition to any 
measure at this bour of the session, It is some- 
thing I never have done; but I wish to show the 
Senate, before I yield the floor, that there is some- 
thing real in the objection which I make to this 
bill. It is a bill that was presented at the last 
session; and then the Committee on the District 
of Columbia refused to make a favorable report 
upon it. At this session, the chairman of the 
committee was changed, as is well known, and 
the bill has forced its way into the Senate again. 
I cannot learn, however, that a majority of the 
committee consented to a favorable report; but it 
ishere. It passed the other day without my know- 
ing it, without the Senator from Pennsylvania 
knowing it, and without the knowledge of several 
others who felt an interest in the matter. - The 
first intimation I had that the bill bad passed was 
about the time the Senator from Pennsylvania 
moved the reconsideration: We have sought sev- 
eral times since to get the question considered, 
but have not been able to do so until this time. 
Now that itis up, I will state, in afew words, 
that I wish to incorporate the individual-liability 
clause; and I presume there will be no objection 
to that; at least, I hope there will be none on this 
side of the House. It is a part of the charter of 
another company of the same character in this 
city. Again, I wish an amendment inserted to 
prevent the location of a nuisance of this kind 
within a certain distance of the property of pri- 
vate individuals without their consent; and when 
the vote passing the bill is reconsidered, if the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire will allow these two 
amendments to be made, I will forego offering 
several others that I have which I think less im- 
Now F will yield the floor to the Senator 
from Missouri, who tells me that he desires to 
withdraw some papers. 


On motion of Mr. GREEN it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the papers 
in the cases of Hezekiah Prichett, Ferguson Smith, Nancy 
Weeks, and Hannah McDowell. 

THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move to take up the joint 
resolution to correct some clerical errors in the 
tariff bill. 
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consent without displacing the other bill. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The joint resolution can only be 
considered now by. unanimous consent. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The jointresolution (S. No. 72) tocorrect certain 
errors in an act entitled “ Anact to provide for 
the payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to au- 
thorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on 
imports, and for other purposes,’’ approved the 
24 of March, 1861, was read a second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to strike out from the list of articles ex- 
empt from duty, ‘wool, unmanufactured, and 
all hair of the goat, alpaca, and other like animals, 
unmanufactured, the value whereof at the last 
port or place from whence exported to the United 
States shall be 18 cents or under per pound,” and 
to strike out of section twenty-four the words, 
“all goods, wares, and merchandise which may 
be in the public stores, onthe day and year afore- 
said, shall be subject to no other duty upon the 
entry thereof than if the same were imported 
respectively after thatday;” and to strike out from 
section thirteen, ‘on woolen shawls, or shawls 
of which wool shall be the chief component ma- 
terial, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addi- 
tion thereto 20 per cent ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. POLK. I ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if that is merely to correct errors on the 
face of the bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘That is all. . 

Mr. POLK. I have no objection. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In enrolling the bill 

Several Senarors. Never mind; itis all right. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. When this proposition was 
called up before, the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Hoexter,] who is absent, objected to its consid- 
eration yesterday; and I do not know that he has 
withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from Virginia will 
not object, now that he knows what it is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator from Rhode 
Island explained the matter to the Senator from 
Virginia, and he was satisfied. I wish to state 
that I examined the enrolled bill, and I discovered 
that these errors had been made. 

The jointresolution was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 


BLUEMONT COLLEGE. 


Mr. HARLAN. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take up House bill No. 203. It 
will not occupy, two minutes. It is a mere mat® 
ter of form. 

Mr. CLARK. Let it be by unanimous con- 
sent, and then we can go on with the gas bill. 

The bill (H. R. No. 203) to enable the trustees 
of Bluemont College to preémpt a certain quarter 
section of land, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to empower Isaac Goodnow, S. D. Hous- 
ton, Washington Marlatt, Charles E. Blood, 
Joseph Dennison, William H. McCollom, John 
Paulson, John Pipher, and John Kimball, trus- 
tees of the Bluemont College Association, to enter 
at the proper land office the southwest quarter of 
section twelve, township ten south, of range seven 
east, in the district of lands subject to sale at 
Junction City, in Kansas Territory, for the use 
and benefit of the college association. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the time, and passed. 


GUANO DISCOVERIES. 


Mr. WADE. With the assent of the Scna- 
tor from New Hampshire, I move to take up the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
Senate bill No. 303. I believe that now, by unan- 
imous consent, the amendments will be con- 
curred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) It is moved that the Senate take up 
for consideration the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 303) sup- 
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Mr. CLARK. Let it be done by unanimous 
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plementary to the act entitled “ An act to author- 
ize protection to be given to citizens of the United. 
States who may discover deposits of guano,” ap- 
proved August 18, 1856. aa 

Mr. CLARK... Let it be by unanimous con- 
sent. : 


The amendments were concurred in. 
METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 


Mr. CLARK. I now desire the Senate to re- 
sume the consideration of the bill to incorporate 
the Metropolitan Gas-light Company, which was 
laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill is 
now before the Senate. 

Mr.CLARK. I desire to say, in regard to what 
was said by the Senator from Indiana, that the 
bill already provides for the individual liability of 
the corporators for their stock, and to its amount 
besides. The individual-liability principle is in 
it. It also provides that the company shall not 
lay their pipe, nor build their works, in such a 
way as to create a nuisance or injure private prop- 
erty. The design of the bill 1s to incorporate 
another company here, to be put by the side of 
the present one, which has become so much ofa 
monopoly, for the purpose of competition, and to 
regulate the distribution and price of gas. I hope 
the bill will not be reconsidered. It has been’ 
peed by the House of Representatives, and has 

een before the Senate Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and approved by all the members 
present, and has been reported here, and passed. 

Mr. BRIGHT. There is a question of fact 
between the Senator from New Hampshire and 
myself as to whether this bill is a copy of the law 
passed incorporating a company ofa similar char- 
acter, some years since. If the Senator will turn 
to the eleventh section of thatact of incorporation, 
he will find that it reads as follows: 

“ That each of the stockholders in the Washington Gas- 
light Company shall be held liable in his or her individual 
capacity for all the debts and liabilities of the said com- 
pany.” 

This bill, as presented by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, adds the words, ‘‘to the amount 
of their individual stock.” 

Mr. CLARK. Yes. 

Mr. BRIGHT. That is a very important 
amendment. . 

Mr. CLARK. It makes them liable to the 
amount of their individual stock. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I stated to the Senator, for 
the purpose of saving time, thatif he would con- 
sent to strike out the words ‘‘to the amount of 
their individual stock,” I would not discuss the 
question further on that point. 

Mr. CLARK. I am exceedingly obliged to the 
Senator from Indiana for that kind offer, because 
he knows as well as I do that an amendment will 
defeat the bill; and that would accomplish his 
own purpose, because it cannot be acted upon by 
the House of Representatives. I desire that the 
bill shall be either defeated or sustained on the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It would be much better to 
defeat the bill, as it reads now, than to pass it. 
Therefore, I conceive that I am in the line of my 
duty in making the effort. The bill as original! 
framed, I understand, contained the clause which 
I now propose to insert. 1 know the anxiety of 
some gentlemen to incorporate a rival gas com- 
pany, and their object. The effect of it, of course, 
would be to cheapen the article—something that 
we all desire, because one of the necessities of 
life—light; something we all need. 

This bill further contains no clause limiting the 
price to be paid per thousand feet for gas. The 
charter of the company that is now operating does 
contain this limitation, The franchise proposed 
to be given to this irresponsible company of five 

ersons contains special privileges that are not 
m the charter to the corporation now in existence. 
I appeal to Senators whether this is fair, whether 


| it is just, after we have conferred certain priv- 


ileges to a company that has gone into operation, 
to embarrass it by giving privileges to another 


New SERES. Nong o> 
company, calculated to rerider less valuable those 
privileges, without some better reasons than we 
have heard assigned in this case. Trepeat, if the 
Senator will consent to the reconsideration of the’ 
vote passing the bill, and allow us to get back in 
Committee of the Whole,’ | will content myself 
with offering two amendments; and when they are 
voted upon, I shall be content with the result.* 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to reconsider. : 
_ Mr. BRIGHT.. I understand the Senator‘ob- 
ects, É : 
; Mr.CLARK. Istated distinctly that I could not 
consent to any amendment. If the Senate choose 
to vote to reconsider and put the bill back in com- 
mittee, for the purpose of amendment, E must. sub- 
mit; but I desire to say that this is a bill to incor- 
porate a company here of responsible persons, 
with a capital of $200,000, to run against another 
company with a capital of $500,000, and’ their 
works all completed. There is no necessity for 
limiting the price of gas in this bill, because the 
other company sell their gas at a certain price 
which is fixed; and of course this company can 
never sell gas ata greater price than the other com- 
pany is limited to by law. They cannot exceed’ 
it; and that fixes both. i ‘ . b 

Mr. BRIGHT. I donot make that amendment. 
a ‘sine que non” in the case; but the amend- 
ment in regard to the individual liability of stock- 
holders, and the one which provides that the com- 
pany shall not establish a nuisance without the 
consent of the property-holders, I do; and unless 
incorporated into this bill it will not pass to-day, 
in my opinion. La 

Mr. CLARK. The bill expressly provides that 
these corporators shall notinjure private property 
or create a nuisance; and that they must lay their 
pipe and erect their works under the direction of 
the municipal authorities. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It has been decided, I am in- 
formed, that the municipal authorities here have 
no control in just such a case; and hence the im- 
portance of making this amendment a part of the 
charter. I was in hopes that tho Senator would 
consent to the reconsideration for the purpose of 
allowing me.to present the amendments which'f 
propose to offer; and then, if they were voted 
down, I was not inclined to discuss the subject 
further. 

Mr. CLARK. I stated to the Senator twice 
that I would not; and it is no use to repeat the 

uestion, 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then I shall ask the Senate to 
reconsider, for the purpose of giving me an oppor- 
tunity to offer the amendments. That part of the 
bill I will read. I propose, in the eleventh sec- 
tion, to strike out, in the third and fourth lines, 
the words, “to the amount of their individual 
stock;”’ to add, at the end of section seven: 

Provided further, That the said corporation of Wash- 
ington skall not grant permission to said company to erect 
their gas works, &c., until the owners ofall the property 
within one hundred and fifty yards of the site proposed. by 
said company have signified in writing to the Mayor of 
Washington their consent to the same. A 

I should also like to add to the seventh section: 

That the said company shail not be permitted to sell gas 
to any consumer until it has-satisfied the Counnissioner of 
Public Buildings that it has laid. down in the streets and 
avenues of Washington at least twenty miles of gas mains 
of an average diameter of six inches. : 

This is about half the amount that has becn laid 
down by the present company, and is a part of 
the charter that controls the company now in 
existence. I Had prepdred another amendment: 

That the said Metropolitan Gas-light Company shall not 
charge the consumers of gas furnished by said company 
more than thirty-five cents per hundred cubie feet, subject 
to a deduction of not less than ten per centum on all bills 
for gas paid at the office of sald company. 

It is very natural for gentlemen interested in 
consuming gas to feel disposed to organize an 
opposing company in competition with an exist- 
ing company, in order to get gas at cheaper rates; 
but in passing a law of that kind, it is but just 
and proper towards those whom we have encour- 
aged to engage in this enterprise that their rights 
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should be consulted, and all legislation so guarded 
as to properly protect them. f 

Furthermore, in granting a charter like this, it 
je a matter of some consequence to know who 
are the corporators, and what are their responsi- 
bilities. Whom do you propose to make eorpora- 
tors. in the bill before the Senate? A company, 
I am informed, that are not, within themselves, 
able to establish and put in operation any such 
enterprise. Thatisnotpretended. The Senator | 
urging the passage of this bill does not believe 
that the corporators named in it, if it were to 
pass, have the capital even to commence a work 
of this kind, much less to finish it. The corpora- 
tors of the present company have already ex- 

ended within the limits of your city over six 
hundred thousand dollars. I submit that it is 
not right to put in competition with them an irre- 
sponsible set of men merely for the purpose of 
giving them an opportunity of making sale of the 

rivileges that you thus confer—in plain language, 
egalizing the levying of “ black mail.” If itis} 
the pleasure of the Senate to confer these privi- | 
leges on another company, they certainly ought 
to confer them with the limitations that have been | 
usually imposed in granting similar charters, and | 
in such a way as not to prejudice honest men j 
whom you had previously encouraged by your 
legislation to invest their capital in a similar en- 
terprise, when it was, to say the least of it, a 
very doubtful experiment. 

Why refuse to attach the individual-lability | 
clause to this bill? You may turn over the legis- 
lation of Congress for the last forty years, and 
you cannot find a grant of any such power to any 
company in the District of Columbia without the || 
individual-liability clause being inserted, not to 
the amount of their stock—for that is no guaran- | 
tee whatever as against irresponsible men—but to 
the entire amount of the indebtness of the com- | 
pany, however contracted or incurred. I should 
like to hear the Senator give some good reason 
for excluding this amendment from this bill when 
it has been put in all bills of a similar character. 
Tt was in the bill that was before the committee | 
at the last session. J understand it to be one of 
the fundamental principles of the Democratic | 
party, that they will grant to no corporation of | 
the character of this such privileges and fran- | 
chises without making the corporators liable, in 
their individual capacity, for the entire indebted- 
ness of the corporation. 

Then, sir, is this to be a perpetual charter? If 
so, is there any clause providing that, in case 
of non user, the franchises under it shall expire? 
None whatever. If the vote is reconsidered, I 
shall move an amendment, providing that, unless 
the corporators in this case exercise the privileges || 
conferred on them within twelve months from the 
passage of this act, none of the rights guarantied 
to the corporators shall result to them? I suppose | 
the Senator would not object to thatamendment, 
unless he supposed the object of offering it was H 
to defeat the bill, which I have told him it is not. | 

Again, sir, I repeat, this bill provides for es- 
tablishing a nuisance, put it in what part of the 
city you may; and it is but just to those who own 
property within the limits of the city, that they 
should be protected by its terms, and not aliow 
these corporators (even admitting that they were 
able to enter upon this enterprise and to carry it: 
out) to erect a nuisance within a certain distance 
of private property, without the consent of the 
owners of that property. 

There is no great necessity for hurrying the 
passage of a bill of this kind. It will answer as 
weil at the next as atthis session. Ttis not such 
abillas the Senator from New Hampshire himself |; 
would prepare, if time were given him, I think | 
I can say, from what I know of his sense of jus- 
tice, that it is not such a charter as he would pre 
pare, if the question of preparing one was sub- | 
mitted to him. l 

Now, sir as to the amendment limiting the price | 
to be paid for gas, that, I admit, is not so import- 


if 


ant; nevertheless, I think it ought to pass. The | 
individual-liability clause is one that f will norii 


yield; and I hope the Senate will insist upon it. | 
The limitation providing that in case of non user |} 
for twelve months, the privileges conferred shall 
cease, isan amendment that [am quite sure the 
Senate would insert under ordinary circumstances 


They may not, under the pressure of the Senator | 


i ‘ p H 
from New Hampshire; but these amendments are i! 


| Mills, widow of Robert Mills; 


| late A. J. Mitchell, purser in the United States 
| Navy; 


| California for the years 1850 and 1851 as was 


: Islands, to receive a telescope tendered to him by 


just and right and proper, and yet the Senator 
from New Hamshire, who might have had the 
bill disposed of in the length of time I have been 
speaking, will not consent to any amendment. 

ow, sir, 1 am quite as obstinate. I will not 
consent, for one, that any act of incorporation giv- { 
ing to, a company the franchise pro osed to bÈ 
given to this company shall pass the Senate with- 
out making an effort at least to put in it a clause 
that has uniformly been insisted upon in all such 
cases by Congress. i 

Now, I appeal to gentlemen of the same polit- 
ical opinions which I entertain, whether they are 
willing to passa bill of this kind in this shape. 
The principle is precisely the same in this bill as 
it would be in any other. The principle in a bill 
incorporating a gas company is just as sacred as 
though applied in incorporating a bank in the 
District of Columbia. I believe, by the way, that 
this bill confers banking privileges by implication. 
1 inquire of the Senator whether he does not claim 
that, under the provisions of this bill, this com- 
pany may exercise banking powers? If this were 
a proposition to charter a bank, I apprehend there 
would be no difficulty in inserting the individual- 
liability clause. Then why not subject these cor- 
porators, who, it must be admitted, are irrespons- 
ible as compared with the present company, to the 
game liabilities to which you have subjected other 
corporators under similar circumstances? I hold 
the principle just as sacred, and just as important 
to defend it in this measure, as 1 would in case 
there was a proposition before the Senate to char- 
ter a bank with a capital of $500,000. The com- 
pany that this bill creates to come in competition 
with, have already expended more than half a 
million dollars. They have expended it not only 
for the convenience of the residents here, but for 
the accommodation of the public buildings—the 
War, the Navy, the Interior, and the Post Office 
Departments, the Capitol, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
will suspend his remarks to allow a message to be 
received. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLossBRENNER, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had approved and 
signed, this day, the following bills and joint res- 
olutions: 

An act (S. No. 19) legalizing certain entries of 
lands on Leavenworth island, in the State of 
Missouri; 

An act (S. No. 399) for the relief of Thomas 
G. Corbin; 

An act (S. No. 459) for the reliefof Commander 
Thomas J. Page, United States Navy; 

An act (S. N. 490) for the relief of Eliza B. 


An act (S. No, 502) for the relief of Taylor 
Dudley, of Minnesota; 

An act (S. No, 524) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issuc a register to the schooner 
Perseverance, of Ogdensburg, New York; 

An act (S. No. 561) for the relief of Daniel B. 
Hibbard; 

An act (S. No. 565) for the relief of Lewis 
Warrington, paymaster United States Navy; 

An act (S. No. 567) granting'to the States of | 
Minnesota and Oregon certain lands reserved by | 
Congress for the Territories of Minnesota and |} 
Oregon for university purposes; . 

An act (S. No. 568) for the relief of Leslie 
Coombs and Robert H. Crittenden, sureties of the 


A joint resolution (S. No. 45) authorizing the 
issue of the same quota of arms to the State of 


issued to that State in 1852; 
A joint resolution (S. No. 64) for the appoint- 
ment of regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 
A joint resolution (S. No. 67) authorizing W. 
H. Smiley, commercial agent at the Falkland 


the Belgian Government; and 
A joint resolation (S. No. 65) authorizing Cap- 
tain William L. Hudson, of the United States 
Navy, to aceept a diamond brooch for lis wife, 
presented to her by the Emperor of Russia. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 


Speaker had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 


| 975) for the confirmation of the title to the saline 


lands in Jackson county, State of Ilinois, to D. 
H. Brush and others; and it was signed by the 
Vice President. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
ordered, to-day, the printing of the following doc- 
uments: 

A message from the President of the United 
States, in relation to the seizure of the mint at 
New Orleans—ordered at eleven o’clock and 
twenty-seven minutes. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a list of clerks, &c., of the War Department 
—ordered at eleven o’clock and twenty-nine min- 
utes. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting copies of the Navy Register—ordered at 
eleven o’clock and thirty minutes. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmit- 
ting a statement of the number and description of 
passengers arriving in the United States—ordered 
at eleven o’clock and thirty-one minutes. 

A message from. the President of the United 
States, in answer to a resolution of the House 
calling for reasons for the assembling of troops in 
the city of Washington—ordered ateleveno’clock 
and thirty-one minutes, 


METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 


Mr. BRIGHT. The fact that these corpora- 
tors have subjected themselves to the risk that 
they have, by enormous expenditures, ought to 
commend them to the favorable consideration of 
Congress. It is not just to embarrass them, by 
conferring like privileges on another company, 
without Imposing on them the same restrictions 
and limitations. You first encouraged the men 
who compose the present company to undertake 
the experiment, and they have gone on and made 
an expenditure of over six hundred thousand dol- 
lars. After the experiment is fairly launched,and 
the enterprise progressing so far as I have heard 
any expression, to the entire satisfaction of the 
public, you propose to incorporate a new com- 
pany, under circumstances that justifies the belief 
that you are striking a blow at them. I should 
be glad to have gentlemen examine the names of 
the proposed corporators, and inquire as to their 
responsibility. Why should you give this new 
company all the powers you conferred on the 
former company, leaving out many of the limita- 
tions and restrictions. 

Having despaired, Mr. President, of bringing the 
Senator from New Hampshire to consent to what 
I consider just and fair, for the purpose of hav- 
ing this question thoroughly understood, and find- 


| ing T must go into a general examination of the 


first act of Incorporation and the one before us, 
I will read the charter of the existing company; 
and I will read the principal provisions of this 
bill, in order to make a comparison of the merits 
of the two. The act of incorporation passed 
July 8, 1848, has been several times amended. 
It is not to be expected that in passing so import- 
anta billas this, incorporating a company involv- 
ing so large an expenditure, the bill would be made 
perfect at the first trial. ‘That is fully illustrated 
by reference to the original charter. 1 will thank 
the Secretary to send me the bill under considera- 
tion. 

Mr. CLARK. Ifthe Senator from Indiana is 
a little tired, I will go on, and then he can go on 
by and by. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Tam not atall tired. Itisim- 
portant, in order to enlighten the Senate as to what 
is really their duty in connection with this case, 
to understand first the original charter that was 
passed in 1848, and the amendments that have 
been made from time to time since, and then com- 
pare the whole with the bill reported by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, which he claims 1s 
perfeet—go perfect that he will allow no amend- 
ment to be made. Now, I propose to show that 
I can improve it in many respects. The first scc- 
tion of the ** Act to incorporate the Washington 
Gas-light Company” provides: : 


«That Join T. Callan, Jacob Bigelow, B. B. French, 


; W. H. Harover, M. P. Callan, W. A. Bradiey, and W. H 


English, and their present and future associates, are hereby 
declared ta be a body politic and corporate, by the name 
and style of the Washington Gas-light Company, and by the 
same name shall have perpetual succession, and skall he 
abie te sue and be sned, plead and be impleaded, in aH 
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courts of law and equity in the District of Columbia and 

elsewhere; and to make and have a common seal, and the 
same to break, alter, and renew at pleasure; tO ordain 
and establish such by-laws, ordinances, and regulations, 
and generally to do every act and thing necessary to carry 
into effect this act, or to promote the objects and design of 
this corporation.” 

It has been claimed that, under this first sec- 
tion, the city authorities of Washington can reg- 
ulate the location of such nuisances as are pro- 
vided for in this bill—for I eall a great gas-works 
a necessary nuisance, A 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) Will the Senator suspend his re- 
marks to allow the Chair to receive a message? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 


PATENT LAWS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had concurred in the report of the com- 
„mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 10) inaddition 
to“ an act to promote the progress of the, useful 
arts, ”? 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed an enrolled bill (S. No. 303) supple- 
mentary to the act entitled «* An act to authorize 
protecion to be given to citizens of the United 
States who may discover deposits of guano,” ap- 
prora August 18, 1856; and it was signed by the 


ice President. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


The message further announced that the House 
had passed a resolution for the appointment of a 
committee on their part, to join such a committee 
as may be appointed on the part of the Senate, 
to wait on the President of the United States and |! 
inform him that the two Houses of Congress are 
ready to close the present session by an adjourn- 
ment; and had appointed Mr. Joun Suerman of 
Ohio, Mr. Tuomas S. Bococx of Virginia, and 
Mr. Emerson Ernermer of Tennessee, the com- 
mittee on the part of the House. 

On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committee on 
the part of the Senate; and Mr. Rice and Mr. 
Simmons were appointed. 


METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 
R. No. 522) to incorporate the Metropolitan Gas- 
light Company in the District of Columbia is 
again before the Senate, 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire gave, as a reason for refusing to agree to a 
reconsideration of the vote passing this bill, that 
one of the amendments which I propose to offer 
to prevent the location of a nuisance of this kind 
was unnecessary, asthe city authorities already 
possessed the power to inhibit its location within 
certain limits. That question, as I understand, 
has been decided by the courts of the District, 
and there is a denial of any such power on the 
part of the municipal corporation, eltherof Wash- | 
ington or Georgetown, as has been claimed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire. The second 
section of the charter of the existing company į 
provides: 

“That the capital stock of this corporation shall not ex- 
ceed $50,000 ; that a share in the same shall be twenty doi- 
lars; and books of subscription to the said capital stock, or 
to such portions thereof as from time to time may, by the 
directors for the time being, be deemed proper and neces- 
sary, shall be opened by the appointment or under the di- 
rection of the directors hereinafter named, subject to such 
rues, limitations, and conditions, as by them shall be pre- 
seribed; and the stock of the corporation shall be deemed |: 
personal property.” 

The original was $50,000; but as this enter- 
prise developed itself, additional capital has been 
invested from time to time, until the amount ex- 
pended, as has been satisfactorily shown, amounts | 
to over six hundred thousand dollars. ‘The third | 
section is merely declaratory as to the election of 
directors, &c.;and as I only wish to read the im- 
portant parts of the charter, E will pass that by. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator j! 
will suspend to allow the Chair to receive a mes- 
sage. 


Mr. BRIGHT. With pleasure. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, || 
by Mr. Forwey, its Clerk, announced that the 


i black mail. 


House had passed the joint resolution of the Sen- 
ate (No. 72) to correct certain errors in the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the payment of 
outstanding Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, 
to regulate and fix the duty on imports, and for 
other purposes,”’ approved 2d March; 1861. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 203) to 
enable the trustees of the Bluemont college to 
preémpt a certain quarter section of land, and for 
other purposes; and it was signed by the Vice 
President. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.No. 
942) for the relief of Sally G. Northup, reported 
it with an amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (C. C. No. 94) for the 
relief of Augustus H. Evans, reported it without 
amendment. 


METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill H. 
R. No. 522 is before the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Section four of the charter of 
the present company provides— 

“That John F. Callan, Jacob Bigelow, B. B. French, W. 
H. Harover, M. P. Callan, and W. A. Bradley, shall be the 
first directors of the said company, who shall hold their of- 
fices until the second Monday of January, in the year of our 
Lord 1849, and until others are chosen in their places; anu 
they shall proceed to choose their president at such time 
and place as they, or a majority of them, shail determine.” 

The fifth section provides— 


“ That in case it shall at any time happen that an elec- 
tion for directors shall not take place on the day appointed 
by this act for that purpose, the said corporation shall not 
for that cause, or for any non user be deemed to be dis- 
solved, but it shall and may be lawful to hold an election 
for directors on any other day, in such manner as shall be 
provided for by the by-laws of the said corporation.” 

That is one of the fatal defects, in my judg- 
ment, in this bill. Suppose you grant ait the 
franchises claimed by this bill without any lim- 
itation affixed as to when they shall be used: are 
they to Be perpetual? There ought to be a point 
of time named; and it should be declared that if 
the corporators do not exercise the privileges con- 
ferred by the bill within six, twelve, or twenty- 
four months, they shall be forfeited. My object 
is not to give to any company perpetual franchises 
of this kind without their being used. If they are 
not used by the grantees within a proper time, 
they ought to expire, and the privileges be granted 
to some one else. ` 

Furthermore,such an amendment as I now pro- 
pose is well caleulated, as my friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. Brace] suggests, to break down 
a very pernicious practice that Lam told exists 
even in the District of Columbia—that of levying 
I hope there is nothing of that kind 
intended by the bill of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. CLARK. "It must be on the other com- 

any; not on this one. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The third amendment which 
Tpropose, should be adopted; and if it is the pleas- 
ure of the Senate to reconsider the vote passing 
the bill, I hope I shall have the vote even of the 
Senator from New Hampshire to insertthat amend- 
ment, . 

Section seven of the existing charter provides: 

“That the president and directors shall have full power 
and authority to manufacture, make, and sell gas, to be 
made of coal, oil, tar, peat, pitch, or turpentine, or other 
material, and to be used for the purpose of lighting the city 
of Washington, or the streets thereof, and any buildings, 
manufactories, or houses therein contained aud situate, 
and to lay pi for the purpose of conducting gas in any 


| of the streets, avenues, and alleys of the said city; and 


also, that the said company will so conduct the manulacto- 
rics of gas as not to injure private prc ty or ereate a mni- 
sance: Provided, howerer, That the said pipes shall be laid 
subject to such conditions and in compliance with such 
regulations as the corporation of shington may, from 
lime to time, preseribe: And provided, further, That the 


p right to erect or put up any buildings, works, or apparatas, 


for the manufacture of gas, shall be subject to suci terms, 
conditions, restrictions, and regulations as the said corpo- 
ration of Washington may or shali, from time to time, 
prescribe or direct.” 

The most dangerous of all kinds of legislation 
is that which leaves language ambiguous. 1 re- 
marked,a moment ago, thatithad been decided by 
the courts of the District of Columbia, that the 


| seventh section of this act did not confer authority | 


upon the corporation. either of Washington ör 


| Georgetown to restrict the limits within which the 


works should be located: All the power that the 
corporations of Washington and Georgetown pos- - 
sess is derived directly from grants by Congress, 
and from no other source. —Now,.as. there has 
been a clear denial of any such right by the courts 
of the-District of Columbia, it is very important 
that the amendment which I propose on this point 
should be incorporated in this. bill; and in lan- 
guage so plain and intelligible as not to adimit of 


oubt or misconstruction. : 
_ The eighth section of the existing charter’ pro- 
vides: 


“That if any person or persons shall willfully do, or cause 
to be done, any act or acts whatever, whereby the works 
of said corporation, or any pipe, conduit, plug, cock, reser- 
voir, or any engine, machine, or structure, or any Matter, 
or thing, appertaining to the same, shall be stopped, ob- 
structed, impaired, weakened, injured, or destroyed, the 
person or persons 60 offending shall forfeit and pay to the 
said corporation double the amount of the damage sustained 
by means of such offense or injury, to be recovered in. the 
name of the said corporation, with costs of suit, in any 
action of debt, to be brought in any court having cognizance 
thereof.” 


The ninth section provides: a: 


& That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent 
any person or persons, nor any incorporated company here- 
after to be created hy Congress for that purpose, from en- 
gaging in and pursuing the business specified in the seventh 
section of this act; and that it shall be lawful for Congress 
at any time hereafter to alter, amend, or repeal this act.?? 

I believe there is no repealing clause in the bill 
presented by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CLARK. Yes there is, 

Mr. BRIGHT. The tenth section provides: 

“ That nothing in this act contained shall be construed 
to authorize the said Washington Gas-light Company to 
make, issue. or put in circulation any bill, draft, check, 
order, promissory note, change ticket, or anything else 
promising or agreeing to pay money, intended to circulate 
as money, or the tendency of which shall be to circulate as 
money or currency; and the violation of any one of the 

rovisions of this section shall be a forfeiture of the charter 
erein granted and a fine of fifty dollars against each of the 
directors voting for the same.’ 


The eleventh section provides: 

“That each of the stockholders in the Washington Gas- 
light Company shall be held liable in his or her individual 
capacity for all debts and liabilities of the said company, 
however contracted or incurred, to be recovered by suit as 
other debts or liabilities, before the court or tribunal having 
jurisdiction of the case.” 

While on this point, will refer to the difference 
between the section | have just read in the original 
charter, and the one in the bill, that has een 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire. 


; He insisted in his opening remarks, that section 


eleven, of the bill under consideration, was pre- 
cisely in the language of the section upon the same 
subject in the original charter. Now, mark the 
difference: 

Src. ll. And be it further enacted, That each ofthe stock- 
holders in the Metropolitan Gas-Light Company shail be 
held liable in his or her individual capacity to the amount 
of their individual stock. 

There the liability ceases. The charter of the 
company that I have spoken of, says they shall 
be held liable in their individual capacity, for all 


| of the debts and liabilities of the company how- 


ever contracted or incurred. There is a marked 
difference between the two provisions. In this in- 
stance the lability is limited to the extent of their 
stock, and that stock is to be held by irresponsi- 
ble corporators. The corporators named in the 


| act of 1848, are responsible men, admitted, known 


to be such throughout this community. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
will give way to allow a message to be received. 
A MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate (No.215) 
to amend the provisions of the fifty-sixth section 
of “An act to regulate the collection of duties on 
imports and tonnage,’’ approved 2d March , 1799. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
` The message further announced that the Speaker 


į had signed the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions; which thereupon received the signa- 


ture of the Vice President: a 

A bill (S. No. 215) to amend the provisions of 
the fifty-sixth section of an act to regulate the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage, ap- 
proved 2d March, 1799; A 

Abil (S. No. 10) in addition to “An act to 
promote the progress of the useful arts; and _ 

A joint resolution (S. No. 72) to correct certain 
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' March 2, 


errors in the act entitled “ An act to provide for 
the payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to 
authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on 
imports, and for other purposes,” approved 2d 
March, 1861. 


METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill to in- 
corporate the Metropolitan Gas-Light Company, 
in the District of Columbia, is before the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the vote reconsidering the 
passage of the bill be agreed to, and it be brought 

ack into Committee of the Whole, I shall move 
to strike out, in the eleventh section of the bill of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, the words 
“ to the amount of their individual stock ;”’ so that 
the clause will read: 

Seo: 11. And be it further, enacted, That each of the 
stockholders in the Metropolitan Gas-Light Company shall 
be held liable, in bis or her individual capacity, for all the 
debts and liabilities of the said company, however con- 
tracted or incurred, to be recovered by suit, as other debts 
or liabilities, before the court or tribunal having jurisdiction 
in the case. 


The act incorporating the existing company as 

I have said, was approved July 8, 1848. On the 
Əd of August, 1851, an amendment was made, and 
an amendment very important, as connected with 
the bill presented by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire; and it will show the propriety of adopting 
at least three of the six amendments that I have 
prepared, and shall offer, ifan opportunity 1s given 
tome. The act of August 2, 1852, is: 
An act to amend an act entitled “ An act to incorporate the 

Washington Gas-light Company,” approved July 8, 1848. 

Be it enacted, §e., That the act entided ‘ An act to in- 
corporate the Washington Gas-light Company,” approved 
July 8, 1848, be, and the same is hereby, amended by in- 
seriingin the section, immediately before the word “fifty,” 
the words “ three hundred and 3”? and in the seventh section, 
wherever the word “ Washington” occurs, by inserting im- 
mediately thereatter the words “and Ge town.” 


Making the shares of the company $300, in- 
stead of fifty dollars; making true what T said be- 
fore, that originally this was an experiment, and 
a very dangerous and doubtful one for men of 
property to undertake, particularly with the clause 
which I have read, making them individually 
liable for all the debts of the corporation. By the 
twelfth section of the act of July 20, 1854, it was 
enacted: "t 

«That all right granted to the Washington Gas-Light 
Company by an act entitled «An act to amend an aet en- 
titled “An act to incorporate the Washington Gas-light 
Company, approved July 8, 1845,” approved August 2, 
1852,’ to lay gas mains or pipes in the city of Georgetown, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed.” 


These acts have been complicated somewhat | 
by making them applicable to Georgetown. As 
originally passed, they were applicable to the city 
of Washington alone; but subsequently there was | 
an act extending the pipes to the adjacent city of | 
Georgetown. 'The legislation that has taken place | 
since has been applicable as well to Georgetown 
as to Washington, which bas somewhat confused 
the subject; but the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, doubtless, by an examination, will under- | 
stand exactly the relative position of the two. 

Mr. CLARK. I dare say I shall, if the Sena- 
tor keeps on about half an hour. l am getting | 
enlightened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BRIGHT. On the 3d of January, 1855, 
there was another act passed: 

An aet authorizing the Washington Gas-tight Company to 
incr the capital stock of said company. 

Be ul enacted, Şe, That the Washington Gaslight Com- 
pany be, and the same hereby is, authorized to increase 
the capital stock thereof $150,050. 

Spec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said s 
shall be subscribed on the books of said company in 
of twenty dollars, and the holders of the said iperes 


1 
| 


i if I read the whole. 


| personal property. 


į ing the pass 


į provides: 


' tion fur directors shall not take place on the day appointe 


tifleates of stoek shall be beld subject to the same liability | 
as provided in the eleventi section of the original act of in- j; 
corporation, approved July 8, 1648. | 
! 


et 


Mr. POWELL. 
to eall up a private bill? i 
Mr. BRIGHT. F would rather not, for Ii 
should like to conclude my remarks, but I will ii 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 


THE. CON GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to take up House 
bill No. 740. 

The PRESIDING CFFICER. It requires 
unanimous consent, thers being another matter 
before the Senate, 

Mr. POWELL. I ask unanimous consent. 
It will take but a single moment. 

Mr. CLARK. I cannot consent. I want the 
Senator from Indiana to read the by-laws of this 
company, sothat Lean understand them. [Laugh- 
ter.] : 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. FORNEY, its Clerk, announced that the 
House having completed its business, is now 
ready to adjourn. 


METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Do I understand the Senator 
from New Hampshire to say he would read the 
by-laws? . 

Mr. CLARK. Isaid I hoped the Senator from 
Indiana would. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have not got them. I can 
send, however, and get them to accommodate the 
Senator. [Laughter.] i 

Mr. CLARK. Iam very much obliged to the 
Senator for his courtesy,and would be very glad 
if he would. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I prefer, first, to get through 
with some further explanations. The first sec- 
tion of this bill provides: 

That H. S. Davis, Cyrus Moore, G. W. Cochrane, J. G. 
Ellis, Hannon Burns, Joseph ShiNington, and Jeremiah 
Iepburn, and their presentand future associates, are hereby 
declared to be a body-politie and corporate, by the name 
and style of the ** Metropolitan Gas-light Company,’? and 
by the same name shall have perpetual succession, and 
shall be able to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, 
in all courts of law and equity in the District of Columbia 
and elsewhere; and to make and have a common seal. 


ĮI will not read the whole section. I believe it 
is precisely the same as the corresponding section 
in the charter that I have just read. 

Mr. BIGLER. [insist on reading the whole 


of it. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Ishallnot beable to get through, 


The second section of the bill provides: 


That the capital stoek of this corporation shall not ex- 
cere 000, and that a share in the sumeshali be twenty 
dolly ud books of subscription to the said capital stock, 
or to such portions thereofas from thue to time may, by the 
directors for the time being, be deemed proper and neces- 
sary, shall be opened by the appointment or under the di~ 
rection of the directors hereinatier named, subject to such 
rules, limitations, and conditions y them shall be pre- 
seribed, and the stock of the corporation shall be deemed 


Section four, which I do not propose to amend, 
provides: 

That IL. S. Davis, Cyrus Moore, G. W. Cochrane, Har- | 
mon Ban nd Joseph Shillington, shall he the first direct- 
ors of the said company, who shall hold their offices until 
the second Monday of January, in the year of our Lord 
1861, or until the second Monday in January next succeed- 
ge of this act, and until otbers are chosen in 
their plac and they shall proeced to choose their presi- 
dent at such time and place as they br a majority of them 
shall determine. 

Mr. CLARK. Some gentlemen here did not 
hear that section, and they request me to ask the 
Senator from Indiana to read it again. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is rather an unimportant j 
section, and L hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will not insist upon my reading it again. I 
come now to a section that I propose to amend, 
which is of much more importance. Section five 


That in ease it shali at any time happen that an elec- | 


by this act for that purpose, the said corporation shail not 
for that canse, or for any non-user, be deemed to be gis- 
solved; but it shall and may be Jawfal to hold an election | 
for directors on any other day, in such manner as shail be 
provided for by the by-laws of the said corporation. 


I have already said that if the Scnate determine 
to give to these corporators the grant of power 
claimed under this bill, it should not be given | 
without a proper limitation. There is no pro- |j 
pricty, no justice, in so doing; it is contrary to 
publio policy to give to any svt of corporators un- 
limited time to exercise valuable franchises, such | 
as are conferred by this act of incorporation, with- 
outa reversion in case of non-user. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire intend that this grant 
shall be perpetual? Does he intend that these cor- 
porators shall possess these privileges for an un- 


l 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


| limited time, without any reference as to whether 


they are exercised or used? 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President 

Mr. BRIGHT. I cannot yield to the Senator, 
My time is important. 

Mr. CLARK. I simply wanted to inquire if 
he expected an answer? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I did notask the question with 
a view of eliciting an answer. Ihave too high 
an appreciation of the sense of justice of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire not to know what his 
answer would be. I have served too long on the 
committee with him to believe that he would con- 
fer valuable privileges, such as are contained in 
this bill, on any set of corporators, without affix- 
ing alimit to it, These parties ought to be com- 
pelled to exercise these valuable franchises within 
some limited time—say one year; say two, if the 
Senator prefers. : 

Mr. CLARK. Iwill say to the Senator that 
they would be glad to exercise them within a year, 
if he would only let them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRIGHT. Well, sir, I wish to let them, 
provided I can put this grant in fair competition 
with another honest grant, and not prejudice the 
rights of parties who have organized under it, and 
have been seeking to benefit the public—and, I ad- 
mit, seeking at the same time to benefit themselves 
—for thatis a part of the inducement to use capital 
in such hazardous enterprises. This is one of 
the sections which should be amended. In the 
first place, you should declare that these corpo- 
rators are lable for the full amount of any debt 
that may be contracted by the company, in con- 
nection with this enterprise. That is a principle 
which I am quite sure none of my political friends 
on this side of the Chamber will repudiate, if I 
can bring them to the yeas and nays upon it,and 
I shall try very hard to do so before this bill is 
disposed of. Obtaining that amendment, | shall 
then ask for the limitation that I have named; 
and if it be the pleasure of the Senate to put in 
that amendment, I shall be content with one 
other. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Indiana 
will allow me to call up a little pension bill for an 
old soldier. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire makes an appeal to me that I cannot resist. 
I yield the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to take up and pass a bill reported from 
the Committee on Pensions, for the relief of Ed- 


| ward Williams, a poor old soldier. 


Mr. CLARK. I object. 

Mr. THOMSON. It is one of the most mer- 
itorious cases Í ever had before me. 

Mr. CHANDLER, 1 object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, the motion of the Senator from New Ham p- 
shire cannot be entertained. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The Senator from New 
Hampshire, I presume, by the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, may move to postpone this bill 


! temporarily for ten or fifteen minutes, to act on 


his pension bill. 

Mr. CLARK. Oh,no; we cannot lose thie 
speech of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. COLLAMER, There are serious appre- 
hensions that be will never finish that speech. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. THOMSON. This old man cannot live 
much longer, and I hope he will get his pension. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I doubted the propriety of 
yiclding the floor to my friend from New Hamp- 
shire, lest I should not conclude; but he so seldom 
makes an appeal . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope there will be no 
interruption of the Senator from Indiana, We are 
very much interested in his speech, and I trust he 
will be allowed to finish it. I object to the con- 
sideration of the bill of the Senator from New 
Hampshire until we have heard the speech. 

Mr. HALE. I was not in when the Senator 
from Indiana began his speech, and I should like 
him to tell me which side he has been talking on. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have been talking on both 
sides. [Laughter.] I have been comparing the 


| bill granting certain privileges to a company that 
i has been in active operation in the District for 
| some time manufacturing gas—a very common 
| article, by the way, in this region—with the bill 


proposed by the Senator’s colleague; and I am 
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quite sure that if the honorable Senator had heard 
me he would have been satisfied that this is far 
from a perfect bill. Lam struggling to add three 
amendments; one containing the individual-liabil- 
ity clause, as it is termed, something valuable in 
Democratic parlance—and the Senator once be- 
longed to that party, and knows with what tena- 
city he adhered to whatever was regarded a funda- 
mental principle of it. Again, I wish to make the 
language of one of the sections so clear as to leave 
no room for doubtas to the denial of anything like 
power on the part of this company to issue bank 
paper, and to make quite clear the power of the 
courts in the District of Columbia to decide be- 
tween the city authorities and the corporators in 
cases of nuisances, which I have stated is not now 
clear. The next amendment, I will say, for the 
benefit of the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Have,] as heagks me the question, was an amend- 
ment which should deny toany set of corporators 
the right to locate a nuisance of this kind, such as 
gas works arc, within a certain distance of any 
private property, withoutthe consent of the prop- 
erty-halders. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire says itis right. Iwish I could get his col- 
league to say the same thing. 

Mr. CLARK. I will say to the Senator that 
if the old company had located their nuisance, 
and not suffered it to go around in the various 
parts of the city, perhaps it would have been an 
accommodation. 

Mr, BRIGHT. The bare fact that there has 
been complaint, and no doubt just complaint 
againstthe present company in that respect, shows 
the importance of these amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator from Indiana give way to allow a message 
to be received ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President, by Mr. Gioss- 
BRENNER, his Sceretary, announced thatthe Pres- 
ident had, this day, approved and signed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution: 

An act (S. No. 215) to amend the provisions of 
the fifty-sixth section of an act to regulate the col- 
lection of duties on imports and tonnage, approved 
March 2, 1799; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 72) to correct certain 
errors in the act entitled ‘* An act to provide for 
the payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to 
authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties 
on imports, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 2, 1861; and 
» An act (S. No. 10) in addition to “ An act to 

promote the progress of the useful arts.” 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


my friend from New Hampshire to allow me to 
ask the Senate to take up and pass a bill giving 
eleven dollars a month pension to a poor old man 
who served twenty or thirty years in the Navy, 


just to give him enough to be buried with. [hope 


the Senator from New Hampshire will allow me 
to call up this bill. 
Mr. CLARK. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
take this occasion to lay before the Senate a mes- 
sage from the House of Representatives, notify- 
ing the Senate that the Housc, having completed 
its business, is ready to adjourn. Shall the Sec- 
retary be directed to inform the House of Repre- 
sentatives that the Senate is ready to adjourn? 

It was so ordered. 


EDWARD WILLIAMS. 


Mr. CAMERON. 1 want to make one more 
attempt to operate on the feelings of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, in favor of the old man 
to whom I have alluded. It is the last favor 
which I shall ask, I hope the Senator will allow 
me to move to take up the bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the Senator will yield 
that to the Senator from Pennsylvania. The gas 
bill, itis clear, cannot pass to-day. 

Mr. CLARK. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania make an appeal to me? 


I cannot consent. 


Mr. CAMERON. I do. 
Mr. CLARK. I yield. 


Mr. CAMERON. Lam much obliged to the 
Senator. Imove to take up House bill No. 1001, 
fer the relicf of Edward Williams. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
can be entertained only by unanimous consent. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R. 
No. 1001) for the relief of Edward Williams was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name cf Edward Williams, of New Jer- 
sey, upon the list of three-fourths-pay pensioners, 
atthe rate of $1) 25 per month, to commence from 
the Ist of Januxry, 1851, and to continue during 
his natural life. 

Mr. HALE. I move to fill the blanks with 
‘t Mauricctown, in the county of Cumberland.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The blanks 
will be so filled. 

Mr. GRIMES. 
this pension is for. 

Mr. KiNG. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed that no report accompanies the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMPLOYÉS OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Now, I ask the indulgence of 


I should like to know what 


the vote passirg the bill-to incorporate the Metro- 
politan Gas-Light Company. 90°" : 

Mr. BRIGHT. Time admonishes:mé that it 
will-be impossible for meto finish my: remarkson 
this question. [Laughter] 000. 02 ey 

Mr. HALE. 1 move, if: it be. inorder, that 
the Senator have leave to print them. [Laugh- 
ter. : : E 

Mr. BRIGHT. I was going to remark that I 
would finish them next session. I know thein- 
terruptions that are necessarily attendaiit.on the 
closing of a session. ; > eH 

Mr. CLARK. 1 want simply, now, to say 
that this isa struggle on the part of a great over- 
grown. monopoly, to prevent the incorporation of 
a little company, with $200,000 capital, for the 
purpose of furnishing gas in competition. with 
them; and so great and overgrown has it become, 
that it has becn able to procure’a Senator of the 
United States to come in here, and, hour after 
hour, to stand. and talk a bill out which the House 
of Representatives passed, and’ which was. sent 
to this body, which was examined by. your com- 
mittee, and reported unanimously to: be. a fit bill 
to pass this body; and the question is simply; 
now, onthe motion to reconsider. I ask, if we 
have time, that the Senate take a vote on it with- 
outa further word. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Lam not through, Mr. Presi- 
dent; and I will say to the Senator that he will 
never pass this bill, either atthis or the next ses- 
sion, until itis thoroughly sifted; and I shallshow 
a big job inside of it, . 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

Mr. RICE, from the committeeappointed to wait 
on the President of the United States, and inform 
him that, unless he may have any further com- 
munications to make, the Senate is ready to. close 
its session by an adjournment, reported that: the 
committee had performed the duty assigned them, 
and that the President replied that Ée had no 
further communieation to make, ' 

Hon. Haxnxmar Flamin, Vice President elect, 
entered the Senate Chamber, and was conducted 
by Hon. Soromon Foor, of the committee of ar- 
rangements, to a seat on the dais, to the left of 
the Vice President. e 

The VICE PRESIDENT rose and said: Sen- 
ators, in taking final leave of this position, Í can ask 
buta moment amidst the busy scenes around us, 
to tender you my grateful ackäowledements for 
the resolution declaring yourapproval of the man- 
ner in which I have discharged the duties of :the 
Chair, and to express my deep sense of the uni- 
form courtesy which, as the Presiding Officer, I 
have received from every member of this body. 
If I have committed errors, your generous for- 
bearance refused to rebuke them; and, during the 
whole period of my service here, I never have 
appealed in vain to your justice or your charity. 


The memory of all this will ever be cherished 
among the most gratifying recollections of my 
life; and for my successor, Pean express no better 
wish than that he may enjoy those relations of 
mutual confidence and regard which have so hap- 


Mr. BRIGHT. We are so near the last hours 
of the session, that I am very anxious to have 
the indulgence of the Senate to take up a small 
private bill, which I have neglected in the hurry 
of business, to call to the attention of the Senate 


the Senate to take up the little bill I referred to. 
Mr. CLARK. I cannot consent to that. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I shall go on then with my 
remarks upon the Senator’s bill. F will try to 
dispose of it in the next five minutes. 


until this late moment. Itis a bill (H.R. No. 
465) granting a pension to Mary Shirtcliffe, widow 
of John Shirteliffe. It isthe only billof a private 
character that is applicable to any constituent of 
mine that 1 have asked to have considered during 
the present session. I feel that it is my duty to 
ask for its consideration now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Indiana asks unanimous consent to take up 
for passage tho bill indicated by him. 

Mr. CLARK. I feel it my duty to keep the 
bill, which is properly under consideration before 
the Senate, regularly up, so that the Senator can 
go on with his speech, and give me an oppor- 
tunity to say a word if there should be time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, the motion of the Senator from Indiana 
cannot be entertained while the bill alluded to by 
the Senator from New Hampshire is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the 
Indiana will give way to me to make a motion to 
take up a bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. As thisis likely to be the last 
chance of the Senator from Pennsylvania to make 
a motion here, I will yield to him. 

Mr. CAMERON. I know that, and therefore 


I want to appeal to the liberality and friendship of | 


Senator from | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I hope tbe 
Senate will allow me to make a report. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I give way for that purpose. 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittce to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, who were instructed by a res- 
olution of the Senate of the 18th of June, 1860, to 
inquireand reporthow many personsare employed 
by the Senate in cach and every department, 
whether in the office of the Secretary or under the 
direction of the Sergeant-at-Arms, or of the Door- 


i keeper, or in any other way and manner; the 


compensation of each; the time that each individ- 
ual isemployed; the authority by which each per- 


| son is employed or appointed; and also to inform 
f the Senate whether, in the opinion of the com- 
| mittee, the services of any one thus employed 


may not be dispensed with without detriment to 
the public service, and also whether, in the con- 
tingentexpenses of the Senate, there are notabuses 
which require reform and amendment, submitted 
a report; which was ordered to be printed. 


METROPOLITAN GAS COMPANY. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 1 believe Iam still entitled to 


| the floor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
is entitled to the floor, on the motion to reconsider 


pily marked my intercourse with the Senate. 
And now, gentlemen, members of the Senate, of- 
ficers of the Senate, from whom I have received 
so many kind offices, accept my gratitude and 
my cordial good wishes for your prosperity and 
happiness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT then intimated that 
he was ready to administer the oath of office to 
his successor. 

Mr. HAMLIN rose and said: Senators, an ex- 
perience of several years asa member of this body 
has taught me many of the duties of its Presiding 
Officer, which are delicate, sometimes embarrass- 
ing, and always responsible. With a firm and 
inflexible purpose to discharge these duties faith- 
fully, relying upon the courtesy and codperation 
of Senators, and invoking the aid of Divine Prov- 
idence, I am now ready to take the oath required 
by the Constitution, and to enter upon the dis- 
charge of the official duties intrusted to me in the 
confidence of a generous public. 

The VICEPRESIDENT (Mr. BRECKINRIDGE) 
administered the oath to support the Constitution 
of the United States to Mr. Hamuin, and pro- 


| claimed: 


The hour having arrived for the termination 
of this Congress, I now proclaim the Senate 
adjourned without day, 
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March 2, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, Merch 2, 1861. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a. m. Prayer 
by the Chapiain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
"Che Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND RESOLUTION. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bilis and a resolution 
of the following titles; and the Speaker thereupon 
signed the same: f 

A bill for the relief of Richard Chenery; 

A bill for the relief of Simon de Visser and José 
de Villarubia; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 51) repealing a 
resolution relating to the claim of George Fisher, 
late of Florida, deceased, approved June 1, 1860. 


NEW ORLEANS MINT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Presidentofthe United States, 
in answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, adopted on the 11th of February, 1861, 
respecting the seizure of the mintat New Orleans, 
witha large sum of money therein, by the author- 
ities of. the State of Louisiana, the refusal of the 
treasurer of the branch mint to pay drafts of the 
United Siates, d&c., stating that all the information 
within his possession or power, on these subjects, 
was communicated to the House by the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury, on the 21st ultimo; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


TROOPS IN WASHINGTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following message of the President of the United 
States; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

To the Mouse of Representatives : 

Jn answer to their resolution of the lith instant, “ that 
the President of the United States furnish to the House, if 
not incompatible with the public service, the reasous that 
have induced him to assemble so large a number of troops 


sembled in this city is not large, as the resolution presup- 


its Lota amonat being six hundred and fifty-three 
y exclusive of the marines, who are, of course, at the 
navy-yard as their appropriate station. These troops were 
ordered here to act as a posse comitatus in strlet subordina- 
tion to the civil authority, for the purpose of preserving 
peaee and order in the city of Washington should this be 
necessary before or at the period of the inauguration of the 
President elect. 

Sinee the date of the resolation, Hon. Mr. HOWARD, from 
the select comipitice, has made a report to the House on 
this subject. It was thoroughly investigated by the com- 
mittee, and although they have expressed the opinion that 
the evidence before them does not prove the existence gr 
n seeret organization here or elsewhere hostile to the Gov- 
ment, that bas for its object, upon its own responsibil- 
ity, an attack upon the capital, or any of the public property 
here, or an interruption of any of the functions of the Goy- 
ernment, yet the House Jaid upon the table, by a very large 
majority, a resolution expressing the opinion “ that the reg- 
ular troops now in this city ought to be forthwith removed 
therefrom.” This of itself was n sufficient reason tor not 
withdrawing the troops. 

Bue what was the duty of the President at the time the 
troops were ordered to this city? Ought be to have waited, 
before this precautionary measure was adopted, until he 
could obtain proof that a seeret organization existed to 
seize the capital? tn the language of the select commit- 
tee, this was “in a time of high excitement consequent 
upon revolutionary events transpiring all around us, the 
very air filled with remors, and individuals indulging in the 
most extravagant expressions of t and threats.” Under 
these and other circumstances, whieh I need not detail, but 
which appear in thetestimony before the select committee, 
I was convinced that E ought to act. ‘The 
se amount of public property in this city 


are situated, have a deep interest; the peace and order of 
the city itsel, and the seeurity of the inauguration of the 
President elect, were objects of such vast importance to 
the whole conntry, that Eeould not hesitate to adopt preeau- 
tionary defensive measures. Atthe present moment, when 
all is quiet, it is diffcnit to realize the state of alarm which 
prevailed when the troops were first ordered to this city. 
"This almost instantly subsided after the arrival of the first 
company, anda feeling of comparative peace and security 
has since existed, both in Washington and throughout the 
country. Had I refused to adopt this precautionary meas- 
ure, and evil consequences, which many good men at the 


time apprehended, had followed, E should never have for- | 


given myself. 
WASHINGTON, March 1, 1861. 
NAVY REGISTER, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting, for the use of the House, three hun- 
dred copies of the Navy Register for the current 


JAMES BUCHANAN. 


, 
ves of the Government, in which all the Stites, | 


year; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 
RESIGNATION OF THE PRINTER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from Thomas H, Ford, Printer ot 
the Hlouse, resigning his office; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


LIST OF CLERKS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
Jaid before the House a communication from the 
War Department, transmitting, in pursuance of 
law, a list of the clerks employed in that Depart- 
ment; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PASSENGERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Sceretary of State, trans- 
mittinga statement of the number and designation 
of passengers arriving in the ports of the United 
States for the year 1860; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


JOINN IW. WHEELER. 


Mr. BRANCH. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the Committee of the Whole 
Houscon the Private Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of Senate bill No. 270, ; 
for the relief of John H. Wheeler. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. ‘This is the lastday 
in which private bills can be considered. I ask 
that committees may be called for reports, and 
that nothing shall interrupt the regular business 
of the morning hour. 

Mr. BRANCH. I have the right to move to 
suspend the rules. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to John H. Wheeler, late 
minister resident of the United States at Nica- 
ragua, the sum of $5,715 20, in fall for losses by 
exchange, for property destroyed at Granada, 
expenses incurred in taking testimony at San 
Juan del Norte, and for relief extended to dis- 
tressed American citizens crossing the Isthmus 
during the interval between October, 1854, and 
October, 1856. 

The question was put, and the rules were sus- 
pended, (two thirds having voted therefor.) 

Mr. BRANCH. {call for the previous ques- 
tion on the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was sceonded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BRANCH moved the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. | 

The bill was passed, 

Mr. BRANCH. moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the committee of con- 
ference on the Indian appropriation bill, made the 
following report: : 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
865) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian departinent and tor fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with varions indian tribes for the year ending 
30, 1853, having met, alter full and free conference, 
reed to recommend, and do recommend, to their 
respective Houses, as fellows: 

hat the House recede trom its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate’s eighteenth amendment, and agree to the same with 
the following amendment: Add, at the cud of the amend- 
ment, the following wor “orso much thereof as may 
be necessary for the expenses actually incurred.” 

That the House recede trom its disagreement to the Sen- 
atos twenty-first amendment, and, in lieu thereof, insert 
the following: “That the salary of the agent for the Wien- 
itas, and other Indians in the country leased by the Choc- 
taws to the United States, shall be $1,500 per annum, from 
and after the Ist day of July, L860.°? 

That the Senate concur in the amendment of the House 
to the seventh amendment of the Senate. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
three and twenty. H 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered four, nineteen, five, 
and six, and concur in said amendments. 

J. A. PEARCE, 
L. W. POWELL, 
D. CLARK, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
EMERSON ETHERIDGE, 
J. H. GRAHAM, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Isit in order to move agree- 
ment in the report of the committee of conference 
on all the amendments except that relating to the 
Choctaw Indians? 

TheSPEAKER. The vote must be taken upon 
the report of the committee of conference as a 
whole. Ti cannot be divided. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Then [hope that the House 
will disagree to the Choetaw amendment of the 
Senate. | trust, sir, that they will rather let the 
bill go than agrce to such an amendment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. l hope that the report of 
the committee of conference will be concurred in. 

Mr. PHELPS. I was a member of the com- 
mittee of conference from which this report is 
made. I dissent from it, and am now in favor of 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, that it be 
not agreed to. I dissent from the report upon 
three or four of the amendments of the Senate, 
and not alone upon the Choctaw amendment. I 
believe, Mr. Speaker, if that Senate amendment 
be concurred in by this House, this Government 
will be bound to pay these Choctaw Indians some 
$2,900,000, which { do not think that it ought to 
pay tothemat all. I hope that the report will be 
rejected. 

The question was taken; and the report of the 
committee of conference was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that another com- 
mittee of conference be asked for on the disagree- 
ing votes between the two Houses, on the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed Messrs Howanp, of 
Michigan, Moretti, and Stevenson, managers 
of said conference on its part. 


HENRY RICE. 


Mr. ELIOT. I move that the Committce of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the Sen- 
ate bill (No. 501) for the relief of Henry Rice, 
and that the bill be now put on its passage. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. ELIOT moved that the rules be suspended 
to enable him to submit the motion he had indi- 
cated. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules being suspended, the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill; and it was brought before the House. 

The bill was read. H directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Henry 
Rice, the sum of $10,539 88, being a repayment 
to him of that sum paid by him into the ‘Treasury 
as duties on goods imported into Castine, while 
in possession of the British forces, the same not 
being by law subject to the payment of duty, 
under the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

“The bill was ardered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latucr motion was agreed to. 

GUANO DISCOVERIES. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [ask unanimous 
consent of the House for Jeave to report back to 
the House Senate bill No. 303, supplementary 
to the actentitled “ An act to authorize protection 
to be given to citizens of the United States who 
may discover deposits of guano,” approved Au- 
gust 18, 1856, with sundry amendments. 

There was no objection, and the report was 
received. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. As I intend to 
move that the bill be put upon its passage, | will 
make a brief explanation which will, [think, save 
a great deal of time. The law regulating the 
trade in guano was passed in August, 1856. Its 
provisions are simply these: on a citizen discov- 
ering an island of guano not occupied by eitizens 
ofanothernation, and taking peaceable possession 
of it, such island shall, at the discretion of the 
President, be considered to be the property of the 
United States. But notice must first be given by 
the discoverer to the State Department; and on 
satisfactory evidence that the island was taken 
possession of in the name of the United States, 
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and at the time was not in possession of any for- 
eign nation, it is then provided that the discoverer 
shall have the right to sell the guano, but only to 
citizens of the United States,.at places fixed and 
within a certain time. And the President of the 
United States is invested with the power of using 
the naval force of the United States to protect the 
rights of such citizen. The pending bill is an 
amendment to and supplementary of that law. 
‘It has been ascertained since 1856 that the law 
then passed was not perfect, but rather in some 
points worked to the injury of our relations with 
foreign Guvernments. First, we provide that the 
bonds required ander the law of 1856 shall be evi- 
dence of the preliminary facts; second, that the 
naval forces shall not be employed at the discre- 
tion of the President, but at the pleasure of Con- 
gress; third, that imported or coastwise guano 
shall be inspected, examined, and analyzed; and 
fourth, that that part of the law which confines 
sales to citizens of the United States shall be re- 
pealed. I move that the amendments be agreed 
to, and the bill put upon its passage. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 

_a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to introduce the following 
resolution. 

Mr. TAPPAN. This is private bill day, and 
the regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports on private matters, 

The SPEAKER. It is in order, also, to move 
that the rules be suspended. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the States be called in the usnal order, 
and that each member of the House be allowed to present 
one biil or resolution for the consideration of the House. 


Mr. TAPPAN. Iam willing to agree to that. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Lalso agree to that 
resolution. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. LOVEJOY moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, in order that the resolution might be 
submitted. 

Mr. BARR demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. KELLOGG, 
of Illinois, and Bara, were appointed. 

Mr. BURNETT. That resolution, at this late 
stage of the session, can never be carried out. 

The tellers reported—ayes twenty-nine, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. LOVEJOY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The rules were not suspended. 


NEVADA AND DAKOTA. 


On motion of Mr. GROW, it was 

Ordered, That the bills for the organization of the Ter- 
ritories of Nevada and Dakota, as passed, be printed. 

CONTINGENT FUND. 

Mr. SPINNER, from the Committee of Ac- 
counts, submitted, by unanimous consent, a re- | 
port, in compliance with aresolution of the House, 
in reference to what additional legislation is neces- 
sary concerning the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives; which was laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAKE. I insist that the rules be en- 
forced, and the members in the area be required 
to resume their seats. Those of us who occupy 
our seats cannot get the floor at all. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will resume their 
seats. 


PAGES, ETC. 


Mr. SPINNER. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Accounts to report the following reso- 
lution to the House, and ask that it be put on its 
passage: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts are hereby 
authorized and required to settle and adjust the claims of 
such boys or pages as were in the service of the House 
of Representatives, prior to the arrangement of pages under 
the resolution of the House of March 9, 1850, not exceed- 


ing twelve in number; and that said committee are further | 


agtbortzed and directed fo adjust the ciatms of the several 


4 fore l had reached my seat, the gentleman from 


bsok and other folders, net exceeding twelve in number, i! 


| ayes one hundred and six; noes not counted. 


i vious 


andto allow each what may appear to said committe? to | 
be just and equitable; and the accounts so adjusted. and 
allowed by said committee, together with such claims as 
were passed and allowed by the Committee of Accounts 
of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want a limitation upon the 
ower of the committee; and unless that-is done, 
shail object to the resolution. | want their action 

subject to the approval of the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SPINNER. I desire to say a word in 
explanation of this resolution. 

Mr. BURNETT. [do not want to lose my 
right to object. 1 will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SPINNER. At the close of the last session 
of Congress a similar resolution was introduced. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I object to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SIMMS. I move that we take. up the Sen- 
ate bills of a private character on the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. SPINNER. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gen- 
tleman is objected to. : 

Mr. SPINNER. Then I move to suspend the 
rules; and upon that I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Spiywer and 
HinpMan were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


Mr. BURNETT. I want the yeas and nays if 
I can get them. E- hope the gentlemen who are 
in favor of the resolution will give us the yeas and 
nays, and then we will trouble them no further. 
I demand the yeas and nays, and call for tellers 
thereon. 

Tellers were not orderet. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The rules were then suspended; and 

Mr. SPINNER introduced the resolution, 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker—- 

Mr. SPINNER. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution. 

Mr. BURNETT. Did not Ihave the floor? I 
was upon the floor before the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. SPINNER. I had the floor, and moved 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Ido not wonder that there 
should be clashing claims in this confusion. The 
gentleman from New York demanded the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BURNETT. The amendment was not 
then beforethe House. It is now before the House, 
and I addressed the Chair. The gentleman from 
New York has not called the previous question. 

Mr. SPINNER. I did move the previous ques- 
tion, when thegentleman from Kentucky objected. 

Mr. BURNETT. Exactly; but that was upon 
suspending the resolution. The gentleman has 
not since demanded it, and I rose to address the 
Chair. 

Mr. SPINNER. I rose in my place before the 
gentleman from Kentucky, and called the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman is very much 
mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from New York did demand the previous 
question. f 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from New | 
York does not pretend to have demanded the pre- 
question, except when he introduced the 
resolution. i 

The SPEAKER. He was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. Exactly, if he had sought 
the floor; but that he did not do. | 

Mr. SPINNER. I did not yield the floor. The 
Chair appointed me as one of the tellers; and, be- 


Kentucky took the floor. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put; and, under 
the operation thereof, the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SPINNER. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed; and also move 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING DOCUMENTS. | 


Mr. HASKIN. I rise to a privileged question. | 
Tam instructed by the Committee on Printing, | 
which is entitled to report at any ume, to submit i} 


to the House three resolutions for their adoption. |} the fis 


l call the previous-question upon-each-of the rés- 
olutions. = E oe : 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and, ander the 
operation thereof, the following. resolutions were . 
adopted: : ee OY 

Resolved, That there be printed: twenty thousand ‘extra 
copies of the report and testimony of the select committee. 
on the abstracted Indian trust bonds from the Department’ 
of the Interior, five hundred copies‘of which shall be for the 
use of the Interior Department. š 

Resolved, That two thousand extra copies of the Morrill 
tariff bill, as amended, be printed for the use of the’ mem- 
bers of this House. ey 

Resolved, ‘That there be printed, for the use of the mêm- 
bers of the House, twenty thousand copies.of each of the - 
reports of. Major A. Mordecai, of ordnance, and Major 
Richard Delafield, of the corps of engineers, the two com- 
missioners appointed bythe War Deparment, in 1855, to 
visit Europe forthe purpose of obtaining iuformation in 
regard to the military service In general, and especially. the 
practical workings of the changes which have been ititro- 
duced, of late years, into the military system of the nations’ 
of Europe.” : g Kat i 


Mr. HASKIN moved to reconsider the several 
votes by which the amendments were agreed to; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. iy À 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BINGHAM obtained the floor. : 

Mr. CURTIS. ‘I call for the regular order of 
business, 3 

Mr. BURNETT. At twelve o’clock the 
cial order comes up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that 
there is a special order for this-hour, . _ 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the special order? 

The SPEAKER. It is the Post Office appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. 
of privilege. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There can be no privileged 
question of a higher character than this. I now 
move that the Post Office bill be made the special 
order in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and that all debate close in com- 
mittee in five minutes after the committce pro- 
ceeds to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I have a right to 
state my question of privilege, though the gentle- 
man from Ohio has said that there is no higher 
question of privilege than the bill under consider- 
ation. I was absent last evening, on the duties 
of a select committee, when the vote was taken to 
suspend the rules to introduce the resolutions of 
the peace conference. Had I been present, I 
should have voted in the affirmative. ` 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on the mo- 
tion to terminate debate. f 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PATTON, 
one of their Clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed, withoutamendment, bills ofthe House 
of the following titles: 

A. bill (No. 311) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
Ann Henry; 

A bill (No. 426) for the relief of John Y. 
Sewell; 

A bill (No. 461) granting an invalid pension 
to Charles Appleton. 

A bill (No. 530) granting a pension to Jane 
Yates; and 

A bill (No. 666) for the reliefof Wiiliam Sutton, 

Also, that the Senate insist on their former ac- 
tion on the bill of the House (No. 899) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 30, 1862; agree to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon; and have ap- 
pointed Mr. Fessenpen, Mr. Laraam, and Mr. 
Brace, the managers-at the said conference on 
the part of the Senate. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, 
(Mr. Burnetr in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the Senate amendments to the 
billof the House (No. 971) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department for 
scal year ending June 20, 1862. 


spe- 


I rise to a question 
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First amendment of the Senate: 

On page 1, line fifteen, after the word “ dollars,” insert 
the foltowing: 

"And the Postmaster Genera] is hereby directed to re- 
examine the causes for discontinuance or curtailment of 
the postal service on inland routes since the 4th’ day of 
March, 1859, and to restore all such parts of the said ser- 
vice as can be restored, with due regard to the public in- 
terest and the cireumstances of each case; whether such 
discontinuance or curtailment was upon contracts not in 
force, or has taken effect upon the making of new contracts: 
Provided, That the restoration and increase of service 
hereby contemplated shall not be made without the consent 
of the contractor in each case, and in pursuance of his 
contract. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
say a word or two to the committee in relation to 
this amendment. This amendment of the Senate, 
in which the Committee of Ways and Means rec- 
ommended concurrence, is substantially the same 
as the amendment which was putin by the ITouse. 
They have only changed the language. The 
House put the amendment in the shape of a pro- 
viso, in order to meet the rules of the House; and 
the Senate have mercly changed the form of it. 
This is a malter which has been fully considered ; 
and the House passed the amendment by a vote 
of more than two to one. I hope that those who 
are in favor of having these cases reéxamined will 
vote to sustain the amendment of the Senate. It 
leaves the bill precisely as we wanted it when we 
voted on the question in the House. I ask for 
tellers on the amendment. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Second amendment: 


Page 1, Jine fifteen, after the word dollars,” strike out 
the following: 

& Provided, This appropriation is hereby made on the econ- 
dition that the Postmaster General reéxamine the causes 
for discontinuance or curtailment of the postal service on 
inland routes since the 4th day of March, 1859, and restore 
all such parts of the said service as can be restored with 
due regard to the publie interest and the circumstances of 
cach case; whether such discontinuance or curtailment 
was upon contracts yet in force, or bas taken effect upon 
the making of new contracts; that the restoration or in- 
crease of service hereby contemplated shalt be with the 
consent of the contactor in each, or in pursuance of his 
contract.” 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, 
"She amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 

Page 2, Hine nine, and at the end the 
postinaster at Washington city, Di 
pursiamce of the tine law anthorizing a special allow- 
ance to hing for such services’? so that it will read: 

For compensation to postmasters, $2,709,000 ; Provided, 
That no compensation shall be paid to postmasters after the 
30th of June, 1861, for the delivery of free letters or papers 
to their recipients, except to the postmaster at Washington 
city, District of Columbia, in pnrsunuce ofthe €) ing law 
authorizing a special allowance to him for such service. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. . 

The amendment was concurred it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee rose informally; and a message 
was received from the President of the United 
States, by A.J. GLOSSBRENNER, his Private Sec- 
retary, informing the Fouse that he had approved 
and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (FI. R. No. 338) to provide for the pay- 
mont of outstanding ‘Treasury notes, to authorize 
a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on imports, 
and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 655) granting a pension to 
Prentis Champlain, 

An act (EI. R. ‘No. 981) to confirm a certain 
private land claim in the Territory of New Mex- 
1003 

An act (H. R. No. 997) for the relief of Green- 
bury M. Watkins, of Montgomery county, Mary- 


reof, “except to the 
of Columbia, in 


Jand; and i 


An act (H. R. No. 576) for the relief of Messrs. 
Coale & Barr. 
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL——AGAIN. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union then resumed its session. 
Fourth amendment: 


Page 2, line twenty-five, at the end thereof, add: 

Provided, That the provision in the first section of the 
act of June 15, 1860, making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department, which restricts the maxi- 
mun compensation te be paid to post route agents to g800 


per year, be, and the same is, hereby repealed. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mend non-concurrence. i 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fifth amendment: 


At the end of the bill, add the following: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the compensa- 
tion of the special mail agent of the Post Office Department 
for the Pacific coast shall be $2,500 per annum ; such rate 
to take effect in virtue of this provision from the 30th day 
of June, 1861. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$350,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for carrying the mail 
ftom New Vork, via Panama, to San Francisco, three times 
a month, from the 1st day of July, 180, to the Ist day of 
July, 1861. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. COLFAX. When this amendment is ex- 
plained, I have no doubt the House will unani- 
mously concur in it. It was drawn by the Post 
Office Department. We have passed a similar 
provision in a previous bill, with the exception 
that we provided for paying for carrying the mails 
by ocean service from last July to the coming 
July, $350,000; but the postages were to be de- 
ducted. Now, the Post Office Department are 
unable to tell the amount of postages reccived, as 
they have taken no measures to find it out. It 
would require a great deal of labor to ascertain it. 
They therefore sent to the Treasury Department 
a certificate for $350,000, leaving the postages in 
the Treasury, where all-the postages of the coun- 
try are now. ‘Che Treasury Department suspended 
the order, because they required the Post Office 
Department to furnish them the exact amount of 
postages received from the route, which they would 
pay» and alsoan additional amount out of the 

Treasury, to make up $350,000. It is nothing but 
red tapeism, I may say. ‘This amendment was 
drawn atthe Post Office Department, and it pro- 
poses simply to give the contractors the amount 
that the President, the Postmaster General, the 
Senate, and the House, have all agreed to give 
them. There is no question about the correctness 
of the amendment, l can assure the committee. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Seventh amendment: 

Src. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
Generat be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
refund to Franklin Haven and bis associates the sum of 
money deposited by them with the Post Office Department, 
required as indemnity for the continuance of the Boston 
post office in the former locality, said post oee having 
siuce been removed: Provided, That from the sum of 
money thus deposited, the Postmaster General shall first 
deduct the expense of one removal of the said post office 
each way. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Chairman, this matter is 
in charge of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. At.tex,} who isa member of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, and who hap- 
pens to be temporarily absent. 1 desire to state 
that the Post Office Committees of both Houses 
have recommended the refunding of this amount 
of $12,000. 1t is a case in which there wasa con- 
flict as to the site of the post office in Boston, It 
was ordered to be removed, by the Post Office 
Department, from State street to Summer strect. 
A peremptory order of Congress prevented its re- 
moval during the session of Congress; but the law 
suspending the order of removal required that the 
merchants of Boston, who desired the post office 
to remain in State strect, should pay into the 
Treasury $12,000, which was the rent of the other 
building, to which the Government desired to re- 
move the post office. When the law expired, 


| although the $12,000 had been paid by the Boston 
| merchants, the post office was again removed to 


the Summer street location. They have come 
here and asked to have this amount refunded, as 
they have lost the post office from the site where 
they desired to have it. The Senate adopted the 
amendment unanimously, and I hope the House 
will concur in it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In justice to the Committec 
of Ways and Means, I will state that we rejected 
this amendment, simply because it is one of a 
numerous class of private claims put upon the 


appropriation bills, and we had no time to inquire 
into its merits. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighth amendment: 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized to extend the existing mail 
contract on route 13564, in the State of Minnesota, so that 
it will expire June 30, 1865; and that sald service be semi- 
weekly for the same period: Provided, The increase of 
pay shall not exceed the pro rata amount now paid. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. : 

Mr. COLFAX. The Committee of Ways and 
Means, by recommending non-concurrence with 
the Senate amendments, compels me tooceupy the 
floor more frequently than I desire; and I believe 
that hereafter I ought to insist that Post Office ap- 
propriation bills should be referred to the Post 
Office Committee, instead of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. I will explain the amend- 
ment very briefly. There is a weekly mail route 
now in operation from St. Cloud via Breckinridge, 
and up the Red Riverof the North to Pembina, five 
hundred and sixty miles in length. All the mails 
to the British North American provinces in that 
region are carried on that line. Thatroute is their 
only connection with the States. The Senate Post 
Office Committee have agreed to increase that 
weekly mail service to semi-weckly mail service, 
at pro rata compensation, involving a cost of 
$11,000 per year. 

L wish to state to the committee that when the 
post route bill was up, we had to offend my friend 
from Minnesota, who threatened to secede [laugh- 
ter] because we struck out the appropriation of 
$200,000 for overland mail service from St. Paul 
to the Pacific coast. I told them I was willing to 
recommend giving them interior service, to supply 
the wants of the people of Minnesota; but that I 
was not willing to recommend an overland daily 
mail to the Pacific coast, involving great expense. 
All that they ask now is a simple extension of the 
service on this road from weekly to semi-weekly. 
It carries the British mails for that region of 

British North America, and for all the valley of 
the Red River of the North. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I oppose the amendment, 
for a very obvious reason. The Post Office Com- 
mittce in the Senate load down the annual appro- 
priation bill with all sorts of pet projects. This 
is a mere extension of a mail route; nothing more 
nor less. If this practice be favored—and I see 
my friend from Indiana seems to favor the prac- 
tice—the annual appropriation bill will be mere 
miscellaneous bills for the purpose of providing 
for mail routes and postmasters; after a while, 
they will probably introduce amendments to ap- 
point postmasters. It seems to me that the ap- 
propriation bill ought to be kept clear of these 
extrancous matters; and therefore [ hope the 
Tlouse will non-concur in the amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imove toamend by striking 
out the last proviso. I desire to say, in connec- 
tion with this matter, that the arrangement has 
been agreed upon between the Post Office Com- 
mittees of the House and Senate, to give us the 
increased service at the expense of $11,000 a year, 
in lieu of the $200,000 which the Senate proposed 
to give us on the post route bill. I trust the com- 
mittee will favor us thus much, notwithstanding 
that my friend from Ohio [Mr. Sazrman] thinks 
the Senate is loading down the appropriation bills 
with dead dogs. This is no dead dog; it is alive 
lion. [Laughter.] 

The question being on the amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. ALDRICH withdrew it. 

The Senate amendment was non-concurred in. 


Ninth amendment: 


Sec. 9. Andhe it further enacted, That in lieu of the daily 
service on the central route, provided by House bill 714, 
entitled “An act for the establishment of post routes,” ap- 
proved February 27, 1861, the Postmaster General is hereby 
directed to discontinue the mail service on route No. 12578, 
from St. Louis and Memphis to San Francisco, California, 
and to modify the contract on said route, subject to the 
same terms and conditions only as hereinafter provided ; 
said discontinuance to take effect on or before July 1, 1861. 


“The contractors on said route shali be required to transport 


the entire letter mail six times a week onthe central route, 
said letter mail to be carried through in twenty days’ time 
cight months in the year, and in twenty-three days the re- 
maining four months in the year, from some point on the 
Missouri river connected with the East, to Placerville, Cal- 
ifornia, and also to deliver the entire mails tri-weekly to 
Denver City and Great Salt Lake City; said contractors 
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shall also be required to carry the residue of ali mail mat- 
ter in a period not exceeding thirty-five days, with the priv- 
lege of sending the latter semi-monthly from New York to 
San Francisco in twenty-five days by sea, and the public 
documents in thirty-five days. They shall also be required, 
during the continuance of their contract, or until the com- 
pletion of the overland telegraph, to run a pony express 
semi-weekly, at a schedule time of ten days eight months, 
and twelve days four months, carrying for the. Government, 
free of charge, five pounds of mail matter, with the liberty 
of charging the public for transportation of letters by said 
express, not exceeding one dollar per half ounce. For the 
above service said contractors shall receive the. sum of 
$1,000,000 per annum ; the contract for such service to be 
thus modified before the 25th day of March next, and ex- 
pire July 1, 1864. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This amendment, and all 
the remaining amendments, relate to what is called 
the Butterfield mail route. They are very im- 

ortant, and ought to be all considered together. 
propose that they shall be. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the amendments will 
not be considered together, as that would preclude 
the offering of amendments. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I desire to offer an 
amendment to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw my proposition. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I move to amend 
the Senate amendment, by striking out the words 
“ some point on the Missouri river connected with 
the East,” and inserting, in lieu thereof, the words 
“ St. Joseph, Missouri.’ 

Mr, Chairman, the object of this bill is to do 
away with the Butterfield mail route, and to estab- 
lish a single central route daily overland to Cali- 
fornia. By the provisions of the amendment of 
the Senate, the contractors have the privilege of 
starting from any point on the Missouri river. 
They may go up to a point on the frontier of Da- 
kota or Nebraska, or any place on the Missouri 
river fronting the State of Missouri, and start 
thence with the great daily overland mail. I hold 
that it is not the intention of Congress to offer a 
bribe of this kind to the contractors for the over- 
land mail. Their object would necessarily be to 
get as light a mail to carry to California as possi- 

le; and therefore, having the entire range of the 
Missouri river to select, they would go to some 
obscure point on the Missouri river where a large 
mail could not accumulate. For that reason, I ask 
that my amendment shall be adopted, soasto make 
this route start from the most westerly railroad 

oint on the continent. The object of Congress 
is, of course, that the mails shall be concentrated 
at a point having a railroad connection with the 
east, center, and south, and to have the mails sent 
thence to California. Suppose these parties should 
select Florence, in Nebraska, or some point above 
there: the States of New York and Pennsylvania, 
and the other eastern States, could not send their 
letters by that route, for it would take twelve or 
fifteen days to get letters to the starting point of 
the overland mail. 

I see that some gentlemen smile at the reading 
of my amendment, because I happened to have 
the name of St. Joseph before the House in con- 
nection with the Pacific railroad and the overland 
mail route. I can only say to my friend from Cal- 
ifornia, [Mr. Burcu,} who, I understand, opposes 
me on this amendment, that this line would not 
be worth a dollar to his constituents if we should 
fail to make the contractors start from a point 
where the railroad connection with the east term- 
Inates. 

Mr. BURCH. Does the gentleman think it 
likely that the contractors wouid start except from 
some point where they could get the mails? 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I-will state to the 
gentleman that, while I have as much confidence 
in Butterfield & Co. as in any other contractors 
having a contract worth $1,000,000, still, if I were 
John Butterfield, and got this contract, I would 
start the route from some point where the people 
could not overload my coaches. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 5 

Mr. COVODE. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri. If 
Congress is to specify any point, why not specify 
Atchison, which is twenty miles west of St. Jo- 
seph, and to which railroad connection is extend- 
ed? Why not start from that extreme point, in- 
stead of starting from an intermediate point on the 
line? 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, offered by Mr. Crase, of Mis- 
souri; and it was rejected. 

Mr. PHELPS. i move a formal amendment 


for the purpose of speaking to the Senate amend- 
ment. Hete is a singular commentary on the le- 
gislation of Congress. In the bill establishing 
post routes, we made provision for the êstablish- 
ment of a daily overland mail from St. Joseph, 
Missouri, to Placerville, California, and regulated 
the maximum amount of compensation to be paid 
for that service. The contract for that service was 
to be awarded on advertisements inviting pro- 
poets. Itis not two weeks since we passed that 
ill, And now comes a proposition before us to 
effect an entire change in relation to it, and to in- 
crease a compensation which is to be paid for the 
overland mail service on the so-called. central. 
route. It is true, this is done at the expense of 
another route, and by the discontinuance of that 
route. And again: in that post route bill we pro- 
vided that the entire mail, embracing that of let- 
ters and papers to the extent of a certain weight 
named, shall be carried daily within the time of 
twenty days. We now propose to abolish that 
provision of law, and to give the contractors upon 
that route the privilege of taking the contract at 
the sum of $1,000,000 per annum, without requir- 
ing any invitation of proposals from any other 
parties by advertisement. In addition thereto, it 
is also proposed to provide that the maximum 
time in which the transportation of the mail over 
this route is to be performed during eight months 
of the year, shall be twenty days, and during the 
remaining four mouths, twenty-three days. 

This service by the so-called Butterfield over- 
land route now performs its trips in the average 
time of twenty-two days from St. Louis to San 
Francisco, embracing both summer and winter. 
We now propose to elongate, if I may use the ex- 
pression, the time in which the trips are to be per- 
formed; we propose to fix the eastern terminus of 
the route three hundred miles further west than 
the eastern terminus of the Butterfield route; we 
propose that the western terminus shall be at Pla- 
cerville, one hundred and fifty miles east of San 
Francisco; and while that is done, it is proposed 
to increase the compensation, as I have stated, 
and to increase the period of time within which 
the trips may be made; and we extend further 
facilities to the contractors in respect to the time 
in which the newspaper mail is to be transported. 
In other words, we propose to abrogate the legis- 
lation which a few days ago we adopted, and 
which we then deemed to be wise and proper; and 
we propose to abolish a route, which has been in 
existence for some years, on which the service 
has been performed, considering the distance and 
the country through which it passes, with won- 
derful regularity and speed. And you propose a 
less rate of speed for carrying simply the letter 
mail, than you required for the whole letter and 
newspaper mail under the act to establish certain 

ost routes. There are other objections, which 
also desire to present. 

This is a matter in which not only my constit- 
uents, but the greater part of the people of Mis- 
souri, feel a deep interest; and I regret that further 
time is not allowed for its discussion. It is pro- 
posed to ignore the interest of the great city of 
St. Louis. It is proposed to change a certainty for 
an uncertainty; and to force the overland mail 
route through the hyperborean regions of Utah, 
to encounter the deep snows of the long and dreary 
winters of that Territory. The mail will not be 
carried within the time specified; and the con- 
tractors willappealto the Executive Departments, 
and if not appeased will appeal to Congress for 
the remission of fines and penalties they may 
incur. This proposition is neither just nor fair 
to the people of Missouri, Arkansas, and Ten- 


| nessee. Again: it deprives the people of the south- 


ern portion of New Mexico of the only mail they 
have—that portion of the Territory called Ari- 
zona, and in which we have several important 
military posts, now supplied with mail matter by 
this route. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I oppose the amend- 


| ment offered by my colleague, and desire tostate 


that he is mistaken in reference to the time fixed 
for carrying the mail from St. Louis to San Fran- 
cisco. 

Now, sir, we pay, under the post route bill 
which we passed the other day, $800,000 for a 
daily mail over this central overland route across 
the continent. Under the existing law, we pay 
for carrying the mails over the Butterfield route 
$600,000 per annum, making an aggregate for the 


‘discontinuing the Butter: 


mail service on the tworoutes of $1,400,000. This. 
amendment of the Senate proposes, with the con- 
sent of the contractors on the Butterfield: route,’ 
the sum of $1,000,000 per. annum; saving to the: 
Government, therefore, $400,000 per annum at the. 
start, and foe the three and a half years-which, 
that contract. has to run, will gavè about one. 
million four hundred thousand dollars. 9 

Mr. PHELPS.” But you make no provision. 
for supplying mail matter to the people living: on 
the Butterfield route.. : eS 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. ‘That is provided 
for. - Now, sir, in reference to the remark that the. 
time is less under the contract over the Butterfield’ 
route, I will remark that St, Joseph, the’ point 
of starting under this amendment, is only twelve 
hours distant by railway. from St. Louis; and’ 
Placerville, the western terminus, is not-more than 
twenty-four hours distant from San Francisco. 
The House will see, therefore, that, under this pro- 
vision the mail will be carried in less time than 
either under the Butterfield contract or under the 
provisions ofthe post route bill. By this provision 

ou will have the mail carried from point to point, 
in twenty days for eight months in the year, and: 
the people of California will get thirty mails per 
month, in place of eight per month under the. pres- 
ent arrangements, by the Butterfield route, for 
which we pay $600,000.. In other words, by this 
provision you get a daily mail to the Pacific for 
$400,000 a year less than we are paying now for 
the overland service, to say nothing of what you 
pay for the mails carried by sea. | 

Mr. COVODE. I wish to.say to the House, | 
the starting point fixed in this amendment is 
twenty miles further east than if it had been fixed 
at Atchison, to which a railroad has already been 
completed. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. The remark ofthe 
gentleman shows that he does not know what he. 
is talking about. There has been no railroad’ 
built twenty miles west of St. Joseph. 

Mr. COVODE. Is not Atchison twenty miles 
west? 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. No, sir; it is not 
west at all, Itis more nearly south. There is 
no railroad at all on the west of the Missouri 
river. A railroad has been built on the Missouri 
side of the river, running southwest some twenty- 
one miles; and just that distance out of the way. 

-Mr. COVODE. My understanding is, that a: 
railroad has been built from St. Joseph. to Atchi- 
son, a distance of twenty-five miles, and that it is 
eighteen miles further west than the former locul- 


ity. 

r. CRAIG, of Missouri. The gentleman is 
mistaken again. The distance is not twenty-five 
miles. Itis twenty-one miles, on the Missouri 
side of the river. Atchison ison the Kansas side, 
ata bend of the river. The railroad passes the 
bend on the opposite side of the river, but in the 
direction of St. Louis. I say, therefore, that, 
when you go down the river to make Atchison a 
starting point, you go out of the direct course, 
and not towards the Pacific coast. The regular 
emigrant route from St. Joseph bears north from 
that point, instead of south. 

Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, with- 


-drew his amendment. 


The question recurred upon the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Craia, of Missouri. 

Mr. COLFAX. For the purpose of enabling 
me to submit a few remarks, I move to strike out 
the eleventh and twelfth lines of the Senate 
amendment. i. 

Mr. Chairman, in the, discussion which took 
place some weeks ago upon the post route bill, 
i was struck with the remarks made by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Purnps.} The prop- 
osition then was to authorize.the establishment of 
a daily overland mail to the Pacific by the central 
route, at a cost not exceeding $800,000. My 
friend from Missouri opposed that amendment. 
He stated that with the $637,000 a year provided 
in the Butterfield contract, the aggregate amount 
of $1,437,000 would be incurred for the California 
overland mail servicc, and that the present condi- 
tion of the revenues of the country did not justify 
such an expenditure. Mr. Chairman, I have pon- 
dered over his speech since that time, and have be- 
come converted to his doctrine, that retrenchment 
ought to be made in the expense of this mail ser- 
vice. The Senate have proposed an amendment 

fed route, and requiring 
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ail the mai! matter to be carried over the central 
route ata rate not exceeding $1,000,000 a year for 
the entire service, including damages for the an- 
nulment of the old route, concentrating the service 
upon beth routes upon the contract route, thereby 
saving the amount of $437,000. The gentleman 
from Missouri, as I have said, convinced me of 
the justice of the position taken by him, and I 
am prepared to give his policy of retrenchment 
my cordial adherence. 

Mr. POTTER. I wish to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
if there are not parties who stand ready to per- 
form this entire service for $800,000 per annum? 

Mr. COLFAX. I was about to speak of that 
The Post Office Committee in the Senate, at this 
session, have differed from ourcommittee as to the 
cost of this central overland mail service to Cali- 
fornia. We thought the entire service might be 

erformed for $800,000. The Senate committee 
fave. however, been induced to believe it could 
not be performed for less thana million or eleven 
hundred thousand dollars. Mr. Russell, who has 
been largely connected with the Army transpor- 
tation to Utah, said last year that the service could 
be performed for $900,000. This year he states 
thatit cannot be performed for less than $1,000,000, 
and said he did not desire the contract himself at 
that price. 

Mr. MAYNARD made a remark the reporter 
did not hear, : 

Mr. COLIAX, Ido not desire that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee shall bring in extraneous 
matters. I have only alluded to Mr. Russell as 
a person acquainted by experience with the cost 
of transportation on the plains. Now, sir, if the 
Butterfield contract be not stricken down on this 
very day of this Congress, you will pay out dur- 
ing the next year $600,000, and you will receive 
virtually nothing into the Treasury for that ex- 
penditure, and especially if the daily overland 
route shall go into operation, and the troubles 
continuc, on the part of the Indians and others, 
upon the Arkansas and Texas frontier. We have 
paid, in two and a half years, for carrying the mail 
over the Butterfield route, the sum of $1,500,000; 
and we have reccived in return, as postage upon 
the letters and other mail matter carried, only 

300,000. That $1,500,000, then, is almost a dead 

oss. ‘The Senate propose to strike off that ex- 
penditure, Jf you annul this contract, of course 
you will have to pay liberal damages. They will 
ask us to pay them damages; and everybody will 
expect us to pay them remunerating damages for 
logs of stations, stock, equipage, produce on hand, 
&c. They may ask us to give them a year’s 
pay as damages. The Senate now proposes, in 
order to save them from loss as far as may be, 
that they shail be allowed to go upon the central 
route, provided they will take the entire contract, 
and run the pony express besides, for $1,000,000. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Indiana has referred to some remarks which | 
submitted when the post route bill was before this 
House some time ago; and I regret he has not 
profited by the lessons of economy which I then 
gave. But his suggestions, I think, are not ap- 
plicable to the case now under consideration. 1 
was pleased to hear the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Porrer] inquire whether there were not 
responsible partics now ready to contract for this 
daily overland service upon the central route at 
the sum of $800,000 per annum? I have been 
informed that there are parties now willing to con- 
tract to carry the mail, according to the provisions 
of the law contained in the post route bill passed 
at this session of Congress, at the maximum sum 
there fixed as compensation. Yet it is proposed 
in this bill—JI suppose upon the principle of econ- 
omy—to pay $200,000 more per annum for mail 
service upon this central route than other con- 
tractors are willing to take that contract for. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cotrax] has 
alluded to the small amount of revenue which has 
been received from the Butterfield overland mail 
route, Why isit? Because most of the letters 
earried upon that route paid only three cents post- 
age the single letter. At this session of Congress, 
we have more than trebled the rate of postage 
upon those letters, We have regulated the post- 


age on letters by the overland mail, at ten cents || ra 


the single letter. 


the present time, the number of letters carried by 
that mail, and consequently the revenue received, 
has been increasing in amount. In. the present 
state of the law, where we have an overland mail 
running with the regularity and speed of the But- 
terfield route, I advance the opinion, that the rev- 
enue to be derived from the letters carried in that 
overland mail, according to the present rates-of 
postage, will equal one half of the amount paid 
for the service. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Conrax] has 
chosen to refer to the difficultics which have oc- 
curred on the overland route. It was telegraphed 
here, within the last three or four days, that the 
Texans had interrupted the running of this mail, 
and had seized Fort Belknap and Fort Chad- 
bourne. It was untrue. Every word of it was 
untrue. How was the information brought? By 
a conductor of this overland mail to Fort Smith, 
and from there it was telegraphed to this point. 
There are no troops at Fort Belknap, and have 
been none there since the Ist of January, 1859; 
more than two years ago. There are no people 
residing in the vicinity of Fort Chadbourne. It 
now appears that the Indians had interfered with 
the mail coach on that route, and the people of 
Texas had not interfered with it.» I did not be- 
lieve the report that the people of Texas had in- 
terrupted this mail. I desired the Postmaster 
General to telegraph the postmaster of Fort Smith 
for information on this matter, and E have in my 
hands the reply which was returned. General 
A. Q. Mayers, the postmaster at Fort Smith, in 
a telegram bearing date only three days ago, 
stated that, from the best information he had, it 


terfered with the mail. It is now reported that 
the disturbance took place, notin Texas or Ark- 
ansas, but in a portion of New Mexico, between 
Fort Fillmore and Fort Yuma. The same dis- 
turbances from Indians are likely to occur in all 
parts of the country where there are roving bands 
of savages. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. MeCLERNAND. 
ment pending at this time? 

Mr. COLFAX. I withdraw my amendment, 
if there be no objection. 

There was no objection; and the amendment 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I now want read the 
portion of the bill which it is proposed to strike 
out. 

The Crenx. It is proposed to strike out ‘at 
some point on the Missouri river, connected with 
the East,” and in lieu thereof insert, ‘St. Joseph, 
Missouri.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND. After the word “ con- 
nected” I move to insert “ by railroad.” I think 
that that will obviate the objection of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Crate.] [think with 
him that, as the bill now stands, it is too vague 
| and indefinite in respect to the point where this 
route shall commence. With the amendment I 
have suggested, I think that the amendment of 
the Senate is an improvement upon the House 


Is there any amend- 


ishes the expense of that service. 
the words “ by railroad” ought to be inserted. 
Otherwise, the starting point may be fixed upon 
the Missouri river, at Florence, which is some 
two hundred miles above. 


point should be at some railroad terminus upon 
the Missouri river. 

Mr. COLFAX. I have no doubt that that will 
be the construction of the Postmaster General. 


to vote for concurring in the Senate amendment 
as it has come to us. 1 do not want the bill to go 
back to the Senate on the last day, because it 
may then be lost. Ihave no doubt that the con- 


man desires it. The words of the original bill are, 
“connected by railroad with the East.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I hope that my amend- 
ment will be agrecd to. It will have the effect to 


| 
| prevent all misconstruction. 
! Mr. COLFAX. As I have already said, the 


; language of the original bill is, “connection by 


From the time that that over- i|| master Gencral will so construe it, and require 


land mau service has gone into operation, up to || them to make a contract of that kind. 


was the Indians and not the Texans who had in- | 


After great deliberation [have made up my mind | 


struction of the Department will be as the gentle- i 


ilroad with the East.” I think that the Post- | 


There can be no ob- | 
jection to it, as it was doubtless the intention of | 
the framer of the amendment that the starting | 


Mr. McCLERNAND _Itis a matter of con- 
struction, and I do not think that anything will 
be lost by sending the bill with this amendment 
back to the Senate. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to say a few words 
in opposition to the amendment, simply for the 
purpose of allowing me to state my views upon 
this very important proposition. The Committee 
of Ways and Means recommended non-coneur- 
rence in this amendment, chiefly for three rea- 
sons: first, that it had no business upon this bills 
second, that the terms of the amendment itself 
were rather indefinite, and not conclusive enough; 
third, that it did not allowa fair competition, but 
proposed to give the contract to Butterfield & Co. 
without any competition. These were objections 
which I thought induced the Committee of Ways 
and Means to non-concur. 

On the other hand, there are advantages to be 
derived by the Government by the adoption of 
this amendment, which it is worth while to con- 
sider. The first is, that it is a saving to the Gov- 
ernment of some four hundred thousand dollars 

erannum. The Butterfield contract is an exist- 
ing legislative contract, which cannot be altered 
except by an act of Congress. Under that con- 
tract, they are entitled to $600,000 per annum. 
That contract continues for three or four years; 
and therefore, by getting rid of that contract, we 
save the amount of that contract less the difference 
of service. The overland mail route introduced 
by my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Courax,] will 
cost the Government $800,000 annually, if bid- 
dersaccept the terms of that law. That makes the 
aggregate of the present postal service $1,400,000. 
The Jimitof the appropriation by this amendment 
is $1,000,000, so that we save $400,000 a year. 

The second advantage is, that we secure imme- 
diately, without doubt, adaily overland mail route 
to California. This is a necessity of the country, 
and ought to be adopted, and will be adopted in 
two or three years. This amendment probably 
secures it from the Ist day of July next, because 
Ratterfield and company are bound to transfer 
their whole personnel from the present route over 
to the second route, and they have three months 
from this time to doit. They have the meansand 
the power to run this overland mail service, if 
they are willing to do it at the rates prescribed in 
this amendment. There is no doubt of their abil- 
ity to doit, So that secures it without question. 

The third object accomplished by this amend- 
ment, as I understand, is, that we get rid of the 
Butterfield route, which, for the last three years, 
has been a constant subject of discussion in this 
House. It was established, in the first place, 
without the authority of law; and if these con- 
tractors had the control of the matter, I would do 
anything I could for them. But we know very 
well that the route is likely to be superseded or 
destroyed by the action of the Indians, or of the 
State of Texas, and we are likely to be involved 
in complications growing out ofit, Therefore, the 
case stands thus: we gain a saving of $460,000 


} x \ f the House || annually; we secure a daily overland mail route 
bill. It increases the mail service, while it dimin- |i 
I think that | 


from the first of July, and get rid of the Butter- 
field contract for $200,000 extra, and we get a 
pony express. Under these circumstances, lam 
disposed to vote for this amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 


agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 

The committee informally arose; and 

Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. No 461) granting an invalid 
pension to Charles Appleton; 

A bill (H. R. No. 666) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Sutton; 

A bill (H. R. No. 530) granting a pension to 
Jane Yates; 

A bill (H. R. No. 426) for the relief of John 
Y. Sewell; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 311) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary Ann Henry. 

° MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parton, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed a bill for the relief of John P. Barn, in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of 
the House. 


1861. 


Also, that the Senate disagreed to the report of 
the committee of conference upon the bill making 
appropriations for the Indian service and for fal- 
filling treaty stipulations with certain Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1862; that the Senate 
insist upon their disagreement, and ask fora fur- 
ther committee of conference. 

The committee then resumed its session. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL-—AGAIN. 


Mr. BARRET. Imove to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate by striking out all after the 
word “from,” in line sixteen, down to and in- 
cluding the word “ first,” in line seventeen, and 
insert in leu thereof the words ‘ Kansas City, 
Missouri;’? so that the clause shall read: 

Continuing four months of the year, from Kansas City, 
Missouri, to Placerville, California. 

This is called a central route. It is intended to 
be a central route; and I therefore propose, by this 
amendment, to locate the point of starting in the 
center, I ask for a vote upon the amendment. 

The amendment was not agrecd to. 


Mr. CLARK, of New York. I move te amend 
the Senate amendment, by striking out the words 
“ with the liberty of charging the public for trans- 
portation of letters by said express, not exceeding 
one dollar per half ounce.” I propose this amend- 
ment, for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the House to the new principle which, by the 
Senate amendment, is ingrafted upon the postal 
system of the country, namely: to permit a con- 
tractor, while carrying the public mail under his 
contract with the Government, to carry another 
mail for his private- account, and charge two 
dollars per ounce for mailable matter. By this 
amendmeut of the Senate, Congress stipulates to 


pay to these contractors $1,000,000 per annun, | 


as a compensation for carrying a daily overland 
mail, and for running at the same time a semi- 
weekly pony express, carrying for the Govern- 


ment, free of charge, five pounds of mail matter; | 


and for the public, letters at the rate of two dollars 
per ounce. 
ten cents per letter; by the pony express, two 
dollars per ounce. The mail is ‘carried for the 
account of the Government. The pony express 
is run for the account and profit of the contractor. 
The Government pays the $1,000,000 for the two 
systems combined. ‘Thus the Government pays 
the contractor, out of the public Treasury, for 
running the pony express for his private account. 
You thus have a contractor running at public ex- 
pense, but for his own profit, a pony express in 
opposition to the Government mail. You subsi- 


dize him, and confer upon him the exclusive priv- || 
ilege of taxing the commercial correspondence of | 
By the ex- | 


the country two dollars per ounce. 
tent to which you can diminish the revenues of 
the Government derived from the postages, you 
increase the revenue derived from his pony ex- 
press. It is for the interest of the contractor that 
the public mail should be delayed and irregularly 


delivered, because if the regular mail service can | 
be rendered uncertain, the commercial correspond- ;, 
ence of the country, which cannot be delayed, | 


must go by express, and pay the two dollars per 
ounce, 

Now, it may be answered to this suggestion, 
that if people are unwise enough to send their 
letters by the pony express, an 
of two dollars per ounce, when they can send by 
the regular mail at the rate of ten cents per letter, 
itis an affair of their own. But it must be re- 
membered that by this bill you establish two sep- 
arate and distinct postal systems; and thata large 
portion of the commercial correspondence of the 
country must go by the most expeditious system, 
let the expense be whatit may. If one merchant 
has the means afforded to him by the Government 
to dispatch his letters in ten days, at a cost of say 
five doliars, his neighbor must send his letter in 
the same mode, or permit himself to be deprived 
of those commercia} ad vantages which result from 
postal communication. This system of pony 
express is well enough, so long as itis left as a 
mere private enterprise; but itis not well to set 
up a pony express to be run by the person who 
is the mall contractor. Itis not safe to subsidize, 
out of the public Treasury, a contractor to run a 
private mail for his own emolument in opposition 
to the Government maill; nor is it, in my judg- 
ment, judicious to furnish the contractor with this 


By the overland mail, the postage js | 


pay at the rate į 
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of the public mail. If it is necessary, for the 
sake of encouraging this scheme of overland mail, 
to raise the postage to California to two dollars 
per ounce, let this be done for the account of the 
public Treasury, and not for the account of the 
mailcontractor. Itisa new and strange policy for 
the Government to pay a man for running an ex- 
press on his own account, and for his own profit. 
If it be said that the running of this pony ex- 
press is not the subject of the compensation pro- 
vided for by the bill, then we had better leave this 
provision out, If, however, the compensation of 
91,000,000 covers the expenditure of this pony 
express arrangement, the emoluments resulting 
from it should go into the Treasury. If it is 
proposed to establish at Government expense a 
system of pony expresses, to be run for private 
account, the privilege should not be exclusive. 
The liberty of charging the public two dollars an 
ounce on their correspondence impresses me as a 
franchise which may be very valuable. It should 
be subjected to greater competition than that pro- 
vided in the Senate bill. There may be other 
parties who, at a Jess rate of compensation than 
that provided in this bill, would take the privilege 
which this Senate amendment assures to them of 
charging two dollars per ounce upon the commer- 
cial correspondence between the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific coasts. I am satisficd that this proposition 
has not been well considered by the committee, 
and that we should be slow to sanction a policy 
which leads to the destruction of our whole postal 
system. I very much doubt, sir, whether that 
system is worth preserving much Jonger; but, at 
the same time, this is not the way to strike at it. 
To illustrate: take the post route between the cities 
of New York and Washington. The Govern- 
ment sends the mails by the ordinary modes of 
conveyance, namely, the regular railroad trains. 
If the mail contractor was permitted to run a light- 
ning train on his own account and charge the 
public two dollars per ounce, the commercial cor- 


to pay the extravagant rate, while the regular mail 
service would be of little utility, 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COLFAX. I think I can explain this mat- 
ter to my friend from New York so that he, as 
wellas the committee, will thoroughly understand 
it. There is now a lightning train between the 
cities of Washington and New York, and the 
contractors can use it to send messages on, just 
as you can use the pony express provided for in 
this till, if you choose to pay the extra cost. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. That is not sub- 
sidized out of the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. COLFAX. Atthis very time, the present 
contractors on the central route are running a pony 
express across to California—running it in the 


| public approve of that connection between the 
Atlanticand the Pacific coasts, that no man inthe 
country has ever asked that they should be pun- 
ished for doing it; and no right-minded man would 
think of doing it. ‘They charge five dollars an 
ounce for matter carried by the pony express. 
Now, this amendment telis the Butterfield con- 
tractors that, if we allow them to have this con- 
tract, they shall be required to keep up the pres- 
ent facilitics to the public; shall be required to 
keep up the pony express, whether it pays or 
not; and shall be required to carry by each pony 
five pounds of mail matter for the Government 
free of charge. It also, while compelling them 
to keep up the pony express, provides that they 


the gentleman from New York will find, that 
when the telegraph is constructed to California— 
which is subsidized by Congress—his mercantile 
friends will take advantage of that to send even 
still quicker than they can do by the pony ex- 
press. 

Again: by the existing law, every 


mail con- 


ernment. He can carry newspapers and pam- 
phiects outside of the mails, and make whatever 
charge he chooses upon them, and thereby with- 
; draw revenue from the Treasury of the country. 
| Publishers very often send large parcels of papers 
| by stage when they do not desire them to go 
| through the post office; and no man has ever pro- 
posed to repeal the law granting that privilege., 
Now, I say frankly to the House that, if this 


inducement to be slowand irregular in the delivery ij Butterfield contract was not now in existence, im- 


respondence of the country would be compelled | 


very teeth of the law; and yet, so greatly do the ; 
y y 50 8 y i 


shall reduce the rate to two dollarsan ounce; and j 


tractor hasa right to runin opposition to the Gov- į 


posing an incubus of $600,000.a year upon our 
already impoverished Treasury, would not vote 
for this amendment. But I-do want te rid. the. 
Department of the incubus of that ram’s horn, 
route, and to concentrate the mails to the Pacific 
upon a single line. When you do that, and when 
you have a daily mail to California, the. postal 
receipts, with the. increased postage hereafter to 

be charged, will be nearly, if not quite, five:hun- 
dred, thousand dollars, while the annual expense. 
will be but $1,000,000; a wide difference from 

what it was three years ago, when the expense was 
$2,300,000 a year, and the receipts only $275,000, 

or a little over ten per cent. of the entire cost. . By 
this system we wipe out all claims for damages, 
and concentrate the entire mails on a single line— 
the line upon which the treasure from California 
to the United States is to.come, if privateers shall 
be found in the Gulf interfering with the com- 
merce of the constituents of my friend from New 
York. I want the overland mail established be- 
fore this Congress adjourns, upon a sure, fixed, 
and immovable basis, so that whatever.cireum;, 
stances may be transpiring on our southern border, 
we can clasp hands across the continent with our. 
friends on the Pacific coast, and thereby increase 
that feeling of loyalty which I know now. burns 
in the bosoms of the people of California and 
Oregon. 

Mr, CLARK, of New York. Mr. Speaker, as 
my objection is to the whole scheme of this over- 
land mailservice, I withdraw the amendment, and 
move to reduce the amount of the appropriation, 
in order that I may, say.a word or two in reply. 
to my friend from Indiana. If you can transport 
these California mails overland as cheaply as they 
can be conveyed by steamships, it is well enough 
todo so. I think the experiment will be a failure. 
I have no objection to the discontinuance of the- 
Butterfield route; and, if I had been in Congress 
at the time of its establishment, should have voted 
against it, under the expectation that it would re- 
sultin the failure now acknowledged, and which. 
I predict of this new scheme. What I object to 
| is the establishment, at the Government expense, 
of a system of pony expresses run for private 
profit. Ido not object to pony expresses as pri- 
j vate enterprises: individuals may send special 
messages to California at the expense of a thou- 
sand dollars a message if they please. What I 
object to is, that you should pay out of the pub- 
lic Treasury an enhanced price to contractors 
because of this pony express, with the privilege 
of charging the public extravagant rates for their 
private emolument. I have no objection to such 
a relaxation of the postal lawsas will permit these 
pony expresses to be run. My objection is to 
theirestablishmentat publicexpense. Youshould 
retain the present postal system, or abolish it. So 
long as you retain it, the Government should re- 
|l ceive the revenues derived for all mails, for the 
conveyance of which it pays. This scheme will 
be followed up by other schemes of a similar 
character. You willhaye mail contractors through- 
out the country carrying the public mails slow, 
and private mails fast, for their own emolument. 
I am sure that my friend from Indiana, whose 
constant care for the public interest is most grate- 
| fully acknowledged, will understand the point 
which 1 make. 

Mr. COLFAX. If mail contractors should 
| carry the public mails slower than schedule time 
they would be fined by the Postmaster General. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Yes; but they 
could well afford to pay the fines, if they can. 
charge two dollars an ounce for the mail matter in 
their private mails. The whole scheme is wrong, 

Mr. AVERY. I oppose the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York, merely for the 
purpose of saying a word in opposition to the 
| amendment of the Senate. It proposes to commit 
| an act of great injustice by abolishing thatbranch 
of the overland mail route which terminates at 
the city of Memphis. Under the present contract 
the contractors are compelled to carry the mail 
on two routes, branching at Fort Smith. The pro- 
posed amendment would abolish that, and permit 
the contractors to select any point on the Missouri 
river as the starting point. Of course they would 
be guided in that selection by their own interests. 
But how would that affect the interests of those 
wholive south of the Missouririver? How would 
it affect the interests of all that part of the coun- 
| try that depends upon the Memphis terminus? 
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According to the Senate amendment the contrac- | 


tors have a perfect right to select a starting pointa 
thousand miles north of Memphis. This would 
operate very unjustly; and I insist thatthe House 
will non-concur in the Senate amendment, and let 
the present contract stand as it is, 

The question wastaken on Mr. Crark’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. “I move to 
amend by striking out the last word of the amend- 
ment—** 1864’*—and inserting in lieu thereof’ the 
word 1863.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate amendment 
makes the contract expire at the same time as the 
Butterfield contract does, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, I believe the whole system of congressional 
contracts to be wrong, and open to the grossest 
frauds. Why should Congress make a contract 
with these people? Why not leave it open to 
competition by the advertisement provided for in 
the law which has been already passed, and which 
was so strongly urged by the gentleman at the 
head of the Post Office Committce? That law has 
opened this route to competition on bids. Why 
notleaveitso? Because they say you save somc- 
thing by giving it to the Butterfields. I deny that 
you save anything at all by it. In the first place, 
the Butterfields are to have two months’ extra 
pay as liquidating damages, which amounts to 
$100,000. ‘In the next place, they are to have 
just as long time to move their stock as they 
please, and to be allowed their present rate of 
compensation till they do that. I think that, by 
the time they will have done it, they will have 
made up the difference. Every dollar of it will, 
no doubt, be made up. Let them go on at the 
present rate for the balance of the three years 
that they have to run, unless the contract be 
stopped under the law giving authority to suspend 
postal routes. In that case, they will receive two 
months’ pay, in liquidation of damages. Ft is so 
stipulated in their contract. I think it will have 
to be suspended. F think these seceding States 
will soon have commenced their operations, es- 

pecially in Texas, so that it will suspend of itself. 

by, then, pay them for transferring their stock, 
instead of letting them transfer it at their own ex- 
pense, as other persons would do if they took 
this contract? Why cut off all competition; and 
why extend, for three years to come, with addi- 
tional compensation, a contract large in itself ori- 
ginally, and enormously profitable, instead of 
allowing open bids to be made for itas they ought 
to be? {trust the ELouse will not enter into any 
such contract. J trast the matter will be left to 
the ordinary mode. If there has been a mistake 
made in the Butterfield contract, as I know there 
has been, let us bear the penalty of it. But let 
us not depart from the usual practice of letting 
out these contracts by competition to the lowest 
bidder. Next year, the House will be again be- 
sicged with demands that we shall make more 
legislative contracts, or convey some old contracts 
to some new route, 

In addition to that, there has been just sent to 
me an amendment, which I shall offer, providing 
for damages for the discontinuance of the contract 
to carry the mails by Utah. In fact, by the adop- 
tion of this amendment, we subject this Govern- 
ment to claim for damages from contractors all 
over the country. By the time you have finished 
paying damages to the superseded routes, have 
paid for the moving of this stock, and have paid 
two months’ liquidated damages, I do not think 
you will have saved much, unless you save car- 
rying the mail in places where 1 think it ought 
never to be carried. I see no reason now for vio- 
lating that contract; and I therefore hope that the 
Senate amendment will be non-concurred in, ac- 
cording to the recommendation of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inregard to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I 
would say that the time fixed in the amendment 
for the termination of this contract is the time at 


which the old contract expires, the Ist of July, | 
Į am as much opposed to legislative con- | 
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tracts as any one; and I believe I have never yet 
voted for one. If this were in the nature of a le- 
gislative contract, I could not vote for it. But 
here is the difficulty. This Butterfield route isa 
legislative contract itself. It was passed here 
against my votc,against my remonstrance; and F 


believe I have always voted against it from that 
time to this. But the question is, how are we to 
get rid of the contract? . 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Let it run 
out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If weletitrun out, we have 
to pay $600,000 a year for a service which is of 
no benefit to us. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. And never 
was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to get rid of it, My 
friend says, the Postmaster General may discon- 
tinue it. The Attorney General does not think 
so. The Postmaster General tried to discontinue 
it; but it could not be done. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio will recollect that what I said 
was, that it could be discontinued under the law 
which we passed to discontinue mail routes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, the 
Postmaster General cannot discontinue the ser- 
vice, because it is a legislative contract, and can 
only be changed by Congress. My friend from 
Pennsylvania says that claims will be made for 
damages by the contractors on the Utah and other 
discontinued routes. Those contracts, however, 
contained the stipulation that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral might discontinue them by giving thirty days’ 
pay. They are simple contracts made by the Post- 
master General, and not by Congress. 

It seems to me that this is a very plain propo- 
sition. Congress being the only power that can 
suspend the Butterfield route, it is proposed to do 
it by increasing their compensation $400,000 a 
year, and converting the weekly service into a 
daily one. 

Mr. COLFAX. Is an amendment necessary 
in order to enable me to submit two or three 
remarks? 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 

Mr. COLFAX. Then { willsubmit an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has hitherto 
indulged in more latitude of debate than would be 
strictly iu order, and he will hereafter confine gcn- 
tlemen to the rule. If there be no objection, how- 
ever, on this occasion, the gentleman from In- 
diana may proceed. f 

Mr. COLFAX. I merely wanted to make a 


correction in a matter of figures. This Butterfield | 


contract has now three years and a half to run, in 
which we shall, if itcontinues, pay $2, 100,000, for 
which we receive no substantial return, In regard 
to the remark of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Srrvens,] that damages would be 
claimed by other contractors, I have to say that 
all their contracts expire on the Ist of July, when 
this bill takes effect. No damages can therefore 
be claimed, and none are to be paid. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the com- 
mittee rise, for the purpose of closing the debate 
on this amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committce rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Burnerr reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the Post Office appropriation bill, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that all debate on 
the amendment of the Senate to the Post Office 
appropriation bill under consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with the amendments pending thereto, be term- 
inated in five minutes after the committee shall 


! resume the consideration of the same. 


The motion was agrecd to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Buryerr in the 
chair,) the question pending being on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. GARNETT. For the purpose of enabling 
me to submit one or two remarks, I will move to 
amend by striking out from the twenty-first to 


the twenty-fourth lines, inclusive. 


Mr. Chairman, the first portion of the clause, 
which I propose to strike out, gives to the con- 
tractor the right to separate the mails, and carr 
one portion by land and the other by sea. It 
makes no provision that the separation shall take 
place by the agents of the Department. The 
whole of it, if I understand the provision, goes 
into the hands of the contractor, who is respons- 
ible, and has the right to make the separation, and 
carry one portion by land and the other portion 
bysea. I submit to the committee that this amend- 
ment of the Senate gives to this contractor a power 
which is confided to no other contractor of the 
Post Office Department of the United States. In 
all other cases the separation is made by mail 
agents or-by postmasters. 

Then you go further, and allow this contractor, 
as was well said by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. CLanx,] to carry by express one por- 
tion of mail matter at a rate which you have fixed 
at two dollars an ounce, thus forcing the commer- 
cial men of the country to send their correspond- 
ence under this enormous charge, while you pay 
the same contractors for carrying the regular mail 
$1,000,000 per annum. Now, sir, who are the 
contractors to which the amendment of the Senate 
gives this enormous amount? I understand that 
William H Russel} is the chief contractor. 

Mr. COLFAX. Oh, no. 

Mr. GARNETT. I so understand it. Mr. 
Russell is the pony express man, J understand 
that this Mr. Russell, who is now under a crim- 
inal prosecution by this Government in regard to 
certain bonds abstracted from the Interior De- 
partment, is the pony express contractor to which 
this amendment applics. I know nothing about 
him, as to whether he is guilty or innocent; and 
I certainly would not desire to prejudge the sen- 
tence of the court, whatever it may be; but I do 
not think he is precisely the man who should be 
intrusted with these immense privileges for which 
you propose to tax the commercial men of the 
country. 

Mr. BURCH made a remark, which was not 
heard at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. GARNETT. Iam under the impression 
that Mr. Russell has charge of the property of 
this pony express company; and I have heard that 
he proposes to make this contract a condition on 
which he is to restore the Indian bonds to the 
Government, and that it would therefore be a 
desirable arrangement for the Government to 
make. Ido not think that such a course is a dig- 
nified or proper one for the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken. This is intended to supersede the Russell 
Pony Express Company. 

Mr. GARNETT. Well, sir, there are two 
ways of conducting this Government. One is, by 
passing laws upon principle; laws which shall be 
for the benefit of the people at large, not for the 
purpose of building up a particular locality, or 
for the benefit of particular persons. IfI under- 
stood the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Srevexs,} he would be in favor of conducting the 
Government in that manner. But when the Gov- 
ernment gocs astray, and it isleft for the people 
to correct the error, the tax upon each individual 
is so smail that they are very slow to rally upon 
such an issueas that. But there is another much 
cheaper and easier way of conducting the Gov- 
ernment, by centering whatever benefit or emol- 
ument can be devived upon certain localities and 
particular individuals. These localitics, ofcourse, 
are very grateful to the party in power, and they 
contribute money and furnish means for election- 
eering and support in the elections, while those 
persons who are the recipients of special monop- 
olies, privileges, and benefits, will also contribute 
their means to that end. And these are matters 
in which, as I have said, the people at large take 
so little interest that they cannot be relied upon 
to sustain any general system of electioneering. 
It would seem that this system has been the one 
mainly carried out in this House during this whole 
session of Congress, and particularly since the 
conservative influence of southern members has 
been withdrawn from this Hall. 

_ Now, sir, here is a proposition to incorporate 
into an appropriation bill a provision for placing 
an extensive monopoly in the hands of particular 
persons, while any general measure for the ben- 
efit of people, such, for instance, as that forabol- 
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ishing the franking privilege, is allowed to slumber 
upon your table. Why? Because the franking 
privilege is one for the personal benefit of mem- 

ers of Congress. Itisa great means of enabling 
members of Congress to electioneer among their 
constituents, and thus contribute to their own per- 
sonal advantage; because, to support it, you must 
have a vast printing establishment, with binders 
and contractors, and binders and contractors will 
contribute money forthe supportof party. There- 
fore the franking privilege can never be abolished 
under this present Government. There is no op- 

ortunity nor hope for any measure of economy, 

ut the Government seems likely to go on in- 
creasing in. extravagance, until it breaks down 
under the weight of its own corruption—affording 
a striking contrast with the economical, sober, 
and discreet proceedings of that republican gov- 
ernment inaugurated at Montgomery-— 

{Here the hammer fell.} A 

‘The CHAIRMAN stated that all debate on the 
pending amendment of the Senate had closed. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in, 


Mr. PHELPS. I will not call for a division 
on the amendment, with the understanding that 
we shall have a vote by yeas and nays in the 


House. 
Mr. COLFAX. Ihave no objection to that. 


Tenth amendment: 


Seo. —. And be it further enacted, That the contractors 
on route No. 12578 shall be entitled to their present mail 
pay during the neeessary time required to change their stock 
from their present route to the central route without per- 
forming the service, and shall be entitled also to two 
months’ pay on their present contract, as liquidated dam- 
ages forsuch change of service, if made by them in accord- 
ance with the terms of the preceding section. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend that amendment, by adding as follows: 

That the Postmaster General be authorized and directed 
to serie and pay all damagesin justice and equity, that any 
contractor having an unexpired contract for mail service 
over any portion of the central route may sustain in conse- 
quence of establishing what is known as the Butterfield 
service on said route. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Irise to a question of order. 
That amendment changes an existing law. The 
law fixed the manner in which these contracts are 
to be changed. And I raise the question of order, 
also, that the amendment is not germane to the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. There is 
a contract, but is there any law which this will 
affect? 

Mr.SHERMAN. The contract itself is alaw. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Oh no, that 
is a mere quibble. 

Mr. COLFAX. I desirealso to state that these 
contracts expire on the Ist of July next, when 
this bill goes into operation. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
such a law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed 
that there is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move that the 
committee rise in order that I may submita priv- 
ileged report. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Buryerr reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the amendments of the Senate to the Post Office 
appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


Is there 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Iam instructed to 
submit the following report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the civil appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, on the amendments to the bill (H. R. 
No. 895) ** making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government, for the year ending June 30, 1862,” 
having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
reconimend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments, num- 
bered four, nine, twelve, eighteen, twenty-four, and forty- 
tye. 

That the House reecde from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s amendments, numbered eight, cleven, thirteen, 


| former portion of the act. 


fourteen, twenty-five, twenty six, twenty-eight, twenty- 
nine, thirty-one, thirty-two, thirty-three, thirty-four, thirty- 
six, thirty-eight, and thirty-nine. ý 

That the Senate concur in the amendment of the House 
to the Senate’s twenty-seventh amendment. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the 
House amendment to the thirty-fifth amendment of the 
Senate, aud concur in said amendment of the House, with 
the following amendment: In the twelfth, instead of the 
fourth line of said Senate amendment, strike out the word 
& directed,” and insert “ authorized.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 


Senate’s first amendment, and agree to the same with the | 


following amendment: Strike out of line third of said 
amendment the word “ fifty,” and insert * thirty.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s second amendment, and agree to the same with 
the following amendment: In line three of said amendment, 
strike out “ thirty,” and insert “‘ ten.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s third amendment, and agree to the same with the 
following amendment: In line two of said amendment, 
strike out “í forty,” and insert “twenty.”? 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s twentieth amendment, and agree to the same with 
the following amendment: In line onc of said amendment. 
after the words “ provided that,” strike out the words, 
“the proviso in.” 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
Senate’s forty-first amendment, and agrec to.the same with 
the following amendment: Strike out all of said amend- 
ment after the word “enacted,” and insert the following : 
é That all purchases and contracts for supplies or services 
in any of the departments of the Government, except for 
personal services, when the public exigencies do not re- 
quire the immediate delivery of the article or articles, or 
performance of the service, shall be made by advertising a 
sufficient time previously, for proposals respecting the same. 
When immediate delivery or performance is required by 
the public exigency, the articles or service required may be 
procured by open purchase or contract, at the places, and 
in the manner in which such articles are usually bought 
and sold, or such services engaged between individuals. 
No contract or purchase shall hereafter be made, unless 
the same be authorized by law, or be under an appropria- 
tion adequate to its fulfiliment, except in the Warand Navy 
Departments, for clothing, subsistence, forage, fuel, quar- 
ters, or transportation; which, however, shall not execed 
the necessities of the current year. And the third section 
of the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending Fune 30, 1861,’ shall be, and the 


sume is hereby, repealed.” 
H. WINTER DAVIS, 
JOHN S. MILLSON, 
" J, HUMPHREY. 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 
J. A. PEARCE, 
W. P. FESSENDEN, 
H. M. RICE. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, the 
substantial points raised in the report are, most 
of them, explained by the reading of the report. 

With reference to the Coast Survey, the com- 
mittee agreed to reduce the appropriations for that 
purpose to the extent of $100,000. 

The committee agreed that the appropriations 
made by the Senate to continue the work upon 
the Capitol and the Treasury buildings should 
stand as ìn the Senate amendment; because the 
Government is bound by contracts for materials, 
which they must comply with; and it is really 
cheaper to continue the works than to arrest them, 
and be liable to damages or reclamation by the 
contractors, 

We recommend that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the appropriations for the mints 
at Philadelphia and San Francisco, the one at 
Philadelphia more especially; because of the great 
amount of coin imported from Europe, which has 
to be recoined here. 

We agreed to the proposition of the Senate of 
an appropriation to construct a sewer through the 
navy-yard at Brooklyn, because there is a con- 
tract between the United States and that city, or 
rather there was a condition in the cession to the 
United States of the navy-yard, that the right of 
drainage should be retained by the city of Brook- 
lyn, and the United States should pay its propor- 
tion of the expense. 

The last point upon which the committee agreed 
upon the forty-first amendment arises from these 
circumstances: a law was passed at the last ses- 
sion providing that certain purchases required to 
be made forthe public service, should, unless the 
exigencies of the public service required other- 
wise, be made upon publication. That same 
amendment went on to prohibit the United States 
from purchasing patented articles. An attempt 
was made in the Senate to repeal the latter por- 
tion, but by accident the repeal applied to the 
In order to make the 
matter plain, we insert, in lieu of the forty-first 
amendment in this bill, the portion of the section 
which by accident was repealed, and repeal the 


latter part of the law of 1860, which by accident 
was not repealed. : S : 

I believe that covers the material points in the 
report; and I now demand the previous question 
on its adoption. oe en oke eos SR ai 

The previous question ‘was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the report was adopted, =.> i 

„Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland; moved to recon- 

sider the vote by which the report was adopted; 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL-—AGAIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN moved that the-rules be sus- 
pended, and the Houe resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Burnerr in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question to bé on 
the tenth amendment of the Senate tothe Post 
Office appropriation bill. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in, 


Eleventh amendment: 


Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That should the con- 
tractors on route 12578 fail to accept the above modifca- 
tion of their present contract, on or betore the 25th day of 
March, as before stated, then the Postmaster General is 
directed to annul said contract, and advertise, for thirty 
days, for carrying the maij in the manner herein provided, 
the service to commence July 1,1861, or as soon thereafter 
as possible, and to expire July 1, 1864, and let the same to 
the lowest responsible bidder, having due regard to their 
ability to perform the service, and the sum of $1,000,000 is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
not otherwise appropriated, to carry into execution the pro- 
visions of so much ofthis act as provides for the establish- 
ment of a daily mail on the direct route: Provided, never- 
theless, That the Postmaster General or Congress shall have 
power, from time to time, as the same may be deemed ne- 
cessary, to alter or modify the contract hereby authorized, 
or to put an end tothe same entirely, should the public in- 
terest demand a discontinuance of the service, and in either 
ease, the contractors shall be entitled to receive such rea- 
sonable damages as they may sustain because of any such 
alteration or annulment of their contract. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. A 

Mr. PHELPS. If we discontinue the Butter- 
field route, then we will leave the people in what 
is called Arizona without any mail service. I 
hope that no such injustice will be done to that 
people. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam informed by the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads that there is a mail service in Arizona. 

Mr. COLFAX. There is, from Independence 
to Santa Fé. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam speaking of Arizona. 

Mr. COLFAX. Although there are few peo- 
ple in Arizona, it has a mail service. 

Mr. PHELPS. Silver mining works as well 
as military posts are established in Arizona, and 
the people there ought to have a mail service. 
This will cut off the service they now have. 

Mr. OTERO. Ido notexactly understand the 
state of the question, and would like to under- 
stand it. Lam informed that it is proposed to 
abolish the Butterfield overland mail route, Iam 
very sorry to sec such a disposition on the part 
of the House. The gentleman from Indiana, the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, says there is a mail route established 
| from Independence to Santa Fé. That is trae; 
but that mail route is not in operation, on account 
i of Indian hostilities. The only way we could 
get mails in Arizona or New Mexico during the 
entire winter was by means of the overland mail 
route. If you abolish that route, the entire Ter- 
i ritory of New Mexico, to say nothing of Arizona, 
will be deprived of all mail facilities. Originally 
I was opposed, of course, to the overland route, 
over the line upon which it passes; but it has sat- 
isfied the people; it has given us mail facilities 
better than any other mail we have had, and the 
mails have been more regularly carried than by 
any other line. Therefore I enter my protest 
against the abolition of the route. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Twelfth amendment: 


Sec. 12, And be it further enacted, That the above pro- 
vision shall not apply to the discontinuance of any routes 
or contracts connected with said ruute—No, 12578; and 
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the Postmaster General. is authorized to replace ‘any loc 
service affected by the discontinuance of said route, now 
performed by thecontractors on said route, by giving a suffi- 
cient mail service, to take effect upon such discontinuance. 
The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Thirteenth amendment: 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That any of the pro- 
visions ofthe act entitled “ An act for the establishment of 
post routes,” approved 27th February, 1861—before referred 
to—which conflict with the provisions ofthis act, are hereby 
repealed. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. GARNETT. I move an amendment to 
come in by way of a proviso to that section, and 
which I hope will meet the concurrence of the 
gentleman from Ohio. It is as follows: 


Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated by 
any act ot’ Congress for the service of any one fiscal year 
shall be used for, or applied to the service of any other fis- 
cal year, nor be transferred to or used tor any other branch 
of expenditure than that for which it is specifically appro- 
priated: Provided, That nothing herein contained shail ap- 
ply to appropriations for the present and next fiseal year. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That whole matter was 
arranged by a law of the last session, to the satis- 
faction of the gentleman from Virginia and my- 
self. It was by an amendment to one of the 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. GARNETT. Will the gentleman refer to 
the particular section ? 

r. SHERMAN. I cannot refer to the sec- 
tion; but I wiil state that it was entirely satisfac- 
tory to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. GARNETT. I do not recollect the fact; 
but upon the statement of the gentleman from 
Ohio, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move an amendment pro 
forma. There are some matters connected with 
these Senate amendments which I think might be 
improved by some modifications. I am in hopes 
thatthe House will concur in the recommendation 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, that a con- 
ference may be had in reference to the disagrec- 
ing votes of the two Houses, and thereby permit 
a fair arrangement of the matter. I withdraw my 
amendment. 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move that the committee 
do now rise and report the amendments to the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Burnetr reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the special order, being the Senate amend- 
ments to the bili making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending the 30th June, 1862, and directed him to 
reportthe sume to the House, recommending con- 
currence in some and non-concurrence in others, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The action of the committee 
has left but three points of disagreement between 
the two Houses; one relates to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Hlinois; another 
relates to the Minnesota mail route, and the other 
relates. to the compensation to post route agents. 
I hope, therefore, that, as this is the lust day of 
the session, the Eouse will concur in all the Sen- 
ate amendments. ‘That course will pass the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. ‘here was an understanding, 
if no division was taken in committee, that the 
yeas and nays should be had in the House upon 
the adoption of one amendment. 1 only desire to 
remind the gentleman from Ohio of that fact; and 
I hope the House will refuse to coneur in that 
amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course I expect the gen- 
tleman to have the yeas and nays upon the But- 
terfield route amendment. I only desire to call 


the attention of the House to the fact that it will jj 


be better to avoid a disagreement between the two 


Houses; and that we had better agree to all the | 


Senate amendments, as our disagreements are 
very trifling. Icali the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. COLFAX. I suggest to the House acon- 
currence in all the amendments of the Senate, 
except the one relating to the Butterfield route, 
and upon that Í join the gentleman from Missouri 
in asking for the yeas and nays. 

The amendments of the Senate, with the ex- 


| or on board any vessel; and that, in that case, it 


ception of the one above named, were all con- 
curred in, £ ve 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendments were 
concurred in; and also moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask the yeasand naysupon 
the amendment in reference to the Butterfield 
route. There is no necessity for its being read, 
as we all understand it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 43; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bouligny, Brayton, 
Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Butterfield, Camp- 
bell, Carey, Carter, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, 
Conkling, Conway, Covode, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, H. 
Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, 
Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, 
Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogs, William 


Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, DeWitt Cc. 
Leach, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mars- 
ton, McClernand, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Laban 
T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Morse, Niblack, Olin, Pal- 
mer, Pendleton, Perry, Porter, Pottle, Rice, Riggs, Christ- 
opher Robinson, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, William 
Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, heaker, ‘Train, 
Trimble, Vallandighaim, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ell- 
ibu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Windom, and Wood- 
rulr—117, 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barr, Barret, Boteler, Brabson, 
Branch, Bristow, Brown, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John 
B. Clark, Clemens, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Etheridge, 
Garnett, Gilmer, Jobn T. Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Hol- 
man, James M. Leach, Leake, Mallory, Charles D. Mar- 
tin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McKenty, Milison, Nel- 
son, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quaries, Simms, William N. 
H. Smith, Stevens, Stokes, Thomas, Vance, Winslow, 
Woodson, and Wright—43, - 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. COLFAX announced that Mr. Casr was 
paired off with Mr. Excursus until half past two 
o’clock; and that Mr. Wiison Was paired off with 
Mr. Mornas, of Ilinois. 

The result was announced as above recorded, 


Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RECESS. 

Mr.SHERMAN, IJrise to submit a privileged 
motion. I move that when the House takes a re- 
cess to-day, it be till Monday at ten o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COLLECTION OF DUTIES. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Task the unanimous con- 
sent to take up and consider the bill of the House 
No. 910, further to provide for the collection of 
duties upon imports. 

Mr. PHELPS. Irise to a question of order. 
That bill is notin order, this being private bill 
day, by the rules. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Task unanimous consent to 
take up now the bill ‘further to provide for the 
collection of duties on imports.”’ 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to suspend the rules 
to enable me to take up the bill, and on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COX. I call for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read. It provides that whenever, 
by reason of unlawful obstructions, combinations, | 
or assemblages of persons, it shall become im- 
practicable, in the judgment of the President, to 
execute the revenue laws and collect the duties on 
imports in the ordinary way in any collection dis- 
trict, it shall be lawful for the President to direct 
that the custom-house for such district be estab- 
lished and kept in any secure place within some 
port or harbor of such district, either upon land 


shall be the duty of the collector to reside at such | 
place, and there to detain all vessels and cargoes 
arriving within the district until the duties im- į 


posed on the cargoes by law are paid in cash, any- 
thing in the laws of the United States to the con- 
trary notwithstanding; and that, in such cases, it 
shall be unlawful to take the vessel or cargo from 
the custody of the proper officer uf the customs, 
unless by process from some court of the United 
States; and that, in case of any attempt otherwise 
to take such vessel or cargo by any force, or com- 
bination, or assemblage of persons, too great to 
be overcome by the officers of the customs, it shall 
be lawful for the President of the United States, 
or such person or persons as he shall have em- 
powered for that purpose, to employ such part of 
the Jand or naval forces, or militia of the United 
States, as may be deemed necessary for the pur- 
pose of preventing the removal of such vessel or 
cargo, and protecting the officers of the customs 
in retaining the custody thereof. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. EI move a call of 
the House; and call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Joux Cocu- 
RANE and Bassirr were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-two. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appeal to the gentleman 
from New York to give us a vote on suspending 
the rules, without having a call of the House. 
There can be no object in fillibustering at this time 
of the session. ; 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Very well; I with- 
draw the motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I object. Members did 
not expect this bill to be called up to-day; and 
this side of the House is very thin. I desire that 
there may be time given for genlemen to come 
into the Hall; and therefore T object to the with- 
drawal of the motion. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 53, nays 100; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, William C. An- 
derson, Babbitt, Barret, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, 
Branch, Bristow, Burch, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Clemens, Cox, James Craig, De Jarnette, Dann, Edmund- 
son, Etheridge, Florence, Garnett, Hatton, Holman, Wil- 
liam Howard, Hugues, Kilgore, Kunkel, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Logan, Charies D. Martin, Eibert S. Martin, May- 
nard, MeKenty, Millsom, Laban T. Moore, Nelson, Pey- 
ton, Pheips, Quarles, Riggs, Sickles, Simms, William N. 
H. Smith, James A. Stewart, Stokes, ‘Phomas, Vallandig- 
ham, Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, and Woodson-~33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Barr, 
Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bufiuton, 
Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Coburn, 
Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, John G. Davis, 
Tawes, Duel, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farus- 
worth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Prank, French, Gooch, Gra- 
nam, Grow, Gurley, Hall, Hamilton, John T. Harris, Hel- 
mick, Hindman, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutebins, Irvine, Jun- 
kin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt O. 
Leach, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, MeKean, Me- 
Kuight, Moorhead, Kdward Joy Morris, Morse, Niblack, 
Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Chris- 
topher Robinson, James O. Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, 
Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, ‘Train, 
Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, 
Watton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Bhihu B. Washburne, 
Webster, Wells, Windom, Wood, and Woodruti—1lu0. 


So the House refused to order a call. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, stated that his col- 
league, Mr. Jenkins, was called home by urgent 
business. 

The question recurred on the motion to sus- 


pend the rules; on which the yeas and nays had 
been ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 103, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Allcy, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blake, Brayton, 
Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingame, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, 
Coburn, Colfax, Conkling, Conway, Covode, Dawes, De- 
Jano, Ducl, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fen- 
ton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, 
Guriey, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, 
Holman, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Jankin, Fra 
Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kiti 
Witt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Love} 
ton, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Edward 
Joy Morris, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, Potter, 
Pottle, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royee, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, 
William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, ‘Thayer, Theaker, 
Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, El- 
lihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, ang 
Woodruft-—103. 

NAYS — Messrs. William C. Anderson, Barr, Barret, 
Brabson, Branch, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Horace 
F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clemens, John Cochrane, Corwin, 
Cox, James Craig, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, 
Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, Hamilton, F. 
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Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, William Howard, 
Hughes, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Mal- 
tory, Chartes D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, Me- 
Kenty, Milon, Laban F. Moore, Nelson, Niblack, Pen- 
diction, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, James ©. 
Robinson, Simms, Willian N. I. Smith, Janes A. Stew- 
art, Stokes, ‘Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, 
Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—62. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 

During the vote, 

Mr. FERRY stated that Mr. Bornnam was 
detained from the House by sickness. : 

Mr. CURTIS stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Anperson, of Missouri, who was absent on 
account of sickness in his family; otherwise he 
should have voted “ ay.” 

Mr. ENGLISH stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Case; otherwise he should have voted in the 
negative. 

Mr. BLAIR asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Messrs. BOTELER, LOGAN, AVERY, and 
HINDMAN, (notbeing within the bar when their 
names were called,) asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Each of them said he would have voted in the 
negative. 

Mr. WILSON said: I was paired off ull three 
o'clock, with Mr. Morris, of Ilinois. Itisnow 
past that time, and as my vote cannot affect the 
result, I vote “ay.” 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

CAPTAIN WILLIAM L. HUDSON. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask unanimous 
consent to have taken from the Speaker’s table 
joint resolution (No. 865) authorizing Captain 
William L. Hudson, of the United States Navy, 
to accepta diamond brooch for his wife, presented 
to him by the Emperor of Russia. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
received its several readings, and was passed. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the joint resolution was passed ; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CENSURE ON SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. DAWES. I report back from the select 
committee of five a resolution, on which I demand 
the previous question, ‘ 

Mr. HINDMAN. Has the gentleman from 
Massachusetts a right to make this report? 

The SPEAKER protempore, (Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of Illinois, in the chair.) Under the resolution 
constituting the committee, the gentleman hasa 
right to report at any time. : 

Mr. WINSLOW. Has hea right, this being 

rivate bill day? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair does 
not think that makes any difference.» 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will permit me to have taken from 
the Speaker’s table joint resolution S. No. 64, 
for the appointment of regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

There being no objection, the resolution re- 
ceived its several readings, and was passed. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CENSURE ON THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. DAWES. I move the previous question 
on the resolution which I have reported. 

Mr. BRANCH. Lhope I will be allowed to 
make an observation or two. 

GA ; 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy, in accepting 
without delay or inquiry the resignations of officers of the 
Navy who were fn arms against the Government when 
tendering the same, and of those who sought to resign that 
they might be relieved from the restraint imposed upon 
them by their commissions on engaging in hostility to the 
constituted authorities of the nation, has committed a grave 
error, highly prejudicial to the discipline of the service and 
injurious to the honor and cetliciency of the Navy; for 
which lie deserves the censure of this llouse. 

Mr. BRANCH. I ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether the report has been 
printed, and is within the reach of members of 
the House? 


Mr. SICKLES. I call for the reading of the 
paper on which the report is founded. 

Mr. BRANCH. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts allow me to make a remark? 

_Mr. DAWES. [insist on the previous ques- 
ton. 

Mr. BRANCH. Iwill not consume three min- 
utes. łask itasa matter of justice to- a citizen 
of this Government, to say nothing of his holding 
high. office. 

Mr. DAWES. If there could be any particle 
of disagreement about the testimony, I would give 
way; but we had it before us in the handwriting 
of the Secretary of the Navy over his own sig- 
nature. 

Mr. BRANCH. I ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether even the statement of the 
Secretary is in print? I understand that it has 
not been printed, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts declines to withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question; and no debate is 
therefore in order, 

Mr. BRANCH. I must, of course, submit to 
the rules of the House; but I desire to say that 
there is not ene word of testimony going to show 


| that the Secretary of the Navy has accepted the 


resignation of any officer in arms against the Gov- 
ernment. [Cries of ‘ Order!’?] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is notin 
order. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
on the table. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
upon that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 57, nays 96; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, William C. Anderson, Avery, 
Barret, Boteler, Branch, Bristow, Brown, Bureh, Burnett, 
Horace F.Ciark, John B. Clark, Clemens, John Cochrane, 
James Craig, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, 
English, Florence, Garnett, Hamilton, John ‘I. Harris, 


I move to lay the resolution 


I demand the yeas and nays 


Hatton, Holman, Wiliam Howard, Hughes, Kilgore, Kun- | 


kel, James M, Leach, Leake, Logan, Charles D. Martin, 


| McKenty, Milson, Laban T. Moore, Nelson, Niblack, Pen- 


dieton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, Ruffin, 
Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, James 
A. Stewart, Stokes, Thomas, Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, 
Woodson, and Wright—5?. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Blake, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, Cok 
fax, Conway, Covode, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Dann, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Foster, French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, 
Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, William A. Howard, Hum- 
phrey, Hutebins, Irvine, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kel- 
logg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Lovejoy, 
Marston, Elbert S. Martin, MeKean, McKnight, McPher- 
son, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward 
Joy Morris, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, 
Potte, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Sedgwick, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 
William Stewart, Stratton, ‘Tappan, ‘Thayer, Tompkins, 
Train, Trimble, Vandever, Verrec, Wade, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Wells, Windom, Wood, and Woodruff—96. 


So the House refused to lay the motion on the 
table. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. SICKLES said: I ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to allow the papers to be read 
upon which the report is founded. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no de- 
bate in order, 

Mr. CURTIS stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Anverson, of Missouri, upon all political 
questions, 
upon this motion. 

Mr. FERRY. I have not sufficient evidence 
with regard to the Secretary to be willing to vote 
to censure him by this House. With my pres- 
ent information, therefore, I shall decline voting. 

Mr. MAYNARD. We have not the facts be- 
fore us to show whether this officer ought to be 
censured or not; and I therefore decline to vote. 


Mr. SICKLES. Censure without evidence | 
of fault disgraces only those who pronounce it. | 


[Cries of‘ Order !’7} 


Mr. CLARK, of New York. Owing to the | 


impracticability of giving this subject a fair con- 
sideration, I vote “ay.” 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parton, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House that the Senate insist upon their amend- 
ment, disagreed to by the House, to the bill for | 


He should, otherwise, vote “ay” || 


the construction of å military road in ithe Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, and have agreed to appoint 
a committee of conference upon the.said amend: 
ment. : P 


CENSURE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE.NAVY,* 

The SPEAKER pro ‘tempore. The question 
how recurs upon seconding the demand for. the 
previous question. ~ Ta gi 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, I am a member 
of the select committee which reported:this reso- 
lution; and, inasmuch as the testimony has :not 
been printed, and inasmuch as a member of the 
committee states that the facts in evidence before 
the committee. prove the allegations of the reso- 
lution, l ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to allow the report of the majority and minority 
to be read; or if he will not consent to that, L-ask 
him to allow the paper from the Secretary, to 
which he has referred, to be read. 

Mr. DAWES. [have no objection to‘the re- 
port of the majority and minority, together with 
the statement of the chief clerk’ of the Depart- 
ment, and the testimony of the Secretary himself; 
being read, if the gentleman desires it. : 

Mr. BRANCH. That is what I desire. | 

Mr. DAWES. But there can be no dispute be- 
tween the gentleman and myself about the facts, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts withdraw the demand 
for the previous question? 

Mr.DAWES. I do not. : 

Mr. BRANCH. I should be glad, inasmuch 
as I am a member of that committee, to be heard. 
in reference to this resolution: understand that 
the gentleman consents to have the papers referred 
to read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from North Carolina must understand that the 
only question before the House is on the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr, DAWES. 1 want the gentleman from 
North Carolina to understand that I have no ob- 
jection whatever toany of these papers being read. 
It is only because of the impatience of the House 
that I demanded the previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman must be aware 
that unanimous consent cannot be obtained at any 
time to have anything read. 1 appeal to him to 
withdraw the demand for the previous question. 
Otherwise it results in a refusal on. his part to 
have the papers read. ae te 

Mr. WINSLOW. If the gentleman will not 
withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
l ask that by common consent those papers may 
be printed in the Globe. 

Mr. BRANCH. It will be too late to read the 
evidence after the members of the House have 
censured a high officer of the Government most 
unjustly. 

Mr. DAWES. They were printed in the Globe 
a week ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous 
consent, they will be considered as read, and will 
| be printed in the Globe. 

Mr. DAWES. I repeat, that they were printed 
in the Globe a week ago. i 

Mr. BRANCH. Only the reports were printed. 
No evidence or papers have been published at all. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts ifthe Secretary of the Navy 


cer of this Government at all? 

Mr. DAWES. Most certainly. he has; and this 
House has the right to pass Judgment upon his 
conduct in accepting resignations under the cir- 
cumstances which are stated in this resolution. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I deny the power. 

Mr. DAWES. I have too much respect for 
the flag of my country to allow such conduct to 
pass unnoticed. [Cries of“ Order !”’] 

Mr. BRANCH. Lassert that the Secretary of 
the Navy has accepted the resignation of no offi- 
cer who was in arms against the Government of 
the United States. [Cries of“ Order!’] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I call for a divis- 
ion of the question. en 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks 
the resolution is not susceptible of a division. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. That part of the 
resolution which provides a censure on the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is an independent proposi- 
tion; and I ask that it may be so divided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks 


has the right to accept the resignation of any offi-- 
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the resolution is not susceptible of a division, and 
so decides. : 

The question was taken on the adoption of the 
resolution; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 95, nays 62; as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Ash- 
ley, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Bur- 
lingame; Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Co- 
burn, Colfax, Conway, Covode, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, 
Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Haskin, Hel- 
mick, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W, Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Lovejoy, Marston, 
MeKean, MeKnight, McPherson, Millward, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nixon, Olin, 
Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Potter, Potde, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sedgwicks Sherman, 
Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Stratton, Tompkins, Train, ‘Trimble, Vandever, 
Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
©.: Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Win- 
dom, Wood, and Woodruff—95. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adrain, William ©. Anderson, Barr, 
Barret, Boteler, Brabson, Branch, Brown, Burch, Burnett, 
Jobn . Clark, Clemens, John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, 
Burton Craige, John G. Davis, De Jamette, English, Ferry, 
Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Hamilton, John T. Harris, Hitt- 
ton, Hindman, Holman, William Howard, Hughes, Kil- 
gore, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Charles 

. Martin, McKenty, Millson, Montgomery, Nelson, Nib- 
Jack, Pendicton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, 
James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Sickles, Simms, William N. 
B. Smith, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes, ‘Thomas, 
Vallandigham, Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and 
Wright-—62. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. FLORENCE said: I do not propose to 
stab a man in thedark; and I therefore vote “fno.” 

Mr. CURTIS said he was paired with Mr. 
Annrrson, of Missouri, upon all political ques- 
tions, otherwise he should vote “no.” 

Mr. MAYNARD said he had paired with Mr. 
Fosrmr, 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. Speaker, believing a vote 
of censure to be a judicial infliction of punish- 
ment, and none of the evidence on which the res- 
olution is based having ever been printed or even 
read in this Elouse, so that no proof is afforded me 
to justify such punishment, and adhering to the 
principles of the common law that a man is to be 
presumed innocent till his guilt is proved, I vote 

no. 

Mr. DAWES. It has been printed in the 
Globe. 

Mr. FERRY. Not the evidence. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwas not within the bar 
when my name was called, but there are so many 
people who are censurable and so few censured, 
in these times, I would like to vote to censure 
somebody. Lf ask permission to vote. 

Objection was made, 

MESSAGE FROM TIT SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Patron, one of its clerks, informing the 
House that the President of the United States had 
notified the Senate that he had approved and 
signed sundry bills. 

‘Also, that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill of the House fixing the value ef the 
new silver florin of Austria. 

Also, that the Senate had ordered certain doc- 
uments to be printed. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, I have had 
four years of official intercourse with Secretary 
Toucey. I believe him to be a gentleman of in- 
corruplible integrity, Called upon to vote upon 
resolutions of censure against him, without the 
evidence before me, the only service I can render 
my friend in what I consider a persecution of him, 
is to declare my opinion, here in my place, of the 
unspotted integrity of his character, and the injus- 
tice of the proposed censure. [Cries of “ Order!’} 

Mr. KILGORE. iam not allowed to see the 
evidence; and therefore vote ‘no.”’ in 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon thetable. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 


rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and | 


found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. No. 971) mak- 


ing appropriations for the service of the Post | 


Office Department during the fiscal year ending 


the 30th of June, 1862; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the same committee, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of ‘the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: i 

A bill (S. No. 270) for the relief of John H. 
Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1007) declaring the value of 
the new silver florin of Austria; g 

A bill (S. No. 501) for the relief of Henry 
Rice; and 

A bill (S. No. 149) making appropriations to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriations for the 
completion of the geological survey of Oregon 
and Washington Territories. 


VOTE OF THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 


Mr. PHELPS, (Mr. Brancu occupying the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore.) I submit the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, ‘That the thanks of this House are due, and 
are hereby presented, to Hon, Wint1am PENNINGTON, the 
Speaker thereof, for the faithful, courteous, and impartial 
administration of his duties during the present Congress. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I hope that we will be heard 
on that question. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have the floor, and I demand 
the previous question. í 

Mr. RUFFIN. I for one, as a, member of this 
House, will not vote in favor of any such resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. As the value of such a tes- 
timonial depends chiefly, if not entirely, upon 
the individual expression of the members, and in 
accordance with what I believe the usage in such 
cases, I move a call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RUFFIN. | object to the reception of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides the question to be one of privilege. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I am sorry that debate is cut 
off on a resolution of this kind. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Thope that 
we will have the yeas and nays on the adoption 
of the resolution, 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only ten 
rising in the affirmative. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I shall support this reso- 
lution; and desired an opportunity to record my 
name on the Journal in its favor. But as the 
political friends of the Speaker do not appear to 
be of the same way of thinking, and are not sus- 
taining the call for the yeas and nays, Lask leave 
to withdraw it. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr, PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILE. 


Mr. MORRILL. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. lam instructed by the committee of con- 
ference to submita report on the disagreeing votes 
between the two Houses on the Army appropria- 
tion bill. Itis brief; and ina few words } will 
explain it to the House, and thus save the neces- 
sity of reading it. The Senate recede from its 
aniendments, numbered two, three, four, five, six, 
and thirty-seven. The first are in relation to the 
back rents in California and Texas. The last is 
in relation to the transfer of the Indian bureau 
from the Interior to the War Department. The 
House is recommended to recede from its disa- 
greement to amendments of the Senate from seven 
to twenty-seven inclusive. Those are theamend- 
ments making appropriations for the several for- 
tifications in the country. Concurrence is recom- 
mended in the thirtieth amendment of the Senate, 
with an amendment. After the appropriation of 
$50,000 for the erection of a military post upon 
the Red River of the North, it is proposed to in- 
sert the words, “or so much thereof as may be 
deemed necessary by the Secretary of War.” 
Those are the substantial recommendations of the 
committee. I move that the report be adopted; 
and on that motion I demand the previous ques- 
tion, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the report was adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was adopted; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. ; 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move, by unanimous con- 
sent, that the House proceed to the consideration 
of the business upon the Speaker’s table, so far 
as to take up and act upon those House bills which 
have been returned from the Senate with amend- 
ments. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


IOWA LAND TITLES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theseveral bills 
and resolutions will be taken from the Speaker’s 
table in their order. The first is House bill No. 
70, to quit title to lands in the State of Iowa. 

Amendment of the Senate: 


Insert: “and which is now held by bona fide purchasers 
under the State of [owa ;” so that the bill will read: 

'Thatall tide which the United States still retain in the 
tracts of land along the Des Moines river, and above the 
mouth of the Raccoon fork thereof, in the State of Towa, 
which have been heretofore certified to said State improp- 
erly, by the Department of the Interior, as part of the grant 
by act of Congress approved August 8, 1846, and which is 
now held by bona fide purchasers under the State of Iowa, 
be, and the same is hereby, relinquished to the State of 

owa. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
CHIPPEWA AND OTHER INDIANS. 


An act (H. R. No. 84) for the relief of certain 
Chippewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians, 

Amendments of the Senate: 

Strike out the word “ pay,” and in lieu thereof insert 
s examine and report to Congress at the next session what 
amount, if any, is due.” 

After the word “ Michigan,” strike out “and who were 
parties to the treaties made at Chicago on the 26th and 27th 
days of September, 1833, between the United States and 
said united nation of Indians, or to their descendants, their 
full proportion per capita of all the sums of money agreed to 
be paid by the United States to the said united nation of 
Indians by,” and in licu thereof insert ‘ under and by vir- 
tue of.” 

After the word “ thirty-three,” strike out “and,” and 
insert “ with said Indians and under the treaty.” 

Strike out “ Provided, ‘That, upon examination, it shall 
appear that said moneys are still in the Treasury of the 
United States for, or have been paid out ta, the Pottawato- 
mie nation aforesaid; whereupon the aforesaid payments 
shall be made out of the moneys belonging or accruing to 
the Pottawatomie nation aforesaid,” and in lieu thereof 
insert “and the Secretary of the Literior is furthermore 
hereby authorized and directed to ascertain and report at 
the same time whether any money or property heretofore 
payable is due to said Pottawatomie nation, under and by 
virtue of the treaty of October 26, 1832, or other treaties, 
which has uot been appropriated and paid, and ifany, what 
amount.” 


The bill, as amended, will read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to examine and report to Congress 
at its next session, what amount, if any, is due to the Chip- 
pewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians, now residing in 
the State of Michigan, under and by virtue of the treaties 
of July 29, 1829, the 26th of September, 1833, and the arti- 
cles supplementary thereto, of September 27, 1833, and of 
the 5th and 17th of Junc, 1846, with the Pottawatomie 
nation of Indians ; and the Secretary of the Interior is fur- 
thermore hereby authorized, &e. i 


The amendments were concurred in. 
KATHERINE K. RUSSELL. 


A bill (H. R. No. 537) for the relief of Kath- 
erine K. Russell. 

Amendments of the Senate: 

Strike out “ 19th day of September, 1849,” and in lieu 
thereof insert “1st day of January, 1855 5”? and strike out 
“ natural life,” and in lieu thereof insert“ widowhood y? 
so that the bill will read : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay to said Katherine K. Russell the sum of 
twenty-five dollars per month ; and this sum to commence 
and to be computed from and after the Ist day of January, 
1855, and the same to continue during her widowhood. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

ELIZA M. PLYMPTON. 


A bill (H. R. No. 923) granting a pension to 
Eliza M. Plympton. 
Amendment of the Senate: 


Strike out “fifty,” and in lieu thereof insert “thirty ;?? 
so that the bill will read : 

That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place 
the name of Eliza M. Plympton, widow of the late Colonel 
Joseph Plympton, of the United States Army, on the pen- 
sion roll, at the rate of thirty dollars a month, from the oth 
day of June, 1860, for and during her natural life. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


` The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now 
presents House bills with Senate amendments. 


COMMODORE H. PAULDING. 
Joint resolution (H. R. No. 59) authorizing 
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Commodore H. Paulding to receive a sword and 
a grant of land awarded to him by the Republic 
Nicaragua. 

The bill authorizes Commodore H. Paulding, of 
the United States Navy, ‘to accept the grant of 
jand and the sword presented to him by the Re- 
public of Nicaragua. 

The Senate amendment was to strike out after 
the word * accept” the words ‘* the grant of land 
and” and also to change the title so as to make 
it read: A joint resolution authorizing Com- 
modore H. Paulding, of the United States Navy, 
to receive a sword awarded to him by the Repub- 
lic of Nicaragua.” 

' The amendments were concurred in. 


ARSENAL AT ST. LOUIS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 132) to remove the United 
States arsenal from the city of St. Louis, and to 
establish the same, together with a national arm- 
ory, at Jefferson Barracks. 

Senate amendments: 

Strike out.‘ Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That, out 
of the proceeds of such sale, he shall cause to be crectcd an 
arsenal and a national armory on the military reserve known 
as Jefferson Barracks, in the county of St. Louisand State 
of Missouri, and shalt cause all tools, implements, ma- 
chinery, &c., used at the St. Louis arsenal, to be removed 
to said reservation, and there to be erected such buildings, 
shops, and machinery as may be deemed necessary for the 
safe-keeping and manufacture of arms and munitions of the 
United States 5” and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, 
That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized to cause the business heretofore carried onat said St. 
Louis arsenal to be transferred to the military reservation 
known as Jefferson Barracks, in the county of St. Louis 
and State of Missouri, and also to cause all the tools, imple- 
ments, machinery, and materials now at said arsenal to be 
removed to said reservation. 

Strike out of the title all after the words ‘ St. Louis,” 
and insert, “and to provide for the sale of the lands on 
which the same is located.” 


The amendments were concurred in. 
DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 665) to amend an act ap- 
proved February 5, 1859, entitled “ An act pro- 
viding for keeping and distributing all public 
documents, and for other purposes.” 

Senate amendments: 

Page 2, line four, after the word “ distribution,” add the 
following: 

And provided further, That, in future, the publie docu- 
-ments to be distributed by the Seerctary of the Interior 
shall be sent to the institutions already designated, uniess 
he shali be satisfied that any such institution is no longer a 
suitable depository of the same. 

Page 4, after section seven, add the following new sec- 
tion: 

Bec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the number of 
pamphlet laws directed to be placed in the library of Con- 
gress by the act of the 20th of April, 1818, and of the Stat- 
utes at Large, published by Little & Brown, directed to be 
placed in the said library by the act of 8th August, 1846, 
shall be distributed by the Secretary of the interior agree - 
ably to the provisions of the cleventh section of the act of 
Sth February, 1859, excepting twelve copies to be sent to 


the library of Congress for the use of the Supreme Court. |] 


during its sessious, and two copies for use in said library. 
Change section eight te section nine. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act (S. No. 
562) to provide a temporary government for the 
Territory of Dakota, and to create the office of 
surveyor general therein; and an act (S. No.583) 
to organize the Territory of Nevada; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now 
presents to the House certain Senate bills. 

LESLIE COOMBS, ET AL. 


A bill (S. No. 588) for the relief of Leslie 
Coombs and Robert H. Crittenden, sureties of 


the late A. J. Mitchell, purser in the United States | 


Navy. 


The bill was read a first and second time, and | 


ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SIMMS moved to reconsider the vote by | 


which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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GEORGE H. MORGAN. 
Mr. GILMER. Irise toa question of privilege. 

fam directed by the Committee of Elections to 
resent a resolution to the House, and ask that it 
e put upon its passage. - 

Mr. P HELPS. I hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina will withhold his resolution until 
we have disposed of these bills upon the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. GILMER. Icannot. I desire to make 
a brief explanation; and then, after the resolu- 
tion is read, the House can do with it what they 
deem just and right. 

In 1859, the people of Colorado, then Pike’s 
Peak, formally and peacefully organized a pro- 
visional government. ‘They elected George H. 
Morgan a Delegate to Congress to urge the pas- 
sage of an organic act for that Territory. He has 
been here during this session of Congress, acting 
in that capacity. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
state to the gentleman from North Carolina that 
it must be a question of very high privilege, in- 
deed, to supersede the order under which the 
House is now actin 

Mr. GILMER. 
be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That George H. Morgan, informally elected 
Delegate from Colorado, who has been attending, during 
this session of the 'Thirty-Sixth Congress, to the business 
of said Territory, be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House the sum of 31,000, in full satisfaction of all his ser- 
vices as agent or quasi Delegate from said Verritory. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that this is not a privileged question, and 
can only be presented by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PRYOR. I object. 


THOMAS J. PAGE. 


The next bill presented from the Speaker’s table 
was a bill (S. No. 459) for the relief of Com- 
mander Thomas J. Page, United States Navy. 

The bill, which was read, directs the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to allow Com- 
mander Thomas J. Page, of the United States 
Navy, in the adjustment of his accounts as purser 
of the United States steamer Water Witch, credit 
for certain suspended items cf his accounts, not to 
excecd the sum of $354 46. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


SCILOONER PERSEVERANCE. 


A bill (S. No. 524) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue a register to the schooner 
Perseverance, of Ogdensburg, State of New York. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL B. HIBBARD. 


A bill (S. No. 561) for the relief of Daniel B. 
Hibbard. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Postmaster 
General of the United States to. pay, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to Daniel B. Hibbard, the sum of $830, in 
full compensation for his services in transporting 
the United States mail between the villages of 
St. John’s and Lyons, in the State of Michigan, 
under his agreement with the deputy postmaster 
at St. John’s. 
< The bill was read a first and second time, and 
ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA B. MILLS. 

A bill (S. No. 490) for the relicf of Eliza B. 
Mills, widow of Robert Mills. 

The bill, which was read, directs that there be 
paid, out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, to Eliza B. Mills, widow of 
Robert Mills, the sum of $500, in payment for 
services of Robert Mills esarchitect in preparing 
and furishing plans and estimates for a marine 
hospital at New Orleans, and a public printing 
office in the city of Washington. ` a 


Fask that the resolution may 


The bill was read a first and second ime;and 
ordered to.be read a‘third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the-third time, and passed: o y = 
“TAYLOR DUDLEY. i E 

A bill (S: No. 502) for the reliëf of “Taylor 
Dudley, of Minnesota. | eae 

The bill was read a first and sécond time; and 
ordered to be read a third time; and it was.accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 

W. Il. SMILEY. : 

Joint resolution (S. No. 67) authorizing W.H. 
Smiley, United States commercial. agent at the’. 
Falkland Islands, to receive a telescope tendéred 
by the Belgian Government. f 

The resolution was read a first and second time, 
and ordered toa third reading; and it: was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. , © 3. >: 
JOSEPH CLYMER. Ae ERAN 


an bill (S. No. 548) for the relief of Joseph 
mer. i 

he bill, which was read, directs that-there shall 
be paid to Joseph Clymer, out of any money, in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $14,000, in full for all claims by him for losses 
or damages on account of the contractientered into 
between himself and the United States repre- 
sented by Thomas Swords, lieutenant coloncl, 
quartermaster of the United States Army, on the 
18th of April, 1851, and by reason of the failure . 
of the United States to.perform the same.. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to say to the House, 
that this question was examined by the execu- 
tive officers, the Auditor and Comptroller, and is 
recommended by them. 

Mr. SPAULDING. I object to the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. [hope objection will be with- 
drawn. The billis eminently just. This manis 
even entitled to a larger sum than is allowed in 
the bill. It was favorably considered by the Sen- 
ate and by a committee of the House. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can.only-be 
considered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. . ; 

Mr.. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot do so. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 


CAPTAIN HIRAM PAULDING. 


A joint resolution (S. No. 68) for the relief of 
Captain Hiram Paulding, of the United. States 
Navy. 

The resolution instructs the Secretary.of the 
Navy to ascertain and allow.to Captain Hiram 
Paulding, of the United States Navy, the expenses 
incurred by him in defending himselfagainsta suit 
brought against him by Charles J. McDonald, one 
of the followers of William Walker, at San Juan 
del Norte, provided the sum shall not exceed 
$1,200. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
the consideration of that bill. 

- Mr. HASKIN. I appeal to the patriotism of 
the gentleman from North Carolina to withdraw 
his objection, and to allow this bill to be passed. 

Objection was not withdrawn; and the bill was 
referred to a Committee of the Whele House. 


LEWIS WARRINGTON. 


A bill (S. No. 565) for the reliefof Lewis War- 
rington, paymaster in the United States Navy. 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers, 
in the settlement of the acounts of Lewis War- 
rington, paymasterat Pensacola navy-yard, where 
the proper vouchers cannot be produced, to re- 
ceive and allow statements, verified by oath, of 
expenditures or loses incurred in consequence of 
the forcible seizure and detention of the papers 
and property of the Government at said yard by 
the military of the State of Florida, provided the 
Secretary of the Navy be satisfied that Warring- 
ton’s vouchers are improperly withheld from him. 

The bill reecived its several readings, and was 


Lobject to 


passed. ey, 
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LAND ENTRIES ON LEAVENWORTH ISLAND. 


A bill (S. No. 519) legalizing certain entries of 
land on Leavenworth island, in the State of Mis- 
souri. i 

The bill was read a first arid second time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The land involved in this 
bill is very valuabie. 

Mr. CURTIS.: I object. 

Mr. STANTON. Beyond all manner ofdoubt 
this bill is right. The Department has settled the 

uestion. [tis simply to legalize entries of land. 
The only question in the case was, whether the 
lands were in the State of Missouri or the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Nobody is inter- 
ested in it but my constituents. The county court 
of one of the counties in my district laid claim to 
the lands under the swamp land act; but l with- 
draw that claim. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A single objec- 
tion cannot defeat this bill, as it contains no ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. STANTON. As the bill is before the 
House, I want to make a statement. The only 

uestion in the case was as to what land district 
these lands on Leavenworth island were situated 
in. The claimants went to the land office and 
entered these lands. The officer received pay for 
them and issued certificates on the ground that they 
were in the districtto which Kansas belonged. The 
authorities of Missouri resisted the titles, claim- 
ing jurisdiction over the island. That is the whole 
ease. And now this bill ratifies the entries made 
in the land office of the United States. That is 
the whole of it. I move the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

r. WINSLOW. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio say that the bill is right? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly it is. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 

lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN P. BROWN. 


A bill (S. No. 271) for the relief of John P. 
Brown. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Has that bill been consid- 
ered by a committee of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in- 
formed tbat it bas not been. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I object. 

The bill was reterred to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks 
leave now to state to the House that there are four 
bills and resolutions of a public character, of 
which some disposition ought to be made. If it 
be the unanimous consent of the House, they will 
be disposed of. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered, 


MILITARY ROAD IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. STANTON, from the committee of con- |; 


ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 200) to 


provide for the completion of the military road | 


from Fort Union to Santa Fé, New Mexico, re- 
ported that the committee had met and had 
agreed to recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: that the House recede from their dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: 

Line three, strike out “ fitty?? and insert “ fifteen ;” so as 
to make the appropriation for the road trom Taos to Port 
Union $15,000. 

The report of the committee was adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Grossprenner, his 
Private Secretary, notifying the House that he 
had approved and signed— 

An act (H. R. No. 311) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary Ann Henry; 

An act (H. R. No. 426) for the relief of John 
Y. Sewell; 

An act (H. R. No. 461) granting an invalid 
peasten te Charles Appleton; 


An act (H. R. No. 666) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Sutton; i 

An act (H. R. No. 530) granting a pension to 
Jane Yates; 

An act (H. R. No. 943) to provide for bring- 
ing up the arrearages of work of the land office 
at Olympia, Washington Territory; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 51) repealing a 
resolution relating to the claim of George Fisher, 
| decegsed, late of Florida. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was reccived from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of its clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H.R. No. 
| 895) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
enses of the Government for the year ending 
une 30, 1862. j 
f ARMS TO CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the enforce- 
ment of the order of the Elouse, the Chair now 
presents to the House, to be disposed of, certain 
bills and resolutions on the Speaker’s table. 

A resolution (S. No. 45) authorizing the issue 
of the same quota of arms to the State of Califor- 
nia for the years 1850and 1851, as were issued to 
that State for the year 1852. 

The resolution received its several readings, 
and was passed. 


UNIVERSITY LANDS. 


A bill (S. No. 567) donating to the States of | 
Minnesota and Oregon certain lands reserved by 
Congress for the Territorics of Minnesota and 
Oregon, for university purposes. 

The bill received its several readings, and was 
passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND TITLES IN MAINE. 
A bill (S. No. 191) to provide for the quieting 
| of certain land titles in the late disputed territory 
in the State of Maine, and for other purposes. 
Mr. HOARD. I object to the consideration of 
that bill. 


i 


MARY BARAULT. 


Mr. BRIGGS. [ask the consent of the House 
to permit me to have the House bill No. 902 taken 
from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and passed. Itis a bill for, the 
relief of Mary Barault, administratrix of the late 
Joseph Wheaton, 

Mr. PERRY. If that is not in order, I object. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As that is a bill dating back 
tothe Revolution, and will involvea large amount, 
I call for the yeas and nays upon the suspension 
of the rules, 

Mr. FENTON. Task that the gentleman from | 
Indiana [Mr. Horman] may be permitted to in- 
dicate an amendment which E understand it is his 
| purpose to offer, and then I presume there will 
be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the permission of the 
i House, I will make a single statement in reference 
jj to this bill. 

Several Mempens objected. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of IHinois. F hope the 
call for the yeas and nays will be withdrawn until | 
we can see whether the motion cańnot be voted 
down without. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. The yeas and nays have 

been ordered. | think the House ean spend its 
time to as good advantage in taking the yeas and 
nays as in anything else. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Brigas’s mo- 
tion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 81, | 
nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Aldrich, William C. Anderson, 


| does not even purport to refer to a Delegate 


Avery, Barr, Barret, Bouligny, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs 
Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Case, Horace 
F. Clark, John Cochrane, Colfax, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, 
i John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Duell, Edmundson, Etheridge, 
Farnsworth, Florence, Fouke, Frank, French, Garnett, Git- 
mer, Hate, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hation, 
llelmick, Holman, Hughes, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, Larrabee, James M. Leach, 
Logan, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, 


i 
i 
| 
McClernand, MeKenty, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Ed- | 


| ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Olin, Porter, 1i 


Pryor, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sickles, 
Simms, Somes, Spinner, Stokes, Stratton. Tappan, Tomp 
kins, Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever, Winslow, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Wright--81. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Alley, Ashley, Bing- 
ham, Blake, Branch, Buflinton, Butterfield, Campbell, Ca- 
rey, Carter, Coburn, Conkling, Conway, Corwin, Covode, 
Burton Craige, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Dunn, 
Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Foster, Gooch, Gra- 
ham, Hall, John T. Harris, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, 
McPherson, Millson, Morril!, Morse, Pendleton. Perry, 
Pettit, Potter, Rice, Riggs, Ruffin, Sherman, Willian N. H. 
Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevens, Fhomas, Train, Trim- 
ble, Verree, Wade, Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Elihu B- 
Washburne, and Wells—63. 

So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds 


not voting in favor thereof.) 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BURNETT said that, understanding an 
amendment would be adopted if that bill was 
taken up limiting the amount to $3,000, he would 
change his vote, and vote ‘‘ay.”” ` 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky, said that, with 
the expectation of getting up the old soldiers” 
pension bill immediately after, he would yote in 
the affirmative, 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTELS. 


Mr. FENTON. J havea resolution to which 
I presume there will be no objection, and which 
is important to the proper closing up of our busi- 
ness. I offer the following: 

Resolved, That the committees of the House who have 
reports in readiness upon matters referred to them be per- 
mitted to deliver such reports to the Clerk of the House, 
and that they be printed; and that all bills and resolutions 
so reported be referred to the Conunittee of the Whole ; and 
that all bilis, resolutions, and other papers upon which no 
report shall be made, be returned informally to the Clerk. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I object to 
that resolution. 

Mr. FENTON. I move to suspend the rules. 


COLORADO DELEGATE. 


Mr. GILMER. I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. Yam instructed by the Committee of Elec- 
tions to submit to the House the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That Charles H. Morgan, informally elected 
Delegate from the ‘Lerritory of Colorado, who bas been at- 
tending, during the sessions of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, 
to the business of said ‘Territory, be paid, out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, the sum of $1,000, in full satis- 
faction forall his services as agent or guast Delegate of said 


Territory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the resolution does not involve a ques- 
tion of privilege such as can supersede the busi- 
ness regularly before the House. 

Mr. GILMER. It is a question of privilege. 


| The resolution is reported to the House from the 


Committee of Elections, in response to a petition 
referred to them by the House. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate is in 
order. The Chair decides that the resolution can- 
not be received as a question of privilege. 

Mr. GILMER. J appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
the table. 

Mr. COLFAX. Irise to a question of order. 
I wish to ascertain whether the Journal shows 
that such a petition was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Elections. 

Mr. PHELPS. I care not whether such a pe- 
ution has been referred or not. The resolution 
or 
member of this House; and cannot therefore be 
in order as a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
state the question. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Fenrox] was recognized, and moved 
to suspend the rules, to enable him to introduce 
a resolution. The gentleman from North Caro- 


I move to lay the appeal on 


| lina [Mr. Grzmer] then rose and stated that he 
| presented another resolution as a privileged ques- 
i} tion. 
j| question. 
|! North Carolina appeals; and the gentleman from 


The Chair decides that itis nota privileged 
From that decision the gentleman from 


Missouri moves to lay the appeal on the table. 
ate question is, ‘(Shall the appeal lie on the 
table? 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to know whether 
the gentleman from North Carolina reports this 
resolution as chairman of the Committee of Elec- 
tions or merely upon bis own individual respons- 
ibility? 
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Mr. GILMER. It is the report of the Com- 
mittee of Elections, 

Mr.STANTON. Then it strikes me it must 
be a question of privilege. 

Mr. GILMER. There is no question of order. 
Itis not a resolution that I offer on my own re- 
sponsibility. Itisa report I am instructed by 
the Committee of Elections to offer. 

Mr. PHELPS. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis not. The 
question is on laying the appeal on the table. 

Mr. PHELPS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ` 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose the House un- 
derstands that we are waiting for the report of the 
committee of conference on the Indian appropri- 
ation bili, I hope the motion to adjourn will not 
be made. 

Mr. BURNETT. I withdraw it. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced that 
the Speaker had signed the following enrolled bill: 

A bill (H. R. No. 852) for the relief of certain 
Chippewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians. 


COLORADO DELEGATE—AGAIN. 


The question recurred upon ijaying the appeal | 


on the table; and being taken, it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 46; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs.Charles F. Adams, Alley, Ashley, Avery, 
Babbitt, Barr, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bocock, Brabson, 
Bristow, Brown, Buflinton, Burch, Burnett, Butterfield, 
Carey, Carter, Horace F. Clark, Jobn B. Clark, Coburn, 
Jom Cochrane, Conkling, Cox, Burton Craige, John G. 
Davis, Delano, Edmundson, Eliot, English, Etheridge, Fen- 
ton, Florence, Foster, Fonke, frank, Granam, Gurley, Hall, 


John T. Harris, Hatton, Hickman, Hoard, Holman, William } 


Howard, Hughes, Junkin, DeWitt C. Leach, Lec, Logan, 
Loomis, Fibert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, Me- 
Kean, Millson, Laban T. Moore, Morse, Niblack, Phelps, 
Pottle, Pryor, Riggs, Rutin, Sherman, Simms, William N. 
H. Smith, Somes, Spinner, Tappan, Thomas, Tompkins, 
Vandever, Wells, Whiteley, and Winslow—79. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Brayton, 
Campbell, Case, Coilax, Covode, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
Edwards, Ely, Farnsworth, Gilmer, Hale, Nelmick, Hum- 
hrey, Franeis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Tames M. Leach, Longnecker, Lovejoy, Marston, Me- 
Kenty, McPherson, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. 
Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Pettit, Porter, Quarles, Christopher 
Robinson, Stanton, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, 
Trimble, Vance, Verree, Walton, Ellibu B. Washburne, 
Windom, Wood, and Woodrutt—46. 
So the appeal was laid on the table, and the res- 


olution decided to be out of order. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate has agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the bill making an 
appropriation for the construction of a military 
road in the Territory of New Mexico. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES—~AGAIN. 


The question recurred upon Mr. Fenron’s mo- 
tion to suspend the rules, to enable him to intro- 
duce his resolution. 

The question was taken ;and (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof) the rules were suspended. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move toadd to the reso- 
lution the words: 

Provided, The reports are now prepared and written. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to lay the resolution 
upon the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I object to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio. Members of com- 
mittees ought to have until the adjournment of 
Congress to prepare their reports. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will modify my amend- 
ment, so as to make the resolution refer to such 
reports only as shall be filed with the Clerk be- 
fore the expiration of this Congress. 


Mr. PHELPS. I demand the previous ques- į 


tion on the resolution. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 
Mr. Suunman’s amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was then adopted. 


WITIIDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. DELANO, by unanimous 
consent. leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the papers in the 


case of John L. Mersereau, for the purpose of 
reference to the Commissioner of Patents. 


FEES OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, ETC. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I hold in my hand Senate 
bill No. 86, to amend existing laws relative to 
the compensation of district attorneys, marshals, 
and clerks of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States. It is a bill which has passed the 
Senate, and has received the consideration of the 


Judiciary Committee of this House, and which į 


was unanimousiy reported from that committee 


by my colleague, [Mr. Netson.] It isa billthat | 


ought to pass; and I ask that it be now put upon 
its passage. 

Objecuon was made. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to suspend the 
rules, $ 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I demand that the bill 
be read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I move to 
postpone all other business until we can take up 
and pass my bill for the benefit of the old soldiers. 
{Laughter.] ers 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is 
not in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. 
suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules already pending. 

Mr. STANTON. I suggest to the gentleman. 
from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp] that now is not 
the time to pass a bill of so much importance as 
this. Members ought to know something about 
it. Wecannot take a bill of this kind upon the 
mere recommendation of a committee. It cannot 

ass. 
$ Mr. MAYNARD. The bill has been very 
maturcly considered, and it ought to pass. 

Mr. COX. ls this debate in order? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I rise to 
make a privileged motion. I understand that the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessce has moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules. I move that the House do now 
take a recess. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ihopenot. I understand 
that the report of the committee of conference on 
the Indian appropriation bill is now in this House. 

Mr. RUFFIN. What will be the effect of the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the House 
takes a recess now, it will take a recess under 
the previous order of the House, until ten o’clock 
on Monday. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As I under- 
stand that the gentleman from Michigan is pre- 
pared to make a report from the committee of con- 
ference on the Indian appropriation bill, } witk- 


į draw my motion for a recess. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise to a priv- | 
I desire to make a report from | 


ileged question. 
the committee of conference on the Indian appro- 
priation bill. 

Before the report is read, I wish to say a word 
to the House. I believe that the action of the 
{Jouse upon this report will determine the fate of 
the bill. I therefore ask that the House will give 


| attention to the reading of the report, and will 


listen to me for a few moments while I explain 


the effect of the report after it shall have been | 


read, so that members may vote intelligently one 
way or the other. 
The Clerk read the report;'as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes || 


of the two Houses on the amendments to House bill No. 
865, *¢ making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1862,” having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That they adopt the report of the former committee of 
conference, on the disagreeing votes on the amendments to 
said bill, except as to numbers five, six, and nineteen, of 
said amendments; and as to said amendmentnumher nine- 
teen, they recommend that the House recede from their 
disagreement thereto and agree to the same, with the fol- 
lowingamendment: Strike out the whole amendment, and 
in lieu thereof insert the following: 

For payment to the Choctaw nation, or tribe of Indians, 
on account of their claim under the eleventh and twelfth 
articles of the treaty with said nation. or tribe, made 22d 
June, 1853, the sum of $500,000; $250,000 of which sum 
shall be paid in money, and for the residue the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall cause to be issued to the proper au- 
thorities of the nation or tribe, on their requisition, bonds 
af the United States, as authorized by Jaw at the present 


I move to į 


į this bill properly after ten o’cloc 


| recess, when it does take a recess. 


session of Congress: Provided, ‘That in, the future adj 
ment of the claims of the Choctaws, under the treaty. 
said, said sum shall be charged against said Indiaŭsi < í 
That the House recede from.their disagreement: to the 

fifth and sixth amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
same with the following amendment to each: SE 

i Provided, That the said sum may be paid, at. the discre- 
tion of the Sedretary of the Treasury, in bonds of the Uni- 
ted States, authorized by law at the present session of Con- 


gress. : 
WILLIAM A. HOWARD, | 
JUSTIN. S. MORRILL; 
Managers on the part of he Bow of ie MAEDA 
GEORGE L. PUGH. e 
A. O. P. NICHOLSON, ., 
$. R. DOOLITTLE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. That report 
was signed unanimously by the managers on the 
part of both Houses, although, perhaps, with 
some reluctance. This nineteenth amendment, 
which was the principal: difficulty, provided for 
paying $1,202,000 to the Choctaws, and distincully 
recognized something like a million dollars more 
under the eleventh and twelfth articles of the 
treaty, and aiso in pursuance of the award made 
by the Senate. The managers on the part of the 
House could not agree to recognize that award in 
any shape; but we were satisfied that there was 
something due to these Choctaws on account of 
the sale of their lands. How much was due them 
we did not know; but we were satisfied that it 
was more than the amount now reported... The 
sum of $1,202,000 is, therefore, stricken out, and 
$500,000 inserted; half of that sum to be paid in 
bonds and the other half. to be paid in money, to 
meet the present necessities of the Choctaws. ' 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parton, 
one of their clerks, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the year ending 30th June, 1862. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses,on the amendments 
of the Senate tasthe bill making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending 30th June, 1862. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—-AGAIN. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The fifth and 
sixth amendments of the Senate, together, involve 
an amount of $260,000 to the Chickasaws. 

Mr. PHELPS. No; the Sioux. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, The only alter- 
ation we propose in those” amendments 1s, that 
instead of being paid in money, that amount may 


| be paid in bonds, 


I have already said, Mr. Speaker, that this 
report was agreed to with some hesitation and 
reluctance; but finally the managers of the con- 
ference consented to submit the report to the two 
Houses, in order that they may decide whether 


| they will accept this report, or whether the bill 


shall be defeated; for it will be impossible to enroll 

k on Monday, to 
which time the House has resolved to take a 
Without de- 
taining the House further, I move the previous 
question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust my friend from 
Michigan will withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question. EA 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I will with- 
draw it for a moment, for the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, this is almost 
an unexampled event. The Senate put an amend- 
ment upon this bill which the House deliberately, 
and after full consideration, disagreed to. The 
theory of our system of governmentis, that every 
bill that passes Congress shall have the sanction of 
both Houses; but here isanattempt, itseems tome, 
to compel the House to agree to pay this Choctaw 
claim, when it has twice been rejected by a delib- 
erate vote of the House. This report of the 
committee of conference recognizes the validity of 
the claim. For one, I would rather see the bill 
defeated than vote for this report. I do not ques- 
tion the conduct of the managers of the conference 
on the part of the House, but I do say that we 


1428 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 2, 


ought to resist this attempt to compel us, at this 
late period of the session, to pay $500,000 as an 
entering wedge forthe whole claim—aclaim which 
the House has deliberately decided against, and 
which has always been opposed by the Senators 
from the States where these lands were situated. 
I say we ought not to do it, and if the House will 
sustain me, the report will be disagreed to. We 
can then, by a two-thirds vote, send a new bill to 
the Senate, precisely like this, in every respect 
but the exclusion of these Choctaw and Sioux 
claims. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would suggest that, instead 
of resorting to the course which the gentleman 
from Ohio indicates, another course can be pur- 
sued. I cannot approve of this report of the com- 
mittee of conference. I hope the House will reject 
it,and will adhere to its disagreement to this Choc- 
taw amendment, and let the bill fail at the other 
end of the Capitol, if they choose to let it fail. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 1 donot know why gen- 
tlemen, and particularly the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr.Pueiprs,] should show so determined 
an opposition against this claim of the Choctaws. 
He has himself, sir, to my certain knowledge, 
sanctioned measures to which he was originally 
opposed, but for the payment of which he has 
claimed the support of this House, on the ground 
of plighted faith; and yet, he tramples under his 
feet that plighted faith whenever it fails to come 
up to the uncertain standard of his own personal 
views. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 do not know what the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky means by 

Mr. STEVENSON. I will explain all that I 
mean; and I am responsible for all that I say. 

Mr. PHELPS. {do not know what the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky means by the course of re- 
mark in which he has indulged. In the fulfillment 
of my duty here, I have felt it incumbent upon me 
to give the reasonsat length why Ido not believe 
this award made by the Senate is binding upon 


us. I know not to what measures the gentleman 
refers. 
Mr: STEVENSON. I will explain. 


Mr. PHELPS, So faras the Choctaw Indians 
are concerned, | bave said’ thigtday that, as it is 
represented that they are ina suffering condition, 
1} preferred making them a donation of $250,000 
to relieve them from their sufferings, rather than 
to sanction and recognize this award. If the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky regards thatas hostility to 
this tribe of Indians,,hen he mistakes friendship 
for hostility. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I will explain precisely 
what I mean, so that the gentleman shall not mis- 
understand me. F say that the gentleman him- 
self urged upon this floor, during this session, an 
appropriation for the former purchase of a Gov- 
ernment printing establishment as essential to pre- 
serve the plighted faith of this Government; and 
Isay that the public faith is as solemnly pledged 
to the payment of this claim under the treaty, and 
that a refusal of it is a stigma upon our national 
faith. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must 
interpose, and say to gentlemen that this debate 
must be confined to the subject-matter of the re- 
port of the committee of conference, unless by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PHELPS. One word of explanation with 
regard to the matter to which the gentleman from 
Kentucky has referred. . That was an appropria- 
tion to carry out a law passed by both ELouses of 
Congress, which directed the Superintendent of 
Public Printing either to erect or to procurea print- 
ing establishment; and the contract made by him 


was not to be valid until it was approved by the | 


committee of this House, and the Committee of 
the Senate. When the organized committees of 
the House and the Senate approved of the con- 
tract which the Superintendent had made, I con- 
sidered it an approval both by the House and the 
Senate, and therefore I favored the appropria- 
tion for the purchase of that printing office. But 
I had voted against and resisted the bill propos- 
ing to fasten a printing establishment upon this 
Government, believing that it was wrong, unjust, 
and impreper, 
MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE, 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parton, 


i 


one of their clerks, announced that the Senate | 


had agreed to the report of the committee of con- 


ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill of the Senate, in addition to an act to 
promote the progress of the useful arts. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—-AGAIN. 


Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri says that he voted against the bill providing 
for the establishment of a Government printing 
office, and yet he voted for the appropriation to 
pay forit. Why? Because he thought the plighted 
faith of the Government demanded it. That is just 
the point I make on him now. 

Mr. CAREY. I ask if this discussion is in 
order. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I cannot yield 
further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This debate is 
not in order, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PHELPS. One word. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I believe Lam 
entitled to the floor, and I decline to yield further. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the gentleman 
from Michigan will allow me to go on with what 
I was saying. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. No, sir. 

Mr.STEVENSON. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri says that he based his vote for that appro- 
priation to pay for the Government printing office 
upon the ground that the faith of the Government 
was pledged to it, and upon no other; and I say 
that the same reason which controlled that vote, 
demands his support of this. 

Mr. CAREY. I call the gentleman to order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must 
arrest this line of debate. The Chair hopes the 
gentleman from Kentucky will confine hisremarks 
to the subject-matter of the report of the commit- 
tee of conference. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Lamdoingso, sir. Icited 
the case of this printing office to show that the 
same reason which operated in one case should 
govern in the other-—— 

Mr. CAREY. J insist upon the decision of the 
Chair being enforced. 

Mr, STEVENSON Well, let the gentleman 
insist, and let the Chair decide between us. 

Mr. CAREY. I wii insist. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, do so. 

Mr. CAREY. I intend to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the debate must be confined to the sub- 
ject-matter of the report, and the printing office 
has nothing to do with the report. 

Mr.STEVENSON. Ihave endeavored to con- 
fine myself strictly to the report of the conference 
committee; and all these interruptions have been 
unnecessary. I was arguing in favor of concur- 
ring in the report of the committee of conference; 
and by way of illustration and. precedent, I was 
attempting to show that the action of the House 
in sustaining an appropriation for the purchase 
of the Government printing house rested on the 
same basis on which the present recommendation 
resis. The Committee of Ways and Means rec- 
ommended and supported that appropriation, be- 
cause the public faith was pledged to it; and we 
are supporting this one because we consider that 
this sum of moncy is due these Indians under a 
solemn treaty entered into by the Government, 
and ratified by the Senate, and under which this 
award has been made. In what consists the dif- 
ference? The treaty with the Choctaws, and the 
award underit, are more solemn and binding acts 
than a mere joint resolution of the two Houses 
to buy a printing establishment. If gentlemen 
have a right to go behind the treaty and award of 
the Senate, why had they not a right to go be- 
hind that joint resolution? ‘This report of our 
conference committee has been a compromise be- 
tween the Senate and this House. The Senate 
has receded from the original amount of their 
amendment; and we have determined to recom- 
mend the payment of $500,000 to these Indians 
on a claim that the Senate think just and valid. 
The gentleman from Chio and the gentleman from 
Missouri get up here, and lecture us on this con- 
cession to the Senate. Because this House dis- 
agreed to the original amendment, and refused to 
sanction it, is it any concession on the part of 
this House to meet the Senate in a compromise 
of their antagonism of opinion? Is not sucha 
course sanctioned by the practice of this House? 
Have not the Senate as much right to adhere as 
this House to-insist on its disagreement? Such a j 


course would defeat the bill. - Have not the gen- 
tlemen themselves pursued daily the course which 
they condemn to-day? Both of them have yielded 
in committees of conference to the adoption of 
amendments of the Senate to which this House 
was as much opposed as this. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willstate again, with the 
leave of the gentleman, that—— 

Mr. STEVENSON. Not now. I must go 
on. All I said was, that this conference report 
was a yielding up in part of the opinion of the 
Senate and the House on this particular amend- 
ment, It is not an absolute concession of one 
House to the other; but a compromise by both. 
No man can dispute that there is more due the 
Choctaws than the amount of this amendment; 
and no member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means can point out any Senator who will not 
admit that as much or more money will be, under 
any estimate, coming to them than we have re- 
ported. The sum thus reported will be a credit 
on the amount due. If there be fraud or mistake, 
it can be hereafter investigated, both as to the 
treaty and award. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I risc toa question of order. 
I desire to know who is entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan, and he has yielded it the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BINGHAM. lJ insist that he shall yield 
the floor unconditionally, if he yields it at all. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make an inquiry 
in this connection. i 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 
to the floor, and I now claim it. 

Mr.PHELPS. Wil thegentleman from Mich- 
igan yield the floor a moment? 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. After a while 
I will; bat not now. 

Mr. PHELPS. Only one moment, for a matter 
between the gentleman from sCentucky and myself. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Ido not yield. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have the right, I think, to 
make an inquiry of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. You can wait 
until J get ready. I will yield in a moment; not 
now. 

Mr. PHELPS asked a question of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky which was not heard by the 
reporters, 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Iam entitled 
to the floor. Itis the universal practice in this 
body to allow members to yield the floor to col- 
leagues upon a committee without losing the right 
to the floor, or asking the consent of the House. 
I have undertaken to do so, and am willing to do 
so yet; but I hope the debate wil! be strictly con- 
fined to this report. I will now yield to the gen- 
tlemen from Missouriand Kentucky for personal 
explanation, and I hope the question of order will 
not be raised, and that the Chair will see to it that 
debate is confined to the report. 

Mr. STEVENSON. One word in regard to 
the question put to me by the gentleman from 
Missouri upon a personal matter. He says that 
when I spoke of his urging the appropriation for 
the establishment of a Government printing office, 
I used the word ‘‘electioncering.”?. I was uncon- 
scious of using that word, If I did so, i certainly 
did not intend to use that word in any persona} 
or offensive sense to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. J intended to say that, when the gentle- 
man was urging that appropriation—not election- 
eering—publicly here, asa member of this House, 
he planted himself upon the ground of plighted 
faith. It gives me great pleasure to set myself 
right by disavowing any Intention of using the 
word in any offensive sense. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam satisfied with the expla- 
nation of the gentleman from Kentucky. It was 
only the word “ electioneering,’’ that was offens- 
ive to me, | did not suppose that the gentleman 
from Kentucky intended to do me any injustice 
in this matter. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Certainly not. TI urged 
warmly, if the public faith required us—as urged 
by you—to make that appropriation in one case, 
why does not the same public faith require us to 
do justice in another, exactly resembling it? Why 
should this case be made an exception? Is there 
no outside reason; is there no local motive oper- 
ating upon gentlemen on the other side of the 
House? Has the gentleman from Ohio no such 
reason? 
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Mr. SHERMAN, The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky asks me ‘a question which is not exactly 
parliamentary, if he imputes to me any personal 
interest, or any improper motives. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not impute any- 
thing personal or dishonorable to the gentleman. 
Far from it; but motives of policy not disclosed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will simply say that my 
position upon this subject arises out of public 
considerations. From a superficial examination 
of this matter, I was satisfied that the faith of the 
United States was not plighted to the Choctaws; 
and that we do not owe the Choctaws. I desired 
that the House of Representatives shall have a 
fair opportunity to investigate this matter, and it 
should not have been put upon an appropriation 
bill, where we are compelled to take it, nolensvolens, 
or run the risk of losing the appropriation bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. [I tell the gentleman that 
this whole subject has been investigated thor- 
oughly in the Senate. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs of that body made a 
thorough and elaborate report upon it, This 
appropriation has also undergone the supervision 
of the proper Department of the Government. I 
say that every item of the claim which was dis- 
puted was stricken out, and now we only pro- 
pose, not to give what the Senate demanded, not 
to yield to the exactions of the Senate, and put 
upon this bill the amount of the original amend- 
ment, one million two hundred and odd thousand 
dollars, but to allow the Indians $500,009, half in 
bonds and half in money, 

Mr. CURTIS. I understand the gentleman to 
say [Cries of “ Order!?’] 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I object. 

Mr CURTIS. I want to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is notin order 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. After the 
gentleman from Kentucky has concluded his re- 
marks, I shall object to any further debate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I repeat, that this appro- 
riation rests upon the sacredness of national 
aith. Similar appropriations have been sanc- 

tioned by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
for the purchase of a printing bureau. The obli- 
ation and faith of the Government of the United 
tates is pledged to carry out every public treaty 
which the Government makes; and sif neither 
the amount of the appropriation, nor the fact that 
theamount is due to poor, suffering Indians, ought 
to constitute any ground for a failure to sanction 
this appropriation. The subject has been fully 
investigated; and that an amount larger than that 
reported by the conference committee is due, has 
not been disputed by any Senator of the United 
States. Shall we make this case an exception? 
These Indians have always been the friends of 
the white man. They appeal both to our friend- 
ship, humanity, and justice. Shall they appeal 
in vain? ‘The Senate, who ratified the treaty, who 
investigated these claims, say we are indebted to 
them; and the question occurs, will this House 
repudiate it in toto? I cannot sanction it. 

Bound to uphold, as a Representative, the sol- 
emn public faith of the Government to carry out 
its contracts, and to fulfill all vested, sacred obli- 
gations, I have been at a loss to know why gen- 
tlemen who had voted to carry out this appropria- 
tion—and especially one for a public printing 
office, which they had originally opposed—could 
not also vote for this appropriation, which rests 
upon the same ground. I impeach the personal 
integrity of noone; and the gentlemen from Mis- 
souri and Ohio misunderstood me, if they sup- 
posed otherwise. t 
there was any reason of sectional policy operating 
to induce gentlemen to be se persistent in oppos- 
ing this appropriation, when I thought they had 

ielded their assent to the same principle in sim- 
lar cases. ‘That was precisely what I meant by 
my inquiries. In my judgment, amore righteous, 
a more honest claim, this House was never called 
to pass upon. If weadopt the conference report, | 
we save this entire Indian bill; for the Senate 
never will recede below this amount now recom- 
mended. If we non-concur, the whole bill fails. 
I have attempted to discharge my duty. The 
responsibility is now with the House, to whose 
justice I commend it. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 1 havealready 
said that the managers upon the part of both 


But I wanted to find out if |} 


Houses, yielded to the terms of this report with | 


great apparent reluctance. For myself, I objected 
to it upon two grounds: first, that an estimate for 
this appropriation, to fulfill a treaty stipulation, as 
it is urged, was not sent here at the beginning of 
the session, so that it might take the regular course 
ofother appropriations to fulfill treaty stipulations. 
The Senate claimed that they could not yield or 
recede, without surrendering their. prerogatives 
in relation to the treaty-making power. eof 
course intended no infringement upon the prerog- 
atives of the Senate; but for myself, I did not and 
would not,and never will, consent to recognize that 
award, until I know more about it, 

Mr. KUNKEL. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question, at this point. [Cries of “ Object!?’] 

r. HOWARD, of Michigan. I cannot yield 
to the gentleman without losing the floor entirely. 

Several Mempers. Let us vote. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I will call the 
previous question in a moment. We did not as- 
sent to the award. The language of the amend- 
ment which we report is, that this amount shall 
be paid on their claim under the eleventh and 
twelfth articles of the treaty. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. KUNKEL. All I desire to say is, that 
this report does recognize the award. [Shouts of 
“ Order !”] 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The gentleman 
from Maryland very well knows that I would 
yield to him with pleasure, but objection is made, 
and I cannot yield without losing the floor alto- 
gether. 

We have submitted this report for the action 
of the House; and I believe the fate of the bill is 
involved in it. I confess, as I said before, that I 
had objections to it; but it does not recognize the 
award. It only recognizes the treaty. Let me 
say, further, that, so far as I know, this claim 
has never received the sanction of any commit- 
tee of this House. I now demand the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question being on agreeing to the report 
of the committee of conference, 

Mr. POTTLE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The ycas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 70, nays 61; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Al- 
ley, Ashley, Avery, Bingham, Brabson, Brayton, Bristow, 
Buffinten, Burch, Burnett, Burnham, Horace F. Clark, 
Conkling, Conway, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Etheridge, Ferry, Florence, 
Foster, Fouke, Gooch, Grabam, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, J. 
Morrison Harris, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Marston, Elbert 5..Martin, 
Maynard, McKenty, Morri, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, 
Niblack, Nixon, Perry, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, Christopher 
Robinson, Royce, Sickles, William N, H. Smith, Somes, 
Stanton, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stratton, Thomas, 
Trimble, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Webster, 
Whiteley, Windom, Winslow, and Woodruft—70. 

NAYS—-Messrs. William C. Anderson, Barr, Barret, 
Blake, Branch, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, John 
B. Clark, Colfax, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, 
Delano, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Farns- 
worth, Fenton, Frank, Gilmer, John 'F. Harris, Haskin, 
Hatton, Heard, Holman, Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, McCler- 
nand, McKean, McPherson, Moorhead, Olin, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Potter, Pottie, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Tappan, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, 
Eilibu B. Washburne, and Weills—61. 

So the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

During the roli-call, ; 

Mr. FRENCH stated that he was paired witl 
Mr. Vance. 

Mr. McPHERSON stated that Mr. Moors, of 
Kentucky, was paired with Mr. Wizson. 

Mr. WRIGHT stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Cass. 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, j 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report was agreed to; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr, Maynarp’s mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
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Bills, reported as truly. enrolled the following bills 
and joint resolutions oo enS oo veges 
z A pu (H.R. No: Gu) making Appropriations 
or the support of the Army-for the year ending 
ae Sune, 1863; ce ee eS s 3 E 
A bil. (H. R. No.-928). granting a pension to 
Eliza M. Plympton; aa 8 : $ : ue a 
_ A joint resolution (H. R.: No.59) authoriz= 
ing Commodore H. Paulding to receive a sword 
awarded him by the Republic of: Nicaragua: "| 
` And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, (at 
seven o’clock and five minutes, p. m.,) the House 
took a recess until ten o'clock, a; m., Monday. 


The. House reassembled at ten o’clock,.a: m., 
{Monday morning, March 4.] ere 

Messages were received from ‘the President of 
the United States and from the Senate. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BURNETT. I ask unanimous consent of 
the Elouse to withdraw from the files of the House, 
for reference to the Commissioner of Pensions, 
the papers in the cases of Martha Snelling; chil- 
dren of John McDaniel; children of Lieutenant 
Nathan Smith; John Johnson; Susannah Seott, 
widow of William Scott; children of John: För- 
rester; James Saxon; children of Nathan ‘Sears; 
children of David and Sarah Richardson; children 
of John and Mary Moore; William Percy; grand- 
children of Captain Richard Jones; children of 
Catharine Hannah; Charles Wilson-and ‘others, 
surviving children of Lieutenant John Wilson; 
heirs of Elizabeth Hickman; and children of Mary 
Clearwater, formerly widow of James Young. 

There was no objection; and it was ordercd 
accordingly. 

Mr. HUGHES. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to withdraw from the files of the 
House the papers in the cases of Mrs. Frances 
Fowler, deceased, widow of Abraham C. Fowler, 
late a lieutenant in the United States Army; and 
of John C. Jones. $ 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HICKMAN. What becomes of the bus- 
iness undisposed of on Saturday evening? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 1 move that there 
be a call of the House in order that we may see 
whether there is a quorum present or not. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The question first in order, 
is the consideration of the motion to suspend the 
rules to take up and consider Senate bill No. 86, 
to amend existing Jaws relating to the compensa- 
tion of district attorneys, marshals, and clerks 
of the circuit and district courts of the United. 
States. 

Mr. MAYNARD demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Barr and 
Error were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 101, noes 20. 

So the rules were suspended, (more: than two 
thirds voting in favor thereof.) 

Mr. MAYNARD demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the bill was passed. 

Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and ‘also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be ‘laid upon the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. X 

Mr. COX. I rise to a privileged question. I 
call up the report of the committee of conference 
on the bill for the promotion of the useful arts. 

My. SHERMAN. The billin reference to the 
compensation of district attorneys, &c., was passed 
amid the din and confusion which prevails in the 
House, without the [louse being aware, Iam 
sure, of. its provisions. I demand a division of 
the Houscon it. It enlarges the expenses. of the 
Government. A ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Icall the 
gentleman from Ohio to order. The bill has been 
passed, and the motion to reconsider has been laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I demanded a division in 
time. The bill will increase the expenses of the 
Government $500,000 a year. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman states that 
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he demanded a division, the Chair will give it to 
him, and theaction just taken will pass for naught. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask that the letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill, may be read. I want the 
bill read too, and then let us have a division of 
the House on the subject. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The bill was read on Sat- 
urday. : 

Mr. BURNETT. I believe that debate is not 
in order, the previous question having been called 
and seconded. 

Mr. FLORENCE, The motion to reconsider 
has been laid upon the table in reference to this 
bill; and the House has passed to other business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Sranton in 


the. chair.) The gentleman from Ohio could not | 


be heard in the confusion which prevailed, and 

the Speaker, before he left the chair, decided that 

the gentleman should have a vote on the bill. 
The bill was read. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A resolution (S. No. 45) authorizing the issue 
of the same quota of arms to the State of Califor- 
nia for the years 1850 and 1851, as was issued to 
that State for the year 1852; 

A resolution (S. No. 64) for the appointment 
of regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 

A bill (S. No. 561) for the relief of Daniel B. 
Hibbard; 

A bill (S. No. 524) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue a register to the schooner 
Perseverance, of Ogdensburg, State of New York; 

A bill (S. No. 459) for the relief of Commander 
Thomas J. Page, United States Navy; 

A resolution (S. No. 65) authorizing Captain 
William L. Hudson, of the United States Navy, 
to accepta diamond brooch for his wife, presented 
to her by the Emperor of Russia; 

A bill (S. No. 568) for the relief of Leslie 
Coombs and Robert H. Crittenden, suretics of the 
late A. J. Mitchell, purser in the United States 
Navy. 

A resolution (S. No. 67) authorizing W. H. Smi- 
ley, United States commercial agent at Falkland 
Islands, to receive a telescope tendered him by the 
Belgian Government; 

A bill (S. No. 399) for the relief of Thomas G. 
Corbin; 

A bill (S. No. 502) for the relief of Taylor Dud- 
ley, of Minnesota; 

A. bill (S. No. 490) for the relief of Eliza B. 
Mills, widow of Robert Mills; 

A bill (S. No. 565) for the relief of Lewis War- 
rington, paymaster, United States Navy; 

A bill (S. No. 19) legalizing certain entries of 
lands on Leavenworth island, in the State of Mis- 
souri; and 

A bill (S. No. 567) donating to the States of 
Minnesota and Oregon certain lands reserved by 
Congress for the Territories of Minnesota and Or- 
egon for University purposes. 

HEIRS OF JAMES TAYLOR, DECEASED. 


Mr. DUELL. I ask unanimous consent of the 
House for leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House the papers in the case of the heirs of Lieu- 
tenant James Taylor, of the Virginia State line. 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 


DISTRICT ATTORNEYS——AGAIN, 
Mr. SHERMAN. The only statement I wish 


to submit in reference to this bill, is this: the other | 
day the acting Secretary of the Interior sent for | 


me, and called my attention to the passage of this 


bill in the Senate, and to its Beine reported by the | 


Committee on the Judiciary in the House. He 
then stated to me that the effect of the passage of 
the bill would be to increase the judical expenses 
of the Governmentfrom about one million to about 
one million and a half dollars. 


matter. 
made by Secretary Thompson to Mr. Houston, 
formerly a member of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary in this House. 

_ Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I will say, 
in connection with that statement, if the gentle- 
man will permit me, that this bill was considered 
by the Judiciary Committee of this House when 


| ing the African slave trade. 


! f I asked him to | 
give me an official statement in reference to the | 
He then furnished me with a statement | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


I was a member of it, and the committee were 
unanimously of opinion that it ought not to pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know nothing about the 
bill myself. I merely call the attention of the 


| House to the facts which I have stated. Mr. 


Kelly, the acting Secretary of the Interior, stated 
to me, that if the communication of Secretary 
Thompson were before the House, and understood 
by the House, in bis opinion, it would be evident 
to all that the bill ought to be defeated. I have 
sent for the statement to which I have referred, 
and.ask that it may be read. [think it will con- 
vince the House that this is such a bill as ought 
not to be hurried through just as we are about to 
adjourn finally. 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
February 23, 1861. 


Sır: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a 
communication, addressed, on the 2lst of May last, by the 


| late Secretary of the Interior, to Hou. George 8. HOUSTON, 


of the Judiciary Committee, House of Représentatives, 
which, it is believed, will furnish the information, respect- 
ing Scnate bill No. 86, desired in your note of this morn- 


ing. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
MOSES KELLY, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. JORN SHERMAN, Chairman of Committecof Ways and 
Means, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, May 21, 1860. 

Sır: In your letter of the llth ultimo, you ask my views 
respecting the provisions of Senate bill No. 86, and to what 
extent the expenses of the judiciary will probably be in- 
creased, should the bill become a jaw. In reply to the for- 
mer inquiry, { have the honor to say that, quite carly after 
entering upon the duties of my present position, it became 
evident to me that additional legislation required upon 
the subjectto which you ask my attention, and in my first 
anual report several distinct recommendations were made, 
looking thereto. Other recommendations have since heen 
made, upon the same subject; and for your information, L 
recapitulate them al} in detail, as follows: 

1. An inerease of the salaries of the district attorneys, 
graduated by some equitable rule, with the understanding 
that the receipt of such increased compensation shall be in 
full for ail extra services they may be called upon to ren- 
der outside the provisions of the fee bill. 

2. The appolutment of clerks of courts, in the same man- 
ner ag marshals and district attorneys are appointed, and 
the prohibition of their acting as United States commis- 
sioners while acting as clerks, 

3. The limiting of the compensation of the clerk of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and requiring him to 
render an account of the fees and emoluments of his office 
semi-annually, like other clerks. 

4, That the clerks and marshals, for their own protection, 
be expressly authorized inall cases todemand the payment 
of their fees, or to take security therefor, when they are 


not properly chargeable to the United States, in advance of 


the rendition of the service 

5. That the President be authorized to make reasonable 
and proper allowances for such extraordinary services as 
may be rendered, by marshals and district attorneys, in de- 
tecting and bringing to t violators of the laws prohibit- 


6. "Phat a lib commission be allowed to district attor- 
neys for all collections made on judgments, forfeited recog- 
nizances, and fines, to insure greater proiptness and tidel- 
ity. 

“7. That the act of 1789, regulating the bonds of United 
States marshals, be so amended as to authorize an increase 
of the penalty, or the requirement of a new bond, when- 
ever for any cause it may be found necessary. 

‘The reasons which led to these suggestions are quite fully 
stated iu my annual reports, copies of which will be fonnd 
herewith. 

So far as the bill referred to by you has atendency to 
accomplish what I have thus recommended, it meets my 
entire approval; and I would recommend its passage as a 
measure well adapted to do equal justice both to the Gov- 
ernment and the officers whom it would affect. Iam of 
the opinion, however, that the bili would he decidedly im- 
proved by incorporating in it all the provisions above enu- 
merated, together with one prohibiting any allowance tor 
constructive travel to marshals district attorneys, and clerks. 

To the bill as it now stands, there are grave objections; 
to which Lask your attention: 

1. It proposes to release the districtartorneys and clerks 


|} of courts (except the clerks within the District of Colum- 
: bia) from the requirements of ¢Nisting taws to render ac- 


counts of their fees and emolantculs, and to allow them the 
entire carnings of their respective offices, but proposes no 
such change in tavor of the marshals. It occurs to ne that 
the marshals are the very officers who, if any, could be fa- 
vored in this respect with least risk to the Government, as 
they are purely ministerial officers, the amount of whose 


j business cannot depend upon themselves toany veryconsid- 
i erable c) 
i 


ent, and who might not, therefore, have it in their 
power to improperly increase the profits of their offices. 
But yet I would not advise a change of the law even in 
favor of those oflicers, as the amount they are now allowed 
to retain is, in my opinion, sufficiently liberal to secure the 
services of competent officers, and there can be no hard- 
ship in requiring them to pay into the Treasury any sur- 
plus they may receive beyond that. 

The jaw at present allows the district attorney to retain 
$6,000 per annum if his salary, fees, and emoluments reach 


that suin; but any surplus which he may receive beyond, 


that amount he is required to pay over to the United States. 
If this maximum be too iow to secure such legal talent as 


is required, it should, without doubt, be jrcreased. [tshould | 


be sufficiently liberal for that object; but I think it would 
be a very serious error to disturb the principle of the exist 
ing law establishing a maximum rate of allowance, for the 
reason that the compensation of the district attorney, if un- 
jimited, would depend entirely upon the amount of busi- 
ness dore by him 5 and this again would depend, to a con- 
siderable extent, upon what he himself should think proper 
to originate and prosecute; and because, in several of the 
judicial districts, at the rates now proposed to be allowed, 
the ordinary business would yield a rate of compensation 
extravagantly excessive. Taking the business actually done 
during the last two or three years as a basis of calculation, 
it is believed that the compensation of the district attorney 
for the District of Columbia would reach twenty-five or 
thirty thousand dollars per annum; and withont any very 
apparent abuse, the district attorneys of some of the larger 
districts could reach fror forty to sixty thousand dollars per 
annum. No good reason is perceived for making such 
allowances, and, in my judgment, it would be unwise to 
authorize it. That the maximum now allowed is too smalt 
is possible ; and to avoid all cause of complaint on that ac- 
count, I would respectfully recommend that it be increased 
to a reasonable extent. What that should be, I do nottect 
prepared to say; but it would, I think, be wiser to make it 
equal to the salary of the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, or even to that of the Attorney 
General, than to make the change proposed. 

If the policy which limits the compensation of district 
attorney and marshal be correct, it should doubtless be also 
applied in the case of the clerks of the courts. But if it be 
otherwise determined, and the clerks be no longer required 
to render accounts of their fees and emoluments, I yee no 
reason whatever for excluding the clerks of the courts for 
the District of Columbia from the benefits of this arrange- 
ment ; and suggest, that, in justice to them, the eighth sec- 
tion of the bill be stricken out ifthe third be retained. 

The fifth paragraph of the fourth section, lines sixteen, 
seventeen, eighteen, and nineteen, allows the marshal a 
fee of two dollars for bringing into court any person in his 
custody, and a like sum tor returning such person into cus- 
tody. In many of the larger districts, marshals’ accounts 
for these services at this rate of compensation, would reach 
a very large amount, for besides prisoners in custody, there 
are usually in our large cities numbers of witnesses confined 
in jail, awaiting the trial of the causes in which they are 
subpenaed to testify, and under this clause of the bill, the 
marshal would receive four dollars each time, for taking 
each one of them into court, and returning him to prison 
again. The last paragraph of the third section of the actof - 
February 26, 1853, expressly prohibits any fee for this ser- 
vicc, and ag the marshal receives a per diem during the 
time the court is in session, I see no reason why any should 
be allowed. 

Having thus, at some length, given my views in respect 
to the leading features of the bill under consideration, I beg 
leave to refer you to sundry amendments which have been 
prepared and attached to the inclosed copy of the same, 
and which [ think will require no explanation. 

In reply to your last inquiry, I have to say that should 
the bill pass the House of Representatives and receive the 
President’s approval in its present shape, the expenses of 
the judiciary department will be increased, but how much, 
it is impossible satisfactorily to estimate. They are now 
about one million dollars perannum: they may be doubled 
or they may be trebled. They will be necessarily whatever 
the officers of that branch of the service may deem it proper 
to incur and the judges to certify ; forte filth section ofthe 
bill virtually proposes to take from the accounting officers 
of tbe Treasury, as well as from this Department, all the, 
control now exercised over this elass of expenditures. 

No fee bill can possibly be adopted so full and perfect that 
differences of opinion will not occur in its practical appli- 
cation; and no uniformity of decision can be expected if 
there be more than one appellate tribunal of last resort to 
determine such questionsas may arise. At the present tine 
we have about sixty judges of United States circuit, dis- 
trict, and other courts, who would be constituted by this 
bill so many auditors of accounts payable from the publie 
‘Lreasury, each having his own peculiar views,of the law, 
and each authorized to make such allowance as to him 
should seem proper. 

The certificate of the judge being conclusive upon the 
accounting officers, it would follow that every account ap- 
proved by him would, in taw, become a debt against the 

nited States, for the payment of which Congress would 
be compelled to provide ; and thus it, likewise, would lose 
all its power to control this class of expenses. 

According to existing laws, the certificate of the judge is 
final and conclusive, as regards all accounts of fees or costs 
paid by the inarshal to any witness or juror, upon the order 
of any judge or commissioner; and this is as far, I think, 
as it would be prudent to go. 

In all cases of fees payable to the district attorney, clerk, 
marshal, or commissioner, from the Treasury, it would 
scem to be eminently proper that the same rule should pre- 
vail throughout the United States; and the responsibility of 
establishing this under the law, should be as it now is, de- 
volved upon the executive branch of the Government. 

Lam, sir, your obedient servant, 

J. THOMPSON, Secretary. 


Hon. Georce S, Hous'rox, House of Representatiwes. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I think now the House 
ought to hear a statement from some member of 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON, With the permission of the 
gentleman from Ohio, 1 wish to say a single word. 
What right the acting Secretary of the Interior 
had to send that letter here, or to interfere in any 
way with the legislation of this House, lam at 
a loss to conceive. I have no personal interest 
in this bill, and have no feeling in regard to it. I 
wish to state, however, that the bill inderwenta 
full discussion and consideration in the Senate in 
March, 1860,a report of which T have now in my 
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hand; but the time we have remaining will not 
allow me to go into a consideration of it, or to 
read it to the House. Suffice it to say that the 
objections the Secretary of the Interior puts forth 
in that letter were made in the Senate, and they 
were fully met and answered by two able and dis- 
tinguished Senators—if | may be permitted to 
transgress the rules so far as to mention them— 
by Senator Bensaminand Senator Pearce. They 
showed that, so far from the fees of the clerks 
and marshals being raised to the enormous extent 
suggested in the letter of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, they were largely cut down by the act of 
1853, and most of the abuses.of which he speaks 
were then corrected. They showed, however, 
that the obligations under that law, of the clerks, 
marshals, and others, to come here to present 
their accounts, rendered it very difficult in many 
localities to fill these offices; and that in many 
cases they could not be filled at all by competent 

ersons. It was shown in that discussion that 

y the operation of this bill, if it should become 
alaw, the compensation of these officers would 
not, in most cases, go beyond the maximum now 
received by them under the existing law. I say 
the bill was fully discussed by Senator BENJAMIN 
and others, and was then passed by the Senate 
by a vote of 25 to 18, which, as I contend, is a 
prima facie circumstance in favor of the correct- 
ness of this bill. 

When the bill came to this Elouse it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and, 
so far as I was concerned, I endeavored to give it 
the best consideration and examination in my 
power. The report ofthat committee was ordered 
to be printed by the House. I will maintain, for 
instance, that the pay of the clerk of the criminal 
courtof the District of Columbia is most unwar- 
rantably and unreasonably cut down. I maintain 
that he is entitled toa fair compensation from this 
Government. 
discussion of the matter. 

The question was taken; and the bill was laid 

_on the table. 


PATENT LAWS, 


Mr. COX. I now call up the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on Senate bill No. 10, to 
amend the act for the promotion of the useful arts. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference, on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, on the amendments to Senate bill No. 
10, entitled, ** An act in addition to an act to promote the 
progress of the usefui arts,” having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, 
to their respective Houses, as follows: 

Strike out ali after the word “ that,” in the sixteenth sec- 
tien, and inseri in lieu thereof the following: 

All patents hereafter granted shall remain in force for the 
term of seventeen years from the date of the issue, and any 
extension of such patents is hereby prohibited. 

Mr. COX. i 
the committee of conference; and call for the pre- 
vious question on the motion. . 

Mr. HOARD. I rise to a question of order on 
the reception of that report. : 

Several Mempers. Read the report again. 

Mr. COX. I will state for the information of 


But I have no time to go into any j 


move to concur in the report of |j 


gentlemen that the report simply provides that | 


patents may run seventeen years, and then there 
shall be no extension, 

Mr. CAREY. I want the section read which 
it is proposed to strike out. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 16. And be it farther enacted, That there shall be no 
extension of any patent, when it shail appear to the Com- 
missioner that the profits of the sale of such patent, includ- 
ing sales made by the assignec or assignees of the invention 
shall amount to 3100,000,” 

Mr. HOARD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I rise toa 
question of order. It is that the disagreement 
between the two Houses has not been composed 
by the report of the committee of conference. 
They have acted outside the matter referred to 
them by the two Houses. The state of the case 
is precisely this: this House passed a provision 
declaring that no extension of any patent shall 
hereafter be granted when the profits on the sales 
shall exceed $100,000, including the sales made 
both by the patentee and assignee. The Senate 
proposed to amend that amendment go as to pro- 
vide that no extension shall be granted when the 
profits of the patentee, exclusive of the sales made 
by the assignee, shall exceed $100,000. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can state his 
question of order; but he must not make an ar- 
gumeni. 


Mr. HOARD. My point of order is, that the 
committee of conference have acted outside the 
matter referred to them, and have proposed new 
legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the Senate have received the report of the com- 
mittee of conference and accepted it. He does not 
now sce what action the House can take in the 
matter, except to affirm or disaffirm it. 

Mr. HOARD. I wish to state further my point 
of order. ° 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may state it, 
but he cannot argue it. 

Mr. HOARD. What I desire to say is this: that 
the action of the two Houses was only in refer- 
ence to existing patents, and that was all that was 
referred to the committee of conference. But they 
have stricken out all in reference to existing pat- 


| ents, and provided that new patents may begranted 


for a term of seventeen years, and that there shall 
be no extension after that. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I rise toa 
question of order. The gentleman is not making 
a point of order, but a speech. I ask that he shall 
starei ai question of order, and let the Chair de- 
cide it. 

Mr. HOARD. Ihave stated my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see any 
thing in the point of order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Now, I de- 
sire to make asingle statement in reference to this 
report. I do not think the House understands it. 

Mr. COX. I think the House does understand 
it, and I have called the previous question on its 
adoption, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the gen- 
tleman will allow me for a minute; I was a 
member of the committee of conference and I will 
explain precisely how it stands. 

The SPEAKER, Debate is notin order. The 
gentleman from Ohio has demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. COX. And TI hope the question will be 
taken without delay. If the bill is to become a 
Jaw, the report must be acted on immediately. 
Mr. HOARD. What does the Speaker do with 

question of order? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has overruled 
the gentleman’s question of order at least three 
times, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. [hope that 
the gentleman from Ohto will withdraw his de- 
mand for the previous question until I can ex- 
plain to the House how this matter stands. 
[Cries of “ Order!’?] 

Mr. COX. If wego intoa debate, we will lose 
this valuabie bill. The President will sign it if | 
itispassed in time. [Cries of‘ Order!’’] Idecline 
to withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I hope, then, 
that the demand for the previous question will not 
be seconded, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I move that the report of the 
committee of conference be laid upon the table. 

Mr. COX. This is a valuable bill, and ought 
to be saved. 

Mr. CAREY. I say that it is nota valuable 
bill, and I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. LOVEJOY demanded teilers. 

Tellers were ordered ; Messrs. Lovesoy and 
FLorence were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 53, noes TI. 

So the House refused to lay the report upon the 
table. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Idemand the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Letthe report be read. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [object to the read- 
ing of the report. It has been read three or four 
times. 


The SPEAKER. The report cannot be read; 


m 


objection being made. . Si 
The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
q 3 


the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 54; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Barr, 

Barret, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, 

Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Campbell, Carter, 


| lack, Nixon, Palmer, Petit, Peyton, Porter, 


Case, John B. Clark, Jobn Cochrane, Colfax, Cox, James 
Craig, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, De i 


Jarnette, Dunn, Edgerton, Edinundson, Ely; English; Ether- 

idge, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster; Frank, French, Gars ` 

nett, Gooch, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hatton. Hickman, Hoard;. 
Kenyon, Kir inger, Kunkel, 


Wiliam Howard, Humphrey, 
Mallory, Marston, ‘Elbert 8, 


Larrabee, James M. Leach, 


| Martin, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, Moorhead, Morrill; 


Edward Joy Morris, [sane N. Morris, Morse, Nelson; Niba 
n Potter; Pryor, 
Quarles, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, 
Royce, Sickles, William N. H. Smith, Somes, James A. 
Stewart, William Stewart, Stout,’ Stratton, ‘Tappan, 
Thayer, Tompkins, Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever; Van 
Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, :Ellihu B. Washburne,; 
Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
son— . s s 

NAYS—Messrs. William’C. Anderson, Avery, Beale, 
Bingham, Blake, Bocock, Branch, Butterfield, Carey, Hor, 
ace F. Clark, Coburn, Conway, Eliot, Farnsworth, ‘ouke, 
Graham, Grow, John T. Harris, Helmick, Holman, Wil- 
liam A. Howard, Hushies, Hutchins, IrvineyJunkin, Frati- 
cis W. Kellogg, DeWitt C. Leach, Les, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
McClernand, McKenty, McPherson, Millson, Noell, Olin, 
Perry, Phelps, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Ruffin, Sedg- 
wick, Sherman, ‘Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, 
Stokes, Thomas, Train, Trimble, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, and Welis—54. t - 


So the report was adopted. 


During the vote, ; 

Mr. SHERMAN said: I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take up and pass a joint 
resolution which has just come. from the Senate. 
It is a resolution to correct certain. errors of the 
engrossing clerks of the Senate. I hope there 
will be no objection. It passed the Senate unan- 


imously. 

Mr. BARR. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, then; the usual 
resolution: that a committee of three be appointed 
by the Speaker to join such committee.as:may' be 
appointed on the partof the Senate, to wait upon 
the President of the United States, and inquire 
whether he has any further communication to 
make to the two Houses, as they are about to 
adjourn sine die, 

There was no objection, and the motion. was. 
agreed to. 

The Speaker appointed Messrs. SHERMAN, ETH- 
ERIDGE, and Bocock, the committee on the part of 
the House. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for leave to pub- 
lish in the Globe remarks upon the yeport of the 
select committee.of thirty-three. I was absent 
during the discussion of that report, and, since 
my return, [have had no opportunity of address- 
ing the House on the subject... : 

There was.no objection; and it was so ordered. 
[His remarks will republished in the Appendix.] 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 move to dispense with the 
reading of the list. ; 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was adopted; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS AND TONNAGE. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Task unanimous 
consent of the House to take up and put upon 
its passage Senate bill No. 215, to amend the pro- 
visions of the fifty-sixth section of an act entitled 
“ An act to regulate the collection of duties on 
imports and tonnage,” approved March 2, 1799. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. This, in theory, at least, 
isa deliberative body,and we ought to know what: 
is going on. 

Mr. THOMAS. How does this bill get before 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. [Cries of“ Too 
late!” 

The bill was read. It provides that whenever 
any goods, wares, or merchandise, shall be im- 
ported into any port of the United States from 
any foreign port, in any ship or vessel, at the ex- 
piration of eight working days, if the ship or 
vessel shall be less than three hundred tons bur- 
den, and within twelve working days if it be of 
three hundred tons burden and less than eight 
hundred, and within fifteen days if itbe of eight 
hundred tons burden and upwards, after the time 
within which the report of the master or person 
having charge or command is required to be made 
to the collector of the district, if there shall be 
found any goods, wares, or merchandise, other 
than shall have been reported for some other dis- 
trict, or some foreign port or place, the collector 
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shall take possession thereof; but with the con- 
sent of the. owner or consignee of any goods, 
wares, or merchandise, or with the consent of the 
owner or master of the vessel in which they may 
be imported, the goods, wares, or merchandise, 
may be taken possession of by the collector, after 
one.day’s notice to the collector of the district. 

Mr. JOHN. COCHRANE. -The mercantile 
marine-ask for the passage of this bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the ‘vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. + 

The latter motion was agreed to. - 


WILLIAM H. VESEY. 


Mr. SICKLES. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to take up and put upon 
its passage Senate bill No. 463, for the relief of 
William H. Vesey. 

Mr. THOMAS. [J object. 

` Mr. SICKLES. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, in order that the bill may be taken up 
and put upon its ait It passed the Senate 
unanimously, and has been reported on favorably 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 
House. I refer to the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means in proof that the bill has 
merits. 

Mr. LOVEJOY demanded the yeas and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. | 

The House refused to suspend the rules. 


TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I call up from the Speaker’s 
table the joint resolution first sent to us from the 
Senate, correcting some errors in the engrossment 
of the tariff bill by the clerks of that body. 

Mr. THOMAS and Mr. BARR objected. 

Mr. MORRILL. It passed the Senate unani- 
mously. 

Mr. BARR. _[{ object. 

Mr. MORRILL. J move to suspend the rules, 

The rules were suspended; and the resolution 
was taken up, and read a first and second time. 
It was then ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. MORRILL demanded the previous ques- 
tion on its passage. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was passed. : 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the resolution was passed; and also | 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled a bill (S. No. pee supplementary 
to the act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize protection 
to be given to citizens of the United States who 
may discover deposits of guano,” approved Au- 
gust 16, 1856; and a bill (S. No. 10) in addition 
to “An act to promote to promote the progress of 
the useful arts;’? when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

Mr. BLAKE, from the same committee, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly 
enrolled a bill (H. R. No. 975) for the confirma- 
tion of the title to the saline lands in Jackson 
county, State of Illinois, to D. H. Brush and 
others; when the Speaker signed the same. 


SELECT COMMITTEE OF FIVE. 


Mr. GURLEY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution: 

. Resolved, That ten thousand cxtra copies of the several 
reports and evidence submitted by the select committee ot 
five, be printed and bound in one volume for the use of the 
miembers of the House. 


Mr. BURNETT. 
now adjourn. 
_ Mr. STANTON. I move that the Senate be 
informed that the House is now ready to adjourn. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. HATTON. My colleague, Mr. Bragson, 
because of an injury he received, has been unable 


I move that the House do 


to deliver a speech which he desired to address to 


the House. I move, therefore, that he have leave 
to publish it in the Globe. - 
here. being no objection, it was so ordered. 


[His speech will be published in the Appendix.] 


Mr. MALLORY asked and. obtained unani- 
mous consent for Mr. Anprerson, of Kentucky, . 
to print some remarks, he not having had an op- 
portunity to make them. [His remarks will be 
published in the Appendix.] 


RICHARD W. MEADE. 


Mr.MAYNARD. There has been no oppor- 
tunity to act upon the case of Richard W. Meade; 
and I ask unanimous consent to have the report 
in that case printed. 

Consent was given. 


VOLUNTEER BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland,and Mr. ADAMS, 
of Kentucky, severally obtained leave to print re- 
marks upon the force bill. [Their remarks will be 
published in the Appendtx.] 


APPOINTMENTS ON COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Sicxxes in the 
place of Mr. Barxspate, declined; and Mr. Cox 
in the place of Mr. Hint, resigned, on the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled a bill (S. No. 215) to amend the 
provisions of the fifty-sixth section of “ An act to 
regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage,” approved the 2d day of March, 1799; 


i| and a resolution (S. No. 72) to correct certain 


errors in the-act entitled ‘ An act to provide for 
the payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to 
authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on 
imports, and for other purposes,” approved the 
2d day of March, 1861; when the Speaker signed 
the same. $ 
Mr. STANTON asked and obtained leave to 
print some remarks upon the volunteer bill. [His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United | 


States, by A. J. GLossgRënnNeR, his Private Sec- 
retary, announced thatthe President had approved 
and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H.R. No. 795) for the confirmation of 
the title to the Saline lands in Jackson county, 
State of Illinois, to D. H. Brush, and others; 

An act (H. R. No. 203) to enable the trustees 
of Bleumont College to preémpt a certain quar- 
ter section of land, and for other purposes. 


PRINTING DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. GURLEY, from the Committee on Print- 


ing, introduced the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of the report 
and evidence of the select committee of five, to which was 
referred the special message of the President, be printed 
and bound in one volume for the use of the members of the 
House. 


Mr. GURLEY also, from the same committee, 
reported the following resolution: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Treas- 
ury Department two thousand extra copies of the annual 
report on the condition of the banks. 


Mr. BURNETT. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. BRANCH. This report is the only con- 
sideration which the banks get for making their 
returns tothe ‘Treasury Department; and therefore 
I hope the gentleman will withdraw his motion, 
and allow the resolution to pass. 

Mr. BURNETT. That report is not worth 
one cent to anybody; but as gentlemen scem de- 
sirous to have the report printed, Į will withdraw 
my motion, though I shall vote against the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EXTRA COMPENSATION. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House the amount of extra compensation heretofore 
paid by the House to that class of employés and others who 
have heretofore received the same. 

Objection was made all over the House. 

Mr. FLORENCE. As the House seems in- 
disposed to pass the resolution, 1 withdraw it. 


| 
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ALEXANDRIA, LOUDOUN, ETC., RAILROAD. 


Mr. BARR asked leave to introduce a bill to 
empower the Corporation of Georgetown, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to subscribe to the stock of the 
Alexandria, Loudoun, and Hampshire Railroad 
Company. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House may as well 
understand that itis of no use to pass any more 
bills to-day. If passed they will not be signed by 
the President. 

di being made, the bill was not intro- 


d 
oe OLD SOLDIERS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take up the 
bill for the relief of the old soldiers. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I hope that consent 
will be given. 

Mr. BURNETT. I wish it understood that 
when the gentleman asks to take up that bill, itis 
nearly twelve o’clock, the hour when this Con- 
gress adjourns sine die. 

Mr. BRABSON. I desire to say, that in the 
expiring hours of the session, I hope Congress 
will pass the bill for the relief of the men who 
stood around the flag of our country in the war 
of 1812. Inow ask the unanimous consent to 
take up the bill. I have been trying to get the 
floor for this purpose for two weeks, but have 
heretofore failed. 

Mr. HINDMAN. .It is manifest that two 
weeks ago, the bill could not have been taken up. 
The gentleman should have tricd earlier. 

Mr. BRABSON. Ihave been trying a long 
while. 


a 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The committee of the 
House of Representatives, appointed to wait on 
the President of the United States, to inquire 
whether he had any further communication to 
make to the House, have performed the duty as- 
signed to them. The President replied that he 
had submitted his last official communication to 
this House, and that he had no further communi- 
cation to make. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIB. 


At ten minutes before twelve o’clock, m., 

Mr. BURNETT moved that the House do now 
adjourn sine die. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER then rose and said: Gentlemen 
of the House of Representatives, we have now 
arrived at the close of the Thirty-Sixth Congress. 
During its passage scenes of an éxtraordinary 
character have been witnessed. Several States 
have seceded, and all their members, with one ex- 
ception, have left this Hall. No lover of his coun- 
try can witnesssuch anexhibition without feelings 
of the deepest anxiety. 

I have not felt it my duty to deviate from the 
established practice by entering into discussion 
on the floor. Indeed, the demands upon the time 
of the Chair are sufficient in its view without it. 
And it is wise. The Speaker should not be 
entangled in the conflicts of debate. 

You will permit me, therefore, before parting, 
to say publicity what is well known to many, if 
not allof you, that I haveever been, and am now, 
and, I trust, ever shall remain, a devoted friend to 
the union of these States, and favorable to any 
just and liberal compromise. ` 

The report of the committee of thirty-three of 
this House met with my cordial approval, and I 
have never hesitated to declare my belief that a 
convention of all the States, to consider actual or 
supposed grievances, was the proper and most 
available remedy. 

Asa member of the Union, I declare my con- 
viction that no tenable ground has been assigned 
for adissolution of the ties which bind every Amer- 
ican citizen to his country; and impartial history 
will so decide. 

My confidence in the American people is such 
that I believe that no just complaint can long exist 
without a redress at their hands. There is always 
aremedy in the Union. With this view, I still 
declare my willingnessto joinin measures of com- 
promise. 

I would do so because of the ancient ties that 
have bound us together under institutions framed 
by our fathers, and under a Constitution signed 
by the immortal Washington. I would do so for 
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MESSAGE 


OF THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Fellow-Citizens of the Senate 
and House of Representatives: 
“Throughout the year since our last mecting, 


the country has been eminently prosperous in all | 


its material interests. The general health bas 
cen excellent, our harvests have been abandant, 
and plenty smiles throughoutthe land. Our com- 


merce and manufactures have been prosecuted | 


with cnergy and industry, and have yielded fair 
In short, no nation in the 


greater material prosperity than we have done 
until within a very recent period, 

Why is it, then, that discontent now so extens- 
ively prevails, and the Union of the States, which 
is the source of all these blessings, is threatened 
with destruction? The long-continued and in- 
temperate interference of the northern people with 
the question of slavery in the southern States has 
atlength produced its natural effects. The dif- 
ferent sections of the Union are now arrayed 
against each other, and the time has arrived, so 
much dreaded by the Father of his Country, when 
hostile geographical parties have been formed. I 
have long foreseen and often forewarned my coun- 
trymen of the now impending danger. This does 
not proceed solely from the claim on the part of 
Congress or the “Territorial Legislatures to ex- 
clude slavery from the Territories, or from the 
cilurts of different States to defeat the execution 


of the fugitive slave law. All or any of these | 


evils might have been endured by the South with- 
out danger to the Union—as others have been— 
in the hope that time and reflection might apply 
the remedy. ‘The immediate peril arises, not so 
much from these causes, as from the fact that 
the incessant and violent agitation of the slavery 


question throughout the North for the last | 


quarter of a century has at length produced its 
malign influence on the slaves, and inspired 
them with vague notions of freedom. Hence 
a sense of security no longer exists around the 
family altar. This feeling of peace at home has 
given place to apprehensions of servile insurrec- 
tion. Many a matron throughout the South re- 
tires at night in dread of what may befall herself 
and her children before the morning. Should 
this apprehension of domestic danger, whether 
real or imaginary, extend and intensify itself 
until it shall pervade the masses of the southern 
people, then disunion will becomeinevitable. Sclf- 
preservation is the first law of nature, and has 
been implanted in the heart of man by his Cre- 
ator for the wisest purpose; and no political union, 
however fraught with blessings and benefits inal] 
other respects, can long continue, if the necessary 
consequence be to render the homesand firesides 
of uearly half the parties to it habitually and 
hopelessly insecure. Sooner or later the bonds 
of such a Union mast be severed. It is my con- 
viction that this fatal period has not yet arrived; 
aud my prayer to God is that He would preserve 
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the Constitution and the Union throughout all 
generations. 

But let us take warning in time, and remove the 
cause of danger. It cannot be denied that, for 
five and twenty years, the agitation at the North 
against slavery in the South has been incessant. 
In 1835 pictorial handbills and inflammatory ap- 
peals were circulated extensively throughout the 
South, of a character to excite the passions of the 
slaves; and, in the language of General Jackson, 
“to stimulate them to insurrection, and produce 
all the horrors of a servile war.” ‘This agitation 
has ever since been continued by the public press, 
by the proceedings of State and county conven- 
tions, and by abolition sermons and lectures. 
The time of Congress has been occupied in vio- 
lent speeches on this never-ending subject; and 
appeals in pamphletand other forms, indorsed by 
distinguished names, have been sent forth from 
this central point, and spread broadcast over the 
Union. G 

How easy would it be for the American pco- 
ple to settle the slavery question forever, and to 
restore peace and harmony to this distracted 
country! 

They, and they alone, can do it. All that is 
necessary to accomplish the object, and all for 
which the slave States have ever contended, is 
to be let alone, and permitted to manage their 
domestic institutions in their own way. As sov- 
jercign States, they, and they alone, are respons- 
| ible before God and the world for the slavery 
| existing among them. For this, the people of 
the North are not more responsible, aud have no 
| more right to interfere, than with similar institu- 
| tions in Russia or in Brazil. Upon their good 
į Sense and patriotic forbearance I confess I still 
| greatly rely. Without their aid, it is beyond the 
| power ofany President, no matter what may be 
his own political proclivities, to restore peace and 
| 
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harmony among the States. Wisely limited and 
restrained as is his power, under our Constitution 
and laws, he alone can accomplish but little, for 
good or for evil, on such a momentous question. 
And this brings me to observe that the clection 
of any one of our fellow-citizens to the office of 
President docs not of itself afford just cause for 
dissolving the Union. This is more especially 
true if his clection has been effected by a mere 
i plurality, and not a majority, of the people, and 
i has resulted from transient and temporary causes, 
| which may probably never again occur. In order 
| to justify a resort to revolutionary resistance, the 
| Federal Government must be guilty of a “ delib- 
erate, palpable, and dangerous exercise” of pow- 
| ers not granted by the Constitution. The late 
| presidential election, however, has been held in 
istrict conformity with its express provisions. 
| How, then, can the result justify a revolution to 
| destroy this very Constitution? Reason, justice, 
a regard for the Constitution, all require that we 
shall wait for some overt and dangerous act on 
i the part of the President elect before resorting to 
! such a remedy. 
| It is said, however, that the antecedents of the 
| President elect have been sufficient to justify the 
| 
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fears of the South that he will attempt to invade 
their constitutional rights. But are such appre- |i 


hensions of contingent danger ‘in the future sufti- 
cient to justify the immediate destruction of the ° 
noblest system of government ever devised by 
mortals? From the very nature of his office, and its 
high responsibilities, he must necessarily be con- 
servative, The stern duty of administering the 
vastand complicated concerns of this Government 
affords in itself a guarantec that he will not at- 
tempt any violation of aclear constitutional right. 
After all, he is no more than the chief executive 
officer of the Government. His province is not 
to make, but to execute the laws; and it is a re- 
markable fact in our history that, notwithstand- 
ing the repeated efforts of the anti-slavery party, 
no single act has ever passed Congress, unless we 
may possibly except the Missouri compromise, 
impairing, in the slightest degree, the rights of the 
South to their property in slaves. And it may 
also be observed, judging from present indica- 
tions, that no probability exits of the passage of 
such an act by a majority of both Houses, either 
in the present or the next Congress. Surely, 
under these circumstances, we ought to be re- 
strained from present action by the precept of 
Him who spake as never man spake, that *suffi- 
cient unto the day is the evil thereof.” "The da 
of evil may never come, unless we shall rashly 
bring it upon ourselves. 

It is alleged as one cause for immediate seces- 
sion that the southern States are denied equal 
rights with the other States in the common Ter- 
titories, But by what authority are these denied? 
Not by Congress, which has never passed, and } 
believe never will pass, any act to exclude sla- 
very from these ‘Territories; and certainly not by 
the Supreme Court, which has solemnly decided 
that slaves are property, and like all other prop- 
erty, their owners have a right to take them into 
thecommon Territories, and hold them there under 
the protection of the Constitution. 

So far, then, as Congress is concerned, the ob- 
jection is not to anything they have already done, 
but to what they may do hereafter. It will surely 
be admitted that this apprehension of future dan- 
ger is no good reason for an immediate dissolu- 
tion of the Union. | It is true that the Territorial 
Legislature of Kansas, on the 23d of February, 
1860, passed, in great haste, an act, over the veto 
of the Governor, declaring that slavery ‘is, and 
shall be, forever prohibited in this Territory.’’ 
Such an act, however, plainly violating the rights 
of property secured by the Constitution, will 
surely be declared void by the judiciary whenever 
it shall be presented in a legal form. , 

Only three days after my inauguration the 
Supreme Court of the United States solemn! 
adjudged that this power did not exist in a Terri- 
torial Legislature. Yetsuch has been the factious 
temper of the times that the correctness of this 
decision has been extensively impugned before 
the people, and the question has given rise to 
angry political conflicts throughout the country. 
Those whe have appealed from this judgment of 
į our highest constitutional tribunal to popular as- 
semblies would, if they could, invest a Territorial 
Legislature with power to annul the sacred rights, 
of property. This power Congress is ¢ : 
forbidden by the Federal Constitution t 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


36TH Cone....2D SESS. 


Message of the President. 


(December 3, 


exame &-Ho. or Reps. 


Every State Legislature in the Union is forbidden 
by its own constitution to exercise it, Tt cannot 
be exercised in any State except by the ‘people in 
their highest sovereign capacity when framing or 
amending their State constitution. In like man- 
‘ner, it can only be exercised by the people of a 
Territory represented in a convention of delegates 
for the purpose of framing a constitution prepar- 
atory to admission as a State into the Union. 
Then, and not until then, are they invested with 
power to decide the question whether slavery 
shall or shall not exist within their limits. This 
is an act of sovereign authority, and not of sub- 
ordinate territorial legislation. Were it other- 
wisc, then indeed would the equality of the States 
in the Territories be destroyed, and the rights of 
property in slaves would depend, not upon the 
guarantees of the Constitution, but upon the 
shifting majorities of an irresponsible Territorial 
Legislature. Such a doctrine, from its intrinsic 
unsoundness, cannot long influence any consid- 
erable portion of our people; much less can it 
afford a good reason for a dissolution of the 
Union. 

The most palpable violations of constitutional 
duty which have yet been committed consist in 
‘the acts of different State Legislatures to defeat 
the execution of the fugitive slave law. Itought 
to be remembered, however, that for these acts, 
neither Congress nor any President can justly be 
held responsible. Having been passed in viola- 
tion of the Federal Constitution, they are there- 
fore null and void. All the courts, both State and 
‘national, before whom the question has arisen, 
have, from the beginning, declared the fugitive 
‘slave law to be constitutional. The single excep- 
tion is that’of a State court in Wisconsin; and 
‘this has not only been reversed by the proper 
appellate tribunal, but has met with such univer- 
sal reprobation that there can be no danger from 
tas a precedent. The validity of this law has 
been established over and over again by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, with perfect 
unanimity, It is founded upon an express pro- 
vision of the Constitution, requiring that fugitive 
slaves who escape from service in one State to 
another, shall be * delivered up” to their masters. 
Without this provision it is a well-known histor- 
ical fact that the Constitution itself could never 
have been adopted by the convention, In one 
form or other under the acts of 1793 and 1850, 
both being substantially the same, the fugitive 
slave law hag been the law of the land from the 
days of Washington until the present moment. 
Here, then, a clear case is presented, in which it 
will be the duty of the next President, as it has 
been my own, to act with vigor in executing this 
supreme law against the conflicting enactments of 
State Legislatures. Should he failin the perform- 
ance of this high duty, he will then-have mani- 
fested a disregard of the Constitution and laws, 
to the great injury of the people of nearly one 
half of the States of the Union. But are we to 
presume in advance that he will thus violate his 
duty? This would be at war with every princi- 
ple of justice and of Christian charity. Let us 
wait for the overt act. ‘The fugitive slave law 
has been carried into execution in every contested 
ease since the commencemént of the present Ad- 
ministration; though often, it is to be regretted, 
with great loss and inconvenience to the master, 
and with considerable expense to the Govern- 
ment, Let us trust that the State Legislatures 
will repeal their unconstitutional and obnoxious 
enactments, Unless this shall be done without 
unnecessary delay, itis impossible for any human 
power to save the Union. 

The southern States, standing on the basis of 
the Constitution, have a right to demand this act 
of justice from the States of the North. Should 
it be refused, then the Constitution, to which all 
the States are parties, will have been willfully 
violated by one portion of them in a provision 
essential to the domestic security and happiness 
of the remainder. In that event, the injured 
Siates, after having first used all feacefal and 
constitutional means to obtain redress, would be 
justified in revolutionary resistance to the Gov-. 
ernment of the Union, 

I have purposely confined my remarks to rev- 
olutionary resistance, because jt has been claimed 


within the last few years, that any State, when- | 


ever this shall be its sovereign will and pleasure, 
may secede from the Union, inaccordance with the 
Constitution, and without any violation of the con- 
stitutional rights of the other members of the Con- 
federacy; that aseach became parties to the Union 


„by the vote of its own people assembled in con- 


vention; so any one-of them may retire from the 
Union in a similar-manner-by the vote of such a 
convention. 

In order to justify secession as a constitutional 
remedy, it must be on the principle that the Fed- 
eral Government is a mere voluntary association 
of States, to be dissolved at pleasure by any one 
of the contracting parties. If this be so, the Con- 
federacy is a rope of sand, to be penetrated and 
dissolved by the first adverse wave of public 
opinion in any of the States. In this manner our 
thirty-three States may resolve themselves into 
as many petty, jarring, and hostile republics, each 
one retiring from the Union, without responsi- 
bility, whenever any sudden excitement might 
impel them to such a course. By this process, a 
Union might be entirely broken into fragments 
in afew weeks, which cost our forefathers many 
years of toil, privation, and blood, to establish. 

Such a principle is wholly inconsistent with the 
history as well as the character of the Federal 
Constitution. After it was framed, with the 
greatest deliberation and care, it was submitted 
to conventions of the people of the several States 
for ratification. Its provisions were discussed at 
length in these bodies, composed of the first men 
of the country. Its opponents contended that it 
conferred powers upon the Federal Government 
dangerous to the rights of the States; while its 
advocates maintained that under a fair construc- 
tion of the instrument there was no foundation 
for such apprehensions. In that mighty struggle 
between the first intellects of this or any other 
country, it never occurred to any individual, either 
among its opponents or advocates, to assert, or 
even to intimate, that their efforts were all vain 
labor, beeause the moment that any State felt 
herselfaggrieved she might secede from the Union. 
Whatacrashing argument would this have proved 
against those who dreaded that the rights of the 
States would be endangered by the Constitution! 
The truth is, that it was not until many years 
after the origin of the Federal Government that 
such a proposition was first advanced. It was 
then met and refuted by the conclusive arguments 
of General Jackson, who, in his message of 16th 
of January, 1833, transmitting the nullifying or- 
dinance of South Carolina to Congress, employs 
the following language: ‘The right of the people 
of a single State to absolve themselves at will, 
and without the consent of the other States, from 
their most solemn obligations, and hazard the 
liberty and happiness of the millions composing 
this Union, cannot be acknowledged.. Such au- 
thority is believed to be utterly repugnant both 
to the principles upon which the General Govern- 
ment is constituted and to the objects which it 
was expressly formed to attain.” 

It is not pretended that any clause in the Con- 
stitution gives countenance to such a theory. It 
is altogether founded upon inference, not from 
any language contained in the instrument itself, 
but from the sovereign character of the several 
States by which it was ratified. Butisit beyond 
the power of a State, like an individual, to yield 
a portion of its sovercign rights to secure the re- 
mainder? In the language of Mr. Madison, who 
has been called the father of the Constitution, 
‘it was formed by the States—that is, by the 
people in each of the States, acting in their high- 
est sovereign capacity; and formed consequently 
by the same authority which formed the State 
constitutions, 

“Nor is the Government of the United States 
created by the Constitution less a Government 
in the strict sense of the term, within the sphere 
of its powers, than the governments created by 
the constitutions of the States are within their 
several spheres. It is, like them, organized into 
legislative, executive, and judiciary departments. 
It operates, like them, directly on persons and 
things; and, like them, it has at command a 
physical force forexecuting the powers committed 
to it.” : 

It was intended to be perpetual, and not to be 
annulled at the pleasure of any one of the con- 


‘tracting parties. The old Articles of Confedera> 


tion were entitled ‘‘Articles of Confederation and 
Perpetual Union between the States;” and by the 
thirteenth article it is expressly declared that 
“ the articles of this Confederation shall be invi- 
olably observed by every State, and the Union 
shall be perpetual.’? The preamble to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, having express ref- 
erence to the Articles of Confederation, recites 
that it was established “in order to form a more 
perfect union.” And yet it is contended that this 
t: more perfect union’? does not include the essen- 
tial attribute of perpetuity. 

But that the Union was designed to be perpet- 
ual appears conclusively from the nature and ex- 
tent of the powers conferred by the Constitution 
on the Federal Government. ‘These powers em- 
brace the very highest attributes of national sov- 
ereignty. They place both the sword and the 
purse under its control. Congress has power to 
make war, and to make peace; to raise and sup- 
port armies and navies, and to conclude treaties 
with foreign Governments. It is invested with 
the power to coin money, and to regulate the 
value thereof, and to regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations, and among the several States. It is 
not necessary to enumeyate the other high powers 
which have been conferred upon the Federal Gov- 
ernment. In order to carry the enumerated po w- 
ers into effect, Congress possesses the exclusive 
right to lay and collect duties on imports, ard in 
common with the States to lay and collect all 
other taxes. 

But the Constitution has not only conferred 
these high powers upon Congress, but it has 
adopted effectual means to restrain the States 
from interfering with their exercise. For that 
purpose it has, in strong prohibitory language, 
expressly declaret that * no State shall enter into 
any treaty, alliance, or confederation; grant let- 
tersof marque and reprisal; coin money; emitbills 
of credit; make anything but gold and silver coin 
a tender in payment of debts; pass any bill of 
attainder, ex post fucto law, or law impairing the 
obligation of contracts.” Moreover, ‘ without 
the consent of Congress, no State shall lay any 
imposts or duties on any imports or exports, €X- 
cept what may be absolutely necessary for cxe- 
cuting its inspection laws;’” and, if they exceed 
this amount, the excess shall belong to the United 
States. 

And “no State shall, without the consent of 
Congress, lay any duty of tonnage; keep troops 
or ships-of-war in time of peace; enter into any 
agreement or compact with another State, or with 
a foreign Power; or engage in war, unless actually 
invaded, or in such imminent danger as will not 
admit of delay.” i 

In order still further to secure the uninter- 
rupted exercise of these high powers against 
State interposition, it is provided ‘ that this Con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States which 
shail be made in pursuance thereof, and all trea- 
ties made, or which shall be made, under the au- 
thority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land; and the judges in every State 
shall be bound thereby, anything in the consti- 
tution or laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.’ 

The solemn sanction of religion has been super- 
added to the obligations of official duty, and all 
Senators and Representatives of the United States, 
all members of State Legislatures, and all exec- 
utive and judicial officers, ‘both of the United 
States and of the several States, shall be bound 
by oath or affirmation to support this Constitu- 
tion. 

Tn order to carry into effect these powers, the 
Constitution has established a perfect Govern- 
ment in all its forms, legislative, executive, and 
judicial; and this Government, to the cxtert ot 
its powers, acts directly upon the individual citi- 
zens of every State, and executes its own decrees 
by the agency of its own officers. Inthis respect 
it differs entirely from the Government under the 
old Confederation, which was confined to making 
requisitions on the States in their sovereign char- 
acter. This left it in the discretion of each whether 
to obey or to refuse, and they often declined to 
comply with such requisitions. It thus became 
necessary, for the purpose of removing this bar- 
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to establish a Government which could act directly 
upon the people, and execute its own laws with- 
out the intermediate agency of the States. 
has been accomplished by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

in short, the Government created by the Con- 
stitution, and deriving its authority from the sov- 
ercign people of each of the several States, has 
preciscly the same right to exercise its power 
over the people of all these States, in the enumer- 
atcd cases, that each one of them possesses over 
subjects not delegated to the United States, but 
“reserved to the States, respectively, or to the 

eople.’? 

To the extent of the delegated powers, the Con- 


stitution of the United States is as much a partof | 


the constitution of cach State, and is as binding 
upon its people, as though it had been textually 
inserted therein. 

This Government, therefore, is a great and 
powerful Government, invested with all the attri- 
butes of sovereignty over the special subjects to 
which its authority extends. Its framers never 
intended to implant in its bosom the seeds of its 
own destruction, nor were they at its creation 
guilty of the absurdity of providing for its own 
dissolution. It was not intended by its framers 
to be the baseless fabrie-of a vision which, at the 
‘touch of the enchanter, would vanish into thin 
air; but a substantial and mighty fabric, capable 
of resisting the slow decay of time and of defying 
the storms of ages. Indeed, well may the jealous 
patriots of that day have indulged fears thata Gov- 
ernment of such high powers might violate the 
reserved rights of the States; and wisely did they 
adopt the rule of a strict construction of these 
powers to prevent the danger! 
fear, nor had they any reason to imagine, that 
the Constitution would ever be so interpreted as 
to enable any State, by her own act, and without 


the consent of her sister States, to discharge her i 
people from all or any of their Federal obliga- |i 


tions. 

It may be asked, then, are the people of the 
States without redress against the tyranny and 
oppression of the Federal Government? By no 
means, The right of resistance on the part of 
the governed against the oppression of their Gov- 
ernments cannot be denied. It exists independ- 
ently of all constitutions, and has been exercised 
at all periods of the world’s history. Under it 
old governments have been destroyed, and new 
ones have taken their place. It is embodied in 
strong and express language in our own Declara- 
tion of Independence. But the distinction must 
ever be observed, that this is revolution against 
an established Government, and not a voluntar 
secession from it by virtue of an inherent consti- 
tutional right. In short, let us look the danger 
fairly in the face: Secession is neither more nor 
less than revolution, It may or it may not be a 
justifiable revolution, but still it is revolution. 

What, in the mean time, is the responsibility 
and true position of the Executive? He is bound 
by solemn oath before God and the country ‘to 
take care that the laws be faithfully executed,” 
and from this obligation he cannot be absolved 
by any human power. But what if the perform- 
ance of this duty, in whole or in part, has been 
rendered. impracticable by events over which he 
could have exercised no control? Such, at the 
present moment, is the case throughout the State 
of South Carolina, so far as the laws of the Uni- 
ted States to secure the administration of justice 
by means of the Federal judiciary are concerned. 
All the Federal officers within its limits, through 
whose agency alone these laws can be carried 
into execution, have already resigned. We no 
longer have a district judge, a district attorney, 
or a marshal, in South Carolina. In fact, the 
whole machinery of the Federal Government, 
necessary for the distribution of remedial justice 
among the people, has been demolished; and it 
would be difficult, if not impossible, to replace it. 

The only acts of Congress on the statute-book 
bearing upon this subject are those of the 28th 
February, 1795, and 3d March, 1807. These 
authorize the President, after he shall have ascer- 
tained that the marstal, with his posse comitatus, 
is unable to execute civil or criminal process in 
any particular case, to call forth the militia and 
employ the Army and Navy to aid him in per- 


This | 


But they did not | 


forming this service; having first, by proclama- 
tion, commanded the insurgents ‘* to disperse and 
retire peaceably to their respective abodes, within 
a limited time.” This duty cannot by possibility 
be performed in a State where no judicial author- 
ity exists to issue process, and where there is no 
marshal to execute it, and where, even if there 
were such an officer, the entire population would 
constitute one solid combination to resist him. 

The bare enumeration of these provisions proves 
how inadequate they are without further legisla- 
tion to overcome a united opposition in a single 
į State, not to speak of other States who may 
place themselves in a similar attitude. Congress 
alone has power to decide whether the present 
laws can or cannot be amended soas to carry out 
more effectually the objects of the Constitution. 

The same insuperable obstacles do not ‘lie in 
the way of executing the laws for the collection 
of the customs.’ The revenue still continues to 
be collected, as heretofore, at the custom-house 
in Charleston; and should the collector unfortu- 
nately resign, a successor may be appointed to 
perform this duty. 

Then, in regard to the property of the United 
States in South Carolina. This has been pur- 
chased for a fair equivalent, ‘ by the consent of 
the Legislature of tlie State,” ‘for the erection of 
| forts, magazines, arsenals,’’&c.,and over these the 
authority ‘to exercise exclusive legislation” has 
been expressly granted by the Constitution to Con- 
gress. Itis not believed that any attempt ’will 
be made to expel the United States from this 
property by force; butif in this { should prove 
to be mistaken, the officer in command of the 
forts has received orders to act strictly on the 
defensive. In such a contingency, the responsi- 
bility for consequences would rightfully rest upon 
the heads of the assailants. 

Apart from the execution of the laws, so faras 
this may be practicable, the Executive has no 
authority to decide what shall be the relations 
between the Federal Government and South Car- 
olina. He has been invested with no such dis- 
cretion. He possesses no power to change the 
relations heretofore existing between them, much 
less to acknowledge the independence of that 
State. This would be to invest a mere Exccutive 
officer with the power of recognizing the dissolu- 
tion of the Confederacy among our thirty-three 
sovereign States. It bears no resemblance to the 
recognition of a foreign de facto Government, in- 
volving no such responsibility. Any attempt to 
do this would, on his part, be a naked act of 
usurpation. It is, therefore, my duty to submit 
to Congress the whole question in all its bearings. 
The course of events is so rapidly hastening for- 
ward, that the emergency may soon arise when 
you may be called upon to decide the moment- 
ous question whether you possess the power, by 
force of arms, to compel a State to remain in the 
Union. I should fecl myself recreant to my duty 
were I not to express an opinion on this import- 
ant subject. 

The question fairly stated is: Has the Consti- 
tution delegated to Congress the power to coerce 
a State into submission which is attempting to 
withdraw or has actually withdrawn from the 
Confederacy? If answered in the affirmative, it 
must be on the principle that the power has been 
conferred upon Congress to declare and to make 
war against a State. After much serious reflec- 
tion I have arrived at the conclusion that no such 
power has been delegated to Congress or to any 
other department of the Federal Government. It 
is manifest, upon an inspection of the Constitu- 
tion, that this is not among the specific and enu- 
merated powers granted to Congress; and it is 
equally apparent that its exercise is not “ neces- 
sary and proper for carrying into execution” any 
one of these powers. So far from this power 
having been delegated to Congress, it was ex- 
pressly refused by the convention which framed 
the Constitution. 

It appears, from the proceedings of that body, 
that on the 31st May, 1787, the clause ‘ author- 
izing an exertion of the force of the whole against 
a delinquent State’? came up fer consideration. 
Mr. Madison opposed it in a brief but powerful 
specch, from which I shall extract but a single 
sentence. He observed: The uso of foree 
against a State would look more like a declara- 


tion of war-than an infliction of unishment; and 
would probably be considered by the party at- 
tacked as a dissolution of all previous compacts 
by which it might be bound.” Upon his motion 
the clause was unanimously postponed, and was 
never, Lbelieve, again presented. Soonafterwards, 


| on the 8th June, 1787, when incidentally advert- 


ing to the subject, he said: “Any Government 
for the United States, formed on the supposed. 
practicability of using force against the unconsti- 
tutional proceedings of the States, would prove 
as visionary and fallacious. as the government of 
Congress,’’ evidently meaning the then existing 
Congress of the old Confederation. Aner 

- Without descending to particulars, it may be 
safely asserted, thatthe power to make waragainst 
a State is at variance with the whole spirit and 
intent of the Constitution. Suppose such a war 
should result in the conquest of a State: how are 
we to govern it afterwards? Shall we hold it as 
a province, and govern it by despotic power? In 
the nature of things we could not, by. physical 
force, contro] the will of the people, id compal 
them to clect Senators and Representatives to 
Congress, and to perform all the other duties de- 
pending upon their own volition, and required 
from the free citizens of a free State as a constitu- 
ent member of the Confederacy. 

But, if we possessed this power, would it be 
wise to exercise it under existing circumstances? 
The object would doubtless be to.preserve the 
Union. War would not only present. the most 
effectual means of estroying it; but would banish 
all hope of its peaceable reconstruction. Besides, 
in the fraternal conflict a vast amount of blood 
and treasure would be expended, rendering future 
reconciliation between the States impossible. In 
the mean time, who can foretell what would be 
the sufferings and privations of the people during 
its existence? i 

The fact is, that our Union rests upon public 
opinion, and can never be cemented by the blood 
of its citizens shed in civil war. If it cannot live 
in the affections of the people, it must one day 
perish. Congress possess many means of pre- 
serving it by conciliation; but the sword was not 
placed in their hand to preserve it by fogce. 

But may I be permitted solemnly to.invoke my 
countrymen to pause and deliberate, before they 
determine to destroy this, the grandest temple 
which has ever been dedicated to human freedom 
since the world began! It has been consecrated 
by the blood of our fathers, by the glories of the 
past; and by the hopes of the future. The Union 
as already made us the most prosperous, and 
ere long will, if preserved, render us the most 
powerful nation on the face of the carth. In 
every foreign region of the globe the title of 
American citizen is held in the highest respect, 
and, when pronounceqin a foreign land, it causes 
the hearts of our countrymen to swell with hon- 
est pride. Surely when we reach the brink of the 
yawning abyss, we shall recoil with horror from 
the last fatal plunge. By such a dread catastrophe 
the hopes of the friends of freedom throughout 
the world would be destroyed, and a long night 
of leaden despotism would enshroud the nations, 
Our example for more than eighty years would 
not only be lost, but it would be quoted as a cone 
clusive proof that man is unfit for self-govern- 


i ment. 


It is not every wrong—nay, it is not every 
grievous wrong—which can justify a resort to 
such a fearful alternative. This ought to be the 
last desperate remedy of a despairing people, af- 
ter every other constitutional means of concilia- 
tion had been exhausted. We should reflect that 
under this free Government there is an incessant 
ebb and flow in public opinion. The slavery ques- 
tion, like everything human, will have its day, Į 
firmly believe that it has already reached ‘and 
passed the culminating point, But if, in the midst 
of the existing excitement, the Union shall per- 
ish, the evil may then become irreparable, Con- 
gress can contribute much to avert it by propos- 
ing and recommending to the Legislatures of the 
several States the remedy for existing evils, which 
the Constitution has itself provided for its own 
preservation, ‘his has been tried at diferent 
critical periods of our history, and always with 
eminent success, Jt isto be found in the fifth 
article providing for its own amendment. Under 
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this article ‘amendments have been proposed by 
two thirds of both Houses of Congress, and have 
been‘ ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths 
of the several States,” and have consequently be- 
come parts. of the Constitution, To this process 
the country is indebted for the clause prohibiting 
Congress. from passing any law respecting an 
establishment: of religion, or abridging the frec- 
dom.of specch, or of the press, or of the right of 
petition, ‘Po this we are also indebted for the bill 
of rights; which secures the people against an 
abuse of power by the Federal Government. Such 
Were the apprehensions justly entertained by the 
friends of State rights at that period as to have 
rendered it extremely doubtful whether the Con- 
stitution could have toe survived without these 
amendments. 

Again, the Constitution was amended by the 
same process after the election of President Jef- 
ferson-by the House of Representatives, in Feb- 
ruary, 1803. This amendment was rendered ne- 
cessary to prevent a recurrence of the dangers 
which had seriously threatened the existence of 
the Government during the pendency of that elec- 
tion. Thearticle for its own amendment was in- 
tended to secure the amicable adjustment of con- 
flicting constitutional questions like the present, 
which might arise between the governments of 
the States and that of the United States. This 
appears from cotemporaneous history. In this 
connection, I shall merely call attention to a few 
sentences in Mr. Madison’s jnstly celebrated re- 
port, in 1799, to the Legislature of Virginia. In 
this he ably and conclusively defended the reso- 
lutions of the preceding Legislature against the 
strictures of several other State Legislatures, 
These were mainly founded upon the protest of 
the Virginia Legislature against the ‘alien and 
sedition acts,” as “ palpable and alarming infrac- 
tions of the Constitution.” In pointing out the 
peaceful and constitutional remedies and he re- 
ferred to none other—to which the States were 
authorized to resort on such “occasions, he con- 
cludes by saying, ‘that the Legislatures of the 
States might have made a direct representation to 


Congress with a view to obtain a rescinding of 


the twosoffensive acts; or they might have repre- 
sented to their respective Senators in Congress 
their wish that two thirds thereof would propose 
an explanatory amendment to the Constitution; 
or two thirds of themselves, if such had been their 
option, might, by an application to Congress, 
have obtained a convention for the same object.” 

This is the very course which I earnestly rec- 
ommend in order to obtain an ‘ explanatory 
amendment” of the Constitution on the subject of 
slavery, This nit sic originate with Congress or 
the State Legislatures, as may be deemed most 
advisable to attain the object. 

The explanatory amendment might be confined 
to the final settlement of the true construction of 
the Constitution on three special points: 

1. An express recognition of the right of prop- 
erty in slaves in the States where it now exists or 
may hereafter exist. 

2. The duty of protecting this right in all the 
common Territories throughout their territorial 
existence, and until they shall be admitted as 
States into the Union, with or without slavery, as 
their constitutions may prescribe. 

3. A like recognition of the right of the master 
to have his slave, who has escaped from one State 
to another, restored and ‘delivered up” to him, 
and ofthe validity of the fugitive slave law enacted 
for this purpose, together with a declaration that 
all State laws impairing or defeating this right 
are violations of the Constitution, and are consc- 
quently null and void. 

it may be objected that this construction of the 
Constitution has already been settled by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, and what more 
ought to be required? The answer is, that a very 
large proportion of the people of the United States 
still contest the correctness of this decision, and 
never will cease from agitation and admit its 
binding force until clearly established by the peo- 


ple of the several States in their sovereign char- |, 


acter. Such an explanatory amendment would, 
it is believed, forever terminate the existing dis- 
sensions and restore peace and harmony among 
the States. 


It ought not to be doubted that such an appeal 
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to the arbitrament established by the Constitu- 
tion itself would be reccived with favor by all the 
States of the Confederacy. Inavy event it ought 
to be tried in a spirit of conciliation before any 
of these States shall separate themselves from the 
Union. 

When I entered upon the duties of the presi- 
dential office, the aspect neither of our foreign 
nor domestic affairs was at all satisfactory. We 
were involved in dangerous complications with 
several nations, and two of our Territories were 
in a state of revolution against the Government. 
A restoration of the African slave trade bad nu- 
merous and powerful advocates. Unlawful mil- 
itary expeditions were countenanced by many of 
our citizens, and were suffered, in defiance of the 
efforjs of the Government, to escape from our 
shores, for the purpose of making war upon the 
unoffending people of neighboring Republics with 
whom we were at peace. In addition to these 
and other difficulties, we experienced a revulsion 
in monetary affairs soon after my advent to power, 
of unexampled severity and of ruinous conse- 

uences to all the great interests of the country. 
When we take a retrospect of what was then our 
condition, and contrast this with its material pros- 
perity at the time of the late presidential election, 
we have abundant reason to return our grateful 
thanks to that merciful Providence which has 
never forsaken us asa nation in all our past trials. 


OUR FOREIGN RELATIONS, 
Great Britain. 


Our relations with Great Britain are of the most 
friendly character. Since the commencement of 
my administration, the two dangerous questions 
arising from the Clayton and Bulwer treaty and 
from the right of search claimed by the British 
Government, have been amicably and honorably 
adjusted. 

‘The discordant constructions of the Clayton and 
Bulwer treaty between the two Governments, 
which, at different periods of the discussion, bore 
a threatening aspect, have resulted in a final set- 
tlement entirely satisfactory to this Government. 
In my last annual message I informed Congress 
that the British Government had not then ‘com- 

leted treaty arrangements with the Republics of 

Tonduras and Nicaragua, in pursuance of the 
understanding between the two Governments. It 
is nevertheless confidently expected that this good 
work will ere long be accomplished.” This con- 
fident expectation hes since been fulfilled. Her 
Britannic Majesty concluded a treaty with Hon- 
duras on the 28th November, 1859, and with Nic- 
aragua on the 28th August, 1860, relinquishing 
the Mosquito protectorate. Besides, by the for- 
mer, the Bay Islands are recognized as a part of 
the Republic of Honduras. It may be observed 
that the stipulations of these treaties conform, in 
every important particular, to the amendments 
adopted by the Senate of the United States tothe 
treaty concluded at London on the 17th October, 
1856, between the two Governments. It will bë 
recollected that this treaty was rejected by the 
British Government because of its objection to the 
just and important amendment of the Senate to 
the article relating to Ruatan and the otherislarids 
in the Bay of Honduras. 

It must be a source of sincere satisfaction to all 
classes of our fcllow-citizens, and especially to 
those engaged in foreign commerce, that the claim 
on the part of Great Britain forcibly to visit and 
search American merchant vessels on the high 
seas in time of peace, has been abandoned. This 
was by far the most dangerous question to the 
peace of the two countries which has existed since 
the war of 1812. While it remained open, they 
might at any moment have been precipitated into 
a war. This was rendered manifest by the ex- 
asperated state of public feeling throughout our 
entire country, produced by the forcible search 
of American merchant vessels by British cruisers 
on the coast of Cuba, in the spring of 1858. The 
American people hailed with general acclaim the 
orders of the Secretary of the Navy to our naval 
force in the Gulf of Mexico, ‘to protect all ves- 
sels of the United States on the high seas from 
search or detention by the vessels-of-war of any 
other nation.” These orders might have pro- 


i duced an immediate collision between the naval 


forces of the two countries. This was most for- 


tunately prevented by an appeal to the justice 
of Great Britain, and to the law of nations as 
expounded by her own most eminent jurists, 

The only question of any importance which 
still remains open is the disputed title between the 
two Governments to the island of San Juan, in 
the vicinity of Washington Territory. As this 
question is still under negotiation, it is not deemed 
advisable at the present moment to make any other 
allusion to the subject. 

The recent visit of the Prince of Wales, ina 

rivate character, to the people of this country, 
kas proved to be a mostauspicious event. Inits 
consequences, it cannot fail to increase the kindred 
and kindly feelings which I trust may ever actuate 
the Government and people of both countries in 
their political and social intercourse with cach 
other. 

France. 


With France, our ancient and powerful ally, 
our relations continue to be of the most friendly 
character. A decision has recently been made by 
a French judicial tribunal, with the approbation 
of the Imperial Government, which cannot fail to 
foster the sentiments of mutual regard that have 
so long existed between the two countries. Under 
the French law no person can serve in the armies 
of France unless he be a French citizen. The 
law of France recognizing the natural right of 
expatriation, it follows as a necessary conse- 
quence that a Frenchman, by the fact of having 
become a citizen of.the United States, has changed 
his allegiance and hag lost big native character. 
He cannot, therefore, be compelled to serve inthe 
French armies in case he should return to his 
native country. These principles were announced 
in 1852 by the French Minister of War, and in 
two late cases have been confirmed by the French 
judiciary. In these, two natives of France have 

een discharged from the French army because 
they had become American citizens. To employ 
the language of our present minister to France, 
who has rendered good service on this occasion, 
“I do not think our French naturalized fellow- 
citizens will hereafter experience much annoy- 
ance on this subject.” I venture to predict that 
the time is not far distant when the other conti- 
nental Powers will adopt the same wise and just 
policy which has done so much honor to the 
enlightened Government of the Emperor. Inany 
event, our Government is bound to protect the 
rights of our naturalized citizens everywhere to 
the same extent as though they had drawn their 
first breath in this country. We can recognize 
no distinction between our native and naturalized 
citizens. 

Russia. 


Between the great Empire of Russia and the 
United States, the mutual friendship and regard 
which have so long existed still continue to pre- 
vail, and, if possible, to increase. Indeed, our 
relations with that empire are all that we-could 
desire. 

Spain. 

Our relations with Spain are now of a more 
complicated, though less dangerous, character 
than they have been for many years. Our citi- 
zens have long held, and continue to hold, nu- 
merous claims against the Spanish Government. 
These had been ably urged for a series of years 
by our successive diplomatic representatives at 
Madrid, but without obtaining redress. The 
Spanish Government finally agreed to institute a 
joint commission for the adjustment of these 
claims, and on the 5th day of March, 1860, con- 
cluded a convention for this purpose with our 
present minister at Madrid. Under this conven- 
tion, what have been denominated ‘the Cuban 
claims,” amounting to $128,635 54, in which 
more than one hundred of our fellow-citizens are 
interested, were recognized; and the Spanish 
Government agreed to pay $100,000 of this amount 
s“ within three months following the exchange of 
ratifications.’? The payment of the remaining 
$28,635 54 was to await the decision of the com- 
missioners for or against ‘the Amistad claim” 
but in any event the balance was to be paid to the 
claimants either by Spain or the United States. 
These terms, I have every reason to know, are 
highly satisfactory to the holders of the Cuban 
claims. Indeed, they have made a formal offer 
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authorizing the State Department to settle these 
claims, and to deduct the amount of the Amistad 
claim from the sums which they are éntitled to 
receive from Spain. ‘[his offer, of course, can- 
not be accepted. 


All other claims of citizens of the United States | 
against Spain, or of subjects of the Queen of | 


Spain against the United States, including the 
“Amistad claim,” were by this convention re- 
ferred to a board of commissioners in the usual 
form, Neither the validity of the Amistad claim, 
nor of any other claim against either party, with 
the single exception of the Cuban claims, was 
recognized by the convention. Indeed, the Span- 
ish Government did not insist that the validity of 
the Amistad claim should be thus recognized, 
notwithstanding its payment had been recom- 
mended to Congress by two of my predecessors, 
as well as by myself, and an appropriation for 
that purpose had passed the Senate of the United 
States. They were content that it should be sub- 
mitted to the board for examination and decision, 
like the other claims, Both Governments were 


bound respectively to pay the amounts awarded | 


to the several claimants, ‘fat such times and 
places as may be fixed by and according to the 
tenor of said awards,” 

I transmitted this convention to the Senate for 
their constitutional action, onthe 3d May, 1860; 
and on the 27th of the succeeding Junc, they 
determined that they would ‘‘not advise and 
consent?’ to its ratification, 

These proceedings place our relations with 
Spain in an awkward and embarrassing position. 
It is more than probable that the final adjustment 
of these claims will devolve upon my successor. 

l reiterate the recommendation contained in my 
annual message of December, 1858, and repeated 
in that of December, 1859, in favor of the acqui- 
sition of Cuba fram Spain by fair purchase. I 
firmly believe thatsuch an acquisition would con- 


tribute essentially to the well-being and prosper- | 
ity of both countries in all future ume, as well as || 


prove the certain means of immediatcly abolish- 
ing the African slave trade throughout the world. 
1 would not repeat this recommendation upon the 
present occasion if I believed that the transfer 
of Cuba to the United States, upon conditions 
highly favorable to Spain, could justly tarnish the 
national honor of the proud and ancient Spanish 
monarchy. Surely no person ever attributed to 
the first Napoleon a disregard of the national 
honor of France for transferring Louisiana to the 
United States for a fair equivalent bothin money 
and commercial advantages. 


Austria, &§c. 


With the Emperor of Austria, and the remain- | 


ing continental Powers of Europe, including that 
of the Sultan, our relations continue to be of the 
most friendly character. 

. China. 
The friendly and peaceful policy pursued b 
the Government of the United States towards the 
Empire of China has produced the most satis- 
factory results. The treaty of Tienisin of the 
18th June, 1858, has been faithfully observed 
by the Chinese authorities. The convention of 
the 8th November, 1858, supplementary to this 
treaty, for the adjustment and satisfaction of the 
claims of our citizens on China, referred to in my 
last annual message, has becn already carried into 

effect, so far as this was practicable. 


Under this convention the sum of 500,000 taels | 


—equal to about seven hundred thousand dollars 
—was stipulated to be paid in satisfaction of the 


claims of American citizens out of the one-fifth of | 


the reccipts for tounage import aud export duties 


on American vesselsatthe ports of Canton, Shang- | 
hac, and Fuchau; and it was ‘agreed that this | 


amount shall be in fall liquidation of all claims 
of American citizens at the various ports to this 
date.’ Debentures for this amount—to wit: 
300,000 taels for Canton, 100,060 for Shanghae, 
and 100,000 for Fuchau—were delivered accord- 
ing to the terms of the convention by the respect- 


ive Chinese collectors of the customs of these } 
ports, to the agent seleeted by our minister to | 


receive the same. ; 

Since that time the claims of our citizens have 
been adjusted by the board of commissioners ap- 
pointed for thas purpose under the act of March 


I 3,1859; and their awards, which proved satisfac- 
| tory to the claimants, have been approved by our 
| minister. Inthe aggregate they amount to the 
sum of $498,694 78. The claimants have already 
received a large proportion of the sums awarded to 
them out of the fund provided; and itis confidently. 
expected that the remainder will. ere long be en- 
tircly paid. After the awards shall have been 
satisfied, there will remain a surplus of more than 
two hundred thousand dollars at the disposition 
of Congress. As this will in equity belong to 
the Chincse Government, would not justice re- 
quire its appropriation to some benevolent object 
in which the Chinese may be specially inter- 
ested? p 

Our minister to China, in obedience to his in- 
structions, has remained perfectly neutral in the 
war between Great Britain and France and the 
Chinese Empire; although, in conjunction with 
the Russian minister, he was ever ready and will- 
ing, had the opportunity offered, to employ his 
good offices in restoring peace between the par- 
ties. Itis but an act of simple justice, both to 
our present minister and his predecessor, to state 
that they have proved fally equal to the delicate, 
trying, and responsible positions in which they 
i have on different occasions been placed. 


Japan. 

The ratifications of the treaty with Japan con- 
cluded at Yedo on the 29th July, 1858, were ex- 
changed at Washingtor on the 22d May last, and 
the treaty itself was proclaimed on the succeeding 
day. There is good reason to expect that, under 
its protection and influence, our trade and inter- 
course with that distant and interesting people 
will rapidly increase. 

The ratifications of the treaty were exchanged 
with unusual solemnity. For this purpose the 
Tycoon had accredited three of his most distin- 
guished subjects as envoys extraordinary and 
ministers plenipotentiary, who were received and 
treated with marked distinction and kindness both 
by the Government and people of the United 
States. There is every reason to belicve that they 
have returned to their native land entirely satis- 
fied with their visit, and inspired by the most 
friendly feclings for our country. Letus ardently 
hope, in the ianguage of the treaty itself, that 
“there shall henceforward be perpetual peace and 
friendship between the United States of America 
and his Majesty the Tycoon of Japan and his 
successors.” 


Brazil. 
With the wise, conservative, and liberal Gov- 
ernmentof the Empire of Brazil our relations con- 
tinue to be of the most amicable character. 


New Granada. 


vention with the Republic of New Granada, signed 
at Washington on the 10th September, 1857, has 
been long delayed, from accidental causes, for 
which neither party is censurable. These ratifi- 
cations were duly exchanged in this city on the 
5th November last. Thus has a controversy 
been amicably terminated which had become so 
serious at the period of my inauguration as to re- 
quire me, onthe 17th April, 1857, to direct our 
minister to demand his passports and return to 
the United States. 

Under this convention the Government of New 
Granada has specially acknowledged itself to be 
responsible to our citizens “for damages which 
were caused by the riot at Panama on the 15th 
April, 1856. These claims, together with other 
claims of our citizens, which had been long urged 
in vain, are referred, for adjustment, to a board 
of commissioners. I submit a copy of the con- 
vention to Congress, and recommend the legisla- 
tion necessary to carry it into effect. 


Costa Rica and Nicaragua. 


Persevering effurts have been made for the 
adjustment of the claims of American citizens 
against the Government of Costa Rica; and Tam 
happy to inform you that these have finally pre- 
vailed. A convention was signed at the city of 
San José, on the 2d July last, between the min- 
ister resident of the United States in Costa Rica 


ring these claims to a board of commissioners, 
and providing for the payment of their awards, 


(i 


The exchange of the ratifications of the con- | 


: ey . ; S 
and the plempotentiares of that republic, refer- 


This convention wiH be submitted immediately to 
the Senate for their constitutional action. ; 
The claims of our citizens upon the Republic. 
of Nicaragua have not yet been provided for. by: 
treaty, although diligent efforts for this purpose 
have been made by. our. minister resident to that 
Republic. These are still continued, with a fair 
prospect of. success. : 


Mexico. 


Our relations with Mexico remain in a most 
unsatisfactory condition. In my last two annual 
messages I discussed extensively the subject of 
these relations, and do not now propose to repeat 
at length the facts and arguments then presented 
They proved conclusively that our citizens 
residing in Mexico, and our merchants trading 
thereto, had suffered a series of wrongs and out~ 
rages such as we have never patiently borne from 
any other nation, For these our successive min- 
isters, invoking the faith of treaties, had, in the 
name of their country, persistently demanded re- 
dress and indemnification, but without the slight- 
est effect. Indeed, so confident had the Mexican 
authorities become of our patient endurance, that 
they universally believed they might commit these 
outrages upon American citizens with absolute 
impunity. Thus wrote our, minister in 1856, 
and expressed the opinion that “ nothing but a 
manifestation of the power of the Government, 
and of its purpose to punish these wrongs, will 
avail.” 

Afterwards, in 1857, came the adoption of anew 
constitution for Mexico, the election of a Presi- 
dent and Congress under its provisions, and the 
inauguration of the President. Within one short 
month, however, this President was expelled from. 
the capital by a rebellion in the army, and the 


| supreme power of the Republic was assigned to 


General Zuloaga. This usurper was in his turn 
soon compelled to retire and give place to Gen- 
eral Miramon. . 

Under the constitution which bad thus been 
adopted, Scfior Juarez, as chief justice of the 
supreme court, became the lawful President of 
the Republic; and it was for the maintenance of 
the constitution, and his authority derived from 
it, that the civil war commenced, and still con- 
tinues to be prosecuted. 

Throughout the year 1858 the constitutional 
party grew stronger and stronger. In the pre- 
vious history of Mexico, a successful military 
revolution at the capital had almost universally 
been the signal for submission throughout the 
Republic. Not so on the present occasion. A 
majority of the citizens persistently sustained the 
constitutional Government. When this was rec- 
oguized in April, 1859, by the Government of the 
United States, its authority extended over a large 
majority of the Mexican States and people, in- 
cluding Vera Cruz and all the other important 
sea-ports of the Republic. From that period our 
commerce with Mexico began to revive, and the 
constitutional Government has afforded it all the 
protection in their power. 

Meanwhile the government of Miramon still 
held sway at the capital and over the surrounding 
country, and continued its outrages against the 
few American citizens who still had the courage 
to remain within its power. To cap the climax, 
after the battle of Tacubaya, in April, 1859, Gen- 
eral Marquez ordered three citizens of the United 
States, two of them physicians, to be seized: in 
the hospital at that place, taken out and shot, 
without crime and without trial. This was done, 
notwithstanding our unfortunate countrymen 
were at the moment engaged in the holy cause of 
affording relief to the soldiers of both parties who 
had been wounded in the battle, without making 
any distinction Letween them. ee 

The time had arrived, in my opinion, when 
this Government was bound to exert its power to 
avenge and redress the wrongs of our citizens and 
to afford them protection in Mexico. , The inter- 
posing obstacle was that the portion of the coun- 
try under the sway of Miramon could not be 
reached without passing over territory under the 
jurisdiction of the constitutional Government, 
Under these circumstances, I deemed it my duty 
to recommend to Congress, in my last annual 
message, the employment of a sufficient military 
force to penctrate into the interior, where the 


[December 3, 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


36TH Cone:...2p SESS. 


_ Message of the President. 


Senate & Ho. or Reps. 


government of Miramon was to be found, with, 
or, if need be, without the consent of the Juarez 
Government, though it was not doubted that this 
eorisent could:be obtained. Never have Í had a 
clearer ‘conviction. on any subject, than of the 
justice as well as wisdom of such a policy. No 

- other alternative was left, except the entire aban- 
donment of our fellow-citizens who had gone to 
Mexico, under the faith of treaties, to the system- 
atic ‘injustice, cruelty, and oppression of Mira- 
nién’s government. Besides, it is almost certain 
that’ the simple authority to employ this force 
would of itself have accomplished all’our objects 
without striking a single blow. The constitu- 
tional Government would then, ere this, have been 
established at the city of Mexico, and would have 
been ready and willing, to the extent of its abil- 
ity, to do us justice. 

{naddition—and I deem this a most import- 
ant consideration—European Governments would 
have been deprived of all pretext to interfere in 
the territorial and domestic concerns of Mexico. 
We should thus have been relieved from the obli- 
gation of resisting, even by force should this be- 
come necessary, any attempt by these Govern- 
ments to deprive our neighboring republic of 
portions’of her territory—a duty from which we 
could not shrink without abandoning the tradi- 
tional and established policy of the American 
people. Lam happy to observe, that, firmly re- 
lying upon the justice and good faith of these 
Governments, there is no present danger that 
such a contingency will happen. i 

Having discovered ‘that my recommendations 
would: not be sustained by Congress, the next 
alternative was to accomplish, in some degree, if 
possible, the same objects by treaty stipulations 
with the constitutional Government, Such trea- 
ties were accordingly concluded by our late able 
and excellent minister to Mexico,and on the 4th 
January last were submitted to the Senate for 
ratification, As these have not yet received the 
final action of that body, it would be improper 
for me to present a detailed statement of their 
provisions. Still, may be permitted to express 
the opinion in advance, that they are calculated 
to promote the agricultural, manufacturing, and 
commercial interests of the country, and to se- 
cure our just influence with an adjoining repub- 
lic, as to whose fortunes and fate we can never 
feel indifferent; while at the same time they pro- 
vide for the payment of a considerable amount 
towards the satisfaction of the claims of our in- 
jured fellow-citizens. 


Kansas and Utah. 


At the period of my inauguration I was con- 
fronted in Kansas by a revolutionary government, 
existing under what is called the Topeka consti- 
tution. lts avowed object was to subdue the ter- 
ritorial government by force, and to inaugurate 
what was called the ‘Topeka government in its 
stead, ‘Lo accomplish this object an extensive 
military organization was formed, and its com- 
mand intrusted to the most violent revolutionary 
leaders. Under these circumstances, it became 
my imperative duty to exert the whole constitu- 
tional power of the Executive to prevent the 
flames of civil war from again raging in Kansas, 
which, in the excited state of the public mind, 
both North-‘and South, might have extended into 
the neighboring States. 

The hostile partics'in Kansas had been inflamed 
against cach other by emissarics both from the 
North and the South, to a degree of malignity 
without parallel in our history. To prevent ac- 
tual colision, and to assist the civil magistrates 
in enforcing the laws, a strong detachment of the 
Army was stationed in the Territory, ready to 
aid the marshal and his deputies, when lawfully 
ealled upon, as a posse comitatus in the execution 
of civil and criminal process. 

Still, the troubles in Kansas could not have 
been permanently settled without an election by 
the people. The ballot-box is the surest arbiter 
of disputes among freemen, Under this convic- 
tion, every proper effort was employed to induce 
the hostile parties to vote at the election of dele- 
gates to frame a State constitution, and afterwards 
at tlie election to decide whether Kansas should 
bea slave or a free State. The insurgent party 
refused to vote at either, lest this might be con- 


sidered a recognition on their part of the territorial 
government established by Congress. A better 
spirit, however, seemed soon after to prevail, and 
the two parties met face to face at the third elec- 
tion, held on the first Monday of January, 1858, 
for members of the Legislature and State officers 
under the Lecompton constitution. The result 
was the triumph of the anti-slavery party at the 
polls. This decision of the ballot-box proved 
clearly that this party were in the majority, and 
removed the danger of civil war. From that time 
we have heard little or nothing of the Topeka 
government; and all serious danger of revolution- 
ary troubles in Kansas was then at an end. 

The Lecompton constitution, which had been 
thus recognized at this State election by the votes 
of both political parties in Kansas, was trans- 
mitted to me with the request that £ should 
present it to Congress. This J could not have 
refused to do without violating my clearest and 
strongest convictions of duty. ‘The constitution, 
and all the proceedings which preceded and fol- 
lowed its formation, were fair and regular on 
their face. I then believed, and experience has 
proved, that the interests of the people of Kansas 
would have been best consulted by its admission 
as a State into the Union, especially as the ma- 
jority, within a brief period, could have amended 
the constitution according to their will and pleas- 
ure. If fraud existed in all or any of these pro- 
ceedings, it was not for.the President, but for 
Congress, to investigate and determine the ques- 
tion of fraud, and what ought to be its conse- 
quences. If, at the first two elections, the ma- 
jority refused to vote, it cannot be pretended that 
this refusal to exercise the elective franchise 
could invalidate an election fairly held under 
lawful authority, even if they had not subse- 
quently voted at the third election. It is true 
that the whole constitution had not been submit- 
ted to the people, as { always desired; but the 
precedents are numerous of the admission of 
States into the Union without such submission. 

It would not comport with my present purpose 
to review the proceedings of Congress upon the 
Lecompton constitution, It is sufficient to ob- 
serve that their final action has removed the last 
vestige of scrious revolutionary troubles. The 
desperate band recently assembled under a noto- 
rious outlaw, in the southern portion of the Ter- 
ritory, to resist the exccution of the Jaws, and to 
plunder peaceful citizens, will, I doubt not, be 
speedily subdued and brought to justice. 

Had I treated the Lecompton constitution asa 
nullity and refused to transmit it to Congress, it 
is not difficult to imagine, whilst recalling the 
position of the country at that moment, what 
would have been the disastrous consequences, 
both in and out of the Territory, from such a 
dereliction of duty on the part of the Executive. 

Peace has also been restored within the ‘Terri- 
tory of Utah, which, at the commencement of my 
administration, was in a state of open rebellion. 
This was the more dangerous, as the people, an- 
imated by a fanatical spirit and intrenched within 
their distant mountain fastnesses, might have 
made a long and formidable resistance. Cost 
what it might, it was necessary to bring them 
into subjection to the Constitution and the laws. 
Sound policy, therefore, as well as humanity, 
required that this object should, if possible, be ac- 
complished without the effusion of blood. This 
‘could only be effected by sending a military force 
into the Territory sufficiently strong to convince 
the people that resistance would be hopeless, and 
at the same time to offer them a pardon for past 
offenses on condition of immediate submission to 
the Government. This policy was pursued with 
eminent success; and the only cause for regret is 
the heavy expenditure required to march a large 
detachment of the Army to that remote region, 
and to furnish it subsistence. Utah is now com- 
paratively peaceful and quiet, and the military 


| force has been withdrawn, except that portion of 


it necessary to keep the Indians in check and to 
protect the emigrant trains on their way to our 
Pacific possessions. 


Finances. 


> 
In my first annual message I promised to em- 
ploy my best exertions, in coöperation with Con- 


gress, to reduce the expenditures of the Govern- į 


ment within the limits of a wise and judicious 
economy. An overflowing Treasury had pro- 
duced habits of prodigality and extravagance 
which could only be gradually corrected. The 
work required both time and patience. Iapplied 
myself diligently to this task from the beginning, 
and was aided by the able and energetic efforts of 
the heads of the different Executive Departments. 
The result of our labors in this good cause did 
not appear in the sum total of our expenditures 
for the first two years, mainly in consequence of 
the extraordinary expenditure necessarily in- 
curred in the Utah expedition, and the very large 
amount of the contingent expenses of Congress 
during this period. These greatly exceeded the 
pay and mileage of the members. For the year 
ending 30th June, 1858, while the pay and mile- 
age amounted to $1,490,214, the contingent ex- 
penses rose to $2,093,309 79, and for the year 
ending 30th June, 1859, whilst the pay and mile- 
age amounted to $859,093 66, the contingent ex- 
penses amounted to $1,431,565 78. Iam happy, 
however, to be able to inform you that during 
the last fiscal year, ending on the 30th June, 1860, 
the total expenditures of the Government in alt 
its branches—legislative, executive, and judicial 
—exclusive of the publie debt, were reduced to 
the sum of $55,402,465 46. This conclusively 
appears from the books of the Treasury. In the 
year ending on the 30th June, 1858, the total ex- 

enditure, exclusive of the public debt, amounted 
to $71,901,129 77, and that for the year ending 
30th June, 1859, to $66,346,226 13. While the 
books of the Treasury show an actual expend- 
iture of ‘$59,848,474 72 for the year ending 
on the 30th Junc, 1860, including $1,040,667 71 
for the contingent expenses of Congress, there 
must be deducted from this amount the sum 
of $4,296,009,26, with the interest upon it of 
$150,000, appropriated by the act of 15th Febru- 
ary, 1860, “ for the purpose of. supplying the 
deficiency in the revenues, and defraying the ex-. 
penses of the Post Offiee Department for the year 
ending the 30th June, 1859.” This sum, there- 
fore, justly chargeable to the year 1859, must be 
deducted from the sum of $59,848,474 72, in order 
to ascertain tho expenditure for the year ending 
on the 30th Junc, 1860, which leaves a balance 
for the expenditures of that year of $55,402,465 46. 
The interest on the public debt, including Treas- 
ury notes, for the same fiscal year ending on the 
30th June, 1860, amounted ‘to $3,177,314 62, 
which, added to the above sum of $55,402,465 46, 
makes the aggregate of $58,579,780 08. 

It ought in justice to be observed that several 
of the estimates from the Departments for the 
year ending 30th June, 1860, were reduced by 
Congress below what was and still is deemed 
compatible with the public interest. Allowing a 
liberal margin of $2,500,000 for this reduction, 
and for other causes, it may be safely asserted that 
thesum of $61,000,000, oratthe most $62,000,000, 
is amply sufficient to administer the government 
and to pay the interest on the public debt, unless 
contingent events should hereafter render extraor- 
dinary expenditures necessary. 

This result has been attained in a considerable 
degree by the care exercised by the appropriate 
Departments in entering into public contracts. I 
have myself never interfered with the award of 
any such contract exceptin a single case with the 
Colonization Society, deeming it advisable to 
cast the whole responsibility in each ease on the 
proper head of the Department, with the general 
instruction that these contracts should always be 
given to the lowest and best bidder. It has ever 
been my opinion that public contracts are nota 
legitimate source of patronage to be conferred 
upon personal or political favorites; but that in 
all such cases a public officer is bound to act for 
the Government as a prudent individual would act 
for himself. 


African Slave Trade, §c. 


It is with great satisfaction I communicate the 
fact, that, since the date of my last annual mes- 
sage, not a single slave has been imported into 
the United Statesin violation of the laws prohib- 
iting the African slave trade. ‘This statement is 
founded upon a thorough examination and inves- 
tigation of the subject. Indeed, the spirit which 
prevailed some time since among a portion of our 
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fellow-citizens in favor of this trade seems to have 
entirely subsided. 

Í also congratulate you upon the public senti- 
ment which now exists against the crime of set- 
ting on foot military expeditions within the limits 
of the United States, to proceed from thence and 
make war upon the people of unoffending States, 
with whom we are at peace. In this respect a 
happy change has been effected since the com- 
mencement of my administration. It surely 
ought to be the prayer of every Christian and | 
patriot, that such expeditions may never aguin 
receive countenance in our country or depart from 
our shores. - 

It would bea useless repetition todo more than 
refer, with earnest commendation, to my former 
recommendations in favor of the Pacific railroad 
—of the grant of power to the President to em- 
ploy the naval force in the vicinity, for the pro- 
tection of the lives and property of our fellow-cit- 
izens passing in transit over the different Central 
American routes, against sudden and lawless out- 
breaks and depredations; and also to protect 
American merchant vessels, their crews and car- 
goes, agaihst violent and unlawful seizure and 
confiscation in the ports of Mexico and the South 
American republies, when these may be in a dis- 
turbed and revolutionary condition. ft is my 
settled conviction, that without such a power we 
do not afford that protection to those engaged in 
the commerce of the country which they have a 
right to demand. 


Election of Members of Congress. 

I again recommend to Congress the passage of | 
a law in pursuance of the provisions of the Con- 
stitution, appointing a day certain, previous to jj 
the 4th March, in each year of an odd number, || 
for the clection of Representatives throughout all || 
the States. A similar power has already been ex- ; 
ereised, with gencral approbation, in the appoint- 
ment of the same day throughout the Union for | 
holding the election of electors for President and |! 
Vice President of the United States. My atten- | 
tion was carnestly directed to this subject from |! 
the fact, that the ‘Thirty-Fifth Congress termin- 
ated on the 3d March, 1859, without making the 
necessary appropriation for the service of the Post 
Office Department. I was then forced to consider |} 
the best remedy for this omission, and an imme- 
diate call of the prescnt Congress was the natural 
resort. Upon inquiry, however, I ascertained 
that fifteen out of the thirty-three States compos- 
ing the Confederacy were without Representa- 
tives, and that, consequently, these fifteen States | 
would be disfranchised by such a call. These fif- 
teen States will be in the same condition on the 
4th March next. Ten of them cannot elect Rep- , 
resentatives, according to existing Statelaws, until | 
different periods extending from the beginning 
of August next until the months of October and 
November, 

In my last message I gave warning that, in a 
time of suddenand alarming danger, the salvation 
of our institutions might depend upon the power 
of the President immediately to assemble a full 
Congress, to mect the emergency. 

Tariff. 

It is now quite evident that the financial neces- 
sities of the Government will require a modifica- 
tion of the tariff during your present session, for 
the purpose of increasivg the revenue. In this 
aspect, f desire to reiterate the recommendation 
contained in my last two annual messages, in 
favor of imposing specific instead of ad valorem 
duties on all imported articles to which these can | 
be properly applied. From Jong observation and 
expericnce I am convinced that specific duties are 
necessary, both to protect the revenue and to 
secure to our manufacturing interests thatamount 
of incidental encouragement which unavoidably i 
results from a revenue tariff. ji 

Asan abstract proposition, it may be admitted 
that ad valorem duties would, in theory, be the |! 
most just and equal. Butif the experience of || 
this and of all other commercial nations has de- 
monstrated that such duties cannot be assessed 
and collected without great frauds upon the rev- i! 
enue, then it is the part of wisdom to resort to ` 
specific duties. Indeed, from the very nature of |! 
an ud valorem duty, this must be the result. Un- i 


der it, the inevitable consequence is, that foreign 


| class of regular and conscientious merchants, 


| T 


| fixed by law. 


| previous to that time. The reverse of the propo- 
! sition would be nearer to the truth, because a 


goods will be entered atless than their true value. 
The Treasury will, therefore, lose the duty onthe 
difference between their real and. fictitious value; 
and to this extent we are defrauded. 

The temptations which ad valorem duties pre- 
sent to a dishonest importer are irresistible. His 
object is to pass his goods through the custom- 
house at the very lowest valuation necessary to 
save them from confiscation. In this he too often 
succeeds in spite of the vigilance of the revenue 
officers. Hence the resort to false invoices, one 
for the purchaser, and another for the custom- 
house, and to other expedients to defraud the 
Government. The honest importer produces his 
invoice to the collector, stating the actual price at 
which he purchased the articles abroad. Notso 
the dishonest importer, and the agent of the for- 
eign manufacturer. And here it may be observed 
that a very large proportion of the manufactures 
imported from abroad are consigned for sale to 
commission merchants, who are mere agents cm- 
ployed by the manufacturers. In such cases, no 
actual sale has been made to fix their valuc. ‘The 
foreign manufacturer, if he be dishonest, pre- 
pares an invoice of the goods, not at their actual 
value, but at the very lowest rate necessary to 
escape detection, In this manner the dishonest 
importer and the forcign manufacturer enjoy a 
decided advantage over the honest merchant. 
They are thus enabled to undersell the fair trader, 
and drive him from the market.» In fact, the 
operation of this system bas already driven from 
the pursuits of honorable commerce many of that 


whoset character, throughout the world, is the 
pride of our country. 

The remedy for these evils is to be found in 
specific duties, so far as this may be practicable. | 
hey dispense with any inquiry at the custom- | 
house into the actual cost or value of the article, 
and it pays the preciscamountof duty previously 

They present no temptations to 
the appraisers of foreign goods, who receive but 
small salaries, and might, by undervaluation, in j 
a few cases, render themselves independent. 

Besides, specific duties best conform to the re- 
quisition in the Constitution that ‘‘ no preference 
shall be given by any regulation of commerce or 
revenue to.the ports of one State over those of 
another.” Under our ad valorem system such 
preferences dre to some extent inevitable, and 
complaints have often been made that the spirit 
of this provision has been violated by a lower ap- 
praisement of the same articles at one port than 
at another. 

An impression strangely enough prevails, to 
some extent, that specific duties are necessarily 
protective duties. Nothing can be more fallacious. 
Great Britain glories in free trade, and yet her 
whole revenue from imports is at the present 
moment collected undera system of specific duties, 
It is a striking fact in this connection that, in the 
commercial treaty of 23d January, 1860, between 
France and England, one of the articles provides | 
that the ad valorem duties which it imposes shall 
be converted into specific duties within six months 
from its date, and these are to be ascertained by 
making an average of the prices for six months 


much larger amount of revenue would be col- 
lected by mercly converting the ad valorem dutics 
of a tariif into equivalent specific duties. To this | 
extent the revenue would be increased, and in 
the same Be the specific duty might be 
diminished. 

Specific duties would secure to the American 
manufacturer the incidental protection to which | 
he is fairly entitled under a revenue tariff; and to 
this surcly no person would object. The framers 
of the existing tariff have gone further, and ina 
liberal spirit have discriminated in favor of large | 
and useful branches of our manufactures, not by 
raising the rate of duty upon the importation of | 
similar articles from abroad, but, whatis the same 
in effect, by admitting articles free of duty which 
enter into the composition of their fabrics. 

Under the present system it has been often | 
truly remarked that this incidental protection de- | 
creases when the manufacturer needs it most, and | 


increases when he needs it least, and constitutes a 
sliding scale which always operates against him. 
The revenues of the country are subject to sim- 
ilar fluctuation. Instead of approaching a steady 
standard, as would be the case under a system of 
specific duties, they sink and rise with the sink- 
ing and rising prices of articles in. foreign coun- 
tries. It would not be difficult for Congress: to 
arrange a system of specific duties which would 
afford additional stability both to our revenue and 
our manufactures, and without injury or injustice 
to any interest of the country. This might be 
accomplished by ascertaining the average value 


of any given article for a series of years at the 


place of exportation, and by simply converting 
the rate of ad valorem duty upon it'which might: 
be dcemed necessary for revenue purposes into 
the form of a specific duty. Such an arrange- 
ment could notinjure the consumer. If heshould 
pay a greater amount of duty one year, this 
would be counterbalanced by a less amount the 
next, and in the end the aggregate would be the 
same. 

I desire to call your immediate attention to. the 
present: condition of the Treasury, so ably and 
clearly presented by the Secretary in his report 
to Congress; and to recommend that measures be 
promptly adopted to cnable it to discharge its 
pressing obligations. The other recommenda- 
tions of the.report are well worthy of your favor- 
able consideration. : 

I herewith transmit to Congress. the reports of 
the Secretarics of War, of the Navy, of the 
Interior, and of the Postmaster General. 'The 
recommendations and suggestions which they 
contain are highly valuable, and deserve your 
careful attention. 

The report of the Postmaster General details 
the circumstances under which Cornelius Vander- 
bilt, on my request, agreed, in the month of July 
last, tu carry the occan mails between our Atlantic 
and Pacifiecoasts. Had he not thus acted, this 
important intercommunication must have been 
suspended, at least fora season. The Postmaster 
General had no power to make*him any other 


„compensation than the postages on the mail mat- 


ter which he might carry. It was known, at the 
time, that these postages would fall far short of- 
an adequate compensation, as well as of the sum 
which the same service bad previously cost the, 
Government. Mr. Vanderbilt, in a commendable. 
spirit, was willing to rely upon the justice of Con-. 
gress to make up the deficiency; and I therefore 
recommend that an appropriation may be granted: 
for this purpose. 

I should do great injustice to the Attorney Gens 
eral, were Ẹ to omit the mention of his- distin- 
guished services in the measures adopted, and 
prosecuted by him for the defense of the Governs 
ment against numerous and unfounded: claims to, 
land in California, purporting to have beer made 
by the Mexican Government previoustoshe treaty 
of cession. The successful opposition to these 
clairns has saved to the United Statespublic prop- 
erty worth many million dollars, and to individ- 
uals holding title under them at Feast an equal 
amount, 

It has been represented: to me, from sources 
which I deem reliable, that the inhabitants in sev- 
eral portions of Kansas have been reduced nearly 
to a state of starvation, on aceount of the almost 
total failure of their crops, while the harvests in 
every other portion. of the country have been 
abundant. The prospect before them for the ap- 
proaching winter is well calculated to enlist the 
sympathies of every heart. The destitution ap- 
pears to be so general that it cannot be relieved 
by private contributions, and they are in such 
indigent circumstances as to be unable to pur- 
chase the necessaries of life for themselves. I 
refer the subject to Congress. If any constitu~ 
tional measure for their relief can be devised, I 
would recommend its adoption. 

I cordially commend to your favorable regard 
the interests of the people of this District. They 
arc eminently entitled to your consideration, espe- 
cially since, unlike the people of the States, they 
can appeal to no Government except that af the 


Union. 
JAMES BUCHANAN 
WASHINGTON City, December 3, 1860. 
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Report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


í Treasury. DEPARTMENT, 

Tik December 4, 1860. 
| Sr : In compliance with the act of Congress 
entitled ‘An act supplementary to an act to es- 
tablish the Treasury. Department,” approved 

May.10, 1800; I have the honor to submit the 

following reports: ; 

On :the: ist day of July, 1859, being the commencement 
of the fiscal year 1859, the balance in the ‘Treasury 
WAS eocegees ves $4,339,275 54 
The receipts into the Treasury 

during the fiscal year 1860 were as 

follows: ; 

~ Forthe quarterending September 39, 1859: 

Erom CASOMS. sesse ec ee eee G15,947,670 62 


From public lands.......... 470,944 62 
From niiscellancous sources, 379,650. 61 
From Treasury notes, per act 

December 23, 1857, 3,614,300 00 
From loan, per act Jun 

ISDS eeens EG Pelee viens 210,000 00 


20,618,865 85 
Por the quarter ending December 31, 1859: ` 
From customs..... eeose e $10,785,849 93 
, From public lands..... sess 445,535 36 r 
From miscellaneous sources, 149,392 76 
Fron 'Treasury notes, peract 


December 23, 1857........ 4,064,500 00° 
From loan, per act June 14, 
JOB csenes sparsa esee 


60,090 00 


$ 15,505,278 05 
For the quarter ending March 31, 1860: 

From CUSIOMS.essooseososes ‘$14,962,783 68 

From public lands......ce00+ 505,591 83 

From miscellancous. sources, 245,447 36 

From ‘Preasury notes, per act 
December W, .1857,....... 

From loan, per act June 14, 


Bases in by sesoero 


5,588,200 00 
1,110,000 00 


~ 22,412,022 87 
For the quarter ending June 30, 1860: f 
Erom CUStOMS.. cree reee eo ae &11,491,207 64 
From publie lands....s. asse 357,185 90 
* From miscellaneous sources, 236,273 58 
From Treasury notes, per act 
December 23, 1857.....+. + 6,131,200 00 
. ——— 18,215,857 12 
Making the aggregate menns for the service 
of the fiscal yaar ending June 30, 1360. ...981,091,309 43 


The expenditure during the fiscal year ending 
. June 30, 1860, was as follows: 


Por the quarter ending September 30, 1859..§20,007,174 76 
For the quarter ending December 31, 1659.. 16,0 5 69 
For the quarter ending Mareh 3}, 1860...... 20, 02 70 


For the quarter ending June 30, 1860....... 24,051,898 57 


Which amount of. .......e.eeeeeee co e- 977,452,102 72 


was applied to the respective branches of the 
public service, as follows: 


To civil, foreign intercourse, and miscellaneous ser- 
VICES anu rahan ses veenee eens esea e e -827,969,870 84 
To service of Interior Department, (Ludians 
and pensions). .asssesesrerses ` 
To service of War Department.. 
'To service of Navy Department, 
‘So the public debt..ssesssosesso 


... 16,409,767 10 


<.. 17,613,628 00 


Exhibited in detail in Statement No. 1... .977,462,102 72 


Deducting the expenditure for the fiscal year 1860 from the 
aggregate receipts. during that year, there remained in 
the Treasury on the Ist day of July, 1860, the balance 
Ov onvrccanseeccecveneee $3,629,206 71 


The receipts for the first quarter of 
the fiscal year 1861, from July 1 to 
September 30, 1860, were: 

From customs.....+.0¢ 416,119,831 22 


From public lands...... 281,100 84 
From miscellaneous sources, 318,857 98 


; — 16,719,790 04 
The estimated receipts during the 
three remaining quarters of the 
current fiscal year, 1861, are: 
From custoems...... peseence $40,000,000 00 
From public lands...... 2,250,000 00 
From miscellancous sources, 750,000 00 
From loan, authorized June 
22, 1850 21,000,000 00 


Making the total of ascertained and esti- 
mated means for the service of the current 
‘fiseal year, 1861 srtesesssesesas 

The expenditure of the first quarter of 
the current fiscal year—that ending 
September 30,1860—wasas follows: 


For civil, foreign intercourse, and miscel- 
Jancous services.......... $6,440,003 77 


84,348,096 75 


Carried forward ....,...+. 6,440,003 77 84,348,996 75 


Report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


{| from appropriations here- 


} 
3,955,686 59 | 
vee 11,513,150 19 | 


64,000,000 00 | 


Brought forward........- $65440,003 77 $84,348,995 75 i 
For service of Interior De- 

partment,( Indians and pen- 

sions) 
For se 

MCN. ces ee eee eaee 
For service of Navy Depart- 


2 ‘of War 


1,679,575 24 
5,352,771 42 


part- 


a I EE E ses. 2,578,678 88 
For payment of creditors of 

Texas, per act of February 

28, IRIT ursii erraria 1,282 81 
For redemption of Treasury 

NOLES crs eeccecececes cence 375,400 00 
For interest on public debt.. 115,560 47 


16,543,472 59 
The estimated expenditure 


tofore made by law, during 
the three remaining quar- 
ters of the current fiscal 
year, 1861, according to the 
report of the Register, is.. 
The loan of June 22, 1860, 
the amount of which is 
stated among the means of 
the fiscal year 1861, is ex- 
pressly required to be ap- 
plied to the redemption of 
‘Treasury notes, the amount 
of those notes and interest 
thercon, deducting $375,400 
redeemed during the first 
quarter, as stated in the 
expenditure of that quarter, 
cesses 20,624,600 00 


46,935,232 58 


1B iosirys bce viele civieia adele 


Making the aggregate expenditure, ascer- 
tained and estimated, for the current fiscal 
sirkat ess seececeee 84,103 195 17 


year, ISl icis 


Which amount, deducted from the total of 
ascertained and estimated means for the 
service of the current fiscal year, 1861, as 
before stated, leaves a balance in the 
Treasury on July 1, 1861, being the com- 
mencement of the fiscal year 1862, of.... 


* 
$245,891 58 


The foregoing statement assumes thatthe whole 
sum embraced in the estimated expenditure for 
the remaining three quarters of the current fiscal 
year will be actually called for within the year. 
The amount stated—$46,935,232 58—does not 
include the entire balance of the appropriations 
heretofore made by law, but such sums as the 
respective Departments have indicated may prob- 
ably be required. Butin practice, for many years 
past, the sums drawn from the Treasury during 
any year have been much Icss than the amounts 
estimated as required within such year, accord- 
ing to the character of the appropriations and the 
exigencies of the public service. "It may be, 
therefore, fairly anticipated that, should the op- 
erations of the Government proceed in their ordi- 
nary course, at least $4,000,000 more may be 
deducted from the estimated cxpenditure of the 
current fiscal year, increasing the balance in the 
Treasury on July 1, 1861, to that extent. 


Estimates for the fiscal year from July 1, 1861, to June 30, 
1862. t 


Estimated receipts from customs . «+ $60,000,000 00 
Estimated receipts from publie lan +e» -3,000,000 00 
Estimated receipts from miscela 

SVUICCS. osese eo 1,250,000 00 
Estimated balance in the Treasury, July 1, 

$i.) eee ees TETT R 245,891 58 
Aggregate estimated means for the fiscal year 

1862... 64,495,891 58 
Estimated expenditure from permanent. ap- 

PrOprialiONns, .....eeceeeeeee $9,626,386 20 
Estimated expenditure from 

balance of former appropria- 

tions not before required.... 12,198,112 62 
Estimates now submitted by 

the Executive Departments 

for appropriation by Con- 

EICSS .. 6.56 ea eveneesecenace 46,539,227 29 
Aggregate estimated expenditure for the 

fiscal year 1862... ... 6. arse cee eee eee 68,363,726 11 
Showing a deficit of estimated means for the 

service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 

1862, Os... eres cease seeeesesess $3,867,834 53 


The suggestions above made, as to not draw- 
ing from the Treasury during the year the whole 
amount of the appropriations authorized by law, 
will apply to these estimates; so that, instead of 
the above deficiency of $3,867,834 53, there will 
probably remain in the Treasury on the Ist July, 
1862, a balance of about $8,000,000. { 

The correctness of this estimate of expenditure 


for the present and next fiscal years may be illus- 


if 


trated in another and simpler form. The entire 
expenditure of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1860, exclusive of the redemp- 
tion of Treasury notes, which are otherwise pro- 
vided for, and the interest on the public debt, 
was $59,848,474 72; and in that sum was included 
$4,446,009 26, to meet a deficiency in the Post 
Office Department, produced by the failure of the 
Post Office appropriation bill at the second ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Fifth Congress—thereby caus- 
ing this amount to be paid and charged in the 
expenditure of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1860, though, in point of fact, the service was 
rendered and the liability incurred in, the preced- 
ing year. It should be borne in mind that this 
sum of $59,848,474 72 included not only pay- 
ments growing out of such appropriations as had 
been estimated for by the Department, but all 
other sums appropriated by Congress. There is 
no reason why the expenditure for the present or 
next fiscal year should exceed thatof the last year. 
Allowing, however, a margin for an increase, it 
may be safely stated that the expenses for the two 
years will not exceed $60,000,000 each—making 
the amount to be provided for $120,000,000. The 
estimated means ofthe Treasury for the same pe- 
riod are: for the present fiscal year, $63,348,996 75, 
and for the year ending June 30, 1862, $64,250,000; 
which would leave an excess of estimated means 
over cstimated expenditure of $7,598,996 75. 

The estimate of receipts into the Treasury has 
been made without reference to the financial and 
commercial panic, which has assumed so threat-. 
ening an aspect within the last few days, and of 
which I shall speak more fully hereafter. The 
country was never in a more prosperous condi- 
tion. Our planters and farmers have been blest, 
as a general rule, with abundant crops, and were 
realizing remunerative prices for all kinds of prod- 
ucts. The exports of the last fiscal year had 
reached the enormous sum of $400,122,296, and 
theimports for the same period were $362,163,941, 
yielding arevenue from customs of $53,187,511 87. 
The exports of domestic produce for the present 
fiscal year, as far as they have been received, in- 
dicate an increase fully equal to, if not greater 
than that of preceding years, thus authorizing the 
estimate of increased revenue from that source. 
Apart, therefore, from the threatened embarrass- 
ments in the trade and business of the country, 
these estimates, both of expenditure and receipts, 
would be submitted to Congress with great con- 
fidence that they would not vary very far from 
the actual results. ; 

It is impossible to anticipate the effects which 
this threatened revulsion will produce upon the 
business of the country. The absence of all the 
ordinary causes for such a state of things leaves 
no data upon which to make calculations. All the 
elements of prosperity are in existence—abund- 
ant crops with remunerative prices, money seck- 
ing safe investments, and indeed everything to 
indicate more than the usual increase in trade and 
business. The causes which have so suddenly 
arrested this tide of prosperity must be looked 
for outside of the financial and commercial oper~ 
ations of the country; they are of a political char- 
acter, and therefore so dependent for their ultimate 
effect upon future developments that it is impos- 
sible at presentto say what will be the extent of 
their influence. If, as some suppose, they are 
merely temporary, and will soon pass away, then 
there will be no necessity for any action of Con- 
gress, except to provide for the embarrassments 
already existing in consequence of them. If, on 
the other hand, the effect should prove more per- 
manent, the fact will be made manifest during the 
present session of Congress, and in time for such 
actionas will provide the necessary meansto carry 
on the operations of the Government, and pre- 
serve the public credit. - 

Already has the Treasury been seriously af- 
fected by these causes. The receipts from cus- 
toms for the last few days have greatly fallen off, 
and the limited amount reccived is composed cach 
Gay of an increased proportion of Treasury notes, 
not yet due. The indications are that such will, 
at least for the present, continue to be the case; 
not only so, but in consequence of the failure of 
bidders for the late loan to comply with the terms 
| of their bid, a portion of the ordinary revenues 
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has been withdrawn from the ordinary sources 
of expenditure to meet the payment of Treasury 
notes past duc, and the interest thereon. This 
condition of things demands the immediate atten- 
tion of Congress, and its early action will be re- 
quired to cnable the Department to carry on the 
operations of the Government, and at the same 
time preserve unimpaired the public credit. 

The permanent public debt on June 30, 1860, 
was $40,079,203 08, and the outstanding Treas- 
ury notes at that date amounted to $19,690,500, 
gs will appear by reference to the table No. 3, 
hereto appended. 

By the act of June 22, 1860, provision was 
made for the redemption of Treasury notes and 
payment of the interest thereon, This act pro- 
vided for the issuing of stock for an amount not 
exceeding $21,000,000, at a rate of interest “ not 
exceeding six per centum per annum, and to be 
reimbursed within a period not beyond twenty 
years and not less than ten years.’ It was the 
policy of the Department to negotiate this loan for 
such amounts and at such times as would place 
the money in the Treasury to meet these Treasury 
notes as they should fall duc. To have negotiated 
the whole amount thercof, or any portion in ad- 
vance of the notes falling due, would have sub- 
jected the Government to the unnecessary pay- 
ment of interest during the time the money would 
have remained ip the vaults of the Treasury un- 
called for, There was no power in the Depart- 
ment to callin the Treasury notes until they be- 
came duc. Besides, the withdrawal of such an 
amount of specic from the public would have becn 
attended with the most injurious effects upon the 
financial operations of the country. For these 
reasons, no negotiation of any portion of the loan 
was attempted until the 8th day of September, 
1860, when proposals were invited for ten mil- 


lions of the Joan, which was ample to mectall the | 


Treasury notes that would fall due before January 
1, 1561. 


for at that time the five per cent. stock of the 
United States was selling in the market at a pre- 
mium of three per cent, The result realized this 
just expectation, and the whole amount offered 
was taken either at par ora small premium. 
fore, however, the ume had arrived for payment 
on the part of the bidders, the financial crisis, to 
which Í have already referred, came. Some of 
the bidders promptly complied with their propo- 
sals, and others were willing to do so, if required 
by the Department, though it would be ata con- 
siderable sacrifice. Under these circumstances, 
an additional term of thirty days was given to all 
bidders who would deposit one half of the amount 
of their bids within the time originally prescribed. 
Most of the bidders availed themselves of this 
extension, and made their deposits accordingly 
on or before the 22d November, 1860. 
however, failed to do so, and to them the addj- 
tional thirty days has been offered, on condition 
that they would increase their forfeit deposit of 
one per cent. to five per cent. To this proposi- 
tion no response has as yet been received. The 
amount of the loan awarded to this last class of 
bidders, is $1,099,000. 

The question presents itself, what action shall 
be taken in reference to ‘the stock which may be 
thus forfeited? here is no power in the Depart- 
ment, as the law now stands, to meet the case. 
lt is recommended that Congress should imme- 
diately authorize the Department to dispose of 
this stock upon the best possible terms, holding 
the defaulting bidders responsible for the differ- 


ence between their bids and the amount for which | 


the stock can uow be negotiated. The necessities 
r : ; 

of the Treasury demand prompt action on this 

subject. Not only are the Treasury notes past 


due rapidly coming in for redemption, but, asal- ; 


ready stated, those not due are being paid in for 
customs, thereby withdrawing from the regular 
operations of the Governmentits principal source 
of revenuc, 

‘The particulars in regard to the negotiation of 
the lean anthorized by the act of June 22, 1860, 
required to be reported to Congress by the third 
section of the act, are contained in the statement 
marked No. 48. 

To meet the remaining outstanding Treasury 


The rate of interest was fixed at five | 
per centum per annum, under the conviction that | 
the loan could be readily negotiated at that rate, | 


Be- | 


i No change in the revenue laws can be made in | 
|| time to meet these difficulties; and if it could, the | 
|| Same causes would produce the same results un- 
| 


ii however, should determine upon such a policy— 


| either with a view to mect existing difficulties or | 
i for the purpose of providing for the payment of | 


A portion, | 


notes and interest thereon there is yet to be nego- 
tiated $11,000,000 of the stock authorized by the act 
of June 22,1860. The statement just made of the 
difficulties attending the payment for the stock 
already sold, in connection with the fact that 
capitalists, in the present condition of the coun- 
try, seem unwilling to invest in United States 
stock at par, renders it almost certain that this 
remaining $11,000,000 cannot now be negotiated 
upon terms acceptable to the Government. The 
condition of the ‘Treasury is such that no serious 
delay can be indulged. I recommend, therefore, 
a repeal of so much of the act of June 22, 1860, 
as authorizes the issuing of this additional 
$11,000,000 of stock, and that authority be given 
for the issuing of Treasury notes to the same 
amount, to be negotiated at such rates as will 
command the confidence of the country. To 
create that confidence, I recommend that the pub- 
lic Jands be unconditionally pledged for the ulti- 
mate redemption of all the Treasury notes which 
it may become necessary to issue. I make this 
recommendation of substituting Treasury notes 
for stock the more readily from the conviction 
that there should always exist in the Department 
power to issue Treasury notes for a limited 
amount, under the direction of the President, to 
meet unforeseen contingencies. It is a power 
which can never be abused, asthe amount real- 
ized from such source can only be used to meet 
lawful demands upon the Treasury. No Secre- 
tary of the Treasury or President would ever 
exercise it, except compelled to do so by the exi- 
gencies of the public service. On the other hand, 
it would enable the Government to meet without 
embarrassment those sudden revulsions to which 
the country is always liable, and which cannot 
always be anticipated. 

I have already stated that provision should be 
made at once to relieve the Treasury from its 
present embarrassments, produced by the causes 
referred to. Todo this, Congress should author- 
ize the issuing of an additional amount of Treas- 
ury notes, not less than $10,000,000. With these 
means, the Department will be enabled to mect 
all lawful demands upon it for the present. The 
extent of the financial crisis through which the 
: country is now passing cannot vow be determ- 
ined, and, until it is better known, no policy can 
|! be recommended of a permanent character. l 


© 


|| der any laws that might be passed. If Congress, | 


| any portion of the public debt—I can only refer | 
| them, for the views of the Department, to my 
| former reports on that subject. 

| The attention of Congress is again called to the 
bill for the revision and consolidation of the rev- | 
enuc laws, prepared by the Department, and sub- į 


| compliance with a resolution of the House of 
| Representatives. The importance of adopting 
| the changes and modifications contained in this 
measure cannot be too strongly urged upon the 
consideration of Congress. They would facili- | 
ii tate the operations of the Department, reconcile į 
| conflicting provisions of law, and greatly reduce | 
| the expenditure in this branch of the public ser- | 
vice. As stated in a former report, the Depart- į 
ment has already reduced the expense of collect- | 
ing the revenue from customs, and, with the aid : 
which the passage of this law would afford, still ; 
further and greater reductions could be made with 
benefit to the public service. . i 
In this connection, the attention of Congressis | 

| 


called to the condition of the revenue marine ser- 
vice. With the exception of the Harriet Lane, 
there are none but sail vessels employed in the 
service. Steam vessels arc so rapidly supplant- 
ing sail vessels in the commercial business of the 
country that the present sail vessels of the rev- 
enue service, however well adapted to a former 
state of things, are becoming almost uscless for | 
the purposes for which they are employed. I 
have before represented to Congress that this 
serviee could be transferred to the Navy Depart- 
ment with benefit to the publie interest, and I 
entertain that opinion still. If this should not i 


|| mitted at the first session of the last Congress, in |} 


be done, the policy should atall eyents be adopted 
of substituting, as rapidly as possible, steam for 
the sail vessels now used. It is due to the offi- 
cers employed in this branch of the revenue ser- 
vice to say, that their pay does not correspond 
with the compensation paid to officers engaged.in 
similar and less laborious duties. In the bill al- 
ready referred to, an increase of their pay was 
recommended, and, in my opinion, it should be 
promptly carried out, as an act of simple justice 
to a worthy class of public officers. 

In each of my former annual reports I called 
the attention of Congress to the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1857, on the subject of deposits 
by the disbursing agents of the Government. The 
impossibility of executing those provisions has 
been so fully discussed in those reports that I 
deem it unnecessary at this time to do more than 
to refer to the subject, and repeat the recommend- 
ations of former reports. Congress should not 
permit a law to stand upon the statute-books 
which cannot be executed, when, by afew simple 
modifications, the objects of the law can be fully 
effected, and the public interest protected against 
the apprehended evil. ; 

The report of the director of the Mint is here- 
with transmitted, marked No.9. It appears that 
the amount of bullion received at the several mint 


„establishments during the fiscal year ending June 


30, 1860, was $22,673,192 21 in gold, and 
$3,152,437 15 in silver; and that the coinage dur- 
ing the same period was $23,447,283. 35 in gold, 
and $3,250,636 26 in silver, together with $342,000 
m cents, X 

The report of the acting engineer in charge of 
the bureau of construction is herewith submitted, 
It furnishes full details of the progress of the pub- 
lic buildings in course of construction. 

The policy adopted by the Department in ref- 
erence to works of this character, and presented 
in former reports to Congress, has been continued 
during the past year. My views in reference to 
these works, and especially on the subject of ma- 
rine hospitals, have been so often urged upon 
Congress, that it is deemed unnecessary to do 
more at this time than to say that cach year’s ob- 
servation and experience confirm and strengthen 
former convictions. Accompanying the report of 
this officer will be found the action of the Depart- 
ment under the act of March 3, 1857, authorizing 
the analysis of iron ores. It will be found to bean 
instructive document on this great material inter- 
est of our country. 

On the 16th February, 1857, Congress passed 
a joint resolution authorizing the “Secretary of 
the Treasnry to cause inquiry to be made, by 
two competentcommissioners, into processes and 
means claimed to have been discovered by J. T. 
Barclay for preventing abrasion, counterfeiting, 
and deterioration of the coins of the United 
States.” Under the authority of this law, Pro- 
fessor Henry Vethake and R, E. Rogers were 
appointed to act as such commissioners. On the 
22d June, 1860, an additional appropriation of 
$5,000 was made to carry out the joint resolution 
of 1857. I herewith communicate the report of 
these commissioners, and the action of the Depart- 
ment on the subject. If the objects which Dr. 
Barclay proposes to accomplish can be effected, 
it is difficult to. estimate the advantage which 
would be derived by the Government and: the 
public from his discovery. The experiments 
already made have been attended with such. re- 
sults as to induce the opinion that it will prove 
entirely successful. Such is the strong convic- 
tion of my own mind to that effect, that Ido not 
hesitate to recommend that a sufficient appropria- 


| tion be made to test fully the practicability of the 


measure, and at the same time to compensate Dr. 
Barclay liberally for his discovery. There should 
be placed under the control of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for this purpose the sum of $100,000. 
Congress at its last session authorized the ap- 
pointment of delegates to represent this Govern- 
ment in the International Statistical Congress, 
which met in London in July last. I had on two 
occasions called the attention of Congress to the 
importance of establishing uniform standards of 
weights and measures, a uniform unit of currency, 
and a uniform mode of preparing and keeping 
commercial statistics among the commercial coun- 
tries of the world. It was with a view to these 
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results that the authority was given for thè ap- 
pointment of delegates to this International Con- 
gress. Its action was, therefore, looked to with 
much interest, and the most benéficial results 
were anticipated from it.  [ regret to say that 
these expectations were all disappointed, and 
froma cause which it is not the province of this | 
report to discuss. The Hon. A. B. Longstreet, į 
of South Carolina, was the only delegate from 
the United States who-took his seat in the Con- 
gress. I herewith submit his report, showing 
the reason of his withdrawal therefrom on the 
first day of its session. It is only necessary to 
say. that the withdrawal of Judge Longstreet 
from the Congress, and his refusal to return to its 
deliberations, received the entire approval of his 
Government. 

The report of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Suivey, presenting the operations of this service 
for the last fiscal year, will be submitted to Con- 
gress at an early day. i 

The accompanying reports from the various 
burcaus of the Department, marked from A to L, 
contain a detailed statement of their operations 
during the last fiscal year. 

The general operations of the Treasury De- 
partment, since my last annual report, have been 
of the most satisfactory character, The country 
had ‘gradually recovered from the revulsion of- 
1857, and its healthy and prosperous condition 
was felt in the relief thereby afforded to the pub- 
lic finances. Until within a short period, I had 
confidently expected to present to Congress atits 
presentsession a gratifying statement of the finan- 
cial condition of the Government. A different 
result, however, has been brought about by causes 
which could not be foreseen, and, if foreseen, 
could not have been averted by any action of the 
Départment. 

An which is respectfully submitted. 

HOWELL COBB, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. WiLLiam PENNINGTON, H 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Report of the Postmaster General. 


Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
December 1, 1860. 
Sır: I have the honor to submit the following 
report of the operations of this Department for 
the last fiscal year, ending June 30, 1860: 


TRANSPORTATION STATISTICS, 


On the 30th of June last, there were in opera- ; 
tion 8,502 mail:routes. The number of contract- 
ors was 7,445. The length of these routes is 
estimated at 240,594 miles, divided as follows: 
beeen eee ee verere eens ves 27,129 miles. 
++ 14,976 miles. 
++ 54,577 miles. 
seses a  L43,912 miles. 


Steamboat 
Coach... 
Jnferior MODES see ecee eee eeenees 


The total annual transportation of mails was 
74,724,776 miles, costing $8,808,710, and divided 
as follows: “ 

Railroad — 27,653,749 miles, at $3,349,662, about 12.11 
cents a mile. 

Steamboat — 3,951,268 miles, at $1,073,852, about 20.7 
cents a mile, 

Coach—18,653,161 miles, at $2,550,365, about 13.67 cents | 
a mile. 

Inferior modes—24,466,598 miles at $1,834,831, about 
7.45 cents a mile, 


Compared with the service reported June 30, 
1859, there is a decrease of 19,458 miles in the 
length of mail routes; of 7,583,626 miles in the 
annual transportation—about 9.22 per cent.; and 


of $660,047 in the cost—about 7 per cent. 

The aggregate length of railroad routes has been |} 
increased 1,119 miles; and the annual transporta- |! 
tion thereon 385,465 miles—about 1.4 per cent— |: 
at a cost of $105,688, or 3.25 per cent. ii 

The length of steamboat routes is diminished || 
4,233 miles, the annual transportation 618,694 | 
miles—about 13.53 per cent.; and the cost $83,991 |, 
—about 7.25 per cent. ji 

Thelength of coach routes is decreased 8,464 | 
miles; 4,795,237 miles in annual transportation 


in each separate State and Territory on the 30th 
June last. : 

The lettings of new contracts, for the term com- 
mencing Ist July last embraced five States—New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, and 
Ohio. 

The following table shows the new service as 
in operation on the 30th of September: 


Milesin Milesof annual 


Conveyance. length. transportation. Cost. 
Railroad... . 6,473 6,569,627 $849,866 
Steamboat........ isre JET 174,408 17,002 
With celerity, certainty, . 

and security... .....24,999 7,057,866 382,133 
Total... ccecsersceeeee3h,819 13,801,901 $1,249,001 


Compared with the service on, the 30th of June 
last, the length of routes by railroad is diminished 
fifty-seven miles, and by steamboat increased 
forty-two miles; the coach and inferior mode of 
service in this section having been merged into 
one class at the last letting, styled ‘star,’ or 
with “ celerity, certainty, and security,” there 
is shown an increase of the latter over the former 
combined of 354 miles in the length of routes; the 
annual transportation is increased 1,246,448 miles, 
and the cost $45,008. 

On the 30th of June last, there were in the 
service— 


474 route agents, at a compensation of.,.....+ $372,240 
40 focal agents, at a compensation © . 25,479 
1,649 mail messengers...+.+- 208,948 

68 railroad baggage-masters in charge of the 
express mails, at a compensation of..... 8,190 
614,767 


This amount added to the cost of service as in 
operation on the 30th of June.......eseeeeee. 8,808,710 


Makes the total on the 30th of June Jast........$9,493,477 


NUMBER OF POST OFFICES. 


Whole number of post offices in the United States on the 
30th of June, 1859... ..ccccsscce seen esene ss eee e 28,5839 
Number established during the year ending June 
30, 1860... cceeeeee sees seceeescures el, 
Number discontinued during the same period..1,181 


Making a decrease during the year Ofsssssssersesee 41! 
Whole number of post offices on the 30th of June, 
1860. cecececeeeeceeeneeen en eenn ns beeeen cane ees. 28,495 | 


Number of post offices of which the names and 
sites were changed, 375. ; 

The number of postmasters who have been ap- 
pointed during the year ending June 30, 1860, is 
6,555. Of these, 4,214 were to fill vacancies 
occasioned by resignations, 685 by removals, 267 
by deaths, 249 by changes of name and sites, 
and 1,140 by the establishment of new offices. 

The number of post offices at present subject 
to appointment by the President of the United 
States is 433, divided by States, as follows: 
Maine, 15; New Hampshire, 10; Vermont, 7; 
Massachusetts, 33; Rhode Island, 4; Connecti- 
cut, 14; New York, 62; New Jersey, 10; Dela- 


| ware, 1; Maryland, 5; Pennsylvania, 35; Ohio, 


32; Michigan, 17; Indiana, 13; Illinois, 30; Wis- 
consin, 15; District of Columbia, 2; Virginia, 15; 
North Carolina, 7; South Carolina, 4; Georgia, 
12; Florida, 3; Alabama, 8; Mississppi, 8; Louis- 


iana, 5; Texas, 4; Arkansas, 2; Missouri, 9; | 


Iowa, 9; Minnesota, 4; Kentucky, 8; Tennes- 


see, 6; Kansas, 2; Nebraska, 2; California, 18; |) 


and Oregon, 2. 

Whole number of post offices in the United 
States on the Ist December, 1860, 28,552. 

The increase of business in this Department, 
from the commencement of the Government, in- 
dicates the growth of our country in a striking 
manner. At its formation, in 1789, there were but 


| 75 post offices in operation; in 1800, there were 


903; in 1810, 2,300; in 1820, 4,500; in 1830, 


i| 8,450; in 1840, 13,468; in 1850, 18,417; and in 


1860, 28,498.” 


Reference is made to the accompanying very į 
lucid report of the Sixth Auditor, for the details | 
of the financial operations of this Department | 
| during the past fiscal year. 


ing document I derive the following synopsis: 
REVENUE AND EXPENDITURES. 
The expenditures of the Department in the 


From this interest- ! 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1860, amounted to 
$19,170,609 99: 
For transportation of inland mails, including payments to 


route agents, local agents, and mail messengers, the sum 
13,453,225 70 


2 


For transportation o g y to wit: 
Between New York, Southampton, and 


Havre... i.e csceeen ees EE $280,843 42 
Between Liverpool, New York, 
` and Philadciphia,.........5. 50,795 48 
Between New York, New Or- 

leans, and Havana....... es.. 10,210 92 
Between New York and Ha- 


43,913 81 


VANA sens cece e rere eeeeereees 

Between New Orleans and Vera 
CUZ cos usc veiveese ese aeeieies 1,911 15 

} Between New Orleans and Ha- 
VANN, cece cer eee eeerreees 7,497 38 

Between Portland and Liver- 
Pool ......0- 74,451 97 


: ————— 409,624 19 
Between New York and San Francis- 

n ETTET Fe deeinainwen se $187,500 00 
Mails across the Isthmus of Pan- 

AMA wea eee F 75,000 00 


Panama and As 94,384 50 
Expenses of mail agents.. 1,920 47 

358,804 97 
For compensation to postmasters pirata 2,552,868 01 


For clerks in post oflices........ 
For ship, steamboat, and way fetter: 
For office furniture for post offic 
For advertising. . 
For mail bags.. 
For blanks... 


966,639 47 
13,658 03 

2214 80 
38773 94 
56,710 39 
164,517 6f 


For mail locks, K 8,032 30 
For mail depredations and special agents 46,194 77 
|| For postage stamps....ccsceseeen eens 47,343 00 


For stamped cuvelop 
For wrapping paper.. 
For payments to letter-c¢ 


50,162 27 
» 86,606 78 
208,506 22 


For repayments for dead let! kied yten l4 61 
For interest under act, February 15, 1860.... 141,066 03 
For miscellaneous payMents, ....sr.. s.. P 213,777 72 


For payments for balances due on Bri 
MAUS... ccreeee saceeenes 
For payments for balances due on Bremen 
mails...... A 
For payments for b 
FMmails.sesessseneporosrsroreeree 
For payments for balances due on French 
MAUS. eesuesosere rsson 


260,035 44 
28,459 55 
17,384 77 
35,161 55 


19,170,782 15 


alances due on Hamburg 


Deduct for transportation in 

ELE RENAA ene eeens sarcida At 11,050 87 
Deduct payments under other 

heads of appropriations for 

1859 


524,058 39 


a 


4,296,009 26 


Leaving the actual expenditure for 1860....$14,874,772 89 


The gross revenue for the year 1860, including 
receipts from letter-carriers and from foreign post- 
ages, amounted to $8,518,067 40, as stated below: 


Letter postage sc sree cevcceserees verses eese eee BILIB 17 
Registered lette: + 25,088 84 
Stamps sold....... RRINE . -6,706,295 20 
Newspapers and pamphlet: 627,036 59 
FINES sssssseeceeros 5 00 
Receipts on account of cmoluments . 91,694 04 

|| Receipts on account of letter-carrier 208,506 22 
i) Receipts on account of dead lett 3,803 68 
|| Extra compensation overcharge 273 02 
{| Miscellaneous receipts ...... 0... eee e eee eee 4,232 64 
Total revenue sesseecsesseves Ce eng en eeee $8,518,067 40 


being an increase of near seven per cent, over 
the revenue of the year ending June 30, 1859. 


The balance standing to the credit of the Department on 
the books of the Auditor, on the 30th day of June, 1859, 
WAS sc cce sasosasoccasosoes haree . « $710,231 29 

The receipts of the Department from all 
sources, during the year 1860... + 8,518,067 40 

Amount closed by suspense..,... .. 15 25 

Amount of various appropriations drawn from 
the Treasury during the year, as specific- 
ally shown by the Auditor, was ....... 000. 11,154,167 54 


Total reveipts...... eee nee een one e 20,382,481 48 

The whole amount of expenses in the year, 
including $11 32 for accounts closed by 

bad debts ......eeee sererseseroeroserossss 19,170,621 31 

1 oo 

Leaving a credit to the revenue account for 

5 » 1,211,860 17 
sof the 


‘Treasurer and Post 
| Office depositari Sub- 
i 


ject to warrants and dratts..... 00. cee ee eee 596,698 17 


j —— 
| 


This amount of $615,162 to the credit of the 
; revenue of the Department, July 1, 1869, is made 
up of balances due from postmasters and late 
li postmasters, which bave been accumulating from 


1866.) 


eel 
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July 1, 1845, and can only be made available as 
they are collected. 


For the year ending the 30th of June, 1860, the expenditures 
WETE vaccine eserse eese.. $19,170,782 15 
i 4,296,009 26 


From which deduct payments for 1859..... 


Actual expenditure for 1860, as before shown, 
WilS.sessesesssoeosoonos ee ey weet 
Deduct the revenue for 1860, with the earn- 
ings of this Departinent in carrying free 
mail matter.. 


14,874,772, 89 


9,218,067 40 


Excess of expenditures over the revenue for 
1860.. 


$5,656,705 49 


The estimated deficiency of means,” including revenues 
y 9 i 
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tion of 
(deemed perpetual 
eral,) ands... sess Setar eee pens ceeevens on 
appropriated Mareh 3, 1859, which were 
embraced in the means, making the esti- | 
mated deficiency of means, compared with 

$6,051,404 62 


the rOVenue eesssesseseoo wee 
or $394,699 13 more than the actual deficiency. 
The deficiency has been increased by the cost 


of mail routes between New York and San Fran- 
cisco and San Franciscoand Olympia, $281,884 50. 


358,000 00 
167,080 62 


ESTIMATE OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FOR 
1862. 
Expenditures. 


For transportation of the mails inland. . . . .$10,040,284 00 
For compensation of postinasters.......... 2,728,734 00 


For clerks for post oflices.....6+. . 1,045,517 23 
For ship, steamboat, and way letter xs 20,000 00 
For office furniture for post offices 4,000 00 
For advertising... eee 70,000 00 
For mait bags.. 55,000 00 
For paper for bla “s 60,000 00 
For printing blanks. IERE 12,000 00 
For wrapping paper..... oe TEISS 45,000 00 
For mail locks, keys, and stamps........ 20,000 00 |! 
For mail depredations and special agen 75,000 00 i| 
Por miscellaneous payMECMSessssseresesse 160,009 00 
For postage stamps and stamped envelopes, 110,000 00 
Yor payments of balances due to foreign 

COUNLTICS ccc eee eeeeee 300,000 00 
For payments of tetter-c "210,000 00 
Estimated expenditures for 1862..... 14,955,535 23 


Means for 1862. 


The gross revenue for the year 1862, includ- 
ing foreign postages, fees prid in by letter- 
carriers, and misceHancous receipts, is 
estimated at cove ceseee vous $9,213,140 00 

Balance of appropriations, aris- 
ing chiefly from increased 
revenues, and not required 
for expeuditures of 1860.... 


475,794 60 


9,688,934 60 


Estimated deficiency of revenue, compared 


with estimated expenditures. ...eeeeeeees 5,266,600 63 
Deduet appropriations made by the acts of 

March 3, 1847, and Mareh 3, 1851........+ 700,000 00 
Estimatcd deficiency for the year ending 

June 30, 1862 ...... Pere ee Tree reer er hs $4,566,600 63 


The anticipated revenue for the year ending 
June 30, 18C0, was $8,287,223, or four per cent. 
on the revenue of 1859. It now appears that the 
actual revenue for 1860 was $8,518,067 40, being 
near seven per cent, increase; nevertheless, it is 
not deemed expedient to estimate for an increase 
of more than four per cent. for 1862; and the | 
amount of $9,213,140, as above stated, is obtained 
by assuming that ratio of increase for both 1861 
and 1862, based on the actual revenue of 1868. 


ESTIMATE FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF FOREIGN 
MAILS For 1862. 


Between New York, Liverpool, and other European 


POS 60 cca cseceseaveserereceeeeee Serres $335,000 00 | 
Bety States, Cuba, and other 

y TTIE E e t O 55,009 00 
Bety Portland and Liverpool and Quebec 

and Giverpool.... 70,600 00 
Between New Orl sand Vera Cru 3,000 00 


Between Key West and Havana, (Cuba) A 10,000 4i 
Between New York and Aspinwall, and Pan- 
ama and San [Francisco 


This amount will come out of the appropria- 
tion under the fiith section of the act of 
June 14, 1858, deemed perpetual by the At- 
torney General 

Amount of deficiency, 


643,225 00 
tediosa: 4,566,600 63 


` bl a 
Whole amount estimated to be required from 


the Treasury 5,210,425 63 


90-cent stamps, 15,840; amounting tO..... eee eres 14,256 
Previous to July 1, there were issued of -cent 
stamps, 52,3503 amounting t0.........eseeeeee 12,564 
i From Ist July to 1st November, 287,9 amount- 
} ANE LO scceeed dee vee cae ee enes PRT Buko kA 69,114 
Total issues of new ‘denomination, 497,025 ; 
AMOUNTING tOsseesersseesie o bressassessnorase $138,192 


| postage-stamped envelope ‘has been adopted, 
i = $ 

170,825 00 j| V ; c i 
! former one, especially because of its reduced size, 


i the envelope. 


| as to afford a correct guide for writing the address 


Brought forward ........600 eee. ee a e. $5,210,425 63 
The estimate for transporting mails from New 
York, by Aspinwall and Panama, to San 
Francisco,is made agreeably to the provis- 
ions of the fourth section of theact of June 
15, 1860; but, it being apparent that the 
postages will be insufficient to pay for both 
isthmus transit service and sea service, it is 
proper to submit a special estimate for the 
former, being the contract price with the 
Panama Railroad Company....$100,000 00 

And also the cost of agencies on 

the IsthmMus......eseeeeeeeeees 1,750 00 


101,750 00 


Which would make the amount required from 

the ‘Treasury for Toana sne srs isani ++ $5,312,175 63 
exclusive of the earnings of the Department for 
carrying free matter, under acts of March 3, 1847, 
and March 3, 1851, $700,000. 

In the foregoing estimates, ho account is taken 
of the balance of $615,162 reported by the Auditor 
as standing to the credit of the Department June 
30, 1860; the entire sum being an accumulation, 
since 1845, in the hands of postmasters and late 
postmasters, and can only be made available as 
they are collected. 

The measures of reform proposed in my last 
annual report not having been adopted by Con- 
gress, the anticipated improvement in the finan- 
cial status of the Department is not realized; and 
although the estimated deficiency for the year 
1862 is $1,683,832 63 less than the deficiency for 
1859, still the Department is left very far from 
that position of independence which, in my opin- 
ion, it should occupy. 

The following is a statement of revenue and 
expenditures for cight years, from 1853 to 1860, 
inclusive, and estimates for 1861 and 1862: 

Revenues. Deficiencies. 
$5,940,724 70 $2,042,031 89 
6,955,586 22 1,621,837 90- 
7,342,136 13 262,205 16 
7,620,821 66 2,787,046 52 
8,053,951 76 3,453,718 40 
8,185,792 86 4,534,843 70 
: $ 1,968,484 07 6,996,009 26 
7 74,773 9,218,067 40 5,656,705 49 
B61... 6666+ 15,665,135 04 9,676,711 00 5,988,424 04 
1862........ 14,955,535 23 10,388,934 60 4,566,600 63 

POSTAGE STAMPS AND STAMPED ENVELOPES. 

The number of.postage stamps supplied to post- 
masters, during the year ending June 30, 1860, 
was as follows: 


J-CCNL pee ee eae 
3-cent.. 


se ae SbSadata case Siastant wien! B0I728,400 
aaeeei esae os as ee ta 159,469,600 


-cent 579,360 
10-cent.. seseeeees 3,898,450 
12-cent .. A 1,653,500 
Q4-cent ..- eee eee eevecees . 52,350 


Whole number, 216,370,660 ; value. 


$5,920,939 00 
Stamped envelopes, 29,280,025; val 


949,377 19 


Total amount for 1860........¢ Je sesevces see, 6,870,316 19 
Total value of postage stamps and stamped 
envelopes issued during the year ending 
June 30, 1859... ccc cc eere cece e cece ceeeee 


6,261,533 34 


Inerease during 1860 $608,782 85 


Larger denominations of postage stamps have 
been adopted and introduced, especially for the 
purpose of affording requisite facilitics to prepay 
the postage on letters to foreign countrics, and of 
removing all excuses heretofore existing for pay- 
ing such postages in money. The new danom- 
inations are twenty-four cents, thirty cents, and 
ninety cents. The two latter have been intro- 
duced since Ist July last, and the sales up to No- 
vember 1 have been as follows: 
30-cent stamps, 140,860 ; amounting to.. 


<. $42,958 


A new die for embossing the stamp on the 


which is believed to be an improvement on the 


giving a neater and more attractive appearance to 


There has also been. introduced a novel de- 
scription of stamped envelopes, embracing what 
is called the “ self-ruling improvement,” consist- 
ing of black lines so arranged within the envelope. | 


of a letter, but which lines are concealed after 
placing the letter in. the envelope. OF ‘these en- 
velopes there have been issued, up to Ist Novern- 
ber, 3,442,150. ; : 

It is contemplated to introduce immediately two 
new denominations of envelopes; one embossed 
with a one-cent stamp, the other with both the 
one and the three-cent stamps. ` 

The one-cent envelope is designed mainly for 
circulars, of which many millions are annually 
distributed through the mails. The same envel- 
ope, however, will also be largely used for city 
correspondence. 

The envelope with the one-cent and three-cent 
stamps will be required in cities where there are 
lamp-post letter-boxes or other depasitories for 
letters, to be conveyed by carriers to the post 
office, the one-cent paying the carrier’s fce, and 
the other stamp paying the postage on letters to 
be sent out of the city by mail. ‘This envelope 
will also be used by those who, when addressing 
their city correspondents, desire to relieve them 
from the payment of the carrier’s fee for deliver- 
ing their letters at their domicil. f 

Proposals were made during the last session of 
Congress to furnish the Department with wrap- 
pers or envelopes embossed with onc-cent postage 
stamps, for the purpose of prepaying transient 
newspapers, and the subject was considered by 
the Committces on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Recently, similar proposals (from another party) 
have been made, with the suggestion that not 
merely one cent, but also_two-cent newspaper 
wrappers be provided; and I recommend the sub- 
ject for such disposition as Congress may deem 


necessary.. DEAD LETTERS. 


The number of dead letters containing money, registered 
and sent out during the year ended 30th of June last 
WAG vescccccccecrevereccneressrentasvee eens sees 10,456 

The number containing other articles of value.... 13,585 


TOtal...csseccsessaeees 24,035 
being 5,662 increase on the work of 1859. 
In addition, there have been sent out, since April 
Jast, 6,982 other letters, of a class which were 
heretofore cither destroyed or filed, not contain- 
ing inclosures of suflicient absolute value to jus- 
tify. their registration. ..ssessesserereroseeseesse 6,982 


Making whole number sent out.......seseeceeeeee SLOLT 
or 12,644 more than during the previous year. 
Whole number of dead letters opened at San 
Francisco, 75,127. 
Foreign Letters. 


Senet wee cone wane eens 


Returned to England...... 41,835 
Re France.. 13,400 

y Bremen... 6,178 

ss Hamburg . 2,517 

k Prussia ... 17,317 

‘6 Canada..... 25,800 
New Brunswick... 2,041 

e Nova Scotia.......66 1,693 

se Prince Edward’s Island .........-600+ 130 
Number of foreign ICtters....sseessecesena eee LLO,9UL 


Persevering efforts have been made, so far as 
the limited number of clerks would permit, to 
find the true causes for the non-delivery, espe- 
cially of valuable letters; and the result has been 
to confirm the former experience of the Depart- 
ment, as stated in my annual report of last year, 
and my special report of 7th May last. For ex- 
ample: out of 8,002 cases, in which the inquirics 
i of the Department have been answered, or where ` 
causes were patent without inquiry, 3,983 letters 
were misdirected, 621 illegibly directed, 583 di- 
rected to transient persons, 336 to persons moved 
away, 657 not mailed for want of postage, 885 
directed to fictitious persons or firms, 54 without 
any address or direction, 34 missent, leaving, 
outof 8,002, only 1,341 Ictters properly addressed, 

i and only 684 for the non-delivery of which the 
Department is blamable, 657 having become dead 
because not prepaid. i 

In reference to the class of letters not contain- 
ing money or other valuable inclosures, a similar 
state of facts seems to exist. The number re- 
turned to the dead letter office for want of postage 
during the past seven months, to November 1, 
was 22,259. 

Out of 37,868 letters without inclosures, the number for 
want of proper direction was 
Number entirely without address or direction 
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Although the number of letters conveyed by 
mail. during. the last year has increased by many 
millions, (as shown by the increased revenue of 
over five hundred thousand dollars,) yet the whole 
number of dead letters, so far from increasing, 
has rather diminished. From this fact, it may be 
concluded that better attention than formerly is 
now given to the delivery of letters, and that the 
new regulations on: the: subject have had a salu- 
tary effect. 

{f the proper assistance could be obtained, 
further improvements might, no doubt, be made; 
and [therefore again beg leave to urge the pro- 
priety of authorizing the employment of tempo- 
rary clerks to make the experiment with the dead 
letters, somewhat according to the plans proposed 
in my special report of May 7, 1860. (Senate 
Ex. Doc., No. 41, Thirty-Sixth Congress, Ist 
session.) It might, perhaps, be sufficient for the 

resent, simply to authorize.the use of the dead- 
fouce money, (which cannot be restored to the 
owners,) including what has heretofore accrued 
and that to accrue in future, or so much of it as 
may be necessary for the improvement of this 
branch of business. š 

The new law, concerning the return of letters 
upon which the names and post offices of the wri- 
ters were indorsed, was communicated specially 
to-all postmasters; but, as yet, it seems to have 
been measurably inoperative. 


It is the duty of the Postmaster General to || 


enforce the prompt rendition of the quarterly 
accounts of postmasters, and refer them to the 
Auditor for examination and adjustment. Onthe 
30th June last, there were in operation 28,498 post 
offices, making the number of accounts to be han- 
dled in a year 113,396. Their bulk is such that 
over four hundred three-bushel sacks are required 
to contain the accounts of asingle quarter. The 
post bills (weighing alone between forty and fifty 
thousand pounds cach quarter) bave to be sepa- 
rated from the transcripts, and stored in regular 
order for reference; and the dead letters counted 
and compared with their bills. Then the accounts 
are registered and immediately transferred to the 
Auditor’s office. Out of the whole number of post 
offices (28,498) only two hundred and fifty-cight 


failed to make returns for the quarter ended 30th 


June last. 
The dead letters, which number over five hun- 


deed thousand a quarter, are carefully opened, j 


and those with inclosures of value registered and 
returned to the owners. 

The labor connected with the accounts and dead 
letters has increased over fifty per cent. within 
ten years. Ten thousand new post offices have 
been established, and the number of valuable dead 


letters sent out has increased from sixteen to | 


twenty-four thousand annually. 

Another branch of business, involving much 
labor and responsibility, is the preparation of war- 
rants and drafts in payment of balances reported 
by the Auditor to be due the mail contractors and 
others cach quarter. 

This involves the keeping of summary cash 
accounts with 8 United States depositaries, 29 
other depositaries, (in post offices,) 842 draft 
offices, and 993 depositing offices, At the depos- 
itary and draft offices, $3,237,777 (being over two 
thirds) of the net revenues of the Department 

. were concentrated, and then disbursed during the 
year ending 30th June last, the remainder of the 
net revenue having been collected by mail con- 
tractors, on orders prepared and sent out from 
the Auditor’s office. 


On the 30th June, 1860, there were.. 7,445 mail contractors. 
s s 1852, as 5,370 


INCKCASC ce eeceseeeeeceeeeseeees 23075, say 50 per cent. 


Number of drafts and warrants issued in 


INCKOASC oes eee e eee e sinise 8,000, or 50 per cent. 


Before making payments, all the calculations 
of the Auditor’s ofice are verified, and noted each 
quarter, for which purpose summary accounts 
are required to be kept for all of the 8,500 mail 
routes, and the various calculations and entries 
thus amount to 17,000 cach quarter. This large 


amount of extra work has been found necessary 
since 1854. 

The branch of business, however, which has 
most rapidly grown, is that connected with the 
postage stamps and stamped envelopes. 

The use of stamps commenced in 1847; and be- 
tween Ist July of that year and 30th June, 1851, 
there were issued 891,000 of the ten-cent denom- 
ination, and 3,712,200 of the five-cent denomina- 
tion, equal to $274,710. 

Under the act of 3d March, 1851, reducing post- 
ages and favoring prepayment, the issues were, 
for the year ending 30th June, 1852: 


Equal to $1,446,170. 


being an increase in eight years of $5,424,146 19. 
In the year 1852, the number of orders for 
stamps was 9,200. In 1860, the orders for stamps 


80,000, or near 900 per cent. increase. The aver- 
age number of orders now requiring attention 
each day is above 225. Each separate order is 
“compared with the ledger, and the date and amount 
of stamps and envelopes previously furnished are 
noted, so as to guard against over supplies. 
Next, the revenue of the post office is ascertained, 
and the amount to be sent is apportioned and 
noted accordingly. In the third place, the several 


ledgers to each office. 

Receipts corresponding to the number of orders 
filled are daily received and entéred on the regis- 
ters, and then filed until the end of the quarter, 
| when they are referred to the Auditor, to be reg- 


ters’ accounts. 
| The duties described, connected with postage 


most the entire revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment—and require for their performance the 
closest application, combined with strict vigilance 
and all the best qualifications of an accountant. 
In 1852, the number of clerks on the various 
duties of the finance office, as above described, 
was seventcen. The present number allowed by 
law is twenty-five, an increase which is insuffi- 
cient for the work connected with receiving and 
referring the accounts of postmasters, examining 
dead letters, and with disbursements of the reve- 


busisess has so rapidly advanced to its present 
magnitude since 1852, as already shown, At 
that period it was managed by one single clerk; 
now, at least nine clerks are required. 

In the other branches, various improvements 
have been introduced, which, together with the 
growth of the business, makes additional force 
necessary. At present, the work is accomplished 
by the aid of temporary clerks, who are engaged 
in the distribution of stamps, and paid out of the 


clerks persons who are employed and paid out 
of the appropriation for laborers. Itis, however, 
submitted that such a state of things should not 
continue, and that Congress should make provis- 
ion for an additio to the regular corps of clerks 
sufficient to meet the absolute demands of the 
public service. Accordingly, I recommend that 
the following additional clerks be authorized: 
one of class three, at $1,600 per annum; five of 


however, an additién of only two to the numeri- 


| L-cent... «+. 5,002,400 
3-cent. 45,987,200 | 
12-cent sees 187,750 


For the year ending 30th June last, there were | 


issued— 
l-cent. » 50,723,400 
B-COMLe woes 159,463,600 
5-CeNte wee. 579,360 | 
10-cent... 3,898,450 
12-cent..... 1,653,500 
24-cent...... i 52,350 
Equal to sessso sesona osese e5,920,939 09 
Stamped envelopes were introduced in 1853, 
and the issues during the last year amounted 
Wrssevwces veaaoes eieealesas seeeceses 949,377 19 | 
Total of postage stamps and stamped en- 
VELOPCS. cece cece ence cee eceee sees aners 86,870,316 19 


and stamped envelopes were, in round numbers, ` 


orders are registered, and then charged on the ; 


ularly charged in the adjustment of the postmas- | 


stamps and stamped envelopes, are of the very : 
first. importance—bcing at the foundation of al- | 


nue, leaving entirely out of view the distribution | 
of postage stamps and stamped envelopes, which | 


appropriation for that purpose; and by using as | 


class two, at $1,400 perannum; five of class one, | 
at $1,200 per annum—in all, cleven; being, | 


il cal force now actually in service, taking into ac- į 


| count six temporary clerks, and three laborers 
employed as clerks. 


FOREIGN MAIL SERVICE. 


The tables accompanying the report of the Au- 
ditor for this Department, hereto annexed, exhibit 
the following results of our foreign mail service 
for the past fiscal ycar: 

The aggregate amount of postage (sea, inland, 
and foreign) on United States and European mails 
was $1,376,402 25, conveyed as follows: by Uni- 
ted States and other steamships employed by this 
Department, $541,039 92; by British mail pack- 
ets, of the Cunard line, $766,418 60; and by the 
North German Lloyd and Hamburg lines of mail 
packets, $68,943 73. OF this amount, $830,005 55 
was collected in the United States, and $546,396 70 
in the United Kingdom, France, Prussia, Bre- 
men, Hamburg, and ‘Belgium. Excess of col- 
lections in the United States, $283,608 85. 

The number of letters and newspapers cx- 
changed with Europe was as follows; letters sent 
from the United States, 3,093,390; received from 
Europe, 3,072,979; total, 6,166,369. Newspapers 
i| sent, 2,127,870; newspapers received, 1,338,207; 
total, 3,466,077. 
| The amount of letter postages upon mails ex- 
changed with Great Britain was $788,431 61; with 
Prussia, $285,469 20; with France, $229,802 78; 
Bremen; $35,810 21; Hamburg, $33,133 52; and 
| Belgium, $3,754 93; being an increase on British 
mails of $18,345 61; on French mails of $11,032 73; 
on Hamburg mails of $10,551 57; and a de- 
crease on Prussian mails of $3,173 48, and on 
Bremen mails of $2,558 16, as compared with 
the previous year. (The exchange of mails with 
Belgium commenced on the 24th of January, 
1860.) Total increased ictter postages on Euro- 
pean mails, $37,953 20. 

The amount of postages on mails sent to Great, 
Britain was $376,814 03; to Prussia, $156,785 09; 
to France, $110,484 45; to Bremen, $16,995 09; 
to Hamburg, $22,871 80; to Belgium, $2,268 18. 
Total sent, $686,218 64. On mails received from 
Great Britain, $411,617 58; from Prussia, $128,- 
684 11; from France, $119,318 33; from Bremen, 
$18,815 12, from Hamburg, $10,261 72; and from 
Belgium, $1,486 75. Total received, $690,183 61. 

The weight of elosed-letter mails received and 
i| sent during the year was as follows: Prussian 
closed mails received, 136,845; ounces; sent, 
162,646; ounces; total, 299,491} ounces. British 
and Canadian closed mails received, 60,687 ounces; 
sent, 39,0185 ounces; total, 99,655; ounces. Brit- 
ish and California closed mails received, 24,442 
ounces;sent, 6,2794 ounces; total, 30,7214 ounces. 
British and Havana closed mails received, 12,733 
ounces; and British and Mexican closed mails 
received, 1,183 ounces. 

The amount paid Great Britain for sea and ter- 
ritorial transit of closed mails through the United 
Kingdom was $126,049 973; and the amount re- 
ceived from Great Britain on British closed mails 
in transit through the United States was $41,460 65. 
Balance due Great Britain on adjustment of account for 


the year ended June 30, 1850... ... cece eee $193,191 96 
Balance due to France (third and fourth quar- 

ters, 1859)....... nde a ee cedaebaedeeseees se» 15,367 62 
Balance duc to Bremen. . seers 17195 57 


Balance due to Hamburg 
Balance due the United States on adjustment 
of accounts with Prussia tor the fiscal year.. 


43,285 37 


The cast of the transatlantic mail service per- 
formed by steamships employed by this Depart- 
ment, under the provisions of the act of June 14, 
1858, was $375,235 04. Thirty round trips were 
performed by American steamships between New 
York, Southampton, and Havre, for the sea and 
United States inland postages, amounting to 
$228,149 70; the average, per round trip, being 
$7,604 99. Eleven round trips were performed 
by foreign steamships between New York and 
Liverpool, at the sca postage only, for the sum 
of $50,093 62; averaging $4,553 96 per round 
trip. Ten round trips werc performed between 
New York and Southampton by foreign steam- 
ships, at the sea postage only, for the sum of 
$37,061 45; averaging $3,706 14 per round trip. 
‘Thirty-one round trips were also performed by 
the Canadian line of mail packets between Port- 
land and Liverpool and Quebec and Liverpool, 
at the sea postage only, fer the sum of $59,930 27; 
| averaging $1,933 23 per round trip. 
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Total postages on mails transported by steam- 
ships between New York, New Orleans, and San 
Francisco, via the Isthmus of Panama; including 
mails for Aspinwalland Panama (New Granada) 
and Acapuleo, Mexico, $220,862 75; between 
New Orleans and San Francisco, via the Isthmus 
of Tehuantepec, from July 1 to October 10, 1860, 
$1,584 81; between the United States and the 
West Tudia Islands, $66,715 67; and between 
New Orleans and Vera Cruz, Mexico, $2,019 75. 

The amount paid to the different home lines of 
ocean steamers conveying mails toand from Ha- 
vana and Matanzas, (Cuba,) and receiving as 
compensation the United States postages, sea and 
inland, was $50,651 68, and for transporting mails 
by steamship between New Orleans and Vera | 
Cruz, Mexico, seven round trips, $1,911 15. 

1 have the satisfaction of announcing that a 
liberal and advantageous postal treaty has been 
concluded with his Majesty the King of the Bel- 
gians, through his Excelleney, Mr. Blondec! Van 
Cuelenbrovek, envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary, the ratifications of which have 
been regularly exchanged. A copy of this treaty, 
which bears date the 21st December, 1859, ac- 
companics this report. 

Some further correspondence has taken place 
between this Department and the British Post 
Office on the subject of a reduction of postage 
upon international letters, butas yet without any 
satisfactory result. The division of the present 
rate of twenty-four cents is as follows: 


United States inland postage.....secceeeeeeeeees 5 CON. 
Sea postag sé 
British inland 


posta; 


The country performing the ocean service of 
course receives the sea postage. 

This Department having intimated its willing- 
ness, upon certain conditions, to favor a reduc- 
tion of the postage to twelve cents, the British 
office, in February, 1857, proposed that rate, and 
that the division should be as follows: 

British Gland sc cece cece cet eceneereneneeeeenes B COMES. 


BO ee uee be < 
United States inland 


As a condition of this proposition it was, how- 
ever, further proposed that no Jetter should be 
forwarded unless prepaid to the extent of at least | 
ono rate of twelve cents; that letters on which 
postage to the amount of twelve cents had been 

aid, but which were not fully prepaid, should 
se charged with the deficient postage, and in ad- 
dition one rate of twelve cents; and that cach 
country was to retain the amount of postage col- 
lected dn it, whether for prepaid letters dispatched 
to the other, or for insufficiently paid letters re- 
ceived from the other; but the country from which 
the letters were dispatched was to account to the 
other for the sea rate—six cents fer half-ounce 
letters—-when the mail packet by which the let- 
ters were forwarded belonged to that other coun- | 
tr 


This offer was declined, but without presenting 
on the part of this Department any counter prop- 
osition before the month of August, 1859, when 
I proposed to take the inland rates established in 
the respective countries—three cents United States 
to two cents British—as presenting a fair division, 
leaving the sea postage at seven cents; and that 
each country should continue to account as at 
present for its due proportion of the postage, in- 
stead of retaining all it should collect and account- 
ing only in respect to the sea postage. Regarding 
this proposition as most liberal, offcring as it does 
to the international correspondence advantages in | 
reality superior to those extended to our domestic | 


letters in the aggregate, since a considerable pro- || 


portion of the latter are subject to ten cents post- 
age, it was confidently believed that it would be | 
promptly accepted. But I regret to say it was | 
declined; the British Government insisting on an | 
equal division of the inland postage, and propos- 
ing that the inland rate for each country shall be 
two cents, leaving the sea postage at cight cents. 
Here the subject rests. On their side itis claimed 
that a very large proportion of the letters are 
delivered free by paid letter-carriers and rural 


messengers, that in some respects their land con- 
| veyance is superior to onrs, and that in the con- 
veyance by sca, their packets render a more val- 
vable and far more costly service than those of 
the United States. The answer on the part of 
the United States is that our mail service is much 
more extended and costly than that of Great 
Britain; that every year adds to its expense; that 
in point of fact, while in that country it is a 
source of income, in the United States it is a tax 
of several million dollars annually on the Treas- 
ury; and when, under these circumstances, we 
are willing, in a spirit of liberality and for the 
sake of uniformity, to take our lowest rate of 
three cents as our proportion of the inland post- 
age on international letters, allowing them their 
inland rate of two cents, itis certainly the utmost 
that could in honor be granted. The truc prin- 
ciple is, that cach Government is the best if not 
the only competent judge of the cost and value 
of its own inland postal service. That of Eng- 
land, with all its celerity and regularity and other 
advantages, has been determined by the Govern- 
ment of that country to be worth but two cents 
the single rate; and that this is no under-cstimate 
is proved by the fact that the postal system is 
there fully self-sustaining. The domestic service 
of the United States has been determined by 
Congress to be worth three cents the single rate 
for distances under, and ten cents for distances 
over, three thousand miles; and that this is no 
over-estimate is conclusively shown by the fact 
that the postal system here, so far from sustain- 
ing itself, is, as already stated, a heavy annual 
charge upon the Treasury. The spirit of the 
age, which encourages international correspond- 
cnee as it docs international commerce, forbids 
that a forcign letter should be subjected to a 
higher postage for its inland transportation than 
that which is imposed upon domestic letters, and 
it has certainly no claim to be carried foralower 
rate. As in the division of the twelve-cent post- 
aye proposed, England will consent to no ae 
ment of her inland rate, her postal anthorities 
cannot reasonably expect that the United States 
will reduce their domestic rate, which, as shown, 
is already much below what the service actually 
costs, It is difficult to perceive on what principle 
it can be claimed that our rate, which is not re- 
munerative, shall suffer abatement, while that of 
England, which is confessedly so, remains intact. 
Seven cents is regarded as affording an ample 
compensation for the ocean transportation. Íf, 
however, it is not so, it should be increased; but 
that increase should not be abstracted from the 
domestic rate of cither of the two countries. As 
regards the superiority of the English ocean con- 
veyance, so long as they are enabled by large 
subsidies to keep vessels of great speed regularly 
in the service the year round; they will continue, 
as heretofore, to carry much the largest part of 
the mails, and will, of course, continue to realize 
a correspondingly large proportion of the sea 
postage. [am graufied, however, to be able to 
state that, although the United States vesselsare 
prohibited by law from receiving anything beyond 
the postages for the conveyance of the mails, 
there is now a fair prospect of our soon having a 
regular weckly line to Europe by American ships. 
İn my solicitude to avoid every obstacle tò an 
immediate reduction of the postage upon letters, 
I proposed to the Postmaster General of Great 
Britain to leave the subject of postage upon 
| printed matter for separate negotiation. High as 
the postage is on letters, it is even more unreason- 
able on many kinds of printed matter. The united 
charge on newspapers and pamphlets weighing 
not over two ounces, is four cents; on pamphlets 
and magazines exceeding two ounces In weight, 
eight cents an ounce; and books are admitted into 
the mail only at letter rate. The British office 
proposes that each country shall charge what it 
| pleases upon printed matter of every description, 
| crediting the other with thirty cents a pound 
| when the other performs the sea service,and with 
| ten cents a pound when the sea conveyance is by 
| its own packets. The counter proposition of this 
Department is, that upon newspapers the postage 
shall be two cents, prepaid, and divided equally, 
whether the sea conveyance is by one or the other 
| country; and that all other kinds of printed mat- 
| ter be subject to compulsory prepayment, at two | 


cents an ounce, or: thirty-two cents a pound, the 
postage to be apportioned and accounted for as 
follows: ; £ : 

United Statesiutand. veces cecescedecscedeesee e FO CEN. 


Sea (the country carrying receiving)......45.6-16. 4E 
British Mand cece cece cece secs eccevecse: veaavees 6 GF 
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PACIFIC MAILS. 

By the terms of the act of June 15, 1860, the 
compensation for the ocean service between our 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts was limited-to the 
postage received on the mails conveyed. Imme- 
diately after the passage of this Jaw,a correspond- 
ence was opened with the ownérs of the steam- 
ships engaged in the trade between New York 
and San Francisco, and the mails were offered to 
them on the conditions of the act referred to; but 
they were peremptorily declined, on the ground 
that in consequence of the diversion of a large 
part of the letter mail to the overland ronte, the 
postages would afford a wholly inadequate remu- 
nerauon. This fact the President of the United 
States at once communicated to Congress, and 
urged that the act of June 15 should be so modi- 
fied as to authorize the Department to contract 
for the continuance of the then existing transport- 
ation of the mails between New York and San 
Francisco on such terms as might. be deémed 
reasonable and just. Congress, however, ad- 
journed without taking any further action, upon 
the subject. In view of the importance of these 
mails, and of the impracticability, from their great 
weight and bulk, of forwarding them over land, 
a renewed effort was made for their transmission 
by sca; and finally Cornclius Vanderbilt agreed 
to convey them unul the 4th of March next, upon 
the terms of the act of June 15, but upon the ex- 
press assurance that the President would recom- 
mend to Congress to make to him such further 
allowance, over and above the postage, as would 
constitute a fairand adequate compensation for the 
service. But for this assurance all the endeavors 
of the Department to maintain an ocean postal 
communication between our Auantic and Pacific 
ports would, it is confidently believed, have 
proved unavailing. ; 

The subjoined table exhibits the postages re- 
ceived from the ocean and Isthmus route to Cali- 
fornia, as well as from the overland service, for 
three quarters of the present ycar, ending Sep- 
tember 30: 

March quarter, 1860. 


Ocean and Isthmus postages....eereceeeeeees $39,773 97 
Overland postages........ seveess 30,772 49 


June quarter, 1860. 

Ocean and Isthmus postages. 
Overland postageS..sesesseseosesssooreen 
September quarter, 1860. 

Ocean and Isthmus pOstages.....cceereees cece 25,044 70 
Overland postagessscccssccseccnveserssecevens 37,010 75 
It will be seen that the revenue from the ocean 
service has constantly diminished, while that from 
the overland route has constantly increased, 
though not in the same proportion. The dimi- 
nution and increase are alike due to the order of 
this Department under date of 17th of December, 
1859, directing letter mails, which had previously 
gone by the steamers, to be made up and for- 
warded overland. - During the last quarter, which 
was the first under the existing contract, the fall- 
ing off in the receipts from the ocean service was 
very rapid, having declined to $25,644 70, This 
is probably below the quarterly average for the 
year. Assuming, however, the receipts for the 
preceding quarter to be the average, this would 
give at the rate of $134,430 48 per annum. That 
this sum, should it even be realized, is not a full 
compensation for the service as actually per- 
formed, is undeniable; but what further allow- 


.. 33,607 62 
1. 343509 73 


| ance should be made to the contractor, is a ques- 


tion which belongs to the discretion of Congress. 
to determine. Prior to the 30th of June, 1860, 
the transmission of these mails, including a direct 
service from New Orleans, cost the Government 
at the rate of $350,600 per annum. The present 
contract does not embrace the New Orleans mails, 
but it provides for an additional monthly trip se- 
tween New York and San Francisco, making the 
service tri-monthly instead of semi-monthly as 
heretofore. It is due to the contractor to say that 
he has thus far faithfully fulfilled his engagement 
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with-the Department, and as he came to its relief 
in a conjuncture of great embarrassment, his 
claim for remuneration should be frankly and 
liberally met. I should not regard the Govern- 
ment as honorably acquitted of its-obligations to 
him, without a full redemption of the pledge im- 

Hedin the assurance which the President, from 

igh considerations of. the public interest, felt 
justified in giving him. 

In. addition to this tri-mionthly mail by the 
ocean, there exists at present the following over- 
land’ postal connections with the Pacific: 

1. A semi-monthly mail from St. Joseph, Mis- 
„souri, via Salt Lake City, to Placerville, Califor- 
nia.. The expenditure upon this route was re- 
duced $47,000 on the 6th day of June, 1860, by 
the establishment of a “star” in lieu of the pre- 
existing coach service between Salt Lake City 
and Placerville, and it has been increased at the 
rate of $24,381 per annum by the improvement 
of the service to a weekly mail between Placer- 
ville and Carson City and between St. Joseph 
and Fort Kearney, for the purpose of supplying 
the large and increasing populations in the regions 
of the Pike’s Peak and Washoe mines. 

2. A weekly mail from New Orleans, via San 
Antonio, Camp Stockton, and El Paso, to San 
Francisco, i : 

3. A semi-weekly letter mail from St. Louis 
and Memphis, via Port Smith and El Paso and 
Fort Yuma, to San Francisco. 

The annual cost of these routes, as now mod- 

ified—estimating that by the ocean at $350,000— 
is $1,202,381. The receipts from them per an- 
num, as shown by the tables accompanying this 
report, do not exceed $296,469 71. In view of 
this extremely limited revenue, as compared with 
the outlay, and of the fact that these routes were 
established and are maintained mainly for the 
advancement of certain national objects not at all 
postal in their character, I respectfully but earn- 
estly renew the recommendation contained in my 
last annual report, that they shall be at once 
put upon the public Treasury. 
” The following table of postages received from, 
and expenditures made upon, these several routes 
will indicate the postal value of each during the 
last year: 


Expenditure. Receipts. 
1. From New York to San Francisco, $350,000 $170,825 40 
2. Overland, via El Paso, &¢ 600,000 119,766 76 
3. St. Joseph to Salt Lake City 125,000 4,305 64 
4. Salt Lake City to Placerville... 83,241 973.50 
5. San Antonio to Camp Stoekton.. 70,000 593 41 


Ii thus appears that the revenue accruing from 
the service between St. Joseph and Placerville, 
via Salt Lake City, amounted to but $5,284 14; 
yet upon this route—adding thereto the short 
distances between St. Louis and St. Joseph and 
San Francisco and Placervillo—a bill now pend- 
ing before Congress proposes the establishment 
ofa daily service, under the delusive expectation 
of carrying through this vast desert, and over 
mountains for several months of the year covered 
with snow and impassable, the mails, weighing 
tons, which are now. safely, rapidly, and regu- 
larly transported by other routes that are open 
and unobstructed throughout the year. The en- 
terprise in its practical operation would, na doubt, 
result in a complete failure, owing to the charac- 
ter of the road, the rigors of the winter, and the 
bulk and weight of the mails. It could not be 
maintained ata less cost than $600,000 per annum; 
and, while disastrous to the last degree to the 

ostal interests, this lavish outlay would prove 
Pencficial only to the contractors. If their im- 
portunities and the importunities of their friends 
cannot be withstood by the Government, it would 
be far better that they and their descendants, for 
an indefinite period, should be pensioned from the 
‘Treasury, than that this unparalleled waste of the 
public money should be allowed. 

The act of Congress of 21st June last directed 
me to contract with the California Stage Com- 
pany for daily service in stages, between Sacra- 
mento City, in California, and Portland, in Ore- 
gon, running through in seven days, from April 
1 to December 1, and in twelve days, the balance 
of the year, at $90,000 per annum. This line 
went into operation on the 15th of September, 
under my order, when the service previously ex- 
isting on the road, costing $25,883 per annum, 
was Withdrawn. The act also directed the organ- 


ization of a six-times-a-week line, in steamboats 
and stages, between Portland, Oregon, and Olym- 
pia, in Washington Territory, at a rate of cost 
not exceeding that prescribed for the former route. 
The contractors for the semi-weekly mail already 
in operation between-the latter points, were di- 
rected to improve accordingly, making the trips 
in thirty-six hours, as required by the act, at 
$12,346 additional pay, per annum. They have 
not yet been heard from. The act further directed 
that the ocean service, performed .semi-monthly 
since October, 1857, between San Francisco and 
Olympia, at $122,500 per annum, should be with- 
drawn, when the routes referred to were put in 
operation. The Pacific Mail Steamship Company, 
who held the contract therefor, have been in- 
structed to discontinue service accordingly. As 
there has existed for some ycars a’six-times-a- 
week steamboat service, between San Francisco 
and Sacramento City, one hundred and twenty 
miles, through ineleven hours, and as the net ex- 

ense of the new interior route, as arranged, is 

ut $76,463 a year, it will be perceived that the 
effect of the arrangements will be to make the ser- 
vice between San Francisco and Olympia (nearly 
one thousand miles) much more frequent than 
heretofore, and at a considerable saving in ex- 
penditure, an increase of mail facilities, which 
will, doubtless, afford great satisfaction, as well 
as accommodation, to the numerous important 
towns lying between said points. 


SAN ANTONIO AND SAN DIEGO, 


It was stated in the last annual report that the 
cost of this service had been reduced from $196,000 
to $120,000 per annum, by restoring it to its ori- 
ginal footing as a semi-monthly mail. Within 
the past year that portion of the route between 
San Diego and Fort Yuma was discontinued as 
entirely useless, which resulted in a saving of 
$28,695. Between El Paso and Camp Stockton, 
a ‘star’? has been substituted for the coach ser- 
vice, and the semi-monthly improved toa weekly 
mail, with a reduction of the expenditure of 
$12,579. The scrvice has also been increased to 
a weekly mail between San Antonio and Camp 
Stockton. This has involved an additional 
annual outlay of $16,274, which, however, was 
necessary in order to complete the postal connec- 
tion between New Orleans and San Francisco. 
It thus appears that the aggregate of the retrench- 
ments made in the expenditures on this route 
since March, 1859, amounts to $101,000. As thus 
modified, the route meets every postal want, and 
the service upon it is believed to be entirely sat- 
isfactory to the public. 


CHARLESTON, SAVANNAH, AND KEY WEST SERVICE. 


Under the provisions of the act approved June 
25, 1860, proposals were invited for transporting 
the mails semi-monthly in steamships between 
Charleston and Savannah and Key West; and on 
the 3d day of October, 1860, a contract was con- 
eluded with the owner of the steamer Isabel, to 
continue for four years from the Ist day of July, 
1860, at an annual compensation of $40,000. 
Whether the service to be performed be viewed 
in its commercial or postal aspects, the sum agreed 
to be paid for it must be regarded as extravagant. 
The absence, however, of competition, rendered 
it impracticable to secure better terms, while the 
mandatory tone of the law left the Department no 
alternative but to accept the best responsible offer 
made, provided it did not exceed the maximum 
fixed by the act. The revenues derived from this 
service will not exceed $500 per annum; indeed, 
as one half of the limited correspondence between 
the termini of the route will be conveyed via the 
Florida railroad and steamers on the western coast 
of the peninsula, the probability is that the re- 
ceipts will fall much below the sum named. This 
was well known to Congress, and leaves no room 
to doubt that commercial considerations alone 
led to the enactment of the law under which this 
service has been established. In fact, the history 
of the act makes this quite as manifest as if the pur- 
pose had been declared in the title of the bill itself. 
Had this large appropriation been payable from 
the common Treasury, I should have forborne 
all remark upon its improvidence, and would have 
left to others the task of commenting alike upon 
the expediency and constitutionality of such a 
disposition of the public money. Theappropria- 


tion, however, was made from the postal fund, 
and those charged with its administration cannot 
but deplore its perversion to an object so entirely 
foreign to that for which it was contributed by 
the public. So wastcful an expenditure of the 
earnings of the Department is to the last degree 
discouraging to all endeavors at prudence’ and 
frugality in their administration on the part of the 
executive branch of the Government. In truth, 
this course of legislation is a seeming rebuke to 
the self-sustaining theory on which the Post 
Office Department was organized and so long and 
so honorably conducted, and tends thus to destroy 
that powerful motive to economy which has ever 
been the conservative element of the service. If 
persisted in, it must finally result in confounding 
the postal revenues with the common Treasury , 
and in disavowing the trust with which these rev- 
enues have been charged from the foundation of 
the Government, or in openly disregarding its 
obligations. : 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER MAIL. 


It appears from the last annual report.that the 
aggregate cost of the service between St. Paul and 
New Orleans for the year ending June 30, 1859, 
was $328,278. The reduction of $47,213, made 
above the mouth of the Ohio, operated to bring 
the expenditure for the last fiscal year down to 
$281,065. The tri-weekly river mail between 
Memphis and New Orleans has been since dis- 
continued, which has resulted ina further retrench- 
ment of $76,600 per annum, so that the total out- 
lay upon the route for the current fiscal year will 
be $204,463. The discontinuance last referred to 
was made in consequence of the heavy through 
mails having been transferred to the ratlroads, of 
which acontinuous line now exists between Mem- 
phis and New Orleans. The expenditure still 
made upon the river route very far exceeds its 
postal value, and is only continued from deference 
to the apparent will of Congress, as manifested 
in the mandatory act under which the service was 
established. These contracts will expire on the 
30th June, 1862, when it will be practicable and 
the duty of the Department to place the trans- 
portation of these river mails on the footing which 
it occupied prior to the passage of the law re- 
ferred to. No doubt is entertained that by en- 
gaging their conveyance by the trip, and thus 
opening the service to free competition on the part 
of the steamers plying on the Mississippi, at least 
$100,000 per annum might be saved from the 
present expenditure, 


NEW YORK AND NEW ORLEANS MAIL. 


The subjoined table will exhibit the character 
of the service during the past year between New 
York and New Orleans on the central or Knox- 
ville route and on that via Wilmington: 


Southwestern route, via Knoxville, Tennessee. 
7 Schedule time, to March, inclusive, 43 days; from April, 
ays. 

Actal average, 5 days 2 hours. 

Arrivals in schedule time, 340. 

Arrivals out of schedule time, 339. 

Atlantic route, via Wilmington, North Carolina. 

Schedule time, 5} days. 

Actual average, 5 days 19 hours. 

Arrivals in schedule time, 431. 

Arrivals out of schedule time, 136. 

Near the close of May last, mails from New 
York for New Orleans and from New Orleans for 
New York ceased to be transmitted via Wilming- 
ton. They have since been sent wholly by the 
other route. 

It thus appears that while the average time 
upon the central route is seventeen hours less than 
onthatby Wilmington, yet the arrivals upon the 
latter are more regular and much more frequently 
within the schedules than upon the former. Both 
of these routes, however, show a marked im- 
provement, alike in regularity and speed, as com- 

ared with the returns of the preceding year. 

hus, the central exhibits for 1860, 340 arrivals 
in schedule time, ageinst 24] for 1859, and an av- 
erage time of 5 days 2 hours against 5 days 225 
hours; while that by Wilmington presents an 
average time of 5 days 19 hours against 6 days 
1; hour for 1859, and 431 arrivals in schedule 
time during about 11 months, against 403 for the 
entire year of 1859. Netther of these routes, how- 
ever, has fulfilled the promises which were made 
to the Department, or justified the expectations 


1860.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL -GLOBE. 


15 


367m Cong....2D Sess. 


Report of the Postmaster General. 


a 


: Senate & Ho. or Reps. 


which have been entertained in reference to it, as 
a carrier of the mails. 

Under the authority of the act of June 14, 1858, 
& contract has been entered into for the transport- 
ation of the mails between Charleston and New 
Orleans, via the ocean and the Florida railroad— 
schedule time, fully guaranticd, 60 hours. The 
present schedule ume between New York and 
Charleston is 48 hours, which would give, by this 
route, from New York to New Orleans, 108 hours, 
or 44 days—being 14 hours less than the average 
time by the cevtral, and 3] hours less than that by 
the Wilmington route. The expectation, how- 
ever, is confidently indulged that the service be- 
tween Charleston and New Orleans will be per- 
formed in from 50 to 55 hours, in which event 
there will be thus offered advantages for the con- 
veyance of the great southern mail much superior 
to those hitherto afforded by any other route. In 
this connection may be mentioned the recently 
established 


NIGHT MAIL BETWEEN NEW YORK AND BOSTON. 


The value and necessity of a postal communi- 
cation between these large commercial marts, at 
a later hour of the day than has hitherto existed, 
has long been apparent to the Department; but 
various difficulties have intervened to prevent its 
attainment. All the lines connecting the two cities 
are composed of three and four distinct compa- 
nies, deriving their charters from as many differ- 
ent States, and having each its own interests and 
local purposes toadvance. Recent negotiations, 
however, have resulted in arrangements for an 
interior night train, leaving New York at cight, p. 
m. and ranning through New Haven, Hartford, 
Springfield, and Worcester, reaching Boston in 
not more than nine hours, and returning from 
Boston to New York at similar hours. In this 
manner, correspondence prepared in either city 
to the close of the latest business hours is taken 
through and delivered at an early hour of the suc- 
éecding morning. A connection is also made at 
New York with the morning mail from the South 
—which is thus expedited some thirteen hours—so 
that letters (and passengers) leaving Washington 
in the morning, arrive at Boston in less than 
twenty-three hours, and from Baltimore in about 
twenty-one hours; conversely, correspondence 
leaving Boston at cight o'clock one evening, is 
received and delivered at Washington before the 
same hour the next evening. À : 

The arrangement is for three months only, it 
being an experiment, to result in a permanent or- 
ganization, should it prove successful as a postal 
measure, and remunerative to the contractocs as 
a passenger CONVCYAUNCe: 

RAILROAD SERVICE: 
After alluding to the irregularities connected 


with the transportation of the mails on the rül- į 


roads of the country, growing out of the refusal 
of many of the companies to execute the custom- 
ary contracts, it was stated in the last annual 
report to be the purpose of the Department to 
“notify these companies that, on and after March 
31, 1860, the mails would be delivered to them 
only on condition of their entering into formal 
agreements, containing on their part the usual 
stipulations for the faithful performance of the 
service.” Subsequently, however, a bill was 
passed by the Senate, and would probably have 
passed the klouse of Representatives, but for lack 
of time to consider it, essentially modifying the 
existing laws prescribing the compensation and 
duties of the railroad companies as carricrs of the 
mails; and it was deemed advisable that the pro- 
visions of this bill should be the basis of the con- 
tracts, the execution of which it was proposed to 
enforce. ‘The action contemplated has therefore 
been postponed, in order that the Department 
may be in a condition to avail itself at once of the 
relief which would be afforded by the bill referred 
to, should it become a law. 


a 
NEW ROUTES. 

By the “act to furnish additional mail facil- 
ities,” approved May 16, 1860,the sum of $25,160 
was placed at the disposal of the Department for 
mail routes in western Kansas, 
act of March 27, preecding, for the supply of the 
Pike’s P region; and the sum of $400,000 was 
appropriated for putting in operation such of the 


authorized by the |! 


| unpaid in the different post offices, but at several 


i 


routes established by the act of June 14, 1858, 
“as the Postmaster General might deem advisa- 
ble.” In anticipation of the appropriation for 


| the routes first named, namely, those intended 
| for the conveyance of mails to the gold regions of 


western Kansas, proposals were invited by ad- 
vertiscment, dated on the Tth April, the service 
to commence as soon as practicable after the Ist 
July, and continue to 30th June, 1862, On open- 
ing the proposals, on the 15th June, it was found 
that the aggregate sum bid for the whole number 
of routes (five) was but $7,579 perannum. The 
proposal for the principalroute, namely, that from 
Falesbürg (on the Salt Lake route) to DenverCity, 
was $800 only, for the weekly conveyance of a 
mail, probably never less than half a ton in weight, 
adistance of two hundred and forty miles, through’ 
anew country, nearly destitute of the necessary 
facilities for transportation. As was to have been 
expected, the accepted bidder for this route utter] 
failed to make any provision for the service; and, 
under a subsequent advertisement, a proposal 
was accepted, and a contract made, with another 
party to take the mail from Fort Kearny, a point 
one hundred and ten miles east of Julesburg, on 
the Salt Lake route, und convey it to Denver 
City, once a week, in six and a half days, a dis- 
tance of four hundred miles. The other routes 
included in this group are under contract, and in 
efficient operation. The routes established by 
the act of June 14, 1858—first advertised February 
J, 1859, but not let in consequence of the failure 
of the postal appropriation bill at the second ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Fifth Congress—were again 
advertised May 16, 1860, the service to commence 
on the Atlantic routes October 1, and on the Pa- 
cific routes December 1. Decisions on the pro- 


| posals received were made July 31, the aggregate 


amount of the bids accepted being at the rate of 
ete per annum, or $206,647 for the remain- 
er of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, which 
is $132,353 less than the sum ($400,000) appro- 
priated. 
PREPAYMENT. 

After the act of March 3, 1855, making prepay- 
ment compulsory, had gone into operation, it 
was found that large numbers of unpaid letters 
continucd to be posted. Supposing that this was 
the result of a lack of knowledge qn the part of 
the public of the requirements of the new law, 
the Department directed that fi all such cases the 
parties addressed should be advised by the post- 
masters that such letters had been deposited for 
transmission, and would be forwarded on receipt 
of the postage. This practice has been continued 
for more than five years, but the evil which it 
was established tocorrect still continues. The fact 
that the postal laws exact the prepayment of all 
domestic letters is certainly as notorious as any 
goverumental regulation can possibly be made; and 
yet these letters not only continue to be lodged 


points they have of late been on the increase. In 
New York tbeir average number is fifty-nine 
daily, and jit is presumed that in like proportion 
they are seceived al the other post offices through- 
out the country. Regarding this as evidencing 
a determination on the part of a portion of the 
correspondents using the mails, to evade the 
postal laws, the practice of notifying the parties— 
which has been one involving much labor and 
expense—has within a few weeks been aban- 
doned, and this class of letters are now sent at 
once to thedead-letter office. This appropriate dis- 
position of them will, it is believed, be promptly 
followed by a general compliance with the law. 


The same indisposition to obey the postal laws | 


has been manifested by the non-payment of the 
carrier’s fee on letters collected from the boxes 
for the mails in those cities in which this feature 
of the penny post has been introduced. The act 
of July 3, 1836, is imperative in requiring the 
prepayment of this fee; and concurring, as I do 
fully, in its policy, I have not felt justified in sus- 
pending or in any degree modifying its operation. 


| As, however, the date of its enforcement is so 


recent, it has been deemed advisable to pursue 
for a limited period the course already mentioned 
as having been adopted in reference to another 
class of letters, after the passage of the act of 
March 3, 1855. The letters are now retained for 
the payment of the carricr’s fee, and the parties 


addressed are notified, in order that, if they choose 
to do so, they may make the payment, which 
should have been made by the writers. .Through 
the press, and by placards. on the letter-boxes, 
every possible publicity has been given. to this 
law; and yet, from inadvertence, or fraud, or 
other cause, numerous letters continue to be de= 
posited in the boxes on which the carrier’s fee is 
not paid. The courtesy of the Department in 
giving the notice alluded to—which has imposed 
upon it a heavy burden—instead of being appre 
ciated, has been the means of provoking much 
bitter and senseless animadversion on the part of 
those who find themselves overtaken by the up- 
pleasant consequences of their own. neglect or 
fraud, or of that of their correspondents, Toall 
this, itis sufficient to reply, that the postal au~ 
thorities are but performing a plain and simple 
duty in enforcing this law; and if embarrassments 
ensue, it is but proper that they should fall upon 
those by whose willful or heedless conduct they 
have been superinduced. Ignorance so defiant of 
all attempts at its enlightenment, or indifference 
so insensible alike to duty and to interest, may 
well be permitted to suffer annoyance, and even 
loss, without exciting any serious concern, It 
is proper to say, that culpable negligence is not 
by any means confined to the correspondents of 
our own country. In England, as appears from 
tho last report of the Postmaster General, more 
than eleven thousand letters were posted during 
the year 1859, without any address at all, while, 
it is added, two hundred are daily posted at the 
principal office in London, unsealed. Were the 
duty of the public in reference to its correspond- 
ence as faithfully performed as is that of the Post 
Office Department, much of the complaint now 
heard of its irregularity and mismanagement 
would cease. 
PENNY POST. 

In the last annual report it was recommended 
that the provision of the act of 1825, levying a 
postage of one cent on ‘drop letters,” should be 
repealed, in order that the Department, by a re- 
duction of its rates, might be enabled more suc- 
cessfully to compete with private expresses in the 
delivery of the local correspondence of the cities. 
This repeal was made; but Congress went fur- 
ther, and declared that thereafter the charge on 
each letter delivered by a carrier should be not 
exceeding one cent. The effect of this was to 
take from the Department the discretion in regu- 
lating the charge which had been conferred upon 
it by the acts of July 2, 1836, and March 3, 1851. 
It has been satisfactorily ascertained that in the 
smaller and sparsely populated cities and tows 
the compensation fixed by the recent act is wholly 
insufficient to support the carrier system. Yet 
in this class of cities and towns the publicdemand 
the delivery of their letters by carriers, and are 
entirely willing to pay for the service a rate of 
compensation which would render it remunera- 
tive. As the discretion previously existing npon 
the subject has never been abused, and as there 
is no probability that the rate would ever be raised 
beyond what would be necessary to render the 
carrier system self-sustaining, or beyond what 
would be cheerfully submitted to by the public, 
I recommend that the provision of the act of last 
session be repealed, and that the Department shall 
have authority to collect such postage on all let- 
ters delivered by carriers as shall be deemed neces- 
sary to compensate them for the service, provided 
that it shall not exceed two cents per letter. 

The acts of July 2, 1836, and March 3, 1851, 
contemplated that the same charge should be made 
for the delivery of letters into the post office as 
for their delivery at the domicil of the cinzen. 
From some unexplained cause, this provision of 
the law was not executed, and the service of de- 
livering lettersinto the post office for transmission 
has been gratuitously performed. No reason 
could be urged in support of this usage, since this 
service, thus rendered without any return, has 
always to the extent of its performance cost the 
Depariment as much as that for which compen- 
sation has been exacted. Orders have. accord- 
ingly been given for the enforcement of this view 
of the law; and the revenue derived from this 
source, added to the other receipts of the carrier 
system, will give it adequate support in the large 
cities at the low rate of one cent establishcd vy 
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the existing law, provided it can command the 
‘entire local correspondence for delivery. “This 
‘ean be accomplished only by placing the postal 
systemy on the same footing inthe cities that it 
occupies in the rural. districts. That such a ne- 
cessity Would arise’ was clearly foreseen by Con- 
gress, and in the-tenth section of the act of March 
8, 1851, the Postmaster General was authorized 
to establish post routes-within allcities and towns 
-where the postmasters are appointed by the Pres- 
ident of the United States: By virtue of this act, 
-Phavej by formal order, declared all the streets, 
Tanes, avenues, &«., within the corporate limits 
of the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadel- 
phiay to be post roads, and have notified all en- 
paged. in the transportation and delivery of letters, 
for compensation, in said cities, that they would 
thereby expose themselves to the penalties im- 
posed Sad third section of the act of March 2, 
1827. ‘The private expresses in the cities named 
Have acquiesced in the legality of this step, with 
the exception of one in Philadelphia, known as 
“ Blood’s Express,”? which has continued the 
regular delivery of letters in defiance of the order 
of the Department. 

A: bill m equity was filed with a view of re- 
straining the company from this habitual and 
persistent violation of the postal laws; but, ùpon 
full argument and consideration had on the ques- 
tions involved, the injunotion was denied. ‘Lhe 
ground assumed by the learned judges in their de- 
cision—a copy of which accompanies this report 
~is that the statute of March 3, 1851, did not in- 
tend to confer upon the Government the same 
monopoly as carriers of letters, packets, &c., over 
the ‘post routes thereby authorized to be estab- 
lished, as was conferred upon it by the act of 
March 2, 1827; in reference to the general post 
roads of thecountry. While entertaining the most 

rofound respect for the tribunal pronouncing this 
opinion, it is but proper to say thatits reasoning 
has not impressed me, nor have I been able to 
adopt the conclusions at which it has arrived. 
The streets, alloys, &c.; of Philadelphia are now, 
by virtue of the act of March 3, 1851, post 
routes;”’ thisis not denied. The statute of March 
2, 1827, declares that “no person, other than the 
Postmaster General, or his authorized agents, 
shall set up any foot or horse post for the con- 
veyance of letters and packets upon any post road, 
which is or may be established as such by law; and 
that every person who shall offend, shall incur a 
penalty,” &c. If the words * any post road which 
is or may be established,” do not embrace those 
declared to'be such by law in the city of Phila- 
delphia, it is not easy to conceive what terms 
could be employed sufficiently comprehensive for 
the purpose. Lhe quo animo imputed to Con- 
gress in the enactment of the act of March 3, 1851, 


is-by no means made apparent in the course of | 


the argument. ‘The monopoly created by the act 
of March 2, 1827, would seem to extend alike to 
every post road then existing, or thereafter to ex- 
ist, whether pervading the country or the city, or 
connecting different post offices with each other, 
or with the domicil of the citizen. There is no 
testriction in the language; and to impose one by 
construction is to impair, if not to defeat, the car- 
rier system which Congress has recognized as a 
necessary integral part of the postal service: It 
seems that every consideration which can be urged 
in support of the monopoly, conceded to exist on 
the general post roads of the country, will equally 
apply to that claimed for those of the city. As 
the constitutional power for the purpose is not 
seriously controverted, with a view of relieving 
the Department from future litigation upon the 
question, I recommend that, in terms so precise 
and emphatié as not to be mistaken by the courts, 
Congress shall apply the provisions of the act of 
March 2, 1827, to all post routes established in 
the cities under the authority of the statute of 
March 3, 1851. 

No objection, on the score either of policy or 
principle, can be successfully urged against the 
suppression Sf the private expresses occupied in 
the conveyance of letters and packets in our cities. 


aye i 
The growth of these cities, and the wants of our 


civilization, render the ministrations of the postal 
service, in the delivery of letters and packets at 
the ‘residence of the citizen, as indispensable as 
they are in the transportation and delivery of the 


mails at the various post offices in the country 
districts. But the service can only be maintained 
as a unit by clothing it with the rights.and priv- 
ileges of a complete Government monopoly in all 
the fields of its operation. Some of its branches 
are well known to be heavy burdens upon the 
Department; and they would be insupportably 
oppressive, were it not for the relief afforded by 
other branches which are remunerative; but which 
will continue to be so only so long as the compe- 
tition of private enterprise is effectually excluded. 

There are now four daily deliveries of letters 
and packets by carriers in the city of New York, 
four in Philadelphia, and three in Boston; and 
the number will be increased from time to time, 
as the increase of population and correspondence 
will justify it. The high price of labor, however, 
and the low rates of our postages, forbid the hope 
that, without some change in the existing laws, 
the system can ever attain the perfection which 
distinguishes it insome of the European capitals. 
While this is admitted, it should also be stated 
that its operations thus far have been more suc- 
cessful than could have been anticipated, in view 
of the obstacles it has had to encounter. The 
introduction of every new system, while secking 
the advancement of. the public good, can rarely 
avoid the invasion of local and petty personal 
interests, which provokes a hostility that too 
often finds its expression in deceptive criticism 
and unscrupulous defamation. When to such 
unworthy opposition the press is tempted to lend 
its influence, undue importance is given to the 
slightest irregularities that may oceur. Every 
effort possible, with the fands under the control 
of the Department, has been made to improve the 
efliciency of the carrier system; and while defects 
have existed, and still exist, it is believed that 
the result has satisfied public expectation, and 
has been creditable to the vigilant and faithful 
officers who have been charged with the super- 
vision of this difficult and perplexing branch of 
the public service. Appended to this report will 
be found an interesting communication from Hon. 
John A. Dix, the present enlightened head of the 
post office at New York. The views which he 
presents are the results of a thorough study of 
the details and practical working of the carrier 
system in that city, and his suggestions for its 
improvement are worthy of the most careful con- 
sideration of Congress. 


REGISTRATION OF LETTERS. 


The act of March 3, 1855, providing for the 
registration of valuable letters posted for trans- 
mission in the mails of the United States has now 
been in operation more than five years, but with 
results, I regret to add, which have disappointed 
the expectations that led to the adoption of this 
novel feature in our postal system. Whether re- 
garded as a precaution for the protection of the 
interests of this class of correspondents, or asan 
instrumentality for the detection of depredations 
upon the mails, the law has proved a failure. 
The Government assumes no responsibility what- 
ever for the loss of letters or packets thus regis- 
tered, and as they are conveyed in the same 
pouches, they are surrounded by no greater guar- 
antees for their security, either in transmission or 
delivery, than such as belong to the ordinary mails 
of the country. They bear a mark, however, 
which indicates to all through whose hands they 
pass, their valuable character; and this indication 
serves rather to suggest and invite depredation 
than to prevent it, The practical working of our 
mail system makes it entirely manifest that every- 
thing—be it bulk or registry mark—which points 
out the valuable contents of letters and packets, is, 
as far as possible, tobe avoided as certainly endan- 
gering their safety. „The principal argument 
which has been advanced in support of the exist- 
ing registry act is, that it operates asa safeguard 
for the rest of the mails by diverting the attention 
of the depredators from them. While this is no 
doubt true to a degree, it serves rather to confirm 
than to confute the view which I have presented 
against the longer continuance of a precaution 
that is fruitful only in danger to what it was de- 
signed to protect. The sagacity of private in- 
terest is proverbial, and the following table, show- 
ing the revenue derived from the registration of 
letters for the last five years, makes it clear that 


the public are fast losing the confidence with 
which the registry system was at first received. 

Amount of fees collected for registered letters 
for the fiscal year ending 
June SUS 1856 cdi Sate wea ENA sawing dae,6 S58) $31,466 50 
June 39, 1857... 17"'35;876 87 
June 30, 1858... ee z. 28,145 16 
June 30, 1859... a eek «+ 95,052 95 
June 30, 1860...c..sccecc eee es -| 25,038 70 

It will be observed that the receipts for 1860 
were $10,838 17 or 32.2 per cent less than for the 
year 1857. This exhibits a falling off in the 
number of letters and packets registered to the 
amount of 216,760; and yet during the brief period 
in which this decline occurred, the general cor- 
respondence and revenues of the service increased 
at least fifteen and a half per cent. This condi- 
tion of things can only find an explanation in the 
fact that correspondents have become convinced 
that in registering thcir valuable Ictters they have 
been but holding a light for the depredator, in- 
stead of darkening his way or embarrassing him 
in the commission of his crime. In this convic- 
tion I fully concur. 

It can scarcely be doubted that some plan could 
be devised, in connection with the existing postal 
service, which would secure the conveyance of all 
valuables committed to the mails under satisfac- 
tory guarantees for their safety, and under proper 
responsibilities on the part of the Government; 
but whether the public would submit to the in- 
creased rates of postage, which the administration 
of such a system would involve, may well be 
questioned. The subject is commended to the 
consideration of Congress as one of much import- 
ance; and should such a plan as has been sug- 
gested be devised and successfully carried into 
execution, not the least of its advantages would 
be the withdrawal of treasure from the ordinar 
mails of the country. The temptation to which 
postal officials are now exposed would no longer 
exist, and most of the demoralization that dis- 
honors the service would thus disappear. 


DEFALCATION OF POSTMASTER AT NEW YORK, 


In a report addressed to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, under date of 5th June last, the cir- 
cumstances attending the defalcation of Isaac V. 
Fowler, late postmaster at New York, were fully 
set forth. His embezzlement has been since 
ascertained to amount to $170,947 67. For this 
offense, which the statute justly punishes as a 
felony, an indictment has been found; but as 
Fowler is still a fugitive from justice, no arrest 
has taken place, and no trial can be had. A civil 
suit on his official bond has been commenced 
against his sureties; but no judgment has as yet 
been obtained. They resist the recovery princi- 
pally on the ground that it was understood be- 
tween themselves and Fowler that another surety 
should sign the bond before it was delivered to 
the Government, which was not done. Fowler 
has given his deposition in support of his defense, 
alleging that there was such an agreement between 
himself and the two suretics now sued, but that 
he failed to procure the signature of the third 
surety named, and forwarded the bond to the 
Department without apprising it of the existence 
of this agreement, It was thus aecepted in good 
faith by the Government, without the slightest 
intimation from any quarter that its execution 
was informal or incomplete. The gross fraud 
attempted to be practiced by this concealment, 
was a fitting prelude to the embezzlement which 
followed, if, indeed, it was not a systematic prep- 
aration for it. Should the court hold that this 
secret compact between these sureties and their 
principal, though not communicated to the Gov- 
ernment, will bar the pending suit, then no con- 
fidence can be safely reposed by the Departments 
in any bond executed by their officers engaged 
in the public service. In that event, it will be 
for Congress to determine whether some further 
legislation is not necessary for the protection of 
those interests whose security the announcement 
of so extraordinary a legal proposition must 
necessarily compremise. 

RETRENCUMENT. 


The experience of the past year has fully vin- 
dicated the retrenchment and reforms previously 
made, and which were presented somewhat in 
detail in the last annual report. So far from inm- 
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pairing, they have greatly increased the efficiency 
of the service, while they have unquestionably 
elevated and purified its moral tone. The policy 
which they announced is believed to have the 
support of the deliberate judgment of the country, 
and is not the less valid because its practical en- 
forcement may have given offense to those whose 
unscrupulous ambition would use the revenues of 
this Department as an instrument for political 
advancement. The opinion is entertained more 
firmly than ever that the Department should be 
administered in conformity to the self-sustaining 
theory on which it was organized and faithfully 
conducted for forty-five years, and that every 
departure from this principle is deplorable in its 
tendencies, alike to its honor and to the vigor and 
success of its operations. Large retrenchments 
have been made in the cost of the service during 
the past year, which, however, will be overcome 
by the expenditures upon the new routes ordered 
by Congress, and which have been put into op- 
eration since the close of the last session. This 
excess bears but a small proportion to the heav 
increase in the postal revenues as compared with 
the previous year; so that the financial status of 
the Department is still continually improving, as 
rapidly as the legislation of Congress will permit. 
All complaints made of reductions upon the routes 
have been carefully examined; and additional mail 
facilities have been ordered whenever the amount 
of correspondence conveyed would in any degree 
justify it. The postal fund is the common prop- 
erty of the nation, and should be disbursed on 
uniform and just principles; and no community 
or regior of country has a right to demand thata 
larger proportion of it shall be expended, cither 
for the multiplication or acceleration of its mails, 
than its correspondence will entitle it to. In Eng- 
land this rule of administration is universally rec- 
ognized and cheerfully acquiesced in by the pub- 
lic. In that country, from whose large experience 
and ripened judgment in postal affairs much may 
be learned, when a city or community requires 
mail accommodations beyond what its legitimate 
share of the postal fund will afford, they are 
granted only on condition that the excess shall 
e paid for by those at whose instance and for 
whose benefit the expenditure is made, This is 
the inexorable law of the service; and while its 
operation is just to all, it cheeks extravagant and 
wasteful appropriations of the postal revenues, 
and thus protects the Department from those op- 
pressive burdens which are so heedlessly im- 
posed upon it in the United States. “This prin- 
ciple is thus enforced even against the Government 
itself, so that while the English steamers carry 
the mails at enormous cost to almost every part 
of the civilized world, the Post Office Department 
is debited with only so much of this expenditure 
as is covered by the postages received on the 
mails thus conveyed. The excess is defrayed 
by appropriations from the Treasury of the na- 
tion, in furtherance of whose interests this ex- 
tended and onerous service is performed. This 
system, so carefully maintained, is an illustra- 
tion alike of justice and of an enlightened states- 
manship, whose lessons should not be lost. 


AMENDMENTS OF POSTAL LAWS. 


At the last session of Congress, bills were in- 
troduced in the House of Representatives, hav- 
ing for their object various modifications, which 
I venture to hope will be made in our postal laws 
atan early day. Although the measures therein 
proposed have been recommended by the Depart- 
ment in special communications to the Post Office 
Committee of the House, I deem it proper here 
to refer to them, and to recapitulate, briefly, 


some of the reasons submitted in support of their 


passage. 
It is propesed to fix a uniform rate of five cents 
for ship letters, whether delivered at the port of 


arrival or forwarded by mail, thus avoiding the | 
anomaly of charging six cents when delivered at ; 
the port of arrival, and only five cents when for- | 


warded as required by existing laws. The fee 


to captains being two cents, the Department will | 


receive the uniform rate of three cents as its share 
of the postage. 


To guard against loss to the postal revenue | 


from the transmission of 


the mails. by steamships 
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mail matter outside of 
running on mail lines, 


i 
H 
i 


it is recommended that the ordinary rate of post- 
age, with two cents added, {the captain’s fee,) 
be charged on all letters so carried, instead of 
the ship-letter rate. . 

Upon all letters to foreign. countries. with 
which we have no postal arrangements, as to 
Mexico, Cuba, &c., it is considered Very advisa- 
ble to have a uniform rate of ten cents, instead of 
charging, as at present, ten or twenty cents, ac- 
cording to distance. It is often difficult, particu- 
larly for postmasters in the interior, to determine 
the distance letters are to be transmitted; and this 
leads to irregularity and complaint. In some in- 
stances insufficient postage is taken, and the let- 
ter has to be returned for full prepayment; while 
in others too much is ollected. Much the greater 
part of this correspondence comes within the 
twenty-five hundred miles. 

It is proposed to permit regular dealers in 
newspapers and periodicals to receive by mail 
such quantities of cither as they may require, and 
to pay the postage on receipt, at the same ratesas 
regular subscribers to such publications. The 
object and propriety of this will be readily per- 
ceived. 

Maps, engravings, lithographs, or photographic 
prints, on rollers orin paper covers, phonographic 
paper, letter envelopes, and books, bound or un- 

ound, itis recommended shall beallowed to besent 
in the mail charged with postage by the weight of 
the package, not to exceed four pounds, at one cent 
an ounce, to any place in the United States under 
fifteen hundred miles, and two cents an ounce over 
fifteen hundred miles. It is proposed, also, to 
apply the same rates to cards, blank or printed, 
when put up in packages of at least eight ounces, 
and of seeds or cuttings, in packages not exceed- 
ing eight ounces in weight. Many of the above 
enumerated articles are now entirely withheld 
from the mails, owing to their being subject to 
letter postage; and by reducing the rate upon them 
a much desired accommodation will be secured 
to the public, and the revenues of the Department 
increased. 

Under the act of 1855, the domestic rate of post- 
age for letters is three cents under three thousand 
miles, and ten cents when the distance exceeds 
three thousand miles. The intention of this Jim- 
itation was to secure the higher rate upon all let- 
ters transmitted to and from the Pacific States. 
But since the establishment of the overland mail, 
the distance from the valley of the Mississippi to 
California being less than three thousand miles, 
much of this correspondence pays only the lower 
rate of three cents; and in order to maintain the 
original purpose of the law, it is recommended 
that said act be so modified as to require the ten- 
cent rate to be prepaid on all letters conveyed in 
the mail from any point in the United States east 
of the Rocky Mountains to any State or Terri- 
tory on the Pacific, and vice versa. In view of the 
expensive character of the mail service to the 
Pacific, this rate is sufficiently low. From 1848 
to 1851, it was forty cents the single letter. 

Drop letters, like all other domestic letters, it 
is advised should be subject to the same rule of 
compulsory prepayment by postage stamps. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


- The ground now occupied by the post office in 
New York has been bought asa site for a new 
and enlarged edifice, which, in its dimensions and 
arrangements, shall be commensurate with the 
wants ofthe service. ‘he price agreed to be paid 


| is $200,000, which leaves of the appropriation a 
i balance of $300,000 for the construction of the 


building. The title to the property has been ex- 


| amined, and determined to be perfect, by the At- 


torney General; and the assent of the Legislature 
of New York is alone required to consummate 
the purchase. So soon as this shall have been 
obtained, a plan will be adopted, and proposals 
invited, for the erection of the building. 

The commissioners have also at length suc- 
ceeded in procuring a site in every way desirable 
for the new post office which, for a series of 
years, it has been in contemplation to build in the 
city of Philadelphia. The cost of the property, 
however, has so far exhausted the appropriation 
that there remains an unexpended balance of but 
$153,107 29. This sam will probably be insufi- 
cient for the erection of the edifice, which should, 


in its style, correspond with the. prevailing archi- 
tecture-of the city, as, in its proportions; it'should:: 
be equal:to the present and future: exigencies of- 
the postal administration: - The architectof the. 
Government.is-now engaged.-in.. the: preparation»: 
of plans for.such a.huilding, and should his esti+ : 
mate of .its cost exceed the balance of. the appro: 
ptiation remaining unexpended, itis recommended:: 
that the deficiency be supplied, and thatthe De- 

partment be authorized: to: proceed ‘at once. with 

the. work. Poa eth al aan helgs 

Although the fiscal year ended 30th June last 
embraced one of those periods, recurring -quad- 
rennially, during which there isan unusual: dè» 
mand for mail bags, in consequence: of the vastly 
increased amount of printed matter transmitted 
through the mails, there was a reduction. of 
twenty-five per cent. in the expense of all thé 
mail bags purchased and repaired for the service 
during that year, compared with the year next 
preceding. 

The locked bags, of all kinds, (used. forthe 
transmission of letters,) purchased: and put into 
the service during the fiscal year ended 30th June 
last, number.5,700, and cost $15,294.99, being 
thirty-seven per cent. Jess in number, and fifty- 
eight per cent. less in cost,-than such as were 
purchased, and put into service, during the pre- 
ceding year, the cost of which was $36,859. 05... 

The canvas sacks (used for the transportation 
of printed matter) purchased and put into service 
during the fiscal year ended 30th June last, num- 
ber 29,900, and cost $21,996, being about three 
per cent. more in number, and twenty-four per 
cent. more in cost, than such as were purchased’ 
and put into service during the preceding year, 
under a prior contract,and of an inferior quality, 

The mail bags of all kinds, purchased during 
the fiscal year ended 30th June last, number, in 
the aggregate, 28,600, and cost $37,300 99; being- 
seven per cent. less in number, and thirty-one 
per cent. less in cost, than such as were purchased 
and put into service during the preceding year, 
the cost of which was $54,461 75. 

The repairs of mail bags, during the fiscal year 
ended 30th June last, cost $12,202 04, or about. 
five per cent, more than during the preceding 

ear. . RRAS 

The total expense for the purchase and repairs 
of mail bags of every description, during ‘the 
fiscal year ended 30th June last, amounted to 
$49,503 03, or $16,552 51 less than the expend- 
iture for the same objects durig the preceding 

ear. 

The sum ($56,710 39) stated in another place as 
expended for mail bags during the last fiscal year, 
includes payments to the amount of $7,117 36 
made for mail bags purchased and put into ser- 
vice during the preceding year ended June 30, 1859. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, J. HOLT. 

To the Presiwent. 


Report of the Seeretary of War. 


War Deparrment, December 3, 1860. 

Sir: The authorized and actual strength of the 
Army remains substantially the same as last year, 
In conformity with the policy which I announced 
to you in my last annual report, the troops avail- 
able for service against the hostile Indians, and 
others that have become so since that time, have 
been engaged in campaigns of the greatest actiy- 
ity. This year the Army has been constantly in 
the field, and upon an active war footing. 

The department of Texas has been restored to 
tranquillity, and relieved from all apprehension of 
invasion or molestation by the armed and maraud- 
ing bands on the Mexican frontier. It has been 
found necessary to occupy with sufficient force 
the commanding posts on and near the Rio Grande; 
so we have that frontier well protected from Fort 
Fillmore to Fort Brown. These important move- 
ments have not been made without much.toil and 
fatigue; and while looking mainly to defenses 
upon the Rio Grande, an important consideration 
was also to hold in check the Camanche Indians of 
that frontier, and to protect the settlements frora 
their marauding parties. The hostilities of last 
year with the Kiowaand Camanche Indians upon 
the head waters of the Arkansas and the Canadian 
have not yet been brought to a close. A very 
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active campaign has been carried on against them, 
and,they have been.met and-chastised on several 


occasions. In one of these engagements, toward |: 


the head: waters of ‘the. Republican. fork ‘of Kan- 
sas river, a large body- ofthese Indians was en- 
countered by Captain Sturgis, of the first cavalry, 
and severely chastised.: They have been broken 
and dispersed: in-every direction; but, being en- 
tirely nomadic, they: may concentrate, and-again 
male. hostile demonstrations somewhere within | 
the: boundaries of the immense region over which 
théyroam. r Seii 
“In New. Mexico, the outrages and depredations 
of the Indians:have been very daring and numer- 
ous,.and-nearly the whole: Territory may be said 
tohave:been infested by them throughout the 
season. To make an effective campaign against 
these Indians, and to chastise them in an exem- 
plary manner, it became necessary to take a large 
art-of the ‘troops stationed in Utah southward to 

ew Mexico. This march was performed in a 
very créditable manner, and in good time. ‘The 
troops, after accomplishing a march of six hun- 
dred miles through a trackless wilderness, were 
ready, after a short halt, to make a movement of 
one hundred and. fifty. miles more, and: prosecute 
a campaign against the numerous and powerful 
tribe:of the Navajoes.. There is little doubt that 
these savages will meet with the chastisement 
which! has become necessary in order to bring 
them under control again. 

The Pa-Utes, a powerful tribe of warlike In- 
diang about the region of Carson Valley, in the 
Territory of Utah, broke out into hostility to the 
whites. very; suddenly this summer, and com- 
mitted many atrocious murders.. A party of vol- 
unteers from the vicinity of Washoe silver mines 
was organized, under command of Mr. Ormsby, 
for pursuit... "The Indians, who were very nu- 
merous, succeeded in. drawing this party into an 
ambuseade, driving them back with considerable 
loss.; Among the: killed. in that unfortunate af- 
fair was theleader, Mr. Ormsby, himself. This 
inċident ‘created: great excitement and alarm 
throughout all the mining country of Carson Val- 
ley, then’ rapidly filling up from the flattering re- 
ports of rich silver deposits there, and it became 
necessary to send a sufficient force there promptly 
to chastise the Indians and restore quiet and con- 
fidence among the inbabitants, 

Before, however, the United States troops could 
reach the spot, the people of the country determ- 
ined to organize Ë force of sufficient strength to 
pursue and chastise effectually the savages. A 
few days were sufficient for the purpose, and a 
considerable body of-active, daring, enterprising 
men, rallied under the command of the celebrated” 
Toxan ‘ranger, Colonel J.-C. Hays, and, after 
equipping themselves as best they could, they set 
out in lala the Indians. At no great dis- 
tance they were overtaken by these volunteers, in 
conjunction with a detachment of United States 
troops, who joined them, They commenced at 
once the attack, ‘Che Indians were very power- 
falin numbers and strong in position, and were 
assisted greatly, if-not commanded, by white men. 
Butthe practiced eye of the cooland daring leader 
enabléd -him to ‘lead the assault with such skill 
that the vastly superior number of the Indians 
availed them nothing. They were driven from 
their strong position after a severe conflict, and 
finally put to complete rout. The Indians dis- 

ersed in every direction, as their custom is, nor 
nave they since rallied or given much cause for 
uneasiness to the settlers. I send herewith the 
report of this expedition, furnished by Colonel 
Hays to the Governor of Utah, and by him sent 
to this Department. Great credit is due to this 
gallant oficer and the men under his command 
for this timely and efficient defense of the inhab- 
itants of that remote portion of our territory. ‘The 
United States troops, after a very rapid and every 
way creditable march, reached the neighborhood 
of these transactions just in time to engage in and 
do'good service in the action, and, by their pres- 
ence afterwards, effectually to quell every symp- 
tom of hostility among the Indians. 
etang numbers ofour citizens in that region were 
deemed by the commanding officer of the depart- 
ment of sufficient importance to require the estab- 
lishment-of a military post there, which has ac- | 
cordingly beey done 
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The Snake Indians in Washington Territory, 
on the road recently opened from Fort Bridger to 
Fort Walla-Walla, have been hostile during the 
past season; and although a campaign was under- 
taken and prosecuted with vigor against them, 
it did-not result in reducing them to subordina- 
tion. Sinc€ the troops have been withdrawn 
from active operations in the field, a large body 
of emigrants were attacked, almost on the borders 
of the settlements, and many of them murdered. 
Efficient measures will be taken to chastise these 
Indians. 

It should be borne in mind that, while appro- 
priations have been made to sustain our Army 
upon a peace footing, it has been called upon to 
prosecute an active and sanguinary war, for a 
distance extending from the thirty-fifth to the 
forty-sixth degree of north latitude, with very 
numerous tribes of hardy and warlike Indians, 
It should be remembered, also, that the scenes of 
these operations have been over the wildest and 
most remote regions of our mountainous territo- 
ries lying between the plains on the eastern slope 
of the Rocky Mountain chain and the Pacific 
ocean. Under these circumstances it has required 
the greatest watchfulness and care to keep the 
expenditures for the year within the appropria- 
tions for it. A sum not less than half a million 
dollars has been required for these movements, 
the necessity for which was notand could not be 
foreseen in this Department. 


INDIAN BUREAU. 


1 feel no hesitation now in bringing to the no- 
tice of Congress the importance of restoring to the 
War Department the superintendence and control 
of the Indians. Itis quite impossible to impress 
upon these savages the idea of obedience by any 
other means than military power. They respect 
nothing but a strong military force, and its prox- 
imity to them is therefore essential. Without that 
sort of intimate knowledge of their temper and 
disposition which nothing but command over 
them could give, it is impossible for this Depart- 
ment to know how and where to dispose of the 
troops so as to secure quiet and peace on the part 
of the numerous tribes scattered over our immense 
territor Knowing nothing in this Department 
of the Tadians, except when in a state of actual 
hostility, it often, indeed continually, happens that 
important marches are necessary to be suddenly 
made to overawe or chastise those guilty of threat- 
enings and murder, and consequently these move- 
ments are attended with an expense dispropor- 
tionally large, but at the same time unavoidable. 

It would be very casy to devise a plan of regu- 
lating the Indian tribes, by which a large annual 
sum of money could be saved to the ‘l'reasury, 
by using the officers of the Army in discharging 
many of the duties now performed by others at 
high rates of compensation. For efficiency and 
economy, there is no doubt, inmy opinion, about 
the propriety of putting the Indian bureau under 
the charge of the War Department. 


QUARTERMASTER’S BUREAU. 

I point with great satisfaction to the manner in 
which the disbursements for the quartermaster’s 
bureau have been made within the period since 
leame into this Department. This bureau dis- 
burses all the moneys for the transportation of 


the Army—for their clothing, barracks, quarters, | 


and all other of the multitudinous outlays inci- 
dent upon the occupation and maintenance of our 
numerous military posts. Within the period 
spoken of, more than twenty-four million dollars 


i ($24,000,000) have been disbursed by about two 
‘hundred and three officers and agents. 


expenditures have becn in strict conformity to law 
and the regulations of the Department; and all this 
large amount has been fully accounted for and 
settled, except about twenty-four thousand nine 
hundred dollars, which has been suspended against 


| disbursing officers, probably the whole of which 


will be credited them upon farther explanations of 
their payments. A stricter accountability or a 
more faithful disbursement, it would be difficult 
to secure, - 


MARCH FROM ST. LOUIS TO OREGON RIYER. 


It was, in my judgment, a matter of the first | 
importance, in a military point of view, to ascer- | 


These | 


pramana 


from the thickly populated parts of the, Missis- 
sippi valley to the Pacific coast within such a 
space of time as to make them available for ser- 
vicethere, I took active measures to have aroad 
constructed, with the appropriations for that pur- 
pose, from Fort Walla-Walla, onthe Oregon 
river, across the mountain ranges, to Fort Benton, 
on the head of the Missouri river. At an early 
period last season, the detachment of recruits, 
amounting to three hundred men, embarked at 
St. Louis, on the 3d of May, on two steamboats 
of light draught, and with all the necessary ap- 

liances for such a march, set out on the journey. 
Phe season was the least propitious of any for 
some years, as the water was very low from fail- 
ure of rains in the spring and of the usual quan- 
tity of snow during the winter among the Rocky 
Mountain range. But, notwithstanding this dis- 
advantage, the expedition made good progress, 
reached fort Benton by the 2d day of July with- 
out any material hinderance, and took up their 
line of march for the Pacific. Transportation 
had been provided for them, and although there 
was some little delay in its reaching the command, 
it caused no material detention and resulted in no 
inconvenience. After a prosperous march of less 
than sixty days from Fort Benton, the command 
arrived in safety and good condition at Fort 
Walla-Walla. ‘This march, covering a distance 
of three thousand miles by waterand six hundred 
by land, has been made in the space of five 
months, (during one of which the troops were 
halted,) through an unknown and wilderness 
country, with no great additional expense beyond 
that of an ordinary march, and without any seri- 
ous accident. 

Although the movement was an experiment 
alone, it has demonstrated the important fact that 
this line of intercommunication can be made avail- 
able for moving large bodies of men from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific, and will constitute the means 
by which we can defend our possessions in that 
remote territory against any force that can be 
brought against it. Indeed, we can concentrate 
by this line, in the course of three, or at most four, 
months, onthe Pacific, a stronger force than could 
be put there by any other Power in the space of 
a year, or probably a much longer time. 

‘This route, for military purposes, deserves the 
fostering care of Congress; and with compara- 
tively a small sum of moncy spent upon the re- 
moval of obstacles from the Missouri river, and 
some additional expenditure on the road, this line 
would constitute a most valuable improvement, 
second only, and hardly seeond for military pur- 
poses, to any of the projected lines of railroads to 
the Pacific. It may be fairly doubted whether 
any means of transportation whatever would be 
capable of conveying a very large army, with its 
baggage, artillery, horses,and munitions of war, 
to the Pacific in so short a space of time and at 
so small a cost as it might be donc on this, 

A considerable portion of this Missouri route, 
from the headwaters of that river to the Oregon, 
passes through a country capable of sustaining a 
large population. It is mountainous, but the 
climate is salubrious and the soil is well adapted 
to grazing. There are good grounds to believe 
that the mountain abounds in rich veins of pre- 
cious metals. 

The march of troogs through this region keeps 
in subordination the Jndian tribes upon the routé; 
and this is a matter of great importance to the 
northern settlements of Washington Territory, 
now rapidly increasing, and where the Indians 
are numerous, warlike, and powerful. 


ORDNANCE, ARMS, AND EQUIPMENTS. 


The accompanying report from the Colonel of 
Ordnance is referred to for information in detail 
respecting military supplics of this Rind, which 
have been procured by fabrication and purchase, 
and which have been furnished to the Army and 
to the militia of the States. The experiments 
for the improvement of these supplies, which 
were stated to be in progress in my last report, 
have been continued with valuable results—have 
greatly improved, if they have not perfected, the 
fabrication of sea-coast and garrison gun-carriages 
of iron, the models and mode of casting of heavy 
cannon, and the quality of metal for the same. 


tain the practicability of moving bodies of men |; The same is true as to the manufacture of cannon 
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powder, particularly for guns of large calibers, 
whereby the endurance of such guns has been 
much increased without any diminution of their 
effectiveness.’ But it is particularly in regard to 
rifle cannon and projectiles that such experiments 
have been satisfactory and valuable. 

The reportof aboard of ordnance and artillery 
officers, who have been occupied during the past 
summer and fall in eXperimental firing with rifle 
cannon, leaves no doubt that the accuracy and 
effectiveness of our artillery may be vastly in- 
creased, at comparatively small expense, without 
discarding from use the good and serviceable 
cannon of our present models; requiring only that 
they be rifle-grooved toadapt them to use as rifle 
cannon, with James’s elongated expanding pro- 
jectiles. This easy and cheap mode will convert 
the’.smooth-bored into rifle cannon, throwing 
nearly double the weight of metal without in- 
creased strain tolessen the durability of the guns, 
or endanger the safety of those serving them. 
Arrangements have been ordered to be made for 
rifling a portion of our cannon on this plan, which 
is the best, in all respects, that hag so far been 
brought to notice. The procurement ofa proper 
supply of the projectiles is essential; but it can- 
not be effected Pathout authority of law or a spe- 
cial appropriation, in consequence of the prohibi- 
tion of the ‘purchase of any arms or military 
supplies whatever which are of a patented inven- 
tion.” I shall take occasion to present estimates, 
as soon as they can be prepared, for the procure- 
ment of these projectiles, and shall urge appropri- 
ation therefor as being highly desirable, if not 
necessary, for placing our artillery in the highest 
state of efficiency of which it seems now suscep- 
tible. These experiments have, of course, been 
attended with some expense, but so small as to 
be insignificant in comparison with their benefits 
to the military service, or with the amounts of 
expenditures by foreign Governments for the same 
objects, without, it ts confidently believed, the 
attainment of as valuable results. As there was 
no special appropriation for the experiments, the 
expenses necessarily attending their prosecution 
have been defrayed from general appropriations 
for the service of the ordnance department, prin- 
cipally from which was estimated to cover inci- 
dental expenses of the ordnance service. An ap- 
propriation of about fifty thousand dollars for 
experiments for the improvement of arms and 
military supplies is highly desirable, and there 
is no doubt that such application of that amount, 
or as much of it as may be needed for the pur- 

ose, would be a profitable expenditure. The 
law, before referred to, which prohibits the pur- 
chase of any arms or military supplies whatever 
which are of a patented invention, is too general 
and comprehensive in its terms, embarrasses the 
operations of the War Department, and is, in 
some respects, injurious to the military service, 
both as regards the Army and the militia. There 
are certain arms and other military supplies of 

atented inventions, the merits of which have 
been so well established as to have caused their 
introduction, regularly, into the service. These 
are frequently embraced in requisitions for sup- 

lies coming from the Army and from the States; 

ut the few left on hand of those which were pur- 
chased before the passage of the prohibitory law 
constitute the only source from which those requi- 
sitions can be met, and that source is now either 
entirely or very nearly exhausted. It is, therc- 


fore, recommended that the law be so amended as | 


to except from the prohibition such arms or other 
military supplies as constitute a regular part of 
the armament or equipment of troops, and also 
the improved patented mode of casting and cool- 
ing for iron cannon.” It should be repealed as to 
all articles used in the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment. 

ingain call attention to the existing law for 
arming and equipping the whole body of the 
militia of the United States, which was passed 
in 1808. The provision then made for the pur- 
pose remains the same now. It is entirely in- 
suficient for its effectual accomplishment, as is 
shown by frequent requisitions and urgent ap- 
plications from States and Territories for ad- 
vances of arms and equipments beyond their 
reguiar quotas, 

The want of a national armory for the fabri- 


i 
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pediency, indeed, necessity, of proper legislation 
to secure its establishment has been repeatedly 
urged upon the National Legislature. The im- 
provements of late suggested, and verified so far 
as the limited means at my disposal would permit, 
in the models and mode of casting cannon, and 
in the adaptation to them of the rifle principle, 
can only be fully developed and successfully car- 
ried out by having the proper means under Gov- 
ernment control for preparing and treating the 
materials, and for perfecting their fabrication. 
The adoption of these improvements soas to 
apply them most successfully, which is essential 
to the highest efficiency of our artillery arm, 
furnishes now an additional argument to the 
many heretofore advanced in favor of having 
them fabricated at such an armory as is spoken 
of. 

A large quantity of condemned stores, among 
which were many old muskets, have been sold 
during the year to make room in the arsenals for 
modern arms. 

BREECH-LOADING ARMS. 


Very frequent and numerous experiments have 
been made under my direction of breech-loading 
arms, and inventions for this purpose are won- 
dérfully numerous. Many have ben rejected, 
but some plans for breech loading have been ap- 
proved, after very numerous experiments, and 
are now conceded by all who are familiar with 
them, and capable of judging, to be by far the 
most eflicient arms ever put into the hands of 
intelligent men. Immediate steps ought to be 
taken to arm all our light troops with the most 
approved of these arms. | hold it to be an inhu- 
man economy which sends a soldier into the field, 
where his life is constantly in danger, without 
furnishing him with the best (not the most ex- 
pensive) arms that are or can be made. Jt is no 
answer to say that our troops cannot be taught 
to use with skill this character of arm, as well as 
another. Itis the practice and drill that make 
the soldicr expert in the use of his arm, and 
while he may attain to great skill with a good 
weapon, he certainly never can do so with an 
indifferent one, 

l think it may be fairly asserted, now, that the 
highest efficiency of a body of men with fire-arms 
can only be secured by putting in their hands the 
best breech-loading arm. The Jong habit of using 
| muzzle-loading arms will resist what seems to be 
so great an innovation, and ignorance may con- 
demn; but as certainly as the percussion cap has 
superseded the flint and steel, so surely will the 
breech-loading gun drive out of use those that 
load at the muzzle. For cavalry, the revolver 
and breech loader will supersede the saber. 


EXPLORATIONS. 


During the last four years, explorations have 
made known the character of that singular river, 
the Colorado of the West, and its suitableness 
for navigation; and the nature ofa large portion of 
the belt of country, hitherto unknown, between 
that river and the settlements of New Mexico, 
and north of the thirty-fifth degree of latitude, 
across which roads are impracticable from the 
extraordinary character of its surface. 

Further north they have resulted in the estab- 
lishment of a new route across the Great Basin 
from Great Salt Lake City, and in ascertaining 
the impracticability of other lines of communica- 
tion between important settlements in the interior. 
They have opened a new, shorter, and better 
i route between the settlements of Great Salt Lake 
and those of Oregon and Washington, on the 
Oregon river. 

They have developed the general character and 
resources of the extensive region north of the 
Platte; and between the Missouri river and the 


shown the existence there of several practicable 
wagon routes, valuable in connection with mili- 
tary operations and the emigration to the Pacific. 

In cach division of country explored, the gen- 


obtained, lines of barometrical level have been car- 
ried across the characteristic features, gcograph- 
ical positions have been determined, the climate 


| has been observed, and the general geology has | 


i been ascertained. 


Pacific divide of the Rocky Mountains, have i 


| era] topography and hydrography have been | 


2 T 
cation of cannon has long been felt, and the ex- 


The efforts of those who have carried on: these 
operations have-been successfully directed. toxcol- 
lecting all information that would -bé-valuablein 
military operations in the overland communica- 
| tlon-awith.the Pacific coast, in the settlementiof 
the country, and in the development ‘of ‘its: rés 
sources, Po bt 

Incidentally, valuable contributions have thus 
been made to several departments of science. 

WEST POINT. : i 

The Military Academy has been progressing 
in its usual course, except that the courseof study 
and discipline has been extended from four years 
to five. This was. considered at the time to be 
necessary, owing to the low standard of profi- 
ciency for entrance to the school. a 

The joint committee of Congress and the Army 
appointed last session to reinvestigate thismeasure 
have beenin session at West Point for some time 
during the summer, but. did not, I believe, bring 
their labors to a close. 


STEAMER FOR PUGET SOUND. 


The settlements on Puget sound and the ad- 
jacent waters are exposed to the incursions of 
warlike Indians from the British and Russian 
provinces. These Indians come down in large 
canoes which carry from fifty to one hundred 
warriors, and move with great speed. There can 
be no warning of their approach, and pursuit with 
ordinary means is of course out of the question, 
It is very necessary, therefore, to have a steamer 
for that purpose. The Massachusetts, a ship 
with an auxiliary steam power belonging to the 
quartermaster’s department, has been, and is 
now, uscd for this purpose; but it is not all suita- 
ble, and is expensive, Itis proposed to sell her 
and substitute a suitable steamer. She should be 
a good strong sea-boat, of light draught—about 
six feet—not large, and of considerable speed. 
She would be very useful as a transport as well 
as for the parpose mentioned, and ought to be 
constructed specially for the service, 

1 refer particularly to the reports from the dif- 
ferent bureaus fora great deal of very interesting 
and instructive information. Indeed, it is’ onl 
through these reports that an exact and detailed 
account of all operations for the year can be thor- 
oughly understood. The information contained 
in these reports will amply repay their perusal. 

Several new posts have been ordered and erected 
in the course of the last season in the various 
departments, for the better defense of the different 
Territories and the thoroughfares leading through 
them. Some of these works have been executed 
with great promptness and energy, showing very 
high administrative capacity in the officer under- 
taking them. 

I cannot, in this connection, refrain from making 
special mention of the manner in which, under 
very unfavorable circumstances, the work has 
been executed at Fort Wise. This post is situ- 
ated in the region of the Camanches and Kiowas, 
and toward the gold discoveries of Pike’s Peak. 
It is necessary for the protection of the crowds 
of our people moving continually in that direc- 
| tion from the lawless and hostile bands of Indians 
already spoken of. Without any of those facil- 
ities so essential to substantial and cheap con- 
struction, Major Sedgwick, with his troops alone, 
and almost without tools, except those of the 
rudest sort, has been able to construct of stone, 
houses of the most substantial character, and in 
sufficient numbers to shelter all the stores neces~ 
sary for his command, which consisted of six 
companies—four of horse and two of infantry. 
The quarters are all comfortable for the troops, 
and the sheltering is excellent for all the horses. 
Great credit is due to this officer for his energy, 
activity, and economy in constructing this post, 
which, in the present state of affairs in that re- 
gion, is a very important one. 

I call attention to a sum of money paid by 
Brevet Brigadier General. Totten, chief of the 
Corpsof Engineers, as part of the price for ground 


i| purchased for Fort Tompkins. It amounts to 


the sum of $200, and oughtto be refunded to him. 
Ifthere had been any authority of law to refund 
him this money, I should, without hesitation, 
have given the order for it; but T could find no 
| authority for it, and therefore refer the subject to 
| Congress that they may authorize its payment, 
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‘The circumstances under which he advanced the 
‘money will fully appear from papers herewith 
‘transmitted. - i ` 
Pog ACCOUNTING OFFICER, 
=- I eall attention particularly to the importance 
"öf having the accounting officer for the War De- 
‘partment directly under the control of the Depart- 
mént itself, Tt is quite inconvenient and trouble- 
some-to havethe accounting officer, whose busi- 
ess is’ So. intimately and constantly connected 
swith the War Department, detached from it en- 
‘tirely, and subject.to the orders and. direction of 
another Department almost exclusively. ` The 
‘War Department should settle and adjust its own 
accounts fully and entirely; and itis enough that 
‘the result of such settlement should be sent to the 
“Treasury: 

I will, only in general terms, allude to the 
recommendations which I have heretofore laid 
before Congress. Many of them are essential for 
the good of the service, in my judgment. Some 
of them would contribute materially towards re- 
ducing the expenses of the Army, if adopted; but, 
as the importance of these measures seems not to 
have attracted the attention of the Legislature, I 
do not deem it respectful to them or proper for 
meto reiterate those recommendations. 

Very respectfully, your obedient sexiant, 

OHN B. FLOYD, 


To the PRESIDENT. Secretary of Wer: 


Report of the Secretary of the Navy. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, December 1, 1860. 

Sır: In pursuance of the provision contained 
in the naval appropriation act of June 22, 1860, 
I appointed a board of officers, consisting of Com- 
‘modore George W. Storer, Commodore S. H. 
Stringham, John Lenthall, Naval Constructor 
and Chief of the Bureau of Construction, &c., 
Samuel Archbold, engincer-in-chief, B. F. Isher- 
wood, chief engineer, and B. F. Delano, naval 
constructor, to examine the sailing ships of the 
Navy, in order to determine the expediency of 
converting them into efficient war steamers. They 
proceeded to the navy-yards at Kittery, Charles- 
town, Brooklyn, Philadelphia, and Gosport, and 
examined the brig Perry, the sloops-of-war Dale, 
Preble, Vinecnnes, Vandalia, Jamestown, Sara- 
toga, Germantown, Plymouth, Cumberland, and 
Macedonian; the frigates Santee, Brandywine, 
Potomac, St. Lawrence, Columbia, Raritan, and 
United States; and the line-of-batule ships Ala- 
bama, Virginia, Vermont, Ohio, North Carolina, 
New York, Columbus, Pennsylvania, and Del- 
aware. The brigs, sloops, and frigates then at 
sea have not been inspected by them; but as 
they found by the records of the Department 
that, in form, dimensions, age, and condition, 
these were similar to those they had examined, 
they included all in the same opinion, ‘The re- 
sult of their report is that it is not expedient to 
introduce steam power into the brigs, sloops, and 
frigates, but that it is expedient to introduce it 
into these ships-of-the-line, except the Delaware, 
now too defective to permit it, and by razecing 
them, to convert them into first-class steam frig- 
ates. While the present steam frigates of the 
Minnesota class, carrying mixed batteries of 
eight and nine-inch guns, forty in number, cost, 
on an average, $725,000 each, the cost of con- 
verting these eight line-of-battle ships into steam 
frigates of the same class, would average but 
$383,000; and when thus converted, they would, | 
in the opinion of the board, be efficient steam 
ships of war of full steam power, ` 

Their report is herewith submitted; and 1 con- 
cur in the measure which they propose, as in the | 
event of war no one of these line-of-battle ships, | 
in the present state of steam navigation, could go | 
to sea with a reasonable degree of safety. 

Of the sailing frigates, the United States is not 
worth repairing; the Constitution has been thor- 
oughly repaired, and would last many years at 
the Naval Academy, where she is now stationed; 
the Sabine and Santee are comparatively new, 
and can be used as frigates; the remaining six, 
as they shall require repairs, should be converted 
into sloops-of-war, and finally into: store ships, 
arid as such would be useful for stores and for 


The sloops-of-war built prior to 1840, and the 
brigs Bainbridge, Perry, and Dolphin, require 
such an expenditure to keep them fit for service 
that it will soon be advantageous to replace them 
with new vessels. They are not large enough 
for store ships. k 

The seven steam frigates, with the exception 
of the Franklin, are now afloat, and are recelv- 
ing repairs that will fit them for any service. No 
steam machinery has been built for the Franklin; 
and the engines of the Merrimac should be re- 
newed. 

Of the six new steam sloops-of-war of the first 
class, five are at sea, and their performance has 
been satisfactory; the other, the Pensacola, will 
soon be completed. 

Of the side-wheel steamers of the first class, 
the Susquehanna, Saranac, and Powhatan, can, 
by introducing screw propulsion, be made efficient 
and economical war steamers; the other, the Mis- 
sissippi, will be worth no more repairs than she 
is now receiving. ® 

Of the new steam sloops-of-war of the second 
class, four, mounting each two eleven-inch guns, 
have been eminently successful; two of the others, 
mounting each onc eleven-inch gun, are of less 
draught, and their performance atsea has not been 
equal to that of the larger vesscls. Another of 
these smaller steamers, mounting eight nine-inch 
guns, is expected in port and will be prepared for 
a more perfect trial. ‘The Pocahontas has been 
remodeled and provided with a new engine, and 
is an efficient vessel. 

The five screw steamers of the third class, re- 
cently chartered and then purchased, are perform- 
ing very efficient service on the coast of Africa 
and Cuba, and are in every respect useful vessels. 
At the end of their present cruises they will re- 
quire some repairs, and probably new boilers. 

“The five side-wheel steamers of the small class 
are useful and efficient in peace and as dispatch 
vessels in war; but no side-wheel steamer can be 
efficient as a war steamer. 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


While it is the dictate of sound policy to in- 
crease the efficiency of our present ships of war, 
it is equally so to increase their number. 

he Constitution of the United States confers 
on Congress the power to maintain a navy, and 
prohibits the States from exercising any such 
power. No State, under the Constitution, has 
ihe right or the power to protectits citizens or its 
commerce on the ocean or in foreign countries, 
having parted with both by transferring them to 
the Federal Government, in trust for the common 
benefit. That we must have a Navy for protec- 
tion and defense; that we must have the means 
of continuing itin existence, and of employing 
it; that the duty of providing both has been de- 
volved on the Federal Government, are self-evi- 
dent propositions. This transfer of power to 
Congress on one hand, and total abnegation of it 
by the States on the other, creates the strongest 
possible political and moral obligation on the part 
of this Government to provide and maintain a 
naval force adequate to our protection. While 
we have a population of thirty millions of souls, 
a sea-coast of vast extent on the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific oceans, a navigating interest of five million 
tons, an annual exportand import trade of six or 
seven hundred million dollars, and a home trade 
not less valuable, it would be strange and unac- 
countable in any one to suppose that the Federal 
Government, in providing and maintaining its 
present Navy, has discharged its constitutional 
obligation. The constant appeal of American cit- 
izens, coming to us from all quarters of the world, 
asking for sccurity and protection beyond what 
the Government, with its present means, can 
afford them, speaks a language to which we are 
not at liberty to turn a deaf ear. To be able at 
any time, at short notice, to throw a powerful 
naval force upon any given point where our inter- 
ests are threatened, or the lives of American citi- 
zens are in jeopardy, is not only a constitutional 
duty, but one of the safest, most beneficent, and 
salutary powers that can be intrusted to official 
hands under a republican form of government; 
and Į cannot permit the present occasion to pass 


protection in various foreign ports. 


without most carnestly recommending the policy 


| of a gradual, substantial and permanent increase 


of the Navy, accompanied by the universal intro- 
duction into it of the motive power of steam. 
Such policy is essential to the protection of our 
coasts and commerce, and of American citizens 
and their property on the ocean and in distant 
countries; to the preservation of peace, the effi- 
ciency of negotiation, the general advancement of 
ogr commercial interests, the maintenance of our 
appropriate position améng nations, and the 
prompt vindication of our rights and of the honor 
of the country, and should be subject to none of 
the ordinary vacillations arising from the varied 
success of political parties. 


POLICY OF SUSPENDING REPAIRS. 


The policy which has been pursued by Con- 
gress since the commercial revulsion of 1857, of 
curtailing appropriations for naval repairs, and 
suspending improvements in the navy-yards, can 
be vindicated only as a temporary modification 
of our gencral policy, to be continued no longer 
than the present depletion of the Treasury shall 
continue. If Congress could by law arrest the 
march of intellect on one hand, and the process 
of decay on the other, it might do better for Gov- 
ernment to stand still. But at a time of incessant 
activity beyond all past ages, the nation which 
should pursue this stand-still policy would soon 
find itself unfortunately in the lurch—far, far be- 
hind all others. It is impossible to maintain the 
position of security and respect we now have 
among the Powers of the world, if we permit 
that great arm of defense, by which principally 
our power would be felt, to fall into neglect and 
decay 

NAVY-YARDS. 


A naval force cannot be maintained without 
navy-yards and docks. These are necessary ie 
pendages of the Navy. They are indispensable 
instrumentalitics and means to be used in its con- 
struction and preservation, and in all the opera- 
tions connected with its employment. Any such 
projectas that of abolishing the navy-yards could 
not be entertained by any one who did notat the 
same time entertain the insane project of abolish- 
ing the Navy; and, if they are to be maintained, 
they should, as a matter of course, be kept in a 
staie of practical efficiency for the purposes for 
which they exist. There is no tenable middle 
position between the maintenance of the navy- 
yards in the best and most efficient condition to 
accomplish the objects for which they were es- 
tablished and the absolute abandonment of the 
Navy itself. I have therefore presented an esti- 
mate made by the chief of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, and to be found in his accompanying 
report, of the expenditure which will be neces- 
sary to carry forward improvements in the navy- 
yards, provided Congress shall deem it expedient 
io resume its former policy, and to prosecute it 
during the next fiscal year. 

With a view to insure the greatest practical ef- 
ficiency by removing and excluding abuses, and 
obtaining forexpenditurea full equivalentin labor, 
the, navy-yards have recently been placed under 
a uniform system of organization, applied equally 
to all of them, which seems to be well calculated 
to secure these objects. They are commanded 
each by acaptain of the Navy, who has authority 
in the yard analogous to that of a commander of a 
shipatsea. He is responsible thatevery man shall 
do his duty. He has the power to dismiss any 
one for neglect or misconduct, except naval offi- 
cers and master workmen, whom, in such case, 
it is his duty to report to the Department. In 
order to secure capable master workmen, they are 
required to be examined by a board of naval offi- 
cers, who mustreportthem fully qualified for their 
duties before they can receive their appointments. 
They are immediately responsible for the work- 
men employed under them, and therefore they 
have the selection of them, subject to the approval 
of the commandant; and itis his duty at all times 
to limit the number to the necessities of the ser- 
vice. The duties of every officer in the yard are 
specifically defined by regulation. It has been the 
object of the Department to improve and elevate 
the condition of the master mechanics and other 
civilians,and to increase their responsibility. Un- 
der this system it is impossible that abuses should 
exist without involving the commandant and the 
corps of naval officers under his command. Even 
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if it should happen,as may sometimes be the case, 
that a few men of the laboring classes in public 
employment, earning a subsistence by the sweat 
of the brow, should receive somewhat more than 
an equivalent for the labor of their hands, it would 
not by any means be the greatest evil that happens 
under Government, nor be a sufficient reason 
for abandoning convenient and necessary pubtic 
works. All history shows that the class of work- 
ing men do not usually receive too high a reward 
for their labor; and if Government never suffers 
pecuniarily except by them, the extent of the in- 
Jury will not be alarming. 


. 


NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The Naval Academy, underthe superintendence 
of Captain George S. Blake, is in admirable con- 
dition. Twenty-five acting midshipmen gradua- 
ted in June; one hundred and thirty-five candi- 
dates were permitted to be examined foradmission; 
thirty-six failed to present themselves or were 
found disqualified, and ninety-nine wereexamined 
and admitted. . 

The measure adopted a year ago of placing the 
fourth class on board the sloop-oi-war Plymouth, 
attached to the academy, has proved entirely 
successful. Ihave caused the frigate Constitution 
to be substituted for the Plymouth, and to be 
anchored in the harbor of Annapolis for the ac- 
commodation of the fourth class. The historic 
recollections associated with this ship will exert 
a salutary influence on the minds of youth devot- 
ing themselves to the naval service. It accom- 
modates all the sections of the fourth class with 
study and recitation rooms, and the officers and 
acting midshipmen and the crew of the ship with 
sleeping and mess apartments, 

A board of officers, consisting of Commodore 
E. A. F. Lavallette, Captain William M. Glendy, 
Captain Cadwalader Ringgold, Commander Gi- 
cero Price, and Commander William Rogers Tay- 
lor, was appointed in May last, to witness the 
examinations of the classes of acting midship- 
men, and to inquire into the state of the police, 
discipline, and general management of the acad- 
emy. They have made a favorable report on all 
the subjects submitted to them. On their arrival 
at Annapolis, the fourth class had already been 
examined, to hasten their departure in the prac- 
tice-ship. The first, second, and third classes, 
were examined in the presence of the board, and 
made a most gratifying exhibition of their ac- 
quirements in the academic studies, and in the 
practical exercises of gunnery, field artillery, in- 
fantry tactics, and broad and small swords. The 
board observeil with pleasure the progressive ad- 
vancement in professional acquirements from the 
lower to the higher classes; and particularly the 
proficiency of the graduating class, which has left 
the institution witha ground-work of professional 
education promising great future usefulness to the 
Navy and to the country. The police and dis- 
cipline of the institution have been most carefully 
preserved. Its records show a gradual diminu- 
tion of the number found deficient at the examin- 
ations since 1855. In that year, those found de- 
ficient were twenty-three per cent. of the whole 
number; in 1856, nineteen and a half per cent.; 
in 1857, eighteen anda half per cent.; in 1858, 
fifteen and a half per cent.; in 1859, fourteen and 
a half per cent.; and forthe first half of 1860, ten 
per cent. The grounds, publie buildings, and 
apparatus, are in excellentorder, with the excep- 
tion of the wooden structure covering the gun bat- 
tery and magazine, which is insecure, and should 
be renewed. The plan of keeping a ship perma- 
nently attached to the academy asa home for the 
fourth elass, is highly approved asa valuable ad- 
dition to the means of instruction as well as ac- 
commodation. The board of officers record their 
high appreciation of the services of the superin- 
tendent and his associates, and say that the insti- 
tution has prospered in their hands, and provides 
for the Navy a high standard of general and pro- 
fessional knowledge. I concur In these views. 

The practice-ship Plymouth, Commander 
Thomas T. Craven, left Norfoik, June 27, with 
one hundred and seventeen acting midshipmen 
on board, to make her annual cruise. She visited 
the ports of Fayal, Cadiz, Funchal, in Madcira, 
and Santa Cruz, in Teneriffe, returned to Hamp- 
ton Roads on the 3d of September, and spent the 


remainder of that month in various maneuvers 
for instruction in Chesapeake bay. 

Commander Craven commends the proficiency 
of the first class in navigation and seamanship. 
This class navigated the ship from Teneriffe to 
Hampton Roads, performing with accuracy the 
duties of watch officers. Their observations for 
ascertaining the position of the ship were so re- 
liable that Commander Craven felt. perfect confi- 
dence in the correctness of their work. He per- 
ceived a very great-improvement inthe third 
class of this year over that of the former year, 
arising from their having been during the last 
academic year so thoroughly drilled on board the 
school-ship. Hesays: ‘The very great advant- 
ages obtained by the junior or third élass over the 
first class in practical seamanship, and their very 
superior efficiency and usefulness when prompt 
assistance was required in the management of the 
yards, sails, &c., exhibited itself in a remarkable 

PEOS AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 

During the past year the suppression of the 

African slave trade has received attention, and 


the work has been prosecuted with vigor. The: 


following vessels engaged in the traffic have been 
captured and sent in for adjudication, namely: 
the brig Delicia, captured December 21, 1859, D 

the sloop-of-war Constellation, Captain John S. 
Nicholas, off Kabenda, on the coast of Africa, 
and sent into Charleston; brigantine Virginian, 
captured in Congo river, February 6, 1860, by 
the sloop-of-war Portsmouth, Commander John 
Colhoun, and sent into Norfolk; bark Wildfire, 
captured in the old Bahama channel, April 26, 
1860, by the United States steamer Mohawk, 
Licutenant-Commanding T. A. M. Craven, and 
sent into Key West, with her cargo of five hun- 
dred and thirty Africans§ of whom five hundred 
and seven were delivered to the marshal; brig 
Falmouth, captured off Porto Praya, May 6, 1860, 
by the sloop-of-war Portsmouth, Commander 
John Colhoun, and sent into New York; bark 
William, captured off the coast of Cuba, May 9, 
1860, by the United States steamer Wyandotte, 
Licutenant-Commanding Fabius Stanly, and sent 
into Key West, with her cargo of five hundred 
and seventy Africans, of whom five hundred and 
thirtcen were delivered to the marshal; the Bo- 
gota, captured off the coast of Cuba, May 23, 
1860, by the United States steamer Crusader, 
Licutenant-Commanding John N. Maffitt, and 
sent into Key West, with her cargo of five hun- 
dred Africans, of whom four hundred and eleven 
were delivered to the marshal; brig Thomas Achorn, 
captured June 29, 1860, by the United States 
steamer Mystic, Lieutenant-Commanding Wil- 
liam KE. Le Roy, at abenda, on the coast of Af- 
rica, and sent into New York; brig Triton, cap- 


tured July 16, 1860, by the United States steamer | 


Mystic, Licutenant-Commanding William E. Le 
Roy, on the west coast of Africa, and sent into 
Norfolk; the William R. Kibby, captured July 23, 
1860, by the United States steamer Crusader, 
Licutenant-Commanding John N. Mafiitt, off the 
coast of Cuba, and sent into New York, with 
three African boys on board; ship Erie, captured 


August 8, 1860, by the steam sloop-of-war Mo- | 


hican, Commander Sylvanus W. Godon, off 
Congo river, and sent into New York, after hav- 
ing proceeded to Monrovia with her cargo of cight 
hundred and ninety-seven Africans, and delivered 
the survivors, eight hundred and sixty-seven in 
number, into the hands of the United States agent 
at that place; brig Storm King, captured August 
8, 1860, by the United States steamer San Jacinto, 
Captain T. A. Dornin, off the Congo river, and 
sent mto Norfolk, having first proceeded to Mon- 
rovia with six hundred and nineteen captured Afri- 
cans on board, and delivered six hundred and 
sixteen, who survived, to the United States agent 
at that place; and a brig of unknown name, cap- 
tured August 14, 1860, by the United States 
steamer Crusader, Lieutenant-Commanding John 
N. Maffitt, off the coast of Cuba, and sent into 
Key West. Of these, seven slavers, having on 
board sixteen hundred and three Africans, were 
captured by the purchased steamers chartered for 
the Paraguay expedition. The whole number of 
vesscls captured during the past year, is twelve; 
the whole. number of Africans rescued is three 
thousand one hundred and nineteen. 
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, While the Government has been thug, active in 
its endeavors to suppress the African coa 
trade, and in the last three years has been 
cessful in saptaring more. slavers: than at. 
former period, yet itis obvious that it ‘can be 
broken up in two modes only. . Cuba is new the 
only mart in the world open to this trade. If 
Great Britain should enforce the provision in her 
treaty with Spain, of September 23, 1817,-by: 
which, for the consideration of $2,000,000 paid 
her by Great Britain, Spain stipulated to abolish 
the slave trade between Africa and Cuba, it would 
be effectually suppressed. If Cuba were.to pase 
under the Constitution of the United States by. 
annexation, the trade would then also. be effectu- 
ally suppressed; and in either case, both the Unt- 
ted States and Great Britain would be spared the 
large expenditure of treasure and lifeto which 
they are now subjected to. maintain their present 
squadrons on the coast of Africa. 


PATENTED ARTICLES, 


The provision in the act of Congress of June 
23, 1860, which prohibits the purchase of pat- 
ented articles for the use of the Army and Navy, 
will be found injurious to the latter service. 
Since the introduction of steam to propél ships 
of war, a great variety of patented articles have, 
in the construction ahd repair of a steamship, 
become si daily use, and in many cases of indis- 
pensable necessity. Patented boilers, surface con- 
densers, friction thrusts, governors or speed reg- 
ulators, steam pumps, capstans, air-ports, boat 
detachers, galleys, or cooking stoves, ventilators, 
steering apparatus, lanterns, logs and leads, vul- 
canized rubber, salinometers, counters, hydraulic 
jacks, water-gauges, and many tools for manu- 
facturing machinery, and driving and drawing 
bolts, are of this description. And what is true 
of the steam machinery is also in some measure 
true of the armament. A war stcamer built now 
according to the fashion of the past, excluding all 
modern patented improvements, would be an an- 
tiquated object, far behind the present age, and as 
inefficient as it would be antiquated. The best 
modern patented improved boiler will make a 
saving of eighteen per cent. of steam. To dis- 
pense with all patented surface-condensers would 
be wanton extravagance.’ To arm a ship-of-war 
without a modern patented invention would give 
great advantage to the enemy. To prohibit the 
sailor the use of his seamless peajacket and cap 
would be to deprive him of the conNort of some 
of his light, warm, most durable, and cheap and 
nearly water-proof clothing. To withhold from 
him the use of American patented desiccated vege- 
tables would take from him a portion of his most 
nutritious and acceptable food. It is impossible 
to build, equip, arm, and provide a steamship of 
war having anything like usual modern efficiency, 
without trespassing on all sides upon modern pat- 
ented improvements. Something also is due to 
the inventive genius of our countrymen. It is 
within the memory of the living when the great 
inventions and discoveries which have almost 
revolutionized the world were unknown. 


SUPPLIES FOR THE NAVY. 


The act of Congress of March 3, 1847, (Statutes 
at Large, vol. 9, page 172, section 2,) exempted 
butter and cheese purchased for the Navy from 
the operation of the general law which requires 
contracts to be given to the lowest bidder. ` The 
act of August 3, 1848, (vol. 9, page 272, section, 
11,} authorized the Secretary of the Navy spe- 
cially to contract for tobacco without advertising. 
The joint resolution of March 27, 1854, (vol. 10, 
page 592,) authorized the purchase for the use of 
the Navy of particular brands of flour in open 
market. All these provisions were repealed by 
the act of Congress approved June 23, 1860. . It is 
recommended that the repeal be repealed, so as to 
restore the former law; as otherwise it will be 
impracticable to provide for the Navy butter, 
cheese, and flour which will bear exposure to hot 
climates. The sailor also should be permitted to 
have his favorite tobacco prepared specially for 
his use. 

MARINE CORPS, SURGEONS, AND PAYMASTERS. 

I have heretofore reported minutely the condi- 


tion of the marine corps and of the medical and 
pay departments of the Navy, and have recom- 
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mended that they be increased and: be made ade- 
quate to the wants of the service, T refer to them 
now for the purpose merely of recalling to; your 
mind my former-recommendations, and remark- 
ing that nothing has since occurred to detract from 
the considerations on which they were based. 


‘eo SQUADRONS: 


“The Home Seuapron has, during the past year, 
been. under the command of flag-officer Joseph 
R: Jarvis: He was appointed in May last, on 
the detachment of flag-officer William J. McClu- 
ney; detached on account of ill health; and having 
been on the station two years in command of the 
sloop-of-war Savannah, he requested to be re- 
lieved, and in October was succeeded by flag-offi- 
cer G. J. Pendergrast. The squadron in the 
éourse of the year has included the flag-ship 
Savannah, Captain Joseph R. Jarvis; the steam- 
frigate Roanoke, Captain W. H. Gardner; the 
steam-sloop Powhatan, Captain Samuel Mercer; 
the steam-sloop Susquehanna, Captain George 
Ni Hollins, which has proceeded to the Mediter- 
ranean; the frigate Sabine, Captain Henry A. 
Adams; the steam-sloop Brooklyn, Captain D. 
G, Farragut, succeeded by Captain William S. 
Walker; the sloops-of-war Jamestown, Com- 
mander C. H. A. H. Kennedy; Saratoga, Com- 
mander Thomas Turner, and St. Louis, Com- 
mander Charles FI. Poor; steamer Pocahontas, 
Commander Samuel F. Hazard; sloop-of-war 
Preble, Commander Thornton A. Jenkins; steam- 
sloop Pawnee, Commander Henry J. Hartstene; 
the steamers Mohawk, Lieutenant-Commanding 
T. A. M. Craven; Water Witch, Licutenant- 
Commanding Lewis C.. Sartori; Wyandotte, 
Licutenant-Commanding Fabius Stanly, and 
Crusader, Lieutenant-Commanding John N. Maf- 
fitt; and the sloop Falmouth, Licutenant-Com- 
manding O. FI. Berryman, succeeded by Lieu- 
tenant-Cormanding Charles Thomas, which is 
permanently stationed at Aspinwall as a store- 
ship, and is armed and oe to furnish pro- 
tection to ourcitizens. ‘The Jamestown returned 
home in February, the Roanoke in May, the 
Saratoga in Tune, the Preble and Water Witch 


in September, and the Savannah in November. | 


The store-ships Relief, Commander Benjamin M. 
Dove; Supply, Commander Henry Walke; and 
Release, Licutenant-Commanding George W. 
Harrison, have been more or less employed in 
connection with this squadron. The sloop-of- 
war Cumberland, Captain John Marston, is on 
the eve of sailing from New York for Vera Cruz, 
to be the flag ship of flag-oflicer Pendergrast, and 
the sloop-of-war Macedonian is fitting at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, to join the squadron, 

The Sabine has been most of the time before 
Aspinwall. She has recently, by order of the 
Department, appeared before Vera Cruz. 

The Mohawk, Wyandotte, Crusader,and Water 
‘Witch have been employed on the coast of Cuba. 
The Water Witch, yellow fever having appeared 
on beard, returned in September to Philadelphia. 
The Brooklyn has recenly been cngaged in spe- 
cial service In connection with the Chiriqui sur- 
veying expedition. ‘She had previously been at 
Vera Cruz, and had, in January, afforded Mr. 
McLane, United States Minister to Mexico, a 
passage from that port to New Orleans, in March 
from Norfolk to Vera Cruz, and m July, from 
Vera Cruz to Mobile bay. In August she sailed 

„from Norfolk with the Chiriqui commission. 

The St. Louis was employed on the Central 

American coast until June, when she proceeded 


on a cruise to the castward, and successively vis- | 


ited Carthagena, St. Domingo City, La Guayra, 
Curagoa, and Rio Hacha. On the arrival of the 
St. Louis at Curagoa, Mr. Danies, United States 


consul at Rio Hacha, who had fled from his con- | 


sulate for safety, complained to Commander Poor 
of the treatment he had received from the revolu- 
tionary troops of New Granada, Commander 
Poor promptly gave him a passage in the St. Louis 
to Rio Hacha, and on arriving at that port pro- 
cetded to investigate the causes of the difficulty, 
demanded an-explanation of the indignities offered 
to the American flag, and required that the flag 
should be hoisted at the flag-staff of the consulate, | 
and saluted by the troops. It was accordingly 
done.: The treatment received from the troops by 
Mr. Danies having resulted principally from his | 


individual acts, and not from those of an official 
character, Commander Poor remonstrated and 
proceeded no further, Leaving the consulate in 
charge of Mr. Meyers, he sailed, September 18, 
for Pensacola, and thence to Vera Cruz. 

The Saratoga has been stationed most of the 
time before Vera Cruz. In March she captured 
the steamers Miramon and the Marques de la 
Habana, which had been purchased by Miramon 
for the sigge of Vera Cruz. A full report of the 
capture was made to Congress at its last session. 
She returned to Philadelphia in June, and was 
put out of commission. 

In the month of June, Lieutenant-Commanding 
Maffitt, of the Crusader, rescued the French bark 
Solide, with four hundred and fifty coolies aboard, 
from her perilous condition on the rocks of Cay 
Verde, for which he received the thanks of the 
French Government. 

In July, Lieutenant-Commanding Craven, of 
the Mohawk, endeavored to save the Spanish 
brig Bella, which was wrecked on Ginger Cay, 
and afterwards took her passengers, crew, and 
part of her cargo into Matanzas, for which he re- 
ceived the thanks of the Captain General of Cuba 
and other Spanish authorities. 

The capture of five slavers, and the rescue of 
sixteen hundred and three Africans on board of 
them, are duc to this squadron—to that part of it 
employed on the coast of Cuba. 

The Brazil Squapron, under the command of 
flag-officer Joshua R. Sands, has consisted of 
the frigate Congress, (the flag ship,) Captain Louis 
M. Goldsborough; the steam-sloop Semin ole, 
Commander George A. Prentiss, succeeded by 
Commander E. R. Thomson; the brig Dolphin, 
Commander Charles Stecdman; brig Perry, Licu- 
tenant-Commanding Righard L. Tilghman; brig 
Bainbridge, LieutenantCommandibg Maxwell 
Woodhull; and the steamer Pulaski, Lieutenant- 
Commanding William H. Macomb. The Perry 
returned home in June, and the Bainbridge in 
November. The Dolphin has been ordered home. 
Fhe Seminole sailed from Norfolk for the station 
July 16. 

The vessels of this squadron have visited the 
principal commercial ports on the coast and in 
the waters of the La Plata, and have given effect- 
ual protection to our countrymen and their in- 
terests. 

In the month of June, flag-officer Sands, in the 
United States steamer Pulaski, proceeded from 
Maldonado to Buenos Ayres, and with Consul 
Hudson passed up the Uraguay to Conception, 
the port of St. José, the residence of General Ur- 
quiza, by whom they were most cordially wel- 
comed. Returning, flag-oflicer Sands tendered 
to General Urquiza, his staff, escort, and scr- 
vants, forty persons in number, a conveyance to 
3uenos Ayres. Near the mouth of the river they 
were joined by General Durkee, the President of 
the Confederation, and all the foreign ministers, 
including the United States minister, General 


Cushman. After participating in the grand dem- į 


onstrations made ov the return of the province of 
Buenos Ayres to the Great Confederation, flag- 
officer Sands proceeded with the Pulaski to Mal- 
donado, and rejoined the Congress. 

The Mepirerranean Squapron iscommanded 


by flag-oflicer Charles H. Bell. In the course | 


of the year the steam-frigate Wabash, Captain 
Samuel Barron; the sloop-of-war Macedonian, 
Captain U. P, Levy; the steam-sloops Susque- 
hanna, Captain George N. Hollins; the Rich- 


mond, Captain Duncan N. Ingraham; and the ; 


Iroquois, Commander James S. Palmer, have 
been attached to it. In December, 1859, flag- 
officer Lavallette returned with the Wabash to 
New York. Captain U. P. Levy was left the 
senior officer present, and on the 2ist of Febru- 
ary, by order of the Department, assumed com- 
mand as flag officer of the squadron, The Ma- 
cedonian returned to the United States in July. 


The Iroquois sailed from New York January 19, | 


the Susquchanna August 24, and the Richmond, 
from Norfolk, October 13. The Susquehanna 
was ordered to Vera Cruz, and temporarily at- 
tached to the home squadron. She sailed for 
the Mediterranean ‘in the latter part of October, 
The Iroquois, in February, visited Tetuan and 
Tangier, on the coast of Morocco. She thence 


proceeded to the coasts of Italy and Sicily, where i} howitzer and small arms. 


1 


she has since been employed. During the bom- 
bardment of Palermo she afforded protection to 
American citizens at that port. 

The store-ship Release, Lieutenant-Command- 
ing J. M. Frailey, sailed from Boston in October 
for the Mediterranean, with stores for the squad- 
ron and contributions for the sufferers in Syria. 
Instructions were given that these charitable con- 
tributions should be sent from Spezia to Beirut 
by the Release, or by one of the steamers of the 
aaron which had been ordered to the coast of 

ria. 

The Arrican Squapron, under the command 
of flag-officer William Inman, has consisted of the 
steam-sloop San Jacinto, Captain W. M. Arm- 
strong, now commanded by Captain T. A. Dor- 
nin; the sloop-of-war Constellation, Captain J. S. 
Nicholas; sloop-of-war Portsmouth, Commander 
John Colhoun; sloop-of-war Vincennes, Com- 
mander Benjamin J. Totten; sloop-of-war Ma- 
rion, Commander Thomas W. Brent; steam-sloop 
Mohican, Commander Sylvanus W. Godon; 
sloop-of-war Saratoga, Commander Alfred Tay- 
lor; the steamer Sumter, Licutenant-Commanding 
James F. Armstrong, and the steamer Mystic, 
Licutenant-Commanding Wiliam E. LeRoy 
The Vincennes returned to the United States in 
March, and the Marion in October. The Mohican 
sailed from New York, January 19, to join the 
squadron, and the Saratoga from Philadelphia 
November 15. 

The vessels of this squadron have been actively 
employed, and, for most of the time, near the 
Congo river, where the slave trade is principally 
carried on. The Department has restricted the 
cruising limits to the twentieth parallel of north 
latitude, instead of the Island of Madeira, in lati- 
tude north 32° 30’, to which they previously 
extended. 

The removal of the naval depot from Porto 
Praya, in latitude north 150, to St. Paul de Lo- 
ando, in Jatitude south 8°, has proved highly 
advantageous. Every desirable concession was 
made by the Government of Angola for the estab- 
lishment of the depot at St. Paul. All stores for 
the squadron are admitted duty free, while at 
Porto Praya a duty of four per cent, was exacted. 
A lease was obtained upon reasonable terms, and 
the buildings repaired by persons attached to the 
ships. The removal of the depot to this place has 
rendered the squadron more efficient for all the 
purposes for which it is maintained on the Afri- 
can coast. 

The San Jacinto was sent to Cadiz to be docked 
and repaired, and was there from March until 
June. The work was executed well and econom. 
ically. Every facility that the Government yard 
and docks at the naval arsenal near Cadiz could 
afford, was courteously extended by the captain 
general of marine. 

The American bark Orion was captured by the 
British steamer Pluto, in the fall of 1859, near 
the Congo, with about eight hundred Africans on 
board, and taken to St. Helena. Under the tenth 
article of the treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain, flag-oficer Inman applied to the 
Governor of St. Helena to deliver the captain, 
officers, and crew to Lieutenant William E. Le 
Roy, commanding the Mystic. Thomas Mor- 
gan, captain, and William Denning and Bryson 
J. Chamberlain, mates, of the Orion, were ac» 
cordingly surrendered, taken to St. Paul on the 
Mystic, transferred to the Vincennes, and on her 
return conveyed to Boston for trial. 

In March, 1860, Commander Brent, command 
ing the sloop-of-war Marion, was instrumental 
in saving from destruction the property of Amer- 
ican residents at Kisembo, on the west coast of 
Africa. On the Ist of the month, they applied 
to him to send a sufficient force on shore to guard 
their factories, apprehending they would be de- 
stroyed by the natives, who meditated an attack 
on the Portuguese at that place. Commander 
Brent promptly responded to the call, proceeded 
on shore with several of the officers of the Mar- 
ion, and forty sailors and marines, established a 
guard at the factories, maintained it until the 
next morning, and then returned to the ship. On 
the 3d a signal was made from the shore for 
assistance, and Commander Brent immediately 
landed a force of fifty sailors and marines, witha 
During the day, the 
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mand coéperated with a similar one under Com- 
mander Fitzroy, of the British steamer Falcon, 
who interfered at the request of English residents. 

This squadron has captured, during the past 
year, seven slavers on the African coast, and 
rescued onc thousand five hundred and sixteen 
Africans found on board of them. 

The Paciric Seuapron, under the command of 
flag-officer-J. B. Montgomery, has consisted of 
the steam sloop-of-war Lancaster, the flag ship, 
Captain John Rudd; the steam-sloop Saranac, 
Captain Robert Ritchic; the sloop-of-war Cyane, 
Commander Samuel Lockwood; sloop-of-war Le- 
vant, Commander William E. Hunt; sloop-of- 
war St. Mary’s, Commander William Ð. Por- 
ter; sloop-of-war Vandalia, Commander Arthar 
Sinclair; steam-frigate Merrimack Commander 
Robert B. Hitchcock;’ steam-sioop Wyoming, 
Commander Jobn K. Mitchell; steam-sloop Nar- 
ragansett, Commander Timothy A. Hunt; store- 
ship Fredonia, Licutenant-Commanding James 
M. Watson, stationed at Valparaiso; and the store- 
ship Warren, Licutenant-Commanding Junius J. 
Boyle, stationed-at Panama; both the latter ships 
being armed and provided for defense of American 
citizens. The Vandalia returned to the United 
States in January last, and the Merrimac in Feb- 
ruary. Thesteamer Narragansettsailed from Nor- | 
folk March 31, arrived at Valparaiso August 4, 
and proceeded thence to Callao, to Guayaquil, 
(with Consul Cassanova,) and to Panama. 

The Lancaster arrived at Panama December 6, 
1859. Early in April she proceeded along the 
Mexican and Central American coasts, visiting 
San Juan del Sur, Realejo, La Union, A capnlen, | 
Mazatlan, Guaymas, and La Paz, and in July re- 
turned to Panama. In August flag-officer Mont- 
gomery visited, in his Mag ship, the port of Callao, 
at the request of our minister to Peru. In conse- 
guence of his unexpected departure, orders from 
the Department to remain before Panama did not 
reach him until after his arrival at Callao. She 
remained at Callao until October, when she re- 
turned to Panama. 

The officers and crew of the Saranac, at the 
expiration of a two years’ cruisc, were rebeved by 
others sent to Panama, Captain Ritchie reheving 
Captain Kelly in the command in November, 
1859. From that time until July, 1860, she was 
on the Central American coast, and then pro- 
eceded to the navy-yard at Mare Island for re- 
pairs. 

The Cyane having been on the coast of Nica- 
ragua for some months, was in January ordered | 
to Panama, and in March to Mare Island for 
repairs. In June she proceeded to the Gulf of 
California to supply the place of the St. Mary’s. 

The Levantsailed in January from Panama for 
Realejo, and relieved the Saranac. Returning in 
May, she was dispatched to the Sandwich Islands 
at the request of the Secretary of State, to inquire 
into the expenditure of tre fund appropriated for 
the relief of destitute American seamen. Having 
performed this duty, Commander Hunt has prob- 
ably returned with her to Panama. 

The Wyoming arrived at Panama, March 27, 
having touched at Valparaiso, Callao, and Guay- 
aquil. In April, she relieved the Levant on the 
coast of Nicaragua. In May, she was dispatched 
from Panama to Callao with important mstruc- 
tions from the Department of State to the United 
States minister to Peru. 

The St. Mary’s was stationed on the western | 
coastof Mexico from October, 1859, until ordered 
to Panama, where she arrived in July, 1860. At 
the insurrection in the vicinity of Panama, which 
occurred September 27, a brisk fire was com- 
menced from the outskirts of the city, killing six 
and weunding three of the white inhabitants. 
Commander Porter immediately went on shore, 


consulted the American consul, and atthe request 
of the military intendente and of the agentof the | 
railroad, landed a body of sailurs and marines ; 


| The Saginaw sailed from San Francisco March 


| was well timed, and was deemed beneficial to our 
| commerce, 


| were transported across the isthmus. ‘The steam- 


{ 
i 
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and a field piece, and took possession of the rail- 
road station. On the 28th, the Governor deliv- 
ered up the city to the joint occupancy of the 
forces from the St. Mary’s. and the British ship 
Clio. Tranquillity having been restored, the de- 
tachment, on the 7th of October, was withdrawn. 
Lieutenant-Commanding Junius. J. Boyle, of 
the Warren, rendered active service on this occa- 
sion. ‘ 
The Easr Inpra Sevapron has. been com- 
manded by flag-officer C. K. Stribling, and has 
comprised the steam sloop-of-war Haftford, (the 
flag ship,) Captain Charles Lowndes; sloop-of- 
war Germantown, Commander R. L. Page; 
steamer Saginaw, Commander James F. Schenck; 
steam-sloop Dacotah, Commander William Rad- 
ford; and sloop-of-war John Adan Commander 
John M. Berrien. The sloop-of-war Vandalia, 
Commander S. Phillips Lee, is about to sail from 
New York for this station. The John Adams 
sailed from Norfolk June 1, 1859, and, after many 
delays, arrived at Hong Kong April 28, 1860. 


8, and arrived at Shanghai May 12. The Daco- 
tah sailed from Norfolk June 30, and has proba- 
bly arrived on the station. The Germantown 
returned to the United States in April. 

The Hartford, in November, 1859, received our 
minister, Mr. Ward, on board, conveyed him to 
Canton, returned with him to [Jong Kong, then 
conveyed him to Manilla, and in January re- 
turned with him to Hong Kong. Flag-officer 
Stribling represents their visit to Manilla as ben- 
eficial to our commercial interests there, and as 
rendered very agreeable by the attentions of the 
Governor and Captain General, and other officials 
ofthe Government. He reportsthat ourcommerce 
and our countrymen residing at Manilla and in 
the Philippine Islands, are fully protceted by the 
local authorities of Spain, and that in no part of 
the world are they on a better footing. Lo April, 
the Hartford, with Mr, Ward, visited Swatau,a | 
port just opened to foreign commerce by our 
treaty with China. As there had been some dif- 
ficulty at Swatau among the Chinese, the visit 


In May she left Hong Kong for 
Shanghai, touching at Amoy, and in July con- 
veyed Mr. Ward to the Gulf of Pechele, and, 
touching at various places, returned to Shanghai 
the latter part of August. 

The John Adams, in May, was dispatched by 
flag-oflicer Stribling to Fouchon, to remain there 
until further orders. Commander Berrien re- 
ported, June 25, that a fight was then going on 
between the Canton and the Chinchew men, and 
that, at the request of Consul Gouverneur, he had 
sentup an armed boat, and was preparing another 
‘to leave with the next flood tide, for the purpose 
of protecting our countrymen, and other foreign 
residents, 


kad 
JAPANESE EMBASSY. 

When the Japanese Government first determ- 
ined to send an embassy to a civilized power, the 
United States were selected to receive Jt, and or- 
ders were given by this Department to flag-officer 
Tattnall, of the Mast India squadron, to afford it 
a passage in one of the ships of the squadron. 
Accordingly, the steam-frigate Powhatan, Cap- 
tain George F. Pearson, bearing flag-oflicer Tatt- 
nali on his return home, received the embassy on í 
board, consisting of seventy-two persons, and 
set sail from Yeddo on the 13th of February, 
1860. Having touched at Honolulu, they ar- 
rived at San Francisco on the 29th of March. 
Leaving San Francisco on the 11th of April, they 
arrived at Panama on the 24th, and the nextday 


frigate Roanoke, the flag ship of flag-officer 
McCluney, of the home squadron, having been 
designated to convey them from Aspinwall to the 
United States, received them on board on the 25th 
of April,and on the 13th of May at Hampton 
Roads transferred them to the chartered steamer 
Philadelphia, which the next day landed them 
in Washington. 

The United States steam-frigate Niagara, Cap- 
tain W. W. McKean, was detailed to receive the 
embassy at Panarna on their return home and con- 
vey them across the Pacific to Japan; but some 
of her machinery failing after she had beena short | 


and was afterwards detailed to convey. them home 
by way of Cape of Good Hope. -Embark 
board of that vessel on the 29th: of June, the 
to sea the next day, and in August had: re 
St. Paul de Loando, having thus far had a- pros- 
perous and agrecable voyage, ©. 2. ete 
The visit of the Japanese embassy: to the Uni- 
ted States was preceded by the Japanese war 
steamer Kandinamarrah, sent by the Government 
of Japan to signalize their approach. She arrived 
at San Francisco on the 17th of March, and pro- 
ceeded soon afterwards to thenavy-yard at Mare 
Island for repairs. Captain Cunningham, anti- 
cipating the wishes of the Department, promptly 
gave her every facility the yard ‘afforded, The 
admiral, captain, officers, and crew were appro- 
priately and comfortably quartered in the public 
buildings until the Kandinamarrah was repaired 
and ready again for their reception... The admiral 
expressed himself highly gratified, and tendered 
payment of the expenses, which Captain Cun- 
ningham, however, declined to receive... The 
Kandinamarrah left the navy-yard for San Fran- 
cisco on the Ist of May, and soon: afterwards 
departed for Japan. Lo: 


EXPLORATIONS. 


The act of Congress of June 22, 1860, author- 
ized the President to send some competent per- 
son or persons to the Isthmus of Chiriqui, to 
examine and report upon the quality and probable 
Sy of coal to be found on the lands of the 

shiriqui Improvement Company; the character 
of the harbors of Chiriqui Lagoon and Golfito; 
the practicability of building a railroad across 
said Isthmus, so as to connect said harbors; and 
generally as to the value of the privileges con- 
tracted for in the conditional contract of May 21, 
1859, made by Ambrose W. Thompson and said 
company with the Navy Department, . An expe- 
dition was accordingly organized under the com- 
mand of Captain Frederick Engle of the Navy. 
The hydrographical partof the work was assigned 
to Lieutenant William N. Jeffers, of the United 
States Navy, the topographical to Lieutenant 
James St. Clair Morton, of the United States 
Topographical Engineers, and the geological to 
Dr. John Evans, an eminent geologist. : Thus 
organized, the expedition set sail from Norfolk 
in the United States war-steamer Brooklyn, Au- 
gust 13, and on the 23d arrived at the: Chiriqui 
Lagoon. SR 

The expedition has just returned to Norfolk, 
I transmit herewith preliminary reports from 
Captain Engle, Lieutenants Jeffers and Morton, 
and Dr. Evans. These reports show that the 
harbors on both sides of the Isthmus of Chiriqui 
are unsurpassed; that, in the opinion of Lieuten- 
ant Morton, “itis entirely practicable to connect 
the harbors by a linc of railroad adapted to com- 
mercial purposes;’’ and that the coal found there 
is of excellent quality, and the supply inexhaust- 
ible. Complete reports from all these officers can 
be transmitted to Congress in a few days. Ican- 
not withhold from them the highest commenda- 


Í tion of the Department for the zeal and energy 


with which they have executed their respective 
duties, 

The exploration of the Parana and of the trib- 
utaries of the Paraguay under the command of 
Commander Thomas J. Page, has probably been 
completed. Te had reached Uruquayanain Au- 
gust last. It was his intention to extend the ex- 
ploration in the Uruguay as faras the high water 
of September and October would allow, which 
was all that remained to be accomplished by the 
expedition. The men are expected to return 
home in the Dolphin. Lieutenants McGary and 
Chandler have already arrived. i 

Commander John Rodgers, in his report of the 
progress and condition of the work under his 
charge on the results of the North Pacific and 
Bhering’s Straits expedition, has given. a list of 
the charts in the engravers’ hands; of those re- 
duced for engraving; those in progress of reduc- 
tion; those ready for reduction; those to be pre- 
pared for the engraver; and those already engraved 
and published. There will be required to finish 
the work the sum of $11,672; and an estimate for 
that purpose has accordingly been submitted. 

Captain Cadwalader Ringgold commanded this 


time at sca, she returned to the port of New York, || expedition from the time of its departure from 
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+ Norfolk, in June, 1853, to August, 1854, when he 

cavas succeeded by Commander Rodgers. In April, 
1859; I ordered Captain Ringgold to the duty of 

“preparing hisreport. He has brought the results 
asnear completion as éircumstances would per- 
mit... There being no “appropriation for this ob- 

ject, he was not/authéorized to employ assistance 
‘or incur any incidental expenses. Memorials 

“have been presented:to. Congress from merchants 
and others interested in navigation, praying that 

~ the charts of Captain Ringgold may be published. 

tis estimated that to prepare and publish them 

-will ‘require the:sum of $7,700, which I think 
should be appropriated for that purpose. 

‘Lieutenant James M. Gilliss, the conductor of 
theastronomical expedition to Chili, has ‘reported 
the progress of the work. during the past year. 
In the first place; a revision has been made of all 
the observations to determine the longitude of the 
observatory. at Santiago, and the results have 
been tabulated, and are ‘ready for the printer. 
This revision conclusively establishes the fact 

-that Valparaiso, and probably the whole coast of 

. Chili; as laid down on the best charts—those of 
the British admiralty—are four and four fifths 
miles too far to the west; an error of much im- 

ortance to navigators. 

‘Second. The mathematical processes for the 
reduction of all the meridian circle observations 
have been perfected and incorporated in the in- 
troduction br volumes four and five. The intro- 
duction is ready for the press, The necessary 
preparation for the reduction of these observations 
was ‘attended ‘with great labor. The task has 
been at length ‘satistactorily completed by two 

‘distinct methods of investigation, and the results 
tabulated. 

_ ‘Third. ‘The refractions and corrections to mean 
places of all the time and azimuth stars, have been 
completed, and that portion of the work on two 
hundred sheets perfected. 

“The first, second, third, and sixth volumes of 
the results of the expedition have been published; 
the fourth ‘will be ready for printing during the 

resent. winter; the fifth at the close of the ensu- 
Ing autumn, when the work will be completed. 

ieutenant John M. Brooke, having arrived on 
the 13th of August, 1859, at Kanagawa bay, off 
Yokahama, in the island of Japan, was inter- 
rupted in the further prosecution of the survey 
of the route between San Francisco and China, 
On the 23d of that month occurred a severe cy- 
clone, which caused the Fenimore Cooper to drag 
her anchors and strike repeatedly, so that to avoid 
her loss and save the lives of her crew, she was 
obliged to be run ashore. Every assistance was 
offered by: Commodore Popoff, of the Russian 

- squadron, to repair and refit her. But in remov- 
ing ‘the ballast, the timbers were found so decayed 
that all:‘hopes of repairing her were abandoned. 
Her stores, with the instruments, maps, and sur- 
veys, were most of them saved; and Lieutenant 
Brooke, with part of the crew, at the request of 
the Japanese Government, returned to San Fran- 
cisco in the Japanese war steamer Kandinamar- 
‘rah, to aid the captain of that vessel in navigating 
her across the Pacific. Licutenant Brooke began 
in July last to prepare his report. The meridian 
differences between San Francisco, Honolulu, 
Guam, Hong Kong, Loochoo, and Kanagawa, 
primary stations in the survey, have been determ- 
ined with excellent results. Obscrvations de- 
termining intermediate points, reefs, shoals, and 
coast lines, are in process of reduction. The 
meteorological observations have been reduced. 
The deep-sea soundings are under discussion. 
The specimens obtained from depths of twelve 
thousand to nineteen thousand eight hundred fect 
are under examination by eminent microscopists, 
with results of great interest. The plotting of the 
work and the report upon the results, embracing 
determinations of final positions of reefs, shoals, 
and islands, surveys of portions of the coast of 
Japan, courses of storms, and routes to be pre- 
ferred, remain to be completed. 

refer to the accompanying reports of the bu- 
reaus for the condition of the respective branches 
of the service committed to their particular charge. 

For the support of the Navy and marine corps, 
and for all other objects under the control of the 
Navy Department, for the fiscal year ending June 
3U, 1858, the expenditures were $13,870,684 76; 


| taken by preémptors are offered at public sale, 


for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1859, 
$14,659,267 76; and for the fiscal year ending 
June 30; 1860, $11,675,222 43. ' 
_-For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, the 
estimates were $11,244,845 63. Congress having 
by the act of June 1, 1860, increased the pay of 
the officers-of the Navy, a further estimate was 
submitted to meet this increase of $471,910 32, so 
that the total estimate for 1861 was $11,716,755 95. 
The appropriations by the naval appropriation 
act of June 22, 1860, were $10,400,129 90. 

The estimates for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1862, are $11,513,904 01, that is to say: 
For the Navy prOper.s.sessseseeeseee eeens $10,163,477 00 


For the marine corps......: Hass bese aeisie 667,570 05 
For all other Qbjects....0.seeceevsesce cece 682,856 96 


I have thehonor to be, very respectfully, your 


obedient servant, 
ISAAC TOUCEY, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
The PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES. 


Report of the Secretary of the Interior. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasnineron, November 30, 1860. 

Sir: To the Secretary of the Interior, the 
supervision of those branches of public service 
which pertain to the internal polity of the Gov- | 
ernment was committed by the act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1849. The period of time 
which has since elapsed has been signalized by 
extraordinary enterprise among our people, in 
the development of the internal resources of the 
country; and this Department, in the extent, va- 
riety, and dignity of its functions, and the num- 
ber and jurisdiction of its officers, has necessarily | 
experienced a corresponding progress, and be- 
come one of the largest of the Executive Depart- | 
ments, [ts operations involve the interests of | 
many citizens in all the States and Territories, | 
and devolve great labor upon its chief officer. 

One of the most important and widely-spread ! 
branches of the Department is that of the public | 
lands. For detailed information in reference to | 
the same, I have the honor to refer to the accom- } 
pavying annual report of the Commissioner of | 
the General Land Office. I invite your attention | 
to its contents with confidence; and, in view of 
the amount of work done, the difficulty and mag- | 
nitude of the questions decided, and the number | 
of our people who obtain through it the titles to | 
their estates, I feel assured that you will be grat- 
ified to observe the marked fidelity and efficiency 
with which the duties of this bureau have been j 
discharged. i 

During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860, | 
and the quarter ending the 30th of September | 
last, 16,385,361 acres of public lands have been 
proclaimed for eale. During the same period, | 
9,649,471 acres have been surveyed and prepared | 
for market, and 12,060,053.72 acres have been 


acres have been sold for cash, yielding the sum 
of $2,021,425 97; 3,379,040 acres have been ab- | 
sorbed by the location of bounty land warrants; | 
2,037,770.92 acres approved to States under the 
swamp grants; and 2,665,623 acres under the rail- 
road grants. The number of military bounty jand 
warrants outstanding on the 30th of September 
last was 74,468, and they will require 8,196,580 
acres of the public domain to satisfy them. 

In former reports Í have expressed my decided | 
approval of our existing public-land system, and 
my objections to any radical change in it. Forty 
years ago, the minimum price of the public lands 
was fixed at $1 25 per acre; and at this rate the 
principal portion of the lands in thirteen large 
and populous States on the eastern slope of the 
continent have been settled, purchased, and im- 
proved; and two States on the Pacific coast have 
now risen into importance, and are rapidly ad- 
vancing to power, without any complaint from 
their citizens as to the price at which public lands 
are sold. The system of surveys is perfect, the 
price is moderate, and the settler is secured in his 
improvements. This being done, the lands not 


the unsold lands become subject to private entry, | 
and the settler on such tracts is allowed twelve 
months within which to make proof and payment į 


disposed of in the following manner: 3,977,619.80 |j 


for the quarter section upon which he has fixed 
his home. ; 

When lands have been subject to private entry 
for more than ten years, the price to actual set- 
tlers and cytivators is reduced from time to time, 
until, after the On of thirty years, it is 
only twelve and a half centy per acre. The do- 
nation—improperly termed homestead policy— 
based upon the fallacy that a residence on a tract 
of land for a certain number of years shall, in- 
stead of a fixed price, be made the consideration 
which shall entitle the settler to the land he selects 
and occupies, has been tried, and, as stated in my 
annual reports of 1858 and 1859, has everywhere 
failed and met with public condemnation. Itwas 
annoying to the settler, productive of controver- 
sies, and injurious to the communities in which 
the donations were made. ý 

During the past year, in every case of the proc- 
lamation and public offering of extensive portions 
of the public lands, urgent requests have been 
made, as heretofore, for a postponement of the 
sales thus ordered. These requests could not be 
acceded to without interrupting the harmonious 
operation of the laws constituting our land sys- 
tem, which requires the public lands to be brought 
into market from time to time, in proportion as 
surveyed lands are disposed of and other lands 
surveyed. As there has not been any consider- 
able competition or cash demand for new lands 
during the past year, the settlers on the lands 
brought into market, who were unable, from par- 
ticular misfortunes, to make payment before the 
day of sale, have generally béen able to file de- 
claratory statements after the day of sale, and 
thus avail themselves of the twelve months’ credit 
secured by law to preémptors of lands subject to 
private ontry. It is believed, therefore, that set- 
tlers have suffered no serious hardships. Owing 
to the slight demand for lands as an investment, 
the cash receipts from the public sales have been 
inconsiderable, when compared with the quantity 
of land offered. 

Experience has demonstrated the wisdom and 
propriety of the recommendations contained inm 
Jastannual report: first, that, in a spirit of liberal- 
ity to all settlers upon unoffered lands, two years 
should be allowed, from the date of settlement, 
within which to make proof and payment; and 
second, that it should be made incumbent upon 
the Executive to offer at public sale, by proclama- 
tion, within two years after survey, all the lands 
that have not been claimed by settlers, 

The income from the public lands during four 
years past has not been so great as was expected. 
‘The commercial revulsion of 1857, followed as it 
was hy short crops in most of the new States and 
Territories, checked emigration, and also the in- 
clination of capitalists to make further investments, 

3ut this is not the sole cause of the reduction in 
this revenue. The manner of disposing of the 
publie lands has been made a topic of political dis- 
cussion; and, whilst some emigrant families have 
made settlements and delayed giving the proper 
notice, or making any payments, in the expecta- 
tion of a donation, other*persons, who. are con- 
templating emigration, have deferred their remo- 
val from their old homes and the purchase of lands 
for settlement, awaiting some definite legislation 
upon the subject. Should the discussion of alter- 
ations in our land system cease, itis believed that 
the revenue derived from sales would speedily rise 
to a reasonable annual average, especially if the 
quantity of unlocated land warrants outstanding 
should continue to diminish from year to year as 
for three years past. 

A controversy was pending in this Depart- 
ment for many years, in relation to the title to 
the lands at the hot springs, in the State of Ark- 
ansas. The act of Congress of the 20th April, 
1832, entitled “ An act authorizing the Governor 
of the Territory of Arkansas to lease the salt 
springs, in said ‘Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” provides, section three, ‘that the hot 
springs, in said Territory, together with four 
sections of land, including said springs, as near 
the center thereof as may be, shall be reserved 
for the future disposal of Congress, and shall not 
be entered, located, or appropriated for any other 
purpose whatever.’’ 

Several claims to a portion of the land so re- 
served were afterwards presented to the officers of 
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the land department, on behalf of individuals, 
which, however, after careful examination, were 
all rejected by a decision of Secretary Stuart, 
made October 10, 1851, that the land had been 
reserved by the act of Congress above quoted, 
and the title thereto remained in the United States, 
subject to such legislation as Congress might spe- 
cially provide. Notwithstanding this decision, 
he allowed a special entry of the quarter section 
including the springs to be made, for a special 
purpose, in December, 1851. The claims of all 
contestants for this quarter section were sub- 
mitted to the late Attorney General, in 1854, who 
was of the opinion that the act of Congress had 
reserved the land and forbidden its sale or loca- 
tion; and in this opinion my predecessor seems 
to have concurred. In April last, the application 
of the parties who were allowed the entry of De- 
cember 19, 1851, for a patent thereon, was sub- 
mitted to me; and, after a deliberate review of the 
case, I decided that the entry was illegal, and 
directed that it be canceled. 

I know no reason why the title to the lands of 
the hot springs should be reserved in perpetuity, 
and therefore recommend that the disposal of the 
four sections reserved, be provided for by appro- 
priate legislation. 

By an act of Congress, approved August 8, 
1846, a grant of lands was made to the State of 
Towa for theimprovement of the navigation of the 
Des Moines river, from its mouth to the Raccoon 
Fork, This grant, for more than two years, was 
regarded on all hands as confined to the line of the 
improvement, and limited to the lands along the 
river and below the Raccoon Fork; and this view 
of the matter has been maintained by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior and by the General Pand 
Office. The quantity of land thus admitted to be 
within the grant was found to be 322,392 acres and 
was long since listed and approved to the State. 

Sceretary Stuart, however, caused some of the 
lands along the river and above the Raccoon Fork 
to be listed and certified as part of the grant; and 
a list was also approved by Secretary McClel- 
land, before his attention was called tothe ques- 
tions of law involved in a claim which had been 
presented on behalf of the State, in 1849, that the 

rant extended to the headwaters of the Des 
oines river. 

The right of the State under the grant of the 
8th of August, 1846, to any lands lying above 
tho Raccoon Fork was directly involved in a cause 
which was determined by the Supreme Court of 
the United States at the December term, A. D. 
1859; and that tribunal thercin decided that the 
grant did not embrace any such lands, and that 
the lists and certificates which had issued from 
this Department conveyed no title to the State. 
The quantity of land embraced in the lists of this 
kind is 271,572 acres; and, with the exception of 
some sixty or seventy thousand acres, the same 
tracts have also been claimed by the State of Iowa, 
for the use of railroad companies, under the act 
of Congress approved May 15, 1856, as parts of 
the grants thereby made, to aid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads. Having recommended 
to the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, 
in June last, a relinquishment to the State of all 
title remaining in the United States to the 271,572 
acres of land erroneously listed and certified under 
the Des Moines grant, I have directed a sus- 
pension of immediate action under the railroad 
grants, so far as the two conflicting claims intcr- 
fere. The lands along the upper portions of the 
Des Moines river, not embraced in any of the 
certified lists, which have been surveyed for four, 
five, and six years, but withheld from market on 
account of the claim of the State, have recently 
becn proclaimed and offered at public sale. 

‘When I came into office the grant to Wiscon- 
sin to aid the improvement of the navigation of 
the Fox and Wisconsin rivers was unsettled. My 
predecessor, a few weeks before that period, made 
a decision, according to which the quantity of this 
g¥ant, under all the laws upon the subject, was 


ascertained to be 684,289 acres. Before that time į 


the State had selected lands, under the law of 
1854, largely in excess of this quantity, and the 
selections had been withheld from sale. In this 
state of facts, I directed the lists of selections to 
be taken up, and approved in their order of pre- 


i survey, confirmed and paicnted. On the other į 


cedence, to such extent as would complete the 
quantity of lands due the State, and the tracts se- 
lected in excess to be restored to market.. This 
was done, excepting some 15,000 acres of selec- 
tions which were suspended, in order to let in, as 
part of the grant, such odd-numbered lots in the 
Stockbridge township, on the cast side of Lake 
Winnebago, as might remain to thé United States, 
free from any claim of individuals under the treaty 
of February, 1856, with the Stockbridge and Mun- 
see Indians. The lists of such lots have been re- 
cently prepared, and, with a supplemental list of 
selections, approved, thus fully closing up the 
business. 

It has been my aim, whenever these cases of 
long-standing and chronic difficulty have legiti- 
mately come before me, to fully examine and 
carefully consider them; to inform myself of all 
their history and details, and dispose of them 
finally in a spirit of justice, and according to the 
laws ia Raped governing each case, thus re- 
lieving the general business of the Land Office 
from the incubus which by reason of their pend- 
ency, pressed upon and deranged the service, and 
perplexed its officers. ; 

The progress & the public surveys in the Ter- 
ritory of Washington has been interrupted on ac- 
count of the existence of certain land claims, 
under the treaty of June 15, 1846, with Great Brit- 
ain. On the expiration of the charter of the 
Hudson Bay Company, in 1859, the possessory 
right of that company, under the third article of 
the treaty, terminated. Instructions were accord- 
ingly issued to the surveyor gencral, in Septem- 
ber, 1859, to extend the lines of the public surveys 
over the lands which had been occupied by its 
agents and cmployés; and contracts have since 
been made for subdividing, in the usual manner, 
a considerable portion of those lands. 

Two tracts—one at Nisqually, containing, by 
estimate, 167,000 acres, and another at Cowlitz, 
containing about 3,600 acres—have been claimed 
under the fourth article of the same treaty for the 
Puget Sound Agricultural Company. It is stip- 
ulated in that article that the “farms, lands, and 
other property of every description belonging to 
the Puget Sound Agricultural Company, on the 
north side of the Columbia river, shall be con- 
fumed to the said company. In casc, however, 
the situation of those farms and lands should be 
considered by the United States to be of public 
and political importance, and the United States 
Government should signify a desire to obtain 
possession of the whole, or any part thereof, the 
property so required shall be transferred to the 
said Government, at a proper valuation, to be | 
agreed upon between the parties, 

Itis clearly the duty of this Government to con 
firm to the Puget Sound Agricultural Company 
all such ‘‘ farms” and “lands” as belonged to 
said company at the date of the treaty. The 
treaty, however, created no right; it simply pro- 
vided for the confirmation ofa title, either inchoate 
or perfect, previously existing. Title to land ug- 
der the British Government can anly be derived 
from the Crown, either directly or indirectly. 
But this Department is notad vised that said com- 
pany have, or claim to have, any grant from the, 
Crown of Great Britain. The treaty only secures 
to them the “lands” and “farms” “ belonging 
to’? them; and, if we reject the literal, obvious 
interpretation, and construe the words ‘‘ belonging | 
to’? as equivalent to “ occupied by” the company, 
still we find nothing in the words of the treaty 
which will warrant the claim of an extensive dis- 
trict, when it is well known that, at the date of 
the treaty, only a few employés of this company 


had houses, sheep-folds, and cattle-pens, with || 


very meager improvements, scattered over a wide 
and undefined range of country. Such a con- 
struction of the treaty is totally inadmissible and 
inconsistent with the land policy of the United 
States and Great Britain. While it is manifest, 
from all the evidence collected, that no part of 
this land ““ belonged to” the Puget Sound Agri- 
cultural Company, yet some scattered portions 
of it might answer the description of “ farms” 
and lands” occupied by it, which, in a spirit of 
fairness and liberality, might be determined by | 


| 
i 
| 


hand, the claim which has been presented, and 


which I regard.as merely speculative, delays the 
public surveys, retards settlements, and prevents 
the improvement of the country. peg led 
Indeed, the surveyor general reports that almost 
all the old servants of the Puget Sound Agricul- 
tural Company have long since become American 
citizens, and are-now claiming farms, under our 
former donation and present, preémption: Jaws, 
within the region that has been claimed ‘on the 
Nisqually river. ; i £ 
Itis due to the people of Washington Terri- 
tory that some decisive: action should be taken. 
I am not advised that any portion of the tracts 
claimed are of any public or political importance 
to the United States, and [ recommend that the 
surveyor general of Washington Territory, under 
the supervision of this Department, be author- 
ized by special enactment to decide upon the valid- 
ity of the claims of the Puget Sound Agricul- 
tural Company; and if they are entitjed to con- 


‘firmation, to determine the locationand boundaries 


of the “ farms” and ‘““lands” that belonged to the 
company; which should be required, within a 
given period, to present its claims for final ac- 
tion. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Detailed information in regard to the operations 
of the Indian office during the past year, and. the 
present condition of the various tribes of Indians 
within our limits, will be found in the report of 
the Commissioner, which, with the.accompany- 
ing documents, is herewith submitted. 

In reviewing the results of the policy pursued 
by the Government of the United States towards 
the Indian tribes within their limits, it should be 
borne in mind that,@while the same general rela- 
tion exists between the United States and _all the 
tribes, that relation has been modified in respect 
to many of them by treaty stipulations and acts 
of Congress; and as these modifications vary.in 
cach case, and often in essential particulars, the 
subject becomes complicated, and the difficulty of 
subjecting the Indians to a uniform policy greatly 
increased. With the wild tribes in the heart of 
the continent, in Arizona, and in California, con- 
stitating, possibly, the majority, we have no 
treaties whatever. With respect to policy, then, 
it is obvious that the Indians must be divided 
into two classes—those with whom we have treat- 
ies, and those with whom we have not. In the 
case of the former we are clearly bound by treaty 
stipulations; in the case of the latter the Govern- 
ment is free to pursue such a policy as _ circum- 
stances may render expedient, subordinate, of 
course, to those general principles which have 
been declared in the statutes and sanctioned by 
the Supreme Court, 

Again: the treaty, or annuity Indians may be 
arranged in two divisions. ith one we have 
treaties of amity, and we pay them annuities, 
either in money, goods, or provisions, or perhaps 
all three, for a longer or shorter period, but with- 
out recognizing their title to any particular tract 
of country. Wenotonly pay annuities to the 
other, but we recognize their title to particular 
tracts of country, described by metcsand bounds, 
and guaranty them undisturbed possession to 
the same forever. This latter class, again, must 
be subdivided into those who hold their lands 
in common, whether in fee, or by the usual 
Indian title, and those whose lands are held in 
severalty by the individual members of the tribe. 
There is yet a further distinction to be made be- 
tween those cases where the several reservations 
are in a compact body, surrounded by a. well- 
defined exterior boundary, constituting them a 
tribal reservation, over which the intercourse laws 
can be enforced, and those in which the individ- 
ual reservations are scattered among the white 
settlements, and subjected to the operations of 
the laws of the State or Territory in which they 
are situated. 

Our intercourse with those tribes with whom 
we have no treaties, except those in California, 


i Utah, and New Mexico, who are under the con- 


trol of agents, is limited to impressing upon them 
the necessity of maintaining friendly relations 
with the whites, and assuring them that acts of 
violence and rapine will be sure to draw upon 
them severe chastisement. This intercourse is 
had mainly through the medium of officers of the 
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Army, stationed on the remote frontier; or en- 
aged in exploring and surveying expeditions. 
With the exception of the Navajos and Snakes, 

these Indians have been at peace with us during 

the past'year.. > +: : 
Peace has also prevailed among the treaty In- 
dians, with. one conspicuous exception. I refer 
-to the, Kioways, whose ‘increasing turbulence 
“vould seem to vender ‘military operations advis- 

abie. ‘The same.may be said of the Yanctonnais 
vand Cut-Head bands of Sioux. : 

| COFfthose Indians to whom reservations are se- 

etived -by treaty, it is to be observed that those 

“who. hold their lands in common, and those who 
hold in “Severalty, but whose reservations are 
scattered about among the white settlements, have 
made, and are making, little or no progress. 
There are, of course, exceptions; but they are 
few in-number, and result from fortuitous circum- 
stances, „Experience. has satisfied me that two 
conditions are indispensable to the success of any 
policy, looking beyond the mere immediate and 
temporary relief of the Indians. If it is designed 

to effect a radical change in their habits and 
modes of life, and establish for them a permanent 
civilization, the ideas of separate or rather pri- 
vate property, and isolation, must.form the basis, 
alike of our diplomacy and our legislation. 

Private property in the soil and its products 
stimulates industry by guarantying the undis- 
turbed enjoyment of its fruits; and isolation is an 
effectual protection against the competition, the 
cunning, and the corrupting influences of the 

“white man. This is not mere theory: it has the 
sanction of successful application in practice; and 
notable examples may bé*cited—those of the 

Winnebagoes and Sisseton and Wahpeton Sioux, 

- reclaimed in an incredibly short time by this pol- 
icy, from the idleness, drunkenness, and degrada- 
tion for which they were- conspicuous. And it is 
ho valid objection to the force of the illustration 
to gay, that the same results have been produced 

among the Choctaws, Chickasaws, and Chero- 
dees, who still hold their latids as tenants in com- 

“mon, The tenure in common is but nominal with 
these tribes: every member of them is protected 
in the undisturbed possession of the home he has 
made for himself in the common domain; and his 
right of property in his fields and the crops he 
raises on them are as sacredly respected as if he 
held them in fee and in severalty. Nowhere are 
the intercourse laws so rigidly cnforced as among 

_ these tribes; and it is to this and the practical 
recognition of the right of private property in the 
soil and its products that the great prosperity of 
these tribes is due. Iam strengthened, then, in 
the conviction expressed in my last annual report, 
that the only plan that holds out any hope for the 
decaying aboriginal races, is to confine them to 
small tribal reservations, having well-defined ex- 
terior boundaries, so that the intercourse laws 
can be enforced thereon, and to divide these res- 
ervations. into farms of moderate dimensions, to 
be held in severalty by the individual members 
of the tribe, with all the rights incident to an es- 
tate in fee-simple, except that of alienation. An- 
nuities should be paid, notin money, butin goods, 
provisions, agricultural implements, and seeds; 
and authority should be given to the agents to 
discriminate in their distribution between the in- 
dustrious and the idle, the orderly and the thrift- 
less. These ideas form the basis of all the Indian 
treaties which have been negotiated.during your 

Administration, and I willsuggest that they should 
be established by law as the fixed policy of the 

Government. 

The colonization system, which was tried in 
California and Texas under the direction of Con- 
gress, and from which I at one time hoped for the 
most favorable results, has proved an entire fail- 
ure. Itisexpensive and radically defective. To 
promise for it any success, one of two modifica- 
tions. must be introduced. Either the overseer or 
agent must have a right of property in the pro- 
ducts of the reservation, and be allowed to retain 


for his'private use and benefit the surplus which |} 


may remain after feeding and clothing the Indians, 
or each Indian must work for himself and gather 
for himself, and the idle and the thriftless must be 


made to feel the effects of thcir idleness and un- |] 


thriftiness, and to realize practically the differ- 


ence between him who sows and 
who does not. 

Frequent complaints having been made by the 
Cherokee authorities of unauthorized settlements 
upon a portion of their territory known as the 
neutral land, measures were taken to remove 
the cause of complaint. Last spring the settlers 
were notified that they were unauthorized intrud- 
ers, mere naked trespassers, in fact, upon an In- 
dian reserve, and tliat they must remove, or the 
law would be enforced against them. No atten- 
tion having been paid to the notice, the agent for 
the Cherokees, acting under orders from the In- 
dian office, has recently visited the reserve, and, 
by the aid of the United States troops, forcibly 
removed the settlers from that portion of the re- 
serve lying south of what is known as the Calhoun 
line. It appears from the records of the Depart- 


reaps and him 
. 


northern boundary of the neutral land the line 
was made to run eight or nine miles south of the 
true boundary, leaving outside of the reserve as 
marked on the map, a strip known as the ‘ Dry 
Woods,’ which should have been included init. 
It was generally bélieved that tbe Dry Woods was 
part of the New York reservation, on which set- 


had gone in good faith and made valuable im- 
provements, the agent did not molest them. Be- 
lieving myself that the settlers on the tract in 
question are Jaw-abiding citizens, that they estab- 
lished themselves there in good faith, and in utter 
ignorance of the trespass they were committing, 
and that they have expended large sumsin opening 
and improving their farms, L think it would be a 
great hardship if they were now compelled to re- 
move. I have, therefore, suspended the execu- 
tion of the law until the end of the approaching 
session of Congress, in order that they may have 
an opportunity of applying to that body for relief; 
and, as the Cherokees do not want the land, I 
would recommend the passage of a law authoriz- 


public lands, and the proceeds paid over to the 
Cherokees. As it is expressly stipulated in the 


Cherokees ‘shall in no future time, without their 
consent, be included within the territorial limits or 
jurisdiction of any State or Territory,”’ provision 
should be made in the law for obtaining the assent 
of the Cherokees as a condition precedent to its 
taking effect; and, with a view of securing such 
assent, and preventing any future conflict of juris- 
diction, the boundaries of Kansas should be so 
modified as to make her southern line coincident 
with the northern boundaries of the Cherokee 
neutral jand and the Osage reservations, as pro- 
tracted on Mr. Calhoun’s map. The same error 
was committed with respect to the northern 
boundary of the Osage reservation; and as there 
are settlers upon the strip embraced between the 
treaty line and Mr. Calhoun’s line, and their 
condition is in all respects similar to that of the 
wettlers on the Dry Woods, } would recommend 
that the provisions of the law be extended to the 
Osage reservation. 

The Shawnees, Miamies, and the confederated 
bands of Kaskaskias, Peorias, Weas, and Pian- 
keshaws, belong to that class of Indians whose 
lands have been divided among the individual 
members of the tribe, and are held in severalty. 
These individual reservations do not fall within 
the limits of a tribal reservation, but are scattered 
among the white settlements, and the Indians are 
consequently exposed to all the evils resulting 
| from unrestrained intercourse with the whites. 
They are not only making no progress, but are 
rapidly deteriorating; and { feel confident that, 
unless they are removed from their present loca- 
tion, they will disappear altogether in a short 
time. I would recommend that authority be 
given to this Department to sell their lands, with 
their consent, and, with the proceeds, purchase 
thema home, either in the Cherokee neutral land, 
j orin some part of the Osage reservation. No 
doubt is entertained of the feasibility of this plan, 
| and it offers the double advantage of removing 
the Indians from influences that are surely work- 
ing their destruction, and relieving the future 
State of Kansas from the burden of a large pauper 
| Indian population. Besides, it will open to settle- 


ment that owing to an error in protracting the | 


tlements were permitted, and as the settlers there ! 


ing this land to be surveyed and sold as other ! 


treaty of New Echota that the lands ceded to the | 


ment some of the richest and most productive 
lands in Kansas. Indeed, I am not sure but that 
it would be advisable to remove all the Indians 
of Kansas, and locate them upon the unoceupied 
portion of the Osage reservation, It would re- 
ieve Kansas from an incubus, and allow the 
Indians a fair opportunity of working out a future 
for themselves, unrestricted by the interference 
of the whites. 

Appropriations were made, at the last session 
of Congress, to enable the Department to nego- 
tiate treaties with the Arrapahoes and Cheyennes, 
and with the Chippewas of Red Lake and Red 
River. To carry out the wishes of Congress, the 
Arrapahoes and Cheyénnes were notified to as- 
semble at Fort Bent—now Fort Wise—and the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs was instructed 
to mect them there. The Arrapahoes met the 
Commissioner, but only two or three chiefs of 
the Cheyennes were able to be present at the ap- 
pointed time, The propositions of the Govern- 
ment were submitted to them in council, and the 
Indians were satisfied to accept them. But, as 
the representatives of the Cheyennes did not feel 
authorized to sign a treaty, the Commissioner 
was compelled to return without completing hia 
work. The negotiation was left in such a condi- 
tion as to hold out tle expectation that a treaty 
will be concluded at an early day. 

The superintendent of Indian affairs for the 
northern superintendency and an experienced 
officer of this Department were appointed com- 
missioners to negotiate with the Chippewas of 
Red Lake and Red River. Here, again, the ne- 
gotiations were impeded by the absence of one 
of the bands, whose assent was deemed essential 
by the Indians themselves. The delegates from 
the Red Lake band demanded a most extravagant 


| price for their land, and maintained their demand 


with so much persistence that the commissioners 
deemed it impossible to conclude a treaty at that 
time upon terms acceptable to the Department, 
and so broke up the conference. The Depart- 
ment was influenced, in the terms it offered, by 
the fact that the Senate had rejected a treaty ne- 
gotiated in 1851, by Hon. Alexander Ramsay, 
then Governor of Minnesota, and ex officio super- 
intendent, by which the Indians agreed to sell 
the most valuable portion of their country, in- 
cluding the valley of the Red River of the North, 
for the sum of $230,009. It was, therefore, deemed 
necessary to demand a larger cession for that 


| sum, while the amplest reservations were con- 


templated for Indian occupancy. The Indians 
have since expressed regret for their conduct, and 
asked to be permitted to visit Washington to 
conclude a treaty. Permission has been given 
them, and it is expected that a treaty will be 
shortly concluded. 

In the administration of our Indian affairs, the 
aid of the military arm of the Government is often 
indispensable; and at all times a cordial coépera- 
tion and a friendly understanding between the 
Indian agents and the officers of the Army are 
required for the success of this service. Iam of 
the opinion, therefore, that the supervision of the 
Indian bureau might be retransferred to the War 
Department. with great propriety and advantage. 
If all the officers of the Government who were 
brought in contact with the Indians, and were 
intrusted with their business, were under the 
immediate order and control of one Department, 
they would necessarily feel a more direct respons- 
ibility, which would certainly secure greater effi- 
ciency. 

PENSIONS. 

I refer you to the report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions for information in respect to the op- 
erations of the pension bureau for the past year. 

The whole number of pensioners of all classes 
now remaining on the rollsis 11,284, and thesum 
required to pay their pensions is $1,001,018 95. 
During the past year the amount thus expended 
was $1,103,562 03. a 

Although there appears to have been but a 
slight diminution in the work of the office, yet 
such is the condition of the business that it will 
admit of a considerable reduction of the clerical 
force during the next year; and consequently the 
estimates now submitted for this branch of the 
service have been reduced by the sum of $28,200. 


a 
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The energeticmeasures which have been adopted 
for the prevention of pension and bounty Jand 
frauds upon the Government have been attended 
with very favorable results asis clearly indicated 
by the decrease in the number of prosecutions for 
offenses of this character. 


PATENT OFFICE. 


The increase of business in the Patent Office, 
and the magnitude of its operations, give addi- 
tional force to the recommendations heretofore 
made for a reorganization of this bureau. The 
amount of work devolved upon the examiners is 
enormous; afd it is difficult to believe that the 
reiterated appealggn this behalf would have been 
so entirely bregetded , had Congress realized the 
actual condition of the business of the office; and 
as the office is self-sustaining, it is only reason- 
able that this Department should be empowered 
to graduate the force employed by the work to 
be fongs provided, always, that the expenditures 
shall be kept within the receipts. 

I take occasion to renew the recommendation 
of previous reports in regard to the anomaly of 
allowing appeals from tho Commissioner of Pat- 
ents to one of the three district judges. In addi- 


tion to the reasons urged in my first annual report | 


for an alteration. of the law in this particular, it 
is to be observed that, as each judge acts sepa- 
ratcly upon the appeal taken, it becomes very 
difficult, if not impossible, to maintain uniformity 
and certainty in the execution of the patent laws, 

The income of the office for the three quarters 
ending September 30, 1860, was $197,648 40, and 
its expenditure, $189,672 23, showing a surplus 
of $7,976 17. 

During this period, five thousand six hundred 
and thirty-eight applications for patents have been 
received, and eight hundred and forty-one caveats 
filed. Three thousand six hundred and twelve 
applications have been rejected, and three thou- 
sand cight hundred and pa a patents issued, 
including reissues, additional improvements, and 
designs. In addition to this, there have been 
forty-nine applications for extensions, and twen- 
ty-cight patents have been extended for a period 
of seven years from the expiration of their first 
term. ý 

AGKICULTURE. 


This is onc of the main pillars of the prosperity 
and power of any country; and it assumes addi- 
tional importance in ours, because of the extentof 
our territory, embracing every variety of soil and 
climate, the cheapness of land, and the facility 
with which its products can be transported to 
market. ‘The liberalappropriations made by Con- 
gress at its last session, in encouragement of this 
most useful art, received the cheerful sanction 
of the people; and this Department has labored 
faithfully to carry out the beneficent instructions 
of Congress. Diligent inquiry has been made for 
the best varietics of sceds and cuttings of every 
useful plant and vegetable; and satisfactory ar- 
rangements have been made for procuring them 
on the best terms, and transporting them in the 
safest manner, ltis manifest that, when we have 
received an adequate supply of the different plants 
and seeds adapted to our various soil and climate, 
and have developed our agricultural resources by 
the judicious application of the results of scientific 
investigations, the United States must become the 
granary of the world. 


EIGHTH CENSUS. 


The general interest felt in this work, and the 
importance of the nearest possible approach to 
accuracy in all its details, have been properly ap- 
preciated by this Department; and itis hoped that 
the energy and caire with which it has been con- 
ducted will insure results in accordance with the 
public expectation, 

The schedules and carefully-prepared instruc- 
tions were distributed in time to enable the Uni- 
ted States marshals to commence the enumeration 
on the day appointed by law. The time Within 
which all the returns should have been made is 
now passed, and the census has been completed 
in all the States and Territories, with the excep- 
tion of some few sub-divisions, where, from cir- 
cumstances represented to be unavoidable, delays 
haveoccurred. This failure, however, creates no 
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surprise, when itis known that the number of 
necessary sub-divisians required the employment 
of four thousang four hundred different agencies. 

The returns have been placed in the hands of 
an able and efficient corps of clerks; and I have 
the assurance of the superintendent of this ser- 
vice that, with his present force, he will enable 
me, during the approaching session of Congress, 
to present an exhibit of the aggregate population, 
manufactures, and agricultural productions, and 
to make the apportionment of Representatives, in 
accordance with the twenty-fifth section of the 
law approved May 23, 1850. 

Sufficient information, however, has been ob- 
tained to justify the conclusion that our popula- 
tion has’ kept pace with its ordinary natural 
progress, and that the increase in the productions 
of agriculture, manufactures, and mines, will 
show an accelerated advance in material pros- 
perity. 

For the completion of the eighth census, the 
sum of $437,000, as a deficiency, will be required 
for the current fiscal year, and a further appro- 
priation of $190,000, for the fiscal year ending 

une 30, 1862, which, with the appropriation 
heretofore made for this service, will make the 
cntire cost of the present enumeration about 
$1,642,000, of which sum about $1,303,000 will 
be paid to the marshals and their assistants, in 
accordance with the rates established by the law 
of 1850, for their services in this connection. 

The sum demanded for the execution of the 
eighth census excecds the cost of the seventh in 
the sum of $245,000—an excess rendered neces- 
sary by the increase of our population and its 
diffusion over the vast plains of the interior. 

In this my last annual report, I feel it to be my 
duty to suggest the propriety and importance of 
establishing a bureau of statistics. 

The internal trade between the different States 
of this Union is greater than our foreign trade, 
and directly interests a much greater pumber of 
our own people, yet we possess no agency by 
which we can ascertain and definitely present to 
the world the valuc and extent of this exchange 
of the products of labor. We have no central 
point of statistical knowledge by which we can 
show the connection and dependence of the sev- 
eral States upon each other for their material ad- 
vancement and prosperity. It is true that oncein 
each period of ten years the country is supplied 
with certain information regarding our agricultu- 
ral, manufacturing, and mining interests; yet noth- 
ing is known of the importance, direction, and 
channels of our homecommerce. Congress, the 
Departments, and the community, arc withoutany 
gencral reliable resource for the ascertainment of 
our internal trade and the annual productions of 
agriculture, manufactures, and mines. {t would 
be a wise economy to establish an agency which 
would secure the desired information in the most 
authentic, practicable form, and regularly report 
the same at cach session of Congress, The requi- 
site force would be small; and I feel confidentthat 
the reports of such a bureau would command for 
it the public favor. 


JUDICIARY. 
Some changes in the laws are required to en- 


enforce existing regulations in regard to judicial 
expenses of the Government; and I renew my 
former recommendations on this subject.” With- 
out some additional power, promptitude and ac- 


of the clerks of the United States courts cannot 
be secured 

The fixed and well-established policy of the 
Government of the United States, since the year 
1808, has been the suppression of the African 
slave trade. From time to time statutes have been 
enacted to effectuate this object, and the heaviest 
penalties have been prescribed against those who 
engage in this trafic. The courts find great dif- 
ficulty in construing the laws, and the judges 
widely differ in their opinions and interpretation 
of them. The action of the juries in all sections 
of the country indicates that the penalties pre- 
scribed for violations of these laws are deemed 
altogether disproportionate to the heinousness of 
the offense, and therefore any technical defense is 


able this Department to secure uniformity and to | 


curacy in the return of the emolument accounts j 
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seized upon to reconcile them to finding verdicts 
of acquittal. Hence, no case has ever: yet reached 


the Supreme Court, by which alone a- settled con- 


struction could be given. to. these laws.“ Publie 
policy demands a review of these laws; anda 
change which would render their provisions more 
practical, and therefore more efficient, would,.in 
my judgment, be both wise and expedient. : 

But I desire more particularly to call your atten- 
tion to that provision of the laws for the supprés- 
sion of the African slave trade, which authorizes 
the President “to make such regulations ‘and 
arrangements as he may deem expedient for the 
safe-keeping, support, and removal -beyond the 
limits of the United States, of all such negroes, 
mulattoes, or persons of color, as may be so de- 
livered and brought within their jurisdiction; and 
to appoint a proper person or persons, residing 
upon the coast of Africa, as agent or agents, for 
receiving the negroes, mulattoes, or persons of 
color delivered from on board vessels seized in 
the prosecution of the slave trade by commanders 
of ike United States armed vessels;’’ and, also, tr 
the act of June 16, 1860, which authorizes the 
President to enter into a contract with any person 
or society to receive from the agents of the United 
States ‘all negroes, mulattoes, or persons of color 
delivered from on board vessels seized in the 
prosecution of the slave trade,” and ‘to provide 
the said negroes, mulattoes, and persons of color 
with comfortable clothing, shelter, and provisions, 
for a period not exceeding one year from:the date 
of their being landed on the coast of Africa.” 

During the last spring, three slavers, having.on 
board 1,432 Africans, were captured and brought 
into the port of Key West. These Africans were 
delivered to the United States marshal of the 
southern district of Florida, who furnished them 
with suitable supplies, and provided comfortable 
quarters for their occupancy. With the least 
possible delay, contracts were entered into with 
the American Colonization Society, for the trans- 
portation of these negroes to Liberia, and for 
their support for one year from the date of their 
being landed on the coast of Africa, The said 
society contracted to furnish vessels of the best 
class, to be fitted, equipped, and provisioned in 
accordance with the requirements of the act of 
Congress entitled “An act to regulate the car- 
riage of passengers in steamships and other ves- 
sels,” approved March 3, 1855. Good clothing, 
food, medicines, and medical attendance were to 
be provided for said Africans on the voyage. 
The contract for their transportation was per- 
formed with fidelity. Approved vessels, which 
had been examined by an officer of the Nayy, at 
theinstance of this Department, well provisioned, 
and with ample room, were provided, and the re- 
sult is as follows: 1,432 was the number reccived 
by the marshal at Key West; while under his 
charge 294 diced, and the survivors, numbering 
1,138, were delivered to the agents of the coloni- 
zation society. On the voyage, 245 died, and 
only 893 were landed on the coast of Africa. 

This Department is without definite informa- 
tion as to the fate of the survivors since their 
arrival in Liberia. 

The expenses incurred by the marshalin keep- 
ing these Africans for about six weeks, including 
$5,498 60 for medicincs and medical attendance, 
was $27,650 92. The cost of transportation, ex- 
clusive of the salaries of the agents of the Gov- 
ernment to superintend the fulfillment of, the 
contract, amounted to $5€,900. The cost of sup- 
porting and providing them with clothing for one 
year will amount to $89,300, in the event that no 
further mortality shall occur among them. 

During the month of August last, three young 
Africans found on board the slaver W. R. Kib- 
bey were brought into the port of New York and 
delivered to the United States marshal for the 
southern district of that State. These boys were 
quick, sprightly, and promising. INumerous ap- 
plications were made by citizens to have them 
bound out for a term of years as apprentices, and 
others proposing that they should be placed in 
the Colored Orphan Asylum, in the city of New 
York; but, as the law allowed no discretion upon 
the subject, I caused them to be delivered into the 
charge of the colonization society, for transport- 
ation to Liberia. 
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On the.15th day of October last, this Depart- 
ment was advised, by a communication from the 
‘Seeretary of the Navy, of the seizure-of the brig- 

antine slaver Storm King, with 619 Africans, and 

also of the capture of the slave-ship Erie; with 897 
_ Africans on board, and.of.their arrival at the-port 
„gf. Monrovia. - These Africans, reduced by death 

to 1,483, were delivered to the agent of the United 
"States for liberated Africans, in a state of perfect 

nakedness, who provided themat.once with cloth- 
ing.and-food.. Atthetime of the landing of these 
wnegroes. the agent of the United States was in- 
formed by the President of Liberia, that, unless 
the Government of the United States should pay 
to the Government of Liberia the same per capita 
consideration which had been allowed the colon- 
ization society for their maintenance for twelve 
months, he could not consent to receive them into 
his, country. The Africans were landed, how- 
ever,and the question referred to our Government. 
Upon examination, it was found that the law 
vested noauthority in the President of the United 
States to contract with the Government of Libe- 
ria for the support of these people, and as the col- 
onization society have a special treaty or agree- 
ment with thatGovernment, allowing them to land 
and maintain in that country recaptured Africans, 
another contract was entered into with that so- 
ciety for the support and clothing of these Afri- 
cans for.one year. To carry out this contract, an 
appropriation of $148,300 will be required during 
this session of Congress. . 

The system established by the legislation of the 
last session of Congress, by which the officers of 
the: armed vessels of the United States are au- 
thorized.to land those negroes found on board 
captured .slavers on the coast of Africa, is re- 
garded as both proper and economical. 

dn order to carry out the policy of the Govern- 
ment for. suppressing the African slave trade, 
there is no reason or necessity for treating these 
unfortunate Africans, when brought within our 
jurisdiction, with cruelty and inhumanity, by the 
Operation of a system which. entails a heavy ex- 
pense upon this Government. 

Enfeebled as they are by a voyage in crowded 
vessels, and with scant provision, confined within 
our forts and barracks, where no one sympathizes 
with or can understand them, with none inter- 
ested to study their wants, or to administer to 
their necessities, then shipped again upon another 
long voyage, it is not wonderful that more than 
one third of them dic. 

After they are landed in Africa, and kept for 
twelve months, they are thrown off by the United 
Slates to take carc of themselves. In this condi- 
tion, half civilized and half savage, they arc much 
less capable of supporting themselves than if they 
were altogether savage. But the Government of 
Liberia, moved by a spirit of humanity, has been 
compelled to remedy the effects of our laws by 
enacting that cach recaptured African, at the end 
of twelve months, shall be bound to. service for a 
term of seven years to fit him for. the duties of 
citizenship. 

Our systemis-preductive of unmitigated cruelty 
to these unfortunate beings; but owing to the 
prejudice and distrust of our people, it is difficult 
to suggëst a change which would be acceptable 
to all. Any change, however, would be an im- 
provement upon the present inhuman and costly 
system. 

The marshals into whose hands these Africans 
have been delivered, have performed a most ar- 
duous and disagreeable duty, with great efficiency 
and fidelity; but the law allows them no compens- 
ation whatever for their services. ‘This is un- 
just, and l hope that Congress will not hesitate 
to remedy this defect in the law, and will author- 
ize this Department to make such payments as 
may be commensurate with the services rendered. 
To provide a reasonable allowance therefor, and 
to meet the necessary expenses arising from the 

rosecution of persons charged with violating the 
aws for the suppression of the African slave 
trade, and also to enable the Government to pay 
the amount now due on account of the bounty 
provided for by the act of March 3, 1819—being 
twenty-five dollars for cach negro, mulatto, or 
person. of color, delivered to the United States 
marshal, or the agent appointed to reccive recap- 


‘tured Africans—an appropriation of $75,000 will 


be required at the present session of Congress. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


In my annual reports for 1858 and 1859, allu- 
sion was made to the fact that the Constitution 
invests Congress with exclusive legislative con- 
trol over the District of Columbia; yet the people 
of the District have.no voice in choosing a dele- 
gate, or member, to participate in its councils. 
The. absence of any direct responsibility, on the 
part of the legislative body, constitutes the basis 
of appeals to its sense of justice and liberality in 
their behalf. The past is full of evidence of the 
generosity of Congress to this District. Liberal 
charters have been granted to the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown. Judges, and other ju- 
dicial officers, have been provided, at the expense 
of the United States, for the administration of just- 
ice, and the maintenance of good order; halls havs 
been supplied for the accommodation of courts, 
and a jail for the safekeeping of prisoners; a pen- 
itentiary has been built and supported from year 
to year; bridges have been constructed and kept 
in repair; streets and avenues have been paved 
and lighted; an auxiliary police force established 
and paid; and a heavy expenditure has been in- 
curred in bringing a bountiful supply of pure wa- 
ter into the cities from a distance; several squares 
have been inclosed and tastefully adorned; a hos- 
pital for the insane has been crected, officered and 
supported, and provision made for the education 
and maintenance of the deaf and dumb, and the 
blind. Much has been done; but more is re- 
quired and expected. Owing, however, to the 
want of any definite rule or settled policy on the 
part of Congress in respect to appropriations for 
these local objects, it is difficult to designate other 
and additional improvements which ought to be 
made at the expense of the United States. 

To furnish an illustration, I need only refer to 
the action of the Senate at its late session. This 
Department was required by that body to submit 
an estimate to Congress at its approaching ses- 
sion for the construction of a new jail for this 
District. Such a building is needed; and the ap- 

ropriation for that Purpore would be proper. 
Sut on the. same principle by which you would 
erect a jail for the safe keeping of the prisoners of 
this District, you would enlarge the City Hall for 
the accommodation of its courts. The only ques- 
tion of discretion which arises is this: is the ne- 
cessity for additional court accommodations as 
urgent and pressing as the erection of a new jail? 
From the representations made to me I consider 
anadditional court-room more necessary and more 
pressing. In submitting the required estimate for 
building a new jail, I have adopted the plan de- 
signed by Mr. Clark, architect for this Depart- 
ment. The proposed structure would be suffi- 
ciently tasteful and imposing in appearance, simple 
and commodious in its arrangements, capable of 
harmonious extension if hereafter required, and 
economical in the cost of construction as well as 
in the outlay that will be necessary for its safe 
kecping. 

The recommendations made in former reports, 
in regard to legislation for the District of Colum- 
bia, are now respectfully renewed. The policy 
therein indicated, if adopted and cae out, 
would be just and fair, and, it is believed, entirely 
satisfactory to the people. 

For fnformation in reference to the public build- 
ings and grounds, and the expenditure of the 
appropriations therefor, I have the honor to refer 
to the annexed reportofthe commissioner. Judi- 
cious and careful management has been evinced 
in all the details of this branch of the service dur- 
ing the past year. 

The interesting report of the superintendent of 
the Government hospital for the insane is here- 
with submitted, and shows that this institution 
is in a satisfactory condition. The buildingsare 
allnearly completed. They have been constructed 
in a substantial and tasteful manner, and the cost 
has, in no case, exceeded the appropriation. The 
location is beautiful and commanding, and the 
accommodations are ample for all patients that 
are entitled to admission. The number of inmates 
has increased from year to year. On the Ist of 
July last, there were—from the Army, 24; from 


the Navy, 19; from the Soldier’s Home, 4; and 
from civil life, 120. ‘Total, 167. 

The grounds around the buildings should be 
laid off and improved, and the entire tract of land 
substantially inclosed; and for these purposes 
some additional appropriations will be needed. 

The institution has heretofore been managed 
with great efficiency, and bids fair soon to become 
a model of its kind in every respect. 

The annual report of the president of the Col- 
umbian Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf 
and Dumb and the Blind willbe found among the 
papers accompanying this report, from which it 
appears that, in respect to the numbér of pupilsand 
the efficiency of the instructiqg and management, 
this institution has been prosperous. The number 
of pupils taught during the year ending the 30th of 
June last was 30, of which 24 were mutes and 6 
blind. The receipts of the treasurer were $6,509 26, 
and the payments by the superintendent were 
$6,895 60, theexcess being met by a balance in his 
hands on the 30th of June, 1859. The State of 
Maryland has recently made provision for placing 
pupils in the institution, and accessions have been 
received and othersare expected from that quarter. 
Its buildings and grounds are found not to be suf- 
ficiently capacious for the attainment of all that is 
desired in giving instruction in manual labor and 
the mechanic arts. The reports of the officers do 
notshow the rate of compensation required by the 
directors from pay-pupils and those placed init by 
the State of Maryland; but the amount received 
from the United States during the year by the 
treasurer having been $5,759 26, supporting and 
educating about twenty indigent pupils from this 
District, the rate of cost is shown to have been 
$287 96 for each, which, at this early stage of 
the history and progress of the institution, may 
be regarded as very moderate indeed. This re- 
sult is only attainable because the management 
of the funds is intrusted to judicious men, who, 
from motives of Christian benevolence, not only 
conductitsaffairs without cost, but are themselves 
constantly making private contributions to its re- 
sources. In this state of the case, it appears to 
be a dictate of wisdom, as well as of benevolence, 
that the institution should be favorably regarded 
by Congress. . 

By a proviso attached to a clause in the act of 
Congress of June 25, 1860, “ making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment,” the “office of engineer of the Potomac 
water works” was abolished, and its duties as 
signed to the ** chief engincer of the Washington 
aqueduct.” 

The annual report which is required by the 
first section of the act of March 3, 1859, in rela- 
tion to the care and preservation of the finished 
portion of these works, has been prepared by the 
chief engineer of the aqueduct, and will also be 
found among the accompanying papers. 

The principal object kept steadily in view in 
managing the penitentiary of this District, has 
been to makc it a self-supporting institution; but 
this desirable end has not been attained. The 
experiment of hiring the labor of the convicts in 
different branches of mechanical labor has been 
made; but the machinery, shops, and grounds 
are not of a capacity sufficient to admit the intro- 
duction of a variety of employments of this kind. 
I am of the opinion that some change might be 
made with advantage, and therefore recommend 
the enactment of a law under which the able- 
bodied convicts might be employed in grading 
and improving the public grounds around the 
arsenal. 

For the details of the history ôf the peniten- 
tiary during the year, and its present condition, I 
refer you to the annual report of the board of 
inspeċtors and warden. I approve the sugges- 
tion of the board that some provision should be 
made for the punishment of prisoners who escape 
from the custody of the officers, and also for the 
misdemeanor of aiding and abetting an escape. 

an incentive of good conduct, it might be 
proper to provide for the payment to eackcon- 
vict who serves out his term of sentence without 
any insubordination or infraction of the rules of 
the prison, of a small per centum at his discharge 
upon the value of the labor he has performed 
while confined within its walls. 
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WAGON ROADS. 


After making my last annual report, in which 
I tated that the work on the Fort Kearny, South 
Pass, and Honey Lake road might be regarded 
as completed, I became satisfied of the inadequate 
supply of water along that portion of the route 
lying. between Lasson’s meadows, on the Hum- 
boldt river, and the western terminus, near Honey 
Lake valley, and that the stock and families of 
the vast number of emigrants who had already 
passed over this road suffered greatly from this 
deficiency. I gave instructions to the superin- 
tendent in April last, to expend a portion of the 
remaining funds in propèr works for the collec- 
tion and preservation of water, and I have now 
the honor to report the entire completion of this 
emigrant road. The final report of the superin- 
tendent is daily expected. 

The zeal and indomitable energy with which 
this work has been prosecuted, through several 
years, by the superintendent, reflect the highest 
credit upon him. Noofficer could have performed 
this arduous duty with more ability and fidelity 
to the Government. His successful efforts to 
improve this great highway between the Missis- 
sippi valley and the Pacific slope, by changing its 
location from rugged and barren to more inviting 
regions, will be duly appreciated by the hardy 
emigrants who will enjoy its advantages. 

The work was also resumed upon the El Paso 
and Fort Yuma road, under a special contract, in 
May last, with a view to improve the grades, and 
collect and preserve water along the route, from 
Ojo Excavado and the Pimos villages. The work 
has been finished, and a detailed report is expected 
at an early day, 

BOUNDARIES. 


The commission for surveying the boundary 
lines between the Territories of the United States 
and Texas have completed the field work, and the 
commission is now engaged upon and will soon 
complete the office work. 

I am gratified to state that the commissioner 
has conducted this work with an ability and econ- 
omy which entitle him to the approbation of the 
country. The extent of the lines, all of which 
have been run and marked, except fifty-five miles 
on the Liafio Estacado, which could not be sur- 
veyed from physical causes, is about cight hun- 
dred and twenty-one miles, and the general des- 
titution of the country exposed the commission 
to severe hardships and privations. 

The report of the commissioner, when com- 
pleted, will exhibit much interesting information 
respecting the regions of country passed through, 
more particularly of the famed Llafio Estacado, 
(staked plain,) and the valley of the Pecos river, 
through which a practical wagon road was dis- 
covered by the commission, from Delaware creek 
to Anton Chico. 

Under the act approved May 20, 1860, author- 
izing a survey of the boundary lines between the 
Territories of the United States and the State of 
California, a commission has been organized and 
directed to codperate with such agents as might 
be selected by the authorities of the State of Cal- 
ifornia. Owing to the great distance from the field 
of operations, and the lateness in the season at 
which the work was commenced, the Department 
is not advised of the progress made; but it is be- 
lieved the party are now engaged in ascertaining 
and determining the initial point, which is at the 
intersection of the thirty-fifth parallel of north 
latitude with the Colorado river, and in making 
an exploration of the country through which the 
line will run. ; 

During my connection with the Department of 
the Interior, nothing has afforded me more satis- 
faction than the marked ability and fidelity of its 
bureau officers, and the intelligence and general 
good conduct of its corps of clerks. They have 
possessed my confidence, and by the industry, 
integrity, and sense of justice which have been 
evinced, they have fully deserved it. In the ad- 
ministration of its affairs I have been ably advised 
and cordially sustained by them, and it gives me 
pleasure thus to bring to your notice my appre- | 
ciation of the value of their services. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J, THOMPSON, Secretary. 


To the PRESIDENT. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. GEO. E. PUGH, 
OF OHIO, 


In THe Senate, December 20, 1860. 


The Senate having under consideration, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, the joint resolution (S. No. 48) intro- 
duced by Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee, proposing certain 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States— 


Mr. PUGH said: James Madison, who re- 
corded with so much fullness and accuracy the 
protracted debates of the convention which formed 
the Constitution of the United States, at the close 
of his labors thought it not beneath the dignity 
ofa historian to report an anecdote, scarcely less 
memorable from the fact that he reported it, than 
from its connection with two of the most illustri- 
ous characters of the time. He tells us, that 
while the members of the convention were sign- 
ing the Constitution, on Monday, the 17th of 
September, 1787, Dr. Franklin, looking towards 
the President’s chair, at the back of which arising 
sun happened to be painted, observed to a few 
members near him that painters had found it difi- 
cult to distinguish, in their art, a rising from a 
Setting sun. I have, said he, often and often, in 
the course of the session, and in the vicissitudes 
of my hopes and fears as to its issue, looked at 
that behind the President, without being able to 
tell whether it was rising or setting; but now, at 
length, I have the happiness to know that it isa 
rising, and not a setting, sun. (Madison Papers, 
vol. 3, page 1624.) 

Senators, our millions of constituents, with all 
the nations of the civilized world as witnesses, 
are gazing at the lurid sky overhead, fearing, and 
almost expecting, that the sun which Franklin 
saw rising behind the chair of Washington, will 
be at once, and forever, extinguished in mid- 
heaven, instead of continuing to shine more and 
more brightly, if not in endless day, until we, and 
our children, and our children’s children, have 
perished and been forgotten. 

My colleague, [Mr. Wane,] in addressing the 
Senate on Monday last, told us that when he left 
his home in Ohio, he had heard of no discontent, 
and apprehended no evil; that all seemed to be 
quietand prosperous and cheerful. Such was not 
my fortune, nor was such the condition of the 
people with whom I reside, and whom I mere es- 
pecially represent. On the contrary, for a month 
past, in the city of Cincinnati, we have listened, 
from day to day, while strange tempests gathered 
and muttered above us. Itis a year of plentiful 
harvests,and yet all the departments of our trade 
and industry are obstructed, and all our energies 
are paralyzed. Laboring men find no employers; 
merchants have no customers; and property of 
every description is depreciated almost beyond 
example. The credit and the confidence of a great 
commercial center have sustained some shock ot 
unwonted violence. My colleague cannot per- 
suade me, therefore, that all is well, and that 
those who are alike his constituents and mine,in 
the southern portion of Ohio, have only to fold 
their arms and assure themselves that no mis- 
chief is about to happen. 

As to the causes of so much calamity, if the 
resolution proposed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. PoweLL] had been adopted at once, 
and as my distinguished friend from Hlinois (Mr. 
Dowcras} pertinently suggested, in a spirit of 
concord, with no crimination from either side, I 
would not now allude tothem. But my colleague 
does not permit me thus to remain silent. e 
has, himself, put the Republican party upon trial; 
and, without waiting for any attack, has chal- 


lenged the entire Senate to say wherein the lead- | 


ers of that party are at all responsible for what 
has occurred, or what may shortly occur; an- 
nouncing, in the same breath, that he, at least, has 
no terms of compromise to propose or to accept. 

He assumes that, inasmuch as it never had the 
administration of our Federal Government, the 
accession of his party to power, on the 4th of 
March next, can afford no reasonable ground for 
complaint. Certainly, sir, that is no ground of 


complaint; but it is, and may be, ground for |i 


apprehension and alarm. The very fact that a 
political party has attained control ofany Govern- 
ment, for the first time, is enough to provoke 
= 


oo SENATE. 
inquiry and uneasiness.: -That must be. the case 
in regard to all parties; and it. is especially the 


case when, as we have. been told- so frequently, 
here and elsewhere, all past maxims ôf almir = 
tration are to be dispensed with, and all past 
usages abolished. ; pgs 

But the real cause of apprehension; as my-col- 
league must be aware, lies deeper than that: No 
complaint of injustice or unfalthfulness, hereto- 
fore, in administering the Federal Government, 
is made by the people of the slaveholding States; 
they have been satisfied. with it, or, at least, 
| ninety-nine hundredths of them have been.. Their 
apprehension is from the conduct of the Repub- 
lican party in the States of which it has: had ab- 
solute control, for years past, that it will so ad- 
minister the Government of the United States 
hereafter, as to undermine their institutions,.di- 
minish their prosperity, and even destroy their 
tranquillity and happiness. ` 

My colleague declares that all such apprehen- 
sions are unfounded, and that his party does not 
intend to impair the security or the prosperity of 
the slaveholding States in any manner. ell, 
Mr. President, Í hope that is so; and in order to 
prove it—in order that misapprehension may be 
corrected—I call upon him and his fellow-parti- 
sans here in the Senate to redress those griev: 
ances which have been inflicted, as well as to re- 
move all causes of future uneasiness. Why not 
express your intention by deeds, rather. than by 
mere words? Ido not ask it for their sake alone, 
but for your sake and mine—for the sake of our 
whole country, and of generations unborn. You 
have elected a President of the United States; 
and, as I dare say, expect much at his hands. I 
wish him to enter upon the duties of that office 
not merely without opposition, but with the en- 
tire confidence, the cordial good wishes, of the peo- 

le, South and North, whose Chief Executive 
agistrate he aspires to be. 

y colleague is of opinion, however, that the 
invincible distrust of the southern people in him, 
and others like him, is duc to the false accusations 
of certain northern men; that if they would only 
listen to Republican orators, or even read Repub- 
lican newspapers, their minds would be altogether 
disabused. The Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Haze] was greatly troubled also about these 
same northern men, speaking of them, if I recol- 
lect rightly, as “ traitors” to their.own section. 
Well, Mr. President, as I do not see that Senator 
in the Chamber, I will not say what otherwise 
might have been appropriate, But the fact that 
any northern man is a ‘‘ traitor” to his own see- 
tion, in the estimation of the Republican leaders, 
merely because he defends the rights of the south- 
ern people—as he supposes them to be—under 
a form of government in which the South and the 
North have common interests; what accusation 
could be made against the Republican party, in 
the ears of a southern audience, or any audicnce 
of fair-minded men anywhere, more condemna- 
tory than that? And why should a citizen of ` 
Alabama credit me, for example, more than he 
credits my colleague? He has accused me, and 
those who act with me politically in the State of 
Ohio, as much, at least, as we have ever accused 
him and those who support him. What means 
of gaining credence have we in the South or else- 
where to which he and his followers have not 
equal access? He cannot be ignorant of the fact, 
that the opponents of the Democratic party in 
every southern State were his political allies when 
| he belonged to the Whig party, and never were 
mine. Nor can he shut his eyes to the fact, that 
rather than unite with me, and with the Demo- 
cratic party of Ohio, in the late presidential can- 
vass, a large majority of Democrats in every 
slaveholding State, except Missouri, voted for 
other candidates. What absolute folly, therefore, 
to pretend that the South can be any more prone 
to believe my accusations against him, except 
4 from their intrinsic truth, than to believe his ac- 
cusations against me! 

Why, sir, the whole Senate listened to the 
speech of my colleague on Monday last, Those 
Senators who represent the slaveholding States, 
do they not hear him and his fellow-partisans 
from day to day and from year to year? Is there 
no record of his votes; no report of his sayings 
here and elsewhere? Cannot the southern people 
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read a Republican newspaper, if they wish, as 
readily as any other? Ah! sir, the South has 
read and heard and seen too much; it may not 
agree; and occasionally does not, in my opinions; 
butasfor my colleague, having known him forthe 
last. nine years as a Senator in Congress, they 
regard an Administration over which he can exer- 
cise influence with absolute abhorrence. 

But, gentlemen of the Republican party, what 
has ever been. said'of you by the northern De- 
moéracy that you would now deny? Give me the 
specification: Do you deny that you are in favor 
of excluding the southern people trom all the Ter- 
ritories of the United States, except on condition 
of leaving their slaves.at home? Do you deny 
that you are in favor of such exclusion, even 
where the inhabitants of the Territory oppose it? 
My colleague'avowed that distinctly in his speech 
of Monday last. Do you deny that you are in 
favor of surrounding the present slaveholding 
States with new States and with Territories from 
which'slavery is thus excluded? And what can 
be your purpose in all this, unless it be to render 
the institution of slavery so insecure in the States 
where it now exists as to compel them, by an 
instinct of self-preservation, to emancipate their 
slxves?. Did not my colleague boast in his speech 
‘that when the slaveholding States had seceded— 
if, unfortunately, they ever should secede—from 
our present Union, and formed another union of 
their own, he and his Republican allies would con- 
quer, or else annex, the remainder of Mexico, 
and thus secure a government better than we now 
have—a government “more magnificent, more 
powerful, and more just” than the world had ever 
Been ?: Whether the free-negro colonies which my 
colleague proposed to establish in Central Amer- 
ica and southern Mexico were to be the subjects 
of or equal participants in this new government, I 
did not exactly understand. 

Do you deny that you are unfavorable to the 
‘execution of the several acts of Congress now in 
force for the redclivery of fugitive slaves? What 
nican’those various acts of legislation, in nearly 
all'the States which you control, referring to that 
subject? They do not, perhaps, directly assail the 
right of a master to the service and Jabor of his 
slave; but their manifest design is so to encom- 
pass every claimant with penalties and snares 
and pitfalls on every side, that he will abandon 
his claim under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, rather than assume such risks in 
pursuing it. 

Do you deny that, in the States which you con- 
trol, you ar in favor of conferring the right of suf- 
frage; with all other political nghts, upon negroes 
‘and mulattoes? No such legislation prevails in 
any State which you do not control. [ do not 
say thavit now prevails in every State which you 
control, but certainly it prevails in most of them. 
It is a distinct feature of your partisan policy; so 
much go that, in the State of Ohio, despite the 
language of our constitution and laws, written 
ag plainly as Innguage could be written, your 
partisan court has, within the last twelve months, 
conferred the right.of suffrage upon a sufficient 
number of persons tainted with African blood to 
control the result of our last October election. 

These are all the accusations I have brought 
against you; and I have made them—not to the 
vos of any southern State, whom I seldom ad- 

ress, but to my own constituents—to the free 
and qualified electors of Caucasian blood in the 
State of my own birth and residence, I shall 
repeat them, knowing them to be true, year after 
year, as long as I live, or until you repent of such 
enormous and shameless transgressions. 

A few words more, Mr. President, in regard 
to those personal liberty bills. I have character- 
ized them sufficiently in general terms; they are 
of little, ifany, practical effect or operation. The 
State of Vermont, where, according to the con- 
fession of her Senator, [Mr. Cortamen,] there 
has not been a fugitive slave in forty years, found 
it necessary (as he would persuade us) to enact 
a law of stringent penalties, lest, perchance, a 
sleve might be reclaimed within her limits other- 
wise than as the acts of Congress prescribe. 
What could be the motive for such an enactment? 
Nothing, sit, nothing, unless it be to insult the 
feelings, and outrage the sentiments, of our fel- | 


acknowledged that it could have no other inten- 
tion; because he acknowledged, almost in terms, 
that no human being, white or black, would ever 
come within the operation of such a law, Inthe 
border States, like my own, whenever such legis- 
lation has been attempted, except in a few noto- 
rious localities, the people, of all parties, thor- 
oughly despise such pitiful, quibbling, and tricky 
schemes, and therefore do not observe them. For 
example: in 1857, a Republican Legislature of 
Ohio enacted that if any person should bring a 
slave into the State for a single instant, even with 
the slave’s consent, he or she should be punished 
with fine and imprisonment. More than a thou- 
sand persons violated that act in the city of Cin- 
cinnati within less than six months; but nothing 
came of it. They went from Cincinnati in every 
direction through the State, seeking places of so- 
journment for the summer. What decent man 
would enforce any such law? Suppose that some 
mother, carrying her infant from the heat and 
peril of July or August in Louisiana, should fly 
to a place of refreshment in Ohio, and having no 
other nurse, (as, in Louisiana, they have not,) 
should be accompanied by some faithful slave: 
where is the man—for I know that my colleague 
would not—who would subject that mother to 
fine and imprisonment? Yet, sir, gentlemen like 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. Cottamer] and 
my colleague, who profess devotion to the Union 
of the States, and would not violate the courtesies 
of daily life, adhere to a political party which 
thus reduces an act of mercy to the grade of ar- 
son, rape, and robbery, and threatens outrages 
which by the comity, if not the law, of nations, 
would furnish a justifiable cause of war. 
Those bills, I repeat, have no practical opera- 
tion; but they exasperate our fellow-citizens of 
the southern States by exposing them and their 
institutions to derision. I accord, therefore, and 
fully, with the venerable and eminent Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenven,] that, first of 
all, as an obvious duty, not so much to the south- 
ern people, as because it concerns our own de- 
cency and honor, we, of the non-slaveholding 
States, should expunge from our statute-books, 
at once and forever, all such enactments. The 
Democratic party of Ohio discharged that duty, 
nlainly, faithfully, and nobly, two years ago. 
Nhat we have to fear at present is, that the Re- 
publican Legislature, about to reassemble at Co- 
jumbus, on the first Monday of January, will 
restore what has been expunged. My colleague 
promised the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] 
last winter, in so many words, that those laws 
should be restored. I wait to learn whether his 
party will sustain or repudiate him. 
My colleague said, also, that I had testified 
“ nagnanimously” to the fidelity of the Repub- 
‘ican party in respect to the restoration of fugi- 
tive slaves. He docs me honor over much. I 
intended no such testimony, and do not, if that be 
its price, deserve.his compliment, I did reply to 
an extravagance of the Senator from Georgia, 
[Mr. Iverson,] last week, when he declared that 
the fugitive slave act had not been, and could not 
be, executed in any non-slaveholding State, un- 
legs by force of arms; because I thought an asser- 
tion of that sort, uncontradicted, might aid in 
exciting the people of Georgia, ata time ofalready 
too much excitement and alarm. They might well 
eredit, if that were allowed to pass without chal- 
lenge, bis assertion that the people of the northern 
States had lost all honesty and truthfulness. I 
told the Senator from Georgia, therefore, that a 
large majority of the people of Ohio were, this 
day, in favor of a strict and faithful execution of 
the fugitive slave law; but I did not tell him, and 
never imagined for one instant, that a majority of 
the Republican party were. No sir; a minority 
of the Republicans, with all the Democratic party 
in Ohio, and all the Americans or Union men, 
are so; and our strength is principally in the south- 
ern and central portions of the State. I erred, and, 
strangely enough, will convict myself in that, 
| when I told the Senator from Georgia we never 
| had more than one mob in Ohio resisting the exe- 
| cution of that law; because there was another 
Í case, at least, in which I was retained as counsel, 


|! beside the one to which I alluded. The fact es- 


| caped my recollection at the instant; but the law 


low-citizens in the southern States. The Senator 


| was, nevertheless, carried into substantial effect. 
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The point of my allusion to the supreme court of 
Ohio, in what is commonly known as the Oberlin 
cage, was not that the Republican party, but three 
out of five judges, in spite of their partisan affin- 
ities, obeyed the law. My colleague has not for- 
gotten the sequel of that decision, nor how the 
Republican party, in State convention, with him- 
self as presiding officer, in less than-a week, dis- 
missed the chief justice, Joseph R. Swan, from 
any further employment. The gentleman nomi- 
nated and elected in Judge Swan’s place is, I be- 
lieve, in favor of executing the fugitive slave act; 
but no thanks to Republican leaders and man- ` 
agers—they did not knowit at the time ofhisnom- 
ination. Now, sir, my colleague, having ofi- 
ciously called me to the stand as a witness, can 
make the most--he cannot deny it—of what I 
have testified. 

With respect to fugitives from justice—of which 
so much has been said—I will make one observ- 
ation. The behavior of Governor Dennison, in 
refusing to comply with the requisition of Gov- 
ernor Magoffin, is utterly indefensible; but the 
Scnator from Kentucky [Mr. PoweLL] attaches 
entirely too much importance to the case. Itis 
not the first case of that kind, nor the second, 
nor the fiftieth. On the contrary, in most of 
the States, a miserable habit has grown upon 
Governors of sacrificing the-plainest obligation of 
their duty, under the Constitution of the United 
States, to appease some local and perhaps tempo- 
rary excitement. Instead of observing, as every 
one of them ought to observe, that the Constitu- 
tion is a treaty of universal extradition, and that 
each State is under the most solemn compact to 
assist in executing the laws of every other State, 
so far as fugitives are concerned; the Governors, 
and even the courts, of nearly all the States, seem 
to have arrived at the conclusion that a fugitive 
from justice shall not be surrendered upon con- 
stitutional demand unless the crime with which 
he has been charged is cognizable at common law, 
or is alike a crime in the State of refuge and in the 
State from which the party fled. Itis wholly inde- 
fensible, Mr, President, in every case; and New 
Jerscy is the only border State, so far as I now rec- 
ollect, which has truly discharged her obligation 
in this particular. Butnow, if weshould be able 
to amend the Constitution at all, I trust that my 
honorable friend from Kentucky, (Mr. Crirren- 
pEN,] under whom I have enlisted for this cam- 
paign, will propose some words of amendment 
so plain as to obviate all such unseemly contro- 
versies hereafter. ` 

Thus much, sir, because if I had not corrected 
my colleague, I should have appeared in a false 
position, Idid not interrupt him on Monday 
last, because others interrupted him too much, 
and hardly allowed him to develop, as he might 
otherwise have done, the whole scope of his 
argument, 

My colleague declared also that the Republican 
party had taught no new doctrine with regard to 
the subject of slavery in the Territories. Sup- 
pose that were all true; suppose, after ever so 

ong an acquiescence in its policy, or ever so cor- 
dial an approval, the people of fifteen States had 
now ascertained, for the first time, that such a 
policy must be injurious to them, to their interests, 
to their future prosperity: what reasonable objec- 
tion has my colleague to assign (or any one else) 
for notrendering the Union as beneficial to those 
States as it can possibly be rendered, withoutin- 
jury to others, in any respect whatsoever? But 
the declaration of my colleague is not true. The 
policy of our Confederation, from the beginning, 
was to allow the slavcholding as well as the 
|! non-slaveholding States an equal opportunity for 
colonizationand development. TheSenator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Witson] shakes his head. 
Well, sir, I understand the history of our coun- 
try quite as well as he does; and I say that it was 
foreseen, in 1787, by the legislative action, or, at 
least, the legislative tendency of the several States, 
that the line between Delaware, Maryland, and 
Virginia upon the one side, and Pennsylvania upon 
the other, would be established as a line of sepa- 
ration indefinitely between the slaveholding and 
the non-slaveholding States of the Confederacy; 
and that suggested the Ohio river as a fixed and 
natural boundary westward to what was then 
our westernmost line of limitation. The territory 
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northwest of the Ohio river was devoted to elas 
nization from the non-slaveholding States, orthose 
about to become such; while Kentucky; then 
part of Virginia, but expecting soon to be a aep- 
arate State, together with the territories now em- | 
braced by Tennessee, Mississippi, and Alabama, | 
remained to slaveholding immigration and settle- | 
ment, Afterwards, at the time of the Missouri 
compromise, in March, 1820, President Monroe 
yiclded his doubts in regard to the constitution- 
ality of that arrangement, because it carried into 
effect substantially what the original States had | 
themselves foreordained. It was, in truth, a par- | 
tition of territory between tenants in common. 
And now, the Republican party, which has ever | 
justified its own origin and existence, and more | 
than all, its intensely sectional character, by ar- 
guments drawn from the abrogation of the Mis- 
sourl compromise line, in 1854, must either accept 
the proposition of my distinguished and venera- ; 
ble friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Crrrrenprn,] 
or. confess itself a delusion and a snare from the 
commencement. I accept his proposition, and in 

ood faith shall vote for it. Yet, sir, except the 

enator from Connecticut [Mr. Dixon] who ad- 
dressed us so pertinently and so eloquently, aud j 
with such honor to his constituents, in the early 
part of last week, I bave not yet heard one man 
upon the Republican side of this Chamber pro- 
nounce a syllable of approbation, or even of com- 
promise. Senators, it is time for you to speak; 
and may God grant that you will speak wiscly 
for yourselves, as well as for me! 

Why cannot we of the non-slaveholding States 
consent, immediately and cordially, thatthe slave- 
holding States of the Union shall have as ample 
scope and verge, proportionable to their numbers, 
as we have, for the development of their form of 
civilization. If you, Republicans, believe (as Ido 
not) that there Is any antagonism between their 
civilization and ours, within the same organized 
community, then divide the public domain, and 
allow them, as well as ourselves, equally and sep- 
arately, to have room. Our present Territories are 
large enough, and most of them are uninhabited; 
but if you think otherwise, we can purchase or 
conquer more, You must either agree with me, 
or you must answer me distinctly this great ques- 
tion: is the institution of African servitude, as it 
now prevails in the southern States, so hateful to 
you, so barbarous and sinful in your estimation, 
that you cannot suffer it to exist, with your tol- 
erance, anywhere? Ifso, how can we cver hope 
for peace in a Union of slaveholding and non- 
slaveholding States? It is impossible that two 
great sections, the one fervently attached to an 
institution which the other so much abhors, can 
arrive at any terms of conciliation. You cannot 
adopt that alternative, therefore, without express- 
ing yourselves disunionists in principle and dis- 
unionists at heart. 

The question becomes very material also in 
view of another clause in the proposition which 
my venerable friend from Kentucky [Mr. Crir- 
TENDEN] has submitted, namely: that Congress 
never shall prohibit the existence of African sla- 
very in the forts, arsenals, and dock-yards, sit- 
uated within the limits of a slaveholding State, 
and shall not abolish it in the District of Colum- 
bia, so long as the institution prevails in the ad- 
jacent States of Maryland and Virginia, nor even 
when they shall have abolished it, except with 
the consent of the peéple residing here, and upon | 
terras of just compensation. If you can agree to! 
that proposition—as I hope you will—you can | 
agree, by the very same argument, to divide our | 
common Territories between slaveholding and 
non-slaveholding civilization. Do not attempt to 
avoid me, Senators, even in the secrecy of your 
own hearts. What you have to decide now, and 
to decide for all time, is whether, in your estima- 
tion, slavery is or is not so hateful that you are 
under a conscientious obligation to abolish it or | 
prevent it wherever you have the power. If yea, 
the Union is now dissolved; it@ever,in fact, had 
any but a nominal existence. 

Observe, Senators, if this be your doctrine, that ; 
you are only absolved, in the light of your own 
consciences, from the duty ofabolishing slavery in 
the States where it now exists, by the fact that you 
have no constitutional power respecting it. But 
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conscience, to divide the large States, New York, 


Pennsylvania, and Ohio, or by the admission of 
new States, with or without adequate popula- 
tion, to arm yourselves, through an amendment 
of the Federal Constitution, with whatever powers 
may be requisite ? 

I propound to you this alternative, as deciding 
the whole controversy in the simplest terms. It 
includes every thing, and pus everything to an 
immediate and decisive and eventful issue; 

My colleague said that the. character of Mr. 
Lincoln, the President elect, from his youth up- 
ward, ought to afford a suficient guarantee that 
he would never infringe, by his administration, 
the rights or the security of the people, South or 
North, in any particular. Well, sir, 1 know noth- 
ing to Mr. Lincoln’s personal discredit; I hope 
well of him, and even desire to think wellof him. 
But I must be permitted to say, despite all this, 
despite the assurance of my colleague, that sin- 
gularly enough, Mr. Lincoln isthe most obscure 
man ever elected to the Presidency of the United 
States. He may be an excellent man, worthy in 
all respects, but he has had less experience in 
public affairs, and is less known to the country at 
Jarge, than any of his predecessors. My colleague 


| may have learned Mr. Lincoln’s character since 


the nomination at Chicago; but I think it safe to 
affirm that, of the million who voted for him in 
November last, ninety-nine hundredths never 
heard of him until his contest with my friend 
from Illinois, [Mr. Dovatas,] about two years 
ago. 

Mr. WADE. I ask the Senator whether he 
had well studied Mr. Buchanan’s character before 
he voted for him? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir, I had; but where is the 
pertinency of such a question? 

Mr. WADE. [only wished to know. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Buchanan had a record of 
more than twenty-five years of public service. I 
voted for him, therefore, without the least hesita- 
tion; but when my colleague demands that I shall 


j accept Mr. Lincoln’s character, not as an indi- 


vidual, but as a public man, I may well ask what 
he has ever done or ever said. Mr. Lincoln may 
be the wisest man of our age—I do not deny it, 
because I know nothing of him; he may be, for 
aught I know, an angel in disguise; but of thirty 
millions of people, north and south, whose Chief 
Magistrate he is to be, nine hundred thousand in 
each million never heard of him until the Senator 
from Illinois rendered him suddenly famous. Mr. 
Lincoln must approve himself in the future, con- 
sequently, and not from the past. If the conven- 
tionat Chicago had nominated my colleague, for 
instance, or any other Senator upon that side— 
I do not wish to engage in your quarrels, and am 
only speaking in supposiion—I might have 
known what to expect. As the matter stands at 
present, the character of Mr. Lincoln, whatever 
his character may be, affords no guarantec at all. 
He was the least notable of all the aspirants for 
the Chicago nomination; and that, I imagine, 
secured his ultimate sucecss. 

But, sir, except Mr. Lincoln’s extraordinary 
luck in thus securing a presidential nomination, 
and afterwards (by what causes I need not spe- 
cify) an election, I know nothing to his credit Œ 
discredit, as a politician, except the paragraph 
quoted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Lane] 
yesterday afternoon. That may be, and is, very 
essential in connection with what I have just now 
inquired. Ina spcech, delivered upon sufficient 
deliberation, at a State convention of his party, 
in Springfield, illinois, on the 17th of June, 1858, 
Mr. Lincoln used language which now requires, 
at least, some explanation. He referred to what 
is called, in ordinary parlance, the slavery agita- 
tion. He said: 

“Tn my opinion, it will not cease until a crisis shail have 
been reached and passed. ¢ A house divided against itself 
cannot stand.? I believe this Goverument cannot endure, 
permanently, half slave and kalf trec. I do not expect the 
Union to be dissolved—tI do not expect the house to fali— 
but I do expect it will cease to be divided. It will become 
all one thing, oral the other. Either the opponents of sha- 
very will arrest the future spread of it, and place it where 
the public mind shall rest in the belief that it is in the course 
of ultimate extinction; or its advocates will push it for- 
ward till it siall become alike lawful in all the States, old 
as well as new, North us well as South.” 


Mr. Lincoln spoe here indubitably and en- 


is it not your duty, under such admonitions of H tirely of slavery in the States where it now exists, 
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4 fall in pieces? Why 


We have no question respecting the extension of. 
slavery into Territories, inhabited oruninHabited. : - 
Mr. Lincoln compares our Federal. Government. 
to a divided house, which, in his opinion; cannot, 
stand. Now, sir, what divides our house? ‘Only © 
the existence of slavery in some States and its. 
non-existence in others. That. division always. 
existed; it existed at the first hour of the Federal? 
Government, when merely. eleven States out of” 
thirteen had ratified our present Constitution. It, 
will continue to exist as long as there isone State’ 
in the whole Union maintaining the institution 
of slavery while others do not. It is not a ques-. 
tion, therefore, whether the institution of slavery; 
shall or shall not be extended into Territories now 
free. My colleague might as well abandon such 
disputations. The division of which Mr. Lin- 
coin speaks in our house always existed; and, in 
all human probability, if the house should stand, 
will continue forever, Mr. Lincoln confesses, in: 
terms, that it is slavery which divides the house: 

“I believe [said he] this Government cannot: endure, 
permanently, half slave and half free.” fs y 

That is a curious style of adjective, and I give: 
him credit for its invention. 

“T do not expect the Union to be dissolved, [he said 3} 
I do not expect the house to fall.”? 

Why not? Why should not our divided house. 
does not a Government. 
which cannot endure permanently, and therefore 
must fall, now fall at once? Mr. Lincoln avoids 
the logical conclusion of his own premises, in a 
simple, and, if truc, a conclusive manner. ‘Phat 
is, to extirpate slavery wherever it now exists. 

“1 do not expect the house to fall,” [he said,] * but Ido 
expect it will cease to be divided.?? 

Flow can it cease to be divided? Only, as all 
must answer, by the emancipation of slaves within 
the States where they are nowventhralled. ` The 
division cannot cease in any other way; and Mr. 
Lincoln, with a boldness which I admire, con- 
fesses the fact: 

“It will become all one thing or all the other. Either 
the opponents of slavery will arrest the further spread of 
it, and place it where the public mind shall rest in the 
belief that it is in the course of ultimate extinction, or its 
advocates will push it forward till it shall become alike 
lawful in all the States, old as well as new, North as well 
as South.” : 

Mr. Lincoln preludes all this by a sentence. 
which I have once read, and now read again: 

“Jn my opinion it will not cease until a crists shall have 
been reached and passed.” i i 

Senators, we are in that ‘ crisis”? now; we are 
passing through it. The ‘crisis’? of Mr, Lin- 
coln has come on us, and upon the whole coun- 
try, by the fact of his election. It is for him, 
consequently, and for his political supporters, 
here and elsewhere, to affirm or to repudiate the 
docuine which I have just elaborated. I implore 
you, Senators of the Republican party, for your 
own sakes, for the sake of your wives.and chil- 
dren, as well as mine, for the sake of our country, 
North and South, to unite with the Senator from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen,] in terms of hon- 
orable conciliation and settlement, I am no par- 
tisan; I was once; but, as you all know, my party 
is distracted, and I fear, hopelessly destroyed. I 
ask you to give the people of the slaveholding 
States additional guarantees—such as they ought 
to have, under the Constitution of the United 
States, and such as it is eminently proper, in the 
circumstances, that you should: propose, or, at 
least, should accept. 

Heretofore, under the administration of other 
Presidents, and of all other parties, Federal and 
Republican, Whig and Democratic, slavery in 
some of the States has never been thought so to 
divide our national house that it should neces- 
sarily cither be abolished or extended. It has 
been regarded as a subject of local concernment; 
and so far from estimating it as a source of weak- 
ness, all parties have heretofore concurred in esti- 
mating it as an essential clement of strength, 

My colleague objects that the complaints of the 
southern people are indefinite, and their appre- 
hensions extremely vague. Perhaps so; but the 
question ought to be not how:an account can be 
settled between them and us, as between two 
hucksterers; but whether, in a spirit of amity, of 
generous earnestness, ay, sir, in a spirit of wis- 
dom, we will now redress complaints which, al- 
though indefinite, are not unfounded, and soothe 
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apprehensions which are-all the more dangerous, 
bécause they are inexpressible. I commend my 
colleague to these words-of.a man who wrote as 
_-elegantly-as he thought profoundly: 

` H Ag for discontentments, they are in the politic body like 
to: humors in ‘the natural, which are apt to gather a-preter- 
natural heat, and to. inflame; and-let no prince measure the 
danger of them by this, whether they be just or unjust, for 
that. were to Imagine people to be too reasonable, who do 
often spurn at their: own good ; nor yet by this, whether the 
gtiefs whereupon theysise be, in fact, great or small; for 
they are the most dangerous. discontentments, where the 
feat is gréater than the feeling; Dolendi modus, timendi non 
item. . Besides, in great oppressions, the same things that 
‘provoke the patience do withal mate the courage: but in 
fears itis not so. Neither Jet any prince or State be secure 
‘concerning discontentments, because they have been often, 
or have been long, and yet no peril hath ensued ; for as itis 
true that every vapor or fume doth not turn into a storm, so 
it la nevertheless true that storms, though they blow over 
divers times, yet may fall at last; and, asthe Spanish prov- 
erb-noteth-well, the cord breaketh at the last by the weakest 
pull.”-—Bacon, Essay on Seditions and Troubles. 

In this case, also, the people of the slavehold- 
ing States are under greater apprehension for the 
future than resentment for the past. I ask you 
of the Republican party, therefore, to express, 
by some constitutional amendment, what you are 

_ now. so profuse in declaring by speeches. You 
must do that; nothing else can be effectual or give 
any satisfaction. Do not flatter yourselves be- 
cause there have been controversies respecting 
slavery in time past, and these have been safely 
settled. We are now at the end of such contro- 
versies, one way or another. Mr. Lincoln’s elec- 
tion may be no substantial grievance; but remem- 
ber the Spanish proverb, and beware lest that 
prove ‘the weakest pull’? by which, at last, the 
silver cord of our Union is broken forever. 

‘Senators, I do not wish to offend you, but I 
assure you that a vast responsibility is upon your 
shoulders, and you cannotescapeit. Why should 
you not join the rest of us in“some reasonable 
plan of adjustment and conciliation? You have 
the power this day to save or to destroy the Gov- 
ernment, . You represent a victorious party, and 
can afford to be generous, All other political or- 
ganizations have been shivered to fragments within 
the last twelve months; and to that, more than to 
any other cause, your success is due, You are 
about to become the Administration party, and 
may, if you act wisely, continue in power for a 
long time. But youcannot continue as you have 
commenced. 

The subject of slavery must cease to be a sub- 
ject of partisan dispute. It involves questions 
too. dangerous to be longer agitated. If we do 
not settle this controversy now, and upon a fair 
basis, it will find a solution of its own, and at our 
expense, 

r. WADE. We are to be on bail for good 
behavior, I suppose? 

Mr. PUGH. Well, sir, what is the objection 
to your giving such bail? It cannot be forfeited 
while your good behavior continues. 

Mr. WADE. Not till you break the peace. 

Mr. PUGH. The peace has been broken al- 
ready, and you must aid us in restoring it. Ifyou 
intend to behave well for the next four years, 

ou can have no reasonable objection to giving 

ail; if you do not, there is all the more necessity 
for it. Here is a controversy comparable to none 
other. If your party had no mission except to 
wage it for six or seven years past, your party 
is now dead. You have gained a victory; but, 
by the very necessities of the case, that victory 
must be the last. You cannot proceed another 
step in that direction; whereas, by dispostos of 
the controversy at once, and before Mr. Lincoln’s 
term, you will have an opportunity for initiating 
other and more profitable issues. ‘The advantage 
of a party in administration, is that it can choose 


the best side of every new question; the opposi- | 


tion must take the other side, or decline any con- 
test. You have it in your power, Senators, thus 
to found a great political party; but if you adhere 
to the policy which my colleague announcedsthere 
will be nothing left of all your strength in two 
years, 


Consider, also, the imminency of this crisis. | 


The telegraph may report, in five minutes, that 
one State has abandoned our Confederacy; aban- 
doned it, at all events, as faras she can. Five 
other States, Aldbama, Florida, Georgia, Missis- 
sippi; and Louisiana, are soon to choose delegates 


and assemble conventions in order to follow in 
the path by which South Carolina has gone. 
Arkansas and Texas, I doubt not, will join them. 
The Legislature of North Carolina is now in ses- 
sion, and has taken measures to arm and equip 
the militia of that State for immediate service. 
The Legislatures of Virginia and Tennessee have 
been summoned by the Governors of those States, 
and will be in session very soon. Is it not your 
duty, as men upon whom the responsibility of 
administration will be devolved in less than three 
months, to avoid now, by conciliation, what you 
may not be able to avoid hereafter, even by draw- 
ing the sword? It would be a crown of honor to 
any man, for all his lifetime, that he had relieved 
such earnest apprehension, and given peace to so 
many thousands. : 

My colleague declares, however, that the day 
of compromise is past. Then, sir, the day of 
Union is past; for the Union was founded upon 
compromise, and cannot be maintained without 
compromise. The most essential provisions of 
the Constitution are compromises; the Govern- 
ment itself, in all its shape and proportions, is a 
vast compromise. One of the noblest legacies 
bequeathed to us, by the Father of his Country, 
is the letter with which he communicated the 
Constitution of the United States to the old Con- 
gress of the Confederation; and from that let_us 
ascertain the principles upon which the Constitu- 
tion was inaugurated: 


In Convention, September 17, 1787. 

Sır: We have now the honor to submit to the consid- 
eration of the United States in Congress assembled that 
Constitution which has appeared to us the most advisable. 

The friends of our country bave long seen and desired, 
that the power of making war, peace, and treaties; that 
of levying money and regulating commerce ; and the cor- 
respondent executive and judicial authorities, should be 
fully and effectually vested in the General Government of 
the Union; but the impropriety of delegating such exten- 
sive trusts to one body of men, is evident. Hence results 
the necessity of a different organization. 

It is obviously impracticable, in the Federal Government 
of these States, to secure all rights of independent sover- 
eignty to each, and yet provide for the interest and safety 
ot aij, Individuais entering into society must give up a 
share of liberty to preserve the rest. The magnitude of the 
sacrifice must depend as well on situation and circum- 
stances, as on the object to be obtained. tis at all times 
difficult to draw with precision the line between those rights 
which must be surrendered, aud those which may be re- 
served; and on the present occasion this diffeully was 
increased by a difference among the several States as to 
their situation, extent, habits, and particular interests, 

fn all our deliberations on this subject, we kept steadily 
in our view that which appears to us the greatest interest 
of every true American, the consolidation of our Union, in 
which is involved our prosperity, felicity, safety, perhaps 
our national existence. ‘This important consideration, se- 
riously and deeply impressed on our minds, ied each State 
in the convention to be less rigid on points of inferior mag- 
nitude than might have been otherwise expected; and thus 
the Constitution which we. now present, is the result of a 
spiritoramity and of that mutual deference and coucession 
which the peculiarity of our political situation rendered 
indispensabte. 

‘That it will meet the full and entire approbation of every 
State, is not, perhaps, to be expected; but each will doubt- 
less consider that, had her interest been alone consulted, 
the consequences might have been particularly disagreeable 
or injurious to others. That itis hable toas tew exceptions 
as could reasonably have been expected, we hope and be- 
lieve ; that it may promote the lasting welfare of that coun- 
try so dear to us all, and secure her freedom and happiness, 
is our most ardent wish. 

With great respect, we have the honor to be, sir, your 
Eatelicncy’s most obedient and humble servants. 

P GEORGE WASHINGTON, «è 
President, (by unanimous order of the Convention.) 


His Excellency, the PRESIDENT or CONGRESS. 


Those gentlemen upon both sides who declare 
that the day of compromise is past, avow senti- 
ments clearly unconstitutional; forit was by means 
of compromise and conciliation, regard being had 
to all the States, and to their different habits, in- 
terests, and situation, that the Constitution was 
formed; and in that spirit, at all times, should the 
legislation of Congress proceed. 

But my colleague complains of the weakness of 
past compromises; and the Senator from New 


| Hampshire, taking up the pitcous tale, wished to 


know whether, in case the proposition of my hon- 
orable friend from Kentucky should be adopted, 
it would be more or less sacred than the act of 
Congress by which the Missouri compromise 


line was first established. Mr. President, I will not į 


engage in crimination on this subject; but, grant- 
ing the truth of all that my colleague and the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire Rave said, now an- 
swer: Let us revive the Missouri compromise in ali 


| 


its principle and effect; let us put it into the Consti- 
tution of the United States; and let us declare that 
it shall be unalterable, except by the consent of all the 
States. We shall thus avoid the weakness of 
which my colleague complains, and restore to the 
Senator from New Hampshire the lost one for 
whom he has mourned. 

But my colleague says that he will not amend 
the Constitution of the United States, because it 
is quite good enough for him. I doubt not; itis 
good enough for me also, or any one else. But, 
sir, there is a vast difference betweensaltering the 
principles of our Constitution and merely supply- 
ing such omissions as time and actual experience 
have disclosed. That is necessary, oftentimes, 
in order that the principles may be preserved, or, 
at least, be carried into full effect. The whole 
subject of territorial government is extra-consti- 
tutional. It was not foreseen, in 1787, that our 
domains would extend from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific ocean; and, therefore, no provision was 
made respecting the government of Territories or 
colonies. 

In regard to the redelivery of fugitive slaves, 
the fault is notin Congress, nor anywhere in the 
Federal Government; it is that some of the States 
have aggressed upon the terms of compact as well 
as upon the rights of their confederates. The 
Constitution lacks a power of self-vindication in, 
that particular, 

It appears to me that the proposition ofmy hon- 
orable friend from Kentucky ought to beaccepted at 
once, by both sections, by all parties, and even frag- 
ments of parties. The northern States, for which 
the Republican party claims to speak, desire Ter- 
ritories suitable to free labor, and from which 
slavery is excluded. The proposition complies 
with that demand. ‘The southern States desire 
colonies also, and that property in slaves shall be 
rendered secure while the territorial organization 
continues. Both demands are granted by the 
proposition. In addition, the two forms of colo- 
nization are so separated that there never can be 
any conflictbetween them. I hope that the Senator 
from Kentucky will express his proposition in 
such words that it will execute its own pur- 
pose, and exclude all legislation by Congress, one 
way or another. I never wish to haar of the sub- 
ject again in these halls. 

My honorable friend from Hlinois [Mr. Dove- 
Las] will thus obtain the principle of non-inter- 
vention by Congress with slavery in the Terri- 
tories. The whole question will be taken hence; 
and, at last, after more than forty years of trib- 
ulation, of unseemly quarrels and wrangles, in 
this House and in the other, we may hope for 
eternal peace. I obtain “squatter sovereignty”? 
also by the proposition; although that, I hope, 
will not prejudice the Senator from Texas [Mr 
Wicraiujagainstit. The Territorial Legislatures 
of Nebraska and Kansas, upon the one side, and 
of New Mexico, including Arizona, upon the 
other, have provided, by their enactments, pre- 
cisely what is here declared. Thus, all ought to 
be satisfied, and an end of controversy made. 
The adjustment will not be disturbed in our time, 
and probably never. 

My colleague thinks it would be dishonorable 
in Mr. Lincoln’s friends to accept terms of com- 
promise before hisassumption of the presidential 
chair. [think not. The question is not so much 
whether a compromise shall be made before or 
after Mr. Lincoln’s inaugur&tion, as whether, at 
this session of Congress, in view of so much agi- 
tation and alarm throughout the country; in view 
of a long recess from the 4th of March until the 
first Monday of December next; in view of the 
fact, also, that this compromise, if it should be 
adopted here, will require ratification by the Legis- 
latures, or by conventions of the several States, 
we will now commence the good work of concili- 


-ation and peace. Mr. Jefferson did not think him- 


self dishonored because his own eiection, in 1800, 
disclosed a defect in the Constitution. On the 
contrary, at once, amd with his approbation, meas- 
ures were taken to amend it. 

l shudder, Mr. President and Senators, at the 
evil times on which we have fallen. To-day, as 
I said, or, at furthest, to-morrow, the State of 
South Carolina will separate from our Union, 80 
far as she has any power of separation. Five, 
and probably seven, other States will follow her 
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in less than a month. Is thatall? I know not. 
God only knows. We may acquiesce in the sep- 
aration of six, eight, or twelve States; acquiesce 
peaceably, and make such division as we choose, 
or can make, of the property owned by all the 
States incommon. That happens ordinarily with 

ersons who cannot be reconciled.. Or—and that 
is what I hope and fondly desire—we can so ad- 
just all controversy in regard to fugitive slaves, 
in regard to slavery in the Territories, in regard 
to the protection and domestic tranquillity of the 
slaveholding States, as to prevent further separa- 
tion. We may retain all the States, except South 
Carolina; and in time, if notimmediately, win her 
back. She has acted rashly, and, I might almost 
say, ungovernably; but she has acted ina moment 
of overwhelming afprehension. Or, last of all, we 
can wage war on South Carolina, and on every 
other State which secedes. The Senator from 
Ilinois (Mr. Trumsuny] inquired, this morning, 
who had proposed to make war. Well, sir, war 
generally makes itself, and before the parties in- 
tend it. Congress may declare war; may declare 
that war actually exists, or shall exist; but the 
shedding of blood is scarcely an affair of so much 
calculation. 

It is not of the slightest consequence, in my 
estimation, whether we send the Army of the 
United States to disperse the Legislature or the 
convention of South Carolina, or, as I understood 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jonnson] to pro- 
pose on yesterday, send it to carry the mails in 
that State; whether we make hostile demonstra- 
tions against the city of Charleston, or insist on 
levying taxes from a people who do not, and will 
not, obey our Government. It can make no dif- 
ference. We are not children; and we ought to 
be men of practical sense. Why endeavor to dis- 
guise a fact with mere words? I care not whether 
you call it coercion, or collecting the revenue, or 
defending public property, or enforcing the laws: 
you know, and I know, that it means war; and 
that war will follow it. South Carolina will be 
supported by other States; and, in a little while, 
by all in which slavery exists. 1 call upon you, 
Senators, from the northern and from the south- 
ern extremes, to remember those of us whose 
homes and families are upon the border of the 
slaveholding and non-slaveholding States. As- 
sist us in averting a calamity which must fall 
chiefly upon us; you may reason upon the sub- 
ject; we cannot. 

Mr. President, I do not engage in the discus- 
sion whether or not South Carolina, or any other 
State, can rightfully secede from the Confedera- 
tion. I will not stretch forth my hand rashly to 
draw aside the vail behind which I know there 
stands the Atlas of STATE sovEREIGN'TY, SUpport- 
ing upon his shoulders alone the entire firmament 
of our Federal system. That giant has been mute 
for nearly the life of a generation; but, if you will 
listen, he seems to move uneasily, and as if he 
were about to speak. Ido not wish to hear his 
voice; it is the voice of the earthquake or the ava- 
lanche. Instead of putting aside the vail which 
now hides him, I content myself with reading the | 
inscription, which should warn every man not to 
intrude, unnecessarily,into those sacred precincts: 

“ The enumeration, in the Constitution, of certain rights, 
shall not be constyued to deny or disparage others retained by 
the people. The powers not delegated to the United States 
by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are 
reserved to the States respectively, or to the people.” | 

If my honorable friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jounson] ever has occasion to speak on the sub- 
ject again, I advise him to look in the Constitu- 
tion, not for the authority of a State to secede, 
but for a prohibition of it. 

Let us by all means avoid the discussion of ! 
such topics; they do not belong to us. In Great | 
Britain, questions of constitutional law are only 
questions of principle, because Parliament is said 
to be omnipotent; and a law may be unconstitu- 
tional without being void. But in our country 
of written constitutions and limited Icgislative 
powers, we are so much accustomed to compare 
text with text merely, that we argue the most 
solemn issues rather as lawyers than as politi- 
cians. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Wieraxt] 
appealed to me, for instance, to vindicate the 
constitutional right of South Carolina to secede 


without being attacked. Weill, sir, when South 
Carolina secedes—as I doubt not she will—what | 
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further interest has she, by the terms of her own 
argument, in the Constitution of the United States? 
And if she should thus become, as she claims, a 
wholly independent sovereignty, I. must decide 
all questions of peace and war without any con- 
sideration of her welfare—because she, by, her 
own act, excludes herself from my consideration 
—and solely with regard to the welfare and inter- 
ests of the States which remain. Itis all a po- 
litical and not a legal question. No constitution 
ever included the means of its own. destruction; 
and nine tenths of the human family avoid making 
wills or testaments, because they abhor the con- 
templation of death. Whether a State can or 
cannot secede, and what others may do toward 
her, or she toward them—these are questions be- 
hind the Constitution of the United States, and, 
if I may so say without irreverence, far above it. 
They are questions of political science, and not 
of constitutional construction; questions upon 
which empires are often dismembered and dynas- 
ties overthrown. Our question should be one of 
avoiding civil war; of restoring brotherhood and 

eace; of rebuilding the Union upon its former 
oundations. Why spend our precious moments 
in abstract disquisition; in citing the text of con- 
stitutions and laws; in searching old musty pre- 
cedents, which can have no pertinency in so fear- 
ful a crisis? I take leave to doubt, Mr. President 
and Senators, whether it be the part of wisdom, 
atany time, to decide upon controversies affecting 
the life of our Government, or-the essential order 
ofsocicty, as if these were questions of customary 
legislation, or could ever be resolved by processes 
of strict and regular analysis. An eminent scholar, 
as well as a profound metaphysician, Sir James 
Mackintosh, has aptly admonished us on that 
subject. I commend it to those who would wisely 
ponder the issue of our time: 

“The causes which the politician has to consider are, 
above all others, multiplied, mutable, minute, subtile, and, 
if T may so speak, evanescent; perpetually changing their 
form, and varying their combinations; losing their nature, 
while they keep their name; exhibiting the most different 
consequences in the endless variety of men and nations on 
whom they operate; in one degree of strength producing 
the most signal benetit, and, under a slight variation of 
circumstances, the most tremendous mischiefs. 'Fhey ad- 
mit, indeed, of being reduced to theory 5 but toa theory 
formed on the most extensive views, of the most compre- 
hensive and flexible principles, to embrace all their varie- 
ties, and to fit all their rapid transmigrations—~a theory of 
which the most fundamental maxim is distrust in itself, 
and deference for practical prudence.”—Discourse on the 
Law of Nature and Nations. 

And go, sir, in what I have been accustomed to 
consider as one of the ablest numbers of the Fed- 
eralist, written by Alexander Hamilton, E find 
some words more inmediately applicable. In 
exhibiting the defects of the old Confederation, 
Mr. Hamilton said: 

“Even in those confederacies which have been com- 
po of members smaller than many of our counties, the 
principle of legislation for sovereign States, supported by 
military coercion, has never been found effectual, It has 
rarely been attempted to be employed but against the 
weaker members; and in most instances attempts to coerce 
the refractory and disobedient have been the signals of 
bloody wars, in which one half of the confederacy has dis- 
played its banners against the other”? 

He argues thence the necessity of a new Gov- 
ernment which can act upon individuals directly, 
and anticipates the objection that the Legislature 
of some State might interpose its authority to 
defeat the execution of a Federallaw. There is, 
he wisely observed, an important difference be- 
tween non-actionand interposition. Ifthe Federal 
Government cannot proceed without the assist- 
ance of the State Legislatures—as it could not 
under the Articles of Confedcration—mere neglect, 
orinattention, or carelessness, willconstantly frus- 
trate all measures of common defense and general 
welfare; whereas, in regard to the interposition 
of any State, affirmatively, he thought the in- 
stances would be very few, and hardly capable of 
redress. But you shall hear his own words: 

“If opposition to the national Government should arise 
from the disorderly conduct of relractory or seditious indi- 
viduals, it could be overcome by the same means which 


are daily employed against the same evil under the State | 


governments. The magistracy being equally the ministers 
of the law of the land, from whatever source it might ema- 
nate, would doubtless be as ready to guard the national as 
the local regulations from the inroads of private licentious- 
ness. As to those partial eommotions and insurrections, 
which sometimes disquiet society from the intrigues of an 
inconsiderable faction, or from sudden or occasional iH- 
humors that do not affect the great body of the community, 
the General Government could command more extensive 


resources for the suppression of disturbances of that kind, 
than would be in the power of any single member: -And äs 
to those mortal feuds, which in certain conjuncti à 
a conflagration through a whole nation, or through “a 
jarge portion of it, proceeding either from weighty causes 
of discontent given by the Government or from thë tonta- 
gion of some violent popular paroxysm, they-do not “fall 
within any ordinary rules of calculation. When they hap- 
pen they commonly amount to’ revolutions and dismem: 
berments of empire. No form of. 
either avoid or control them. 


I will refer also to the authority of John Quincy 
Adams. In his fourth annual message, on ‘the 
2d of December, 1828, alluding to the controversy 
between the United States‘and the State of Georgia 
respecting the Cherokee lands, Mr. Adams said: 


“The United States of America, and the people of evéry 
State of which they are composed, are each of them sov- 
ereign Powers. The legislative aithority of the whole is 
exercised by Congress under authority granted them in the 
common Constitution. The legislative power of each State 
is exercised by Assemblies deriving their authority from 
the constitution of the State. Hach is sovereign within its 
own province. The distribution of power between them 
presupposes that these authorities will move in harmony 
with cach other. ‘he members of the State and Genera! 
Government are all under oath to support both, and alle- 
giance is due to the one and to the other. The case of a 
conflict between these two Powers has not been supposed; 
nor has auy provision been made for it in our institutions, 
as a virtuous nation of ancient times existed more than 
five centuries without á law for the punishment. of parri- 
cide. . : Ste tere | 

‘More than once, however, in the progress of our his- 
tory, have the people and Legislatures of one. or more 
States, in moments of excitement, been instigated to this 
conflict; and the means of effecting this impulse have been 
allegations that the acts of Congress to be resisted were 
unconstitutional. The peopic of no one State have ever 
delegated to their Legislature the power of pronouncing an 
act of Congress unconstitutional ; but they have delegated 
to them powers by the exercise of which the execution of 
the laws of Congress within the State may be resisted. if 
we suppose the case of such conflicting Jegislation sus- 
tained by the corresponding executive and judicial author- 
ities, patriotism and philanthropy turn their eyes from the 
condition in which the parties would be placed, and from 
that of the people of both, which must be its victims,” 


My friend from Tennessee laid great stress upon 
the authority of Jackson. In the farewell ad- 
dress of that eminent chieftain, March 8, 1837, 
I find a paragraph worthy to be forever remem- 
bered: ` 

“ But the Constitution cannot be maintained, nor the 
Union preserved in opposition to public feeling, by the 
mere exertion of the coercive powers confided to the Gen- 
eral Government. The foundations must be laid in the 
affections of the people; in the security it gives to life, 
liberty, character, and property, in every quarter of the 
country ; and in the fraternal attachments which the citi- 
zens Of the several States bear, oneto the another,.as mem- 
bers of one political family, mutually contributing to pro- 
mote the happiness of each other. Hence, the citizens of 
every State should studiously avoid everything calculated 
to wound the sensibility or offend the just pride of the peo- 
ple of other States; and they should frown upon any pro- 
ceedings within their own. borders likely to disturb the 
tranquillity of their political brethren in other portions of 
the Union. 1nacountry so extensive as the United States, 
and with pursuits so varied, the internal regulations of the 
several States must frequently differ from one another. in 
important particulars; and ‘this difference is unavoidably 
increased by the varying principles upon which the Ameri- 
can colonies were originally planted; principles which had 
taken deep root in their social relations before the Revolu- 
tion, and therefore, of necessity, influencing their policy 
since they became free and independent States. Buteach 
State has the unquestionable right to regulate its own in- 
ternal concerns according to its own pleasure; and while 
it does not interfere with the rights of the people of. other 
States, or the rights of the Union, every State must be the 
sole judge of the measures proper to secure the safety of 
its citizens and promote their happiness; and all efforts on 
the part of the people of other States to cast odium upon 
their institutions, and all measures caleulated to disturb 
their rights of property, or to put in jeopardy their peace 
and internal tranquillity, are in direct opposition of the 
spirit in which the Union was formed, and must endanger 
its satety. Motives of philanthropy may be assigned for 
this unwarrantable interference ; and weak men may per- 
suade themselves, for a moment, that they are laboring in 
the cause of humanity, and asserting the rights of the hu- 
mun race; but every one, upon sober reflection, will see 
that nothing but mischief can come from these improper 
assaults upon the feelings and rights of others. Rest as- 
sured, that the men found busy in this work of discord are 
not worthy of your confidence, and deserve your strongest 
reprobation.”? 

One more authority, Mr. President, and for my 
colleague’s benefit. Others may object to it, but 
he cannot. On the 11th of June, 1858, the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Toomps] engaged insome 
discussion with my colleague respecting the re- 
served rights of the States. The Senator from 
Georgia said: 

«When this Government was formed there was great 
difficulty, in the convention that framed the Constitution, 
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State 


about what should. be the relations of the States to the Gen- 


s Union than 1 do. I have maintained it throughout 
m Itieal life, in good fortune and in evil fortune, that 
they were sovereign; that they were judges of the infrac- 
tidn of the:compact, and of the mode aud measure of re- 
dress; and Itake it that he would be too afraid of theterm 
*gullifier,’, to extend His devotion to the sovereignty of the 
States as tar as I'claimn that my own goes. 

eM Wape: (Lamas good a nullifier as you are. 

&Mr..Toomes. Eam glad-to hear it. It is good doc- 
tring. I think itis a good sign to hear the Senator make 
that declaration, especially after our troubles for the last 
eight.or.ten years.: E have seen the time when i could not 
finda man in either branch of Congress: to admit that he 
wus one. 

«Nr. Wane. I was not here then. ””™— Congressional 
Globe, first: session, Thirty- Fifth Congress, part three, page 
2943, 

Mr. President, my colleague employed the 
phtase “make war,” in speaking of a controversy 
which might arise. between the State of South 
Carolina and the Federal Government. If it be 


aicause of war, as my colleague supposed, why | 


not war according to the usage of civilized na- 
tions? ‘They do not, as my colleagne-proposed, 
hang the prisoners. 


The Senator from Hltnois |} 


(Mr: Trumpy] inquired this morning for a def- | 


tition. of,rebellion.. Was not George Washing- 
tora rebel? And yet,sir, when the British com- 
niander threatened to treat American prisoners, 
taken in battle, as my colleague threatens to treat 
our Carolina prisoners, if we should have any, 
General Washington gave notice of retaliation at 
oneé, © That ended the affair on both sides. 

“It is of no real importance, I repeat, whether 
wo commence, or South Carolina commences. It 
will bea case of actual war in either event, The 

mestions we have to decide, consequently, are 
thése which I propounded: shall we acquiesce 
in the peaceful separation of six States from the 


rest, or shall we engage in a war of which we | 
cannot see the end; or shall we now address our- | 
selves to the noble and higher duty of attempt- | 


ing measures of conciliation, reconstructing and 
laying more deeply, more firmly than ever, the 
foundations of the Union as at present constituted, 
redressing all complaints, silencing every dis- 


content, and doing this, not. as partisans, but (if | 


there be no better motive) by an instinct of sclf- 
preservation, and an earnest desire to perpetuate 
the Government which has been so valuable to us, 
the best Government whichthe heart of man could 
crave?’ Ttis no time, gir, in the very crisis of our 
national existence, to stand. upon the question, 
who should propose, or who should accept terms 
of conciliation. 

My colleague seems to imagine it the duty of 
the President, under his oath of office, to foe 
tate-our whole country into civil war. He said 
that the President had sworn not to know that 
atiy State, had seceded, or attempted to secede. 
Wen, sir, I should like to be informed wherc- 
abouts an affidavit of such ignorance has been re- 
corded; Lam'not advised of any thing like it. 
‘Che President is under obligation, assuredly, to 
execute the laws of the land; but can we not sus- 

end the execution of any law upon the statute- 
ook? Can we not suspend it for a week, or a 
month, or six months, or six years, if the attempt 
to-execute it, by force of arms, will provoke in- 


terminable war? In this regard, also, I commend i 


the counsels of John Quincy Adams. He did not 
imagine, while he occupied the presidential chair, 
that he was.under any obligation to provoke, or 
to accept, such dire extremity. He did not bc- 
lieve that the Constitution of the United States 
bound him, inevitably, to precipitate the country 
into civil war. i 
message of February 5, 1827, Mr. Adams said: 
In abstaining;:at this stage of the proceedings, from the 
application of any military force, I have been governed by 
cousiderations which will, I trust, meet the concurrence 
of the Legislature. “Among theni one of paramount import- 
ance hasbeen that these surveys have been attempted and 
partly effected under color of legal anthority from the State 
of Georgia; that the surveyors are, therefore, not to he 


On the contrary, in his special ; 
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| closed in that State from this time forth. 
, sir, the people of all the States are interested in 


| and the receipt and delivery of letters within it. 
| tice. 
| that the courts of the Federal Government should 
| be kept open; because a citizen of South Carolina 


3 | cannot be plaintiff in those courts except in a few 
viewed if the lightof individual and solitary transgressors, |} cases. į 


but as the agents of a sovereign State, acting in obedience 
to authority which they believed to be binding upon them. 
Intimations had been given that, should they meet with 
interruption, they would, at all hazards, be sustained by 
the military force of the State; in which event, if the mil- 
itary force of the Union should have been employed to en- 
force its violated law, a conflict must have ensued, which 
would, in itself, have inflicted a wound upon the Union, 
and have presented the aspect of one of these confederated 
States at war with the rest. Anxious, above all, to avert 
this state of things, yet at the same time impressed with 
the deepest conviction of my own duty to take care that 
the laws shall-be executed, and the faith of the nation pré- 
served, I have used of the means intrusted to the Execu- 
tive for that purpose only those which, without resorting 
to military force, may vindicate the sanctity of the law by 
the ordinary agency of the judicial tribunals.” 


And yet, sir, that was a case in which the Gov- 
ernment was striving to maintain the plighted 
faith of a treaty, as against infraction by one of 
the States. When my colleague, or the Senator 
from Tennessee, assumes, therefore, to treat the 
act of persons bearing the commission of South 
Carolina as if it were only the act of individuals, 
Tentreatthem to consider the pertinent suggestions 
of Mr. Adams in a similar case. Such acts can- 
not be viewed as the acts of individual and soli- 
tary transgressors, but as the acts of persons 
obeying the mandates of a sovereignty, and to an 
extent (which they believe, at least) it is binding 
upon them. 

Lt will end in war; begin as it may, it will end 
in war. This idca of my colleague, that the Con- 
stitution of the United States, ex proprio vigore, 
compels the Executive, and even compels Con- 
gress, to engage in hostilities with a part of our 
own people; it is amazing to me, and utterly re- 
volting.. Why, sir, we have absolute discretion 
whether to declare war or to maintain peace in 
regard to foreign nations. If our citizens are 
abused, if our territory is invaded, or even pos- 
sessed, by hostile array, we, the Congress of the 
United States, consisting of a Senate and a House 
of Representatives, may, if we deem it essential 
to our own interests, decline to authorize hostili- 
lies. Docs any one deny that? Why, then, are 
we told that we have not as much liberty in de- 
ciding questions of war and peace with our fellow- 
citizens in South Carolina, as in deciding such 
questions with foreign nations—a war, too, in 
which, if my colleague be right, the unfortunate 
captives are not.to,be treated as we treat prison- 
ers of another nation, but are to be exceuted in | 
the most ignominious manner? Mr. President, | 
l have not words to express my abhorrence of 
such a conclusion. - 

It is the lesson of history, that whenever aman 
would commit some atrocity without being re- | 
sponsible to his own conscience, he styles it doing | 
God service. Persecutors, in all time, have burned 
orslain the body of their victim in order, as they al- 
loved, to save his soul. WhatnoSenator would do, 
upon his own responsibility, or from his own in- 
clination—draw the sword upon a whole commu- 
nity of our people, scatter desolation and carnage 
throughout a State which, be her conduct ever so 
unjustifiable, has, at least, some cause of com- 
plaint—must it occur as if by the inexorable laws 
of fate? Where, in our senatorial oath, can such 
an obligation be distinguished? No, sir; wecannot | 
avoid the responsibility of such calamities, if they 
should occur, by charging it upon the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, or upan our oath of 
office. We will be responsible for bloodshed, for 
civil war, for anarchy, if we do not avoid them. 
We can avoid them; but our responsibility we | 
cannotavoid—responsibility to God and our coun- 
try, and to all the civilized world. 

My colleague thinks it of no consequence 
whether the mails be or be not carried in South | 
Carolina; the people need not have them, he says, 
if they do not wish them. Nor does he consider || 
it of any consequence whether the district and 
circuit courts of the United States are open or 
But, | 


the carriage of the mails through South Carolina, 


And so with regard to the administration of jus- 
It is of more importance to the citizens of 
other States than to the citizens of South Carolina 


| them withdrawn. 


We must decide the whole proposition one way 
or another. Shall we employ soldiers to carry 
the mail and deliver letters within the limits of 
South Carolina? Shall we appoint as judges the 
citizens of another State; and shall we surround 
them, while sitting upon the bench, with Federal 
bayonets? This will cost money, at least, and 
a great deal of it. We must burden and tax our 
own constituents, therefore, to meet an expendi- 
ture so enormous. Why should we impoverish 
ourselves in-order to enforce our laws against an 
unwilling people; and that, too, when we might 
win them back with no loss of money, and only 
an expenditure of kindness? 

My colleague’s idea seems to be that, because 
an act of Congress for collecting duties at Charles- 
ton may notbe executed for two or three months, 
or even for a longer time, it behooves us to em- 
ploy arms, and engage in war. Granted that 
South Carolina will violate the Constitution of 
the United States: must we, for that reason, and 
without any regard to consequences, draw the 
sword? The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, 
Crarx] seems afraid that the ** public property” 
in Fort Moultrie and Fort Sumter is not safe, and 
wishes the President to inform us immediately 
how many soldiersare ingarrison at each; whether 
they are able to defend themselves against an at- 
tack; what arms and ammunition they have; and, 
above all, what orders, secret or otherwise, have 
been transmitted to them. He could noteven see 
the force of what was so well suggested by the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] in re- 
sponse, namely: thatif any attack be apprehended, 


j the worst thing we could do, possibly, would be 


to inform the assailants, through the newspapers, 
of the number of each garrison; the commands 


„under which it must act; what is the armament 


of the fortresses, or their capacity to be defended. 
I apprehend no attack at present, unless addi- 
tional troops be ordered thither; and, rather than 
do that, as an act of mercy to the officers and sol- 
diers now stationed at Charleston, I would have 
God forbid that the glories of 
Fort Moultrie, won from the British fleet and 
army in 1776, should ever be washed away in the 
blood of our own soldiers and citizens! We are 
magnanimous enough, I hope, if we must have 
war with South Carolina, not to point the guns 
of any fortress erected for the defense of Charles- 
ton harbor against foreign enemies, into the streets 
of the city before which they stand. 

As to this idea that we must vindicate the Con- 
stitution of the United States by force of arms, 
upon all occasions and without alternative, when 
we know that civil war will inevitably ensue, I 
deny it. Why, sir, let us examine the Constitu- 
tion by that rule. Here, for example, is the tenth 
section of the first article: “ No State shall enter 
into any treaty, alliance, or confederation. Sup- 
pose a State should do so: it would be a palpable 
breach of duty on her part; but would any Con- 
gress of the United States declare war against 
her? “ Or grant letters of marque and reprisal; coin 


money.” ‘That is avital power; it is delegated to 


Congress in terms by another clause, and here, 
as we observe, it is expressly forbidden to the 
States. I believe that some of the States have 
coined money nevertheless, and one of them may 
attempt it, for aught we can do, to-morrow. You 
would not attack any State government: so my 
colleague said. What then? Will you send our 
Army to tear down the mint; and, in case an 
officer of the State resists, will you prosecute him 
for treason? ** Emit bills of credit.” Several States 
have emitted them; but no punishment was ever 
proposed. “ Make anything but gold and silver coin 
a tender in payment of debts; pass any bill of at- 
tainder, ex post facto law, or law impairing the obli- 
gation of contracts; or grant any title of nobility.” 
Suppose that South Carolina should grant a title 
of nobility to some man—I understood the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee to be apprehensive yesterday 
on that point: will you disperse the Legislature 
by. force of arms, or only enact a law requiring 
the man to renounce his title, or suffer the penalty 
of treason? You would not, I fancy, do any of 
these things. Subsequently,.in the same section, 
l read: 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay 


any duty of tonnage; keep troops or ships of war in time 
of peace; enter into any agreement or compact with , 
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another State or with a foreign Power; or engage in war, 
unless actually invaded, or in such imminent danger as will 
not admit of delay.” 

I presume there is no doubt that South Carolina 
now has troops, and, perhaps, ships of war. I 
observe, by the newspapers, also that the Legis- 
lature of North Carolina has appropriated money 
for arming and equipping certain military com- 
panies. Does any one propose to treat the offi- 
cers and privates of such companies as guilty of 
treason, or to disperse the companies wherever 
assembled by an armed force? Obviously, then, 
Senators, it cannot be that a mere violation of the 
Federal Constitution, and far less of Federal laws, 
would leave to Congress no discretion whether 
actual war should or should not be levied. 

This having been shown, as I conccive, why 
should we not avoid war, if possible, with the au- 
thorities and the people of South Carolina? “ Oh P? 
some objector will say, “ we must collect the 
revenue.” Yes, sir, men who care nothing whether 
the mails are or are not carried; whether justice 
be administered in the Federal courts or not; 
whether the people of South Carolina have any 
representation in Congress or any otherad vantage 
from the Government, insist, vigorously, and at 
allevents, (mostsacred constitutional vindication, ) 
that we shall make as much money from those 
people, levy as much tribute on them, as possible. 

ell, suppose that we conquer them, all of them; 
disperse the convention and the Legislature by 
arms; execute as traitors all the officers of the 
State: is that maintaining the Union? The Sena- 
tor from Tennessce appeared to think so yester- 
day, if I rightly heard his speech. I think not. 
I think the Union would at once and necessaril 
be destroyed, We should have so much terri- 
tory from the Atlantic ocean to the Savannah river 
as our conquered province; we should have so 
many prisoners, and, if we spare thcir lives, so 
many helpless subjects; but we should certainly 
have overthrown rur GoveRNMENT of the State, 
and South Carolina would be no more. We might 
erect some false image, instead of the State so 
demolished; but our true confederate—our sis- 
ter—is dead. . 

“ Labitur exsanguis, Jabuntur frigida leto 
Lumina, purpureus quondam color ora reliquit.”” 

Mr. President, I am for peace, and not for war; 

least of all, for a war so unnatural as this would 


be. I am for conciliation; and therefore, in good | 


faith, will stand at the side of my honorable friend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpgn,] and carn- 
estly endeavor to keep the door of compromise 
open as Jong as possible. Others may debate the 
abstract right, as they call it, of a State to secede; 
but my voice shall notengage ina clamor so dread- 
ful. I esteem the path f have chosen to be the 
path of safety for all the States, and therefore 
the path of wisdom; not, indeed, that wisdom by 
which the people are sometimes betrayed, under 
specious phrases and soit pretexts, to their own 
ruin, kindling their hearts with hatred, and stain- 
ing their hands with blood; but that wisdom 
founded upon humane thoughts, by which nations 
continue to flourish and long maintain their liber- 
ties. Iam opposed to the scheme, under what 
name socver disguised, of plunging our country 
into the abyss of violence, anarchy, and fatal 
dismemberment. 

If the Prince of Wales, when lately admiring 
the magnificence of our domain, our luxurious 
cities, our noble rivers and lakes, our vast prai- 
ries, our somber mountains, our smiling fields and 
plains, our stupendous works of publicimprove- 
ment, remembercd—as, being doubtless familiar 
with all the giorics of English literature, he may 
have remembered—the specch delivered by Ed- 
mund Burke, in the House of Commons, on the 
Ad of March, 1775, in favor of conciliation 
with the American colonies, he probably said to 
himself, or possibly to others: “Alas! alas! had 
my great-grand father, George ILI, listened to such 
counsels in time, and followed them, instead of 
attempting to collect the revenue and enforce the 
laws by mere violence, while a complaining peo- 
ple stood before him with angry countenances and 
hearts almost turned to despair, this matchless 
jewel might have glittered this day as the proudest 
im my mother’s diadem, ” 

Mr. President, from that very speech allow me 
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to give you the substance of the objections which 
I have urged at length: 

“ First, sir, permit me to observe that the use of force 
alone is but temporary. lt may subdue for a moment, but 
it does not remove the necessity of subduing again; and a 
nation is not governed, which is perpetually to be con- 
quered. f 

“ My next objection is uncertainty. Terror isnot always 
the effect of force, and an armament is nota victory. [f you 
do not succeed, you are without resource; for, concilia- 
tion failing, force remains; but, force failing, no further 
hope of reconciliation is left. Power and authority are 
sometimes bought by kindness; but they can never be 
begged, as alms, by an impoverished and defeated violence. 

“A further objection to force is, that you impair the ob- 
ject by your very endeavors to preserve it. The thing you 
fought for is not the thing which you recover; but depre- 
ciated, sunk, wasted, and consumed, in the contest. Noth- 
ing less will content me than whole America. T do not 
choose to consume its strength along with our own; be- 
cause, in all parts, it is the British strength that I consume. 
T do nut choose to be caught, by a forcign enemy, atthe end 
of this exhausting conflict; and, stil} less, in the midst of 
it. I may escape; but l can make no insurance against 
such an event.” 


Senators, I did hope, fondly hope, that instead 
of refusing to accept terms of conciliation and 
honorable compromise; instead of madly provok- 
ing whole States and millions of people to what 
some of you call treason and rebellion; instead 
of giving them and ourselves to destruction upon 
the fatal conceit that our oaths to support the 
Constitution of the United States do not even allow 
us to pause in the presence of an unexampled 
crisis, we should all have agreed, ere this, in the 
adoption of measures calculated to stay the alarm 
which now pervades the country, and threatens 
our Union with perpetual overthrow. There is 
yet time; but time is very precious. Let us de- 
termine, first of all, that we will have no war, no 
bloodshed, if we are able in any mamner to avoid 
it. Waris no remedy in such a case; it isalways 
a horrible visitation—horrible when waged for the 
best and holiest cause; but horrible indeed, and 
inexpressibly wicked, when waged without any 
cause, and by one portion of our people against 
another. Let us not hesitate to suspend the ex- 
ecution of whatever laws cannot be executed, at 
present, without violence; submit, if necessary, 
to a diminution of revenue; and thus, or further, 
if necessary, through acts of generous confidence, 
avoid all dangers of collision between Federal 
and State authorities, soothe apprehension every- 
where, and ‘be enabled calmly to proceed, by con- 
stitutional amendment, to the duty of securing 


| forever the Union we shall have rescued, and ulu- 


mately restorcd, if not absolutely preserved. 
Whether I have or have not spoken wisely, for 
my own sake, as an individual, I have now dis- 
charged my duty, as I understand it, toward God 
and my country; beyond that, in all sincerity, I 


; have notinquired. I believe that the policy which 


my colleague announced—of entertaining no terms 
of conciliation and compromise, and, at the same 
time, endeavoring to avoid the responsibility of 
civil war by charging it upon the Constitution 
and the oath we have taken—will drive us all, 
North as well as South, into an abyss where re- 
union is impossible, where peace never can be 
restored, where the liberties of all the States will 
be utterly and hopclessly ingulfed. If my col- 
league has truly expressed the determination of 
his and my constituents, I shall esteem it no loss, 
but an eminent and glorious distinction, to retire 
from public service while the flag of the Union 
yet floats above this Capitol, and calls together, 
ssion, the embassadors and represent- 
atives of thirty-three independent, free, and equal 
sovereignties. I have once declared to you, Sen- 
ators, and now repeat, that your separate confed- 


eracies, northern or southern, have no charms for | 
me; their promises of liberty, security, and endur-. 


ance, kindle not my imagination, nor satisfy the 
desire of my heart. 
frequent this palace after its proud centus shall 
have departed; lest where now, in niche and upon 
column, or station, or pediment, I bebold the 
sculptured effigies of past glory, there blaze forth, 
as bysomehorrible enchantment, from stony eyes 
and distorted features, the denion of discord and 
fraternal strife; while, instead of gorgeous inscrip- 
tions to rue Unron displayed on every side— 
above, beneath, and around—I see only the fin- 
gers of a man’s hand writing over against the 
candlestick, upon the plaster of the wall, such 


Let me, at least, no more } 


-dreadful words.as pronounced thedoom:of Baby- 


lon: : : 
“GOD HATH NUMBERED THY KINGDOM; AND FINISHED, 
IT; THOU ART WEIGHED IN THE BALANCES, AND A 
FOUND WANTING; THY KINGDOM IS DIVIDED, AND GIVEN 
THE MEDES AND Persians.” oP Boras : 
It may be, for a while, that genial suns/dn 
refreshing showers and the providence of timed: 
and seasons will continue to repay the husband- 
man for his toil; that art’and science and the com’ 
forts of civilization will bless our people’as now} 
butover all the destroying angel, Which has turned: 
so many realms to deserts, will slowly, silently; 
inevitably,extend his pinions, until the fair places . 
of this continent beconie like the faded: seats of 
once imperial Republics in the Old World. © -7 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. S. A, DOUGLAS, 
$ OF ILLINOIS, eh EET 

In rue Senate, January 3, 1861...) i 

The Scnate having, under consideration the following 
resolution reported by the select committeé of thirteen,. 
appointed to consider the agitated and distracted condition: 
of the country— , e aytar se 

Resolved, That the committed haye.not: been able to agree: 
upon any general plan of adjustment, and reportithèt fact 
to the Senate, together with the journal of the committee ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS said: : “ahd dy 

Mr. Preswent: No act of my public life has 
ever caused meso much regret as the necessity of. 
voting in the special committee of thirteen for the 
resolution reporting to the Senate our inability to 
agree upon any general pee adjustment, which 
would restore peace to the country and insure the 
integrity ofthe Union. If we wish to understand the 
real causes which have produced such wide-spread 
and deep-seated discontent in the slaveholding 
States, we must go back beyond the recent pres- 
dential election, and trace the origin and histor 
of the slavery agitation from the period when it 
first became an active element in Federal politics.: 
Without fatiguing the Senate with tedious de-, 
tails, I may be permitted to assume, without the 
fear of successful contradiction, that whenever the 
Federal Government has attempted to decide:and. 
control the slavery question in the newly acquired. 
Territories, regardless of the wishes of the in- 
habitants, alienation of feeling, sectional strife, 
and discord have ensued; and whenever Congress 
has refrained from such interference, harmony. 
and fraternal feeling have been restored. The 
whole volume of our nation’s history may be con- 
fidently appealed to in support of this proposi- 
tion. The most memorable instances are the fear- 
ful sectional controversies which brought the 
Union to the verge of disruption in 1820, and again 
in 1850. It was the territorial question in each 
case which presented the chief points of difficulty, 
because it involved the irritating question of the 
rclative political power of the two sections. All 
the other questions, which entered into and served 
to inerease the slavery agitation, were deemed of 
secondary importance, and dwindled into insig- 
nificance so soon as the territorial question was 
definitely settled. 

From the period of the organization of the Fed- 
eral Government, under the Constitution, in 1789, 
down to 1820, all the territorial governments had 
been organized upon the basis of non-interfer- 
ence by Congress with the domestic institutions 
of the people. During that period several new 
Territories were organized, including Tennessee, 
Louisiana, Missouri, Mississippi, and Alabama. 
In no one of these Territories did Congress. at- 
tempt to interfere with the question of slavery, 
either to introduce or exclude, protect or prohibit 
it. During the whole of this period there was 
peace and good-will between the people of all 
parts of the Unin so far as the question of sla- 
very was concerned. 

But the first time Congress ever attempted to in- 
terfere with and control that question, regardless 
ofthe wishes ofthe people interested init,the Union 
was putin jeopardy, and was only saved from dis- 
solution by the adoption ofthe compromise of 1820. 
In the famous Missouri controversy, the majority 
of the North demanded that Congress should pro- 
hibit slavery forever in all the territory acquired 
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from France, extending from the State of Louisiana 
té.the’British possessions on the north, and from 
the Mississippi-to the Rocky Mountains. The 
South andthe cofservative minority of the North, 


p| 


averting future difficulties. 

.Beace was restored, fraternal feeling returned, 
and we-were a’happy and united people so long 
a8’ we adhered to, and carried out in good faith, 
the Missouri compromise, according to its spirit 
as well as its letter, In 1845, when Texas was 
annexed to the Union, the policy of an equitable 
partition on the line of 369 30’ was adhered to, 
and carried into effect by the extension of the line 
as far westward asthe new acquisition might 
reach, It is truc, there was much diversity of 
opinion as to. the propriety and wisdom of an- 
nexing Texas. In the North the measure was 
opposed by Jarge numbers upon the distinct 
ground that it was. enlarging the area of slave 
territory within the Union; and in the South it 
probably received. much additional support for 
the sime reason; but, while it may have been op- 
posed’ and supported; in some degree, north and 
south, from these considerations, no considerable 
number in cither section objected to it upon the 
ground that it extended and carried out the policy 
of the Missouri compromise. ‘The objection was 
solely to the acquisition of the country, and not 
to the application of the Missouri compromise to 
it, if acquired. No fair-minded man could deny 
that'every ‘reason which induced the adoption of 
the line-in 1820 demanded its'extension through 
Texas, and every new acquisition, whenever we 
enlarged our territorial possessions in that direc- 
tion. No man would have been deemed faithful 
to the obligations of the Missouri compromise at 
that day, who was opposed to its application to 
future acquisitions. 

The record shows that Texas was annexed to 
the Union upon the express condition that the 
Missouri compromise should be extended and 
made applicable to the country, so far as our new 
boundaries might reach. The history of that 
acquisition will show that J not only supported 
the annexation of Texas, but that 1 urged the 
necessity of applying the Missouri compromise 
to it, for the purpose of extending it through New 
Mexico and California to the Padific ocean, when- 
ever we should acquire those Territories, as a 
means of putting an end to the slavery agitation 
forever. | 

The annexation of Texas drew after it the war 
with Mexico, and the treaty of peace left us in pos- 
session of California and New Mexico. This large 
acquisition of new territory was made the occa- 


agitation of 1849-50 was a second edition of that 
of 1819-20. It was stimulated by the same mo- 
tives, aiming at the same ends, and enforced by 
the same arguments. The northern majority 
invoked the intervention of Congress to prohibit 
slavery everywhere in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States—both sides of the Missouri line—south 
as weil as north of 360 30. The South, together 
with a conservative minority in the North, stood 
firmly upon the ground of non-intervention, deny- 
ing the right of Congress to interfere with the 
subject, but avowing a willingness, in the spirit 
of concession for the sake of peace and the Union, 
to adhere to and carry out the policy of an equit- 
able partition on the line of 36° 30! to the Pacific 
ocean, in the same sense in which it was adopted 
in 1820, and according to the understanding when 
Texas was annexed in 1845. Every argument 
and reason, every consideration of patriotism and 
duty, which induced the adoption of the policy 
in 1820, and its application to ‘Texas in 1845, de- 
manded its application to California and New 
Mexico in 1848. The peace of the country, the 
fraternal feelings of all its parts, the safety of the 
Union, all were involved. 

Under these circumstances, as chairman of the 
Committee on Territories, I introduced into the 
Senate the following proposition, which was 
adopted by a vote of 33 to 21 in the Senate, but 
rejected in the House of Representatives. I read 
from the Journal, August 10, 1848, page 563: 

On motion by Mr. Doveras to amend the bill, section 
fourteen, line one, by inserting after the word ‘enacted :? 

«That the line of 36° 30 of north latitude, kuown as the 
Missouri compromise line, as defined by the eighth section 
of an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the people of the 
Missouri Territory to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, aud for the admission of such State into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, and to 
prohibit slavery in certain Territories, approved March 6, 
1820, be, and the same is hereby, declared to extend to the 
Pacific ocean; and the said eighth section, together with 
the compromise therein effected, is hereby revived, and 
declared to be in full force and binding, for the future or- 
ganization of the Territories of the United States, in the 
same sense, and with the same understanding, with which 
it was originally adopted ; 

« It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 33, nays 21. 

«On motion by Mr. Banpwiy, the yeas and nays being 
desired by one fifth of the Senators present, those who 
voted in the aflirmative are: 

« Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Rell, Benton, Berrien, Bor- 
land, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Cameron, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Fitzgerald, Foote, Han- 
negan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 
Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, Ma- 
son, Metealf, Pearce, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, Tur- 
ney, Underwood. 

“"Ehose who voted in the negative are: 

« Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Bradbury, Breese, 
Clark, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, 
Dodge, Pelch, Green, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Niles, Phelps, 
Upham, Walker, Webster. 

So the proposed amendment was agreed to.” 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, by a vote of 33 to 
292, and was read the third time, and passed on the 
same day. By the classification of the votes for 
my proposition to carry out the Missouri com- 
promise, it will be seen that all the southern Sen- 
ators, twenty-six in number, including Mr. Cal- 
houn, voted in the affirmative; and of the northern 
Senators, seven voted in the affirmative and twen- 
ty-one in the negative. The proposition was re- 
jected in the House of Representatives by almost 
a scetional vote, the whole South voting for it, 
and a large majority of the North against it. 

It was the rejection of that proposition—the re- 
pudiation of the policy of an equitable partition 
of the territory between the two sections, on the 
line of 36° 30'—which reopened the floodgates of 
slavery agitation and deluged the whole country 
with sectional strife and bitterness, until the Union 
was again brought to the verge of disruption, 
before the swelling tide of bitter waters could be 
turned back, and passion and prejudice could be 
made to give place to reason and patriotism. 

Had the Senate’s proposition been concurred, 
in by the Honse of Representatives; had the pol- 
icy of an equitable partition been adhered to; had 
the Missouri compromise been carried out in 
good faith, through our newly acquired territory, 
to the Pacific ocean, there would have been an i 
end to the slavery agitation forever. For, the line 
of partition between free and slave territory being 
once firmly established and distinctly defined 


sion for renewing the Missouri controversy. The 
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i from the Atlantic to the Pacific, all new acqui- 


sitions, whether on the North or the South, would 
have conformed to that adjustment, without. ex- 
citing the passions, or wounding the sensibilities, 
or disturbing the harmony of our people. Ido 
not think it would have made any material dif- 
ference in respect to the condition of the new 
States to be formed out of such territory, for I 
have always. believed, and often said, that the 
existence or non-existence of African slavery de- 
pends more upon the necessities of climate, health, 
and productions, than upon congressional and 
territorial enactments. It was in reference to this 
great truth that Mr. Webster said that the con- 
dition of all the territory acquired from Mexico, 
so far as the question of slavery was concerned, 
was irrevocably fixed and settled by an irrepeal- 
able law—the law of climate, and of physical ge- 
ography, and of the formation of the earth. You 
might as wellattempt by act of Congress to com- 
pel cotton to grow upon the tops of the Rocky 
Mountains and rice upon the summits of the 
Sierra Nevada, as to compel slavery to exist, by 
congressional enactment, where neither climate, 
nor health, nor productions, will render it neces- 
sary and self-sustaining. Yet the desire, on the 
one hand, for the extension of slavery into re- 
gions where it is physically impossible to sustain 
it, and, on the other hand, to abolish and exclude 
it from those countries where the white man can- 
not endure the climate and cultivate the soil, 
threatens to keep the agitation of this question 
perpetually in Congress, until the passions of the 
people shall become so inflamed that civil war 
and disunion shall become inevitable. It is the 
territorial question—-whether slavery shall exist 
in those vast regions, in utter disregard of the 
wishes and necessities of the people inhabiting 
them—that is convulsing and dissolving the Re- 
public; a question in which we have no direct 
interest, about which we have very little knowl- 
edge, and which the people of those Territories 
must and will eventually decide for themselves 
and to suit themselves, no matter what Congress 
may do. But for this territorial question there 
would be very little diffculty in settling the other 
matters in controversy. The Abolitionists could 
never endanger the peace of the country or the 
existence of the Union by the agitation of the 
slavery question in the District of Columbia by 
itself, or in the dock-yards, forts, and arsenals in 
the slaveholding States, or upon the fugitive slave 
law, or upon any minor issue, or upon them all 
together, if the territorial question could be finally 
and irrevocably settled. 

I repeat, it was the repudiation of the policy of 
the Missouri compromise, the refusal to apply it 
to the territory acquired from Mexico, when of- 
fered by me, and supported by the whole South, 
in August, 1848, which reopened the agitation 
and revived the Missouri controversy. The com- 
promise of 1820 once repudiated, the policy of an 
equitable partition of the territory abandoned, the 
proposition to extend it to the Pacific being re- 
jected, and the original controversy reopened with 
increased bitterness, each party threw itself back 
on its original extreme position—the one demand- 
ing its exclusion everywhere, and the other in- 
sisting upon its right to go everywhere in the 
Territories, regardless of the wishes of the people 
inhabiting them. All the arguments, pro and con., 
used in 1819-20 were repeated in 1849-50. The 
question was the same, and the relative position of 
the two sections the same. 

Such was the condition of things at the open- 
ing of the session of 1849-50, when Mr. Clay 
resumed his seat in this body. 

The purest patriots in the land had become 
alarmed for the fate of the Republic. The im- 
mortal Clay, whose life had been devoted to the 
rights, interests, and glory of his country, had 
retired to the shades of Ashland to prepare for an- 
otherand a better world, When, in his retirement, 
hearing the harsh and discordant notes of sec- 
tional strife and disunion, he consented, at the 
earnest solicitation of his countrymen, to resume 
his seat in the Senate, the theater of his great 
deeds, to see if, by his experience, his wisdom, 
the renown of his great name, and his strong hold 
upon the confidence and affections of the Ameri- 
can people, he could not do something to restore 
peace to a distracted country. From the moment 
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of his arrival among us he became, by common 
consent, and asa matter of course, the leader of 
the Union men. His first idea was to revive and 
extend to the Pacific ocean the Missouri compro- 
mise line, with the same understanding and legal 
effect in which it had been adopted in 1820, and 
continued through Texas in 1845. I was one of 
his humble followers and trusted friends in en- 
dexvoring to carry out that policy, and in connec- 
tion with others, at his special request, carefully 
canvassed both Houses of Congress to ascertain 
whether it was possible to obtain a majority vote 
in each House for the measure. We found no dif- 
ficulty with the southern Senators anf Repre- 
sentatives, and could secure the codperation of a 
minority from the North; but not enough to give 
us a majority in both Houses. Hence the Mis- 
souri compromise was abandoned by its friends, 
not from choice, but from INABILITY to carry it 
into effect in good faith. It was with extreme re- 
luctance that Mr. Clay, and those of us who acted 
with him and shared his confidence, were brought 
to the conclusion that we must abandon, from in- 
ability to carry out, the line of policy which had 
saved the Union in 1820, and given peace to the 
country for many happy years. 

Finding ourselves unable to maintain that pol- 
icy, we yielded to a stern necessity, and turned 
our attention to the discovery of some other plan 
by which the existing dificul 
and future troubles avoided. I need not detail the 
circumstances under which Mr. Clay brought for- 
ward his plan of adjustment, which received the 
sanction of the two Houses of Congress and the 
approbation of the American people, and is famil- 
iarly known as the compromise measures of 1850. 
These measures were designed to accomplish the 
same results as the act of 1820, but in a different 
mode, The leading feature and chief merit of 
each was to banish the slavery agitation from the 
Halls of Congress and the arena of Federal poli- 
tics. The act of 1820 was intended to attain this 
end by an cquitable partition of the Territories 
between the contending sections. The acts of 1850 
were designed to attain the same end by remitting 
the whole question of slavery to the decision of the 
people of the Territories, subject to the limjtations 
of the Constitution, and let the Federal courts 
determine the validity and constitutionality of the 
territorial enactments from time to time, as cases 
should arise and appeals be taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The one, proposed to 
settle the question by a geographical line and an 
equitable partition; and the other by the principles 
of popular sovereignty in accordance with the Con- 
stitution. The object of both being the same, I 
supported each in turn as a means of attaining a 
desirable end. f 

After the compromise measures of 1850 had be- 
come the law of the land, those who had opposed 
their enactment appealed to their constituents to 
sustain them in their opposition, and implored 
them not to acquiesce in the principles upon which 
they were founded, and never to cease to war upon 
them until they should be annulled and effaced 
from the statute-book. ‘The contest before the 
people was fierce and bitter, accompanied some- 
times with acts of violence and intimidation; but 
fortunately, Mr Clay lived long enough to feeland 
know that his last great efforts for the 
the country and the perpetuity of the Union—the 
crowning acts of a brilliant and glorious career in 
the public service—had met the approval and re- 


es could be settled, _ 


eace of | 


ceived the almost unanimous indorsement of his 
gratefulcountrymen Therepose which the coun- 


try was permitted to enjoy for a brief period 
proved to be a temporary truce in the sectional 
conflict, and not a permanent peace upon the sla- 
very question. The purpose of reopening the 
agitation for a congressional prohibition of sla- 
very in all the Territories whenever an opportu- 
nity or excuse could be had, seems never to have 
been abandoned by those who originated the 
scheme for partisan purposes, in 1819, and were 
baffled in their designs hy the adoption of the Mis- 


souri compromise in 1820; and who renewed the | 


attempt in 1848, but were again doomed to suffer 
a mortifying defeat in the adoption of the compro- 
mise measures of 1850. ‘The opportunity and 
pretext for renewing the agitation was discovered 
by those who had never abandoned the design, 
when it became necessary, in 1854, to pass the 


necessary laws for the organization of the Terri- 


| tories of Kansas and Nebraska. The necessity 


for the organization of these Territories, in order 
to open and protect the routes of emigration and 
travel to California and Oregon could not be de- 
nied. The measure could not be postponed longer 
without endangering the peace of the frontier set- 
tlements, and incurring the hazards of an Indian 
war, growing out of the constant collisions be- 
tween the emigrants and the Indian tribes through 
whose country they were compelled to pass. 

Early in December, 1853, Senator Dodge, of 
Towa, introduced a bill for the organization of the 
Territory of Nebraska, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories, of which I was chair- 
| man. The committee did not volunteer their ser- 
vices on the occasion. The bill was referred to 
us by the vote of the Senate, and our action was 
in discharge of a plain duty imposed upon us by 
an express command of the body. 

The first question which addressed itself to the 
calm and deliberate consideration of the commit- 
tee was: upon what basis shall the organization 
of the territory be formed? Whether upon the 
theory of a geographical Ite and an equitable par- 
tition of the territory in accordance with the com- 
promise of 1820, which had been abandoned by 
its supporters not from choice, but from our in- 
ability to carry it out; or upon the principle of 
non-intervention and popular sovereignty, accord- 
ing to the compromise measures of 1850, which 
had taken the place of the Missouri compromise? 

The committee, upon mature deliberation, and 
with great unanimity, decided that all future ter- 
ritorial organizations should be formed upon the 
principles and model of the compromise measures 
of 1850, inasmuch as in the recent presidential 
election (1852) both of the great political parties 
of the country, (Whig and Democratic,) of which 
the Senate was composed, stood pledged to those 
measures as a substitute for the act of 1820; and 
the committee instructed me, as their organ, to 
prepare a report and draft a substitute for Mr. 

odge’s bill in accordance with these views. I 
will now read from the record, at the hazard of 
being somewhat tedious, in order that the Senate 
and the country may judge with what fidelity I 
performed this duty: 

“ January 4th, 1854, Mr. Dovoras made the following 
report: ‘The Committee on Territories, to which was re- 
ferred a bill for an act to establish the Territory of Nebraska, 
have given the same that serious and deliberate considera- 
tion which its great importance demands, and beg leave to 
report it back to the Senate, with various amendments, in 
the form of a substitute for the bill. 

“<The principal amendments which your committee 
deem it their duty to commend to the favorable action of 
the Senate, in a special report, are those in which the prin- 
ciples established by the compromise measures of 1850, so 
far as they are applicable to territorial organizations, are 
proposed to be atlirmed and carried into practical operation 
within the limits of the new ‘“erritory. 

see The wisdom of those measures is attested, not less by 
their sajutary and bencficial effects in allaying sectional agi- 
tation and restoring peace and harmony to an irritated and 
distracted people, than by the cordial and almost universal 
approbation with which they have been received and sanc- 
tioned by the whole country. Inthe judgment of your com- 
mittee, those measures were intended to havea far more com- 
prehensive and enduring effect than the mere adjustment of 
the difficulties arising out of the recent acquisition of Meri- 
can territory. ‘THEY WERE DESIGNED TO ESTABLISH CER- 
TAIN GREAT PRINCIPLES, WHICH WOULD NOT ONLY FURNISH 
ADEQUATE REMEDIES FOR EXISTING EVILS, BUT IN ALL TIME 
TO COME AVOID THE PERILS OF A SIMILAR AGITATION, BY 
WITHDRAWING THE QUESTION OF SLAVERY FROM THE 
HALLS OF CONGRESS AND THE POLITICAL ARENA, AND COM- 
MITTING IT TO THE ARBITRAMENY OF TIL NHO WERE 
IMMEDIATELY INTERESTED IN, AND ALONE SPONSIBLE 
FOR, ITS CONSEQUENCES. With the view of conforming 
their action to what they regard the settled policy of the 
Government, sanctioned by the approving voice of the 
American people, your committee have deemed it their 
duty to incorporate and perpetuate in their territorial bills 
the principles and spirit of those measures.? ?? 


After reviewing the provisions of the legislation 


| of 1850, the committee conclude as follows: 


“From these provisions it is apparent tbat the compro- 
mise measures of 1859 affirm and rest upon the following 
propositions : 

“ First, That all questions pertaining to slavery in the 
Territories, and in the new States to be formed therefrom, 
are to be left to the decision of the pcople residing therein, 
by their appropriate representatives, to be chosen by them 
for that purpose. 

« Second, That ‘all cases involving title to slaves,’ and 
‘questions of personal freedom,’ are referred to the adjudi- 
eation of the local tribunals, with the right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

“Third, That the provision of the Constitution of the 
United States, in respect to fugitives from service, is to be 


carried into faithful execution in all ‘thé organized” 
tories,’ the same as inthe States e iii o Siy os 

The substitute for the bill which your committee have 
prepared, and which is commended to the favorable action 
of the Senate, proposes to carry those propositions in 
ciples into practical operation, IN THE PREOINE D. 
OF THE COMPROMISE MEASURES OF 1850.20) (ce SFH ny 

Wo sooner was this report and bill printed:and 
laid upon the tables of Senators, than an‘address 
was prepared and issued. over the signatures: of 
those party leaders who had: always. denounced 
‘the Missouri compromise ‘as a crime against 
freedom, and a compact with infamy, in-which 
the bill was ‘arraigned as a gross violation-of a 
sacred pledge;” “as a criminal betrayal ‘of pre- 
cious rights;”’ and the report denounced as “a 
mere invention, designed to cover up from public 
reprehension meditated bad faith.” ; 

he Missouri compromise was * infamous,” 

in their estimation, so long as it remained upon 
the statute-book and was carried out in good 
faith, as a means of preserving the- peace of the 
country and. preventing the slavery agitation: in 
Congress. But it suddenly became. ta` sacred 
pledge,” a solemn compact for the preservation 
of precious rights,” the moment they had sue 
ceeded in preventing its faithful execution and'in 
causing it to be abandoned when it ceased to'be 
an impregnable barrier against. slavery agitation 
and sectional strife. The bill against which the 
hueand cry was raised, and the crusade preachéd, 
did not contain a word about-the Missouri*com- 
promise, nor in any manner refer toit.. Itsimply 
allowed the people of the Territory to legislate 
for themselves on all rightful subjects of legisla 
tion, and left them free to form and regulate their 
domestic institutions in their own way, subject 
only to the Constitution. So far as the Missouri 
act, or any other statute, might be. supposed to 
conflict with this right of self-government in the 
Territories, it was, by inference, rendered: null 
and void to thatextent, and for no other purpose. 
Several weeks afterwards, when a doubt was sug- 
gested whether, under the bill as it stood, the 
people of the Territory would be authorized to 
exercise this right of self-government upon. the 
slavery question, during the existence of the terri- 
torial government, an amendment was adopted, on 
my motion, for the sole and avowed purpose of 
removing that doubt and securing that right, in 
accordance with the compromise. measures of 
1850, as stated by me and reported in the debates 
at the time. The amendment will be found inthe 
fourteenth section of the act, and is as follows: 


«That the Constitution and all laws of the United States 
which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same 
force and effect within the said Territory of Nebraska as 
elsewhere within the United States, except the eighth sec- 
tion of the act preparatory to the admission of Missouri 
into the Union, approved March 6, 1820, which, being incon- 
sistent with the principle of nonintervention by Congress with 
slavery in the States und Territories, AS RECOGNIZED BY THE 
LEGISLATION OF 1850, commonly called the compromise 
measures, js hereby declared inoperative and void ; it being 
the true intent and meaning of this act not to legislate sla- 
very into any Territory or State, nor to exclude it there- 
from, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free to form 
and regulate their domestic institutions tn their own way, sub- 
ject only to the Constitution of the United States.’? 


In my opinion this amgndment did not change 
the legal effect of the bill as reported by the com- 
mittee. Its object was to render its meaning cer- 
tain, by removing all doubts in regard to the 
right of the people to exercise the privileges of 
self-government on the slavery question, as well 
as all others consistent with the Constitution, dur- 


ing their territorial condition, as well as when 


they should become a State. ‘From that day to 
this, there has beena fierce and desperate struggle 
between the supporters and opponents of the ter- 
ritorial policy inaugurated under the auspices of 
Mr. Clay, in 1850, and affirmed in the Kansas- 


! Nebraska act in 1854—the one to maintain and 


the other to overthrow the principle of non-inteér- 
vention and popular sovereignty, as the settled 
policy of the government in reference to. the or- 
ganization of Territories, and the admission of 
new States. ~ This sketch of the origin and prog- 
ress of the slavery agitation as an élement of polit- 
ical power and partisan warfare, covers the entire 
period from the organization of the Federal Gov- 
ernment under the Constitution, in 1789, to the 
present, and is naturally divided into. three parts: 

First. From 1789, when the Constitution went 
into operation, to 1819-20, when the Missouri 
controversy arose, the Territories were all organ- 
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ized: upon.the basis.of. non-intervention by Con- 
Stress with the domestic affairs of. the people, and 
especially upon the question of African’ slavery. 
During the whole of this period, domestic tran- 
lity. and fraternal feeling prevailed... | 
Second. From 1820,<when‘ the Missouri. com- 
promise was adopted, to 1848 and 1850, when it 
was repudiated and finally abandoned, all the Ter- 
“Ftorieswere organized.with reference to the policy 
of aneguitable-partition between the two sections 
uponithe line of 360.30’. - During this. period 
there was no:serious difficulty upon the territorial 
qüestion, so: long as the Missouri compromise 
was adhered to, and carried out in good faith. 
= “Third. From 1850, when the original doctrine 
of non-intervention, asit prevailed during the first 
thirty years, was reéstablished as the policy of 
‘the. Government in the organization of Territories, 
and: the:admission of new States, to the present 
time; there-has been a constant struggle, except 
for a-short interval, to overthrow and repudiate 
the policy and principles of the compromise meas- 
res: of 1850, for the purpose of returning to the 
old:doctrine of congressional intervention for the 
prohibition of slavery in all the Territories, south 
ag ‘well as north of the Missouri line, regardless 
of the. wishes and condition of the people inhab- 
iting:the country. os 
«<<In-view of these facts, I feel authorized to re- 
affirm the proposition with which I commenced 
my rémarks, that whenever the Federal Govern- 
ment: has attempted to control the slavery ques- 
tion in our newly-acquired Territories, alienation 
af: feeling, discord, and sectional strife, have en- 
sued; and whenever Congress has refrained from 
such interference; peace, harmony, and good will, 
have'returned. The conclusion I draw from these 
vemises is, that the slavery question should be 
Panished forever from the Halls of Congress and 
‘the arena of Federal politics by an irrepealable 
constitutional provision. I have deemed this ex- 
position of.the origin and progress of the slavery 
agitation essential to a full comprehension of the 
aitfculties with which we are surrounded, and the 
rémadies for the evils which threaten the disrup- 
-tion: ofi the: Republic. The immediate causes 
which have precipitated the southern country into 
yvevolution, although inseparably connected with, 
and flowing from, the slavery agitation, whose 
history. E have portrayed, are to be found in the 
result of the recent presidential election. I hold 
thatthe election of any man, no matter who, by 
the: American. people, according to the Constitu- 
tion, furnishes no cause, nojustification, for the dis- 
solution ofthe Union. But wecannotclose oureyes 
to the fact that the southern people have received 
theregnit of that election as furnishing conclusive 
evidence that the dominant party of the North, 
which is: soon ‘to ‘take possession of the Federal 
Government under that election, are determined to 
invadeand destroy their constitutional rights. Be- 
Hieving thattheirdomestic institutions,theirhearth- 
stones, and their family altars, areall to be assailed, 
at least’ by indirect means, and that the Federal 
Government is to -be used for the inauguration of 
aline-of policy which shall have for its object the 
Juitimate extinction of slavery in all the.States, old 
as well. as. new, south as well as north, the south- 
ern peopleare prepared to rush wildly, madly, as 
F think, into revolution, disunion, war,and defy 
‘the consequences, whatever they may be; rathcr 
than to wait forthe development of events, or snb- 
mit tamely to whatthey think is a fatal blow im- 
pending over them and over all they hold dear on 
earth. It matters not, so far as we and the peace 
of the country and the fate of the Union are con- 
‘cerned, whether these apprehensions of the south- 
ern people:are real or imaginary, whether they 
ate well founded or wholly without foundation, 
so long as they believe them and are determined 
toactupon them, The Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Wans,] whose speech was received with so much | 
favor by his political friends the other day, referred | 
to these serious apprehensions,and acknowledged 
his.belief that the southern people were laboring 
under the conviction that they were well founded. 


He was kind enough to add that he did not blame || 
the southern. people much for what they were 
doing under. this fatal misapprehension; but cast 
the whole blame upon the northern Democracy; 
and referred especially to: his colleague and my- i 
self, for having. misrepresented and. falsified the |] 


i that the Senator will not deny that each of these 
interrogatories do express his individual policy 


n 
purposes and policy of the Republican party and 
for having made the southern people believe our 
misrepresentations! He does not b ame the south- 
ern people for acting on their. honest convictions 
in resorting to revolution to avert an impending 
but imaginary calamity. No; he does not blame 
them, because they. believe in the existence of the 
danger; yet he will do no act to undeceive them; 
will take no step to relieve their painful apprehen- 
sions; and will furnish no guarantees, no security 
against the dangers which they believe to exist, 
and the existence of which he denies; but, on the 
contrary, he demands unconditional submission, 
threatens war, and talks about armies, navies, and 
military force, for the purpose of preserving the 
Union and enforcing the laws! I submit whether 
this mode of treating the question is not calculated 
to confirm the worst apprehensions of the south- 
ern people, and force them into the most extreme 
measures of resistance! 

‘I regret that the Senator from Ohio, or any 
other Senator, should have deemed it consistent 
with his duty, under present circumstances, to 
introduce partisan politics, and attempt to man- 
ufacture partisan capit@] out of a question mvolv- 
ing the peace and safety of the country. I re- 
peat what I have said on another occasion, that, 
if I know myself, my action will be influenced 
by no partisan considerations, until we shall have 
rescued the country from the perils which envi- 
ron it. But since the Senator has attempted to 
throw the whole responsibility of the present dif- 
ficulties upon the northern Democracy, and has 
charged us with misrepresenting and falsifying 
the purposes and policy of the Republican party, 
and thereby deceiving the southern people, 1 feel 
called upon to repel the charge, and show that itis 
without a shadow of foundation. No man living 
would rejoice more. than myself in the convic- 
tion, if I could only be convinced of the fact, that 
I have misunderstood, and consequently misrep- 
resented, the policy and designs of the Repub- 
lican party. Prodace the evidence and convince 
me of my error, and I will take more pleasure in 
making the correction and repairing the injustice, 
than F ever have taken in denouncing what I 
believed to be an unjust and ruinous policy. 

With the view of ascertaining whether Thee 
misapprehended or misrepresented the policy arid 
purposes of the Republican party, I will now in- 
quire of the Senator, and yield the floor for an 
answer: whether it is not the policy of his party 
to confine slavery within its present limits by the 
action ofthe Federal Government? Whetherthey 
do not intend to abolish and prohibit slavery by 
act of Congress, notwithstanding the decision of 
the Supreme Court to the contrary, inall the Ter- 
ritories we now possess, or may hereafter acquire? 
Whether he and bis party are in favor of return- 


ing to their master the fugitive slaves that may i 


escape? In short, E will give the Senator an op- 
portunity now to say 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One other question, and I 
will give way. 

Mr. WADE. Very well. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will give the Senator an 
opportunity of saying now whether it is not the 
poiey of his party to exert all the powers of the 
Pederal Government under the Constitution, ac- 
cording to their interpretation of the instrument, 
to restrain and cripple the institution of slavery, 
with a view to its ultimate extinction in all the 
States, old as well as new, south as well as 
north. j 

Are not these the views and purposes of the 
party, as proclaimed by their leaders,and under- | 
stood by the people, in speeches, addresses, ser- 
mons, newspapers, and public meetings? Now, 
T will hear his answer. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, all these ques- 
tions are most pertinently answered in the speech 
the Senator is professing to answer. [have noth-: 
ing to add to it. If he will read my speech, he 
will find my sentiments upon all those questions. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, IF did not 


expect an unequivocal answer. J know too well 


and the policy of the Republican party as be un- 
derstands it, ł should not have propounded the 
interrogatories to him if he had not accused me 


and the northern Democracy of having misrepre- 
sented the policy of the Republican party, and 
with having deceived the southern people hy such 
misrepresentations. The most obnoxious senti- 
ments I ever attributed to the Republican party, 
and that notin the South, but in northern IHi- 
nois and in the strongholds of Abolitionism, was 
that they intended to exercise the powers of the 
Federal Government. with a view to the ultimate 
extinction of slavery in the southern States, I 
have expressed my belief, and would be glad. to 
be corrected if I am in error, that it is the policy 
of that party to exclude slavery from all the Ter- 
ritories‘ve now possess or may acquire, with a 
view. of surrounding the slave States with a 
cordon of abolition States, and thus confine the 
institution within such narrow limits that, when 
the number increases beyond the capacity of the 
soil to raise food for their subsistence, the insti- 
tution must end in starvation, colonization, or 
servile insurrection. Ihave often exposed the 
enormities of this policy, and appealed to the 
people of Illinois to know whether this mode of 
getting rid of the evils of slavery could be. justi- 
fied in the name of civilization, humanity, and 
Christianity? I have often used these arguments 
in the strongest abolition portions of the North; 
but never in the South. The truth is, I have al- 
ways been very mild and gentle upon the Repub- 
cans when addressing a southern audience; for it 
seemed ungenerous to say behind their backs, 
and where they dare not go to reply to me, those 
things which I was in the habit of saying to their 
faces, and in the presence of their leaders, where 
they were in the majority. 

But inasmuch as I do not get a direct answer 
from the Senator who makes this charge against 
the northern Democracy, as to the purposes of 
that party to use the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment under their construction of the Consti- 
tution, with a view. to the ultimate extinction of 
slavery in the States, I will turn to the record of 
their President elect, and sce what he says on that 
subject. The Republicans have goneto the trouble 
to collect and publish in pamphlet form, under the 
sanction of Mr. Lincoln, the debates which took 
place between him and myself in the senatorial 
canvass of 1858. It may not be improper here 
to remark that this publication is unfair towards 
me, for the reason that Mr. Lincoln personally 
revised and corrected his own speeches, without 
giving me an opportunity to correct the numerous 
errors in mine. Inasmuch as the publication is 
made under the sanction of Mr. Lincoln himself, 
accompanied by a letter from him that he has 
revised the speeches by verbal corrections, and 
thereby approved them, it becomes important to 
show what his views are, since he is in the daily 
habit of referring to those speeches for his present 
opinions. 

Mr. Lincoln was nominated for United States 
Senator by a Republican State convention at 


| Springfield in June, 1858. Anticipating the nom- 
l ination, he had carefully prepared a written 


speech, which he delivered on the occasion, and 
which, by order of the convention, was published 
among the proceedings as containing the platform 


! of principles upon which the canvass was to be 


conducted. More importance is due to thisspeech 
than to those delivered under the excitement of 
debate in joint discussions by the exigencies of 
the contest. The first few paragraphs which f 
will now read, may be taken as a fair statement 
of his opinion and feelings upon the slavery ques- - 
tion. Mr. Lincoln said: 


« Mr. President and Gentlemen of the Convention, if we 
could first know where we are and whither we are tend- 
ing, we could better judge what to do and how to do it. 
We are now far into the fifth year since a policy was iriti- 
ated with the avowed object and confident promise of put- 
ting an end to slavery agitation. Under the operation of 
that policy, that agitation has nol only not ceased, but.bas 
constandy augmented. It my opinion, it will not cease 
untibae U have been reached and passed. A house 
divided against itselfeannot stand! 1 believe this Govern 
ment cannot endure permanently half slave and half free, 
Ido not expect the Union to he dissolved—t do not expect 
the bouse to fali—but I do expect it will cease to be divided. 
lt will become all one thing or ail the other. Lither the 
opponents of slavery wil] arrest the further spread of it, and 
place it where the public mind shall restin the potier thar it 
is in the course of ultimate extinction, or its advocates will 
push it for ; till it shall alike become Jawfal in all the 
States, old as well as new, North as well as South.” 


There you are told by the Presigent elect that 
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‘this Union cannot permanently endure divided 
into free and slave States; that these States must 
all become free or all slave, all become one thing 
or all become the other; that this agitation will 
never cease until the opponents of slavery have 
restrained its expansion, and have placed it where 
the public mind will be satisfied that it will be in 
the course of ultimate extinction. Mark the lan- 
guage: 

“ Wither the opponents of slavery will arrest the further 
spread of it??? 

We are now told that the object of the Repub- 
lican party is to prevent the extension of slavery. 
What did Mr. Lincoin say? That the opponents 
of slavery must first prevent the further: spread 
ofit. Butthatis not all. What else must they 
do? 

“ And place it where the public mind can rest in the be- 
lief that it is in,the course of ultimate extinction.” 

The ultimate extinction of slavery, of which 
Mr. Lincoln was then speaking, related to the 
States of this Union. e had reference to the 
southern States of this Confederacy; for, in the 
next sentence, he says that the States must all 
become one thing or all the other-—‘ old as well 
as new, north as well as south’’—showing that 
he meant that the policy of the Republican party 
was to keep up this agitation in the Federal Gov- 
ernment until slavery in the States was placed in 
‘the process of ultimate extinction. Now, sir, 
when the Republican committee have published 
an edition of Mr. Lincoln’s speeches containing 
sentiments like these, and circulated it as a cam- 
paign document, is it surprising that the people 
of the South should suppose that he was in earn- 
est, and intended to carry out the policy which 
he had announced? 

I regret the necessity which has made it my 
duty to reproduce these dangerous and revolu- 
tionary opinions of the President elect. No con- 
sideration could have induced me to have done 
so but the attempt of his friends to denounce the 
policy which Mr. Lincoln has boldly advocated, 
as gross calumnies upon the Republican party, 
and as base inventions by the northern Democ- 
racy to excite rebellion in the southern country. 
I should like to find one Senator on that side of 
‘the Chamber, in the confidence.of the President 
elect, who will have the hardihood to deny that 
Mr. Lincoln stands pledged by his public speeches, 
to which he now refers constantly as containing 
his present opinions, to carry out the policy indi- 
cated in the speech from which I have read. I 
take great pleasure in saying, however, that I do 
not believe the rights of the South will mate- 
rially suffer under the administration of Mr. Lin- 
coln. I repeat what I have said on another oc- 
casion, that neither he nor his party will kave 
the power to do any act prejudicial to southern 
rights and interests, if the Union shall be pre- 
served, and the southern States shall retain a fall 
delegation in both Houses of Congress. With a 
majorityagainst them in this body and in the House 
of Representatives, they can do no act, except to 
enforce the laws, without the consent of those to 
whom the South has confided her interests, and 
even his appointments for that purpose are subject 
to our advice and confirmation. Besides, Í still in- 
dulge the hope that when Mr. Lincoln shall as- 
sume the high responsibilities which will soon de- 
volve upon him, he will be fully impressed with the 
necessity of sinking the politician in the states- 
man, the partisan in the patriot, and regard the 
obligations which he owes to his country as para- 
mount to those of his party. In view of these 
considerations, I had indulged the fond hope that 
the people of the southern States would have been 
content to remain in the Union and defend their 
rights under the Constitution, instead of rushing 
madly into revolution and disanion, as a refuge 
from apprehended dangers which may not exist. 

But this apprehension has become wide-spread 
and deep-seated in the southern people. It has 
taken possession of the southern mind, sunk deep 
in the southern heart, and filled them with the 
conviction that their firesides, their family altars, 
and their domestic institutions, are to be ruthlessly 
assailed through the machinery of the Federal 
Government. The Senator from Ohio says he 
does not blame you, southern Senators, nor the 
southern people, for believing those things; and 
yet, instead of doing those acts which will relieve 


your apprehensions, and render it impossible that 
your rights should be invaded by Federal power 
under any Administration, he threatens you with 
war, armies, military force, under pretext of en- 
forcing the laws and preserving the Union.. We 
are told that the authority of the Government must 
be vindicated; that the Union must be preserved; 
that rebellion must be put down; that insurree- 
tions must be suppressed, and the- laws must 
be enforced. I agree to all this. Iam in favor 
of doing all these things according to the Consti- 
tution and laws. No man will.go further than I 
to maintain the justauthority of thegtovernment, 
to preserve the Union, to put down rebellion, to 
suppress insurrection, and to enforce the laws. I 
would use all the powers conferred by the Con- 
stitution for this purpose. But, in the perform- 
ance of these important and delicate duties, it must 
be borne in mind that those powers only must be 
used, and such. measures employed, as. are au- 
thorized by the Constitution and laws, Things 
should be called by the right names; and facts, 
whose existence can no longer be denied, should 
be acknowledged. 
Insurrections and rebellions, although unlaw- 
ful and criminal, frequently become successful 
revolutions. The strongest Governments and. 
proudest monarchs on earth have often been re- 
duced to the humiliating necessity of recognizing 
the existence of Governments de facto, although 
not de jure, in their revolted States andsprovinces, 
when rebellion has ripened into successful revo- 
lution, and the national authorities have been ex- 
pelled from their limits. In such cases the right 
to regain possession and exact obedience to the 
laws remains; but the exercise of that right is 
war, and must be governed by the laws of war. 
Such was the relative condition of Great Britain 
and the American colonies for seven years after 
the Declaration of Independence. The rebellion 
had progressed and matured into revolution, with 
a Government de facto, and an army and navy to 
defend it. Great Britain, regarding the complaints 
of thecolonies unfounded, refused to yield to their 
demands, and proceeded to reduce them to obe- 
dience; not by the enforcement of the laws, but 
by military force, armies and navies, according 
to the rules and laws of war. Captives taken in 
battle with arms in their hands, fighting against 
Great Britain, were not executed as traitors, but 


tablished principles of war. 

It is said that, after one of the carliest engage- 
ments, the British gencral threatened to execute 
as traitors all the prisoners he had taken in bat- 
tle; and that General Washington replied that he, 


too, had taken some prisoners, and would shoot į 


two for one until the British general should re- 
spect the laws of war, and treat his prisoners ac- 
cordingly. May Divine Providence, in His in- 
finite wisdom and mercy, save our country from 
the humiliation and calamities which now seem 
almost inevitable! South Carolina has already 
declared her independence of the United States; 
has expelled the Federal authorities from her 
limits, and established. a Government de facto, 
with a military force to sustain it. The revolu- 
tion is complete, there being no man within her 
limits who denies the authority of her govern- 
ment or acknowledges allegiance to that of. the 
United States. There is every reason to believe 
that seven other States will soon follow her ex- 
ample; and much ground to apprehend that the 
other slaveholding States will follow them. 

How are we going to prevent an ailiance be- 
tween these seceding States by which they may 
establish a Federal Government, at least de facto, 
for themselves? If they shall do so, and expel 
the authorities of the United States from their 
limits, as South Carolina has done, and others 
are about to do, so that there shall be no human 
being within their boundaries who acknowledges 
allegiance to the United States, how are we going 
to enforce the laws? Armies.and navies can make 


war, but cannot enforce laws.in:this-countrys 
The laws can be enforced only by the:civil author- 
ities, assisted by: the military as a posse comitatus, 
when resisted in executing judicial process.” Who 
is to issue the judicial process ina State wherethere 
is no judge, no court, no judicial functionary:? 
Who is to perform the duties of marshal inexecut- 
ing the proeess where no man-will or darc.accept 
office? Who are to serve on juries, while ievery 
citizen is particeps criminis with the accused? How 
are you going to comply with the Constitutionin 
respect toa jury trial, where thereare no men qual- 
ified to serve on the jury? . I agree that the laws 
should be enforced. Lhold thatour Governmentis 
clothed with the power and duty of using all the 
means necessary to the enforcement of the laws, 
according to the Constitution and laws. "The Presi- 
dent is sworn to the faithful performance of this 
duty. [donot propose to inquire, atthis time, how 
far, and with what fidelity, the President: has per- 
formed that duty... Flis conduct and. duty in: this 
regard, including acts of commission.and..oniis- 
sion, while the rebellion was in its incipient stages, 
and when confined to a few individuals,.presént 
a very different question from that-which we are 
now discussing—aftcr the revolution has become 
complete, and the Federal authorities have been 
expelled, and the Governments de facto put into 
practical operation, and in the unrestrained. and 
unresisted exercise ofall the powers and functions 
of Government, local and national. aS 
But we are told that secession’ is. wrong; and 
that South Carolina had no right to secede. I 
agree that itis wrong, unlawful, unconstitutional, 
criminal. In my opinion, South Carolina had no 
right to secede; but she has done it. : She has 
declared her independence of us, effaced the last 
vestige of our civil authority, established a. for- 
eign Government, and is now engaged, in the 
preliminary steps to open diplomatic Intercourse 
with the great Powers of the world. What next? 
Ifher act was illegal, unconstitutional, and wrong, 
have we no remedy? Unquestionably we have 
the right to use all the power and force necessary 


i to regain possession of that portion of the United 


States, in order that we may again enforce our 


| Constitution and laws upon the inhabitants. We 


can enforce our Jaws in those States, Territories, 
and places only which are within our possession. 
lt often happens that the territorial rights of a 
country extend beyond the limits of their actual 
possessions. That is our case. at present in re- 
spect to South Carolina. Our right-of jurisdic- 
tion over that State for Fedcral purposes, accord- 
ing to the Constitution, has not been destroyed or 
impaired by the ordinance of secession, or any 
act of the convention, or of the de facto govern- 
ment, The right remains; but the possession is 
lost, for the time being. “ How shall we regain 
the possession?” is the pertinent inquiry. It may 
be done by arms, or by a peaceable adjustment 
of the matters in controversy. ; 

Are we prepared for war? I do not mean’ that 
kind of preparation which consists of armies and 
navies, and supplies, and munitions of war; but 
are we prepared IN OUR HEARTS for war with our 
own brethren and kindred? I confess Iam not. 
While I affirm that the Constitution is, and was 
intended to be,a bond of perpetual Union; while 
{can do no act and utter no word that will ac- 
knowledge or countenance the right of secession; 
while I affirm the right and duty of the Federal 
Government to use all legitimate means to enfarce 
the laws, put down rebellion, and suppress-in- 
surrection, I will not meditate war, nor tolerate 
the idea, until every effort at peaceful adjustment 
shall have been exhausted, and the last ray of 
hope shall have deserted the patriot’sheart. Then, 


| and not till then, will I consider and determine 


what course my duty tomy country may require 


; me to pursue in such an emergency. In my opin- 
‘ion, war is disunion, certain, inevitable, irrevoca- 
i ble. 


Tam for peace to save the Union. 

I have said that I cannot recognize nor counte- 
nance the right of secession. Illinois, situated in 
the interior of the continent, can never acknowl- 
edge the right of the States bordering on the seas 
to withdraw from the Union at pleasure, and form 
alliances among themselves and with other coun- 
tries, by which we shall beexcluded from all access 
to the ocean, from all intercourse and commerce 
with forcign nations, We can never consent to be 
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shut up within:the circle of a Chinese wall, erected i 


and controlled by others. without our permission; 
orto any other system of isolation by which we 
shall be deprived of any communication with the 
rest of: the civilized: world.» Those States which 
are: situated in: the: interior öf the continent ean 
never-assent:to-any: such doctrine. Our rights, 
our interests, our safety, our-existence.as.a free 
people, forbid itt: The northwestern States were 
‘ceded ‘to the United States before the Constitution 
jwas:made, on condition of perpetual union with 
the other States: The- Territories were organ- 
ized, séttlers invited, lands purchased, and homes 
made, on the pledge of your plighted faith of per- 
petual union... ; 
-> When there. were but two hundred thousand 
inhabitants. scattered over that vast region, the 
_ navigation of the Mississippi was deemed by Mr. 
Jefferson so‘important and essential to their in- 
terests.aind prosperity, that he did not hesitate to 
declare that if Spain or France insisted upon re- 
taining possession of the mouth of that river, it 
would become the duty of the United States to take 
it by'arms, if they failed to acquire it by treaty. 
¥f:the possession of that river, with jurisdiction 
over its:mouth.and channel, was indispensable to 
the people of the Northwest when we had two 
hundred. thousand inhabitants, is it reasonable to 
Suppose that we will voluntarily surrender it now 
when we have ten million people? Louisiana was 
not purchased for the exclusive benefit of the few 
Spanish and French residents in the territory, 
nor for those who might become residents. These 
considerations‘did not enter into the negotiations 
and. formed: no: inducement to the acquisition. 
Louisiana was.purchased with the national treas- 
ure, for the common benefit of the whole Union 
in general, and for the. safety, convenience, and 
prosperity of the Northwest in particular. We 
paid $15,000,000 for the territory. We have ex- 
pended much more than that sum in the extin- 
guishment of Indian titles, the removal of Indians, 
the survey of lands, the erection of custom-houses, 
‘light-houses, forts, and arsenals. ‘We admitted 
‘the inhabitants into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with ourselves. Now we are called upon to 
acknowledge the moral and constitutional right 
of those people to dissolve the Union without the 
consent of the other States; to seize the forts, 
arsenals, and other public property, and appro- 
priate them to their own use; to take possession 
of the Mississippi river, and exercise jurisdiction 
over the same, and to reannex herself to France, 
or remain an independent nation, or to form alli- 
ances with such other foreign Powers as she, in 
the’ plenitude of her sovereign will and pleasure, 
may see fit: Ifthisthingis to be done—peaceably, 
if you-can; and forcibly, if you must—all I pro- 
pose to say at this time is, that you cannot expect 
us of the Northwest to yield our assent to it, nor 
to acknowledge your right to do it, or the pro- 
priety and justice of the act. 

The respectful attention with which my friend 
from Florida [Mr. Yur] is listening to me, re- 
minds me that his State furnishes.an apt illustra- 
tion of this modern doctrine of secession. We 
paid five million for the Territory. We expended 
marvelous-sums in subduing the Indians, extin- 

uishing Indian titles, removal of Indians beyond 
ner borders, surveying the lands, building light- 
houses, navy-yards, forts, and arsenals, with un- 


è 


told millions for the never-ending Florida claims. | 


I agsure my friend that I do not refer to these 
things in an offensive sense, for he knows how 
much respect I have for him, and has not forgot- 
ten.my efforts in the House many years ago, to 
secure the admission of his State into the Union, 
in order that he might represent her, as he has 
since done with so much ability and fidelity, in 
this body, But I will say that it never occurred 
to me at that time that the State whose admission 
into the Union I was advocating would be one of 
the first to join in a scheme to break up the Union. 
l submit it to him whether it is notan extraordi- 
nary spectacle to see that State, which has cost us 


šo much blood and‘treasure, turn her back on the | 


Union which has fostered and protected her when 
she was too feeble to protect hersclf,and seize 
the light-houses, navy-yards, forts, and arsenals, 
which, although within -her boundaries, were 
erected -with national funds, for the benefit and 
defense'ofthe whale Union. ` : 


I do not know that I can find a more striking 
illustration of this doctrine of secession than was 
suggested to my mind whén reading. the Presi- 
dent’s last-annual message. My attention was 
first arrested by the remarkable passage, that the 
Federal Government. had no power to coerce a 
State back into the Union if she did secede; and 
my admiration was unbounded when I found, a 
few lines afterwards, a recommendation to appro- 
priate money to purchase the island of Cuba. It 
occurred to me instantly, whata brilliant achieve- 
ment it would be to pay Spain $300,000,000 for 
Cuba, and immediately admit the island into the 
Union as a State, and let her secede and reannex 
herself to Spain the next day, when the Spanish 
Queen would be ready to sell the island again for 
half price; or-double price, according to the gul- 
libility of the purchaser! (Laughter.] . 

During my service in Congress it was one of 
my pleasant duties to take an active part in the 
annexation of Texas; and at a subsequent session 
to write and introduce the bill which made Texas 
one of the States of the Union. Out of that an- 
nexation grew the war with Mexico, in which we 
expended $100,000,000; and were left to mourn the 
loss of about ten thousand as gallant men asever 
died upon a battle-field for the honor and glory of 
their country! We have since spent millions of 
moncy to Pee Texas against her own Indians, 
to establish forts and fortifications to protect her 
frontier s#tlements, and to defend her against the 
assaults of all enemies until she became strong 
enough to protect herself. We are now called 
upon to acknowledge that Texas has a moral, 
just, and constitutional right to rescind the act of 
admission into the Union; repudiate her ratifica- 
tion of the resolutions of annexatien; seize the 
forts and public buildings which were constructed 
with our money; appropriate the same to herown 
use, and leave us to pay $100,000,000 and mourn 
the death of the brave men who sacrificed theirlives 
in defending the integrity of hersoil. In thename 
of Hardin, and Bissell, and Harris, and of the 
seven thousand gallant spirits from Hlinois, who 
fought bravely upon every battle-field of Mexico, 
I protest against the right of Texas to separate 
herself from this Union without our consent. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will allow me, I will inquire 
whether there were no other causes assigned by 
the United States for the war with Mexico than 
simply the defense of Texas? 

r. DOUGLAS. I will answer the question. 
We undoubtedly did assign other acts as being 
causes for war, which had existed for years, if 
we had chosen to treat them so; but we did not 
go to war for any other cause than the annexation 
of Texas, as is shown in the act of Congress rec- 
ognizing the existence of war with Mexico, in 
which it is declared that ‘* war exists by the act 
of the Republic of Mexico.’? The sole cause of 
grievance which Mexico had against us, and for 
which she commenced the war, was our annexa- 
tion of Texas. Hence, none can deny that the 
Mexican war was solely and exclusively the re- 
sult of the annexation of Texas. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will inquire further, 
whether the United States paid anything to Texas 
for the annexation of her three hundred and sev- 
enty thousand square miles of territory, and 
whether the United States has not got g500,000,000 
by the acquisition of California through that war 
with México. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Sir, we did not pay any- 
thing for bringing Texas into the Union; for we 
did not get any of her lands, except that we pur- 
chased from her some poor lands afterwards, 
which she did not own, and paid her $10,000,000 
for them. |Laughter.] But we did spend blood 
and treasure in the acquisition and subsequent de- 
fense of Texas. 

Now, sir, I will answer his question in respect 
to California The treaty of peace brought Cal- 
ifornia and New Mexico into the Union. Our 
people moved there, took possession of the lands, 
settled up the country, and erected a State of 
which the United States have a right to be proud. 
We have expended millions npon millions for 
fortifications in California, and for navy-yards, 
and mints, and public buildings, and land sur- 
veys, and feeding the Indians, and protecting her 
people. I believe the public land sales do not 


amount to more than one tenth of the cost of the 
surveys, according to the returns that have been 
made. It is true that the people of California 
have dug a large amount of gold (principally out 
of the lands belonging to the United States) and 
sold it to us; but I am not aware that. we are un- 
der any more obligations to them for selling it to 
us, than they are to us for buying it of them. 
The people of Texas, during the same time, have 
probably made cotton and agricultural produc- 
tions to a much larger value, and sold some of it 
to New England, and some to Old England. I 
suppose the. benefits of the bargain were recip- 
rocal, and the one was under just as much obli- 
gation as the other for the mutual benefits of the 
sale and purchase. 

The question remains, whether, after paying 
$15,000,000 for California—as the Senator from 
Texas has called my attention to that State—and 
perhaps as much morg in protecting and defend- 
ing her, she has any moral, constitutional right to 
annul the compact between her and the Union, 
and form alliances with foreign Powers, and leave 
us to pay the cost and expenses? I cannot rec- 
ognize any such doctrine. In my opinion, the 
Constitution was intended to be a bond of perpet- 
ual Union. It begins with the declaration in the 
preamble, thatitis madc in order “ to forma more 
perfect Union,” and every section and paragrepli 
in the instrument implies perpetuity. It was in- 
tended to last for ever, and was so understood 
when ratified by the people of the several States. 
New York and Virginia have been referred to as 
having ratified with the reserved right to withdraw 
or secede at pleasure. This is a mistake. The 
correspondence between General Hamilton and 
Mr. Madison, at the time, is conclusive on this 
point. After Virginia had ratified the Constitu- 
tion, General Hamilton, who was a member of 
the New York convention, wrote to Mr. Madison 
that New York would probably ratify the Con- 
stitution for aterm of years, and reserve the right 
to withdraw after that time, if certain amendments 
were not sooner adopted; to which Mr. Madison 
replied that such a ratification would not make 
New York a member of the Union; that the rat- 
ification must be unconditional, in toto and forever, 
or not at all; that the same question was consid- 
ered at Richmond, and abandoned when Virginia 
ratified the Constitution. Hence, the declaration of 
Virginia and New York, that they had not sur- 
rendered the right to resume the delegated pow- 
ers, must be understood as referring to the right 
of revolution, which nobody acknowledges more 
freely than I do, and not to the right of secession. 

The Constitution being made as a bond of per- 
petual Union; its framers proceeded to provide 
against the necessities of revolution, by prescribing 
the mode in which it might be amended; so that 
if, in the course of time, the condition of the coun- 
try should so change as to require a different 
fundamental Jaw, amendments might be made 
peaceably, in the manner prescribed in the instru- 
ment; and thus avoid the necessity of ever resort- 
ing to revolution. Having provided for a perpetual 
Union, and for amendments to the Constitution, 
they next inserted a clause for admitting new 
States, but no provision for the withdrawal of 
any of the other States. I will mot argue the 
question of the right of secession any further than 
to enter my protest against the whole doctrine. 
I deny that there is any foundation for it in the 
Constitution, in the nature of the compact, in the 
principles of the Government, or in justice, or in 
good faith, 

Nor do I sympathize at all in the apprehensions 
and misgivings I hear expressed about coercion. 
We are told that inasmuch as our Governmentis 
founded upon the will of the people, or the consent 
of the governed, therefore coercion isincompatible 
with republicanism. Sir, the word government 
means coercion. There can be no Government 
without coercion. Coercion is the vital principle 
upon which all Governments rest. Withdraw the 
right of coercion, and you dissolve your Govern- 
ment. If every man would perform his duty and 
respect the rights of his neighbors voluntarily, 
there would be no necessity for any Government 
on earth. The necessity of government.is found 
to consist in the fact that some men will not do 
right unless coerced to do so. The object of all 
government is to coerce and compel every man 
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to do his duty, who would not otherwise perform 
it. Hence I do not subscribe at all to this doc- 
trine that coercion is not to be used ina free Gov- 
ernment. Jt must be used in all Governments, no 
matter what their form or what their principles. 
But coercion must always be used in the mode 
prescribed in the Constitution and laws. I hold 
that the Federal Government is, and ought to be, 
clothed with the power and duty to use all the 
means necessary to coerce obedience to all laws 
made in pursuance of the Constitution. But the 
proposition to subvert the de facto government 
of South Carolina, and to reduce the people of 
that State into subjection to our Federal author- 
ity, no longer involves the question of enforcing 
the laws in a country within our possession; but 
it does involve the question whether we will make 
war on a State which has withdrawn her alle- 
giance and expelled our authorities, with a view 
of subjecting her to our possession for the pur- 
pose of enforcing our laws within her limits, 
We are bound, by the usages of nations, by the 
laws of civilization, by the uniform practice of 
our own Government, to acknowledge the ex- 
istence of a Government de facto, so long as it 
maintains its undivided authority. When Louis 
Philippe fled from the throne of France, and 
Lamartine suddenly one morning found himself 
the head of a provisional Government, I believe 
it was but three days until the American minister 
recognized the Government de facto. Texas was 


Y a Government de fucto, not recognized by Mexico, 


when we annexed her; and Mexico was a Gov- 
ernment de facto, not recognized by Spain, when 
Texas revolted. The laws of nations recognize 
Governments de facto where they exercise and 
maintain undivided sway, leaving the question of 
their authority de jure to be determined by the 
people interested in the Government. 
aman who loves the Union, and desires to see 
it maintained forever, and to see the laws enforced, 
and rebellion put down, and insurrection sup- 
pressed, and order maintained, I desire to know 
of my Union-loving friends on the other side of 
the Chamber how they intend to enforce the laws 
in the seceding States, except by making war, 
conquering them first, and administering the laws 
in them afterwards, 

In my opinion, we have reached.a point where 
disunion is inevilable, unless some compromise, 
founded upon mutual concession, can be made. I 
prefer compromise to war. I prefer concession 
to a dissolution of the Union. When I avow my- 
self in favor of compromise, I do not mean that 
one side should give up all that it has claimed, 
nor that the other side should give up everything 
for which it has contended. Nor do Lask any 
man to come to my standard; but E simply say 
that I will meet every one half way who is will- 
ing to preserve the peace of the country, and save 
the Union from disruption upon principles of 
compromise and concession. 

In my judgment, no system of compromise can 
be effectualand permanent which does not banish 
the slavery question from the Halls of Congress 
and the arena of Federal politics, by irrepealable 
constitutional provision, We have tried com- 
promises by law, compromises by act of Con- 


gress; and now we are engaged in the small busi- | 


ness of crimination and recrimination, as to who 
is responsible for not having lived up to them in 
good faith,‘and for having broken faith. I want 
whateycr compromise is agreed to, placed beyond 


the reach of party politics and partisan policy, | 


by being made irrevocable in the Constitution 
itself, so that every man that holds office will be 
bound by his oath to support it. 

There are several modes in which this irritating 
question may be withdrawn from Congress, peace 
restored, the rights of the States maintained, and 
the Union rendered secure. 


by the vencrable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 


Crirrenpen.| The jeurnal of the committee of | 


thirteen shows that I voted for it in committee. 
I am prepared to vote for it again. I shall not oc- 


cupy time now in discussing the question whether | 


my vote to make a partition between the two sec- 
tions, instead of referring the question to the peo- 
ple, will be consistent with my previous record 
or not. 


in my consistency. The preservation of this 


Now, as 


i € One of them—one to ; 
which I can cordially assent—has been presented | 


The country has no very great interest ! 


Union, the integrity of this Republicyis of more 
importance than party platforms or individual 
records. Hence I have no hesitation in sayin 
to Senators on all sides of this Chamber, that 
am prepared to act on this question with: reference 
to the present exigencies of the case, as if I had 
never given a vote, or uttered a word, or had an 
opinion upon the subject. - 

Why cannot you Republicans accede to the 
reéstablishment and extension of the Missouri 
compromise line? You have sung peans enough 
in its praise, and uttered imprecations and curses 
enough on my head for its repeal; one would 
think, to justify you now in claiming a triumph 
by its reéstablishment. Ifyou are willing to give 
up your party feelings—to sink the partisan in 
the patricœ—and help me to reéstablish and ex- 
tend that line, asa perpetual bond of peace between 
the North and the South, I will promise you never 
to remind you in the future of your denunciations 
of the Missouri compromise so long as I was 
supporting it, and of your praises of the same 
measure when we removed it from the statute- 
book, after you had caused it to be abandoned, 
by rendering it impossible for us to carry it out. } 
seek no partisan advantage; desire no personal tri- 
umph. Iam willing to let by-gones be by-gones 
with every man who, in this exigency, will show 
by his vote that he loves his country more than 
his party. 

I presented to the committee of thirteen, and 
also introduced into the Senate, another plan by 
which the slavery question may be taken out of 
Congress and the peace of the country maintained. 
It is, that Congress shall make no law on the sub- 
ject of slavery in the Territories, and that the 
existing status of each Territory on that subject, 
as it now stands by law, shall remain unchanged 
until it has fifty thousand inhabitants, when it 
shall have the right of self-government as to its 
domestic policy; but with only a Delegate in each 
House of Congress until it has the population 
required by the Federal ratio for a Representa- 
tive in Congréss, when it shall be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States. I put the number of inhabitants at fift 
thousand before the people of the Territory shall 
change the status in respect to slavery as a fair 
compromise between the confieting opinions upon 
thissubject. The twoextremes, North and South, 
unite in condemning the doctrine of popular sov- 
ereignty in the Territories upon the ground that 
the first few settlers ought not to be permitted to 
decide so important a question for those who are 
to comeafter them. f have never considered that 
objection well taken, for the reason that no Terri- 
toryshould be organized with the right to elect a 
Legislature and make its own laws upon all right- 
ful subjects of legislation, until it contained a suf- 
ficient population to constitute a political com- 
munity; and whenever Congress should decide 
that there was a sufficient population, capable of 
self-government, by organizing the Territory, to 
govern themselves upon all other subjects, I could 
never perceive any good reason why the same 
political community should not be permitted to 
decide the slavery question for themselves. 

But, since we are now trying to compromise 
our difficulties upon the basis of mutual conces- 
sions, I propose to meet both extremes half way, 
by fixing the number at fifty thousand. This 
number, certainly, ought to be satisfactory to 
those States which have been admitted into the 
Union with less than fifty thousand inhabitants. 
Oregon, Florida, Arkansas, Mississippi, Alaba- 
ma, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, were each admit- 


| ted into the Union, I believe, with less than that 


number of inhabitants. Surely the Senatorsand 
Representatives from those States do not doubt 
that fifty thousand people were enough to consti- 
tute a political community capable of deciding the 
slavery question for themselves. I now invite 
attention to the next proposition. 

In order to allay all apprehension, North or 
South, that territory would be acquired in the 
future for sectional or partisan purposes, by adding 
alarge number of free States on the North, or 
slave States on the South, with the view of giving 
the one section or the other a dangerous political 
ascendency, I have inserted the provision that 
“ No more territory shall be acquired by the 
United States, except by treaty or the concurrent 


vote of two thirds:in each House of Congress.’? 
If this provision: should be incorporated into ‘the 
Constitution, it would be impossible for either 
section to annex any territory. without: the eons 
currence of a large ‘portion ofthe other section; 
and hence there need be no. apprehension that any 
territory would. hereafter’ be ‘acquired for, any 
other than such national considerations as would 
commend the subject to the approbation: of both 
sections, ‘ Sous ake 

I have also: inserted a provision confining the 
right of suffrage: and of holding office to.white 
men, excluding the African race. “I have also 
inserted a provision for the colonization of. free 
negroes from such States as may desire to have 
them removed, to districts of ‘country to. beac 
quired in Africa and South America. In addition 
to these, I have adopted the various provisions 
contained in the proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky, in reference to fugitive slaves, the 
abolition of slavery in the forts, arsenals, and 
dock-yards in the slave States and in the District 
of Columbia, and the other provisions forthe 
safety of the South. I believe ‘this:to be a fair 
basis of amicable adjustment. If-you-of the Re- 
publican side are not willing to accept. this, nor 
the proposition of the Senator from Kentucky, 
[Mr. CrirTENDEN,] pray tell us what you are 
willing to do? I address the inquiry to the Re- 
publicans alone, for the reason that in the coms 
mittee of thirteen, a few days ago, every. member 
from the South, including those from the: eotton 
States, (Messrs. Toomes and Davis,] expressed 
their readiness to accept the proposition of my 
venerable friend from Kentucky [Mr. Crirren- 
DEN] as a final settlement of the controversy, if 
tendered and sustained by the Republican mem- 
bers. Hence, the sole responsibility of our dis- 
agreement, and the only difficulty in the. way of 
an amicable adjustment, is with the Republican 
party. 

At first, [thought your reason for declining to 
adjust this question amicably, was that the Con- 
stitution, as it stands, was good enough, and that 
you would make no amendment to it. That po- 
sition has already been waived. The great leader 
of the Republican party, [Mr. awto by the 
unanimous concurrence of his friends, brought 
into the committee of thirteen a proposition’ to 
amend the Constitution. Inasmuch, therefore, 
as you are willing to amend the ‘instrument, and 
to entertain propositions of adjustment, why not 
go further, and relieve the apprehensions. of. the 
southern people on all paints where you do not 
intend to operate aggressively? You. offer to 
amend the Constitution, by declaring that no fu- 
ture amendments shall be made which shall em- 
power Congress to interfere with slavery in the 
States? 

Now, if you do not intead to do any other act 
prejudicial to their constitutional rights and safety, 
why not relieve their apprehensions by inserting, 
in your own proposed amendment to the Consti- 
tution, such further provisions as will, in like 
manner, render it impossible for you to do that 
which they apprehend you intend to do, and 
which you have no purpose of doing, if it be true 
that you have no such purpose? For the purpose 
of removing the apprehensions of the southern 
people, and for no other purpose, you propose to 
amend the Constitution, so as to render it impos- 
sible, in all future time, for Congress to interfere 
with slavery in the States where it may. exist 
under the laws thereof. Why not insert a similar 
amendment in respect to slavery in the District 
of Columbia, and in the navy-yards, forts, arse- 
nals, and other places within the limits of the 
slaveholding States, over which Congress has 
exclusive jurisdiction? .Why not insert a similar 
provision in respect to the slave trade between 
the slaveholding States? The southern people 
have more serious apprehensions on these points 
than they have of your direct interference with 
slavery in the States. 

If their apprehensions on these several points 
are groundless, is it not a duty you owe to God 
and your country to relieve their anxiety and re- 
move all causes of discontent? Is there not quite 
as much reason for relieving their apprehensions 
upon these points, in regard to which they are 
much more sensitive, as In respect to your direct 
interference in the States, where they know.and 
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you-acknowledge that. you have no power. toin- 
terfere’as the Constitution now stands? The fact 
that you: propose to give the assurance-on the one 
point and. peremptorily refuse to give it on the 
others, seems to. authorize the presumption that 
gou do-intend to-use: the powers of the Federal 
eovernment forthe. purpose. of direct interference 
‘with slavery and the slave trade everywhere else, 
with the view to its indirecteffects.upon slavery in 
the States; or, in the language of Mr. Lincoln, 
with the view of its “f ultimate extinction in all the 
Statesoldas well asnew; north.as well as south.” 
f you-had exhausted you ingenuity in devis- 
inga plan for the express purpose of increasing 
the apprehensions.and inflaming the passions of 
thesouthern people, with the view of driving them 
into revolution and. disunion, none could have 
been: contrived better calculated to accomplish the 
object-than the offering of that one amendment to 
the Constitution, and rejecting all others which 
are infinitely more important to the safety and 
domestic tranquillity of the slaveholding States. 

: In my opinion, we have now reached a point 
where this agitation must close, and all the mat- 
ters in controversy be finally determined by con- 
stitutional: amendments, or civil war and the dis- 
ruption of the Union. are inevitable. My friend 
from Oregon, [Mr. Baxer,] who. has addressed 
the Senate for the last two days, will fail in his 
avowed purpose to “evade” the question. He 
claims to be liberal and conservative; and 1 must 
confess ‘that he seems the most liberal of any 
gentleman on that side of the Chamber, always 
excepting the noble and. patriotic speech of tic 
Senatorifrom Connecticut, [Mr. Dixon;] and -the 
‘utmost'extent to which the Senator from Oregon 
would consent to go, was to devise a scheme 
by which the real question at issue could be 
evaded. 

, bregret the determination, to which I appre- 
hend the Republican Senators have come, to make 
no adjustinent, entertain no proposition, and 
listen to no compromise of the matters in contro- 


yersy = o o 
sil fea froth all the indications, that they are dis- 
posed to'treat the matter as a party question, to 
be: determined in caucus with reference to its 
effects upon the prospects of their party, rather 
than upon the peace of the country and the safety 
of the Union. 
whether it is not a dangerous experiment for any 
political party to demonstrate to the American 
people that the unity of their party is dearer to 
them than the Union of these States. The argu- 
mentis, that the Chicago“platform having been 
ratified by the people in a majority of the States 
must be maintained at all hazards, no matter what 
the consequences ‘to the country. J insist that 
they are: mistaken in the fact when they ass 
that. this question was decided by the Amer 
eople inthe late election. The American people 
have not decided that they preferred the disruption 
of this Government, and civil war with all its hor- 
rors and miseries, to surrendering one iota of the 
Chicago platform. If you believe that the people 
are with youon this issue, let the question be sub- 


mitted to. thë peopleon the proposition offered by | 


the Senator from Kentucky, or mine, or any other 
fair compromise, and I will venture the prediction 
that your own people will ratify the proposed 
amendments to the Constitution, in order to take 
this: slavery agitation out of Congress, and re- 
store peace to the country, and Insure the perpe- 
tuity of the Union. 
Why not give the people a chance? It is an 
important crisis. There is now a different issuc 
resented from that in the presidential election. I 
fave no doubt that the people of Massachusetts, 
by an overwhelming: majority, are in favor of a 


prohibition of slavery in the Territories by an act į 


of Congress. An overwhelming majority of the 
same people were in favor of the instant prohibi- 


tion of the African slave trade, on moral and re~ | 


ligious grounds, when the Constitution was made. 
When they found that the Constitution could not 


be adopted and the Union preserved, without sur- | 
rendering their objectionson the slavery question, | 


they, in the spirit of patriotism and of Christian 
feeling, preferred the lesser evil tothe greater, and 


ratified the Constitution without their favorite pro- | 
vision in regard to slavery... Give them a chance | 


to.decide now. between. the ratification of these 


Linvoke. their deliberate judgment | 


| time; and that termination, | apprehend, wili be 


| parties become exhausted, and a treaty of peace 
$ i; 


proposed amendments to the Constitution and the 
consequences which your policy will inevitably 
roduce. 

: Why notallow the people to pass on these ques- 
tions?! All we have to do is to submit them to 
the States. If the people reject them, theirs will 
be the responsibility, and no harm will have been 
done by the reference. If they accept them, the 
country will be safe, and at peace. The political 
party which shall refuse: to allow the people to 
determine for themselves at the ballot-box the 
issue between revolution and waron the one side, 
and obstinate adherence toa party platform on the | 
other, will assume a fearful responsibility. A 
war upon’a political issue, waged by the people 
of eighteen States against the people and domestic 
institutions of fifteen sister States, isa fearful and 
revolting thought. The South will be a unit, and 
desperate, under the belief that your object in 
waging war is their destruction, and not the pres- 
ervation of the Union; that you meditate servile 
insurrection, and the abolition of slavery in the 
southern States, by fire and sword, in the name 
and under pretext of enforcing the laws and vin- 
dicating the authority of the Government. You 
know that such is the prevailing, and, I may say, 
unanimous opinion at the South; and that ten 
million people are preparing for the terrible con- 
flict under that conviction. 

Whon there is such an irrepressible discontent | 
pervading ten million people, penetrating the 
bosom of every man, woman, and child, and, in | 
their estimation, involving everything that is val- 
uable and dear on earth, is it not time to pause 
and reflect whether there is not some cause, real 
or imaginary, for apprehension? If there be a 
just cause for it, in God’s name, in the name of 
humanity and civilization, let it. be removed. 
Will we not be guilty, in the sight of Heaven 
and of posterity, if we do not remove all just 
cause before procceding to extremities? If, on 
the contrary, there be no real foundation for 
these apprehensions; if it be alla mistake, and 
yet they, believing it to be a solemn reality, are 
determined to act on that belief, is it not equally į 
our duty to remove the misapprehension? Hence 
the obligation to remove the causes of discontent, 
whether real or imaginary, is alike imperative 
upon us, if we wish to preserve the peace of the 
country and the Union of the States. f 

it matters not, so far as the peace of the coun- 
try and the preservation of the Union are con- 
cerned, whether theapprehensions of the southern 
people are well founded or not, so long as they | 
believe them, and are determined to act upon that 
belief. If war comes, it must have an end at some 


a final separation. Whether the war last one year, 
seven years, or thirty years, the result must be 
the samc—a cessation of hostilities when the 


recognizing the separate independence of cach 
section. The history of the world does not fur- 
nish an instance, where war has raged fora serics | 
of years between two classes of States, divided by 
a geographical line under the same national Gov- 
ernment, which has ended in reconciliation and 
reunion. Extermination, subjugation, or separa- 
tion, one of the three, must be the result of war 
between the northern and southern States. Surely, 
you do not expect to exterminate or subjugate 
ten million people, the entire population of one 
section, as a means of preserving amicable rela- 
tions between the two sections! 

I repeat, then, my solemn conviction, that war 
means disunion—final, irrevocable, eternal sepa- 
ration. I see no alternative, therefore, but a fair 
compromise, founded on the basis of mutual con- 
cessions, alike honorable, just, and beneficial to 
all parties, or civil war and disunion. Is there | 
anything humiliating in a fair compromise of 
conflicting interests, opinions, and theories, for 
the sake of peace, union, and safety? Read the 
debates of the Federal convention, which formed 
our glorious Constitution, and you will find noble 
examples, worthy of imitation; instances where 
sages and patriots were willing to surrender cher- 
ished theories and principles of government, be- 
lieved to be essential to the best form of society, 
for the sake of peace and unity. 

I never understood that wise and good men 
ever regarded mutual concessions by such men 


as Washington, Madison, Franklin, and Hamil- 
ton, as evidences of weakness, cowardice, or want 
of patriotism. On the contrary, this spirit of 
conciliation and compromise has ever been con- 
sidered, and willin all time be regarded as the 
highest evidence which their great deeds and im- 
mortal services ever furnished of their patriotism, 
wisdom, foresight, and devotion to their country 
and their race. Can we not afford to imitate their 
example in this momentous crisis? Are we to be 
told that we must not do our duty to our country 
lest-we injure the party; that no compromise can 
be effected without violating the party platform 
upon which we were elected? Better thatall party 
platforms be scattered to the winds; better that 
all political organizations be broken up; better 
thatevery public man and politician in America be 
consigned to political martyrdom, than that.the 
Union be destroyed and the country plunged into 
civil war. f 

It seems that party platforms, pride of opinion, 
personal consistency, fear of political martyrdom, 
aretheonly obstacles to'a satisfactory adjustment, 
Have we nothing else to live for but political po- 
sition? Have we no other inducement, no other 
incentive to our efforts, our toils, and our sacri- 
fices? Most of us have children, the objects of 
our tenderest affections and deepest solicitude, 
whom we hope to leave behind us to enjoy the 
rewards of oar labors in a happy, prosperous, 
aud united country, under the best Government 
the wisdom of man ever devised or the sun of 
heaven ever shone upon, Can we make no con- 
cessions; no sacrifices, for the sake of our children, 
that they may have a country to live in, anda 
Governmentto protect them, when party platforms 
and political honors shall avail us nothing in the 
day of final reckoning? f 

n conclusion, I have only to renew the assur- 
ance that Iam. prepared to coéperate cordially 


| with the friends of a fair, just, and honorable 


compromise, in securing such amendments to the 
Coustitution as will expel the slavery agitation 
from Congress and the arena of Federal. politics 
forever, and restore peace to the country, and pre- 
serve our liberties and Union as the most precious 
legacy we can transmit to our posterity. 


STATE OF THE UNION, ` 


SPEECH OF HO} . JAMES HARLAN, 
OF IOWA, 
In toe SENATE, January 11, 1861. 


The Senate having under consideration the resolution 
offered by Mr. HUNTER, on the 2d of January, for the retro- 
cession of the forts, arsenals, magazines, and dock-yards of 
the United States, to the States in which they lie, when 
those States, by a regular convention of the people, ex- 
press a desire for the m— 


Mr. HARLAN said: 

Mr. Present: I would most willingly do 
anything in my power, which an honorable man 
could do, to allay thecommotion which surrounds 
us. The first pertinent inquiry presented is, what 
ig its cause? The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Cray] furnishes a laconic reply. In a recent let- 
ter, dated at New Orleans, and addressed to friends 
in South Carolina, the Senator remarks of the peo- 
ple of the free States of the Union: - 

“They are the most bitter, relentless, and vindictive 
enemies we bave on earth.” * = x m “OL: 
course, we cannot live under the same Governmtnt with 
these people, unless we could control it.” 

We must control! We must govern the North 
—the North must obey! The minority must 
govern the majority! Is not this the key to the 
solution of all our difficulties? And we have had 
this doctrine amply illustrated in the speech of the 
Senator who has just taken his seat, [Mr. Hon- 
TER} After informing us that the Republican 
party had marched into power over the fragments 
of a broken Constitution, he himself proposes 
radical changes in that Constitution, which, ac- 
cording to his own statement, would convert this 
Government into a new confederation of States, 
securing to the minority the power to control it. 

Whatever may be pretended to the conirary, 
the real grievance inflicted on “* the South by the 
North,” is the invitation extended to the southern 
Democracy, on the 6th day of last November, to 
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resign the reins of Government into the hands 
of their political opponents. ‘This will become 
manifest on an examination of the alleged causes 
of complaint. These are all stated in general and 
ambiguous terms, without specification. The 
most usual allegation, which has been reiterated 
to-day, is that the provisions of the Constitution 
have been violated. The secession argument 
which follows is, that when a contract has been 
violated by one party it may be declared void by 
the other party tosits provisions; that the Consti- 
tution of the United States is such a contract be- 
tween the several States; that the Federal Gov- 
ernment is merely their agent, appointed to carry 
out its provisions; that this contract having been 
broken. by some of the States, the other States 
may voluntarily secede, and demand a division 
of liabilities and assets. 

I shall not now enter into an examination of 
this constitutional question; but, belicving itto be 
totally untenable, { shall for the present suppose 
it to be the true theory of our Federal Union; be- 
cause whether true or false is not material to the 
present inquiry. For when you demand that all 
the provisions of the Constitution shall be carried 
out—including the provision on the subject of 
fugitives from service—there is but one response. 
On this proposition there is no division of opinion 
between the great political parties. The party 
that has recently triumphed at the polls admits, 
freely and unequivocally, in the clearest and 
broadest terms, that every part of the Constitution 
must be obeyed according to its true intent and 
meaning. There is but. one alternative with a 
law-abiding people: the fundamental Jaw must be 
obeyed, or lawfully changed; and no one, any- 
where, has proposed so to change the Constitution 
as to erase this provision. Its terms are not am- 
biguous; it provides that— 

“ No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from 


such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim 
of the party to whom such service or labor may be due.” 


The Republican national convention did not 
propose any amendment to this part of the Con- 
stitution; no Republican member of either branch 
of Congress has ever proposed its abrogation; no 
Republican Governor, or State Legislature, or 
State convention, has ever demanded it. The 
asseveration that the Republicans are opposed to 
this provision of the Constitution is a sheer fab- 
rication, asserted in the first instance for political 
purposes, and now adhered to for the sake of 
consistency. 

It being admitted that the Constitution must be 
sustained, the corollary follows, that all laws 
made in pursuance of its provisions should be 
obeyed. In 1793, Congress enacted a law to carry 
into effect this provision of the Constitution, which 
required the coöperation of the several States. 
This remained the law of the land until the latter 
provisions were declared void by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the celebrated Prige 
case. This adjudication resulted in the repeal of 
State laws by the Legislatures of several States, 
originally designed to aid the Federal Government 
insecuring the rendition of fugitives from service. 
‘The Supreme Court of the United States having 
declared them void, they were formally repealed. 
And Congress enacted the fugitive slave law of 
1850, authorizing the Federal judicial tribunals 
and commissioners to issue summary process for 
the arrest of such fugitives, and authorizing the 
marshals to execute these mandates with foree— 
to employ the power of the county, or the ar 


of the Republic, for this purpose; and declaring | 
all who resist their execution guilty of a high | 


offense against the United States, punishable by 
finc and imprisonment. It is true, sir, that some 
of the provisions of this law are offensive to the 
instincts and impulses of a free people. f shall 
delay, now, to mention btt one or two of them. 
It is painful to a freeman, unaccustomed to the 
local institutions that have been alluded to to-day, 
to be compelled to aid in “running down’ a 
human being who is flying from the hand of 
the task-master. He could agree to stand neu- 
tral; to allow the claimant to run down his own 


slave; but all his honorable impulses rebel against | 


being compelled, with his own hands, to aid act- 
ively in reriveting shackles and chains on the 
limbs of a human being whe had thrown them 


off, and is flying from the pursuer. He cannot 
avoid feeling, and perhaps saying, “‘ Had I been 
in his condition, | would, at the risk of life and 
all else dear to me on earth, have done as that 
poor slave is doing.” And, sir, I find these im- 
pulses are not peculiar to the people of the free 
States. What honorable man in the South has not 
a duplicate copy of thgsc impulses in his own heart? 
Where is the honorable man, anywhere, whose 
instincts and impulses take sides with the strong 
against the weak; with the oppressor against the 
oppressed? Such aman wooli be an anomaly in 
God’s creation. And when he sinks the common 
impulses of humanity, ignores the human origin 
of the fugitive, and regards him merely asa run- 
away beast, and reflects on the subject, he can sce 
no reason for making himself a criminel for re- 
fusing to run down another man’s animal. As 
an act of good neighborhood or friendship, he 
might cheerfully aid even a stranger in recaptur- 
ing his runaway horse or mule; but what right 
has the owner to make him a felon for declining? 
Where is the reciprocity? In aiding to arresta 
felon there is reciprocity; his own safety requires 
it. But taxing time and courage to arrest an- 
other’s property is without reciprocity. Since 
civilization commenced, show me an example of 
such a law. Nor is there justification in the aver- 
ment that this demand is not made on the quiet 
dweller in the free States to leave his daily avo- 
cation to pursue the alleged fugitive, until the 
pursued resists the pursuer. If he were a horse, 
vicious and dangerous to the pursucr, you would 
never dream of coercing your neighbor for aid on 
that account, or of making him a felon for de- 
clining. Nor is there a Legislature under the sun 
that would justify such a demand. If the recap- 
ture requires risk of life or limb, the risk is the 
owner’s, not his ncighbor’s; lethim take his prop- 
erty at his peril, if hc can do so without a breach 
of the peace. 

But, if the alleged fugitive may be considered 
as aman, as a * person,” to adopt the language 
of the Constitution, as well as property by the 
Jaws of a State, he has the indefeasible right, in 
every State in the Union, to assert his manhood. 
He may deny the claim of the pursuer to owner- 
ship over him; he may deny that he is a slave; 
or, if a slave, that he is the slave of the claimant. 
This would raise an issue of fact; and, accord- 
ing to our notions of Magna Charte and constitu- 
tional liberty, every issue of fact joined in our 
courts of law may be tried by a jury of freemen. 
The naked claim of the pursuer ought not to be 
conclusive against him who denies its truth; he 
ought notto be concluded by affidavits, by purely 
ex parte testimony; he has the right to be con- 
fronted with the witnesses who testify against 
him, to cross-examine them, and to introduce re- 
butting testimony. Nor ought the decision on 
the questions of fact involving the freedom of a 
human being to be irrevocably intrusted to a 
petty magistrate, appointed by a foreign jurisdic- 
tion. 

Your reply to this view of the subject, that ‘to 
provide a jury trial for an alleged fugitive slave 
in a free State would be equivalent to an abar- 
donment of the claim,’’ Involves an accusation 
that is distinctly offensive. We deny your right 
to frame Federal laws on the distinct assumption 
that the people of eightecn States of the Union 
cannot be trusted as jurors in your courts of law, 

But waiving the needlessly offensive character 
of some of the provisions of this law, it has been 
held to be constitutional by the Federal and State 
courts with singular unanumity—but one adverse 
opinion having been rendered in a period of ten 
years following its passage; and that has since 
been overturned by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. And the people have generally 
acquiesced in its execution, and obeyed its pro- 
visions, or quletly submitted to its penalties, civil 
and criminal. And when you examine the plat- 
forms of the Republican party, you find no de- 
mand for its repeal or its modification. 

You have, therefore, laws in full force for car- 
rying out this prov 5 


on of the Constitution, con- 
ceived by your owa brains, and framed with your 


own hand, stil held by its author, the Senator | 


from Virginia, (Mv. Mason,] to be perfect; whieh 
no organized political party proposes to repeal 
or modily, so as to weaken its efficiency, and 


which is executed with singular fidelity. On this 
subject the Senator from Georgia [Mri ‘Iyerson]} 
remarked: ied E 

“ We have a fugitive slave Jaw of which the South docs: 
not complain. IMs sufficiently guarded to accomplish.all 
the objects for whith it was designed, if there wasa proper 
public sentiment in the northern States. ‘No’ better fugis 
tive slave law could be devised, by this Congress.or any 
Other. Ht clothes the judiciary and Executive of this Gove 
ernment with ample powers to execute the laws. We don 
complain that.-any Executive has ever been ‘derelict in his 
duty in the discharge of this law. ‘Mr. Fillmore was Pres= 
ident when this law was passed, and it received his sang- 
tion ; and! am ready to say that, sq far as he was concerned, 
he carried it out. General Pierce carried it otit, and the 
present Executive. So far as they have the power, they 
have done their duty faithfully”. te 

Mr. Holt, a State senator in the Georgia Legis- 
lature, is reported to have said: $ 

“ Who, Fask senators, has ever made the charge, in ah 
the discussions on this question, that the Government: of 
the United States, in its governmental capacity, has brought 
any oppression upon you-—committed any aggression. on 
your rights ? ` 

“TI stand ready to answer the charge should it be made. 
True, Massachusetts has violated the compact; true, Con- 
necticut bas violated it; true, Legislatures of other States 
have passed measures obnoxious to the South ; and itis 
equally true that the Congress of the United States, in an~ 
swer to the demand of the South, has passed: the fugitive 
slave law; and it is equally true that, when application has 
been made to the President of the United States for the én- 
forcement of the rights of the South, underthis law, he has 
poured forth the Federal Treasury, and made use of the 
Federal bayonet. It is true, sir, that when your rights have 
been questioned, its Supreme Court ‘has maintained them. 
It is true, sir, that, for the eighty years of the existence of 
this Governinent, it has never trampled upon your’ sover- 
eignty, and never refused you redress for any wrong.*? ` 

The commotion at the South does not, there- 
fore, arise from the failure of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to carry into effect the provision of the 
Constitution on the subject of the rendition of 
fugitives from labor. 

2. It is demanded that the individual States 
should not enact laws in violation of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, 

This is admitted by all. None deny the obli- 
gation to conform the legislation of the individual 
States to the requirements of the fundamental law 
of the nation. In fact, “ihe members of the sev- 
eral State Legislatures and Governors”? are re- 
quired by the sixth article of the Federal Consti- 
tution, before they assume the duties of their 
respective offices, to bind themselves by oath’ or 
affirmation to support its provisions. The mem- 
bers of every State Legislature take this oath of 
office. They cannot, therefore, enact any law in 
conflict with the provisions of the Constitution 
without violating this solemn obligation. 

Butit isalleged that the Legislatures of the free 
States have, in fact, enacted laws that do conflict 
with the constitutional rights of the people of the 
slave States, styled “ personal liberty bills.” The 
late Democraticnational conventions, which nom- 
inated Hon. John C. Breckinridge, and the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, [Mr. Doveras,] each for the 
Presidency, made this charge in general terms, as 
a plank in their platform: 

“ Resolved, That the enactments of State Legislatures to 
defeat the faithful execution of the fugitive slave law are 
hostile in character, subversive of the Constitution, and 
revolutionary in their effeet.? 

It is not, therefore, wonderful that it should be 
received as a conceded truth. And yet so grave 
a charge should not be received without the clear- 
est proof. Itis incredible that it could be true. 
Itis hardly possible that a majority of the mem- 
bers of the Legislatures of onc half of the States 
could deliberately violate their consciences in dis- 


regarding their oath of office. 


Whoare these peoplethus charged with a grave 
crime? They are the select representative men of 
agreat and highly cultivated people, chosen by 
their neighbors to enact their local laws—laws for 
the protection of their own lives, liberty, property, 
and character. Isit probable that such men, in 
such numbers, for along series of years, would 
deliberately and persistently commit this great 
crime against their own consciences? ; 

But if it were credible that they could do so— 
that they could, from year to year, thus inten- 
tionally violate the plain provisions of the Con- 
stitution of the United States—it is impossible 
that any one anywhere could be harmed by such 
enactments, All such pretended laws would be 
totally void; forthe sixth artele of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States provides that— 

sPhis Constitution and the laws of the United States, 
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Which shall be-made in pursuance thereof? * <* > -+ 
£ shall be the.supreme law of the land; and.the judges in 
every State shall be bound thereby, anything in the. consti- 
tanion or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstand- 
pig? i ; : 

 Ffence; if these “ personal liberty bilis” violate 
the Constitution. and Jaws of the United States, 
theycareveid; and would be so declared by the 
courts, ‘State and Federal, whenever a case could 
arise uiiderthem. Butas no case has arisen under 
them to-test their validity, itis manifest that these 
jaws dre believed to be constitutional by all par- 
ties, otare of no practical importance. : In either 
‘ease it is incredible thatthe statesmen and jurists 
‘of the southern States could: regard this as a real 
caase of complaint, much less a cause for a disso- 
lution of the Union. . 

3. It-is demanded that the South ought not to 
be required to submit to the election of a sectional 
candidate to the Presidency. 

“But, on examination of the election returns, it 
‘will-be'found that this demand would render in- 
eligible every candidate for the Presidency at the 
recent election. The Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
Doves} is obnoxious to the same objection: he 
received (not estimating the fusion vote) over one 
millior votes, of which less than one hundred and 
‘seventy thousand were polled in the entire South. 
' “And of the three million three hundred thousand 
votes polledin the North, (notestimating thefusion 
voté,) Mr. Breckinridge received less than one 
hundred thousand; and Mr. Bell but about thirty 
thousand. The relative number of votes cast for 
Mr.:Lincoln south, when compared with the ag- 
gene vote cast for either Mr. Breckinridge or 
Mr: Bell, is larger than the relative number cast 
for either of the latter in the free States, as com- 
pared with the whole vote cast for Mr. Lincoln. 
And this result was attained after full and free 
discussion in the free States, by the champions 
of all parties, while Mr. Lincoln’s friends were 
denied; by the violence of mobs, the right of dis- 
cussion in a majority of the slave States, and de- 
clared their opinions at great peril in others. 
ence, if Mr. Lincoln was sectional, all his. op- 
onentswere as intensely sectional; if sectional- 
ism disqualified him, they were equally ineligible. 
If the Republican party was sectional, so was the 
Douglas party, and the Bell party, and the Breck- 
inridge party—tho latter carrying their sectional- 
ism to violence. : 

‘The marked distinction between Mr. Lincoln 
and his opponents, however, is, he received a 
very large plurality of the popular vote over each 
of them, and a large majority of the electoral vote 
over all of them combined. 

4. When pressed on these points, Senators admit 
that it ig not. the escape of a few miserable slaves 
through the free States, nor the personal liberty 
bills, nor yet the election of Mr. Lincoln by the 
free States to the Presidency, that justifies the 
alarm manifested in the South; but that it ig the 
public opinion behind these acts, giving rise to 
them, which justifies alarm; that it is that condi- 
tion of society which tolerates the denunciation 
of slavery, finally culminating in the election of a 
candidate known to be opposed to slavery, and 
elected becausé he was known to be thus hostile, 
which causes complaint, and justifies opposition to 
his inatiguration as the President of the whole Re- 
public. It is demanded that the press, the poe 
the legislator, and the elector, in the free States, 
shall be restrained from this discussion which 
results in this deep-seated opposition to your insti- 
tutions. And the Senator from [lmois [Mr 
Doveras] has proposed a bill for a law, some- 
thing like the sedition laws of the early time, to 

declare freedom of speech and of thie press, in the 
freé States, on this subject, a grave crime, to be 
punished by fine and imprisonment in the jails 
and penitentiaries, a bill which the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Toomes] distinctly approved, a few 
days since, and which I understood the Senator 
from Virginia to approve to-day. 

You demand that the people among themselves 
shall no longer speak disparagingly of slavery— 
shall cease to intermeddle, as you call it, with 
your institutions, and thus to engender opposition 
to it. We must bridle the pulpit; bridle the press; 
bridle our tongues around our own firesides. We 
must trample under foot the great cardinal idea 
of the reformers, so pertinently restated by Mr. 
Jefferson; that“ there is no danger in error where 


truth is left free to combat it.” “This may bea 
good rule,” you say, “in relation to everything 
under the sun, sacred and profane, that pertains to 
time and eternity, except the “patriarchal institu- 
tion; onevery other subject men may speak, write, 
and publish what they choose,” being responsible 
therefor; but here is an institution that is either 
too good or too bad to be talged about—its merits 
may not be discussed; here is the image set up 
in the plain, which all men must fall down and 
worship, on penalty of being cast into the fiery 
furnace. You have deprived your people in the 
slave States of freedom of speech and of the press 
on this subject; and you now demand that the 
people of the free States shall adopt your laws 
and usages, on pain of dissolution of the Union. : 
The sober second thought of your own people, 
we may well hope, will persuade them that this 
is no sufficient cause for the destruction of the 
Union. 

5. The most gricvous complaint is, that this agi- 
tation causes the people of the free States to hate 
slavery, and by the necessary association of cause 
with effect, to hate slaveholders. We are told 
that this must cease; that your honor will not 
permit you to live in the same Union with such 
confederates. The people of the free States must 
change their speech, their modes of thought, their 
mental perceptions, until they shall be brought 
to love that which seems to them hateful; that the 
elemental structure of their minds must be so 
wrought upon as tochangc their perceptions of the 
beautiful and agreeable. It is well known, to be 
sure, as we are told by the learned, that the con- 
stant contemplation of that which produces pleas- 
urable emotions in the mind, will m time become 
an object of tender regard, or of love; and that 
which uniformly produces unpleasant or painfal 
emotions, will become an object of aversion; that 
this is a law of the mind, fixed by the author 
of our nature; that this is no more true in- the 
physical than in the moral world. Hence, we are 
told that Homer’s and Milton’s pootry will be read 
with rapture to the end of time; the lesson of the 
Saviour and the example of his life will command 
the adoration of mankind as long as the ages last. 
When the strong stoop to lift up the oppressed, 
humanity applauds to the ends of the earth; and 
when the strong oppress the weak, they are never 
Joved. The sight of oppression never arouses 
pleasurable emotions—but ever painful; it is so 
now, it ever has been so, and it ever will be so | 
to the end of time, and probably in the world of 
spirits, through eternity. . If there be any place in 
God’s universe where this law of the mind does 
notexist, or where oppression can excite applause, 
itis notin the free States; itis not in slave States; | 
it is noton earth; itis notin Heaven. Men with 
their feelings unperverted do not love gppression; 
angels do not love oppression; the Almighty 
Maker of all does not love oppression; in God’s 
great domain, who is it that loves oppression? 
and who loves the oppressor? These emotions 
are not voluntary; you cannot compel men to 
love you if you would; and you have no right to 
coerce them if you could. 

But, in point of fact, the complaint is not true 
as charged, and its proof is founded in erroneous 
easuistry. 

An overwhelming majority of the people of the 
free States believe that the mass of the slaves, 
as now Situated, are incapable of the enjoyment 
of freedom with safety to themselves or to the 
white people. They regard the slavery of the 
great mass of the negroes of the South as an ex- 
isting necessity, which no human goodness or 
wisdom can at present change. They understand 
the danger of tampering with slaves, and the 
frightful consequences that might arise from an 
unguarded expression in their presence calculated 
to excite unkind feelings towards their masters— 
since they are in your houses, and nurseries, as 
wellas on your farms and plantations—and could 
so easily, with a grain of virulent poison dropped 
in food ora well, destroy whole families and com- 
munities; and our people would be no more likely 
to excite a temper productive of such a result than | 
the people of your own States. You have sla- 
very in your midst; and how you can dispose of | 
it God only knows. But while you retain these 
people, you must provide for them as best you 


! of a President? 


can; humanity and Christianity both demand this 


at your hands. And when you do this in good 
faith, without violating the common laws of hu- 
manity and the principles of Christianity, you are 
not hated by any one anywhere. It is only when 
ou hold them for the sordid purposes of gain, 
ignoring their common claims to the sympathy of 
the human family, that it becomes odious and 
hateful; it is when you offensively thrust it upon 
us as a great good to be desired and extended and 
perpetuated by all the powers of the National 
Government, that it excites loathing among the 
people of the North. Now, if it shall appear that 
you have wantonly excited this opposition to 
slavery, it will follow that you have no just cause 
to dissolve the Union on that account. This 
brings me to the consideration of your next 
demand. - 

6. You demand that the free States shall so mod- 
ify their laws as to permit you to hold slaves 
within their jurisdictions, for purposes of transit 
and temporary sojourn; thatis, to tolerate and pro- 
tect slavery because your convenience and inter- 
est require it. You demand that the free States 
shall confer on your citizens privileges that are not 
conferred on their own. I inquire here, again, 
what reciprocity there is in such a claim? I 
ask on what principle of international law, or 
international intercourse, you can put forth such 
a demand—that one sovereignty shall confer on 
the citizens of another sovereignty rights which 
it denies to its own people? We were told the 
other day, by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Masox,] that gentlemen of the South feel humil- 
iated at being restrained by confederates in the 
Union from passing through their territories with 
slaves, and commanding their services: during 
a temporary stay,—attempting the first, their 
property is confiscated, as in the Lemmon case; 
attempting the latter, they become felons;—that 
such laws manifest a malignant hatred of the 
South, which requires a total separation, or the 
repeal of these laws, and other satisfactory guar- 
antees to be promptly tendered by the free States. 

This is, to say the least, not a very modest de- 
mand. Taken in its length and breadth and 
depth, it is this: that eighteen free States shall 
each promptly agree that the slavehoiding laws 
of the slave States shall be extended into their 
jurisdictions respectively. They must agree that 
the slave States shall not only enact laws for the 
government of their own people at home, but that 
they shall enjoy the right to dictate laws to the 
people of the free States also; that is, that Mis- 
souri shall be permitted to dictate laws for Iowa; 
Tennessee for Ilinois; Virginia for Pennsylvania; 
South Carolina, Georgia, and Louisiana for New 
England. It is by such reasoning as this that 
secession justifies itself on this floor. 

7. The next demand to which I shall allude is 
thatthe equality of the States should be recognized 
by the FederalGovernment. Now, sir, thateach 
State in the Union is exactly equal, and shall re- 
main exactly equal, to every other State in the 
enjoyment of her right to make her own laws, 
and regulate her own domestic institutions within 
her own limits, everybody admits; but I inquire 
in what other sense is this claim to equality truc? 
It is said that we are a confederation of equal 
States; and that this equality must be maintained. 
Where are the States equal under this confeder- 
ation? Do they have an equal voice in the election 
Certainly not. New York cast- 
ing thirty-five votes, and Iowa but four, and Flor- 
ida three. Are they equalin the other branch of 
Congress? Notatall. You may say that they 
are equal on this floor; butin what sense are they 
equal? Do youvoteby States here? Not at all; 
each Senator has one distinct vote, and the two 
Senators from each State are often divided; so 
that a bill may pass this body with the approval 
of but one of the States of the Union, if the Sen- 
ators from the other thirty-two States should 
chance to be equally divided. Nor are States 
represented in the Federal courts. 

Then what becomes of this claim of the equal- 
ity of the States under the Constitution? ‘They 
are equal at home; that is, they are equal in the 


|| enjoyment of a common right to regulate their 


own domestic affairs, subject to the Constitution 
and laws of the’ United States, and in no other 
sense; and it seems-to-day that Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber perceive the truth of the 
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allegation, as is manifested in the enlarged de- 
mands made for changes in the Constitution to 
increase the power of minorities. 

But you say that youare denied, by the theory 
of the policy of the Republican party, equality 
in the Territories: But the States, as States, can 
never appear in the Territories. They have no 
means of setting up a jurisdiction in the Terri- 
tories. They cannot transfer their sovereignty 
outside of their own limits. But you may say that 
each State should have an‘equal right to transmit 
its citizens to the Territories. Why, sir, nothing 
can be more fallacious. A citizen of a State, when 
he becomes a citizen ofa Territory, loses his cit- 
izenship in the State from which he has migrated. 
A resident in Nebraska, or Kansas, or New Mex- 
ico, or Washington Territory, having emigrated 
from any one of the States of this Confederacy, 
loses his citizenship by virtue of that transit; and 
so completely is it lost that he no longer has the 
power to maintain a suit in the Federal courts 
against a citizen of a State. By that residence 
and citizenship in the Territory he is barred the 
right to assert his citizenship in the State which 
he has left. Nor tan the States appear in the 
Territories by theirlaws. The laws of the several 
States have no force outside of their State limits. 

If then, Mr. President, the States cannot ap- 
pear in the Territories per se, nor by their citi- 
zens, nor by their laws, I inquire in what sense 
this demand for equality ismade. When stripped 
of sophistry, it means that Congress shall enact | 
laws fur the Territories authorizing one class of 
their residents to hold another class in servitude; 
or, at least, that no law shall be enacted restrain- 
ing men from holding others as slaves. Unless | 
this be done, you complain that your people in 
the slave States are deprived of a right of emi- 
gration to the common domain. It would be vir- 
tually, you say, giving u all the public domain 
to the people of the North. Now, on examina- | 
tion, it will appear that this is equally untrue 
with the other assumption. Of the ten million 
people that were residing in the slave States in 
1850, I inquire what one would be inhibited from 
emigration by the policy of the Republican party 
if carried out by the Federal Government? Not 
one. Of the four million Africans, not one would 
beinhibited. Of the five and a half millions non- 
slave-holdérs, none would be inhibited; nor of the 
half million slaveholders themsclves. 

But we were told to-day that this policy of inhib- 
iting by indirect means the emigration of negroes 
to the new Territories, while the white popula- 
tion would spontaneously emigrate, would greatly 
diminish the relative number of white people in 
the slave States, and inerease the relative number 
of the servile population, until that population 
would so far predominate as to enable them to 
degrade the white people to the condition of the 
negro, and would remit the negro to his original 
condition of barbarism. Now, sir, in connection 
with this allegation, allow me to advert to the fact 
which was proclaimed on this Senate floor but 
ten years since, by the great men that then adorned | 
this body—Mr. Clay, of Kentucky, and Mr. | 
Webster, of Massachusetts—that slavery was } 
even then barred from all the territories acquired | 
from Mexico, by an irrepealableenactment of the | 
Almighty in the formation of the soil and fixing | 
the climate of those regions; and you admit its 
truth. You admit that it would be but a barren 
right; that the migration of slaves in any con- | 
siderable number to the territory has already been 
barred by a higher law than man is capable of 
enacting. Then, if the grievous consequences to 
which the honorable Senator from Virginia re- 
ferred would flow from the policy of the Repub- 
lican party, they are inevitable, and no change of | 
the Constitution of the United States can avert 
this result. Thesober, second thought, however, 
of the people residing in the slave States will con- 
vince them of the incorrectness of the deduction of | 
the Senator. You have now, according to the | 
recent census, we were told to-day, twelve million 

eople, and a territory capable of sustaining two 
P undred million at least. Hence there would 
appear to be practically but little danger from the 
increase of the number of slaves, for many years 
to come. 


Yousay, however, whenthis fallacy isexposed, 
that you do not oppose the policy of the Repub- į 


lican partyin consequence of any practical disad- 
vantages, but because it is a badge of dishonor to 
prohibit the migration of slaves to the free Territo- 
ries. My only reply to this—and I trust it will be 
regarded asa sufficient answer—is: it was not thus 
regarded by the fathers of the Republic. ‘They 
inaugurated this policy, and never dreamed. that 
they were humiliating themselves in the face of 
the world. Then, ifit did not disgrace a Wash- 
ington, nor a Jefferson, nor a Madison, nor their 
descendants down to the year 1854, I deny that 
it isa badge of dishonor now. If this policy did 
not dishonor the fathers, it will not disgrace the 
sons. È 

I leave this branch of the subject with one in- 
quiry: how will this complaint read on the page 
of future history? The lowest of your pcople in 
the slave States when they migrate to the Terri- 
tories are to be protected by the laws in the en- 
joyment of their natural rights; and itis of that 
protection that you complain. Why, sir, if any 
one of the meanest people that live within the 
limits of any State should receive injustice within 
the jurisdiction of a foreign Power, it would be 
just cause of complaint; but how would this na- 
tion appearin the face of the world in complain- 
ing that foreign jurisdictions protect our citizens. 
W henrobbed of its sophistry, this is the substance 
of the complaint. And you declare your purpose 
to encounter civil war on this account. On this 
subject, Mr. Clay once said—and I commend it 
to the serious consideration of secession Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber: 

tt But if, untiappily, we should be involved in war, in 
civil war, between the two parts of this Confederacy, in 
which the effort upon the one side should be to restrain the 
introduction of slavery into the new Territoriés, and upon 
the other side to force its introduction there, what a spec- 
tacle should we present to the astonishment of mankind, 
in an effort,not to propagate right, but—l must say it, 
though I trust it will be understood to be said with no 
design tocxeite feeling—a war to propagate wrong in the 
territories thus acquired from Mexico. tt would be a war 
in which weshould have no sympathies, no good wishes ; 
in which all mankind would be against ns; for from the 
commencement of the Revolution down to the present 
time, we have constantly reproached our British ancestors 
for the introduction of slavery into this country.?--Con- 
gressional Globe, part I, vol, 22, page 117. 

linquire, Mr. President, in the next place, 
how will secession, and possibly a dreadfal civil 
war, cure any of the alleged evils to which I have 
alluded, and the long catalogue added to-day by 
the Senator from Virginia? Jn what way willa 
dissolution of the Union enable you to recapture 
your runaway slaves? It would destroy your 
redress under the Constitution; and by the law 
of nations you have no redress. Would it re- 
peal the perssonal liberty bills of which complaint 
is sometimes made? Would civil war and seces- 
sion prevent in the future the election of a sec- 
tional candidate by the people of the free States? 
Wouldit prevent agitation of the subject of sla- 
very within the limits of the free States? Would 
it prevent an ybody from hating slavery? Would 
it give youthe control of the local Legislatures of 
the free States, and secure the passage of laws to 


allow youto hold slaves for temporary purposes | 


within their jurisdictions? Would it give you 
the power to establish slavery in the Territories? 
Every one, as seems to me, must answer each 
andallof these inquiries in the negative. 

These complaints, therefore, coming from that 
part of the Chamber, sound to me like mere pre- 
texts. They arc not the reasons of the bluster 
and threats and menace which resound through 
this Chamber. There is a reason, however, 
which justifies itself by every historical par- 
allel. You have governed this country for the 
lastsixty years. You have controlled its legis- 


lation; you have controlled its judiciary; you | 


have controled its internal policy; you have con- 
trolled its foreign relations; you have grown 
haughty, proud, and—I say it without intending 
offensc—insolent. Being accustomed to com- 
mand, you have forgotten how to obey Al- 
though you have been fairly beaten at the polls, 
you refuscto yield the Government into the hands 
of your constitutional successors. You demand 
thatthe victors shall adopt your party dogmas 
and your party platforms as their policy, or 
you will rob them of all the fruits of victory. 
Youpropose to adopt the Mexican policy——when 
vanquished at the polls to appeal to arms; to 
abandon the peaceful policy adopted by your 


| ciple—the right to exclude slavery from the 
| ritories belonging to the Republic, Being thus 


amination of the terms of redress proposed by the 
vanquished party will dissipate that delusion.’ 
Every proposition includes as its cardinal meas- 
ure an abandonment of their principles by the 
Republicans, and, I may add, the Douglas. patty 
and the. adoption of the principles incorporated 
in the platform of the ‘Breckinridge party andini 
the Senate resolutions which passed this bod'y-at 
the last session of Congress. ‘ ae 

The radical difference between the Republican 
party and the Douglas wing of the Democratic 
party—or the northern Democracy, as itis some- 
times styled—on the ong hand, and the southern 
Democracy on the other, pertains to the right ‘to 
exclude slavery from the Territories. ‘The Re- 
publicans maintained that slavery could be right- 
fully and constitutionally excluded either by Con-' 
gress or by the Territorial Legislatures.: The 
northern Democracy, who chiefly voted for Mr.. 
Douglas, maintained that slavery could be right- 
fully and constitutionally excluded by the Ter- 
ritorial Legislatures only. The Republicans and 
northern Democracy differed from. each other in 
regard to the means to be employed to effect this 
end; but they agreed on the great principle of the 
RIGHT, under the Constitution of the United. States, 
to exclude it, The southern Democracy, which 
chiefly cast its vote for Hon. J. C, Breckinridge 
and the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. Lanz,] 
adopted the opposing doctrine.. I cannot state 
their position more clearly than by repeating the 
language of these eminent gentlemen in their let- 
ters accepting the nominations. 

Mr. Brecxinrines said: f ; 

“The citizens of the States may enter the Territories of 
the Union with their property, of whatever kind, and enjoy 
itduring the territorial condition without let or hinderance, 
either by Congress or by the subordinate territorial govern- 
ments.” 

Mr. Layer said: 

t Non-intervention on the subject of slavery I may em- 
phatically say, is the cardinal maxim of the D@mocracy—- 
nou-intervention by Congress and non-intervention by Ter- 
ritorial Legislatures, as is fully stated by the first resolution 
of the plattorm as adopted. If the Constitution establishes 
the right of every citizen to enter the common Territories 
with whatever property he legally possesses, it necessarily 
devolves on the Federal Government the duty to protect 
this right of the citizen whenever or wherever assailed:or 
infringed.” 

On this subject the issue was fairly joined. 
There was no equivocation. The Senator from 
Mississippi, not now in his seat, [Mr. Brown,] 
stated on this floor, that on that side they neither 
desired to cheat nor to be cheated. The people 
have decided against you by a majority unparal- 
leled in the history of thisGovernment. The vote 
cast for Mr. Douglas was over one million. His 
friends claim for him four fifths of the votes casi 
for the fusion ticket in New York, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, and Texas, which would increase the 


| number of ballots cast for him to one and a half 


million. The votes cast for Mr. Lincoln amounted 
toone million eight hundred and seventy thousand; 
and if you add the vote cast for Mr. Breckinridge 
and Mr. Bell, and their fair proportion of the fu- 
sion vote, asstated by the northern Democracy, 
their vote will not amount to more than one and 
a half million: one and a half million on the one 
side, and three million three hundred and seventy 
thousand on the other, of this great issue of priar 

er- 


overwhelmed, you have not the grace to yield to 
the will of the majority like good citizens, and 
four years hence go to the polls for the redress of 
any of the errors that, in your opinion, the peo- 
ple may have committed; but you rebel against 
the Government you have sworn to support. You 
go home, and by letters and speeches to your 
constituencics, misrepresenting the principles of 
the Republican party, stir up insurrection and 
incipient civil war; and in the midst of the strife 
which your own hands have stirred up, you, the 
vanquished, asmall minority, come to the victors, 
and propose, as terms of peace and compromise, 
that they shall surrender to youat discretion; that 
they shall trample under foot the principles which 
the people have approved, and adopt your plat- 
form, and your party dogmas, which the people 
è 
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å nie footing in allconstitutional and Federal 

relations: ny other'species of. property so recognized; 
Aid; Likes otlier. property, shall not be subject to be di- 
vest impaired by the loca! law of any other State, 
éither’in escape thereto or of transit or sojourn of the owner 
therein; and'in no case whatever shali such: property be 
subject:to be divested or impaired by any legislative act of 
the United States, or or any of the Territories thereof.” 

‘Phe very proposition on which you went to 
the country and were vanquished... Here is the 
proposition of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 

OOMBS:] 

‘Resolved; That declaratory clauses to the Constitution 
ef the United States, ampiy securing the Howling prop- 
ositions, be recommended for adoption : 

«4, That the people of the United States shall bave an 
equal right to emigrate to and settle in the present or any 
future acquired Territories, with whatever property they 
may possess, (including slaves,) and be securely protected 
in; its, peaceable enjoyment, until such Territory may be 
admitted as a State in the Union, with or without slavery, 
as she may determine, on an cquality with all existing 
States? 0 

That is but a different collection of words de- 
manding the Breckinridge platform as the con- 
dition of peace. Here is the proposition of the 
Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson:] 

« Resolved, That the select. committee of thirteen be in- 

structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing, by 
constitutional provision— ; 
"46 First: A line running through the territory of the Uni- 
ted States not included within the States, making an equi- 
table and just division of said territory, south of which line 
slavery shall be recognized and protected as property by 
ample and full constitutional guarantees, and north of 
which line it shali be prohibited.” 

The proposition submitted by the Senator from 
Kentucky, now before me, [Mr. Crirrenpen,} 
is on this, subject a little more modest. It, like 
the last, however, proposes a congressional slave 
code for atl the Territories south of 360 30' north 
latitude, and, like all the others, proposes to hu- 

-miliate the people of the free States by requiring 
them to surrender their own principles and adopt 
yours; and this proposition is proposed as acon- 
dition. precedent, as it would seem, to the peace- 
able inauguration of the President elect. J ask 
the Senator from Kentucky if he expects the ma- 
jority thus to humble themselves at the feet of 
the minority? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Thope] shall beallowed 
a word. Iam surprised to hear the gentleman 
say that I propose 'a slave code, L thought 1 had 
carefully avoided that. {took thingsas they were, 
and say thatthe laysas they now exist shall con- 
tinue to exist, and what protection they give shall 
be extended; thatneither Congress nor the ferri- 
torial government shall legislate on the subject. 
This is the congressional code that I propose. 
The code that exists is not a congressional one at 
ally it is a territorial one; and as we have come to 
the point where l suppose some settlement should 
take place, I propose that we shail take the status 
agit exists. Lt relieves us from all legislation. I 
propose merely to give what protection the pres- 
ent Jaws give—nothing more.. 

Mr. HARLAN. Lam very much gratified that 
the Senator has corrected me. 1 do not desire to 
misrepresent his proposition. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 am sure the gentle- 
man does not. 

Mr. HARLAN. Here is the language, how- 
ever, of the printed bill which 1 have on my desk: 

“Jn-all the Territories south of said line of latitude, 
slavery of the African race is hereby recognized as exist- 
ing? — 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That is all. 

Mr. HARLAN. It is recognized as existing, 
“and shall not be interfered with by Cong > but shail be 
protected as property by all the dcpartments of the territo- 
rial government during its continuance.” 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. According to their own 
laws... 

Mr. HARLAN.. 1 shall be happy, Mr. Pres- | 
ident, tc find that the proposition submitted is 
less. objectionable than Fat first supposed it to be, 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. It hasbeen one of my 
objects to'exelude the idea of legislating by Con- 


T 


gress. The regolution is silent on the subject. 


Mr. HARLAN. © Printed propositions have 
been laid on our desks, coming. from the other 
side of the Chamber, proposing to amend the res- 
olutions of the Senator from Kentucky, (I donot 
now see them, hence I cannot recite their provis- 
ions;) but their effect. would be to conform the 
Senator’s proposition to the requirements of the 
Breckinridge platform. And the proposition, as 
it stands—as it seems to me—recognizes slavery 
as existing in the Territories south of 360 30 „and 
provides that it shall continue during the exist- 
ence of the territorial government. The Senate 
has heard the preposition which came from the 
Senator from Virginia to-day, which isanenlarged 
demand over that of any other Senator who has 
spoken on. this subject. 

I ask then, Mr. President, if itcan be expected 
that a triumphant party—I may say a union of 
parties, so fae as that principle of the right to 
exclude slavery from the Territories is concerned, 
unprecedented in the history of this country— 
will humble themselves at the feet of a minority 
that is so very small? Will any honorable man 
consent to humiliate himself- 

Mr. PUGH. I should like to interrupt the 
Senator a moment, with his permission. 

Mr. HARLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. I heard him indistinctly before; 
but, as he has repeated it, I wish to ask him a ques- 
tion. I understand him to say that the support~ 
ers of Mr. Doveras in the last campaign main- 
tained the power of Congress to exclude slavery 
from the Territories. 

Mr. HARLAN. No, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly not one of them, tomy 
knowledge, ever admitted it, 

Mr. HARLAN. My statement was, that the 
friends of Mr. Doveras in the recent election, 
maintained the right to exclude slavery from the 
Territories. 

Mr. PUGH. Or to admit it, as the people 
choose. 

Mr. HARLAN. And, as a means for its ex- 
clusion, would use the Territorial Legislature. 
The main pointat issue was: can slavery be right- 
fully excluded? The Republicans said it could. 
The Douglas Democrats in my part of the coun- 
try also maintained that it could; and that the 
means they would seiect was preferable, consid- 
ered in the light of efficiency, to the means pro- 
posed by the Republicans. t Why,” said they, 
“look at your northern hordes, millions of men, 
free to emigrate; throw open the Territories, and 
allow the people who enter them to exercise their 
own choice on this subject; and can you doubt, 
educated as the great majority of the settlers will 
have been, that they will remove slavery from 
every Territory organized under the jurisdiction 
of the United States ?” 

Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senator will allow me 
to interpose. 

Mr. HARLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 think I can speak for the De- 
mocracy of Lowa better than he can. In the first 
place, I was very well acquainted before, and at 
the time, with the delegates in the Charleston and 
Baltimore conventions. All that we have ever 
claimed was, that the people of the Territories 
should have the right to exclude it or to admit it, 
at will; andas for any assertion that the Democ- 
racy of the North meant to exclude slavery asa 
proposition, and availed themselves of the doctrine 


of popular sovereignty for that purpose, it is an | 


invention of the enemy. 
Mr. HARLAN. Ido not say that cither the 


Senator, or any of his party friends, desired to į 


exclude slavery from the Territories. J am in- 
clined to think some of them do notentertain such 
a desire, especially those of them who, though 
residing in the free States, are the owners of 
slaves. he point of principle, however, cannot 
be evaded. The right to exclude slavery from thg 
Territories was maintained by the Douglas Democ~- 
racy all over the Union. It was so announced by 
that eminent gentleman in the city of New Or- 
leans, in Baltimore, at Norfolk, and every where 
over the Union; and I doubt not he is indebted to 
that frankness for the smallness of the vote polled 
for him in the slaveholding States. The principle 
then maintained by them was, that slavery might 
be rightfully and constitutionally excluded from 
the ‘Territories. So it was by the Republican 


l 


party. The Republican party say it may be done 
by Congress or a Territorial Legislature. The 
Douglas Democrats say it may be done by a Ter- 
ritorial Legislature only. 

Now, sir, that vote, eat, amounted to more 
than three and a third million; and the united vote 
for both the opposing parties, and their propor- 
tion of the fusion votes, did not amount toone and 
ahalf million. The proposition here, then, is, 
that we shall surrender; and the question that I was 
propounding to the Senator from Kentucky was, 
whether it was probable, judged in the light of 
history, that such a mass of freemen would, under 
the threats that are here presented, surrender toa 
minority so very small? Why not harmonize on 
a proposition that requires no humiliation, no sur- 
render from either the victors or the vanquished ? 
Why not harmonize on the proposition defended 
by my colleague and other eminent Republicans in 
the committee of thirteen, to admit the territory 
south of 36° 30’ asa State, and the territory north 
as a State or States, with a reserved right to 
divide them, as in the case of Texas, whenever 
the population may be sufficient to justify it, and 
the interest of the people may require it? The 
population is sufficient; and they are pecuniarily 
able to defray the expenses of their own govern- 
ments.. This would require no'surrender of prin- 
ciple by you or by us; and would diminish the 
expenses of this Government hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars annually. It would forever re- 
move the discussion of slavery from the Halls 
of Congress and the arena of political strife. Or 
do you desire to take revenge on the Republicans 
first, that you may enjoy its sweets before a set- 
tlement can be agreed on? ‘ 

I ask again, can you expect that the masses of 
freemen from eighteen States of this Confederacy, 
having legally elected their candidate for the Pres- 
idency on a distinct announcement of principles, 
upon which issue was joined, will submit to hu- 
miliating terms as conditions precedent to the 
transfer of the reins of government to their hands ? 
They would be unworthy of the rights of freemen 
if they would consent to such a disgrace. I an- 
nounce to you here distinctly that, in my solemn 
conviction, you cannot extort a surrender of one 
hair’s breadth of principle from the Republican 
party in advance of the inauguration of Mr, Lin- 
coln. They have demanded at your hands noth- 
ing that is wrong, and they will submit to no 
wrong and no humiliation. 

Now, it is for you to say whether you prefera 
peaceable adjustment that does not involve a sur- 
render of principle on your part nor on ours, or 
whether you prefer the arbitrament of arms. No- 
body on this side of the Chamber has threatened, 
as was erroneously charged to-day, sucha conflict. 
Several Senators have expressed their great and 
abiding fear that that would be the result of seces- 
sion movements at the South at this crisis in our 
public affairs. They have fears, I say, that you 
will plunge this country into civil war, and drench 
its plains with fraternal blood, through the mad- 
ness of your chagrin over a political defeat at the 
polls. 

Southern Senators have spoken of the military 
resources which their section can command for 
the conflict, and their powers of protracted resist- 
ance and aggression; they have intimated that 
sucha war would be long and bloody, and mutu- 
ally disastrous. It would be fearful and terrible, I 
doubt not; but it would be very brief. Isay it 
would be very brief; and I challenge your atten- 
tion to history for the truth of the assertion. 
The time has been, Mr. President, when war 
merely involved a conflict between animal forces. 
That time has past. Your struggle for independ- 
enceinvolved you in a war of seven or eight years. 
The world has changed since then. Mind con- 
trols. 

Senators have said here that cotton is king. No, 
sir; in this kind of contest scicice is king, and 
warlike elements are his vassals. Why, sir, 


. your war with Mexico lasted but a year. You 


subjugated her ten million people in a single year. 
The contest betwéen the Russians, a powerful 
empire, on the one hand, and the English and 
French on the other, at the Crimea, lasted but two 
summers. A conflict between the French and 
Austrians more recently, where half a million of 
combatants were marshaicd on the plains against 
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each other, was determined in. three months. 
Since then, we were told that the States of Italy 
were about to be plunged into a sea of blood; and 
the next steamer brought the news that peace had 
been restored, and a new empire founded. The 
English and French assail the Celestial Empire, 
with a population of three hundred million and 
untold wealth; and in a few weeks they dictate a 
peace in the palace of the vanquished emperor. 
It has been said that there is eloquence in facts; | 
and perhaps it would be well for statesmen to 
look to their logic in an argument on a question 
so grave as this. A contest, I repeat, between 
these States—highly cultivated, highly enlight- 
ened, with immense power oneither hand—would 
be a terrible and fearful conflict. It would be 
soon over, and ata less expense of money than 
the merchants of the great cities have suffered 
during the last monta by your sectional agitation. 
Nor will your threatened or actual secession, 
as a stroke of diplomacy, terminate any more fa- 
vorably. That seems to be the policy of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, as suggested to-day—break 
up this Government, dissolve it into its original 
elements, and reconstruct it on such a plan as will 
enable the minority to govern, Will the people 
who have voted for the honorable Senator from 
Hlinois, and the candidate of the Republican party, 
accede to terms like these? Do you hopeforit? As 
it seems to me, no proposition could be more ab- 
surd. Should you secede temporarily for the pur- 
pose of reconstructing the Federal Government on 
amendments, as suggested from any Senator on 
that side of the Chamber, embracing as a part of 
its provisions the Breckinridge platform, or the 
Senate resolutions of thelastsession, (beingalmost 
a literal transcript of the Calboun resolutions of 
1838,) this new Confederacy will never embrace | 
one of the free Staies—not one. Perhaps you do | 
not desire New England. [infer, from intimations 
that I have heard outside of this Chamber, that | 
you would be willing to have her sloughed off, | 
and form a yew Confederacy with the middle and | 
nortawesteri States, in which you would have 
fifteen slave States, and we would have twelve | 
free States; thus giving you the power to dom- 
inate over us; or, as the Senator from Alabama 
would say, to cnable you to rule us, Do you | 
suppose that the people of those twelve States | 
are so obtuse as to engage in any alliance for the 
avowed purpose of giving you the power to con- 
trol them, and coeree them into the adoption of 
thepolicy which they have so recently condemned? 
It was to get rid of your domination, which has 
prevailed so Jong that it has become offensive, 
) the people consented to the breaking up of party | 
t organizations. | 
| 
| 


You could hardly expect, however, independ- | 
ent of this view of the subject, Pennsylvania to | 
unite in sucha Confederacy. Her policy and yours | 
are diametrically at war; she is in favor of the | 
protection of the industry of her own people, and | 
you in favor of free trade. Pennsylvania seems | 
to have apprehended your policy, from the large- | 
ness of the majority which she cast against your | 
candidate, it being a plurality of ninety thousand | 
over any one else, and of sixty thousand over all: 
others combined. i 
Can you expect affiliation with the people of | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
l 
H 


the Northwest to flow from such a stroke of pol- ; 
icyas tais? Would it advance their policy of se- | 
curing homesteads to actual settlers? Bya solid 

vote from your side of the Chamber, you have 

defeated this policy for the last ten years. Then, | 
the people of the Northwest desire a connection | 
with the ocean. They desire access to the Pacific | 
as well as to the Atlantic; and your votes have | 
become a more insurmountable barrier than the į 
intervening mountains. Who canexpectthat the | 
Northwest would willingly dissolve its connection | 
with New England? As offensive as her people | 
may be to you, they are not so tous. They have | 
already, by their capital and their science, over- | 
come the only barriers between us and the great | 
Atlantic. We are now within three days’ journey 
of Boston, and of the Atlantic at any point; and we 
believe that, in pursuance of this same policy, her 
capital, which we have not, will enable us to con- 
nect ourselves with the Pacific States. Her great 
fleets of merchant ships, starting at the western | 
terminus of our Pacific railroad, can connect us 
with that human hive that swarms on the cther 


side of the Pacific, and thus reverse the world’s 
travel, and send it, with a large proportion of the 
world’s trade, by our doors, as 1t careers onward 
to the Atlantic cities and to the Old World. You 
may fancy that you can sit enthroned at the mouth’ 
of the Mississippi river and coerce a confederation 
with the Northwest, regardless of hér great’ in- 
terests. Well, sir, there are now in the North- 
west, on the upper waters of the’ Mississippi, 
about nine million freemen. It requires little but 
paysical force to give us access to the Gulf}. and 

doubt not that our people will readily find the 
means to secure that exit; and I might predict 
that if you had seceded, it probably would not 
be many years until the increase of our popula- 
tion and the multiplication of our resources, which 
have been unparalleled in the ygprld’s history, 
would enable us to command the terms which 
shall again place the mouth of the Mississippi 
under the same jurisdiction which you now pro- 
pose to leave. 

But again, sir, who are the people of the North- 
west? Chiefly thechildrenof New England and 
the great middle States. Look over your census 
reports of cach decade, and you will find they 
form a very powerful part of our population. If 
anybody had any doubt on this subject, I would 
ask them to look around me here. Where are 
the nativd States of these Senators on my right 
and left? Nearly ali of them were born in New 
England or New York; and that is but àn index 
of the character of the population of the States 
of the Northwest. Why, sir, you have but two 
Senators on this floor who were born there. Do 
you suppose that you will be able, by astroke of 
diplomacy, to sever the ties of connection between 
the father and the son, between the old homesteads 
in New England and New York, New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania, and the new possessions in the 
States in the great Northwest? Ifany man calcu- 
lates on this, he reckons without his host. 

This reminds me, however, of another view of 
your objection to the policy of the Republican 
party: that it would not allow your citizens to 
migrate to the Territories with their negroes. 
Why, sir, is it possible that a statesman will stand 
here, in the Senate of the United States, in the 
middle of the nineteénth century, and urge it, as a 
good to be desired, that the Federal Government 
shall adopt a policy that will entice away their cit- 
izens? Does the welfare of the slave States require 
the expatriation of their people? I remember the 
first winter I had a seat on this floor, a Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Brodhead) announced 
that he opposed the homestead bill, and intro- 
duced the counter proposition of the land-warrant 
system, because the homestead bill would tend te 
draw off the industrious people from Pennsylva- 
nia to the new States, That idea has occasion- 
ally been mentioned since. It would not be the 
true policy of New England, perhaps, if she were 
to take a narrow and selfish view of the subject, 
to support the measures which we desire; but her 
affection overcomes her interest. She has per- 
ceived, too, I doubt not, that what she loses from 
the strength and power of her States, she gains 


in the augmented power of the nation, of which | 


she isa part; that what passes from one hand, she 
can readily regain with the other, We have not 
met that spirit from the other side of the Chamber. 


The improvement of our rivers and our harbors, | 
that would give us access to the Gulf, you of the | 


South oppose The construction of national rail- 
ways, that would give us access to the ocean, you 
oppose. The passage of a homestead bill, which 
would enable the poor men who migrate to our 
States, by honest industry, to procure for them- 
selves homes, you oppose. By an intimation of 
a purpose to exercise a controlling influence at the 


mouth of the Mississippi river, do you suppose 


you will be able to arrest us in the pursuit of our 
true interest? 

But the Senator from Virginia propounded one 
significant inquiry, which Í beg leave to allude 
to here 

Mr. BENJAMIN. One word, if the Senator 
pleases. Wil he state who it was that made the 
threat about the mouth of the Mississippi river? 
1 should like to answer the person who made it. 

Mr. HARLAN. Lhave notsaid that any Sen- 
ator made that threat. I alluded to intimations 
merely received outside of the Chamber 


Mr. BENJAMIN.” Intimati 
From the North:or the South? ©." °° 

Mr. HARLAN. I do not choose att 
to be interrogated in detail. 0900: 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Tdo not propose, to. inte 
rogate the Senator in'detail... He made ann 
statement, and I ask him for his authority. os 

Mr.-HARLAN. | I did not hear the Senator 
remark. | TENN E 8 

Mr, BENJAMIN, 1 say the Senator made 
statement that was not true. I ask him for “his 
authority. . y i eee ae i} 

Mr. HARLAN. What was the statement which 
was not true? E E gh Kae 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The statement that there - 
was a threat that you should not haye the use of 
the mouth of the Mississippi... fee 

Mr.HARLAN. The Senator misapprehended 
me. I made no such statement. 92 0: 

Mr. BENJAMIN. | The report will show, 

Mr. HARLAN. | The Senator from, Virginia 
asks: what do you want with the forts at Charles- 
ton? What do we want with the forts located in'the 
slave States? I respond, Mr. President, that the 
nine million people who reside in the Northwest 
can make their defense against foreign invasion 
with less loss of life and property at Charleston, 
New York, and New Orkans, than they can on 
their own territories., We choose to remain a part 
of this great Confederation, with all the disadvant- 
ages we encounter in the heart of the continent, 
cut off from ready intercourse with the outside 
world, because there is a corresponding advantage, 
The desolation of the first assaults made by a for- 
eign Power on this country must be borne by you. 
We, then, have a distinct interest in the fortresses 
in Charleston harbor, at New. Orleans, Norfolk, . 
Boston, and San Francisco. We prefer to repel 
the invader at the border of the continent rather 
than from our own doors. 

And now, Mr. President, as it has become 
fashionable in this Chamber for Senators to con- 
clude their speeches with an appeal to their po- 
litical opponents to come forward magnanimously 
and save the country, on the principle, 1 suppose, 
| that it is easier to cal on Hercules to lift the 
load, than to put their own shoulders to the 
wheel, emake an appeal to the Democracy for a: 
manifestation of patriotism,. You appeal to us 
as a rising party, with the glittering hopes of the. 
future, to come forward and surrender our prin- 
ciples, and save the country. I appeal to you,a 
declining power, with a mention of the lessons of 
the past. What are those lessons of the past? I 
shall not go far back. Eight years ago, when 
the people placed you in power, we were at peace 
with allthe world. Our armies had just returned 
victorious from foreign battle-fields; our Navy 
was triumphanton every sca; dur commerce was 
whitening every ocean, lake, and. river; our ton- 
nage equaled that of the greatest maritime, Pow- 
ers; our people at home were prosperous in every. 
ei pursuit; our genius had placed us, in 
the development of the applied sciences, among 
the nations of the highest cultivation; domestic 
strifes bad been buried by the patriots of the 
times, in the adoption of the finalities of 1850, and 
our starsand stripes commanded the respect of all 
the civilized nations; the hand of industry was 
receiving its highest reward, while the Treasury 
was overflowing withits millionsofrevenue. You, 
as a party, had the opportunity, not only toin- 
i| augurate, but to carry out your policy to com- 
pleteness. You controlled the President and the 
head of every Department; you had a majority 
in this body overwhelming, and a large majority 
in the other branch of Congress, and a majority, 
of political friends on the Supreme bench. 

Now, what have you achieved? You have 
emptied the: Treasury. of the United States and’ 
destroyed the credit of the Government, until 
your bonds have to go begging in the money 
market of the world. You have disintegrated 
and destroyed the old Whig party, in which so 
many of the great men of the nation were cradled, 
and in whose ranks they served their country so 
well. Coming here five years and more since, 
from a frontier State, I expected to vote and af- 
fiate with the two Senators then here from Ten- 
ne&sce, [Mcssrs. Bell and Jones;] the two from 
Maryland, { Messrs. Pearce and Pratt;} the Sens, 
i ator then here from Missouri, now no more, [Mr 
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- | Geyer;] the Senator still here from Kentucky, 


{Mr. Črirrennen;] the Senator from. Louisiana, 
{Mr; Bensamin;] the illustrious Senator. then here 

from Delaware, ltr. Clayton | now gone to his 
‘Jongand last reward. Need Tadd others?) Where 
“are they to-day? The living‘are standing on the 
sectional platform of. the-Democratic party, or are 
; supërseded by their political opponents; all gone— 
all's 
be 


‘swéptaway as by a pestilence from this Cham- 
cept the yenerable Senator from Kentucky, 
© stands here solitary for a time like a primeval 
oak of the forest, after all his peers have been 
prustrated by the fury of the storm; and while 
‘the heart of the nation would call out, ‘*wood- 
man, spare that tree,” he too bends and yields to 
its power. A sectional Democrat in a few weeks 
is to take his place. Yes! you have destroyed 
the old. Whig party. Swept away has been that 
: gren cand noble party by the policy which you 
ave inaugurated, so offensive to the millions of 
freemen from the eighteen States of this Republic. 
‘What else have you done? You have divided 
your own party by Mason and Dixon’s line from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific ocean. You have resus- 
citated a buried sectional controversy, and arrayed 
the people in fraternal strife, and now, as a last 
‘achievement—I would that truth would spare 
me the announcement—you propose to seize on 
the columns that support the temple of Liberty, 
at. whose altars you have been administering, and 
drag it down as you leave its portals. You must 
rule, or you must ruin. You say to us that you 
distinctly announced your purpose longago; you 
‘admonished the people of the free States, if they 
did not arquicsee in-your policy, and indorse your 
political dogmas, you would commit this act, 
which I refrain from naming here. Yes, you 
would destroy the Government that you had sworn 
to support, and we disregarded your threats. As 
men of observation, could you have anticipated 
„any other result? Have you so long contemplated 
‘us. aga degraded people that you have come to 
-think us all slaves? If not, then I ask you to 
refrain from the longcr use of the argument of the 
outlaw on the highway. Dissolve your moral 
suppor! of the flag of treason—the palmetto and 
the snake-and return to your allegiance to the 
flag under which you have lived so long, and 
prospered so well. I hope that civil war, and 
carnage, and bloodshed, and disaster, so elo- 
„quently portrayed by the Senator from Virginia, 
may never come; but that Senator, and his col- 
leagues on that side of the Chamber, may drag 
it on themselves by violating the fundamental 
policy on which all our laws rest—the right of a 
majority to rule. 
: Nor do Ubelieve as an individual, (and I speak 
only formyself,) that the people of the free States 
of the North, andthe awakening patriotism of the 
people'of the South, will suffer you to consum- 
mate that fearful act. Senators sometimes talk as 
if they supposed that the destinies of this coun- 
try were in the hands of politicians and diploma- 
tists alone; and they have occasionally denounced 
citizens who. take an interest in politics, whose 
avocations were different from their own. Yes, 
ait, religious people ate sometimes denounced for 
dabbling in poliics—for taking an interest in the 
perpetuity of this.great Government. 

Let me say here, Mr. President, that the hopes 
ofthe Christian world rest on the preservation of 
this Union. In the very quarter from which you 
expect peace, you will meet with the most fear- 
ful opposition. What docs this Government se- 
cure to all our people? The right to worship 
God according to the dictates of their own con- 
sciences—a right that they have not elsewhere in 
any large district of country on the face of the 

lobe. In some countries dissenters are tolerated; 
Burticre there are no dissenters—or all may be 
dissenters, forallenjoy absolute religious freedom. 
I believe that no member of that nation, or people, 
so wonderful in the world’s.history, from which 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Beisan] de- 


scends, could enjoy the rights that he enjoys | 


Here in any other civilized country on earth. 
He, too, rises here to give his counsel in favor 
of the destruction of the Government—the only 
otie.that allows freedom of conscience to his 
own .pedple.. Divide: this country between the 
slave. States and the free. States, and the great 
fear which at once overwhelms the religious world 


is that it will then break into many fragments; 
that petty despotisms will be setup; that freedom 
of conscience, as well as freedom of speech and 
freedom of the press, will be trampled under foot, 
as the latter are now trampled under foot in the 
slave States. And with the fear of the loss of 
theright to worship the Almighty under-their own 
vine and fig tree, where none dare molest or make 
afraid, are you prepared to estimate the sacrifices 
they will not make to defeat your plans? You 
ought to know—what I know—that no earthly 
consideration could turn them from their purpose. 
Senators would do well to pause and read again 
the history of the persecutions and of the Inquisi- 
tion, if they would properly understand what men 
will endure for conscience sake. You love your 
Government, because it guaranties civil freedom; 
the religious wo¥ld because it is a Government un- 
der whose shadow the persecuted from every land 
may secure a safe retreat. By yourmad schemes 
you put this mighty interestin jeopardy,and touch 
a chord that will vibrate in the heart of every in- 
telligent Christian throughout the nation and the 
world. The man who promotes the adoption of 
the policy which you are proposing, assumes a 
fearful responsibility. TheSenatorfrom Virginia 
described some of the consequences eloquently, 
and painted possible disaster with a master hand. 
I therefore entreat him to stay his steps before the 
awful plunge is made. : 

What, then, does the Republican party pro- 
pose? What do they demand? They demand 
that you shall obey the Constitution of the United 
States, just as your fathers made it, without the 
crossing of a t, or the dotting of ant. They dc- 
mand that you shall acquiesce in the compro- 
mises of 1850, which you extorted from that part 
of the Republicin which they live. As was well 
said by the honorable Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
TRUMBULL,}] on yesterday, the people of the 
North, I believe, as one man, will say: ‘‘ Restore 
the laws as they existed in 1854, letter for letter, 
and word for word, and then abide by the com- 
promise of 1850. 

You may feign fear that we will interfere with 

our institutions in the slave States. Time at 

ast will develop the fact that all those fears are 
groundless, and they are now based on the false 
charges of our political opponents. I have al- 
ways thought it but fair to take the principles 
of a man or a party from the man or the party 
and not from enemies. You receive, as the 
aioe a of our party, what its enemics say of 
it, and draw conclusions from the slanders to 
which you, on the stump, have lent countenance. 
If any man will read the speeches and the letters 
of the President of the United States elect he can 
come to no other conclusion than that he will ad- 
minister the Government, so far as he has power, 

recisely on the policy originally proposed by 
Henry Clay, who participated so largely in se- 
curing the compromise measures to which I have 
alluded. Why notconsent to this? Why attempt 
the fearful experiment of destroying this Govern- 
ment, which has stood the test of time so well, 
under the vain hope of forming a better? Butif 
you must do something to raise a smoke under 
which to retire from your unenviable position, 
admit the Territories as States, and thus end the 
controversy forever. If this proposition is ac- 
ceptable to the Republicans, surely it ought to be 
acceptable to you. 


THE CRISIS—ITS CAUSES, AND TRE WAY TO 
MEET IT. 


SPEECH OF HON. I. N. MORRIS, 
OF ILLINOIS, 
Iw rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 16, 1861. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, said: 

Mr. Cuatrman: Í have uniformly given my 
permission to gentlemen who were not able to 
conclude their speech within the hour allowed by 
the rule to extend the time. As I apprehend 
that 1 may not be able to bring my remarks to a 
close within the hour, I ask that the same cour- 
tesy may be extended to me which I have been 
always ready to extend to others. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Ifthat understand- 
ing be made general, 1 will not object; otherwise, 
I shall object. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I have, in every instance, tried to make it 
general. : 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope there will be no 
objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Tilinois. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Itrust there will not be. I 
hope the committee will agree that there shall be 
no Proerustean rule by which gentlemen will be 
compelled to define, within one hour, their views 
on the great issues now pending. I trust that, by 
general consent, at least during this discussion, 
each member, who,has any anxiety to express his 
convictions on this subject, will be allowed a rea- 
sonable time beyond the hour to do it. As for 
ïnyself, I have a disposition to say something be- 
fore this debate closes; and I know I can neither 
do justice to myself nor the subject within the 
hour. I hope that, under these considerations, 
and for the sake of all sides, the hour rule will be 
suspended for the time being at least. 

Mr. BRANCH. I propose that, by the unan- 
imous consent of the committee, the hour rule be 
abolished for this session. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to that. 

Mr. JENKINS. {propose that, by unanimous 
consent, each gentleman shall hereafter be allowed 
ten minutes beyond the hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, 
the President told us, in his late special message, 
that time was a great conservator; but he neg- 
lected to tell us that it was also a great destroyer, 
and that delays are often dangerous. The discov- 
ery has at last been made, and apparently to the 
great surprise of some, that ours is a Government 
of force as well as of consent; that treason is an 
offense against the Constitution, and that the 
Government has the elements of self-preservation 
within it. Its power, however, has tien sleeping 
like a thunder-bolt in a summer cloud; butit now 
begins to display its red lines, and flashes and 
foreshadows the coming storm. Set upon—as in 
the Roman Senate, was Cæsar whose legions, ` 
like our own, were victorious over every external 
foe—by men whose arms are bathed in its blood up 
to the elbows, and who, lifting high their crimson 
daggers, shout with joy and exultation over the 
reeling and sweltering victim, and glory in the 
deed, it is even now in the most imminent peril, 


-if not hopelessly gone. By silent encouragement 


and sufferance, treason has grown to large pro~- 
portions, and its dark footprints may be seen all 
aroundus. Indeed, the bravest and most hopeful 
begin to despair of the Republic. It is environed 
on all sides, and its policy has been shaped and 
directed by its enemies. They have been devising 
schemes to render it powerless; manufacturing 
public sentiment against it; maturing their plans, 
and intending to consummate them before the day 
for Mr. Lincoln’s inauguration should arrive. 
Instead of the Government being given over to 
him in all its integrity, it is to be given in broken 
and dishonored fragments. If the Governor of 
Maryland can be induced to call the Legislature 
of that State together—and the pressure they are 
bringing to bear upon him may force him,to do it 
yet, though he has so far resolutely refused, and 
shown he possessed the patriotism of better days-— 
that body is to be induced to pass an act extend- 
ing the jurisdiction of the State over this District, 
upon the ground that the Government to which 
the territory was ceded being dissolved by the 
withdrawal of States therefrom, it reverts to the 
original grantor. Maryland is then to be forced 
into the disunion lines. All this accomplished, 
the District will be claimed as belonging to the 
South, and a southern army will be encamped 
here before the 4th of March, unless the counter- 
acting current just now put in motion shall pre- 
ventit. Northern menare engaged in the scheme, 
toa limited number, and are patting the secession- 
ists on the back, and bidding them God speed. 
The northern mind, and press too, have been 
schooled as far as possible by this class to give 
up the Union without a struggle, and the old hulk 
is to be towed out into the stream, scuttled, and 
quietly sunk, as worthless. These facts have 
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filled my mind with apprehension and alarm; and 
I therefore, under a deep and solemn conviction 
of duty tomy country ard God, propose to speak 
at this,perilous time. Never before have I been 
similarly impressed, or had such a task to per- 
form. 

A crisis is upon us; and how shall it be met? is 
the earnest inquiry ofall. Shall we lie down su- 
pinely and yield up the Government without a 
contest; or shall we meet the question of secession 
boldly and as becomes men aud patriots? What 
shall we gain by silent acquiescence in the schemes 
of the disunionists, but additional costumely and 
contempt and the loss of all wehold dear? Noth- 
ing will satisfy them but withdrawal ‘from the 
Union; and the sooner we make up our minds to 
the fact the better. They have not made, nor will 
they accept, any proposition for a compromise 
“that any conservative man can take. To pause 

they believe would demoralize their movement, 
and be destructive to them at home and abroad, as 
has been confessed to-day by the gentleman from 
Virginia. We have got to meet them with the 
full knowledge that their purpose to: overthrow 
this Government is settled; and let us preserve 
our self-respect and manhood, ifwe loseeverything 
else. My own conviction is, we should move on 
with a steady nerve and unfaltcring step in the 
line of duty. He who hesitates now is unwor- 
thy the name of American patriot.” There must 
be no halting, no.wavering, in the lines of Union 
men. He who is not for us is against us, and 
let him go over to the enemy atonce. -Secession 
has got to be met, not by bended knee, simpering 
tears, and implorations, for the question is far be- 
yond all that; but by the sturdy and heroic spirit 
of true patriotism. 

We have among us, Mr. Chairman, as I am 
but too fully sensible, statesmen gifted and bril- 
liant, who deny the right of secession, yet are 
not in favor of the Union protecting itself or cn- 
forcing the laws. Such men are feeding the pub- 
lic mind on husks, with which it will not long be 
satisfied. The existence of a wrong without a 
remedy is not consistent with the genius of our 
institutions, and will not be suffered. He who 
preaches against the wrong, and yetis notin favor 
of redressing it, is a worse enemy to the Gov- 
ernment than the avowed disunionist; because 
he betrays it with a kiss. To-day the Union is 
paralyzed, and lies in the hands of its enemies, a 
poor, helpless, and dishonored thing, scoffed and 
laughed at, with very little or no inclination on 
the part of the strong men, who ought to be the 
first to its rescue, to lift up its drooping head and 
bind up its blecding wounds. The manly prompt- 
ings of patriotism seem to have been suppressed, 
and all is timidity, doubt, and hesitation. Trea- 
son’s bold front has alarmed the timid, and they 
are flying. Wait! wait! wait! is the word of | 
others, A few statesmen only have stretched 
forth their hands to pluck the dagger from its 
heart and staunch its blood, though the death- 
ratile is in its throat and the spasms of expira- 
tion are upon it. For this, though they are now 
bitterly assailed, they will be honored by the 
friends of liberty while living, and their memo- | 
ries will be canonized by posterity. The true 
moral hero is only discerned in the hour of dan- 
ger, Demosthenes declaimed never so eloquently | 
against Philip of Macedon, but failed in the exc- | 
cution of plans for the defense of his country. 
What we want now is not the silvery-tongued 
orator, who can cnchant by his words, yet pro- | 
poses to do nothing; but the man of will, who is 
equal to the emergency. Unless God, in His | 
goodness and wisdom, raises up such a one for 
us, the Republic is lost. 

The party thatis flushed with victory, and pro- 
poses to come shortly into power, instead of la- 
boring for the preservation of the confederation, 
are engaged in schemes which will impoverish the 
nation. "They go on with their revel after the hand- 
writing isseen upon the wall. The Pacific railroad 
bill, just passed through this House under the 
“gag,” and in violation of the Constitution, will, 
if it passes the Senate and goes into effect, and | 
the Government stili exists, (which God grant,) 
involve us i increased public debt of at least 
$300,000 OOOFHRA nd this is proposed to be done at 
a time like the present, with a bankrupt Treasury 
staring us in the face,and while the whirlwind of ! 
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sectional passion is lifting the Government from 
its imbedment, and bearing its fragments away in 
wild and turnultuous eddies. It is one of the most 
magnificent devices for plundering the people that 
has ever been gotten up in the United States, and 
is onl canale in the world by John Law’s cele- 
brated Mississippi swindle. To me, sir, it is ut- 
terly incomprehensible that rational men will so 
act, especially ata moment like this. . Now, we 
should husband our resources, and every consid- 
eration should be subordinate to the preservation 
of our national unity. A crisis is upon us, as I 
have said; and I propose, loneand humble as lam, 
to address the committce upon it, its causes, and 
the way to meet it. ; 

I have not vanity enough to suppose that my 
voice can stir the fountains of public fecling. If 
I possessed a power equal to my inclination, I 
would arouse every man, woman, and child in the 
land to a sense of their danger, and cause this 
proud Capitol to rock and shake to its foundations 
beneath the storm of their just rage and indigna- 
tion. 

The last terrible scene in the executive drama, 
Mr. Chairman, has been played out. Thatdrama 
commenced with ‘ Lecompton;” it ends with the 
overthrow of the Democratie party and the de- 
struction of the Government. Who would have 
thought, when the old man now presiding at the 
White House was representing us, during the 
Pierce administration, at the Court of St, James, 
that he would return to become the wicked in- 
strument of our nation’s ruin? When I compare 
our peaceful and happy condition at the time of 
his inauguration with what it now is, and will be 
at the expiration of his term of office, | cannot find 
words to express my abhorrence and indignation. 
Though he makesa faint attempt, in his late mes- 
sage to create the impression that the Government 
was torn by dissensions and infested by intestine 
broils when he received it from his predecessor, 
and thereby seeks to avoid the full measure of his 
responsibility, and to dash the bitter and poi- 
soned cup from his lips, still he cannot change 
the truth of history, or blur its pages by misrep- 
resentations. The mere local troubles in Kansas 
had not broken the strength of the Democratic 

arty, nor severed the ties of the Union. They 
fad not blighted the nation’s young vigor; they 
had not shrouded the country in the sable dra- 
pery of mourning. No! He found us united and 
prosperous; heleavesus divided and ruined. The 
track of his administration over the Government 
has been like that of a destructive tornado; like 
that of a withering and blasting sirocco of the des- 
ert. He has buried honor and manhood, patriot- 
ism and hope, liberty and justice, in one common 
grave, and now affects to mourn over their mel- 
ancholy and untimely fall. He leaves us a na- 
tional shrine shattered and despoiled. Standing 
at that altar where he has ministered with unholy 
hands, we, whoare no longer the Representatives 
of a united Confederation, can hear echoing 
through this HFal], and through the spacious pas- 
sages of this temple consecrated to free govern- 
ment, the mournful groans of a dying national- 
ity; yea, we may sce the little groups, hear the 
ominous whispers, and behold the measured step 
of those who have congregated here to perform 
the last melancholy rites over the Union—not, I 
must confess, with sorrow and contritiongf spirit, 
but with joy and exultation. We sce the old flag, 
whose foids have spread out so widely over land 
and sea, no longer the radiant ensign of the Re- 
public; but a thing dishonored—its stripes riven, 
and its stars obscured. But the other day, not a 
ship in the Charleston harbor had it flying; yet 
far down. the bay itcould still be discerned waving 
over Fort Moultric in silentand solitary national 
grandeur. Even there, however, it is no longer 
to be scen; but, thank God, it still rustles in the 
breeze at Fort Sumter, in defiance of a rebellious 


| city, though it has been ruthlessly tor from the 


custom-house and post office there, and the pal- 
metto and reptile run up in its place. 

Thus seems to have been stricken down in its 
youth and vigor the best Government the world 
has ever known. Yet, sir, while in view of this 


great calamity a gloom settled over all the land, | 


from the lakes of the North to the Gulf of the 
South; from ocean to ocean; while despair cast 
its darkest shadow on the public mind, and we 
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were drifting swifily into the -horrors:of a civil 
war; the President, I am told, like’ & gay: and 
thoughtless votary of pleasure, Has sat. in his- 
banquet room. and looked not out upon the treu-, 
bled present, nor asked, « watchman, what of.. 
the night?” Nero fiddled while Rome Was Durt- 
ing; and Mr. Buchanan, who much resembles: 
Nero as a ruler, rejoiced while the Republic was 
falling into ruin. ith the self-complaceney of 
a cold, calculating philosopher, he comes forward 
at this fearful and perilous crisis, and coolly tells 
us, with affected confidence, ‘1 am not respons- 
ible for it.” I say—the whole country says—ag 


| Nathan said to David, «* Thou artthe man;?’and 


yourself-adulations and denialsare but the devices 
of guilt, 

l should consider myself, Mr, Chairman, rec- 
reant to every obligation I owe to my unhappy 
and distracted country, to my children and my 
God, if I failed to step forward now to vindicate 
the truth, and place the .responsibility where it 
rightfully belongs. Heretofore, at each session 
of Congress since I have had the honor of aseat 
on this floor, I have exposed the corruptions and 
venality of this Administration. I have warned. 
my Democratic friends of the danger, and called 
upon them to avoid it. Some thought at the last 
session that I was going too far, when I applied 
the dissecting knife to its putrid body, defended 
the principle of non-intervention, and rebuked the 
spirit of disunion. Yet no one attacked my po- 
sitions or dfsputed my facts and arguments, ex- - 
cept a distinguished member from Georgia, who 
came up to the rescue of the President and de- 
fended his Lecompton policy. [answered him 
at once by producing the President’s record; and 
thus the matter ended. I stood, and now stand, 
by. what I then said; and my speeches, however , 
humble, shall remain in the archives of the Gov- 
ernment as the a ae and convictions of a 
high public duty. I have nothing, sir, to take 
back. If I were to alter them at all, I wouldadd 
to them. Itis nowconceded that, as plainly as I 
talked, and as far as I went, I was not up to the 
requircment, though far ahead of everybody else. 
It scemed to me that the drifting of events could 
not be mistaken; and that, unless they were ar-` 
rested, we would soon land just where we have ` 
landed; that the results would be precisely what 
we have before us. I hope the committee will 
pardon me while I refer briefly to the recordin ~ 
support of my declaration. On the 28th of Feb- 
ruary, 1858, I said, in a speech I made in this 
House: ; 

“The gentleman from Virginia, who so eloquently ad- 
dressed the [louse the other day on this’subject, appealed 
with great emphasis to the North to go over and help him, 
Help him to do what, sir? Help him to trample down the 
public will; help him to cover up wrong; help him to stifle 
justice ; help him overturn the fundamental principte ofself- 
government, on which our trec institutions are based ; help 
him drag a State into the Union in violation of the Consti- 
tution, and against the most solemn protestations of its 
people; help him destroy the principle upon whieh Mr. 
Buchanan was elected; help him stultify oursclves, brand 
with falsehood and shame the expressions of our public 
meetings, and disgrace ourselves as the betrayers of our 
constituents? No, sir’ we will never help him do that. 
Come what will, the northern Democracy will stand by 
their integrity and the Union 3 and if for this they are to fall 
under the executive guillotine, which is already reeking- 
with the blood of some of their noblest sons, let it be so. 
‘he base creatures who succeed them will only lick the 
dust from the foot of power, to betray it in turn, when they 
are no longer fed at the public erib. 

“ But we are told that this is a pet measure of Mr. Buch- 
anan, the only one on which he has staked the success of 
his administration. F should regret to think that the ad- 
mission of Kansas into the Uniou under the Lecompton 
fraud was to shed the only luster on the official life of the 
Exeeative. If he depends upon that, if the Lecomptonites 
depend upon that, to band his name and fame dowu to pos- 
terity, they will find the blackness of darkness hanging over 
his memory, 3 

& What a contrast, sir, does this day present, to the one 
when millions of freemen went, with cheerful hearts and 
joyful voices, to the polls and voted for James Buchanan 
for President! Returning to their respective homes at night, 
they slept more soundly from having discharged a patriotic 
duty. ‘They had unfurled their banner on the proud. old 
Democratie ship, and manned her with officers whom they 
supposed would keep her clear of breakers; but she is now 
driven upon them by a furious storm, her satis are rentand 
torn, her spars are bending, her ribs are cracking, her deck 
is washed by high waves, and, it may be, she will go down 
into the depths of the sea.” 

Such is what I said; and if truth has ever pen- 
etrated the mist of falschood and flattery which 
has envcloped the President, he has learned before 
this whether my words have proved to be proph- 
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ecy. Perhaps he has changed his mind, and de- 
sives‘some other epitaph than the simple record, 
ti Lecompton,” to be written above his grave. If 
he has not, and wants no other inscription, God 
have mercy on him! 

On the [5th day of February, 1859, in another 
speech which I delivered here, tana, among other 
things, whatI desire should be read by the Clerk, 
and which I send up to his desk for that purpose. 

The Clerk read as follows, from page 11 of Mr. 
Mornrs’s speech: 


rithe: Demoeratic party must cut itself loose from his 
administration, and iet it float off as drift-wood. We can- 
not go into the canvass of 1860 with any hope of success, © 
with its fetid and rotten carcass tied to the party: it would 
be hanging to it as dead weight. Wemight as well expect 
to blow down the walls of this Capitol with our mere 
breath. It has even fallen so low that those who live upon 
its bounty do it no reverence. We may excuse it; we may 
palliate it; we may patch itupas we please; bugjt will be 
all to no purpose. ` Ht is folly—nay, worse than (oly, it is 
madness, for us to stand with folded arms, and blinded to 
the consequences which are inevitable if we adhere to it. 
© A prudent man forseeth the evil and hideth himself; but 
the simple pass on, and are punished.’ We cannot retrieve 
the fortunes of the party by any hesitating, doubting policy. 
Action, prompt and decisive, is required. Mr. Buchanan, 
who certainly let out < that drop’ of Democratic blood, if it 
was. ever in his veins, is floating the Government into the 
old moorings of Federalism, from which it is now evident 
his affections have never departed. We have been de- 
ceived; and the sooner we acknowledge the fact the better, 
An open confession is preferable to a vain attempt at con- 
eeument. If we go on and ery ‘peace, peace, when there 
is no peace,’ defeat, certain and inevitable, will be our 
lot.” j 


kos 
` Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I also ask the Clerk- 
to read what he will find marked on pages 13 
and 14. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


c Nothing of importance he has recommended has suc- 
ceeded; and it is high time that the Democratic organiza- 
tion had calculated its reckoning, and taken a new depart- 
ure. His administration is not the party, and the distinction 
must. be broadly marked and kept up. The old Demo- 
cratie ship ‘Union,’ the ark which has so long bome up 
the covenant of these States is imperiled, and ho! all hands 
abnard ! and we may yet rescue her from the breakers upon 
which she is beating. If we stretch ourselves out lazily 
upon the bank, and manifest a serene indifference, or reck- 
less disregard of consequences, she will be dashed to pieces 
within sight ofthe shore, and for the want of the assistance 
we ean render. Tf, however, we select the right man fora 
commander, one who has great qualities, and not one for 
his supposed availability, (we have had cnough of that in 
all conscience ;) inscribe our old principles upon our flag, 
and turn away from tbis Administration, as we would from 
„the Angel of Death, she will ride safely into port, a little 
strained, it may be, by the tempest, but well fitted to per- 
form many other voyages. But if we make a misstep, we 
may proclaim as much as we please to the troubled waters, 
peace, be still,’ and they will rage and roar on, and soon 
close over the vessel; then we shall be adrift upon the 
boundless ocean of uncertainty, with nota plank or splinter 
to hold us above the surging billows.” 

* * * * * * * * 

t But, Mr. Chairman, I have already trespassed too long 
upon your patience and that of the committee. Lhave said 
what T have upon my own responsibility, more in sorrow 
than anger, and from a deep sense of public duty and obli- 
gation to the Democracy of Ilinois. E might say much in 
addition, but will refrain. Perhaps, after all, the Admin- 
istration is to be pitied for its weakness, rather than cen- 
sured for its crimes. Onc thing is certain: it has lost the 
respect and confidence of Congress and the country, and 
will expire r 

«t Unwept, unhonored, and unsung.’ 

1 expect, however, to see the Democratic party spring, 
phoonix-like, from its ashes. That party, sir, has been the 
hope of the Republic ; and if it will only be true to itself, 
true to its integrity and its principles, this Union will eon- 
tinue, in a political sense, the star of Bethlehem to the 
down-trodden nations of the world; butifitshould attewpt 
a justification of this wicked and imbecile Administration, 
(a thing I do not anticipate,) 1 should fear the most disas- 
trous result. Nothing is more common than for the people 
to repudiate public servants who have disappointed their 
just expectations ; and the President is not invested with | 
that regal power which should make him an e ption to 
the rule. The beauty and glory of our Government con- 
sists in the accountability of officers, high and low, to a 

constituency. a 

“The President, sir, ‘has been weighed in the balance, 
and found wanting ;? and no flower of gratitude will ever 
bloom upon his grave. If‘ the evil men do live after them,’ 
and ‘the good is oft interred with their bones,’ how unfor- 
tunate for him. In his efforts to read others out of the 
Democratic party, he has not exactly gotten vut himself, 
for he was never really in it; but he has been the means 
of the forfeiture of that confidence it might otherwise have 
continued to bestow upon him. In other words, he has 
committed political suicide. In his vain endeavors to in- 
scribe his name high upon the roll of fame, he has written | 
it in sand; and the sporting winds will soon obliterate cvery 
vestige of it, except the evil deeds connected with it.” 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Mr. Chairman, all 
l said of Mr. Buchanan has proved true, and my | 
predictions have been more than realized. In 


* * 


| ion in the slave States, he must have beeen blind 


| ing on the brink, and refuses to take the last final 


| ago, I proposed to bring in 


every State in which the Democratie party un- | 


e 


dertook to sustain the Administration and popu- 
lar sovereignty at the State election, they were 
defeated; and although the Charleston-Baltimore 
convention did not pass a resolution approving 
the President’s policy, such was its effect; and so 
odious had it become, that we were borne down 
on the dark and disastrous field of November. I 
expected nothing else. Indeed, fam surprised that 
we accomplished as much as we did. It would 
have been a miracle, sir, had we succeeded. Only 
the justice of our cause, and the truth of Demo- 
cratic doctrines, saved us from utter annihilation. 
We had an enemy of itself powerful and wily to 
contend with; but when recruited by the Admin- 
istration forces, by addition in the free and divis- 


indeed who could not foresce the result. Every- 
where, all over the country, the friends of the 
Constitution and the Union pressed on against 
unequal numbers and insurmountable difficulties, 
hoping for the best, but expecting the worst. 

r. Buchanan could not brook the idea of 
Judge Douglas’s success, and he brought the 
whole power of the Government to bear to defeat 
his nomination. When foiled in that, he brought 
that same power and patronage into the field 
against the party itself, preferring rather to re- 
venge himself and to gratify his malignant pas- 
sions, than promote the best interests of, lig coun- 
try. He is the first President who has ¢ escended 
from his high position into the eess-pool of party 
politics; the only one who has appeared upon the 
stump, and made a political speech during his 
term of office. And he did this against the party 
who elevated him to power, and made him all 
that he is, except the stains of dishonor and 
shame which rest upon him; they are his own. 
The friends of Judge Douglas expected him to 
carry on his proscription against them; they had 
elready felt the keen edge of the Executive knife, 
which 


“was duil and blunt 
Till whetted on his stone-hard heart,” 

and knew they were to be pursued to the bitter 
end. Still they had made up their minds to en- 
dure it all. They did not expect, however, that 
he would continue his war upon the party organ- 
ization. That was something they had not looked 
for. But failing to control that organization, he 
became, if possible, more infuriated, and bore it 
down, and the Union with it. His friends in the 
South say he will be the last of the constitutional 
Presidents: they might, with more propricty, say 
he is the first of the constitutional tyrants and 
usurpers. He sowed the seeds of the whirlwind, 
and now finds himself unable to direct the storm. 
The secessionists, who have had his ear, to whom 
he virtually surrendered the Government, and with 
whom he has lovingly traveled up to the very 
verge of dissolution, now that he stands shiver- 


leap, turn their keen blades upon him, and he 
cries to those he has abused for help. Cardinal 
Woolsey said: 
“ Had I but served my God 
With half the zeal I served my King, 
Te would not, in my age, 
Have left me naked to mine enemies.” 

If Mr. Buchanan had served his country as 
faithfully as he served his passions and his hatreds, | 
he would not now be an object of such universal 
disrespecfand abhorrence. None are so cred- 
ulous as to confide in him, for he has been false 
to every promise, and treacherous to every friend | 
and trust— 

«& As some ill-guided bark, well built and tall, 
Which angry tides cast out on desert shore, 
And then, retiring, left it there to rot 
And molder in the winds and rains of Heaven ; 
So be, cutfrom the sympathies of life, 

And east ashore from picasure’s boisterous surge, 
A wandering, weary, worn, and helpless thing, 
Ascorched and desolate and blasted soul, 

A gloomy wilderness of dying thought, 
Ripening, will groan, and wither from the earth.” 

One thing, Mr. Chairman, I regret. Two years 
articles of impeach- 
ment against the President. My own conviction 
prompted me to do so; but I allowed myself to be 


’ 


persuaded to act otherwise. Consequently, many 
material and important facts which could have 
been placed in official form’ have not been as fully 
established as they might have been. Yet enough 


is known, and far too much, for the honor and i 


| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


credit of our country. The fact, sir, is notorious 
that corruption hag been rank in all the Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government; that they 
lay around us a mass of moral and political putre- 
faction; that from the highest to the lowest they 
have plundered the public coffers, poisoned the 
channels of national virtue, prostituted to unholy 
purposes the highest obligations of patriotism, 
tarnished the national honor, and destroyed the 
national credit. No man has, in specch, prated 
more loudly of virtue and morality than the Pres- 
ident. No man in his practice has observed them 
less. With the evidence furnished by the com- 
mittees of this House, and its deliberate verdict, 
authoritatively expressed, that his administration 
has been guilty of the most shocking venality in 
letting contracts to favorite parasites—I will not 
say that there has been a divisiow of the spoils, 
although that is generally believed—and with his 
own letter on record advising such abuse of patron- 
age for partisan purposes, he speaks as though 
he condemns such practices, and claims great 
credit and praise as due to himself for rebuking 
them! This is donc, however, after he has been 
convicted. Deceitful man! “be sure your sins 
will find you out.” Asif to add to the shame and 
aggravation of his guilt, at the moment he was 
levying contributions upon Wendell and other 
public officers for the basest partisan purposes, 
he was writing his lachrymose “‘ Fort Du Quesne 


| letter,” deploring the existence of such iniquities, 


and predicting their ruinous consequences upon 
the country! While we condemn his duplicity, 
we mustacknowledge he has proved, by his works, 
the truth of his prophecy. He preaches like a 
patriot, but practices like a traitor. ; 

The historian delights in a variety of charac- 
ters, no less than the writer of tragedy or farce, 
for they give interest to his work. No one, per- 
haps, attracts more attention than the self-right- 
cous ruler who sheds copious tears over the decay 
of public virtue. In the history of America, Mr. 
Buchanan will be presented as the proseriptive 
iyrant the rewarder of perfidy, the squanderer of 
the public treasure, and the destroyer of the pub- 
lic peace. In whatever picture may be hereafter 
drawn of his administration, he will appear in 
the foreground, the anguish of guilt working in 
the hard lines of his face, yet with his lips preach- 
ing to his countrymen of honesty, economy, 
Union, and brotherly love! If we had a Shaks- 
peare to write the play, the American people 
would much prefer to see it enacted on the stage 
than to experience, as they have had to do, al} 
the dreadful. consequences resulting from its real- 
ity. I am willing to concede, sir, that we were 
bad enough before; that extravagance, folly, and 
a disregard of those obligations necessary to be 
observed among men for the preservation of so- 
ciety, had, to an alarming extent, taken posses- 
sion of the public mind; that we had become too 
much a nation of sordid and mercenary money- 
getters, rather than a nation of Christian patriots, 
and bad forgotten the fearful lesson that history 
has taught us in regard to the fate of other Repub- 
lics. But under the reign of this Administration, 
and stimulated by its pernicious example, mat- 
tershave grown far worse. Well may one exclaim, 
in tones of sadness, “ O tempora ! O mores!” Dis- 
sipation and crime now revel in high places, and 
frauds and peculations by public officers have be- 
come a matter of frequent occurrence, and, even 
when detected and exposed, they scarcely stir or 
shock the public feeling, so familiar have men 
become with the ‘hideous mein’? of vice. In- 
deed, we may think ourselves fortunate if, with 
the loss of the Government, we do not lose those 
stern and heroic virtues which can alone preserve 
the public liberty, and keep from our posterity 
the dark night of anarchy. He must be stone 
blind who cannot see a retrograde movement 
going on, which, if not quickly checked, will 
terminate our independence. 1n this experiment 
of government, we are not so far-in advance of 
the nations of antiquity that we can boast of our 
security or refuse to profit by their examples. Bad 
rulers and unscrupulous demagogues corrupted 
the fountains of their virtue, and sowed in them 
the seeds of decay. Their fate vi our fate, 
unless we are protected by a more ergetic and 
watchful guardianship. Had public officers in 
England, France, Germany, or Russia, done a 
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tithe of what has been done by our public officers 
within the last four years, they would have for- 
feited their lives, and their memories would be 
held in universal detestation. I am thankful, 
however, to know that there is one man who, 
though tampered with and tempted by this Ad- 
ministration, could not be corrupted or bought by 
money. I allude, as all will readily sec, to Col- 
onel John W. Forney, the distinguished Clerk 
of this House, and the fearless patriot, to whose 
memory posterity will rear a monument of ven- 
eration and gratitude, if they have respect for an 
incorruptible representative of the press. 

But worse, far worse, remains to be told; Pub- 
lic functionaries have long been allowed to parade 
through the Departments wearing the cockade and 

almetto leaf of South Carolina, deriding the 

nion, and insulting northern Democrats, with- 
out being even rebuked. Treason scems to have 
been a sure passport to Mr. Buchanan’s favor. 
Instead of having those men arrested and indicted 
as the enemies of the country, they were allowed 
to fill its high places,and to live upon its money 
until they thought themselves ready to consum- 
mate the final act of betrayment, and turn the 
Government over to its enemies. It was an- 
nounced in the papers of this city that a member 
of the Cabinet had gone with the President’s per- 
mission as a commissioner from his State to an- 
other State on the business of secession. Yes, he 
obtained leave of absence from his office to go on 
a mission of destruction against the Government 
he was serving as a public functionary! The 
bare fact is of itself so incredible, and the act so 
monstrous, that it has not shocked us, by its very 
enormity! No similar act can be found recorded 
in the history of the world; und posterity, when 
they read it, will be slow to believe it. Such con- 
duct duplicated a few times, and the people will 
drive us from this Capitol as Christ did the 
money changers from the Temple of Jerusalem, 
with a scourge, and they ought to do it. Lknow 
we did not authorize the act, but we sit here 
quietly without even rebuking it, when we ought 
to be arousing the nation toa proper sense of dan- 
ger. We shall not be held guiltless when called 
to render-our account. . Clerks were also allowed 
leave of absence, receiving their pay in the mean 
time, while they went about to stir up strife and 
disunion. Friendship for Judge Douglas was made 
a party test by the President. Lecompton was 
made a party test; but it was as nothing in his 
sight that the stars and stripes should be super- 
seded by the palmetto; that the proud bird, 
emblematic of strength and freedom, should be 
strangled by the steathly serpent. It seems that 
a public officer can be hostile to the Government, 
and yet retain his place. 

“Can these things be, 
And overcome us like a summer’s cloud 2° 

Can these things be, and yet we, who have 
been placed as Representatives upon the watch- 
tower of liberty, remain silent, and sound no sin- 
gle note ofalarm? Let others do as they may; 
as for myself 1 shall ‘cry aloud and spare not.” 
My children shall not reproach my memory, after 
I shali have passed away, with the reflection that 


I was too timid and servile to warn my country- | 


men of the dangers and corruptions surround- 
ing them. English historians, biographers, and 
statesmen, never disclose the real character of their 
kings until they have been long dead. Itis only 
in this latter day that Thackeray is revealing the 
laziness, extravagance, and gluttony of George 
lV. The English historians, biographers, and 
statesmen, are wrong. The evil that men do, es- 
pecially the evil deeds of high public functiona- 
rics, should be told while they live, that others 
may profit by their example, and not expect to 
escape with impunity. God forbid, sir, that, as 
ahumbic Representative of the American people, 
ĮI should be afraid to tell the truth. If truth is 
violent, then 1 am violent. Look around you, 
upon every hand, and what do you see but the 
most fearful and alarming indications? And the 
central figure in this scene of gloom, with storm 
clouds lowering above it, is James Buchanan; 
solely responsible for it all. His arms are folded, 
and he says, with the semblance of complacency, 
‘Thou canst not say I did it”? 

And who else did it? Was it the people? Was 

it Congress? 


The President comes forward in his late mes- 
sage with a review of his whole policy, and files 
a technical plea in his own defense. He has 
opened afresh the old wounds, traveled over his 
beaten track, and’ repeated again his thrice-told 
tale. Aslong, sir, as he persists in placing others 
in the wrong when the sin is at his own door, so 
long willl meet and expose that wrong, and stamp 
his conduct with the die of reprobation. . 

The literary character of his message is good. 
Its sentences are flowing. lts periods are well 
rounded; but this is the only compliment that can 
be justly paid to it. As a State paper, its in- 
congruitics and contradictions have rarely been 
equaled, and cértainly never excelled. Its prem- 
ises are false; its conclusions are impotent; its 
assumptions arrogant; its history untrue, and its 
spirit sectional. He sces nothing right in the 
North, nothing wrong in the South. He labors 
zealously to create the impression that the pop- 
ular-soverecignty Democracy are alone responsible 
for the defeat of the party, and the ills that have 
befallen us. Especially does he seek to wipe from 
his record his Lecompton fraud and folly. 

Task the Clerk to read that part of the message 
pertaining to this subject, which I have marked: 

The Clerk read the following: 

“The Lecompton constitution, which had been thus rec- 
ognized at this State election by the votes of both political 
parties in Kansas, was transmitted to ine with the request 
that I should present it to Congress. This I could nothave 
refused to do without violating my clearest and strongest 
convictions of duty. The Constitution, and all the pro- 
ceedings which preceeded and followed its formation, were 
fair and regular on their face. {then believed, and expe- 
rience has proved, that the interests of the people of 
Kansas would have been best consuited by its admission as 
a State into the Union, especially as the majority, within 
a brief period, could have amended the constitution ac- 
cording to their will and pleasure. If fraud existed in all 
or uny of these proceedings, it was not for the President, 
but for Congress, to investigate and determine the question 
of fraud, and what ought to be its consequences. If, at 
the first two elections, the majority refused to vote, it can- 
not be pretended that this refusal to exercise the elective 
franchise could invalidate an election fairly held under law- 
ful authority, even if they had not subsequently voted at the 
third election. [tis true that the whole constitution had 
not been submitted to the people, as I always desired 3 but 
the precedents are numerous of the admission of States 
into the Union without such submission.” 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. It issurprising, Mr. 
Chairman, how suddenly docile the President has 
become. When he sent us the Lecompton con- 
stitution with a special message, he was as fero- 
cious as a tiger; now he is as mild as an infant. 
The first thing observable in his language is, that 
itis not correct. He tells us that a copy of the 
Lecompton constitution was transmitted to him 
with a request that ‘ he would lay it before Con- 
gress; and he could not refuse to do it without 
violating his clearest and strongest convictions of 
duty.”? Who transmitted the constitution to him ? 
Who made the request he refers to of him? Not 
the convention who framed it, as he seeks to make 
us believe; for that body directed their President, 
Mr. Calhoun, to present it to Congress, not to 
Mr. Buchanan. It made no request of him to 
interfere in any way with it. How, then, did he 
geta copy of it? [He got it from John Calhoun, 
| who violated his instructions and duty in giving 
it to him; and no one familiar with the facts can 
doubt there was connivance between them. Hav- 
ing obtained it in this manner, he thrust it upon 
j us with all the arrogance of a dictator, while 
now he endeavors to create the impression that 
he was only performing a public duty “ by re- 
quest.’? And then again, he had nothing to do 
with the ‘fraud.’ “If? says he, ‘fraud ex- 
; isted in all these proccedings’’—alluding to the 
constitution and the proceedings of the conven- 
tion—* it was not for the President, but Congress, 
to investigate the question of fraud, and what 
| ought to be its consequences.” Why did he not 
give us that advice when he sent us the consti- 
tution? and why has he said over and over we 
| should have reccived it withoutregard to the fraud? 
All that the anti-Lecompton members wanted 


i; was to have those ‘ frauds”? investigated; but in 


| 
| that the Administration defeated them. None 
| labored more zealously than did the President 
i himself to prevent all investigation. And now 
| he tells us it was our business to look into those 

“frauds.” Verily, things have changed! Why 

did he not send us a copy of the constitution of 
| Oregon and of Minnesota, accompanying each 


with a pecial message instructing us in our dut 
in regard to them. He could have obtained suc 
copies in the same way he got a copy of the Le- 
compton constitution—by fraudulent connivance, 
It was no concern of his, sir, whether that consti- 
tution ever came before Congress. Itspresentation 
was not within the range or scope of his constitu- 
tional duties; and the act was itself a usurpation of 
authority, and the manner in whichit was done an 
insult to the nation. But hear him again. “It does 
not,” he says, “comport with m present pur- 
pose to review the proceedings of Congress upon 
the Lecompton constitution.” I very much fear, 
sir, the time will never arrive when it will “ com- 
ort”? with his purpose to do so. The dark and 
Dioody pages of that iniquity he will leave for’ 
others to write. Threats, money, and patronage, 
were freely used to control the action of Congress. 
‘There iggnot recorded in the history of the world 
a more fearful legislative struggle. Power, hold- 
ing in its hands the bribes of office and the bland- 
ishments of wealth, stood-on the one side, and 
justice and liberty and right on the other. 

Abandoning the principles on which he was 
elected, tearing into fragments the very platform 
on which he stood, he scrupled at no means, and 
paused at no obstacle, in the consummation of his 
wicked design. It is useless to deny the fact that 
his Kansas policy is the cause of our present trou- 
bles, Had heconformed to the instructions*he gave 
to Governor Walker, there would have been no 
Republican party to-day. Abraham Lincoln would 
not now be President clect of the United States. 
But he chose to abandon them, and to cast’ his 
bosom friend on the sacrificial altar, without ote 
symptom of feeling or regret. Two small meet- 
ings were held, one I think in Georgia, and the 
other in Alabama, (I speak from recollection,) 
denouncing Governor Walker for failing to give 
sufficient protection to slave property in the Ter- 
ritory. Mr. Buchanan took alarm, equivocated 
at first, and then went over to the views of the 
extremists of.the South, The country, no, not 
even the South, only a handful of fire-eaters, asked 
him to doit. ‘fhe Democratic party everywhere, 
all over the States, was solemnly and religiotely 
pledged to the doctrine of non-intervention, both 
in the States and Territories. No one understood 
this better than the President, and no one had 
more emphatically committed himself to the pub- | 
lic to sustain that pledge. 1t was believed on all 
hands that we had at last found a common ground 
where all could meet and shake hands in harmo- 
nious agreement on the slavery question, Leav- 
ing the matter to be controlled by the people was 
butsustaining the great doctrine of popular liberty; 
and doing equal justice to all: and soit would be 
regarded at this day, if Mr. Buchanan had not 
attempted the folly of making slave States where 
there are no negroes, and nationalizing the insti- 
tution of slavery. 

Having made up his mind to surrender himself 
up to the extremists of the South, he could not 
go too far. A constitution “ reeking with blood 
and fraud”? must be thrust down the throats of 
an unwilling people. The timid northern Dem- 
ocrat was driven from his position, and an effort 
made to force a general retreat, and convert the 
whole Government into a slavery-propagating 
machine; to establish the heretical doctrine that 
slavery is spread by the Constitution wherever it 
operates, instead of being dependent on munici- 
pal regulations, and subject to the control of the 
people in each locality. seve this and ‘well 
understanding the temper of Mr. Buchanan, and 
that he was a mere epitome of timidity, not to say 
cowardice, the secessionists and nullifiers saw it 
was their time to strike. Mr. Yancey came forth, 
and Alabama changed fronts on the Subject. That 
gentleman, an agitator on principle and in prac- 
tice, had tried, in 1850, to dissolve the Union in 
consequence of the passage of the compromise 
measures, but failed. His wild and reckless 
schemes of disunion fell before the unerring fire of 
the great Clay. Now, however, was his chance 
to consummate his long settled purpose to break 
up the Government. South Carolina had been 
restless and dissatisfied since the year 1832, at 
which time her own gifted and patriotic son, the 
great and immortal Jackson, had put out the fires 
of civil war within her limits, and quelled her tur- 
bulent temper. Now washer time. Now wasalso 
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theauspicious opportunity for every restless spirit 
to make his move on the chess-board of personal 
or political ambition. Advantage was to be taken 
of the slavery question to inflame the public mind 
of the South in favor of a-separate confederacy. 
Allthis, however, would have produced no seri- 
ous: consequences: had Mr. Buchanan remained 
true to his pledges.and his honor, and. faithful to 
the principles of his party and the obligations of 
his.oath. Had he done this, the fell spirit of re- 
bellion would: long since have been crushed out, 
and all would have been well with us to-day. But, 
as. Í have said, he gave way, and treason reared 


its-hydra-head. Step by step has the mutiny | 


been. progressing, until States have armed them- 

` selves against the General Government, and the 
bloody flag of disunion is flouted in our faces 
‘without the slightest effort to correct the wrong. 
Great God! Are we. stones, and not nen, that 
we can endure all this? Can we not be inspired 
by the recollections:of the past or the hopes of 
the future? Whereis our patriotism? Whereis 
our reverence for the banner that is the emblem 
of our nationality? Alas, sir, 1 fear that, as that 
flag is now drooping and dishonored, each stripe 
will prove to be the winding shect of a State. 
What memories, what motives of transcendent 
interest, arise to stay the hand that would do vio- 
lence to its sacred folds! 


“ Dissolve the Union! Who would pare 
The chain that binds us heart to heart? 
Each link was forged by sainted sires, 
Amid the Revolution fires 5 
. And cool’d—oh! where so rich a flood?— 
In Warren’s and in Sumter’s blood. 


“Dissolve the Union! Be like France, 
When ‘Terror?’ reared her bloody lance, 
And man became destruction’s child, 

And woman, in her passions wild, 
Danced in the life-blood of her queen, 
Before the dreadful guillotine ! 


Ay & Dissolve the Union! Roll away 
The spangled flag of glory’s day 5 
Biot out the history of the hrave, « 
And desecrate each patriots grave, 
And then, above the wreck of years, 
Quaff an eternity of tears! 


“ Dissolve the Union! Can it be 
That they who speak such words are feer 
Great God! did any dic to save 
Such sordid creatures from-the grave, 

_ When, breast to breast and hand to hand, 
Our patriot fathers freed the land? 


© Dissolve the Union! Ho! Forbear. 
The sword of Damocies is there ; 
Cut but a hair, and carth shall know 
A darker, deadlier tale of woe 
"Shan history’s crimson tale has told 
Since Nero’s car in blood was rolled. 


“Dissoive'the Union! Speak, ye hilla! 
Ye everlasting mountains, cry ! 
Shriek out, ye streams and mingling rills ! 
And ocean, roar in agony ! 
Dead heroes, leap from glory’s sod, 
And shie{d the manor of your blood t? 

Mr. Chairman, the Administration lending itself 
asa voluntary auxiliary to the disunionists, they 
became emboldened by that course, and under- 
took to capture the Democratic party, and to bap- 
tize it in the blood of revolution. Failing to con- 
trol. its platform at Charleston, or its movements 
at Baltimore, they soliloquized thus: 

“ Why, we in this weak piping time of peace 
ave no delight to pass away the time, 
Unless to spy our shadows in the sun, 
And deseant on our own deformity 
And therefore, since we cannot prove lovers 
To entertain these fair, well-spoken days, 
We are determined to prove agitators, 
And hate the idle pleasures of these days.” `. 

But a little while ago a distinguished Senator 
asked, from his place in the Senate, for a Texan 
Brutus to remove, as ‘a hoary-headed traitor,” 
Governor Houston, the cotemporary of Jackson, 
the hero of Texan independence, the enlightened 
statesman, and the pure patriot. The reason as- 
signed for the necessity of such an act was his 
refusal to call together the Legislature of his State 
to enable them to declare in favor of disunion. 
Thus has fallen under the ban of the secession- 


ists one who has come down to us from a former | 


generation, and who has worshiped at the same 
shrine with Washington and Jefferson and Mad- 
ison and Jackson and-Clay, because, forsooth, 
he would not bow-his proud head to the mandates 
of the enemies of his country. A 


That is not all. I have said there was'a settled 
and deliberate purpose to destroy the Democratic 
party, to afford an excuse for destroying the Union 
itself. As long as that party could keep its lines 
closed up and its columns unbroken, all was well. 
In the recent national convention at Charleston, 
it maintained its ancient principles and faith, and 
at Baltimore nominated Stephen A. Douglas for 
President, and H. V. Johnson for Vice President. 
No one ever complained that either of these nom- 
inations was not fairly made; and no one ever 
doubted that the Union would be safe if that ticket 
was elected. It was this very fact that stirred to 
its sources the spiritof disunion, which wanted no 
obstacle in its way. It had done althe mischief it 
could do at Charleston, and reappeared at Balti- 
more, stimulated with the bloody design of tearing 
down the proud and glorious structure of Amer- 
ican liberty and independence. A ticket was 
formed embodying its views; and the result is 
known. The southern people are alone respons- 
ible for the defeat of the Democratic party, and 
should not now complain of the election of the Re- 
publican candidate. They knew very well what 
the result would be, and sought to effect it, I in- 
tend to hold them up to the full measure of their 
accountability. The northern Democrats im- 
plored them to haul down their rebellious flag, and 
run up the starsand stripes. They told them that 
unless there was unanimity of action there was 
no hope. They spurned our entreaties, rejected 
our counsel, and rushed madly on, regardless of 
consequences, proclaiming that Lincolnand Ham- 
lin would be elected, and that that event would be 
sufficient cause for the dismemberment of the Con- 
federacy. That was the great object to be attained. 
They now bring the mangled corpse of the Union, 
pierced. by their own daggers, and cast it down 
before us; and though its bleeding and gaping 
wounds, * poor, poor dumb mouths,” are so elo- 
quent for liberty, they say to us, bury thine own 
dead; it is naught to us. 

Dead? Yes, dead! She Union dead? Stricken 
down by parricidal hands! 

«O, what a fall was there, my countrymen ! 
Then I, and you, and all of ns fell down, 
Whilst bloody treason flourished over us.” 

But a few days ago a southern Senator laid it 
out upon its bier in the Senate Chamber, and 
delivered its funeral oration. He was not 

“To its virtues very kind, 

And to its faults a little blind 5” 
but, with a flourish of trumpets and exultation, 
announced its demise. Hear him: 

“1 am thus reeapitulating the necessity for dur action, to 
show that we are notacting upon impulse. Senators, some 
of them, have spoken of the excitement of the South. 1 
tell you the excitement. has passed off, the fever has sub- 
sided, and the patient has collapsed. Sofar as this Union is 
concerned, the cold sweat of death is uponit. Your Union 
is now dead ; your Government is now dead. Etis to-day 
but lying in state, surrounded, it is true, by pomp and cer- 
emony. ‘They are, Senators, but the mournful ceremonies, 
pomps, and pageants which are seen around the mighty 
dead. Whe spirit has departed; and it has gone back to 
those who gave it—the sovereign States of this Union.” 

Washington! thou whose living presence has 
hallowed the scenes and the city in whose midst 
we are; thou whose living voice did speak so 
wiscly from thy hearthstone, which this vast 
temple overshadows, do not the silvery ripples 
on yon rivér Potomac as they murmur past 
Mount Vernon, tell thee of our ncedsand dangers? 
Canst thou not burst the bonds that enshrine thy 
sacred dust, and come forth? Canstthou not once 
more Ict thy blessing rest upon that Union thou 
didst so much to form? Speak once morc to 
the inflamed passions of thy countrymen, and 
enthrone reason on the public mind. Speak! 


Hark! his voice is coming back to us from the | 


tomb. Listen to his words: 


“The unity of government, which constitutes you one 
people, is also now dear to you. It is justly so; for itis a 
main pillar in the edifice of your real independence; the 
support of your tranquillity at home ; your peace abroad 5 
of your safety; of your prosperity ; of that very liberty which 
you so highty prize. But as it is easy to foresee, that from 
different causes and from different quarters, much pains 
will be taken; many artifices employed, to weaken in your 
minds the conviction of this trath; as this is the point ia 
your political fortress against which the batteries of internal 
and externa! enemies will be most constantly and actively 
(though often covertly and insidiousty) directed, it is of 
infinite moment that you should properly estimate the im- 
mense value of your national Union to your collective and 
individual happiness; that you should cherish a cordial, 
habitual,.and immovable attachment to it; accustom your- 


| the number. 


self to think and speak of it as of the palladium of your po~ 
litical safety and prospefity ; watching for its preservation 
with jealous anxiety ; discountenancing whatever may sug- 
gest cven asuspicion that it can in any event be abandoned 5 
and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every 
attempt to alicnate nny portion of our country from the 
rest, or to enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together 
the various parts. ee: 

“For this you have every inducement of sympathy and 
interest. Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, 
that country has aright to concentrate your affections. ‘Pre 
name of AMERICAN, which belongs to you in your national 
capacity, must always exalt the just pride of patriotism, 
more than any appellation derived from local discrinsina- 
tions. With slight shades of difference, you have thesame 
religion, manners, habits, and political principles. You 
have ina common cause fought and triumphed together 5 
the independence and Jiberty you possess are the work of 


; joint counsels and joint efforts—of common dangers, suf- 


ferings, and successes. 

“ But these considerations, however powerfully they ad- 
dress themselves to yoursensibility, are greatly outweighed 
by those which apply more immediately to your interest. 
Iere every portion of our country finds the most command- 
ing motives for carefully guarding and preserving the Union 
of the whole.” + ki = bal * Ls i) 

“In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of 
an old and affectionate friend, I dare not hope they will 
make the strong and lasting impression I could wish; that 
they will control the usual current of the passions, or pre- 
vent our nation from running the course which has hitherto 
marked the destiny of nations; but, if T may even flatter 
myself that they may be productive of some partial benefit, 
some occasional good ; that they may now and then recur 
to moderate the fury of party spirit; to warn against the 
mischiefs of foreign intrigue ; to guard against the impos- 
tures of pretended patriotism; this hope will be a full ree- ~ 
ompense for the solicitude for your welfare by which they 
have been dictated.” 

Washington! thy words, thy patriotism, thy 
wisdom, are held in derision by those who have 
become wise in their own conceit, beyond their 
day and generation. Thy admonitions are disre- 
garded, and thy counsel scoffed at; and if living, 
itis not certain thou wouldst not be held to be a 
traitor. 

Mr. Chairman, the late presidential election 
furnishes a useful lesson,and many facts of deep 
significance. I have examined a table prepared 
by Colonel Forney, of the Philadelphia Press, 
who is always very accurate in his calculations, 
and I shall draw upon it largely, to show the pop- 
ular vote of the different States, and the result. 
The figures are his; their application will be my 
own. ‘Leaving out New York, Pennsylvania, and 
New Jersey, where there was a fusion, which I 
utterly abhorred, Mr. Douglas reccived in the free - 
States, 745,175 votes; Mr. Breckinridge, 107,722; 
Mr. Bell, 73,073; and Mr. Lincoln, 1,759,751. 
Giving to Judge Douglas and Mr. Breckinridge 
their fair proportion of votesin New York, Penn- 
sylvania, and New Jersey, the former received in 
allthe free States, 1,188,805; and the latter, 192,722 
votes. In the slave States Mr. Breckinridge re- 
ceived 592,175, and Judge Douglas, 165,618 votes. 
Add the votes given to Mr. Breckinridge in the 
free and slave States together, and he received in 
all, 784,897: add the vote given in both classes 
of States for Judge Douglas, and he reccived 
1,354,423. Take the popular vote given for Mr. 
Breckinridge from the one given to Judge Doug- 
las, and the result shows that he received 559,526 
more votes than Mr. Breckinridge—nearly double 
Take the vote given to Mr. Breck- 
inridge in the free States, 107,722, and the vote 
given toJudge Douglasintheslave States, 165,618, 
and compare them with each other, and with the 
vastly greater number of votes given in the free 
States, and what a lesson do they teach! Judge 
Douglas received 57,986 more votes in the slave 
than Mr. Breckinridge did in the freé States, not- 


: withstanding the disparity of votes between them. 


Mr. Lincoln received 26,772 votes in the slave 
States, which, if added to the number he received 
in the free States, makes his aggregate vote 
1,786,480. Mr. Bell received in the slave States 
502,723 votes, which, added to his vote in the free 
States, makes the aggregate 605,801. Adding the 
entire votes given for Mr. Lincoln, Judge Douglas, 
and Mr. Beli together, they amount to 3,746,704; 
and if there is taken therefrom the aggregate vote 
given to Mr. Breckinridge, namely, 784,897, it 
leaves a majority of 2,961,907 against seccssion; 
allowing all who supported Mr. Breckinridge to 
be secessionists, when probably not more than 
half of them are. Yet, Mr. Chairman, in the 
face of these overwhelming truths, some of the 
cotton States are now virtually out of the Union, 
as far as their acts can place them out. 


The leading State in this movement is South 
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Carolina—the State that bred a Marion,a Sumter, 
anda Hayne. She has been making a beat, and 


is driving other States under her deadfall. The | 


ostensible reason for their action is, that the peo- 
ple of the North interfere with their peculiar insti- 
tution of slavery, and that some of the northern 
States have passed personal liberty bills. I could 
understand these complaints if they came from 
Virginia, Maryland, Kentucky, or Missouri, 
these being border States; but they are utterly 
incomprehensible coming from South Carolina 
and other cotton States. “I will venture the asser- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, that the people of Illinois 
have had more horses stolen from them in the 
last: year than South Carolina has lost negrocs 
in the last fifty years; and yet they do not threaten 
to take their State out of the Union in consequence 
of it. Nor do border slave States desire to go out, 
though they may, and probably will in the end, 
go. "The personal liberty bills are all wrong, and 
ought to be, and I hope will be, repealed; but it 
is idle to Say that those laws, some of which have 
been in operation for years, cause the action of the 
seceding States. They are determined to be sat- 
isfied with nothing but withdrawal. The seces- 
stonists hate the Union, and want to shake it off. 
A distinguished Kentuckian well said, thatif they 


had elected Mr. Breckinridge they had determined , 


to demand the reopening of the African slave trade, 
require the repeal of the compromise of 1850 abol- 
ishing the slave trade in the District of Columbia, 
and the passage of a law by Congress protecting 
slavery in the Territories. These demands they 
knew could never be complied with; and having 
been refused, they were then to serve asa pretext 
for going out of the Union. « What they will gain 
by going, I do not propose to inquire; what they 
willlose, they will find out soon enough for them- 
selves. Go they say they must; and go they will. 
They refuse to listen to any proposition for ad- 
justment or compromise; and none will satisfy 
them. A strange and unaccountable hallucination 
has possessed them, or * there is a method in their 
madness.” The teachings of Mr. Calhounarenow 
bearing their legitimate fruits. His whole life was 
directed to the destruction of the Union; and those 


taught in his school have at last effected his great | 
Nullification blossomed in 1832 and rip- | 


design. 
ened in 1860. The cotton States are intoxicated 
with the idea that cotton is king, when, in fact, it 
does not equal in value the hay crop of the North, 
and falls so infinitely below the value of the hay 
and grain crop together, and the value of our pork 
and beef, thata tabular comparison is useless. The 
Senator from whom I have quoted before, and who. 
but repeats the views of all the secessionists, says 
upon this subject: 


“ Then, sir, for the third or fourth time--~and I trust that I 
may be permitted to go on—-I say that cotton is king, and 
that he waves his scepter not only over these thirty-three 
States, bit. é6ver the Island of Great Britain and over conti- 
nental Europe, and that there is no crowned head upon 
that island, or upon the continent, that does not bend the 
knee in fealty and acknowledge allegiance to that monareh. 
There are five million peopie in Great Britain who five 
upon cotton. You may make a short crop of grain, and it 
will never affect them; but you may cram their granaries 
to bursting; you may cram them until the corn actually is 
lifting the shingles from the roots of their barns; and, ex- 
haust the supply of cotton for one week, and ail England 
isstarving 3 and we know what men do when suticring from 
famine. ‘They do not burst open barns and divide the corn. 
In their frenzy, they burn and destroy. 

“You suppose that numbers constitute the strength of 
Governments in this day. I tell you that it is not blood; 
it is the mijitary chest; it is the almighty dollar. When 
you bave lost your market; when your operatives are 
turned out; when your capitalists are broken, will you go 
to direct taxation? When you cease to have exports, will 
you have imports? Burn down a factory that yields ten 
fifteen, twenty, twenty-five thousand dollars a yea 
owner, and he goes to the wall. Dismiss the operativ 
stop the motion of his machinery, and he is as thoroughly 
broken as if his factory were burnt; for the time, he is 
bankrupt These are matters for your consideration.” 


? 
3 


Mr. Chairman, there never was a greater de- : 
lusion than that “cotton is king’? You might ; 
blot out of existence all the cotton States to-day, ‘| 


and the world would move on without hardly 
fecling the shock. We in this country could, in 
two years, raise a flax crop which would more 
than equal in value the cotton crop. And what 
is more, our wives and daughters could spin and 
weave it; and with wool, could make fabrics pref- 
erable to those made of cotton. The fact is, they 
they never liked calico much anyhow; and always 
protested against their husbands and sons dress- 


| vessels of foreign nations and our own. 


j humanity, but of dollars and cents, 


j negro slavery and cotton, instead of upon the 


which he made at that time, he said: 


| causes, as 
| tation of the slavery question 


Manya matron throughouy the South yetires at night in 


ingup in cotton! They could and would do more 
than this, sir: they could and would drive with 
their distaffs every enemy from the country. 

But, to be more serious, the cotton worshipers 
prove too much by their position. It can, on 
their hypothesis, be proven that the negro is king. 
“ Cotton is king,’ they tell us. The negro is 
cotton; therefore, the negro is king. Some Athe- 
nian ruler, I believe it was, proved in this way 
that his son governed the world. But it is folly— 
madness—to talk about cotton being king. We 
can do without cotton; but the people of the cot- 
ton States cannot do without our breadstuffs and 
meats. They cannot liv, sir, without them. If 
there is any “king”? in this country, it is “King 
Agriculture.” Itis the farmer, sir, who is hon- 
estly fulfilling the commands of Deity; living 
“bythe sweat of his brow,” and not upon servile 
labor. These boastings and comparisons are, 
however, distasteful to me; and I turn away from 
fhem with pleasure. 

All parts of our country can be of mutual 
advantage to cach other; and it is chimerical for 
the people of the cotton States to suppose that 
they can starve the operatives of the North, and 
bring England and continental Europe to their 
feet. They have no such an idea. It is a boast. 
They do, however, hope -to trade, free of duty, 
with aff the ports of the world. Thisis one great 
object of secession; another is, to be left with 
unrestricted liberty to reopen the African slave 
trade, and supply their plantations with slave 
labor from the coast of Africa, ata less cost than 
they can supply them from Virginia and the 
other States. Within two years, if they have an 
independent government of their own, cargo after 
cargo of slaves will be discharged in every south- 
ern port; and that inhuman and horrible traffic 
will be carricd on to an extent hitherto unknown, | 
unless it is prevented, as I hope it may be, by the 
Scces- | 
sion Is a question, not of religion, polities, or 
Now, the 
negro is looked to as only a money-making ma- 
chine. 

Gentlemen tell us on this floor that they did 
not come here to excuse slavery as their fathers 
excused it; that they are governed in regard to 
it by no sickly sentimentality; that they will not 
treat it as purely a political matter, and upon the 
ground that it had been forced upon us by the 
British Government. They are too wise to re- 
gardit as Henry Clay and other eminent south- 
ern statesmen said it ought to be regarded. They 
have traveled by all the old landmarks set up by 
the framers and cotempordneous expounders of | 
the Constitution, and now have all sails set, and 
all hands on board to pass into new seas, and to 
found a new Government alone on the basis of ! 


rights of man! They tell us,as plainly as actions 

ean speak, that they cannot live in peace witha 

Democracy, and must set up a household forthem- | 
selves. The President said to them by bis policy, | 
**departin peace, and take your portion of goods.” | 
Iwill not, sir, lift the vail that separates the future | 
from the present. But he must be a poor reader of 
human events who cannot behold theend. Howell 
Cobb, of Georgia, described it well in 1851, when 
he was gallantly resisting secession, instead of 
preaching treason, as he is now. Inapublication 


& But ifa collision of arms between the States compos- 
ing our glorious Confederacy should ever come, it requires 
no prophet to predict the result. The Union would full be- 
neath the weight of revolution and blood, and fall, I fear, to | 
rise no more.” 

The President, who has been, until within a few | 
days, the special organ and coadjutor of the se- 
cessionists, in his late message draws a gloomy | 
picture of southern society now, and foreshadows | 
the future in what will be all its terrible reality. į 
Hear his words: 

“The immediate peril arises, no 
from the fact that the ine 
thre 


9 much from these 
ant and violent agi- 
out the North for the 
1 produced itsmalign 
d them with vague no- 
er ex- 
celing of peace at home 
insurrection. 


last quarter of a century, } 
influence on the slaves 
tions of freedom. He 
ists around the family altar. 
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| not even to protect our forts. 


has given place to apprehensions of servile it 


dread of what may befall herself and her children before 
the morning.” 


T might go on, Mr. Chairman, and multiply 
these quotations; but I forbear. Let disunion be 
consummated, and some of us will live to see the 
dark pall of death settle upon the ‘ cotton States.” 
I wish the direful calamity could be averted, and 
prey it may be; but it will come as inevitably as 

estiny itself. - When they venture into the Red 
sea, like Pharoah and his hosts, they will be over- 
thrown; and instead of reaching ‘the promised 
land, flowing with milk and honey, will only find 
bitter waters and stinging serpents. ; f 

I live, sič, in the heart of the valley of the Up- 
per Mississippi, and on the banks of that mighty 
river which rises in the far latitude of the north, . 
and moves on with slow and silent grandeur to 
the sea, bearing upgpn its placid bosom our surplus 
productions. Elive where the Democratic masses 
love the Union, and are conservative, and where 
the riglfts of all are respected. But I tell the South, 
especially the inhabitants of the Lower Missis- 
sippi, that we already have, in its upper valley, 
ten million people, and that we never can, and 
we never will, consent to allow any foreign Power 
—and they will be foreign when they leave us— 
to retain possession and control of the mouth of 
that great highway of commerce: We do not wish 
to boast; we do not intend to threaten; but we do 
mean to protect ourselves. Mr. Jefferson, in a let- 
ter tos Mr. Livingston, when the latter was min- 
ister to France, upon that country repurchasing 
the Louisiana territory, in 1802, from Spain, in- 
structed him to say to the French Government 
that it would never be allowed to occupy the 
mouth of the Mississippi. All trouble, however, 
of the ownership and occupancy by France was 
fortunately obviated by the purchase of the terri- 
tory from Napoleon I, in 1803. We of the upper 
valley view the matter just as Mr. Jeffeyson did; 
and will permit none others than ourselves to ex- 
ercise ownership over that gateway to the oceans. 
The enemy that shall attempt to keep it from us 
will find an army opposing him far more numer- 
ous than any that ever besieged imperial Rome, 
and blood will flow like. water. This will be one 
of the results of disunion. Civil war between the 
North and the South will be another; and soon 
the whole and will be convulsed with discord and 
deadly strife, and clothed in the habiliments of 
woc. He who imagines that these States can live 
in peace and good neighborhood with each other 
when divided, is insane. If we cannot live to- 
gether awe arc, how shall we live in peace in 


| Separate governments, with our hatreds and dif- 


ferent institutions, when only imaginary lines, or 
narrow streams, divide us? It is worse than de- 
lusion to suppose that we can. There never can, 
and never will, be allowed but-one nationality in 
what are now the limits of the United States. The 
contest will probably have been but fairly begun 
as we shall pass from the stage of life; and, in- 
stead of leaving to our children the priceless inber- 
itance of the free and successful Government that 
our fathers left to us, we will have entailed upon 
them the horrors of intestine feuds and the curses 
of desolating wars, produced by vain endeavors 
to bring our Government back to its original form 
and purity. Oh, sir, that this cup could be turned 
from us! My whole heart sickens when I reflect 
what. bitter dregs our posterity will have to drink; 
and. Í gladly turn away from the contemplation 
of such a melancholy subject. : 

Mr. Chairman, in 1832 General Jackson be- 
lieved himself clothed with sufficient authority, 
as the Chief Executive, to suppress the hostile 
movement in South Carolina. Before the people 
there went half as far as they have gone now, he 
directed General Scott to be prepared to act ata 
moment’s notice, and rendezvous with a fleet in 
the vicinity of Charleston; and he had also, by 
proclamation, warned the nullificrs to return to 
their allegiance to the General Government, or he 
would be compélled to bring down its arm in chas- 
tisement upon them. How different is it with 
Mr. Buchanan! He informs us that he has no 
power to act; and if he had, that it would not be 
proper to exercise it! He can send au army to 
Kansas, whenever there is trouble there; but he 
has no army to send against South Carolina, 
Oh, no! 

It is well known that a military company was 


į called out in Charleston with the ostensible ob- 
ject of protecting the United States arsenal from 
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mob violence; but with the real intention of pre- 
venting Colonel Gardiner from removing ammu- 
nition therefrom to Fort Moultrie, of which he 
was then the commandant, and had avowed his 
détermination to maintain. A few days thereafter 
‘Colonel. Gardiner was ordered to Texas, and, as 
js too painfully evident, at the instance of the 
South Carolina secessionists. Major Anderson, 
whois a southern man by birth and education, 
was putin his place. ‘These facts show that the 
General Government dared not remove a single 
cartridge from that arsenal to the fort, nor dared 
the President send a single additional soldier to 
its defense, though pressed to doso. Major An- 
derson; however, quailed not; but proved himself 
a true national patriot, and declared his intention 
to fight under the stars and stipes to the last ex- 
tremity. For refusing him succor, General Cass 
left the scuttled ship of State, and fled in dismay. 
Others remained as long as there was a hope for 
treason, or seemed to be a dollar left to pass 
through their hands, or they had a prospect of 
rasping off a few more spoonfuls from the dry 
bones of the Treasury. 

But why did the President refuse to comply 
with Major Anderson’srequisition? Because om- 
inous warnings had been given that any act on 
the part of the General Government to strengthen 
Fort Moultrie would be regarded by South Car- 
olina as an act of war. This proves that that 
State already had its grasp upon the throat of the 
General Government, while. the poor trembling 
victim, represented by Mr. Buchanan, with pro- 
truding tongue, eyes straining from their sockets, 
with short and painful breath, § crooked hinges 
of the knee,” outstretched and imploring arms, 
and with attempted vocal utterance, implored for 
forbearance and mercy, as a consideration for past 
services, and as a last boon from those he has so 
faithfully supported, but who, in this emergency, 
have deserted him, until he could give up the 
Government to his successor, not caring what be- 
came of it thereafter, Why, Mr. Chairman, the 
whole country is amazed that the President is not 
at once arrested for treason. At last, frightened 
at the stain of blood upon his hands, and haunted 
by the grim visage of war’s rough front, he came 
out, in mock solemnity, with a proclamation, 
appointing a day of fasting and prayer to Al- 
mighty God for the preservation of the Union, 
and that day fixed after the time a portion of the 
seceding States had agreed on to go outgof it, and 
South Carolina had gone, and after all the mis- 
chief would have been dane l That he has betrayed 
his country, we learn from the declaration of Hon. 
Mr. Miles, late a member of this House, and now 
a member of the South Carolina seceding conven- 
tion. On the 19th of the present mouth, he said 
in the convention, in alluding to Forts Moultrie 
‘and Sumter: 

“In a conversation, and subsequently in a written eom- 
munication to the President, | know this to have been said: 
‘if you send a solitary soldicr*to these forts, the instant 
the intelligence reaches our people—and we will take care 
that it does reach us before it can reach the forts—they will 
be taken; because such a course is necessary to our safety 
anid:self-preservation.”? 

Thus does it appear that the hoary-hcaded be- 
trayer was, in advance, in secret conclave with the 
enemies of the Union, listening to their sugges- 
tions; and, as time has shown, afterwards follow- 
ing their advice. But there isan abundance of 
accumulative evidence. A wife, a brave and he- 
roic wife, of one of the officers at Fort Moultrie 
so well describes it all, that Lask the Clerk to rea 
her thrilling letter. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Forr Movurrrie, December 11,1860. 

DEAR : I feel too indignant. I can hardly stand 
the way in which this weak little garrison is treated by the 
bead of the Government. Troops and proper accommoda- 
tion are positively refused, and yet the commander has or- 
ders to hold and defend the fort. Was ever such a sacrifice 
—an intentional one—known? The Secretary has sent 
several officers, at different times, to inspect here, as ifthat 
helped. It isa mere sham, to make believe he will do some- 
thing. In the mean time a crisis is very near. Iam to go 
to Charleston the first of the week. I will not go further if 
1 ean help it, 

Within a few days we hear—and from so many sources 
that we cannot doubt it—that the Charlestonians are erect- 
ing two batteries, one just opposite ns, at a little village— 
Monnt Pleasant—and another on this end of the island; 
and they dare the commander to interfere while they are 
getting ready to fight sizty men. In this weak little fort, I 
suppose President Buchanan and Secretary Floyd intend 


the southern confederation to be cemented with the blood 
of this brave little garrison. 

Their names shall be handed down to the end of time. 

When the last man is shot down, I presume they will 
think of sending troops. The soldiers here deserve great 
credit, though they know not but what an unequal number is 
coming to massacre them, yet they are in good spirits, and 
will fight desperately. Our commander says he never saw 
such a brave little band. I feel desperately myself. Our 
only hope is in Ged. My love to father and all. 

Your affectionate, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Still more. Major 
Anderson, seeing that hislittle army could not pro- 
tect itself in Fort Moultrie, by a dexterous and 
gallant move took up his position in Fort Sumter, 
having first spiked his.guns and burned the car- 
riages. The President was at once called upon by 
the disunionists to order him back. The respons- 
ibility of the act was more than he dared to 
assume. His Cabinet officersaccused him of vio- 
lating his agreement with them, and breaking his 
faith with the secessionists. A Cabinet rupture 
followed, and the whole plot was exposed in the 
correspondence—and such a chapter in our his- 
tory as it will make! 

“The vulture of treason feeds 
In the bosoms of such men.’? 


It was required that Major Anderson’s little 


' heroic band of sixty-five should, be exposed to 


certain destruction, by forcing theni back to Moul- 
trie. Was ever such demand made befog? Let 
but a drop of blood be spilt at Sumter, or one of 
our noble troops be injured, and a million swords 
will leap from their scabbards toavenge his wrong, 
and vindicate the national honor. For it cannot 
be possible—I cannot, I will not, believe it—that 
the fires of patriotism have dicd out all over the 
country; that we are only the degenerate sonsof a 
brave ancestry, and fit only to be mourners in the 
funeral corlége of Liberty, or to desert its stand- 
ard in the hour of peril. 

One remark here, Mr. Chairman, may not be 
inappropriate. The seceding States refuse to the 
General Government the revenues collected on 
imports; but are willing to have her carry their 
mails. The cost of collecting the first is trifling, 
while they draw out of the national Treasury for 
the latter morc than four times the amount of their 
postal receipts. This, to them, is agood operation. 
They are willing we should pay tithes of mint 
and rue, but deny our right to participate in the 
weightier matters of the judgment and the law. 
We ought certainly to be grateful for the privilege 
allowed us! . 

But I will return to the Administration, and 
trace its action alittle further. The late Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, Mr. Cobb, divided his time 
in getting up hostile demonstrations in his own 
State against the Union, and managing a bank- 
rapt Treasury, made so by his own acts, and from 
the beggarly remains of which he ingloriously 
fied. With the Government securities in his hands 
he went into the market, and at the moment he 
was offering them for sale in Wall street, made 
open-mouthed proclamation that the Union would 
be dissolved. Yetthe President still retained him 
in office;.and when he voluntarily retired, to fight 
the battles of disunion in Georgia, as shown by 
his letter of resignation, there were mutual tears 
at the separation. They were so loving and 
affectionate in their lives that it was sad they 
should be separated in the dark hours of their 
political death. I thought and said, upon the 
stump in my State, during the canvass, that it 
was the intention of the President to turn over to 
the secessionists the Government as far as he 
could; and who can doubt it now, with the full 
evidence before us? 

It is truc, he tells us, that a State has no right 
to secede from the Union; that such an act on her 
part would be a violation of the Federal compact; 
that that compact was made by high contracting 
parties—the people of the United States acting in 
their sovereign capacity; and that no one State 
has a right to determine for herself whether it 
has been violated or not. This isall that it should 
be; and I am glad to know that, for, once, I can 
agree with the Executive. It requires the con- 
sent of both parties to bring a State into the 
Union; and it requires the consent of both for one 
to go out. If the State of Delaware, for instance, 
cnraged at some real or imaginary grievance, chose 


to declare her connection with the General Gov- 


ernment severed, and we should acknowledge her 


aa 


right to do so, and thereby concede the power in 
other States to actin like manner, we would be 
allowing a population of a few thousand to jeop- 
ardize the happiness of millions. The Union was 
made for all, and not furapart. If a State has 
a right to throw off her Federal obligations at 
pleasure, ours is the weakest and most worthless 
Government that was ever founded; and it is a 
matter of profound astonishment and wonder that 
its great founders were so deceived init. Polit- 
ical ties, solemnized by compact, are as binding 
as morel ones entered into by every community, 
and which no one citizen has a right to disregard. 
But I take it, Mr. Chairman, that it is a polit- 
ical axiom that our Government was designed to 
be perpetual; that there is no power recognized 
by the Constitution whereby a State can right- 
fully secede from the Union. Had the President 
stopped at this point, the whole country would 
have been inclined to overlook his short-comings, 
and to say “ welldone;”’ but he had not the moral 
courage to doit. While he claims that a State 
has no right to withdraw from the Union, the 
Union, he tells us, has no right to keep her in if 
she should choose to go—that it has no power of 
self-protection or self-preservation. The seced- 
ing act of the State is denominated by the Presi- 
dent “ revolution.” Ifa State has power to rev- 
olutionize outside of the Constitution, the General ` 
Government has an equal right to revolutionize to 
keep her in. In other words, if she goes out of 
the Union, and her right to do sois acknowledged, 
she becomes a foreign Power; and we have just 
as much right to make war upon her as upon any 
other foreign Power. After she has set up a sep- 
arate Government for herself, the President seems 
to contemplate her as a Government de facto, and 
still as a State in the Federal organization; for he 
tells us she has a right to go, and yet we have no 
ower to make war upon her. He concedes, by 
iis silence, that she would have power to make 
war upon us. Herein the President mistakes the 
proposition. South Carolina, by the very act of 


| secession, declares war against the General Gov- 


ernment, and the General Government cannot do 
otherwise than consider her as an enemy, and 
treat heras such. The correctness of this prop- 
osition cannot be questioned, if the right to secede 
is based upon the right of revolution. 

But, in a matter of such grave and serious im- 


j port, let us not be confounded by terms. The 


right of revolution exists only in the majority of 
the people composing the existing Government; 
for in them alone is vested the power to change. 
Webster and other eminent lexicographers define 
it thus:-“ in politics, a material or entire change 
in the constitution of government.” I do not 
understand the secessionists to say that they ex- 
pect to change or ‘‘ revolutionize” our Govern- 
ment. What they insist on is, that they have the 
right to go out of it, and will go in disregard of 
its wishes, or the rights of the remaining States, 
and in contempt of the national sovereignty. The’ 
remaining Statcs have just as much right to com- 
pel a State to stay in, as that State has a right to 
go forcibly out. Each party puts a different con- 
struction on the compact; and according to the 
doctrine of the secessionists themselves, each 
would have the right to enforce their views; and 
it then becomes merely a question of military 
power and prowess. Do you call that revolution, 
sir, when two million nine hundred and sixty-one 
thousand nine hundred and seven of & majority of 
the popular vote pronounce against secéssion, as 
I have already stated? Away with it; away with 
such idle nonsense! If secession, sir, is not trea- 
son, it is nothing more or less than rebellion; and 
who doubts the power of the Government to sup- 

ress arebellion? But it is treason against the 

nited States; it is levying war against them; it 
is adhering to their enemies; it is giving them aid 
and comfort, That is what it is; and itis nothing 
less. The President is afraid to call it by its right 
name, and to meet the question as Jackson met 
it. Horather seeks to construc away the offense, 
and to avoid the responsibility. Well may he 
exclaim: 

«The thorns which T have gathered 
Are of the tree I planted ; 
They pierce me, and I bleed.” 

Afraid to act in the defense of the interests and 

integrity of his Government! How is the chair 
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of State, once filled by a Washington and Jack- 
son, desecrated by one too base to be an American 
atriot, and too cowardly to defend his country! 

ow, it is all a question purely of public opinion! 
The offense is treason—the remed y--let it alone ! 
` The public decree of the people of a State is par- 
amount to a written Constitution! All this is 
what we are told by the President. What a happy 
thing it would have been for the country if he had 
thought of this doctrine at an earlier day, and 
applied it to Kansas! His efforts were to plant 
slavery there in defiance of the public wish, in- 
stead of permitting the people to say for them- 
selves, as they had a right to do, whether they 
would have itornot. Now he is moved bya new 
inspiration, and bows with respectful deference 
to the will of the secessionists, though their blades 
„are reeking with the blood of the Republic. 

The last few weeks, Mr. Chairman, have been 
pregnant with events, and will furnish a mortify- 
ing chapter in our history. Eight Senators and 
numerous Representatives have left their seats, 
and bid farewell to the Union. Our national flag 
has been insulted upon our own soil; our vessels 
fired on and driven from the harbor of Charleston; 
our forts have been forcibly seized, and our public 
officers arrested in South Carolina, imprisoned and 
threatened with death onacharge of treason against 
‘the State, for no other offense than discharging 
their duties under the laws of their Government; 
and yet we stand here debating what shall be 
done. Done! Goand rofl up your banner, as 
you seem indifferent to its defense and honor, and 
lay it away as a memorial of your former great- 
ness. Go cable your ship in the port of New 
York, and there let her rot. Go tell your brethren 
‘tying in dungeons thata Roman only had to claim 
to be a citizen of the Imperial City to be protected, 
and that it was once so with Americans; that they 
only had to name their country to be guarantied 
security; but alas, how changed and fallen. is it 
now! 

It is time, sir, that. we should arouse. Men 
of America, why stand ye still? Arou8o! Shake 
off your lethargy! Al! considerations of party 
should be lost with us, when our country is in 
danger. I am with every man‘who is for the 
Union, and against every man who is against it; 
and [am ready now to march up to our national 
altar, and swear: ‘ The Union: it must and shall 
ve preserved, by the Eternal !™ If its enemies bring 
war out of it, it must be so, though none would 
regret it more than myself. Our national prop- 
erty, our citizens, public officers, and rights, must 
be protected in all the States, and our men-of-war 
must be stationed off of southern ports to collect 
the revenue; and, if necessary, blockade them. 
This may, and I think would, accomplish all, 
aided by time and necessity; but, unless we mean 
to give up our Government, and feed itas carrion 
to the vultures, we ought not to be standing all 
the day idle. The enemy is battering at the very 
doors of the Capitol, and meditate a seizure of 
our national records, and the appropriation of its 
Army and Navy. Shall we wait until our flag is 
no longer respected, or shall we strike for the 
Constitution and the Union now? I have but 
little respect for that patriotism that goes moping 
about the streets, wringing its hands, and asking, 
“ What is to be done??? It was just that kind 
of patriotism that Patrick Henry rebuked in the 
days of the Revolution, when, lifted above ordin- 
ary mortals by the superhuman power of his 
eloquence, he exclaimed against delay when the 
chains of colonial bondage were clanking upon 
our shores, and within hearing‘of the patriots. 
The cords and sinews of the Government are 


snapping around us, and men are boasting that it | 


is their hands which sever them. And yet there 
are no arrests for treason, as there ought to be, 
and would be, if the laws were “ faithfully exe- 
cuted,” : 

I have said before, and repeat again, that my 
hope is not ir the President, notin the Army or 
Navy, but in the propre, who area power above 
them all, and who will hold to a fearful account- 
ability all whe are unfaithful to their country. 
The biessings of this Union have dropped, fike 
the rains from heaven, upon them, and they will 
see to its protection. It is of more value than all 
the population which it now contains. Born of 


the blood of a noble ancestry, it is committed to 
them to enjoy and to transmit. My countrymen, 
you will preserve and guard itas it is. It has 
safely conducted you thus far, and you should 
trust it still. Should ydu ever entertain the 
thought or purpose of destroying it, you will bit- 
terly- curse that day and moment when your 
thresholds and firesides are sprinkled with the 
blood of your wives and children. 

Mr. Chairman, we are sleeping upon the verge 
of a voleano which is sending forth its lurid lights, 
and casting up its red-hotlava- The fires of civil 
discord are ready to burst forth in one wild de- 
stroying flame. Treason has reared its blood 
head. Shall we shake hands with it, and bid it 
welcome and God-specd:; or shall we say, “ Thus 
far shalt thou go, and no further?’ Sir, the friends 
of the Union of all parties should stand shoulder 
to shoulder, and all may yet be well. I have no 
sympathy or feeling for that man who is not ready 
to make any sacrifice for the preservation of his 
country. The danger is wide-spread and immi- 
nent, and we had better look it directly in the 
face. If there is any halting, any giving way, 
all is lost. Diplomacy is now secretly at work 
to induce Maryland to join the conspirators, and 
resume jurisdiction over this District, as I have 
before intimated, and desire again to impress. 
This done, relying upon the protection of Vir- 
ginia, this Capitol is to be seized, and, if neces- 


of Mr. Lincoln, the Presidentelect. If the plan 
can be consummated, he is never to be allowed 
to take the oath of officc here. Many a knife is 
being whetted for the fray; and blood may flow 
before ninety days in the streets of Washington. 
If the late candidate of the secessionists, Hon. 
John C. Breckinridge, docs not favor these plots, 
and is not for a dismemberment of the Union, why 
does he not speak out? Why not lift his potent 
voice above the storm, and say to his followers: 
“ Stay your hauds.  Imbructhem-notin fraternal 
blood, or in the blood of your Government?” 
In the name of liberty, in the name of your an- 
cestors, in the name of humanity, I beseech you: 
Have you no mother to plead with you, as Corio- 
lanus had? and would it even be too much for you 
to say,‘* Mother, you have saved Rome, but lost 
a son?” 

I know the temper and the feelings of the seces- 
sionists. Buta day or so ago, their leader in the 
Senate said: ; ° 

4 The southern States will disclaim allallegiance. Five 
States will go out before the áth of March. Itis poliey for 
them to go out of the Union before tho black Republicans 
can use their power. ‘The talk about their repealing their 
personal liberty bills will not prevent their going out. They 
intend to g0 out, peaceably, if they can; forcibly, if they 
must. 

My answer is this: we will keep you in, 
“peaceably if we can; but the laws must be en- 
foreéd at all hazards. When the overt act of trea- 
son is committed, the penalty must be applied. 
Coercion means simply the maintenance of the 
national authority and the enforcement of its laws; 
not war upon a State, unless she, by her acts of 
hostility, contemns the one and resists the other. 
We mean to do towards you our whole duty, 
and prevail upon you, if possible, to return to 
your allegiance to the Constitution, and be satis- 
ficd with your rights, and ask for no more. Let 
all friends of the Union say to the South: aban- 
don your unwarrantable assumptions thatslavery 
is carricd by the Constitution into the Territo- 
ries, and by necessary implication into all the 
free States; abandor the doctrine that the tenure 
of property in the Territories can be fixed by 
Congress, or is determined by the Constitution, 
any more than the principletof descent. Say to 
her, abandon all notions of reviving the African 
slave trade, and enforee within your limits the 
neutrality laws. Say: abandon your secession 
doctrine, which will allow you to break up the 
Government whenever you please. And say to 
the North, cease your war upon slavery in the 
South, for it is none of your concern; cease run- 
ning off her negroes, for in that you inflictan in- 
jury and wrong both on the master and the slave; 
cease to oppose a full and fair execution of the 
fugitive slave law, for the South is entitled to that 
by the Constitution; cease to arouse the jealousy 
f of invaded rights: cease to violate the Constitu- 


the struggles of the revolution and baptizéd in || tion of yeur country; cease to inflame sectional 


sary, forcible resistance made to the inauguration ` 


passion. Say this to her, and say to both North 
and South: come forward now in the spiritof con- 
cession and peace, and plant yourselves side by 
side‘on the broad and firm basis of non-interven- 
tion on the. slavery question in the: States and 
Territories. Stand where our fathers stood; and 
you may yet preserve the public liberties, and 
safely resist the dangers that threaten the Union. 

Mr. Chairman, for one, I am disposed to for- 
get the past, and to look only to the future. I have 
not a prejudice or a friendship I am not willing 
to lay down, if my country can thereby be. bene- 
fited. But if I should be asked to give. up my 
| devotion to the principles upon which I believe 
the Union can only safely rest, I would hesitate, 
nay refuse; for Ido not believe that any tempo- 
rary expedient will result in good. From its 
southern to its utmost northern limits, from east 
to west, wherever our flag floats, I yctstill claim 
it is all my country. Weare one great repub- 
lican household; and why need there be strife be- 
tween us? Sir, let the prayer for those who err, 
if they will but turn from their error, be: ‘* Father, 
forgive them; they knew not what they did.’ Sir, 
this secession movement has its origin in a blood- 
thirsty spirit,if we can believe the language of 
honorable gentlemen. The fact may be repeated, 
that the election of Abraham Lincoln is now, as 
it was before the event transpired, declared by the 
southern extremists to be a sufficient cause fora 
dissolution of the Union, or a good justification 
for secession. Why! Because, they say, that 
gentleman ‘represents a party whose platform 
and leaders require a war upan the institutions and 
rights of the South, (that is, upon their negroes,) 
and if suffered to come into possession of-the Gov- 
ernment, would degrade and deprive them of their 
equalityinthe Union.” Admitting this, whyshould 
southern secessionists condemn in others the very 
thing they are about to do themselves, namely: 
abolish slavery and produce bloodshed in the 
South? Yes, sir; this is the doctrine announced 
by one of her gifted sons. He said, in 1851, in 
rebuking the sccessionists, who were laboring to 
destroy the Government because of the passage 
of the compromise measures of 1850—Mr. Yan- 


ecy then, as now, at their head: i 

“ Secession, separate nationality, with all its burdens, is 
no remedy. It is no redress for the past; it is no security 
for the future. It is only a magnificent sacrifice of the 
present, without in any wise gaining the future’? 

* * * * * * F & * * ae 

“For the various reasons I have stated, | object, in as 
strong terms as I can, to the secession of South Carolina, 
Such is the intensity of my conviction upon the subject, 
that, if secession should take place, (of which I have no 
idea, for I cannotbelieve in the existence ofsuch a stupend- 
ous imadness,) I shall consider the institation of slavery 
doomed, and that the great God, iv our blindness, has made 
us tho instrument of its destruction.’ 


Such were the sentiments expressed by Hon, 
W. W. Boyce, of South Carolina, in a letter ad- 
dressed to Hon, J. P. Richardsog, president of 
a convention of the Southern Rights Association, 


hold at Charleston, ing the month of May, 1851. 


His argument against secession is so overwhelm- 


| ing, so truthful, and so full of cloquence and 
į timely warning, and is 60 applicable at the pres- 
ent time, that L send it up to the Clerk’s desk, 
and ask that it shall be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: : 
on, then, whether attended with peace or war, 
ing a union of the South, is not in furtherance of 
ut policy of bringing about a southern union, and 
store should not be adopted. . 
to the secoud purpose of secession, that it isa good 
sure in itself—the netionality of South Caroline—t 
hardly know what to say, it seems to be so diametrically 
antagonistic to every principle of our policy. 

“The first great fundamental, unanswerable objection to 
it is, that it is the disunion of the Sowh—words of such 
| fearful import that E will not weaken them by elaboration, 
i ©, South Carolina CANNOT BECOME A NATION. God 
! makes nations, not man. You cannot extemporize.a nation 
| out of South Carolina. It is simply impassible; we have not 
the resources. We could exist by tolerance; and what that 
tolerance wonld be, when we consider the present hostile 
spirit of the age to the institution of slavery, of which we 
would be looked upon as the peculiar exponent, all may 
readily imagine. 1 trust we may never have to look upon 
the painful and humiliating spectacle. 

«3. From the weakness of our national government, a 
i feeling of insecurity would arise. Capital would take the 
alarm and leave us. But it may be said, let capital go. To 
| this I reply, that capital is the life-blood of a modern com- 
munity, and in losing it you lose the vitality of the State. 

“<4, This national government would be a very, rery 
| eostly machine. ‘Phe cost of a government is in inverse 
i proportion to its numbers. Asmali national government is 


necessarily far more expensive than a large one. Look at 
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the smal] German States, ground down with taxation. So it 
would be with us. The Federal fleets would cut off all 
import duties, and the immense burden of the government 1 
would have to be raised-by direct taxation. >> > 

«5. The feeling of insecurity arising from the weakness 
of ôur national government, together with the burden of 
fnereased taxation, would ‘cause, or rather continue, an 
immense emigration. . Emigration is naturally going on all 
the time from. the old States to the fertile El Dorados of the 
West; put any further burdens on the citizens of the old 

States, and you add immensely to this stream of emigration, 
Unfortunately this emigration, in the event of'your becom- 
ing a separate nation, would be only from the white race, 
and-you would therefore be going down the declivity of ruin 
with fearful velocity. 
sxe. Following emigration, and a natural effect of it, 
would be animmense depreciation of property; lands first, 
more land being thrown into the market than the demand ~ 
required; then negroes, as they would be cut off from the 
western market. Millions would Be lost to the State in 
this: way.” k, * * * * * * * 

$610. Secession is against the wishes of the other southern 
States,. Ought not they to have some influence with us? 
Should we not defer to our allies, who have twenty times the 
‘interest in the institution of slavery that wehave? How can 
We ever hope fora union of the South, if we, a mere hand- 
ful of the southern people, insist on forcing our opinions 
on the rest of the South? A southern union implies a 
niedification of the extremes of all opinions. 

11. A LARGE MINORITY, at least, of our citizens are op- 
posed to secession, If there were no other objection, this 
should be conclusive. 

# 12. Secession, separate nationality, with all its burdens, 
is no remedy. It isno redress for the past ; itis no security for 
the future. It is only a magnificent sacrifice of the present, 
without in anywise gaining the future. We are told, how- 
ever, that itis resistance, and that we must not submit to 
the late action of Congress. Now, I would like to know 
which one of these measures we resist by secession. It is 
not the prohibition of stave marts in the District of Colum- 
bia. It is not the purchase of the Texas territory. It is cer- 
tainly not the admission of California. Which aggression, 
then, do we resist by secession? These are all the recent 
aggressions which we reist now by secession. Secession, 
gallant-as may be the spirit which prompts it, is only anew 
form of submission. K 

& For the various reasons I have stated, I object, in as 
strong terms as I can, to the secession of South Carolina. 
Such is the intensity of my conviction upon the subject, 
that, if secession should take place, (or WHICH Í HAVE NO 
IDeA, for | cannot believe in the existence of such a stu- | 
pendous madness, I shall consider the institution of slavery 
as doomed, and that the great God, in our blindness, has 
made us the instruments of its destruction.” 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Mr, Chairman, I 
saw published in the Constitution newspaper, the 
Executive organ, a few days ago, another letter 
from Mr. Boyce, which I now also send up, and 
ask that it shall be read, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

To my Fairfield constituents : 

My name has been presented by kind friends for a seat | 
in the State convention, as a delegate from Fairfield. E 
have also received assurances from several quarters that, 
ifa candidate, [Would receive a cordial support from my 
district. 

While appreciating this expression of confidence, and 
considering it as increasing the debt of gratitude already 
owing by me for past favors, I niust beg Icave to decline 
being a candidate. Lam, and ever will be, ready to serve 
my State or district in any capacity where my serviees may 
netually be needed; but several worthy gentlemen have 
been nominated for seats in the convention every way qual- 
ified, who will serve if elected. Besides, I am convinced | 
Lean better serw iny State by being at Washington than 
by being a member of the convention. ‘The South Carolina 
Representatives can do much tggive proper direction to 
public opinion at Washington ; and I would consider it the 
proudest act of my life to be able to announce upon the 
floor of Congress that South Carolina had, by an ordinance 
of secession, severed her connection with her northern 
enemies, and stood ready to form a Union, worthy of the 
name, with her sister southern States. 

Very respectfully, WILLIAM W. BOYCE. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Take that from that, 
and what remains? 

Such, Mr. Chairman, has not only been the 
course of Mr. Boyce on the secession question, 
but other southern statesmen; and such has been 
about the consistency of their course on the non- 


intervention question. If they will persist in their | 


“ stupendous madness,” they must take the con- 
sequences. “Whom the Gods would destroy, 
they first make mad.’’ 

In what I have said, Mr. Chairman, I have 
made no assault upon the socicty, the men—I have 
none but personal kind feelings towards them—or 
the institutions of the South. J make war upon 
their secession, which is only another name for 
treason, and upon their aggressions upon the Con- | 
stitution and the people of the Territories. They | 
want slaves declared by the Constitution to be | 
both property and persons, and recognized as such | 
throughout the Union. Before Iwill ever vote to | 
sustain such doctrine, or force slavery upon a į 


propie who do not wantit, my tongue shall cleave 
to the roof of my mouth. If it has come to this, 


= 

that there is to be no other controlling power in 
this country but slavery, or ‘‘ king cotton,” and 
we are all required to minister at its altar, and 
comply with its present demands for extension and 
recognition every where, I shall decline the service; 
while at the same time I will equally as promptly. 
frown upon every attempt to interfere with it in 
the local governments where the people establish 
it. The southerners presented ‘a sectional candi- 
date upon their own platform, made war upon the 
Democratic party, its nominees and organization; 
then, when defeat, followed, and they were beaten 
at their own game, turned around and complained 
bitterly of sectionalism!’’ ‘* And why beholdest 
thou the mote that isin thy brother’s eye, but con- 
siderest not the beam that is in thine own eye?” 

That my constituents and the people of my 
section may know the opinions entertained of 
them by certain southern gentlemen, I will read 
from a Ictter addressed by a distinguished mem- 
ber of this House from the State of Mississippi, 
which was printed and thrown upon our desks a 
few days ago. Irefer to Hon. Lucius. Q. C. 
Lamar, whom I regard as one of the most con- 
servative and talented men among the secession- 
ists. Hear what he says. I leave ‘his words 
without comment. They necd none: 


«The corruption of the State and nfunicipal govern- 
ments north, the magnitude of their cities, and the conse- 
quent. disorder and crime and disparity of condition among 
the inhabitants, the increase of heterogeneous populations, 
their red republicanism, infidelity and anti-Christian ideas 5 
the intemperance and violence and indecorum of the north- 
ern clergy, and the anarchy of opinions upon all questions 
of social interest, and the want of any sound public opin- 
ion, furnish strong evidence that sooner or Jater society 
there will experience a general overturn.” . 


I will not, Mr. Chairman, contrast the civiliza- 
tion of the gentleman’s State with my own. 
will not retaliate language, but I must give the 
answer of the South to the South; and here I want 
to declare that when I have, or may in the course 
of my remarks refer to the South, I mean the 
disunionists. ‘The St. Louis Republivan, a lead- 


ing southern journal, of the 4th of October last, 
contained an editorial, which I ask the Clerk to 
read, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


“ The Folly, Insanity, and Perfidy of the South.—When, 
in the next century, the historian of the United States shall 
write the history of the presidential canvass of 1860, he 
will be compelled to record that, on the part of a portion of 
the southern people, there was an exhibition of mingled 
folly, insanity, and perfidy, which was probably without a 
parallel. Their tolly will be seen to have been pure and 
unmixed; their insanity will be recognized as having a 
method in it; aud their perfidy will be written down as 
without excuse. They will be presented as denouncing 
northern sectionalismi,and yet as, without uce ty, bring- 
ing into existence a southern sectionatism, which it was as 
impossible to establish as a part of the p of the Govern- 
ment, as to propel the currcut of the Mississippi river back 
toits sources, “They will be exhibited as declaring the elec- 
tion of a President, by an exclusively northern sectional 
vote, to be a just cause for their dissolving the Unjon; and 
yet as taking the very course to produce that result. They 
will be reeorded as baving, in 1856, defeated the election of 
a northern sectional candidate, by uniting their votes in 
support of his Democratic opponent; and yet, in 1860, as 
retusing to unite with the Democratie party to accomplish 
a like end. 

“ It will be written of them that, with deliberate forecast, 
they planned to break np the only party in the country that 
had the power to stem the torrent of anti-slavery fanaticism 5 
and then availed themselves of their own act as a pretext 
for dissolving that Union, of which they had freely become 
an integral part, without any reservation of any right to re- 
tire therefrom. It will be told of them that though, in 1856, 
they, with onc universal voice, sustained the doctrine of 
< Non-interference hy Congress with slavery in State and Ter- 
ritory, or in the District of Columbia ;’ yet, in 1860, they 
faithlessly abjured that doctrine, and declared in favor of 
Congressional interference with that subject. It will be 
presented that while they demanded, in 1856, that the whole 
subject of slavery in the Territories should be left to the 
people thereof, to regulate as they should deem best, they, 
in 1860, demanded that those people should not be alowed 
to reguiate it at all. it vill be shown that, desiring that 
the Territories should be left open to the access and estab- 
lishment ofthe institution of slavery, they, at the same time, 
professed that they did not want either Congress or the Terri- 
torial Legislature to legislate in regard to it; when they knew 
and declared that without affirmative laws to sustain it, the 
institution could not exist there fora single day. It will 
be made manifest that, denying the right of Congress to 
prohibit slavery in the Territories, they yetaflirmed the duty 


of Congress to protect it there, in a certain contingency, | 
1 which they admitted had not arisen, and which there was 


no reason to suppose ever would arise ; and dissolved their 
connection with the Democratic party to form another party 
in support simply of that single dogina. 

“ lt will appear that while they professed to insist upon 
a strict construction of the Federai Constitution, and to be 
ready to uphold the rights of the States, they demanded of 


| Congress to take a course of action in regulating the inter- 


nal affairs of a Territory, which should afterwards become 
a State, for which that Constitution contained no warrant, 
thereby using the power of the nation to override the will 
of the people of a 'Territory up to the very moment of their 
forming a State government; and so, in fact, taking from 
them the regulation of their own affairs, and forming their 
domestic institutions for them, and practically reducing 
them to a condition of colonial servility such as that from 
which our fathers cmerged, through fiery trials and blood, 
into liberty and independence; and that, too, in the face 
of the declaration of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that the Federal Government has no constitutional 
power to hold any coloniai dependencies whatever. All this 
and more, will be narrated in illustration of that folly, in- 
sanity, and perfidy which characterized a portion of the 
southern people in the presidential canvass of 1860. And 
if the historian shali furtber be compelled to relate that, as 
the result of such a strange exhibition on the part of an in- 
telligent people, the Union was riven into fragments, and 
a nation of brothers became two or more nations of ene- 
mics, with their hands imbrued in each other’s blood, and 
making of themselves a spectacle which could afford no 
pleasure to any in the whole universe but the devils in hell, 
his impartial pen will, on the same page, inscribe for the 
warning of future ages: ‘ BEHOLD, HOW TERRIBLE I$ THE 
RECORD WHICH THE FOLLY, INSANITY, AND PERFIDY OF 
MEN CAN MAKE !? 7? 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I 
cannot conclude what I have to say on this oc- 
casion, until I ask to be read at the Clerk’s desk 
portions of the great speech of Mr. Clay, deliv- 
ered on the compromise measures of 1850. They 
speak with so much power and truthfulness to 
my countrymen, that they are but the language 
of the sainted dead coming back from the tomb, 
to the restless living, in vindication and rescue of 
the Government from the hand of the spoiler, and 
asa warning of the dreadful consequences which > 
are to flow from a dissolution of this hallowed 
and glorious Union. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


& We are told now, and it is rung throughout this entire 
country, that the Union is threatened with subversion and 
destruction. Well, the first question which naturally arises 
is, supposing the Union to be dissolved—having all the 
causes of grievance which are complained of—how far will 
a dissolution furnish a remedy for those grievances? If 
the Union is to be dissolved for any existing causes, it will 
be dissolved because slavery is interdicted or not allowed 
to be introduced into the ceded- Territories; because sla- 
very is threatened to be abolished in the District of Coum- 
bia; and because fugitive slaves are not returned, as in my 
opinion they ought to be, restored to their masters. These 
T believe will be the causos, if there be any causes, which 
can lead to the direful event to which I have referred.” 

* ee * * * * * * * * * 


“ Well, finally, will you, in a state of dissolution of the 
Union, be safer with your slaves within the bosom of the 
States than you are now? Mr. President, that they will 
escape much more frequently from the border States, no one 
Will doubt. 

“ But i must take the occasion to say that, in my opinion, 
there is no right on the part of one or more of the States to 
secede from the Union. Warand the dissolution of the 
Union are identical aud inseparable. There can be no 
dissolution of the Union, except by consent or by war. No 
one can expect, in the existing state of things, that that 
consent would be given, and war is the only alternative by 
which a dissolution could be accomplished. And, Mr. 
President, if consent were given—if possibly we were to 
separate by mutual agreement and by a given line—in less 
than sixty days after such an agreement had been executed, 
war would break out between the free and slaveholding 
portions of this Union—between the two independent por- 
tions into which it would be erected in virtue of the act of 
separation. Yes, sir, in sixty days—in less than sixty days 
—lI believe our slaves from Kentucky would be ficeing over 
in numbers to the other side of the river, would be pursued 
by their owners, and the excitable and ardent spirits who 
would engage in the pursuit would be restrained by no 
sense of the rights which appertain to the independence 
of the other side of the river, supposing it, then, to be-the 
line of separation. ‘hey would pursue their slaves ; they 
would be repelled, and war would break out. In less than 
sixty days, war would be blazing forth in every part of 
this now happy and peaccable land. 

But how are you going to separate them? In my hum- 
ble opinion, Mr. President, we should begin at least with 
three confedcracies—the Confederacy of the North, the 
Confederacy of the Atlantic southern States, (the slave- 
holding States,) antf the Confederacy of the valley of the 
Mississippi. My life upon it, sir, that vast population that 
bas already concentrated, and will concentrate, upon the 
headwaters’ and tributaries of the Mississippi, will never 
consent that the mouth of that river shall be held subject 
to the power of any foreign State whatever. Such, I be- 
lieve, would be the consequences of a dissolution of the 
Union, But other contederacies would spring up, from 
time to time, as dissatisfaction and discontent were dis- 
seminated over the country. There would be the confed- 
eracy of the lakes; perhaps the confederacy of New Eng- 
land and of the middle States. 

“ But, sir, the vail which covers these sad and disastrous 
events that lie beyond a possible rupture of the Union, is 
tan ta to be penetrated or lifted by any mortal eye or 
hand. 

“Mr. President, I am directly opposed to any purpose of 
secession, of separation. J am for staying within the Union, 
and defying any portion of this Union to expel or drive me 
out of the Union. 1 am for staying within the Union, and 
fighting for my rights—~if necessary, with the sword— within 
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the bounds and under the safeguard of the Union. 1 am for 
vindicating these rights; but not by being driven-outof the 
Union rashly and unceremoniously by any portion of this 
“Confederacy. Here Lam within it,and here [mean to stand 
and die; as far as my individual purposesor wishes can 
go—within it to protect myself, and to defy ali power upon 
earth to expel me or drive me from the situation in which 
Iam placed. Will there not be more safety in fighting 
within, the Union than without it? 

“ Suppose your rights to be violated ; suppose wrongs to 
be done you, aggressions to be perpetrated upon you; can- 
not you better fight and vindicate them, if you have occa- 
sion to resort to that last necessity of the sword, within the 
Union, and with the sympathies of a targe portion of the 
population of the Union of these States differently consti- 
tuted from you, than you can fightand vindicate your rights, 
expelled from the Union, and driven from it without cere- 
mony and without authority ? 

“ F said that [ thought that there was no righton the part 
of one or more of the States to secede from this Union. I 
think thatthe Constitution of the thirteen States was made, 
not merely for the generation which then existed, but for 
posterity, undefined, unlimited, permanent, and perpetual 
—tor their posterity, and for every subsequent State which 
might come into the Union, binding themselves by that in- 
dissoluble bond. It is to remain for that posterity now and 
forever. Like another of the great relations of private life, 
it was a marriage that no human authority can dissolve or 
divorcetthe parties from; and, if I may be allowed to refer 
to this same example in private life, let us say what man 
and wife say to each other: we have mutual faults; 
nothing in the form of human beings can be perfect; let us, 
then, be kind to each other, forbearing, conceding ; let us 
live in happiness and peace. 

“Mr. President, [have said what I solemnly belicve—that 
the dissolution ofthe Union and war are identical and in- 
separable; that they are convertible terms. 

“ Such a war, too,as that would be, following the disso- 
lution of the Union! Sir, we may search the pages of his- 
tory, and none so furious, so bloody, so implacable, so ex- 
terminating, from the wars of Greece down, including those 
of the Commonwealth of England, and the revolution of 
France—none, none of them raged with such violence, or 
was ever conducted with such bloodshed and cnormities, 
as will be that war which shall follow that disastrous event 
—if that event ever happens—of dissolution.” 

* w * * * * * * 

“And finally, Mr. President, I implore, as the hest blessing 
which Ileaven can bestow upon me upon earth, that if the 
dircful and sad event of the dissolution of the Union shall 
happen, | may not survive to behold the sad and heart- 
rending spectacle.” 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Great man! thy 
prayer was answered. Living, thou didst standas 
a wall of fire between the Union and its enemies. 
Dead, they heed not thy words of wisdom, tram- 

le upon thy hallowed dust, and return to their 
Fast of blood. Having watched their prey with 
glistening eyes, and keen and ravenous appetite, 
now that they have got it down, and are feed- 
ing upon its flesh, they rend and tear it, and rattle 
its bones without remorse, and with an unchecked 
and merciless spirit. 

Mr. Clay also said, in 1850, in his place in ‘the 
Senate, in replying to the threat of Georgia to 
secede from the Union: 


* Now, Mr. President, I stand here in my place, mean- 
Ing to be unawed by any threats, whether they come from 
individuals or from States. I should deplore, as much as any 
man, living or dead, thatarms should be raised against the 
authority of the Union, either by individuals or by States. 
But, alter all that bas occurred, if any one State, ora portion 
ofthe people ofany State, choose to place themselves in mil- 
itary array against the Government of the Union, | am for try- 
ing the strength of the Government. J ain for ascertaining 
whether we bave a Government or not—practical, efficient, 
capable of maintaining its authority, and of upholding the 
powers and interests which belong to a Government. Nor, 
sir, am I to be alarmed or dissuaded from any such course 
by intimations of the spilling of blood. If blood is to 
be spilt, by whose fault is it? Upon the supposition, I 
maintain it will be the fault of those who choose to raise 
the standard of disunion, and endeavor to prostrate this 
Government; and, sir, when that is done, so long as it 
pleases God to give me a voiee to express my sentiments, 
oran arm, weak and cnfeebled as it may be by age, that voice 
and that arm will be on the side ofiny country, for the sup- 
port of the general authority, and for the maintenance of 
the powers of this Union.” 


Where are the spirit and voice of Clay now? 
Have they descended upon any of his followers? 
Where are they? Let Kentucky, the State he 
loved so much and served so faithfully, speak! 
The ‘arm enfeebled by age” lies powerless in its 
coffin; but where is the young arm of Kentucky, 


* * 


that it refuses to grasp the pillars of the Repub- | 
Where? Echo answers, || 


lic, and hold them up? 
where! 


Mr. Chairman, my connection with this House | 
will soon be closed. I shall return to my far west- | 
ern home with pleasure, to enjoy the society of | 


my family and friends, and to kindle afresh the 
vestal fires of devotion to this Union upon the 
broad prairies of my State. Standing here, as I 
have done, and do, with the friends of popular sov- 
ereignty,and being in a small minority, [have not 


been able to accomplish much for my constit- 
uentsormy country. Ihave, however, doneall that 
I could; and shall be consoled in my retirement 
by the reflection that, if I have not discharged all 
my obligations, my failure has resulted not from 
the want of good purposes and motives but from 
the Jack of adequate ability. Such measures as I 
have not been able to get passed, for the reasons I 
have specified, I leave to my successor. 

I may say, in conclusion, that it would have 
been a gratification to me, it would have been a 
gratification to the one million three hundred and | 
fifty-four thousand four hundred and twenty-three 
individuals who cast their votes for Judge Doug- 
las at the late election, and who are the support- 
ers and defenders of popular sovereignty, if a 
representative or two of that great principle had 
been placed upon the committee of thirty-three 
raised on the resolution of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Boreien:] Perhaps it was no 
more than they ought to have expected; but it 
seemed otherwise to the Speaker, and I shall not 
pause now to upbraid him for it. Whatever evil 
has resulted is past remedy, and let it go. It did 
not prevent me from feeling a deep and intense 
solicitude in the labors of the committee, and from 
indulging the hope that they would redound to 
the permanent interest and honor and peace and 
glory of our common country; that they would 
propose some plan for the settlement of our trou- 

les, based upon principle, and not upon a tempo- 
rary expedicnt—for that kind of settlement would 
be illusory, and not worth the paper it was writ- 
ten on; that they would leave the question of sla- 
very where our fathers left it, for each local gov- 
ernment to determine for itself. That such might 
be the case—for I have not yet seen or read their 
report, though it has been made to the House— 
and that every heart may be impressed with the 
belief that there is no safety for liberty except in 
the Union, and that the destruction of the one is 
the overthrow of the other, is my living, and shall 
be my dying, prayer: 

If Í should be stricken down in defense of the 
views I have expressed, it will be in the last in- 
trenchment, with my country’s flag above me, and 
my last words shall be: “ Preserve rue Repus- 
uic!’? If to effect this, however deplorable the 
necessity—and none would regret it more than 
myself—I would write them in blood upon the 
facings and pillars of this Capitol, that the fact 
might be demonstrated that I had both a country 
and a Government; for without the latter, the 
former would be worthless, and life and property 
in constant jeopardy. ; 

But why, oh! why, Mr. Chairman, does man’s 
weak vision seck to penctrate the future? The 
Great Ruler is moving mysteriously in this storm; 
and as He ‘docth all things well,” let us look to 
Him for wisdom, guidance, and support in our 
great extremity. Pcradventure He may yet save 
us as He did ancient Nineveh. 
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The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. STANTON said: 

Mr. Cuarrnman: I had not the remotest idea, 
when I came into the House this morning, of i 
occupying the attention of the committee upon the | 
questions before us; but the extraordinary speech 
of the gentleman from Texas has induced me to 
say a word in reply. As to his concluding re- 
marks, I confess my utter astonishment at them. 
The branch of the religious society to which he 
refers permeates the whole northern section of 
the Republic;.and I think that the idea that that 


society could organize itself in any State with a |} 


view of stirring up insurrection is a libel on the 
society at large, which I know the gentleman 
would not intentionally commit. Certainly, if 
he means to charge that the Methodist Church 
North is an incendiary organization, desiring to 
stir up insurrection and civil war, he is making a 


most extraordinary charge against one of the 


most respectable and most numerous religious 


societies in the United States, : 

Mr.REAGAN. Thegentleman has misunder- 
stéod me. 1 did not mean to be understood as say- 
ing that there was a scheme inaugurated by that 
Church asa body. Lonly mean to say that mem- 
bers of that Church in Texas: are Abolitionists, 
and that we had the fruits of their teachings ‘in 
incendjarism last summer. 

Mr. STANTON. [have notanydotbtin the 
world that a large proportion of the members of 
that religious society do believe that African sla- 
very is unwise, unchristian, and immoral. I think 


. that is very probable. And wherever they may 


be found they probably carry that opinion wit 
them. But it does not follow that, entertaining | 
these opinions, they will therefore organize therh- 
selves into religious or social organizations for 
the purpose of stirring up insurrection and civil 
war. . 

Mr. Chairman, the speech of the gentleman 
from Texas is rather an extraordinary one, in 
this; that while he seeks for some measute of con- 
ciliation from this side of the House to avoid civil 


“war and disunion, he announces, at the same time, 


to that political organization which has just elected 
a President, that this Union can only be preserved 
by its absolute destruction and abandonment. 
ow, Sir, as a political organization, I care noth- 
ing for any party. All parties are secondary and 
subordinate considerations, But the principles 
on which this Government was founded, by what- 
ever party they may be advocated, can never be 
surrendered, under any threat of civil war, or un- 
der any apprehension of consequences.. That 
might as well be understood first as last. If the 
Republican party cannot be vindicated as his- 
torical, as consecrated by all the fathers of the 
Republic, as being in accordance with the history 
of the Government for the last sixty years, then, 
sir, ] am prepared to abandon it. I stand here 
pledged to maintain in debate, by the authority 
of the fathers and by the principles of the Con- 
stitution, that the Republican party claims and 
maintains no principle, and proposes to carry into 
procie, ño policy, that has not been sanctioned 

y the fathers of the Republic, and practiced by 
every Administration, from George Washington 
to General Harrison. Occupying that ground, 
and maintaining those principles, géntlemen can- 
not drive us from them by any apprehension of 
consequences, from whatever quarter they may 
come. . g A 

Mr. Chairman, I was utterly astounded that a 
gentleman so well informed asthe gentleman from 
Texas—a gentleman of so much candor, should 
assume it here as a conceded proposition that the 
Republican party was organized on the idea of 
the utter and ultimate extinguishment of slavery. 
in the States. If that gentleman will do me the 
favor to circulate one copy of my speech in his 
district for every two copies of his speech which 
I will circulate in mine, he would confer a special 
favor, and would, in my judgment, very much 
enlighten his constituents, and disabuse their 
minds as to the purposes and objects of the 
Republican party. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not accept the gentle- . 
man’s statement as a statement by the authority 
of the Republican party. 

Mr. STANTON. I do not ask the gentleman 
to take anything on my credit. 

Mr. REAGAN. I beg the gentleman to un- 
derstand that I do not decline to accept it because- 
of want of responsibility on-his part, but because 
he is not an authorized exponent of the principles 
of the Republican party. There is no gentleman 
for whom I have higher respect as a man. 

Mr. STANTON. Then all I ask of him is to 
take my argument and authorities for what they 
are worth. Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to 
these allegations of the gentleman from Texas, 
he will permit me to say that I know of no Re- 
publican who looks to the Republican organiza- 
tion as an organization designed, either direetly 
or indirectly, now or in the future, presently or 
remotely, to interfere in the remotest degree with 


i slavery in the States. 


Mr. REAGAN. Task the gentleman, did not 
Mr. Lincoln propound the very proposition I 
have stated, that the people of the North were to 
rest only when they were satisficd that slavery 
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was in process of extinction; and did not Mr. 
Seward deciare that the result of the success of 
the Republican candidate was the overthrow of 
slavery? ` r 
‘Mr. STANTON. I am perfectly aware that 
there is now, as there always has been from the 
organization of our Government, a class of states- 
men or philosophers who have held that there 
is, in ‘the very: nature of things, an antagonism 
between free labor and. slave labor civilization 
which cannot be reconciled; and that, therefore, 
a confederacy of States partly free and partly 
slave could not be permanently maintained. 
“Thomas Jefferson and George Mason may be 
cited as disciples of this school in the early his- 
tory of the country; and-Mr™Seward, and per- 
haps Mr. Lincoln, at the present day. . 

Whether they are right or wrong 1s a question 
which I do not propose to discuss; but merely to 
say that they are merely speculative opinions, 
which may be right or wrong, but can have no 
operation upon any question arising in the ad- 
ministration of the Government; that they can 
exert no influence upon the policy of the Govern- 
ment in relation to slavery cither in the States or. 
Territories. 

If these opinions are sound, no denial of them 
can make them unsound; and if they are wrong, 
no assertion of them can make them right. And 
the assertion or denial of them will not reverse 
the laws of the universe, established by the Al- 
mighty forthe government of mankind; and these 
laws will work out the problem with the same 
infallible certainty, whether they are admitted or 
denied. i . 

These expressions of opinion, therefore, upon 
abstract questions of social or political economy, 
have nothing to do with any practical question of 
policy that may be adopted in the administration 
of the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to state, in a few words, 
what I regard as the real question in controversy 
between the political parties of the country. 

The Republican party holds that African sla- 
very isa Jocal institution, created and sustained 
by State laws and usages that cannot exist beyond 
the limits of the State, by virtue of whose laws 
it is established and sustained. 

The Democratic party holds that African sla- 
very is a national institution, recognized and sus- 
tained by the Constitution of the United States 
throughout our entire territorial limits, where not 
prohibited by State constitutions and State laws. 

Every man who holds that slavery is a local 
institution, dependent upon local State laws, isa 
Republican; and if he is not acting with the Re- 
lican party, he is away from home and ought to 
řeturn as soon as possible. 

And every man who holds that slavery is na- 
tional, and is recognized avd sustained by the 
Constitution of the United States, wherever it is 
not prohibited by local State laws, is a pro-sla- 
very Democrat; and if he is not now in that party, 
he is away from home, and ought to get there as 
soon as possible. 

All other questions about which we differ grow 
out of this, and are dependent upon it. 

Thus, it is claimed by one party that slaves 

* may be taken into the Territorics, because slavery 


is national, and may go everywhere not prohib- | 


ited by local law. But by the other party it is 
claimed that slaves cannot be taken into the Ter- 
ritories and held there, because slavery is local, 
and cannot exist beyond the limits of the State 
by virtue of whose laws it is established and main- 
tained. . A 

So it is claimed by one party that, slaves being 


recognized by the Constitution as property, the | 
owner has a right to take them with him when he ; 


goes into a free State for temporary purposes, 


just as he may take his trunk or his carpet-sack. | 

The other party, denying that slaves are recog- | 
nized as property by the Constitution, claims that | 
whenever a slave goes into a free State with the | 


consent of his owner, he is thereby emancipated. 

Gentlemen will see, therefore, that this ques- 
tion of thenationality of slavery underlics all our 
controversies, and therefore must be met and dis- 
posed of. To this question, thercfore, I propose 
mainly to address myself during the hour allotted 
to rae under our rules. 

There are three clauscs of the Constitution 


which, as I understand it, are relied upon to sus- 
tain the nationality of slavery: 

1. The clause providing for the recapture of 
fugitives from service. 

. The clause fixing the basis of representatign. 

3. The clause authorizing the prohibition of the 
slave trade after the year 1808. 

There is one general remark applicable to all 
these clauses, as well as to all other parts of the 
Constitution; and that is, that the term “slave”? 
is carefully excluded, and they are everywhere 
called ‘* persons.” 

By the common law which prevailed in all the 
States, the term ‘‘ persons’’ wasa well understood 
legal term, used in contradistinction to the term 
t property,” or “things.’’ A * person” could 
not be ‘‘ property,” by the common law. The 
framers of the Constitution, therefore, supposed 
they had excluded the idea that persons or slaves 
could be recognized as property by the Constitu- 
tion, This is more clearly demonstrated by the 
proceedings of the convention which framed the 
Constitution, as reported by the Madison papers. 
The first proposition to provide for the recapture 
of fugitive slaves was proposed by Mr. Butler and 
Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina; whereupon the 
following proceedings took place: 

“ Mr. Burcerand Mr. Pinckney moved to require fugi- 
tive slaves and servants to be delivered up like criminals. 

“Mr. Witson. This would oblige the Executive of the 
State to do it at the public expense. 

“Mr. SHERMAN saw no more propriety in the public 
seizing and surrendering a slave than a horse. 

“Mr. Burner withdrew his proposition, in order that 
some particular provision might be made, apart trom this 
article.”—5 Elliot’s Debates, 487. 

This was upon the 28th of August» On the 
next day (August 29) Mr. Butler renewed his 
proposition in this form: 

“Tf any person bound to service or labor in any of the 
United States shall escape into another State, he or she 
shall not be discharged trom such service or labor in con- 
sequence of any regulation subsisting in the State to which 
they escape, but shall be delivered up to the person justly 
claiming their service or labor. 
ae Which was agreed to nem.con.??--5 Elliot’s Debates, 

It seems, however, that the convention, upon 
further reflection, were not satisfied with the 
phraseology of this provision, lest it might be 
construed to give an implied sanction to slavery. 
And thereupon, on the 15th of September, the fol- 
lowing proceedings were had: 

“ Article four, section two, (the third paragraph,) being 
under consideration, the term ‘iegally? was struck out, and 
the words ¢ under the taws thereof? inserted after the word 
‘State,’ in compliance with the wish of some who thought 
the term ‘legal’ equivocal, and favoring the idea that sia- 
very was legal in a moral view.”—5 Elliot’s Debates, 550. 

These extracts contain all that was said or done 
in the convention in relation to the recapture of 
fugitive slaves; and it will be seen how carefully 
the convention excluded every word or phrase 
that could be construed into a recognition of the 
idca that they intended that the Constitution 
should recognize property in slaves. 

In the first place, Mr. Batler was compelled to 
abandon the idea of using the term slaves, and 
fall back upon a description of the “* persons’? to 
be recaptured. Next, when he proposed the re- 
capture of persons escaping from any State, he 
was compelled to permit the interpolation of the 
words “under the laws thereof,” lest it might 
be claimed that it applied to persons held under 
the Constitution or laws of the United States. 
Next, having used the word “ legally or justly’? 
as descriptive of the character of the obligation 
which the fugitive owed to the claimant, he was 
compclled to have that stricken out, lest it might 
be claimed that the Constitution recognized the | 
legality or justice of slavery. The language of 
the clause will bear no other construction. ‘ Per- 
sons’’—not slaves—escaping from service, not 
from their owners, not from their masters. ‘* Per- 
sons held to service under’’—what? under the | 
Constitution? No; but‘ under the laws thereof;’’ 
pointing out and specifying the particular local 
law under which they are held, “shall not by 
reason of any law or regulation-in the State to 
which they may have fled, be discharged from 
such service orlabor.”?” Why was it apprehended 
that their escape into a free State would discharge | 


them from ‘*such service or labor?’ Clearly 


-because the laws of no State can have any validity | 


beyond its territorial limits; and therefore, when H 


he escaped from a State in which he was held 


“under the laws thereof” his status would be fixed 
by the laws of the State to which he fled. Hence 
it was absolutely necessary to prevent such a 
result, by providing specifically that it should not 
have thateffect. But, he ‘shall be delivered up to 
the persen to whom such service or labor may be 
due.” He is then a rational, accountable being, 
capable of incurring a legal obligation or lability. 
* Service is due” from him. Can this be said of 
a chattel—a horse ora cow, or a bale of cotton? 
Surely not. 

But this provision, in its terms and by its settled 
and uniform construction, covers other persons 
besides slaves. lt covers all persons who owe 
service or labor by contract as well as by involun- 
tary servitude. An indented apprentice, a minor 
child, or even a wife, (who, by the common law, 
owes service or labor to her husband,) may be re- 
claimed under this provision of the Constitution. 
‘ Property ’’ is the subject of sale and traffic; may 
be taken in execution for the payment of debts; 
goes to the administrator for the paymeny of the 
debts of the owner, and for distribution to his 
heirs. It will hardly be claimed, therefore, thatan 
apprentice, a child, or a wife, are made property 
by this clause of the Constitution, and yet thty 
are as completely within its provisions as slaves. 

But if slaves are recognized as property by the 
Constitution, what necessity was there fora clause 
providing for the recapture of fugitives from ser- 
vicc or labor? The Constitution is the supreme 
law of the land; and whatever is recognized as 

roperty by that instrument, the courts of all the 
States are bound to treat as property. If, there- 
fore, slaves are property under the Constitution, 
what necessity 1s there for any law or constitu- 
tional provision for the recapture of fugitives? 
Why does not the master take his slave, in any 
State where he may find him, on a writ of replevin 
in the Federal or State court, establish his title, 
and take him home with him, just as he would his 
horse or his ox? Why have we no constitutional 
provision or law of Congress for the recapture of 
fugitive horses or cattle? Simply because they 
are property; and therefore there is no necessity 
forit. And itis only because slaves are not prop- 
erty that a necessity exists for this constitutional 
provision, 

But it is claimed that in the 
representation and taxation the 
ognizes slaves as property. 

In the convention that framed the Constitution, 
the free States claimed that slaves were property, 
like horses or cattle, and that therefore they ought 
not to make any part of the basis of representa- 
tion; and the slave States claimed that they were 
persons, and not property occupying the position 
of property in animals and imanimate things. 
But after the basis of representation was agreed 
upon, both parties took especial care to exclude 
the idea that they were property, or that the rep- 
resentation in Congress should, to any extent, be 
based upon property. As as instance of this, look 
at the proccedings that were had upon the 13th of 
September: 

& Article four, section two, being under consideration, on 
motion of Mr. Randolph, the word ‘servitude’ was struck 
out and ‘service ? unanimously inserted; the former being 


thought to express the condition of slaves, and the latter 
the obligations of tree persongs.”—5S Elliot’s Debates, 540. 


apportionment of 
onstitution rec- 


The Constitution in this article treats slaves as 
persons, occupying a dependent and subordinate 
position, analogous to women and children, who, 
though they could not vote, were nevertheless 
regarded as proper to be considered in adjusting 
the basis of representation. 

The framers of the Constitution, in adjusting the 
basis of representation, were.not only induced by 
their opposition to slavery, but by an apprehen- 
sion that making property a basis of representa- 
tion would render it exceedingly odious to the 
people, and prevent its ratification. Great care 
was taken, therefore, to exclude that idea from 
the text of the Consiitution itself; but in the debates 
and proceedings the South disclaimed thg idea of 
basing representation on slaves as property, but 
claimed that they were persons, and therefore 
ought to -be represented. 

3. Itis claimed that the provision authorizing 
Congress to prohibit tho’slave trade after the year 
1808 recognizes property in slaves, : 


rs 
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There was no clause in the Constitution more 
bitterly contested than this. It will be seen from 
the provision itself, as well as from the debates 
upon it, that it was regarded on all hands asa 
measure of hostility to slavery. On the 22d of 
August, George Mason made a speech on this 
question, which shows the temper and spirit in 
which the subject was discussed. He said: 


“ This infernal traffic originated in the avarice of British 
merchants. The British Government constantly checked 
the attempts of Virginia to puta stop to it. ‘The present 
question concerns not the importing States alone, but the 
whole Union. The evil of having slaves was experienced 
during the last war. Had slaves been treated as they might 
have been by the enemy, they would have proved danger- 
ous instruments in their hands. But their folly dealt by 
the slaves as it did by the tories. He mentioned the dan- 
gerous insurrections of slaves in Greece aud Sicily ; and 
the instructions given by Cromwell to the commissioners 
sent to Virginia to arm the servants and slaves in case other 
means of obtaining its submission should fail. Maryland 
and Virginia, he said, had expressly prohibited the import- 
ation of slaves, North Carolina had done the same in 
substance. All this would be in vain, if South Carolina 
and Georgia be at liberty to import. ‘I'he western people 
are already calling out for slaves for their new lands, and 
will fil) that country with slaves, if they can be got through 
South Carolina and Georgia. 

«< Slavery discourages arts and manufactures. The poor 
despise Jabor when performed by slaves. They prevent 
the emigration of whites, who really enrich and strengthen 
a country. They produce the most pernicious effects on 
manners. 
They bring the judgment of Neaven on a country. As na- 
tions cannot be rewarded or punished in the next world, 
they must be in this. By an inevitabte chain of causes 
and effects, Providence punishes national sins by national 
calamities. He lamented that some of our eastern breth- 
ren had, from lust of gain, embarked in this nefarious traflic. 
As to the States being in possession of the right to import, 
this was the case with many other rights now given up. 
He held it essential, in every point of view, that the Gen- 
eral Government should have power to prevent the increase 
of slavery.” 


This would seem to indicate that the conven- 
tion would not be likely to give slavery any rec- 
ognition that was not absolutely indispensable for 
the accomplishment of their purposes. The thing 
that secmed to trouble them. most was how they 
could levy tax uponslaves imported prior to 1808, 
without recognizing or treating them as property. 
In discussing the question of imposing a duty 
upon slaves— 

«Mr. SuerMan said he was against this second part, as 


acknowledging men to be property by taxing them under 
the character of slaves. 


“Mr. Kina and Mr. Lancpon considered this as the | 


price of the first part. . 

“General Pinckney admitted that it was so. 

*¢Colonel Mason. Not ta tax will be a bounty on the 
importation of slaves. 

‘Mr. Gorwam thought that Mr. Sherman should con- 
sider the duty not as implying that slaves are property, but 
as a discouragement to the importation of them. 

“ Mr. Gouverneur Morris remarked that, as the clause 
now stands, it implies that the Legislature may tax freemen 
imported. 

Mr. Suerman said the smaliness of the duty showed rev- 
enue to be the object, not the discouragement of the im- 
portation. 

Mr. Maprson said he thought it wrong to admit in the 
Constitution the idea that there could be property in men.” 
—5 Elliot’s Debates, 478. » 

The terms of the provision, as it was finally 
adopted, shows that the convention adhered to 
their settied purpose not to permit anything to go 
into the Constitution that could be construed into 
aright of one man to hold property in another. 

And the tax was finaily resolved into a poll 
tax, as follows: 

“ Buta tax or duty may be imposed on such importation, 
not exceeding ten dollars per head. ? 

In addition to the discussions on the particular 
clauses of the Constitution referred to, there is a 


very significant passage in the debates upon an- | 


other subject. 

On the 28th of August the convention had under 
consideration the clause providing that the citi- 
zens of cach State shall be entitled to all the priv- 
ileges and immunities of citizens of the several 
States; when the following proceedings were had: 

“General PINCKNEY was not satisfied with it. He seemed 
i0 Wish some provision should be included in favor of prop- 
erty in slaves. 

“On the question on article fonr, the ayes were 9, nay 
4; South Carolina, Georgia, divided.” 

Here the demand was made in terms that some 
provision should be made in the Constitution rec- 
ognizing slaves as property. It was met with a 
sullen silence, and the vote of nine States out of 
eleven againstit. Itis certain that General Pinck- 
ney did not suppose there was anything in the 


Every master of slaves ‘is born a petty tyrant.. 
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Constitution which recognized slaves as prop- 
erty, or he would not have asked for such a pro- 
vision. $ 

It must be admitted from this review of the pro- 
visions relied on, that it was not the intention of 
the framers of the Constitution to admit any idea 
that slavery was to be recognized by that instrua- 
ment, except as a local State institution, depend- 
ent wholly upon State laws. This was the uni- 
versally recognized construction of the Constitu- 
tion for more than sixty years after its adoption. 
All the departments of the Government—legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial—have uniformly 
acted upon this construction until within the last 
ten or twelve years. The State courts, and es- 
pecially the courts of the slaveholding States, 
adopted and followed the same construction until 
within a few years past. 

But it is now claimed that all this must be re- 
versed, and that now and henecforth it must be 
held that slavery is recognized by the Constitu- 
tion, and that it goes every where throughout our 
territorial limits, when not prohibited by local 
State laws. And I confess I cannot very well 
understand why, or how, if this claim is well 
founded, it does not go into all the States as well 
as the Territories, in defiance of State constitu- 
tions and State laws. The Constitution of the 
United States is the supreme law of the land, and 
all State constitutions and State laws in conflict 
with it are void. The citizens of each State are’ 
entitled to all the privileges and immunities of 
citizens of the several States, Whatever is recog- 
nized as property by the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, 1 suppose any Citizen may take with 
him where he will,and make his domicile where 
he pleases. 

I suppose the Legislature of Ohio has no right 
to prohibit my friend from Kentucky (Mr. Ap- 
Ams] from coming to Ohio with his Bourbon 
whisky and his Durham cattle, and making Ohio 
hisresidence. Itis difficult, therefore, to see, if 
slaves are recognized as property by the Consti- 
tution, how any man can be deprived of the right 
to own and enjoy it wherever he may go, or 
wherever his domicile may be. Tam aware that 
this is notnow claimed. It would be premature 
and bad generalship to lay siege to the citadel of 
freedom before the outposts are secured. 

But it is claimed that, slaves being. recognized 
as property by the Constitution, the slayeholder 
has a right to take them into the Territories, and 
hold them there until a State government is organ- 
ized. It is also claimed that, slaves being prop- 
erty, the slaveholder has what is technically 
called the right of transit; that is, the right of a 
slaveholder going into or passing through a free 
State, for purposes of business or pleasure, to 
take his slave with him, and bold him as a slave 
so long as his business or pleasure may require 
him to remain. The only limitation apon the 
right as it is now claimed is, that he may not 
make the free State his domicile and still hold his 
slave. 

Let us understand one another distinctly, and 
sce whatthe proposition isin all its length, breadth, 
and proportions. ‘They do not claim that, asa 
matter of comity and good neighborhood, the free 
States ought to grant that privilege. Itis claimed 
asa constitutional right, which the slavcholder 
may exercise in defiance of the laws of the State 
to which he gocs. If the relation of master and 
slave continues during the passage or stay of the 
party in the free State, it must carry with it all 
the incidents which naturally and necessarily re- 
sult from that relation. The master must have 
the right to exercise dominion and control over 
the slave, and to use such force and inflict such 
chastisment upon the slave as may be necessary 
to compel obedience to his lawful commands. 
And by what law shall this power be regulated 
and controlled? There is no common law to 
which we can appeal, for the common law docs 
not recognize the relation at all. 

What isa “lawful command,” that the slave is 
bound to obey? What law shall determine? Does 
she slaveholder carry with him the law of his 
State? If he is a Virginian, does the law of Vir- 
ginia apply; and if he isa Kentuckian, some other 
law? The claim, then, is, that if a slaveholder, 
passing through a free State, gives his slave rea-+ 


sonable correction, which, by the laws of the ! 


State in which the offense is commitred, is an as- 
sault and battery, he may nevertheless plead the 
; laws of another State, set up the relation. of mas- 
ter and slave, and that the battery charged was 
in the exercise of his rights as owner or master 
in giving reasonable correction to his slave, and 
therefore that he was. justifiable; and this is a 
good bar to the indictment. Or, if the slave re- 
sists, and is killed by the master, the killing is not 
murder, but justifiable homicide. And whether, 
in any given case, the facts will constitute a jas- 
tification, depends not upon the laws of the State 
where the offense is committed, but upon the laws 
of that one of the fifteen slave States from which 
the master may have happened to come. 

But, if the Constitution recognizes the slave as 
property, and as such is taken by his master into 
a free State, he goes there subject to all thein- 
cidents and liabilities of property. He is liable 
to be seized on execution or attachment for the 

ayment of his master’sdebt. He may, of course, 
be sold at publicauċtion tothe highest bidder. And 
if the sale be legal, and the purchaser acquires a 

ood title,is there any reason why a person dom- 
iciled in the free State where the saleis made may 
not become the purchaser and hold thetitle? But 
if the master should die in a free State, having his 
slave with him, and leaving debts unpaid, the slave 
must go to the administrator as assets for the pay- 
mentof his debts, and for distribution to his heirs. 
And if the master finds it necessary to avoid a 
sale of his slave for the payment of his debts b 
judicial process, he certainly may sell him at prt- 
vate sale, and apply the proceeds in the same 
way. 

But if slaves are property under the Constitu- 
tion, in the same sense that horses and cattle are, 
they are legitimate subjects of barter and sale 
wherever they may lawfully be held. Why, then, 
shall not the slaveholders from Maryland and Vir- 
ginia take their marketable slaves to New York, 
and there meet buyers from the Gulf States, and 
scll and ship them to the cotton plantations of 
Alabama and Mississippi? It seems to me that, 
this doctrine once firmly established, the Battery 
or the old Park, in the commercial metropolis of 
the Union, would make the most magnificent slave 
market upon the continent. It would largely in- 
crease the trade and business of that great city, 
and therefore I understand this doctrine has many 
advocates there. : 2 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman from Ohio 
says we claim that we hold our negroes by virtue 
of the Constitution of the United States. I know 
of no person who sets up any such claim. 

Mr. STANTON. Then, I confess, I am ata 
loss to comprehend how it is. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will tell the gentleman 
how it is. We say the Constitution recognizes 
property in slaves; but there is no Democrat in 
the country, there is no man in the South, Dem- 
ocrat or anybody else, who claims that the Con- 
stitution carries the right to slaves as property in 
the States. 

Mr. STANTON. I beg that the gentleman 
will not interrupt me. That is a mere play upon 
words. You say that the Constitution recognizes 
| property in slaves in the same sense that it recog- 
nizes property in all other commodities, and that ` 
constitutes precisely the premises that I have 
stated. 

i Mr. REAGAN. I merely want to interrupt 
the gentleman, to say that I never knew a south- 
ern man who pretended to set upsuch a right. 

Mr. STANTON. It is the unavoidable result 
of the claim which you do set up. There is no 
escape from it. If it be your constitutional right 
to take your slaves to the free States, and hold 
i them as such while in transitu to another slave 
| State—and that is the principle involved in the 
Lemmon case, now pending in the other end of 
the Capitol—you cannot escape the conclusion 
I have drawn. Whatis thatclaim? It is, that 
the Constitution of the United States gives the 
right to take a slave into one of the free States, 
and keep him there for temporary purposes, so 
long as your business or pleasure requires. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Do Lunderstand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to say that itis claimed, in the 
Lemmon casc, that the Constitution gives the 


| right to go with a slave and settle in a frec State? 


Mr STANTON. Certainly not. I say the 


_ Stipulations of treaties between this Government 


60 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[January 15, l 


360m Cona....2p Szss. 


State.of the. Union—Mr. Stanton. 


Ho. or Rers. 


claim is made that you may go there with your 
slaves and remain temporarily. 3 

Mr. STEVENSON. If I understand that case, 
the only claim made is the right of a person to 
hold his slaves while in transitu from one State 

to’another. A 
Mr. STANTON. ‘That is precisely what I am 
talking about.: v 
Mr. STEVENSON. The right to hold a slave 
intransitufrom one State to another is not the right 
to go: to'a free State with your slave and remain. 

Mr. STANTON, Certainly what they claim is 
the right to hold the slave in transitu, the right to 
hold him long enough to enable the master to trans- 
act his business—justsolong, in fact, as he pleases, 
so. that he does not become domiciled. Thatis the 
whole of it. 

Now, gentlemen, when you have established 
this state of things, I want to know how much 
this whole Confederacy, from the Aroostook to 
the Rio Grande, falls short of being one great con- 
solidated slaveholding Confederacy? Now, this 
is essentially the question in issue between these 
two political organizations; and the gentleman 
from Texas tells us that unless this Republican 
party disbands or agrees to recognize these con- 
stitutional doctrines, then civil war comes, and 
this Government must be overturned. 

Mr.COBB. Thegentleman from Ohio wants us 
to circulate some of his speeches, Now, if he wiil 
incorporate some documents which I have here, 


and Great Britain, productions of John Adams 
and Benjamin Franklin, I will agree to take five 
hundred copies and circulate them in my district. 
` Mr. STANTON. The gentleman may publish 
them as an appendix to the speech. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there are some things that 
gentlemen ought to understand. If they desirea 
peaceable separation of this Union, and the or- 
ganization of a southern confederacy, they ought 
to. know that it cannot be accomplished in the 
niode they are Atopting: I grant you, very freely 
and frankly, that 1 do not believe this Govern- 
ment can permanently be held together by mili- 
tary force. 1 do not believe that any section of 
this Confederacy will ultimately subineite and 
overran the other, and hold it as a conquered 
province. I have no idea of any such thing. It} 
Is against the geniusand the spirit oftħeage. No- 
body would attempt any such thing. I regard a 
civil war as really settling the question that there 
is to be ultimately a separate confederacy. I have 
no idea that such a war could end otherwise than 
in a separation of this Union, and the organiza- 
tion of separate confederacies. I am perfectly sat- 
isfied of that. Anybody who supposes that fif- 
teen, or even seven‘or eight, of the States can be 
heldassubjugated and conquered provinces makes 
agreat mistake. But, whether they can or not, 
they ought not to be. It is against the spiritand 
the genius of the age; and no man ought to seek 
to do it, But gentlemen must see that by the way 
they are going on with this secession movement, 
they inevitably bring on civil war; you cannot 
break out of the Union by force or violence. If 
we have a Government at all, so long as that Gov- 
ernment remains operative its laws must be cxe- 
cuted. Why is this a Government? Is there any 
such thing as a Government that permits its flag 
to be insulted and trampled under foot; its laws | 
to be disregarded? Why, sir, when you put Bos- 
ton court-house in chains for the recapture of a 
runaway negro, and the Army and the Navy 
were called out to aid you, you did not think 


there was any harm in coercion. ; 


Mr. BOCOCK. Ido not want to interrupt the 
gentleman without his consent. I have never 
done so. 


Mr. STANTON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BOCOCK. When the Boston court-house | 
was surrounded with chains, and the Army and | 
the Navy were called out to deliver up Anthony 
Burns, a fugitive slave, had the State of Massa- 
chusetts, as a sovereignty, interposed between her 
citizens and the Federal Government? 

Mr. STANTON. ITamasort of a Yankee; 
and I would answer the gentleman by asking him | 
whether Georgia and Louisiana didany such thing 


when. those States seized the Federal fortresses | 


seceded? 


within their limits, although those States have not i 
| 


Mr.BOCOCK. They did not; but what they 
have done was under State authority. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understood the gentle- 
man to say that Georgia has seized the public 
property. 

. Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say, so far as. 
Georgia is concerned, that she has taken the forts 
referred to because they were intended for her 
protection and for her defense, and not for her 
Injury. We accept all the responsibility, for the 
State of Georgia, attaching to that act. 

Mr.STANTON. Certainly I understand that. 
T understand that the State of Georgia takes upon 
herself the responsibility of a civil war for which 
there is no pretense and no constitutional justifi- 
cation. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yicld to me? 

Mr. STANTON. If my time be extended, I 
will. [Cries of “ Agreed!” ** No objéction !”’] 

Mr. HILL. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that, as I understand it, the State of Georgia has 
not seized any portion of the public property of 
the United States. Perhaps some bands of sol- 
diery in Georgia may have done so; but not act- 
ing under the authority of that State. I disclaim 
the act on the part of the people of the State of 
Georgia, acting asa State. [Cries of ‘*Good!’’ 
“ Always right!” 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There is a ‘conflict be- 
tween-——— 

Mr. STANTON. 
ther. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. As my colleague has taken 
issuc with me on the matter, I only desire to set 
myself right. The gentleman and myself differ 
as widely as the poles in reference to the seizure 
of the forts, as well as the act which Georgia will 
to-morrow, or very soon, adopt. He may not 
think that that act of seizure will be justified by 
the State of Georgia. I tell him that it is justified 
now by a popular majority of nearly forty thou- 
sand. 

Mr. HILL. Oneword. ltis not my purpose 
to join in any issue of mere speculative opinion 
with my colleague. It is to be seen whether the 

cople of Georgia approve of the seizure of the 

nited States forts. Pdo not undertake to speak 
with the same degree of certainty that my colleague 
does. I have not said a word on that subject. I 
say, that the seizure of those forts has not been 
authorized by any act of the Legislature of the 
State of Georgia, or by any convention of her 
people. I stand by that. What may occur here- 
after I know not. [have always hoped fora peace- 
able solution of our troubles. [hope that Georgia 
may find it. I confess that I do not see a very 
bright prospect from the right of this House, 1f 
all the speeches from that side are to be like that 


I cannot yield any fur- 


| of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sranron.] Ido 


not know how this difficulty will terminate. I 
think we have arrived at one conclusion, and if gen- 
tlemen permit me I will state it. For one, Ihave 
thought from the beginning that these speeches 
would not bring us any nearer to a pacific settle- 
ment. Iam strengthened in my conviction from 
what has occurred here since noon yesterday, 
when this debate was commenced. I think that 
that conviction will grow upon the members of 
this House the longer this debate lasts. I think 
that gentlemen committed a great mistake by open- 
ing this debate, so far as the peace of this country 
is concerned. 

Mr. LOVE. Thavea word to say. . 

Mr. STANTON. I hope gentlemen willallow 
me to finish my remarks without further inter- 
ruption. 

r. LOVE. Iam one of the Georgia delega- 
tion, and I want to say a word. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I will not object, if the 
time of the gentleman from Ohio is extended. 

Mr. LOVE. Ido not object to that. 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not want any misun- 
derstanding on this subject. I am willing that 
the ume of the gentleman from Ohio shall be ex- 
tended the extent that it has been taken up by 
Interruptions. ` 

Mr. STANTON. That is all I want. 

Mr. LOVE. Mr. Chairman, I am not satisfied, 
as onc of the Representatives of Georgia, with 
the position of either of my colleagues. I un- 
derstand my colleague, Mr. Crawrorp, to say 


that Georgia has seized upon the fortresses in the 
State of Georgia, because they were put there 
for her defense; and, without qualifying that re- 
mark, he said that the people of Georgia will sus- 
tain the act. I understand my colleague, Mr. 
Hin, to say that he utterly disavows and dis- 
claims the act himself, as done without authorit 
from the State of Georgia. Now, I think that bot 
of those positions are wrong. In the first place, 
my colleague, Mr. Crawrorp, is wrong, because 
he does not know as yet whether the State of Geor- 
gia will sustain the act or not. My colleague, Mr. 
Hızı, I think to be wrong, because those who did 
take possession of the fortresses did so in accord- 
ance with the commands of the Executive of the 
State of Georgia. 

Mr. HILL. I madeno issue upon that point, * 

Mr. LOVE. The true reason why those fort- 
resses were taken was this: the Legislature of the 
State of Georgia had, by an act of legislation, con- 
vened a convention of the people of the State of 
Georgia; and they were to pass upon the fact as 
to whether Georgia would longer maintain her 
position as one of the States of this Union. In- 
termediate to the passage of that act, and the as- 
sembling of the convention, the Executive of the 
State of Georgia became alarmed by the act of 
Major Anderson at Charleston, and he thought it 
probable that this Government would send troops 
to take possession of the fortresses at the mouth 
of the Savannah river; and, as a purely defensive 
act, he took possession of those forts. If the con- 
vention of the State of Georgia should not secede, 
the Governor of Georgia will order those forts to 
be turned over to the Government of this country. 
It was a purely defensive act. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say, there is 
nothing in my remarks inconsistent with those 
just made by my colleague, [Mr. Love.] 

Mr. LANDRUM. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. STANTON. Ihope no gentlemen from 
other States than Georgia will attempt to inject 
speeches into mine. Ibeg the gentleman will 
excuse me. 

Mr LANDRUM. 
allow me a moment. 

Mr. STANTON. 
liberal. 

Mr, HARDEMAN. With the consent of the 
gentleman from Ohio, I desire to make a remark. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, I suppose I must 
yicld to Georgia. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I wish merely to state 
that there is no disguising the fact, judging from 
the very appearance of the people of Georgia, 
that they think the Government is undergoing a 
great revolution; that a revolution is going on; 
and that the Federal troops and the Federal guns 
are threatening the southern States. In view of 
those facts, the Executive of the State of Georgia, 
in or@er that he might save and protect the peo- 
ple of his State, inadvance took possession of the 
forts of the State of Georgia, knowing it was not 
justified according to the usages of nations, ex- 
ceptin revolutionary times. It wasarevolutionary 
measure, for the protection and defense of the 
people of Georgia; and if they should, in their 
sovereign capacity, this week, determine to se- 
cede, the people of Georgia, I have no doubt, 
will indorse the action of the Governor as an ac- 
tion of safety. If they do not, the Governor will 
return those forts to the General Government. 
And I may say further, that if they do secede in 
their sovereign capacity, 1 am prepared to defend 
the consequences resulting from ‘that act, for 
weal or woe. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, we are in rather an 
interesting position. If we garrison these forts 
and protect them, gentlemen proclaim that that is 
coercion, and a provocation for civil war; if we 
leave them utterly defenseless, and indicate no 
intention torenforce the laws immediately, they 
seize and take possession of them themselves, 
and turn the guns of the United States against 
the constituted authorities. ` f 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Hitt] says 
he thinks this discussion is inopportune; and per- 
haps it is; but I think it well that we should un- 
derstand one another. I have said, in reply to 
the gentleman from Texas, that these cardinal 


I hope the gentleman will 


I think I have been very 


| principles, recognized from the foundation of the 
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Government, cannot be surrendered,-let the con- 


sequences be what they may; and that might as 
well be understood first as last. But when I say 
that, I do not say that Lam not willing to say 
something, or even to do something, to remove 
the delusion. and madness which pervade the 
southern people. The very basis of this revolu- 
tion, and the very ground of this rebellion, is the 
utter and total misapprehension of the objects and 
purposes of the Republican organization, and of 
the incoming Administration. Now, [hold my- 
self bound, as a patriot, even in the face of these 
demonstrations, to do whatever I may to remove 
this delusion and to correct this misapprehension; 
and if gentlemen will come here with a spirit and 
disposition to be enlightened, and to understand 
the purposes and objects of the Republican party 
and of the incoming Administration, I am pre- 
pared to say at once what Jam ready to do. I 
undertake to say that, when this Republican Ad- 
ministration comes into power, the Government 
will be administered, so far as this slavery ques- 
tion is concerned, precisely as it was by all the 
best Administrations of the Government until 
within the last twelve years. I undertake to say 
that the administration of Mr. Lincoln will not 
differ, in principle or in practice, on this ques- 
tion, one hair from the administrations of Jeffer- 
son, Adams, Madison, Monroe, John. Quincy 
Adams, General Jackson, General Taylor, and 
perbaps even James K. Polk. There is not the 
slightest ground in truth and reality for all this 
clamor. I regard it, really and intrinsically, as 
the post groundless and most unjust rebellion 
that can. be found in the history of the world. Bat 
being so, I do not claim that the great mass of 
the southern people are disloyal. I believe they 
are laboring under a misapprehension, and that 
they are misguided. The ravings of Garrison 


and Phillips, and of a thousand other men who: 


are now gloating over theeruin that is now im- 
pending; who are united heart and hand with 
those in Charleston and South Carolina who are 
seeking to overthrow the country in blood, have 
been disseminated throughout the slave States as 
containing the doctrines of the Republican party; 
and the people of the South, acting under that 
idea, and supposing that that is a true represent- 
ation of the Republican party, are now, strangely 
enough, seeking to resist this incoming Admin- 
istration, and to prevent it from exercising power 
over them. 

Mr. LEAKE. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio, how he can expect that Lincoln can 
administer this Government upon the principles 
of Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Jackson, John 
Quincy Adams, Harrison, and, perhaps, Polk ? 
Ele said he could do that; and I want him to 
explain how it can be done. 

Mr. STANTON. It can be done, for the plain 
reason that it proposes and professes, inadvance, 
precisely the same principles proposed by Madi- 
son, and Monroe, and Adams, and Jackson. 

Mr. LEAKE. Permit me to ask the gentle- 
man why he excludes Washington’s administra- 
tion? . 

Mr. STANTON. Among other things, the 
gentleman from Texas bases his whole argument 
upon the idea that the Republican party is seeking 
to interfere with the subject of slavery in the slave- 
holding States of this Union. Now, to satisfy his 
constituents that we contemplate. no such thing, 
Lam prepared to admit that amendment to the 
Constitution proposed by the committee of thirty- 
three yesterday—taking away from the Federal 
Government the power to interfere with slavery 
in the States, except by the unanimous consent 
of the slaveholding States.. lam disposed to give 


them that assurance, merely to remove a delusion. ; 
There is no necessity for it; for no one contem- | 


pintes any such act; but, as your people have 


een misled, and have apprehensions upon the | 


subject, I am willing to quiet those apprehensions. 

As to this territorial question, I an willing to 
remove it, so far as I am concerned, by recog- 
nizing New Mexico as a State. Let her settle it, 
and take this subject of the territorial expansion 
of slavery beyond the reach of this Government, 
and beyond the jurisdiction of Congress entirely. 


Let us have no more quarrels about the extension 


of slavery in the Territories. A 
And now, whatever may be done, as a patriot 


| and statesman seeking the welfare of his country, 
without surrendering the essential principles upon 
which the Government is founded, I am simply 
to say what I am prepared todo. I confess I 
have very little expectation that any reasonable 
suggestion of this sort will be received, when I 
consider the tone and temper of the speech to 
which I am replying. 

Mr. RUST. The gentleman from Ohio has 
alluded to the report of the committee of thirty- 
three, made yesterday, and the measures which 
have been recommended to this House for adop- 
tion. I, as a member of that committee, protest 
that no such recommendation was made by that 
committee. Tam not aware that a single one of 
the series of propositions was approved by that 
committee. Upon a direct and distinct. vote, the 
committee repudiated what, I believe, isrecognized 
as the report of the committec, and by avery large 
majority of its members. I say, then, that there 
is no report. Nothing was adopted by the com- 
mittee, and nothing was recommended by the 
committec; and it would be a fraud upon the 
country to permit the assertion to go uncontra- 
dicted. : : 

Mr. STANTON. I did not intend at all to 
refer toitas the reportof thecommittee. Ispoke 
of the measures which I was willing to recognize 
and adopt. 

Mr. RUST. The gentleman alluded to itas 
the report of the committee, or I should not have 
interrupted him. 

Mr. STANTON. Now, Mr. Chairman,as to 
the history of Texas, its struggle with the Indians 
for their country, its struggle with Mexico, the 
establishment of its independence, I have nothing 
to say; but I have one word to say about that 
magnificent donation of ove hundred thousand 
square miles, of which the gentleman spoke. I 
confess I always regarded the sarrénder or sale 
of that territory to the United States as the sale 
of a thing to which she had as much title as she 
shad to so many miles of moonshine. 

Mr. REAGAN made a remark inaudible to the 
reporters. 

r. STANTON. I understand perfectly well 
that it was one of the compromise measures of 
1850, and one upon which the Republican part 
has stood, and one which we never interfered with 
or sought to disturb. No Republican has sought 
to change it. Weare willing that it shall con- 
tinue to stand, and let the consequences take care 
of themselves. 

Mr. HINDMAN. 
man a question. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; go on. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Luanderstood the gentleman 
to remark that his party—the Republican party— 
had adhered in good faith to the provisions of the 
compromise measures of 1850, in so far as they 
related to the Territorics of New Mexico and 
Utah. 

Mr. STANTON. I say that there has been no 
attempt to disturb them. They have been per- 
mitted to remain undisturbed. 

Mr. HINDMAN. 1 wish to inquire of the 
genticman if, under that compromise, the people 
of these Territorics were not to be permitted to 
determine this question of slavery for themselves? 

Mr. STANTON. Iso understand it. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Did not the Republican 
party, at the last session of Congress, pass a bill 
denying to the people of New Mexico the right 
of deciding this question for themselves? 

Mr. STANTON. The Republican party did 
repeal a law, which was the most extraordinary 
Jaw in the world—the power to repeal being re- 
served in the act organizing the Territory. It 
was a part of the compromise measures of 1850, 
that Congress should have power to control the 
territorial legislation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word or two,and I am 
through. There is nobody who can misappre- 
hend or doubt what it is that has brought us to 
our present condition. The compromise measures 
of 1850, greatly to the benefit of the South, and 
resisted by a large portion of the people of the 
free States, were nevertheless acquiesced in for the 
sake of peace. We disliked them. They did not 
suit me; I was dissatisfied with them; I think I 
should not have voted for them; but, for the sake 
| of peace, the people of the free States acquiesced 


I desire to ask the gentle- 


in them, and there was nowhere, down to 1854, 
a movement made. in the free States to interfere. 
with or disturb the compromise of 1850. But gen- 
tlemen from the South, not satisfied with that, 
condition of things; not willing to permit the, 
compromises which had been made in past years 
by our fathers to remain, went to work and sought 
to propagate and extend slavery in all the Terri- 
tories of the Confederacy. That was their. de~: 
liberate and avowed purpose. The principle was 
asserted that the Constitution carries slavery into. 
all the Territories, and that Congress has no 
power to interfere for its exclusion or prohibi- 
tion. 

The doctrine distinctly laid down and main- 
tained by the Democratic party South, in 1854, 
and adhered to from that time to the present, was 
that the South had a right to take their slaves 
into all the Territories; that it was a right guar- 
antied by the Constitution; that Congress had no 
power to interfere with it; and that, therefore, all 
the Territories of the United States were slave 
Territories. Efforts were made by the aid of 
Federal patronage, by Federal bayonets, and hy 
Federal power, to establish slavery in these Ter- 
ritories guarantied to freedam, in defiance of the 
willofthe people. Thereisthe origin of our pres- 
enttroubles, There is the source from which all 
these evils have sprung. That effort has been 
resisted from that day to the present. . It has been 
successfully resisted; and because the opponents 
of slavery extension have now succeeded in se- 
curing the control of the executive department of 
thé Government, so that it can no longer be used 
for these purposes, so that Federal patronage and 
power can no longer be used to aid in the propa- 
gation of slavery, gentlemen of the South say 
they awill no longer submit to this Government; 
but will break it in twain, and establish a repub- 
lic of their own. Now, if we are really so antago- 
nistic and hostile; if there is no conservative feel- 
ing or sentiment in the South to respond to any 
proposition that looks to the removal of the exist- 
ing delusions and mistakes that the people of the 
South are laboring under, then I grant you that 
this, probably, is about the end of this Republic. 

A word more. If gentlemen of the South are 
really seeking the permanent and ultimate disso- 
lution of this Confederacy, there is but one way, 
in which they can accomplish it; and that is not 
the way in which they are proceeding. If they 
chose to organize their separate confederacies, and 
recognize the jurisdiction of the United States for 
the time being, until through the proper channels 
the people might be consulted as to conferring 
upon one section of the Confederacy the right to 
sct up for themselves, it would be altogether a dif- 
ferent question. Butgentlemen must be perfectly 
aware that no Government that ever existed can 


! surrender its powers to rebellious demands, The 


thing is utterly inadmissible. It is the disorgan- 
ization of society, the abandonment of all Gov- 
ernment; itis an abdication of the dutics of the 
executive department; and gentlemen certainly 
must see that that mode of accomplishing sepa- 
ration can tad to nothing but civil war and blood- 
shee If gentlemen are determined to do it; if 
they will take nothing less; if they will resist by 
force of arms, and refuse an opportunity to con- 
sult the people—the only true source of power— 
as to what ought to be done; why then the con- 
sequences musi take care of themselves. 


THE. UNION OF THE STATES—THE MAJORITY 
MUST GOVERN—IT IS TREASON TO SECEDE— 
MILLIONS FOR DEFENSE; NOT ONE CENT FOR 
TRIBUTE! y 


SPEECH OF HON. JAS. M. ASHLEY, 
OF OHIO, 


Ix rue House of REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 17, 1861. 


The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 


Mr. ASHLEY said: ; 

Mr. Cuamman: For more than a quarter of a 
century, the citizens of the free States of this 
Union, powerful in numbers, indomitable in en- 
ergy, superior in wealth and culture, have sub- 
mitted to the constitutionally expressed will of the 
people; and a few thousand slave owners of the 
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South, in the name of Democracy, have dictated 
and controlled the policy of the General Govern- 
ment. The constitutionally expressed will of the 
people is again declared; and the parties which 
have been defeated are called upon to assent to the 
adoption of the policy of the fathers in the inau- 
guration of the just sway of freedom in the na- 
tional Government. ` But a large majority of the 
leaders of one of the parties into which the South 
is divided, not only refuse obedience to the legally 
constituted authorities, but some four or five States. 
under the guidance of these party leaders, have 
gone so far as to declare their independence; and 
others are openly threatening rebellion, and the 
destruction of the Government they have so long 
controlled. 

Standing, sir, on the threshold of such events 
—events the most important in dur history since 
the era of the Revolution—I fecl the import- 
ance, the responsibility, and the grandeur of the 
mission committed by the verdict of a generous 
people of the party of which I am a member. 
And I desire, for a short time, the attention of the 
House, while discussing the exciting questions 
which it is alleged this verdict of the people has 

frecipitated upon the country. Myr. Chairman, 

however much to be regretted, am not insensi- 
ble to the fact, that in a struggle to carry any im- 
portant measure through this House, tactics are 
resorted to rather than argument, that votes are 
secured and changes are oftener effected by party 
machinery and executive influences, than by ap- 
eals to the judgment and patriotism of mem- 
Gere: Nevertheless, I feel it to be my duty to 
speak and make known, so far as I may in the 
limited time allowed me, the views of those whom 
I have the honor to represent. 

Mr. Chairman, our present prosperity andhap- 
piness as a nation, no less than our future peace, 
demands, in my judgment, the preservation of 
the American Union as our fathers intended it 
should be, with no star withdrawn from the con- 
stellation; demands the maintenance of the na- 
tional Constitution inviolate, and the faithful exe- 
cution of all laws passed in pursuance of that 
Constitution, not only in every State, but in every 
Territory within the limits of the Republic; de- 
mands an acquiescence in and support ofthe legally 
constituted authorities chosen by the people against 
any and all combinations of men who may attempt 
to subvert or destroy the Government because 
they cannot longer control and dictate its policy. 

he people of the United States will ask, the 
nations of Europe will ask, what has been done 
in this country to justify revolution and the at- 
tempted destruction of the national Government? 
Where are the usurpations, the acts of oppres- 
sion, which have been committed cither by the 
Federal Government or any one or more of the 
northern State governments against any of the 
southern States, or the citizens of any southern 
State, that will excuse, much less jusufy, revolu- 
tion? Certainly there are no acts of the General 
Government of which the southern people may 
justly complain. ‘The President says, in his 
message, that during his term of office, the laws 
have been faithfully executed; and in order that 
the southern slave owners may be doubly assured 
that he has been looking after and guarding their 
special interest, he declares that: “the fugitive 
slave law has been carried into execution inevery 
contested case since the commencement of the 
present Administration. ”? 

Senator Doveras, in his letter to the merchants 
of New Orleans, on the 13th of November last, 
says: 

“T have yet to Jearn that the people of the South com- 
plain of the acts now on the statute-book upon the subject 
of slavery, as applied to the States or ‘Territories or the 
Distriet or Cotumbia.”* 

OFf no action of the national Government up to 
this date, either in refusing to pass such lawsas the 
slave owners have demanded, or executing themas 
they have ordered, can the South justly complain; 
because they have controlled, until within a few 
days, the Gavernment, and filled all its offices with 
men who have done their bidding, even to con- 
spiring with those who are attempting to over- 
throw the Government. 

What, then, is the cause of this *‘ crisis,’’ as it 
is called? I confess, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
seen no adequate cause for it, and therefore voted 


against the unusual course adopted by the House 
in referring that part of the President’s message 
treating of whatis termed ‘our domestic affairs ”’ 
to a special committee of thirty-three. If there 
had been any serious alarm, whether with or 
without cause, among the great body of sober- 
thinking men in the South; if they really believed 
that their rights were to be invaded because of 
Mr. Lincoln’s election; I say if there were those 
who were really alarmed, I was unwilling to add 
to that alarm by adopting an unusual course in 
creating an extraordinary committee, and thus 
give aid and encouragement to the conspirators in 
stirring up political animosities, for the sole pur- 
pose of precipitating the country into a revolution 
unless the North again surrendered, as they uni- 
forraly had done before under such menaces, and 
on such terms as it might please the conspirators 
graciously to dictate. I believed that such a com- 
mittee would not only do no good—as the sequel 
has proven—but that by creating it we would 
tacitly admit that there was some necessity for it. 
It appeared to me like pleading “guilty” to the 
indictment of the President, which I could not 
do, knowing it to be false. For these reasons I 
voted against raising this committee. 

But Tam told that we are in the midst of a 
“ crisis,” a ‘ revolutionary crisis,’ and such a 
one as we have never before passed thyough; and 
I must yield to the minority, compromise away 
the rights of millions of freemen, or the Union is 
forever dismembered and destroyed. I admit, 
sir, that the conspirators have been able, with the 
aid and connivance of the traitors connected with 
the Government, to get up a formidable looking 
‘*erisis;’’ and I can assure you, sir, that, had the 
people of this country known what hasbeen going 
on here in this capital, for the past four years, in 
nearly every department of the Government, there 
would have beemsuch an expression by them at 
the ballot-boxes, in condemnation of the party in 
power, as would not only have silenced the allies 
of southern disunionists from the North, bat 
have nipped in the bud this “ revolutionary cri- 
sis.” But we have passed through several “crises”? 
before. It appears to be a-chronic disease in 
American politics. It must be coneeded, how- 
ever, that heretofore, in their desperate efforts to 
get up a “ crisis,” the conspirators have never 
sct their stakes quite so high, nor permitted their 
treason to appear so undisguised. In 1820, and 
in 1832, in 1850, and again in 1854, we had 
“erises’? not dissimilar to the present onc; and 
they were gotten up to order by the same class 
of men who have succecded so well in getting up 
the present one. These are the same men who, 
with calculating coolness, disrupted the Charles- 
ton-Baltimore convention, and divided the party 
which, for nearly twenty-five years, they had 
implicitly governed. They did not hesitate to 
declare openly that they did so because the 
friends of Mr. Douglas in the free States would 
not yield to their*imperious demands. F have no 
doubt, however, thata large majority of the south- 
ern men, in their conventions, never intended to 
go so far as they have since gone. They ex- 
pected the friends of Mr. Douglas to surrender, 
as they now expect twenty-five million people to 
surrender to the demands of a few thousand men, 
who are asking new guarantees for slavery. 

But revolutions scldom go backward; and this 
one is fast getting beyond the control of its au- 
thors. Undoubtedly, a large majority of these 
men only intended to play the old and oft-repeated 
game by which, heretofore, they had always been 
successful; which has-been, first, to create a panic 
in all the slav® States, by the most unfounded 
statements and inflammatory appeals; and when 
the “crisis ” had reached the culminating point, 
boldly threaten the disruption and destruction of 
the. Government, unless new concessions were 
; made by the North; and the concession they were 
to demand this time as a condition for remaining 
in the Union was, not a new compromise that 
might be repealed, as they had repealed the old 
Missouri compromise; but a so-called compro- 
mise that should, indeed, this time, be a “ FINAL- 
rry,” by making slavery constitutional and per- | 
petual. 

This play, however, has had its run. The peo- 
ple of the free States have seen behind the curtain, 

i and begin to comprehend the manner in which 


these periodical crises are gotten up. They have 
not forgotten the manufactured crisis of 1850— 
nor forgiven the northern men who pretended that 
that sham was a reality. They have not forgot- 
ten that many of their faithless Repr@sentatives 
surrendered the rights and interest and honor of 
the North, at the bidding of a few slave-masters. 
And why did these northern Representatives then 
surrender? To save the Union, they answer. 
Southern men threatened then, as now, the dis- 
solution of the Union and the destruction of the 
Government, unless their demands were complied 
with. And to save any trouble, these accommo- 
dating Representatives, at the bidding of a few 
southern men, yielded. 

Did that ‘* rinaLiry,’’ as it was called, settle 
the question? Notatall, Hardly had these pre- 
tended northern patriots time to take a breathing 
spell, (in the retirement from the cares of public 
life which the people immediately permitted most 
of them to enjoy,) before it was broken up by the 
new and ‘ final adjustment” of 1854. Upon what 
pretext was this demand for a compromise, that 
should be ‘final,’’? made in 1850? The pretext 
of equality in the Territories. The freemen of 
California—as they had the right to do—had made 
California a free State. This was a mortal of- 
fense to the slave interest; because, by this action 
of the miners of California, the slave propagandists 
lost the golden prize upon which they had set 
their hearts, and for which they had involved this 
nation in an unconstitutional war. And because 
of the action of the free laboring men of California, 
in prohibiting slavery in that State, these Then 
would not admit her into the Union, unless all the 
remaining territory wrested from Mexico should 
be given up to slavery. 

Su, when the impartial historian comes to write 
the history of the compromise schemes of 1850, 
and the war made by tbe act of the Executive of 
this powerful nation against the weak Republic 
of Mexico, for the sole purpose of extending the 
institution of slavery over the free and virgin soil 
of Utah, New Mexico, and California, he will be 
compelled to class these acts as among the dark- 
est crimes of which this nation was ever guilty; 
and the compromisers from the free States as 
morally guiltier than those who precipitated us 
into that Unjust war. 

When the old Whig party-authoritatively in- 
dorsed, in their national convention, these com- 
promise measures, its death was inevitable. This 
old party, so formidable and manly when the ally 
of freedom, immediately became weak, sickly, 
and powerless, when it became the ally of slavery, 
and died—died as the so-called Democratic party 
had just died, because also false to freedom; and 
as the Republican party wilidie, and as it oughtto 
die, if itever agrees to ingraftinto the Constitution 
a clause recognizing property in man, Ifit should 
do this thing, nothing can or ought to save its 
neither the talents of its most distinguished lead- 
ers, thelr prospective promotion, or the distribu- 
tion of the patronage of the Federal Government. 
If all these combined could have saved any party, 
the Whig party could have been saved. But they 
could not, And as I now look back, over the long 
list of names which once made that party illustri- 
ous in the history of my country, I fecl almost 
startled at the thought, that men so great, so ver- 
erated by the people of the United States, could, 
by the allurements and blandishments of the slave 
power, have been so far overcome as to betray the 
cherished principles of their lives, and the hopes 
of the people who intrusted them with power. 
But such was the fate of most of the leaders of the 
organization of which I am speaking. One after 
another deserted, until, at last, the eyes of the na- 
tion were fixed upon one, whose unsurpassed abil- 
ity and great name had, in almost every crisis 
through which the country had passed, been the 
hope and reliance of the liberty-loving masses. 
And when, alas! he too fell, a black pall, as of 
midnight darkness, spread over the political hori- 
zon, and many earnest and true men gave up in | 
despair. i 

It may be, sir, that, with others, I have placed 
too great an estimate upon this extraordinary 
man, who has done so much as a statesman and 
orator to give our country fameand position among 
the nations of the earth; who has done so much 
for freedom; and so much, alas’ for slavery; 
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whose fall will ever be regretted by the good and 
great, and whose last fatai step should be a per- 
petual warning to all who shall come after him. 
Sir, it would seem as if, by the rock-beaten shore 
of his own beloved Massachusetts, in whose 
bosom he is laid down to rest, there must come up 
. . forever from old ocean a sorrowing response to 
the sad hearts of the people of Massachusetts for 
hisfall. ‘* Vanity of vanities;allis vanity,” saith 
the Preacher. The weakness and nothingness of 
human greatness never in all the history of the past 
shone out more conspicuously than when this 
great light went out, overshadowed as it was by 
the dark cloud of slavery. From the hour he 
abandoned the principles of freedom and the will 
of the people of Massachusetts, he felt that he 
was dying, and he hurriedly bade adieu to this 
Capitol, to the scenes of his wonderful triumphs 
and former glory, and to the dying organization 
which had been at once his Jife and his death, and 
passing away with it, both were entombed to- 
gether; and there the party, and he who was its 
brightest ornament and most distinguished leader, 
will ever remain—the party to be remembered in 
history only for its greatness and folly, its timid- 
ity and its wrongs: its greatness—in that it had 
ag its leaders the brightest intellects of the land, 
and ‘in its ranks the mass of intelligence; its 
folly—in that it subordinated human rights to a 
financial policy calculated to benefit the few, rather 
than guard the interest of the many; its timid- 
ity—in that it never could lead, but was ever on 
the defensive, pleading for ease and quiet; its 
wrongs-—in that it gave the sanction of its organ- 
ization to the most offensive demands of the slave 
power when it indorsed the fatal compromise of 
1850. 

Mr. Chairman, there was no more necessity for 
the political excitement which preceded the so- 
called compromise of 1850 than there is to-day for 
President Buchanan to inflict upon this House 
and country another message on southern rights 
and southern wrongs. That panic was all man- 
ufactured, coolly and deliberately manufactured, 
just asthe owner of a steam-mill would get up 
steam by putting fire under the boiler. 

Just so with this *“ crisis,” to a great extent, 
Three fourths of it is the baldest pretense. There 
are only a few leading men who at heart favor 
it; and those who do, have put a ball in motion 
which, unless soon checked, they will be unable 
to control, or even direct; and, like the authors of 
the French revolution, they will, in all human 
probability, be among its first victims. Already 
the sober-thinking men of the South are trem- 
bling, not only for their own personal safety, and 
that of their familics, but for fear of a despotism 
which they cannot tolerate, and a taxation which 
will eat out all their substance. Already we get 
glimpses of what may be expected in the future, 
especially if war should ensue. Forced contribu- 
tions must be levied; the citizens will be assessed, | 
and told they ‘must take so much of the revolu- į 
tionary stock. If they refuse, they will be classed 
among the disaffected, then denounced as Aboli- 
tionists in disguise, and subjected to the mercy 
ofa maddened mob. A tax of from fifteen to 
twenty-five dollars per head annually for each slave, 
and other property in proportion, wiil soon cool 
the mad enthusiasm of the thoughtless. 

How many men are there in South Carolina 
over twenty-one years of age? Not more than 
fifty-five thousand, Of this number less than ten 
thousand are planters; and not morc than twelve 
thousand in addition own their homesteads. Al- 
most two thirds of the entire white population 
are tenants at willofthe planters. They are very 
poor, ignorant, and destitute; and, according to 
Senator Hammond— 

“ Obtain a precarious subsistence by occasional jobs, by 
hunting, by fishing, by plundering fields and folds, and too 
often by what is in its effeets far worsu—trading with 
slaves, and seducing them to plunder for their benefit.” 

With less than twenty-five thousand men who 
have any property to be taxed, South Carolina 
proposed to make war on the United States. Has 
-the world ever witnessed such stupendous folly 
and madness? From seven to ten million dollars 
annually will be necessary, if she is involved in 
war, to maintain her government and army. 
‘Where is this vast sum of money to come from? 
From the other slave States, it may be answered; 


r 


| ton and rice fields turned 
| No people will long submit to such an intolerable 


| ening? 


but the other slave States will be in no better con- 
dition than South Carolina, even if they should 
unite. The proportionate cost of maintaining one 
or ten governments, one or ten armies, would be 
about the same. 

Mr.-Boyce, late a member of this House, an- 
swered these questions, a few years ago, in an 
address to the people of South Carolina, as follows: 

* South Carolina cannot become a nation. God makes 
nations—not man. You cannot extemporize a nation out 
of South Carolina. Itis simply impossible; we have not 
the resonrees. We could exist by tolerance ; and what that 
tolerance would be, when we consider the present hostile 
spirit of the age to the institution of slavery, all may readily 
imagine. I trust we may never have to look upon the 
painful and humiliating spectacle. From the weakness of 
our national Government a feeling of insecurity would arise, 
and capital would take the alarn and leave us. Batitmay 
he said, “ Let capital go!” To this Ð reply, that capital is 
the life-blood of a modern community; and, on losing it, 
you fose the vitality of the State. 

* Secession—scparate nationality, with all its burdens— 
is no remedy. It is no redress for the past, it is no security 
for the future. It is only a magnificent sacrifice of the 
present, without in anywise gaining in the future. Such 
is the intensity of my conviction on the subject, that if se- 
cession should take place—of which | have no idea, for f 
cannot believe in such STUPENDOUS MapNness—I shall con- 
sider the institution of slavery as doomed,and that the great 
God, in our blindness, has made us the instrument of its 
destruction.’? 

What Mr. Boyce then said, is as true to-day 
as when he uttered it. South Carolina cannot 
long maintain her present position; with her com- 
merce destroyed by blockade, as it will be in 
case of war, all her avaiiable men in the army, an 
immense police force, at great cost, to watch and 
prevent, if they can,anoutbreak among the slaves, 
every branch of business oe her cot- 

into desolate wastes. 


condition. Already men of means are moving or 
sending their families North. Itisa step dictated 
by prudence. I should certainly do so, were I a 
resident of the South, and one of her largest slave 
owners. I would have no fears that my family 
would be cither mobbed, or insulted, or ordered 
out of the country by some self-coustituted vigi- 
lance committee, or that my property would be 
destroyed or stolen and distributed among the 
rabble, because I happened to be a resident of a 
southern State. No judicious man, who is able, 
will hazavd the risk, at such a time, of having 
his wife and family violated and massacred by 
the slaves in case of a servile insurrection, The 
madness of the leaders in this attempted revolu- 
tion, is driving, and will drive, thousands of fam- 
ilies and millions of wealth intothe North. The 
bluster of 1832 drove some citizens of South Car- 
olina, whom I know, into Ohio; and I doubt not 
there were others who settled ia nearly all the free 
States. . 

When the leading conspirators come to put 
their hands into the pockets of the peaple, to take 
their last dollar, they will rebel. If the citizens 
of South Carolina, and of the southern States, 
were oppressed by the national Government:with 
burdens that honorable and patriotic men could 
not bear, then l grant you they would, as would 
every brave people, sacrifice life and property 
without stint, if there was any hope of bettering 
their condition. They have not, however, and 
cannot point the people to a list of intolerable į 
grievances, such as will justify their attempted 
revolution. 

The address issued to the southern people, 
which was prepared by order of the South Caro- 
lina convention, declares, that 


* While constituting a portion of the United States, it 
has been the statesmanship of the South which has guided 
the nation in its mighty strides to power and expansion. 


łn the field, as in the Cabinet, it is they who have Jed it to 
its renown and grandeur.” 

For seventy-three years then, on her own show- 
ing, southern statesmen have controlled and given 
direction to the national Government, under which 
their section has grown from a million anda half 
to cight millions, without including the slaves, 
and has advanced in prosperity and wealth, as no 
people ever did before. Is there, then, taking her 
own statement as true, any justification for the 
course South Carolina and other southern States 
are attempting, and which nearly all are threat- 


No wrong or unconstitutional act has been com- 
mitted, or is proposed to be committed, by the 
General Government. Is the mere election by the | 


1 


isthe States. 


pesple of a President who does not favor the cher- 
ished policy of a few thousand slaveholders, suf- 
ficient cause for destroying the Union, and involv- 
ing the nation in civil war? I need not answer 
this question; there can be, and there will be, but 
one response by the patriotic men of all parties. 
The judgments of all thinking, impartial men in 
the entire nation, and in the civilized world, will 
condemn the leaders who, without cause, are at- 
tempting the dissolution of this Union, and the 
destruction of the best form of government ever 
devised by man. To this crime is added that'of 


‘duplicity. During the late campaign, every pres- 


idential candidate for whom the South or North 
voted, distinetly denied that they were in favorof 
disunion; but, on the contrary, they all professed 
the most unqualified devotion to the Union. 

The people of the United States, then, voted, 
but littl over two months ago, unanimously 
favor of maintaining the Union. Why, then, 
should itbe destroyed now? What has been done 
since to justify such a gigantic crime? Can any 


-one give a satisfactory answer? Men who have 


brought about the present excitement may attempt 
to satisfy themselves; but they cannot justify 
their conduct to an intelligent people. 

But we are told, Mr. Chairman, that unless we 
vote for such new guarantees to slavery as the 
South shall demand, that all the southern States 
are going out of the Union. It is said that they 
intend to do this with the confident expectation of 
obtaining concession from the North which they 
could not obtain in the Union. That they expect 
to do this by a reconstruction of the Federal Union 
on such terms as they shall dictate. In this mad 
scheme they have the sympathy, encouragement, 
and promise of aid from men in the free States, 
calling themselves Democrats. $ 

The basis of the new Union is to be the recog- 
nition of slaves as property by constitutional pro- 
vision, unalterable except with the consent ofevery 
slave State, And this is called democracy in the 

ear of grace 1861. Democracy in the days of 

efferson was for free States and free Territories. 
Madison ‘“ would not admit into the Constitution 
the idea that there could be property in man.” 
To-day the doctrine that slavéry is right and must 
be made perpetual, is-the test of what is called 
Democracy, That such demands will ever be 
acceded to by the people of the United States, I 
do not believe possible. But whatever may be the 
course of others, be the consequences what the 
may, by no act or vote of mine shall the Consti- 
tution of my country ever be so amended as to 
recognize property in man. 

Mr. Chairman, ours is a complex system of 
government, uniting to governments within the 
same territorial jurisdiction. The State govern- 
ments being confined within their own bounda- 
ries; the national Government extending over alk 
States and Territories, and on the high seas. 
Every loyal citizen is subject to both these gov- 
ernments; and can in no way withdraw his alle- 
giance from either, except by ceasing to be a cit- 
izen of the United States. If heis a citizen of the 
United States, he is also a citizen of ‘the State 
where he resides; and he cannot be a citizen of 
any State and be released by any action of said 
State from his allegiance to the national Govern- 
ment. Both these governments, the State and 
Federal, derive allihe power they possess directly 


i from the people. The Government of the United 


States is supreme to the extent of the powers 
clearly delegated: to it in the national Constitu- 
tion. The State governments are supreme within 
thejr limits, except in the exercise. of power re~ 
served by the people, or prohibited to them by 
the Constitution of the United States. 

There can be no misunderstanding as to what 
the reserved powers are which are prohibited to 
Article one, section ten, of the Fed- 
eral Constitution declares that— 

« No State shall enter into any treaty, aliance, or con- 
federation; grant letters of marque and reprisal; coin 
money; emit bills of credit; make anything but gold and 
silver coin a tender in payment of debts; pass any bill of 
attainder, or ex post facto law, or Saw impairing the obliga- 
tion of contracts, or grant any title of nobility.?” 

Clause two: 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay 
any imposts on duties, on imports or exports, except what 
may be absoiutely necessary for exectAing its inspection 
Jaws ; and the net produce of all duties and imposts laid by 
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any State.on imports or exports shall be for the use of the 
‘Treasury of the United States: and all such laws shall be 
subject to the revision and control of Congress.” 

Clause three: = 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, laya 
duty on: tonnage, keep troops or ships-of-war in time of 
peace, enter into any agreement or compact with another 
State, or with a foreign. Power, or engage in war, unless 
actually invaded, or in such imminent danger as.will not 

. admit of delay? ‘ i 

These powers prohibited to the States were con- 
ferred by.the supreme Constitution on the Gen- 
eral-Government. The highest attributes of sov- 
ereignty are thus. secured by this Constitution. 
Congress alone has power to make war and. make 
peace, to conclude treaties and to regulate com- 
merce with the nations abroad and with the States 
of the Union at home. Congress alone possesses 
the exclusive power to keep an Army and Navy, 
t@lay and zollect duties on imports, coin money 
and regulate its value; and, to crown all, it is 
declared that— 

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
niade, or which shall be made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and 
the judges in every State shalt be bound thereby, anything 
in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” : y 

There is, then, no necessity for a conflict of 
jurisdiction between the General and State gov- 
ernments. Totheextentof the powers conferred 
by the Constitution on Congress, it was intended 
that the General Government should act directly 
upon the citizens of all the States and Territories, 
and execute:itg-own laws and decrees by its own 
officers. To the States are secured the regulation 
of their own municipal affairs, with which Con- 
gress can in no way constitutionally interfere. 

The powers and duties of both governments 
are clearly defined, and neither may of right in- 
terfere with, or attempt to exercise the functions 
of the other. Where the citizens and officers of 
these governments discharge their duties prop- 
erly, there can be no collision, These systems 
of government are, in my opinion, the best ever 
devised by man. 

The history of this nation, for the past seven- 
ty-three years is thè best evidence of its practi- 
cability. They have, and ever will, work har- 
moniously, if honestly administered. The people 
residing in the thirteen colonies created this na- 
tional Government by making and adopting our 
present Constitution, They did not make it and 
ratify it as nations make and ratify treaties. They 
did not make it for a temporary purpose, but to 
secure a ‘‘ perpetual Union.” It was made by 
the action and with the approval of the whole 
people residing in all the Wionies, and was not 
made by the citizens of independent sovereignties, 
as the secessionists claim. Neither before nor after 
the declaration of our national independence was 
any one of the old thirteen colonies free and inde- 
pendent States or nations; but they were colonics 
of Great Britain; then they were colonies united as 
one government, under the Articles of Confedera- 
tion, in rebellion against Great Britain, calling 
themselves the “t United States of America.” The 
war. of our independence was fought and our 
liberty secured by the Confederation, and not by 
single colonies. Their joint independence was 
acknowledged by Great Britain and the nations 
of Europe, and never as separate sovereign inde- 
pendent States. The several States are not even 
mentioned by name in any one of these treaties, 
so faras Lhavecxamined. Our fathers intended, 
in every possible manner, to impress upon the 
American mind the maxim, that our freedom agd 
independence was secured by our union; and that, 
without this union, we could not maintain our 
liberty and independence. ; 

Fromall the patriotic‘ men of the Revolution, 
there comes to us a warning to beware of the 
dangers of a dissolution of the Union. In a let- 
ter of the date of October 10, 1787, addressed 


by Randolph to the Speaker of the House of Del- | 


egates of Virginia, he said: 


“ Severe experience under the pressure of war, a ruinous 
weakness manifested since the return of peace, and the con- 
templation of those dangers which darken the future pros- 
pect, have condemned the hope of grandeur and of safety un- 
der the auspices of the Confederation”. * * * > 
“ Among the upright and intelligent, few can read without 

- emotion the future fate. of the States if severed from each 
other. ‘Phen shall we learn the full weight of foreign. in- 


trigue. Then shall we hear of partitions of the country.” 
* j x £ “ But dreadful as the total dissolution 
of the Union is to my mind, i entertain no less horror at 
the thought of partial confederacies. In short, sir, Tam fa- 
tigued with summoning up to my imagination the miseries 
which will harrass the United States if torn from each 
other, and which will not end until they are superseded by 
fresh mischiefs, under the yoke of a tyrant.” g 

To the same effet are the declarations of Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, and many 
others, whose opinions might be quoted, did time 
permit. : 

At no period in our history, either before or 
since the Revolution, has any one of the States 
been a separate, sovereign, independent nation, 
with the recognized power to make warand con- 
clude treaties, or form or dissolve alliances with 
any nation. The principle of national unity is 
the very life and soul of our Constitution. With- 
out it, our great national charter is not worth the 
paper upon which it was written. 

n a letter addressed, by the unanimous vote of 
the convention which framed the Constitution, 
to **his excellency the President of Congress,” 
itis declared that— 

« Ft is obviously impracticable in the Federal Govern- 
ment of these States to secure all rights of independent 
sovereignty to each, and yet provide for the interest and 
safety ofall.” ki * * j * In al our deliber- 
ations on this subject, we kept steadily in our view that 
which appears to us the greatest interest of every true Amer- 
ican, the consolidation of our Union, in which is involved 
our prosperity, felicity, safety, perhaps our national exist- 
ence. ”?”—Elliot’s Debates, vol. 1, p. 24. 

The thirteen colonies, as I have ‘before said, 
were united under the Confederation at the time 
the present Constitution was adopted, and the old 
Continental Congress, representing the people in 
all the States, initiated the movements for the 
new government, by calling together the conven- 
tion of delegates which made this Constitution, 
declaring by resolutions, when they did so, that 
the convention was called ** for the sole and only 
purpose of making the Federal Government ade- 
quate to the exigencies of government, and the 
preservation of the Union.” And this constitu- 
tional convention, when submitting their joint 
labors to the judgment of their constituents, dc- 
clared in the preamble to the Constitution, that— 

“ We, the people of the United States, in ORDER TO FORM 
AMORE PERFECT UNION, establish justice, insure domestic 
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, promote the 
general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to our- 
selves and our posterity, do ordain aud establish this Con- 
stitution for the United States of America.” 

Says General Jackson: 


& Can it be conceived, that an instrument made for the 
purpose of ¢ forming a more perfect Union’ than that of the 
Confederation could be so constructed by the assembled 
wisdom of our county as to substitute for that Contedera- 
tion a form of Government dependent tor its existence on 
the local interest, the party spirit of a State, or of a prevail- 
ing faction in a State??? 

Mr. Paterson, of New Jersey, a distinguished 
member of the convention which framed the Con- 
stitution, declared “that no State under the Con- 
federation had a right to withdraw from the Union 
without the consent of all.” He says: 

«Fhe confederation is in the nature of a compact; and 
can any State, unless by the consent of the whole, either 
in polities or jaw, withdraw their powers? Let it be said 
by Pennsylvania and the other large States, that they, for 
the sake of peace, assented to the Confederation; can she 
now resume her original right without the consent of the 
donee??? 


This modern doctrine of the right ofa State to 

withdraw from the Union at pleasure, is a ‘* her- 
esy”? which was denounced by all the leading 
men of the Revolytion. If onc State can withdraw 
from the Union at pleasure, may not a majority 
of the States with the same propriety exclude one 
or more States from the Union? Certainly they 
| can, But there is no such right under the Con- 
| stitution, and the framers of the Constitution care- 
fully guarded against any such absurd theory. 
Says Judge Story: 
T ¢¢ ft is only in the event of a failure of every constitu- 
| tional resort, and an accumulation of usurpations and 
abuses, rendering passive obedience and non-resistance a 
greater evil than resistance and revolution, that even Mad- 
ison claims, for a single member of the Union,’ a ‘right, 
as an extra and ultra constitutional right,’ to make the 
appeal from the canceled obligations of the constitutional 
compact to original rights and the laws of self-preserva- 
tion.’—1 Story on Constitution, p. 280. 


Chief Justice Marshall, in the case of Cohens 


| vs. Virginia, (5 Wheaton, p. 92,) said: 


«“ The people made the Constitution, and the people can 


unmake it. It is the creature of thoir will, and lives only 


by their will. But this supremceirresistible power to make 
and unmake resides only in the whole body of the people; 
not in any subdivision of them. The attempt of any of the 
parts to exercise it is usurpation, and ought to be repelled 
by those to whom the people have delegated this power of 
repelling it. The acknowledged inability of the Govern- 
ment, then, to sustain itself against the publie will, and, 
by force or otherwise, to control the whole nation, is no 
sound argument in support of its constitutional inability to 
preserve itself’ against a section of the nation acting in 
opposition to the general will.”? i 


Nowhere did the framers of the Constitution 
provide for a dissolution of the Union. Neither 
did the people, in any one of the colonies, when 
adopting the Constitution, reserve to themselves 
the right to withdraw from the Union at pleasure, 
and thus destroy the Government they were ofgan- 
izing and.the Union it created. The citizens in 
two or three of the colonies, it is true, before rat- 
ifying the Constitution, did discuss the propriety 
of reserving the right to withdraw from the Union 
at pleasure, but no such right was conceded; and 
from the necessity of the case, could not be ad- 
mitted then, any more than it can be now. 

Alexander Hamilton, in a letter to James Mad- 
ison, suggested the propriety of New York: rati- 
fying the Constitution with “ the reservation of a 
right to secede,’’ if certain amendments to the 
Constitution, proposed by New York, were not 
adopted within a given period. Mr. Madison 
replied, declaring explicity, that the Constitution 
required an “ adoption in toto and forever”? ‘It 
has,” headds, * been so adopted by the other States.’’ 
But I will read the whole paragraph: 


tt My opinion is, that a reservation of a right to withdraw 
if amendments be not decided on under the form of the 
Constitution, within a certain time, is a conditional ratifi- 
cation, that it does not make New York a member of the 
new Union, and consequently she should not be received 
on that plan, Compacts must be reciprocal; this principle 
in such case would not be preserved. ‘The Constitution re- 
quires an adoption in toto and FOREVER. It has been so 
adopted by the other States. An adoption for a limited 
time would be as defective as an adoption of some of the 
articles only. In short, any condition whatever must vitiate 
the ratification’? * . * * * «c The idea of reserv- 
ing the right to withdraw was stated at Richmond and con- 
sidered as a conditional ratification, which was itself aban- 
doned—worse than a rejection.” 


_ Ata later day, (1830,) Mr. Madison declared, 
in a letter to Hon. Edward Everett, that— 


“ Ft (the Constitution] was formed not by the governments 
of the component States, as the Federal Government for 
which it was substituted was formed p nor was it formed by 
a majority of the people of the United States, as a single 
community, in the manner of a consolidated government. 
It was forined by the States—that is, by the people in each 
of the States, acting in their highest sovereign capacity, 
and formed, consequently, by the same authority which 
formed the State constitutions. 

*¢ Being thus derived from the same source as the consti- 
tutions of the States, it has within each State the same 
authority as the constitution of the State, and isas much 
a constitution, in the strict sense of the term, within its 
prescribed sphere, as the constitutions of the States are in 
their respective spheres, but with this obvious and essential 
difference, that being a compact among States in their 
highest sovereign capacity, and constituting the people 
thereof one people for certain purposes, it cannot be allered 
orannulled at the will of the States individually, as the con- 
stitution ofa State may be at its individual will.” 


Thus spoke Madison, the father of the Consti- , 
tution. 

I now make a quotation from Jefferson. Ina 
letter written more than forty-five years ago, he 
said: 

4 In every free and deliberating society, there must, from 
the nature of man, be opposite parties and violent dissen- 
sions and discords; and one of these, for the most part, 
must prevail over the others for a longer or a shorter time. 
Perhaps this party division is necessary to induce cach ta 
watch and relate to the people the proceedings of the other. 
But if, on atemporary superiority of the one party, the other 
is to resort to a scission of the Union, no Federal Govern- 
ment can ever exist. If to rid ourselves of the present rule 
of Massachusetts and Connecticut we break the Union, 
will the evil stop there? Suppose the New England States 
alone cut off; will our natures be changed? Are we not 
men still to the sonth of that, and with all the passions of 
men? Immediately we shall see a Virginia and a Penn- 
sylvania party arise in the residuary confederacy, and the 
public mind will be distracted by the same party spirit. 
What a game, too, will one party have in their hands, by 
eternally threatening the other, that unless they do so and 
so they will join their northern neighbors? If we reduce 
our Union to Virginia and North Carolina, immediately the 
conflict will be established between the Representatives of 
these two States, and they will end by breaking into their 
simple units.” 


These and similar opinions of the leading men 
who put the machinery of our Government in 
motion might be quoted, if time permitted, almost 
indefinitely. In fact, the whole history of the 
times proves that the men who made the Consti- 
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tutionand favored its ratification in tended to make 
a Government for the people in all the States 


‘which should be strong enough to withstand all | 
attacks, and which could not be broken. upor | 


divided, except by the consent of the whole people. 


Mr. Chairman, article four, section four, of the | 


‘Constitution, declares that.the ‘ United States 
shall guaranty to every State in the Union a ye- 
publican form of government.” This includes, 
of course, all the States in the Union when the 
Constitution was adopted, and all new States 
which should afterwards be admitted into the 
Union. These words are not susceptible of double 
interpretation. They can have but one mean- 
ing. They declare imperatively that the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial powers of the Gov- 
ernment, acting under and by authority of the 
national Constitution, shall see that every State 
in the Union has secured to it a republican form 
of government, This provision of itself is a clear 
denial of the claim set up here that every State 
is sovereign and independent, and that the Fed- 
eral Government is only a confederation clothed 
by these sovereign and independent States with 
temporary authority which can be withdrawn at 
the pleasure, caprice, or whim of an accidental or 
absolute majority of the citizens of any State. 
General Jackson declared, in his celebrated proc- 
Jamation, ‘‘ that to say that any State may at 
leasure secede from the Union, is to say that the 
nited States are not a nation.” This claim of 
the right of any State to withdraw from the Union 
at pleasure, is so absurd that it would seem un- 
worthy of serious consideration, were it not for 
the fact that the doctrine is daily proclaimed here, 
with some show of seriousness, and, I regret to 
say, by some northern men. 
Mr, Chairman, the people of the United States, 
in creating this national Government, intended to 
rotect themselves from every form of despotism. 
‘They intended to secure themselves against the 
actions of State governments, which, in an excite- 
ment like the present, might attempt to establish a 
despotic government, abolish liberty, and violate 
the guaranticd rights of any portion of their cit- 
izens. And in order thus to secure themselves, 
they provided in the national Constitution fora 
redress for their grievances, by appealing from the 
unconstitutional action of such a State, to the 
whole people, inall the States, represented in one 
Government. The national Government, by this 
mandatory clause, becomes the protector of the 
whole people, in all the States, against the viola- 
tion of their personal rights and liberties, even 
though committed by legislative majorities; and 
the General Governmentis clothed with all neces- 
sary power and authority to preserve inviolate the 
guarantees secured to all citizens by the Federal 


Constitution, This was a wise and salutary pro- | 


vision, enabling an oppressed minority in any 
locality to secure the assistance and protection of 
the whole people againstevery form of despotism. 

As a nation, the law of self-preservation de- 
mands that we permit no State, or combination 
of States, to break up and destroy this Govern- 
ment, and establish upon our borders anti-demo- 
cratic, monarchical, or military despotisms. As 
a Government, we can no more allow this to be 
done than a State can allow one or more counties 
within its jurisdiction to dissolve their connection 
at pleasure with the State government, and estab- 


lish a government hostile to the State. The fact | 


that the citizens of these counties might vote unan- 
imously for secession would not justify the citi- 
zens in the remaining counties of the State in 
permitting the State thus to be dismembered, any 
more than the Government of the United States 
could permita State to be withdrawn, even though 
the citizens of the seceding State should vote unan- 
imously in favor ofthe proposition, Neither could 
we permit States in the Union to change their 
governments, and adopt governments anti-repub- 
lican in form, much less to establish monarchical 
or military despotisms in violation of the funda- 
mental provisions of the national Constitution. 

Chief Justice Taney, in the case of Luther 
vs. Borden et al., (8 Howard, page 45,) a case 
growing out of the Dorr rebellion in Rhode Isl- 
and, and to which I may again allude, declared 
that— 

t Unquestionably, a military government, established as 
the permanent government of a State, would not be a re- 
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| 


| 


| is also the duty of Congress to overthrow and 


| fair apportionment and the property qualification 
| for electors, were able to keep possession of the 
|; Government; and on a pretense of want of power 


| ofa convention of delegates to form a State con- 


| upon it, at the time and in the manner prescribed 
| by the convention; and it was adopted and rati- | 
i fied by a large majority of the people. Elections 


! and called on the President of the United States 
| bellion. 
i ended the so-called Dorr rebellion, and with it 


Of course, I need hardly add | 
whatall know so well, that Dorr was subsequently jj 


publican government, and it would be the duty of Congress 
to overthrow it.” j 

If it be the duty of Congress, as Chief Justice 
Taney declares, and as I believe, to overthrow a 
military government, established by the legal au- 
thorities of any State, it cannot be denied that it 


abolish any form of government in a State which 
is in fact anti-republican and oppressive, no mat- 
ter whether established by the legally constituted 
authorities or by usurpation. ‘The power of the 
Federal Government to prohibit any State from 
establishing an anti-republican form of govern- 
ment is as clear and unquestioned as is its author- 
ity to prohibit any State from setting the national 
Constitution at defiance, and assuming the power 
of an independent nation. : 

The mode and manner of procedure in eithe 
case is committed entirely to the discretion of 
Congress, as provided in section eight, clause 
eighteen of the Constitution, which authorizes 
Congress— 

“Yo make all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
to carry into execution the foregoing powers, and all other 
powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any department or officer thereof.” 

In the Rhode Island case, to which I have allud- 
ed, there was, I belicve, an admitted majority of 
the people of the State who desired to change from 
the charter government of Charles II, granted in 
1663, under which the State had always acted, to 
a constitutional Government, which should ex- 
tend the right of suffrage, and fairly adjust the 
inequality in the apportionment of Representa- 
tivesin the State Legislature. The charter pointed 
out no mode of procedure by which amendments 
could be made; and the charter party, by the un- 


to propose any amendments to the charter, they 
repeatedly refused to initiate proceedings on ap- 
plication of the people for a change of the organic 
law from the old monarchieal charter to a repub- 
lican constitution. The people failing to obtain 
a redress of grievances from the recognized au- 
thorities, proceeded to secure them in a revolu- 
tionary manner. They formed associations, held 
public mectings, prescribed rules for the election 


stitution; in accordance with which delegates were 
elected throughout the State, who met, framed an 
excellent constitution, and submitted it to the peo- 
ple for adoption or rejection. A vote was taken | 


were subsequently held in accorgance with the 

provisions of this constitution; and Thomas W. 

Dorr was duly clected Governor, together with a | 
Legislature and all State officers provided for in 
the constitution. This Legislature convened and 
organized; Dorr was inaugurated Governor, and 
attempted to take possession of the arsenals and | 
public property of the State. The charter gov- 
ernment resisted the people’s government, pro- 
claimed martial law by act of their Legislature, | 


for military aid to assist in putting down the re- 
As soon as Dorr and his party learned | 
that the President had decided to assist the char- | 
ter government, he fled from the State; and thus 


their government. 


tried for treason, convicted, and sent to the pen- 


iteptiary for life. I do not speak of the justice or || 
injustice of the charter government, I only speak | € . 
| citizens, born and bred on its own soil, who, de- 


of the fact. - 

I have been thus minute in this matter to show 
that if an admitted minority of the citizens of any 
State may thus have the assistance of the Federal 
Government against an admitted majority who 
were secking in a peaceful and, as they supposed, 
the only manner in which they could proceed to 
secure their own rights, without inflicting or in- 
tending to inflict injury or wrong on the minority, 
or establish a government hostile to the United 
States, how much more important thata minority 
of the citizens of any State, who are loyal to the 
Union, shall be protected in their constitutional 
rights, even though a large majority, through the 


forms of law, attempt to destroy. their Jiberties, 
make war upon the. national Government, and 
establish .a.despotic instead of a republican 
of government ! fs E atk AGA ath Ge. Se 
Mr. Chairman, I have introduced.the subject: 
matter of the Rhode Island controversy: here, for 
the double purpose of showing’ the power. con- 
ferred on the Federal Government by the national 
Constitution, and the duty of the Governmentin 
contingencies thatnow seem likely tohappen.Sup- 
pose five or ten, or even ail the slave States should,’ 
with the sanction of a -majority:of their-citizens, 
and under the forms of law enacted: by. their pres- 
ent recognized authorities, join South Carolina in 
her treasonable movements. .. What would be the 
duty of the General Government towards the pa- 
triotic and loyal minority in these States? Un- 
doubtedly there can. be but one answer to. this 
question. It is their duty to. protect and secure 
them in the enjoyment of all their constitutional 
rights, and by force, if necessary.- And though 
the loyal citizens should be largely in the minor- 
ity, if they remain faithful to the Constitution and- 
the Union, they may and should disregard the. 
action and usurpations of a majority, refuse ‘to 
recognize their treasonable proceedings, either in 
declaring the States sovereign and independent, 
changing the State constitutions, or by acts of 
their. conventions absolving all citizens.from.their 
allegiance to the national. Government. . Those 
who remain. loyal and refuse to recognize such 
revolutionary proceedings, may continue to, act 
under the old constitution and laws of the State, 
as if no such treasonable action had taken. place, 
elect their Governor, State officers, and members 
of the Legislature and Congress, at the time and 
in the manner prescribed by the laws existing 
prior to the usurpation. The Governors. thus 
elected should call upon the President of the Uni- 
ted States for aid to suppress the rebellion, and it 
would be his duty to grantit. There is no doubt 
but what Congress would recognize such a gov- 
ernment. The Legislature thus elected could 
choose United States Senators to fill any vacan- 
cies that might exist either from the expiration of 
the terms of the present Senators, their resigna- 
tion, or expulsion because engaged in a conspiracy 
to overthrow the present national Government, 
TheSenatorsand Representatives inCongressthus’ 
elected by the loyal citizens ofany of the seceding 
States would undoubtedly be admitted to. seats, 
each Fouse, by the Constitution, being the ‘sole 
judge of the qualifications of its own members. 
In this manner the national Government could 
fulfill and discharge its constitutional obligations 
by securing to cach State a republican form of 
government, suppress rebellion, and protect the 


| lives, liberties, and property of the loyal citizens, 


If it be said, however, that the majority would 
vote down the minority, or by force and moblaw 
prevent such an expression of their opinions at 
the ballot-box, or the revolutionists might elect a 
Governor and Legislature, members of Congress 
and Senators, with the understanding that they 


ii . 
| should not serve, and that such a scheme as is 


proposed for the minority to act upon is imprac- 
ticable; then, I answer, that the duty of all loyal 


| citizens would be to assemble, and petition Con- 


gress for a redress of their grievances—the pro- 
tection of their lives and property, and the secu- 
rity of all their constitutional rights, including a 
republican form of State government. 

The national Government justly and proudly 
boasts of having protected one poor and friendless 
foreigner, who had only declared his intention to 
become an American citizen, from the despotism 
of Austria, at the hazard of a bloody and expens- 
ive war. If, then, there be but one of its own 


spite the threatened punishment of traitors in 
rebellion against the United States, remains loyal 
to the Constitution and Union, shall he not ‘be 
protected in his life, liberty, and property by the 
national Government? If the General Govern- 


| ment have not power to protect the rights of all 


loyal citizens, then the Government is a failure, 
and that provision of the national Constitution 


i which says “ the United States shall guarantee to 


every State in the Union a republican form of 
government’? is a dead letter, and. worse than 
useless. But, Mr, Chairman, with a proper ad- 
ministration of the national Government, it will 
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ther be a dead letter nor useless, and the fature 

‘history of this Government will prove how wisely 
atid:with what sagacity and forethought our fa- 
thers acted when they inserted this- invaluable: 
provision in the Constitution requiring the whole 

dople to aidiin suppressing rebellion, and secur- 
ine the tights: of all who, ‘either by numbers or 
nilitary usurpation, night be overpowered in any 
articular State or States. 

“Mr. Chairman, all governments must, from the 
wery nature of the case, use force to execute their 
-exevutive, legislative, and judicial decrees; if re- 
“sisted * This is‘a powerinseparable from all gov- 
arnmeiits.’ Ifthe city of New York; to-day, by 
: the unanimous voice of her citizens; were to de 
elare herself a sovereign and independent city, and 
set'up a government of herown, put the author- 
ity of the Federal and State governments at de- 
fiarice, and collect and appropriate all the revenue 

derived from duties on imports, thus cutting off 
more than half the entire revenue of the national 
Government, does any sane man suppose for a 
moment that this Government would tolerate it? 
By nomeans. ‘If it became necessary to subdue 
her,:the Government would lay the entire city in 
rains. Martial law would be declared, a blockade 
proclaimed, the property of all rebels confiscated , 
‘and the leading‘traitors hanged or shot. The city 

_ of New York contains nearly a million inhabitants 
almost, if not quite, four times the number of 
whites in South Cerone ond, I believe, more 
wealth than any one southern State, unless it be 
Virginia: “The people living in the city of New 
York have just the same-right to declare them- 
selves out of the Union that the people of any one 
ormore of the southern States have-——no more, no 
Jess. And that rightis the inherent right of rev- 
olution, The Government once involved in war, 
in its efforts to enforce the laws and put down re- 
bellion, could know no rule butsuceess. A block- 
dé, martial law; the confiscation of all property, 
real and ‘personal, of the insurgents, the exccu- 
‘tion’ of ‘all'the leading tebels, and the removal, by 
force, if necessary; of the cause that produced the 
‘rebellion. 

i Thigis no new doctrine. John Quincy Adams, 
nearly twenty years ago, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in speaking of the war power, sail 


« When your country is actually in war, whether it be a i 


war of invasion or a war of insurrection, Congress has 
power to curry on the war, and must carry it on according 
to tbe laws of war; and, by the laws of war, an invaded 
country has all its laws and municipal institutions swept 
by the board, and martial law takes the place of them, 
‘This. power in Congress bas, perhaps, never been called 
into exercise under the present Constitution of the United 
States. But, avhen the Jaws of war ure in force, what, I 
ask, is one of those‘laws? ftis this: thatwhen a country 
is-tnvaded, and two-hostile armies are set in martial array, 

"o re commanders of both armies have power to emancipate 
allahe; slaves in the invaded territory.”? 


The Constitution makes the President of the 
United States the commander-in-chief of the 
Army and Navy, and he is required to see that 
the Jaws are faithfully-exeented. He cannot 
evade this just responsibility, if he would, unless 
he ig a-traitor.: There is, then, but one course 
left; after all peaceful remedies: fail; and that is, 
tovuse all the power of the Government to crush 
rebellion and treason, if we would preserve the 
nation from certain and utter ruin. 

As to the powers and duties. of the Government, 
in case of rebellion, I quote, and indorse in full, 
the declarations of Henry Clay, made in a letter 
to Hon. Danie! Ullman and others, of New York, 
dated October 3, 1850. In speaking of secession, 
he said: 
` t Suppose the standard should be raised of open resist- 


ance to the Union, the Constitution, and laws: what is to 
be donc? There can be but one possible answer. The 


power, the authority, and the dignity of the Government | 


ought to be maintained, and resistance put down atall haz- 
ard. The duty of executing the laws and suppressing in- 
surrections is without limitation or qualification; it is €o- 
extensive with the jurisdiction of the United States. No 
human government can exist without the power of applying 
force, and the actual application of it in extreme cases. 
My belief is, that if it should be applied to South Carolina, 


inthe event of her sccession, she would be speedily reduced | 


to obedience; and the Union, instead of being weakened, 
would acquire additional strength.” 

And in a speech delivered in the United States 
Senate in 1850, he said: 

“Now, Mr. President, I stand here in my place, mean- 
ing to be unawed by any threats, whether they come from 


individuals or from. States.. I should deplore as much as 
any mnan, living or dead, that arms should be raised against 


| necessary—but which, when necessary, I shall 


| am for ascertaining whether we have a Government ornot— 


| consists almost entirely of exports, would be ut- 


| ground of complaint by Representatives from 


the ‘authority: of the Unton, either by individuals or by 
States. But, after all that has occurred, if any one State, 
or a.portion of the people of any one State, choose to place 
themselves in military array against the Government of the 
Union, I am for trying the strength of the Government. I 


practical, efficient, capable of maintaining its authority, 
and of upholding the powers and interesis which belong to 
a government. Nor, sir, am I to be alarmed or dissuaded 
from any such course by intimations of the spilling of blood. 
If blood is to be spilt, by whose fault is it? -Upon the sup- 
position, I maintain it will be the fault of those who choose 
to raise the standard of disunion, and endeavor to prostrate 
this Government; and, sir, when that is done, so long as it 
pleases God to give me a voice to express my sentiments, 
or an arm, weak and enfeebled as it may be by age, that 
voice and that arm will be on the side of my country for tire 
support of the general authority, and for the maintenance 
of the powers of this Union.’? 


‘Again, in reply to some remarks of the Senator 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Barnwell,) Mr. Clay 
said: 

t Mr. President, I said nothing with respect to the char- 
acter of Mr. Rhett, (for | might as well name him.) I know 
him personally, and have some respect for him; but if he 
pronounced the sentiment attributed to him, of raising the 
standard of disunion and of resistance to the common Gov- 
ernment, whatever he has been, if he follows up that decta- 
ration by corresponding overt acts, he is a TRarror, and I 
hope will meet with the fate of a rRarror!” 

Of South Carolina, he said: 

¢T will tell her, and I will tefl the Senator himself, that 
there are as brave, as dauntless, as gallant men and as de- 
voted patriots, in my opinion, in every other State in the 
Union as are to be found in South Carolina herself; and, 
if in any unjust cause South Carolina, or anyother State, 
should hoist the flag of disunion and rebellion, thousands, 
tens of thousands, of Kentuckians would Hock to the staude 
ard of their country to dissipate and repress their rebellion. 
These are my sentiments—make the most of them.?’—4p- 
pendix Congressional Globe, First session Thirty-First Con- | 
gress, p. 1414. 

Our first duty, then, it seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, is to abolish all ports of entry which it may 
be inconvenient to occupy; to proclaim a blockade 
of all ports in the rebellious States; employ the 
Navy in connection with privateers, who shall be 
authorized to capture and hold as prizes all ves- 
sels with their cargoes leaving any port without 
a clearance from an officer duly commissioned by 
the authorities of the United States; as also all 
vessels which might attempt to enter any of said 
ports without paying the daties to an officer of 
the General Government. A blockade, such as I 
speak of, would be one of the most effective meth- 
ods, without firing a gun, of opening the eyes of 
the thoughtless and reckless men in the South to 
the true condition into which they have so madly 
precipitated themselves. ‘Their commerce, which 


terly destroyed, so far as finding outlets through 
the present channels of trade. And they would 
be forced to find outlets, for they must export to 
live; and they would be compelled to ship their 
cotton, rice, tobacco, &e., by way of New York, 
Philadelphia,and Baltimore, but principally by 
way of Thalumores which latter city would reap a 
harvest and enjoy a trade and prosperity which 
she has never known—tfarnishing, as she would 
be compelled to do, shipping and exchange for 
three fourths of the immense commerce that would 
thus be forced through her gates, but which now 
finds outlets through other channels. 

This will be a matter at which it will be well 
enough for business men to look in the cities 
named, especially in Baltimore, if the national 
Government unfortunately should be driven to the 
necessity of adopting the course I have indicated 
a course which I trust and pray may never be 


insist on being adopted. 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United 
States, in his late annual message, charges upon 
the northern people—and this charge is made the 


States now threatening rebellion—that the free 
States of the Union are faithless to their constitu- 
tional obligations; that they obstruct and resist 
the execution of constitutional laws enacted by 
Congress, in which the southern States are deeply 
interested. Thisunfounded and slanderous charge 
of the President has done much to inflame the 
public mind in the South; and I meetit right here, 
and most positively and unqualifiedly deny it. 
Sir, there is not, there never has been, and 1 do 
not believe there ever will be, a constitutional 
obligation imposed upon the citizens of the free 
States that they will not faithfully and honorably 


discharge. ‘Truc, here and there the laws of the 


national as well as the State governments have 
becn violated; but these are exceptions to the rule. 
The laws of Congress and the decisions of the 
Supreme Court, you, Mr. Chairman, know, are 
uniformly obeyed by the citizens of the entire 
North, and obeyed, too, even though they may, 
in accordance with their highest convictions of 


justice, regard some of them as infamous, as they 


undoubtedly do. Still the people of the northern 
States have submitted to them and prefer still to 
yield obedience to them until the people, in their 
majesty, shall demand, in a peaccful and consti- 
tutional manner, their modification or repeal; and 
also the reversal, in a like peaceful and constitu- 
tional manner, of such decisions of the Supreme 
Court as they believe to be not only in violation 
of the plainest provisions of the Constitution, but 
also inhuman, barbarous, and ‘unjust. All this 
the citizens of the free States have done and will 
continue to do, rather than resort to revolution 
and bloodshed, and the overthrow and destruction 
of this Government and Union, freighted as it is 
with the hopes of millions, and endeared to every 
patriot by the memories of the past and the hopes 
of the future. The northern States ever have 
and will continue to abide by the obligations of 
the national Constitution, whatever the South 
may do. The citizers of the free States have 
been taught to. regard the Constitution as the 
sheet-anchor of their liberties, and they will not 
abandon it, much less trample upon its just 
requirements. 

But the “ personal liberty bills,” as they ‘are 
called, which some of the free States have felt 
themselves called on to pass to prevent kidnap- 
ping, are seized upon and used by the crisis” 
manufacturers to inflame the southern mind 
against the North. Why has this matter never 
been thought of before, and brought to our notice? 


; Some of these laws have been on the statutc-books 


of the free States for over twenty years, and no 
complaint has been made until now. f 

Mr. Chairman, I can hardly find language 
with which properly to characterize this miserable 
pretext, It is one of the most flimsy shams ever 
resorted to by any set of men to hide their real 
designs. Why, sir, it isso contemptible thateven 
South Carolina secessionists are too honorable to 
use it. In their convention her leading men do not 
attempt to justify their treason on such grounds, 
or because of the election of Mr. Lincoln, or the 
non-cxecution of the fugitive slave act. Indeed, 


| on the seventh and cighth days of the sitting of the 


secession convention, in the course of the debate 


| on the causes that induced South Carolina to take 


her present position, Mr. Packer said— 

«“ It is no spasmodic effort that has come suddenly upon 
us, bat it has been gradually culminating for a long series 
of years.” $ 

Mr. Inglis said: 


“Most ofus have bad this subject under consideration 
for the last twenty years.” 


Mr. Keitt said: 

“f have been engaged in this movement ever since { 
entered political life.” 

Mr. Rhett said: 

«Itis nothing produced by Mr. Lincoln’s election, or the 
non-exeeution of the fugitive slave law. It is a matter 
which has been gathering head for thirty years.” 

And before this, in their discussions, Messrs. 
Rhett, Spratt, and others, declared their opinion 
that the fugitive law is unconstitutional. Judge 
Withers, in an able speech, said it was unconsti- 
tutional. 

Mr. Keitt said: 

«I have great doubts myselfabout the fugitive slave law. 
The Constitution was at tirst a eompact between the States; 
secondly, a treaty, between sections. It was something 
more than a compact between the States. I believe, therc- 
fore, that this Jaw ought to have been left to the execution 
of the various States.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, what are the ‘* personal 
liberty bills,” which some of the free States have 
passed? They are simply laws to_prevent the 
kidnapping of their own citizens. They are just 
such laws, in substance, as may be found on«the 
statute-books of most of the southern States, to 
prevent the kidnapping of their free and. slave 

cople. I have looked over these acts of the free 
States ọn this subject, and find that they were 
not,as many suppose, passed expressly to ob- 
struct the execution of any law of- Congress. 
Many of these laws were passed to conform to 
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the decision of the Supreme Court in the case- of 
Prigg vs. Pennsylvania, which declared substan- 
-tially that it was not the duty of a State to pass 
laws for the arrestand rendition of fugitive slaves, 
and that Congress alone had exclusive jurisdiction 
over the subject. 

The law of Vermont provides that all officers 
of the United States and their deputies shall- be 
exempt from the provisions of their “liberty 
bill’? while in the discharge of their official duty. 
The proviso reads as follows: 

“This act, however, shall not be construed to extend to 
auy citizen of the State, acting as a judge of the circuit or 
district court of the United States, or asa marshal or dep- 
uty marshal of the district of Vermont, or to any person 
acting under the command or authority of said courts or 
marshal.” 

Nineteen twentieths of those who are prating 
about northern ‘personal liberty bills,” know 
nothing about them. Nevertheless, they do not 
hesitate boldly to declare that they are unconsti- 
tutional. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not assume to speak 
for all the northern States; but I can say with 
great confidence, (and I have no doubt but what 
other gentlemen will speak for their States, and 
give the same pledge,) thatif the Legislature of 
Ohio should atany time pass an unconstitutional 
law—which is not at all improbable, as their own 
local lawsare frequently adjudged unconstitutional 
by the supreme court of the State—I say, if such 
‘a law should at any time be passed ,;whether con- 
flicting with the fugitive slave bill, or any other 
act of Congress, it will be repealed whenever the 
Supreme Court declares it unconstitutional. 
the Representatives from the States who complain 
of these “personal liberty bills,” in fairness, 
ask anything more? Are they willing, in turn, 
to give the North the same pledge of Joyality? 
Most of the States now in rebellion against the 
Government have,and have had for many years, 
laws on their statute-books, the most inhuman, 
and, as we believe, unconstitutional; laws which 
enslave our free pcople, who are guilty of nocrime, 
but are cnslaved for life simply for coming into 
the State. The authoritics of some of the free 
States have sent commissioners to one or more of 
these southern States, to test, in a legal and peace- 
ful manner, the constitutionality of such laws; 
but they have not only never been permitted to do 
so, but gentlemen of distinction, who have visited 
the southern States for that purpose, have been 
driven from the South by mobs. There never 
has been, and I think I may safely say there never 
will be, such an outrage committed by the citizens 
of any of the free States on a southern man whom 
a State might send north onsach a mission. Any 
gentleman whom the authorities of a southern 
State may choose to commission to a free State, 
or who may come of his own will and pleasure, 
to test the constitutionality of any of our laws, 
whether they be our “ personal liberty bills,” or 
any others, will be received and treated as a gen- 
tleman. And thedecision of our highest judicial 
tribunal, whether in accordance with our views 
or not, wit be strictly and in good faith obeyed. 

The Legislature of my State a few years ago 
passed a law, known with usas the crowbar law, 
to tax banks the same as other property—a law 
which they not only believed to be just, but also 
coustitutional, The banks resisted the payment 
of the tax. Suits were commenced to test its con- 
stitutionality. The supreme court of Ohio sus- 
tained the law,and declared it constitutional. It 
was carried to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and they pronounced the law unconstitu- 


tional. The Legislature, in compliance with that ; 


decision, repealed the law, and appropriated 
money to refund to the banks the taxes thas de- 


clared to have been illegally collected. I mention | 
this as one case that came within my own per- | 


sonal knowledge. [couldname others, had I time, 
which would show the law-abiding and loyal char- 
acter of the entire northern people. Butitis not 
necessary. A majority of the peopie of Ohio be- 
lieved then, and believe now, that that law was 
constitutional, and that the decision of the Su- 
preme Court was wrong; yet they obeyed its 
mandates, because it was the court of last resort, 
and disobedience would be nullification. 


Mr. Chairman, our calumniators in the North | 


have deceived, and are to-day deceiving, the hon- 


Can | 


| of political preaching or political parties 


purpose of the masses of men who make up the 
Republican party. They are told that “ the North 
had gotto ke utterly lost to all sense of truth or 
falsehood, right or wrong; that everything good 
gave way before senseless sympathy for black 
men to such a degree that, to steal property, in- 
cite to insurrection, rapine, and murder, were 
every-day sights.” Sir, a more shameless false- 
hood never fell from the lips of man or devil. In 
the estimation ofall honorable men, a willful fals- 
ifier is, of all men, the most despicable; and the 
utterer of this base slander on hisown State and 
neighbors has at last found the depth of infamy. 
There cannot be one fact adduced upon. which to 
rest so monstrous a charge. There is no evidence 
of this alleged hatred on the part of the North. 
No southern man or woman visiting the North, 
either for business or pleasure, was ever beaten 
with stripes, tarred and feathered, imprisoned, or 
mordere by any cowardly mobs or lynch-law 
courts, no matter what their opinions might be on 
any subject, however obnoxious, or however of- 
fensively they might have proclaimed them. I 
wish as much could be said, and as truthfully, of 
every southern State. 

Sir, I say to southern gentlemen, and I say it 
with pride, that a more law-abiding, peaceful, 
constitutional, and Union-loving people cannot be 
found in any part of the country, than the great 
Body of those who make up the rank and file of 
the Republican party. Indeed, they are preémi- 
nently distinguished, wherever known, for the 
conscientious discharge of every duty, public and 
private, for their sobriety and Christian charac- 
ter, for their love of peace, for their unselfish phi- 
lanthropy and a love of the human race, which 
is circumscribed by no narrow limits, but em- 
braces in its cosmopolitan liberality the people of 


i! every nation and every religious creed. 


If this be true, I am asked why we permit such 
slandcrers as the author of the extract just read 
to utter their falschoods throughout the North? 
L answer, because we are not fearful of falsehood, 
where free speech and a free press are left free to 
combat it before an intelligent people. Wherever 
such slanders are uttered in the North they are 
harmless. They ought to be and would be harm- 
less with you in the South, if you tolerated free 
speech and a free press. The utterer of this slan- 
der is like the desperate gambler who, having lost 
character, position, everything that a manly man 
could desire, is playing the last card upon the po- 
litical board, with a recklessness befitting his des- 
perate condition, hoping almost against hope to 
be promoted by the dying political organization 
now in charge of the Government, to a position 
once dignified aud made honorable by a Jay, a 


| Story, anda Marshall. How infamousand wicked 
i must an Administration be where promotion to 


high and honorable positions are more readily 
secured by such baseness than by an honorable, 
manly, upright bearing ! 

John Randolph, of Virginia, once said, when 


rebuking those whom he justly called doughfaces, 


“that he did not envy the head or heart of that 


| man who could rise here and defend slavery on 


principle. I would, sir, that we had a Ran- 


dolph, a Jefferson, and a McDowell to speak here 
to-day for the South and to the South. 

Mr. Chairman, it isa mistake, and our south- 
ern brethren are deceived in supposing, that op- 
position to slavery in the free States is the result 
Itisa 
still greater mistake to suppose that this opposi- 


i tion has become so formidable as it has because 


of political demagogues sceking office. This senti- 


| ment of opposition to slavery has existed from 


the day the Pilgrims landed on Plymouth rock, 
and ever will exist, not only with their children, 
but with the great body of the Christian world. 
It has grown in spite of political preaching, in 


: spite of demagogues, and in spite of doughfaces, 


est pcople of the South, as to the character and i 


of whom the North has, I am sorry to say, quite 
as many to-day as when Randolph gave them a 
name so characteristic of their depravity. 

In Canada, on our northern border, in Eng- 
land and France, and indeed throughout all Ea- 
rope, the hostility to slavery is far greater and 
more unanimous than in any of the free States of 
the American Union. And those who are its 
most uncompromising opponents in the countries 
named cannot and never expected to obtain office 


or political promotion becaus¢ oftheir opposition 
to the system. “They are not, atd never have 
been, influenced: by any. such: 'sordid»considera- 
tions. Neither are the great body of the.citizeris 
of the free States, who-are, and always- have been, 
opposed to slavery, governed in ‘thelr opposition 
by any such considerations. It is-a feeling of 
human nature which cannot be overcome; a“* pre~ 
judice,” ifyou will, which cannotbe* conquered?” 
at the bidding of any man or party.) o si 
Three fourths of the civilized and. Christian 
world look upon the trade of man-stealing and 
man-sclling as a piratical Commerce, tò be pro- 
hibited and abolished wherever Governments have 
the power. And if there never had been any Uni- 
ted States Senators and Representatives in: Con- 
gress madc elective by the peopleinthe free States, 
and there were no offices to be filled‘there by ap- 
pointment of the President of the United States, 
the hostility to this execrable commerce in’ the 
free States would have been fivefold greater than 
itis, And without the aid which.the Noth has 
given to the slavery interest, it would be power- 
less to-day. For the truth is, the national Gov- 
ernment, Jn the hands of slavcholders, as it has 
been three fourths of the time since its organiza- 
tion, has debauched and corrupted the public mind 
of the North, and in the name of Democracy has 


.beén able to keep possession of the Government, 


while extending, strengthening, and nationalizing 
slavery. : . 

Mr. Chairman, liberty is one of thegrandestand 
most Godlike aspirations of the human heart; it 
is a sentiment which cannot be eradicated by com- 
promises or party platforms. No, nor by Church 
ereedseither, Itisafeelingimplanted in the breast 
of every intelligent human soul by the hand of the 
Creator, and bars and bolts and prisons cannot 
eradicate it. It is the morning and evening prayer 
of every slave; and the late Governor McDowell, 
of Virginia, never uttered a more sublime truth 
than when he said: 

* You may place the slave where you please; , you may 
dry up to your uttermost the fountains of his feelings, the 
springs of his thoughts; you may close upon his mind every 
avenue to knowledge, and, cloud it over with artificial 
night; you may yoke him to labor as an ox which liveth 
only to work, and worketh only. to live; you may-put him 
under any process which, without destroying his value as 
a slave, will debase and crush him as a rational beitig; 
you may do all this, AND THE IDEA THAT HE WAS BORN 
FREE WILE SURVIVE IT ALL. tis allied to his hope of: im- 
mortality; itis the eternal part of his nature, which. op- 
pression cannot reach. It is a torch lit up in his soul by 
the hand of Deity, and never meant to be extinguished by 
the hand of man.” i 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the North hald 
these sentiments to-day, as they ever have; and 
as I trust they ever will. What wonder, then, 
that when called upon to extend by their vote 
this institution, so obnoxious to them and the 
moral sense of the civilized world, that they should 
be found, as a body, in opposition to it? The 
only wonder, sir, is, that there is any division in 
the free States on the subject. On this question a 
large majority of the citizens of all parvies in the 
free States stand to-day where Washington and 
Adams, Jefferson and Franklin, Hancock and 
Jay, stood in the days of the Revolution, and 
where Clay and the leading men of all parties, 
political as wellas religious, stood thirty and forty 
years ago. . 

When Ienry Clay was called upon in 1850 to 
vote to legalize slavery in the national Territories, 
he indignantly refused; and declared, in language 
which will live as long as any sentiment his 
great heart ever conceived, or his eloquent lips 


i everuttered, ‘ that no earthly power could induce 


him todoit.?? Iwill quote the extract. Inreply 
to Senator Davis, of Mississippi, he said: 

“Tam extremely sorry to hear the Senator from Missis- 
ippi say Wat he requires, first, the extension of the Mis- 
souri compromise line to the Pacific; and, aso, that he is 
not satisfied with that, but requires, if [ understood him 
correctly, a positive provision for the admission of slavery 
south of that line. And now, sir, coming from a slave 
State, as I do, E owe it to myself, I owe it to truth, I owe 
it to the subject, to say that no earthly power could induce 
me to vote for a specific measure for the introduction ot 
slavery where it had not before existed, either south or 
north of that ine. Coming, as Í do, from a slave State, it 
is my solemn, deliberate, and well matured determination 
that no power—no earthly power—shall compel me to vote 
for the positive introduction of ery cither south or 
north of that line. While you reproach, and justly, our 
British ancestors for the introduction of this institution 
upon the continent of North America, { am, for one, un- 
willing that the posterity of the present inhabitants of Cal- 
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:4forhia and New Mexico shall reproach us for doing what 
we-feproach Great Britain for doing for us.?? 

« Weed any of the: men of to-day ,in this House, 
‘hesitateor fear. to stand as.firmly in opposition 
jo:the extension of slavery asthe great Kentucky 
statesman stood only ten years ago? 
eu To the same-offect-spoke the distinguished Sen- 
ator fromthe slave State of Delaware; the late 
John: M: Clayton... In-a speech.in the Senate of 
the United States, August 3, 1848, he said: _ 
‘Does any wan expect that, from this time forth to the 
nd of: the Republic, the North will ever again consent to 
xten slavery, by. act of Congress; into any free territory, 

and thus increase that alleged inequality of representation 
in thé Sther House, arising out of the enumeration of three 
fifths of slaves in the apportionment of its members, which 
unas ever been the foundation of their most bitter complaints? 
"Sry that question when you may in that House, an over- 
whelming majority will ever appear against such an exten- 
“gion.” Ihave never voted for such an act of Congress, be- 
cause, in tiy deliberate opinion, it would be wrong, and 
never could be justified, except as a measure to be resorted 
“to in-an-extreme case, Involving the very existence of the 
“Union. ‘ ; s 
6] am no advocate ot slavery, or of its éxtension.. Like 
my friend from Maryland, (Mr. Jounson,] I hold uo slaves ; 
and Į fully concur in-the opinion which he expressed a year 
ago, ¢ that slavery is a moral, social, and political evil—to 
‘be removed, however, only by those who are immediately 
friteréstéd init? These are the deliberate opinions of thou- 
‘sands cand tens. of thousands in Maryland, Virginia, Del- 
aware, and Kentucky, all slaveholding States.” * * 
x "* K Opinions go far beyond ours in the non-slave- 
holding States. They view slavery as an eradicable curse, 
and will never consent, in any event, to its extension, un- 
less where the Constitution carries it. 

Sir, it is time the South understood her true position. 
“She can no longer control this question., He who supposes 
‘that a threat of disúnion will alarm the potent men of the 
North labors under a great mistake. To them disunion has 
no-terrors.?? ; 

u Mr: Chairman, every concession made by the 
majority of any people in:any Government to the 
‘minority, undermenancesan threats, butembold- 
ens and makes that minority more exacting and 
dimperious.in their demands. All past compro- 
‘amises, as they were called—concessions, as the 
were jn fact—to the slave interest, prove the truth 
of this declaration. ‘So domineering has this slave 
‘interest become, because of these concessions, that 
they now threaten the utter destruction of the 
: Government, unless every demand they make is 
immediately complied with. Indeed, it has been 
seriously intimated, that the man selected by the 
people as their Chicf Magistrate for the ensuing 
four years from the 4th of March, will never be 
inaugurated in this Capital; that the city of Wash- 
ington will be in the hands of the traitors before 
that time, and the scat of Government of the pro- 
sposed Democratic slave empire. In answer to 
this, sir; 1 have just this to say: that in any event 
—yes, sir, in an: event--Mr, Lincoln will be in- 
augurated President of the United States in this 
city, and that this capital, with all its magnifi- 
cent structures and its vencrable traditions, will 
remain the seat of Government of this Republic; 
I mean, sir, that it will remain the seat of Gov- 
ernment of those loyal States who, come what 
may, with patriotic fidelity. will remain true to the 
old Constitution, and faithfully adhere to the prin- 
spis upon-which the Government was founded. 
The eighteen million freemen in the North will 
never allow it to. be otherwise. Should the con- 
spirators, however, eversucceed—which is hardly 
within the range of human probability—in estab- 
lishing their proposed slave empire, Washington 
city will never be its capital. So long, sir, as this 
shall remaina Capitol at all, the banner of liberty, 
with its stars and stripes, shall float from its 
dome, or none; the black banner of slavery and 
digunion, never! 

Mr. Chairman, our duty, as the Representatives 
of the people, is to mect like men this oft-recur- 
ring and exciting question which is again pre- 
sented for our consideration. Not selfishly, as 
maintaining consistency ; not hastily, through fear; 
not inanger, or red-hot wrath; but calmly, firmly, 
courteously, in view of the great responsibility 
resting upon each member, and the momentous 
consequences that may follow the casting of a 
single vote. ` , 

Sir, I would not knowingly or willingly do or 
say one word that would have a tendency to light 
up the torch of civil and servile war, for I feel 
that the two will be inseparable-—that the one can- 
not come without the other; and I pray Heaven 


that sucha calamity may not only be spared my į 


own kindred, but the people of every southern 


| the country froma state of uncxampled prosperity 


State. I am for peace; the great body of the cit- 
izens with whom it is my pride and pleasure to 
act, are for peace; they are men of peace. And 
no language that I can command will more forci- 
bly express the sentiments of the entire constit- 
uency whom I have the honor to represent than 
the following lines from our own Quaker poet, 
John G. Whittier. They were written a short 
time after the John Brown raid at Harper’s Ferry. 
His execution was the occasion which called them 
forth. I indorse every line and every thought, 
and apply them to-day—as he then applied them to 
Virginia—to all the southern States, so far as in- 
terfering in any unlawful manner with their local 
affairs: 


< © Perish with him the folly 
That seeks, through evil, good. 
Long live the generous purpose 
Unstained with human blood! 
Not the raid of midnight terror, 
But the thought which under lies , 
Not the outlaw’s pride of daring 
But the Christian’s sacrifice. 


& Oh! never may yon blue-ridged hills 

The northern rifle hear, 

Nor see the light of blazing homes 
Flash on the negro’s spear. 

But let the free-winged angel, Truth, 
‘Their guarded passes scale, 

To teach that rrauT is more than MICHT, 
And justice more than mail! 


t So vainly shall Virginia set 

Her battle in array 3 

Jn vain her trampling squadrons knead 
The winter snow with clay. 

She may strike the pouncing eagle, 
But she dare not harm the dove; 

And every gate she bars to Hate, 
Shali open wide to Love!” 


Mr. Chairman, we should have had peace if we 
had had an Executive with firmness and courage; 
one who at a proper time would have driven trai- 
tors from his Cabinet, and called to his councils 
Union-loving and patriotic men, instead of enter- 
ing into secret negotiations with the conspirators. 

Sir, one of the most melancholy spectacles this 
generation has been called to witness, and, I may , 
add, one of the most melancholy 1 hope they 
may ever live to witness, has been the utter fail- 
ure of James Buchanan to administer this Gov- 
ernment. Called to the Chief Magistracy by the 
voice of a generous and confiding people, he found 
the nation ina state of prosperity which it had 
never known, with an overflowing Treasury, and 
a large majority of his political friends in both 
Houses of Congress. He is naw to retire from 
the position to which, in an evil hour, he was un- 
fortunately elevated, utterly disgraced. Elis party 
defeated, the Treasury bankrupt, the business of 
the country prostrate, and the whole nation con- 
vulsed by the action of a band of conspirators, 
who, if not with his complicity, with the com- 
plicity at least of a majority of his late Cabinct, | 
were attempting, and to-day are determined, if 
possible, to destroy the Government which he 
and they had alike sworn to maintain and de- 
fend. 

He has failed, as no President has ever failed 
before him; and failed only because destitute of 
that firmness and moral integrity necessary, when 
surrounded, as he has been, by the most unseru- 
pulous, to discharge the plain and unmistakable 
dutics imposed upon him by the Constitution. 
His vacillation and want of courage have driven 


and peace tothe very brink of ruin and civil war; 
and we are to-day ma condition that no other 
nation with such an Executive head could be in 
fora single hour without revolution. Our only 
hope is in the loyalty and patriotism of the peo- 
ple. This, 1 trust, will enable us to withstand 
the storm until the 4th of March, when the Gov- 
ernment will, Lam sure, pass into other and better 
hands. 

With the retirement of Mr. Buchanan, we have 
also the destruction of the political organization 
of which, for so many years, he has been a leader. 
This party, claiming to be Democratic, has been 
one of the most wonderful organizations known 
in the history of this or any other country having 
a popular form of government. Professing the 
broadest liberalism, the greatest veneration for 
constitutional liberty, and assuming to recognize | 
to the fullest extent the binding obligations of 
all compacts and compromises, as well asa most | 


sacred regard for the rights of all men, its leaders 
have not scrupled to apologize for the vilest des- 
potism, nor hesitated to trample upon the Con- 
stitution as upon all compacts and compromises, 
and every right of human nature. They have not 
hesitated, until the break-up at Charleston and 
Baltimore, at supporting any and every demand, 
however monstrous, when made by the slave in- 
terest. In past years, the resources of this won- 
derful party seemed inexhaustible, and its power 
invincible. No matter what its leader said or did, 
the party was successful. It defied, and in turn 
prostrated, all parties which contested its claims 
for power; and in its triumphant march, all op- 
position and combinations fell before it as by 
the hand of magic, so blinded were the people 
by its fair promises and captivating name. But 


|| to-day—thanks to a free press and free speech— 


all this is changed, and its prestige is gone; its 
glory has departed; its hold upon the heart of the 
people is broken; and the scepter of power is 
about to pass from its hands into those of a young 
and generous party, representing the republican 
principles of Jefferson. 

Mr. Chairman, there are thirty million people 
in thiscountry. Of thisnumber, twenty-five mil- 
lion, at least, are opposed to the extension of sla- 
very into any national Territory, and would never 
vote at the ballot-box to sanction such a proposi- 
tion, much less agree to give it additional guaran- 
tees, and make it perpetual by an amendment to 
the Constitution. This immense moral power, 
with all the civilized and Christian world to sym- 
pathjze with it, wielded peacefully and constitu- 
tionally, as I trust it ever will be against slavery, 
cannot fail, eventually, to put it in the course of 
ultimate extinction; and ere long the citizens of 
the slave States, in their own way, will putaway 
this evil and wrong from among them. This is 
the faith and hope of the Republican party, and, 
as I have said before, I will keep this faith, or 
none. 

If, however, civil war is forced upon the nation 
for the purpose of extending and making slavery 
perpetual, he must indced be blind who does not 
sec that the system will go out in blood. Twenty- 
| five million people, who not only have no interest 
in slavery, but whose pecuniary interests are 
against it, as well as their political and religious, 
views, will never submit to the dictation of a 
| privileged class, numbering less than half a mil- 
lion. May God, in His mercy, avert the catas- 
trophe of civil and servile war, But if it must 
come, I pray that the doom of slavery, which will 
be inevitable, may not also prove the doom of the 
slave masters; that we may not see reénacted, in 
any pert of our country, the bloody horrors of 
St. Domingo; for, as Jefferson said, ** the Al- 
mighty has no attributes that can take sides with 
the slave masters in such.a contest.” 

Mr. Chairman, if it were possible for the peo- 
ple of the United States to permit the Union to 
be dissolved, aud allow a southern confederacy 
to be formed, it would be a confederated despot- 
ism more intolerant than any Government of the 
| nineteenth century. Those who have heretofore 
| been the boasted champions of what they have been 
pleased to call Democracy, do not hesitate now to 
declare, in case of the establishment of a southern 
confederacy, that everything like Democracy is 
to be ignored. Popular government is a failure! 
exclaim the leaders of this southern revolution, 
who, until now, have been loudest in declaiming 
for the sovereignty of the people. Popular gov- 
| ernment is a failure! respond the united disunion 
Democracy. Popular government is a failure! is 
echoed back by many of the so-called conserva- 
tives, who, a few months ago, were clamorous for 
‘the preservation of the Union and the enforce- 
ment of the laws.” Popular government is a fail- 
ure ! say the slave masters, who are attempting to 
establish a slave empire, and insist that a govern- 
ment must be established which shall prohibit free 
speech and a free press; for with them these are 
also a failure. Popular government is a failure! 
shout this band of conspirators of all former po- 
litical parties and all religious creeds, who unite 


i in demanding that a strong military government 


i shall be established, excluding all from avoicein 
| its deliberations who have not a pecuniary inter- 
i est in maintaining the institution of slavery. 

| They desire a Government in which the slave 
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master shall govern as the Bourbons in Europe 
claimed to have governed, by the grace of God, 
and that the poor whites shall submit. And, as 
I said in some remarks which I made upon this 
subject at the last session, this despotism will 
have to be resisted, “or the poor whites of the 
South will first be disfranchised, then classed so- 
cially as they are to-day, to agreatextent, withthe 
servile race, and at last:they and their children 
wi be melted down in the slave population for- 
evér.’? The men who are seeking the destruction 
of this Union and the establishment of such a 
government are the identical men who, for the 
past twenty-five years, have dictated the policy, 
controlled the political action of all their conven- 
tions, and finally destroyed the old Democratic 
party in all the free States. What wonder that 
the northern wing of this old party should have 
been repudiated by the people, when their leaders 
surrendered to the demands of this slave interest, 
and while professing Democracy abandon the 
principles of Jefferson, and joined in an effort to 
make this a slave empire! ; 

Thomas S. Grimké, of South Carolina, one of 
the noblest and truest of men, in a speech of great 
power and eloquence, while denouncing the nulli- 
fication movement of Calhoun in 1833, referred 
to the certainty of slave insurrections, as also the 
ultimate loss of liberty to the poor whites in case 
of civil war, which he regarded as-certain to fol- 
low an attempt to enforce the doctrines of nulli- 
fication. He said: 

“ These insurrections would be followed by depreciation 
of property, not only in negroes, but of all kinds of wealth; 
and at the same time the necessities of war would require 
an amount of taxation that could be enforced only by a 
military Government, under which even the liberties of the 
whites would soon perish.” 

If there is disunion and civil war it will be no 
fault of the northern people. If there should be 
servile insurrections the people of the free States 
cannot be justly charged with inciting them. It 
will be the fault of the very men who, in their 
madness to sustainslavery, have inflamed not only 
the minds ef the whites, but of the slave popula- 
tion also. 

A traveler returning to France under the reign 
of Louis XVI, after an absence of many years, 
was asked what changes he found. ‘ Nothing,” 
he answered, “save that the people are now say- 
ing in the streets what was formerly only said at 
the dinner tables and in the drawing-rooms of the 
Yeading men in Paris.” 

The traveler was right. ‘* The idea of liberty 
had gone down to the people. Philosophy, in a 
deep and thrilling voice, had told the injured of 
their rights as men; it had reminded them of their 
many galling wrongs. Habit still made them 
suffer in silence; but the seeds of future vengeance 
were sown.” ‘That vengeance was the French 
revolution. 

The slaves in the South, waiting upon their 
masters at the dinner tables, at all political mect- 
ings, indced. everywhere, hear the Republican 
party denounced and Mr. Lincoln called their 
friend. They hear their masters declare that he is 
to liberate them by force if necessary, and place 
them on a social and political equality with the 
whites. The slave catches up their thoughts; 
vague notions of freedom take possession of him; 
he meditates upon it; fe communicates it from 
cabin to cabin, from plantation to plantation; and 
thus are the seeds of insurrection sown by the 
slave masters; and insurrections in time are sure 
to follow, whether the South are in or out of the 
Union. 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, lam asked how I propose 
to adjust our present difficulties. I answer, by 
accommodating ourselves to the logic of events; 
by yielding to that which is inevitable, and obey- 
ing the deliberately expressed will of the nation. 
The people of the United States are not only tiréd, 
but disgusted with these everlasting diplomatic 
tricks called compromises;”’ patched up by slave- 
holders and political quacks on the one side, and 
commercial timidity and northern flunkeyism on 
the other. We have had cnough of these crafty 
tricks, which have decided nothing; which, instead 
of settling the difficulty, has postponed but to ag- 
gravate it, leaving the ever-rccurring dispute to be 
again ‘settled’? by the next generation. 
difficulties that environ us to-day are as well un- 
derstood as they can be after another contest of 
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twenty-five years. The truth is, slavery is gasp- 
ing for breath; it is struggling for.a new lease of 
life; it demands guarantees that shall make the 
lease perpetual; but if you will not give that, it 
will compromise” with less. But whether you 
accede to its demands or not, the logic of events 
tells me unmistakably that slavery must die; The 
judgment of the civilized and Christian world de- 
crees it. Emancipation is the sentiment of all 
nations, and we cannot resist it if we would, and 
ought not to do itif we could. What the people 
of this country want, what they expect and de- 
mand at our hands, is not new truces with sla- 
very, but a permanent settlement of this question 
in the only way it ever can be settled to give peace 
and contentment to the country; and that is, to 
settle it, wherever the national jurisdiction ex- 
tends, by the just rule of right and liberty. 

Shall we meet and solve this problem like men, 
fairly, honorably, and without dissimulation, and 
as the better promptings of our hearts dictate; or 
shall we skulk and dodge like the tricksters of an 
hour? Shall we meet the question like statesmen, 
legislating for the generations to come as well as 
our own; or shall we shift the responsibility, with 
allits accumulated complications, upon those who 
must succeed us? 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the United States 
have been earnestly struggling, in one form or 
another, with this giant evil of slavery for nearly 
half acentury; and though often betrayed by their 
leaders into what were called ‘* compromises,” 
the faith of the masses have remained unshaken, 
and they have continued hopeful. Though often 
defeated in their political struggles for obtaining 
possession of the Government, they have always 


been loyal, and never threatened or attempted re- | 


bellion or revolution. This struggle between the 
people on the one side, and a privileged class on 
the other, has been such a struggle as the world 
has never witnessed, because it has been conducted 
peacefully and lawfully. No war, no desolated 
homes, no hatred, but a generous, noble, self-sac- 
rifiving struggle, that must challenge the admira- 
tion of the world, accomplished, as it has been, 
by peaceful citizens, in the mode and manner pre- 
scribed by the Constitution, by the silent but all- 
potent power of the ballot. Noman could have 
been a disinterested witness to this grand strug- 
gle, and beheld its first triumph, without feelin 

that ‘ peace hath her victories no less renowne 

than war.’’? With the old watchword of“ Free- 
dom and Peace,” we have conquered, and to-day 
the liberty-Joving men of all nations join in hail- 
ing with pride the advancing chief, the chosen of 
the people. The consequences of this peaceful 
victory no man can foresee. The effect of its ex- 
ample on the nations will be inealculable, even 
though we should have some trouble with those 
who are seeking to destroy the Government be- 
cause they cannot longer administer it. It will 
reinstate us where we were in the days of Wash- 
ington, in the respect and affections of the people 
of Europe; and the American Government, if true 


| to the ideas upon which the triumph of which I 


am speaking has been achieved, will from this 
time forward hold the first position among the 
Powers of the carth; and as a nation and people 
we shall, as we ought, hold the first place in his- 
tory for many generationstocome. If, however, 
we should fail, from any cause, to carry out in 
good faith this grand decree of the people; if, 
through fear, deceptive compromises are forced 
upon us, and the people are again betrayed under 
the pretense of appeasing those whose whole his- 
tory gives us the assurance that they will be sat- 
isfied with nothing short of having slavery recog- 
nized as property by constitutional provision, 
those who aid in accomplishing this great wrong 


will deserve, as they will receive, the condemna- | 


tion of all liberty-loving men. 

But I am told that the people demand that such 
concessions and compromises shall be granted. 
Sir, I deny it. I have seen no evidence of it, and 
do not believe it. I grant you, sir, that there are 
some who demand it; the leaders of the party 


| which have just been driven from power by an 


indignant people demand it, and are supported in 
their imperious dethands by almost the entire slave 


interest of the country; but the great body of the | 


people, the millions, not only do not demand it, 
but I tell you, sir, that they will never tolerate it. 


Sir, E should: be-loth to believe that those: who, 
through so many. long and: weary years, have 


struggled hopefully on amid disasters and defeats; 


the desertions of pretended friends and fuiselead- 
ers, could, in the hour of their triumph, advise.a: 
surrender to the minority,and consent to:abandon 
that couse which alone made success in the late. cam=: 
paign possible. | cannot believe that the people; 
under the menace of disunion and revolution; will: 
ever take a step backward; tbat they will, in‘se 
cowardly a manner, give up every’priticiple for 
which they have been so heroically battling’ for 
years. No,no. This grand array-of millions 
which has withstood so many defeats while-bat- 
tling for the right, will march on and march ‘on 
under the banner of ** Peace,” conquering and to 
conquer. No earthly power can stay it. In its 
triumphal progress it will know no barrier. but 
justice; no restraint but the just restraints of the 
Constitution. Missouri compromises, and: all 


other compromise lines which you may establish: 


in your puny efforts to secure new guarantees: to 
slavery, will fade like the baseless fabric:of avis- 
ion before its advancing tread. This Government 
was not organized for the pope of making 
slavery universaland perpetual; but to ‘* establish 
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the 
common defense, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our 
posterity’? P 

This was the cherished purpose of the fathers 
when. they launched this great ship‘of State, the 
Constitution, upon the yet troubled waters which 
were crimsoned with the blood of the Revolution. 


i They firmly believed that she would weather 


every storm. In this faith they laid them down 
to rest, and committed to those who should come 
after them its direction and government. Shall 
we, their sons, falter and desert her now, when 
storms and tempests beat against her; or shall'we, 
like true mariners, stand firmly at the post of 
duty and danger? Shall we, wilh the very dawn 
of the morning beaming upon us, give up all, and 
without a struggle Ict the tempest and darkness 
close around her and ingulf all in one common 
ruin; or shall we cling to, the good old ship, and 
put a new commander upon her deck; who will 
go back to the old chart, put her head to thestorm, 
and man her with freemen instead of slaves? > ` 

Mr. Chairman, to a patriot and lover of his 
country there would seem to be but one course. 
The voices of the people echo but one ‘cry, but 
one command; and that is: “Save the good ship 
Constitution from her present peril! If we fanl 
to do this, we are not the men for the hour. If 
need be, party ties must be severed and party divis- 
ions forgotten; sectional animosities must cease, 
and a union of all freedom-loving men secured for 
the sake of liberty and the Union. If, while the 
coming dawn foreshadows the deliverance of all 
nations and the freedom of every race, we alone 
are found destroying the most perfect form of gov- 
ernment ever given to man, in a struggle to make 
slavery perpetual, of all men we will be the most 
guilty. Shall history record this; the darkest of 
crimes, against our names? Shall our children 
execrate our memories because we were traitors 
and cowards; and, for an hour of promised peace 
and commercial prosperity, consented to ourown 
and their degradation, and the endless bondage 
of millions? Shall it be said that, while thrones 
throughout Europeare falling, and long-oppressed 
races are every where claiming and asserting their 
God-given rights; while a free press is proclaim- 
ing that this is the golden age of justice that pre- 
cedes the year of a universal jubilee, when the 
people of all nations will be marching to the joy- 
ful sound of liberty and independence—shall it be 
said of us, I say, that, under our direction, the 
Republic established by Washington alone is re- 
lapsing into despotism? At a time when the sons 
ofstruggling humanity are loosing the bonds which 
have bound them for ages, and, in obedience to 
the Divine command, “ permitting the oppressed 
to go free,” shall the freemen of this country con- 
sent to rivet the chains of the slave, and thus aid 
those who are seeking permanently to establish 
and extend this despotism throughout all the free 
Territories of the nation ? 

While Italy, after a struggle of centuries, un- 
der the guidance of her brave Garibaldi, (who is 


į to Jtaly to-day what Washington was to us,) is 
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marching in unity to secure the enjoyment of con- 
stitutional liberty, and. HIungary: and: Germany 
arekeeping step tothe universal march.of nations; 
while Russia is emancipating. her millions of 
slaves, and’all peoples, under every form of gov- 
ernment, are.advan¢ing toward-the dawn of that 
‘elvilization whieh liberty always brings, shall the 
people of the-Umited States, who have the grand- 
est Government committed to their keeping which 
the-world: has ever seen, alone be found strug- 
gline to make the rule. of slavery universal? Can 
al rican. Representative in such an hour as 
his, either from motives of personal ambition or 
sordid pecuniary interest, consent to foster strife, 
division, and. discord, and without hesitancy or 
remorse give his vote to drive back both citizens 
-and Government toward the night of despotism 
and barbarism? e 
, God grant, sir, that every Representative may 
pause and. consider well the momentous conse- 
quences of every vote he may be called upon to 
cast before giving it in favor of any of the nu- 
merous compromise schemes and proposed con- 
stitutional amendments which are sought to be 
forced. upon us, and which, if adopted, will be 
but another step, so far as the action of this body 
can: decree it, toward making slavery constitu- 
tional and. perpetual in this land of liberty. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. GEO. H. PENDLETON, 
ae OF OHIO, 

os Inorg House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wot, A January 18, 1861. 


` The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union-— 


_ Mr. PENDLETON said: 

Mr. Cuainman: I desired this morning, before 
the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the. Whole, to obtain the floor, that I might pre- 
sent the memorial which I holdin my hand. It 
comes from ten thousand citizens of Cincinnati, 
and prays: Congress to adopt the propositions 
introduced into the Senate by the Senator from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen.] I could not have 
had an introduction, to the remarks which I shall 
make, more grateful.to my own feelings, than this 


exhibition of the sincere desire, and the determ- | 


ined purpose of those whom | have the honor to 
represent, by conciliation and compromise and 
peace, to. compose the difficulties which now exist 
throughout the country. 

The bill, Mr. Chairman, now before the com- 
mittee, is the Army appropriation bill. Pertinent 
to it, and to the discussion we have had upon it, 
is the consideration, of another bill, which E find 
upon the table, It was introduced by my col- 
league, [Mr. Binenam,] who is a member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and is entitled * An 
act further to provide for the collection of duties 
on imports.” [propose to detain the House for 
afew moments with an examination of the. pro- 
visions of this bill. It provides, sir, that when- 
ever. unusual impediments to the collection of the 
revenue, shall exist in any port or harbor, the 
President of the United States may, at his discre- 
tion, establish the custom-house on board a ship; 
and in that event, the collector shall reside on. the 
ship. It also provides that the collector shall 
have authority to seize and detain any vessel with 
its cargo entering the harbor, until the duties shall 
be paid in cash; and in order to enable him to cx- 
ecute the duties thus imposed, the President may 
invest. him with the control of the land and naval 
forces, or militia of the United States. The bill 
further provides that his custody of the vessel and 
cargo shall not be interfered with execpt upon a 
warrant issued out of the Federal court. 

Mr. Chairman, the first and most obvious sub- 


ject of commentis the extraordinary power which | 


this bil) vests in a subordinate officer of the cus- 
toms. He is entitled to use the Army and the 
Navy of the United States, to seize and detain any 
vessel which shall refuse to pay the customs, which 
he may: see ft. to demand; and it is expressly pro- 
vided, that his discretion in the performance of 
that-daty shall not be controlled, or be subject to 
revision, except in a Federal court. Yet. it is 
well known:to every gentleman on this floor that, | 


in the State to which the bill was intended to.ap- 
ply, there was not then, and isnot now, any Fed- 
eral court in existence, and that there is no in- 
tention on the part of the Executive, or the friends 
of this bill, to establish one; indeed, there is an 
express determination to permit-the. vacancy still 
longer to exist, = | ; 5 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would be obliged to `my 
colleague if he would tell the House how he knows 
that such. is. the intention of the friends of this 

ill ? : 

Mr. PENDLETON. I know it, Mr. Chair- 
mau, from the fact that in the message of the 
President, at the opening of this session of Con- 
gress, he told us thatit was not necessary that 
the vacancy should be supplied. I know it, also, 
because a Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wanr,] in 
addressing the Senate not long since, expressly 
stated his opinion that. we could well dispense 
with the existence of a Federal court in the State 
of South Carolina, or in any seceding State. And 
thus, sir, without Federal courts in those States, 
under the provision of this bill, the discretion of 
the revenue officer, armed with all this enormous 
power, is without limitation and without control, 

The next comment, Mr. Chairman, that I make 
upon the bill, is this: it provides that the dutics 
shall be paid in cash; it suspends the operation 
of the warchousing system; it takes. away from 
the ports, to which it is made to apply, all the 
benefits to be derived from that system, whereby 
importers may keep their goodsin the warehouses 
of the United States for three years, without the 


payment of duties. And yet, the bill is not gen- | 


eral in its terms; it is not universal in its applica- 
tion; it is intended to apply, and by its terms is 
made to apply, only to those ports which the 
President, in his discretion, or in his fears, may 
select—plainly, palpably contravening that clause 
of the Constitution which provides that “ No pref- 
erence shall be given by any regulation of com- 
merce or of revenue, to the ports of one State over 
those of another.” 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen 
claim to have high authority for this bill, They 
pride themselves upon the astuteness with which 
they have copied the first section of the act of 
1833. 
difference of circumstances between that time and 
the present. In 1833, the State of South Carolina 
annulled one of the laws of Congress, or endeav- 
ored to do so. Sheadmitted our jurisdiction; she 
acknowledged our general authority; our courts 
were in full operation; our civil officers enjoyed 
their offices, and performed their duties; the ma- 
chinery of our Federal Government was perfectin 
all its details, throughout tbat State. To-day, sir, 


four States of this Union have, as faras their | 


power extends, seceded from it. Four States, as 
far as they are able, have annulled the grants of 
power made to the Federal Government; they 
have resumed the powers delegated by the Con- 
stitution; they have canceled, as far as they could, 
every limitation upon the full exercise of all their 
sovereign rights; they do not claim our protection; 
they ask no benefit from our laws; they scek none 
of the advantages of the confederation. On the 
other hand, they renounce their allegiance; they 
repudiate our authority over them; and they as- 


i sert that they have assumed, some of them that 
they haveresumed, their positionamong the family | 


of sovereignties, among the nations of the earth. 
Sir, I deal in no harsh epithets. I will denounce 
no- State, no body of men. I will not pause to 


j inquire whether they have done all this legally 


or wisely, or upon sufficient cause. They have 
done it; and I recognize the fact. They have done 
it, with a unanimity of sentiment, with a coinci- 
dence of opinion among their people, which is 
without parallel in the history of revolutions; and 
the simple question, presented to us to-day is this: 
whether, throughout the limits of those States 


which thus formally, thus orderly, thus by the en- | 
actments of representative bodies of highest capa- | 


aty known to the civilized nations—conventions 
duly authorized and properly elected to consider 


| this very question—have declared themselves inde- 


pendent ofus, weare prepared by force of arms to 
maintain our supremacy and enforce our laws? 


Gentlemen will remember that when my col- į 


league introduced this bill two weeks ago, it 
applied to a single State; to-day, sir, four States 


It seems to me, they fail to observe a vast | 


stand in the same category. _To-day,even while 
I am speaking, Georgia is voting upon this very 
question. And unless the signs of the times very 
much deceive us, within three weeks.three other 
States will be added to the number. 

I know that gentlemen insist upon inaugurating 
acourse of legislation looking to coercion by force 
of arms, of which this is the forerunner, for vari- 
ous considerations. They tell us—and my col- 
league [Mr. Binenam] will tell us—perhaps he. 
has already told us—that they must enforce h 
laws; that they must collect the revenue; that they 
must maintain the Constitution. Sjr, these ends 
are very desirable to be attained. I will aid in 
any measures lixely to accomplish them. I will 
vote for any system of legislation which will effect 
them. But, inmy judgment, the system of which 
this bill is the harbinger will utterly fail. 

“Gentlemen tell us, they must collect the reve- 
nue, I find by a report which I have here, from 
the Register of the Treasury, that the net revenue 
collected in the ports of South Carolina—all of 
them—during the year 1859, was $234,237; the 
net revenue for the next year, 1860, was $309 ,222— 
less than an average of $275,000 a year. Now, 
the expense of sending your floating custom-house 
to Charleston harbor, and of maintaining there 
the armament necessary to perform the dutics 
prescribed by this bill, for one month, ay, sir, for, 
one week, will excecd the whole revenue for one 
year. If, in these times of disaster and civil com- 
motion, the revenues do not fall below the sum 
which we were able to collect in times of security 
and peace, even then the pecuniary speculation 
would hardly be worthy of the world-wide repu- 
tation of our New England brethren. But, sir, 
you will not collect one dollar of revenue—not one 
dollar. How many ships will go into the port of 
Charleston, if, at the mouth of the harbor, a vessel 
of the United States compels them to pay duties, 
and before they reach their moorings they are 
met by State laws, to be executed by State offi- 
cers, demanding, upon the penalty of seizure and 
confiscation, the payment of the same, rate of du- 
ties again to them? Nota vessel will go into the 
port. And if private persons were willing to take 
their chances, how long would foreign nations 
submit to it, that you, by armed vessels, should 
collect your customs at the mouth of the harbor, 
when your receipt was not good on the shore? 
How long, unless: you secure to them the con- 
sideration upon which alone customs are paid, that 
the importer shall have free ingress and the right 
to sell upon the land? Your pretended system of 
collecting the revenue, will be only a blockade; it 
willbe an act of war; it will impose restraints upon 
trade, not by open and declared war, but by a pre- 
tended police regulation, to which other nations 
have not submitted, and to which they will not 
now submit. 

When Mexico revolted from Spain, and under 
the pretense of collecting revenue her ports were 
closed, the nations interested in that trade pro- 
tested against it, and treated the blockade as of no 
validity whatever. When Texas revolted from 
Mexico, and under the operation of a system for 
collecting revenuc, an attempt was made to cut 
off all the trade of her ports, the United States, 
with other nations, resisted it, upon the well-estab-" 
lished ground that in thi age of the world belli- 
gerent rights, however well ascertained, must be 
exercised in subordination to the superior equity 
of the rights of neutrals. You will not collecta 
dollar, of revenue by this system; nor have you 
the excuse for passing this bill, that unless you 
do so, Charleston will become a free port, and the 
trade of New York, Baltimore, and New Orleans 
will be thereby injured. The port of Charleston 
is now subject to revenue laws imposing the same 
duties as are imposed by the laws of ‘the United 
States; and there is no reason to believe that fur- 
ther importations will be made there, than are 
necessary for the city itself and the adjacent 
country. s 

But, gentlemen tell us that they must enforce 
the laws. Ihave shown that they cannot enforce 
the revenue laws. What other laws do they pro- 
posetoenforce? Do they propose to carry the mails 
through the State of South Carolina, or any other 
seceding State? No, sir;they are willing to suspend 
those Jaws, although it may be as necessary to 
the people of the country, to have free postal com- 
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munication with the interior of the seceding States 
as to collect a few hundred or a few thousand 
dollars attheir ports. Do they propose to enforce 
the jaws for the administration of justice? No, 
sir, that is not contemplated; although it is the 
constitutional right of every citizen of the United 
States to have his claims against- any citizen of 
South Carolina adjudicated in the Federal courts. 
Those laws they will suspend. Do they propose 
to enforce the laws for the punishment of crime? 
No, sir;even though itis justas necessary for the 
well-being of the country, that the current coin of 
the United States should not be counterfeited in 
South Carolina as in any of the other States of 
the Union. Gentlemen, you are willing to sus- 
pend all these Jaws, orto wink at their infraction. 
Why will you not suspend the revenue laws also? 
Is the collection of customs the great end of all 
governmeni—the highest object of all statesman- 
ship? 

Gentlemen tell us that they must maintain the 
Union. I yield to no man in my devotion to the 
Union. My constituents—the people of the whole 
Norxthwest—have forit an unalterable attachment. 
They are an inland people; they are chiefly de- 
voted to agriculture; they are distant from the 
ocean by thousands of miles; they are shut of 
from communication with the nations of the earth; 
they fear, from isolation, the loss of prestige and 
of power. They are attached to the Union by 
the double tie of interest and affection; their 
material prosperity is bound up in its continuance; 
their hearts cling to it with incredible tenacity. 
They would make any sacrifice to maintain It. 
Sir, if armies could preserve this Union, half a 
million of armed men would spring up ina night. 
1f money could preserve it, our teeming soil would 
leap with joy to yicld agolden harvest. If blood 
could maintain it, our young men and maidens, 
our old men and children, would, with a crimson 
flood, from their very hearts, swell every stream 
that waters our plains. But, sir, money, armies, 
blood, will not maintain the Union. Justice, 
reason, peace may. This Union, Mr, Chairman, 
isa confederation of States. The Constitution 
is the bond. In order to attain certain ends ben- 
oficial to ail, these States came together in volun- 
tary association. They organized a Central Gov- 
ernment, and invested it with certain powers; 
they themselves agreeing to do certain things, and 
to refrain from doing certain other things, which 
were clearly within the scope of their sovereign 
power. In order to maintain this Union, in order 
to preserve this Constitution, it is necessary that 
every agency of this complicated machinery—the 
General Government, the States united, the States 
severaily—should perform the functions allotted 
to them by the Constitution. 

Now, sir, what force of arms can compel a 
State to do that which she hasagrecd todo? What 
force of arms can compel a State to refrain from 
doing that which her State government, supported 
by the sentiment of her people, is determined to 
persist in doing? It is provided in the Constitu- 
tion that the citizens of every State shall haveail 
privileges and immunities of citizens of the sev- 
cral States. What force of this Federal Govern- 
ment can compel the observance of that clause, if 
a State is determined to pass and execute laws 
whereby citizens of other States shall not have, 
within its limits, the same privileges as its own 
ctizens © 

‘¢ Full faith and credit shall be given in each 


State to the public acts and judicial proceedings | 


of every other State.” How will the Federal Gov- 


ernment, by armies and arms, enforce the observ- | 


ance of that clause in the Constitution, if the judi- 
ciary and the executive authorities of a State, 
supported by the laws, refuse such faith and credit? 


t Noe State, without the consent of Congress, | 
shall lay any imposts or duties on imports.” | 
Suppose a State should pass such a law,and the | 


citizens were willing to execute the law: what 
army could preventit? 
«No State shall, without the consent of Con- 


gress, enter into any agreement or compact with f 
a forcign Power.” 1 wish to know from gentle- | 
men, what number of men it would require to | 
annul such an agreement once made. ‘The Gen- | 


eral Government is invested with certain powers 
necessary to be exccuted in order to keep the 
machinery of the Government in motion. Can 


any number of troops, or the use of any armed 
force on the part of these States, compel the-Gen- 
eral Government to execute those powers if the 
agents appointed for that purpose deliberately, 
persistently refuscto executethem? Sir, the whole 
scheme of coercion is impracticable. It is con- 
trary to the genius and spirit of the Constitution. 
If the Federal Government had the physical 
powes, it might overrun and subdue a State; it 
might subjugate and take possession of it, and 
then, by Federal agents, administer the State gov- 
ernment, and thus maintain a government and 
form of Union; but I submit to gentlemen, that it 
would not be the government of this Constitution, 
it would not be the Union of tliese coequal States; 
it would be the unity of a consolidated empire. 

Gentlemen should not beastonished that I say 
this. They seem to think that this General Gov- 
ernment has some wonderful and mysterious 
power over States, which organized society. has 
never been able to obtain over individuals, So- 
ciety, organized in its best form, has never been 
able to make a man pay his debts; it has never 
been able to make him fulfill his contract; it has 
never been able to compel him to execute specifi- 
cally his articles of partnership. 1t punishes him. 
It assesses damages against him. If he has prop- 
erty, it levies these damages on his property. If 
he has none, it may imprison him. It may even 
take his life. These are punishments. They do 
not compel the execution of his contracts. So 
it is with a State. The Federal Government, if 
it have the physical power, may conquer the 
State; may subdue it; may obliterate it;/but no 
power, less than that of Omnipotence, éan com- 
pel it to do that which is indispensable to the pres- 
ervation of the Union: namely, to revolve within 
the sphere appointed for it by the Constitution. 

Gentlemen say that they will not make war; 
they say that they do not intend to coerce a State; 
but that they will enforce the law. They pro- 
pose to send the Army and Navy and militia of 
the United States—and my colleague from Cin- 
cinnati, [Mr. Guriey,] in his speech yesterday, 
advised to call for volunteers—to enforce the law. 
They propose, with all this power, to invade a 
State—a State which they know has repudiated 
our authority and denied our jurisdiction; a State 
which, by the very exigency of the position which 
it has assumed by secession; is obliged to resist; 
which has declared, that it will resist; which has 
prepared to resist’ 

Now, when these armed bodies come together 
in hostile collision, is not that battle? is not that 
war? Are we to be told, if I may paraphrase the 
language used by Mr. Fox on an illustrious occa- 
sion, when, on the day after the battle, amid the 
gore of the dead and the groans of the dying, 
some stranger should inquire what all this means— 
are we to be told, sir, ‘ This is not fighting; this 
is not war; this is not coercion; these men have 
no cause of quarrel with cach other; there is no 
harm nor cruelty nor bloodshed in it whatever; 


this is only peaceably enforcing the laws?” Sir, | 


the enforcement of your laws within a seceding 
State, in opposition to its will, is coercion of that 
State; and coercion by armed force is war. These 


terms, “collecting the revenue,*’ ‘enforcing the | 


law,” “maintaining the Union,” captivate our 


people. They smack of law and order; to which | 
our people are very much attached. They are | 
not unknown in American history. Our fathers | 
heard them used in the same tone aud spirit, and | 
as we hear them now. ; 


for the same purpose, 
In 1768, when the Colonies were rejoicing at the 
repeal of the stamp act, Charles ‘Townshend, then 
a member of Lord Chatham’s cabinet, pledged to 
conciliation and peace, rose in the House of Com- 
mons and declared that it was expedient to collect 


revenue from America, and that he would himself į 
bring in a bill to accomplish that result. His dec- | 


laration was received with tumuliuous shouts of 
applause. The next day he was called to account 
by his colleagues in the ministry for that infamous 
breach of their avowed policy. He replied, with 
exultation, “ I appeal to you, whether the House 
is not bent on obtaining a revenue of some sort 
from the colonies.” He became the lord of the 
ascendant, and introduced his revenue bill. It 
assessed taxes on goods at the American ports. 


The regulations of wade reduced the price of tea, | 


with duties added, to less than it had ever been. 


i 
l 
i 
i 
i 
1 
i 
i 
f 
} 
i 
i 
} 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


Í 
| 
| 


| 
i 
| 
| 
H 
i 
i 
| 
| 
t 
i 
i 


| 
| 


But. our fathers saw the poison in: the golden 
chalice, and put it far- away from them.» George 
1L was not so anxious to collect revenue; tu i 
was intent on enforcing the law... He would havi 
been willing at any time to repéal the revenue att; 
if he could have brought his conscience to:the: 
point of éoncedingto men who resisted the enforee-; 
ment of the law. For seven years the British te- 
sorted to parliamentary.expedients. “They had - 
their Boston. port, bill; they. had their commis- 

sioners of customs; they had their armed. vessels 

stationed in the harbors to sustain the commis- 

sioners and assist them in performing their duty. 

All failed. They then prosecuted the enterprise 
by seven long years of war. ‘They enforced the’ 
laws at Lexington and Bunker Hill; they en= 
forced the laws at Prineeton and at Trenton; they 
enforced the laws at Eutaw, and Cowpens, and: 
King’s Mountain, and Yorktown; until King 

George, wearied with his success, thanked God 

that He had put it into his heart to forget his an= 
cient differences—with whom? ‘With revolted: 
colonies? With rebellious subjects? With Yan-. 
kees who would not submit tothe enforcement of 
the laws? No; with the United States.of Amer- 

ica, whose independence he acknowledged;:and. 
with whom he made a treaty of peace. 

In 1770, Boston had only sixteen thousand in- 
habitants. It was situated on an inhospitable and 
barren and comparatively sparsely: populated 
coast, Against that little town the Kin and all 
his ministers, the Lordsand Commons, the Army 
and the Navy and the people of Great Britain were’ 
combined, to collect from it the revenue, to en- 
force in it the laws, and to maintain its unequal 
union with the imperial crown. They collected 
the revenue; but it was at the expense of a thou- 
sand pounds for every dollar. They enforced the 
law, but by a breach of every guaranty of free~: 
dom contained in the British.Constitution. They 
maintained the union only in consummating the 
loss of the finest colonial empire in the world, and 
three million hardy, patriotic, and enterprising 
subjects. 

Gentlemen, I, pray you learn prudence from 


‘the heroism of your ancestry; I pray you learn 


wisdom from your country’s-history...: Fifteen 
States of this Union come to you to-day with. 
their complaints. Hear them. They. tell yov: 
they have grievances. Redress them. They, say: 
they have fears for their safety. Allay those fears. 
They say they have apprehensions. of wrong, 
Assuage them. Gentlemen, remove every cause 
of agitation and irritation, however unfounded 
you deem it. They may have committed acts of 
passion and wrong. Apprehensive of armed coer- 
cion exasperated bya sense of domestic insecur- 
ity, they may have scized our forts and arsenals, 
taken possession of our arms, and in some cases 
have treated harshly our citizens. These acts are 
wrong; but forbearance, equanimity, are fitting 
attributes of power; and modcration in victory is 
the test of that wisdom and worth which deserve 
it. Remember that the men who come to you are 
bone of our bone, and flesh of our flesh; they are 
our fellow-citizens, and our brethren. "Whether 
justly or unjustly, their discontents have taken 
decp hold of their hearts. Let me beg of you to 
grant all their reasonable demands. You can do 
it now without loss of pride, without loss of self- 
respect, without loss of power. I beg you, in 
God’s name, do it! Do a patriotic duty! Give 
us peace instead of discord! Maintain this Gov- 
ernment, and preserve the unity of our confeder- 
ated empire! My voice to-day is for conciliation; 
my voice is for compromise, and itis but the echo 
of the voice of my constituents. I beg you, gen- 
tlemen, who with me represent the Northwest; 
you who with me represent the State of Ohio; 
you who with me represent the city of Cincin- 
nati—l beg you, gentlemen, to hear that voice. 
If you will not; if you find conciliation impossi- 
ble; if your differences are so. great that you can- 
not or will notreconcile them, then, gentlemen, let 


| the seceding States depart in peace; let them es- 


tablish their government and empire, and work 
out their destiny according to the wisdom which 
God has given them. 

My colleague [Mr. Srawron] said, the other 
day, that war acemed inevitable. He said the 
end of that war was dissolution and disunion. [f 
he said truly, if he judged wisely, in God’s name, 
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letius leap over the intervening agony of war, and 

jme to the end and conclusion at once. 

"George HIT had conciliated his colonies, how 
mich wisera man would history have proclaimed 

“hint Hy failing to conciliate, he had allowed:the 
separation without the disgrace and defeat of the 
revolutionary. ‘war, ‘how much wiser a man still 

would:he hive been! °° 00-0. 

iMr: STANTON. © I would be glad'to know of 
niy colleagueif he holds.that there isany power 
in any “department of this Government to recog- 
mizë thé secession‘ of a State under the -Constitu- 
t Asito the matter of conciliation and com- 

romisc, the people of the seceding States say 
They want none,and will accept none; and there- 
fore it is ‘useless to talk of it. I again ask my 
colleague whether there is any power, under the 
Constitution, to recognize the secession of a State, | 
and recognize them as.a foreign nation ? 

: Mr. PENDLETON. What may be the con- 
stitutional power of this Government to recognize 
thė' secession of a State, I decline to discuss at 
present. But this I say: if we should become 
engaged in war with a foreign enemy, and a por- 
tion of our territory should be captured and re- 
duced to: possession by the enemy, and we should 
be obliged to make a treaty of peace on the basis 


of retaining what each party had acquired—uti |. 


gossidetis-~acknowledging the sovereignty of that 
territory to have passed away from us, certainly 
the Federal Government would have the power 
to conform to our restricted limits, and to confine 
its jurisdiction to our admitted boundaries.’ If 
war be dismemberment, as my colleague declares, 
hag not the Federal Government as much power 
to treat that question now as at the end ofa war? 
Willa conflict of arms confer constitutional power 
upon the Federal Government? I do not know— 
I do not believe—that the people of the seceding 
States desire no conciliation, nocompromise. Try 
them; I thinkthey do. The position of Stephens 
and Johnson and Houston, the declared intentions 
of Toons and Davis—to say nothing of Crit- 
TENDEN or Erugnmas—leave no reason to doubt 
it. How'have they been met? By voting down 
in this and the other Honse every proposition | 
looking to reconcillation; by adopting every res- 
olution threatening coercion by force of arms. 
Before my colleague repeats that statement, let 
him make a tender of compromise. 

Mr. Chairman, I say again, that my constitu- 
ents are in favor of conciliation; they are in favor | 
of peace. They love the Union beyond all things; | 
but if dissolution is inevitable, they want it in 
pence. Peace may preserve this Government; 
peace may reconstruct this Union; peace will 
preserve friendship, and give us an opportunit 
for acts of reciprocal kindness and good will. if 
these southern States cannot be conciliated, and 
if you gentlemen cannot find it in your hearts to | 
grant their demands; if they must leave the fam- | 
Hy mansion, I would signalize their departure by 
tokens of love; I would bid them farewell so ten- 
derly that they would forever be touched by the 
recollection of it; and if, in the vicissitudes of 
thelr separate existence, they should desire to 
come togéther with us again in one common gov- 
ernment, there should be no pride to be humili- 
ated, there should be no wound inflicted from my 
hand to be healed. They should come, and be | 
welcome to the place they now occupy. 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, if none of these things can 
be; if there is to be no conciliation; if there is to 
be no compromise; if there is to be no peace, I 
ask. gentlemen to-day to pause before they go 
further. “Now isthe accepted time.’? Learn a les- į 
son from history. When the Samnites entrapped 
the Roman army in the Candine forks, without 
the possibility of advance or retreat, the victors 
took counsel of the wise Herebnius. “Dismiss 
them:all unharmed,” said he. But they did not 
rise to that magnanimous act of statesmanship; 
they thought there had been some mistake, and 
sought him again. ‘ Exterminate them all, to the 
last man.” They were appalled at this gigantic 
act-of cruelty, and sent for him to come inte the 
camp. Hecame, his limbs all trembling under the | 
accumulated experience of a long and checkered ! 
life, and spoketo them: ** The first course, which 
is the best, would have made Rome your friend, | 


and consummated a perpetual peace sthe last course |i 
would havedestroyed her power, and so have pre- i her own. 


| every wound which you inflict upon the southern 


į the action of that State. 


ip 


| pressive to the people of that section of the Union. 
ji 


served your State for many years. There is no 
middle course. You only preserve those whom 
you exasperate—servate modo, quosignominia irri- 
taveritis. This Roman people know not how to 
remain quiet under defeat. The ignomy their 
present necessity compels them to endure will 
rankle in their breasts until they wreak manifold 
vengeance on your heads.” A middle course was. 
pursued; the Roman legions were sent under the 
yoke. Before two summers had passed away, 
that:same army returned to devastate the countr 
of the Samnites, destroy their cities, sack their 
capital, and obliterate even the nameand being of 
their State. 

Gentlemen, to-day you must make your choice. 
To-day lay aside all thoughts of war, and culti- 
vate the arts of peace. To-day determine upon 
a course of conciliation and compromise. If you 
do not; if you insist upon drawing the sword and 
dipping it in your brother’s blood; if you insist 
upon this unnatural and unholy war, prepare to 
wage it to the last extremity; for I warn you that 


people, every defeat to which you subject them, 
every degradation you may have the power to make 
them endure, will rankle in their breasts until 
they wash out the last stain in your blood and 
mine, or it may be, in that of our children. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. THOS. CORWIN, 
OF OHIO, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 21, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report of the 
select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. CORWIN said: 

Mr. Sruaxent It is not my intention to occupy 
the time of the House this morning with the sub- 
mission to them of remarks upon many of the 
topies which are naturally associated with the 
great questions before us. Í shall have discharged 
the duty which I feel incumbent upon me as one | 
of the committee of thirty-three, when I have 
presented the subjects which have been intro- 
duced, with a few very bricf explanations of the 
motives which have induced the committee to rec- 
ommend the adoption of the resolutions and bills 
which accompany their report. 

Thirty years ago exactly, last December, I first 
took a seat in this House as a Representative | 
from the congressional district in Ohio in which 
I now reside. Two years after that time I was 
called upon to actin my representative character 
upona subject very nearly akin to, if notidentical 
with, that which now widely distracts the public 
mind from one end of this vastly-extended Re- 
public to the other, At the time to which I now 
allude, a portion of the southern people of this 
country, led on then, as now, by the State of | 


iy i . . 
| the States is, that an unconstitutional act, passed 


by the Legislature of a State, is of itself a ground 
for.a withdrawal from the Union whenever any 
State shall choose.to consider such law a violation 
of any provision contained in our Federal Con- 
stitution, i 

I little thought, when that unhappy difficulty ` 
which so ‘much excited the public mind from 1831 
to 1833 was composed, that at the near termina- 
tion of my natural life, and the’ still nearer ap- 
proach to the close of my political service, I 
should ever be called upon again to give a vote or 
utter a word which would have any application 
to a question of such fearful import. But, sir, I 
believe the pages of history will show that in every 
stage of human progress, from the beginning of 
the time when man began to be an occupant of this 
earth, his restless and unquiet nature, while it has 
prompted him to great improvement, has often led 
him to forsake the present good for some vague 
hope, never to be realized, in the future. 

Any one who had tead the history of one of 
the greatest of the empires of the world, especially 
of its decline and its dispersion into fragments, 
might have well suspected that at some period in 
the history of this confederated Republic a ten- 
dency to fly off from the center of attraction 
would, sooner or later, be exhibited in some of 
the States; and that from that cause, as the makers 
of the Constitution, some of them, did belicve, 
we might expect, at some day or other, an at- 
tempted dissolution of the bonds which hold us 
together as one people. ; 

Such is now our condition; and that unhappy 
state of things has this day brought us to the con- 
sideration of the means by which the threatened 
catastrophe may be averted. We are called on to 
exhaust every means possible to accomplish a 
peaceful adjustment of present difficulties; and if 
these should fail to effect the desired end, then we 
must determine whether this Government has the 
right and the power to enforce the laws of the Uni- 
ted States, and hold and protect the property of 
the United States any and everywhere within its 
territorial limits, 

The word coercion has been made one of very 
fearful import by some, when used to signify the 
power of the General Government to compel ins, 
dividual obedience to its laws, Much useless con- 
troversy, I think, has been had on both sides of 
the House touching the power of the United States 
to coerce a State. The Constitution, in my judg- 
ment, does not look to the coercion of a State. It 
only proposes to enforce obedience to its provis- 
ions upon the people of the United States; and I 
have always supposed it conveyed to the United 
States Government the right and the power to re- 
sist and punish all forcible opposition to its laws, 
offered by any number of persons, whether act- 
ing upon their own responsibility, or under the 
assumed authority of any State or combination 
of States. 

But it is not my purpose now to discuss this 
question. My mission to-day is one of concilia- 


South Carolina, had declared, in a convention of 
their people, that the then existing laws levying | 
collection of the duties upon foreign merchandise, | 
in its judgment being unconstitutional, had ab- | 


She did not then actually attempt to secede. 
believe that was not the term then used to signify 
She proposed to strike 
down the laws of the United States within her lim- ; 
its; and this was denominated nullification. 
This movement of South Carolina met with 
little sympathy at that time from the other south- | 
ern States of the Union. Other causes for the 
resent distraction of our Union are now assigned; 
ut the same mode of accomplishing itis adopted 
substantially. It wasthen alleged thata supposed 
unconstitutional act of Congress. was to be ad- 
judged of and decided upon in the last resort by | 
any and every State in the Union that might choose 
to assume jurisdiction of the question. South 
Carolina had determined for herself, and her de- 
cision was then announced, that this act, levying 
duties on foreign merchandise, was unconstitu- 
tional, and, in its nature and in its tendency op- 


| 
| 
solved that State from its obligations to the Union. |; 
l 
| 
i 


Union, and establish an independent Republie of f 
The doctrine now asserted in some of | 


Th 


Therefore she would withdraw herself from the |! 


tion, of peace. If grievances, real or imaginary, 
are presented to me by one or more members of this 


Í ; : 
| great family of States, lam ready to consider them, 


and employ every resource within my power to 
remove or redress wrong, if wrong has keen done; 
to soothe anger if it exists; to remove unfounded 


|| prejudices, or explain unhappy misunderstand- 
tings; to heal wounds if there be any; not to itri- 


tate and intensify them; if danger is apprehended 
to the rights of any portion of the people, I am 
| ready to shield them from even the apprehension 
| of danger, by fortifying their rights with further 
constitutional guarantees. Show me the wrong, 
| and I will redress it if in my power; point out the 
| danger, and J, if possible, will offer every security 
| against it,and pledge every power of the Govern- 
ment to avert it. To effect these bencficent pur- 
| poses, the committee have diligently labored, and 
have instructed me to report the bills and resolu- 
tions before us. 

| Mr. Speaker, I cannot, will not, give up the 
| belief that, if the people of the United States, in 
the States north as well asin the States south, 
can be satisfied that the causes of complaint which 
| have led to these strange and, as I think, unwar- 
rantable movements of the southern States, have 
| any foundation in fact, these causes can be, and 
| will be; at once removed. These, sir, are the 
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grounds of my hope that public tranquillity will 
again be restored. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I proceed to the con- 
sideration of two or three topics embraced in the 
report; which, when I have explained, I shall for 
the present resign this debate into other hands. 
We are compelled, in matters of this kind, to re- 
sort toa species of information which isnotalways 
accurate, but the best at our command. Ithas been 
alleged, sir, that unconstitutional laws have been 
passed by several of the States of this Union which 
have atendency to embarrass the operation of the 
laws of the United States, and especially that for 
the recapture of fugitives from labor. Itis alleged 
that such acts, by some, or by many of the States, 
were, in thejudgment of the southern States, suf- 
ficient cause for dissolving their connection with 
the Union. These laws have acquired the popular 
name of personal liberty bills. They have been so 
denominated by the popular language of several of 
the States. And here, Mr. Speaker, you will find 
the position which we now occupy differs in prin- 
ciple very little, if at all, from that in which we 
were placed by the attempted secession of South 
Carolina in 1832-33. . f 

Then it was alleged that a Jaw passed by Con- 
gress which had a prejudicial effect on any portion 
of the Union, and adjudged by a State convention 
to be unconstitutional, was, of itself, sufficient 
reason for dissolving the Union. Now, itis said, 
if a State should pass a law unconstitutional in its 
character, that the proper judicature to determine 
that unconstitutionality is a sovereign State; and 
that if that be so, then a State has the right to 
sever its connection with the Union, and_carry 
its citizens away from all allegiance to the United 
States Government. 

Undoubtedly, if thishad been the case, if either 
of these had been considered a sufficient cause for 
breaking up the Union of the States, there have 
been a thousand cases which might have been 
seized upon with just as much propricty as now. 
The reports of your judicial courts, State and 
Federal, are full of decisions which have declared 
that suchand such Jaws of the United States were 
unconstitutional; that such and such laws of the 
States over which that judicatory extends were 
also unconstitutional. It was for the very pur- 
pose of having a tribunal to whom such questions 
should be referred, whose decisions upon such 
subjects should protect the citizens against vio- 
lations of the constitutions, State and Federal, 
that the supreme courts of the several States, and 
the United States circuit and Supreme Courts were 
established; and the Supreme Court of the United 
States was established to protect the rights of the 
people of all the States existing under the Consti- 
tution, treaties, and laws of the United States, 
against encroachment, by either Congress or the 
States. To that arbitrament, ever since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, it has been the habit of 
the peace-loving people of the country to submit 
any dispute of that kind; and hitherto it has 
shown itsclf to be well and wisely adapted to the 
great duty assigned it. But now it is said that 
the States are the proper tribunals by which such 
questions should be decided. If that be so, then 
the objects of the great men who made this Con- 
stitution were not attained. 

The alleged unconstitutional laws to which Í 
have adverted were enacted by the States,as they 
assert, for the laudable purpose of protecting the 


free people of those States from possible danger | 


arising out of the manner in which the laws of 
Congress touching the recapture of fugitive slaves 
were executed in their limits. I might here say 
that I have not approved of many of these laws 
myself; but it is not for me to arraign the legisla- 


tion of a sovereign State, nor will I lightly con- | 


demn any attempt it may make to preserve what 
it deems a just right of the people over whom its 
legislative jurisdiction extends. 
obvious—just as obvious to my brethren of the 
South as it can be to anybody else—that if any 
such law has ever existed upon the statute-book 
of any State of the Union, such a law was totally 
void, unless you assume the proposition that the 
law of the United States with which it comes in 
conflict is void? 

Lam looking at this alleged cause of grievance 
now, as one which, if it have any foundation in 
fact, whatever, cun be easily removed; or rather, 


But, is it not! 


I wish to say, it cannot possibly have any effect 
upon the interests and rights of southern men and 
slavery. The law concerning the recapture of fugi- 
tive slaves has, by the act-of 1850, been submitted 
exclusively to the courts of the United States. 
The State courts have now nothing to do with it, 
as was the case under the law of 1793. It must 
follow as a legal consequence, if they deem the 
law df 1793, and the amendatory law of 1850, to 
be within the constitutional powers of Congréss, 
that they will execute that Jaw; and every law 
and every State constitution coming in conflict 
with any part of that law willbe declared by them 
totally void. 

When L assert this as a legal proposition, I pre- 
sume there is nota man on this floor who will not 
agree with me. If, then, some of these laws passed 
by some States, called northern, have come in con- 
flict with the laws of the United States, they were 
mere incompetent acts of the States, mere inca- 
pable attempts by the States to interfere with the 
just and proper execution of that law of the Uni- 
ted States which, when declared constitutional by 
the courts of the Federal Government, is made, 
by the Constitution under which we live, the par- 
amount law of the land; for that Constitution 
ordained that the Constitution itself, and the laws 
made in pursuance of it, and the treaties made 
under it, should be the supreme law of the land, 
anything in the constitution or laws of any State 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The committee were painfully anxious to find 
out whether any injury had ever resulted to the 
property of any southern man by reason of this 
conflict of law. I beg my friends upon this side 
of the House to pardon the use of that common 
word as applicable to the condition of a person 
who owes labor to another. A slave in the slave 
States is called property, and treated as such. 
He is also called a person, and treated as such. 
I may as well stop here a moment to say that I 
am not very much skiiled in philology; but I 
profess to know something about legal phrascol- 
ogy. Upon this point allow me to say that, when- 
ever aman owns a thing which is of value, and 
which can be convertéd into good Federal money, 
I call that thing property. Idonot say that man 
can hold property in man; but I do say there is 
a relation created between the slaves and the 
owners who hold them by the laws of the slave 
States, which relation is a thing of value, and may 
as well be called property, recognized by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, so far as to declare 
in plain terms, that every State is bound to deliver 
up one of thosc persons who runs away from the 
man to whom he owes labor; and in that it does 
recognize the right of any State to establish that 
sort of relation. I pray the day may never arrive 
when this Federal Government shall assume ju- 
risdiction over a subject so clearly belonging to 
States alone, except in the simple case of territory 
not yet formed into States, 

That relation between the man that does owe 


labor and him to whom that labor is due is called, į 
in the familiar phraseology of the country, sla- | 


very. Though I will not be bound by any criti- 
cism of my own on questions of this kind, yet I 
may observe, in passing, that the word “slave” 


has been strangely perverted from its original | 


meaning. Ithink if the history of that very word 
were looked into by gentlemen of the South, it 
would teach them something worth their atten- 
tion; and among other matters, that the famil- 
iar appellation which they give the black man 
was derived from the national patronymic of a 
people now constituting one of the most powerful 
empires existing upon thisearth. It wasa name 


.given to and applied to white men, to blue-eyed 
It was simply | 


men, and to fair-skinned men. 
“t selve,” or “ sclavon,’”’ a name which, far back 
in the history of the world, was applied to that 
powerful nation. So many of them were in the 
condition of servants, that it became a common, 
familiar name in after times for all people who 
were in a state of abject servitude. That former 
slave or sclavon now sways his scepter over sixty 
or seventy millions of people,and may safely defy 
half Europe in any contest of national strength. 
The great autocrat who well and wisely presides 
with imperial and despotic sway over that Rus- 
sian empire, has found it convenient, recently, to 


| institute a system of things which looks to the 


extinction of serfage throughout :his entire to- 
minions. Strange, indeed, are those ‘changes 
which time and events bring about. = The:very 
people, once so abject as to make their national 
name in after times a synonym with servitude, - 
have become powerful ‘and the owners of vast ° 
numbers of slaves; and in the plenitude ofthat 
power have resolved that slavery or serfage shall 
exist no longer among them: ‘Why, then, should 
we, at this day, carry on this war of “words ?” 
We are concerned about things; no matter by what 
word or form of words those things are repre- 
sented. Ithink wemay as safely call thatrelation 
of a slave to his ownér. property, as to give the 
name of property. to’ atiy other thing which by 
law a man may buy and sell. Whether you call 
a slave property or a person, you do not change 
the nature of his relation to his owner; you do 
not alter his condition, nor your obligation to ac- 
knowledge it by one or the other form of defini- 
tion.. It is enough to know that whether rightly 
called property or persons owing labor, the Con- 
stitution declares that if they escape from him'to 
whom their labor is due by the laws of any State, 
they may be followed, reclaimed, and ‘shall’ be 
delivered up. An alleged opposition to the'law, 
founded on the clause in the Constitution to which 
I have referred, forms one of the complaints of 
the South against the North. ` i 
As I have before stated, the law of the United 
States in question has devolved upon the courts 
of the United States exclusive power to adminis+ 
ter and execute it. It has been declared con- 
stitutional by those courts. It follows that itis 
paramount in authority, either to the law of a 
State or the constitution of a State; and nothing 
therefore which controverts it, either in the or- 
ganic law or in the legislative acts of a State, is 
worth more, as an instrumentality in preventing 
you from recovering your fugitive slave, than so 
much blank paper bound up in the legislative 
archives of any State. It will not do, therefore, 
Mr. Speaker, for us to suppose that gentlemen of 
the South, intelligent men of the South, lawyers 
of the South, statesmen of the South, have ever 
in their own minds considered that this supposed 
conflict of Jaws furnishes a sufficient ‘cause for 
disrupting the bonds of mutual good will and 
brotherly regard which grew naturally out of the 
Constitution and the union of these States, ~ 
It has been sometimes said—and is indistinctly 


_referred to in the President’s message this year— 


that the northern newspaper press has emitted 
publications which, when circulated in the South, 
have a tendency to excite domestic insurrection. 
It must be obvious to every one thatagainst these 
wrongs it becomes every State to guard itself. 
First, L hold it to be the duty of every free State 
in the Union to suppress any publication, de- 
signed to be circulated in the South or North 
with the intent to create domestic insurrection. It 
is the plain duty of every State to suppress-such 
publications, and to punish their authors. * 

Tam wellaware that I tread on dangerousground 
when I treat of the proper line to be drawn be- 
tween the freedom and the licentiousness of the 
press. I know how prone have been the rulers 
1n other countries to use this dangerous power im- 
properly; still, under proper restrictions, while 
the jury is left free to determine the intent, whether 


| good or bad, with which a book or paperis writ- 
| ten or published, no good citizen is likely to suf- 


fer from the principle I propose. . 

I hold that every political association calling 
itself a Government has the rightful power to pro- 
tect its own peace, and by proper means to pre- 
serve itself from destruction. Ina form of Gov- 
ernment such as ours, where all the laws are en- 
acted by persons elected by a majority of all the 
people, any publication made with the express in- 


| tention to excite forcible opposition, to the laws; 


involving in its consequences all the dangers of 
civil war, should be regarded as a crime and so 
treated, and its author and publisher punished 
accordingly. 

We are indebted to the labors of Lord Erskine, 
in England, for the establishment of the trac and 
safe rule on this subject. The publication must 
be such as would necessarily fend to excite domes- 
tic insurrection, and it must be written or pub- 
lished with the wicked intent to produce insurrec- 
tion; of these the jury should be left to judge. 
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Thus, while press and tongue are left perfectly 
fiiée to exert all their powers to reform abuses or 
promote groat public purposes, both are only re- 
quired to sọ exert their powers and faculties as 


. not to promote the destruction of all government; 


atleast not. to intend to do-it., What sort of cit- 
izen isthe, who, having these easy remedies for 
the safeguard ofall his rights, instead of appeal- 
ing to the:judgment, of mankind in.careful and 
well-considered articles, will publish an article or 
utier.a speech with the intent to excite insurrec- 
tion against those laws, made by the suffrages of 
all the people? God knows I would be the last 
man. in, the world who would do anything that 
should prevent the freedom of speech, for that is 
the only freedom I have ever known. Butif there 
is any feature that distinguishes this Government 
from others—theautocracy of Russia, oreven con- 
stitutional monarchy—it is, that here the people, 
by their chosen representatives, make all the laws, 
State and Federal. For this reason, he who un- 
dertakes to put down the laws thus made, by in- 
cendiary publications, instead of asking the people 
to vote upon the subject as he himself would vote 
upon it—willfully and wickedly excites to domes- 
tic insurrection, and should be punished as an 
enemy tọ the public peace. 

There dismiss that part of the general subject, 
not doubting that the good sense of the people of 
the States will, by proper enactments at the proper 
time, secure us against the evils complained of. I 
think it has been shown, to the satisfaction of 
every gentleman, that if any law has been passed 
by. any State intended to impede any southern 
man in the recapture of one of those persons who 
owe labor to him—in other words, in the recov- 
ery of his property—such law is totally void; it 
is a mere ineffectual attempt by a State, if it 
intends any such thing, to lift up its puny arm 
against the strong and gigantic power of that Con- 
stitution of the United States which declares that 
all laws made in pursuance of that instrament 
shall be regarded as paramount to State constitu- 
tions, and, State laws. Such a law never could 
have injured any of them, It never has. Itnever 
will. J know how slow southern men are to be- 
lieve our declarations; I know how utterly desti- 
tute they are of all correct information in regard 
to the feelings of the North; I know the preju- 
dices they entertain against our population; I 
have heard the unparalleled and fearful expres- 
sions of them in this Hall during the last two 
years; I have seen too plainly, from the newspa- 

er press of the South, how feelings and ideas 

angcrous to the peace of the country have been 
instilled into the minds of the masses of the péo- 
ple of that section. 

Mr.: Speakér, what next is presented to the 
consideration of this Hlouse? It has been the 
constant effort of one class of politicians, at both 
the North and the South, to induce the people of 
the South to believe that a political party, calling 
itself Republican, when it shall have attained the 
command of the Congress of the United States, 
when it shall have command of the executive 
department, and shall have molded, in some 
way, the Supreme Court of the United States 
and the subordinate United States courts, that 
then, by some means, which have never been 
explained, it would use the power of the Federal 
Government to march over the Constitution and 
seize the property of the slave States. ‘This need 
not be denied. The press of the South, the mys- 
terious voices which have been uttered in this Hall 
for the last three years, show that this is the 
meaning of southern men when they speak of the 
dangers to be apprehended from_the predomi- 


nance of that Republican party. This is not in- | 


ferred from anything which that party has avowed 
—not from any specific principles which it has 
adopted—but simply because you believe that, 
ultimately, the great Abolition party, which you 
always magnify in your imagination to fifty or 
a hundred times beyond its proper proportions, 


will obtain the control of the Republican party. | 


How are we to disabuse your minds of that idea? 
How?. The Constitution of the United States no 
more gives to Congress, or to the President, or 


to the courts, power over slavery in the States | 


where it exists, than itgives them power to regu- 
late the policy of the British empire in India. 
But you have assumed that. the wicked inten- 


i| that you say is sure to be taken, requires that 


tions of that party, pervading the legislative de- 
partment, shown in its election of an Executive, 
and finally permeating and poisoning the fountains 
of justice in our courts, would overleap all con- 
stiiutional impediments.. I ask you if thatis not 
an event so utterly improbable that it would have 
been wise to have waited for the consummation 
of those evils attributed to the Republican party, 
rather.than to have anticipated an event which I 
shall show you is utterly impossible, even under 
the existing Constitution. Some historian, writ- 
ing a thousand years hence, will look back on this 
period of our history, and will come to the conclu- 
sion that the great experiment on this continent, 
which was. intended to demonstrate that man was 
capable of self-government, was near a total fail- 
ure at this time; and one of his proofs would be 
the very insanity—I can call it nothing clse— 
which the people of the country have exhibited 
touching this question of slavery. 

Now, if L may be permitted to address myself, 
not to the House, but to that portion ofthe House 
which represents the South, I would ask any of 
you, gentlemen, to describe to me how it would 
be possible for the Republican party, or any party 
that might entertain so foolish and unconstitu- 
tional a design as that which you have attributed 
to us, to accomplish their purpose? You would 
reply, that, when two thirds of both branches of 
Congress are in favor of it, they can propose to 
the people of the States an alteration of the Con- 
stitution, whereby Congress shall have power 
over this subject of slavery in the States. That 
may be. But'what sort of change would it require 
in your political system and relations to give to 
an ee pariy two thirds of both branches 
of Congress? There are now fifteen slave States 
in the Union. There may be another one next 
year. In order to bring about the accomplish- 
ment of the wicked design which you say is so 
certain, and to prevent which States sever their 
connections with the Government, and plunge 
themselves into anarchy, and, it may be, into the 
bloody whirlpool of civil war, there must be forty- 
five States in the Union. 

Before, therefore, you can get two thirds of both 
branches of Congress to agree to that change of 
the Constitution, while fifteen slave States remain, 
and while you stand firm to your rightsand your 
duties, there must be thirty free States in the 
Union, all concurring in that diabolical attempt 
to change the whole structure of your Govern- 
ment. You have now eighteen States, called frec. 
To get tothe number of two thirds ofboth branches 
of Congress, that would ever recommend such a 
change to the other States of the Union, you must 
have twelve more free States added to those eigh- 
teen free States. I appeal to every man upon this 
floor to say whether he really docs believe that, 
in the lifetime of the youngest child, born but yes- 
terday, such a state of things will ever be pre- 
sented in this Republic? Where will you get 
these States from? Can you make twelve new 
States out of any territory that you now have? 
Nobody believes it possible. No sane man be- 
lieves it possible or probable. The very first step | 


which it is utterly impossible, with our present 
territorial dimensions, ever to accomplish. 

But you say you must acquire other territory; 
and you gravely sit down here in the halls of 
legislation, in the only successful Republic that 
has yet appeared, in our form, on the face of the 
carth, and distribute among yourselves the do- 
minions of neighboring States, while you are 
about to break in pieces you own Government 
because you cannot agree as to the occupation of | 
your present domain. You are looking toward 
Mexico, and Nicaragua, and Brazil, to determine 
what you will do with all their territory when 


you get it while you are not sure, you will have | 
a government to which these could be ceded. 

But suppose two thirds of Congress do recom- 
| mend the change: what then is the Constitution | 
and the law? Three fourths of the States must 
agree to these amendments of the Constitution 
before they become valid. Now, there are fifteen 
slave States which will never agree to it. Con- 
sequently, while those fifteen remain, you must 


l have forty-five free States to overcome them. And 


| yet, with all the intelligence of this country, with 
| $4,000,000,000 of property depending upon it, 


people have been led to.adopt a view so utterly 
absurd in the very nature of things, so absurd 
and unreasonable, that. no, reasoning can be ap- 
plied toit. So singularly wild is it, that it seems 
nothing more or less than one of those rare and 
fantastical forms of madness to which reason can 
have no application. But the patient North, the 
peace-loving North, the law-abiding North, has 
come now and offered to you that, if you have a 
doubton this subject; if you can believe that there 
are to be twelve more free States in the. Union 
that would recommend sucha change in the Con- 
stitution; if you believe that you can have twenty- 
two more free States in the Union, so that three 
fourths of all the States will authorize such change; 
if you believe anything of that kind; if your 
slumbers are disturbed by it; if the harmony and 
good will which you bore to those abused breth- 
ren of yours in the North, has given place to 
any feeling of enmity, we will do away with that 
enmity, and render it utterly impossible that the 
right of property in a man who owes labor or 
service to another shall be interfered with by the 
North. This committec, determined to leave noth- 
ing unattempted which held out promise of peace, 
have come to the conclusion that they will rec- 


| ommend now to all the States of the Union to 


change this Constitution of ours on that very sub- 


ject, so that there shall never be a project to in- 
“erfere with slavery in the States, originating in 


any free State; and thatif anything of the kind 
is ever suggested, it shallcome froma slave State, 
and shall never be adopted until the individual 
action of every State in the Union, north and 
south, shall be had agreeing to it. 

Theidea of a determination to interfere with sla- 
very in the States has been fastened on the minds of 
the masses of the South; andacting on it, they are 
now endcavoring to break up the only Republic 
that can exist, as far as we know, on the face of 
the earth. Outof the anomalies of our time there 
will be some day written a strange chapter in his- 
tory. The North American Republic, maddened 
by an idle fancy, acts upon that figment of ima- 
gination as veritable fact, and the pangs of disso- 
lution lay hold of her. In this very paroxysm 
the instincts of her former palmy days are upon 
her. She turns her eye in intervals of rest to fu- 
ture acquisition, and insists upon providing for it 
in the very Constitution which, in her fits of de- 
lirium, she tears into fragments. Herself about 
to die, she still covets the lands of her neighbor, 
Mexico. Naw turn to Mcxico—young, weak, 
but still struggling Mexico. For forty years she 
has been striving toimitateus. Thered cloud of 
war that, with rare intervals, had enveloped her, 
has, within the last month, parted its folds, and 
disclosed the star of peace. Religious despotism, 
it is said, bas received its death wound there 
Constitutional government, bringing with it lib- 
erty regulated by law, is likely to be at last real- 
ized in Mexico. That for whieh she has fought 
forty years is hers. That which we have enjoyed 
for twice that length of time we are about to tram- 


ji ple under foot as a worthless thing. The evils 


that have crushed, and oppressed, and broken 
down the unhappy people of Mexico, are about 
to be Adopted by us, to whom she has looked as 
a model for stability in the execution of the laws, 
stability in public sentiment, enlightened, as it is 
supposed to be, by a free press, controlled by an 
enlightened, educated, brave, industrious, and 
religious people. 

l said, Mr. Speaker, that I did not propose 
to entcrinto general discussion, ‘There are some 
subjects, however, so tempting that one cannot 
avoid pausing in the logical course of argument, 
to step aside and survey for a moment the beauty 
or barrenness of the landscapes that present 
themselves along the heretofore untraveled road, 
which we are obliged to tread to-day. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, a very few words on 
one other topic, and I have done: I allude to the 
proposition we have submitted for the admission 
of New Mexico into the Union as a State. The 
present census will show the amount of the pop- 
ulation now existing in what are called the free 
States, and in all the territory north of that magic 
line of 360 30’. It willalso show with convenient 
accuracy the population, slave and free, existing 
in the southern States and the Territory of New 
Mexico, lying south of latitude 360 30. This 
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Territory is now the great battle-field on which 
the South and North meet in wicked, foolish, 
fratricidal strife. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it has often been said. by 
the South, that they have not their fair propor- 
tion of the lands of the United States. If they 
have not, I ask who isto blame for it? Grant 
this to be true in fact, which I do not: is there 
any portion of the northern or free States where 
any man can desire to establish, as an institution, 
slave labor? Ithink not. If gentlemen of the 
South will look at the map, and mark that por- 
tion of it which is occupied by what is called 
‘free labor,” they will see that there is not’one 
foot of it to which it would be profitable to carry 
slavery. Whose fault is this? Will you blame 
the Almighty Maker of the world, because, in 
establishing the climates of this continent, He 
did not place these northern States and Territo- 
ries near enough to the sun to make slave labor 

rofitable there? The northern people are not to 
lame for the character of the climate in which 
they live. The North is not to blame because 
the country is adapted to corn-fields and wheat- 
fields, and buffalo-pastures, north of 36° 30’. 
Nor do we of the North arraign southern people 
because the territory south of that line is suitable 
for sheep-folds, cotton, rice, and sugar planta- 
tions. Will gentlemen of the South make war 
upon the North because the Creator of all worlds, 
in fashioning this onc on which we live, and 
making it fit to be inhabited by his creatures, 
white or black, guided by infinite wisdom, has 
made more territory in our country profitable 
for free Jabor than that which is suited to the 
labor of the slave? 

But you say there is a portion of this territory 
which it would be well to devote to slave labor. 
You want New Mexico, which lies south of this 
line of 360 30'. New Mexico, you say, belongs 
to you. Take it! Take it! You do notclaim, 
in any of the propositions which have been sub- 
mitted, to occupy with slave labor any territory 
except that which lies south of 360 30'. Take it! 
l repeat, take it! Will that satisfy you? Will 

ou then be content? Alas! I fear you will not. 

hy I fear you will not, Ido not wish now to 
explain. You know there is a radical difference of 
opinion recently—it was not always so—hetween 
lawyers, touching slavery and its rights in the 
Territories. For about sixty years they all enter- 
tained the same views upon this subject; but re- 
cently it is unfortunately otherwise. ltis now said 
that slavery existsin all our Territories, and that it 
is the duty of this Government to protect it there by 
laws enacted for that purpose. It is the duty of 
the Federal Government, whenever there shall be ! 
a domestic insurrection in a slave State, to sup- 


press it, and for that purpose the militia of all the 4! 


States may be broughtinto the field, if necessary. 
Whenever that event shall take place, the con- 
stitutional obligation to protect slavery will then 
devolve upon us all, North and South; and you 
will find that thousands of men from the North 
will fly with as much alacrity as the chivalry of 
the South to quell that insurrection. You know 
they would. If you do not, you are ignorant, 
totally ignorant, of the real character of the peo- 
ple of the North. To that extent the Constitution 
binds us to protect slavery. But we have not 
supposed that slavery did exist in all the Terri- 
tories by virtue of the Constitution. We have 
regarded slavery as confined to States; we have 
regarded it as the offspring of State legisiation— 
as the child of State constitutions and State laws. 

What, then, shall we do with New Mexico? | 
This committee has provided that we shall do pre- 
cisely what itisnow competent for Congress to do, 
and what would put en end to the issues which | 
divide us concerning the jurisdiction of Congress 
over the people there. Let it become a State and 
form its own institutions. Now, the question is 
submitted to us all, why may not that be done? | 
1f we cannotagreeaboutthe legal right of the Gov- 
ernment to do thisor that, about the legal right of 


aman to carry hisslaveevery where, let us drop the jį 


legal question ; and since there is probably an irrec- 
oncilable difference between the North and South | 
as to the powers and duties of Congress over sla- 
very inthe Territories, I propose to take all the ter- 
ritory south of 36030’ and admit itasa Stateatonce 
into the Union. ‘This is all the territory claimed 


bythe South. It must very soon become a State, 
and then all agree it may elect to have slavery or 
reject it. Let this be done now. If the people 
shall ordain slavery .in their constitution, the 
organic law of 1850 declares they may do so, and 
be admitted, to use the language of the act of 1850, 
“with or without slavery.” Ifthey should prohibit 
slavery, they have only exerted a right of which 
they never can be deprived; and the South will 
submit, I doubt not, without a murmur. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I trust the gentleman from 
Ohio will be allowed to proceed to finish his re- 
marks, 

Mr. WINSLOW. I object to any departure 
from the rules. There are many members of the 
House who desire to speak upon these proposi- 
tions. 

Mr. HATTON. Would it bein order to move 
to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. ADRAN 
temporarily in the chair.) It would. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I move to suspend the 
rules, to enable the gentleman to go on. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I hope the rule will 
be made uniform, and the hour rule abolished, 
so long as the debate upon these propositions 
continues. . 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The question is 
on the motion to suspend the rules; which the 
Chair decides to be in order. 

Mr. BURNETT. Irise toa point of order. 
There is already a motion to suspend the rules, 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
FLorence] onlast Monday; and until that motion 
is determined, I hold no other motion to suspend 
the rules is in order. ‘I'wo motions to suspend 
the rules cannot be before the House at the same 
time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order raised by the gentlemgn 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I rise to a point of 
order. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MiLL- 
sox] has the floor, and no gentleman has the right 


‘to take it from him for the purpose of moving a 


suspension of the rules. 

Mr. CLEMENS. My colleague yielded in 
order that a motion to suspend the rules might be 
submitted, 

The SPEAKER protempore. If thegentleman 
from Virginia chooses to do so, he can yield for 
a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Has the gentleman 
from Virginia yielded? 

Mr. CLEMENS. He did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
put the question to the gentleman from Virginia. 
Does the gentleman from Virginia yield the floor 
for a motion to suspend the rules, in order that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwix] may be 
permitted to finish his remarks? 

Mr. MILLSON. 


objection made to the request of the gentleman 


from Ohio, as the House has lately very often ! 


I hope that there will be no i 


extended the courtesy to members to continue ; 
their remarks beyond the hour allotted to them. | 
I understand that he only desires about fifteen | 


minutcs more to finish his remarks. 


hope it will be granted to the gentleman from 
Ohio by unanimous consent, 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I concur in the re- 


marks of the gentleman from Virginia, and trust | 
that no objection will come from my side of the | 
House. I object, however, to the decision of the : 


Chair; and if it be insisted on, I will be com- 
pelled to take an appeal from it. 

The question was taken on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, and it was agreed to; and there- 


| upon Mr. Corwin was granted leave to conclude 


his speech, 

Mr. CORWIN. I thank the House cordially 
for the indulgence thus extended to me, and will 
promise not to abuse it. 


Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will bear with | 


me while I explain to them—what perhaps may 


not have been made apparentas yet—the present ii i 
; man, # Work out honestly; fulfill the letter of 


all know that when the organic law for that Tor- i? your contract; and if this man, for whom you 


condition of the Territory cf New Mexico. We 


That has } 
lately been granted to many gentlemen; and I | 


| 
} 
i 


ing to the very condition in which we:are unhap= 

pily now placed. It was -for the purpose. of 

establishing peace among the States of the Union, 

for the purpose of restoring ‘the harmony. aid: 
concord of the States, that the. law of 1850. was: 
passed, organizing, among others,:the Territory: 
of New Mexico. H was enacted by that law that. 
the Territorial Legislature should enact laws for 

the government of the Territory, should report’ 

them to: Congress, and if Congress should: dise 

approve of them, they should be null and void: 

It follows, from a proper. construction. of that 

statute, therefore, that, until both branches of 

Congress shall disapprove of that law-of New 

Mexico which was enacted in 1859, establishing 

slavery in that country, slavery will be the con= 
dition of New Mexico.. This, sir, must remain 

her condition until, by a vote of the Senate con- 

curring with a vote of the House, that law shall 

be annulled. BS Ved 

I ask gentlemen, as a matter of fact, what: is 
likely to happen in respect to that Territory? 
How dong will it be before you cau command à 
majority of votes in the Senate? While the States’. 
are bound by their allegiance to the Union, and 
found in their places in that great convocation 
of sovereign States, how long will it be before 
you can get a vote which will annul that law of 
New Mexico? I shall not answer this question. 
I know that it is subject to be answered variously 
by minds which entertain various views of ‘the 
future. Be that as it may, we are bound by. a 
law acted on by a Territorial Legislature in the 
exercise of the powers given to it. It has, under 
theauthority of the Congress of the United States, 
established slavery in New Mexico, and it exists 
there this day by a law as powerful as any law 
which can be made. If that portion of our vacant 
territory which lies south of 36° 30’ be, as it cer- 
tainly is, the only portion of the United States 
where you wish to establish the institution of 
slavery, why not, then, take up thisterritory, form 
it into a State, and admit it? Then the strife is 
forever ended. lt is inhabited by people who, 
only a year ago, established slavery there. Let 
them vote on their organic law, and come into the 
Union with or without slavery, as the law of 1850 
permits. Thus you will remove forever this fear- 
ful fire-brand which, if applied to your temple of 
freedom, will require something more, I fear, than 
the patriotism and wisdom of the present genera- 
tion to extinguish. ‘Why not cast from you this 
apple of discord? This is all the territory of the. 
United States which, you pretend, is adapted to 
slave labor. It is all we can give you; and itis 
much more likely that, eight or ten years from 
this time, it will be less difficult to establish free 
States than to extend slavery there. 

Some have said, some doubtless believe, that 
the people of that Territory are not sufficiently 
educated in the principles of free government to 
carry on a State government. I do not think it 
quite modest or proper-for us at this time to m= 
dulge in any harsh criticism on the ability of men 
anywhere to govern themselves. Iam willing to 
trust the old Mexican and the old Spaniard of that 
country; and the peon too. Let me say a-word 
about the peon. I myself regarded the system. of 
peonage as a great abase until I came to inquire 
intoit. [have fully understood it from gentlemen 
who have administered justice as judges in the 
courts of New Mexico. I find thatitisa voluntary 
contract entered into by one. freeman to work a 
given length of time for another freeman; and 
instead of giving damages when the contracting 
party violates that contract, it is the law of that 
Territory to enforce the execution of the contract 
specifically. That is the whole of the system of 
peonage. 

E have no doubt, from the long continuance of 
that system of labor by contract, that it is very 
well adapted to the condition of that people; and, 
under our judicial system, cannot be greatly 
rbused. It is their mode of labor. Instead of 
giving damages on the contract, when. the hired 
man refuses to perform his part of it, instead of 


: pursuing him with a constable and writs of exe- 


cution, selling his cow, and starving his children 
for the want of milk, the court says to the hired 


ritory was enacted by Congress, we were verg- i have contracted to labor, and who has advanced 


: APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[January 21, 


ee 


363 Cona....20 Sess. 


Ho. or Rers. 


State of the Union—Mr. Millson. 


‘money to: you for your necessities, or for any 
öther: objects, abuses you, the court is open. 
Come. before it, abd: you will have redress.” 
Does anybody imagine that a peon will be denied 
redress, when it is remembered that he is a voter 

‘in that Territory? I am willing to trust the pres- 

ent people of New Mexico to frame a_constitu- 

tion for State government, and trust the future 
for all. necessary amendment.: If they do not 

know how to do-it, they are free to resort to im- 

itation;. and, I daré say, if they imitate us, we 

imust be satisfied they have done the best they 

could to produce a perfect system. , 

‘Does any man: suppose itis possible to com- 
bine all the intellects which make up this Con- 
gress, in both branches of it, so that all shall think 
alike:in regard to. a constitutional. point? We 
know how, varying idiosyncracies. give peculiar 
character to the operations of the mind; we know 
how. inherent selfishness operates upon the weak- 
nesses of men; but it is enough for us to know 
that the: South does believe that a great political 
party intends to do it some wrong. Whether 
there is any possibility of doing it, or any truth 
init or not, itis enough to know that the minds 
of our brethren are disturbed, that their hearts are 
Sadat ‘the prospect, and:we ought to submit to 
them such terms as will forever put it out of the 
power of that party to do those imputed wrongs. 
And now let it be understood by our southern 
brethren that we have constitutional ideas upon 
this subject, which it is impossible to eradicate 
from our minds; and that, since we do differ, and 
that-difference is concentrated, so far as this insti- 
tution of slavery is concerned, upon the Territory 
of New: Mexico, the North generously offers to 
put that Territory immediately under their con- 
trol, with the institution of slavery now fixed 
there, to be continued or not, as-the constitution 
made by the people shall ordain, Whether it 
temain there oncior five years, or be driven out, 
is with the: people; who are: left free to adopt or 
reject it. ` And if you should protect slavery there’ 
forten years to come, every year you would find 
more white population from the free States there 
than would come from all the slave States. Why? 
Because itis nòt a Territory adapted to the system 
of slavery which exists in the old slave States. 
Butit is the best and only Territory we have to 
offer. It is all we can give. 

And I now ask you, men of the South, why do 
ou want to go there at all? You have not slave 
abor. enough. In no quarter of the globe is there 
such a demand for labor as there is in the south- 
ern section of this Union new forslave labor. Be- 
fore this present unhappy state of our affairs had 
reduced the value of every thing in the country, 
a negro, which only a few years. ago was worth 
#400, was worth from twelve to. fifteen hundred, 
and-yet, in the language of one of your eminent 
men,.you declare that you must expand or die. 
How isit that this delusion hasbeen fastened upon 
you? The statistics of your country and the price 
of your negroes should have told you that you 
have. not: negroes enough for the cultivation of 
your soil, and that you. will not, in the natural 
courseof increase, have negroes enough for fifty 
years to come, to work the territory you already 
ossess. How, then, could you occupy New 
exico? ° 
Ihave been examining with some care into the 
preson! condition of the southern country, I 
ave sought information from those who ought 
to know; I have been advised by gentlemen of 
the South, and I have regulated my judgment en- 
tirely by theirs. In the State of Texas alone there 
are three hundred million acres of land. Iam 
informed by a gentleman who has explored that 
State thoroughly, that one third of that entire 
quantity of land ean be profitably occupied in 
cultivating cotton. Another gentleman has told 
me, that not more than one fourth could be so culti- 
vated. 
basis of calculation. That would- give seventy- 
five million acres. of land in Texas which can be 
profitably cultivated with slave labor. How many 
million. negroes have you now? Not quite four 
million, counting men, women, and children. 

- Now, Lam told by those gentlemen that one good 
hand in Texas is equal to the production of five 
bales of cotton. ‘The whole product of cotton in 
this country now amounts to about four million 


| 
I have taken the latter statement as my | 


‘of bales. - Every acre of this land in Texas will 


produce one bale. 
Therefore, if the cotton: lands alone of Texas 


‘are cultivated by slave labor, they would produce 


seventy-five million bales of cotton; and that they 
willdo whenever the market of the worlddemands, 
and you can get labor enough to produce that 
amount. AmI mistaken in this? There lies the 
land open to the sun, spreading out its bosom to 
you, men of the South, inviting you to come with 
your slaves, and make these acres white with 
cotton fields. But where will you get your slave 
labor from for all this? If seventy-five million 
bales of cotton be made, with an average of five 
bales to a hand, you will want fifteen million 
working hands in Texas to producethem. Now, 
out of a family of negroes, you will not get, on 
an average, more than one working hand in three; 
two out of three being children or the decrepit 
and aged. So that, for every working hand, you 
have two others, who are not considered hands. 
Then, when you shall have, in the ordinary in- 
crease of negroes in this country, fifteen million 
working hands in Texas, you will have forty-five 
million slaves there. Now you have only four 
million in all the United States, and yet you think 

ou are ready to suffocate for want of room. 
You want cotton ficlds to work. There they 
are; but where are the slaves to work them 
with? 

Now, I take it for granted that Georgia, Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, Tennessce, and Arkansas, are 
not occupied as they might be with slavery, and 
I believe that those five States, if well cultivated, 
would be equal at least to one fourth of the unoc- 
cupied cotton territory of Texas. Then you would 
have one hundred millionacres ofland to be worked 
by slave labor. Then, supposing that each hand 
produces five bales of cotton, you will perceive 
that you will want nearly twenty million working 
hands, which would give youa negro population 
offabout sixty million, counting men, women, and 
children. Now you have only four million; but 
you suffocate andehoke, and must expand or die; 
so you say! 

If, in these things, I have been mistaken, south- 
ern men have been mistaken. In the face of these 
statistics, can you present to the civilized world— 
or to the barbarian world—a well-founded neces- 
sity for the expansion of slave territory? Look 
atthe eighteen million white men who occupy 
the free States, as well as the territory north of 
36° 30’. There we have eleven persons to asquare 
mile; while you have only nine. But you seem 
not to care for the suffocation of white men. Ter- 
ritory must be conquered for slavery, when there 
is a demand for sixty million slaves in the coun- 
try now opened to you, without going to New 
Mexico atall. Is it not so? What, then, are 
we quarreling about? What are we to divide 
for? 

But itis proposed that we shall insert in our 
proposition to amend the Constitution, that this 
line of 360 30 shall gird the globe, and that all 
south of it shall be open to slavery; and by this 


proposed amendmentslavery is fixed there, wheth- | 


er the people you acquire wish it or not. Every 
one who looks upon the map knows that it means 
the conquest of Mexico, and all the small Repub- 
lies in southern America. One of our Mexican 
acquisitions is now the very accursed cause of our 
ruin;and yét you covet another. Is not this the 
very madness of the moon? You have four mil- 
lion negroes now,and you must increase the num- 
ber to sixty million before you can want room 
for slave labor. Fifty years hence you will not 
be able to supply slaves enough to meet the rea- 
sonable demand for slave labor in the present 
slave States; yet you will ponder and speculate 
upon your condition as it may possibly be half a 
century to come; and unless your dreams are ac- 
cepted as truths now, and provision made for you 
half a century to come, you rush madly on the 
destruction of yourselves, and not yourselves 
only, but the final destruction and overthrow of 
the best Government known among men, and the 


| extinction of the fairest hope yet presented to the 


longing hearts ofa world. 

Mr. Speaker, | shall say nothing more now on 
the subject beforeus. [have omitted all reference | 
to several recommendations of the committee. I 


| leave their vindication, if it be wanted, to others. 


I shall not follow the example of some, who lift 
the curtain which conceals the quick coming 
future from us. I have no wish to explore the 
gloomy prospect they have held up to us. Iwill 
not now encounter the grim specters of. despair 
they present. I will not, I cannot, anticipate that 
future, and walk forth among the broken arches, 
the rutned towers, and prostrate columns of this 
glorious temple of freedom, in which the tribes of 
the South and the North have so long worshiped 
in peace and joy and brotherly love. That temple 
still stands ın all its grand proportions; but it 
stands alone. Wander over all the earth, and you 
will find no other like it. I will not believe that the 
blows aimed at it, however numerous or power- 
ful, shall cause it to rock or reel. I will hope,as 
they who built it prayed and hoped, that it shal) 
stand forever, as it now stands, on its own solid 
and deep foundations. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 
SPEECH OF HON. JNO. S. MILLSON, 


OF VIRGINIA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 21, 1861. 


The louse having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. MILLSON said: 

Mr. Sreaxen: I feel that I ought not to be silent 
in this debate. Great events are happening every 
day. Great questions are every day presented for 
our decision. I have some views to submit; Ido 
not know how sound they are, how just they are; 
but this I know, that if we would all frankly and 
fairly express our real sentiments, without any 
weak concession to what we believe to be error, 
for the sake of conciliating an adverse sentiment, 
this collision of opinion would be apt to strike 
out the truth. : 

Mr. Speaker, we have a grave controversy, and 
I acknowledge the obligation to approach its dis- 
cussion in a temperate and conciliatory spirit. I 
will imitate the temperand moderation- cannot 
equal the eloquence—of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Corwin] who has just closed his speech, I 
will say nothing that may rankle the prejudices of 
any political party. Sir, I have, perhaps, as fre- 
quently and as earnestly as any of my colleagues, 
combated the positions assumed by our political 
opponents from the northern States. But this is 
no time for altercation and recrimination, and I 
have no purpose now of reviving those discus- 
sions. 

Sir, what was the state of things which led to 
the formation of the committee whose report we 
are now considering? The Union in imminent 
danger of dissolution! The Government threat- 
ened with overthrow! Is itdesirable to preserve 
the Union? Do we want the Union to continue 
such as the Constitution madeit? Doesany man 
say no? Sir, I know there are some gentlemen 
who do not desire a continuance of the American 
Union. There are others, perhaps, who would 
not acknowledge a wish to destroy it, yet regard 
the dread results ofa dissolution of the Union with 
a degree of lightness which, to me, is absolutely 
shocking. Yes, sir, the worst sign of all is the 
levity with which the whole subjectis viewed by 
many of those upon whom the people have de- 
volved the responsibility of administering their 
affairs. They do not seem to understand the dread 
significance of the proposed disruption of our 
Government. Sir, } do not expect the statesmen 
of the present day to attain to the wisdom of the 
founders of our Constitution; but I did suppose 
they might at least aspire to the capacity of com- 
prehending its results. One ignorant of the mech- 
anism of a watch, and incapable of putting its 
parts together, might still admire it when done, 
and understand its uses. But some of those to 
whom is assigned only the humble duty of keeping 
it going, seem to be so unconscious of its objects 
that they would break it into pieces to escape the 
annoyance of its ticking. If there be those here 
who desire the dissolution of the Union asan cnd, 
as a consummation to be wished, I have no argu- 
ment to make to them. 

If the Union is to continue, is it desirable that 
there shall be a reconciliation of the differences 
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which have so long disturbed its harmony? -I 
suppose, sir, the very appointment of the com- 
mittee, by so large a vote of the” House, implies 
that such a result is sought and wished. Butif 
there be those who want no reconciliation, who 
court strife and would perpetuate discord, to them 
I have no argument to make. 

Lapproach, then, the consideration of the ques- 
tions before the House, . In one respect I will not 
imitate the example of the gentleman from Ohio, 
unless I shall unconsciously wander from my 
purpose. Ido not propose to discuss any of the 
controverted questions ofthe day, either to defend 
the Democratie or southern policy, or to assail 

- that of the Republican party. We are trying to 
find out whether anything has yet happened, oris 
likely to happen, which requires, or would justify, 
a dissolution of the Union. We are trying to 
settle existing difficulties; and the first step in the 
settlement of any difficulty is to understand pre- 
cisely what it is that is to be settled. 

Ig it the election of Lincoln that is to be brought 
into the settlement? Is it the election of Lincoln 
thatis to beadjusted? No, sir; that is now beyond 
ourreach. Ithas been asked, ‘shall Virginia sub- 
mitto Lincoln?” I reply, Virginia submit to Lin- 
coln! No! Virginiasubmitto Lincoln! Never! It 
is Lincoln who shall submit to Virginia. It is Lin- 
coln, who, as the servant of Virginia and her sister 
States, mustdo their bidding. Itis Lincoln, who, 
as President of the United States, will fulfill the 
functions and discharge the duties imposed upon 
him by Virginia in common with the other States 
of the Union which made the Constitution and pre- 
scribed and limited the authority and powers to be 
exercised by theiragents. Itis not Lincoln ruling 


Virginia. Itisthe States, of whom Virginia isone, |} 


the Constitution—the work of Virginia—which 
control, it may be, the unwilling will of Lincoln, 
and oblige him to do what Virginia has made it | 
his daty todo. What though the people of Vir- | 
ginia gave their vote against Lincoln? What 
though the people of Virginia, through their Rep- 
resentatives here, give their vote against the pas- 
sage of a law enacted by Congress? It is sull 
Virginia that says the law shall be obeyed. Itis 
Virginia that says that her will is potential, and | 
that whoever may receive a majority of the elec- 
toral votes of the Union shall be the President. 
Instead of submitting to Lincoln, I am submitting 
to the sovereign will of Virginia. 
What, then, is the evil to be remedied? Is it 
-the personal liberty bills that are assigned as a 
justifiable cause ofsecession? So far, | have seen 
no other cause involving a breach of the Consti- | 
tution assigned for secession but the passage of 
personal liberty bills. The gentleman from Ohio 
very properly remarked—although he would have | 
saved me some labor in the illustration of the sub- į 
ject if he had followed up his own suggestion to its 
proper conscquences—that those laws were passed | 
by northern Legislatures, Itis true, [consider the | 
whole subject from rather a different point of view 
from that taken by the gentleman from Ohio. I 
stand here a State-rights man. I stand here now 
what I have ever been—a State-rights man of the 
straitestsect. Idoregard the Constitutionasacon- 
vention or compactbctween the States ofthe Union; 
and Ido believe that a deliberate, palpable, and 
dangerons violation of the Constitution by some 
of the parties to it would release the other parties 
from their reciprocal obligations. But, sir, is the 
Legislature of a State one of the parties to the 
compact? The Legislature of a State is but a sub- | 
ordinate agency of one of the parties. Andif the 
passage of an unconstitutional law, if the assump- | 


i 
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tion of unconstitutional power by a State Legis- |} 
i 


lature, may be regarded as an infraction of the į 
Constitution, by one of the parties to it, then so | 
would be the assumption of unconstitutional 
power by the President, by the Governor of a | 
State, a State or Federal judge, a postmaster, or | 
collector of the customs. | 

But here, sir, Lam compelled to leave the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. Ifthe act of a State Legisla- 
ture be deliberately approved and ratified by the | 
people; if, after remonstrance, the people sanction 
the act of their agent, then, sir, it is the privilege | 
of the States that are the parties to the Constitu- 
tion to regard the acts of the Legislatures as the | 
acts of the States they represent, and hold the 


compact of Union to be broken. Ido not sce that || 


i 
I 
| 
| 
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any such resort has yet been made to the States; 
nor do I enter on the inquiry how far the viola- 
tion of the compact by one or two States, or by 
four or five States, will justify any State in sev- 
ering the ties that connect her also with States 
that have not offended. I will not go into thecon- 
sideration of that question. Let it suffice to know 
that, although it may be the privilege of-a State 
to avail herself of the broken faith of another, if 
it be her interest or her wish to do.so, yet it is but 
a privilege, and cannot be considered a duty. If 
so, the passage of a personal liberty bill by Con- 
necticut would compel Massachusetts to secede; 
for Massachusetts is a party to the Constitution as 
well as South Carolina. The refusal of one State 
tocomply withasingle Federalengagement would, 
on sucha supposition, instantly destroy the Union 
as to all, and resolve the Federation into. as many 
separate and independent nations as there were 
States composing it. If these States derive great 
advantage from the Union, it would be strange if 
they were held to forfeit it by the faithless act of 
another State. 

That the passage of these bills by northern Le- 
gislatures is a gricvous wrong, ought not to be 
denied. That we will silently submit to them, 
cannotbesupposed. Whatthen? Cannoredress 
be had? Must we either submit to this wrong, 
or sacrifice, by secession from the Union, the most 
important rights and interests belonging to us as 
members of the Union? Sir, we will do neither. 


We may bring these laws before the courts, and | 


annul them as unconstitutional; or we may, by 
retaliatory legislation, as Virginia has done, show 
our sense of the injustice doneus. Ido not, then, 


| Mr. Speaker, see anything in the passage of per- 


sonal liberty bills that requires a dissolution of 
the Union; more especially as evidence has been 
so plainly and clearly supplied, within the last 
few weeks, of the purpose on the part of northern 
Legislatures themselves to strike these offensive 
laws from their statute-books. No one, till very 
lately, seems to have supposed that disunion was 
demanded for such acause; no one would now sup- 
pose it, had Mr. Breckinridge been clected Pres- 
ident; and as no other actual wrong, either on the 
part of the Federal Government, or by any State 
government, has been assigned in justification of 
secession, I am forced to conclude that there is 
nothing in the past which invokes a remedy so 
extreme. 

But dissolution is urged because of apprehended 
danger; because of peril in the future; and what 
is it? Gentlemen tell us that the territorial ques- 
tion—the power to prohibit slavery in the Terri- 
tories—must be settled. Must be settled! Why, 
sir, it seems to be strangely overlooked by many 
that the question is already settled; settled by the 
existing laws of the land; settled by the Consti- 
tution; settled by the supreme judicial tribunal of 
the country; and settled in favor of the South. 
And yet the overthrow of the Government is 


sought, and disunion, with all its attendant hor- | 


rors, invited, because a very large number of the 
northern people are trying to unsettle it—with less 


prospect of success, perhaps, than at any time be- : 
fore. Weare in the possession of all that weclaim. j 


There is no Territory into which we have not the | 
right to go now with our slaves, And yet we must į 
throw away all that we have, because it is possi- | 


ble it may be taken from us. Let us do what we 
may, how can we prevent other people from at- 
tempting to undo it? 

I cannot, then, sce, Mr. Speaker, that there are 
any well-founded apprehensions of future danger 
that afford any justification for giving up our pres- 
ent security, and rushing headlong into disunion, 

But we are urged to do this in the name of 
State-rights. Gentlemen who are neophytes in 
the State-rights school address me, a veteran 
State-rights man, with the argument that we 
must vindicate the rights of our State. And what 
are those State rights which some are so forward 


| to defend? Why, it would seem that gentlemen 


suppose there aré no other rights of a State but 
those which involve her own destruction; the 


| right to sacrifice her interests; the right to lay 


heavy burdens on her own people; the right to 
expose herself to extreme peril; the right to throw 
away all her rights. 

But, gentlemen, J stand with you there, too. I 
too will defend these rights of my State, if she 


| a State, after secession, refuse 


i choose to exercise them. © I, too; will defend her 


right to commit suicide, if. she be-tired of. pros- 
perity and renown, and of life itself. . But the 
rights. belonging to Virginia, which: I, as one of 
her sons, reared in the school of State ‘rights, am 
most eager to maintain, are those which concern 
her welfare and safety—her. commerce; herin- 
dustry, her peace, her consideration at home and 
abroad, the property, the. happiness, ‘the lives of 
her people; in short, all: those inestimable -bless- 
ings and benefits which ‘the Constitution:has se- 
cured to heras a member of this Union; and of 
which she is now,.or was but lately, in the actual 
enjoyment. These are State rights which T would 
have her defend at every hazard. These’ are 
State rights which, if all the other States should 
attempt to take them from her, I would have her 
defend against their united power. And these:are 
the State rights which some State-rights men want 
her to throwaway, only toshow her right to doso. 
And what is it that should make her do so? Is 
it honor? No, it is only fear; fear that something 
may be done hereafter—some wrong: attempted, 
or committed, which her sons may not then-have 
the spirit or the power to resist. ia 
Stiil, Mr. Speaker, itis undoubtedly true, that the 
people feel apprehensions of future aggression, of 
coming danger; and I regret that I must dissent 
from the conclusion to which the gentleman from 
Ohio brought his argument—that these apprehen- 
sions of danger may be wholly allayed by. con- 
gressional legislation, and without some new 
guarantees in the Constitution. Gentlemen, my 
constituents do not believe the declarations of their 
political opponents. Gentlemen, my constituents 
will not believe the explanations of their own Rep- 
resentatives, when they inform them what are 
the designs, and what are not the designs, of the | 
Republican party; and you cannot expect them to 
repose greater confidence in your assurances than 
in the statements of those whom they have con- 


j| stituted their Representatives, 


It is proper that there should be some guaran- 
tees, Ít does not involve the objection just now 
presented by the gentleman from Ohio, that the 
members of the Republican party entertained gon- 
stitutional views which they could not yield. We 
are not asking any surrender of constitutional 
views, founded on their construction of the Con- 
stitution as itis. Wedo not ask them to give 
up their construction of the existing clauses of the 
Constitution; but we ask an addition—a. stipula- 
tion. We ask that the Constitution may- interpret 
itself. There can be no objection, then, on the 
ground of a surrender of constitutional views; be- 
cause such a stipulation would simply determine 
doubts and differences. It proposes no conces- 
sion of privileges to the South. It proposes no 
new grant of rights to the slavcholding States. It 
requires no surrender of power or advantage by 
the northern States. It would serve only as a det- 
laration of existing rights. 

Gentlemen, in another point of view, this terri- 
torial question has been settled. The battle has 
been fought, and it has been won by both par- 
ties; it has been lost by both parties. You have 
lost the principle on which your party is founded. 
You cannot, under existing laws and the exist- 
ing Constitution, as interpreted by the Supreme 
Court, prohibit slavery ina Territory. You have 
lost the battle; we have gained it. But you know 
that, if your purpose has been to exclude slavery 
from the Territories, there is not the least proba- 
bility that slavery will ever be carried into any 
one of them. Thus, in all that respects practical 
results, you have gained the battle, and we have 
lost it. You have lost the principle; we the sub- 
stance. You have gained the substance; we the 
principle. We are, then, on equal terms. We 
are both victors; we are both vanquished. There 
is nothing, then, to prevent us from making an end 
of the whole quarrel now, and preclude all con- 
troversy on the subject hereafter, Let us restore 
that harmony and good fellowship which ought 
to prevail amongst confederated States. ; 

} was sorry to hear the gentleman from Ohio 
intimate that in some contingencies coercion might 
properly be used against a seceding State. He 
said there would be no coercion attempted of a 
seceding State if it should obey the laws. Sir, if 
obedience to the 
laws, itis because it has thrown off its obligations 
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to the: Constitution." T, will not now- inquire 
whether it has done this in the proper form and 
manner, or whether it has had just and sufficient 


oe 


¢ause and: provocation for the act; I will not dwell 


“on. the ‘significant: fact that South Carolina, and- 


erhaps. Florida, made the passage of personal 
iberty bills, by the Legislatures of some northern 
‘States, the ground’and justification for secession; 
I need not call attention. to. the fact that South 
Carolina-withdraws from the Union, and yet the 
-acts she complains of were not done-in virtue of 
yany powers derived from the Union; that she ab- 
“solves: herself from the Constitution, and yet the 
; Constitution, so far from being the source or the 
occasion of her grievances, supplies the only 
“means by which they could be redressed; that she 
dissolves her connection with the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and .yet the Federal Government. has 
neither.;committed nor is responsible for the 
‘wrongs to which she applies this anomalous rem- 
edy; nor will I comment on her mode and manner 
of secession. I confess, as a State-rights man, 
that the course pursued by South Carolina is not 
what her association with the other States re- 
quired. South Carolina isa member of this Union. 
¥€-she, secedes, she withdraws from the Union. 
South Carolina does not secede from Congress; 
‘she never was a member of Congress. : She does 
not retire from the Federal Government; she was 
never a part of the Federal Government. When 
shesecedes, she withdraws from the Union—from 
herassociation with the other States; and I confess 
that, instead of hurrying, fleeing, escaping from 
the Union,as if she distrusted her own sovercign 
right to secede, I would have her call together the 
confederated States, inform them ofhergrievances, 
and make known to them, and not to the Federal 
Government only, her intention to withdraw. 
‘We, in Congress, cannotbe officially told by South 
Carolina that she has withdrawn from the Union, 
because: we are the representatives of delegated 
powers only; we represent none of the reserved 
powers: But. South Carolina withdraws from 
the Union in the exercise of her reserved powers 
or rights. Still, though we have no official notice 
of the secession of South Carolina, yet we have 
such strong, such clear, such definite information 
of the fact, from informal and unofficial sources, 
as will warrant us in acting as if we had received 
it through the proper-channel. She has, then, 
withdrawn from the Union; and, having with- 
drawn, she is not to be coerced as a member of 
the Union. The gentleman says that she is only to 
be coerced into obedience to the Federal law. But 
she denies her obligation to obey the Federal law; 
and while I do not approve of the mode in which 
South Carolina has withdrawn trom the Union; 
and while I have.little sympathy, and hardly any 
pee with her, as to the causes assigned for 
er secession; while I do not forget that Lama 
Representative of Virginia, and not of South Car- 
olina; while I think I see that there was a purpose 
-onher part so to act upon the other States as to 
compel them to follow wherever she might plcasato 
„icad them; yet, not merely for the sake of South 
Carolina, notmerely forthe sake of the other seced- 
ing States, but forthe sake of my own State, I op- 
pose every-resort to force, and every attempt at co- 
ercion. Ido not want the issuc changed. {I donot 
want new elements of dissension thrown among the 
people of Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, North 
Carolina, Maryland,and Delaware. Ido not want 
any disturbing question to take the place of the 
existing inquiry, whether there be anything in 
the past or in the probable future which would 
justify a disruption of this Government. I do 
not want the sympathies of the people of the South 
excited, and their passions fired by a resort to un- 
necessary and improper force. It is for the sake 
of my own State, for the sake of other States 
now in the Union, and. which may remain in the 
Union, that I protest against the application of 
force in any form for the purpose of reducing to 
“subjection a State that has, in the exercise of her 
sovereign will, determined to withdraw from the 
Union.” No, Mr. Speaker; call together a eon- 
vention of States, and submit the question to 
them. Let them mect on equal terms, as they 


and let them, as the authors of this Government, 
determine what shall be done. It is not for us, 
the creatares of-thcir power, to lift up our parri- 


cidal hands against one of the authors and framers 
-of it. South Carolina, misguided as she may 
be, rash and reckless of the wishes and interests 
of others as I believe she has been—and I regret 
to express this belief—is still one of the original 
authors of the Constitution. We are: its crea- 
tures, inferior’to South Carolina as one of the 
powers that made us. : k 

Let me say a word upon a subject which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] discussed 
with so much ability and so much frankness; and 
that is, the idea of property in slaves. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio has taken a philosophical view 
of this question. Nothing, in my judgment, has 
been more senseless than the silly controversy 
which has been carried on so long between north- 
ern and southern men as to whether the Consti- 
tution recognizes the existence of property in man. 
One would suppose the phrase “ property in man”? 
was to be found in the Constitution, and that gen- 
tlemen were quarreling as to the proper interpre- 
tation to be given to it; but, as here is no such 
language there, it is wholly unnecessary to inquire 
whether that description of domestic servitude— 
that personal relation which is described in the 
Constitution in the words ‘persons held to ser- 
vice or labor under the Jaws of any State?’—can 
be called property or not. Southern gentlemen 
sometimes say, in public debate, that slaves are 
property, and nothing but property. I cannot 
understand why they said so, except that they sup- 
posed they were claiming most for the South, when 
they expressed themselves in language which they 
thought would be most offensive to the North. 
That the claim of the master to the slave gonsti- 
tutes property, is undoubtedly true; but to sup- 
pose that there is nothing in the relation between 
them but property, is to lower and degrade the 
southern position. It is the weakest ground upon 
which the institution of slavery, in its consti- 
tutional relations, can be placed. There is a 


stitution recognizes or describes these men as 
persons held to service. I have heard it said by 
members of the Republican party that the framers 
of the Constitution refused to use any terms that 
would indicate a recognition of the right of prop- 
erty in man; that they excluded the word slave, 
or slavery, from the Constitution, because of their 
reluctance to disclose the fact that there was any 
such personal relation acknowledged or estab- 
i lished by the Jaws of any of our States. 

Sir, such an argument dogs great injustice to 
the framers of the Constitution. They were 
moved by no such sentimentalism. It is a re- 
proach to them, to say that they were so intensely 
hypocritical that they were not ashamed to do 
what they were ashamed to talk about. [tis an 
aspersion upon them to suppose that they were 
so intensely hypocritical as to consent to the con- 
tinuance of the slave trade for twenty years, with 
all its attendant horrors and atrocities, and yet, 
i like timid maidens, to shrink from the words 
“ slave” and ‘slavery,’ as recognizing property 
ina human being. No, sir; they had stronger and 
| better reasons for the adoption of the language 
they put in the Constitution. They knew—and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] has re- 
lieved me from much of the discussion by the 
able and lucid manner in which he has illustrated 
this subject to-day—they knew the word slave, 
or slavery, was a word of vague and indefinite 
| signification, having a variety of meanings. Had 
| they’used the word slave, it would have led to 
| infinite cavil and dispute as to the precise mean- 
ing intended. Some Abolitionist might have ar- 
| gued that it did not apply to Africans held to 
| servitude under the laws of Virginia and Mary- 
i land; that a negro servant, escaping from his mas- 
; ter, was not such a slave as the Constitution re- 
; quired to be delivered up, because the master had 
| not the power of life and death over him, as under 
l 
{ 

t 
| 
| 
i 
t 
i 
| 
| 


the Roman law, which authorized the master to 
take the life of his slave. They might have ar- 
: gued, moreover, that the word slavery, in the 
Constitution, was one, and .to be taken in one 
| sense alone: that is, that two different interpreta- 


il tions could not be given to it; and therefore, if 
met when the present Constitution was framed; ! 


the laws of domestic servitude in South Caro- 


i} lina differed from those in Virginia, the word 


i slavery might be applied to onc or the other of 


i 
| them, but itcould not be applied to both; because 


personal relation that is much higher. The Con- 


| tion, 


you could not give different interpretations to the 
same word. The framers of the Constitution, 
then, sir, wisely substituted a description for a 
word. They said ‘persons held to service or 
labor under the laws of any State.” It embraced 
every: kind of servitude. It comprehended the 
servants of Virginia, of North Carolina, of South 
Carolina, of Georgia, and of all the States. It 
excluded all cavil and all doubt. But they were 
guilty. of no such miserable hypocrisy as that 
sometimes attributed to them—that they were 
unwilling to introduce into the Constitution any 
phrase which mightimply that there could be prop- 
erty in man. To insist that they are persons, as 
well as property, is to take the highest position on 
which the South can rest her claims, To say that 
they are property, and nothing but property, is 
not true in any sense of the word. h is not true 
in physics; it is not true in morals; it is not true 
in religion; it is not true in politics. A slaveisa 
man. He is a responsible man; responsible to our 
laws, responsible to God. He.is a person; a per- 
son held to service; and it is because he is a per- 
son, that the position of the South before this Con- 
gress and in the Constitution is impregnable. I 
say it is because he is a person thatgentlemen of 
the Republican party are forbidden to passa law 
prohibiting his emigration into the Territories. 
As mere property, you might set up a plausible 
claim to exclude him. Ay,as mere property there 
would be a color of argument in favor of his ex- 
clusion; but as a person, a person held to service, 
aman holding a personal relation to another, a 
member of the household, a part of the family, 
you have no more right to exclude him from the 
privilege of going into the Territories with his 
master than you have to exclude a wife from going 
into the Territories with her husband. The wife, 
too, by law, owes service and labor to the hus- 
band. The relation existing between husband 
and wife is the relation established by the laws of 
the States; and the gentleman from Ohio cannot 
say that these are laws which are local, and do not 
extend beyond the limits of the States where they 
were enacted; because the same argument would 
force him to the conclusion that it is within the 
power of Congress to exclude from a Territory a 
wife bound to her husband under the laws of any 
State, and that the husband cannot carry a wite 
occupying that relation with him into the Terri- 
tories, because the law under which that relation 
was established or recognized does not extend 
beyond the territory of the State in which it was 
enacted. 

This, then, is the very highest position which 
the South can occupy in relation to their slaves. 
And permit me, sir, to say that, if they were prop- 
erty, and nothing but property, they would not 
be represented in Congress; for there is no dc- 
scription of property represented in Congress as 
property—neither lands, nor money, nor stocks, 
nor any other kind of property. If they were 
property, and nothing but property, then we de- 
prive ourselves of the right of representation of 
three fifths of their whole number, except upon 
the condition that an equal representation be given 
to property of equal valuc in other States of the 
Union. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that very many of these 
false theories, really detrimenta! to the South, have 
been supported because of that natural harmony 
of action between them arising from their relative 
weakness, which sometimes inclines the southern 
Representatives toacquiesce in almost any preten- 
sion setup bya Representativefrom their own scc- 
I have sat in my seat and seen gentlemen 
from the South inconsiderately pressing proposi- 
tions,and heard them use arguments, which they 
supposed involved a very large claim of right for 
their own section; when, in truth, they were not 
only calculated to excite a prejudice against them 


| with those they were trying to convince, but, in 


point of fact, they sometimes involved a surrender 
of the safeguards which the Constitution had se- 
cured to them. And when they would move to 
suspend the rules to introduce their propositions, 
other southern gentlemen would sometimes vote 
with them, because of the natural disinelination 
of those from one section of the country to refuse 
to support what was brought forward to sustain 
acommon cause. Hence this acquiescence of gen- 
tlemen has sometimes impressed the popular mind 
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of the South with the belief that those pretensions 
were right and just; because they were seemingly 
favored by the-most intelligent of their Repre- 
sentatives. In that way it has come that some 
unsound and impracticable theories have been 
pressed in the name of the South:.ayhich, like that 
I have been discussing, actually involved a sur- 
render of many of the strongest positions which 
the South ought to occupy. : 

And now a word or two in relation to the views 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cor- 
win] upon the subject of the admission of New 
Mexico asa State. I regret to have to differ with 
the gentleman upon this subject. The House 
will perceive that I have not disagreed with him 
on many points; and I am happy now to express 
my admiration of the temper and tone which per- 
vaded the whole of his speech. Much of it I 
heartily approve; and I regret that Lam under the 
necessity of dissenting from some of the conclu- 
sions to which the gentleman arrived. I cannot 
give my consentto the admission of New Mexico 
at this time asa State, and for reasons wholly 
unconneeted with the sectional controversy which 
is now agitating the country. Sir, if I believed, 
as some of my southern associates appear to do, 
that the people of the South were in any such 
danger as justified disunion, in order to escape it; 
if I believed that the Republican party could, if 
they would, exclude slavery from the Territories; 
if I believed that any such aggression could be 
consummated, why, l mightthen acceptthe tender 
of New Mexico as a State, in order that I might 
take away from them the inducement and the 
opportunity to accomplish any such purpose. 
Whether they have the purpose or not, I know 
they have not the power. I say here now what 
I said more than a year ago to the Republican 

arty: “ Gentlemen, I do not fear you. Ido not 
ear that you will have the power to do what you 
declare itis your wish to do. Ido not believe 
you will be able to command a majority for the 
purpose of prohibiting slavery in.the Territories 
of the United States,” L should, perhaps, be do- 
ing you injustice if I supposed that it was your 
purpose now toattempt the exercise of this power. 
f, in the present condition of the country, for 
the sake of a wanton exercise of power, from 
which you could reap no advantage, you should 
undertake to prohibit slavery in any part of the 
Territories of the United States, you would put 
yourselves beyond the pale of any sympathy—I 
was about to say of all respect—of the country. 
Should this be attempted, I do not believe you 
could succeed; and should you succeed here, I 
should rest secure in the decision of the supreme 
judicial authority of the country—a barrier which 
you can neither leap over nor break down. Tam 
under no apprehension; and T will not attempt to 
increase the present unhappy excitement in the 
country by stimulating the fears of others, when 
I am altogether free from them myself. It is for 
that reason that I am unable to vote to admit New 
Mexico as a State. Ido not think she is now in 
a condition to become a State; and I will not con- 
sent to adinit heras a State merely for the purpose 


of avoiding the shadowy and unreal danger of | 
But if I did believe it, I 


which I have spoken. 
should then take her as a State. If I did believe 
that the safety of the Union depended upon it; if I 


believed that was the only escape from the exer- į 


cise of a power to prohibit slavery in the Terri- 
tories, I should feel myself wholly inexcusable 
for not guarding against all these dangers by the 
admission of New Mexico. 

[Here the hammer fellj 

Mr. ASHLEY. Imove that the gentleman be 
allowed to proceed, 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to the 
gentleman proceeding, nor had I tothe gentleman 
from Ohio. [Mr. Corwin;] but I want some rule 
fixed by which this discussion is to be regulated. 

Mr. GROW. 


Jong speech upon each side. 


After that, let the 
hour rule be enforced. 


Mr. BURNETT. I donot believe in any such | 


way of doing things. 
Mr. MILLSON. I will say I do not choose to 
avail myself of the indulgence of the House. 
Mr. SICKLES. Is itin order to move to sus- 
pend the rule, so that the gentleman can proceed? 


I appeal to gentlemen to let the | 
gentleman proceed; there then will have been one | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis. 

Mr. SICKLES. I submit that. motion. 

‘Mr.BURNETT. Lrise to a question of order. 
Itis, that a motion to suspend the rules is already 
pending before the House; and for the informa- 
tion of the present occupant of the chair, I de- 
sire to state that the Speaker of this House, this 
day, decided that no other motion to suspend the 
rules was in order. 

Mr. SICKLES. That 
this morning. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to say further, that, 
if it is in order to move a temporary suspension 
of our rules, I desire to submit an amendment to 
the resolution of the gentleman, by which the 
hour rule shall be repealed. If we change the 
rule in one particular we can change it in all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Kentucky made the same point before, and 
it was overruled by the Chair. The Chair will 
adhere to his previous decision in this case. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iappceal from that decision, 
of the Chair. 

Mr. CLEMENS. 
on the table. 

Mr. BURNETT. Uponthat I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. GROW. Task gentlemen if there will be 
any objection to allowing the gentleman from 
Virginia to conclude his remarks, if it is under- 
stood that hereafter we will adhere to the hour 
rule? 

Mr.BURNETT. Iam opposed to two speeches 
being made upon the same side, without our hav- 
ing the opportunity to reply to them at the same 
length. 

Mr. RUFFIN. 
same side. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to be understood 
that I am not soliciting any expansion of the 
rules of the House for my accommodation. I 
have always, heretofore, declined to ask any such 
alteration of the established rules; and F have, 
therefore, to request that gentlemen will withdraw 
any motion or application they have submitted in 
papoose deference to my wishes. 

r. BURNETT. 1 desire to say that I have 
not the slightest objection to the gentleman from 
Virginia proceeding, nor had I to the gentleman 
from Ohio; but if the time is to be extended for 
him, I hope the House will agree that it shall be 
extended for all. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Icall the gentleman 
to order. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I rise to a question of or- 
der. There is a motion pending to lay upon the 
table the appeal taken from the decision of the 
Chair by the gentleman from Kentucky; and that 
motion is not debatable. I was recognized, and 
made the motion to lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. BURNETT. I was well aware, without 
the interference of the member from Ilinois or 
that of the member from Virginia, that debate was 
notin order; but I supposed that, as the House had 
heard the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. MiLL- 
son,] I might be permitted to respond to his re- 
marks. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I ask if the gentle- 
man can be allowed to proceed when he himself 
states that he is not in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
ask the gentleman from Virginia if he insists on 
his motion to suspend the rules? 

Mr. CLEMENS. Ido. I desire to give the 
House an opportunity of voluntarily offering to 
my cofieague the privilege ofcontinuing his speech, 
whether he desires to avail himself of it or not. 

The question being on laying the appeal on the 
table, 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Scorr and 
Burrinton were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 16, noes 113. 

So (one fifth of those present not voting there- 
for) the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The appeal was then laid upon the table. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules; and (two thirds voting jn favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to move anamend- 


point was overruled 


I move to lay that appeal 


Both speeches are upon the 


ment to the pending proposition. [Cries of “To 
late!” from the Republican side of the House,] 
I am addressing the Speaker, and not gentleman 
upon the other side of the House; and. I hope 
they will wait till I get through. © °°, E 

Mr. SICKLES. F rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BURNETT. Wait, if you please, till I 
state my proposition. ae 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman states that he. 
rises to’ propose an amendment to the pending 
motion. My point of order is that there is no 
motion pending. 

Mr. BURNETT. There is a motion pending, 
The gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Crsmens,] 
has moved that his célleague from the Norfolk 
district be allowed to proceed. [propose to amend 
that motion. i i a 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman from Virginia 
moved to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
enabling him to submit that motion. He could 
not make the motion till the rules were suspended, 
The rules have this instant been suspended, and 
it is in order now for the gentleman from, Virginia 
to make his motion. i : È 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motionnow 
before the House is that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia be allowed to proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. CLEMENS. 1 move the previous. ques- 
tion on that. . 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to know if I am 
entitled to the foor? I was put offofit by the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wili 
hear the remarks of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. BURNETT. Imovetoamend the motion 
of the gentleman from Virginia, so as to provide 
that any member engaged in this discussion, so 
long as this report is the special order, shall have 
an hour and a halfin which to make his speech; 
| and on that I call the previous question. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. That is a 
proposition to change one of the rules of the 
House, and is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. f 

M. BURNETT. How does the Chair over- 
rule my motion? He has no right to do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not 
called upon to state the reasons why he’ over- 
rules the motion. ‘The previous question has . 
been demanded on the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and being put, Mr. CLem- 
ENs’s motion was agreed to. 

So leave was given to Mr. Mriuson to continue 
his speech, ° 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, it 1s with no 
affectation that 1 say that I not only did not ap- 
ply for an extension of the time to which my re- 
marks were limited by the rules of the House, 
but I did not desire it. Still, sir, 1 should be 
making but a churlish return to the House for its 
courtesy if I were now to refuse to speak; and 
yet my habitual disinclination to accept courte- 
sies, even so kindly tendered, contrary to the or- 
dinary rules of the House, will prevent me from 
claiming the attention of the House for more than 
a few moments longer. 

Mr. Spcaker, I was proceeding, when my hour 
| expired, to assign my reasons for not voting for 
the bill reported by the committce for the admis- 
sion of New Mexico as a State. But I will not 
enlarge upon the observations which I have al- 
ready presented. N 

I confess, sir, I was much pleased with the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio, in reference 
to the duty imposed upon all the States of this 
Union, to punish, by their own legislation, any 
attempts to put at hazard the safety of their sister 
States. The committee of thirty-three have re- 
ported a recommendation that the Legislatures of 
| the different States of the Union shall enact laws 
i upon that subject. ‘This is the imperative duty 
of all confederate States, as it has been admitted 
to be the duty even of nations bound together by 
ordinary treaties of amity. The gentleman from 
; Ohio fitly referred to the part taken by Lord Ers- 
kine, in preparing a bill regulating the whole sub- 


i ject of libel in England. Letme refer to an inci- 
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dent in British history, which occurred at a period 
somewhat subsequent to the passage of Lord Ers- 
kine’s bill, when Great Britain, not bound to 
France by the intimate ties that connect the States 
of the American Union, still prosecuted to con- 
viction Peltier, a French emigrant, for libel pub- 
lished ‘in England against the character of the 
French consul. . The case, no doubt, is familiar 
to. the recollection of all, as there are few who 
have notread the magnificent oration of Sir James 
Mackintosh, in defense of the accused. Surely, 
gir, duties admitted to be obligatory upon neigh- 
boring nations, should have a controlling obliga- 
tion among the States of this Union. 

* There ‘are some other measures included in the 
report of the committee of thirty-threc, to which } 
regret to say thatI cannot, without some amend- 
ment, give my approval. I shall not be able to 
vote for the bill proposing certain amendments to 
the existing fugitive slave law. Iwill not gointo 
a detailed discussion of the provisions of that bill, 
but content myself by saying that I believe some 
of its provisions will be found to be exceedingly. 
cumbrous in practice. I allude particularly to 
that giving the slave a jury trial before a Federal 
judge in the State from which he fled. For that 
reason, as well as for some other objections to 
the bill, I must give my vote against it. 

And now, sir, having stated that I am only 
speaking merely to mark my sense of the cour- 
tesy of the House in extending my time, I must 
bring my remarks to a close. ‘The different prop- 
ositions reported by the committee of thirty-three 
willbe voted upon in the House, I suppose, sep- 
arately. For some of them I shall vote with a 
great deal of pleasure. I shall vote with great 
pleasure for the recommendation that the Consti- 
tution be so amended as to provide that no amend- 
ment shall cver be made authorizing any inter- 
ference with slavery in the States, except with 
the consent ofall the States of the Union. 

Tican only renew the expression of my regret 
that.thore were no other recommendations for ad- 
ditional constitutional guarantees. The times re- 
quire them, Mr. Speaker. The sensitiveness of 
the southern mind would render them proper, 
éven if all the fifteen slave States were stilla part 
of our Union. But it must be recollected that 
some of them have withdrawn. How many more 
may retire, no man can foresee. The mere material 
gtrength.of the remaining southern States is di- 
minished by the number of withdrawals of Sena- 
tors and Representatives. There will natarall 
be more disquictude among the southern people 
on that account. There was a reasonable expecta- 
tion that some guarantees might be extended be- 
yond, the present; for, whatever credit may be 
given to the assurances now urged by members 
of the present Republican party, yet even they 
cannot pledge their successors, They cannot un- 
dertake to say what may be the condition of so- 
ciety and of the country at some future day, or 
what may be the sentiment of the districts they 
now represent. There was a reasonable expecta- 
tion, therefore, that.all parties would demand some 
definite guarantee that might preclude future con- 
troyersys; that some stipulation should be made, 
not altering thé Constitution, because we main- 
tain that what we claim now is already in the 
Constitution, but some stipulation by which there 
should be ari attempt, at least, to end forever the 


controversy that has so long unhappily disturbed | 


the country. Gentlemen, we do not speak to you 
as a minority, seeking to propitiate a majority. 
Remember that we now are the majority, or were 


until: the withdrawal of some of the southern | 
You have the Pres- 


States. We are in power. 
ident of your choice in the executive chair, but 
that is all; and he is there curbed and controlled 
by our Constitution and our law. Even as com- 
mander-in-chief of the Army and Navy, he can 
do nothing except what our laws require and 
authorize him to do. 

Weare, then, the party ofinfluence, the party of 
power. 


You never have bad a majority, even in | 


this House, since Ihave been a member of it. | 


In the last’ twelve years you never have had a 
majority, even in the House of Representatives, 
Buystaining the Republican doctrines in regard to 
tertitorial policy.” We, then, stand on the existing 
laws, on the existing Constitution. That Con- 
sutution, ‘as we understand it, as we interpret it, 


is upheld by the decrees of the Supreme Court of 
the country. We do not, then, come to you as 
suppliants.. We are not deprecating the exercise 
of your power, for you do not possess it.. We 
say to you, for your. sakes as well as for ours: 
« Let there be an end to this controversy.” There 
is nothing practical to contend for. If you do not 
want slavery in the Territories, it is not there, 
and it cannot begot there. There is no southern 
man who desires to go into Territories south or 
Territories north, with slaves. But who can tell— 
you cannot tell—what may be the temper and 
spirit of a majority at some future day?. Who 
can tell whetherthey may notexercise their power 
insultingly, and only to do violence to the sensi- 
bilities of the people ofthe South? Remotethough 
it may be, they should be secured against that 
danger; and I cannot conceive what objection 
there can be to the insertion in the Constitution 
of such plain stipulations as may forever put to 
rest this agitating question. Sir, this would be 
the plain duty of all patriotic citizens. 

Į will not permit myself to indulge in specula- 
tions as to the rise or fall of parties; but J may 
be permitted to express my belief that if this 
be not acceded to by the members of the present 
Republican party, the patriotism of the American 
people, North and South, will compel this settle- 
ment of the controversy, not only for the sake of 
the people of the South, but for the sake of the 
peace and quict of the country, and for the general 
interests and common welfare of all. But this 
cannot be done ina week ora month. The great 
danger now is from the impatience of our own 

eople. 

Sir, I cannot penetrate the dismal future before 
us. Whether this 
served or destroyed, whether this Union is to be 
maintained or dissolved, whether peace is again 
to spread her wings over us, or whether we are 
to be exposed to all the horrors of a desolating 
civil war, I cannot undertake to divine. I know 
how strong are the inducements to peace. I know 
that your welfare and minc, that the interests of 
the North, as well as those of the South, demand 
peace, continued peace. 


Even if there be an overthrow of the Govern- | 


ment, even if there be a dissolution of the Union, 
still the States might assemble themselves in gen- 
eral convention; and, if they cannot live peacea- 
bly together, let them determine peaceably to sep- 
arate. I look upon the waging of war now, not 


merely as a violation of the Constitution, but as jj 


a crime against humanity. There may be war; 
I fear there will be war. It is rare that a mortal 
man dies, except in agonizing throes and convul- 
sions. And when a Government like this; a first 
class power of theearth; a Republic of more than 
thirty millions; the young giantofthe New World, 
when such a Government dies, in the full vigor 
of its strength, a sudden and a violent death, can 


it be supposed that it will exhale its breath calmly | 


and tranquilly? Sir, my fears are active—so ac- 


great Government is to be pre- | 
> 


extension of rights, any addition of privileges, but 
that there shal} be the insertion of plain, simple 
stipulations, declaring that those rights and priv- 
ileges are what they have been decided to be by 
the Supreme Court, which the gentleman from 
Ohio said was intended to be a tribunal for settling 
forever all disputed points of constitutionality. 

But, sir, though my fears are active, | do not per- 
mit myself altqgether to despair. The Union may 
yet be preserved. The Union may yet be recon- 
structed. It is in the power of the people of this 
country, by a judicious, wise, moderate.course, 
not only to allay the apprehensions of those of the 
slaveholding States that still remain in the Union, 
but to induce the return of those who have alrcady 
withdrawn from it. Sir, I hope they may do so. I 
hope that harmony may be once more restored. 
I hope the American people will recollect the agi- 
tations of the present day only as things that were; 
and that the historians of the last times, looking 
back through Jong ages to this period of the Union 
of the American States, may write of it as the 
epoch when it only commenced to be. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. A. BINGHAM, 
OF OHIO, 
In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 22, 1861. 

The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-tliree— 

Mr. BINGHAM said: 

Mr. Sreaxer: No man can regret more than I 
do the fact that there is conspiracy in the Capitol, 
and wide-spread conspiracy inthe country, against 
the Constitution, the Union, and the laws. For 
one, I am ready to say, that neither partisan feel- 


tive that I should feel I was committing a great į 


crime against conscience, against my country, and 
against God, if I could permit myself, at an exi- 
gent moment Jike this, to attempt to add to the 
excitement now unhappily existing, by any word 
of anger or passion. I have tried to discuss the 
question fairly and frankly. 1 have tried to pre- 
sent my views, as those of one reared in the school 
of State-rights politics, ready to maintain every 
right and interest of my State, and believing that I 
am maintaining her best rights and dearest inter- 
ests when I seck to warn her against the calami- 
ties and dangers which some she counts her friends 
would expose her to. T have stood here repelling 
every aggression on her rights, every invasion of 
her constitutional privileges. I havesurrendered 
nothing. I have consented at no time to any 
compromise or abatementofherjustclaims. That 
which belongs toher I have insisted upon. In the 
very first speech it was my fortune to make in the 
hall of the House of Representatives, cleven years 
ago, I said, about this same controversy and the 
Constitution, which I thought furnished the means 
by which that controversy could be ended, that] 
asked nothing which the Constitution did not se- 
cure tous; but I demanded everything which it 
did. That, sir, is my position now; and in urg- 
ing the propriety of new stipulations in the Con- 
stitution, I only urge, not that there shall be any 


ing, nor pride of opinion, nor the prejudices or 
passions of the hour, shall deter me from an earn- 
est support of any and all just legislation essen- 
tial to the supremacy of the Constitution and the 
maintenance of the Union. But, sir, it is in vain 
to endeavor to save the Constitution by a sacrifice 
of the great principles which underlie it, and 
which constitute its life. 1 cannot, and will not, 
under any pressure, support any measure which 
shall involve such a sacrifice. No, sir; I stand 
here to-day for the Constitution as itis. [stand 
to-day with millions-of my countrymen of ever 
section of the Republic for the Constitution as it 
is. Byall the dread memories of the past, by all 
the felt enjoyments of the present, by all the cher- 
ished hopes of the future, we are commanded to 
maintain intact and inviolatethat matchless form 
of civil polhity—the Constitution of our common 
country; that country which has but one Consti- 
tution; that country which embraces every rood 
of the Republic—the East, with its rock-bound 
coast and its consecrated battle-grounds; the 
North, with its Keystone and its Empire States; 
the West, the boundless West, with its great riv- 
ers and inland seas, with its exhaustless hidden 
treasures and its fertile piains, now numbering 
temmillion freemen, and soon, I trust in the good 
rovidence of God, to number one hundred mil- 
ion freemen; and the South, the beautiful, sunlit 
South, with its gallant, generous, but misled and 
distracted people, with its sacred traditions and 
its holy graves, the scpulchers of our dead heroes, 
dead patriots, and dead statesmen. What are all 
these several sections but parts of our common 
country—that country which is the common her- 
itage of every citizen of the Republic, whether 
native or adopted, and into every part of which, 
under the Constitution, every citizen has the right 
to go, and there enjoy all the privileges and 1m- 
| munities of an American citizen, without let or 
| hinderance from any focal State government, or 
| from any secession convention or lawless mob ? 
But, sir, notwithstanding the clear guarantee 
| of the Constitution to every citizen, however 
humble, that he shall be at liberty to go, under 
i the protection of the laws, everywhere within the 


t 
i 
|! jurisdiction of the Federal Constitution, intoevery 
|| State, into every county and hamlet and city of 

i 

| 

j 

| 


| the Union, upon every water course, upon every 

sea, all round the globe wherever your flag floats; 
| yet, day by day itis proclaimed here and in the 
| other end of the Capitol that this guarantee of the 
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Constitution, this right of the citizen, may be | 
swept away at any moment by a State secession | 
convention. Sir,{ stand here to deny that prop- 
osition. With uplifted hand, I deny that. any 
State of this Union, or all the States of this 
Union combined, acting as States, can rightfully 
deprive any citizen of his guarantied privileges. 
In the name of the people of the Republic, I de- 
clare that no power, save the sovereign power of 
the people themselves, can rightfully separate 
any portion of this country from the rest, or sever 
the sacred ties which bind together its various 
parts. And, above all—above all, sir, do I de- 
clare that no State can rightfully strike down 
that unity of government which, in the words 
of Washington, constitutes us one people, and 
which is the main pillar in the edifice of our real 
independence, the support of our tranquillity at 
home, of our peaceabroad, of our happiness, of our 
prosperity and of that very liberty which we so 

ighly prize. And I further deny, in the name 
of the American people, that any State can right- 
fully let loose in our midst the demon of discord, 
to breathe upon us from his shriveled lips faminc, 
pestilence and death, to blast our fields, and defile 
our hearths and altars with the blood of fratri- 
cide. 

Now, that the Constitution has been wantonly 
violated, and its supremacy defied; now, that 
our flag—the flag of the Union, consecrated to 
freedom by the sacrifice of blood—has been torn 
down, and surrendered to traitors; now, that our 
forts, our arsenals, our custom-louses, our arms, 
and our treasure have been unlawfully seized; now, 
that our citizens, charged and chargeable with no 
offense, save their loyalty to the Constitution, and 

‘their fidelity to their allegiance, have been driven 

by mobs into exile or cast by mobs into prison, we 
are gravely told to deliberate, not whether we will 
maintain the Constitution and the supremacy of 
the laws, but whether we will not make compro- 
mises with, and concessions to, rebels. I believe, 
sir, that the duty of to-day, enjoined by our oaths 
upon every Representative and upon every Sena- 
tor, is to strengthen the arm of the Executive by 
such additional legislation as will enable him to 
summon the people of the whole country, from 
the North andthe South, from the East and the 
West, to the rescue of a violated Constitution. 
T have believed this to be our first duty from the 
beginning of this trouble; and hence it was that 
I voted against raising any committee of compro- 
mise. 

Acting upon this conviction, on the 12th of last 
December, I introduced a resolution, by leave of 
this House, requesting your special committee to 
report such additional legislation as would enable 
the Executive to put down rebellion, to protect | 
the property of this Government, its forts and 
its arms, its treasure and its munitions of war, 
against unlawful seizure; especially to protect its 
loyal citizens everywhere, and in every place, 
against the unlawful violence inflicted upon them 
because of their fidelity to the Constitution. But, 
sir, these suggestions have, thus far, met with bat 
little favor on either side of this House. Gentle- 
men may think—and their own judgment certainly 
must be and ought to be the rule of their conduct 
~thatcompromise is best, that conciliation is best, į 
and that the surrender even of principle, to some | 
extent, is best. Tam constrained to differ with | 
them; to dissent, totally dissent, from all such | 
opinions. Acting, sir, upon my own convictions | 
of duty—in order to check rebellion and assert | 
the authority ofthe Government—lL introduced into |; 
this House, some three weeks ago, whatis known 
as the “force bill; > that law which proved so | 
efficient to suppress the rebellion of 1833 under | 
the administration of the patriot President, An- | 
drew Jackson. 

As yet, this important measure has received no 
consideration in this House; and allow me to add | 
that itis no fault of mine that it has not been |; 
acted upon. Why, sir, when remedial legis! 
tion like this is proposed, we are told by the othe 
side of the Hlouse that every State has the right 
to secede, and that the Government of the United 
States cannot coerce a State; and that, therefore, 
the only way in which we can maintain the Con- 
stitution and the laws is by making concessions 
to, and compromises with, the seceding States. ii 


New Serres—No. 6. 


ie 


| assumptions. 


_ of grievances. 


i strikes down a free constitution. 
remedy! which extinguishes the rights of thirty 
‘million American citizens. 


Sir, whoever makes that assertion proceeds upon 
the assumption that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States is dependent for its administration— 
—nay, for its existence—upon the assent of each 
and every State. And they must further assume 
thatthe Government of the United States is the mere. 
creature of the States as such. . I deny both these 
Gentlemen who thus speak must 
suppose that they still live under the Articles of 
Confederation, and that all legislative power in 
Congress is exercised by us only as the collective 
Representatives of independent States. ‘The fact 
is otherwise. In the exercise of our legislative 
powers, under the Constitution, the Representa- 
tives chosen in each State donot vote collectively, 
as the Representatives of any State, but vote indi- 
vidually, each upon his own judgment, and all 
for the whole country, and for no particular State. 
The Constitution of the United States vests in the 
national Government the powers of general sov- 
ereignty; while each State government is invested 
by the people therein with only the powers of 
municipal authority. > 

Who does not know, as the honorable gentle- 


| man from Virginia (Mr. MiıLLson] stated yester- 


day, that State governments are governments of 
delegated authority? Who ever heard of a gov- 
ernment transferring its delegated powers, redel- 
egating them to another body-politic, to a new 
government? Noone. The Constitution of the 
United States came from the people, within the 
limits of their respective States. The people or- 
dained the Constitution of the United States, and 
vested the Government of the UnitedStates with 
the general sovereignty of this country. By that 
same act they stripped every State within the 
Union of the general sovereignty which before 
that time was lodged in it. 

That, sir, is my position. The people ordained 
the Constitution of the United States, not the 
States. Mr. Pendleton, in the Virginia conven- 
tion, on the adoption of the Constitution, said: 

& Who but the people can delegate powers; who but the 
people have a right to form governments.” 

Itrequires no argumentto prove that the people, 
and the people alone, formed the Constitution of the 
United States; itis written on the fore-front of that 
instrument. “ We, the people of the United States, 
do ordain and establish this Constitution.” That 
was a sublime act; it was the organization of a 
nation under a common Government. The peo- 
ple ordained, and it was done. It was of this wise 
and beneficent action of men that the great Roman 
orator and statesman spoke, when he said: 


“There is nothing done upon earth more acceptable to 
that God who rules the universe than in those assemblages 
and deliberations of men, rightfully associating together and 
constituting governments for nations.” 

The Constitution is the law for the govern- 
ment of this great nation. By means of it, this 
people became one,.and the nation came to be. 


All governmental powers under that Constitution | 


can be exercised only by the people, through their 
duly chosen agents. 

What, then, becomes of theassertion that a State 
has aright to secede from the Union? That is 
the basis of the argument for compromise and for 
concession. I grant you that, if this asserted 
right be well founded, there is nothing left for us 
to do than to make such compromises and to grant 
such concessions as the seceding States may de- 
mand. But I deny this asserted State right, Has 
a State a right to secede from the Union? Whatis 
secession? Itis a partition of the Republic; itisa 
contraction of the limits of the Republic; itis the 


absolute exclusion of the jurisdiction of the United | 


States, as a Government, from the limits of the 
seceding State; and finally, itis a total abrogation, 
within the limits of the seceding State, of all the 


civil rights of thirty million freemen as Amori- | 


can citizens. Thatis secession. It is, therefore, 
simply disunion. Disunion, secession! This, 
we are told, is apeaceable remedy for the redress 
A peaceable remedy ! which sun- 
dersagreat nation. A peaceable remedy ! which 
A peaceable 
A peaceable rem- 
edy! which blots a great people from the map of 
nations. You might as well talk about a peacc- 


j 
| 


ii 


| powers of this Government? 


able earthquake, which ronds the carth asunder i 


and buriesits inhabitants inacommonruin. You 
might as well talk to me.of.a. peaceable.storm, 
which fills the heavens with darkness: and t 
habitations of men with desolation and death.. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are told that peaceable 
State secession is a constitutional remedy. A con- 
stitutional remedy! I commend. gentlemen, wh 
tell me that, to ponder upon these strong words: 
in the Constitution of the United States: ae 

“This Constitution; and the laws and treaties made ih: 
pursuance thereof, shall be the supreme law of the land; 
and the judges of every State shall be bound thereby, any- 
thing in the Constitution and laws of any State to the con- 
trary notwithstanding.” : 


I also commend gentlemen to consider that other 
provision of the Constitution, that the citizens 
of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges. 
and immunities of American citizens in the seve- 
ral States. When they have read those two pro« 
visions, I ask them to tell me by what logie they 
arrive at the conclusion that any State of this 
Union, either through its convention or its Legis- 
lature, may abolish the rights of citizens of the 
United States within its limits, or may make a 
law paramount to the Constitution of the United 
States, and the laws and treatics made in pursu- 
ance thereof. I ask gentlemen to read the words 
of the great commoner of Kentucky——Henry 
Clay—who died joo soon, I fear, for the interests 
of his country, and who now sleeps in his hòn- 
ored grave at Lexington. He said, sir, ‘mj 
allegiance to my country is paramount; my al. 
légiance to Kentucky is subordinate.” He said, 
too, that he would not adhere to Kentucky in her 
resistance to the laws of his country; that he 
would not follow her standard in unjust rebellion 
against the Union. Never, never, never! So 
spoke the patriot and the statesman. 

Mr. Speaker, if this asserted constitutional right 
of secession exists it follows that the powers.of 
this Government can only be exercised upon the 
voluntary assent, express or implied, of each 
State, and it results that our national Constitution 
is a sham; that instead of forming a ‘more per- 
fect Union,” it has formed no Union, and is the 
veriest embodiment of weakness and imbccility. 
If this right of secession exists under the Con- 
stitution, then all the people of the Republic ma 
not, and cannot by hain laws, duly exceuted, 
bind a State with but half the population of the 
city of New York, if such State dissents and se- 
cedes.. If this right exists, each State is the sole 
judge of the occasion for its exercise, and the 
other States must acquiesce in the act of secession, 
These are the lame and impotent conclusions of 
those who assert the right of State secession. No 
one, I think, can seriously adopt or even entertain 
such conclusions. The very terms of the Con- 
stitution exclude such conclusions. ; 

Sir, the powers granted by the Constitution to 
the National Government, and expressly with- 
held from the States, very clearly leave no room 
for the asserted right of secession. What are the 
In general terms, 
they are these: to regulate commerce, domestic 
and foreign, between the several States, and with 
all foreign nations; to make treaties; to coin money 
and regulate its valuc; to define and punish fel- 
onies committed on the high seas, and offenses 
against the law of nations; to declare war; grant 
letters of marque and reprisal; to raise and sup- 
port armies; and to provide and maintain a navy, 
and make rules for their government; to organize 
and arm and call forth the militia to execute the 
laws of the Union; suppress insurrections and .re- 
pel invasions; to declare the punishment of trea- 
son; and to make all needful and proper laws for 
the execution of these powers, and all other pow- 
ers vested by the Constitution in the Government 
of the United States, or in any department-or 
officer thereof. All these powers thus vested in 
the General Government are withheld from the 
States, and by the words of the Constitution, 
each State is expressly prohibited from exercising 
them. 

In pursuance of these grants of power Congress 
has legislated; and every State law in contraven- 
tion of this legislation of Congress is, by the 
words, andevery intendment of your Constitution, 
void. This Government has prescribed the puns 
ishment of treason, declaring that, ifany person 
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oY persons owing allegiance to the Government 
of the: United States.of America, shall levy war 
against them, or adhere to their enemies, giving 
them aid and comfort within the United States or 
elsewhere, such person or persons shall, upon 
conviction; suffer death.’ ‘The citizens of every 
State of the Union ‘are citizens of the- United 
States; and every citizen, whether native or nat- 
uralized, inaccordance with the Federal law, owes 
allegiance to: this Government, and is prohibited 
by its-law from: the crime of. treason against the 
fovernment. . Can any State absolve a citizen of 

the United States from his allegiance? Can any 
State. legalize treason against the Government of 
the United States, or shelter traitors from the just 
punishment of the law? No State can confer Uni- 
ted States citizenship. The United States act of 
1802 expressly provides that an alien may become 
a citizen of the United States, or of any Stare, 
only in pursuance of that act. > 

If a State may lawfully secede, it follows that, 
by the act of secession, the State may, and should, 
release all the citizens of the United States from 
their allegiance. There is no secession that does 
not exclude from the territory of the seceding 
State the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States, and absolve all citizens therein from alle- 
giance to the Government of the United States. 

Secession implies more thansthis. It implies 
not only the release of the citizens of the United 
States within its limits from their obligations of 
fealty to the laws and Government of the United 
States, but the establishment of an absolute sov- 
ercignty by the act of the State, that is, by the act 
of its qualified electors and their chosen Repre- 
sentatives. An absolute sovereignty may right- 
fully levy war, conclude peace, contract treaty 
alliances, regulate commerce, coin money, and do 
all other acts and things which free and independ- 
ent States may of right do. While your Consti- 
tution stands—-and I trust it will stand forever— 
can any State of this Unionrightfully exercise any 
of these great powers of sovereignty? What says 
_the tenth section of the Constitution? No State 
shall enter into ary treaty, alliance, or confedera- 
tion; grant letters of marque and’ reprisal; coin 
money; emit bills of credit; make anything but 
gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts; 
pass any bill of attainder, ex post facto law, or law 
impairing the obligation of contracts; or grantany 
title of nobility; nor, without the consent of Con- 
gress, lay any imposts or duties on imports or 
exports, except what may be absolutely necessary 
for executing its inspection laws; and the net pro- 
duce ‘of all duties and imposts laid by any State, 
on imports or exports. shall be for the use of the 
Treasury of the United States; and all such laws 
shall. be subject to the revision and control of 
Congress. Nor shallany State, without the con- 
sent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, keep 
troops or ships-of-war in time of peace, enter into 
any agreement or compact with another State or 
with a foreign Power. Such are the limitations 
imposed by the Constitution of the United States 
upon’ every State of this Union. The Supreme 
court says: ie eat f 
1s Phe Constitution cxelüdes every sort of negotiation and 
intercourse of apolitical character between the States them- 


selves, or between either of them and a foreign State.” 
Holmes vs. Johnson, 14 Peters, p. 572. 


‘Can'a State rightfully repeal or annul these lim- 
itations of the Constitution, and all the laws and 
treaties of the United States made in pursuance of 
the Constitution? That is secession. Against 


this asserted State right I oppose the words of. 


Washington: 

ehe Constitution which at anytime exists, till changed 
by aiexplicit and authentic act of the WHOLE PEOPLE is 
sacredly obligatory upon al.” 

Butitissaid by some that State secession is an 
inherent right.’ States have no inherent rights; 
they’ have only derivative or delegated rights. 
That is the proclamation of America. That is the 
jeweled word of our great Declaration: + Gov- 
ernments derive their just powers from the con- 
sent.of the governed.” 

‘Ht is truly said that State secession is revolu- 
tion; butthey greatly err who say that revolution 
isa State right: The right of revolution does not 
inherein States, but in men—not in their character 
of citizens, but of men.” It isa right sacred and 


indefeasible, a right which men cannot surrender, 
if they would. Tt is bound up with the elements 
of the human soul. It is the right of self-defense; 
the right to resist oppression and redress wrong. 
As expressive of the right and duty of revolution, 
our fathers borrowed from one of England’s hero- 
martyrs the watchword, ‘‘ Resistance to tyrants 
is obedience to God.” They graved those thrill- 
ing words upon their guns, and read them by the 
lurid light of battle. God forbid that I should 
deny the people’s right of revolution. But, sir, 
that right can only be justly exercised under these 
limitations: there must be grievances or just 
cause; all peaceable means of redress must be first 
fairly and honestly tried, and must fail; and the 
cause of complaint, the grievance, must be so 
onerous that submission to it would be more dan- 
gerous to life and liberty than revolution or war. 
What just cause of complaint has the South, or 
any portion of her people, against this Govern- 
ment? ‘There isnone. What peaceable means 
have been employed by the South to redress any 
imaginary s#ievance, in the absence of a real one? 
None. What petitions for a redress of wrongs, 
or remonstrances against wrongs, have been sent 
here by the South? None. It is said some north- 
ern States have passed unconstitutional liberty 
bills injurious to the South. If this be so, the 
South has an ample and complete remedy in the 
Federal courts. But does the violation of the Con- 
stitution by one citizen, or by many, justify addi- 
tional violations by others? 

I agree that if this Government has inflicted 
wrongs upon a portion of our people; if redress 
for those wrongs has been applied for, and been 
denied; if the condition of submission to these 
wrongs is more dangerous to the people than rev- 
olution and war, then, with all my heart, E am 
with them, and say they have the right to strike 
for the redress of their grievances. But I ask, 
and demand to know, what grievances any por- 
tion of the people of the United States suffer under 
by the act of the government of this country? 
This rebellion, this revolution, with no colorable 
excuse, is waged against the United States, the 
wisest and most bencficent Government on the 
globe. Why talk, then, about the right of revo- 
lution, when there is no cause for revolution, no 
wrong to be redressed ? 

I conclude, then, my remarks upon the asserted 
right of State secession, having shown that it is 
not a constitutional right, nor an inherent State 
right; that the people of the several States have 
no cause of complaint against the Government 
which justifies them by act of revolution to over- 
turn the Constitution. 

How is this argument met? ‘We are simply 
told that States, with or without cause, with or 
without right, are seceding from the Union, and 
asserting their separate independence, and there- 
fore we must amend the Constitution; we must 
make compromises and concessions, or, asa gen- 
tleman said yesterday, we must reconstruct the 
Union. 1 do not so understand my duty. Rep- 
resentatives are not here to compromise with re- 
bellion, or to compound treason. I believe that 
the duty of to-day is not to amend the Constitu- 
tion, but to maintain and uphold the Constitution. 
Upon that I stand. 

l ask gentlemen, when they talk about revolu- 
tion without cause, to remember that there is a 
grievance in thisland which might, by possibility, 
justify revolution, That grievance is not inflicted 
by the General Government, but by State gov- 
ernments and State organizations. I refer, sir, 
to that great wrong which dooms four million men 
and their descendants forever to abject servitude. 
Consider this giant wrong, how it blasts the 
hopes and crushes out the life of its victim. The 


| lettered page of material, the illumined page of 


intellectual and immortal life are not for him. 
The great law of human progress is not for him. 
Knowledge, that knowledge which is power, and 
which teaches men and nations how to live, is 
not for him; the sanctities of home, its care and 
culture, which attune the heart to the gentlest 
and the sweetest charities of life, are not for him. 
Beneath the crushing weight of this iron des- 
potism, it is only left for him to sink down to a 
level with the creeping things of the dust, to be- 


| come that sad and shattered wreck of humanity 


kb 


which, for want of a better word, we call a slave; 
a thing of trade, with no acknowledged rights in 
the present, with no hope of a heritage in the 
great hereafter, to whose darkened soul the uni- 
verse is voiceless, and cven God himself seems . 
silent! 

If that day comes—which I pray may not come 
—when the right of revolution shall be asserted in 
the redress of this great wrong, I could only say 
with your own Jefferson, now speaking to us from 
his quiet grave upon the heights of Monticello, 
“I tremble for my country when I reflect: that 
God is just, and that he has notan attribute which 
will allow Him to take sides with the aggressor 
in that conflict. - ; 

I pray gentlemen who favor revolution for the 
overthrow of the Union and the Constitution, for 
the putting out of the sacred fires of civil and re- 
ligious liberty which our fathers kindled upon 
our altars, not to forget that in the Union is our 
strength and our safety. Let us notin our mad- 
ness throw away the shicld of our defense, and 
exchange its peaceful remedies for the dread ar- 
bitrament of the sword, lest God in his anger 
“should laugh at our calamity, and mock when 
our fear cometh.”’ 

But, sir, because secession is threatened and 
attempted without justifiable cause, we are told 
on all sides of the House we must compromise, 
we must concede. Compromise what? Concede 
what? Compromise the Constitution, and con- 
cede the right of rebellion! What assurance has 
any man that the compromises proposed will stay 
the revolution or save the Union? 

The compromises proposed and reported by 
the committee of thirty-three, and now under con- 
sideration, are as follows: 

1. An amendment to the Constitution, to the 
effect that no amendment having for its object any 
interference with slavery in the States shall ever 
be made, unless the same shall originate with a 
slave State and be assented to by all the States. 

2. An act for the admission of New Mexico as 
a slave State, without further action of Congress. 

3. An amendment of the fugitive slave law, so 
that it shall be more efficient for the arrest of 
fugitive slaves. . f 

4. An amendment of the act for the rendition 
of fugitives from justice, so as to give the Federal 
courts exclusive jurisdiction, and make the indict- 
ment prima facie evidence against the accused. 

I cannot give cither of these propositions my 
assent. The proposed amendment to the Consti- 
tution strikes at the inherent right of the people 
to alter or amend it at their pleasure. The Con- 
stitution originated with the people, and jealous 
of their rights, and of.the rights of all the States, 
the people expressly reserved to themselves the 
right to originate, and finally ratify or reject, 
through their chosen Represcotatives, State and 
national, such amendments as they might see fit 
to adopt. This reserved power of amendment 
now is subject to no limitation in the mode pre- 
scribed, save that no State, without its consent, 
shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Sen- 
ate. I think this inherent right, so carefully re- 
served by the people, ought not to be surrendered 
by them. What the people ought not to do, the 
Representatives of the people should not ask them 
todo. The words of Washington are significant. 
He says, “ The basis of our political systems is 
the right of the people to make and to alter their 
constitutions of government.’ I think the amend- 
ment before us proposes a surrender in the prem- 
ises of this right to make oralter. The provision 
that one class of States alone may originate an 


j amendment,and that a single State may prevent 


an amendment, touching what may become an in- 
terest of national concern, is not in keeping with 
the genius of our institutions. 

I submit that the terms of the amendment imply 
that, under the Constitution as it now is, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has no power to in- 
terfere in any way with slavery in the States. If 
there is no such power in the Government, why 
insert this amendment; if there is such power in 
the Government, will not the insertion of this 
amendment be held by judicial construction to be 
a limitation or a denial of that power by the act 
of the people? I think it will, and especially by a 
court that could make the Dred Scott decision. 


1861.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


oe 


Ho. or Reps. 


In my judgment, under the Constitution of the 
United States, this Government has power to in- 
terfere with slavery in the States to this extent: 


1. By a direct capitation tax apportioned among | 


the several States upon the basis of their repre- 
sentative population, which includes three fifths 
of their slaves as persons. 

2. By emancipating the slaves in time of war, 
and in the exercise of the war power vested with- 
out limitation in this Government. 

The first of these propositions rests upon the 
express terms of the Gonstitution. In support of 
the second, I adoptthe words of Mr. John Quincy 
Adams, in his speech on the war with Great Britain 
and Mexico. Mr. Adams says: 


“I would leave that institution [slavery] to the exclu: 
sive consideration and management of the States more pe- 
culiarly interested in it, just as long as they can keep within 
their own bounds.” * 2 * * “I believe 
that, so long as the slave States are able to sustain their in- 
stitutions without going abroad or calling upon other parts 
of the Union to aid them, or act on the subject, so long I 
will consent never to interfere,” g + * * 
“t But if they come to the free States, and say to them, you 
must help us to keep down our slaves ; you mustaid us in 
an insurrection and a civil war; then, I say, with that call 
comes a full and plenary power to this House and the Sen- 
ate over the whole subject. Itis a war power.” * * 
* * “Tay thisdown as the law of nations.” i + 
* “So far from its being true, that the States where 
slavery exists have the exclusive management of the sub- 
ject, not only the President of the United States, but the 
commander of the Army has full power to order the uni- 
versal emancipation of the slaves.” 


* 


I will not consent to put into the Constitution 
an amendment which, by construction, forced 
though it may be, may be heid cither to exempt 
the slave States from the payment of their fair 


proportion of taxes, or to limit the war powers of- 


this Government. 

But, sir, aside from these considerations, I op- 
pose this amendmenton higher grounds. It is a 
proposition to bind the twenty million freemen in 
the North forever, or during the pleasure of the 
slave States and of each of them, to keep ward 
and watch over four million men, and doom them 
and their posterity, from age to age, to a crashing 
despotism. That amendment, if adopted, will 
startle the civilized world. It is a written con- 
Spiracy against the liberties of four million men, 
and their descendants forever, Thereby the frec- 
men of this land agree to lock hands, and by their 
combined power declare that deliverance shall 
never come to these millions of men or their chil- 
dren, save that deliverance which comes, sooner 
or later, to master and slave alike, by the hands 
of the destroying angel. ‘he American people 
willrebuke this attempt to pledge them forever to 
the maintenance of a perpetual despotism. Now 
they must putdown slave insurrection. By this 
amendment they must make insurrection, or the 
cause of it, perpetual. They are content that the 
slave States shall remain unmolested by them in 
the enjoyment df their slave property, if they sec 
fit to retain it, and in the full enjoyment of all 
their rights under the Constitution; butI entirely 
mistake the character of the freemen of the North, 
if they do not rebuke this insult offered to their 
sense of humanity and justice. 

I know this remark may be met with the sneer 
that this is the “ higher law.” Pray, did not 
Madison recognize a higher law when, in the con- 
vention of 1787, he declared that it was wrone to 
admit in the Constitution that there can be prop- 
erty in man? Is there no reference to a higher 
jaw in your sublime Declaration of Independence, 
that immortal bill of rights, which will live as 
long as our language lives,in the words ‘these 
States are, and of rieut ought to be, free and in- 
dependent States, and may do what independent 
States may of Rieur do?’’—not of wrone, but 
may of ncart do. No, sir; the fathers of the Re- 
public never would have made their Constitution; 
they never would have borne the sacred ark of 
liberty through a seven years’ war, if they had 
not believed in a higher law—in the cternal veri- 
ties of truth and justice. That law is of perpet- 
ual and of universal obligation. It is obligatory 
alike upon individual and collective man; upon 
the citizen and upon the State. Itreveals to us,as 
it revealed to our fathers, the right and the wrong 
in human conduct. It enjoins upon us, as it en- 
joined upon them, human duty as duty. It dis- 
éloses to us, as it disclosed to them, the beautiful 
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For these reasons, sir, I object to the proposed 
amendment. 

What are the other propositions? The admis- 
sion of New Mexico as a slave State without fur- 
ther action by Congress. I object to the admis- 
sion of slave States under the Constitution, for 
the reason that the Constitution did not provide 
for their admission. In the original report of the 


Constitution, in the convention which framed it, | 


that article which provides for the admission of 
new States was in these words: ‘The Congress 
may admit new States into the Union upon. the 
same terms with the original States.” A motion 
was made to strike out the words *¢ upon the same 
terms with the original States;’? and they were 
stricken out. For what purpose were they stricken 
out? That the Constitution might not oblige the 


Congress of the United States to admit slave States | 


into the Union; or new States upon the samc terms 
with the original States, cach of which entered the 
Union with the power reserved to engage both in 
the domestic and foreign slave trade for twenty 
years. True to the spirit of the Constitution, in 
1802, under the administration of Jefferson, when 
Congress provided an enabling act for the admis- 
sion of my own State of Ohio, they provided in 
that act that Ohio should not come into the Union 
upon the same terms with the original States; but 
upon the express condition that, not only for the 
six years that were still to elapse, during which 
time the original States might carry on the for- 
eign slave trade, but that theneeforward and for- 
ever she should be excluded from any participa- 
tion in that traffic, either domestic or foreign. I 
would apply the Jeffersonian rule, which was ap- 
plied justly and wisely to my own State, to the 
proposed State of New Mexico. 

Bat, sir, I would oppose the admission of New 
Mexico as a State on the further ground that she 
is not fit to be admitted into the Union as a State 
until she repeals her unjustlegislation. She has to- 
day upon her statute-book two slave codes, which 
would bring blushes to the check of Caligula. 
She provides by law that all free white laboring 
men and women, contracting to do service, in- 
eluding shepherds and agents sent on journeys, 
shall be subjected, when their day’s work is 


done, to the insolent lash of the task-master, and | 


shall have no redress for the insult and wrong in 
courts of justice. Is this the reward which is to 
be meted outby American Jaw to honest white men 
and women? Is that the just reward of honest 
toil? Why, sir, I thought that, in this land of 
ours, work was to be held sacred. I thought the 
boasted maxim among the American people was 
‘a fair day’s wages for aday’s work.” Tthought 


i that long ago our people had learned ‘ that all 


true work is sacred; that there is a divineness in 
it, from sweat of the face up to sweat of the 
brain and sweat of heart, which last includes all 
Kepler-calculations, all Newton-meditations, all 
acted and suffered heroisms and martyrdoms; 
up to that ‘agony of bloody sweat’ which all 
men have called divine.” I have read, sir, in 


Holy Writ “thou shalt not muzzle the ox that | 


33 


treadeth out the corn.” I have inferred and be- 


lieve that we may not and should not fetter the || 
hand of honest toil that wrings from the earth its |! t 
‘in the Governors of the several States. 


increase, and feeds and clothes and shelters na- 
tions. Never, sir, will I consent to the admission 
of that State until she repeals that infamous en- 
actment. 

But more than that. She has upon her statute- 
book a black code, which provides that any per- 
son may arrestany slave cseaping from his master, 
though he came from the remotest ends of the 
earth—from Guinea or Algiers, from Cuba or 
Brazii—and, without a hearing before a magis- 
trate, commit him to an American jailor, whose 
duty it shall be, at your cost, sir, and mine, to 
imprison him six months, and advertise him, at 
the cost of the American people, for a master; and 
if no master comes, to take it for granted that he 
ought to have a master, and imprison him for six 
months longer, without a hearing; and at the end 


il 
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of twelve months’ imprisonment, sell him at the: 
door of your American court-house—at,the altar. 


of American justice—to the highest bidderin.cash 


This infamous statute further provides: that the: 


sheriff’s bill of sale shall vest in the purchaser & 
good and indefeasible title against all persons 
whatever, even including the man’s right to his: 
own soul, Lrecognize no bill of sale fora human’ 
soul, unless it bears the seal of God Almighty. 
That this statute might want no feature of atro-. 


‘city, it is further provided that the man thus. 


wronged and sold like a beast shall never testify 
against a white man in courts of justice. The 
statute first robs the man of his liberty, and then 
seals his lipsin perpetual silence. Let these infa- 


mous statutes be repealed before New. Mexico. 


comes into the Union. The bill for their repeal 
is now in the Senate. It has passed this House. 
Let it first become a law. k ; 

What other compromise is offered, in®érder to 
save the Union? Why, an amendment to the fugi- 


tive slave law. Ican only stop to say here, touch- 


ing that'law, that the amendment proposed does 
not remove thé objections, in my mind insur- 
mountable, to its adoption by an American Con- 
gress. It does not relieve the American people 
from the unjust obligations imposed upon them 
by the act of 1850, by which, at the beck of the 
marshal, they are compelled to join in the .hunt— 
to make hue and cry on the track.of a fugitive 
slave woman who is fleeing, with her babe lashed 
upon her breast, from the house of bondage. I 
will not perform that service, and I ask any man 
on that side whether he will? 

I object to the amendment proposed, for the fur- 
therreason thatit vests in commissioners unknown 
to the Constitution, unauthorized by the Consti- 
tution, not appointed according to the Constitu- 
tion, the judicial power of the United States, to 
dispose of the liberty of a human being. You 
say it is but the liberty of a slave that is involved. 
I say itis the liberty of a man that is involved; 
and that the Constitution, in the administration 
of justice, in the organization of tribunals for the 


administration of justice, is no respecter of per-. 


sons. The word “citizen” in that connection is 
not employed in your Constitution. The words 
‘white man” in that connection, are not em- 
ployed in the Constitution. On the contrary, the 
word “person” is adopted, a term comprehen- 
sive enough to embrace all men when the Con- 
stitution guaranties. life and liberty and trial by 
jury. The Constitution has the same care for the 
rights of the stranger within your gates as for the 
rights of the citizen. The people adopted that 
Constitution, and established a system of justice 
on the principle of the great law given by God to 
his people: ‘* Ye shall have one manner of law as 
well for the stranger as for one of your own coun- 
try.” L object to this proposition, then, because, 
in my judgment, it is violative of the Constitu- 
hon. 

What is the other compromise or concession, 
proposed? It is to amend the act for the rendi- 
tion of fugitives from justice escaping from one 
State into another. T object to the act proposed, 
because it strips the State of the power which, 
from the foundation of the Government, was sup- 
posed to be reposed exclusively in the State, to 
protect all of her citizens in all cases involvin 
their life ov liberty, save where they are charge 
with an offense against the Federal Government. 
Under the act of 1793, for the rendition of fugi- 
tives from justice, the jurisdiction was vested 
Why? 
Because the State has the care of the lives and 
liberties of its own citizens, and the right to de- 
termine whether they are charged with an offense 
committed against the laws of another State, for 
which they should be delivered up to answer. 
This bill transfers the State jurisdiction to the 
Federal courts. 

I object to this amendment on another ground: 
that it makes the charge prima facie evidence of 


| the factas charged; and, in my judgement, whether 


intended so or not by those who framed it, will 


! be construed by the courts to require and author- 


ize the rendition of persons charged with any of 
fense prohibited and made indictable by the. stat- 
utes of the State in which the offense is alleged 
to have been committed. That is not the law of 
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the land to-day.. States, North ang South, have 
registed any, such construction of the act of 1793. 
Kentucky, as well as Ohio, has done so. I deny 
that citizens of the United States are to be made 
liable; by force of Federal law, for mere political 
ofenses against the States. Why, sir? Because 
itis written in the Constitution that Congress 
shall makeno law abridging the freedom of speech 
orthe freedom of the press. ‘Under that restriction, 
ean Congress ‘make a Jaw for the rendition of a 
citizen of thè United States for teaching a slave 
to read in South Carolina, or publishing an article 
against slavery therein contrary to the statutes of 
that State? hether this amendment will be 
construed as I have indicated, is a matter about 
which, perhaps, gentlemen might differ. It ismy 
belief that such will be its construction. So con- 
strucd, itis a law like allthe rest proposed, which 
will Stregethen the power of slavery in this coun- 
try. I donot believe the Constitution makes it 
my duty to legislate especially in aid of State slave 


` codes. 


I wil} not lend my vote to the support of any 
such legislation. T conclude, then, what I have 
to say on this subject, with the further remark, 
that, inasmuch as these laws are objectionable, 
on the ground of constitutionality, on the ground 
of humanity, and on the ground of policy, they 
are not likely éither to save the Union or to give 
any additional authority to the Executive for the 
maintenance of the Constitution as it is: they 
ought not to pass. At all events, they cannot 
yéceive my sanction. : 

What then remains to be done? Simply to up- 
hold the Constitution as itis, by such additional 
legislation as will enable the President of the Uni- 
ted States to execute the duty imposed upon him 
by the words of the Constitution, ‘to sce that 
the laws be faithfully executed.” Butit is said, 
‘he'cannot do that, for you cannot coerce a State. 
Task gentlemen who say that, can a State legal- 
‘izé treason against the Government of the Uni- 
‘ted “States? “Can one State coerce thirty-two 
‘States? Can a State lawfully shelter traitors 
against the Government of the United States? No 
öne proposes to coerce States,—but to enforce the 
laws; to put down rebellion; and punish treason; 
to recapture the forts, the arsenals, the arms, and 
treasure of the United States. At all events, it 
is our duty, by just and needful legislation, to try 
the strength of this Government and its power to 
release an honest citizen from an unjust punish- 
ment, who is charged with no offense, save alle- 
ince tothe Constitution of his country and 
‘delity to official duty. 

As L said before, U stand by the Constitution as 
itis. ask you to consider whether, if the peo- 
ple of the United States will not rally to the sup- 
port ard maintenance of the Constitution as it is, 
with all its sacred traditions, they will do so after 


you shall have marred and mangled it with pro- 


slavery amendments. | 

. Mr. Speaker, I ask the people and the people’s 
Representatives to maintain the Constitution in 
its integrity. ‘Let us pass) the laws which will 
enable thé Executive to summon the people, the 
loyal people, not to the conquest of our country- 
men, but to the defense of our Constitution. Let 
the Constitution be saved from violence and over- 
throw; it is filled with the wisdom and goodness 
of its great founders; it is the carved work of 
their poured out spirits. Maintain it! maintain 
itinviolate until it fulfills its sublime mission, until 
this goodly heritage of ours, slumbering between 
two great oceans that engirdle the world, shall be 
filled’ with free Commonwealths, in every one of 
which, without violence to any human being or 
any human habitation, every unjust fetter shall 
bé broken, and every inherent right maintained. 
When no State will banish men because they are 
just, or enslave men because they are weak, or 


subject men to the perilous edge of battle because | 


they are strong, or strangle men like felons on 
the’ gallows, because, in obedience to the Divine 
command, they remember those thatare in bonds 
as bound with them. Maintain your Constitu- 
tion until our temple of civil and religious liberty 


above the towers of watch and war, until all na- 
Hons shall fiee unto it, ‘ahd its glory shall fill the 


whole earth“ 


y 


shall be complete, lifting its head-stoné of beauty | 
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STATE OF THE UNION. _ 
SPEECH OF HON. OWEN LOVEJOY, | 


OF ILLINOIS, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 23, 1861. 


The:House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. LOVEJOY said: 

Mr. Spraxen: I acknowledge the appropriate- 
ness and am impressed with the truth of the re- 
mark made a day or two since by the gentleman 


from Virginia, [Mr. Mizison,] when he said he | 


was embarrassed by the solemnity of uttering 
words under circumstances like those in which 
the country now finds itself, I, sir, feel that em- 
barrassment, and I pray for that ‘ wisdom which 
is from above, which is first pure and then peace- 
able,” to direct my thoughts into right channels, 
and to enable me to clothe those thoughts in such 
language as befits the occasion and this presence— 
I might say, sir, withoutany empty compliment, 
this august presence; for placed as we are, with 
the question before us whether the glorious fabric 
of our Government shall be dissolved, every Rep- 
resentative before me is multiplied into the thou- 


sands whom he represents, till I sccm to stand in | 
the awful and august presence of thirty-two mil- | 


lion people. 


Sir, the present aspect of public affairs not 


only naturally suggests, but compels us to the con- 
sideration and discussion of the primary princi- 
ples of our Governiient—a frequent recurrence to 
which (I think it is Jefferson who has declared) 
ig essential to the preservation and perpetuation 
of public liberty. What then, Mr. Speaker, is 
our theory of government? It is with admirable 
and philisophical precision, though with extreme 
brevity, set forth in the declaration which our 
fathers made when they resorted to an appeal to 
arms and to the God of battles to settle the con- 
troversy which then existed between the colonies 
and the mother comtry. After laying down ax- 
iomatic principles in reference to the natural rights 
of man, the author of that declaration proceeds to 
say,thatto pro tect these naturalrights, fereviously 
enumerated,) governments are instituted among 
men, deriving all their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed, and that when aGovernment 
becomes subversive of those rights, itis the priv- 
ilege and the duty of the people to alter, amend, or 
abolish such Government, and to reconstruct it on 
such principles as seem to them best adapted to pro- 
mote the great purposes for which Governments 
are instituted—to wit, to protect the natural rights 
of man. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heard at the other end of 
the Capitol, and also in this Hall, an allusion made 
to this subject; and as I believe there is an error 
very generally obtaining in regard to the purposes 
of government, I wish here to state what I believe 
is substantially true, that men entering the social 
or governmental state, do not surrender a portion 
of their rights for the purpose of securing protec- 
tion to these which remain. Thatis not our theory 
of government. Our theory is this: that men en- 
ter into the social or political state to secure pro- 
tection for those rights, and all of those rights, 
unabated, undiminished, with which God, the Cre- 
ator, has clothed them. 

Now we come to the consideration of the ques- 
tion: who made this Government? By what 
power does it exist? Who poured into it the 


tide of vitality, which gave it energy and life and | 


power? Who? Shall I answer it in accordance 
with the miserable dogma of secession, under 


the protection of which it is now sought to sub- | 


vert and destroy the Government? fs it “we, 
the States,” enter into a compact? Is it “ we, 
the States,” form a league? Is that the language ? 
No, sir. ** We, the people of the United States,” 
for purposes enumerated, do establish and ordain 
the following Constitution, Itis the wildest dogma 
of secession and treason and rebellion, by which 
these criminals against. God and man sesk to shel- 
ter themselves, that this Government is a mere 
rope of sand, a league, a compart, a partnership, 
to be dissolved at the will of any one single mem- 


ber of the firm. It is, * we, the people,” not 


i 
j 


* we, the people of the State of South Carolina,” 
not “ we, the people of New York, Massachu- 
setts, and Pennsylvania;” but ‘we, the people 
ef the United States,” one, indivisible, in our 
original sovereign power—subject to no one this 
side the Throne of Omnipotence-—we ordain and 
establish the following Constitution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not deny—I concede 
readily, fully, that the people of South Carolina 
and the people of Georgia, a communication from 
whose recent Representatives we have justlistened 
to—lconcedethatthey havearight toalter,amend, 
or abolish their own State governments. They 
may protect slavery or abolish slavery. They 
may abolish all laws against murder and polyg- 
amy if they please, or they may punish these 
crimes by imprisonment or by hanging. They 
may establish a form of religion if they choose. 
They may declare by law that no citizen shall be 
eligible to office who does not belong to the estab- 
lished Church around which they have thrown 
their legal sanction. All this they can do. But, 
Mr. Speaker, there is one thing which the people 
of South Carolina cannot do: they cannot abol- 
ish the Government of the United States. They 
cannot dissolve this Union, for the very reason 
that they did not make it. They were a part of 
it, I grant you; they were a part of the “ people 
of the United States; and the citizens of a school 
district and of a county area part of the people of 
a State; but can they mect together in school dis- 
tricts or town halls and abolish the State Govern- 
ment, by having somebody to go through the 
derisive mockery of absolving them from their 
allegiance to the laws of the State, simply because 
they are a part of the people who helped to make 
the State Government? Nobody believes that. 
No more can the people of South Carolina or of 
Georgia abolish the United States Government, 
or absolve their citizens from their oath of fealty 
and from the obligation of obedience which every 
one of them owes to that Government. And I in- 
sist that every citizen of those States who abjures 
the Constitution, who refuses to recognize its ob- 
ligatior's and to obey it, stands perjured before 
God and the civilized world. 

Mr. Speaker, I now come to this question of 
coercion. I desire that what I have stated in 


| regard to allegiance shall be kept in mind. It is 


folly, jesuitical wickedness for a State to suppose 


| thatit can absolve its individual citizens from their 


oath of fealty to the Government of the United 
States. The citizens of South Carolina owe a cer- 
tain baron fealty to the State; but their ultimate 


| and highest fealty is due to the sovereign to which: 


baron and liegeman are bound alike to bend the 
knee. ‘That sovereignty is one and indivisible, 
and within its chartered limits ultimate and abso~ 
lute; and no State has a right to absolve its citi~ 
zens from their obligation. 

1 do not hold that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States has any power to punish citizens of 
South Carolina, or Georgia, as citizens of those 
States; but I insist that it has very much to do 
with them as American citizens, living in Georgia 
and South Carolina, and we mean to enforce upon 
them their obligation to the Constitution, obe- 
dience to the laws; forthe law of the United States 
is supreme, as the Constitution is, over the citi- 
zens of the United States, whether living in Geor- 
gia or Massachusetts. í 

Astothis coercion, sir, itisa forcible illustration 
of the fable of the wolf and the lamb. This cry 
of coercion is simply a pretext under color of 
which the citizens of Georgia and of South Caro- 
lina come and steal our property without even 
the poor excuse of having made a formal declara- 
tion of war. The title to this property vests in 
the Government of the United States as really as 
sacredly, as the title to private property can vest in 
an individual. The title-decds are in the archives 
of the Government. They are recorded.. We 
own the land on which these forts stand. We 
built the forts. We paid for them; and they are 
ours. These citizens of the United States living 
in South Carolina and Georgia, fancying them- 
selves absolved from their oath of allegiance by 
this Jesuitical process of State convention and 


| State action, come and take possession of our 
| forts, seize our guns, take our 


munitions of wars 
d take them back, 


+ 


and when we propose to-go an 


1861. 
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they cry “ Coercion! coercion!’ They say we 
are going to coerce a sovereign. State of this 
Union; going to invade their homes, violate the 
sanctities of the domestic circle; and then declare 
—and it sounds very formidable—that they will 
pour out their blood, every drop of it—intrench 
themselves behind every blade of grass and defend 
their wives and daughters and firesides to the very 
last extremity, rather than be coerced. That is, 
rather than let those robbers, and pirates, and 
traitors be taken and hung. ‘That is the simple 
English of it. Coercion is simply this: When a 
man who has committed a crime and takes refuge 
in a private house, and the officers of justice come 
to arrest him, it-will not do for the inmates of that 
household to interpose the sanctities of home be- 
tween the law and its victim. ‘ But what if the 
whole family sympathize with and justify the of- 
fender??? Then I would burn the house and hang 
every rebel, though a traitor dangled from every 
trec of an unbroken forest. * 

And so I say with regard to the State of South 
Carolina, which interposed itself between the Fed- 
eral Government and the constitutional adminis- 
tration and execution of the Federal laws. It 
cannotavailitself ofthis ery ofcoercion. If they 
thrust themselves between the United States and 
the execution of its laws, and bid us defiance, and 
say we shall not enforce obedience to the consti- 
tutional enactments of the Federal Government, 
then I say that the mighty wheels of this huge 
Government must roll over any man, or number 
of men, who stand between this Government and 
the arrest of those who have violated its laws. 

Sir, the 7th day of January, 1861, is a day long 
to be remembered in the annals of the American 
people. On that day a steamboat, called the Star 

f the West, was gliding over the waters of the 
Atlantic into one of the ports of the United States. 
A cannon-ball came hissing and skimming across 
its prow; the stars and stripes sprang out to the 
breeze—as if startled by an event so unusual—to 
tell the persons, whoever they might be, that fired 
that shot, that the vessel aimed at was under the 
protection of the stars and stripes. Ina moment, 
another ball comes hissing and plunging into its 
sides—another, and another—and that flag, for 
the first time since its folds were unfurled to the 
breeze, turned and flapped ingloriously by the 
sides of the mast, and the vessel that bore it re- 
turned to the place of its departure. Never before, 
on the American continent, was that flag insulted. 
The almanacs that our children will read among 
the memorabilia of 1861, opposite the 7th day of 
January, 1861, will have written, “ The Ameri- 
can flag, for the first time, fired upon by American 
citizens.” Ido not know how others may feel, 
but I confess I cannot keep it out of my mind—~ 
these balls booming, hissing, disgracing, and de- 
fying the flag of the United States, burn and sting 
to the very quick continually. 

Mr. Speaker, it is under these circumstances, 
with the flag of our country disgraced and in- 
sulted—never before disgraced or insulted—that 
we meet here to-day; and it is proposed to com- 
promise, to concede, to conciliate. Compromise 
with whom? With traitors who have fired on 
our flag! Conciliate whom? Rebels who have 
bid your Government defiance! Sir, whatever I 
might yield under other circumstances, whatever 
arrangements I might make, whatever compro- 
mises I might give my vote to support, never, as 
God lives, will I vote for one particle of compro- 
mise until that insult is atoned; apologized for, or 
avenged; never! 

And what are the compromises suggested? In 
the first place, however, who are the high con- 
tracting parties to this proposed peace arrange- 
ment, and settlement of this whole question? 


The South and the North—slavery and freedom. | 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it does seem to me that our 
experience in making compromises and settling 
difficuities in that mode does not afford any great 
encouragement to enter into any new arrangement 
of that nature for similar purposes;and F wish to 
state distincily that, for one, 1 want to see ‘this 
farce, comedy, or tragedy, whichever it may be, 
of disunion, played out to ,the very last act. 1 
want to know just what it is, and all that it is. 
The first act has becn played a good many times, 
but we have never yet come to the fifth. We 
began it in 1820, when southern gentlemen rose 


in this Hall, left the floor, and declared they would 
dissolve the Union if they could- not get Mis- 
souri in as a slave State. And they played a 
comedy again in 1832, which, if General Jackson 
had had his way, would have been a tragedy; 
then they played another in 1840, and again in 
1850. Now ! say, without compromise, with- 
out conciliation, without concession, let us un- 
derstand what this disunion means; and Jet us 
know in future whether South Carolina or Mis- 
sissippi, or any other State, can peril the pros- 
perity, send a thrill of mental anguish all over 
this country, and bring upon thousands pecuni- 
ary ruin, just by saying, ‘‘ We wili dissolve the 
Union if you will not do so and so.” It is not 
consistent with the honor and safety of the na- 
tional Government to adopt any measures what- 
ever for the redress of any wrong, real or imagin- 
ary, until the threat of disunion and rebellion is 
removed. I wantto know that before I will yield 
any terms of compromise, concession, or concil- 
iation. Until then my vote will be a calm, firm, 
decided negative, There are no wrongs to re- 
dress; and if there were, I would do nothing for 
their removal until this game of secession, has 
been played out. 

But whatare the compromises proposed? First, 
the Breckinridge platform is to be incorporated 
into the Constitution; and I am to swear, when I 
take the oath to support the Constitution, that 
I will protect slavery in the Territorics, and allow 
itunlimited expansion and perpetuity. The very 
propositionis an outrage to the Christian civiliza- 
tion of the age. 

What next? Before commenting, sir,on the 
propositions distinetly recommended by the com- 
mittee of thirty-three, I desire to allude to some 
remarks of the chairman, made on Monday last, 
when submitting their report. 

That gentleman informed us that thirty years 
ago his carcer in this House began with a com- 
promise; and he seems not unwilling that itsbould 
close ina similar manner, As the men of that 
period sowed the seed of future compromise, so 
he—unwittingly, I presume—scatters the seminal 
germ of a future harvest. In less than thirty 
years, should we now yield to the clamor of the 
slaveholding interest, menacing disunion, we shall 
have a demand for a constitutional amendment 
prohibiting the publication of anything from the 
press, or the utterance of anything from the lips, 
‘t intended ” to excite servile insurrection. [know 
that the gentleman placed a good deal of emphasis 
on the word “intent.” Why, sir, who has any 
such intent? And could they carry out such an 
intention? Do the slaves take papers, or listen to 
sermons, or hear lectures printed or uttered in the 
free States? Is it not forbidden in most of, if not 
all, the slaveholding States, to teach a slave to 
read even the oracles of God? Sir, this innuendo 
is aimed, if it have any meaning or purpose at all, 
atthe anti-slavery literature of the free States, to 
the suppression of free speech, and the putting 


| down of fanatical men like Lovejoy. [Laughter.] 


Criminal intent is inferred from the natural tend- 
ency of the act,-and will be apparent to compro- 
misers frightened atthe cry of disunion. And we 
shall have United States commissioners as censors 
of the press, as we now have to aid in the capture 
of fugitive slaves. 

* Mr. DUNN, I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that there is nothing in the report of 
the committee of thirty-three which can be con- 
strued into any proposed interference with the 
freedom of speech or of the press, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Idid not mean to say that 
anything of this kind was in the report of the 
committee. Lreferred to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Corwiy,] and am pre- 
dicting the future aggressions of the slave power 


| if we yield to its demands now. And the disguised 


assault of the chairman on the anti-slavery, or 
even abolition press, seems to suggest and invite 
such aggressions. I cannot forbear, sir, turning 
aside a moment from the report proper, to utter 
my feeble voicd of protest and reprobation against 
a suggestion even remotely looking in this direc- į 
tuon. : 

I new come to the proposition as to New Mex- 
ico. What is said in defense of this? ‘That it is 
not much of acompromise. The South tells us 
that if we subjugate them, we shall have to fight | 


for it.. But we, more amiable, subjugate. our: 
selves, and, like the servile.ox, bow our.necksand 
„puton the collar they proffer, with the-in: 
s C. C.,” (compromise. collar,) and bless. 
and ** Massa”’ thatit is no larger. We réach out 
our wrists for handcuffs, and console ourselves’ 
by saying, “lt is not as bad as it might be; we 
can move our fingers a little.” We voluntarily 
piace our foot on the anvil to have. the: smiti 
rivet our fetters, and chuckle over the fact that 
it is a trace, and: nota log-chain. - And, passing 
from the august presence of our subjugators, with 
collar, cuff, and chain, we rattle a Te Deum that 
the collar is so narrow, the cuff so light, and the 
chain so small. ; 

Sir, the whole history of these compromises 
should teach us that this slave power will leap 
over all barriers in its clamorous and insatiable 
demands. When anything is wanted to sustain, 
defend, or perpetuate its dominion, "òr which 
threatens its supremacy, nothing is necessary ex- 
cept to raise the cry of disunion, secession. Com- 
promise, or we will dissolve the Union; and there 
will be found a Judas to betray, a Peter to deny, 
anda hired soldicry to drive the nails, and the form 
of freedom is fastened, bleeding and quivering, 
to the accursed wood of compromise. Iwill. none 
of it. Idemand to know—without compromise, 
without conciliation, and without concession—-I 
demand to know whether I have a. country} 
whether I have a Government; or whether thirty+ 
two million people are to be turned out homeless 
and orphans upon the world, floating like waifs 
upon the occan, without any government, and 
without any protection, unless they hold it at the 
mercy of some single State of this Union, or worse 
still, at the nod of the slave power. ; 

We were reminded, sir, of an ancestral name by 
the speech of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Cuirmens] yesterday—a very excellentspeech, by 
the way. It was intimated in that speech that it 
would be worthy of a certain gentleman on this 
floor to lead off in this compromise. I would be 
glad—if it be not improper, and E-know it is not, 
for nothing that I say is prompted by any other 
feelings than those of kindness, respect, and esteem 
—I would be glad to.say that there was an old 
revolutionary hero who declared: ‘ Live or die, 
sink or swim, survive or perish, I am for this.res- 
olution.” Sir, it was in this spirit that the nation 
was born, and it is in this spirit that it must be 
born again, or saved, and not by your temporizing 
policy, not by concessions, not by conciliation. 
Gentlemen of the North, of the South, and of the 
whole Union, it is your interest, as it is mine, to 
know whether 'you have a Government that has 
any stability or not, 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word to my 
Republican brethren. [Laughter.] Gentlemen, 
Representatives, you are asked to desert the party 
and the principles which you were proud to up- 
hold before the people, and when you entered this 
House at the opening of the session; andthe 
question is, shall we abandon the cardinal arti- 
cle of our faith—prohibition of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories of the United States, and the Federal 
Government released from its dictation and con- 
trol? Perhaps this drift towards a compromise 
foreshadows a purpose to organize a new party, 
‘* sloughing off,” as the phrase is, the extremes, 
| both North and South. In this new arrangement 
all the radicals like myself are to be left out. I 
wish you a merry time of it, my masters. A 
very interesting play, Hamlet with Hamlet left 
out! There never was a party that had such a 
| golden opportunity since the organization of the 
| Government, as we had at the beginning of the 
i 
i 
{ 


als 


session. What we needed was unity, firmness, 
decision. Ifwe had stood still, we should ere 
i this have seen the salvation of God. We ought 


|| to have imitated Rarey as he stands in the center 


| of the inclosure with an untamed and infuriated 


li horse, sweeping around in still narrowing circles; 


| anon, with ears laid back, nostrils distended, and 
! open mouth, he rushes toward that immovable 
| man; the spectators tremble, and a wave of fear- 
| fulanxiety sweeps over the multitude; but the 
| horse-tamer, without the twinge of a muscle, 
keeps his eye fixed on that of the infariated ani- 
| mal; and the latter, though he comes close to his 
‘master, does not touch him, but turns again to 
: dart around the inclosure, again to rush toward 
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his master, but not to touch him; and: this: pro- 


éess is repeated till this noble animal comes and 
bows his neck to the hand of his'subduer, over- 
come by the magic- power of calmness, self-pos- 
Session, anda firm will... : 
; Sö with this disunion Mazeppa. It was very 
furious; and-covered itself with foam, and threat- 
ened todévourus. Its very fury and precipitancy 
proved ite conscious weakness and fear. If we 
jad. been coo}, calm, sélf-possessed, doing noth- 
ingto conciliate onthe one hand, and nothing to 
irritate on ‘the ‘other, we should have had, ere 
ROW; a ‘strap ‘around the leg of this disunion 
coursér. But no; like the old Whigs, having 
achieved a victory, we were affrighted at our own 
success, even as the witch of Endor fell aghast be- 
fore the venerable form she had conjured up. We 
appointed a committee of compromise—a grave 
mistake for us, a carnival for the Democracy, 
affording’ them a possible opportunity of recon- 
structing, what was, but for our folly, an irrecov- 
erably lost party. If we had only known in that 
our day the things which belonged to our peace. 
{Laughter.] Solomon says, ‘In vain is the snare 
set in the sight of any bird;” but I doubt, though 
his researches seem to have been extensive, if he 
ever fell'in with that species of the feathered tribe 
described by modern naturalists as the gull. 

But the premier, as he is called, is fora compro- 
mise, I am told. I do not know, and will not be- 
lieve that, until I am obliged to; although I con- 
fess, instead of philosophical and polished essays, 
gailing like a beautiful barge around Point-no- 
pint J'wish the Cicero of the American Senate 
had ‘turned his eye on the Catiline of Georgia, 
and ‘said, in the abrupt and vehement invective 
of the Roman consul, ‘Quousque tandem abutere, 
Catiling, patientia nostra !”” 
~“Ttis said that our President elect is for compro- 
mise. This I do not, cannot, and never will bo- 
lieve, until have it from his own lips or his own 
acts. Litnow he has too much regard for the com- 
‘mon appellation by which he is familiarly known, 
of ** Honest Old “Abe,” ever to believe’ that he 
‘will betray the principles of the Republican party, 
which were made distinctly and squarely in the 
Jast campaign, of inflexible, unalterable opposi- 
tion to the extension of human slavery. But, sir, 
even if itwere true that the President elect and 
fature Cabinet advise compromise, I will not fol- 
Jow their lead one step. If they or an angel from 


Heaven preach any other Republican gospel than | 


that which was proclaimed at Chicago, let them 
‘be anathema, mardnatha—accursed till the people 
‘some. to curse them. For all the batons of earth, 
‘ard all the diadems of Heaven, 1 would not, in 
their place, betray or disappoint the hopes ofthe 
people whose confidence and suffrages have placed 
them m power. 

» Under the leadership of no man or angel, by 
the entreaties of no friends, by the threats of no 
enemies, by no hope of reward or fear of pro- 
scription, will I.ever yicld the millionth part of 
‘ahair more guarantee to this slave power, at any 
‘ime; and, were it otherwise, I would not until we 
settle tho question: whether we have a Government 
“or not. Phe spider’s most attenuated thread is 


éord, is cable, to that gossamer line that E will yield | 


in. the way of compromise or concession to the 
claims of slavery. [Laughter.] I wanted to say 
agood many kind things inthis speech. [Renewed 
laughter.] 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE. 
gentleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I object. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I must passoversome things. 
I waspaying my regards to the Republican party. 
I repéat, that we made the issue squarely, dis- 
tinctly, without hypocrisy or disguise, before the 
oe and they decided that a President should 
‘be elected who was opposed to the extension of 
human slavery. They elected him in a constitu- 
tional mode; and all that we ask is, that he shall 
be inaugurated. And let me tell you, gentlemen, 
who are friends of compromise, who want these 
differences settled, let me tell you that one twelve 
months of the administration of Abraham Lin- 
coli willdo more to disabuse the public mind than 
all the compromises and peace measures that can 


I move that the 


Dë patched up in Congress. -Let him havea trial, į 


a fair triat. We will abate not onc jot of our 
principle, or add anything to our creed. 


l 


i 
i 
i 


| equal, and that every human being has an equal 
title to life, liberty, and the fruits of an honest 


| sufferings of the poor and lowly.. On His thigh 


: States; and more than that, I am willing to go 


I think I know something of the anti-slavery 
feeling of the people. It is earnest, religious, 
ineradicable; it may be deceived, but cannot be 
annihilated; it will spring up from discomfiture 
with irrepressible elasticity and strength; it is 
law-abiding and loyal to the Constitution; butit 
has resolved that this Government shall not be 
administered under the control of the slaveholding 
power: If disappointed as to the ultimate results 
of the recent election, God has raised up the man 
who willlead it to substantial success. His home 
overlooks the river called Beautiful. One who, to 
the sagacity of New York, and the honesty of 
Illinois, adds the firmness of Jackson, the states- 
manship of Pitt, the religious sentiment of Wil- 
berforce, and the administrative ability of Wil- 
liam of Orange. The people, by their suffrages, 
will bear him to the Executive chair, when free- 
dom’s hopes will not be disappointed, nor her 
purposes thwarted by the timidity of the fearful 
nor the treachery of the corrupt. 

Sir, it is said that this Republican party is in 
favor of the abolition of slavery in the States. 
The Republican party are in favor of no such 
thing. “ Well, but Lovesoy is,” as I have heard 
it whispered around here. I merely wish to re- 
peat—and I am willing to do so for the thousandth | 
time, if it is necessary to disabuse the public 
mind—that I am not in favor of abolishing sla- 
very in the States where its exists by any act of 
Congress. I never held to that doctrine, and never 
advocated it. Ifa bill were brought in here for 
that purpose to-day, I would not vote for it; be- 
cause 1 do not think that the Constitution gives 
us the power to abolish it; and not because Ido 
not wish to sce it abolished, for God knows that 
Ido. I want to see despotism abolished every- 
where. I want to see slavery abolished in South 
Carolina; but it does not follow, therefore, that I 
would vote to have the Army and Navy go down 
there and abolish it. I want to see it abolished 
in the slave States; and if I were a native of Mary- 
land, Virginia, Kentucky, Tonnessce, or any of 
the slave States, | would vote to abolishit. Wash- 
ington has saidas much; and I hope there is noth- 
ing criminal in my now saying it. 

But the Republican party do not believe, there 
is not a man who voted for Lincoln who believes, 
that we have the constitutional power to abolish 
slavery in the States where it now exists; and | 
do not suppose there 1s one who desires that that 
power should be exercised unconstitutionally, as 
we holditis. I am willing, if it will not be thought 
tedious, to go over this question of equality which 
my Democratic friends in Hlinoisand I have gone 
over so often. ‘ You are in favor of negro equal- 
ity.’ No, we are not; notin the sense which you 
mean. 1 believe this: that all men are created 


toil. That I do believe. But we do not hold 
that they are socially equal, or that they are ne- 
cessarily politically equal, or intellectually equal. 
We claim that the poorest and the lowest human 
being who bears God’s image, and was redeemed 
by the blood of Christ, has a right to liberty, life, 
and the fruits of his labor. This we do believe; 
at least I do. The chairman of the committee, 
the other day, speaking of the distinction which 
was insisted on between persons and property, said 
mirthfully that we might, if we chose, call it 
divinity or theology. This, though not so in- 
tended, I know, seemed to be in mockery of four 
million human beings that were lying prostrate 
around him, crashed, Lleeding, and hopeless. 
There is one glorious being who never derides the 


and on His vesture is written the blessed and only 
Potentate, King of Kings and Lord of Lords. 
This exalted personage humbled Himself and 
came down, till He nestled beside the lowest form, 
the most degraded type of humanity, and whis- 
pered in accents of divine love, “ my brother.” 


‘We might as well mock at the bloody agony of 
Christ, as to jeer atthe misgries of the poor slave. 

The Union men of the border States, it is said, 
want something to stand upon. Iam willing to 
disabuse the minds of the people of the southern 


and canvass those States, if you will guaranty 
my personal safety. (Laughter.] This remar} 
excites a smile; but I insist upon it, Mr. Speaker, |; 


that had I been permitted to go into either of those 
States, Maryland, Virginia, Tennessee, Ken- 
tucky, and especially Kentuck y—for I have many 
constituents from that State who came to me after 
hearing me speak during the last campaign, with 
a warm greeting of hand and tongue, saying they 
were as strong and as ultra Abolitionists as my- 
self—I would have given them all the vantage 
ground they desired. If the Union men of the 
slave States want something to stand upon, I will 
give them the Constitution of the United States. It 
seems to me, if I were known there, or had the ad- 
vantage of being a native-born citizen of one of 
those States, I could take those stars andestripes, 
and waving them before the multitude, tell them it 
was the flag that Washington followed; the flag 
which lcd on the soldiers of the Revolution, while 
tracking their pathway in blood; that it was the 
flag which floated over Yorktown and Saratoga; 
the flag beneath which Sumter and Marion fought; 
the flag that’ was bathed in a flood of glory on the 
lakes, and guided the hero of the Hermitage in 
1812 and 1815; and still later, coming to that gorge 
of the mountain at Buena Vista, where armed foes 
poured down in almost countless hosts; I would 
tellthem that northern soldiers and southern sol- 
diers, side by side, followed that flag and snatched 
victory from the very jaws of defeat. I know I 
could turn back: this insane mania of disunion. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Certainly. i 

Mr. HINDMAN. Would the gentleman, at 
the same time, tell those people, that while they 
and his fellow-citizens won those territories by 
the joint expenditure of blood and treasure, he 
and his party would not permit them to remove 
with their slave property into the domain of the 
United States so acquired? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Certainly I would. } might 
thank the gentleman for that question, Yes, sir; 
I would say to the citizens of the slave States that 
I believe in the equality of the States; that I be- 
lieve in the equality of the citizens of the States; 
that I believe that the citizens of South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Arkansas, have the same right 
to go into the Territories as the citizens of New 
York, Pennsylvania, or Massachusetts. 1 would 
say that neither onc of them could carry their 
slaves there; and, therefore, they are still upon an 
equality. They can go there without slaves and 
we can go there without slaves, and we are upon 
a perfect equality in regard to that matter. But 
let me say that the Territories are for your free 
non-slaveholding population, who want them free 
States, as we do. Southern Hlinois was settled 
by that class of people. Southern Indiana was 
settled by that class of people. ‘If I recollect 
aright, only about two million are interested in 
slave property, while the other six million, and 
all the millions of the free States, are interested 
in having free States. 

Besides that, I want to ask the gentleman an- 
other question. ‘Would he like to carry anything 
into the Territories that would keep the citizens 
of the free States from going there? If slavery 
goes into the Territories, the citizens of the free 
States will not go there. 

Mr. HINDMAN. The ancestors of the gen- 
tleman, I believe, lived under the jurisdiction of 
States which recognized the institution of slavery; 
and I am not aware that any of them emigrated 
because of the existenee of slavery in any of the 
thirteen States. 

But the gentleman says he desires to know 
whether I wish to take into the Territories any 
property or institution which would exclude 
northern men from going there. I desire to take 
into the Territories of the Union the property 
recognized by the constitution of my State. 
feel that I am entitled to go with it there, with my 
fellow-citizens; and I am not content to yield up 
that right, under any circumstances whatever, in 
reference toany portion of the Territories of this 
Government. “If northern men will allow that to 
prevent them from emigrating there, it is an in- 
dulgence upon their part, and an idle fantasm, in 
behalf of which I ap not bound to sacrifice my 
rights. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Ineed not go into a discus- 
sion of that point. I mightargue it from the single 
stand-point of property. It certainly is notcom- 
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petent for a State to enact any laws in regard. to 
property which are going to operate and be en- 
forced in any territory outside of that State where 
the laws are enacted. Ifa man is prohibited, as 
he.is in Indian territory, from taking there many 
things which are recognized as property in New 
York, he still might go there, but could not ex- 
pect to carry with him the local laws of the State 
from which he went. A State might abolish all 
laws against a plurality of wives. Coulda citizen 
of such State take a harem to the Territories? 

Mr. HINDMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Ihave but little time. Shall 
I have an extension? j 

Mr. WINSLOW. I object. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope the gentleman will not 
take up my time. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I acknowledge that I have 
consumed a portion of the gentleman’s time, and 
I trustthe House will allow him as.much time as 
I have consumed. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. But I must pass on from this 
point. I desire to get it distinctly before the 
House, if I can, that whether compromises are, 
in the nature of things, desirable and necessary 
or not, still, at the present time, it is wholly im- 
proper and utterly perilous to the country, to en- 
ter Into any compromise whatever, Every nation 
has some nucleus thought, some central idea, 
which they enshrine, and around which they 
cluster and fasten. The old Roman citizen had 
his Capitol and his Pantheon; France has her 
Napoleon and military glory; England has her 
constitutional monarchy; and the old Jews had 
their temple and shekinah. The American peo- ; 
ple, sir, have this one central idea or thought, 
embalmed and enshrined as a nucleus thought, 
around which they all cluster, and to which they 
all adhere with a spirit of superstitious idolatry: 
the Union, the Constitution, the flag of their coun- 
try, are a sort of trinity, to which the American 
people pay political homage and worship. 

And now, L insist, in this time of peril, of agi- 
tation, and rebellion, it is no time to tamper with 
that holy instrument around which all American | 
hearts cluster, and to which they cling with the 
tonacity of a semi-religious attachment. Do this, 
and by and by Pennsylvania, if she cannot have 
protection for her coal and iron, which is her 
negro, will dissolve the Union. If New York is 
denied free trade, she will encircle the brow of 
her mayor with the diadem and place the scepter 
in his hand, If Massachusetts fails to obtain her 
fishing bounties, she will secede. If Mainc cannot 
have protection to her lumber and fishing inter- 
ests, she will dissolve the Union. Michigan, I| 
believe, wants the St. Clair flats cleared; and if 
you do not comply with her wishes in this re- 
gard, she will throw herself upon her sovereignty, | 
dissolve the Union, and shed so much blood that 
the cnsanguined tide shall pour over Niagara’s 
rocks, and the fishermen at the mouth of the St. 
Lawrence will be startled with the reddened ripple 
around the prow of their boats, as was the mariner 
on the Mediterranean when the waters of Egypt 
were turned into blood. Ilinois wants protection 
for her beef; or, what is more likely, she will not 
consent to pay tribute to Pennsylvania every time 
she shoes a horse or sharpensa plow. Oregon de- 
mands the payment of her war debt, or she will 
throw off her allegiance. California demands the 
building of a Pacific railroad, or she will erect a 
Pacific republic. And so, sir, this grand fabric of 
our Government, baptized in our fathers’ bloed, 
and handed down to us to be in turn bequeathed 
to our children, is at the beck and mercy of any | 
State that is disaffected or displeased in regard to 
some J*ederal legislation, or, more preposterous | 
still, in reference to some State enactments, We 
are like sea-weed, waifs on the ocean, without 
anchorage, with no common rallying pointaround 
which to cluster, where our hearts can center, and | 
where we can say: “In life or death, in weal or 
woe, sunshine or storm, we are for the flag of our 
country, onr Constitution, and our Union.” In 
this.the hour of our peril, whatever may be our 
dissensions, itis unpatriotic and unstatesmanlike 
to place all the glories of the past, all the immense 
and varied interests of the present, and all the 
glorious hopes of the future, at the merey and i 
caprice of any one State in this Union. | think it iE 
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very year of our Lord 1861, to settle this question, 
without compromise, without concession, without 
conciliation: have we a Government that is per- 
manent and fixed, and that will protect and shel- 
ter us? 

Mr. Speaker, Bonaparte said, while standing 
on the sands of Egypt, near the Pyramids, ‘‘ forty 
centuries are looking down upon us.”? Repre- 
sentatives, more than forty centuries are looking 
downuponus. The past, the present, the future— 
thirty million, forty million, fifty million, rising 
up to one hundred million, who are to come and 
live and pass away upon American soil—all these 
are looking upon us; and standing in the presence 
of that cloud of witnesses, and speaking for them 
all, I say, ‘ Maintain your Government pure and 
simple, without compromise, and establish the 
fact that it is permanent, stable, potent—a Gov- 
ernment that must be obeyed at hume, that thus it 
may be respected abroad.” 

Mr. Speaker, the American Congress has a 
higher and nobler mission than to be engaged in 
the sacrilegious work of sacrificing the rights of 
freedom to the interests of slavery. Slavery is 
temporary; slavery is local; by the action of the 
slave States it wil! pass away, as it has passed 
away in New York and Pennsylvania. It is pro- 


| posed that we shall declare, by a constitutional 


amendment, that we will never touch slavery in 
the States; and you have heard what I have to 
say about that. “But suppose that Maryland, or 
Virginia, or Kentucky, or Tennessee, want to 
touch it; suppose they want us to pay them 
something, and they will emancipate their slaves: 
by this proposed amendment you bind the Fed- 
eral Government, and tic the hands of the States, 
and say that they shall not do anything of the 
sort, unless every single slave State consents to 
it. Virginia, Mar land, Kentucky, and Tennes- 
see, are all to be placed in the power of the Gulf 
States, who want to perpetuate this practice for- 


j ever. Itwill not do, gentlemen, The interests 


now trembling on your decision are too moment- 
ous, too valuable, too far-reaching, for us to tam- 
per or trifle with them, or to alter or amend in 
one single iota that great charter of American 
liberty, the Constitution of the United States. 
Sir, it is a crime to make shipwreck of this 
Government. Let the American people who 
made this Government preserve it consecrated 
to freedom. Let the great principles which un- 
derlie it travel in the greatness of their strength 
and the fullness of their bencficence round the 


| globe; and when the carth is encircled with an 


ocean of republics fashioned after our own, and 
freedom’s temple is complete, and the topstone 
is brought in with shoutings of “freedom and 
glory unto it,” high, in letters of light, on the 
living stones of which that temple is built, shall be 


‘written: Tur American RerurLic— The Ameri- 


can Constitution, as having taught the people of 
the earth that man’s inalienable birthright was 
FREEDOM. 
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The House being in the Committee of the Whole on the į 


State of the Union— 
Mr. SICKLES said: 


Mr. Cuarman: It is impossible to survey the 


state of things which now exists in this country, | 


without being impressed by the remarkable par- 
allel disclosed between the present relations of the 
North and South and the relations which existed 
between the mother country and the colonies prior 
to the commencement of the revolutionary war. 


| T think, sir, that it is not too much to say that | 
|| perhaps there is now more alienation of feeling, 


and more political antagonism between the differ- 
ent sections of this Confederacy, than preyailed 
between the mother country and the colonies in 
1774. Weall know thatthe war of the Revolution 
was not fought so much to escape actual oppres- 


i sion as for a principle; not so much to remove 


material grievances that we suffered, as far general 
rights which we asserted. 


is the highest statesnfanship now, here, in this 


There is now very muck. of this same.sort of 
conflict upon abstract. questions. But it isnever- 
theless true that. millions, of the population’ of 
this country, with an unanimity never before wit- 
nessed in our history, protest against what they 
declare to be substantial grievances, injuries, spo- 
liations, denial of essential rights, danger. to. prop- 
erty, danger to life, to social security and peace, 
and toallthatcommunities hold mostdear. Several 
of the southern States are endeavoring to escape 
these consequences by measures which, whether 
justly or wrongfully initiated, beyond all doubt 
menace the dismemberment of this Confederacy, 
the organization of one or more new governments 
within our present limits, and possibly some 
change in the political control of this continent. 

When the controversy began between England 
and the colonies, there was in England a force 
party; and there was a party of conciliation. 
George IH and the Ministry inclined to measures 
of the most vigorous coercion. Another great 
and gallant party, led by Chatham and Burke, 
and counseled by our. own Franklin, proposed 
conciliation and the recognition of the principles, 
abstract though they might have been, which 
were asserted by the colonies. ‘The conciliation 
party was overborne, and the party of force con- 
trolled Parliament. Its policy prevailed, and it 
was pursued to the end, with what results his- 
tory has recorded; and in its perfect, vindication 
of Burke and Chatham and Franklin, history com- 
mends to us, in this hour of trial, an impressive 
and apposite example. 

It is for us to decide whether we will reject the 
counsel which this experience has developed to 
us, or whether we will instead, imitate the policy 
of George III and Lord North, which proved so 
fatal to the ambition of England. 

The great fact which constitutes the crisis is, 
that eight million of our population are pervaded 
with the ‘conviction of danger at home, of insecu-~ 
rity at their firesides, of assaults made and men- 
aced upon their property; the refusal of their 
equal rights in the common Territories of the 
Union, acquired by the valor and treasure of the 
whole nation. No matter, sir, for the purposes of 
the present exigency, whether the grounds upon 
which this discontent is based, are entirely well 
founded or not. That was well and wisely dis- 
cussed last year. We have now to deal with this 
extensive disaffection as a gigantic fact in our his- 
tory and position. j 

I do not propose to-day to consider in detail the 
causes of this state of things; yet it may not be 
improper to advert to them in a general way. 


i This revolution began in November, 1860. It was 


initiated by achange in the principles of the Gov- 
ernment. In the election of Mr. Lincoln upon 
the doctrines avowed in the Chicago platform, 
a majority of the people asserted the right and 
the power to legislate in conflict with the funda- 
mental law of the fand, as embodied in the Con- 
stitution and declared by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. The assertion of that power, 
and placing the Government in the hands of an 
Executive pledged to exercise it, was of itself a 
civil revolution, in the character and form and 
essence of the Government. So much of the rev- 
olution was accomplished in November. Let it 
be well understood that a revolution in a popular 
Government can be as well achieved through the 
ballot-box as by the bayonet. The determination 
of a majority of the people to override well ascer- 
tained and essential constitutional rights, is revo- 
lution in its most potential aspect. 

The States of the Confederacy were thereby 
separated into two sections—one dominant and 
the other subject. The North appropriated to 
itself the exclusive right of settlement in the Ter- 
ritories, which are the. common property of all the 
States. ‘his exclusion of the slaveholders of the 
South from equal participation in the right of em- 
igration and colonization with their property, is 
predicated upon the avowed ground that to hold 
slaves is a sin which places a citizeñ under the 
ban of the Federal Government; that this descrip- 
tion of property is not entitled to protection be- 
yond the limits of the State in which it may be 
held; and that the institution itself, though coeval 
with American civilization, and of unknown an- 
tiquity, is a relic of barbarism; to the extinction of 
which the power and influence of the Federal Gov- 
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ernment became pledged in the election of Mr. 
Lincoln. Pe TER i 
“Phe Government of the United States has be- 
come Puritan and proscriptive; it has ceased to 
be’ catholic “and: tolerant, as it was formed, and 
has Continued fromthe administration of Wash- 
É down tothe election of Lincoln. The vital 
element of ‘our political system has ever been the 
‘equality of the States; and from this follows the 
ponding duty. of non-interference with their 
institutions, and the recognition of the right 
py tizen to-equal privileges in the Terri- 
Tie he essential characteristic of Puritanism 
is the employment of the powers of Government 
to compel a uniform recognition of the opinions 
of the majority in all things. The Constitution 
of the United States imposes no test upon the in- 
stitutions òf a State or Territory, except that they 
shall be republican. It was designed for a Con- 
federation, embracing every clement of civiliza- 
tion, which could be developed under republican 
‘jnstitutions. The triumph of the Puritan clement 
of the North, involves the probable destruction of 
the federative principle of the Constitution, and 
the consolidation of the Government under the 
“absolute power of a majority, which is one of the 
forms of despotism. 
his the character of the revolution begun 
‘in November. It was peaceful in form, I concede, 
but none the less comprehensive and radical. We 
are now in the presence of the second phase of 
the revolution, which is the secession of several 
of the States of the Confederacy. Secession, also, 
was avowed as a peaceful remedy. It was in- 
tended asa remedy by means of which the ag- 
‘grieved States could, without conflict, escape the 
consequences ofthe revolution already in progress, 
and after they had lost the means of protecting 
themselves within the Government. Ido not pro- 
‘pose, sir, to discuss the question of the right of 
secession. Itis too late for that. The reserved 
vights of the’ States. is familiar New York doc- 
‘trine. They were more insisted upon, perhaps, 
‘in dur convention which ratified the Constitution, 
because; of all the States, New York was the most 
“reluctant to yield its assent to the Union. Even 
‘in the colonial times, long before the Revolution, 
we had occasion to consider this question in our 
controversy with Vermont, where the right of a 
community to form an independent government 
wad successfully asserted, after a long struggle, 
in which Ethan Allen won as much distinction as 
he afterwards gained at Ticonderoga.* 
' Imight, in passing, compare the remedy of seces- 
sion with various constitutional remedies which are 
unquestioned, and which, perhaps, would be more 
effectual for the redress of grievances. Take, for 
‘instance, sir, the remedy of refusing supplies to the 
Government. Ever since the seventeenth century 
this has been recognized as a constitutional pro- 
ceeding. [thas becn occasionally and successfully 
employed'in English history to compel modifica- 
tions of the British Constitution. It was employed 
to ameliorate the monarchical and aristocratical 
elements of the Government and to secure larger 
owers. to the people. Suppose it were applied 
eres suppose there was a sufficient represcntation 
in both Houses to make it effectual; suppose the 
Representatives from the southern States alone, 
without including their fricnds among the north- 
ern Representatives, had determined, in a body, 
to resort to every parliamentary resource to cut 
off supplies from the Federal Govertiment. With- 
out supplies we all know that the Federal Govern- 
ment would crumble to dust in a year; it would 
be paralyzed from head to foot; it would be com- 


* The dispute between Vermont and New York, which 
begun in 1769, and continued until 1790, is an instructive 
passage in our political history, illustrating the relations of 
the colonies to each other, and to the Confederation. The 
independence of Vermont was not recognized by Congress 
untilshe had suecesstully asserted and vindicated it against 
Great Britain, New York, and even Congress itself. 
difficult to say whether one most admires the address of 
her diplomadists, the courage of her military leaders, or the 
sturdy virtue of the “ Green Mountain Boys ;” but certain it 
is, that'between her intrigues with the British and her nego- 
tiations with Congress, her alliance with Massachusetts 

, aud her mortal antagonism with New York—~Vermont, after 
a long and eventful struggle, batlied all her adversaries, 
established herindependence asa sovereign State, and was 
duly admitied into the Union uponan equal footing with 
New York, her old enemy, but evermore, I trust, her good 
friend. (See: Lippincott’s Cabinet Histories, Vermont, 
chaps. 3, 12, and 14, for the narrative of this controversy.) 
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pelled-to yield to any assailant. That remedy was 
not resorted to, although Mr. Lincoln’s party 
failed to elect a majority in either House of Con- 
gress. 

Another remedy conceded to be within the 
Constitution is retaliation. I mean retaliatory 
legislation as between the States; restrictions upon 
commerce and trade and intercourse. Mr. Ste- 
phens, of Georgia, and other southern statesmen, 
have devised and suggested: such measures, the 
constitutionality of which is maintained by the 
ablest jurists. -A third remedy would have been 
the withdrawal of all thesouthern Representatives 
in both branches of Congress. ‘To illustrate the 
effect of it: suppose the clection of a President had 
devolved upon one or other of the two Houses of 
Congress, and the Representatives of a sufficient 
number of States in that body had withdrawn to 
prevent the formation of a constitutional quorum: 
that would have rendered the constitutional elec- 
tion of a President impossible, and the conse- 
quences to the Government of a failure to choose 
an Executive, in the manner required by the Con- 
stitution, I need not stop to elaborate. 

A fourth alternative, so faras the territorial ques- 
tion is concerned, would have been for the south- 
ern States to occupy, by immigration, such por- 
tions of the common territory as they desired, 
and protect their slave property in the territory 
by such force as might be necessary to repel in- 
terference. By the law of the land, they would 
undoubtedly have had a right to defend their prop- 
erty by any amount of force necessary to over- 
come any species of attack. This remedy would 
have been what is called ‘fighting within the 
Union.” Isay, therefore, sir, in a general way, 
without amplifying these illustrations, that the 
remedy of secession chosen by the aggrieved 
States, was perhaps the least effectual as a mode 
of constraintupon the Government. Itwill remain 
to be considered, Mr. Chairman, how farthe plan 
of peaceable secession has been consistently car- 
ried out. It will remain to be seen whether or no 
the precipitate action of South Carolina and other 
southern States and communities has not essen- 
tially changed the original character of the seces- 
sion movement. It will remain to be shown 
whether or no, by their interference with the forts, 
arsenals, navy-yards, and the common property 
of the Confederacy, they have not committed a 
fatal error in the development of their own policy, 
themselves initiating that resort to force and ‘ co- 
creion” which they have so wisely, and, as I 
think, so justly deprecated. 

Before proceeding to that branch of the subject, 
I will allude, cursorily, to the policy proposed by 
the dominant party in the northern States in the 
present condition of affairs. With remarkable 
unanimity they insist upon the employment of 
armies and fleets to compel the allegiance of un- 
willing States. If this policy were just, it is im- 
possible. To what end shall we make war upon 
a member of the Union? Itcould not be expected 
that the most successful prosecution of hostilities 
would end in reconciliation. Shall we seek to 
subjugate the South and, obliterating the States, 
hold it as a mere territory, by conquest? ‘This 
would be repugnant to the theory of our Govern- 
ment, which has for its basis States and citizens, 
not dependencies or subjects. If the purpose of 
such a war be to destroy the power of the antag- 
onistic States, as foreign encmies, let me implore 

ou to wait for sufficient evidence of their hostil- 
ity, and be sure that you have exhausted all the 
means of conciliation. But I utterly deny that 
the extremest Federalist, at the time of the forma- 
tion of the Constitution, ever tolerated the idea 
that the Federal Government, through any of its 


instrumentalities, could constrain the political ac- | 


tion of any sovereign State, except by means of 
the judicial power of the Supreme Court. It will 
be sufficient to make this statement indisputable 
to refer gentlemen to the exposition of the Consti- 
tution by Alexander Hamilton. The founder and 
leader of the Federal party developed in the Fed- 
eralist, cotemporancously with the adoption of 
the Constitution, the most powerful argument that 
could be framed against the power or the utility 


of employing coercion through the Federal Gov- ; 
He proved to 


ernment upon a sovereign State. 
his countrymen of that day; thatit was that very 


element in the Articles of Confederation which 


made the Government of the Confederation im- 
practicable. He proved, by numerous examples 
from ancient and modern history,” that whenever 
the controversies between assuciated States had 
resulted in an appeal to force, civil war. and for- 
eign intervention hastened the destruction of the 
Confederation. 


Sir, we all know thatthe Amphyctionie league, 
one of the most perfect confederated Republics that 
existed among the Grecian States, was destroyed 
by anattempt to employ coercion upon one of the 
States. The people of the resisting State—the Pho- 
ciangs—sought the alliance of Philip of Macedon. 
Ready and eager to give it, he occupied the terri- 
tory of the Republic with his armies, and settled 
the quarrel by annexing the principal States to 
Macedon. The Achæan Confederacy, the last 
and best hope of ancient liberty, was destroyed 
by the intervention of Rome, on the appeal of 
one of the confederated States, which sought this 
mode of escaping the coercion of the league. The 
passions of men are the same in all time. We 
have, at this epoch, a Philip of Macedon in Louis 
Napoleon of France, with armies such as the 
world has never before seen eager foremployment; 
with a Navy which would enable him to transfer 
these armies to our shores sooner than Philip of 
Macedon could have marched to Athens. Who 
can fail to see that an attempt to subjugate the 
States of the South by the Federal Government 
would result in appeals for aid, for protection, for 
alliances, for commercial treaties, in any quarter 
where aid and succor could be found? The ar- 
mies of Louis Napoleon and of Victoria, instead. 
of the Congress of the United States, would be 
made the arbiters of the issues arising out of the 
existing revolution. The confederated Govern- 
ments of modern times equally illustrate the same 
views. The more familiarinstances are found in 
the history of the Germanic Confederation, the 
United Netherlands, and the Confederacy of Po- 
land. No instance more apposite can be cited 
than that furnished by our own struggle for inde- 
pendence, which was not accomplished without 
the intervention of France. 

Having adverted, sir, to the southern remedy, 


* T'o those who are disposed to follow this branch of the 
discussion, and especially to the Republicans who medi- 
tate the subjugation of the seceding States, { commend the 
essays from Nos. 15 to 20 of the Federalist, both inclusive. 
In denying this power to the Federal Government, Madi- 
son and Hamilton fully concurred. They represented, in 
this opinion, both of the great parties and all the leading 
public men of their day in this country. Who will look 
further for authoritative exposition of the principles and 
faculties of our Government? Hamilton says, (No. 16 :) 

« Even in those confederacies which have been composed 
of members smalier than many of our counties, the princi- 
pic of legislation for sovereign States, supported by military 
coercion, has never been found effectual. lt has rarcly 
been attempted to be employed but against the weaker 
members; and, in niost instances, attempts to coerce the 
refractory and disobedient have been the signals of bloody 
wars, in which one half of the confederacy has displayed 
its banners against the other.”? 

Again: “ Whoever considers the populousness and 
strength of several of these States singly at the present junc- 
ture, and looks forward to what they will become, even at 
the distance of a half a century, will at once dismiss as idle 
and visionary any scheme which aims at regulating their 
movements by laws, to operate upon them in their collect- 
ive capacities, and to be executed by a coercion applicable 
to them in the same capacities. A projectof this kind isa 
little less romantie than the monster-taming spirit attrib- 
uted to the fabulous heroes and demigods of antiquity.” 

And finally: “ If opposition to the national Government 
should arise from the disorderly conduet of refractory or 
seditious individuals, it could be overcome by the same 
means which are daily employed against the same evil 
under the State govermments. The magistracy being 
equally the ministers of the law of the land, from what- 
ever source it might emanate, would doubtless be as ready 
to guard the national as the local regulations from the in- 
roads of private licentiousness. As to those partial com- 
motions and insurrections which sometimes disquiet soci- 
ety from the intrigues of an inconsiderable faction, orfrom 
sudden or occasional ill-humors, that do notinfect the great 


Í body of the community, the General Government could 


command more extensive resources for the suppression of 
disturbances of that kind than would be in the power ofany 
single member. And asto those mortal feuds, which in cer- 
tain conjunctures spread a conflagration through the whole 
nation, or through a very large proportion of it, proceeding 
either from weighty causes of discontent given by the Gov- 
ernment, or from the contagion of some violent popular 
paroxysm, they do not fall within any ordinary rules of cal- 
culation. When they happen they commonly amount to 
revolutions and dismemberment of empire. No form of gov- 
ernment can always either avoid or control them. It is in 
vain to hope to guard against events too mighty for human 
foresight or precaution y and it would be idle to object toa 


|] government because it could not perform, impossibilities.”” 
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and also to the policy of the dominant party in the 
northern States, { will allude to the advice of the 
conservative portion of the northern States. We 
recommend the recognition of all the rights of the 
South, without qualification ; the recognition of the 
equality of the States; non-interference with the 
institution of slavery wherever it exists, or where 
it may be established with the consent of the peo- 
ple in any of the new States to be formed out.of 
the common territory belonging to the Union. 
This is the remedy of justice and conciliation. 

Permit me, before I leave this general view ofour 
situation, to advert to a phrase which expresses, 
somewhat vaguely perhaps, a popular estimate of 
the duty of the Government at thistime. Every- 
body at the North calls for the ‘‘enforcement of 
the laws.” That would be, indeed, desirable. It 
is not less the duty, perhaps, than a necessity of 
Government, because, without the enforcement of 
the laws, Government cannot be said to exist. 
But, sir, this suggestion docs not meet the exist- 
ing state of things, because by the Constitution 
we can only enforce our laws on persons, and by 
means of the magistracy. There are no laws that 
we can enforce againsta State in arms. Laws are 
applicable only to individuals. To bring individ- 
uals within the jurisdiction of law, we must have 
courts and juries; and by the Constitution we must 
deal with offenders in the State where the crime 
iscommitted. You must have a grand jury there 
to find indictments; which you know you have 
not. You must have your courts there before 
which you will arraign offenders; and you have 
no courts. You must impannel a jury of citizens 
‘of the State where the offense was committed; and 
that you cannot do; and if you could, if you had 
all this machinery, where would you find in South 
Carolina, or Georgia, or Louisiana, or any of the 
insurgent States, a jury that would bring in a ver- 
dict of guilty on an indictment for a political 
offense, arising out of the present political troubles? 
Therefore, I say, sir, that the loud demand for 
what is called ‘the enforcement of the laws,” 
however true as an abstraction, however imper- 
ative on the Government, is impracticable and im- 
possible, and therefore wholly unsuited to the 
exigency. 

Let us now return to the course of events at the 
South—for it isthere our immediate danger is to 
be seen. Pending the consideration in Congress of 
the various measures proposed'to restore peace and 
to reéstablish the Government upon secure found- 
ations of popular content, alarming events have 
recently occurred upon the southern coast. We 
are threatened with immediate hostilities, while 
we are deliberating. Should a state of war inter- 
vene, as an incident of secession, provoked by the 
precipitate and unjustifiable action of the local au- 
thorities in these States, all hope of any solution, 
other than such as the sword may provide, must 
be abandoned. It is not yet time to despair of 
some satisfactory basis ofadjustment being agreed 
uponin this Congress; although little, ifany, prog- 
ress has yet been made in the work of reconcili- 
ation, It is, nevertheless, beyond question, too 
soon for South Carolina and Georgia and Flor- 
ida and Louisiana to assume to dictate to the | 
United States the terms upon .which the Confed- | 
eracy is to be dismembered, and to seize upon 
the possessions of the Government which lie 
adjacent to their jurisdiction. The President has 
communicated to Congress the recommendations 
which he has thought it his duty to make. They 
areall that the South could reasonably ask or hope 
to secure. This House has ordered a committee of 
one from each State, to consider the suggestions 
of the President, together with propositions which 
have been presented to the House from the Rep- 
yesentatives of many States. fn another place; 
our colleagues in Congress are occupied assidu- | 
ously with the discussion of the subject, and es- 
pecially the plan of compromise proposed by a dis- 
tinguished southern Senator. The recent speech 
of another distinguished Senator, representing the 
Republican party, and also, as rumor says, called 
to the highest position in the councils of the next 
Administration, authorizes us to expect, before 
many days, a proposition of honorable compro- 
mise from the Cabinet of Mr. Lincoln. Perhaps 
all these hopes may be disappointed—all these | 
labors unavailing. The grave, but welcome, duty | 


to our successors. Possibly, if our patriotism has 
all become provincial, reconciliation isimpossible. 

What, then, is to be done? What is the duty. 
of this Administration and of this Congress? If 
we must abandon all hope from our own exer- 
tions, let us, at least, hand over our trust intact 
to the next Administration. If the next Admin- 
istration, with a majority in both branches of 
Congress, fail, we must await an appeal to the 
people. The Republican party can save the Union 
now, by an honorable compromise, acceptable to 
the border States. If this is withheld, although 
the Union may be yet dismembered, the Confed- 
cracy will be reconstructed upon the ashes of the 
men who destroyed it. Whatis now to be done? 
State after State withdraws its Representatives 
from this Congress, and will soon accredit them 
to the Congress of another confederation. Our 
wisest men fear that no compromise can be per- 
fected in this Congress. The dominant party in 
the Legislatures of most of the eastern, northern, 
and western States have indicated by their ac- 
tion that they will not make the concessions that 
are indispensable to reunion. What, then, I 
repeat, becomes the duty of this Congress and of 
this Administration? I say, for one, that I believe 
that duty to be to preserve the status quo; to main- 
tain the Government; and, as a paramount duty, 
neither to initiate nor to permit aggression, 

But it is an essential condition of this policy 
that the like purpose and the like spirit shall ani- 
mate our southern friends. It will never do, sir, 
for them to protest against coercion, and, at the 
same moment, seize all the arms and arscnals 
and forts and navy-yards and ships within their 
reach; or that may, through our forbearance, fall 
within theirpower. That, sir,isnot and cannot be 
peaceable secession. That would not be preserv- 
ing the status quo. Thesc acts, whensoever or by 
whomsoever done, are in themselves overt acts of 
war. And, sir, when sovercign States, by their 
own deliberate acts, make war, they cannot cry 
peace. When they employ force, they cannot de- 
claim or protest against coercion. The jurisdic- 
tion of the Federal Government in the State of 
South Carolina is one thing; the right of the Fed- 
eral Government to jurisdiction and absolute con- 
trol over its: forts and arsenals and ships-of-war 
and navy-yards is quite a different question. 
However secession may, as a political remedy, 
extend to the territory of South Carolina, or of 
Georgia, or of Virginia, it does not apply to ter- 
ritory which, by their own sovereign acts, they 
have indefeasibly ceded to the Government of the 
United States. The repeal of the ordinance by 
which a State adopted the Constitution, cannot 
undo an absolute cession of territory; all the ter- 
ritory thus acquired, with the consent of the re- 
spective States, was purchased for a fair equiva- 
lent. The sovercign authority of the Government 
of the United States, overall its territorial posses- 
sions within the States, rests upon the uncondi- 
tionaland voluntary grantof exclusive jurisdiction 
by the States in which it was previously vested; 
these States, each for itself, had the sovereign right 
to surrender this jurisdiction, pro tanto, or to re- 
serve it. Once ceded by the act of the State, itis 
relinquished forever, and can only be regained 
with the consent of the Government of the United 
States. 

I am arguing this question, Mr. Chairman, on 


| the premises assumed by the seceding States, and 


which they affirm to be indisputable. They were 
always sovercign. ‘The Constitution recognizes 
their sovereign right to grant, or to refuse to grant, 
to the United States, exclusive jurisdiction over 
these fortified places. They have made the grant 


absolutely and withoutcondition. Now, sir, when | 


a sovereign State, by its own act, Whether by law, 
or by treaty, or by grant, cedes unalterably a piece 
of territory, whether large or small, whether for 
a fortress, or an arsenal, or a city, she cannot re- 
call the cession—she cannot undo the grant. No 
matter what changes she may have the right to 
make in her political condition, they can never 
retroact upon or annul a cession of property, ju- 
risdiction, or territorial control, made to another 
sovereign State. To do it is a flagrant act of war. 

Now, there is the case, stated with whatever 
accuracy I can command, with regard to the forts, 


arsenals, navy-yards, and public buildings, be- į 


of pacification may, after all, unavoidably go over || longing to the Government of the United States, 


which we hold in the States. Let it be said, if. 
you please, that the Government is only a trus- 
tee. Itis the trustee for thirty-three. States, not 
for one; and no one of the States: can seize: the. 
common property of all, divest the trustee of con-: 
trol, and oust all the ether associates.of right, 
power, and possession. Such a proposition. is 
subversive of all thelaw of nations; it is monstrous. 
in jurisprudence, in morals, and in politics. Jt is: 
utterly untenable and indefensible. ey 
I trust, therefore, sir, that.this question will 
not be misunderstood by the southern States... I 
hope they will not precipitate upon the General 
Government the issue of war in defense of.itsin- 
contestable right, and in the discharge. of an un- 
doubted duty to hold each and every one of these 
fortified places, provided for the common defense 
of this country. . And, sir, it is there, and there 
alone, that, at this time, the danger of a collision 
lies; it is upon this issue that, if civil war is be- 
gun, the first battle will be fought. we 
Sir, it would be difficult to imagine graver errors 
than have been committed in the ragh seizure of 
these fortifications, arid the appropriation. of: the 
public property. Remember that these attacks 
and these seizures have been made notwithstand- 
ing the solemn declaration by the President of the 


. United States that he did not possess the right to 


employ, and should not attempt to use, coercion 
upon a sovereign State. No. State has been as- 
sailed or menaced; no ship-of-war threatened: any 
of their harbors; no military force was sent within 
their borders; and therefore it cannot be said that 
these seizures were made to secure the means of 
protection against invasion. 

Remember, sir, the course of events. South 
Carolina called a convention for the purpose of 
taking steps to secede from the Union. No inter~ 
ference from any quarter hindered that measure. 
No interference from the Executive or from Con- 
gress. The convention was held and the ordinance 
of secession passed. No interference yet—none 
whatever. No naval force, no military force sent 
for any purpose of coercion, The Legislature of 
South Carolina organizes an army. No legisla- 
tive or Executive interference on the part of the 
General Government. The act of secession from, 
its inception to its completion was rendered 
perfect as human agency could make it, and lo 
interference was attempted by the executive or le- 
gislative departments of the Government, There- 
fore, in no sense was South Carolina menaced. 
What next? South Carolina sent three com- 
missioners here to treat for the acquisition of the 
forts in the harbor of Charleston, and the public 
establishments belonging to the United States, 
within its boundaries. Pending negotiations, all 
the unprotected forts, the arsenal, and the public 
buildings, were taken and occupied by the author- 
ities of South Carolina. If they belonged to her, 
why did she come here to negotiate for them? If 
they did not belong to her, to take them was an 


| act of spoliation—an act of war. The commis- 


sioners, who had evidently studied diplomacy in 
the school of Sir Patrick O’Plenipo, lost their tem- 
per, and terminated their negotiation suddenly in 
a note, which was returned to them by the Pres- 
ident as impertinent. 

The transfer of sixty men from one possession 
of the United States to another, as a measure of 
security for themselves against the threats of a 
State, seems, however, to have been sufficient to 
arouse the apprehensions not only of South Car- 
olina, but of all the adjacent States. The mere 
change of position of a handful of men, menaced 
with attack, from an army, was assumed to be a 
declaration of war by the Federal Government. 

What next? The forces of South Carolina 
assault and take Castle Pinckney and Fort Moul- 
trie. With all the pomp and circumstance of 
war, the battalions of South Carolina, duly pro- 
vided with scaling ladders, battle-axes, and pon- 
toons, march in grim array to the assault of these 
fortifications—the clear and indisputable property 
and domain of the United States. Defended, or 
rather occupied, only by an omnibus load of la- 
borers, the capture does not prove as difficult in 
exccutionasit wasrecklessin conception. The pal- 
metto flagis inaugurated with blank cartridges, and 
the stars and stripes are transferred to Fort Sum- 
ter—a strong place defended bya noble soldier— 
where neither the flag nor its defenders have been 
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disturbed. Even yet, the President and Congress 
forbear to:resort to measures either of retaliation 
or of punishment, or even to recover-possession 
of the strongholds upon which an inexcusable 
trespass has been ‘committed. 
UWhatmext?. The-fortifications in the vicinity 
of Georgia, Louisiana,and Floridaare seized and 
held by the militia: of those States, acting, it is 
understood; by. the authority of the Governors of 
those States, although without the sanction of the 
people expressed either in Legislatures or con- 
ventions. These places are held by force in con- 
tempt of the authority of the United States. These 
acts-are strictly seditious proceedings; insurrec- 
tions against the Government, differing only from 
the lawless disturbances of the public peace bya 
‘mob; in this: that they are of greater enormity, 
because perpetrated by men clothed with color of 
authority;and holding responsible and respectable 
public stations. And these offenses against hw 
and order, and the public peace and safety, are 
suffered to. pass by a lenient Government without 
punishment. The events of the following week 
proved that forbearance was misconstrued into 
timidity, and the indulgence extended to infatua- 
tion was made the shield to cover outrage with 
impunity: : i ne 
‘Whatinext? An unarmed vessel of commerce, 
chartered by the Government as a transport-ship, 
appears in the waters of Charleston, bearing dis- 
patches, provisions, and men to a place within the 
unquestionable jurisdiction of the Federal Govern- 
ment of the United States. ‘The American flag is 
flying atthe masthead of the Star of the West, and 
ag.she approaches the harbor, while in sight of the 
fortifications belonging to this Government, the 
official character of the ship being well known, the 
authorities of South Carolina, through their mil- 
itary forces, opened a fire upon that defenseless 
ship, and compelled her to retire and abandon the 
peaceful and legitimate mission in which she was 
-éngaged. Now, sir; that was an act of war, un- 
qualified war.: Had such an offense been perpe- 
trated by any forcign Power, it would have roused 
every man in this nation: it would have elicited 
from every patriot in this House a loud and earn- 
est protest, and an appeal for all the measures 
necessary to rpa the insult and avenge the wrong. 
It was, sir, I repeat, an act of naked, unmiu- 
gated war. : Happily—thanks! eternal thanks! to 
the moderation and the noble magnanimity of Ma- 
jor Anderson—it was not so treated by him. He 
remembered that it was done by his fellow-coun- 
trymen; that it was done by men excited and mis- 
led by their passions, and their own anomalous 
political condition. Fle paused, with cannon in 
position and the torch lighted. He referred the 
transaction to his Government. Had he employed 
the“ discretion vested in every commander of a 
fortress, when he saw a ship, with his own flag 
floating. over it, with defenseless men upon its 
deck, fired upon without excuse or provocation, 
he would have been justified in punishing this 
insult by laying Charleston in ashes; and had he 
done.so, civilization would have approved the act. 
No-man, looking at the duty of Major Anderson, 
and looking at the responsibility and obligation 
of his position, could have censured the most sig- 
nal vindication of the honor of the flag which his 
sword and his life were pledged to maintain. But 
it was not done; and thank Heaven it was not 
done. Itis another instance of the forbearance, 
not only of the General Government, but of the 
people, that his magnanimjty is universally com- 
mended, and is known to be sanctioned without 
reserve by the Administration. Yet the attack 
upon tha! ship was none the less an offense; it 
was none the less an act of war; it was none the 
less the initiation of a policy which, if persisted 
in, must inevitably bring on the conflict which 
we all so much deprecate. It must result in the 
employment of force to protect the rights and the 
property and the honor of this country; and it 
must. forever make impossible that recognition 
of a common destiny in a reunited Confederacy, 


which; fromonecnd of theland tothe other, seems | 


the onfy possible ek left to the patriot in the 
existing exigency. Sir, you could not—I have 


said it before, and I repeat it now—you could not |; 


recruita regiment that would ever march from the 
frontier of New York into any southern State for 
the purpose of employing coercion upon its peo- 


ple in the exercise of their legitimate political 
rights. Never, never! But the men of New York 
would go in untold thousands anywhere to pro- 
tect the flag of their country, and to maintain its 
legitimate authority. : 

Here, then, E ask your attention once more.to 
the great and cardinal distinction between the em- 
ployment of force upon a sovereign State to com- 
pel the abandonment of proper measures within 
its legitimate. jurisdiction to obtain a redress of 
grievances, or to secure independence; and the 
employment of force in defense of the indisputa- 
ble right and jurisdiction of the United States, 
where that jurisdiction has been established. ir- 
revocably by the act of the seceding State itself. 
When the Constitution was formed, it was pro- 
posed to allow the General Government, without 
restriction, to acquire. property in the States for 
the erection of fortifications, and the establishment 
of arsenals, navy-yards, or for any other military 

urpose. In the debates on that article, it was 
insisted that the power was too broad, and that 
it was necessary it should be limited by the inser- 
tion of a clause making the consent of the several 
States indispensable to the exercise of the power. 
Such a qualification was inserted, I think, upon the 
‘motion of Mr. Gerry. In that form it was adopted 
unanimously, by the vote of every State in the 
Confederacy. Accordingly, sir, the States where 
these works of defense are located, have, in pur- 
suance of that clause in the Constitution, given 
their consent to the purchase of the property; and 
have ccded forever, by their own sovercign will, 
exclusive jurisdiction to the Federal Government 
over all these fortified places. 

Now, sir, it is well understood that the military 
plan of defenses in this country has not been con- 
sidered with reference only to the protection of the 
locality where the work may be placed, butit is a 
great national system of defense, in which all these 
fortified places bearan important relation, notonly 
to local security, but to the common defense of the 
nation. Virginia or New York have an equal in- 


ron and commerce in the Gulf of Mexico; or in 
Fortress Monroe, which protects the Capitol where 
we are legislating; orin Fort Sumter, which is an 
equally important strategic position. New York 
has interests no less than South Carolina, or Geor- 
gia, or Florida, in each and all of these defenses, 


the North would be insecure if their vast shipping 
in the Gulf trade had no protection from a squad- 
ron which would find a support and a basis of 
operations at Pensacola. It is as essential to us as 
Gibraltar is to the British flect in the Mediterra- 
nean, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Several MEMBERS. 


The gentleman’s hour 
We want to hear the con- 


fore move that his time be extended, 

An extension of time was unanimously granted. 

Mr. SICKLES, I thank the House. 

TYoresume. Iamstrongly impressed, Mr.Chair- 
man, with the correctness of the views I have 
presented, when I recur to the very eloguent and 
cogent argument of the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Garyerr.] In his observations yesterday 
i on the subject of blockades, he adverted to the 
possibility that the Federal Government might 
bloekade one or more of the southern ports, as a 
restrictive measure, and one of a series of coercive 


attempt were made, that England and France, 


terfere and compel us to open the southern ports. 
I maintain that the argument which the gentle- 
man addressed against blockades is the most un- 


frame against the surrender of our forts. If it be 
possible for the contingency to happen, that the 


to our shores to interfere with the assertion of our 
jurisdiction, would it not be worse than madness 
for us to surrender the fortified places, which alone 
: would enable us to assert and maintain our inde- 
pendence? Whatever may be our views upon the 
right of peaceable secession, whatever we- may 


| anticipate as the future of this exigency, we yet 


‘have our political position to maintain as a great į 


terest in Fort Pickens, which protects our squad- | 


and in the navy-yardand forts at Pensacola, which | 
have also beenseized. Thecommercial interests of 


clusion of the gentleman’s argument; and there- |! 


procecdings; and he admonished us, if ‘such an ! 


unable to do without southern cotton, would in- | 


answerable reason which human wisdom could | 


commercial nation.. The commercial clement of 
this country is in the North and West, and not 
in the South. The South must always be essen- 
tially an agricultural community, and can never 
be a military, naval, or commercial Power. 
Wealso have our paramountduty of self-defense 
to perform; and these posts, these fortified places 
and navy-yards, are indispensable for the protec- 
tion of our political position against the eventu- 
alities which secession will bring with it. These 
fortified places are of a thousand times more im- 
portance with secession an accomplished and irre- 
versible fact, than if it had never been contem- 
plated. There is no probability of foreign inter- 
vention without secession. ith the establish- 
ment of a southern confederacy itis inevitable. -I 
submit, therefore, that these considerations prove 
it.to be our imperative duty to hold these places, 
under all circumstances. This necessity should 
admonish the southern population, which I be- 
lieve sincerely desires to prevent war, that they 
can never be permitted to hold possessions which 
are neccssary to maintain the -integrity of this 
continent against foreign intervention or control. 
Our own statute-books are full of precedents to 
justify us in asserting more than the right to hold 
these fortified places. In 1811-12, Congress, by 
the votes of large majorities, in which southern 
men united, determined to take possession of the 
country west of the Mississippi, and also of the 
Floridas. And this was because their occupation 
was essential to our political safety—to our terri- 
torial protection, The statesmen of the South are 
committed to the recognition of the right and duty 
of this Government to hold any part of their terri- 
tory, as a matter of protective policy. Our own 
history is full of precedents for it. The history 
ofevery free and great people furnishes precedents 
for similar measures of security. The absolute 
rights of the nation coincide with its necessary and 
obvious policy. Our duty is, then, plain and un- 
alterable. We must maintain all our rights. No 
foreign Power can be permitted to intervene be- 
tween the seceding States and this Government, 
nor to exercise any protectorate over them, or to 
hold any of our forts, or to occupy any portion of 
the territory hitherto within our limits. : 
The interests of civilization, the obligations of 
international law, and the prosperity of European 
trade and commerce, forbid the hostile interven- 
tion of any European Power in a controversy 
between the General Government and the south- 
ern States. Yet it is a fact, of which we must 
not be unmindful, that the Governments of Eu- 
rope are in the hands of aristocracies, jealous of 
our progress, and fearful of the influence of our 
success upon their own political system. The 
Cabinets of France and England would be in- 
clined to seek any opportunity which might be 
legitimately afforded to them, to promote the dis- 
memberment of our Confederacy. Lord Pal- 
merston, in his well known antipathy to this coun- 
try, only represents the real sentiments of the 
governing class in England. The intimate relations 
which in earlier times existed between France 
and America, are traditions which Louis Napo- 
leon has taken no pains to remember or preserve. 
That one or the other would desire to form an 
alliance with a southern confederacy, is beyonda 
doubt. It might be difficult to unite both insuch 
a scheme of policy. And it would remain for 
our diplomatists to avail themselves of the jeal- 
ousy which exists between England and France, 
to detach one or the other from a hostile combi- 
nation against us; and thus employ the power of 
one to prevent the intervention of either, 
And here let me enter my. protest, as an Amer- 
ican, against the inference which so many willbe 


| prompt to accept from the possible dismember- 


ment of this Confederacy, that republican insti- 
tutions have failed. IJtis not so. When such an 
event shall happen, it will prove only that our 


| Union of States embraced an antagonistical ele- 
navies of France and England are to be brought || 
| publican theory of labor. 
| from originating with the Republic, was inherited 


ment which could not coéxist with a purely re- 
This element, so far 


from Spain and France and England, and by 
them ingrafted upon our aboriginal, social, and 
political organization. The present controversy 
has not arisen out of any defect in our form of 
Government, nor does it furnish the least proof 
that the institutions which have contributed so 
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much to our signal advancement in civilization 
and power, are not equally adapted to promote 
the same results in two or three independent con- 
federacies, each embracing a homogeneous pop- 
ulation and congenial interests. If anything were 
needed to show that the disaffection in the south- 
ern States finds no origin in a distrust of the adap- 
tation of free institutions to their peculiar condi- 
tion, it is to be seen in the fact that none of them 
propose to make any radical change in their State 
constitutions or laws; and with common accord, 
they all suggest the existing Constitution of the 
United States as the basis of the contemplated 
southern confederation. It is not difficult, I ac- 
knowledge, to foresee the ultimate changes which 

robable events might render unavoidable in the 
institutions of a southern confederacy composed 
exclusively of slaveholding States. The necessity 
of large standing armies, the exigencies of defense 
and internal security, would hasten its tendencies 
towards consolidation; the independence of the 
States would be merged; universal suffrage would 
soon be abandoned; and the Government would, 
in the end, yield to the control of an aristocracy, 
partly military, but mainly directed by the small 
class in whom would be united the possession of 
all the capital and all the labor. Whatever may 
be the issue of existing complications, the Re- 
public of the United States is imperishable. It 
will survive all the dangers which now assail it. |' 
Tt will vindicate the faith in humanity upon which 
it reposes. It will fulfill its destiny in the devel- 
opment of an ameliorated system of institutions 
and laws, which recognize the equality of all citi- 
zens composing the Commonwealth. 

It is my hope that these disastrous events may 
go no further; and that no necessity for the em- 
ployment of force, in any form whatever, may be 
imposed upon the General Government by the 
belligerent action. of the States. But whatever 
may be the issue of events—whether, happily, 
by conciliation and justice to the South, we may 
find an honorable and fraternal solution of our 
difficulties, or whether, unhappily, we blindly drift 
into alienation, war, and irrevocable separation— 
the great commercial interests of this country re- 
quire, the destiny of American civilization de- 
mands, that the political and territorial control of 
this continent, from the mouth of the Hudson to 
the mouth of the Mississippi, from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific seas, shall remain where it now is— 
in the hands of the Government of the United 
States. In all the partisan issues between the 
South and the Republican party, the people of the 
city of New York are with the South; but when 
the South makes an untenable issue with our 
country, when the flag of the Union is insulted, 
when the fortified places provided for the common 
defense are assaulted and seized, when the South 
abandons its northern allies for English and 
French codperation, then the loyal and patriotic 

opulation of that imperial city are a unit for the 
nion. 
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SPEECH OF HON. L. W. POWELL, 
OF KENTUCKY, 


In THE SENATE, January 22, 1861. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, having re- 


sumed the consideration of the joint resolution proposing |; 


certain amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States— 

Mr. POWELL said: 

Mr. Preswwent: From the commencement of 
this session, I have steadily advocated every | 
measure that has been proposed which, in my | 
judgment, was calculated to restore peace to this | 
distracted country. I heartily desire the preser- 
vation of this system of Government, and that the 
constitutional Union of our fathers may be trans- 
mitted to those who are to come afterus. It has 
been well said, by more Senators than onc, that 
the Union could not be saved by eulogies. In that, | 
I most heartily concur. I shall indulge in no spe- | 
cial eulogy on the Union. The rapid growth of | 
our country, the prosperity, contentment, and 


happiness of our people; our rapid advancement | 
in agriculture, manufactures, commerce, art, sci- | 
ence, in all its industrial pursuits, and in all the 
arts of peace, must be eulogy sufficient. Ido not | 


conceive, sir, that the difficulties by which we are 
now surrounded arise so much from a defect in 
our system of Government, as from a wild, fan- 
atical spirit that scems for a time to have over- 
thrown the reasons of men, and perverted that 
system. The Constitution, as interpreted by the 
Republican party, instead of being a shield for 
our defense, is used as an instrument for the de- 
struction of our rights of property in the common 
territory of the Union. For the first forty years 
of our Government, the rights of our people were 
everywhere maintained under the Constitution. 
Indeed, in those earlier and better days of the 
Republic, so light were the exactions the Govern- 
ment made on the people, and so ample the pro- 
tection it afforded to persons and property evcry- 
where, that we scarcely knew we had a Govern- 
ment, save from the benefits we enjoyed. And 
such now, sir, would be the happy condition of 
the country if all political parties would in good 
faith execute the Constitution as it has been cx- 
pounded by the Supreme Court of the United 
tates. 

My distinguished and learned friend from Texas 
[Mr. Wierax} the other day twitted me with 
being a Union-saver. I will say to that distin- 
guished Senator that if I could be in the slightest 
degree instrumental in arresting the dangers by 
which we are surrounded, in restoring peace, har- 
mony, and unity to this distracted people, and in 
transmitting to those who are to come aftewus the 
constitutional Union of our fathers, I would be 
most happy. I would desire no honor more 
permanent or lasting. would covet no brighter 
or more enduring fame. 

I announced to the Senate at the commence- 
ment of the session that, in my opinion, unequiv- 
ocal constitutional guarantees were the only rem- 
edies that would save this Union from speedy 
dissolution. Events that have transpired since 
that time have confirmed me in that belief. I then 
declared that delay in a crisis like this was equiv- 
alent to destruction. It now looks to me more 
like criminality, In the presence of the moment- 
ous events by which we are surrounded, we 
should act promptly on the various propositions 
for adjustment before the Senate. If we are un- 
able to agree” upon a plan of adjustment, let the 
country know it. 1 confess that the action of Sen- 
ators on the committee of thirteen, and the dec- 
larations of Senators on this floor, have caused 
me to have but little hope that Congress will do 
anything that will restore harmony to our dis- 
tracted country. 

Without further preface, Mr. President, I will 
proceed at once to the consideration of the amend- 
ments proposed to the Constitution by my dis- 
tinguished colleague. I shall endeavor briefly to 
meet the objections made to them, and to state to 
the Senate the reasons why I think they should 
be adopted by gentlemen on both sides of this 
Chamber. If adopted, I believe they would re- 
store peace to this country. The first article is 
the one that I apprehend will be most difficult of 
solution. It isthe one touching the Territories of 
the United States, and African slavery in those 
Territorics. This article proposes that— 


In all territory of the United States, now held or hereafter 
acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30/, slavery or invol- 


untary servitude, except asa punishment for crime, is pro i 


hibited while such territory shall remain under territorial 
government. In all the territory, now heid or hereafter to 
be acquired, south of said Jine of Jatitude, slavery of the 
African race is hereby recognized as existing, and shall not 
be interfered with by Congress; but shall be protected as 
property by all the departments of the territorial government 
during its continnane 
south of said line, within such boundaries as Congress may 
prescribe, shall contain the population requisite for a mem- 
ber of Congress, according to the then Federal ratio of rep- 
resentation of the people of the United States, it shall, if 
itsform of government be republican, be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, with or 
without slavery, as the constitution of such new State may 


| provide. 


In proceeding to the discussion of this propo- 
sition, I would ask if the disposition it proposes | 
to make of the territories of the Union is not just 
and equitable to the free States? It is admitted į 
by all that the territories of the Union are the 
common property of the people of all the States. | 
If acquired by purchase, they were bought out ef | 
the common fund ofall the people. If acquired | 
by conquest, every part of the country contrib- 
uted its share of the men and treasure that carried | 


and when any territory, north or | 


| 


onthe war. Sofar as a very large portion of these 
territories is concerned—that which was acquired 
from Mexico—the gallant State that-I have the 
honor in part to represent contributed three‘times 
more men than all New England. `I suppose that 
arose from the fact that it was nearer the seat of 
war. : peA e 
On the subjectof the division of the territories; 
Iwill state a few historical facts, which will show 
how the territories have been divided between the 
free and the slave States of this Union... Whew 


.the peace of 1783 ~vas made, the States north of 


Mason and Dixon’s line had an area of one huti- 
dred and sixty-four thousand square miles. The 
States south of that line had an area of six hun- 
dred thousand square miles. In 1787, Virginia 
ceded the vast territory northwest of the Ohio to 
the United States, and slavery or involuntary ser- 
vitude was prohibited therein. That being taken 
from the territory then belonging to the slave 
States, gave the ascendency to the free States. By 
the acquisition of Louisiana, of Florida; and of 
Texas, the area of the slave States was greatly in- - 
creased. The area of the free and slave States, as 
at present organized, is about the same, each con- 
taining about eight hundred and sixty thousand 
square miles. What isthe extent of the territory 
about which we are now contending? I have an 
accurate tabular statement furnished me by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, show- 
ing the area in square miles of the part north and 
elie part south of the parallel of 360 30’ north lat- 
itude: 


Statement of the surface of each Territory in the 
United States, showing the part north and the part 
soulh of the parallel of 36© 30" north latitude. 


North South | 
itory. Whole A 
Territory. Siate. ör parallei £ arale] 
Sg. miles. | Sq. miles. | Sq. miles. 
Kansas ..ceeeeees 126,283 126,283 - 
Nebraska........ 342,438 342,438 - 
Minnesota......- 81,960 81,960 - 
Wasbington...... 193,071 193,071 - 
New Mexico.....) 256,309 40,629 215,680 
Uth ececcceccece 220,196 220,196 - ; 
Indian....... 2... 67,020 16,730 50,290 
1,287,277 | 1,021,307 265,970 


We have now in the territories of the United 
States one million two hundred and eighty-seven 
thousand two hundred and seventy-seven square 
miles. North of the line proposed to. be estab- 
lished by this amendment, there are one million 
twenty-one thousand three hundred and seven 
square miles; south of that line there are only 
two hundred and sixty-five thousand nine hun- 
dred and seventy square miles. Thus you see, 
that under and by virtue of this article, should 
it be adopted, the North will get nearly four times 
as much territory as the South; and while they 
get nearly four times in quantity, they will get 
more than ten times in value; for it is well-known 
that all the rich territory of Kansas, of Nebraska, 
and all the land embraced in the territorics that 
are watered by the Mississippiand Missouri rivers 
and,their tributaries, and the land in Washington 
Territory, bounded by the Pacifie, goes: to the 
North, while there is given to the South the arid, 
barren Territory of New Mexico, containing very 
little fertile land and utterly destitute of navigable 
rivers, 

By reference to the tabular statement just read, 
I find that forty thousand six hundred and twenty- 
nine square miles of the Territory of New Mexico 
lies north of latitude 36° 30’. So far, then, from 
increasing the area of slave territory, itis dimin- 
ished forty thousand six hundred and twenty-nine 
square miles. The North gains that much by the 
adoption of this article, for it is well known that 
slavery exists and is recognized and protected by 
law in New Mexico. Then, by the adoption of 
this article, we do not alter the status of slavery 
upon a foot of the territory of the United States 
south of the parallel 360 30’; but we absolutely 
surrender forty thousand six hundred and twenty- 
nine square miles of slave territory—anareaalmost 
as great as the empire State of New York—to the 
North. 

It will be seen, by reference to the tabular state- 
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Ment heretofore read, that fifty thousand. two 
hundred and ninety square.miles of the Territory 
estimated. as lying south of the parallel’ 36° 30’ is 
embxaced in the Indian territory. ‘This territory: 
has: been set apart to. the Indians who are becom- 
ingeivilized.. The United States have agreed, by | 
treaty. stipulations, that the’ land in the Indian 
territory shall‘in no future time, without the con- 


limits or jurisdiction of any State or Terri- 
Slavery, However, exists in the Indian 
tory, andis recognized and protected by law. 
When- youdeduct the fifty thousand two hundred 
and ninety. square miles embraced in the Indian 
territory, we have only two hundred and fifteen 
thousand six hundred and eighty square miles 
south of the: parallel of 360 30’ which would be 
subjectte occupancy by the South with their prop- 
erty, if thie amendment to the Constitution were 
adopted. : 

This article: has been objected to because it 
applies to. after-acquired territory. I think it is 
eminently proper that it should apply to after- 
acquired territory. Senators, if we settle this 
matter at all, let ùs do it in such a manner as will 
quidtit forever. Let us put this vexcd territorial 
and negro question, so far as the Territories of the 
Confederacy are.concerned, forever without these 
Halls. Any otheradjustment would be idle, futile, 
and unwise.. For forty years, this question has 
agitated and harassed the people of this country. 
In‘ 1820;:in the difficulties that grew out of the 
admission of Missouri, it deeply agitated the pub- 
lic mind and threatened the disruption of the Gov- 

‘ernment. Again, in 1850, we were as deeply agi- 
‘tated from the same cause. And why? Because 
the “compromises of that day did not go to the 
root of the evil. If constitutional amendments, 
instead of statutes, had been resorted to in 1820, 
orin 1850, we would not now be surrounded by 
difficulties that threaten to disrupt and forever 
destroy the Government and ingulf us all ina 
‘common ruin, 
i: It has-been, stated that the application of this 
article to after-acquired territory would create a 
desire on the part of the southern people to filli- 
buster south, and to absorb Mexico, seize the 
Island of Cuba, and other regions south, and 
bring them ultimately into the Union as slave 
States. Senators, allow me, with great deference, 
to say that that position is not well taken. How 
do you acquire territery? You can only do it 
under our.system of Governmentin two modes— 
by the admission of new States by Congress, or 
by treaty. -I ask you if the South has the power 
to admit new States into this Union without the 
concurrence and the consent of the Representa- 
tives ofthe North? You now have, in this Cham- 
ber, six majority from the free States. Ere long, 
perhaps in less than three days, you will have 
eight, by the admission of Kansas; and soon after, 
Nebraska, Washington, and other Territories, will 
be admitted as free States, which will increase 
your majority. There is no Territory south out of 
which we could -possibly form: more than one or 
tvoslave States. While you have a majority here 
that would:prevent the admission of a new State 
without your assent, you have, in the other branch 
of Congress, a majority now of over fifty from 
the free States; and when the apportionment shall 
come to be made under the census of 1860, your 
majority in that branch will be greatly increased. 
Could-we acquire territory by treaty without your 
consent? Why, sir, you know that every treaty 
must be confirmed by two thirds of the Senate. 
You havea majority now of six; and is there any | 
danger that we shall acquire future territory by a 
vote of two thirds of this Senate, unless it meet 
“the. approbation of our brethren of the North? 
Certainly not. That objection, then, as I before 
said, I hold to be badly taken. It is really worth- 
less. When properly considered, it amounts to 
nothing. 

It is objected to because it recognizes slavery. 
Tconceive that that objection is equally untenable; 
for I hold that the present Constitution recognizes 
that institution. It is a fact that is indisputable, 
that under the law of nations, at the time of the 
formation of this Government, slaves were recog- 


nized as property throughout Christendom. AH |j 


the great Powers held slave colonies, to wit: 
France, Spain, and England. Upon that subject | 


} I have a decision of the High Court of Admiralty, 


pronounced by Sir William Scott, that I think is 
conclusive. I will ask my friend from Missouri 
to read it. f 

Mr. SUMNER. What is the name of the 
case? 3 

Mr. POWELL. Itis the case of Le Louis, 2 
Dodson. The court, speaking of slavery and the 
slave trade, said. 

Mr. GREEN read, as follows: 


“ It [the court] must look to the legal standard of moral- 
ity; and upon a question of this nature, that standard must 
be found in the law of nations, as fixed and evidenced by 
general and ancient and admitted practice, by treaties, and 
by the general tenor of the jaws and ordinances, and the 
forma] transactions of civilized States; and looking to those 
authorities, 1 find a difficulty in maintaining thatthe traffic 
is legally criminal. : 

“Let me not be misunderstood, or misrepresented, as a 
professed apologist for this practice, when I state facts 
which no man can deny; that personal slavery arising out 
of forcible captivity is coeval with the earliest periods of 
the history of mankind; that it is found existing—and, as 
far as appears, without animadversion—in the earliest and 
most authentic records of the human race; that it is rec- 
ognized by the codes of the most polished nations of an- 
tiquity ; that, under the light of Christianity itself, the pos- 
session of persons so acquired has been in every civilized 
country invested with the character of property, and se- 
cured as such by all the protections of law; that solemn 
treaties have been framed and national monopolies eagerly 
sought, to facilitate and extend the commerce in this as- 
serted property; and all this, with all the sanctions of law, 
public and municipal, and without any opposition, except 
the protests of a few private moralists, little heard and less 
attende to, in every country, till within these very few 
years, in this particular country. If the matter rested here, 
I fear it would have been deemed a most extravagant as- 
sumption in any court of the law of nations to pronounce 
that this practice, the tolerated, the approved, the encour- 
aged object of law, ever since man became subject to law, 
was prohibited by that law, and was legally criminal. But 
the matter docs not rest here. Within these few years a 
considerable change of opinion has taken place, particu- 
larly in thiseountry. Formal declarations have been made, 
and Jaws enacted in reprobation of this practice ; and pains, 
ably and zealously conducted, have been taken to induce 
other countrics to follow the example, but at present with 
insufficient effect; for there are nations which adhere to 
the practice under all the encouragement which their own 
laws can give it. What is the doctrine of our courts, of the 
law of nations, relative to them? Why, that their practice 
is to be respected; that their slaves, if taken, are to be 
restored to them ; andif not taken under innocent mistake, 
are to be restored with costs and damages. All this, surely, 
upon the ground that such conduct on the part of any State 
is no departure from the law of nations ; because if it were, 
no such respect could be allowed to it upon an exemption 
of its own making, for no nation can privilege itself to com- 
mit a crime against the Jaw of nations by a mere munici- 
pal regulation of its own. And if our understanding and 
administration of the law of-nations be, that cvery nation, 
independently of treaties, retains alegal right to carry on this 
traftic, and thatthe trade carried on under that authority is 
to be respected by all tribunals, foreign as well as dowes- 
tic, it is not easy to find any consistent grounds on which 
to maintain that the traffic, according to our views of that 
law, is criminal.”—English Admiralty Reports, vol. 2. pp. 
250, 251. 

Mr. POWELL. Upon the proposition stated, 
that authority is too clear and explicit to need 
comment. I have another vase in the King’s 
Bench, decided in 1820, and reported in the third 
volume of Barnwelland Alderson’s Reports—the 
case of Madrazo vs. Willes. In that case, Mr. 
Justice Best said: 

“tis clear from these authorities that the slave trade 
was not condemned by the law of nations.”—3 Barnwell 
and Alderson, p. 359, 


It is clear, then, Senators, upon the authoritics 
I have adduced—and I could have had abundant 
authority from the elementary books, if I had 
chosen to refer to them, but I preferred to present 
the adjudications of the law of nations from the 
courts of Great Britain, one opinion delivered in 
1817, and the other in 1820—that the condition ot 
slavery was recognized by English courts. 

At the time of the formation of this Govern- 
ment, all the colonies recognized property in 
slaves, and treated them as articles of commerce 
and merchandise. 
tion, which formed the Articles of Confederation, 
you will find that property in slaves was clearly 
and explicitly recognized. In the debates in the 
convention that formed the present Constitution, 
Mr. Elbridge Gerry, a delegate from Massachu- 
setts, and others, clearly and distinctly stated that 
slaves were property. In the Constitution itself, 
property in slaves is most clearly recognized, not 
only in that clause which declares that “ no per- 
son held to service or labor in one State under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in 
consequence of any law or regulation therein, be 
discharged from such service or labor, but shall 


In the debate in the conven- | 


be delivered up on claim of the party to whom 
such service or labor may be due,” but in that 
other clause of the Constitution which declared 
that the slave trade should not. be prohibited 
by Congress for twenty years, clearly treating 
slaves as property, as articles.of commerce and 
traffic; and allow me to say that that clause was 
put in the Constitution by the vote of Massachu- 
setts, with Carolina and Georgia, and against the 
earnest protest of Virginia. At that time.our 
Massachusetts friends did not think there was no 
property in slaves. When it comportéd with 
their interest, they strenuously contended that the 
right to traffic in them should be allowed for 
twenty years, and that Congress should not pro- 
hibit it. The Constitution, in my judgment, is 
clear and explicit upon that point; and the view I 
take of it has certainly been held by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and by the highest ju- 
dicial tribunals of many of the States of this Union. 
In the celebrated Dred Scott decision, Judge Ta- 
ney says: . 

“ Now, as we have already said in an earlier part of this 
opinion, upon a different point, the right of property in a 
slave is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitu- 
tion. The right to trafie in it, like an ordinary article of 
merchandise and property, was guarantied to the citizens 
of the United States, in every State that might desire it, 
for twenty years. And the Government, in express terms, 
is pledged to protect it in all future time, if the slave cs- 
capes from his owner. This is done in plain words—too 
plain to be misunderstood. And no word can be found in 
the Constitution which gives Congress a greater power 
over slave property, or which entitles property of that kind 
to less protection, than property of any other description. 
The only power conferred is the power coupled with. the 
duty of guarding and protecting the owner in his rights.” 

Could language be more explicit? If the Con- 
stitution is as it has been expounded by the most 
august judicial tribunal in the land, then the arti- 
cle which is now under consideration does not 
change the present Constitution so far as it relates 
to the recognition of property in slaves. I havea 
further authority on the subject.. In the second 
volume of Pickering’s Massachusetts Reports, in 
the case of the Commonwealth vs. Griffith, Chief 
Justice Parker says, speaking of the Constitution 
of the United States: 

“ Thatinsuument was a compromise. Tt was a compact 
by which all are bound. We are to consider, then, what 
was the intention of the Constitution, The words of it 
were used out of delicacy, so as not to offend some in the 
convention whose feelings were abhorrent to slavery; but 
we there entered into an agreement that slaves should be 
considered as property. Slavery would still have continued 
if no Constitution had been made.”’—Pickering’s Reports, 
vol. 2, p. 19. 

_ Chief Justice Parker declares, as explicitly as 
itis possible for him to do, that slaves, under the 


! Constitution of the United States, were consid- 


ered as property. The Federalist, I believe, has 
been held, by all men of all parties, to be a most 


| faithful exposition of the Constitution by those 


who formed it. In No. 54 of the Federalist, writ- 
ten by Mr. Madison, whose authority is often 
quoted to prove that the Constitution does not 
recognize slavery, I find this: 

“<The Federal Constitution, therefore, decides with great 
propricty on the case of our slaves, when it views them in 
the mixed character of persons and of property.” 


The authorities I have adduced, when taken 


in connection with the plain and explicit declara- 


tions of the Constitution, can leave no doubt that 
slaves are recognized as property in the Consti- 
tution. Congress has, on more occasions than 
one, recognized property in slaves. By a law of 
the United States, approved 2d March, 1807, slaves 
are recognized as property;and the transportation 
of such property, in vessels of the United States 
sailing coastwise, is regulated, and the protection 
of our flag given to it; and there are millions of 
slave property now held by the people in the 
southern States, acquired through the United 
States, having been sold under the Federal laws, 
for debts due the United States. In the treaty of 
peace, signed at Paris in 1782, property in slaves 
was distinctly recognized, and that treaty was 
signed by John Adams, Benjamin Franklin, and 
John Jay, and other distinguished men. The 
seventh article of the treaty is as follows: 


Provisional Articles between the United States of America 
and his Britannic Majesty. 

Agreed upon by and between Richard Oswald, esquire, 
the commissioner of his Britannie Majesty, for treating of 
peace with the commissioners of the United States of Amer- 
ica, in behalf of his said Majesty, on one part, and John 
Adams, Benjamin Franklin, John Jay,and Henry Laurens, 


| four of the commissioners of the said. States, &c. 
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ART. VH. * * * s All prisoners on both 
sides shall be setat liberty, and his Britanuie Majesty, with 
all convenient speed, and without causing any destruction, 
or carrying away any negroes or other property of the Amer- 
jean inhabitants, withdraw all his armies, garrisons, and 
fleets from. the said United States, and from every fort, 
place, and harbor within the same. 

Done at Paris, November 30, 1782. 

RICHARD OSWALD, ft. s.] 
JOHN ADAMS, t s] 
B. FRANKLIN, fu. s.] 
JOHN JAY, fr. s.] 
HENRY LAURENS. fr. s.] 


Definitive Treaty of Peace, between the United States of 
America and his Britannic Majesty. 

_ Art. VIL * * * œ — And his Britannic Ma- 

jesty shall, with all convenient speed,and without causing 

any destruction, or carrying away any negroes or other 

property of the American inhabitants, withdraw all his 

armies, &c. : 

Done at Paris, September 3, 1788. 

D. HARTLEY, [r s] 
JOHN ADAMS, [1. s.] 
B. FRANKLIN, ft. s.] 
JOHN JAY. [u s.J 

This article, clearly, plainly, and distinctly 
recognizes property in slaves; and the same recog- 
nition is in the treaty. of Ghent, signed by John 
Quincy Adams, Gallatin, Russell, Clay,and other 
distinguished men. T will read the first article of 
the treaty: 

Treaty of Peace and Amity between his Britannic Majesty 
and the United States of America. 

(Ratified and confirmed by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, February 11, 1815.) 

Arr. 1. * ae * shall be restored without 
delay, and without causing any destruction, and without 
earrying away any of the artillery or other public property 
originally captured in the said forts or places, and whieh 


shail remain therein upon the exchange of the ratifieations | 


of this treaty, or any slaves or other private property. 
K k * K * * * * * * 


Done, in triplicate, at Ghent, December 24, 1814. 
GAMBRIE, {L. 8 
HENRY COULBURN, [t. s 
WILLIAM ADAMS, [r s. 
JOLIN Q. ADAMS, Ls. 
J. A. BAYARD, Ls 
H. CLAY, L. 8 
JONA. RUSSELL, fL. s. 
ALBERT GALLATIN, [u. s.] 
Those treaties were signed by our wisest and 
most illustrious men, several of whom assisted in 
forming this Government, and were among the 


ablest expounders of the Constitution; they, I; 


suppose, had as much knowledge of what consti- 
tuted property as their descendants. The treaty 
of Paris was ratified by the Continental Congress; 
the treaty of Ghent by the Senate of the United 
States. There was notan objection in either body 
to the designation of slaves as property. 
Another objection urged against this article is, 
that it declares that the Government shall give 
protection to slave property in the Territories. I 
scarcely know how to meet this objection. I had 
supposed that it was an axiomatic truth in gov- 
ernmental science, that all Governments were 
formed for the purpose of protecting the people 
governed, in their property and their persons; and 
that whenevera Government ceases to perform this 
high function, itis a failure. I did not expect to 
meet such an objection as this in the Senate. It 


ig a case too plainforargument. Slaves are prop- | 
erty, and are recognized as such by the Consti- | 


tution, laws, and treaties of the United States, as 
I have clearly shown. 


tection is the pricc of allegiance. 
ing, Senators, touching this territory, thatis not 
right. You all admit that it is common territory. 
We are willing to give you much the larger por- 
tion, nearly four times as much as we ask for 


ourselves; and yet it seems you are not satisfied. | 
You admit that the territory is common property. |! 
Then, is it right, or just, or equitable, that you | 
should take the whole, to the exclusion of your ʻi 
southern brethren? Certainly not. There is not || 
a judicial tribunal on earth, if it were applied to | 
for a fair division, an honest partition of these !| 
Territories between the people of the North and |! 
‘| they have frequenily declared that they did not 
as is conceded by this proposed amendment to the | 


the South, that would not give us twice as much 


Constitution? Lremember that, when the Mis 


souri compromise line was repealed, the Repub- | 
If you were | 
in earnest in desiring the existence and continu- | 
ance of that line, we offer it to you now, notas | 


licans everywhere sang peans to it. 


a statute subject to repeal, but as an irrevocable 


Why should not the com- ; 
mon Government give protection to this species | 
of property? I have always supposed that pro- į 
We ask noth- | 
|; property the territory south of that parallel of 


amendment to the Constitution; and why not take 
it, if you were really in earnest when you protested 
so strongly against its repeal ? 

Senators, the adoption of this article as part of 
the Constitution will not plant slavery in any Ter- 
ritory of the Union, unless the people there want 
it, for it applies only to the Territories during 
the territorial condition; and when they have 
population sufficient to entitle them, under the 
then existing ratio, to a Representative in Con- 
gress, they will have a right to come in as a State, 
with or without slavery, as they. please. Thus, 
you see, the laws of climate, of production, and 
of interest, will ultimately govern the question. 
Adopt this amendment, and this vexed and agi- 
tating question will be forever banished fom these 
Halls, and the time of the people’s Representatives 
will be devoted to other and more useful matters 
of legislation. My experience here has been a 
brief one. I have served in this body about eight 
months, and six months of that. time have been 
devoted to the discussion of abstract theorems on 
this question of negro slavery as connected with 
the Territories of the United States. Is it not 
time that the subject should be banished from 
these Halls, and our attention given to more useful 
subjects of legislation? These discussions have 
gone on to an interminable length, to the neglect of 
every great interest of the country. Our financial, 
our commercial, our internal and external affairs, 
require and imperiously demand our time, but it 
is not given to these great interests of the people. 
If you adopt this amendment, the guns of dema- 
gogues, north and south, will be spiked, and 
they will have no longer an opportunity to create 
sectional strife, and get into power by pandering 
to the depraved appetites of their sectional fol- 
lowers. 

I do not believe that a more just settlement 
could he made of the question than the one pro- 
posed by my colleague. If it be unjust to any, 
itis to the people of his own section; certainly 
not to the North. While you, Senators from the 
North, speak very often of aggressions that are 
made on your section, in truth you are very apt 
to get the larger share, as you do in this case. 
You have got it already; you will have it under 
this proposition; but for the sake of peace, for 
the sake of harmony, for the sake of transmit- 
ting to generations yet to come the institutions of 
our fathers, and to save the Union of the States, 
we are willing to yield to you more than your 
due, more than is your right. We do it in the 
spirit of a peace offering upon the altar of our 
country. And yet it seems to be spurned. We do 
not ask as much by this article as we are entitled 
to under the Constitution as expounded by the 
Supreme Court; for the decision from which I 
read a moment ago declares that, under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, we have a right to 
go to all the Territories, and to carry with us our 
slave property, and to be protected in its enjoy- 
ment during the territorial existence; and that 
there is no power, either in the Congress of the 


nation, or in any other tribunal, to deprive us of | 
that protection; and that the Government has the į 


power under the Constitution, and it is its duty, 
to guard and to protcet us in our right of prop- 
erty. By this amendment. to the Constitution 


we yield our right to enter, with our slave prop- | 


erty, all the Territory north of 360 30', and we 
reserve to ourselves the right to occupy with our 


latitude, which only secures to us the barren soil 
of New Mexico. 

T will bricfly notice the other proposed amend- 
ments to the Constitution. The second article 
declares that Congress shall have no power to 
abolish slavery in places under its exclusive juris- 
diction and situate within the limits of States that 
permit the holding of slaves. I suppose, from the 
often-repeated declaration that I have heard from 


Senators on the other side of the Chamber, that ! 


they will not make serious objection to this; for 


wish to interfere with slavery in the States where 
it exists. Itis manifest that if they were to un- 
dertake, by an actof Congress, to abolish slavery 
in the forts, arsenals, and dock-yards of the Uni- 
ted States within the slave States, it would be not 
only a serious detriment to our interests, but a 
violation of the Constitution. It is right, then, 


that this provision should go into. the Constitu- 
tion. Our people feel some alarm upon that sub- 
ject. This amendment would allay excitement 
and quiet their fears. 


The third proposed. amendment is, that Côn- 
gress shall not have power to abolish slavery in 
the District of Columbia so: long as it exists ‘in 
the States of Virginia and: Maryland... This as.a 
proposition that gentlemen. on the other side of the 
Chamber certainly ought not seriously ‘to object 
to, for the reasons I have assigned concerning: the 
preceding article, and for the additional reason 
that the abolition of slavery in this District would 


. be a matter of deep moment to the existence of 


this institution in the States of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia. . It would be virtually establishing a free 
State in their midst. ‘It would be manifestly: un- 
just to Virginia and Maryland that this District, 
which was ceded to the United States to be.used 
as a capital fora common country, should. beso 
controlled and governed as to, endanger the do- 
mestic quiet and peace of those two States. 

The fourth article provides that Congress shall 
have no power to prohibit or. binder. the trans- 
portation of slaves from one State.to another, or 
to a Territory in which slaves are, by law, per- 
mitted to be held, whether that transportation be 
by land, by navigable rivers, or by sea. If Sen- 
ators are in earnest when they say itis not their 
purpose to interfere with slavery in the States 
where it exists, they certainly have no legitimate 
right to complain of this article. Our people have 
great uneasiness about these matters; and they 
desire that these guarantees should be put in the 
Constitution, and placed beyond the reach of ma- 
jorities. We think our interests and our safety 
imperiously demand it. 

To this article I have proposed three amend- 
ments which are before the Senate, and are accept- 
able to my colleague. I will consider them as part 
of the proposed plan of adjustment. The firstis, 
that the African slave trade shall be forever sup- 
pressed; and it shall be the duty of Congress to 
make such laws as shall be necessary effectually 
to prevent the migration or importation of slaves, 
or persons owing service or labor, into the Uni- 
ted States from any foreign country, place, or 
jurisdiction whatever, I know that there is much 
uneasiness, or pretended uneasiness, in the north+ 
ern mind, that it is the desire of the southern peo- 
ple to reopen the African slave trade. I am confi- 
dent that, without this provision, we could not do 
it, for the laws of the United States already de- 


; clare it piracy, and you have a majority in both 


ends of this Capitol, and will forever have a ma~ 
jority, and that of itself will prevent any reopen- 
ing in after time of the African slave trade; but 
for fear the mind of the people may be changed 
on this subject, for fear the southern cotton and 
sugar planters may desire an importation of slaves 
from Africa, ăn order to enrich themselves by in- 
creasing their products, or that the cupidity of 
gentlemen of the Northengaged in navigation may 


| be excited, and lest they may wish again to enter 


into the slave trade, I desire to put this provision 
in the Constitution, which declares that the Afri- 
can slave trade shall be forever suppressed. That 


| will forever quiet your apprehensions and uneasi- 
| ness on this point. 


I do not believe that there is 
one man in ten thousand in the southern States 


| who desires the reopening-of the African slave 
| trade. 


I have never heard a man in Kentucky 
declare in favor of it; and J think when you. get 
further South, they are few, indeed, who do not 
desire to prevent that traffic forever. : 
The second amendment which I propose is, that 
persons committing crimes against the rights of 
those who hold persons to service or labor in any 
State, fleeing to another, shall be delivered upin 
the same manner as persons committing other 
crimes, and that the laws of the State from which 
such persons flee shall be the test of criminality. 
This‘amendment is intended to secure the arrest 
and delivery of persons who steal slave property 
and flee to another State. There is very great 
complaint against many of our sister States of the 
North, because of the non-fulfillment of this duty 
under the Constitution. We hold that, under the 
Constitution as it is, it is thelr duty to deliver up 
persons charged with the crime of slave-stealing 
who have fled to other States; but we know that 
the Governors of more than one of the free States 
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have held differently... It has been so held, I think, 
in: New: York, and certainly in Ohio and other 
States: -I know that thisis a-matter of very deep 
and, just complaint on the part of the people of 
Kentucky against the State of Ohio; and I am sure 
that honorable gentlemen do ‘not wish to keep 
thieves in their midst. Good faith and comity, as 
well as constitutional obligations, require that such 
persons:should be surrendered. This amend- 
ment would make certain and plain a provision of 
ihe Constitution, which hasbeen the subject of di- 
verse construction. It relates to a subject of great 
and yital interest:to the people of the South; and 
none, L suppose, would object to it except those - 
who rouli sanction the robbery of southern men 
oftheir property. Republican Senators haveoften 
+I believe uniformly—expressed their condemna- 
tion of such infractions of our rights. Honorable 
gentlemen certainly do not desire to obstruct the 
execution of the laws against the rights of prop- 
erty in any State in the Union, by refusing to pro- 
vide a remedy to have delivered up the criminals, 
who have fled and taken refuge in their States, for 
trial and punishment. I therefore trust that this 
amendment,:so obviously just and necessary for 
the protection of the South against robbery and 
theft, may-be adopted. 

“The third amendment that I propose is, that 
Congress shall pass efficient laws for the punish- 
ment ofall persons, in any of the States, whoinany 
manner aid orabet invasion or insurrection in any 
other State, or do any other act tending to disturb | 
the tranquillity of the people or Government of 
any other State, This provision seems to me to 
be eminently proper. It meets just such cases as 
the raid of John rown into Virginia; and I be- 
lieve that that raid of John Brown was censured 
very generally, I do not know but unanimously, 
by Senators on the other side of the Chamber. If 
they-conceive it wrong—and I dare say they are 
in earnést when they say so—why not pass laws 
to punish such crimes, and why not put this pro- | 
vision in’ the Constitution, and make it the im- 
perative duty of Congress to pass such laws? My 
distinguished friend from Virginia, [Mr. Hux- 
TER,) who most cloquently and ably addressed | 
the Senate a few days ago, declared that no State | 
in the Union had passed laws to meet such a case. 
I find that the gallant State of New Jersey has | 
passed a law which fally mects the case, and it | 
affords: me pleasure so to announce. By an act | 
of the Legislature of that State, approved March | 
21, 1860, New Jersey declared: 

“1, Be tt enacted by the Senate and General Assembly of the | 
State of New Jersey, That if any person or persons shall, 
within this State, get up or enter into any combination, 
organization, or conspiracy, with the intent and purpose of 
mäkingor attempting to makea hostile invasion ofany other 
State or Territory of the United States, or shall engage in 
plotting or contriving any such invasion, or shall know- 
ingly furnish any money, arms, ammunition, or other means 
in Aid of such object, or shall, in any way, knowingly and 
wilfully aid, abet, or counset any such combination, or- | 
ganization, or conspiracy, or any such hostile invasion, | 
such person or persons shall be deemed guilty of a high mis- | 
demeanor, and shall, on conviction, he punished by fine or 
imprisonment at hard Jabor, or both ; the fine not to execed 
$1,000, and the imprisonment not to exceed the term of ten 
yours.??: $ 
” “There areother provisions of this law that strike | 
meas very proper; and it seems to me thatif this | 
amendment to the Constitution were passed, we ; 
could not do much better than to copy this law of ! 
New Jersey. 

i 
! 


The fifth article proposed by my colleague pro- 
-vides that, in the event of a fugitive slave being | 
rescued from the proper officer, the United States | 
shall pay to the owner the value of the slave; and | 
then, that the United States shall have indemnity , 
against the county or town in which the rescuc 
took place; and that the county or city, for its in- 
demnity, may sue and recover the amount paid 
from the wrong-doer. There is no new principle 
involved inthis. By-an ancient statute of Eng- 
land, passed in the time of Edward I, the hundred 
was responsible forall robberies committed there- 
in, unless they arrested the felon. Corporate cities 

_in'this.country have often been held responsible ; 
“by law for property destroyed by mobs, upon the. |; 
principle that it is the duty of a Government to | 
give protection to property, My venerable friend , 
from Rhode island [Mr. Simmons] objected to this | 
clause ; because, he said, it could not be practically ij 


| enough. 


| that such bands have been organized. 


executed in Rhode Island, for the reason that they 
had no county officers there against whom the law il 


could be enforced, so as to reach the county. If | 
that be the fact, the honorable Senator should not 
object. If the people of Rhode island should vio- 
late this provision, and there be no mode of exe- 
cuting the law against the counties and corpora- 
tions of that State, the people of his State would 
be exempt from the penalty. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We do not want any ex- 
emption. I merely made the suggestion because 
we want to obey the laws, like all other States. 

Mr. POWELL. I felt very confident that the 
venerable Senator did not want an exemption for 
his gallant little State of Rhode Island, for I do 
not believe the Senator would countenance for a 
moment, by word or act, any violation ofthe con- 
stitutional rights of the people of any part or por- 
tion of this great country. 

. The sixth article proposed by my colleague de- 
clares that no future amendment to the préteding 
articles shall be made, nor to the third paragraph 
of the second section of the first article of the 
Constitution, nor the third paragraph to the sec- 
ond scction of the fourth article of the Constitu- 
tion; and that no amendment shal! be made to the 
Constitution which will authorize or give to Con- | 
gress any. power to abolish or interfere with sla- 
very in any of the States by whose laws it may 
be allowed or permitted. One of the paragraphs 
of the present Constitution, which it is declared 
shall notbe repealed or altered, is the one relating | 
to representation and direct taxes; and the other | 
to the delivering up of fugitives from service or 
labor. The latter clause of this article, I suppose, 
will meet the concurrence of gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber. T'he distinguished 
Senator from New York [Mr. Sewarp] not only 
proposed and voted for a similar proposition in 
the committee of thirteen, but he has since de- 
clared in the Senate that he was willing to vote 
for such an amendment to the Constitution; and 
1 take it that the distinguished Senator’s declara- 
tion is a clear index to what the gentlemen on that 
side of the Chamber will do. All the Republicans 
of the committee of thirteen voted in that com- 
mittee for the proposition of the Senator from 
New York, to which I have just alluded. 

There is a seventh article that I will notice very 
briefly. It is, that the elective franchise and the 
right to hold office, whether Federal, State, terri- 
torial, or municipal, shall not be exercised by per- | 
sons who are in whole or in part of the African 
race. I have heard it announced more than once 
from distinguished gentlemen on the other side, 
that they are opposed to negro equality. If they 
afe, why object to voting for this provision as a 
clause of the Constitution? This Government, 
isa Government of white men, made by white men 
for white men; and negroes should not be per- 
mitted to vote or hold office underit. If you are 
opposed, Senators, to negro equality, why not ; 
comeup and vote for this article as an amendment 
to the Constitution? There certainly can be no 
impropriety in it, if you are opposed to negro 
equality; and I suppose you are, as you have so 
often declared it. | 

We have been asked by many gentlemen, and | 
especially by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wanz,] 


complaint; and he asked what they had done to | 
alarmus. Itis not my purpose to enter into any | 
crimination and recrimination about the past; but 
Iwill briefly state some things that have been done. 
There have been bands organized in the free 
States for the purpose of robbing our people of 
their property. 

Mr. WADE, I wish the Senator would give 
us some proof of that. I should like to hear the 
proofof it. I have heard the general charge often 


f Mr. POWELL. Well, sir, I will give you a 
little proof from an Ohio man. It is a fact which 
I did not suppose the honorable Senator doubted, 


Mr. WADE. Ido not believe a word of it. 

Mr. POWELL. Why, sir, it is a matter of | 
daily announcement in the papers in the northern 
part of the gentleman’s State, that so many slaves : 
arrived the night before by the way of the under- | 
ground railway, Lam astonished that the Senator | 
should be ignorantof the facts that are announced | 


i| almost daily in the political journals that advocate | 


the doctrines of himself and his party. Thatsuch il 


j Jess than five ye 


bands are organized we who live upon the border 
well know. I hold in my hand a letter, dated 
Washington, December 31, 1860, written by an 
honorable member of the other House, from Ohio, 
(Mr. Cox,] toa Mr. Converse, in which he says: 

“Kentucky is so unfortunate as to have in her midst 
$170,060,000 in slave property. Her Governor says she is 
losing at the rate of $200,000 per annum. I think if he 
could keep a conductor of the under-ground railroad for a 
year even, through my district, he would perhaps double 
the estimate. I was told last fall, by a respectable Repub- 
lican above. Columbus, that they averaged through his 
neighborhood at least six runaway slaves per week, helped 
along by combinations of men, making a loss alone of some 


$30,000 per annum to somebody.”* 
* * * 


* * * * * 


& Organized bodies exist in the North to resist the en- 
forcement of the fugitive slave law; and I am informed, by 
one who knows, that at Iberia there are seventy muskets 
in store for such purposes, with United States brands on 
them.” 

There is a distinct declaration of one ef the 
gentleman’s honorable colleagues in the House 
of Representatives, making the statement on the 
authority of a Republican whom he vouches to be 
highly respectable. I believe there are annually 
taken from Kentucky by this means some $400,000 
worth of our property. If the northern States 
wore foreign States, this would be good cause 
of war, for there is no principle of international 
law better established than that every State is 
responsible for the acts of its people. If there 
were organized bands of men in the slave States 
going into the free States to abduct one, two, 
three, or four hundred thousand dollars’ worth of 
their property a year, I would ask the honorable 
Senator if he would not think legislation was re- 
quired upon the part of the Government to pro- 
tect the property of the people of the free States? 
Would he not think, if these States were foreign, 
and not connected together by a common bond of 
union, thatsuch an infraction of their rights would 
be good cause of war? It certainly would. 

But, Senators, that is not all the complaint we 
have. We know that the State Legislatures in 
many of the free States have passed laws aiding 
and abetting those persons who commit depreda- 
tions upon our property. They have passed 
laws in the shape of personal liberty bills by which 
they declare that our property, after it gets into 
their States, is no longer property. They have 
denounced harsh penalties of fine and imprison- 
ment upon our people who go there for the pur- 
pose of recapturing their property. They have 
obstructed the execution of the fugitive slave law, 
and have passed laws imposing harsh penalties 
of fine and imprisonment upon their magistrates 
and citizens who assist in the execution of the 
fugitive slave law—a law made in pursuance of 
the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. WADE. Will the Senator tell me what 
State it is which has passed such laws as those 
he now speaks of? 

Mr. POWELL. Yes, sir. The State of Ver- 
mont, and some seven or eight other States of the 
North, have passed such laws. 

Mr. WADE. That is indefinite. 
know particularly. 

Mr. POWELL. 


* * 


I want to 


Seven or cight northern States 


i 

| have passed such lawsas I have indicated. The 
i 
i 


what we want. He said he could see no cause of |} Jaw of Vermont, passed in 1858, provides that— 
i 


“Every person who may have been held asa slave, who 
shall come, or be brought, or be, in this State with the con- 
sent of his or her alleged master or mistress, or who shall 
come or be brought, or be in this State, shall be free? 


The Federal Constitution says that such per- 


i sons shall not be free, but shall be given up on 


demand of the owner; the law of Vermont declares 
they shall be free. i 
This law of Vermont further provides: 


& Seo.7. Every person who shail hold, or attempt to hold, 
in this State, in slavery, or as a slave, any tree person, in 
any form or for any time, however short, under the pretense 


į that such person is orhasbecn aslave, sha!!, on conviction 


thereof, be impri: 


ned in the State prison lor a term not 
rs nor more than twenty years, and be 
fined not less than $1,000 nor more than $10,600.” 

If aman pass through Vermont with his slave, 
or should he go into that State and arrest his fugi- 
tive slave, he is subject, under this law, to con- 
finement in the penitentiary not less than five nor 
more than twenty years, and to a fine of not less 
than $1,000 nor more than $16,000. 

These laws have been read and commented on 
here at great length. Iam astonished. that the 
Senatorshould question theirexistence. Itisa fact 
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well known te the Senator that when evil-disposed 
persons from his own State have gone into Ken- 
tucky and committed these crimes, his Governor 
has refused to give them up. In that, the Con- 
stitution has been clearly violated. In some of 
the northern States they declare that when a fu- 
gitive gets there he is free, no longer a slave. I 
was pleased to find that the honorable Senator 
from New York the other day declared that those 
persons, by fleeing into another State, did not 
cease to be bondmen, and that they ought to be 
delivered up... We know,however, that the fugi- 
tive slave law is not faithfully executed; we know 
that many of those States have 
hinder, Way, to prevent its execution. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I wish now spe- 
cifically to answer any charge—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porx in 
thechair.) Does the Senator from Kentucky give 
way to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. POWELL. With great pleasure. 

Mr. WADE. I wani to answer any charge 
which is made specifically against Ohio; and I 
want it specifically made, so that I can answer; 
because these general charges I have heard so long 
and so often that I am entirely sick of them. ï 
want something that I can put my finger upon. 
If my State is delinquent in any of her duties, I 
want to know it; and I do not want it to rest in 
generalities, nor in hearsay. I do not want it to 
restupona statement thatsome Republican, whose 


name hag not been given, said so to somebody | 


else, making it come through two or three differ- 
ent sources before it comes to the Senator, and 
then proclaimed as a’fact. I do not regard it as 
a fact at all. I know that such kind of evidence 


and such kind of rumors are totally unworthy to | 


predicate any charge against a State or an individ- 
ual upon. Now, sir, when itischarged that we in 


the State of Ohio are delinquent in our duty,and | 
are violating the Constitution of the United States, | 


I want the Senator to point out wherein we do it, 
and to give us the evidence on which the charge 
is predicated. 

Mr. POWELL. I have given the Senator the 
evidence. It is a written statement of one of his 
own colleagues, made a few days ago. I gave to 
the Senator, not long since, a specific charge 
against the Governor of Ohio, that he had refused 
to deliver up a man indicted for slave-stealing in 
Kentucky, on the ground that it was not an of- 
fense in Ohio, or under the common law, to steal 


a slave. If thatis not specific, I despair of making ! 


anything specific. An organized armed body of 
anti-slavery fanatics from the North, evidently 
aided and abetted by abolition socicties, invaded 
the soil of Virginia, and in the dead hour of night 


assaulted and murdered the peaceful citizens of | 


an interior village. Alolitionists from the free 
States have invaded and laid waste the border of 


Texas; burned the houses of the people; stolen į 
and destroyed their property; poisoned their wells; | 


and destroyed by fire villages and towns. 
These are nat the only greunds of apprehen- 
sion that we have; for we find that the Republi- 


can party have elected a President upon a plat- | 


form that virtually outlaws our property, and 
places our institutions under the ban of the em- 
pire. I will read one of the clauses in that plat- 
form: 

“That the normal condition of the territory of the Uni- 
ted States isthat of freedom; thatas our republican fathers, 


when they had abolished slavery in our national territory, | 


ordained that no person should be deprived of life, liberty, 
or property, Without duc process of law, it becomes our 
duty, by congressional legislation, whenever such legista- 
tion becomes necessary, to maintain this provision of the 
Constitution against all attempts to violate it; and we deny 
the authority of Congréss, of a Territorial Legislature, of 
any individual or association of individuals, to give legal 
existence to slavery in any Territory of the United States.” 


Thatis an explicit declaration that we shall not 


enjoy any portion of the common territory with | 


our property. There you declare the treaty made 
with France in 1803, by which Louisiana was 
acquired, the treaty made with Spain ineI819, by 
which Florida was acquired, by which treaties 
property was protected in those Territories, and 
the congressional and territorial laws by which 
slavery was allowed and protected in those and 


other ‘Territories, were null, void, and no law. | 


You place the Chicago platform above treaties 
and the laws of the United States, and the laws 
of the Territories, and the decisions of the Su- 


passed laws to 
$ 


| boro, on the 15th of September, 1858. Mr. Lin- 


| an examination of the votes given in the committee 


preme Court of the United States. You have | 
elected a gentleman President of the United States 
by a purely sectional vote, who has declared that 
this Union cannot exist half slave and half free; 
and who has declared that, notwithstanding the 
decision of the Supreme Court, he would vote to | 
prohibit slavery in a new Territory. Mr. Lin- 
coln, ina speech made at Chicago, on the 10th of 
July, 1858, said: 

“IfI were in Congress, and a vote should come up 
whether slavery should be prohibited in a new Territory, 
in spite of the Dred Scott decision, [ would vote that it 
shouid.” 

'The Supreme Court of the United States has 
declared that under the Constitution of the Uni- 
ied States we have a common right of property in 
the Territories, and have a right to go there with. 
our slaves; and that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to guard and protect us in our rights. Mr. 
Lincoln says that, notwithstanding that decision, | 
he would, if in Congress, vote against allowing 
us to go to the Territories with our slaves. Itis 
the avowed policy of the Republican party to re- 
strict slavery to its present limits. Their object 
is to use the Federal Government to carry outa 
line of policy the ultimate object of whith is the 
extinction of slavery in the States south as well as 
north. This policy was unequivocally announced 
by Mr. Lincoln, in a speech delivered at Jones- 


coln, speaking of slavery, said: 


& AN F have asked or desired anywhere is, that it should | 
he placed back again upon the basis that the fathers of the 
Government originally placed it upon. I have no doubt 
that it would become extinct, for all time to come, if we 
but readopted the poliey of the fathers by restricting it to, 
the limits it has already covered—resuicting it from the new 
‘Lerritorics.”? 

The policy is to prohibit slavery in all the 
Territorics, and to surround the slave States with 
“abolition States, and thus confine the institution 
within such narrow limits that, when the number 
increases beyond the capacity of the soil to raise 
food for their subsistence, the institution must 
end in starvation, colonization, or servile insur- 
rection.” : 

Senators, are not these sufficient causes why 
the southern people should be scized with alarm 
for their domestic peace and security? The peo- 
ple of the southern States have $2,000,000,000 of 
slave property. The institution is indissolubly 
interwoven with thcir social system. The people 
of the South would be stupid indeed if they did 
not sec In all this a fixed design and purpose ulti- 
mately to overthrow and destroy their domestic 
institutions upon which their very existence de- 
pends. Should it, then, be a matter of surprise 
or astonishment that they should promptly meet 
the danger by which they are threatened, by de- 
manding explicit constitutional guarantees as a 
security for the future? 

Mr. President, itis a fact, now very clear, thatif 
this Governmentand Union be saved by anything 
that is done here, it must be done by Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber. They have 
had itin their power from the beginning of the 
session, by adopting amendments to the Consti- 
tution, to save this Union from dissolution. By 


of thirteen, it will be found that all the other mem- ! 
bers ofthe committee, save the Republicans, could 
at any time have made a unanimous report, rec- 
ommending constitutional amendments for the 
consideration of the Senate. Indeed, the entire 
committee, except the Republicans, voted for all 
the propositions of my colleague, with the ex- j| 
ception of two Senators, who voted against the 
first article; but it was well known in the com- 
mittee that the first article would have been ac- 
cepted by those two gentlemen, had the Repub- 
lican members of the committee chosen to take 
it. {It was declared by the distinguished Senator 
from Georgia, now absent, [Mr. Toomss,] on this 
floor, that he would have taken it; and he believed 
it would be satisfactory to nine tenths of the peo- 
ple of Georgia. So then, if we do anything to | 
save this Government, it must come from that | 
side of the Chamber. It has been declared by 
Senators representing every party and section ov 
this side, that they are ready and willing to go for | 
amendments that will be satisfactory to the south- į 
ern people. And you alone, Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber, oppose them. 


If this Union should be destroyed, in conse 
uence of constitutional guarantees not being given 
that would be just and satisfactory tothe peoplé 


| of the South, you alone will ‘be responsible to'the 


country and to the world; for itis manifest that: 
there has been no contrariety of opinion on: this: 
side of the Chamber, that could'not have been at 
any time reconciled. 3 A 
I have- said, Senators, as much as I designed to: 
say upon the propositions of my colleague, Thete: 
is one other subject about which I will saya few 
words, and thatis this question of coercion, about 
which so much has been said. [shall not attempt 
to discuss the right of a State to secede. © That 
proposition hasbeen elaborately discussed, pro 
and con.,in this Chamber. I seeno necessity now 
for discussing that abstract question. e are 
surrounded by facts that are eminently practical. 
Hold what you will in theory, we know that five 
of the States of this Union have formally passed 
ordinances withdrawing from it, and that they are 
prepared to maintain by arms, if the issue should 
e forced upon them, the position they have ‘ag- 
sumed; and we know that other States, at least 


«| two, will quickly follow them. We must deal with 


the fact as itis. I do not believe that, under the 
Constitution of the United States, we have any 
night to make war upon a State. We find, by: 
reference to the proceedings of the convention that 
framed the Constitution, that it was proposed to 
give that power, and it was denied, Inthe debates 
on the Federal Constitution, (Madison Papers, 
volume five, page 139:) 


“The last clause of the sixth resolution, ¢ authorizing an 
exertion of the foree of the whole against a delinquent 
State,’ came next in consideration. 

“Mr. Madison observed, that the more he reflected on the 
use of force, the more he doubted the practicability, the 
justice, and the efficacy of it, when applied to people col~ 
lectively, and not individually. A union of the States con- 
taining such an ingredient seemed to provide for its own: 
destruction. The use of force against a State would look 
more like a declaration of war than an infliction of punish- 
ment, and would probably be considered by the party at- 
tacked as a dissolution of all previous compacts by which 
it might be bound. Ile hoped that such a system would be 
framed as might render this resource unnecessary, and 
moved that the clause be postponed. ‘Chis motion was 
agreed to, nem. con.” 


Mr. Ellsworth, upon the same subject, said: 

“Tam for coercion by law—that coercion which acts 
only upon delinquent individuals. This Constitution does 
not attempt to coerce sovercign-bodies—States—in their 
political capacity. No coercion is applicable to such bodies 
but that of an armed force. If we should attempt to exe- 
cute the laws of the Union by sending an armed: force 
against a delinquent State, it would involve the good and 
bad, the innocent and guilty, in the same calamity.?—-- 
Elliot’s Debates, vol. 2, p. 197. ' 


Alexander Hamilton said: 

“It has been observed, to coerce the States is one of the 
maddest projects that was ever devised. A failure of com- 
pliance will never be confined toa single State. ‘This being 
the case, can we suppose it wise to hazard a civil war? 
Suppose Massachusetts, or any large State, should refuse, 
and Congress should attempt to compel them: would they 
not have influenee to procure assistance, especially from 
those States which are in the same situation as themselves? 
What picture does this idea present te-our view? A com- 
plying State at war with a non-complying State ; Congress 
marching the troops of one State into the bosom of another; 
this State collecting auxiliaries, and forming, perhaps, a 
majority against its Federal head. Here is a nation at war 
with itself. Can any reasonable man be well disposed to- 
ward a Government which makes war and carnage the 
only means of supporting itscl{—~a Government that can 
exist only by the sword? Every such war must involve the 
innocent with the guilty. This single consideration should 
be sutticient to dispose every peaceable citizen against such 
a Government.”—Eliiot’s Debates, vol. 2, p. 233. 

Mr. Mason, and other distinguished gentlemen 
in that convention, uttered similar views. Gen- 
eral Jackson has been quoted as authority by 
those who advocate coercion. .In, his farewell 
address he said: 

“The Constitution cannot be maintained, nor the Union 
preserved, in opposition to public fecling, by the mere ex- 
ertion of the coercive power confided in the central Gov- 
ernment. The foundations must he laid in the affections 
of the people, in the security it gives to life, liberty, char~ 
acter, and property, in every quarter of the country.?* 

This Government, if preserved, must be main= 
tained upon the principle clearly and distinctly 
enunciated by General Jackson in the clause of 
his farewell address which I have just read. It 
is a Union that depends upon the consent of the 
people governed. It- can only be held together by 
a faithful observance by all the States of the re~ 
quirements. of the Constitution, mutual interest 
and forbearance, and the ties of fraternity. 

You speak, Senators, of executing the laws. $ 
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avi as. much in favor of executing the laws as any 

Senator in this Chamber... The laws ought to be 

honestly and. faithfully executed. Laws can be 

executed against individuals, but not against sov- 
ereign States. -How.is it possible that you can 
execute the Jaws when you have no civil officer 
in the seceding States? : You can only. constitu- 
tionally and lawfully apply force in aid of the civil 
authority.. You have: no judges, you have no 
marshals, you have no civil officers in those States. 

Ig tieve a citizen of one of the seceding States who 

-acknowledges the jurisdiction of the United States? 
LTdoubtif Leia be one. 

How, then, can you execute the laws there? 
If you: resort-to force, without that force being 

„called in:aid of the. civil. authority, it would be 
war: war, of. itself, is equivalent to dissolution. 
Suppose twenty-eight States were to undertake, 
by force, to compel the five seceding States to re- 
main iù the Union and to acknowledge and sub- 
mit to the jurisdiction of the United States: what 
would be the result? When you hadaccomplished 
everything you could expect from the Army and 
Navy—bombarded and destroyed their cities, laid 
waste their fields, slaughtered their people, over- 
run and conquered .them—would you, by that 
‘Yaeans; have preserved the Union? No; you would 
have placed ‘it beyond the probability of recon- 
struction. So far from a constitutional Union of 
thirty-three free sovereign States, you would have 
twenty-eight States and five conquered provinces, 
{tismadness, worse than madness, to think of pre- 
serving this Union by force. It cannot be donc. 

‘The: real. friends. of the Union do not desire 
coercion, Allow me to tell you that the coercion 

< ofa sovereign State is war. War, if attempted, 
willvesult in permanent dissolution; it cannot 
and will not result otherwise. War commenced 
and prosecuted against one State would very soon 
involve every State in the Union in civil war. 

States united by similarity of institutions would 

; g00n unite.to repel aggression. 

‘obbelieve that South Carolina has acted hastily, 

-ifeprudently; and unwisely. It would have been 
much better for her to have had a conference with 

her sister States of the South, and let them have 

; made a united demand upon the North for consti- 
tutional guarantees; and in the event they were 
refused, let all the southern States have linked 
their shields together, and made common cause. 
That, in my judgment, would have been much the 
better and wiser policy. She chose, however, to 
act otherwise. 

_» Task Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, who so ardently demand the execution of the 
laws, if many of their States are in a condition to 
arraign a sister State for the non-exccution of the 
laws, when the fact is, that you have laws on 
your statute-books nullifying constitutional laws 
of Congress made to protect the property of the 
people of the southern States? You who live 
upon broken faith should be the last to speak of 
employing force against the seceding States of 
the South. ` 

T have heard the great strength of the northern 
section of this Confederacy boasted of; we have 
heard: of cightecn: million conquering nine mil- 
lion. <l admit that the ‘northern portion of this 
Gonfederacy has had a wonderful growth; it 
has had great prosperity, and in that prosperity, 
I, in commen, I trust, with every man in the Re- 


public, rejoice. The South, too, has had an as- | 


tonishing growth and very great prosperity. The 
strength, the prosperity, and the power of the two 
sections furnish, to my mind, a conclusive reason 
why we should have no war. Our strength, our 
wealth, our prosperity, were not caused by war; 
itcwas the arts of peace that crowned the two 
sections of this great country with such surpris- 
ing prosperity.. Both sections have made unpar- 
alleled advancement in wealth, population, and 
in all the arts of peace that constitute a nation’s 
greatness, 
tions wasaboutequal. Our people then numbered 
alittle less than four million. The population of 
éach’ scetion was about one million nine hundred 


thousand. - By the census just now being com- | 


pleted, I suppose the South will have twelve and | 
the North nineteen million:people. Senators, itis 
impossible that either section could overrun or 
conquer the other. . If you resort to coercion and 
war, what will be the result? You would havea: 


In 1790 the population of the two sec- | 


long, exhausting civil war, and after it you would 
settle all your difficulties by negotiation. If we 
have to separate, in God’s name let us part in 
peace. I trust, however, that all our difficulties 
may be properly and honorably adjusted, and that 
this Union may last for hundreds of years to come. 

The State I have the honor in part torepresent, 


thas ever been true and loyal to the Constitution 


andthe Union. Her people, of all political arties; 
most heartily desire that the constitutional Union 
of our fathers may be preserved.. She justly ap- 

reciates the value of the Union and the bless- 
ings it has conferred. She has, in the councils of 
the common country, and on the battle-field, ex- 
hibited her devotion to the whole country. She 
claims that the Constitution shall be executed in 
the spirit in which our fathers gave it to us. She 
demands her equality of rights under the Consti- 
tution; her equality of xights in the common ter- 
ritories; and that Federal laws made for the pro- 


tection of the property of her citizens shall be | 


faithfully executed. She asks nothing that is not 
right; she will submit to nothing that is wrong. 
She desires a fair, honorable, and just settlement 


pf the vexed ‘questions that so fearfully agitate 


the country, by full and explicit constitutional 
guarantces—guarantees that will settle perma- 
nently and forever the questions in dispute, and 
thus secure and transmit the blessings of constitu- 
tional liberty, and the Government given us by our 
illustrious ancestors, to.generations yet unborn. 
Senators, the propositions presented by my 
colleague, with the amendments I have proposed, 
which meet his approval, should, in my judgment, 
be satisfactory to the people of both sections of 
this Union. [ believe they are equitable and just 
to every section of the country; and had they 
been promptly conceded by the North, I have no 
ddubt that they would have arrested the cur- 


| rent of events, and saved the Union from dissolu- 
tion, and restored peace, harmony, and prosper- 


ity to the couutry. I hope they may be adopted, 
and reunite a divided people. By their adoption 
the North loses nothing, the South gains security, 
and that protection which it is the duty of a com- 
mon Government to extend to person and prop- 
erty. My colleague spoke most truly when he 
said to Republican Senators that their yielding to 
the South these constitutional guarantees would 
be the cheapest price ever paid for so great a 
blessing as this constitutional Union. I feel con- 
fident that Kentucky would be satisfied with these 
constitutional guarantees. I do not belicve she 
will or ought to be satisfied with less. 

I have been often asked what Kentucky will do 
in the event of a refusal on the part of the North 
to yield the guarantees she asks. Allow me to 
say that Iam not authorized to speak for Ken- 
tucky. She has convened her Legislature in ex- 
traordinary session, to consider the condition of 
the country. Ina very short ume her chosen rep- 
resentatives will make known her position. I 
have every confidence that she will meet this cri- 
sis, and that she will act in the midst of the great 
events by which she is surrounded, in a manner 
becoming the honor and the dignity of a brave 
people, and the people of a free sovereign State, 
who know their rights, and, knowing, dare main- 


tain them. When the position of Kentucky shall 


be thus taken; when her sovereign will shall be 
legitimately made known, whether it be accord- 
ing to my personal judgment or not, I, as a true 
and a loyal son, will obey her high behests. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 
SPEECH OF HON. ALBERT RUST, 


OF ARKANSAS, 
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January 24, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from the 
select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr. RUST said: 

Mr. Speaner: Having been a member of that 
committée whose report is now before the House 
for consideration, I have sought the floor for the 
purpose of announcing to this House and to the 
country—or, at least, to that portion of the coun- 
try and people whom I represent here—the con- 
clusions to which I have been driven in regard to 


the designs of that party which, in a few short 
weeks, will have control of all the departments of 
this Government. I shall occupy but a smal} 
portion of the time to which I am entitled; be- 
cause, in the first place, several of the important 
questions which are relevant to this debate have 
been very fully and more ably discussed, in this 
and in the other end of the Capitol, than I could 
do; and, in the next place, because J shall not 
continue to speak after having concluded what I 
have to say. AER 

In accepting a place upon that committee, I did 
itin defiance of the advice, the opinions, the sneers, 
and the criticisms of gentlemen representing the 
same section and the same interests as myself. I 
listened only to: the dictates of duty and patriot- 
ism. I found ample justification for my conduct 
in the consciousness of disinterested and patriotic 
motives, and did not seek for it elsewhere. 

In entering upon the discharge of the duties de~ 
volving upon me as a member of that committee, 
I discarded all personal, all party considerations. 
Indeed, sir, I feel that Í now have no party; and 
I fear that the time is not far distant wien shall 
not know what to claim as my country. I re- 
pressed what Iknew my constituents would regard 
as loyal impulses; 1 curbed and subdued what I 
have long known and acknowledged to be a toe 
impetuous temper. I was actuated by a sincere 
and earnest desire to extricate the country from 
the imminent and appalling dangers that are im- 
pending over it, by the adoption of such meas- 
ures as would give peace, safety, and confidence— 
in the just and friendly intentions of the incoming 
Administration—to the weaker section of the Con- 
federacy without so much as wounding the most 
delicate sensibilities, oroffending the pride of opin- 
ion evenofthe stronger. I believe that every mem- 
ber of the minority of that committee was inspired 
by the same sentiments and the same purposes; 
but I regret to say they were met by the manifest- 
ation of no corresponding spirit upon the part of 
the majority of the committee. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose briefly to review 
the action of the majority of the committee; and 
in so doing, while I shall speak with all respect 
to the gentlemen who composed it, J shall, at the 
same time, speak with all the frankness and un- 
reserve which the importance of the occasion and 
the great interests involved demand. After five or 
six weeks of labor, what a miserable abortion it 
has brought forth! Its conclusions, ‘lame and 
impotent” as they are, can claim no paternity. 
These political foundlings, so far from having been 
recognized as the legitimate offspring of a majority 
of that committee, would, I believe, be repudiated 
if laid at the door of a single member of it. From 
the first day of its sessions to the last, its pro- 
ceedings were the merest sham, an insult and a 
mockery to those southern friends of the Union 
who hoped and expected anything from its delib~ 
erations. g 

Constituted as it was, it could not well have been 
otherwise. Cast your eye over the elements of 
which it was composed, and it will be obvious 
that none but the most sanguine and credulous 
minds could have hoped for any successful solu- 
tion of the questions committed to its charge. 
From the southern States of the Union the most 
temperate, the most moderate, the most conserv~ 
ative, the most forbearing gentlemen were ap- 
pointed on that committee. From the State of 
Arkansas, myself, sir, who am stigmatized at 
home as a ‘* submissionist.’?. From other south- 
ern States were appointed gentlemen quite as ob- 
noxious to that charge as I am, and still others 
who are suspected and accused and denounced 
for entertaining Abolition and Republican sym- 
pathies and proclivities by their own constituents. 
From the great North, the Representatives of that 
party the success of which in the last canvass has 
given rise to all these discussions and all these 
troubles, were stern, unbending, uncompromising; 
while, sir, from that great party of the free States, 
bravely, heroically conservative; composed of true 
and Joyal men; men. who are loyal to their States, 
loyal to their people, loyal to all of their constitu- 
tional obligations and duties, as they are to the 
Federal Government; and above all, loyal to those 
great principles of equality and fraternity upon 
which that Federal Government. was based; men 
to whom, above all others, the country looks for 


.1861.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


97 


361E Cone....2p SESS. 


State of the Union—Mr. Rust. 


- Ho: or Reps. 


a safe deliverance in this the hour of its trials and 
danger-—you will not finda single representative, 
Such, sir, was the personnel of that committee. 

I do not mean, Mr. Speaker, to impute any 
blame to you in forming it. In performing this, 
as other. official duties, I believe your motives 
have been conscientious and patriotic; but I will 
say that, from the material at your disposal, it 
was impossible to have constructed one which 
would have justified less hope of a beneficent re- 
sult. On the one hand were experienced, able, and 
zealous representatives of the Republican party, 
unyielding, uncompromising, defiant, and men- 
acing. On the other hand were southern gentle- 
men quite, I am willing to admit, as patriotic as 
I claim to be, whose conduct justified the infer- 
ence that if, unfortunately, no terms of adjust- 
ment could be adopted, and the advocates of the 
policy of coercion shall attempt, when they get 
control of the powers of the Federal Government, 
to execute their threats, they will find, sir, a divi- 
ded South; a people who, whatever differenccs 
may exist among them now, will not be united, 
like a band of brothers, to defend their coun- 
try, whether right or wrong, in the quarrel in 
whgch she may be involved, to the last extremity, 
against any assault, any aggression, any hostile 
invasion by the Federal Government or from any 
other quarter, upon what pretext soever it may 
be made. 

I, sir, do not believe in the legal, constitutional 
right of secession. But that is one of the ques- 
tions, referred to in the outset of my remarks, 
which I did not propose to discuss. When six of 
the sovereign States of this Confederacy have 
withdrawn their allegiance from the Federal Gov- 
ernment, renounced its protection and defied its 

ower, it is unstatesmaniike, it is idle, it is fool- 
ish; more than all this, sir, itis criminal, to waste 


time in discussing their right todo so. They have | 


done so in the exercise of aright inherent in every 
freeman—the right to resist injustice; to avenge 
andretaliate wrong; Lorepelaggression; the right, 
above and superior to all other rights, of self- 
defense and self-preservation, 

If the men who will in a little while hold, for 
good or for evil, the destinies of this great coun- 
try in their hands, shall, by attempting to execute 
the laws of the United States in any one of the 
seceding States, plunge the country into all the 
horrors of civil war, under the mistaken beliefthat 
they will find more than one will, sentiment, and 
purpose inallthesouthern States opposed tothem, 
before God and my country I believe that all the 
blood that shall be shed will be upon the heads 
of those gentlemen from the South, in Congress 
and out of Congress, who have betrayed them 
into that error. 


The interests of the Union, of peace, of human- | 


ity, of the material progress and happiness of the 
eivilized world, forbid that any southern State or 
southern citizen should in this most important 
crisis of our country’s history occupy an equivo- 
cal position. In the name of the great interests, 
and the thirty million people, of whom we are the 
Representatives, I entreat all the southern States 
and the southern people to unite in demanding 
that only of the party in power which it would be 
honorable and graceful and patriotic in them to 
concede—effective undebatable, irrepealableguar- 
antees of our existing constitutional rights, and 
immunity for the future against that mischievous 
and insane agitation of the slavery question, which 
has been, and will always be, destructive alike of 
the fraternal and kindly relations which once hap- 
pily did, and should now and hereafter, exist be- 
tween different sections of the same political com- 
munity, and of the peace, welfare, and prosperity 
of every portion of this Confederacy. 

Those gentlemen from Virginia and Tennessee 
who have within the last few days made speeches 


which have been spread broadcast over the north- |! 


ern States, by the most radical members of the 
Republican party, as evidence of the public sen- 
timent among the southern people, to be urged as 
argument in justification of the uncompromising 
attitude in this House of those enemies of the 


people and domestic institutions of the South, | 


have assumed a fearful responsibility. 

I know, sir, that the State which f representin 
part upon this floor, has been, and now is, as 
conservative and loyal to the Union, as any one 
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| of the thirty-three which compose it. 


| tended particularly to address myself. 
stated, or have intended to state, that every appeal | 
i made to the majority of that committee by south-/ 
: ern members of it for the adoption of such meas- 


i 
i 
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Her peo- 
ple, like myself, have been reluctant to believe 
that the crusade which has been waged in the 
North, againstan institution which no man doubts 
or denies her right to maintain, was any thing 
more than a means used by demagogues to get 
into power. 

But, sir, when the most sagacious and prudent 
leaders of the party whose triumph in the recent 
canvass 'so excited and alarmed the southern peo- 
ple, refuse the slightest concessions to cémpose 
this excitement and avert the direful calamities 
which are its threatened consequences, Arkansas 
nolonger trusts to the justice or forbearance of 
that party, but turns to her own strong arm for 
security. She looked hopefully to this Congress 
for some assurance from the party who could 
give it, that the powers of this Government were 
not soon to be perverted to the overthrow and 
destruction of any one of the great interests which 
it was established to protect. She has received 
none, and despairs of recciving any; and her peo- 
ple are as unanimous now, in the absence of guar- 
anties from a hostile northern majority to respect 
and protect her rights, in their determination to 
withdraw from the Union as they were only a 
few months ago to adhere to and maintain it. 
Having become convinced of the determined pur- 
poses of the Republican party—that is, if its rep- 
resentatives upon the committee of thirty-three 
and upon this floor are the representatives of the 
prevailing sentiment among the northern people 
—I hope they are not—they are animated by but 
one sentiment of hostility to the Government to 
be administered by that party, and one determin- 


| ation to unite with their southern brethren in 


resisting it. 

As an evidence of what the sentiment with ref- 
erence to the Union has been in Arkansas, and 
the revolution that has taken place there within 
a few weeks past, I will read a few extracts from 
a letter I have just reccived from a member of the 
Legislature of that State; a gentleman of fortune, 
of intelligence, of character, of conservative tem- 
per and principles; a man who, when I saw him 
m November last, was as good a Union man as 
any upon this floor; who advocated, with much 
zeal and great ability in the last presidential can- 
vass, the claims of Judge Douglas to the Presi- 
dency, and the great prixciples of popular sov- 
ereignty, upon which the canvass was made. 
That gentleman writes me thus: 

“Litre Rock, January 10, 1861. 
“The most conservative have now 
abandoned all hopes of a preservation of the Union; yet 
we are willing to make a last and earnest appeal for new 
and effectual quarantecs of our constitutional rights. You ! 
would be astonished, however, to Jearn what a reaction 
has occurred tu the Legislature on this question since you ; 
left us.” xs i x id “A few weeks since, it i 
was‘ Union? or disunion ; now itis, What sortofdisunion ? | 
Whether by separate State s ion or coéperation? You 
need not doubt that Ar prefers the latter mode, and 
wuch deplores the neecssity which drives her to either.’ 


* * * * 


; . i 
There, sir, is a fair representation of the at pres- || 


ent prevailing sentiment in Arkansas. She does 


much deplore, as I deplore, the necessity which | 
But when | 


drives her to any mode of disunion. 


that necessity 1s forced upon her, as she has been 


tardy and deliberate in coming to a conclusion, | 


she will hesitate the less with regard to the course 


; consequences to which it may lead. No, gentle- | 


men! look for no divided counsels or lukewarm 


i 
i 
she ought to pursue, and be more reckless of the |; 
f 
i 
i 
| 
| 


allegiance among the people of Arkansas to their | 
own State government, when driven to the sad | 
alternative of electing between dishonoring and | 


gnominious submission to a relentless northern 


i despotism, forced upon them by au exclusive 
ii northern vote, and resistance to that despotism | 


even to sclf-immolation. 
Now, sir, to return to the point to which I in- 


ures—asking nothing which would involve a 


sacrifice of a single right or interest of their con- į 


stituents—as would allay the agitation and excite- | 
ment which pervades the country, and restore tha 
tranquillity and prosperity of which it has been 


so destructive, was met with a cold and stern | 


refusal to concede anything or adopt any measure ; 


I have ; 


involving the slightest infraction of the creed of | 
© D 


their party. I stated upon the. committec—and 
it may not be improper to repeat.it here—that the 
majority of the committee seemed more solicitous 
to provide for future party. triumphs than to pre- 
serve the present peace of the country. oe 

Though we were in the midst.of revolution; 
though armed hosts were gathering in both’ see- 
tions of the Union, and we expecting every mo- 
ment to hear the-clash of arms, the battle strife, 
the din and cry of war; though we were expecting 
every moment to have borne to us upon the light- 
ning’s wings the moan of a dying fcllow-citizen— 
no matter whether from the North or South, still 
yeta fellow-citizen, slain by his brather’s hand— 
that majority, with a fidelity which would. have 
done honor to it in a better, a less unholy cause, 
adhered to the ‘‘ Chicago platform.” À 

The only inquiry, when a proposition was made 
for peace, for conciliation, to arrest this unnatu- 
ral and mutually destructive strife, was, is it con- 
sistent with the Chicago platform? Consistency, 
consistency with the Chicago platform, was the 
** priceless jewel’? which that party seemed will- 
ing to preserve at the cost.of a ruined Govern- 
ment and a ruined people, of a civil war, dragging 
after it in its train such sufferings and sacrifices 
as the world’s history furnishes no parallel to; and 
for what? An opinion, which, if their leaders are 
honest, they admit, as I shall directly show, is a 
mere abstraction, and is of no practical import- 
ance. Å 

I want to impress upon. this House and the 
country that the Republican party, as represented 
upon the committee of thirty-three, was unwilling 
to abate one hair’s breadth, one jot or tittle of the 
Chicago platform to preserve the Union, or to 
avert from the country all the horrors of a fratri- 
cidal war.. : 

I appeal to the gentlemen of the committee who 
are now present, to say if one of them voted for a 
single proposition which he believed to infractin 
the slightest degree the Chicago platform. No, 
sir; the Constitution of the Union, the prosperity: 
and welfare of the Union, the lives of thousands 
of the people, and the Union itself, they seemed. 
willing to sacrifice. to this. idol of their worship, 
the Chicago platform. f a 

I appeal to them to know if a member of their 
party proposed or voted for, or would have voted 
for, any other measure of accommodation incom- 
patible with the creed of their party, whose in- 
terests and whose continued success they seemed 
to hold as‘paramount to every other object. 

Tappeal to them to know if they did not threaten 
coercion, force, war itself, if the South would not 
acquiesce In such measures of adjustment as were 
in harmony with the Chicago platform. “Ah,” 
said a New England member, “you may talkubout 
compromise, but when you speak of revolution, 
there is but one way to treat it; thatis with the 
sword.” Such, sir, was the spirit manifested by 
the majority of that committee. We ask fora 
compromise and an adjustment of our difficulties, 
fair aud honorable to all parties, or a peaceful 
separation and equitable division of our common 
property. They offer to us war. We ask for 
the olive branch, and they tender the sword. If 
these men truly represent the northern people, 
there is but one course which honor and ordi- 
nary pride and self-respect leave the South to 
pursue. 

Thegentleman from Massachusetts, in his sepa- 
rate report, uses this language: 


“ He endeavored to act in good faith, and with a view 
to the restoration of the kindly relations between the op- 
posite sections of the country, whieh seem to be so rudely 
threatened. That this spirit bas been fairly reciprocated 
by a portion of the Representatives of the aggrieved States, 
he takes great pleasure to acknowledge. Had that portion 
constituted only a bare majority of the whole number, he 
would still have pledged all the limited aid in his power to 
unite with them; but the fact is wholly otherwise. Whilst 
three States have refused to be represented at all, seven 
more, thus making ten out of fifteen, have decided to reject 


; the conclusions arrived at by the committee.” 


Sir, muchas I might desire the approbation and 


| commendation of the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts and his colleagues on the committee, the 


| betrayal of the rights, interests, and honor of my 
; constituents and section is a price which I cannot 
| pay for them. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts offered noth- 

S 
ing, voted for nothing, declared he would vote for 
nothing which came in conflict with the theories of 
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the Republican party ;which violated the principles 
ofthe Chicago platform, or recognized the rights 
of propertyin man; which recognized the right of 
the southern planter to the slaves upon his plant- 
ation as property... He says a “minority of the 
committee from- the aggrieved States,” he takes 
greatpleasüretotckiowledge, ** reciprocated the 
spiti? which: he; in. “ good faith,” evinced to 
setulethe controversy between the sections * upon 
the’ basis of the. Chicago platform.” I thank God 
it was only a minority from the aggrieved States | 
which “ fairly reciprocated the spirit”? of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. [thank-God it was 
a-small minority, - I believe, if a new Congress 
were elected, and another committee appointed, 
the minority: “ fairly reciprocating the spinit” of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts would be very 
small indeed, ` 

“The gentleman from Massachusetts publishes 
inthis reporta resolution offered by himself in that | 
committee, declaring “a peaceful acquiescence in 
the election of a Chief Magistrate, accomplished 
in accordance with every legal and constitutional | 
requirement,” to be first, the “ paramount,” after- 
wards-amended upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia to “a high and imperative” 
duty of: every good citizen of the United States. 
I was one of those seven who refused to vote for 
this resolution. He offers in his report an-argu- | 
ment to prove the propriety of it, I believe I! 
shall not have time to reply to that argument. 
To. concede it; was to concede everything. We 
had-assembled to'agree upon terms upon which we 
could recommend to the southern States “ peace- 
ful acquiescence” in the election of Abraham Lin- 
coln, elected upon the sole principle of hostility to 
an institution vital to the independence and pros- 
perity of these States. ‘ 

I repeat, sir, that although T agree to the res- 
olution in: the abstract, I refused to vote for it. 
E.deny that it is the duty of any good citizen to 
acquiesce inany governmentiwhich was ordained 
and established for his protection in all his ċon- 
stitutional rights, whenat becomes perverted into a 
means of wrong and oppression and an instrument 
by which those rights can be destroyed. 

Let me submit to the gentlemen from the South 
who voted for the resolution, this proposition: 
Suppose John Brown, the robber and murderer, 
the felon and traitor, the hero and martyr of the 
Republican party,-had escaped conviction and 
punishment by death upon the scaffold for his 
manifold crimes—and if he had, I believe that to- 
day he would be, a more popular man with the 
Republican: party than. Abraham Lincoln, the 
President elect--suppose he had been selected by 
the Chicago convention as the candidate of the 
party, and elected, as he would have been: then 
would: the gentleman: from Massachusetts, and 
those from the North and South who have voted 
with. him for his. resolution, allege it to be the 
“high and imperative duty” of citizens of Vir- 
ginia and other southern States t peacefully to 
acquiesce in his election,” and submit to a gov- 
ernment administered by him? 

Mre DUNN. Are you not aware, sir, that in} 
the Chicago platform the raid of John Brown is 
expressly condemned? 

r. RUST, No,sir. 

Mr. DUNN. I want it to go out with your 
speech, then, that you are misrepresenting the 

ublic sentiment of the North. | 

Mr. RUST. That is not an applicable reply 
to what I have been stating. I have supposed a 
case that might happen—which I believe would, 
in all probability, have happened, but for the just 
doom of a traitor and outlaw; for, sir, if John 
Brown had lived, lam of the opinion that he would 
have been a more popular man to-day than Abra- 
ham Lincoln. | 

Mr. PALMER. Ithink the gentleman is mis- | 
taken. I think he did say affirmatively that John | 
Brown was the hero and martyr of the Repub- 
lican party, which called forth the remark,of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. RUST. Idothink so. Now, whatdoes the | 
gentleman say? Does he deny or controvert what 

have stated with reference to the. action of the 
majority of the select committee of thirty-three? | 
Does the gentleman admitthat the majority of the | 
committee was willing to concede anything in 


ii tleman from Indiana might have raised the point 


that the majority, in response to all our demands, 
threatened ts with the sword? 

Mr. DUNN. I desire, as one member of that 
committee, to say that I endeavored to discharge 
my duty there without any reference whatever to 
the Chicago platform; and I believe that that 
phrase escaped from my lips but once; and that 
was in reference to that very charge that the Re- 
publican party sympathized with that raid of John 
Brown. I believe that every enlightened citizen 
of this country, north and south, knows that to 
be an infamous libel upon the Republican party; 
and I am only surprised that men who have great 
public interests in charge in this day of peril will 
give circulation to such a libelous assertion. 

Mr. RUST. What is that libelous assertion ? 

Mr. DUNN. That the Republican party sym- 
pathizes with John Brown. 

Mr. RUST. Ido not reply to that here; but, 
sir, I will not appeal to him as a gentleman, nor 
do I appeal to him at all again.» But I appeal to 
other gentlemen of that committee, to whom that 
appellation may-yet apply. l appeal to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, or toany other member 
upon the committee, of that party, if they mani- 
fested a willingness to vote for any measure in 
conflict with the Chicago platform; and whether 
they conceded one hair’s breadth of what they 
called their idea of republican Government. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I desire to ask one question 
of the gentleman from Indiana. In reply to the 
remark just made by the gentleman from Indiana, 
I wish to ask one question, to enable his mean- 
ing to be understood. Did he intend to intimate 
Ahat he, upon that committee, was willing to give 
any vote that would amount to a repudiation of 
the Chicago platform, or any portion thereof? 

Mr. DUNN. Iam very frank to say l did not; 
because L did not believe that platform to be in 
conflict with the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. RUST. I have got all I want. And in 
regard to that infamous libel which the gentleman 
has charged upon me, I hope now he will say he 
is responsible for it, and 1 will treat it hereafter. 
Let me know now? 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman can seck what he 
desires. 

Mr. RUST. Those who incite others to war 
should be willing to wage war themselves. 

. Mr. DUNN. Thisis a free country; and the 
gentleman can seek redressinany form he pleases. 

Mr RUST. I have the answer I wanted. Ob, 
no; they deprecate brute foree; they want reason, 
argument, thought, discussion bere; but when | 
they are held to responsibility for their insolence, 
cowards they prove to be, who are willing to in- 
volve others in dangers which they will not share 
themselves. 

Mr. COLFAX. I desire to ask whether these 
remarks of the gentleman from Arkansas are 
strictly in order? 

Mr. RUST: Iam done with that. 

Mr. COLFAX. | insist that to apply the epi- 
thet “coward ” to any member of the House is 
not in order? l 

Mr. HINDMAN. It occurs to me that the gen- 


of order upon his colleague with more propriety. 
I would inquire of the Chair whether itis in order 
to apply the language “ infamous libel’? to any 
member of this House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. KELLOGG, 
of lilinois,in the chair.) The Chair would suggest 
to the gentlemen that this character of debate is | 
hardly in order. | 

Mr. HINDMAN, If itis notin order, why | 
did the Chair permit the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Dunn] to use the word “ infamous,” as ap- 
plicable to a gentleman in this House? Why did 
not the Chair then enforce the rule? 

Mr. DUNN. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, 
| I will say this 

Mr. RUST. No, sir; no, sir; not with my 
permission shall the gentleman open his mouth. 

Mr. DUNN. Then the gentleman’s colleague 
should not have asked the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair re- 
quires gentlemen to observe order in the course 
of debaie. The Chair would observe to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas that the matters to which 


conflict with the Chicago platform, wil he deny | 


allusion is now mada took place before the present } 


occupant of the chair took the chair, as he recol- 
lects. Whether it be so or not, this course of 
discussion was not then in his mind. 

Mr. RUST. I desire to make this inquiry of 
the Chair. I wish to ascertain from the Chair 
whether, in his opinion, the gentleman from Ark- 
ansas was the first one who committed a breach 
of parliamentary privilege? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas, that the 
present occupant of the chair was not in the chair 
at the time when, apparently, this character of 
discussion commenced; but he will say to the 
gentleman, that he will, as far as possible, require 
gentlemen to observe the order of debate while 
he occupies the chair, whether upon one side or 
the other. 

Mr. RUST. With regard to John Brown— 
whose name I introduced by way of argument—~ 
and his Republican sympathizers, it is only neces- 
sary to state, in proof of the charge, that he is 
their hero and martyr; that monuments have been 
erected to his memory; the anniversary of his 
death has been celebrated by multitudes of his 
admirers; the present Governor of Massachusetts, 
Lam informed, has testified his appreciation ofhis 
character and sympathy with the cause in which 
he sacrificed himself, by the contribution of a 
large amount of money to a fund to be devoted to 
that purpose; and, last of all, Mr. Sewarp,ina 
recent speech, spoke of the invasion of Virginia 
by Brown as an illustration of the “fearful and 
uncompromising hostility to slavery’? which per- 
vades the world wherever slavery does not exist. 
What more evidence is necessary to show that 
John Brown is regarded by permanent and influ- 
ential members of the Republican party as a mar- 
tyr and a hero? 

I will say, again, Mr. Speaker, if the Repub- 
lican members of this House upon the committee 
of thirty-three, or upon this floor, represent the 
sentiment of the northern people, all hope of com- 
promise is gone. 1 am willing to vote for a prop- 
usition which allows the people, as a dernier res- 
sort, to speak for themselves; and if this LLouse 
refuses that opportunity; ifit is unwilling to trust 
its own constituents, Í say, then, 1 will exhort 
every man of the South, my own people as well: 
as other people of the southern States, to prepare 
for war. I would prefer war, with all its attend- 
ant horrors, to such a submission as it would be, 
after all that has occurred, upon the part of the 
South, to allow this Government to go into the 
hands of the Republican party, and be adminis- 
tered by them in the southern States of the Union. 
I would prefer that the whole southern States 


| should become one blood-stained and unpeopled 


desert; L would prefer anything to such a humil- 
iation and dishonor as it would be.to submit to 
such a party and to such an Administration, under 
such circumstances, 

After all that has been said and done by the 
southern people, submission now for the sake of 
peace would invite fature aggressions and insults 
which slaves themselves would not brook or sub- 
mit to. If justice is denied us now, the odds 
against us will be greater a year hence, or two 
months hence, than they now are; and our true 
policy is to demand equality in the Union, andif 
that is denied, assert and maintain our independ- 
ence out of it, and, if need be, with the sword, 
and “ pray God to be with the right.” 

But I do not believe that these Representatives 
represent that people. I have a hope that a dif- 
ferent sentiment prevails among the northern peo- 

le. I hope, if this Union is dissolved, there will 
be a reconstruction of it. The interests of all sec- 


| tions of this Confederacy are in the Union, and of 


none more so than the State which J in part rep- 
resent. As to the country in the Mississippi val- 
ley, it is impossible to divide it. Social relations 
and feelings and sympathies and commercial im- 
terests are so blended that it is beyond the power 
of man to sunder them. Let this Congress madly 
refuse to do its duty, and conventions. be called, 
and States secede, and disunion come, still God 
has so united the people of the Mississippi val- 
ley that the folly and wickedness of man cannot 
keep them asunder. Let the Union be dissolved, 
or rather suspended, and a new one will be formed 
out of the wreck, upon a firmer, juster, and more 
enduring basis than the old one, which is now 


e 
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in its expiring agonies. ‘The inhabitants of the 
Mississippi valley are one and indivisible. Uni- 
ted with the Gulf and Atlantic States, they would 
form an empire in which there need be no jarring 
or antagonistic interests, with elements of wealth 
and strength and progress which in a little time 
would make them the foremost nation upon the [| 
earth. 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin,] who 
submitted the majority report of the committee, 
is not, [ believe, in his seat; but I must be per- 
mitted to say that a more disingenuous produc- 
tion never emanated from the pen of a political 
partisan. I will review but a small portion of it. 
The excuse which he made in that report, to the 
House and to the country, for not acceding to the 
proposition to divide the territory belonging to 
the United States between the two sections, upon 
the line of 360 30', was that it was incumbered 
with a provision to apply it to all territory here- 
after to be acquired. If gentlemen will take the 
trouble to read the journal of the proceedings of 
the committee, they will discover that that gen- 
tleman and his colleagues, after having voted for 
and adopted an amendment to the resolution pro- 
posed by himself, confining its operation to the 
Territories now belonging to the United States, 
and having thus removed the objection to it urged 
in hisreport, voted itdownafterit was soamended. 

He argued, and may have argued well, that it 
was unwise and inexpedient to anticipate the ac- 
quisition, by the Government, of new territories 
when those now belonging to it were the source 
ofsuch angry and dangerous controversies. But 
1 submit if 1t was fair to assign as a reason for 
rejecting a proposition insisted upon by the mi- 
nority, an objectionable feature which, upon his | 
own motion, and by the votes ofhis own colleagues, 
had been stricken out of it. The minority of the 
committee insisted upon a proposition similar to | 
that introduced into the Senate by the vencrable | 
Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen,] with 
reference to slavery in the District of Columbia, 
docks, arsenais, and navy-yards, and all places 
under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 
States. The majority voted a resolution declar- 
ing that as there was no purpose anywhere to 
interfere with slavery in those places, it was not 
expedient to act upon the proposition, and conse- 
quently voted it down. The reported proccedings 
ofa Republican caucus furnishes, perhaps, a more 
satisfactory explanation. . It was determined, in 
that caucus that, while it was not now the pur- 
pose of the Republican party to abolish slavery in 
the District of Columbia, it might not always be 
so; and hence they would not so amend the Con- 
stitution as to deprive them of the power when it 
might be their pleasure to do it. 

Now, sir, within my experience, petitions have 
been presented at that bar praying for the aboli- 
tion of slavery in all piaces under the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States. We of the 
South believe that the leaders of the Republican 
party are pledged to abolish slavery wherever it | 
exists, if they can constitutionally do it. But 
whether there was just cause for apprehension or 
not, gentlemen of the majority of the committee, 
and among them one to whom I shall not refer 
again, voted for a resolution which I introduced 
on the first day I attended the sittings of the com- 
mittee, declaring that “discontent and hostility 
to the Federal Government existed among the 
southern people,” and, whether with or without 
cause, it was the duty of the committee to report 
such just and reasonable measures of conciliation 
as would allay them. It seems to me that it was 
bad faith on the part of any member of the com- 
mittee who voted for my resolution to vote against 
the proposition to amend the Constitution so as 
to deprive Congress of the power to abolish sla- | 
very in the District of Columbia. Nevertheless, 
I believe that all, or nearly all, of the Republican : 
members of the committee so voted. | 

In refusing, at a time like this, as a peace-offer- | 
ing to the South, to relinquish the power, it would 
hardly be denied by them, I presume, that they 
contemplate, at some future time, its exercise. I | 
would not accept their denial. 1 believe itis their ; 

purpose to abolish slavery, not only where they 
fae the constitutional power to do it, but where : 
ever it exists in the United States. Until the pres- 
ent session of Congress, during which my onpor- 
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tunities for judging of their designs have been 
more favorable than ever before, I have not be- 
lieved that they entertained any designs upon sla- 
very in the States where it exists. But, upon 
observing their bearing through this whole con- 
test, their wanton endeavors to irritate and ex- 
asperate the South by the needless passage of res- 
olutions which could have no other effect, and 
by other means; their refusal to make any con- 
cession; their refusal to sacrifice a mere abstract 
opinion, or even a trifling party advantage, for 
the sake of a peaceful solution of the existing sec- 
tional troubles,—it has become my deliberate con- 
viction, that it is the settled purpose of the Repub- 
lican party, if they are permitted to continue in 
power, to abolish slavery, with or without con- 
stitutional right, wherever the jurisdiction of the 
Government which they may administer is recog- 
nized and submitted to. 

The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mittsow,] 
with whom I agree in most things, said that he 
feared not the Republican party. Sir, I haveseen 
brave men, and read of brave men, but if, under 
existing circumstances, the gentleman fears noth- 
ing, he is the bravest man I have seen or read of 
in the whole course of my life. He says that Vir- 
ginia will not submit to Lincoln, but that Lincoln 
will submit to Virginia. Really, itis my misfor- 
tune not to understand the meaning of the gentle- 
man. I cannot understand the reasoning by which 
he arrives at the conclusion that Lincoln will ad- 
minister the Governmentin submission to the State 
of Virginia. Did Virginia vote for Lincoln? Was 
it by the voice of Virginia that Lincoln was elected 
President of the United States? The gentleman 
says that Lincoln will discharge the functions im- 
posed upon him by the State of Virginia, and by 
the Constitution of the United States, which Vir- 
ginio had a large part in framing. 1 believe that 

r. Lincoln repudiates that Constitution; and E 
will show it from his own written declaration— 
made with deliberation, I presume; because | find 
it ina letter which, from the occasion which called 
it forth, was, no doubt, written with care and de- 
liberation, He said, only onc year before he was 
elected: 

“The Democracy of co-day hold the liberty of one man 
to be absolutely nothing, when in conflict with another 
man’s right of property. Republicans, on the contrary, are 
for both the man and the dollar, but in ease of conflict the 
man before the dollar.” 

Now, sir, how do you translate or interpret that 
expression of Mr. Lincoln? He says the Repub- 
licans are for both the man and the dollar; but in 
case of conflict, the man before the dollar. If the 
right of property of a southern citizen in his 
slaves comes in conflict with the rights of person, 
recognized as belonging to the slave himself by 
Mr. Lincoln, the rights of the southern citizen 
Is not that a fair interpretation 
of what Mr. Lincoln said? What did he mean, 
if he did not mean that when my rights, as the 


| owner of my slave in a free State, or even ina 


slave State, come in conflict with the rights of 
the person claimed as a slave, my rights must be 


i subjected to the rights of person of my slave? 


Again he says: 
cP hi 
be no slave must co 
deny freedom to oth 
under a just God, cannot long retain it.?? 


isa world of compensations; and he who would 
seilt to have no slave. ‘Phose who 


These are the sentiments of the President clect 
of the Republican party, of whose administration 
my friend from Virginia is not afraid. Does he 
believe that the Constitution will impose any re- 
straint upon a man who uttered such sentiments 
as these only a little more than a ycar ago? Flas 
not Lincoln pledged himself to the doctrine that 
rights of person are higher than rights of property? 
Has he not said in express terms, that where the 
two ceme in conflict, rights of property must be 
yielded, and rights of person maintained? If he 
is an honest man, he will carry his theory into 
practice. I should have less respect for him if I 
believed that he would not carry that theory into 
practice, than I have for him now; believing, as 
Ido, thathe will. Inthe one case, Į could regard 
him as a crazy, but honest fanatic; in the other, 
as nothing more than arecklessand unprincipled 
demagogue. And yet the gentleman from Vir 
ginia isnot afraid ! 
whoviumder such circumstances. are afraid to allow 


rs deserve it not for themselves; and ! 


He thinks it is only cowards į 


i 


the Government of the United States to pass into 
the hands of such a President! : 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman feom Arkan- 
sas seems wholly to have misapprehended every- 
thing that I did say. {said that I'told the mem+ 
bers of the Republican party, more than a year 
ago, that I did not fear them, because they tever 
had had a majority here since I had been a mem- 
ber of Congress; and I did not believe they ever 
would have a majority, if southern men chose to 
remain in their seats. Will the gentleman from 
Arkansas tell me what he can fear from a minor- 
ity? ; 

Mr. RUST. We aré in aminority to-day. We 
were in a minority when the gentleman addressed 
the House. We were reduced so low, and were 
so helpless, so feeble, so powerless, upon this side 
of the House only a few days ago, that upon a 
test question we could not call the yeas and nays; 
and yet the gentleman from Virginia says that 
the Republicans are not yet in a majority, and that 
he believes they never will be! Í 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman again mis- 
understands what I did say. I stated what I had 
said more thana yearago. I said afterwards, that 
in consequence of our being in a minority from 
the secession of the southern States, it became 
necessary that guarantees, such as the gentleman 
requires, should be given. : 

Mr. RUST. I am glad I misunderstood the 
gentleman. Efe knows Ï have not read his speech, 
for I told him go this morning; and. the notes 1 
took of it were taken amidst a great deal of noise 
and confusion, and my hearing is very indistinct; 
1 hear but little of what transpires around me. I 
hope if I have misconceived him, he will accept 
this as an explanation. : 

But, sir, I do think that even before the seces- 
sion of the southern States, the Republicans kád 
a majority in this House. They organized this 
House. They elected the Speaker and all the 
officers connected with it, and it is impossible for 
one to understand how a minority could accom- 
plish so much. It is true they were not all from 
the South, but none the less Republicans on that 
account. When this Congress assembled a year 
ago, no one thought of secession, except in the 
event which bas since occurred; but even then 
they had a majority. In 1841, the Republican 
party numbered only two members upon this 
floor. In 1847,as Mr. Giddings says, he was 
one of six. In 1856, Mr. Giddings, with his own 
hand, drew up that portion of the Philadelphia 
platform in reference to slavery when they polled 
a plurality of the votes for President, and nearly 
elected their candidate; and, in 1860, they have 
nominated and clected the President and Vice 
President upon the same platform, so far as it re- 
lates to slavery, that Giddings drafted in 1856 at 
Philadelphia, and have the control of this House 
and the other branch of Congress and every de- 
partment of the Government. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman let me 
interrupt him again? 

Mr. RUST. I prefer not to be interrupted. I 
have already spoken longer than I intended, and 
have said almost nothing that I intended to say. 
Now, sir, look atthe rapid strides which that party 
has made in the last few years, and at the results 
which they have already accomplished. Whatis 
the fecling of that party now? Inthe committee of 
thirty-three, three of its eighteen members, under 
existing circumstances, in acrisis which threatens 
the existence of everything dear to the American 
citizen, refused to vote away the power to interfere 


| with slavery in the States where it exists—three 
i of the Republican members of that committee, se- 


lected for their supposed conservatism of senti- 
ment, refused to yield the right to abrogate slavery 
in the States where it now exists; and I believe 
that a majority of the members on the other side 
of the House would vote to-day against a propo- 
sition to give up that power. What may we not 
expect in four, eight, or twelve years more, with 
our past experience of the progress of that party? 
I say that under the existing Constitution the 
South has no hope in: this Union without essen- 
tial, material, effectual, and irrepealable guaran- 


| tees of her constitutional rights; and let the con- 


sequences be what they may, if these guarantees 
are not conceded, I warn the people of Arkansas 
of the dangers that threaten them in the Union. 
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and beg and implore them, as their last and only 
hope of security, to go out of it. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know what was sought 

to be accomplished by making areport which was 
no report; a report repudiated by the committee 
that-ordered it tobe made. `- 
“Mr: MALLORY. ‘Will the gentleman from 
Arkansas permit.me to ask him a question? _ Do 
Tunderstand him to say that a majority of the 
‘committee of thirty-three, or a majority of that 
portion of the ‘committee which represented the 
free, States, refused in committee to vote for an 
“amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States, providing that slavery should never be in- 
terfered with in the States where it exists? 

Mr. RUST. I said nothing like that; and lam 
sorry my friend from Kentucky could so far mis- 
apprehend me. I went on to review the progress 
of the Republican party in this House and the 
country. I stated that in 1841 there were two Re- 
publicans in this House; in 1846, seven; in 1856 
they controlled the organization which nominated 
Frémont; and in 1860 they elected Lincoln. I 
then said that three members of the committee of 
thirty-three from the northern States, selected, I 
suppose, because of their conservative sentiments, 
refused to yield the power to legislate on slavery, 
or to amend the Constitution so as to exclude 
forever the power to do so. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then, as I wish to be thor- 
oughly informed on this branch of the subject, 1 
ask my friend from Arkansas whether these three 
members of the committee réfused to surrender up 
a power which they supposed they had; or did 
‘they refuse to agree to that amendment because 
they thought it unnecessary, inasmuch as such 
power is not possessed now? 
` Mr. RUST. Iam not so unkind as to assign 
motives to men’s actions. I hardly understand 
the actions themselves. 

_ Mr. MALLORY. Lonly asked the question 
for information. 

- Mr; RUST. ‘I heard them assign no reason for 
‘their action. 

Mr, HINDMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky allow me to ask him whether he is 
fomiliar with the reasou? 

Mr. MALLORY. Tamnot, sir. Tonly asked 
‘for information. 

Mr, RUST. I repeat, that I shall not under- 
take to assign motives for men’s actions. I was 
saying that the chairman of the committee made 
a report, which is no report; which | did not vote 
for, which you did not vote for, and which no 
member of the committee voted for, That gen- 
tleman, (Mr. Corwin,] in the specch which he 
made, alluded to South Carolina as having taken, 
as she did in 1833, the lead in this work of trea- 
gon and rebellion, It is well enough, perhaps, 
that the Republican party should try to avail 
themselves of the odium which attaches, or which 
did attach, to the precipitate action of South Car- 
olina; but is the gentleman from Ohio conversant 
only with that part of the history of the country 
of which he calls himself a part? Fas he never 
read anything of history? Does he not know that 
‘South Carolina, in 1833, was following the lead 
‘of New. England States in 1814, when we were at 
war with a powerful nation? Lhe New England. 
States, during the most of the struggle, afforded 
aid and comfort to the publicenemy, and resolved 
that they would leave the Union. They sent em- 
bassadors to Washington to treat with the admin- 
istration of Mr. Madison for the terms of their 
withdrawal. They were not even in a time of war 
denounced as rebels and traitors. John Quincy 
Adams declared in his writings that that great 
catastrophe, the dismemberment of the Confed- | 
eracy, was only averted by the receipt of intelli- | 


gence that peace had been concluded by the treaty | 
of Ghent. Have New England and northern 
States a prescriptive right to treason and rebel- 
lion; or is not that treason in Massachusetts and 
Connecticut and Rhode Island, which is treason : 
in Florida, South Carolina, Alabama, and Mis- 
sissippi! If not, then indeed we have never been 
equals. in this Confederacy. If one law is to be | 
applied to one portion of the Confederacy, and 
another to another, if that which is treason in one 
part ig not treason in another, then we have re- 
mained inthe Union much too long already. f 

Again: while South Carolina is held up to the 
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: 
| 


| for the benefit of the country. 


reprobation of the people for what is called her 
petulancy, her precipitancy, her presumption, her 
arrogance, has the gentleman from Massachusstts 
Mr. Apams] forgotten that, in 1846, the Legis- | 
lature of Massachusetts declared that the annex- 
ation of Texas would justify Massachusetts in 
leaving this accursed Confederacy? Has he for-. 
gotten that that Legislature, by solemn resolution, 
declared that the annexation of ‘Texas would be 
a dissolution of the Union? The gentleman from 
Massachusetts wasa member of that Legislature, 
and yet he is the gentleman to come forward now 
and declare aguinst all appeals for concession and 
compromise, and is ready to declare war against 
States which are only exercising rights and powers 
on more than one occasion asserted by his own. 

Mr. GOOCH. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Arkansas whether he has read the resolu- 
tion of the Massachusetts Legislature to which 
he refers? 

Mr. RUST. Ihave. 

Mr. GOOCH. Wil the gentleman read it now 
in the House? 

Mr. RUST. I have it not here., 

Mr. GOOCH. When the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Cox] read a resolution the other day as 
having been passed by the Massachusetts Legis- 
lature, I could not remember that any such reso- 
lution had ever been passed; and I have not since 
been able to find any such resolution as he then 
quoted. I hoped, if there were any such resolu- 
tion passed, that I might, by this inquiry, ascer- 
tain where to find it. 

Mr. RUST. Very good. I expect I can put 
the gentleman in the way of ascertaining where 
that resolution is to be found. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] who admitted 
having introduced the resolution himself, is now 
in his seat; and of course he is more competent 
to give information to his colleague in regard to 
it than Lam. J will yield the floor to him. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. I say to the 
gentleman from Arkansas, that he never heard 
from me any clear statement of what that reso- 
lution contained. At the time he heard me speak 
of it, I had not scen it for fourteen or fifteen 
years. If the gentleman will look it up, and pre- 
Sent it to the Efouse, then the House will be the 
judge of what it contains. Until that time I beg 

iim not to make a representation of what he 
knows nothing about. 

„Mr. RUST. ‘The gentleman from Massachu- 
getts states that I had no clear intimation from him 
of what the resolution contains. I willadmit that 
the gentlemen studiously avoided an intimation 
which I thought he was perfectly competent to 
make. Le scemed to think that that resolution, 
of which he was himself the author, was a very 
delicate matter at this particular crisis, I have 
endeavored to get the resolution, and I hope the 
gentleman will aid me in getting it. Itis due to 
him and to me, either that he should contradict 
the purport of what I state the resolution to be, or 
else produce it, and let it prove itself. I ask him 
now, if he does not know what the resolution was. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. I know per- 
fectly well. 

Mr. RUST. Lonly wantthe purport, the sub- 
stance, the intent of it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. I know per- 
fectly well what the resolution is, and am ready 
here, at the proper time, to repeat the resolution 
At this time I have 


it not within my control. f 

Mr. RUST.” Lask the gentleman if he cannot 
recollect the purport of the resolution, of which 
he was himself the author. Ido not want the | 
precise language, I only want the purport of it, as 
Į desire to make ita part of my speech. Ido not 
want it to go forth to the country, that I have 
spoken on a subject of which “1 was perfectly 
ignorant.” 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
Iama pretty precise man in regard to the lan- 
guage I use, both in resolutions and here; and I 
am not going, from mere recolicction, to say what 
the words of that resolution are. If the gentle- 
man desires them, I will furnish a copy before he 
prints his speech. 

Mr. RUST. Iam obliged to the gentleman for 
that courtesy. I will say now what my recollec- 
tion is of the remarks the gentleman made to the 


committee.on the occasion to which I have re- 
ferred. He said the resolution asserted that the 
annexation of Texas furnislied a sufficient cause 
to Massachusetts for seceding from the Union. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman from Arkansas 
will yield for a moment, | desire to say that Iwas 
very unwillingly the cause of bringing the matter 
of these Massachusetts resolutions into this de- 
bate. I think I predicated my remarks upon two 
resolutions which I saw in a newspaper, the pur- 
port of one of which was that the annexation of 
Texas would be a sufficient cause for dissolving 
the Union; and the other, that if Texas is an- 
nexed, Massachusetts is out of the Union. On 
investigation, I find that those resolutions, as I 
read them, never did passthe Massachusetts Legis- 
lature; but that resolutions having the same spirit 
and effect, as I believe, did pass the Legislature 
of that State. I saw, the other day, a copy of 
them in the journals of the Massachusetts Legis- 
lature, which I am sorry I have not here. The 
effect of these resolutions, as I remember, is this: 
that in consequence of the annexation of Texas 
to this country, Massachusetts should have no 
fellowship whatever with members from that por- 
tion of the Confederacy; and in the next place, 
that, as the members of Congress elected to the 
United States Congress from Texas were elected 
from slave representation, they had no right to be 
received as such, and Massachusetts would not 
recognize them. 

Mr. GOOCH. Will the gentleman permit me 
to say a word? 

Mr. RUST. I cannot yield any more of my 
time. I did not intend, when I set out, to occupy 
the floor more than twenty minutes, but in con- 
sequence of these interruptions the greater portion 
of the hour to which Lam entitled isalready gone, 
and I have not reached the topics which 1 desired 
pareneny to discuss. How much more Ume 

ave I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six or 
seven minutes yet remaining. 

Mr. RUST.” I was proceeding to remark that 
in what the State of South Carolina has recently 
done, for which she has received such severe con- 
demnation on this floor, she had the example of 
the State of Massachusetts and her New England 
sisters. Yet from the time that committee organ- 
ized, neither the honorable chairman, nor any 
member from his side of the committee, talked of 
anything but the enforcement of the laws of the 
United States in the States which have seceded. 
That I understand to be the programme of gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House, and of the 
Republican party. What, Mr, Speaker, are the 
laws that gentlemen propose to enforce in South 
Carolina? What laws are there upon your stat- 
ute-books which can be enforced upon these peo- 
ple, unless it be the laws of taxation, the right of 
plunder, of robbery and spoliation, which you 
have been exercising for many years? Are these 
the Jaws which you consider vital to the Union, 
and which the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
Corwin] proposes to enforce, without disturbing 
the peace of the country? Are there any other 
laws which can be enforced there except the laws 
of taxation? Reference has been made to no other 
laws; and I suppose gentlemen expect that the 
amiable, peaceable people of the southern States 
will submit to taxation bya Government in which 
they have no representation, 

The chairman of the committee has asserted in 
his remarks a proposition to which, I presume, 
there will be no dissent; that no sane man would 
go into a Territory belonging to the United States 
north of 360 30’ with his slaves. I fully assent 
to the proposition. I have ever been in favor of 
carrying the doctrine of popular sovereignty into 
all the Territories of the United States; but that 
has been opposed and denounced with unmeas- 
ured bitterness by the Republican party; it has 
not prevailed in the southern States; its advocates 
were overwhelmed in the recent canvass; and as 
one of the minority, [ yielded to the majority. I 
believe that the doctrine of popular sovereignty 
was the doctrine upon which this Government 
was formed. Itis a doctrine which I endeavored 
to advocate with all my ability; but which, as I 
said, has been repudiated by an overwhelming 
majority of the southern people. Inot only assent 
to the statement of the gentleman from Ohio, but 
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I told bim that I had submitted to my constituents 
in the recent canvass, whether, for a bonus of 
$500 per capita, they would go into any of the Ter- 
ritories of the United States, north of that line, 
carrying their slaves with them, and there was not 
an affirmative response. I then put this question 
to the honorable gentleman—which he did not 
answer, but which I hope will be answered: why, 
if Providence has so effeetually guarded the Terri- 
torics of the United States against the invasion of 
slave labor, will they insist upon an insulting and 
unconstitutional interdict, to the extremity of de- 
stroying the peace and prosperity of the people, 
and precipitating the country into a civil war? 
The gentleman further said, they had the Al- 
mighty on their side. Then I ask, thatif, in 
addition to all the other advantages which weac- 
knowledge you possess, you claim this, why will 
you insist on breaking down the barriers which 
the Constitution has erected, giving protection, at 
least in name and theory, to the southern peo- 
ple? What justification have you, or can the Re- 
publican party plead, for its aggressive policy? If 
you have nature, population, numerical strength, 
capacity for colonization, political power, and God 
Almighty with you, why do you find it neecs- 
sary still to insist upon taking from the southern 
people that shield which the Constitution has 
erected as a barri¢r against your aggressions? 
But in regard to the territory south of 36° 30’, 
a territory composed of Arizona and New Mex- 
ico, the honorable chairman of the committce says 


“take it! takeit! takeit!’? Sir, the gentleman did | 


not mean §§ take it! take it! take it!” Hisaction 
roves the contrary. We ask him to let us take 
it; but he proposes terms which are not accept- 


able cither to his party or to the South. We ask | 
party 


him, if he is willing to give it to us, to allow us 
to prescribe the terms; allow us to draw up the 
articles ofconveyance. No, sir; heand his party 
(and that is by no means unanimous) will not 
give us New Mexico, except on condition that it 
shall be admitted into the Union asa State. It 
would not be a slave State. The gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Sumrman] would vote for this prop- 
osition, though the Territory, with over two hun- 
dred thousand square miles—to quote his own 
elegant language—is not “able to supporta turkey 
buzzard.’? Mr. Snerman will vote for this prop- 
osition, because there are only eleven slave women 
and one slave man within the limits of this vast 
Territory. ‘She can change or modify her con- 
stitution atany time.” This isa pregnant sugges- 
tion. New Mexico is in no condition to assume 
the responsibilities of a sovereign State. She does 
not desire or seck admission into the Union; and 


if she were to apply for it to-day, with a pro-sla- | 


All 


very constitution, I would vote against it. 


the principles that are deserving of respect and | 


consideration are not, I take it, embraced in the 
“Chicago platform.” The gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Suermayn,] while he disparages, and, as the 
honorable Delegate from that Territory says, 
traduces and libels the Territory and her people, 
is willing to vote for her admission into the Union, 
upon an equal footing with his State and mine, 
and all the other States of the Union, because, I 
suppose, sir, ** thereare only twelveslaves within 
her limits, and she could at any time alter or mod- 
ify her constitution,” 

Sir, there has been no intention, on the part of 
the gentlemen from the North, to relinquish, in 
good faith, that Territory to the South. Thenorth- 
ern press has denounced the proposition as an 
attempted fraud upon the South or upon the Re- 
publican party. I do not choose to be a party 
to a fraud upon either, If the majority of the 
committee, or the Republican party in this House, 
are willing to adjust the territorial question upon 
the basis which the chairman pretends to offer, it 
will be promptly accepted by the southern Repre- 
sentatives, The gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. 
Howanrp,| whom I regard as one of the most 
conservative of his party, declared that in voting 
for this proposition, he did not understand him- 
self to have voted in opposition to the principles 
and policy of the Republican party. I am in- 
formed that Mr. Apams, of Massachusetts, made 
the same declaration. But what a commentary 


itis upon the wisdom of this Congress, and our | 
capacity for self-government as a people, when | 


we think of the objcct of the controversy which 


is about to result in the disruption of this Gov- 
ernment! The acquisition of this Territory cost 
the Government at furthest a few million dollars 
—perhaps less than one. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RUST. As I have submitted to a good 


| many interruptions, I hope my time will be ex- 
| tended to enable me to conclude some of the re- 
marks which I still desire to make. 


I want to 
reply to some of the points made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman,] in his speech 
delivered a few days ago, and to fasten a large 
share of the responsibility for the difficulties and 
dangers which now beset the country upon the 
present Chief Magistrate of the nation. This I 
will not have time to do. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. It will be doing great 
injustice to the gentleman from. Arkansas not to 
allow him that privilege. 

A Memser. How long do you want? 

Mr. RUST. A few minutes. . 

There being no objection, the time was accord- 
ingly extended. 

Mr. RUST. When my time expired, I was 
commenting upon the paltry cause (if the Repub- 
lican party seek only to exclude slavery from the 
Territories, as they pretend) of this angry quar- 
rel between the two sections. The single city of 
New York has sustained losses already in conse- 
quence of it, greater by far than the cost of all 
the territories which have been purchased by the 
United States since the formation of the Govern- 
ment. Ifthe disasters and losses which have grown 
out of it could be arrested now, it would have been 
a saving to any one of a dozen cities in the Union 
to have levied a tax upon its people, necessary to 
buy the whole of the territory in controversy, 
(that south of 36° 30',) and have given it to either 
one section or the other, asa means of averting 
them. When we come to aggregate the losses of 
every kind to the people of the whole Union, which 
have resulted from the quarrel over this misera- 
ble Territory, incapable, as Mr. SHERMAN says, 
“of supporting a turkey buzzard,” language is 
incompetent to the task of describing its folly and 
wickedness. - 

The gentleman from Ohio asserted that the 
South had ruled this Government for the last sev- 
enty years. If that be true, are you not satisfied 
with the results of southern rule? If that betrue, 
is it not also true that during that time the coun- 
try has advanced more rapidly to greatness and 
power and influence among the nations, and the 


| people have enjoyed a prosperity unequaled in 


the history of the world—a prosperity which, 
on the day when your President was elected, was 
as universal as it was unparalleled? We have 


| made more progress, in all that constitutes the 


greatness and glory of anation, during these sev- 
enty years, than any other people in the history 
of the world. We cnjoy more material, social, 
religious, and political blessings, than any people 
on the face of the earth. Under southern rule, if 
your charge be truc, we have enjoyed seventy 
years of happiness, of contentment, of domestic 
peace, and unexampled prosperity and progress; 
it has all vanished and disappeared before the ap- 
proach of your party to power. All has been 
blighted and withered by the baleful influence of 


| Black Republican rule, even before you have taken 
| the reins of Government into your hands. 


The 
South, though, has not ruled the country for sev- 
enty years. During those seventy years, the 
North has furnished seven of the Presidents of 
the United States, elected in every instance by 
southern votes. And to-day there is hardly a 
northern State that could not supply a man ac- 
ceptable to the South for the first office in the gift 
of the people. It is not against the northern peo- 
ple that the South rebels; but against a pariy 
which has gotten into powerupon principles which 
threaten pot only her safety and equality, but her 
very existence asa free and self-governing people. 

A Senator from Ohio, [Mr. W ane,] in discuss- 
ing the question of secession and disunion, said: 

“ Let the South go. We will then get Mexico, irrecon- 
cilably hostile to the South—and with which she will enter 
into no friendly relations—worth sevenfold more to the 
commerce of the North than all that she would lose by the 
secession of the southern States.” 

If itis your interest that a separation should take 
place, why threaten to maintain the Union by 


force, by employing the Army, as we were noti- 
fied by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN,] 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
would be done? If, as the Senator from ‘Ohio 
[Mr. Wane] professes to believe, you gain severn- 
fold more than you lose by secession, why throw. 
any impedimentsin.the way ofits consummation? 
Why threaten to punish secession by subjugation? 
Is it in the mere wantonness of your vindictive 
hatred of the South that you declare you will 
“coerce ’’ the southern States into the Union, when 
your interests, by your own admission, command 
you to encourage and favor the separation which 
those States are determined upon? : 
Much has been said about the free navigation 
of the Mississippi river, by gentlemen from the 
Northwest, of both political parties. They have 
claimed, with much emphasis, the right of transit 
for their coramerce through the Mississippi to the 
Gulf of Mexico—a right which no one has devied, 
or would deny them; the free exercise of which is 
just as essential to the interests of people upon 
the lower as upon: the upper Mississippi, and its 
tributaries. „There is no antagonism of interests 
between the people inhabiting different portions 
of the great Mississippi valley. The prosperity 
and success of one sectionare essential to and de- 
pondent in a great degree, upon those of the other. 
The failure of a cotton crop, a destructive over- 
flow, or any great disaster to the southern States 
in this region, would be felt almost as sensibly 
in Ohio, Tndiana, Ulinois, and the other north- 
western States, as among the people who were 
the immediatesufferers, There are so man y causes 
for friendly and intimate relations and intercourse 
among these people; they possess such capabili- 
ties for conferring mutual and reciprocal benefits 
upon one another, that I cannot believe that there 
is to be even a suspension of their social and com- 
mercial intercourse, if, unfortunately, there should 
be of their political-relations. But while their 
facilities for reciprocating benefits are so great, 
their capacities for inflicting injuries, should they 
be infatuated enough to allow political dema- 
gogues, who may be willing to sacrifice every- 
thing to their passions, interests, or ambition, to 
involve them ina bloody strife, will be quite equal 
to them. The world has never witnessed a strug- 
gle between two such peoples. It would possess 
this remarkable feature: a triumph achieved upon 
either side would be as disastrous to the victors 
as to the vanquished. Injuries inflicted by either 
side would be shared by both. If the people of 
the Northwest could, in a spirit of vandalism, 
overrunand lay waste and desolate the South, they 
would return to their homes a ruined people. 
They would then have little occasion for that free 
navigation of the Mississippi, about which they 
are willing now to go towar. Southern consump- 
tion of northern products would cease, and the vast 
products of the fruitful soil of the great Northwest, 
for which we are now paying so liberally, would 
molder and rot in their granaries and warehouses. 
Much has been said about the Union of our 
fathers and the Constitution of our fathers. Ay, 
sir, give us the Union of our fathers. Whence 
did it originate? In mutual interests and kindly 
and fraternal sentiments among all the people who 
formed it. These were the bonds which united 
us together asone people. When the Declaration 
of Independence was made, slavery existed in 
every one of the thirteen colonies. When the 
present Constitution was adopted, it existed in 
every one of the old thirteen States but Massa- 
chusetts. Now it is local. Now every State and 
citizen who maintains it is under the ban of the 
party which has possession of all the powers of 
this Government. And yet that party prates of 
the “ Union of the fathers.” A Union of jarring 
interests and mutual distrust, jealousy, and hatred, 
can never be maintained. ‘l’hese you have sub- 
stituted for the feelings of mutual respect and good 
will in which the Union originated, and you have 
dissolved it We want no change of the Consti- 
tution if you will place us amid the same circum- 
stances which attended its adoption. Force us 
not to remain ina political family perpetually dis- 
cordant. The Union of our fathcrs was a volun- 
tary association of friendly people and States 
Restore the influences that attracted them to each 
other, and we desire no amendments to the Con- 
stitution. Do you suppose, sir, if the southern 
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fathers could have foreseen what is transpiring 
here to-day, they would have become parties to 
this Union? No, sir. And do you suppose their 
sons.are sorecreant.and degenerate as to be forced 
toremain ina Union which they loathe and despise 
because of its injustice and oppression? Never, 
sir. The feelings that gave birth to the American 
Union, and which alone could maintain and pre- 
serve it, no longer prevail among the people. As 
they ‘gradually faded away and gave place to 
others “of a very different character, the bonds 
which ‘united us have graduall 
Slates have fallen asunder and the Union is no 
more: The man who would attempt by force, by 
the sword, to restore or reconstruct it, so far from 
being entitled to the name of statesman and Chris- 
tian, would be a madman and a fiend. 

I wish to.say a word, Mr. Speaker, in reply to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Guriey,] a gen- 
tleman-who has assumed the mission to preach 
“peace on earth and good will to man; who pro- 
fesses to conform all his actions to the peaceful and 
charitable precepts inculcated by the Holy Word, 
and who made a speech a few days ago quite in 
character with his professions. He had heard 
that the State of Mississippi had erected batteries 
upon the bank of that river to molest the com- 
merce of his own and other northern States. He 
was greatly and properly indignant. He threat- 
ened terrible vengeance, direful retribution. In 
the fullness of his wrath, he declared if this thing 
was persisted in, (which has not been done atall,) 
no ** power under Heaven could restrain the peo- 

Je of his State from making New Orleans a lake 
in which fishes should dwell, rather than con- 
tinue to be the abode of men.” Yes, sir, New 
Orleans, the great commercial emporium of the 
Southwest, with its population, wealth, and com- 
merce, was to be made the abode of fishes, frogs, 
alligators, and other reptiles, Let me remind the 
genomen of an incident in, the history of New 


rleans for his warning, which he seems to have | 


forgotten. Forty-six years ago the British Gov- 
ernment, prompted, no doubt, by the same Chris- 
tian feelings which seem to animate the gentleman 
from Ohio, fitted outan expedition to capture New 
Orleans, and wrest it from the Government of the 
United States. New Orleans was then, compared 
to what itnowis, amere village. The States of Lou- 
isiana, Mississippi, and Arkansas, then and now 
most accessible to it, were little more than unex- 
plored and uninhabited wildernesses. They now 
teem with abraveand warlike people. Thecity was 
defended by a few undisciplined militia from the 
gouthern States, commanded by a southern gen- 
eral, The expedition against it was composed of 
the victorious veterans of the British army, before 
whom the legions of Napoleon were invariably 
compelled to retreat throughout the * Peninsular 
war.” It was commanded by one of Welling- 
ton’s favorite generals. Its overthrow and dis- 
comfiture by the half-armed and undisciplined 
militia from Kentucky, Tennessee, and Missis- 
sippi, was more sanguinary and disastrous thai 
an 

Mt. FERRY then obtained the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 


the gentleman from Arkansas requested me a few | 


minutes ago to furnish him with the resolutions 
referred to in this discussion. I will now, with 
the permission of the gentleman from Conneeti- 
cut, and of the House, read those resolutions to 


the Elouse. [Cries of “ Agrecd !’? “ Agreed !”] | 


Mr. HINDMAN. I bope the gentleman will 
let the Clerk read the resolutions, and then they 
can be heard all over the House. 

Mr, ADAMS, of Massachusetts. 
read the resolutions myself: 


I prefer to 


“ Resolved, That the power to unite an independent for- 


with the United States is nat among the pow- 


eign State 
nt by the Constitu- 


ers delegated to the General Governme 
tion of the United States. 

“ Resolved, That the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
faithful to the compact between the people of the United 
States, according to the plain meaning and intent in whieh 
it was understood and acceded to by them, is sincerely 
anxious for its preservation ; and that it is determined, as 
it doubts not the other States are, to submit to undelegated 
powers in no body of men on carth; and the project of the 
annexation of Texas, unless resisted on the threshold, may 
tend to drive these States into a dissolution of the Union, 


recorded in the military annals of the world. | 


and-will furnish new calumnies against republican Govern- | 


ments, by exposing the gross contradiction of a people pro- 
fessing to be free and yet secking to extend and perpetuate 
the subjection of its slaves.?? 


relaxed, until the | 


There are the resolutions, and the gentleman 
can make the most of them. [Slight applause.] 

Mr. RUST. Iam obliged to the gentleman. 
I would ask him whether he has read all the res- 
olutions? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. I have. 

Mr.RUST. Let me ask the gentleman whether 
the proceedings of the Hartford convention are 
not to be found inthe same volume? 

Mr. COX. There is another set of resolutions 
from Massachusetts which have not been read. 

Mr. RUST. Iam content that all that has been 
said by the gentleman from Massachusetts, as 
wellas by the gentleman from Ohio, shall go with 
my speech before the country. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope I will be permitted to say 
a word. 

Mr. FERRY. Tyield to the gentleman from 
Indiana, if it does not come out of my time. 
{Cries of “ Agreed!”}] * 

Mr. DUNN. Idesire tosay aword. Not know- 
ing exactly how I expressed myself when I in- 
terrupted the speech of the gentleman from Ark- 
ansas, I desire now to make a brief explanation. 
It is my purpose always to be as near right as l 
can. Whatever I may have said, I say now that 
what I intended to express at the moment was, 
that the declaration that the Republican party 
symphathized with John Brown and his raid into 
Virginia was a libel upon the Republican party. 
l take this opportunity, because 3t is right that I 
should, to declare that I did not intend to use any 
language offensive to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas. I merely characterized his declaration as I 
believed it deserved to be characterized, as a libel- 
ous construction of the Chicago. platform;a libel, 
sir, upon the Republican party. 

Mr. RUST. The gentleman from Indiana says 
that he did not intend to use the most offensive 
remarks in an offensive sense towards me, That, 
sir, is a very lame explanation, The least I have 
the right to expect, or to demand of that gentle- 
man, is an unqualified retraction of the remarks 
he made, and which 1 consider offensive. 

Mr. DUNN. Ihave made all the explanation 
I fee] it my duty to malte. 

Mr. RUST. Very good, then. I understand 


ou. 

7 Mr. HINDMAN. Let me make a remark con- 
neeted with the issuc of fact which has arisen be- 
tween my colleague and the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts. In order, sir, that this con- 
troversy with reference to the Massachusetts res- 
olutions may be distinetly understood, I propose 
to repeat the allegation made by my colleague, as 
Lunderstood it. He read, or recited, the newspa- 
per report of the resolutions said to have been 
adopted by the Legislature of Massachusetts in 
1844, that the fact of the annexation of ‘Texas 
would be ipso facto a dissolution of the Union. 
The two gentlemen from Massachusetts declare 
that no such resolutions were passed. 

If the gentleman from Ohio, who read the 
newspaper account of this resolution, will fur- 
nish it to me, I will read that, and show that the 
resolutions which were passed by the Legislature 
of Massachusetts are identical in substance with 
those. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will 
come to order. There is too much noise and con- 
fusion in the Hall. 

Order was restored. 

Mr. HINDMAN. 
much restored. 
divided attention of the House; but I desire this 
matter to go upon the record. Iwill now repeat 
what I said before. My colleague, upon the 
authority of a newspaper extract, alluded to the 
fact that in 1844, I believe it was, the Legislature 
of Massachusetts adopted a resolution declaring 
that the annexation of Texas was ipso facto a dis- 
solution of the Union. ‘The two gentlemen from 
Massachusetts denied that such resolutions were 
passed. Subsequently, after my colleague had 
closed his remarks and taken his seat, the senior 
member from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] read 
the following as the resolutions passed by the 
Legislature of the State of Massachusetts, in 
support of bis denial. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. The gentle- 
man will allow me to explain? 

Mr. HINDMAN. Certainly. 


I believe order is pretty | 
I am not ambitious for the un- j 


ee 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. The gentle~ 
man’s colleague asked me, and the only ques- 
tion he asked me in that connection was as to 
the resolutions I referred to in the conversation 
which took place in the committee. Those are 
the resolutions which I referred to as liaving been 
Jawn up by myself. I do not know as to any 
other. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Were those resolutions 
Arawn up by yourself the ones which you have 
read? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. Those I read 
were the ones. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I propose to show that these 
identical resolutions are the same in substance 
with those to which my colleague referred, and 
which were contained in the newspaper he re- 
ferred to. 

Mr. FERRY. I really cannot yield further to 
this discussion. p 

Mr. HINDMAN. I have the floor, and the 
gentleman cannot interfere, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
has the floor by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GROW. Irisetoa pointof order. Itis, 
that when a gentleman is entitled to the floor and 
yields to another, he can restime the floor when 
he pleases. By the decision which I thought the 
Chair was giving, the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut might be ruled off the floor for an hour’s 
time, and therefore I did not want the House to 
act upon any such construction of the rule, for it 
would interfere very much with the rights of the 
gentleman from Connecticut, if such a rule should 
be enforced upon him. But the gentleman from 
Arkansas stated that he only wanted five minutes, 
and hence I should not make the point of order 
upon him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
state that this yielding was by the assent of the 
gentleman from Condgcticut himself, with the ap- 
parent acquiescence of the House that it should 
not come out of his time. When objection is 
made, the Chair will enforce the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. HINDMAN. [believe I stated the facts, 
as I understood them, with some clearness—that. 
my colleague, upon the authority of newspaper 
extracts, alleged that resolutions were passed by 
the Legislature of Massachusetts, in 1844, declar- 
ing that the annexation of Texas would be, ipso 
facto, a dissolution of the Union. That was denied 
to be true by the two gentlemen from Massachu- 
setts. The two gentlemen denied that the senior 
member from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams]} had 
offered any such resolutions, But that gentleman 
himself, a while ago, read the resolutions which 
he had offered, which were adopted by the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts, and which resolutions I 
now hold in my hand, and will read: 

«& Resolved, ‘That the power to unite an independent for- 
eign State with the United States, is not among the powers 
delegated to the General Government by the Constitution 
of the United States. 

« Resolved, That the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
faithful to the compact between the people of the United 
States, according to the plain meaning and intent inwhich 
it was understood aud acceded to by them, is exceedingly 
anxious for its preservation; and that it is de ermined, as 
it doubts not the other States are, to submit to no undele- 
gated powers in any body of men on earth.” 


Now, the declaration in the first resolution is, 
that there is no power under the Constitution in 
the General Government to annex a fereign State 
to the United States. The second resolution is, 
that the State of Massachusetts will in no case 
submit to any such annexation. Then where is 
the practical difference between those resolutions 
which were offered by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Apams] and adopted by the Le- 

islature of Massachusetts, and those published 
in the newspaper and referred to by my colleague? 
I thank the gentleman from Connecticut and the 
House for their courtesy. 

Mr. COX. F desire to say 

Mr. FERRY. J must decline to yield further. 

Mr. COX, (amid lond cries of “Order!’?) I 
desire to say, that the resolutions referred to were 
shown to me by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes;] and they are not the same 
resolutions referred to by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Apams;] and Lask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if that is not so? 


1861.] 
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STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. S. CLEMENS, 
OF VIRGINIA, 
In roe House or Representatives, 
January 22, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— f 


Mr. CLEMENS said: 

Mr. Speaker: For two years and more, my 
voice has rarely resounded in this Hall. On ques- 
tions of high debate my vote has even been want- 
ing. Contending with physical anguish, on a 
bed of languishment and discase, the dependent 
mind could be but wearily exercised. 1 know, 
sir, l have done nothing worthy of the high place 
to which I have been so generously called. 1 
know I have not justified the expectations of the 
noble constituency whose sympathy has soothed, 
and whose support has smoothed, the thorny path 
which sickness always brings. Sacred silence is, 
perhaps, the proper mecd for these sacred mat- 
ters; but I would feign believe, that, by a benign 
ordination of God, at the very period when my 
services are needed by my people most, I have, 
inthe precious boon of renovated health, the power 
torepresentthem. I would speak in their cause, this 
day, living, as they do, upon the very confines of 
what may be hostile confederacies. 1 would speak 
as one who has never knownanything from them 
but the beneficence with which they have sus- 
tained me, and the good offices by which they have 
overflowed my heart with gratitude. Sir, 1 would 
not speak in passion. It befits not the solemn 
and portentous issues of thishour. Weare in the 
midst of great events. We are making history. 
We may be in the dying days of this Republic; 
asd I should undo my deeds, I should unknow 
my knowledge, before 1 wepid,as the traveler in 
the Alps, utter, even in a whisper, one word which 
might bring down the avalanche upon the quict 
homes of my people. I would speak asa south- 
em man, identified by birth, by education, by 
residence, by interest, by property, by affection, 
with her population. Sir, on a bayou of the 
Mississippi, reposes now in quict the inheritance 
of my children—an inheritance which, even in | 
slaves, amounts to one half of the whole number 
inall the eleven counties which compose my con- 
gressional district in Virginia. I would speak as 
a western Virginian, and as the custodian of the 
property of those children, who are not old enough 
to know the peril to which it is exposed by those 
who are riding on the very crest of the popular 
wave, but who are yet destined to sink in the 
very trough of the sea, to a depth so unfathom- 
able thata bubble will never rise to mark the spot 
where they went so ignominiously down! Well 
may those who have inaugurated the revolution 
which is now stalking over the land ery out, with 
uplifted hands, for peace, and deprecate the effu- 
sion of blood, It was the inventor of the guillo- 
une who was its first unresisting victim; and the 
day may not be far off before we may find those 
among our own people who will be compelled to 
rely upon the magnanimity of the verp popu: 
lation they have cutraged and deceived. The au- 
thors of revolutions have often been their vic- 
tims. 

Sir, at this hour, I have no heart. to enter into 
the details ofthis argument, or to express thein- 
dignant emotions which riseto my lips and plead 
for utterance. Before God, and in my inmost con- 
science, I believe that slavery will be crucified, if 
this unhappy controversy ends in a dismember- 
mentofthe Union. Sir,ifnotcrucified, it will carry 
the death rattle in its throat. I may be a timid 
man; I may not know what it is to take up arms 
in my own defense. It remains to be scen, how- 
ever, whether treason can be carried out with the 
same facility itcan be plotted and arranged. There 
isa holy courage among the minority in ever 
slave State, that may be forthe time sveruneined. 
Lazarus is not dead, but sleepeth. Ere long, the 
stone will be rolled away from the mouth of the 
tomb, and we shall have all the glories of a new 
resurrection. 

Sir, who has forgotten that, among the clans of 
Scotland, beacon fires could be lit, by concerted 


signals, leaping, for a time, from mountain crag |] 


to mountain crag, in living volumes of flame, yet 


expiring even in its own fierceness and sinking 
into ashes, as the faggots were consumed? This 
may be likened toa rebellion, such as political 
leaders may sometimes prompt for a brief hour; 
but the fires burn with the faggots, and all is cold 
and dark again. There is as much contrast be- 
tween sucha movementand a real uprising among 
the masses for their violated rights, as there is 
between Bottom the weaver and Snug the joiner, 
who can ‘froar you as gently as any sucking 
dove,” and coo youan ‘twere any nightingale.” 
One is the stage trick ofa political harlequin; the 
other a living reality. The one isa fitful and lurid 
flame; the other, a prairie on fire, finding, in every 
step of its progress, food for its all-ravening maw. 

Sir, in this exigency, before this political con- 


| Spiracy, I may stand alone with my colleague 


from the Norfoik district, [Mr. Miuson,} who 
has more political sagacity than generally falls to 
the lot of mortal men. Let it be even so. I seck 
no office. My political race is voluntarily run. 
History will record the proceedings of this tur- 
bulent period; and time, the gentle but infallible 
arbiter of all things earthly, will decide the trath. 


Crucl words may be borne, in the idea that the ; 


day is not far distant when there will be charita- 
ble specches, and cool, second thoughts, and the 
revulsion, which always follows the whipped syl- 
labub of passion. Here I take my stand ! 

Sir, we live in an age of political paradoxes. 
Broad, expansive love of country, has become 
a diseased sentimentality. Patriotism has been 
transformed into a starveling birdling, clinging 
with unfledged wings around the nest of twigs 
where it was born. A statesman now must not 
only 

“ Narrow his mind, 
And to party give up what was meant for mankind,” 


but he must become as submissive as a blind 


| horse in a bark mill, to every perverted opinion, 


which sits, whip in hand, on the revolving shaft, 
at the end of which he is harnessed, and meckly 
travels. To be considered a diamond of the first 
water, he must stand in the Senate house of his 
country, and in the very face of a forbearing peo- 
ple, glory in beinga traitor and a rebel. He must 
solemnly proclaim the death of the nation to which’ 
he has sworn allegiance, and, with the grim sto- 


lidity ofan undertaker, invite its citizens to their | 


own funeral. He must dwarf and provincialize 
his patriotism to the State on whose local passions 
he thrives, to the county where he practices court, 
or to the city where he flaunts in ail the meretri- 
cious dignity of a Doge of Venice. He ean take 
an oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States, but he can enter with honor into a con- 
spiracy to overthrowit. He can, under the sanc- 
tity of the same oath, advise the seizure of forts 
and arsenals and dock-yards and ships and money 
belonging to the Union, whose officer he is, and 
find a most loyal and convenient retreat in State 
authority and State allegiance. He is ready to 
laugh in your face when you tell him that, be- 
fore he was ‘* muling and puking in his nurse’s 
arms,” there lived a very obscure person by the 
name of George Washington,and who, before he 
died, became eminent, by perpetrating the immor- 
tal joke of advising the people of the United 
States that ‘‘it is of infinite moment that we 
should properly estimate the immense value af our 
national Union; that we should cherish a cordial, 
habitual, and immovable attachment to it; that we 
should watch for its preservation with jealous 
anxiety; discountenancing whatever may suggest 
a suspicion that itcan in any event be abandoned; 


and indignantly frown upon the first dawning of |! 
| every attempt to alienate any portion of our coun- 


try from the rest, or to enfecble the sacred ties 
which now link together the various parts. ”? 


Sir, that great man penetrated, as with the | 


acumen of a seer, into the crowning bane of this 
disastrous period, when he warned his country- 
men against the consequences of geographical 
parties. Extremes in the North and extremes in 
the South have at last met. Parties have been 
organized and carried on by systematic perver- 
sions of each other’s aims and objects. In the 
North it has been represented that the South de- 
sired and intended to monopolize with slave labor 


all the public territory; to drive out free labor; |; fearful of all retributions. 


l war o 


| for the recapture of colored persons as slaves who 
were free; and to put the Federal Government, in 
all its departments, under the control of a slave 
oligarchy. These and all other stratagems that 
could be resorted. to to arouse. antagonistic feel- 
ings were wielded with.turbulentand tumultuous 
passion. As. we planted, so we. reap. NOW, 
that victory has been obtained by the Republican 
party, and the Government. must be administered 
upon national policy and principles, the fissures. 
in the ground hitherto occupied become apparent; 
and hence there must necessarily be a large de- 
fection in its ranks among the more ultra of its 
adherents,: who are, as a general thing, ideal, 
speculative, and not practical men. ee: 

Out of power, a party is apt to be radical; vest 
it with power, and it becomes conservative, This 
is the ordeal through which the Republican „like 
all other parties, is now passing; and it is to be 
hoped, for the peace of the country, it will result 
in the triumph of practical and national, rather 
than ideal policy and sectional measures. Herein 
consists the almost insuperable difficulty of com- 
ing to any feasible adjustment upon the existing 
i discontents, The balk of politicians, North and 
South, are bound by @ past record and past pro- 
fessions. They are thinking all the while of what 
Mrs. Grundy will say. The people understand 
the cause of the difficulty, and are moving. If 
they could interpose, the country might yet be 
saved. a ay tx LOS 

Sir, what is that difficulty now; what hag it 
always been? ĮI appeal to every unprejudiced 
man’s experience to say, whether it has not been 
that, in the hands of ultraists North and ultraists 
South, the slaveholdcr has been used as a shut- 
tledore, and, for purposes utterly dissimilar, has 
been banded from South Carolina to Massachu- 
scuis, and from Massachusetts to South Carolina, 
until now the last point of endurance has been 
reached. Every virulent word uttered North 
has been sent South, and the South has responded 
inthe same virulent spirit. Nay, the Abolitionist 
himself has been granted an audience in every 
southern city, at every southern political meeting, 
and the most violent, insulting, agrarian speeches 
repeated in the hearing even of slaves themselves. 
Js it not a humiliation to confess, that the very 
people who would burn in cfigy, if not at the 
stake, a postmaster who would dare to distribute 
acopy of ultraabolition speeches, honor as among 
their chief defenders, the candidates who can quote 
the most obnoxious passages fromall? Who has 
made of southern polities, a vast hotbed, for the 
propagation of abolition sentiments, but ultra 
southern men themselves? Who has indoctrin- 
ated the northern people with dissimilar senti- 
ments, expressed by the most ultra southern men, 
but northern zealots themselves? 

The population of the two great sections of this 
nation stand, therefore, towards cach other, at this 
moment, like encamped armies, waiting for the 
command to battle. The patriot plans, deplores, 
appeals, deploresand plansand appeals again, find- 
ding but little succor in the only quarter whence 
succor can come. The Abolitionist revels in the 
madnessofthe hour. He sees the crack in the ice- 
bergatlast. For him the desert and the battle field 
are both alike welcome. Fle kneels down in the 
, desert with the camels, for a speck in the far distant 
| horizon shows the simoon is coming. He looks 
j into the future as into a dark cloud in the morn- 
i ing, when nothing sings but the early lark. Soon 


i history, like the light of that eastern horizon, will 


| diest tints, field and forest, hamlet and city, the 
very mountains, to their pine crowned tops, and 
the great ocean itself, as an ensanguined flood, 


i 

| 

| curtain back that cloud, and paint in blood’s rud- 
i 

| 

| where brother contending with brother, shall find 
i 


{i a nameless sepulcher! 


; No anaconda, with his filthy folds around the 
l banyan tree, ever threw out the venomous tongue, 
| and yearned with fiercer passion for the crushed 
| bone and the pulpy flesh, than he now expectant 
| of his prey, yearns for the long postponed repast. 
| Well may he cry that the day of jubilee has come. 
| Well may he marshal his. hosts to the last great 
f sections and of races. Defeated, stigma- 
tized, insulted, scoffed at, ostracized, gibbeted by 
his countrymen, he now gloats over the most 
His deadliest foes 


to convert every free State Into common ground |; hithérto in the South, have now struck hands in 


ws 
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a- solemn league of ‘kindred designs, and with 
exultant’ tramp, stolidly march, adorned’ like a 
Roman ox, withthe garlands of sacrifice, to their 
eternal:doom. sx : s 

Sir; is it necessary to proclaim what that is? 
Atthis moment, when a sudden frenzy has struck 


‘blind the southern people; it cannot even be real- 


ized; and I may be scoffed and hooted at with 
that perversity in ill which masses of men some- 
times display who are intent on their own inev- 
itdble destruction. ‘Sir, when] look at my coun- 
ty its present desolate condition, and its possible 
fate; Larm almost ready to close the quick accents 
of speech, arid allow the heart to sink down voice- 
less in its despair! Listen to the words of Wil- 
Kam Lloyd Garrison, and tell me what answer 
you will give to them: 

“4i At last the covenant with death is annulled and the 
agreement with hell broken, by the action of South Carolina 
herself, and ere long by all. the slaveholding States, tor their 
doom. isone.. Hail the approaching jubilee, ye millions who 
are wearing the galling chains of slavery, for assuredly the 
day of your redemption draws nigh, bringing liberty to you 
and salvation to the whole land.” 

Hear him again: 

4t Justice and liberty, God and man, demarid the disso- 
lution of this: slaveholding Union, and the formation of a 
northern confederacy, in which slaveholders will stand be- 
fore. the law asfelons, and be treated as pirates”? a 

Hear him again, in a voice so familiar that it 
sounds like one which. ere-while rung out from 
the portico of the Mills IIouse, in Charleston: 
| “Inal this, what State so prepared to lead as the old 
Bay State? She has already made it a penal offense to 
help to execute a law of the Union. want to see the of- 
fees of the State brought in collision with those of the 

nion. Up, then! up with the flag of disunion! that we 
may have a free and glorious Union of our own! How 
stands Massachusetts at this hour in reference to the Union? 
Just where she ought to be, in an attitude of open hostil- 

ty.” 

Sir, there is an old maxim that it is lawful and 
wise to learn from our enemies. There is an- 
other man, in the North—Wendell Phillips—of 
ial pertinacity of purpose, of a heart like a vase 

Ned with fire, of vast powers of illustration and 
declamation; and to whom the. passions of the 
multitude are as clay is in the hands of a cunning 


molder: The senior Senator from, New York 


(Mr. SEWARD] has an intelect of high culture, 
and his speeches are philosophical essays, mod- 
fled after the idealism and style of Burke; but his 
voice is harsh and guttural, and his spirit cold and 
impassive. Phillips is the man for the multitude. 
Seward for the closet. Since this session com- 
menced he has had an opportunity to make him- 
self immortal. Intrepidity of soul in a statesman 
carries with it the victories of peace, which the 
military chieftain gains in war. The panoply of 
political martyrdom, in this age, might have been 
a species of deification in the next. The accepted 
moment has passed; and Lam fearful it will come 
to him never, never more. The dissolution of the 
Union dethrones the Republican party, disrobes 
it of power, and makes Garrison and Phillips, 
and their confederates, the absolute dictators of 
the North. acts 

And what says Phillips:. 

“We are disunionists, not from any love of separate con- 
federacies, or as ignorant of the thousand evils that spring 
from neighboring and quarrelsome States ; but we would get 
rid of this Union, to get rid of slavery.” 

Hear him again. He used the following lan- 
guage: ‘ 

“ All hail, disunion ! Sacrifice everything for the Union? 
God forbid! Sacrifice everything to keep South Carolina 
init? Rather build a bridge of gold, and pay her toll over 
it. Let her march off with banners and trumpets, and we 
will speed the parting guest. Let her not stand upon the 
order of her going, but go at once. Give her the forts and 
arsenals and sub-treasurics, and lend her jewels of silver 
and gold, and Egypt will rejoice that she has departed.” 

‘We have, then, before us, these knights of a 
new crusade. The Constitution of the United 
States is the sanctified Jerusalem, against which 
their deluded cohorts are arrayed. They contend 
the only mode to overthrowslavery isto overthrow 
the Constitution. They refuse to take office un- 
der it, because it recognizes slavery. They will 


not take an oath to support it, because it protects | 


slavery. They claim their allegiance is due to 
the State, and to the State alone. They arc State- 
rights men of the straightest sect; and they wield 
the legislative power.of the State for the extinc- 
tion. of: slavery, as. South Carolina -professes to 
wield her’s for the perpetuation of slavery. 


Sir, is there not left among us statesmanship 
sufficient to control these issues, and apply the 
corrective in time, and save this great country, 
now convulsed from its center to its cireumfer- 
ence? ‘Standing in the midst of these troubles, 
and looking into the future with the most inex- 
pressible apprehensions, I acknowledge, with 
pleasure, one patriotic move in the right direction. 
It is one of the cheering signs of this most disas- 
trous time, when “an airy devil’s in the sky, and 
rains down mischiefs,” that the descendant of 
two former Presidents, who bears an ancestral 
fame now greater than any man in America, should 
step forward with an offering of peace to an af- 
flicted people. Sir, grant it was nothing more 
than a covenant declaratory of the spirit of the 
Constitution. It was meet that Massachusetts, 
so largely partaking of our common glory in the 
past; Massachusetts, where the first blood for 
American liberty was shed—should rise superior 
to the convulsions of the hour, and give an ear- 
nest, at least, that the spirit of conciliation, of 
inter-State comity, of fraternal affection, was not 
yet wholly lost. As the worn traveler in the 
midst of the snows of the Alps lingers, with de- 
lighted gaze, upon the friendly light which peers 
from the windows of the distant convent, where, 
from the desolation of the storm around him, he 
may at last find repose, so do I hail that little 
gleam of hope in the midst of all the darkness of 
this hour. 

Sir, I speak not as a suppliant. I ask not for 
bounty. E willnot accept quarter. I demand 
only that justice which springs at the bidding of 
an honest magnanimity! North Carolina, which, 
first of all, proclaimed our independence; and Vir- 
ginia, which, first of all, gave birth to it, both 
allied to Massachusetts by the renown of a great 
past which no civil convulsion can ever destroy 
or impair, yet linger within the bounds of the 
Union in hopes to save a country whose glory 
belongs to usall. Will you step forward and mect 
them, with grasped hands, in the spirit which 


made your fathers illustrious; or will you steel | 


yourself against every noble impulse, and shut 


out every access to sympathy and affection? Let | 


the errors of the past be forgotten. If the disas- 
ters of the hour have sprung from the seeds you 
planted, let the act be forgiven. Fruitful examples 
in your history cluster all around us. Let us ¢x- 
hume the records of the past, and hear the senti- 
ments of another distinguished son, and see 
whether we cannot gather from him some wis- 
dom to guide our counsels. 

In March, 1798, when the bill for the erection 


of a government in the Mississippi Territory | 


was before Congress, it was moved that the same 
should be, in all respects, similar to that estab- 
lished in the Northwestern Territory, except that 
“ slavery should not be forbidden.” Mr. Thatcher, 
of Massachusetts, moved to strike out the ex- 
cepting clause, thus excluding slavery in that 
Territory. 


Mr, Otis, of Massachusetts, “ hoped his col- | 


league would not withdraw his motion; and the 
reason why he wished this was, that an oppor- 
tunity might be given to gentlemen who came 
from the same part of the Union with him, to mani- 
fest that it is not their disposition to interfere with 
the southern States as to the species of property in. 
question. He thought it was not the business of 
those who had nothing to do with that kind of 
property, lo interfere with that right. If the amend- 
ment prevailed, it would declare that no slavery 
should exist inthe Natchez country. This would 
not only be a sentence of banishment, but of war. By 
permitting slavery in this district of country, the 
number of slaves would not be increased, as if 
emigrants from South Carolina or Georgia were 


to remove into this country, they would bring į 


their slaves with them; and he could see nothing 
in this which could affect the philanthropy of his 
friend.” 

Sir, if a descendant of Mr. Otis lives, let him be 
still prouder of the memory of his father; for the 


inauguration of the policy upon which he acted, 


in this high place, would at this time, give peace 
to thirty millions of people. 
olden time all vanished? Is patriotism to be ex- 
humed from the cooled lava of another Pompei 
and Herculaneum? 

What divides the North and South at this mo- 


Is the spirit of the | 


ment? Is it the personal liberty bills? No, sir! 
Not so much them. | Is it the fugitive slave law? 
No, sir; not so much that.. The great superin- 
ducing cause of all difficulty has been that very 
territorial question which was settled so quietly 
by the policy of Mr. Otis in 1798, and is now 
settled on the same principle by the Supreme 
court. 

Ta the superb argument made by my colleague 
from the Norfolk district on yesterday, (in my 
estimation the best effort of his life,) he declared 
that, upon this question, the South had gained 
the principle, but the North had the benefit of its 
practical operation; that the North had the sub- 
stance, but the South the shadow. That both 
were victors, and yet both were vanquished. Sir, 
it is even so. In 1790, the price of a male field 
hand twenty-four years of age, as shown by the 
recorded appraisement of an estate in the county 
where I live, was $250. At that period, the labor 
of aslave was cheaper than that of a freeman; but 
the invention of Whitney’s cotton-gin, opening 
the virgin soil of the tropics to a more profitable 
investment than had ever been hitherto known, 
rapidly increased the value of: slaves, during a 
period of thirty years, to an’ incredible per cent- 
age. Slavery became allied with capital, and, as 
the remunerative prices for cotton increased, was 
placed more and more beyond the reach of men 
of small means. In 1850, in the slave States, 
with a population of 6,000,000, the number of 
slaveholders was 347,555, heads of families, rep- 
resenting 1,500,000 people, and the number of 
slaves was over 3,000,000. Of this number, 68,820 
bad but one slave each, 105,683 had under five 
slaves each, 174,503 slave owners held but 385,869 
slaves, while 173,022 held the whole balance, 
amounting to 2,818,444. In Virginia, in 1830, 
the white population amounted to 694,302; slaves 
to 469,755. In 1840, the whites were 740,968; 
slaves, 448,988. In 1@60, the whites were 894,800; 
slaves, 472,528. In 1859, according to the report 
of the auditor, the whites amounted to 915,204; 
the slaves taxed were 272,073; and the slaves 
exempt from taxation, as under twelve years of 
age, were 260,507; leaving the whole number 
532,580. Here, in a period of thirty years, 
every man can see for himself what increase was 
made in slavery and white population in Vir- 
ginia. In a cycle of sixty years, the increase of 
the slaves in the border States has been only 64 
per cent., and the increase in the other southern 
States, including Texas, has been 700 per cent. 
In 1850, the number of white persons born south, 
who had voluntarily emigrated to the free States, 
amounted to 726,450; and it is most remarkable 
that the greatest number came from the border 
slave States. The number from Virginia was 
184,000; from Kentucky, 150,000; from North 
Carolina, 64,000; from Missouri, 20,000; from 
Maryland, 72,000; from Delaware, 7,000; and 
from Tennessee, 50,000. By the census of 1860, 
there are estimated to be about 4,000,000 slaves 
and about 7,500,000 whites who have no slaves. 
By the same census, the northwestern tier of free 
States, (Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Wis- 
consin, arid Minnesota,) gain by Representatives 
14members of Congress. The New England States 
lose 4; the middle free States lose 5; the central 
slave States lose 6, and the coast-planting States 
lose 2. The whites in the free States are estimated 
at 19,000,000, and in the slave States at 9,000,000. 

I have grouped together these facts for the pur- 
pose of showing there is an irreversible law of 
population governing this question; and that it 
has been population the South wanted, ratherthan 
territory. They want population and capital; and 
if the proceedings of these days are allowed to 
be as Bea ene as they seem to be, I willshow 

ouasouthern confederacy (created out of this 

nion) from which every man will turn back af- 
frighted and pale, because it will be on the bloody 
and reeking hand that his rights of property 
must depend. The deductions which might be 
drawn are diversified and various; but I have not 
now the time to amplify them, This fact, at 
least, is apparent to the plainest comprehension, 
that slavery cannot rapidly expand, either in the 
Union or out of it, as long as slaves remain at the 
present high prices. Idefy any man here—I care 
not who he is—to meet me in the fair argument 
of this question, and not be tied down by that 
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scythe [pointing to the clock] which revolves and 
cuts down the grassy moments as they spring. 
The only mode by which slavery can ever ex- 


pand is to reduce the price, and havea new source | 


of supply. Now, mark you, in nearly all the 
southern States, except South Carolina, free white 
suffrage prevails, and the slaveholders hold their 


property under constitutional restrictions, it is || 


true, but, at the same time, at the sufferance of 
seven millions, who have no slaves. We can 
begin to understand, now, why it is that, within 
late years, we have heard so much in regard to 
the reopening of the African slave trade. The 
class who hold the votes and exercise sovereign 
political power are beginning to make themselves 
felt. They can see no difference between buying 
a slave in Africa and in Virginia; and it is espc- 
cially desirable to get a naked, chattering barba- 
rian, from the barracoons of Congo for $109, and 
lick him into shape, through the benign process 
of Christian civihzation, rather than pay $1,600 
for one already civilized, in a domestic market. 
From 1856 up to this day, in every southern com- 
mercial convention—at Savannah, in Georgia; at 
Montgomery, in Alabama; at Vicksburg, in Mis- 
sissippi—the question has been agitated, and that, 
too, by many of the very men who, as politi- 
cians, have been most prominent in the existing 
revolution. 

A member of this House from Hlinois, on the 
28th of December, 1859, put certain questions to 
certain gentlemen on this floor, and I desire to 
recur now to their answers; and, so far as Vir- 
ginia and the border slave States are concerned, 
it may not be without benefit in the present exi- 
gency. The answers were, substantially, as fol- 
lows. Every gentleman can see for himself the 
whole of them, by consulting the Congressional 

obe: 


Mr. Miles, of South Carolina. “I am not pre- 


por to say that I may not, at some future time, | 


e in favor of reopening the African slave trade. 
There is no sensible man, north or south, who 


believes we can in the present Union reopen the | 


African slave trade legally.” 

Mr.Bonham, ofSouth Carolina. “Asto whether 
I would be in favor of reopening the African slave 
trade, in the event that this Confederacy should be 
dissolved, 1 am not prepared to say.” 

My. McRae, of Mississippi. “Iam in favor 
of enforcing the laws as they now stand; but I 
consider them unconstitutional and bad laws; 
laws which are oppressive to the South; laws 
which take away from the southern States their equal- 
ity in Ihis Union, in reference to their labor sys- 
tem, so far as its supply is concerned. 

They go out of the Union because she will not 
give them equality, and they go into the other 
Union to get equality. Suppose they do not get 
it, what becomes of them? ‘That is a little prob- 
lem in the rule of three which will be ciphered 
out, if these events are much longer pending. 

Mr. Crawford, of Georgia, said: “ Under a par- 
ticular state of circumstances, 1 would be in favor 
of reopening the African slave trade.” 

Now, sir, ifone so humbleas myself may ven- 
ture an opinion upon these and kindred matters, 
I must be allowed to say that the border slave 
States may as well be prepared first as last for the 
realization of the truth, that the coast States are 
aiming notso much at expansion within as expan- 
sion without the Union. Visions of conquest, 
visions of military glory, float before the southern 
enthusiast, in the glowing speeches of a Peter the 
Hermit of a new crusade, whose declared policy it 
was “ to inflame the southern mind, fire the south- 
ern heart, and precipitate thé cotton States intoa 
revolution.’? 

But where is slavery to expand? The South 
goes out of the Union, and it will never touchas 
much earth of the territory that now belongs to 
it as I can grasp thus. Never! Never! A war of 
thirty years will never get it back. If you fight, 
you will never extort by a treaty from the North 
the same guarantees that you now have in this 
Constitution emblazoned on those shields above 
us—the very type of national strength and na- 
tional unity. 

Where is slavery to expand? Will it be to 
Central America? There England exercises sov- 
ercignty over more than half of her domain, com- 
prehending nearly the whole coast from Yucatan 


to New Granada. <A debt of $70,000,000 is due 
from that country to British creditors, and British 
war vessels are at good anchorage to see that cus- 
tom-house duties are punctually paid for their ben- 
efit. Who has forgotten the interposition of Com- 
mander Salmon against the designs of General 
Waiker, and his death mainly through that cause 
alone. In all that country slavery is abolished by 
treaties with England. Have we forgotten that 
the Earl of Aberdeen admitted that the utmost 
influence of the Government Was to be exerted 
to procure the abolishment of slavery in Texas; 
and both he and Mr. Packenham admitted that 


| this was with the ultimate view of a similar re- 


sult in the United States? At this very hour a 
commissioner is said to be in England to nego- 
tiate for southern independence, and to enter into 
an offensive and defensive treaty, based upon mu- 
tuality of interests. The South cannot descend 
to take the manufactures of New England, but she 
will gladly take those of Old England. No mat- 
ter that she docs give secure refuge in Canada to 
every fugitive slave; no matter that she did give 
in her dominions a safe place for Brown and his 
confederates to hatch their treasonable conspir- 
acy, and furnished Forbes,an English subject, to 
drill them; no matter if she did set the example 


| of emancipation at an expense of hundreds of mil- 


lions as indemnity, and hundreds of millions more 
in losses of agricultural products, in the West 
Indies; no matter that she did procure the abol- 
ishmentof slavery in Mexico, and has now a sum 
of $200,000,000 due her subjects, with a British 
vessel in the offing at Vera Cruz to sce that the 
interest is duly paid; no matter if she devastates 
Hindostan with the tornado of her limitless rapa- 
city, makes Ireland a pauper house, and exiles four 
millions.of her people from their native soil; no 
matter if she did expel the negroesof New Zealand 
from their lowly huts, and drive them to whole- 
sale slaughter. No, she may do ail this; she may, 
in cold blood, cut the throats and smother to 
death in their caverns the Caffirs of Good Hope; 
she may search out every square foot of soil upon 
God’s habitable globe to raise cotton in competi- 
tion with that of the South; she may send Liv- 
ingston into the furthest recesses, the ultima Thule 
of Africa, where a buffalo, if stung by an insect, 
will die, to find some new soil in the secluded 
valleys of the interior, where the Manchester 
spinner can plant and grow the staple for his own 
spindle. Sir, this is the beneficent country, and this 


-is the beneficent policys the South is called to rely 


upon, through alliances offensive and defensive, 
and all the inter-complications of interest involved 
in a commercial treaty, after having, with more 
than judicial blindness, cut themselves off from 
their brothers on this continent; brothers in lin- 
eage; brothers in allegiance; and, in the midst of 
all perils, brothers in affection still! 

Mr.Speaker, there isa chapter in the past which 
our retiring confederates may do well to remem- 
ber. In 1834, an English Abolitionist, by the 
name of George Thompson, was sent from Exe- 
ter Hall, in England, to enlighten the dead con- 
science ofthe American people. Aboutthatperiod 
John A. Murrill, of Madison county, Tennessee, 
had, by means of a secret band, bound with signs 
and oaths, arranged for a general rising of the ne- 
grocs on the 25th of December, 1835. Among 
other papers found, was the following epistle of 
love from the English emissary, dated March 18, 
1834. It was addressed to Murrill: 


“& Dear SIR: Your favor ofthe 4th has come to hand, and 
its contents have been carefully observed. | think you can 


count upon the aid you demand with tolerable certainty by | 


I approve of your arrangements, and 


the tine you name. 
Could 


can perceive abundant justification of your views. 


the blacks effect a general concert of action, and let loose į 


the arm of destruction among their masters, and their prop- 
erty, so that the judgment of God mightbe visibly seen and 
felt, it would reach the flinty heart. We must reach the 
tyrant in another way. His interests musi be affected be- 
fore be will repent. We can prepare the feelings of most 
of the northern and eastern people by lecturing. The dis- 
solution of the Union is the object to be kept steadily in 
view. War will result, and sacking and pillage and in- 


| surrection will follow. Their cities, witb al} the merchan- 


disc, may be destroyed, their banks plundered of specie, 
their paper discredited, so that thousands of eastern capi- 
talists would suffer great loss, and would henceforth con- 
sider a slave country an unsafe place to make investments. | 
This state of affairs would naturally diminish the value 
of slave property, and disgust even the tyrant with the pol- 
icy of slavery, while the whole country would be thus in 
a State of anarchy and poverty- Their banking institutions | 


and credit sunk into disrepute, it would be an casy matter ii Wars, may ye 


| trade. 


to effect the total abolitionof slavery. 
require desperate remedies.” 


Mr. Speaker, was this prophecy, and is itabout 
to become a part of the history of this ‘country? 

Mr. AVERY. If the gentleman means John 
A. Murrill, as I suppose he does, I-willsay that 
he quotes from the correspondence of -a convict, 
who served out ten years in the penitentiary of 
Tennessee for stealing negroes. H 

Mr. CLEMENS. Very well; the géntleman 
from Tennessee does not scem to understand that 
a man who would incite a negro insurrection 
would be very likely to steal negroes. 

I dismiss this unwelcome theme. Let me pass 
to another. Itis evident that, in the event of the 
formation ofa southern confederacy, there willbe, 
besides the African slave trade, another element of 
discord and agitation, in which the Gulfand border 
States will have interests entirely dissimilar. Sla- 
very is the grcatruling interest of the extreme Gulf 


Desperate. diseases 


| States; the other States have great interests besides 


slavery, which cannot be lightly abandoned. Iadmit 
it is to the advantage of the coast States to have 
a-direct exchange of staple commodities for the 
manufactured articles of England and France. 
That this is proposed to be realized, we have the: 
fullest proofs. Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, 
and New Orleans will become great marts of 
Export duties and direct taxation will be 
to them a prosperous policy; but how will it op- 
erate upon the mechanical and manufacturing and 
mining industry and capital of Missouri, of Ken- 
tucky, of Virginia, of North Carolina, of Mary- 
land, and Delaware, if they should form part of 
the confederation? I know it is asserted that a 
mutuality of purposes and a community of inter- 
est in slavery will avoid this result. How isitto 
be avoided? Sir, when it involvesa contradiction 
of the avowed designs of South Carolina for the 
last thirty years, and is in perfect correspond- 
ence with the declared plans of the people of the 
cotton States themselves, how, I say, will you 
avoid it? f 

An examination of the census of 1860 will dis- 
close the astounding fact that if the Constitution 
of the United States is taken as a provisional 
form of government under this new convention 
which they have called to meet in Montgomery, 
Alabama, the cotton States, with those abutting 
upon them, will have, under the fixed ratio of 
representation, the legislative power over the bor- 
der slave States, and they will be bound by a 
policy which may be, as to their great material 
and mechanical interests, as oppressive as it will 
be ruinous. If these causes should exist, we shall 
have an antagonism in that union quite as great; 
fiftyfold intensified, it may be, beyond anything 
we have ever had in this. But if the other view 
is taken,and the border States are encouraged and 
protected m manufactures, the white population 
of those States will be so vastly increased that 
they will be but nominal slave States, finally be- 
coming free States by the very necessities of their 
existence under that inexorable law of population 
to which I have referred. What principle in free- 
trade, or any other principle for which they are 
now contending, will the cotton States have gained 
by this most disastrous revolution? What time it 
may take toeffect these results, no human sagacity 
can foretell; but that they will follow, if any reli- 
ance at all can be placed upon past experience, is 


| at least my own fixed and solemn conviction. 


With a tier of free States along the whole northern 
border of Texas, the western borders of Louis- 
iana and Arkansas, the northern and- western 
portions of Missouri, of Kentucky, of Virginia, 


i and of Maryland, a distance of nearly four thou- 


sand miles, this inevitable law of population, 
operating ‘from its geographical center in the 
Northwest, and with the facilities for settlement 
which a Pacific railroad will give, a branch of 
which the South voluntarily and most fallaciously 
relinquishes, the great hog-eating Teutons ofthese 
vast plains will bear down even upon Texas and 
Mexico, and ultimately bear themaway from any 
confederacy into which they may enter. In the 
Union there is at least a fair prospect that Mex- 
ico, by the very necessities of our position, will 
fall into our hands, and in the providence of God 
it may yet be that thisnow distracted land, cursed 
with civil feuds, and racked with internecine 
t be reserved for the purpose of 
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working. out the great problem under which the 
brain of this vast nation is now overwhelmed and 
reels. : : : s : 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen from the North shrink 
back-in dismay at the-very mention of a propo- 
sition to protect: slavery. south.of the line of 36° 
30', either as-applied.to.territory now.existing, or 
which may: be hercafter acquired, when it is per- 
fectly demonstrable,.on-the law of population to 
which we have referred, that every slave State 
erected within the tropics can only be had at the 
ultimate sacrifice of a kindred State along the bor- 
ders of the free States.: The policy: is the policy 
of: Saturn feeding on the bodies of his own chil- 
dren. -Itis time the North, as well as the South, 
appreciated this state of facts.. The field for argu- 
ment.and illustration thus presented is inviting 
indeed; but within the limits of an hour | can but 
make -suggestions, rather than maintain any ex- 
tended line of remark. The question for the states- 
man to decide is:. whether the South shall not be 
guaraptied. by constitutional enactments, if need 
be,-in the principle sectired to her by that instru- 
mentitself, by the decision of the Supreme Court; 
a principle which may not only be barren of any 
practica advantage to her, but, if rendered effect- 
ivey.can only be so on the basis of a compensat- 
ing benefit.to the free States themselves, of open- 
ing up new fields in a temperate and genial clime 
for the increase of white population. 

I would fain hope, in the determination of this 
vast question, we may rise above the silly pre- 
judices and splendid shams of the hour. Let us 
have. no more cant.. Let our eyes not blink under 
the tyuth as itis. Let us enlighten, as best we 
may, the. people of this great country, not only 
as to their duties.in the present, but as to their 
destiny to come.. Let us feel we have a country 
to save, instead of a geographical section to rep- 
resent. Let us act as men, and not as partisans; 
and the old Constitution, now in the very trough 
of the sea, with battered masts and sailsin shreds, 
rolling at the merey of every breaker, will again, 
with her- dark and weather-beaten ‘sides, Joom 
from the deep; will again skim over the waves 
like the sca-bird, that scarce wets his bosom on 
their snowy crests, ringing with glad shouts, and 
the rapture of anticipated triumph, as when she 
ranged, like a mighty monster of the deep, be- 
‘neath the castles of Tripoli, striking them dumb 
as she, passed, or, as alien she spread her. broad 
and glorious banner to the winds, and rushed, 
like a strong man rejoicing to run a race, on the 
Guerricre and the Java. 

Mr. Speaker, I have necessarily left much un- 
said. My last hope upon this most distracting 
question is upon the action of Virginia. Heed 
her voice while yet you may! T would now con- 
clude all I have to say in the solemn warning of 
one of. her noblest sons, the author of the Dec- 
laration of Independence himself, who, in 1798, 
ina period not unlike the present, appealed to 
erring. sisters to cling to the sanctuary of their 
fathers, 

‘t [n every frec and deliberative society,” says 
he, ‘ there must, from: the nature of man, be op- 
posite.parties and violent discussionsand discords; 
and one of. these, for the most part, must prevail 
over the other for a longer or shorter time. Per- 
haps this party division is necessary to induce 
each to watch and delate to the people the pro- 
ceedings of the other. But if, on a temporary su- 
periorily of the one party, the other is to resort to a 
scission of the Union, no Federal Government can 
ever exist. If, to rid ourselves of the present rule 
of Massachusetts and Connecticut, we break up 
the Union, will the eyil stop there? Suppose the 
New England States be alone cut off: will our 
natures be changed? Are we not men still, with 
all the passions of men? Immediately we shall 
seea Pennsylvania and Virginia party arise in the 
residuary confederacy, and the public mind will 
be distracted with the same party spirit. What 
game, too, will one party have in their hands by eter- 
nally. threatening each other, that unless they do so, 
they will join their northern neighbors? If we re- 
duce our Union to Virginia and North Carolina, 
immediately the conflict will be established be- 
tween the representatives of these two States; | 
and even they will end by breaking into their sim- 
ple'units. Seeing, therefore, that an association 
of men, who will not quarrel with one another, is a 


Confederacy of nations down to.a town. meeting 
or vestry; seeing that we must have somebody 
to quarrel with, [had rather keep our New Eng- 
land associates for that purpose than to see our bick~ 
erings transferred to others.” A little patience, 
mark you, Mr. Speaker—* a little patience, and 
WE SHALL SEE THE REIGN OF WITCHES PASS OVER, 
THEIR SPELLS DISSOLVED, AND THE PEOPLE RECOY- 
ERING THEIR TRUE SIGHT, RESTORING THEIR Qov- 
ERNMENT TO ITS TRUE PRINCIPLES.” 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. T. A. R. NELSON, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 25, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
| the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. NELSON said: 

Mr. Spuaxen: I have not very frequently at- 
tempted to occupy this floor, because I thought it 
was more becoming in me, as anew member, un- 
acquainted with the modes of procedure, to leave 
the management of public affairs more to those 
who arc familiar with the rules of the House, than 
endeavor to take the lead in them myself. I have 
on many occasions, however, addressed public 
assemblies. Asa professional man, I have fre- 
quently pleadcd for the life of my client, when he 
sat pale and trembling behind me; and hung with 
breathless expectation upon every word that fell 
from my lips; but never, on any occasion, have I 
attempted to address any public assembly under 
so painful a consciousness of the maguitade of 
the subject, and of my inability to meet it, as that 
which oppresses me now. I stand here to-day, 
not to plead fora client whose life, at most, 1s of 
comparatively small importance, when he is re- 
garded as a component part of society. I rise to 
advocate the most important cause the world has 
ever known—to plead for the life of my country. 
God grant, that in my humble effort to vindicate 
it, I may say nothing which may be calculated to 
foment the disturbances that exist in our once 
happy and peaceful Union! God grant that I 
may say nothing which shall be considered as 
aiding the secession movement on the one hand, 
or as favoring the Republican party, which now 
has the control of the destiny of this country, on 
the other. 

Three short months ago this great nation was 
indeed prosperousandhappy. Whata startling, 
wondrous change has come over it within that 
briefperiod! Commercial disaster and distress per- 
vade the land. Hundreds and thousands of hon- 
est laboring men have been thrown outof employ- 
ment. Gloom and darkness hang over the people. 
‘The toesin of war has been sounded. The clangor 
of arms has.been heard. And we who have wit- 
nessed these fearful and awful events passing with 
lightning rapidity before us; we who, in a great 
degree, have it in our power to arrest their prog- 
ress—how have we met the great crisis in which 
our beloved country is involved? Have we run 
with great haste to the rescue? Have we stood 
up like men, and rallied around the flag of our 
country, and endeavored to preserve and sustain 
it in all its integrity and all its majesty? No, sir; 
no. While these events have been passing be- 
fore us, like the visions of some horrible dream; 
while whole States have placed themselves in 
battle array against our Government, we seem to 
be utterly inadequate to meet the dangers which 
menace us on every hand. We have met here 
day after day, and week after week, to consider 
any other topic rather than discuss the great con- 
troversy which involves the destiny of our own 
country, and the hope for free governmentthrough- 
out the world. When our attention is called to 
the momentous issues before us, we discuss them 
as if they were topics of fleeting and transitory 
importance; and, clinging to party tes and party 
associations, we seem to forget that we are actors 
in the salvation or destruction of a Union which 
has no parallel in history, no equal on earth. 
Whatspirit broods over us, that we cannot arouse 
to asense of thedanger? What malign influence 


thing that never yet existed, from the greatest 


| trammels us that we cannot reach an adjustment j! 


in the spirit of conciliation and concession in 
which the Government was created? On the one 
side, we have heard the. strongest declarations 
against all compromise and any concession; and 
on the other, the most ominous announcements 
have been made to the country that nothing has 
been done, nothing attempted, to-relieve us from 
the dangers and the difficulties by which we are 
surrounded. 

Whatis the cause of the apathy and indiffer- 
ence—not to say the criminal inertness—which 
seem, to some extent, to have taken possession 
of the House? There must be some cause; and 
so far as I comprehend the condition of the coun- 
try and of the Congress of the United States, I 
have come to the conclusion that there are two 
very common, and at the same time very prom- 
inent, causes which lie at the foundation of the 
indifference which has hitherto characterized our 
deliberations on this subject. .The one is pride 
of opinion, and the other is party spirit. I do 
not pretend to be more exempt from«these than 
other men; but I will, in this effort to secure peace 
and repose to a distracted Jand, endeavor to relieve 
myself as far as possible from both. ' 

That pride of opinion which yields nothing for 
the sake of harmony, is unworthy, of freemen; 
that party spirit which acknowledges the demands 
of party as superior to those of our country, is 
unworthy the Representatives of freemen; and 
when I see how we are all fettered and bound, to 
a greater or less extent, by chains like these, me- 
thinks that— 

“« Henry—the forest-born Demosthenes, 
Whose thunder shook the Philip of the seas, 
And stoic Franklin’s eiergetic shade, 
Robed in the lightnings which his hand allayed, 
And Washington, the tyrant-tamer, wake 
To bid us blush for these vile chains or break.” 

Let us, like the imprisoned captive, burst our 
chains with one strong bound, and feel that we 
are free; free to rally around the standard of our 
country; free to do our duty, regardless of all 
party ties and associations; free to relieve the 
public mind from the intense agony of suspense; 
free to preserve, and give to posterity, the greatest 


' and best Government the world has ever seen. 


Although we have been deficient in the energy 
and promptness so urgently demanded by the 


! occasion, I do not concur, Mr. Speaker, in the 


opinion expressed on this floor by an honorable 
Representative from the South, that nothing has 
been done tending toward conciliation. I grant 
that nothing has been done which can beregarded 
as a settlement of our unhappy controversies. 
Nothing has as yet been accomplished which will 
restore peace and harmony in the country; but, 
as I will endeavor to show in the course of my 
remarks, much has been effected in the way of 
adjustment; and if we will do justice, instead of 
letting the news go forth with lightning speed to 
all parts of the country that there is no hope; 
instead of fanning the flame of excitement, we 
should frankly proclaim to our despondent coun- 
trymen that there are signs of promise amid the 
darkness that surrounds us. ‘Let the friends of 
the Union be on the alert. Let the people re- 
member that, although a portion of its most de- 
voted adherents sincerely despair of reconciliation, 
yet, ever since the meeting of Congress, some of 
our public men, as well as too many of our pub- 
lic journals, have labored with untiring assiduity 
to produce the impression that no compromise is 
possible; the object being to widen the breach 
between the sections, and to expedite the seces- 
sion movement. A brief review of some of our 
proceedings will show that such a conclusion is 
rash and premature. 

Mr. Speaker, soon after—I may say immedi- 
ately after—the commencement of this session of 
Congress, I had the honor, as a member of the 
national committee, to present to its consideration 
certain joint resolutions to amend the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, which I supposed would 
form a proper basis for a compromise. Omitting 
the caption, the amendments proposed were as 
follows: 

ART. XTTT. In all that territory ceded by France to the 
United States, under the name of Louisiana, and in all the 
territory ceded by Mexico to the United States, which lies 
north of 36° 30 north latitude, which is notinelyded within 
the limits of any State, slavery and involuntary servitude, 
otherwise than in the punishment of crimes, whereof the 
parties shall have been duly convicted, shall be, aud is 
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hereby, forever prohibited. In all Territories, or parts of 
Territories, south of said line of 86° 30, slavery may exist, 
and shall be protected by such rules and regulations as Cou- 
gress may prescribe, When such Territories form consti- 
tutions with a view to their admission into the Union as 
States, or when new States may be formed, as now provided 
for, out of any State or States, any part of which is situate 
south of a line of 36° 30 of north latitude, extending from 
the Atlantic to the Paeific ocean, such ‘Territory, or new 
State, applying for admission into tue Union, may continue 
or abolish slavery, and shall be admitted on the same foot- 
ing as other States. No law shall be passed by Congress 
interfering with, or prohibiting, the slave trade in the slave- 
holding States, or in the ‘Territories, or new States, now 
existing, or which may be created south of said line. Con- 
gress shall not abolish slavery in the District of Columbia. 
The importation of persons from Africa, or any foreign 
State or.country, to be held as slaves or in involuntary servi- 
tude, shall not be allowed. 

ART. XIV. Céngress shall provide by law for the arrest 
of fugitive slaves and servants escaping from one State or 
Territory into another, and for their return to their owners 
or masters. If such fugitives cannot be arrested, Congress 
may enact laws providing for indemnity from the persons, 
counties, or towns, by whom or in which the escape may 
have been aided. AN laws and customs interfering with 
these provisions shall be null and void. Congress may 
enact such statutes as may be deemed proper to enforce 
these amendments. 

Arr. XV. The electors shall meet in their respective 
States and vote by ballot for President and Vice President; 
one of whom shail be an inhabitant north of said line of 
36° 30/ of north Jatitude, extending trom the Atlantic to the 
Pacifie ocean; the other, an inhabitant south of said line; 
and both of whom shall not be inhabitants of the same 
State. 


Those resolutions, as I stated to the committee 
at the time'l introduced them, were not designed 
to express my own political sentiments, but to 
present such a middle ground as I had supposed 
might mect with the approbation of the different 
parties in the country. Pending the consideration 
of those propositions, resolutions similar in prin- 
ciple were offered in the Senate by oncof theablest 
and most distinguished of our statesmen and pa- 
triots; and knowing that his name would justly 
give to them a far greater weight and importance 
than my own, I cheerfully withdrew them, and 
submitted those of that Senator to the considera- 
tion of the committee. They have not been adopt- 
ed, itis true; but, conceding, as I did, in offering 
those resolutions, much to the opinions of others, 
and finding others were willing to make conces- 
sions also in supporting them for the sake of com- 
promise, I still think those resolutions would give 
peace to our country. I fear their fate is already 
sealed; but still, asthe people in various States, 
and especially in the conservative States of the 
South, have signified their willingness to accept 
them and have hailed the efforts of the dined 
ed and venerable Senator from Kentucky with 
rapture and delight; as they have rallied to their 
support in northern as well as southern States, I 
think this is anargument which is strongand pow- 
erful in its character, why we, as the representa- 
tives of the people, should endeavor to respond to 
the demand of the public will. 

It is not my purpose to argue those resolutions 
at length; but I may say, in regard to them, that 
the most important of them—one which it was 
hoped would be promptly accepted by all partics 
—is that which proposes a restoration, in prin- 
ciple, of the Missouri compromise line. It was 
hoped, at the time that line was offered to the Re- 
publican party, that they would rally to its sup- 
port, because the repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise line was the origin of that party. It wasfeared 
that members from the South belonging to the 
Democratic party would notagree to the adoption 
of that line, because they contend that, under the 
decision of the Supreme Court, in the Dred Scott 


casc, we have an equal right to go with ourslaves | 


to all the Territories of the United States; and as 
the line of 369 30' gives up our claim to establish 
slavery north of it, and the Crittenden resolutions 


only demand protection south of it, there was a | 


reasonable probability that it would meet with 
strong opposition fromthe South. Iwas pleased 
and gratified in the committee to sce southern gen- 
tlemen, holding extreme opinions, rallying to the 
supportof that line; and I believe, this day, if the 
two Houses of Congress will adopt the Crittenden 
resolutions, or some resolutions of a similar char- 
acter, it will give peace and repose to our country. 


Those resolutions would, in my humble judg- | 


ment, be satisfactory to a large majority of the 
southern States, perhaps to all of them but one. 
And cannot they be voted for without any sacri- 
fice of honor and principle upon the part of north- 


ern gentlemen? Northern gentlemen say they 
cannot support the line of 369 30’, because they 
say it is a concession of slavery south of that line. 
How is it a concession to slavery south of that 
line? Does notslavery exist there already, by the 
laws of New Mexico? And when we ask you to 
rally to the support of that line, do we ask you 
to relinquish one jot or tittle of your principles? 
Weask you to do nothing more than to recognize 
what already exists south of that line, without 
your procurement and independent of your ac- 
tion—to acknowledge the fact that slavery is there, 
and to say that you will not interfere with it. 
What do we give you as compensation for that? 
We offer you that slavery shall be forever pro- 
hibited north of that line; and if there is any con- 
cession in this matter, [ maintain that it is a con- 
cession from the South to the North. Itis an 
abandonment of the Dred Scott decision, so far as 
slavery is concerned, north of the line of 36° 30’. 
I repeat, it is only asking the Republican party 
not to pledge themselves to establish slavery, but 
simply to recognize a fact which exists without 
their agency, and for which they are in no con- 
ceivable form responsible: the one fact that the 
people of that country have recognized and estab- 
lished slavery themselves. Sir, what concession 
is therein this? Does the word concession grate 
barshly upon the Republican ear? Ihave been 
pained to hear gentlemen of that party announce 
on this floor their utter repugnance to concession 
and compromise. I will not, I cannot, believe 
that this sentiment is common toa majority of the 
members of that party. Remember, gentlemen, 
that our Government was formed ina spirit of 
compromise, It has been preserved in the same 
spirit. Nothing will save it now but a manifest- 
ation of the same spirit. No compromise! No 
concession! Why, sir, we act upon this prin- 
ciple every day of our lives, and in all our social 
and business intercourse; and had not our Creator 
compromised with his own law and with fallen 
man, by sending his Son to save us, we would 
have no hope in this world, or in the world to 
come. 

Mr. Speaker, many southern gentlemen regard 
it as humiliating, degrading, to treat the Repub- 
lican party with any sort of deference or respect. 
Sir, I regard nothing as humiliating when the 
weal of my country Is at stake; and I entreat, I 
implore, the members of that party to consider 
well before they reject the proposition for a com- 
promise line; not because it emanated from me; 
not because it was proposed also by other gentle- 
men whose opinions are entitled to high respect; 
but because a large portion of the country has 
expressed itself for it, and because, preeminent 
among those who have recommended it, stands 
the great name of the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky. Ah, sir, it would not merely electrify 
the whole country, if this measure should be 
adopted, but in the sere and yellow leaf of age, 
a patriot, a statesman, an honest and honorable 
man, an “old man eloquent,” a man of sterling | 
worth, one who 


& Never bent the pregnant hinges of the knee, 
Where thrift might follow fawning,” 


would be delighted and rejoiced, in winding up his 
splendid and noble career as a statesman, by do- 
ing one great and final act for the preservation of 
our institutions. Yes, sir, if that old man, who 
seems, to mortal eyes, to be trembling upon the 
verge of the grave, and who, in a few short years 
at most, must depart from us, but whose life, I 
trust, will be long spared—lI say if he were hon- 
ored by the adoption of his plan of settlement; if 
he could feel that the last act of his public life 
had saved his country, I can almost fancy that 
when he passes to 


«That undiscovered country, from whose bourn 
No traveler returns,” 


the first welcome he will receive to the brighter 
sphere that awaits him, will be from the genial 
spirit of the noble-hearted Clay, and that upon | 
the green bank beyond the dark river of death, 
they will shake hands upon the deliverance, the 
redemption of their beloved country. [Great ap- 
plause in the galleries.] 

I shall not discuss this question any further, 
because within the time by which Lam limited by |} 
the rules of the House I shall not be able to say |!| 


one half of what I desire to say tothe House and 
the country. I must notice these things. hastily 
and imperfectly. Ea 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen of the Re- 
publican party will forgive me when I say.that we 
of the South think we have just.cause of fear and 
apprehension ofthe North. Ido notsay this to you, 
or to your Ea i any spirit of bravado or un- 
kindness. We have had too much of that already; 
and would to God that feelings of hatred and re- 
venge, which are too often manifested, were ban- 
ished from our Halls,and that, as brethren, hav- 
ing-a common love for our common country, we 
could come together upon some honorable terms 
of adjustment,-that would be satisfactory to. the 
consciences of us all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, why do I say we have just 
cause of fear? I have not the time to point them 
out, except only in a general way.. We have 
cause of fear in the abolition publications of books, 
sermons, and speeches, which have been so much 
circulated in the North, and in which we of the 
South havé been so grossly and unjustly abused. 
We have cause of fear in the personal liberty bills 
which have been passed by northern Legislatures, 
and which have been sanctioned by northern con- 
ventions. It gives me pleasure to say, however, 
that the present indications are that most, or all, 
of these will be repealed. We have had just cause 
of fear in the facts that men have violated the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which secures the 
right of arresting fugitives from service or labor, 
and have resisted lawful efforts to apprehend our 
slaves when they have run away from us; and 
men, who have endeavored to enforce the consti- 
tutional right which belongs to us, have been mur- 
dered in cold blood upon northern soil, as Kon- 
nedy and Gorsuch were murdered, a few years 
ago, in Pennsylvania. We have had wicked and 
unlawful assaults made upon our peace by such 
men as John Brown and his associates; and in- 
cendiary documents have, time and again, been 
thrown into our midst to kindle the flame of in- 
surrection in the South. 

We have, Mr. Speaker, a greater cause of fear, 
if possible, in the fact that prominent members 
of the Republican party have announced the doc- 
trineupon the floor of the Houscof Representatives 
that the Supreme Court, as now constituted, is.a 
partisan tribunal, and are doing all they can to 
sap the public confidence in the greatest judicial 
tribunal upon carth. And here let me say, that 
if there is any one thing in this country which, 
above all others, gives to the people security in 
their civil and religious liberties, it is. the. inde- 
pendence and faithfulness of the judicial tribunals. 
We may talk as much as we please about our 
equality; but the impartial administration of jus- 
tice, more than all other causes, secures and en- 
forces it. There is one place yet where all men 
are equal in our country; and that, sir, is in a 
court of justice. There the poor and the rich 
stand upon the same footing; and there the judge, 
with the impartial balance in his hand, weighs 
the rights of either. There the man who has been 
oppressed and injured by his neighbor can go; 
and there he can feel that his rights will be as- 
serted and maintained. The only rational liberty 
we enjoy is that which is guarded by our laws, 
and enforced by an independent judiciary. The 
great element of its success is public confidence; 
but let the assaults which have been made by the 
Republicans upon the highest tribunal in the 
world be repeated through the land, and let the 
respect of our people for our Supreme Court, and 
other courts, be destroyed, and I tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, that we may bid “ farewell, a long fare- 
well, to all our greatness” as a nation. 

But, sir, I return to the consideration of the 
questions which are before the House. I shall 
not, upon this occasion, discuss the proposition 
which has been submitted by the national com- 
mittee for the admission of New Mexico asa State. 
In the discharge of my duty, I judged it incum- 
bent upon me to point out very briefly the objec- 
tions existing to that measure, as a measure of 
peace, in a minority report which [shall take the 
liberty of appending to the report of my speech. 
I shall not, therefore, discuss that question now; 
but I will say, Mr. Speaker, that while I advocate 
the Missouri compromise and the Crittenden 
proposition as affording the basis—not the wlil- 
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inatum;but the basis—of a settlement which I have 
respectfully presented to the consideration of the 
dominant party in this House; yet I differ with 
the opinion which was expressed by the gentle- 
man frony Arkansas (Mr. Rust] yesterday. He 
stated that thé proceedings of ‘the national com- 
mittee were “a miserable abortion,” that they 
amountedto nothing; that they would do nothing 
towards quietirig the people. ` I differ with him, 
sir, iii that; and I will presently very, briefly state 
why. “Fo be sure, Mr. Speaker, at one period in 
our deliberations, it seemed as if no proposition 
would come from the Republican party that looked 
asif it could at all consummate a settlement of 
these distracting questions; and I felt that, per- 
haps, it might be better for me to withdraw from 
its deliberations; but without any knowledge of 
that fact; without any concert whatever between 
ws; on the very day that Thad this purpose in 
contemplation, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. Apams,] rose with a resolution in 
his hand, for which, sir—if he will pardon me 
for an allusion to the atmosphere from which he 
comes—I{ thought he deserved the very highest 
degree of credit. He is aman, I think, of some- 
what ultra opinions upon the subject of slavery; 
he comes from'a State whose Senators have de- 
nownced it in the fiercest and most opprobrious 
terms; and yet, sir, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, ina spirit worthy the honorable and 
noble lineage from whence he sprang, bounded 
over all these shackles and ties by which he was 
confined, and. offered a proposition which ma 
pon his popularity at home, and for which I thin 

e'deserves the highest degree of credit. What 
wasit? “Why, his proposition—and it has been 
reported to the House—is, in substance and effect, 
without quotingitliterally, thatslavery shall never 
be abolished in any State where it exists without 
the assentofsuch State andevery one of the States. 
What isthe great grievance that we of the South 
have complained of? I do not speak now of the 
secessionists, those who for years have been medi- 
tating this movement of dissolving the Union, and 
have been attempting to “fire the southern heart, 
and precipitate the cotton States into revolution,” 
but I say that all through the South the opinion 
has prevailed—and it exists in good faith, growing 
out of the doctrine of the “irrepressible conflict,” 
Which was announced by an eminent Senator 
from New York—that there is the utmost danger 
of an attempt, on the part of the free States, to 
abolish the institution of slavery in the States. 
Now, although we. have an acknowledged consti- 
tutional right to its preservation there, yet they 
give us more in these resolutions than we have 
under the Constitution; because, under the Con- 
stitution as it now is, slavery could be abolished 
in the States, as I take it, by an amendment of the 
Constitution, adopted by the consent of three 
fourths of the States; but, under the amendment 
proposed by the committee, slavery can never be 
abolished in the States where it exists without the 
assent of the slaveholding States, and, indeed, of 
every one of the States. I hailed it then, as I hail 
it now, as a measure of peace. As I understand 
his‘ late speech in the Senate, it meets the appro- 
bation of the author of the ‘irrepressible con- 
flict” doctrine himself, [Mr. Sewarp,] the Ajax 
of his party; and but for the excitement that pre- 
vails in the country, this resolution, if adopted by 
Congress and the requisite number of States, 
would go far to remove, or almost entirely remove, 
many of the just sources of apprehension that we 
have fram the Republican party. 

Mr. CURTIS. With the permission of the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee, I desire to correct him 
upon one point. He states the proposition in 
such a way that it might appear that the commit- 


tee of thirty-three reported against allowing a | 


sovereign State to dispose of slavery as it pleases. 
I know the gentleman doves not mean it. 

‘Mr. NELSON. I did not so state. The gen- 
tleman misunderstood me. i 

Mr. CURTIS. I know the gentleman did not 
intend to be so understood. 

Mr NELSON. Certainly not. So much for 
that subject. ‘There are other resolutions which 
have been considered by the committee, and which 
will, no doubt, be adopted by the House. What 
are they? There is a resolution declaring, in sub- 
stance and effect, that there is no party in this 


country which designs to interfere with slavery 
in the District of Columbia, or with the inter- 
State slave trade, That is equivalent toa solemn 
pledge by the Republican party that these things 
will not be done. There is a resolution recom- 
mending the northern States to repeal their per- 
sonal liberty bills. An important bill has been 
reported for the arrest of fugitives from justice; 
and there areother resolutions, which I cannot 
discuss within my time, but all of which are of 
a pacific character, and all of which show that, 
while northern gentlemen have not come up to the 
requirements and the just demands of the South, 
still they have evinced a disposition to meet us in 
the way of conciliation. And, sir, if anything I 
can say here to-day will make an impression on 
the minds of any one, I would invoke gentlemen 
to come one step further, and to do what they be- 
lieve to he right. Ifit is right and proper to adopt 
the constitutional amendments offered by Mr. 
Apams, why cannot you give us these things 
which you propose in the form of a congressional 
resolution in the shape of constitutional guaran- 
tees? If itis right to give us one, it is equally 
right to give us the other. And if, by conceding 
itin the shape of congressional guarantees, you 
can give quiet and peace to the South, and save 
our country from the horrors of civil war, it should 
be done. After all is said and done, how narrow 
is the boundary that divides the two sections of 
the Confederacy! If gentlemen will give to the 
South, in the form of constitutional guarantees, 
what they propose in the form of resolutions, and 
what is earnestly asked by the most conservative 
men in the South, why, then, every question that 
distracts the country will be settled, except this 
question of the Territories; and so far as that is 
concerned, I would again invoke gentlemen to 
adopt the Missouri compromise line. 

Mr. STRATTON. T would ask the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee, whether he and his 
friends would be satisfied with the restoration of 
the Missouri compromise line in its original form, 
extending to the eastern boundary of California? 

Mr. NELSON. We will be satisfied with the 
Missouri compromise line as we propose it here 
—as it is adapted to the changed condition of the 
country. We merely want a recognition, on prin- 
ciples such as we have in the Crittenden resolu- 
tions, of the existence of slavery there, and its 
protection. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will my friend from Ten- 
nessee permit me to ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey a question? 

Mr. NELSON. I will yield to every gentle- 
man upon the floor of the House, if the interrup- 
tions are not to come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Burrinton 
in the chair.) The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. Then I yield to my friend 
from Kentucky. 

Mr.MALLORY. I would simply ask the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, if he would be willing to 
give us the Missouri compromise line as a con- 
stitutional amendment? And I would ask him 
further, if he does not know that it would be idle 
to pass itas alaw, inasmuch as the Supreme Court 
has pronounced it unconstitutional? 

Mr. STRATTON. I will answer the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. I am willing to give the 
Missouri compromise line as an amendment to 
Constitution, in its original language. Further 
than that I will not go. 

Mr. NELSON. lhope, Mr. Speaker, that there 
are enough gentlemen on that side of the House 
who will offer us even that. If they do, let us 
take it into consideration; and let us consider it 
not as partisans, butas patriots. Let us endeavor 
to meet them in the same spirit in which they 
come to us. If we do that, we can soon settle 
and adjust the difficulties that now exist in the 
country. I trust that gentlemen of the Repub- 
lican party will not consider that I am asking too 
much when [ask this. Intelligent as they are, 
they know but little of the true state of feeling in 
the South. Ihave here, and wish I had time to 
comment upon it, the message recently sent by 
the Governor of the State of Tennessee to the Le- 
gislature. tisa sortof bill of indictment against 
the Republican party of the North. Among other 
things, it charges you with a design to abolish 


slavery in the District of Columbia; charges you | 


with a design to interfere with the inter-State slave 
trade, although your platform. contains nothing 
on the subject of slavery in this District, and has 
a distinct disavowal of any intention to interfere 
with our domestic institution in the States where 
it exists. It contains numerous other charges of 
that character; and I regret-that I have not time 
to notice them all, for I could furnish arguments 
and reasons why gentlemen of the Republican 
party should be willing to meet us in a spirit of 
conciliation. 

As I have been asked again, I may say that so 
far as I am personally concerned, 1 would be will- 
ing to receive the Missouri compromise line as it 
originally was. I doubt, however, whether that 
would be satisfactory to the entire South, and I 
do not undertake to speak for other gentlemen in 
regard toit. I would be willing to assent to almost 
anything rather than sce this land drenched in 
blood; rather than see brother arrayed against 
brother, and friend against friend, in the horrible 
strife which will soon exist if we do not do some- 
thing to quiet this spirit of disunion whiċh pre- 
vails. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? The gentleman said a 
moment ago that the Governor of his State had 
brought two charges against the Republican par- 
ty—that that party intended to abolish slavery in 
the Districtof Columbia and to prohibit the slave 
trade between the States. I want to answer those 
charges, and I do so by saying that since the or- 
ganization of the Republican party, no man, North 
or South, ever heard a Republican take any such 
ground. It is not in any Republican platform 
nor in any Republican speech. Republicans do 
not want to do any such thing. 

Mr. NELSON. I am glad to hear the gentle- 
man thus express himself. 1 wish to let members 
of the Republican party know the state of senti- 
ment entertained and uttered by high public func- 
tionaries in my State, and in other parts of the 
South. Itis charged here that the Republican 
party has justified and exalted to the highest hon- 
ors of admiration, the horrid murders and arsons 
of the John Brown raid, and has canonized the 
felons as saints and martyrs. I say, not to the 
Republican party» but because it is due to the 
cause of truth, that if you judge of the party by 
its platform, it distinctly denounced the raid of 
John Brown, and declared that the party would 
never interfere with slavery in the States. Ispeak 
this not for the ear of the House, but for the 
people of the State of Tennessee. ‘* Let justice 
be done, though the heavens fall.” [Cries of 
“Good P’) 

In order to let gentlemen know why we beg and 
implore them to rally around some just standard 
of compromise, l have referred to the manner in 
which they are represented by a high public fanc- 
tionary. They are charged with having burned 
towns, poisoned wells, and conspired with slaves 
to depopulate northern Texas; although one gen- 
tleman from Texas declared in committee, as I 
hope he will do in the House, that there was little 
or no foundation for it. 

It is said in the message of the Governor of 
Tennessee, that in the presidential election the 
Republican party asserted the equality of the black 
with the white race. How that fact is, I am un- 
informed; but we all know that Mr. Lincoln, when 
he.was interrogated on that very subject by Judge 
Douglas in the contest of 1858, distinctly disa- 
vowed any such doctrine as being held by him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to do 
justice to the Republicans, both in the charges 
which I have made against them, and in those 
from which I have defended them. I deem it 
proper to say this, because a convention has been 
called in my State, because propositions are made 
to arm the State, and because the storm of seces- 
sion is sweeping over the State to-day; and it is 
almost impossible to resist it, unless gentlemen 
come up and meet us in the spirit of compromise 
of which I have so often spoken. 

Mr. Speaker, although not in this connection, 
I desire to read, in the hearing of gentlemen of 
the Republican party, an extract from a letter 
which I received a few days ago from a friend in 
Tennessee, who is as much a friend of the Union 
as any other man init. He states: 

“Tam surry to say the cause of secession is gaining 


1861.] 


z 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


109 


86rn Cone....2D Suss. 


State of the Union—Mr. Nelson. 


“Ho. oF Reps. = 


strength,daily in Tennessee, and all over the South. The 
Republicans are to blame for it. ‘Ighey refuse to do any- 
thing in Congress. We conservative Union men have this 
thrown in our. teeth, and we are disarined and. unable to 
hold out longer. Of the three divisions of the State, East 
‘ennessee is the only one where the Union party ean carry 
the day, and we are losing ground. Ifthe Republicans do 
not join in a compromise between this and the 4th of March, 
Tennessee will go out of the Union. [am candid in this, 
and you know how I stand, and how I have fought seces- 
sion. y 

Mr. FOUKE. Iwish to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Maine to a resolution offered 
at last session of Congress by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Braxe.] 

Mr. SPAULDING. 
read. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope the resolution will 
be read. l sentforit myself. While the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is doing justice to the Re- 
publican party, I hope that this record of theirs, 
peu as it concerns the gentleman from 

aine, [Mr. Morse,] may go to the country. 

Mr. SPAULDING. object to its being 
read. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee can read it himself. 

Mr. NELSON. Ido not know what this is, 
but I will read it for the accommodation of the 
gentleman. I confess that the manner in which the 
rules of this Flouse are enforced has never struck 
my fancy particularly; but when gentlemen ask 
me to read something, 1 will do so for their ac- 
commodation, whether I desire to read it or not. 

Mr. Nexson then read, from the House Journal 
of last session, the following preamble and reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Buake:] 

« Whereas the chattelizing of humanity and the holding 


I object to its being 


of persons as property is contrary to natural justice and the | 


fundamental principles of our political system, and is noto- 
riously a reproach to the country throughout the civilized 
world, and a serious hindrance to the progress of Republi- 
can liberty among the nations of the earth: Therefore, 

Resolved, ‘Tat the Committee on the Judiciary be, and 
the same is hereby, instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of reporting a bill giving freedom to every human 
being and interdicting slavery wherever Congress has the 
constitutional power to legislate on the subject. 

<The question having been put, ¢ Will the House agree 
to the resolution ?’ it was decided in the negative—yeas 60, 
nays 109.9? 

Mr. McKNIGHT. ‘Will the gentleman also 
call attention to the fact that on the same day, I 
believe, a member on the Democratic side of the 
House introduced aresolution, which was adopted 
by unanimous consent, that the Committce on 
the Judiciary inquire whether the mechanics and 
workingmen of New England should or should 
not be reduced to slavery? 

Mr. BLAKE. I wished only to say that I 
offered those resolutions merely as a matter of 
inquiry, to be sent to a committee of this House; 
that I never entertained, for a moment, the idea 
that we had any power or control over slavery in 
the States. I never saw any Republican who 
claimed any such power under the Constitution. 
I desire to enter my protest againstany construc- 
tion that will carry the resolution to any sach cx- 
tent as has been given to it by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, just behind me, states that on the same 
day a resolution was offered by a gentleman on 
the Democratic side of the House instructing a 
committee to inquire whether the people of New 
England should or should not be reduced to sla- 
very. Now, sir, I say that such a resolution was 


never offered by a member on this side of the | 


House on that day, or on any other day. Here 
is the resolution to which, | presume, the gentle- 
man referred, and which I will read: 

& Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to Inquire into the expediency of, and if deemed 
fit, report a bilt for, emancipating the laboring men and 
women engaged in shoemaking in the State of Massachu- 
setts from the tyranny of the * capital’ men in that State, by 
repealing all duty on boots and shoes, leather, and all other 
imported articles used in their business.” 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Now I ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky whether that resolution does not 
recognize the laboring men of Massachusetts as 
slaves? 


Mr. BURNETT. No, sir; it is merely to in- | 


quire into the expediency of emancipating them 
from the tyranny of the capitalists of New Eng- 
land. 


Mr. BLAKE. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee yield to me for a single moment more? 

Mr. NELSON. Tam told by gentlemen around 
me that I must not yield further; but I will give 
way to the gentleman for explanation. . — 

Mr. BLAKE, I wish to make one single fur- 
ther remark. I wish to say not only that there 
was no intention on my part, in offering that res- 
olution, to recognize the right to interfere with 
slavery in the States, but that it is not, in my 
judgment, capable of any such construction. 

Mr. MORSE. Will my fricnd from Tennessse 
yield to me for one minute to reply to a remark 
made to me? 

Mr. NELSON. I fear thatif I yield now, some 
other gentleman will then claim the same cour- 
tesy. I prefer to go on, as gentlemen all around 
me insist that I shall do so. 

Mr. Speaker, an argument, which I omitted to 
mention, in regard to the Missouri compromise 
line, is one which I have no doubt will suggest 
itself to every gentleman; but, at the same ume, 
it should not be omitted. Whatis that? Itis, 
that it will give peace and repose to the larger- 
portion of the South—perhaps to all; perhaps to 
every southern State. I cannot undertake to speak 
for South Carolina, because the spirit of disunion 
has been rampant there for many years, and be- 
cause they desire to destroy the Union for other 
reasons not connected with the question of sla- 
very. But the adoption of the Missouri compro- 
mise line would settle this question, I will not 
say that, if the Republicans refuse to give us any- 
thing more than they have given us in the report 
of the committee, I will advise the people of T'en- 
nessec to secede from the Union, and encounter 
all the horrors of civil war. I will not undertake 
to say that if they will go no further, I will ad- 
vise resistance. But what I have to say is, that 
the argument I present to you to-day isaddressed 
to your intelligence and patriotism, and not de- 
signed to operate upon the fears of gentlemen; not 
designed to prevent them from coming up to the 
requirements of the emergency in which they are 
placed; arguments fairly addressed to men who 
are my equals; men who have as much right to 
sit here as I have; men who have still the good of 
our common country at heart, and who, instead 
of using the power which they possess for the 
purpose of coercing the southern States into obe- 
dience by civil war, should exercise a generous 
magnanimity, and grant those justdemands which 
cannot injure them, but, by restoring peace, will 
benefit the whole country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as it is said that the cause 
of secession is gaining strength in Tennessee, I 
wish to say afew words—more, I confess, for the 
earof the people of that State, than for this House. 
I wish to say to the people of Tennessee, that 
they, in the exercise of their rights as freemen, 
should survey the ground well, over which dis- 
union asks them to tread. They should look at 
the origin of this movement, and to the instru- 
mentality which has been used to bring it about, 
They should remember that in the cotton States 
—ay, sir, among Democrats who have rejoiced 
in all time past to magnify and glorify the power 
of the people—the men who have led this move- 
ment have not deigned to consult the people at 
all in regard to what they have done. They have 


not condescended to let them vote for secession or | 
I have no doubt that if the great | 
heart of the southern people could be exhibited į 


no secession. 


here to-day, the result would show that there are 
hundreds and thousands of men even in South 
Carolina who, ifthey could be permitted to speak, 
would say they were against civil war, and against 
disunion. 
every southern State. 


dreaded than musketry or batteries. Freemen are 
so situated that they dare not speak their true 


i thoughts. I would invoke the people of Tennes- 


see also to remember the prophetic language, as 
it turns out to be, of Mr. Yancey: ‘* We shall 
fire the southern heart, instruct the southern mind, 
give courage to cach other; and, at the proper mo- 


ment, by one organized, concerted action, we can į 


precipitate the cotton Statesinto a revolution.” Not 
three years have elapsed since Mr. Yancey thus 
wrote. How wondrously has the southern heart 
been fired! How rapidly have seceding States 


I doubt not that such is the fact in | 
But the tyranny of a des- | 
potic majority is there—a tyranny more to be | 
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given courage to each other! With no time for 
popular deliberation, the concerted movement long 
meditated has precipitated, hurried them, head» 
long, into revolution; and now they:groan-ynder 
taxation and prostrate credit, and hear ** the thun- 
der of the captains and the shouting,”” 

If the people of ‘Tennessee will Fook well into 
the manifesto of South Carolina, in which. she 
declares her independence, they will see to-what 
straits those who prepared. that document were 
reduced, in order to find any plausible ground on 
which to place the disunion of that State. -It is 
not alone upon the slavery question. ‘There are 
other and older issues with which.the other south- 
ern States can have but little sympathy. Let the 
people of Tennessee, before they join the seces- 
sion movement, direct their attention further to 
the fact that Governor Gist, in one of his mes- 
sages to the Legislature of South Carolina, as- 
sumed the duty of alluding, in a manner which, 
when carefully considered, is exceedingly offens- 
ive, to what he is pleased to call ‘‘the border 
States.’ I will not undertake to quote his lan- 
guage literally; but I remember he. said in sub- 
stance, in that message, that he desired them to 
enact a law to prevent the introduction of slaves 
into their State from the border States, and that 
one effect of such legislation will be, that the bor- 
der States will be forced to join the secession 
movement, or to emancipate their slaves, or that 
our ** confederates,” as he chooses to call them, 
will do it for us. What is this but an attempt to 
force the border States, against their will, into 
the revolution? 

This movement has been carried on to com- 
pletion in South Carolina, without consultation 
with the. border States as to her secession and 
hostile acts. She first put herself in the attitude 
of rebellion against the Government; the other 
cotton States have followed in, their turn; and 
now, whether right or wrong, willing or unwill- 
ing, they desire to drag us into the whirlpool of 
disunion. As a Tennesseean, I desire to raise 
my voice against being driven into civil war. I 
protest against tyranny from any quarter what- 
ever—against the tyranny that is attempted to be 
practiced upon us in the North, when they would 
force opinions upon us contrary to our will, and 
against this fiercer tyranny in the South, that 
proclaims fidelity to the Union treason, and would 
drag every southern State into the vortex of civil 
war. : 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I hope the 
gentleman will yield tome. I understand him to 
say, in the first place, that Governor Gist at- 
tempted to coerce the border Statesinto revolution, 
by proposing the enactment of laws against the 
introduction of their slaves into the cotton States. 
In response, l ask him whether he does not know 
the fact to be that almost all the southern States 
had statutes, previous to the secession movement, 
similar to the one indicated? I understand that 
such laws are upon the statute-books of Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, North Carolina, and Georgia. 

And I understood the gentleman from Tennes- 
sce to make another charge. He asserts that 
South Carolina attempted to precipitate the cot- 
ton States into revolution and civil war without 
having consulted the border States. Does he not 
know that shortly after the John Brown raid—~a 
little over a year ago—South Carolina proposed 
a conference of the southern States on this very 
subject; and on account of the peculiar situation 
of Virginia, she sent to that State one of herablest 
men, Mr. Memminger, who presented all the rea- 
sons for a conference of the border States with the 
southern States? Does not the gentleman know 
that fact,and does he not remember that that con- 
ference was declined ? 

Mr. NELSON. My answer to the first question 
which is propounded to me is this: that I have not 
examined all the laws of the southern States on 
the subject to which the gentleman refers; but 


' taking it for granted that there have been and are 


such statutes as the gentleman from North Car- 


| olina states, the point of my remark has not yet 


been met. What was the object E had in view in 
referring to the message of the Governor of South 
Carolina? It wasto call the attention of the House 
and the country, and particularly of my own State, 
to the great fact that the Governor of the State of 
South Carolina gives, as a reason for the enact- 
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hent of this law, that then the border States will 
becompelled to abolish slavery—to join the south- 
ern confederacy, or their northern confederates 
wouldabolish it for them... I regard that, sir, as 
aninsult tò the State of Tennessee. T regard itas 
aninsult to all the border States... Freé as he is, 
having the same rights underthe Constitution that 
he has, | regard itasan insult from the Governor of 
one of the States to say that ‘ we will compel you 
by indirection to join our movement, whether you 
are willing to do itor not.’ Ican say, so faras 
the: people of Tennessee are concerned, unless I 
greatly misapprehend their sentiments and feel- 
ihes, they are not a people to be coerced, either 
by the North or by the South. The men whose 
fathers fought at King’s Mountain; the men who 
themselves fought at ‘Talladega; at Emuckfaw, at 
the Horse Shoe, and upon the plains of New Or- 
leans; and who sent their sons to fight at Mon- 
terey’s whose blood, sir, was poured out like water 
at: Cerro Gordo and Chepultepec; such men, Mr. 
Speaker, never will submit to dictation from any 
uarter under: the heavens, be it North or be it 
outh. [Applause.] No, sir; they will not do 
it. “I say to the people of Tennessee that they 
should resist’ this attempt'to coerce them to do 
what they are otherwise unwilling to do; resist 
it, if need be, with arms, and unto the death, Itis 
an insult that freemen ought not submit to. If 
Tennessee chooses to go out of the Union, let it 
be done by the deliberate and voluntary act of her 
own sons, without constraint, and without coer- 
cion.: Let her go not as a seceder; butina man- 
ner worthy of the volunteer State. Let her, like 
our revolutionary sires, have the boldness to go 
as a rebel, because she thinks the Government has 
oppressed her, and because she has determined to 
throw off the yoke and risk all consequences. 
o But, Mr. Speaker, I was going on to say, when 
interrupted, that ‘this secession movement does 
not commend itself to the people of the State of 
Tennessee; either in the manner or the circum- 
stances‘under which it was gotten up, or in the 
arguments by. which it has been supported, or in 
that last argument of arms by which it is at- 
tempted to be carried through. It has other ob- 
jections that our people in Tennessee will soon 
feel if they fallintothe movement. Whatare they? 
From theaccounts which we get from South Caro- 
lina, the people in that State are already groaning 
under taxation—a heavy, intolerable burden; and 
if the people of the State of Tennessce are seduced 
into:this rebellion, they will soon find that the 
tax patherer will be at every door. If his visits 
are not agreeable now, when we are taxed less 
heavily than any other people, what will they be 
when he comes, as it were, with a whip of scor- 
pionsin hishand? Let the border States rush 
to war to avoid anticipated evils which may never 
come, and we will not only suffer in the matter 
of taxation, but in every other respect in which 
it is possible for a people to suffer. 

Fask the people of ‘Tennessee, when they see 
this secession movement organized: and carried 
out by preconcert; when they remember that some 
ofits advocates declared, openly, that they had 
rieditated ‘it for twenty years, and long before 
the Republican party was dreamed of; when they 
reflect that the slavery question has been seized 
hold of, not because of its intrinsic importance, 
but ‘because it could be artfully used to favor 
disunion, long contemplated on other grounds; 
when they see that, notwithstanding all the wrong 
that has been done us by the North, there has 
been perversion and misrepresentation in the 
Sonth in regard to the purposes of a great polit- 
ical party in the North; when they see all that, 
Task them whether they are willing to submit to 
heavy taxation in order to build up the rich na- 
bobs’ of the South, and, perchance, to establish 
a monarchy, with kings and lords and dukes 
and grandees to ride, booted and spurred, over 
their prostrate liberty? No, sir; if war is to 
come upon us, if civil discord is to reign where 
peace so sweetly smiled before, the men who will 
have to fight the battles will not be your partisan 
leaders, who desire to be colonels and captains, 
majors-and generals, governors and ministers; but 


it will be the farmers, the mechanics, and the la- |} 


boring men of the country. lask them—and I 
would to God that my voice could echo and reécho 


| gloom. 


willing to submit to this in order to build up a 
pampered aristocracy in the South? [Applause.] 
Are they willingto do it in order to establish a mil- 
itary despotism in the South? For, Mr. Speaker, 
not the least of all the evils which threaten us in 
the southern States, is the danger of military dom- 
ination. Already we hear 


«the trump and the drum, 

And the mournful sound of the barbarous horn, 

And the flap of the banners that flit as they’re borne, 

And the neigh of the steed and the multitude’s hum.’? 

The clash and the shouts are yet to come! 
Beware of polished blades and gilded epaulets. 
They may be used to crush yourselves. We have 
seen a great political movement, which gentlemen 
ludicrously call “peaceable secession,” suddenly 
assume’all the pompand circumstance of glorious 
war, by arming and proposing to arm the whole 
of the southern States. How easy for ambition 
to turn this movement against the liberties of the 
people? Peaceable secession! and yet the whole 
of the southern States in arms. This is the man- 
ner in which they are attempting to carry out a 


long premeditated plot; and now, throughout the 


southern States, the despotism of military power is 
beginning to be felt. Cockades are in the ascend- 
ant, and the plowshares may rust. A reign of 
terror is already beginning to trammel free speech 
in the South; and [doubt not that in many places 
the iron heel of military power is felt, and men 
opposed to rashness and precipitancy dare not 
speak as freemen should speak, and as they would 
wish to speak, against secession. Let the people 
of Tennessee awake, arouse! Let them remem- 
ber that * eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.”” 
Let them open their eyes and behold a danger at 
their doors more imminent, if possible, than that 
of Black Republicanism. Letthem beware of mili- 
tary conqucrors—and let the whole land beware 
of them; for, sir, if we shall overthrow the peace- 
fal institutions which we have so long enjoyed; 
if we shall dissolve the Union of the American 
States, some Cæsar or Napoleon will soon trample 
down the liberties of the people and destroy the 
last hope and the last vestige of freedom upon the 
earth. How will the tyrants and despots of the 
world, who have delighted to deride free govern- 
ment, “laugh at our calamity, and mock when 
our fear cometh! Let our people in Tennes- 
see,and everywhere else, gather around our tem- 
ple of liberty; and—determined to oppose taxa- 
tion, military despotism, a war of the sections, 
and strife such as earth has never seen—may 
they, with their own mighty arms, sustain its 
falling columns, Are the people of Tennessee 
willing to have it totter and fall, and crumble into 
nothingness? Are you, gentlemen of the North, 
disposed to drive us into the mad career of rebel- 
lion by brute force? Remember that the Repub- 
lican party was opposed by a large party in the 
North; that all the power is not in your own 
hands; and that your laboring men, thrown out 
of employment and begging for bread, may turn 
upon you and refuse to fight your battles. God 
forbid that such determination should enter your 
minds! May you all be inspired by an earnest 
andardent desire to save the border States, to save 
the southern States—ay, to save even South Car- 
olina! for, notwithstanding her people have acted 
wickedly, notwithstanding I believe that wicked- 
ness has been deliberate, yet I cannot forget that 
South Carolina, although she professes otherwise, 


is still one of the States of this Confederacy: I- 


cannot recognize her claim to secession. I re- 
member something of her past glory. I remera- 


ber that Fort Moultrie—not of the present day, 
but of the Revolution—was gallantly and nobly 
defended. I remember, or think I remember, that 
in the battles with Mexico the sons of South Car- 
olina marched side by side with the sons of New 
York, and leaving their bones amid its burning 
sands, covered their State with impcrishable re- 
nown. I would invite her back; I would woo her 
to come back into this happy family of States by 


| every term of cntreaty, by every invocation. that 


is suggested by her former glory or her present 
Wrongly as she has acted, I would im- 
plore her to return, without humiliation and with- 


out dishonor, to our sisterhood of States. What- | 
| ever errors she may have committed, she is bone | 
y | of our bone and ficsh of our flesh. Her daughters | 
from one end of my State to the other—are thev i have married our sons, and our daughters have i 


married her sons, and there should be no relentless 
strife between us. "That is the feeling I have, not 
only toward South Carolina, but all the rebellious 
States. Wrongly as I think she has acted— 
wrongly as the other southern States have acted— 
let them retrace their steps, and let us demean 
ourselves justly toward each other as States, as 
communities, and as individuals. 

Mr. Speaker, Ihave, in my remarks, addressed 
myself in part to the people of Tennessee; but I 
would not forget that we are not the Representa- 
tives merely of the States or districts from whence 
wecame. Weare the Representatives of the whole 
American peoplé; and to that great constituency 
let me solemnly appeal. Why shall we destroy 
this Government? Is it because it was an easy 
matter to establish it? Go back to the days of the 
Revolution, and behold your fathers proscribed 
as traitors, abandoning their homes to the deso- 
lations of their foes, now flying before them, and 
then, half armed and almost naked, turning back 
upon their pursuers, with the blood trickling: at 
every step from their unshod feet upon the frozen 
ground; and when you remember these and a 
thousand other hardships they endured, consider 
that liberty and union were purchased at too great 
a cost to be madly thrown away. Ask the old 
soldiers who fought in the war of 1812, wasitfor 
this. that they slept upon the damp, cold earth, 
without tents to shield them from the pitiless pelt- 
ings of the storm? Wasit for this that they suf- 
fered hunger and thirst, and periled their lives in 
many a battle ? 

Why shall we destroy our Government? It 
has given us wise laws; and no nation has ever 
prospered like our own. How wondrous has been 
its growth! .Go back in imagination but twelve 
short years. Look out upon the broad prairies 
beyond the Mississippi. Par äs the eye can reach 
behold the long procession. of emigrants; and, 
almost before the mind can conceive-the thought, 
California becomesa State and San Francisco the 
New York of the Pacific! 

Now gaze upon the mighty ocean.. See one of 
our noble ships ‘‘ careering over the waves.” 

“She walks the waters like a thing of life, 
And seems to dare the elements to strife? 

Wherever she goes, whatever port she enters, 
there is not a despot on earth who would dare to 
interfere with crew orcargo. Why isthis? Itisbe- 
cause she carries the star-spangled banner; and that 
symbol of our Union and our strength bears wit- 
ness to the whole world that we have the willand 
the power to protect our citizens abroad as well 
as at home: 

“ Forever float that standard sheet ! 
Where breathes the foe but falls before us? 
With freedom’s soil beneath our feet, 
And freeedom’s banner streaming o’er us.” 

Why should we destroy our Government? The 
liberty we enjoy is not simply the work of the 
seven years’ war of the Revolution. It is there- 
sult of centuries of contest. Although the great 
charter of British freedom was granted ages ago, 
it required the struggle of ages to secure it. The 
memory of that struggle was handed down to our 
fathers, and inspired them to the mighty work 
which they accomplished. There is not a provis- 
ion in any of our bills of rights which may not 
be said to have been purchased with the tears and 
groans of a thousand years. If it be possible for 
those who have * shuffled off this mortal coil” to 
take an interest in the affairs of earth, how ear- 
nestly are our departed patriots gazing upon our 
country now! Methinks I can almost sec their 
shadowy forms, and hear the rustling of their 
angel wings. George Washington islooking down 
upon us, and with solemn earnestness admon- 
ishes us lo cherish an undying love for the Union, 
and frown indignantly upon every effort to dis- 
solve it. Andrew Jackson speaks to his friends, 
declaring, “the Federal Union, it must be pre- 
served.” The gallant Harry of the West is hov- 
ering over us, and, in trumpet tones, proclaims: 
“Fam called upon to say when I will consent to 


: adissolution of this Union: my answer is, never ! 
| Never! Never!” 


My countrymen, let us heed these warning 
voices. Let us settle all our controversies in the 
Union. Oh, trust not to that last delusive argu- 
ment of the secessionists, that this Government, 
onee dissolved, ean be reconstructed. That will 
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never be. 
ever preclude a reunion. Hate will be intensified, 
and a war of extermination will ensue, [tis in 
vain for either section to calculate upon the cow- 
ardice of the other. All are of the same race. All 
are alike brave; and a war once begun between us 
will have no parallelin the contests which history 
has described. May Almighty God avert it! 

It has been said, “agree with thine adversary 
quickly whilst thou art in the way with him.” If 
we are goyerned by this salutary_rule, all domestic 
difficulties will soon pass away from our country, 
peace will again smile in all our borders, and we 
wili once more enjoy those privileges with which 
we have so long been blessed far above every 
other people. 


STATE OF THE UNION, 


SPEECH OF HON. E. ETHERIDGE, 
OF TENNESSEE, 

In rur House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 23, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr. ETHERIDGE said: 

Mr. Speaker: I have frequently had occasion 
to express my opinions in. regard to matters of 
grave public concern, and I have often done so at 
the risk of imputations upon my political integ- 
rity. I have too frequently found that many of 


° 


those with whom I differed, have indulged in cen- į 


sure of my acts, and imputed even treason to my 
motives. In a contest like this, involving as it 
does the existence of the Government, and the 
preservation of popular freedom; arousing, as it 


does, the fiercest passions of rival and contending | 
parties, a man must be at once for or against his 


whole country. Jt matters not under what ban- 
ner he arrays himself, those upon the opposite 
side will attach to him the most selfish and trea- 
sonable aims. Isay, therefore, in advance, that 
in whatever I may now say upon the subject un- 
der consideration, I shall not seek to evade any 
responsibilities of that kind. I shall not attempt 
to speak merely to avoid censure, or by affecta- 
tion or hypocrisy, to court commendation. In 
what I say, I shall be bound by a strict regard 
for truth. The opinions 1 shall avow are those 
sanctioned. by observation and experience; they 
have the approval of my beart. And the facts to 
which I shall refer will, Lam sure, be sustained 
by the unquestioned truths of history. 

Sir, if L had a jury of twelve honest and unpre- 
tending men, sworn well and truly to try the 
issues joined between the contending factions—a 
jury belonging to no political party, and without 
other motive than a desire to subserve the best 
interests of their country—I could, by submitting 
a plain statement of undisputed facts, have a 
prompt and unanimous verdict in favor of pre- 
serving the Union of these States. Unfortunately, 
sir, we cannot here, and now, get a disinterested 
jury; but itis consoling to know that time will 
soon adjourn all these difficult questions to the 
arbitrament of ali the people, who, with no other 
weapon than the ballot-box, will be able to arrest 
revolution and save the country. If, for the last 
year or two, the men and women of this country 


could have observed the deliberations ofthis body; | 


could have seen each member as he is; and wit- 
nessed your daily proceedings; they would in- 
stantly rise up all over the country and arrest the 
tide of revolution, which is threatening to involve 


us all in one common ruin. Thereare thirty mil- | 
lion people whose peace and happiness, whose j 


very existence, is involved in these grave issues. 
This House is composed of bu: two hundred and 
thirty-six members, some of whom, doubtless, 
have reached their present position by the merest 
accidents. It may be safely assumed that each 
member of this body represents, among his im- 
mediate constituents, more than that number of 
statesmen—statesmen, perhaps our superiors in 
wisdom and moderation, yet we are to be told in 
this day of fearful precipitation, that because for- 
sooth, Congress, elected as it has been, without 
reference to the issues now before us, cannot, or 
will not, instantly do something to stay the tide 
of revolution, therefore there is no hope for the 


The causes which destroy it will for- |) 
i} those who are now around me, could. they see 


ii aroused by the thunderings of the Herald— 
| {laughter]—could they see and know all these 
ij h 7 

| things as they really are, their good sense would 
| 


| the politicians may. be, in despite of them, every 


country. I say, again, could the people behold 
| them, when under their alternate hopes and fears 
—the hopes inspired by the Tribune, or the fears 


cause them to reject with scorn, the idea of haz- 
arding, finally and forever, the peace of the coun- 
try, alone upon the deliberations of such a body. 

Can it be possible that we hold the final desti- 
nies of such a people and such a country in our 
hands alone? I answer, no; such an imputation 
is a libel upon the good sense of the millions who 
are resolved to preserve the institutions our an- 
cestors so wisely ordained. As well might so 
many hackmen, gathered promiscuously fsom the 
streets of New York, get together and constitute 
themselves sole arbiters of a country which will 
endure so long as we are fit to be free.. In what 
spirit was our Government conceived? Itwwasin 
jealousy, and notin confidence. Why, sir, by the 
very Constitution which you and I have sworn 
to support-—-and I mean to keep my oath—your 
Government alone was formed; and throughout 
every line of that Constitution is a manifest dis- 
trust of man’s ability to resist the temptations of 
power. Hence, short terms in office were pre- 
scribed, and every officer of the Government was 
required to swear fealty to that Constitution. 
Even the Father of his Count. y was not allowed 
to assume the executive authority until he had 
first invoked the vengeance of Heaven should he 
fail faithfully to support and defend the Consti- 
| tution he had assisted to ordain. This body is 
wisely so constituted that, at the expiration of 
every two years, we are compelled by the Con- 
stitution to return our authority to the people. 
If dissatisfied with our conduct, they are sure to 
dispense with our services, Our Government con- 
templated just such emergencies as we are now 
compelled to meet; and however contumacious 


issue now before us will soon be adjourned by the 
Constitution itself to the decision of the whole 
people. They have the good sense and patriotism 
to work out a safe solution of all real or pretended 
difficulties. If error prevails now, their sound 
judgment will combat it successfully, and all will 
finally be well again. 

Mr. Speaker, although we are to-day delibera- 
ting upon questions which when we were respect- 
ively clected were not before the American peo- 
ple, yet the hasty precipitators of this revolution 
tell us, if we do not decide at oncc, and so deciding 
come up to their requirements, we must accept 
the alternative of dismemberment with all its at- 
tendanthorrors! Iprotestagainst it. I demand, 
to-day, for the innocent millions whose peace, 
prosperity, civilization, whose very existence is 
so fearfully involved, an adjournment of this 
whole matter from the arbitrament of maddened, 
unrelenting politicians to all the people, to those 
whose servants we are, and who will not fail in 
this great emergency, to save the priceless heri- 
| tage which you have no rightful power to destroy. 
į And, sir, if you do not so adjourn all these ques- 
tions to the people—to those whose peace and 
happiness are so fearfully imperiled—they will 
speedily adjourn you to a dark oblivion, and write 
| shame and infamy upon your graves. Whatright 
have you or I, or any one of us, to assume that we 
alone will pass, finally, upou the questions of 
peace and war, among our own people, when they 
themselves, with the ballot-box in their hands, 
are impatient, as I believe, to pass their judgment 
upon these measures, which, however, abstract 
they may be, will, if adopted, disarm the enemies 
of the Union of their treasonable pretexts, and | 
leave them without further power to mislead their 
too confiding victims? I yet trust this House 
will do something; yes, str, do much to allay 
this alarm and apprehension; and while I shall 
continue to vote for every proposition to disarm 
those whose aim is disunion, and whose grievances 
are mainly pretexts, | do not hesitate to announce 
in my place, that if this Congress shall, finally, 
fail to meet the public expectation in patriotic 
quarters, I will notthen be willing to abandon my 
interest in almost the only Government in the 
world which is worth preserving. This House 
| cannot, by any indifference it may manifest to the | 


various propositions before it, force me jom those 
who, aiming at.disunion: as an end; expect by 
your indifference to gather strength for. their rev- 
olutionary designs.. Before I consent. to:aid:4an 
the overthrow of my country, and to extinguish 
its nationality, I will counsel with your masters— 
the people—those in whose unambitious: hearts, 
love of country and of kind burns.as brightly as 
of yore. Tod 

Sir, this revolution which threatens:specdily to 
involve us all, and which is suggestive of so ter» 
rible a future, is the most extraordinary, unpar« 
donable, and indefensible the world has. ever 
looked upon; and public. men all over the coun- 
try, of whom better things were expected—men ` 
who, a few months ago, were indignant at the 
bare suspicion of their sympathy or complicity 
with those who were then plotting revolution—are 
now counseling armed rebellion, and playing 
with: the worst passions of mankind, as: though 
nothing serious were involved. in the result. 

I propose to meet fairly the dread alternative 
presented by these precipitators; to meet:them in 
a candid spirit, and to array in opposition to their 
real and pretended grievances, some of: the man- 
ifold blessings which all sections of the country 
have derived from the Government—a Govern- 
ment which smiles even yet benignantly upon its 
misguided children. And may Inotask, whatutter 
madness. and folly must there be in subverting 
the Government for the purpose of securing out 
of the Union rights or privileges which may not 
be secured or vindicated by candid appeals to our 
kindred and friends, who salute the same flag, 
and acknowledge a common ancestry, 

It is a remarkable and most significant fact, 
that this revolution is not justified or carried. on 
with reference so much to anything which has 
been done by Congress, or-any political party, as 
because of dangers which, it is alleged, are to be 
apprehended in the future. The only thing charged 
to have been already done or performed, as was 
said by my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Miruson,} 
two days ago, is the passage, by the Legislatures 
of some of the free States, of the so-called per- 
sonal liberty bills. If | had time—I have not—I 
believe precipitation reigns here, and each mo- 
ment, as it “ rides upon the dial’s point,” (point- 
ing to the clock,) admonishes me that I, too, must 
be precipitate. If I had time I could show—and I 
challenge contradiction from. any disunionist, if 
such there be here—that you will be infinitely 
more the victims of the unfriendly legislation of 
the free States, when the Government has been 
destroyed, than you now are, or ever can be, 
while the Constitution endures and the Union ig 
maintained. 'This—the passage of the personal 
liberty bills—I repeat, is the only thing now actu- 
ally done or performed, by any department of 
Government, State or Federal, of which even dis- 
unionists can complain. I will endeavor, then, to 
state the dangers you profess to fear in the future. 

1. You say the people of the North are opposed 
to the execution of the fugitive slave law. 

2. That the Republican party, when they ob- 
tain control of both branches of Congress, intend 
to exclude slavery from all the Territories by act 
of Congress. 

3. That the people of the North refuse to grant 
congressional protection to slave property in the 
free Territories. 

4. That they intend, finally, to change the Fed- 
eral Constitution, thereby to enable them to abol- 
ish slavery in the States. 

5. That the people of the free States are opposed 
to slavery. 

6. That the people of the respective sections 
are not homogeneous; that they hate cach other. 

7. That some of the people of the free States 
favor the social and political equality of the 
negro. 

8. That the South is in danger of invasions, 
similar to John Brown’s raid into Virginia. 

IthinkI have fairly stated all the various charges 
which the disunionists have embodied into this 
indictment against the Government they seek to 
overthrow, and the people they would treat as 
enemies. Now, sir, I frankly confess that the 
personal liberty bills do exist in some of the free 
States. They are, whenever designed to evade 
the Constitution or the laws passed under it, with- 
out extenuation orexcuse, Butitis gratifying to 
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perceive, if the signs of the times are worth any- 
thing, that all these personal liberty -bills, which 
in any manner conflict with the Constitution, are 
soon to be swept from the statute-books.of the 
fiee States. And if:this were not so, it should not 
be forgotten that: these laws have existed during 
the whole of the. last eight years of Democratic 
rule,-and:without'so muchas a threat of revolu- 
tion for such a cause; nor should it be overlooked, 
that if they are unconstitutional they are simply 
void; and if they are passed without a violation of 
the Constitution, as: State-rights men you have 
Jess*reason to. complain. ` I repeat, they will soon 
be repealed. Nothing retards it now, in my opin- 
ion, but’ that. general repugnance which all men 
feel in.doing anything seemingly ‘upon compul- 
sion.: I repeat, this is the only act that has been 
done, by State or Federal authority, upon which 

disunion js justified by its advocates; and, as I 

before ‘said, ihe other grounds of complaint are in 

reference to things you profess to believe will 
hereafter occur; things Shick never have happened, 
and which never could transpire if the seceding 

States had continued in the Union, and your Rep- 
- yesentatives had remained at their posts, I might 

further remark, in regard to these personal liberty 

bills; that. they do not,.as Tam assured, exist in 
the border free States, the States which imme- 
diately adjoin the slave. States—Iowa, Mlinois, 

Indiana; Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey. 

Where, then, do they exist? They are found on 
the statute-books only of such far-off States as 
Vermont; a State in which, I am assured, there 

has not: been a fugitive slave for forty years; a 

State as inaccessible to-a slave’s approach as his 

escape-is impossible from South Carolina. 

But you say that slaves escape from the south- 
ern States, and are permitted to pass through the 
free States and take refuge in Canada, 1 grant 
this to be true; and they will, in all time to come, 
occasionally escape from their owners. No sys- 
tem of laws.can guard againstit. In some negroes 
a disposition to run away is inherent, It must be 
endured, unless, perchance, you can invent some 
peculiar ligament to restrain the elasticity of 
their legs. [Laughter.] I reside within a day’s 
ride of the free States, yet Ihave never known 
more than one slave to make his escape from my 
own neighborhood into the free States. He passed 
through that part of Kentucky now represented 

by my friend, [Mr. Burnerv,| and took refuge 
in INinois. He was arrested by some of the citi- 
zens of that State, and taken back to his owner. 
Now, I will not blame my friend from Kentucky 
for permitting this fugitive to pass through his dis- 
trict, nor will I counsel disunion- because his con- 
stituents did not arrest him onhis way. Fugitive 
slaves do pass ‘through the free States, and find 
freedom in Canada; but have you any means of 
reclaiming them now inthe British dominions; 
and will not a disruption of the Union, in effect, 
bring the Canada line down to the banks of the 
Ohio? 

But what appeals have the southern States made 
to the free States to repeal these statutes? Is not 
their existence rather an imaginary than a real 
grievance? For Lam informed that under them 
- no fugitive slave has ever been liberated; nor has 
there been, at any time, a prosecution or fine, for- 
feiture or conviction, for any alleged violation of 
their provisions. Instead of seeking relief in that 
spirit which would have given dignity and effect 
to the appeal, the whole matter has been left to 
the party newspapers and politicians. 

But the precipitators complain, as I have stated, 
that many of the people of the free States are hos- 
tile to the execution of the fugitive slave law. 
Doubtless this is so to a great extent; but this is 
not. the fault of the Federal Government, nor of 
the law. Mr. Buchanan, in his late annual mes- 
sage to Congress, uscd this very language: 

«The fugitive slave law has been carried into execution 
in every contested case since the commencement of the 
present Administration.” 

And it is a matter of history, that not a dozen 
slaves have been rescued within the last forty 


years from the custody of the officers of the Uni- | 
ted States, while acting under the authority of | 


that law. You know the statement I make istrue, 
although the people of the South are made to be- 
lieve that it is impossible to recapture a runaway 
slave without his being in almost every instance 


rescued from the custody of the officers of the law. 
And while every rescue is made a matter of pub- 
lic notoriety, mention is rarely, if ever made, of 
the instances in which the law is enforced. We 
all know that fugitive slaves are almost constantly 
being captured in the free States and carried back 
to their owners; but information of cases of this 
kind rarely find their way into the. party news- 
papers—certainly not in those which advocate 
disunion. Buta mob or a riot, originating in mat- 
ters of this kind, is the food upon which seces- 
sion leaders wax wroth and grow fat. If the fugi- 
tive slave law is not now well executed, will it 
be more faithfully enforced if you dissolve the 
Union? ‘Will you then have any fugitive slave 
law whatever? It cannot exist for a moment be- 
yond the life of that Constitution which secession 
seeks to destroy. 

Whether we. have two or more confederacies, 
Missouri, Kentucky, Tennessce, and Maryland 
are to be converted into mere outposts. . The peo- 
ple who know most of their present free-State 
neighbors, and with whom commercial intercourse 
must of necessity exist, are to have their imme- 
diate northern friends transformed into enemies, 
and all the privileges of the Constitution are to be 
surrendered for the poor boon of standing as mil- 
itary sentinels to guard those who dream of south- 
ernconfederacies, and feel secure because of their 
remoteness from danger. These seceding States 
are now no sufferers from the evils of which they 
complain. They know nothing of personal lib- 
erty bills, except as they afford pretexts for their 
schemes, while hundreds of miles of slave terri- 
tory intervenes between them and the free States. 
It is the border slave States I have named which 
alone feel the injustice of the Abolitionists; and 
now the Gulf States propose, by disunion, to ag- 
gravate all these evils, and add to their number a 
thousand fold. It remains to be seen if they and 
their misguided allies can so far mislead the peo- 
ple of the border slave States as to induce them 
thus recklessly to throw away their best interests 
to gratify the malignity of disappointed ambition, 
And let it be remembered that there is no com- 
plaint from any quarter of the South against the 
provisions of the fugitive slave law. The charge, 
as I have already said, is that some of the people 
of the free States do not approve its provisions, 
and sometimes resist its’enforcement. 

But this is not the fault of the Federal Govern- 
ment, which disunion would madly destroy. Mr. 
Orr, late the Presiding Officer of this Housc, and 
very recently a resident commissioner “near the 
Government of the United States,” from the 
Kingdom of South Carolina, [laughter,] has de- 
clared the fugitive slave law to be “as stringent 
as human ingenuity can make it.” I ask my 
friends who are in favor of dissolving the Union, 
if its overthrow will make the fugitive slave law 
more stringent, or make the radical anti-slavery 
men of the free States more inclined to admire its 
provisions? I frankly admit that the northern 
people are opposed to slavery in the abstract; 
they always were; they are so now, and they 
always will be so. You cannot find an honest 
northern man, born, reared, and educated in a 
free State, and who knows nothing of the stern 
necessity of the relation of servitude as it exists 
in the southern States but what he hears from 
Garrison, Wendell Phillips, and their coadjutors, 
who is not opposed to slavery in the abstract. It 
is true, many of your Yankees go South, and al- 
most instantly fall in love witha negro. [Laugh- 
ter.} I beg pardon, with a woman who has some 
real or contingent interest in a plantation and 
negroes; and not unfrequently they cajole her 
into marriage. Very soon you will hear them 
announce their belief in the theory of Agassiz, 
and descant hugely against the unity of the hu- 
man race. I have had repeated lectures myself 
from these interesting gentry. 
people of the free States have always been op- 
posed to slavery; as evidence of which I point 
you to the fact that they abolished it when it ex- 
isted among them. It is quite as difficult to make 


a northern man favorable to negro slavery, with- | 


out making him interested in it, as itis to make 
a politician run away from a fat office. [Laugh- 
ter.] $ 


The precipitators assign, as another cause for | 


their attempt to overtifrow the Government, that 


I repeat that the | 


Pi 


the people of the free States intend to abolish sla- 
very in the States where it exists. Now, sir, I 
do not believe there is one word of truth in this 
allegation, and those who make it ought to know 
better; and if such were their desire, we all know 
they have no such power. The whole Repub- 
lican party denounce this charge as false I 
am here in the presence of the members of this 
House, and I aver that there is not a man in this 
Congress, of any party, from any quarter of the 
country, who claims the power or avows the pur- 
ose to interfere with slavery in the States where 
it exists. [Cries of “Not one!” from the Re- 
publican side of the House.] If there is one, I 
wish to know it, [A voice, ‘‘There are none!’’] 
because he will receive the rebuke, not only of 
his colleagues, but of every man who wishes to 
live up to the Constitution. But, sir, this pur- 
pose is imputed to the people of the free States 
y the disunionists and their allies, in the teeth 
of the most solemn assurance which a political 
party can make to the world; and I hesitate not 
to say that this assurance has been, in many in- 
stances, purposely withheld from the people of 
the slave States, so that this misrepresentation 
might produce its baleful effects upon the popu- 
jar mind. I remember that, during the last sum- 
mer, some of the newspapers in my own State 
affected to be horrified because I read the follow- 
ing resolution from the Republican platform: 
“That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the 
States, and especially the right of each State to order and 
control its own domestic institutions, according to its own 
judgment exclusively, is essential to that balance of power 
on which the perfection and endurance of our political 
fabric depends; and we denounce the lawless invasion by 
armed force of the soit of any State or Territory, no matter 
under what pretext, as among the gravest of crimes.” 

And I do not hesitate now, in this presence, to 
assert, that no political party that ever assembled 
in convention in this country, has given stronger 
guarantees against any desire or any power to 
interfere with slavery in the States of this Union. 
They did more than this—that which no other 
political party in this country has ever done: ap- 
prehending the possibility of invasions similar to 
that of John Brown, they denounce, in express 
terms, all such raids ‘as among the gravest of 
crimes.” Common fairness requires that we take 
gentlemen at their word; but if more were want- 
ing in this regard, they are now willing, to appease 
your apprehensions—if any such you have—to 
vote for an amendment to the Constitution, de- 
claring,inexpressterms, that Congress shall never 
have power or authority to legislate in regard to 
slavery in the States where it may cxist. Such 
a provision would. be, in fact, no amendment at 
all, but a declaration of what the Constitution 
already is; for no intelligent lawyer, no man of 
sense, believes that the Constitution now confers 
upon Congress any such power. 

But, say those who are intent upon subverting 
the Government, the people of the two sections 
are dissimilar; they have their peculiarities and 
prejudices; they hate each other. Sir, that may 
all be true to some extent; but there may be more 
hope of another, and, I trust, a better generation. 
How long have they been hating each other to 
that extent which can justify a separation, and 
that intensified hate which will be sure to follow 
fraternal war? The people of the North and South 
do not hate each other one particle more than 
did the embittered leaders of the old Whig and 
Democratic parties at the close of those sanguinary 
political conflicts which marked our history a few 
brief years ago. But will they love each other 
any more sincerely when they are separated into 
hostile armies, and encamped in battlearray? Or, 
will the bloody traditions, which will disturb the 
repose of our children, prepare them for a more 
cordial embrace? .True, you may separate upon 
paper, but the Ohio will be a poor memorial of 
peace between arival peopleand contending States. 
But I will not agree that you hate each other now. 
Our lincage is the same; and each should know 
the other’s infirmities by his own. If your con- 
stituents could sometimes see how frequently and 
how lovingly the free-sciler and the southern 
radical hold kind and familiar council; how often 
they almost embrace cach other, they would not 
fora moment believe the stale complaint of sec- 
tional hate. I will tell you when you most cor- 
dially hate each other. It is when the tns are 
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compelled to give place to the outs. When that 
army of political retainers, by the reverses of po- 
litical fortune, has to take up its baggage, and 
abandon the tempting harvests of the capital; 
then it is you hate each other. [Laughter and 

- applause in the galleries.] - Sir, if-you desire to 
witness a grand living panorama of the sorrowful 
faces which were seen when the Jews were led 
into captivity, you have but to take a position. 
upon one of these adjacent towers on the 4th of | 
March, and behold these martyrs, now so devoted 
to country, when they are exiled from the places 
they now know and love so well. 

Sir, I trust that in a grave public emergency like 
this, love of our whole country, and overy part of 
it, may banish all meaner emotions. In an hour 
like this I would scorn to cherish an unkind po- 
litical feeling toward a human being. I feel that 
if I could, by immolating myself, add a day to the 
life of my country, I would freely make the offer- 
ing; and I trust that all others will yet be found 
to yield much to preserve that Union with which 
are mingled the best hopes of mankind. Again 
Task you, will you love each other better in that 
fearful hourof final separation? Youwillnot? You 
cannot. But hate, undying hate, will foment and 

rotract feuds and contests more bitter and unre~ 
enting than those of the rival houses of York and 
Lancaster. Furthermore: let this Government be 
broken up, and the border slave States dragooned, 
first Into revolution and then into a southern con- 
federacy, and ten years will not have elapsed be- 
fore the slumbering fires of the present strife will 
be blazing there, and perhaps another. revolution 
will mark our history. If this be not so, then all 
history is a falsehood and its philosophy a lie. 

It is alleged that a portion of the people of the 
free States favor the social equality of the negro. 
Well, if this be so to any considerable extent, I 
am very sorry for it, and wish it were otherwise. 
To say the least, it exhibits, in my judgment, a 
very bad taste; but I do not believe itis so to any 
considerable extent. But if it were, would sepa- 
ration change their taste or make them repudiate 
such social equality, L will not make any special 
allusion, or rccur particularly to a chapter in our 
pasi party warfare. Were I to do so, I might show 

ow an alleged predilection for the social equality 
of the negro was once charged upon a gallant 
soldier and veteran statesman, who, during an 
eventful life, was a special favorite of the people, 
North and South. But this I will say, that sean~ 
dal is the poisonous weapon of all political parties 
in truly exciting times. It is often invoked, and 
but rarely in vain. 1 may say that the political 
equality of the negro was not wholly unknown to 
the people of some of the slaveStatés thirty years 
ago. Half a century elapsed, in some of the 
southern States, before the right of suffrage was 
denied to the free negro population. [live in a 
State whose public men have not becn wholly un- 
known to fame. We yet preserve recollections 
ofa Jackson anda Polk. ‘The first constitution 
of Tennessce was made in 1796. It remained un- 
changed until the year of grace 1835, and one of 
the peculiar features of that constitution was, that 
it sanctioned and approved the political equality 
of the negro to the extent of allowing the right of 
suffrage; and if he owned a sufficient amount of 
property, he was given a preference over the white 
man who had none. Andrew Jackson wasa mem- 
ber of the convention that ordained that consti- | 
tution. His signature is attached to itto-day;and 
twice, before it was changed, he was made Presi- 
dent of the United States. In the State of New 
York, but two months ago, a proposition to give 
political equality to the negro, to the extent of 
universal suffrage, was voted down by more than 
ten ta one. It did not receive the vote of any con- 
siderable minorty in a single county in the State. 
I repeat, that the political equality of the negro, | 


i 
i 
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to the extent I have named—and it is, I believe, | 
the extent to which it prevails in any of the free 
States—has existed heretofore in many of the- 
southern States. It formerly prevailed in my na- | 
tive State—North Carolina—where, until within 
the last thirty years, free negroes were allowed | 
the right of suffrage. May we not exercise a little | 
charity and forbearance upon this matter, espe- | 


cially as we set the exampie, and have no rightful |! 
power to prevent its exercise in other States. 


Most of the free States never have, and do not |, 
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now permit negro suffrage, while social equality 
is a thing almost wholly unknown, even in the 
most radical of the anti-slavery States. The peo- 
ple of Tennessee advanced somewhat slowly, as 
is shown by their allowing negro suffrage from 
1796 until 1835; and as these Republicans are 
somewhat progressive, perhaps they, too, aftera 
while, may change their policy. i 
As to the apprehensions expressed about inva- 
sions, such as John Brown made into Virginia, 
1 have this to answer: willdisunion or separation 
enable the seceding States to protect themselves 
more efficiently than now? Can you havea more 
sanguinary code for the punishment of such in- 
vasions after separation than we now have? At 


| this time, every citizen of the southern States feels 


himselfjudge, juror, and executioner in such cases; 
and every tree in the forest is made a convenient 
gallows on which to hang such invaders. John 
Brown’s fate has taughtall such men that we now 
have a code in such cases as sure and summary 
as it can be made. It is a matter of history that 
the noble State of Pennsylvania—a State which, 
if it had to speak through the ballot-box to-day, 
would roll up a majority of thousands in favor of 
Union and a fair adjustment of present complica- 
tions—was prompt to vindicate herself from any 
suspicion of sympathy with Brown and his dozen 
followers. Two of his adherents sought refuge 
in the mountains of that State, where they were 
arrested by as many of her citizens, and instantly 
surrendered to the authorities of Virginia, where 
they were tried, convicted, and executed. They 
paid the penalty of their crimes with a forfeiture 
of their lives; yet so great was the panic created 
by this insane project of Brown that the State of 
Virginia immediataly fiew to arms; her northern 
border was bristling with bayonets, as was al- 
leged, to repel an apprehended invasion from Penn- 
sylvania and other States for the liberation of 
Brown and his followers, And the people of 
Virginia believed such an invasion was seriously 
contemplated. 

Sir, the great evil of the times is, that the peo- 
ple of all the different sections have listened so 
much to persistent misrepresentation, that they 
actually know less of each other’s true purposes 
and feelings to-day than they did thirty years 
ago. The policy of the radical Abolitionists is 
to intensify the oppositi8n to slavery which has 
always existed in the northern mind. To do 
this, they 
invent, and apply it to the great body of the peo- 
ple of the South. And the purpose of the dis- 
unionists of the South has been, and now is, to 
give notoriety to every extreme opinion of north- 
ern ultraists as the prevailing sentiment of the 
great body of the people of the free States. In 
each section, the most intemperate expressions 
and conduct of the other are represented as the 
rule instead of the exception. Thus, misrepre- 
sentation, perversion, and falsehood, have done 
their work, and we are now reaping the’ bitter 
fruits. Last year Texas was represented as in 
flames; peacefui villages and habitations were said 


| to be consumed by the torch of northern aboli- 


tion incendiaries. ‘The public mind was frenzied; 
and no doubt the innocent were often made vic- 
tims to that wide-spread alarm which time and 
reflection will prove to have been unfounded. 
But, were these exaggerations all stern realitics, 
would separation or disunion increase the power 
of the people there to protect themselves from the 
dagger or the torch? WHI that State have greater 
facilities for punishing inciters of insurrection 
when out of the Union, than are now found within 
i? Reason and common sense answer, no. A 
northern Abolitionist, or other person, who goes 
to Texas to tamper with slaves or promote rebel- 
lion, deserves a permanent lodgmentin an asylum 
for the insane. Of all the places in the world, 
Texas is the last to welcome or appreciate his 


l presence. As well might the mosi devoutly pious 


seek happiness by folding his Christian mantle 
around him, and plunging into the gulf which 


|: separates Lazarus from the rich man in hell. 


{Laughter.] So much then for the various alle- 
gations which the seceders have preferred against 
the Federal Government. 

I have, for the sake of the argument, accepted all 
your charges as true, and allowed you to present 
them in their most aggravated form; and. were 


peers every libel that fanaticism can | 


į tion in allits bearings, is just such as Mr. 


| restricted as to time. 


they all really true: to the extent that. partigay 
coloring has painted them, still, so well satisfied 
am I that disunion would aggravatethem all, and 
prove no remedy for anything, that T would’en: 
dure all these evils for years to come; before”: 
would overthrow my country, and entail upon its 
kindred: people the inevitable horrors of fraternal 
war. Sir, 1 go further. 1 so. love my country 
that I would add to ali these things a continuance 
of the unfortunate reign of James Buchanan and 
his late advisers for eight years more. ‘I would 
repeat the sad experiment of the ‘‘ old public fane- 
tionary” for a dozen years, before {would con- 
sent to murder my country and extinguish the 
patriot’s last and dearest hopes. PAR 

In regard to the pending question, and others 
of a kindred nature, 1 have only time to say, that 
I am ready to vote for the proposition originally 
submitted to the Senate, and commonly called the 
Crittenden amendments. I will vote, of course, 
for the proposition which I had the bonor to:sub- 
mit to the House a few days ago; and, failing in 
this, I will support, in good faith, the measures re- 
ported by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CORWIN] 
from the committee of thirty-three. [will suppor 
any one of these, preferring, of course, my own. 
And should each and all of these measures fail; 
should all other pending propositions ‘be voted 
down, I will not then abandon the Union of these 
States, and the untold blessings it lavishes upon 
the votaries of civil liberty throughout the world, 
Failing in each and all of these measures, I will 
return home, and link my destinies with those 
who are ready to confront disunion. If needs be, 


iI will meet it with a torch in one hand anda 


sword in the other; and so help me God, so long 
as the stars and stripes wave over my State, or any 
part of it, I will never bow the knee to the storm 
of disunion. [Great applause in the galleries.]~ 
Mr. Speaker, let us look impartially for a mo- 
ment at some of the leading political events of the 
past. They will justify the assertion that, from 
the time the Constitution was ordained down to 
this hour, no act has been passed by Congress in 
regard to slavery anywhere, in the States or Ter- 
ritories, which was not dictated or controlled by 
the statesmen of the South; demanded by the pub- 
lic opinion of the South, or which has not received 
the sanction and approval of the leading: states- 
men of that section of country. The whole policy 
of the Federal Government in regard to thë gov- 
ernment of the Territories, and the slavery ques- 
incoln 
will be compelled, by the Constitution and his 
oath of office, to enforce. More, sir: it is the pol- 
icy which has beén initiated and carried into effect 
bythe Democratic ordominant party of the South, 
It has been forced upon the country by them, and 
has heretofore met their cordial approval. If I 
had time I could demonstrate this by proof. And 
just here, Mr. Speaker, as I will not be able tó 
say all I wish to say within the hour allowed by 
the rules of the House, unless by unanimous con- 


| sent—I will pledge myself, if the House will grant 


me an extension of time, not to trouble it again 
with any extended remarks during the remaining 
few days of the session. Intending to impose 
upon myself a voluntary retirement from public 
life at the close of the present Congress, I hope I 
may have the permission of the House to be un- 
{Cries of Go on!” “ We 
will extend your time!’’] 

Mr. Speaker, when the Declaration of Inde» 
pendence was proclaimed, when the Constitution 
was ratified, our western boundary was the Missis- 
sippi river. From that day to this, at the instance 


| of southern statesmen, the area of this country 


has been vastly enlarged. At the period of inde- 
pendence, slavery may be said to have existed 
in all the States and Territories. Before this time 
slavery had been sanctioned by law throughout 
the British possessions of North America, and of 
course it rematned after the war of the Revolu- 
tion. Since that period, as I have already said, 
southern policy has controlled the question of 
territorial aggrandizement. Whatever territory 
the men of the South have asked Congress to ac- 
quire, the same has been acquired; whatever pol- 
icy her Representatives have advocated, whether 
financial or commercial, has generally prevailed; 
and in all these protracted struggles growing out 


| of the slavery question, the just and reasonable 
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demands and guarantees required by us have been 
given. Perhaps in. some. cases men of extreme 
views bave not-bheen gratified; but every pro- 
tracted struggle has resulted in what has been re- 
garded as southern triumphs, or acquiesced in as 
fair legislative enactments. And this has occurred 
when the northern States had a large represent- 
ative imajority.. -These facts shoul certainly be 
considered. by. those who are told that the Federal 
Government‘is:a curse, and disunion a blessing. 
i (The: purchase of the Louisiana territory—a 
‘slaveholding: country—was made at the instance 
of the people of the South. ‘Three slave and two 
freé Statesshave already been formed within its 
limits. its area was great. It now has vast re- 
sources,and in a few brief years it will have the 
wealth and population of a mighty empire. Fifty 
ears hence, it will be more powerful in all. that 
constitutes a State than was France when Napo- 
leon, flushed with victory, first looked upon the 
* sun of Austerlitz,” It was acquired, 1 repeat, 
by. the negotiations of a southern President— 
northern Representatives generously voting with 
_those of the South to advise the treaty and to con- 
tribute the purchase money. Subsequently, in 
1819, we purchased Florida, in which slavery then 
and now exists. I mention Florida with some- 
what of sorrow; I will not say with shame. But 
afew years ago the statesmen of this country were 
clamorous that Florida should be purchased by 
the Federal Government, For what purpose? 
Because, said they, that peninsula belongs toa 
foreign Power. It is part and parcel of this con- 
tinenty itis geographically a part of the United 
States; it commands the entrance to the Gulf of 
Mexico, and its hostile eye frowns upon our in- 
creasing commerce—it must be ours. And, sir, it 
was purchased—purchased at a cost of $5,000,000. 
We have expended nearly fifty million in subdu- 
ing. and removing the savages. Millions more 
have been expended in erecting beacons and fort- 
ifications along her reefs, to protect the commerce 
of the whole country. Yet, after all these large 
expenditures, Florida, with but little over half the 
number of the voting population of the district I 
represent, secedes—goes out of the Union—carry- 
ing with her, not only our public lands, but the 
forts, arsenals, and fortifications which were placed 
there by this Government for the benefit of the 
‘whole Union. And worse still: she breaks the 
unity of our Government, and destroys the pres- 
tige which has attended’ her glorious carcer, 
can better pardon South Carolia, for she was one 
of the glorious * old thirteen;” but little Florida 
which to-day has barely population suficient 
to protect herself from the alligators within her 
borders—is wholly without apology. Florida, 
Jike Louisiana, was purchased by the aid of north- 
ern Representatives, and paid for by the money 
of all of our people; yet, without a single griev- 
ance, she is to destroy the Upion of these States, 
to which she owes her very existence. 

Gentlemen will pardon me if I speak plainly, 
for I feel that I plead the cause of my whole 
country. Indeed I would deserve to forfeit the good 
opinion of the: people who sent me here, were I 
fo attempt to avoid the responsibilities of the hour. 
They willbe best met by dealing with them in a 
frank and candid spirit. 

T begin next with the acquisition of Texas, 
another ‘slaveholding region, We admitted her 
into the then happy family of States, and wel- 
comed her people toour embrace when they sought 
the protection of our national flag. And this re- 
minds us of her early trials, and recalls the vicis- 
situdes of her hero chieftain. I allude, of course, 
to. General Houston, whose old age is now devo- 
ted to the preservation of the Federal Union. His 
life, though protracted through two generations, 
has been historic at every step; but its sublimest 
hour is now. Llistory tells of reluctant exiles 
who returned to their native land with the aven- 
ging torch and sword; but history furnishes but 
one Houston. His exile was voluntary. He 
abandoned fame and honors, when tendered by 
his State; he returned tottering with the weight 
of years, and the load of empire he laid down 
at your feet. In his exile he still loved the flag 
ofhis native land: . Distance and banishment had 
impressed him with a traer sense of its protecting 
power, ‘and he clings to it still, The taunt of 
**submissionist’? and ‘‘ hoary-headed traitor ” 


have not, I trust it never will, cause him to aban- 


don it to its foes. 

The annexation of Texas led, finally, to a war 
with Mexico—a war against which, as you know, 
many of the people of the North protested. ‘This 
is abundantly proved by reference to the political 
history.of that day. The people of the South, 
generally, demanded that this should be the occa- 
sion of annexing a large part of Mexico, and: it 
was done. The ratification of the treaty of Guad- 
alupe Hidalgo extended your area to the Pacific 
ocean. Thus had the old thirteen States expanded, 
until now we stretch from the torrid zone of the 
south to the frozen regions of the north, while on 
the east and west we are met by the returning 
waves of the two great oceans of.the world. This 
is the country which party madness would sus- 
pend upon the passions of the hour. Behold it, 
with all its vast resources, its rivers and lakes, its 
mountains and mineral wealth! Though in its 
infancy, it is greater in all the elements of endur- 
ing power and more advanced in a high civiliza- 
tion than was the Roman Empire, when her im- 
perial eagles were hovering around the pillar of 
Hercules. The hand of disunion must be stayed. 
Owr country must not perish while its monuments 
are yet unfinished and the soldiers of the Revolu- 
tion survive. 

Again: in 1793 the South demanded the passage 
of alaw by Congress for the return of fugitive 
slaves. It was promptly passed. In 1850 you 
complained of its inefficiency, and demanded a 
more stringent one. It was granted. It has been 
faithfully enforced by the Federal Government. 
Even disunionists admit this to be so. What 
more? In 1820, a majority of Representatives 
from the southern States voted for the Missouri 
compromise. In the Senate, among southern Sen- 
ators, the vote was ten to one in its favor. So 
unmistakably satisfactory was it at the time, that 
Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina—then so emi- 
nent and distinguishcd—declared that it was re- 
garded as “ a great southern trrumph.”’ ‘The pub- 
lie men of the South, who secured the adoption 
of that compromise, were, until recently, pro- 
claimed “ public benefactors.” 

In 1854, the same men who are now clamorous 
for disunion demanded the repeal of that com- 
promise; and it was accomplished by the aid of 
northern votes. You Pepealed it, time-honored 
as it was, and inaugurated the new doctrine of 
popular sovereignty, or non-interference on the 
part of Congress; which doctrine is in full force 
to-day in all the organized Territories. That prin- 
ciple was embodied in Jaws enacted by the Rep- 
resentatives from the South, and which, repeat- 
edly since 1850, has becn ratified at the polls; and 
the whole Democratic party of the country have 
solemnly pledged themsclves'to_ stand by it as a 
final setilement. The Kansas-Nebraska bill was 
the pet measure of those who now compose the 
main army of the scccders—demanded by the 
Democratic party of the South, and, unfortunately 
for the country, yielded by their allies at the 
North. 

True, in 1850 you demanded that the Missouri 


i ` y ` wie $ 
compromise line, with addditional guarantees, ; 


should be extended to the Pacific ocean, and I 
frankly confess it was refused by the North; but 
you sceured the compromise measures of 1850, 
whieh most of the public men of the South de- 
clared were better ‘ in substance and principle,” 
than the measures which had been refused. ‘These 
compromise measures of 1850 were ratified with 
singular unanimity by all those, North and South, 


| who, in 1852, voted for Mr. Pierce and General 


Scott for the Presidency. Indeed, the two great 
political parties of that day pledged themselves to 
abide by these measures, as an honorable and fair 
adjustment of the whole subject of slavery in the 
Territories. And all these measures are yet un- 
touched, and in full force to-day. Task again, 
then, whatprinciple or policy—what public meas- 


ure—have the people of the South ever urged upon į 


the Federal Government, which has been denied? 
1 answer, none. It is true that the politicians, 
during the last year, demanded that the Federal 
Government, which, asa rule, has never legislated 


for or against slavery—which is neither pro-sla- | 


very nor anti-slavery; which has abolished sta- 
very in some Territories, and protected it in 
others—should reverse its former policy, and that 


slavery should be protected by Congress upon 
every square inch of the organized Territories of 
the United States, without any regard whatever to 
the will of the people of the Territories, although 
they might have abolished it by legislative enact- 
ment, This demand, which no- reasonable man 
could have expected to be yielded, was rejected 
by a majority of millions. 

The issue was made in the last presidential elec- 
tion, in the most pointed manner. The result was 
precisely what its advocates and opponents alike 
desired and expected. In that contest nearly two 
million men voted for Mr. Lincoln; nearly two 
million for Mr. Douglas, and about three quarters 
ofa million for Mr. Bell. All those who adhered 
to Lincoln and Douglas, and a large majority of 
those who sustained Mr. Bell, declared against 
it—against demanding this impossibility of the 
Federal Congress. Breckinridge only received 
about eight hundred thousand votes, being in a 
popular minority, even in the slave States; so that 
the advocates of congressional legislation to pro- 
tect slavery in the free Territorics—including all 
those who voted for Breckinridge—were in a mi- 
nority of more than threemillion, And this worth- 
less abstraction—so impossible to obtain in or out 
of the Union—is the only demand which has been 
made by any respectable portion of the people of 
the South, which Congress has denied. J am not 
alone in the belief that this plank was inserted 
in their platform by the original seceders at Bal- 
timore, for no other or higher purpose than to 
strengthen the cause of disunion in the South. In 
proof of this I will say, the Federal Government 
has been in operation nearly eighty years, and 
up to this hour, so faras } know, no southern 
member of Congress has so much as introduced 
a bill to provide for the protection of slavery in 
the free Territories of the United States. Yet 
southern politicians now propose to dissolve the 
Union, because a majority of three million voters 
have decided that non-intervention by Congress 
shall be its policy in regard to slavery in our ori- 
ginal Territories, in preference to the new dogma 
of congressional protection. To the doctrine of 
non-intervention a large portion of the Republi- 
can party are willing to subscribe. But were they 
not willing to do so, it is well known that, if the 
members from the seceding States were to remain 
at heir poste, no proposition could pass Congress, 
during Mr. Lincoln’s administration, for the ab- 
olition of slavery in the Territories, the District 
of Columbia, or in any place within the jurisdic- 
tion of Congress. Notwithstanding they have 
seceded, it cannot be done now. J undertake to 
say that the wisest men of the Republican party 
do not desire*to attempt avy such thing. 

It is worthy of observation, Mr. Speaker, that 
every argument of a disunionist may be success- 
| fully met and refuted by the complaints of an- 
other. 1 will submit one example, which isa fair 
specimen of all the rest: It is said by one that he 
desires to overthrow the Government for the pur- 
pose of expanding slavery; that there will be, 
within the next fifty years, twenty or thirty mil- 
|i lion slaves in the southern States, and that self- 
preservation requires us to anticipate this, and to 
| secure area for the spread of the negro population, 
which will then be crowded into the slave region. 
To this another replies: that the South now has 
| sufficient territory—many more square miles than 
| the free States; and he desires disunion to reopen 
the African slave trade, to procure additional labor 
| for the vast, unsettled regions we now have, His 
motto is ** more negroes from Africa.” ‘Phe truth 
is, the South needs no foreed or sudden expan- 
sion. What is the true reason that yon do not 
form and people slave States as rapidly as free 
States? Itis not from want of territory, as you 
know. It procecds from causes which no haman 
power can avoid or control, Not only soil and 
climate, but population, are against you. To keep 
| pace with the rapid strides of the free States, you 
must first repeal that law of nature, which is older 
than Lincoln and stronger than the Republican 
| platform, * Be fruitfuland multiply, and replenish 
the carth.” (Laughter.] You have not the pop- 
ulation now, nor have you, as the North has, a 
heavy immigration from Europe. For years you 
have given that immigration your encouragement, 
‘| and it now pours in unbroken current upon your 
il tempting public domain. 
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Mr. Speaker, I shall attempt no apology for 
that portion of the Republican platform which 
declares it to be the night and duty of Congress 
to prohibit slavery in the Territories. I do not 
hesitate here, as Í have done elsewhere, to pro- 
nounce this feature of their party creed to be 
wrong, if for no other reason, because the exten- 
sion or restriction of slavery, as they well know, 
depeuds now on causes which are more control- 
ling than any mere actof Congress. It has proved 
a most unwise and unnecessary feature in their 
political creed. It was inserted, I apprehend, for 
a reason similar to that which has caused a cer- 
tain dominant party in the South, for years past, 
to make the negro issue paramount to all others— 
to carry an election. And at last our southern 
fricnds have found, to their sorrow, that this 
Sambo game is one that two can play at. I hope, 
as they have lost the stakes, they will resort to 
no other means than the ballot-box to regain their 
party power. I implore you to avoid the dire 


alternative of disunion; trust to that reaction in | 


public opinion which is sure to come in every case 
where wrong or error exists, and reason is left free 
to combat it. And it is because I have faith in 
the sober second thought of the people every- 
where, that I propose to appeal from this Con- 
gress to them. If, sir, you have grievances, are 
you disposed to break up the Government rather 
than ask the people of the free States, your breth- 
ren and kindred, to consider them? No; let us 
adjourn this unhappy quarrel to the people, the 
real people, to whom this Government belongs. 


It is but eighteen months until this whole dispute | 


will be transferred by the Constitution to the 
whole people of the United States; but I implore 
you to transfer it to them now; and I apprehend 
those who persist in refusing so reasonable a de- 
maid will be consigned to retirement and obscur- 
ity. Iam not afraid to trust the people, and I 
shall be content to abide by their deliberate decis- 
ion upon all these questions when made. 

Task, again, why destroy our country because 
this Congress may fail to agree upon specific le- 
gislative measures or constitutional amendments, 
which have been before the country but a few 
weeks, and upon which the people of the States, 
North and South, have had no means of passing 
a final judgment? { protest against it. 

When, sir, and under what circumstances, was 
this House of Representatives chosen? The mem- 
bers from the free States were nearly all elected 
in 1858. They were elected amid the excitement 
and indignation which pervaded all classes of peo- 
ple in the.free States, because the power and pa- 
‘tronage of the Administration had been invoked, 
not to coerce a State, not to expel a State from 
the Union, but to coerce a Territory into the Union 
with a constitution that its people abhorred. In 
that indignant uprising of the people, when party 
lines were eradicated, men who were most vio- 
lent and .extreme in their views were chosen by 
the people. They were elected, as I have said, 
without regard to the specific measures now 
before us. Other members from the free’ States 
were elected at that time, with a special reference 
to the alleged extravagances, frauds, and corrup- 
tions of the present Administration and its ad- 
visors. And how was it in the last presidential 
election?) Mr. Lincoln, it is well known, was not 
elected solely because of his sympathy and con- 
nection with the Republican party. Ail the odds 
and ends, all the opposition which Mr. Buch- 
anan’s unfortunate administration had aroused, 
was invoked to the support of the Republican 
candidate, to prevent the election of Mr. Doug- 
las, who was regarded as the mast formidable 
rival. For Mr. Lincoln, it is known, every cle- 
ment of opposition to the ruling power was most 
earnestly and successfully invoked. The Dem- 
ocratic party, it was known, had great resources. 
Its leaders were artful and industrious, ready to 
resort to cvery stratagem for success. The idea 
generally prevailed that they knew how to keep 
open the ballot-box until they got votes enough. 
{Laughter.] These things were known or believed 
by every one; and throughout the free States, with 
rare exceptions, all who felt that the overthrow 
of the present Democratic party was demanded 
by the interests of the country, voted for Mr. 
Lincoln. 

There isanother reason why disunionists should 


! have no apologists or defenders. Were Mr. Lin- 
coln the monster they affect to regard him, it is 
well known—and to none better than themselves— 
that during his whole administration the Senate 
would have been politically opposed to him. The 
next House of Representatives, if the seceding 
States are represented, will be also largely opposed 
tothe Republican party; while the Supreme Court, 
heretofore claimed as the sheet-anchor of those 
who are now disunionists, is composed almost 
entirely of the political opponents of Mr. Lincoln. 
With these facts before us, we behold the seced- 
ers running away from dangers which they have 
| the power to avert, and cannot therefore truly 
fear. In common parlance, they have “spiked 
their cannon, burned their gun carriages, and re- 
tired for safety” to Fort Disunion. [Laughter.] 

There are gentlemen on the Republican side of 
the House who refuse to agree to what I regard 
| as a reasonable proposition for compromise or 
adjustment, because, as they say, it will not cor- 
respond with their former political records. Po- 
litical consistency is desirable only when itaccords 
with wisdom. There should be no hesitation 
between apparent personal consistency and the 
preservation of the country. Great emergencies 
often demand a sceming sacrifice; and should that 
sacrifice be demanded now, I trust we shall all be 
found ready to offer it upon the altar of ourcoun- 
try. Lappeal, then, first to you; and should you, 
as Representatives, fail to mcet the just expecta- 
tions of reasonable men, I will appeal from you 
to the people—to those who are still your masters. 

The people of the South, who have most at 
stake, will be found to counsel prudence and 
moderation. Wise men, conscious of that power 
which is inspired by being in the right, will not 
embrace the precipitation and madness of the 
times. Whatever they may desire our northern 
brethren to do, they will make known ina firm 
yet respectful and fraternal way. Whatever 
your politicians may do, I doubt not the people of 
| the North will mect us, if time isgiven, and mod- 
eration prevails, in a reciprocal spirit. Inter- 
change of opinion will lead, no doubt, to the best 
results, and we will yet preserve in all its glory 
that country still so dear for its blessings. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I want to ask the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessec a question which may 
control my vote uponéhe pending propositions, 
and I trust he will give me a candid answer. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Iwil 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If his statement 
of the case between the slaveholding and the non- 
slavehoiding States of the Union be truc, ought 
the people of the free States to humiliate them- 


ment, or any additional legislation ? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, so per- 
sistent have been the misrepresentations of the 
leading men in all sections of the Union—* mis- 
j apprehension ” is perhaps a better term—so per- 
sistent have been these misrepresentations, made 
even at the North, and under which our people 
are laboring, in regard to what the Republican 
policy is to be, that many of the people of the 
South seem almost wiiling—pardon the expres- 
sion—‘‘ to believe a lic thatthey may be damned.” 
{Laughter.] Now, sir, I will give the gentleman 
| a Specimen. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 


| Ought the people 
| of the free States to do anything inconsistent with 
| their self-respect? 

l Mr. ETHERIDGE. Iwillnotask them todo 
j anything which self-respect forbids. But it is 
known that a portion of the people of the South 
are like a tempest—I will not call them mad, others 
‘have called them insane. Ido not inquire why 
į they are so; they ought not to be so; but we are 
į advised, in some part of Holy Writ, that it is 
sometimes best to answer even a fool ‘according 
to his foliy.” Andif these people ere excited to 
‘so fearful an extent, and if they are thus misled, 
Ii isitnot proper for the Republicans, for the Dem- 
‘| ocrats, for all the people of the North, to say that 
i they will not do that which we all know they do 
not propose to do? 

IT will read from a paper cdited by a gentleman 
now spoken of for the office of Clerk of the House 
of Representatives for the great southern confed- 
eracy, which disunion proposes to form, Pend- 
i ipg the election for delegates in one of the seced- 


selves by proposing any constitutional amend- | 


ing States, he 


perpetrated, among. other. things, 
the following: ‘eg T 


“TROTH WILE SAVE THE Union.— The plan:of Lincoln 
and his advisers is to turn the negroes of the South tease, 
and compel the poor people of the South to. intermarry 
with them. With this hybrid population, they—the’ Yân- 
kees—expect to raise cotton for their Jooms yim fact, to 
reap the.harvest of the South. But the white. people of 
the South, however poor, are opposed to amalgamating with 
negroes ; they leave that to the white people of Massachu- 
setts. Weare of the opinion that the attempt to force imal- 
gamation on the non-slaveholders‘of the South will be the 
most difficult job Mr. Lincoln ever undertook. He may give 
his own daughters, or his neighbors’, to buck negroés, but 


“the sentiment is different here.’ ” 


Why, sir, is it not a matter of history that R. 
Barnwell Rhett stood in the streets of Charleston 
a few weeks ago announcing to the enraged mul- 
titude that the people of the North had elected a 
mulatto for Vice President?) And Mr. Menimin- 
ger, loo, went into the inierior—to Greenville, I 
think itwas—and announced there, to the denizens 
of the piny hills, to gentlemen, to lawyers, to doc- 
tors, to loafers, to shortboys, to everybody that 
stood around, that Hannibal Hamlin was a mu- 
latto, and that the people of the North had elected 
an Abolitionist for President and a mulatto-for Vice 
President. Now everybody knows that what you 
or I may say upon that subject will never reach 
the cars of that misguided people. f 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I desire simply to 
inquire whether there is anything in the Critten- 
den propositions, or in those known as the prop- 
ositions of the border State committee; or in the 
report of the committee of thirty-three, tending to 
remove this singular ‘“‘ delusion ” which the gen- 
leman says exists in the minds of the southern 

eople? 
P Mr. ETHERIDGE. Iwill answer that ques- 
tion frankly. There is: 1 tell the gentleman from 
Ohio, the true Union men of the South are stand- 
ing to-day struggling with all their power to pre- 
serve the Government; fighting, as they believe, 
for the cause of religion, humanity, civilization, 
and progress; andall these things are involved.in 
the peace of the country. And that peace may 
depend upon the adoption of these propositions. 
They are surrounded by a tempestuous despotism 
—everywhere confronting a panic which is made 
to feed itself. Itis all-devouring. Why, sir, it 
is well known to every gentleman who reads the 
newspapers, that wherever this disunion. senti- 
ment predominates, it is simply a reign of terror. 

Go to the citics of South Carolina, and what 
do you see? Men frantic andin arms. Go to 
Charleston, to Tallahassee, to Montgomery, to 
Jackson—to any place where those conventions 
were assembled, and you sce the military in full 
control of everything. These conventions delib- 
erated three or four hours only over the fate ofan 
empire. Everything that might have invoked 
calmness or deliberation had disappeared, and 
martial music and warlike demonstrations at- 
tested the fallecy of a peaceful disruption of the 
States. : 

Mr. LEAKE. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. LEAKE. I merely wish to know whether 
the gentleman is speaking on the side of the North 
or the South? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Iam speaking ona side 
that has few Representatives upon this floor. I 
am speaking on the side of my country. [Great 
applause in the galleries.] i 

Why, sir, as 1 was proceeding to say, what is 
the state of affairs now in all the villages and 
cities of the Gulf States? Sir, bold men, edu- 
cated men, ambitious men, men of chivalry and 


| daring, are heading the military forces. Men, 


women, and children are excited, just as the pomp 
and circumstance of war will excite everybody. 


Thousands beljeve honestly that Lincoln and his 
f 


cohorts are coming dowa to apply the torch and 
the knife to the dwellings and the people of the 


| South. 


{Here the hammer fell.] > 

Mr. LOVEJOY obtained the floor. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I supposed 1 had the 
unanimous consent of the House to proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes in 
the chair.) The gentleman can proceed, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I object. 
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<Mr: MORRIS, of Illinois. The House has | 
already given its consent. wats 

Mr, MAYNARD. I understood that the con- 
gent 6f all sides of the House was obtained that 
my. colleague should be allowed to proceed be- 
yond. his hour. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. : No objection was made. 


hammer*fell upon the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and Liam entitled to the floor. 1 have no objec- 
tion tothe gentleman proceeding, if that be the 
wish of the House; but I desire to have the floor, 
if J am entitled to it. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
assigned the floor to the gentleman from Illinois. 

r. MAYNARD. My colleague applied to 
the House during his remarks,and made certain 
pledges, upon which he obtained the unanimous 
consent of the House to proceed with his remarks. 
‘There was not a dissenting voice. He afterwards 
gave way to the gentleman from Ohio, under the 

ledge which was then made. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman did not ask 
unanimous consent. 
ooMrcsETHERIDGE. I ask, then, only the few 
minutes I think I am entitled to, and which I Jost 
when I yielded to the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is objection 
made? 

Mr. WINSLOW. It is better to stop this thing 

in the beginning; and unless the hour rule is sus- 
pended generally, I must object. 
+ Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I rise to a point 
of order. It is, that the instant the hammer of 
the Speaker fell, I addressed the Chair, and was 
entitled to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair under- 
stands the rule to be, that when more than one 
gentleman rises at the same time, it is the prov- 
ince of the Chair to assign the floor. The Chair, 
observing several members rising at the same 
moment, assigned the floor to the gentleman from 
Miinois, . : 

“Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I must submit 
to the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WINSLOW. In order to accommodate 
the gentleman from Tennessec, I propose that, by 
unanimous consent, the hour rule be abolished 
during this discussion. 

Mr. COX. I object. 

- Mr. ETHERIDGE. I now insist upon the few 
minutes which I lost by interruptions. [Cries of 
#*Go-on!”? “Go ont] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
miade? 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, I object. 
>: Mr: MORRIS, of Ilinois. I rise to a point of 
order. Itis this: that, by unanimous consent of 
the House, permission was given to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to conclude his remarks upon an 
intimation that he would not occupy the floor at 
any other time during this session, When he 
made that proposition there was not a solitary 
objection toit in the House; and hence objection 
now: comes too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does 
not understand that any such assent was yielded 
by the House. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will relieve the House. 
Iask that I may occupy the remainder of my hour, 
and then I will resume my seat. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Thave ob- 
jected to it time and again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
can proceed only by unanimous consent, 

Mr. GROW. I would inquire if the time occu- 
pied in interruptions has been deducted from the 
gentleman’s hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nothing was 
stated by the Chair one way or the other. 

Mr.GROW. The gentleman from Tennessee 
declined to yield for interruptions, unless they 
were to be deducted from his time. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Nothing | 
was said about the extension of his time at all. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman yielded the floor 
with the understanding that the time oceupied by 
the interruptionsshould be deducted from his hour, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. When I requested 
the gentleman from Tennessee to yield for a ques- 


Is objection 


tion, his answer was, ‘I will yield, provided it 
does not come out of my time.”’ 

Mr. GROW. And nobody objected to that 
agreement. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. [think that what- 
ever time was occupied in the dialogue between 
him and myself ought to be allowed him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair heard 
no such statement, but will allow the gentleman 
from Tennessee to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will not, after what has 
just occurred, detain the House but a moment. 
{ will conclude by saying, that I shall vote for the 
proposition of the venerable Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen;] I shall, as T have be- 
fore said, vote for the proposition submitted by 
myself, and if these fail, I shall sustain the meas- 
ures reported by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Corwiy.] Sir, I will vote for anything which 
will relieve the public mind from the painful ap- 
prehensions under which it now labors. [fany- 
thing of this kind can pass this Congress—and I 
do not despair—it will do my heart good to know 
that the tide of revolution has been thereby stayed. 
Bat, as I have already stated, if nothing is finally 
done, I will go home to my people; I will throw 
myself in “the imminent deadly breach,” and re- 
sist the storm of disunion to the last; and, sir, if 
the worst must come to the worst, if Lam to be 
dragged to the fearful precipice and made the re- 


i| luctant victim or the unwilling observer of my 


country’s ruin, I now, in advance, wash my hands 
of the shame and the crime which will attach to 
those who would overthrow the public liberty to 
erect a despotism upon its ruins. Sir, where the 
flag of my country floats, there I will go. I will 
cling to it in this dark hour of its peril, with that 
sacred trust and confidence a saint must feel in 
clinging to his God. [Great applause in the gal- 
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SPEECH OF HON. J. M. HARRIS, 
OF MARYLAND, 
In THE Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 29, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the sclect committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, said: 

Mr. Sreaxer: When the future historian comes 
to write out the annals of our times, he will be 
amazed at the magnitude of the events that are 
now transpiring,and the comparative insufliciency 
of the causes which gave them birth. He will 
contemplate a nation stretching over more than 
half a continent, rich with all the varieties of 
climate, infinite in the extent of its diversified 
resources, and signalized by the march of a devel- 
opment unequaled in the history of the world. 
He will see that, in less than a century, the weak 
dependencies of the British Crown. have swelled 
into the colossal proportions of multiplied sov- 
ereignties, and that through the fiery baptism of 
successful war, and enriched by the guerdons of 
honorable peace, the nation has attained a position 
of substantial greatness that eclipses the proudest 
empires of antiquity, and rivals the most splendid 
nationalities of the present time. Great will be 
his amazement when he sees—at the moment 
the nation has reached so eminent a point in her 
career; when in the full maturity of her powers, 
and the undisturbed enjoyment of her wonderful 
resources, the ships of her adventurous commerce 
are sweeping over every ocean, and her arts, her 
sciences, and her civilization, are putting her in 
the vanguard of the nations, and when an emulous 
world is beginning to regard her asa fixed and 
stable illustration of the capacity of man for per- 
fect freedom—the whole Government suddenly 
disintegrate and fall to pieces like some house of 
cards built up for the toying of a child; and, sir, 
when, with earnest solicitude and deep curiosity, 
he sceks to discover the grave causes which have 
led to so disastrous a result, and finds that they 
have all sprung from the empty rivalries af politi- 
cal parties and the inability of our boasted states- 
manship to solve the problem of the status of a 


| Territory as to slavery or freedom, the verdict of 


impartial history will be, that the discovered 


causes afforded no reasons for the secession of a 
single State, none whatever for the disruption of 
the American Union. [Applause.] Greater than 
all else will be his amazement at the fact that, 
amid the thunderous tread of the earthquake that 
was shaking down the very pillars of the Repub- 
lic, the Representatives of the people satin the 
quictude of an insane indifference, and that thirty 
million American freemen failed to vindicate them- 
selves by giving practical illustration to the verity 
of the maxim, that ‘ the voice of the people is the 
voice of God.” [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, we are living in the very midst 
of these great enactments; we are, in this House 
of Congress, the body of men upon whom the pe- 
culiar circumstances of the times have devolved 
the great responsibility of either settling the dif- 
ficulties which are rending the country, or of giv- 
ing additional impulse to the storm which is now 
sweeping it into ruin. I was no little surprised 
when the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Eru- 
ERIDGE] the other day suggested to this House 
the idea of its irresponsibility under these circum- 
stances, and its inability to do anything to heal 
the troubles of the times. I differ with him wholly. 
I say that the verdict of posterity will be—ay, 
sir, [ believe the prompt and nearer verdict of this 
American people, when it is fully aroused to the 
extent of its danger and the negligence hitherto 
of its Representatives, will be—that the grave re- 
sponsibility of national salvation or national per- 
dition rests upon you, the Representatives of that 
people, now in Congress assembled. 

So far, sir, as the views I shall present of this 
question are concerned, I desire it to be under- 
stood that I address you, individually and collect- 
ively, as men who hold in your hands, very 
largely, if not entirely, the safety or the ruin of 
my country. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to discuss, be- 
fore gentlemen who so fully understand them, the 
past events of our history as between this or that 
political party, that I may clearly point out to 
them who first began the agitation of the great 
questions which have brought the country into 
these perils. Sir, [think itidle,and worse thanidle, 
for us, at such a time, to be talking in the face of 
the people about the origin of these evils, and upon 
whom the responsibility for them rests. What 
matters it to me to-day, whether it was the lust of 
power and the unscrupulous ambition of the old 
Democratic party, that induced it to stir up this 
agitation of the slavery question, that it might 
eatch the popular ear, win the popular vote, gain 
the control of the politics, and wield the power of 
the country? What matters it to me that the 
Republican party, planting itself upon the issues 
they presented, and availing itself of all the va- 
rious exciting questions which have arisen, has 
swelled into. the magnitude of its present strength 
and powerful position? What matters it, I say, 
to me, whether it is the sin of the Democratic 
party, or the sin of the Republican party? The 
great questionis, notupon whom the responsibility 
originally rested, but upon whom the more terri- 
ble responsibility of the future shall rest. And 
that will fall assuredly, and with crushing weight, 
upon that party, or that set of men in this coun- 
try, who do not rise now above the paltriness of 
mere party trammels and prejudices, and prove 
themselves equal to the great question of whether 
and how this nation shall be saved. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen rise’ in their 
places here, and, with the coolness with which 
men meet some reconditein vestigation, and which, 
under other circumstances, would do them credit, 
go into all the details of the rise and progress 
of all these political issues tending to our present 
condition; and speculate with a nicety of philo- 
sophical inquiry, and a force of logical deduction, 
as to how much responsibility rests upon their 
party, and how much must be visited upon the 
opposite party, as if they held the perils ‘of their 
country unworthy to be remembered As well 
might the traveler upon some Alpine pass, when 
he hears the premonitory crash‘of the coming ava- 
lanche, pause upon the narrow ledge that hangs 
over theabyss, and speculate philosophically upon 
the causes in nature which have started the pon- 
derous mass from its resting place of ages, as for 
the American people, or their Representatives, to 
stop in this rush of affairs to go into. this nice 
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inquisition of causes, when ruin is imminent upon 
people and Representative alike. 
Sir, I represent a people in such near and dan- 
erous connection with the great troubles of the 
day, that I cannot afford to deal in generalities; 
but I feel imperatively called upon to address my- 
self, with whatever of earnestness of appeal I may 
command, to the question which alone they con- 
sider important. I say, sir, that the responsi- 
bility of the decision of this whole grave matter 
rests upon this Congress in the first degrec, and 
with great and appropriate weight. Itrests upon 
the members of this House, irrespective of party, 
from the southern portion of the Confederacy, to 
which I belong; and it behooves them, when they 
appeal to northern men, to do what is just under 
the circumstances which environ us, to do what 
is right and reasonable themselves. If I desired 
to sum up these matters, I would have no desire 
to lift from the shoulders of the men of my own 
section who, in my humble judgment, have done 
great mischief to the cause of American liberty 
and to the stability of free institutions—I say f 
should have no desire to lift from their shoulders 
whatever of responsibility properly rests upon 
them. Sir,as a southern man, f am frank to ad- 
mit, in the face of the country, that far too much 
of this mischief has come upon us because of the 
over-anxious desire of ambitious politicians of 
the South to create a new political sphere in which 
they could rise to greater cminence than they could 
aspire to under the present system; that much of 
the trouble now rending the country has sprung 
from the unholy passions and the wild ambition 


of southern politicians; and that far too much of | 


the aggravation which has aroused the spirit of 
resistance in the North, and fed, as fuel, the flame 
which is mounting up there, of sectional agitation 
and prejudice, has been ministered to by some of 
my own fellow-citizens of the South. 
ut, sir, while I make that admission, 1 would 
appeal to the frankness of northern gentlemen 
upon the other hand, and challenge them to deny 
that far too much of substantial reason has been 
given to the South by the people they represent, 
if not by some of themselves, in their individual 
and representative capacity; that far too many 
reasonable grounds of complaint have been af- 
forded to that spiritin the South, which they knew 
stood ready to seize with avidity the slightest of- 
fering to the passion it desired to feed, as well as 
to that larger and more deliberate body of south- 
ern people who see good cause*or alarm, and ask 
only for relief from real grievances. Lhold them, 
and the country will hold both sections, responsi- 
blo, in theirseveral degrees, for its present troubles, 
But, as I have said, this matter of crimination 
and recrimination is neither valuable nor neces- 
sary, under our circumstances; and [ pass to the 
main purpose that induced me to take the floor. 
Ever since we assembled here, | have heard north- 
ern gentlemen say, both publicly and privately, 
and I have seen the statement day after day in 
the columns of leading and influential northern 
journals, that it was against the honor, that it was 
against the dignity, of the northern people to yield 
anything to the demands of the South, because 
they were pressed in tones of menace; and that 
while some extreme southern Representatives de- 
clared that they neither asked nor would receive 
any compromises, the people of other States stood 
with arms in their hands against the Federal Gov- 
ernment. Now, sir, asa fair man, I desire to say, 
just here, that the movement in some of the south- 
ern States—which has grown into the tremendous 
significance of an approximate severance of the 
Union and the secession of the States which have 


gone outofthis Confederacy—has noneofmysym- į 


pathy, and no particle of my approval. I havea 
right to talk of it freely, sir, because I stand here 
asa southern man; and my State, a southern State, 
hangs upon the brink of a precipice which we re- 
gard as tending oniy to inevitable ruin, because of 
the intemperate, the unnecessary action of an ex- 
treme southern State, that has chosen to realize 
her dream of thirty years in this matter of seces- 
sion. 

Mr. HUGHES. I have no objection. to my 
colleague speaking for his own district; but I must 
dissent, when he undertakes to speak for the State 
of Maryland, and especially of the district I rep- 
resent. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. While I yield 
with pleasure to the interruption of my colleague, 
and doubt not he speaks what he believes to be 
the sentiment of his people, I repeat my declara- 
tion; and say now, that at this moment, accord- 
ing to my honest, and F believe well-informed, 
judgment upon the subject, the doctrine of seces- 
sion cannot, in the State of Maryland, to-day raise 
more friends than would make up. a corporal’s 
guard. [Great applause in the galleries.] No, 
sir; and I trust it never will. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if my friend thinks that 
the secession clementis more powerful in the State 
of Maryland than is that sentiment which 1 shall 
endeavor to give expression to, I trust he will be 


afforded hereafteran opportunity of substantiating . 


his view. 

Why do I say, sir, that I have little sympathy 
with this secession movement? I belicve, in the 
first place, Mr. Speaker, that it has no foundation 
in constitutiona] right. I believe that no single 
State in this Confederation has a right, of its own 
motion, to break up the Federal compact to which 
all are parties, upon an abstract and forced idca 
of inherent sovereignty. ` Sir, as I read the his- 
tory of my country, these States that have seceded 
do not draw the just distinction that exists be- 
tween what I concede to be State rights, and the 
idea that, because of them, there is the further 
right of the absolute negation, at the will of any 
single State, of all the authority of the Federal 
Government. Sir, I might go further, and say 
that none of the States ever had any sovercignty 
exceptas United States. I read, in the carly his- 
tory of the country, that before they were United 
Colonies, and then United States, they were col- 
onies of the British, the Spanish, and the Dutch, 
operating under charters to companies or individ- 
uals. Georgia was an estate of Governor Ogle- 
thorpe. Pennsylvania was the property of Wil- 
liam Penn. It was as United Colonies they made 
the great declaration, and maintained it in blood; 
as such they became States all together, as rec- 
ognized United States. I glance at this vicw 
only in passing, for I do not propose to press it 
further. 

But, sir, I did not mean to talk about the doc- 
trine of secession, and regret that I have been led 
to do so even thus briefly. Ido notadmit it asa 
constitutional right; and Í trust, Mr. Speaker, that 
when that unfortunate moment arrives, as arrive 
it possibly may, according to the present current 
of political events, when the Commonwealth of 
Maryland may feel compelled to assert her rights, 
I shall hear throughout the length and breadth of 
that State no talk about “ the constitutional right 
of secession;”’? but that when her people have 
made up their mind that the North does not and 
will not give them sich rights as, under the Con- 
stitution, they are entitled to demand, they will 
cali the thing that they mean to do revolution, 
and stand upon that; and that they will, when 
that time does comc, rebel, 1 do not for one instant 
doubt. I like, sir, the homelier phrase for the 
act; I like the fair, frank word, that, outspoken, 
tells the whole story without the necessity of hedg- 
ing it around with constitutional ideas of consti- 
tutional rights, and abstract notions of constitu- 
tional abstractions. The right of a people to go 


into a state of revolution is sanctioned alike by | 


nature and by the Constitution; and when any 
people in this country feel that they are oppressed 
by intolerable and grievous wrongs, which they 
can not otherwise redress, they ought to rise 
against them; and, so far as my own people are 
concerned, I know they will promptly do so when 
that dark day in their history arrives. 

Mr. HUGHES. With the permission of my 
colleague, I would state that I said nothing about 
the abstract right of secession. I understood my 
colleague as saying that the people of Maryland 
were denouncing theseceding States for the course 
they had pursued. I said nothing upon the sub- 
ject of the right of secession as being constitu- 
tional, or revolutionary, or otherwise. That isa 
point which I will discuss, and give ray own views 


upon, if ever I have the good fortune to get the : 


floor. I simply meant to say to my friend that, 
when he undertook to speak for the State of Mary- 
land, denouncing and violently disapproving the 
conduct of the seceding States, he might speak 
for his own district; or, at any rate, for the State 


of Maryland outside of my district.: Mr. Speaker, 

I undertake to. say that the people of. the district 

that I represent here, whatever may be their opin- 

ion on the abstract question of secession or Tey- 

olution, do not use the language of denunciation 

againsi the States which have withdrawn fromthis, 
nion; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Ihave been lib=` 
eral in yielding precious time to my friend; for I 
do not mean, for an instant, to put him wrong. 
He misunderstood me; that is all. I use thelan-, 
guage of disapproval, which is enough for my 
purposes. And I dare say that, as between my 
friend and myself, when he comes to hear all { 
propose to say, and I have heard his views when 
1e gets that blessed opportunity of the floor, . 
which, I admit, comes to some here like ‘* angel’s 
visits, fow and far between,” [laughter,] he may 
not find any great gulf between us. I say, then, 
for myself, and to close the matter, that I ex press 
my disapprobation of the secession of those States; 
and I believe that the sentiment of an immense. 
majority of the people of Maryland is entirely, 
against both the doctrine and the practice.of se-_ 
cession. [Applause in the galleries.] That, sir, 
is what I mean to say. i 

Mr. Speaker, I had remarked, when this inter-, 
ruption occurred, that I had heard from north- 
crn gentlemen that they could concede nothing to 
the extreme South, because its demands were en- 
forced by men who either declined to compromise 
or were standing in hostility to the General Gov- 
ernment. Now, without going into the reason- 
ableness or unreasonableness of that plea, I desire 
to say to northern men upon this floor to-day, 
that this argument, whether sound or not, is ex- 
clusive in its application to the States that have 
already assumed such position; and that, just in 
proportion as northern gentlemen here condemn 
the action of those States, they ought to be anx- 
ious to preserve the remaining southern States of 
the Union from falling into the same gulf, by the 
very necessities of the position that Be failure of 
conservative and sufficient action by the Repub- 
lican side of the House forces upon them. 

I stand here as a representative of one of the 
border States of this Union. I am a southern 
man, born so, and proud of the nativity, My 
State is a southern State. Her sympathies of 
blood, of sentiment, of geographical position; her 
large possession of slave property, equal at this 
time to some $40,000,000; the interests of trade’ 
between her commercial emporium and the South, 
amounting in the last year to over $100,000,000, 
out of an aggregate trade of $168,000,000; the 
great interesis of her manufactures, of which 
$45,000,000 went last year to the South and South- 
west from the city of Baltimorealone; all these give 
weight to the southern sentiment of her people, who 
arcalsoofawarm bloodand anactivetemperament. 
And yet, sir, Maryland, always national, conserv- 
ative, and just, has maintained, amidst all these 
great excitements, an attitude of calmness, of hon- 
orable and dignified tranquillity, and has, to her 
best ability, with her whole energy of sentiment, 
of purpose, and ofaction, breasted the tide ofthis 
secession movement. If you, gentlemen on the 
northern side of the House, believe that it is in 
the power of the conservative sentiment of the 
State much longer to hold her in this condition; 
if you believe that week after week is to pass 
over this Congress and nothing in the way of 
curative legislation is to be given; if you believe 
that you can sit here and talk about the philoso- 
phy of politics and the abstractions of secession 
and coercion, and that State, one of the most con- 
servative and just and devotedly Union of this 
whole tier of border States, can be held in that 

oise which, up to this time, she has maintained, 
T tell ou frankly, I tell you earnestly, and I tell 
you, I believe truly, that you misread the record 
of the times; and I believe, sir, that this state- 
ment will apply with equal force to every one of 
the border slave States of the Union. Why, sir, 
there is the State of Tennessce, trembling to-day 
upon the verge of secession. In Kentucky, in 
North Carolina, and in Virginia—great mother 
of States—this secession movement is making 
progress day by day, and hour by hour; and | 
say to you, in all frankness and in all kindness, 
itis making that progress because we have had 
nothing in the way of healing legislation from our 
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friends ofthe North. And to-day, while the con- 
servative clement’ that is against secession, is the 


dottinant idea of Maryland, and nine tenths of | 


her people will do anything in honor and give 
anything in reason to'be able to“maintain their 
status as one of the confederated States. of this 
great Republic, yet, under the surface of things, 
there is a shimbering fire that may break out, and 
that suddenly, and strive to hurry her from her 
moorings, ‘and ‘sweep her, too, into the current 
and drift of disunion.’ Ì say, then, to you, Repre- 
séntatives of the free States, thatif you propose to 
do anything in the way of legislation upon these 
subjects, lev it be of the most conciliatory char- 


acter; letit rise above the préjudices and dictates | 


of party; let it meet us, I pray you, upon some 
high, statesmanlike, and satisfactory basis, that 
will keep these border States fast anchored within 
the circle of the Republic; ay, that will do even 
radre than that; that will so build up and strengthen 
thé conservatism of the people of other States 
that we will be able, by your liberal legislation, 
to ‘rectify the whole structure of a now broken 
Confederacy. > 

‘Ido notpropose—indecd, the time would not per- 
mit, for with the interruptionsof my friend, and my 
ownforgetfulness ofits passage, lamrunning more 
rapidly than I thought through my hour—to go 
intoany discussion of the several modes of pacili- 
cation that have been presented to this House. It 
is not necessary that I should do so, for gentlemen 
are fully posted upon the subject themselves, and 
the propositions are familiar to us all, with their 
merits and demerits, weaknessandstrength. The 
prent idea that T desire to present to my friends of 
the northérn States in this House is, that what we 
want is immediate action upon this subject; we 
want less of the cloquence of speech, and more 
of the pertinent cloquence of votes. Inthe whole 
tier of these border States, and greatly in my own 
State; before ‘the rush of events whirls us into 
greater oxcitenient, we want to know whether the 
northern Representatives in this Congress, who 
hold the power of this great salvation or this ab- 


solute rain in their own hands, are disposed todo | 
thing, mean to do anything, upon a basis that | 
I trast that your | 


an 

wili be saving and suficient. 
action will be enlarged in spirit, that it will mect 
squarely the great trouble; and E pray you let it 
comicsoon, One thing in reference to these various 
propositions isvery sure, and thatis: that ifnorth- 


ern gentlemen upon this floor would only lift them- | 
selves above the prejudices of party; above the | 
nécessitics of party; above the pride of opinion; | 


above their conscious power and achieved success, 
there is.one proposition which, accepted, I be- 
lieve’ would ‘not only keep every single border 
State in the Union, but would bring back those 
which have gone out. If our northern friends 
would only accept the proposition submitted by 
the patriot Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CT- 
TENDEN,] theiraction would be hailed with delight 
by tens of thousands of their fellow-citizens 
throughout the free States. If they would only 
indorse and pass the propositions of that great 
statesman, they would do infinitely more to 
stronigthen and build up themselves by thus sav- 
ing their country than they will ever do by any 
movementresulting in the non-pacification ofthese 
troubles, and they would infinitely gratify the hon- 
est masses who stand behind them, and whose 
good sense teaches them that it is nobler to save 
a country than to stick to a party platform. 

Sir, there are points in the history of political 
parties when sometimes the people get a clearer 
conception of the difficulties and dangers of their 
position than the politicians who represent them 
are willing te accord, and I sce indications in vari- 
ous sections of the free States, that the people 
are beginning to realize the great fact that they 
ave in peril; that their country is in peril; and 
that the politicians, whom they have trusted, are 


not abreast with them in their perception of the | 


fact, or are not bold enough to meet it as they 
should. 

Mr. Speaker, it may be a great thing to preserve 
political consistency; but my word fot it, in the 
present condition of this country, he who rises 
above the trammels of politics and party will find 
that he has achieved a greatness more enduring, 
infinitely, than he ever could have done within 
the lower sphere ofhis partisan operations. Why, 


sir, as an illustration of the direction which the 


popular mind of the North is taking, I notice in 
ihe newspapers, among other signs, the account 
of an immense mass meeting of the sons of labor, 
toiling men, artificers, and mechanics in the ma- 
chine shops and factories of the city of Philadel- 
phia, who turned outto the number of many thou- 
sands, and assembled in Independence Square, in 
spite of the inclement night, in spite of the driv- 
ing snow storm, in spite of obstacles that would 
have broken up any ordinary assemblage, to 
renew their ellegiance to the union of the States, 
and to urge upon you who have the power, to 
grant, and grant speedily, measures of safety, and 
conciliation. I am glad, also, to sce that through- 
out the free States a returning sense of reason is 
beginning to evidence itself; a desire, on their 
part, begins to be manifested, to a very general 
extent, that something shall be done which will 
quict and give peace to the country. I rejoice 
that the State of Rhode Island has lead off in the 
good work of repealing her personal liberty bill, 
and that other States are following rapidly in her 
footsteps. And Iam especially glad to notice the 
recent action of the Legislature of the loyal State 
of New Jersey in the support of the propositions 
of the Kentucky Senator. 

Doubt not that, when you have accomplished 
the return of peace and good will, you will be 
sustained by the people you represent, and that, 
instead of holding you to strict account for over- 
stepping the lines of party, they will praise you 
for showing how nobler you thought it, in the hour 
of your country’s need, to be patriotic rather than 
partisan, 

Let me say further, Mr. Speaker, that no mat- 
ter to what extent the people of the South, who 
still cling to the Union may deprecate the action 
of those States which have gone out, itis a fact 
not to be disguised from the country that, if there 
is no wholesome and sufficient legislation within 
a reasonable time, it may be difficult, if not im- 
possible, to prevent the entire disruption of the 
country upon a geographical linc. What my own 
State will do in such a dreadful emergency, I am 
not authorized to say. What she will do, should 
all her sister States on the border go out, and 
thegreatneighboringand coterminoussovereignty 


of Virginia, with whom she is so intimately con- | 


nected, decide that the moment has arrived when 
she too must sunder the old bonds of the Federal 
Union, and leave her sister States of the North, 
J will not undertake to say; but I will say, sir, 
that there will then be presented to the consider- 
ation of the people of Maryland by far the great- 
estquestion in their national life, the gravest prob- 
lem of their political history, upon which they 
have ever been called to deliberate. Ido not say 
—Lam not authorized to say—what the decision 
of my State will then be, In solemn convention 
of her people, that question must be met; but T 
do know, sir, that the sentiment of that State, 
while it is strongly for the Union, and while the 
determination of the people is to stay in the Union 
so long as it is possible for them to do soin honor, 
yet, nt the same time, I cannot say that, when 
Virginia has taken her position, Maryland may 
not feel herself also pressed, by the various con- 
siderations that will influence her, to join hands 
with that illustrious sovercignty. 

What her ultimate action will be, I repeat, I 
am not authorized to speak; but I utter the sen- 
timent that oceurs to me in connection with ber 
position. She is placed in the most embarrassing 


| attitude of any State in the Confederacy. With 


along line of two hundred miles of frontier bor- 
dering upon Pennsylvania; with a line of eighty 
miles bordering upon Virginia; with her great rail- 
road—in which she has $30,000,000—running into 
Virginia, she is surrounded with the gravestembar- 
yassments; and I can only rely upon her wisdom 
and prudence, and accept her decision as my de- 
cision, and her destiny as my destiny. But I 
pray you to relieve her and her sister States from 
this perilous embarrassment. You can do it; and 
if you will act wisely and speedily upon the prop- 
ositions before the House, you will be able to do 
it successfully. 
strings of Maryland to beseparated from the Union 
of the States, the foundation-stones of which are 
cemented with the best blood of her gallant sons, 
and to which shc-has always clung with so much 


lt would crack the very heart- | 


; circumstances which surround us. 


loyal devotion and earnest reverence. Spare her, 
I conjure you, the necessity of cven debating a 
proposition so painful. 

I observe, Mr. Speaker, that my hour is nearly 
out, and I must close, leaving unsaid some things 
of which I had wished to speak. Ihave never been 
able to regard with any favor this idea of a south- 
ern confederation, even in its merely economic as- 
pects; and I am not able with any complacency 
to consider the possibility of my own State being 
its frontier line. I cannot hope for its perma- 
nency, based, as it must be, upon the recognized 
right ofsecession, and the consequentability ofany 
of its component parts at any moment to destroy 
it. Nor do I desire to see the great mechanical 
and industrial interests of my State and city sub- 
jected to the policy of the cotton States, which 
are so likely to be its clement of controlling power. 
Free trade and: direct taxation do not harmonize 
with the interests, nor accord with the temper of 
Maryland; and I have little faith in it. Born in 
revolt; cradled in passion; nurtured upon excite- 
ment; overriding freedom of opinion; disregard- 
ing individual rights; burdened with taxation; 
environed by fearful perils in the present, and 
destined to encounter more terrible troubles in the 
future; based, as its foundation stone, upon the 
right of any one of its component parts at any 
moment to secede from the structure, ard thus 
break it up, I regard its promises as delusive, and 
its results as ** Dead Sea fruits, that turn to ashes 
on the lips; and to me the “gorgeous palaces 
and cloud-capped towers?’ that it presents to the 
dazzled gaze of the youthful and the ambitious, 
are as the sun-lit battlements and lengthening 
vistas of some treacherous mirage, that flees into 
airy nothing before the straining gaze and the ad- 
vancing step of: the desert traveler. Rather give 
to me, and to my people, the Government that 
has been tested by eighty years of successful trial. 
Let not my ears be grected with the music of the 
« Marseillaise,” that stirs no pulse of my Ameri- 
can blood. Flaunt not before my eyes the flag 
of a divided nationality, that rouses no emotion 
of my American heart; butlet me and my people, 
I pray you, go down to our graves with the con- 
scerated melodies of the nation ringing in our 
ears, and over us the dome of the Union, glorious 
with all its constellated stars. [Greatapplause.] 


1E UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. F. FARNSWORTH, 
OF ILLINOIS, 
In rue House or Representatives, 
January 31, 1861. 
The House having under consideration the report from the 
select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH said: 

Mr. Speaxen: I take this method of address- 
ing my constituents and the country. I do not 
expect that anything which may be said here will 
influence the action of a single member of this 
House. I yielded the floor this morning to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams,] it 
being quite indifferent to me whether I spoke in 
the day to a House full of members or in the 
evening to empty chairs and full galleries. J ad- 
dress the reporters, and, through them, the pco- 
ple of the second congressional district of Mincis, 
and the country generally; and it is my design, 
in the few moments I shall occupy, to confine 


STATE OF 


| myself chiefly to the report of the select commit- 


tee of thirty-three, as that is the special order now 
depending. 
tis admitted on all sides, Mr. Speaker, that 
this country has fallen on evil times; nor is it de- 
nied that therc is great danger of revolution and 
ultimate dismemberment of this Confederacy of 
States. The only question for our consideration 
seems to be what is the duty of patriots under the 
The pure pa- 
triot used to be self-sacrificing. He would im- 
molate himself upon the altar of his country. A 
patriot in these days secms to be made of differ- 
ent stuff. Instead of immolating himself, he has 
only to shift his principles with every changing 
political wind. Martyrs themselves used to be 
urned at thestake.. Now all they have to do to 
acquire a crown of martyrdom is to burn their 
principles, a much easier method than the old one. 
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J hear, sir, much said in this discussion about 
coercing States. As soon as it is proposed that 
the Government of the United States shall pro- 
tect its property—its forts, arsenals, and dock- 
yards—we are charged with coercing: States. No 
efforts for self-defense and self-protection, can be 
put forth but it is said that we are using coercion; 
and we are told that the moment we resort to co- 
ercion, all the southern States will fly to arms and 
resist the Federal authorities to the death. Ido 
not know that I understand what gentlemen mean 
by coercing a State. I do not know that anybody 
proposes to coerce a State. Ido not know that 
the Government of the United States can coerce 
a State. If I understand anything about the Gov- 
ernment, it acts upon individuals, persons, and 
not upon States in their sovereign capacity. All 
demand is, that the Government of the United 
States shall punish individuals for the infraction 
of its laws; that it shall protect its preperty and 
enforce its rights by whatever force may be ne- 
cessary. We have laws against treason and per- 
jury; and we demand that the Government of the 
United States shall execute those laws by pun- 
ishing perjurers and traitors. If that be coercing 
a State, so be it. 

I have said, sir, that we have fallen upon evil 
times. The strange spectacle is exhibited to the 
nation and the world of men, claiming to be states- 
men, taking their seats in the Senateand the House 
of Representatives of the United States, raising 
their right hand and swearing by the ever living 
God that they will support the Constitution of the 
United States, and kissing the Holy Evangel in 
evidence of their sincerity, and then setting them- 
sclves deliberately to plot treason and the violation 
of that very Constitution. T recollect, when I 
came to Washington at this session, of seeing a 
letter written by a member of this House from Ala- 
bama to his constituents, before he left his home, 
in which he told them, openly and plainly, that he 
was coming here for the purpose of inaugurating a 
revolution and disintegrating this Union—that he 
would stay with his constituents but that he could 
be of more use in Congress for the purposes of 
disunnion. Here, he avowed, his influence was 
needed, and here he desired to give it for the nul- 
lification of the Constitution which he had sworn 
to support. 1 do not know, sir, what you call 
that; but 1 do know this: if I had these members 
and Senators beforea jury in the State of Hlinois, 
with an indictment against them for perjury, l 
would send them, every mother’s son of them, 
to the penitentiary. Yet itis claimed that such 
men are patriots! That is what they call patriot- 
ism. And they dignify or embellish their treason 
to the Government by another name. They call 
it, forsooth, chivalry. The Lord deliver me from 
such patriotism, from such chivalry. As I in- 
tend to be brief, I will say no more on the subject 
of coercion. 

What, sir, is it that the southern States com- 
plain of? What have we of the North done? 
Let us examine a few of their complaints. They 
complain that some of the northern States have 


passed whatare called personalliberty bills, which | 


interfere with the recapture of fugitives from la- 
bor. Iam not going to examine these personal 
liberty bills to settle the fact whether they would 
have atendency to interrupt the execution of the 
fugitive slave law; but 1 have this answer to 


maken regard to them, namely: that the States | 


and the people who are the loudest in these com- 
plaints, never lose any fugitive slaves. They and 
their rights are not affected by those personal lib- 
erty bills They complain that the fugitive slave 
law is not faithfully executed in the northern 
States. That complaint does not originate with 
Kentucky, Virginia, Maryland, or Tennessce. 
At least, although those States may complain, yet 
they do not make thata sufficient cause for seces- 
sion. It is only the cotton States of Georgia, 
Mississippi, Alabama, and South Carolina, that 
complain of the personal liberty bills and non- 
execution of the fugitive slave law; while they 
are never affected by them. 
plaint in the nature of the merest pretexi. 

It is further complained that it is the intention 
of the Republican party, when they obtain con- 
trol of the Government, to interfere with slavery 
where it exists in the States. ThisIdeny. No 
man in the Republican party can be found—no 


It is, I fear, a com- | 


speech of a Republican, ĮI venture to affirm, has 
ever been made, holding.the doctrine that we have 
any right or authority, under the Constitution of 
the United States, to interfere with slavery in the 
States. No such doctrine has ever been avowed 
by any member of the Republican party, or by 
any member of any political anti-slavery party in 
the northern States. It is not announced in the 
platform of the Republican party, or by any speech 
of the newly-clected President; never, sir, by any 
vote or speech of any member of the Republican 
party in the United States. That is very well 
known. 

It is said that the Republican party intend to 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia when 
they shall grasp the reins of the Government. 
This charge, like that in reference to the personal 
liberty bills and the exccution of the fugitive slave 
law, cannot reasonably influence anybod y in the 
seceding States. What interest have the people 
of Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, South Caro- 
lina, or little Florida, in the abolition of slavery 
in the District of Columbia? Iam at a loss to 
discover it. s 

They own no slaves here—none, whatever. 
They have no rights in the District of Columbia 
superior to the rights of any northern man, orany 
northern State. That it may remotely affect sla- 
very in its character inthis country, I donotdeny. 
Thereare many members of the Republican party 
who would vote for the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia; yet, as a party, that inten- 
tion has not keen avowed by them. It is not 
avowed by them now; but on the contrary, it has 
been distinctly avowed by many of the leading 
members of that party, that they have no inten- 
tion to introduce a bill, or make a movement, for 
the abolition of slavery here. ` 

Mr. SIMMS. That statement has been made 
in this Efouse frequently by gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House. As this is a very trying 
period in our country’s history, I think we ought 
all to be frank. I would ask the gentleman from 
Nlinois, whether he, among other leading mem- 
bers of the Republican party, holds to the doc- 
trine that Congress has power to abolish slavery 
in all the Territories of the United States, or to 
restrict it from going there, or wherever else the 
Congress of the United States has exclusive juris- 
diction? And I willask him, if holding that view 
of the subject, when every representative man of 
the Republican party in this House, during the 
last session of Congress, voted for the resolution 
introduced by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Buaxe,] which declared that itis the duty of Con- 
gross to give freedom to every single human being 
and to exclude slavery from all the Territorics of 
the United States wherever it has power under 
the Constitution—whether they did not mean by 
that resolution and vote to assert that power, and 
by giving their votes in favor of that resolution, 
to carry out that principle whenever they should 
acquire power in the popular branch of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
it is well known that the Republican party is in 
favor of prohibiting the’ introduction of slavery 
into the Territorics of the United States. No man 
upon this side of the House will deny that, It is 
the purpose of the Republican party to maintain 
freedom everywhere in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. We hold, in the first place, that the 
Territorics are free before slavery is established 
there by law; that it is the duty of the Congress 
of the United States, the law-making power, to 
sce that those Territories are kept free. There is 
no doubt of that. 

In reference to the resolution introduced by the 


| gentleman from Ohio last session, much has been 


said about it. I recollect something about the 
resolution, and I think I veted for it. The res- 
olution might mean much or little, this thing or 
that thing, as gentlemen were disposed to inter- 
pretit. 1 understood the resolution to mean that 
it was the duty of Congress to use the power 
vested in it by the Constitution of the United 
States to maintain freedom everywhere. But, as 
is suggested by a gentleman near me, the only 


vote was to suspend the rules for the purpose of | 


introducing that resolution for the purpose of ref- 
erence, But I am willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned, to answer fully for my action. I meant, 


when I voted for'that resolution, just what George 
Washington meantwhen he declared, so far as-he 
was concerned, his vote never should be. wanting 
to abolish slavery wherever it could -be ‘done 
under the Constitution of the United States. o: ; 

Mr. SEMMS. Probably the gentleman. does 
not seg 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This does not come 
out of my time, I trust. : è SER SS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Burnerr.in 
the chair.) It will, unless by unanimous. con- 
sent. 

Mr. KILLINGER. 
extended. ; 

Mr. SIMMS. I notice one thing: that when- 
ever a gentleman rises upon this side of the House 
to make a speech, gentlemen upon that side pro- 
pound questions to him, and no objection is:made 
by us. Butif this course is to be pursued here- 
after, gentlemen will be found upon this side to 
object. Everybody knows what this objection 
means. s 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I am-discussing: th 
charge that the Republican party intend to abolish 
slavery whenever they get into power, For my 
own part, fam frank to confess that when the 
proper time arrives, as I hope it may, for ridding 
the District of Columbia, the capital of the na- 
tion, from the stain and disgrace of slavery, I 
shall be very willing to vote for the bill. Iam 
ready to. do what Franklin petitioned Congress 
to do; and I take it that what was good, orthodox 
patriotism in those days, is the same now, and 
that was to step to the very verge of the constitu- 
tonal power vested ia Congress to abolish this 
evil. 

But finally, Mr. Speaker, the great complaint 
of the southern States is, that we of the North hate 
slavery; that there is a public sentiment at the 
North adverse to the institution of slavery. Is not 
that the complaint? It is said that the people of 
the North entertain opinions and sentiments which 
are incompatible with the existence of slavery in 
the States as well as the Territories, and there- 
fore incompatible with the existence of the Gov- 
ernment. Well, sir, that there isa deep sentiment 
in the northern States against slavery, L concede. 
We of the North do hate slavery; right or. wrong, 
we detest it. Isit proposed that we shall.cor- 
rect that public sentiment; and, if so, how? I 
understand, from the majority report of the com- 
mittce of thirty-three, that it is proposed to pre~ 
vent the expression of this sentiment of hatred 
toward slavery. I understand from the report, 
that it is proposed that laws shall be enacted 
which shall prohibit a man from publishing bis 
sentiments in a newspaper which is liable to be 
circulated and read in the southern States, and 
which they shall say is intended to stir up strife 
and produce insurrection. And to aid this, it is 
proposed, by the majority report, to change the 
law in regard to fugitives from justice, so as to 
invest the Federal courts with authority to return 
persons claimed as fugitives from justice in other 
States; and that the indictment charging such per- 
sons with the commission of offenses in the State 
from which it is alleged they have fled shall be 
prima facie evidence that the persons were in the 
State at the time of the commission of the offense. 
I suppose this is recommended in order to meeta 
state of facts which has several times arisen. I 
remember a few years ago, that onc Mr.'Tappan, 
of New York, was indicted in one of the slave- 
holding States. A requisition was-sent on for him 
to the Governor of New York. The requisition 
was refused. Why? In the first place, because 
he was indicted for an offense not known to the 
common law; and in the second place, because 
he never was within the State wherein the offense 
was alleged to have been committed. He had 
simply written and printed in the State of New 
York matter which had been read in the slave- 
holding States. 

Now, sir, is it proposed seriously to so amend 
the law in relation to fugitives from justice that I 
may be indicted in the city of New Orleans for 
an offense alleged to have been committed there, 
anda requisition take me from the State of Hlinois 
to the city of New Orleans, for trial, when Ihave 
never been in that city? A member of Congress 
sends a newspaper to the city of New Orleans, 
under his frank—the New York Tribune, for in- 


I object to the time being 
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‘stance. Itis alleged that the matter contained in 
Ht iş intended to. stir up insurrection and ‘strife, 
and to incite rebellion and civil war.: ‘The docu- 
ment is taken before a grand jury there, my frank 
produced and proved, and lam indicted. A requi- 
sition is sent for me, and Tam taken down to New 
Orleans for trial under their laws; the indictment 
“being prima facie evidence that Iwas in Louisiana 
when the offense was committed. I understand 
that is what is proposed by this recommendation 

` of the'commmittec as one of the methods of correct- 
ing public sentiment at the North and preventing 
‘the agitation of the slavery question. 

Mr. Speaker, as I said before, I concede acest 
that there is a very deep sentiment at the Nort 
against slavery. While the Republican patty are 
not disposed to go beyond the provisions of the 
Constitution, or to interfere with slavery where 
it exists under the shield of State sovereignty, at 
the same time they are not preparcd—at least I 
iam not, as a Republican—to say that I do not 
dislike slavery in the States, as well as every- 
where else. “As a moral being, as a man, I hate 
‘slavery in the States of this Union as I hate serf- 
dom in Russia—which, by the way, is about to 
be abolished in that Empire, while we are quar- 
reling over the extension of slavery in this—just 
as Lhate caste in India; just as I hate oppression 
everywhere. But, at the same time, while I give 
cutterance to these sentiments, I say that I love 
the Constitution. I do not think that, as a poli- 
tician, I have any right whatever to legislate upon 
cor meddle with the institutionsof the States where 
I-do not reside, and where I am not responsible 
‘fox its institutions. f 

Well, now, what is to be the effect of the dis- 
solution ‘of the Union on these causes of com- 

laint? Take the first—the personal liberty bills. 

ò gentlemen suppose that, after they have dis- 
‘solved the Union, we are to have no personal lib- 
erty bills at the North? Why, sir, if there were 
two republics instead of one—the one frec and the 
other slave—would: not: every free State have its 
“personal liberty bills? How is it with regard to 
the fugitive slave law and its enforcement? Dis- 
solve the Union, and you bring the Canada line 
down to the line of your southern confederacy. 
Do you expect that the people of the North would 
submit to a fugitive slave law then? No. Are 
you going to be benefited in that respect by a dis- 
solution of the Union? So in regard to the pub- 

‘lic sentiment of the North. Do you expect that, 
after you shall have dismembered this Confeder- 
acy, broken up this Government, and established 
a southern confederacy, the people of the North 
will. then, all of a sudden, fall in Tove with sla- 
very, which has been this bone of contention, and 
has produced these deplorable results ? May you 
not rather dread that the seceding States them- 
selves, and the people of those States, will fall to 
hating the institution that shall have brought such 
calamities upon them, rather than that we shoald 
fallin love with it? 

You say that we will prevent the expansion of 
slavery, by keeping it out of the Territories, and 
surrounding it with a cordon of free States; and, 
thus surrounded, it will strangle and eventually 
die; ‘Well, Lhope'so. But suppose you slough 
off, and form your southern confederacy: what 
then? How much do you think you will expand 
then? With Mexico, which hates slavery worse 
than we do, on your south, and the free States of 
this Union, absolved from all obligations to keep 
the peace towards your institutions, their con- 
sciences and impulsesemancipated from the thrall- 
dom of a common Government, with these upon 
you north, you would be crushed between the 
upperand thenether millstonesoffrecdom. Why, 
sir, it is the Union which maintains slavery now, 
defends, fortifies, and protects it from the assaults 
of the whole civilized world. The Union—we of 
the North hold your wolf by the cars upon your 


very threshold, and if we let him go he will rend | 


you. I know not but that in the compensating 
dispensations of Providence, we are ourselves to 
feel his fangs in our own quivering flesh, for 
having so long been a party to this crime against 
humanity. 

Thus you sec, Mr. Speaker, that the remedy 


proposed by the seceding States for these com- | 


plaints, or imaginary complaints, will but exag- 
gerate and heighten, rather than lessen them? 


Now, it seems to me that it behooves a wise man, 
when he proposes a new course of action, a new 
policy, to sit down and count.the cost, and ask 
himself how it is going to affect his interests; how 
itis to affect the very interest which causes the 
change? If the southern States would but do this, 
they would see that they are rushing to their own 
suicide in the ‘course proposed by them—seces- 
sion. . 

I do not intend, Mr. Speaker, to indulge in any 
bravado, orboasting, or threatening about what the 
North is going to do. I do not propose to draw 
any comparison between the prowess of the South 
and that of the North. There is bravery in both 
sections of the Union; chivalry in both sections; 
prowess in both sections. Weare a brave people. 
It is not a question whether the North is to whip 
the South or the South to whip the North. Iam 
not going to discuss that. I Have no taste for that 
sort of discussion. I am inclined to think that 
both sections of the Union feel, in regard to rev- 
olution and civil war, very much as the gentle- 
man did who was hunting birds. A story 1s told 
of Audubon, that, keing out bird-hunting for his 
collection one day, he discovered a red-headed 
woodpecker alight on an old stump, and go into 
a hole. Audubon ran up the tree, and thrust in 
his arm to pull out the bird; but he putit into the 
wrong hole. He caught hold of something, and 
pulleditout. Itwasasnake. He let go the snake 
and the tree at the same time, and down he fell to 
the ground. His assistant ran up to him. “ Ah, 
Monsieur Audubon, what is the matter? Are you 
frightened?” “Oh, no; me no scare at all; but if 
you look up into thathole, you will find one dam 
scare snake P? Lam inclined to think that, with 
all the boastings of southern men and of northern 
mén, both sections would be apt to see a very 
“scare snake.” 

. Now what are the measures of adjustment pro- 
posed by this committee, and what is the duty of 
the Republican party in regard to them? I will 
not take them in their order. Itis proposed that 
we amend the Constitution of the United States, 
so as to put it out of the power of Congress ever 
to interfere with slavery in the States, and to ren- 
der it impossible that the Constitution shall be so 
amended that Congress can interfere with slavery, 
unless the amendment is proposed by a slave 
| State and is concurred in by all the slave States 
of the Union. 

At the same time the committee declare that the 
Constitution does not now authorize Congress to 
interfere with slavery in the States. Mr.Speaker, 
Lam opposed to tinkering the Constitution. The 
Constitution which Washington, Madison, and 
the wise men who formed it, made for us, is good 
enough forme. I will not consent to give slavery 
one single inch of vantage ground which it does 
not now possess. I see that the committee in 
making their report follow the example set them 
by Madison, when he declared he would not have 
the word “ slave” or “ slavery” in the Constitu- 
tion atall. Ele would not have it understood by 
the stranger, who might peruse that instrument, 
that man could hold preperty in man. 

So the committee, in proposing this amend- 
ment, say that they propose to amend the Consti- 
tution so that Congress shall not interfere with 
those persons described in a certain paragraph of 
the old Constitution as * all other persons.” The 
men who make this reportare themselves ashamed 
to speak right out, and say that the Constitution 
shall be so amended as to give slavery a guaran- 
tee, or a supposed guarantee, which it does not 
now possess. Now I care not, so far as this ques- 
tion is concerned, whether Congress can or can- 
not interfere with slavery where it exists in the 
States of this Confederacy. If it cannot, I will 
not say so in the Constitution. If it can, I cer- 
tainly will not deprive it of that power by the Con- 
stitution. Oh, but itis said this will heal the 
wound; it will quiet the disturbance; this isa con- 
ciliatory measure; this will deprive the people of 
the South of the pretense that we intend to inter- 
fere with slavery inthe States. But, if they are 
disposed to make an absurd charge against us, I 
am not therefore going to tinker with the Consti- 
tution, and to put it in the Constitution that their 
charge is false, and that we shall not do the thing 
they complain of. Amend the Constitution as is | 


| proposed, and the whole civilized world will look i 


upon us as giving to slavery new guarantees in 
the nineteenth century which it never had before. 
I will never do it, sir; never ! never I 

It is proposed that we admit the Territory of 
New Mexico as a State, with slavery or without 
it, as its constitution may ordain. Iam opposed 
to all cheatsand swindles. Republicans are urged 
to support this measure on the ground that New 
Mexico will be a free State. Politicians at the 
South are urged to support it on the ground that 
it will be a slave State. Now,somebody has got 
to be cheated. One thing we know: slavery ex- 
ists there. Itis not material that there are but 
few slaves there. The evils of slavery, as they 
affect the white man especially, do not consist in 
the number that may be enslaved ina State or 
Territory. The evils of slavery that are felt by 
the northern States, consist rather in the law of 
slavery than in the number of slaves that may be 
held on the soil. It is the power and influence 
and dominion that we complain of, and not the 
number of slaves. Slavery exists in New Mex- 
ico now by the law of that Territory. For my 
own part, I have scarcely a doubt that if this Con- 
gress should pass an enabling act for the admis- 
sion of New Mexico as a State, the same people 
who made the laws establishing slavery there, 
would establish it in their constitution; and when 
you have once given sovereignty to New Mexico, 
with a territory five times as large as the State of 
New York, it will go out of the Union the next 
year, with Texas and the rest. Why not? It 
sympathizes with those States. We know very 
well that the present political influence in that 
Territory is in favor of slavery. We know very 
well, because it was developed by a committee 
here at the last session of Congress, that the Del- 
egate from that Territory on this floor influenced 
the enactment of the slave code there. Fle isa 
popular man in that Territory, himself in favor 
of establishing slavery there, and, if I am not very 
much mistaken, himself sympathizing with the 
disunionists. The same power and political in- 
fluence which sent him to this Congress as their 
Delegate, and which enacted a slave code in that 
Territory, would establish a slavery constitution 
there now. When you give sovereignty to it, 
and especially when you do so in answer to a 
menace, thereby recognizing the right of States to 
secede from the Union, how know you but that 
next year the members and Senators from the 
State of New Mexico will retire from the Hails 
of Congress with their State, and go out of the 
Union? 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to have a settle- 
ment of this question; and it is time we have a 
settlement where there is no cheating. I do not 
want any cheating. I venture to say that no Re- 
publican member would dare go home and face 
his constituents, and tell them he voted for the 
admission of New Mexico with the knowledge 
that she would come in asa slave State. Those 
on this side of the House who will vote for such 
a measure do it with the endeavor to satisfy their 
consciences and the people whom they represent 
with the belief that they are voting for extending 
the area of liberty—that she will come in a free 
State; while those upon the other side who will 
accept this as a compromise, will do it on the 
ground that they expect New Mexico will come 


j in a slave State. Gentlemen, I do not want to be 


cheated, and I do not believe you do. We com- 
plained, and we made very much political capital 
in the last campaign, especially in the State of 
Illinois, out of the declaration of one of the Sen- 
ators of that State, that the “ Territory of New 
Mexico, a Territory with five times the area of 
the State of Georgia, had been converted into slave 
territory, under the operation of his great prin- 
ciple.” I think, now, if the Republican party 
will bring in that Territory as a slave State, they 
will carry off the palm. They will beat squatter 
sovereignty, and take the wind out of Douglas’s 
sails! I say now nothing as to the impropriety 
of admitting New Mexico as a State on account 
of the condition of its inhabitants, or their unfit- 
ness to assume the responsibility of a State gov- 
ernment, or their inability to bear its burdens. I 
do not regard that as a question worth discussing 
at present. 

There is another measure. It is proposed that 
we establish a line—the line of 360 30'—and de- 
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vote to freedom all north of that line, and to sla- 
very all south of it, as a measure of compromise 
and adjustment. lam opposed to this also. I 
will not, at this time, go very largely into the 
argument upon this subject. I would much rather 
refer the House to the thousand and one abler 
arguments that have been made by Democrats 
and others, for the last six years, against running 
a line across this continent. The Lord knows, 
we have had trouble enough with that Missouri 
linc. Let us avoid making any more. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Conwy] who 
made this report, argued, if 1 can understand his 
argument, in favor of allowing slavery to come 
up to this line, and devoting all north of it to free- 
dom, upon the ground that the Almighty had 
made the territory north of this imaginary line 
for freedom, and all south of it with such pecu- 
liar?ties of climate as to render the establishment 
of slavery profitable there. I do not sympathize 
with that argument. I do not sympathize with 
the gentleman from Ohio cither when he under- 
takes to apologize for the Almighty’s having 
made a territory where it was not profitable for 
slaveholding. I hold that it is a libel upon the 
Almighty to say that he ever made foot of ter- 
wtory for slavery. I will not apologize because 
I live too far north forslavery to go. I deny the 
doctrine that a white man cannot labor where he 
can exist. If that country exists under heaven 
where a white man cannot labor, he has no busi- 
ness to live there. If the country is too hot for 
the white man to labor, and therefore he must 
keep black men as his slaves, there is also a climate 
too far north and too cold for the black man to 
labor; and therefore, as an Irishman would say, 
“by the same token,” he must have white men 
for his slaves. Why not? Is ita fallacy? No 
man ought to live in any country under God’s 
heaven where he cannot labor. To labor is not 
unhealthy. Isay, then, that I will never consent 
to run a line across this continent or through any 
portion of the territory of this Government, and 
to concede to slavery all the territory on one side 
of that line and to freedom all on the other side. 
I do not understand that kind of policy as being 
the policy of the Republican party. 

What is the duty of the Republican party at 
this crisis? What ought they to do? Mr. Lincoln 
has been elected President of the United States in 
a constitutional manner. Ought the party that 
elected him, ought he, to surrender the principles 
of the party, and make a disgraceful compromise, 
as the price for the privilege of taking possession 
of the Government and inaugurating their Presi- 
dent? Is it becoming in the party to do it? Is it 
ot duty to humiliate ourselves and cover our- 
selves with everlasting disgrace and infamy, by 
making concessions to men with arms in their 
handsagainstthe Government ofthe United States; 
to men who have insulted our flag,and who have 
taken forcible possession of our property; who 
threaten coercion to the Government, instead of 
being coerced themselves? Is it the duty of the 
Republican party to offer concessions to such men 
as the price for the privilege of inaugurating their 
President? I say no; and I believe I speak the 
sentimentof the President elect, when I say I think 
he would sooner die in his tracks than to make 
any concessions which would be regarded as the 
price of being inaugurated upon the steps of this 
Capitol, elected as he has been, in accordance in 
every respect with the Constitution, It cannot 
be contended for a moment that he or his party 
have violated the Constitution in any manner. 
Now, shall we, in order to his inauguration in a 
peaceable manner, make concessions of princi- 
ple; make compromises on the verdict which the 
people have already rendered in the last election? 
‘Why, sir, I have practiced Jaw for a good many 
years, there are many lawyers around me, and | 
ask you what would you think of the lawyer who, 
having gottena judgment in a court of last resort 
for his client, would then turn round and submit 
his case to arbitration—* split the difference?” 

What will the people think of their Represent- 
ative in Congress, elected upon certain principles 
and because of his attachment to principle, who, 
without instryctions from his constituents, shall 
betray the very principles on which he was elect- 
ed? [understand very well the pressure that is 
brought to bear upon the Congress to make con- 


cessions—to yicld. I understand very well that 
the men who hang around the city of Washington 
during the sessions of Congress, are mostly of- 
fice seekers; they mostly come here with axes to 
grind; they are mostly men who worship mam- 
mon; they are bankers; they are stock brokers; 
they are merchants in the metropolitan. cities— 
contractors with fat jobs on their hands; they are 
men who worship the almighty dollar far more 
than they do patriotism or their country. I know 
very well the danger that members of Congress 
are all subject to, after having been in the city of 
Washington for a few years. They are very apt 
to forget that this country is more than ten miles 
square! 

For my own part, I will not concede one jot or 
tittle of the principles on which I was elected to 
this Congress; sent here, as I was, by a district 
which gave Mr. Lincoln fourteen thousand ma- 


jority, every man of whom, | believe, is now not 


only in favor of the Union, the Constitution, and 
the enforcement of the laws, but also in favor of 
the principles I have advocated to-day; and I will 
not vield one principle until I am taught that my 
constituents desire it, and then I will be no longer 
their Representative. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. WM. T. AVERY,. 
OF TENNESSEE, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 31, 1861. 

The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr. AVERY said: 

Mr. Spraxer: I had not intended to say one 
word during the whole course of this debate, con- 
scious, as I was, that the period for profitable 
discussion and argument on the part of the Rep- 
resentatives of the people of the South had passed, 
and the time for action had comc; nor would 1 
have violated that determination, did Inot deem it 
a duty that I owe to myself, to my constituency, 
and to my State, to vindicate them from the false 
opinions that this House dnd the country might 
entertain concerning their position in the present 
crisis of the Union, judging from some of the 
speeches which have been made upon this floor 
by those who claim to represent the sentiments 
of that people and that State. I wish to set my 
State right in this perilous controversy; and in 
doing so, to reply to the extraordinary, and, I 
may say, unnatural speech made the other day 
by my colleague from the ninth congressional dis- 
trict of ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Ernermes.} An official 
report of that speech having hot yet appeared in 
the Globe, the official organ of this House, I am 
indebted to my colleague, to whom I applied this 
morning, for a copy in pamphlet form, at the 
same time stating to him that I expected to reply | 
to it this cvening, and desired his presence. I 
regret very much not to sce him in his seat. The 
New York Tribune, of the 24th of January—the 
morning after my colleague’s speech—contains 
the following complimentary notice of it: 


“The able and patriotic speech of Mr. ETHERIDGE, Of 
Tennessee, in the United States House of Representatives | 
yesterday, was worthy of his high reputation, and cannot 
fail to command the general attention of the country. He | 
presents a firm: and inflexible front to treason in any shape, | 
and is for the Union, first and last, and at all hazards.” 


I will also read from the Cincinnati Gazette, | 
another Republican organ, a still more eulogistic 
notice: 

“Flon. EMERSON ETHERIDGE, of Tennessee, made a 
speech in the House of Representatives yesterday, which, į 
for boldness, for power, for patriotism, and for eloquence, 


bas not been excelled. The position of this man of the 
South is in striking contrast with that of the driveling dem- 


agogues who pretended to represent the Democracy of Ohio | 


in convention at Columbus yesterday. We rejoice that it 
is in our power to send outin the same paper a report of the 
specch of Mr. Erneripesr and the proceedings of the Demo- 
eratie convention. ‘fhe people will strike the difference 


and make up the verdict. From this time the name of Hon. if 


Emerson ETHERIDGE, of Tennessee, wilt be warmly and 
favorably canvassed in connection with Mr. Lineoin’s 
Cabinet.” 


Thave said, Mr. Speaker, the extraordinary and 


unnatural speech of my colleague; and I think that 


I am warranted in thus designating a speech made ‘| 


by a Representative of a southern constituency i 


upon this floor, which is thus hailed and applauded 
by the chief organs of the Republican party. The 
gentleman began by saying that if he hada jury 
of good and lawful men, duly impaneled, sworn, 
and charged to try the issue joined between..the 
North and the South, he would, before that: im- 
partial tribunal, submit this case without argu- 
ment, confident in the assurance that he would 
receive a speedy and righteous verdict. a 

My:colleague may have. fancied that he was 
engaged in his old vocation, defending before.a 
jury the offenders of the law—pleading the cause 
of criminals at the bar of public justice. The ex- 
tract from the Cincinnati Gazette, which I have 
just read, might suggest to a more uncharitable 
mind than mine thata contingent fee, in the shape 
of high place in the Cabinet councils of Mr. Lin- 
coln, sharpened the intellect and quickened the 
powers of his defense. But I will not be thus 
uncharitable. I will say, however, that, in my 
judgment, a Representative of a southern. constit- 
uency, born and nurtured upon southern soil, in 
a crisis like this, is far forgetful of his State, her 
rights, her interests, and her honor, when he un- 
blushingly stands forth, cheered on by them, to 
champion the cause of the sworn enemies of his 
section. 

The leading idea in my colleague’s speech is, 
that the North has been guilty of no wrong to 
justify the ‘extraordinary, unpardonable, and 
indefensible” action on the part of the people of 
the South; that the southern, mind is maddencd 


‘and insane. And yet, he wants to adjourn this 


question over to this mad and insane populace. 
Who, but the people, in their sovercign capacity, 
have moved this mighty revolution, even to the 
dismemberment of the Confederacy ? Is it possible 
that these States, having more than double the 
population of the original thirteen, areali madly 
driven to desperation for norner Sir, I ask 
again, is it possible that the whole body of the 
South, the people of fifteen sovereign States, are 
madly bent, as my colleague says, ‘ton believing 
a lic that they may be damned??? What thought 
Mr. Fillmore about this thing—my colleague’s 
t model President??? In replying to a large New 
York meeting, informing him that he had been 
appointed to proceed as embassador to intercede 
with the South, he declined going, saying: 

“What they want, [the southern people,] and what I 
want, is some assutance from the Republican party, now 
dominant at the North, that they, or at least the conserva- 
tive portion of them, are ready and willing to come forward 
and repeal all unconstitutional slave laws, live up to the 
compromises of the Constitution, execute the laws of Con- 
gress honestly and faithfully, and treat our southeru breth- 
ren as friends. When l can have any such reliable assur~ 
ance as this to give, I will go most cheerfully and urge our 
southern brethren to follow our example, and restore har- 
mony and fraternal affection between the North and the 
South. 

* At present, our labors should be here. Let us put our- 
selves right, and then we can, with more confidence and 
justice, appeal to them.” 


Why, sir, even my colleague from the first dis- 
trict [Mr. Nxtson] enumerates a catalogue of 
causes of fear which we justly have from the Re- 
publican party; the greatest of which, to use his 
own language, “isin the factthat prominentmem- 
bers of the Republican party have announced the 
doctrine upon the floor of the House of Repre- 
sentatives that the Supreme Court, as now consti- 
tuted, is a partisan tribunal, and are doing all 
they can to sap the public confidence in the great- 
est judicial tribunal upon earth.” 

Sir, every single resolution which has been 
passed by the most conservative people of the 
South, in their primary assemblies, large and 
small, in their legislative bodies everywhere, pro- 
claim that there have been aggressions; that there 
have been wrongs; and that those wrongs and 
aggressions must be righted, and that speedily, 
or they will declare themselves absolved from all 
allegiance to this Government, Is itto beexpected 
that those to whom conservative men all over the 
land are appealing to come to the rescue of the 
country; they alone who have perpetrated the 
wrong; they who alone can remedy it—is it to be 
expected that they will come forward and remedy 
those wrongs, when a Representative of southern 
constituents tells them that there have been none ? 


| I say, that every solitary resolution passed by the 


people of the South—I mean the Union people; I 
mean the most conservative people; I do not mean 
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tthe disunionists or the fire-eaters, but those who 
“are considered of the most compromising school 
of southern rights—has declared’ that there are 
n wrongs; and that those wrongs must be redressed. 
“That, sir; is the sentiment of Tennessee. 
1T have here the resolutions recently passed by 
“the Legislature of Tennessee byan unprecedented 
“majority ¢ passed with ‘only six dissenting votes 
in the House, and I believe five in the Senafe. 
“That body of ore hundred members came fresh 
from their constituency. Let us see what the 
“potential voice of Tennessee says in regard to the 
wrongs of the people of Tennessee; and what they 
“Say must be put into the amended Constitution, 
‘or they, too, will fasten upon themselves this 
‘E unpardonable ” sin of disunion, Here it is: 
oi A declaratory amendment that African slaves, as held 
undér the institutions of the slaveholding States, shall be 
recognized as property, and entitled to the status of other 
‘property:in the States where slavery exists; in all places 
Within the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress within the 
slave States; in all the Territories south of 36° 30’; inthe 
‘District of Columbia; in transit and whilst temporarily so- 
journing with the owner in the non-slaveholding States and 
Territories north of 36° 30/; and when fugitives from the 
‘owner in thé several places above named, as well as in all 
places in the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress in the non- 
slaveholding States. ? 

"Phat in all the territory now owned, or which may be 
hereafter acquired by the United States south of the par- 
allel of 36° 30’, African slavery shall be recognized as exist- 
‘ing, and be protected by all departments of the Federal and 

» territorial governments; and in all north of that line, now 
owned orto be acquired, it shall not be recognized as exist- 
ing; and whenever States formed out of any ofsaid territory 
‘gouth of said line, having a population equal to that of a 
congressional district, shall apply for admission into the 

‘Onion, the same shall be admitted as slave States; while 
States north of the line formed out of said territory, and 

“having a population equal to a congressional district, shall 
' be adinitted without slavery; but the States formed out of 
said: territory, north and south, having been admitted as 
. members of the Union, shall bave all the powers over the 
institution of slavery possessed by the other States of the 
; Union. 
1t «That slave property shall be rendered secure in transit 
through, or while temporarily sojourning in, non-slavehold- 

* ing States-or Territories, or in the District of Columbia. 
| o @ An amendment to the effect that all fugitives are to be 
i deemed those offending the laws within the jurisdiction of 
‘ the State, and who escape therefrom to other States; and 
p thatdtis the duty of each State to suppress armed invasions 
, of another State.’ 


Those are the chief points contained in the res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Tennessce, which 
tlicy present as the ultimatum of that State. Do 

; not these resolutions point to wrongs? and that 
these wrongs must be righted, and that speedily? 

They declare that the right of property in slaves 
must be recognized; that the right of transit into 
free States and, Territories shall be admitted and 

+ protected; that the right of temporary residence 
and holding slaves in such States and Territories 
shall'also be recognized by the Constitution, and 

| protected; and that inall the territory ofthe United 
tates south of 36° 30’, now held and hereafter to 
be acquired, slavery shall be acknowledged and 
protected by all departments of the Government. 

But what do they go on furthcr and say? 

£5, Resolved, That should a plan of adjustinent satisfac- 
tory to the South not be acceded to by the requisite num- 
ber of States to perfect amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States, it is the opinion of this General Assem- 
bly thar the slaveholding Staves should adopt for themsolves 

, the Constitution.of the United States, with such amend- 
ments as. may be satisfactory to the slaveholding States; 
and that they should invite into a Union with them alt 

States of the North which are willing to abide such amended 
Constitution and frame of Government; severing at once 
all connections with States refusing such reasonable gnar- 
antecs to our future safety; such renewed conditions of 
Federal Union being first submitted for ratification to con- 
ventions of all the States respectively.” 

Not that this plan of adjustment must be satis- 
factory to one community; not to one State or 
any number of southern States; not alone to the 
Union men, but to the whole and entire South; 
and unless thése “just and reasonable guarantees” 
are given, they are for disunion, and for forming 
a Union with no people or State that will not give 
them. 

But what says the Nashville Banner, the home 
organ of Mr. Bell, and the leading paper of my 
colleague’s party—if he has a party—in the State? 
This paper, in its issue of the 25th January, uses 
this significant language: 

_ The resolutions adopted by the Gencral Assembly, pub- 
lished in our paper a few days since, define the position of 
Tennessee satisfactorily, as we believe, to the great mass 
ofthe people. They substantially adopt the Crittenden com- 


promise as a basis of adjustment of the pending issues be- į 


tween the North and South 3 and Tennessce will say to the 
‘people of the North, not ina spirit of blustering defiance 


i 


aie 


and braggadocio, but firmly and calmly, and with a sincere 
and honest desire that this adjustment may be accepted— 
we demand nothing more—we will accept of nothing less.” 
Here, sir, is what this newspaper, represent- 
ing the most conservative element in Tennessee, 
says is the uncompromising position of that State 
with regard to these resolutions, that ‘ she de- 
mands nothing more, and will accept nothing 
less.” 
My colleague says he is for adjourning this 
uestion over from this House to the people. 
ho, let me ask, have refused every such propo- 
sition? Itishumiliating to southern men to have 
to say that every effort that has been made for 
the adjustment of these difficulties has come from 
southern members. How have they been treated? 
Why, sir, every proposition that has been made 
by the most conservative men in the House and 
Senate, by which this question is to be turned 
over from Congress to the people, has been tram- 


pled underfoot, and indignantly spurned, by those |} 


to whose defense my colleague has come. There 
was a proposal made the other day—the most 
direct one 1 have heard of—to adjourn this ques- 
tion over to the people; that every Representative 
upon this floor, of all parties, should resign his 


seat, to take effect on the 21st of February; that a | 


new election should be ordered, to allow the peo- 
ple to speak between now and the 4th of March 
next. In twenty days public sentiment might 
have been expréssed upon these questions; and 
then, when the new Congress came in, we would 
walk out. I never heard of my colleague seizing 
upon this mode of adjourning this question over 
to the people. 

But is it the manly part of southern Represent- 
atives to stand here in their places, and plead upon 
their bended knees as suppliants at the footstool 
of the Republican power, day by day? I, for 
one, am tired of makina these appeals, when the 
chief rulers of the part ‘President, premier, press, 
and all, are daily and hourly thundering in our 
ears that they have no compromises to make. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? ‘The gentleman has 
given us the ultimatum of Tennessee, and has 
complained continually of the wrongs of the Re- 
publican party and of the people of the North. 
{ would ask the gentleman to specify those par- 
ticular wrongs, so that we may reply to the 
charge. 

Mr. AVERY. For forty years, sir, we have 
been specifying these charges, until, finding that 
specifying docs no good, we have become tired 
of it. 1 will, however, satisfy the gentleman with 
some slight specifications presently. 

My colleague goes on to enumerate what he calls 
theitemsin the bill ofindictmentagainst the Repub- 
lican party, and proceeds, seriatim, to defend them 
from what he denominates false charges. He first 
alludes to the personal liberty bills, and assumes to 
speak, ex cathedra, for the Republican party, in 
saying that those bills will all be repealed. He 
asserts that these bills only exist in such far off 
Statesas Vermont, notaccessible to fugitive slaves, 
If my memory serves me right, they have been 
passed’ in every single Republican State where 
there has not been either a Democratic Legisla- 
ture or a Democratic Governor to veto their pas- 
sage. In this very State of Vermont, their re- 
cent Legislature rejected, by an overwhelming 
majority, a proposition to repeal these laws. But 
supposing there has been manifested a disposition, 
as in the State of Rhode Island, to repeal them. 
Tas it not been brought about alone by the firm, 
unshaken, and determined action upon the part 
of these southern States; the ‘* kingdom of South 
Carolina,”’ as the gentleman sneeringly calls her, 
at the head? 

Mr. KILGORE. Task the gentleman whether 
there has been a personal liberty bill passed in a 
single State since the existence of the Republican 

arty? 

Mr. AVERY. Ido not know when you date 
the birth of the Republican party. 

Mr. KILGORE. It commenced in 1854-55. 

Mr. AVERY. There has been, I presume; 
but it matters not when they were passed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, name the States. 

Mr. AVERY. I will do that directly. I say 
that where these bills have not been passed, it 
has been where there was a Democratic Legisla- 


| sion? 


ture, or a Democratic Governor to veto them. 
My colleague says that none were passed in the 
northwestern States. If that is so, it was for the 
reason I have stated, He says there is no per- 
sonal liberty bill in the State of Ohio. I recollect 


thata Senator from. Ohio [Mr. Wape] said, at 
‘the last session of Congress, on the floor of the 


American Senate, that the personal liberty bill 
had been stricken from the statute-book of Ohio, it 
was true; but that whenever the Republican party 
came into power they would be reénstamped upon 
the statute-books of the State. 

The gentleman asks if there has been any ap- 
peal made to repeal these bills. 1 had the honor 
to make a speech last session, in which I warned 
them upon these very questions. At the conclu- 
sion of that speech, after citingand arguing against 
those very bills, t said: 


“ J think I have clearly established that the Republican 
party is the only party in the land traitorous to the Consti- 
tution, and consequently disloyal to the Union; that the 
founders of the Republic held no principles such as theirs; 
that the Democratic party is not aggressive but defensive 
upon the question of southern rights; that the Republican 
party alone is aggressive ; that should this party succecd, 
that success would work the inevitable overthrow of the 
best GovernMent ever given to man.?? x i * x 

“<< I am for preserving this, the fairest fabrie of human Jjb- 
erty. Iam for upholding our institutions as they came from 
the hands of ourfathers. I cherish them just as they gave 
them to us. Perish forever all the bright memories of the 
illustrious past, if they cannot be preserved unsullied! I 
yield to no mortal man in devotion to this Union. Tennes- 
see, the proud State of my nativity among the first-born 
daughters, loves this Union with deep devotion. But, sir, 
with this devotion there is mingled a sacred attachment to 
the Constitution. Her rights in the Confederacy, her equal- 
ity, and the perfect equality of all her people, sie willguard 
with a jealous care? * o ā *o x * «T warn you, 
then, you men of tbe North—you who boast your Bunker 
Hill, and other battle-fields of the Revolution—L warn you 
to beware, to stop while yet it is time, and stay the hand 
that is laid upon the ark of our covenant’? 


Sir, they did not stay the hand; and the words 
then spoken have proved, alas, but too ae sae 

The next charge from which my colleague un- 
dertakes to defend the Republican party is, that 
the people of the free States intend to abolish sla- 
very where it existsin theStates. In vindication 
of this charge he says: 

& No political party that everassembled in convention in 
this country has given stronger guarantees against any de- 
sire or any power to interfere with slavery in the States of 
this Union. ‘hey did more than this—that which no other 
political party in this country has ever done. Apprehend- 
ing the possibility of invasions similar to that ofJohu Brown, 
they denounce in express terms all such raids ‘as among 
the gravest of crimes.’ ?? 


What are some of these guarantees to which 
my colleague alluded? Are they the guarantees 
indicated by the preamble and resolutions of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Braxe] at the last ses- 
Let us see what they are; 


Whereas the chattelizing of mankind and the holding of 
persons as property are contrary to natural justice and the 
fundamental principles of our political system, and are noto- 
riously a reproach to our country throughout the civilized 
world, and a serious hindrance to the progress of republican 
liberty among the nations of the earth: Therefore, 

Resolved, ‘hat the Committee on the Judiciary be; and 
the same are hereby, instructed to inguire into the expedi- 


| eney of reporting a bill giving freedom to every human be- 


ing and interdicting stavery wherever Congress has the 
constitutional power to legislate on the subject.” 


Pretty strong guarantees these to protect sla- 
very in the States; sworn to by the very men who 
responded to my colleague! «* No, no! we do not 
mean to disturb slavery in the States.” 

But, sir, I have still stronger evidence of the pur- 
pose of the Republican party to protect slavery in 
the States, in the District of Columbia, &c. While 
my colleague from the first district [Mr. Nezson] 
was addressing the House the other day, he was 
interrupted by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Morsg,] who said that— 

« Mr. Netson had read a paragraph from the message of 
the Governor of ‘Tennessee, in which it was charged that 
the Republican party intend to abolish slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the slave trade between the States 5 
but that never, since the organization of the Republican 
party, has any man, north or south, ever heard a Repub- 
lican take any such ground. It was never seenin any Re- 
publiean platform or speech, and the Republican party do 
not want to do any such thing? 


Now, sir, I read from a speech made by Hon. 
Mr. Chase on the lith of June, 1845. I believe 
that Mr. Chase is a member of she Republican 


| party. I believe he is a prospective member of 


Mr. Lincoln’s Cabinet. It is so understood, at 
any rate. Lask this House to listen to what Mr. 
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Chase said in this connection. 
he said: 

« We are, therefore, resolutely, inflexibly, at all times, 
and under all circumstances, hostile to the longer continu- 


auce of slaveholding in our land. We believe that its re- 
moval can be effected peacefully, constitutionally, without 
‘real injury to any, with the greatest. benefit to all. We 
propose to effect this by repealing all legislation and discon- 
tinuing aH action in favor of slavery at home and abroad ; 
by prohibiting the practice of slaveholding in all places of 
exclusive national jurisdiction, in the District of Columbia, 
in American vessels upon the seas, in forts, arsenals, navy- 
_ yards; by forbidding the employment of slaves upon any 
public work; by adopting resolutions in Congress declar- 
ing that slaveholding in all States created out of national 
Territories, is unconstitutional, and recémmending to the 
others the immediate adoption of measures for its extine- 
tion within their respective limits; and by electing and ap- 
pointing to public station, such men, and only such men, 
as openly avow our principles, and will honestly carry out 
our measures.” 

Another strong evidence that the Republican 
party will give ‘the strongest guarantees to pro~ 
tect slavery in the States.’ So you will sce that 
the Governor of Tennessee was not so very far 
wrong when he made the declaration which was 
denicd by the gentleman from Maine, and which 
denial was accepted by my colleague, [Mr. Nex- 
son.] Iam somewhat astonished that’ my col- 
league did not bring in the famous book, called 
the Helper book, signed by sixty members of 
this House of the Republican party, as another 
evidence of the determination of this party to pro- 
tect slavery in the States, especially as that book 
gave such a complimentary notice of him in its 
pages. These are some of the evidences of the 
disposition of this party to protect slavery in the 
States, that have called to its defense the able and 
ingenious counsel for the defendants. 

3ut, sir, my colleague goes on further to defend 
that party, because he says the charges made 
against them concerning the execution of the fugi- 
tive slave law are untrue; and he goes on to say, 
in their defense, that that law has been faithfully 
executed. How has it been faithfully executed? 
It is true, that in many instances the law has been 
carried out, but ithas been at the point of the 
bayonet, and at more cost to the master than the 
slave was worth, and in spite of public sentiment 
at the North. 

For the accommodation of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Kincore,] I will give the States 
he called for awhileago. In the following States, 
officers and citizens are prohibited by heavy pen- 
alty from aiding in the execution of the fugitive 
slave law: Maine, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, 
New York, Vermont, Wisconsin, New Hamp- 
shire, Connecticut, Michigan, New Jersey, and 
Rhode Island. But they say that Rhode {sland 
has recently repealed her personal liberty bill. 

Mr. JUNKIN. The gentleman from Tennes- 
sce must know that the decision made by the Su- 
preme Court in the case of the Commonwealth 
against Prigg, induced the State of Pennsylvania, 
and many other States, to prohibit their officers 
from taking any active part in the rendition of fu- 
gitive slaves. That case decided that State officers 
had no right to engage in such rendition, and these 

ersonal liberty bills only carried out that decis- 
ion—nothing more. 

Mr. AVERY. Butwas not the object of pass- 
ing these bills to prevent the execution of the fu- 
gitive slave law, which was passed in obedience 
to the Constitution? : 

Mr. JUNKIN. Why, sir, the decision I have 
alluded to was made hefore any fugitive law was 
passed. The Supreme Court expressly decided 
that the State officers had nothing to do with the 
rendition of fugitive slaves. 

Mr. RIGGS. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessec allow me to correct him? 

Mr. AVERY. I hope I will not be burdened 
with interruptions. There always has been a fu- 
gitive slavelaw. These statutes have been enacted 
for the purpose of nullifying both the old law, 
which was approved by Washington, as well as 
the law of 1850. I only instanced them in reply 
to my colleague’s argument that the Republican 
party had done more in their platform to protect 
slavery in the States than any other party. Iin- 
stanced them to show how this determination was 
manifested 

Mr. RIGGS. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, I desire to correct him 
in respect to New Jersey having a personal lib- 


On that oceasion 


Mr. AVERY. I was quoting from a report of 


tthe Virginia Legislature, made in reference to the 


Brown raid at Harper’s Ferry, not having had 
time to hunt up the laws in which New Jerseyis 
included in the list. I had not heard it denied, 
and did not know that such laws do not exist in 
New Jersey. : 

Mr. RIGGS. They do not. 

Mr. AVERY. Then of course I am pleased to 
modify my statement so far as New Jersey is 
concerned. 

Now, sir, my colleague goes on to argue that 
the charge is false against the Republican party, 
that any member of that party secks to establish 
the equality of the races . 

Mr. KILGORE rose. i 

„Mr. AVERY. I cannot yield further. My 
time is too rapidly passing away. My colleague 
[Mr. ETHERIDGE] nextsaidthatthe charge against 
the Republican party in regard to the equality of 
the races was false. Let us see what Mr. Lin- 
coln says upon this subject, the President elect 
of the Republican party, authorized to speak, I 
suppose, for them, 

In a speech made by Mr. Lincoln, on the 6th 
of May, 1842, at Cincinnati, on the occasion of the 
presentation of a silver pitcher to Mr. Chase, by 
some free negroes, as a token of their regard, Mr. 
Lincoln was present and said: 

“Tn what T have done I cannot claim tohave acted from 
any peculiar consideration of the colored people as a sep- 
arate and distinet class in the community, but from the sim- 
ple conviction that all the individuals of that class are mem- 
bers of the community, and, in virtue of their manhood, 
entitled to every original right enjoyed by any other mem- 
ber. We feel, therefore, that all legal distinction between 
individuals ofthe same community, founded in any such cir- 
cumstances as color, origin, and the like, are hostile to the 
genius of our institutions, and incompatible with the trac 
history of American liberty. Slavery and oppression must 
cease, or American liberty must perish. 

“In Massachusetts and in most, if notali, the New Eng- 
land States, the colored man and the white are absolutely 
equal before the law. 

“Jn New York the colored man is restricted as to the 
right of suffrage by a property qualification. In other rc- 
spects the same cquality prevails. 


“J embrace, with pleasure, this opportunity of declaring | 


my disapprobation of that clause of the Constitution which 
denies to a portion of the colored people the right of suf- 
frage. 

&T rae Democracy makes no inquiry about the color of 
the skin, or place of nativity, or any other similar cireum- 
stances of condition. F regard, therefore, the exclusion of 
the colored people as a body from the elective franchise as 
incompatible with true Democratic principles.”? 


What says Mr. Sewarn, who is to be the head 
of Mr. Lincoln’s Cabinet? In aspeech made in 
the United States Senate, January 30, 1850, he 
uses the following language: 

“Tam in favor ofthe equality of men—ofall men, whether 
they be born in one Iand or born in another. Tam intavor 
of receiving the whole. { acknowledge them all to consti- 
tute one great family, for whom it is the business of states- 
men and the business of man to labor and to live.” * 
* * £ “ Senators will find that to the extent that 
humanity bears the semblance which is impressed upon us 
by the hand of our Maker, it is my design and my purpose 
to labor and to bring about that eqaality in the landin which 
I live, and, as far as may be, in all other lands. And, going 
upon this broad principie, I have no hesitation in saying, 
tbat there is no distinction in my respect or affection hr- 
tween men of one land and of another; between men of 
one clime and another; between men of one race and 
another; or between men of one color and anoiber; no 
distinction but what is based, not upon institutions of gov- 
ernment, not upon the consent of society, but upon their 
individual and personal merit.” 


These are the sentiments of the master spirits 
of the Republican party—thcir President, their 
first and their second Cabinet officer; and yet we 
are told no such sentiments belong to the party. 


My colleague, in this connection, referred to the | 


past history of Tennessee, and declared that, from 
1796 to 1835, that State has sanctioned and delib- 
erately approved the principle of negro equality; 
that Jackson had sanctioned and approved it. 
Mr. Speaker, it is true that, in the formation of 
the constitution of the State of Tennessee, in 1796, 
in defining what should be the qualifications of 


| voters, it confined this qualification to ‘ all free | 


male citizens over the age of twenty-one years;”” 
but no man, I presume, then thought of negro 
equality or negro suffrage. The word “white” 
was left out in the formation of this constitution. 
Advantage, however, is taken of this omission to 
make the charge that negro equality once was the 
doctrine of the State. Sir, no man there ever 


thought of approving the infamous doctrine of ne- 
groequality. {repudiate and spurt it as the senti+ 
ment of that State now or ever. Does any man 
believe that Andrew Jackson was an advocate of 
negro equality? And such a charge, too, tocómë 
from a Representative from Tennessee, It is true, 
they found that defect in the constitution of 17963 
but when, in 1835, an opportunity was afforded for 
amendment, the word ‘* white ” wasinstantly sub- 
stituted; “and from that time it has been provided 
that the qualification of voters shall be confined to 
all free white male citizens over the age of twenty- 
one. 

My colleague went on toargue thatevery single, 
solitary foot of southern territory had been. ac- 
quired by northern treasure and northern votes; 
that they had willingly—yea, willingly—yielded 
to the South every demand that had been made, 
What are the facts in regard to this question of 
the acquisition of territory and of the admission 
of slave States into the Union? Let the record 
speak. It shows thatevery foot of slave territory 
has been acquired with the aid of a few northern 
Democrats, who havé stood by usever in the hour 
of our peril, but against the great majority ofnorth- 
ern votes. It shows that every slave State that 
has ever been admitted into the Union has been 
admitted against the great. majority of northern 
votes, against the efforts of the Republican party 
now in power, who assume to take possession of 
purse and sword, and administer this Govern- 
ment. My colleague says that the South got the 
Missouri compromise, and they repealed it. How 
did they get the Missouri compromise? Why, 
sir, it was taken as a poor boon to the South to 
prevent the North from saying that Missouri 
should only be admitted with slavery forever cx- 
cluded from her territory, against the will of that 
people, as expressed in their constitution; and 
when they refused faithfully even to carry out 
that, it was repealed. The record shows that after 
the Missouri compromise was adopted, the very 
next session, when she presented herself with a 
slave constitution at the door of Congress for ad- 
mission, sixty-one northern Representatives in 
this House voted for the repeal of that compro- 
mise, and for a proviso declaring that no slave 
should exist within the limits of the State of Mis- 
souri. 7 i l 

And so it has been with regard to every slave 
State—Florida, Arkansas, and Texas. My col- 
league says that we are indebted to northern Rep- 
resentatives for the acquisition of all these Terri- 
tories, and he refers particularly to the Territory 
of Louisiana. Does he not know that the great- 
est portion of that territory, slave territory as it 
all was when we acquired it, is to-day free, and in 
the hands of the Republicans?—this party planted 
upon the declaration, too, that not another foot of 
slave territory we shall ever have; upon the dec- 
laration, in defiance of the Supreme Court, that 
we cannot carry our property into this common 
territory; with a President who declared in a 
speech at Chicago, July 10, 1858: 

“If Å were in Congress, and a vote should come up ona 
question whether slavery should be prohibited ina new 
‘Territory, in spite of the Dred Scott decision, E would vote 
that it should.” 

Sir, I was asked just now to specify some of the 
charges against the Republican party. Allow me 
to make some slight specification by substituting 
a short extract from a most eloquent and powerful 
speech of a southern Senator the other day in 
parting forever from that once august body. In 
speaking of this fanatic spirit of the North, which 
is the very breath of this Republican party, he 
said: 

“It denied us Christian communion, because it could not 
endure what it styles the moral leprosy of slavcholding ; it 
refused us permission to sojourn, or even to pass through 
the North, with our property; it claimed freedom for the 
slave if brought by his master into a northern State ; it vio- 
Jated the Constitution and treaties and laws of Congress, 
because designed to protect that property ; itrefused us any 
share of lands acquired mainly by our diplomacy and blood 
and treasure; it refused our property any shelter or secu- 
rity beneath the flag of a common Government; it robbed 
us of our property, and refused to restore it; it refused to 
deliver criminals against our laws, who fled to the North 
with our property or our blood upon theirhands; it threat- 
eued us, by solemn fegistative acts, with ignominious pun - 
ishment if we pursued our property into a northern State 5 
it murdered southern men when seeking the recovery of 
thelr property on northern soil; it invaded the borders of 
southern States, poisoned their wells, burnt their dwellings, 
and murdered their people ; it denounced us by deliberate 
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yasolves:of popular meetings, of party conventions, and of 
religious and even icgislative assemblies, as habitual vio- 
lators of the laws of Gud and the rights of humanity; it 
exerted all tie’ inoral and physical agencies that human 
ingenuity can devise or diabolical malice can employ to 
heap odium and infamy. upon us, and to make usa by-word 
of hissing and of scorn throughout the civilized world.” 
«The gonfleman says, “with sword in. one hand 
and:torelt-in-the other, he will go home and fight 
disunion.”’.. ‘The. question of Union or disunion 
is not now for Tennessee to settle. Six States, 
am g.a mighty empire, stretching from the At- 
lantic.to: the Mississippi, are already out of the 
Union; before another week to be followed by 
‘one more, with a domain almost as large as all the 
rest. The only question which will be left for 
Tennessee is, will she join these, her southern 
glorious sisters, or will she link her fortunes with 
the Republican North? : 
> What does the gentleman mean by his torch 
and sword, and following the. flag of his country 
wherever it floats? Docs.he mean, sir, i$ that 
flag floated over hostile armies marching into the 
borders of Tennessee to subjugate the people of 
thatorasister State, that he would be found fight- 
ing under it? Sir, if this be his meaning, let me 
point, him to. the following resolutions, passed 
i almost unanimously by his own State: 

« Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ten- 
nessec, ‘That this General Assembly bas heard with pro- 
found regret of the resolutions recently adopted by the State 
ot New York, tendering men and money to the President 
ofthe United States, to be used in coercing certain sover- 
cign States of the South into obedience to the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

& Resolved, That this General Assembly receives the ac- 

tian of the Legislature of New York as the indication ofa 
purpose upon the part of the people of that State to further 
complicate existing difficulties, by forcing the people of the 
South to the extremity of submission or resistance ; and so 
regarding. it, the Governor of the State of Tennessee ia 
hereby requested to intorin the Executive of the State of 
New York, that it is the opinion of this General Assembly 
iat whenever the authorities of that State shall send armed 
forces to the South sor the purpose indicated in said reso- 
lutions, the people.of Tennessee, uniting with their breth- 
ren of the South, will, as one man, resist such invasion of 
the soil of the South at all hazards, and to the last extrem- 
ity.??. ras 
‘This, sir; isthe spontancous and patriotic voice 
of tho proud freemen of Tennessee. Let me tell 
the gentleman, too, that the author of these res- 
olutions is his own constituent and a member of 
his own party. Can it be possible that, should 
the flag of his country be prostituted to the base 
and despotic purpose of subjugating sovereign 
States, he would still be there? ‘That under it he 
would lift a fratricidal hand with ‘torch and 
sword?” My first and highest allegiance is to 
my State; and I pledge now, that when this en- 
sanguined war shall come, (which may God in 
His providence avert!) the brave men of Tennes- 
seo wili rally to the standard of their State, and 
resist únto the death any invasion of the soil of the 
South, it matters not under whatsoever banner 
the invading foe may come. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. C. F. ADAMS, 
i OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In rin Houses or Repnssenrarives, 
January 31, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thitly-three-— 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said: 

Mr. Speaker: In this hour of inexpressible 
import to the fate of unborn millions, I would that 
I could clear from my eyes the film of all human 
passions, to sce the truth and the right in their 
naked, living reality, and with their aid to rise to 
the grandeur of the opportunity to do good to my 
fellow-men. There have been occasions when the 
fitting words, uttered inthe true place, have helped 
to right the scale when wavering towards the ruin 
of a nation. At no time have they been more 
necessary than now; at no place more requisite 
than here. The most magnificent example of self- 
government known to history is in imminent dan- 
ger of suffering an abrupt mutilation, by reason 


of the precipitate violence ofa few desperate men- 


I purpose to discuss briefly, and, I trust, with 


proper calmness, the cause and the effect of this | 


proceeding, as well as the duty that it entails upon 
us, 


On the 6th of November, the people of the United 
States were called, for the nineteenth time, to give 
in their votes for the election of the highest offi- 
cers known to the Constitution.. Nothing marked 
the proceeding with any unusual features. No 
reluctance had been manifested in any quarter to 
fulfill the duty; the proof of which is, that no more 
full expression of opinion was ever made. No 
complaint of unfairness or fraud was heard. No 
contested question sprang up. With the single 
exception of the State of Virginia, nota doubt was 
entertained of the true reflection of the popular 
sense in designating the electors whose province 
itis to complete the process. Notasoul has been 
bold enough to deny the fact that, from the origin 
of the Government, not a single election, which 
had been disputed at all, was ever more fairly 
conducted ormore unequivocally determined. The 
sublime spectacle, viewed thus far by foreign na- 
tions with a degree of amazement proportioned to 
the ever-expanding nature of the-operation, of so 
many millions of people spread over so many 
thousands of miles of a continent stretching from 
sea to sca, peacefully, in a single day, selecting 
their chief rulers for the next four years, was once 
more presented, to all outward appearance, as suc- 
cessfully executed as in any preceding and more 
contracted stage of the Republic. 

Yet, no sooner was the result positively ascer- 
tained, than the people of one of the States, even 
while engaged in performing the common duty as 
faithfully as all the rest, and without the inter- 
vention of asingle new disturbing cause, suddenly 
broke out into violent remonstrance, and dashed 
into immediate efforts to annul all their obligations 
to the Constitution. Such a step had never before 
been taken in any quarter. The same spirit di- 
rectly manifested itself in the region round about, 
and it has continued ever since to spread, until it 
has more or less affected the loyalty of ten or 
twelve of the States. Atthe precise period of this 
occurrence no new provocation had been given, 
unless it were to be found in the single fact that 


the successful candidates were persons for whom | 


those States had not voted. A similar instance 
had never occurred. 
cases of popular resistance to Federal laws. South 
Carolina had herself furnished a memorable one. 
But here was an example of resistance to a con- 
stitutional election of men, The former may be 
conducted without necessarily shaking the very 
foundations of the social system. But the latter 
at once denies the validity of the only process by 
which the organic law can be exceuted at all. To 
refuse to acknowledge the constituted authorities 
ofa nation, when successfully carried out, is rev- 
olution; and itis called rebellion, when it fails, 
under every code of laws known over the globe. 
Itis an appeal to physical force, which depends 
for its justification before God and man only upon 
the clear establishment of proof of intolerable 
tyranny and oppression, It issometimes the last 
resource of patriots, who feel themselves impelled 
to overthrow a despotism; but oftener the con- 
trivance of desperate adventurers, who seek, for 
their own private ends, to establish one. 

Had the present outbreak seemed to me the 


consequence of mature deliberation and deep-set- |! 


tled convictions among the people, I should at 


| once have despaired of the Republic, But, apart 
from the merely outward indications of haste and } 


of passion that attended it, I had other reasons 
for believing differently. 
summer, the representative candidate of the most 
extreme party in the slaveholding States had la- 
bored more than once to declare himself a devoted 
friend of the Union. Whilst, on the other hand, 
the distrust in him, inspired by the character of 
his principal advocates, had had the effect of alien- 
ating from him numbers, even in his own State, 
who preferred the security offered to them by the 


friends of another candidate, brought forward ex- | 
t s Fras 
| clusively as the upholder of “ the Union, the Con- 


stitution, and the enforcement of the laws.” The 


slaveholding States were thus divided between 
these two influences, neither of them venturing 
before the people to whisper the theory of dis- 
union. A very large minority of the aggregated 
voters sustained the most thoroughly pledged can- 


didate, whilst Tennessee and Kentucky gave him | 
their electoral votes, and even the Old Dominion, | 


never known before to waver in the course marked 


There have been: several | 


During the previous | 


out by her acknowledged and ancient leaders, was 
seen to transfer her votes to the more loyal side. 
All these events were not the natural forerunners 
of premeditated disaffection to the constitutional 
Government. They can only be accounted for 
by presuming a fund of honest attachment to it 
at bottom. And the inference which I draw is, 
that the feelings ofa majority of well disposed per- 
sons have been suddenly carried away by sympa- 
thy with their warmer and more violent friends 
in South Carolina, so that they have not stopped 
calmly to weigh the probable consequences of — 
their own precipitation, - 

If I were to need morë evidence to prove to mé 
the absence of deliberate intent, outside of South 
Carolina, to set aside an election regularly made, 
I think I could find it in the earnestness with 
which other causes have been set up in justifica- 
tion of resistance. It has been alleged that various 
grievances have been suffered, much oppression 
has been endured, and certain outrages have been 
committed upon the people of the slaveholding 
States, which render their longer stay inthe Union 
impossible, unless confidence can be inspired that 
some remedies may be applied to stop the evils 
for the future. They aver that their rights are no 
longer secure in remaining with us, and that the 
alternative left is to withdraw themselves before 
acquiescence shall have prepared them for ultimate 
subjugation. ‘They come to us,and demand that 
these complaints shall be listened to, and these 
apprehensions allayed, before they can consent to 
further abide under the authority of a common 
head. . 

Andhere, some of my friends on the right reply, 
with equal warmth and not less reason, that they 
are unconscious of having done wrong in electing 
a President according to the Constitution; that 
they are not.aware of any real grievances that 
demand redress; and that they feel disinclined to 
enter upon any experiment to quiet apprehensions 
which are, in their opinion, either artificial or im- 
aginary; that they appeal to the Constitution as 
it is; and if obedience to its requisitions be not 
voluntarily rendered in any quarter, the only 
proper remedy 1s coercion. 

Ishould, perhaps, be disposed to concur in this 
view, were this a case of deliberate and willful 
conspiracy to subvert the Government. Iam not 
sure that | would not apply the doctrine to the 
people of South Carolina, who have long been 
known to be generally disaffected. They neither 
demand nor expect any redress, or even a con- 
sideration of their grievances. They declare them- 
selves only to be executing a treasonable project 
that they have been meditating for twenty years. 
They have therefore put themselves without the 
pale of negotiation, There is not even a minor- 
ity of the citizens who remonstrate. The case is 
otherwise with the other States, There isevident 
hesitation and reluctance in adopting the lrrevo- 
cable policy of disunion, There is a lingering 
desire to receive assurances that this step is not 
absolutely needed. Now, I, for one, am not 
ready yet to take the responsibility of absolutely 
closing the door to reconciliation. I cannot per- 
mit myself to forget the warnings that have de- 
scended to us from many of the wisest and best 
statesmen and patriots of all time, against this 
rigid and haughty mode of treating great discon- 
tents. T cannot overlook the fact thatin the days 
of our fathers the imperious spirit of Chatham did 
not feel itself as sacrificing any of his proud dig- 
nity by proposing to listen to their gricvances, 
and even to concede to every reasonable demand, 
long after they had placed themselves in armed 
resistance to all the power of Great Britain. Had 
George ILI listened to his words of wisdom, he 
mighthave saved the brightest jewel of his crown. 
He took the opposite course. He denied the 
existence of grievances. He rejected the olive 
branch. He insisted upon coercion. And what 
was the result? History records its verdict in 
favor of Chatham and against his king. And who 
is there in the mother country at this day who 
does not regret the blunder, if he does not con- 
demn the motive of the monarch? When the great 
grandson of that same king, on his late visit to 
this capital, so handsomely made his pilgrimage 
to the tomb of the arch rebel of that time, do you 
imagine that his countrymen and future subjects 
would have applauded the act, if they still believed 
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that the stiff-backed old king had been right in 
shutting the door of reconciliation ? i 

For my: part, Mr. Speaker, I am more inclined 
to. accord with that philosophical statesman, Ed- 
mund Burke, who, during the same struggle, was 
not afraid to bring forward his plan of concilia- 
tion with America. And in the elaborate speech 
which he made in its defense he used the follow- 
ing language—not entirely inappropriate to these 
times: 

» “ Now, in such unfortunate quarrels among the compo- 
nent parts of a great political union of communities, L can 
scarcely conceive anything more completely improvident 
than for the head of the empire to insist that, if any privi- 
lege is pleaded against his will or his acts, his whole au- 
chority is denied, instantly to proclaim rebellion, to beat to 
arms, and to put the offending provinces under the ban. : 
Wil not this, sir, very soon teach the provinces to make | 
no distinctions on their part? Will it not teach them that 
the Government against which a claim of liberty is tta- | 
inount to high treason is a Government in which submis- 
sion is equivalent to slavery??? 


Mr. Speaker, it is not my custom to lean much 
upon authority. Asa general thing, it appears 
to me to pass for more than itis worth. But there 
are persons who are always more or less influ- 
enced by the source from which anything comes, 
and who are better disposed to believe in the tes- 
timony of a witness two centuries old, than if the 
same reasoning were issued from the lips of the 
best of living cotemporaries. To such I will com- 
mend a passage, drawn from the most profound 
of British statesmen and philosophers, Francis 
Bacon: 


“ Concerning the materials of seditions, it is a thing well 
to be considered; for the surest way to prevent seditions 
(if the times do bear it) isto take away the matter of them; 
for if there be fuel prepared, it is hard to tell whence the 
spark shall come that shall set it on fire’? * * * * 
«As for discontentments, they are in the politic body, like 
to humors in the natural, which are apt to gather a preter- 
natural heat, and to inflame; and let no prince measure 
the danger of them by this, whether they be just or unjust; 
for that were to imagine people to be too reasonable, who 
do often spurn at their own good; nor yet by ttis, whether 
the griefs wherenpon they rise be, in tact, great or small; 
for they are the most dangerous discontentments where the 
fear is greater than the feeling. Dolendi modus, timendi 
non item; besides, in great oppressions, the same things 
that provoke the patience do withal mete the courage; but 
in fears itis not so. Neither let any prince or State be se- | 
cure concerning discontentments, because they have been 
often, or have been tong, and yet no peril hath ensued ; for, 
as it ig true that every vapor or fume doth not turn into a 
storm, so it is nevertheless true that storms, though they 
biow over divers times, yet may fall at last; and, as the 
Spanish proverb noteth well, ‘Lhe cord breaketh at last by 
the weakest pull??? | 

| 


Such deep sagacity as this convinces me, if I 
ever doubted, that the way to peace, in times of | 
disorder, is not always found by refusing to listen 
to complaints. I differ, then, with some of my | 
rigid friends on this point, I prefer to consider ; 
grievances, were it but to be sure that they have | 
no just foundation; much more if they prove to 
merit attention for their reasonableness. My 
notion of the duty of a public man is to watch 
the growth of offenses, and not to neglect, still | 
less to despise them. I have, therefore, faith- 
fully labored in my humble way to comprehend 
the nature of the discontents actually prevailing, 
and to judge of the extent to which they justify the | 
resort to so violent a mode of relief as the over- | 
throw ofa Government. After a full hearing of 
all that has been said in committee and elsewhere, 
I easily embrace the topics of complaint under 
three heads, to wit: 

1. The passage of laws, in some of the free 
States, operating to discourage the recovery of 
fugitive slaves. 

2. The denial of equal rights in the Territories, 

3. The apprehension of such an inercase of | 
political power in the free States as to tempt an , 
Invasion, under new forms of the Constitution, of | 
the right of the slave States to manage their do- 
mestic affairs. 

After a full and calm examination of the grounds 
furnished to sustain these complaints, lam ready | 
to declare that if these are all that endanger the > 
continuance of the 
sociation between the States, in my opinion, no | 
similar sacrifice to mere abstractions was ever | 
before made among redsoning men. Letme pro- | 
cced briefly to analyze them, one by one. 

And, first, of the personal liberty laws. Their 
origin is well known to have been in the enact- 
ment of the last fugitive slave Jaw; their true 
purpose, to protect innocent freemen from being | 


o 


present common bond of as- |; 


i 


| dragged under its stringent provisions, without 
trial and without defense, into irredeemable bond- 
age. If, in attempting to secure this object, some 
of them should have overstepped the line so far 
as to appear to obstruct the reclamation of fugi- 
tive slaves, surely a little may be pardoned to the 
spirit of liberty, justly wounded by the harsh and 
revolting features of the law. So far from being 
constructed with any view to effect its object, that 
measure has always seemed to me to have the 
appearance of being made purposely offensive, 
in order to insure its non-execution, so that com- 
plaint against the free States might grow out of 
it. Mr. Speaker, if there be one error into which 
the people of the United States most often fall, itis 
that of legislating overmuch. In our eagerness to 
remedy all sorts of difficultics, we are apt to forget 
that, under every form of Government, the habits, 
manners, modes of belief, and forms of education, 
establish social barriers against which the best 
constructed statutes are directed in vain. Some- 
times thishappens because they want vigor; some- 
times because they have too much. A collision 
with a popular prejudice, however ill-founded, 
will annul the most beneficent law. Dean Swift 
once roused the passions of the Irish people to 
such a degree as to banish from circulation anew 
copper currency, against which time has shown 
there was not a single solid objection. Thus it 
happens that the codes of all countries abound in 
obsolete laws. Such were the sumptuary laws of 
antiquity; the often-repeated attempts to regulate 
the price of labor and commodities; the stern se- 
verity of the penalties for trifling offenses; the 
constant efforts to fix the rate of interest for the 
use of money; the well-meant endeavors to pro- 
hibit the sale of spirituous liquors. Such was, 
in fact, the fugitive slave law of 1850; and, for 
different reasons, such are likewise the personal 
liberty laws. Ina very large section of the free 
States, the former is inoperative, and always will 
be; and the reason is, that its harshness against 
innocent men runs counter to the sympathies of 
the people. Itis no matter how many laws you 
make about it, the more cruel they are, the less 
will you be likely to find them efficient. This is 
a law of human feeling, which every man made 
with a heart can readily comprehend. It is this 
which makes personal liberty laws of no use also. 
The fugitive slave is never recovered, because 
peeple who think it cruel to return him send him 
forward; and not because he has any imagined 
protection in the statute-vook. If, then, you hope 
to counteract this tendency, the right way to do 
it ig not to increase, but to soften the severity of 
your law. Neither will it avail much to claim 
the repeal of personal liberty laws, which have 
| never been of practical use to anybody, bond or 
| free. This would only leave you just where you 
| 


i were. The difficulty is in the nature of the rec- 
lamation. If you are proposing to dissolve the 


Union because that difficulty cannot be removed, 
| the natural question will spring up whether the 
| right of reclamation in-some shape or other, spe- 
f} 


Government, is not worth keeping at all. Of 
course you will let it go, if you succeed in sepa- 
ration. If you do, it my humble opinion, you 
will never get anything like such security again. 
Your mistake scems to me to have been the de- 
sire to use it too fiercely. ‘The measure now pro- 
posed by the committee is based on a principle of 
justice, the recognition of which is calculated to 
soften the repugnance to the law in the free States, 
and to a corresponding extent to facilitate the re- 
covery of fugitives. But I frankly confess, Mr. 
Speaker, my unwillingness to participate in the 
responsibility for this kind of legislation. I am 
willing to leave the question of modification or 
otherwise to the Representatives of the border 
States, who are most interested in it as a practical 
regulation. With us in Massachusetts, I am free 
to say that I think both the fugitive slave law of 
1650 and the personal liberty law consequent upon 
if we are 
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it are obsolete on the statute-books. 

: quarreling about either or both, we make a ground 
| of dispute out of a mere abstraction. I ask the 
| slavcholders, if you are going to dissolve the 
| Union about it on the one side, how are you likely 
| to improve yourchances of recovery by thaton the 
| other? Task my own friends, if you are willing to 
| stake the Union upon adherence to your counter 


i cifically guarantied to you in the organic act of |} 
| Court. 


legislation, are you. not risking substance for.an 
abstraction; sacrificing.a beneficent system- to 
uphold a statute which has never prevented the, 
recovery of a single slave, nor secured the liberty 
ofasingle freeman? _ Se, 
And now, I come to the second, which has been 
called the most serious cause of dispufe of all, but 
which seems to.me more of an abstraction.than 
either. I mean.the complaint of exclusion from 
the Territories. And first, as to the matter of fact: 
who excludes the slaveholders with their slaves? 
Have they not-obtained an opinion from the Su- 
preme Court which will, in effect, override any 
and every effort of Congress against them? They 
can; if they choose, now go wherever they like 
on the publicdomain. There is no majority.in 
Congress itself to prevent their going, even if it 
had the power. Why do they not use that right? 
The reason is plain. Itis not for their interest 
to go so far North. They will not leave the rich 
bottom lands still open for the profitable cultiva- 
tion of the cotton plant in the South, to go toa 
comparatively arid region further off. The slave- 
holder follows his own interest in applying his 
labor in that way that will yield the best result. 
If he were compelled by law to remove to any 
part of the Territory from which he now com- 
plains that he is excluded, he would be apt to re- 
gard the decree as a greater outrage than any he 
now enumerates. The law of political economy 
regulates this matter much better than any specific 
statute. It guides this species of labor to the most 
suitable place, and that place is not the Territory 
of the United States. ft anderatand the validity 
of this reasoning to be so far conceded, that the 
aggrieved parties are willing to surrender all of it 
that lies north of the old compromise line, to a 
perpetual prohibition of slavery therefrom. This 
limits their complaint of exclusion to the remain- 
ing region south of that line. If we exclude the 
Indian reservations, which are covered by solemn 
treaties, this leaves nothing but the tract of land 
which goes under the names of New Mexico and 
Arizona. It is from this tract that they complain 
of exclusion. Itis for this tract that they demand 
aconstitutional guarantee of protection toslavery, 
and in case of refusal they are ready to dissolve 
the Union. ; 
Now,I! would ask, how stands thefact? This 


‘Territory has been organized more than ten years. 


It has been freely open to slaveholders with their 
slaves during all that period. Slavery has enjoyed 
all the protection that a Government favorable to 
it in all its branches has been able to extend over 
it. The territorial organization has nursed the 
bantling by every artificial process, even to, the 
concoction of a terrible slave code, which has but 
one obstacle to its exercise, and that is, the ab- 
sence of all desire to execute it,as well as the 
want of slaves to whom to apply it. So it has 
been stretched over upon white people. What 
more could have been done for protection if your 
constitutional amendment had been in operation? 
What more could be done if it were adopted now? 
New Mexico is under the shield of the Supreme 
Congress cannot prohibit slavery there 
in the face of that tribunal. New Mexico has now 
twenty-two slaves on the surtace of over two hun- 
dred thousand square niiles of her extent; and of 
these only twelve are domiciled, the remainder 
are but transient residents. New Mexico shows, 
then, at this moment, all that ten years of protec- 
tion of slavery has made her. She has a slave 
code, and twelveslaves. And yet you want more 
protection, and you threaten a dissolution of the 
Union if you do not get it; forgetting, I appre- 
hend, that if you execute your threat, instead of 
getting more, you may lose all that you have al- 
ready obtained. If New Mexico has gained only 


one slavea year during all the time you have had 


to put them there, it is scarcely likely that the 
number will increase after your protecting care 
shall have been totally withdrawn. I think it 
needs no further argument to show that the ques- 
tion, whether this shall or shall not be slave ter- 
ritory, is like that alluded to by the Roman poet, 
de land caprina, or, in other words, of getting wool 
out of a goat. 

I say, then, in answer to the demand of a con- 
stitutional guarantee of protection to slavery in 
New Mexico, that you are asking for what in 
substance you enjoy already, and what is good for 
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néthing to you if you get it. “You will not go 
with your slaves to New Mexico, for the excel 
lent reason that you are doing better with them 
nearer'home: Yet still,asthis is all the territory 
left, about which. there is any contention between 
iis, thé committee come forward with an interme- 
diate proposal to' settle it once for all, by making 
ita State; This putsan end to further strife about 
‘rohibition or protection. The people of the Ter- 
ritéry have already the right granted to them on 
the statute-book, of determining the question for 
themselves. You have on your side possession, 
which: they say makes-nine points of the law. 
‘We have on ours the aridity of the surface, un- 
favorable to all forms of agricultural labor, and 
therefore unpropitious to slavery. Let us abide 
by’ that result now, which is sure to come, sooner 
or later. I, for one, am free to say I do not fear 
it. ‘And here let me quote a remark made to me 
personally on the subject, by one of the gentlemen 
on'the opposite side of the committee. He ob- 
jected to this proposition because he said it put us 
oth in false positions. I shall be censured at 
home'for voting to admit a slave State, while he 
should meet with similar treatment for consenting 
to admit another free State. Now, it seemed to 
‘me, on the contrary, that the very nature of this 
chance was exactly that which would justify both 
of asin our respective action. Yet, I confess, 1 
should be very unwilling to enter into the propo- 
sition, unless we can ail agree to regard it as put- 
ting to rest forever a troublesome cause of dissen- 
sion, I-have no desire to vote for it, if it be not 
acceptable to the other side. But even if they 
should reject it, I think the offer ought at least to 
extinguish every future complaint about the ex- 
clusion of slaveholders from the Territorics, and 
évery pretense that the refusal to grant protection 
is good cause for their present violent course. 
“Phe dissolution of the Union would scarcely 
tend to make more slaves in the Territories of the 
United States. I very much doubt whether it 
will enlarge the number anywhere. Be that as 
‘it may, if it be thought better to let New Mexico 
- remain in its present condition, even though it be 
aslaveholding Territory beyond all present power 
of change by Congress, J am content. On all 
other accounts, except as a settlement of strife, I 
should regard this as the most advisable course. 
But in either event, [ see no objection to expung- 
‘ing from its statute-book, under the authority 
expressly reserved to Congress, that portion of it 
so well described by my friend from Ohio. I can- 
not imagine that any calm, right-minded man of 
either party could object to it. In permitting its 
continuance for a moment, we only condemn our- 
selves. 

But now comes a further claim in this connec- 
tion. We are called not only to guaranty sla- 
very within our own Territories, but we must pro- 
vide foritin those of our neighbors, before we get 
them. When in committee, I recollect that two 
distinguished gentlemen declined to consult with 
us any more, from the moment we refused to cnter 
into this matter. I believe that this fact was en- 
teréd by them upon the Journal. I confess, itap- 
peared to me somewhat singular that the attempts 
‘at conciliation’ should cease just at this point; 
and that we should be driven to a final separa- 
tión of the States, because we did not like to de- 
clare in the Constitution that we meditated atany 
and all timesan encroachment upon foreign States; 
and that, to that end, we were making a prelim- 
inary rule ofarrangementsabout their institutions, 
without the smallest regard to the disposition or 
convenience of those who may be citizens at the 
time. In my simplicity, [had imagined it was a 
fundamental principle of all negotiation to let the 
people of other countries speak for themselves in 
regard to their own affairs. 1 had supposed they 
might have a word to say about so material a 
question as the introduction of slavery. All these 
considerations appear to have been overlooked. 
And we are told that the Union must be dissolved 
if we refase to put in. the Constitution a pledge 
thet we will protect slavery in the States of So- 
nora, or Coahuila, or Chihuahua, or New Leon, 
when we get them. In order to comprehend how 
this proceeding will look tostrangers, let me sup- 
pose that the British Parliament were to entertain 
the question what sort of organic law they should 
enact respecting the labor to be employed in the 


gold region of America south of the forty-ninth 
parallel, hereafter to be acquired: should we not 
regard it as å pretty comical sort of presumption? 
But if we should be further. informed that Scot- 
land had become fixed in its determination to 
break up the Union because Great Britain declined 
to consider this subject, what would then be our 
amazement? Yet I see little difference between 
this picture and that which we present ourselves, 
when we fall to quarreling how we shall dispose 
of our neighbor’s property, at a time when there 
is no particular prospect of our getting it at all. 
Have not we got difficult problems enough to 
solve within our present enormous geographical 
limits to- save us the necessity of puzzling our 


brains with others that are without? I can scarce | 


suppress a smile at this idea of territory hereafter 
to be acquired, even amidst ail the painful realities 
of the immediate struggle. Is it not, I ask you, 
Mr. Speaker, an abstraction more extraordinary 
than all the rest? 

The third and last of the causes of grievance is 
perhaps the most singular of all. It attaches itself 
to no act of commission or omission whatever, 
but is a mere apprehension of what may be done 
hereafter. It is said that the party which has now 
succeeded in the popular election has increased 
in numbers with so great rapidity, and that it 
shows itself so animated by a hostility to slavery, 
as to render all reliance upon its present profes- 
sions of moderation utterly illusory. The case 
then stands thus: we are to dissolve the Union, 
not about a reality, but froma fear. What! can 
this be so? The chivalrous State of South Caro- 
lina frightened! The brave and Ancient Domin- 
ion stricken with panic! The vigorous State of 
Georgia in dismay! And all for what? Not on 
account of the Chicago platform, the only author- 
ized exposition of the policy of the successful 
party. No! That is not complained of as dan- 
gerous. The terror comes from the alarming lan- 
guage of particular individuals. Mr. such a one 
had said so and so in a speech; another gentleman, 
an editor, bad written so and so in hisnewspaper. 
Mr. Senator Sewarp had spoken somewhere of 
an ‘irrepressible conflict,” and of ‘invasion’? 
designed at some time or other upon slavery; so, 
by way of proving him a false prophet, and them- 
selves wise remonstrants, | suppose, the aggrieved 
parties propose no longer to attempt to repress 
the conflict, but rather to invite invasion in good 
earnest; by beginning it themselves. So Mr. Lin- 
coln, our President clect, is charged with having 
said in Illinois, some time ago, that ‘a crisis 
would be reached and passed,” and he had been 
so bold as to quote the words of an authority, 
before whose name all Christian nations bow, A 
house divided against itself cannot stand;’? where- 
upon the complainants proceed to disprove the 
propositions by immediately bringing on a crisis, 
and, instead of waiting for the house to fall, by 
setting vigorously to work to pull it down about 
our ears. And all from fear these predictions 
should be verified hereafter! 

It has been furtheralleged as a grievance that, by 
theadmission of new [ree States, the time will come 
when their number willexceed three quarters of the 
whole. Then they will have it in their power to 
adopt amendments to the Constitution at pleas- 
ure, Then there is reason to fear that they will 
invade the domestic institutions of the States. Of 
course, the Republicans will at once initiate a plan 
of emancipation, And it is in full view of this 
impending danger that the slaveholding States 
prefer to avoid it by dissolving the Union. 

It is difficult at all times to reason about ima- 
ginary dangers. I think it is Mr. Jefferson who 
remarked that much of the life of every man is 
troubled with the apprehension of things that 
never come to pass. But, surely, we have no 
rational cause to anticipate the admission of twen- 
ty-seven more States within any moderate calcu- 
lation of time. Yet it will require no less to fur- 
nish the necessary proportion, outside of the slave 
States, to incorporate amendments into the Con- 
stitution. lt is, moreover, somewhat surprising 
to find that even the suggestion of the possibility 
of the proposal of such amendments in any case 
should have becn made insucha quarter. Surely 
there are some things which, forits own security, 
if for no other reason, it may fairly be presumed 
that not one of the States would ever originate. 


And one of the most essential would be any idea 
of direct interference with the internal economy 
ofa sister State. - 

l confess, Mr. Speaker, that I should be very 
jealous, as a citizen of Massachusetts, of any at- 
tempt on the part of Virginia, for example, to 
propose an amendment to the Constitution de- 
signed to rescind or abolish the bill of rights pre- 
fixed to our own form of government. Yet I 
cannot see why such a proposition would be more 
unjustifiable than any counter proposition to abol- 
ish slavery in Virginia, as coming from Massa- 
chusetts.. If I have, in any way, succeeded in 
mastering the primary elements of our forms of 
government, the first and fundamental idea is, the 
reservation to the people of the respective States 
of every power of regulating their own affairs not 
specifically surrendered in the Constitution. The 
security of the State governments depends upon 
the fidelity with which this principle is observed, 
Even the intimation of any such interference as I 
have mentioned by way of example could not be 
made in earnest without at once shaking the en- 
tire foundation of the whole confederated Union. 
No man shall exceed me in jealousy of affection 
for the State rights of Massachusetts. So far as 
I remember, nothing of this kind was ever thought 
of heretofore; and I see‘no reason to apprehend 
that what has not happened thus far will be more 
likely to happen hereafter. But if the time ever 
come when it does occur, I shall believe the dis- 
solution of the system to be much more certain 
than I do at this moment. 

For these reasons, I cannot imagine that there 
is the smallest foundation for uneasiness about 
the intentions of any considerable number of men 
in the free States to Interfere in any manner what- 
ever with slavery in the States, much less by the 
hopeless mode of amending the Constitution. ‘To 
me it looks like panic, pure panic. How, then, 
is it to be treated? Is it to be neglected or ridi- 
culed? Notatall. lf achild in the nursery be 
frightened by the idea of a specter, common hu- 
manity would prompt an effort by kindness to 
assuage the alarm. But in cases where the same 
feeling pervades the bosoms of multitudes of men, 
this imaginary evil grows up at once into a gigan- 
tic reality,and must be dealt with as such. It is 
at all times difficult to legislate against a possi- 
bility. The committee have reported a proposi- 
tion intended to meet this case. It is a form of 
amendment of the Constitution which, in sub- 
stance, takes away no rights whatever which the 
free States ever should attempt to use, whilst it 
vests exclusively in the slave States the right to 
use them or not, as they shall think proper; the 
whole treatment of the subject to which they 
relate being conceded to be a matter of common 
interest to them, exclusively within their jurisdic- 
tion, and subject to their control, A time may 
arrive, in the course of years, when they will 
themselves desire some act of interference in a 
friendly and beneficent spirit. If so, they have 
the power reserved to them of initiating the very 
form in which it would be most welcome. If not, 
they have a security, so long as this Government 
shall endure, that no sister State shall dictate any 
change against their will, 

I have now considered all the alleged grievances 
which have thus far been brought to our atten- 
tion. 1. The personal liberty laws, which never 
freed a slave. 2. Exclusion from a Territory 
which slaveholders will never desire to occupy. 
3. Apprehension of an event whigh will never 
take place. For the sake of these three causes of 
complaint, all of them utterly without practical 
result, the slaveholding States, unquestionably 
the weakest section of this great Confedercy, are 
voluntarily and precipitately surrendering the re- 
alities of solid power woven into the very texture 
of a Government that now keeps nineteen million 
freemen, willing to tolerate, and, in one sense, to 
shelter, institutions which, but for that, would 
meet with no more sympathy among them than 
they now do in the remainder of the civilized 
world. ` 7 

For my own part, I must declare that, even sup- 
posing these alleged grievances to be more real 
than Í represent them, I think the measures of the 
committee dispose of them effectually and forever. 
They contribute directly all that can be legiti- 
mately done by Congress, and they recommend 
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it to the Legislatures of the States to accomplish 
the remainder.” Why, then, is it that harmony 
is not restored? The answer is, that you are not 
satisfied with this settlement, however complete. 
You must have more guarantees in the Constitu- 
tion, You must make the protection and exten- 
sion of slavery in the Territories now existing, 
and hereafter to be acquired, a cardinal doctrine of 
our great charter. Without that, you are de- 
termined to dissolve the Union. How stands the 
case, then? We offer to settle the question finally 
in all of the present territory that you claim, by 
giving you every chance of establishing slavery 
that you have any right to require of us. You 
decline to take the offer, because you fear it will 
do you no good. Slavery will not go there. But, if 
that be true, what is the use of asking for the pro- 
tection any how, much less in the Constitution? 
Why require protection where you will have 
nothing to protect? All you appear to desire it 
for is New Mexico. Nothing else is left. Yet, 
you will not accept New Mexico at once, because 
ten years of experience have proved to you that 
protection has been of no use thus far. But, ifso, 
how can you expect that it will be of so much 
more use hereafteras to make it worth dissolving 
the Union about? 

But, if we pass to the other condition, is it any 
more reasonable? Are we going to fight because 
we cannot agree upon the mode of disposing of 
our neighbor’s lands? Are we to break up the 
Union of these States, cemented by so many 
yearsof common sufferings, and resplendent with 
so many years of common glory, because itis in- 
sisted that we should incorporate into what we 
regard as the charter of our freedom a proclama- 
tion to the civilized world that we intend to grasp 
the territory of other nations whenever we can do 
it, for the purpose of putting into it certain insti- 
tutions which some of us disapprove, and that, 
too, whether the people inhabiting that territory 
themselves approve of it or not? 

{ am almost inclined to believe that they who 
first contrived this demand must have done so for 
the sake of presenting a condition which they 
knew beforehand must be rejected, or which, if 
accepted, must humiliate us in the dust forever. 
In point of fact, this proposal covers no question 
of Immediate moment which may not be settled 
by another and less obnoxious one. Why isit, 
then, persevered in, and the other rejected? The 
answeris obvious. You wanéthe Union dissolved. 
You want to make it impossible for honorable men 
to become reconciled. Ef it be, indeed, so, then on 
you, and you alone, shall rest the responsibility of 
what may follow. If the Union be broken up, 
the reason why it happened shall remain on rec- 
ord forever. Jt was because you rejected one form 
of settling a question which might be offered and 
acetpted with honor, in order to, insist upon an- 
other which you knew we could not accept without 
disgrace. I answer for myself only when I say 
that, if the alternative to the salvation of the 
Union be only that the people of the United States 
shall, before the Christian nations of the carth, 
print in broad letters upon the front of their char- 
ter of republican government the dogma of slave 
propagandism over the remainder of the countries 
of the world, E will not consent to brand myself 
with what I deem such disgrace, let the conse- 
quences be what they may. 

But it is said that this answer closes the door 
of reconciliation. The slaveholding States will 
secede, and what then? 

This brings me to the last point which E desire 
to touch to-day, the proper course for the Gov- 
ernment to pursue in the face of these difficulties. 
Some of the friends with whom I act have not 
hesitated to express themselves in favor of coer- 
cion; and they have drawn very gloomy pictures of 
the fatal consequences to the prosperity and secur- 
ity of the whole Union thatmustensue. For my 


own sake, I am glad that I do not partake so | 


largely in these fears. I see no obstacle to the regu- 
lar continuance of the Government in not less than 
twenty States, and perhaps more, the inhabitants 
of which*have not in a moment been deprived of 
that peculiar practical wisdom in the management 
of their affairs which is the secret of their past 
suceess. Several new States will, before long, be 


ready to take their places with us, and make good, | 


in part, the loss of the old ones. The mission of 


į labors of the patriots who erected this magnificent 


| guided by vindictive passions or narrow consid- j 
! erations of personal or party advantage. 


furnishing a great example of free Government 
to the nations of the earth will still be in our 
hands, impaired, I admit, but not destroyed; and 
I doubt not our power to accomplish it yet, in spite 
of the temporary drawback. Even the problem of 
coercion will go on to solve itself without our aid. 
For if the sentiment of disunion become so far uni- 
versal and permanent in the dissatisfied Statesas to 
show no prospect of good from resistance, and 
there be no acts of aggression attempted on their 
part, I will not say that I may not favor the idea of 
some arrangement of a peaceful character, though 
I donotnow sec theauthority under which itcan be 
originated. The new confederacy can scarcely be 
other than a secondary Power. It can never bea 
maritime State. It will begin with the necessity 
of keeping eight million of its population to watch 
four million, and with the duty of guarding, 
against the egress of the lutter, several thousand 
miles of an exposed border, beyond which there 
will be no right of reclamation. Of the ultimate 
result of a similar experiment, I cannot, in my 
own mind, have a moment’s doubt. At the last 
session I ventured to place on record, in this 
House, a prediction by which I must abide, let 
the effect of the future on my sagacity be what it 
may. I have not yct seen any reason to doubt 
itsaccuracy. Inowrepeatit. Tue EXPERIMENT 
WILL IGNOMINIOUSLY FAIL. . 

But there are exceptions to the adoption of this 
peaceful policy which it will not be wise to over- 
look.. If there be violent and wanton attacks 
upon the persons or the property of the citizens 
of the United States or of their Government, 1 sce 
not how demands for immediate redress can be 
avoided. Ifany interruptions should be attempted 
of the regular channels of trade on the great water- 
courses or on the ocean, they cannot long be per- 
mitted. And if any considerable minorities of 
citizens should be persecuted or proscribed on 
account of their attachment to the Union, and 
should call for protection, I cannot deny the obli- 
gation of this Government to afford it. There are 
persons in many of the States whose patriotic 
declarations and honorable pledges of support of 
the Union may bring down upon them more than 
the ill-will of their infatuated fellow-citizens. It 
would be impossible for the people of the United 
States to look uponany proscription of them with 
indifference. These are times which should bring 
together all men, by whatever party name they 
may have been heretofore distinguished, upon 
common ground. 

When I heard the gentlemen from Virginia the 
other day so bravely and so forcibly urging their 
manly arguments in support of TUE Union, THE 
CONSTITUTION, AND THE ENFORCEMENT OF THE 
Laws, my heart involuntarily bounded towards 
them as brethren sacredly engaged in a common 
cause. Let them, said f to myself, accept the 
offered settlement of the differences that remain 
between us, on some fair basis like that proposed 
by the committee, and then, what is to prevent 
US ALL, Who yet believe that the Union must be 


preserved, from joining heart and hand our com- || 


mon forees to cifect it? When the ery goes out 
that the ship is in danger of sinking, the first duty 
of every man on board, no matter what his par- 
ticular vocation, is to lend all the strength he has 
to the work of keeping her afloat. What! shall 
it be said that we waver in the view of those who 
begin by trying to expunge the sacred memory 
of the 4th of July? Shall we help them to oblit- 
erate the associations that cluster around the glo- 
rious struggle for independence, or stultify the 


political edifice upon the adamantine base of hu- 
man liberty? Shall we surrender the fame of 
Washington and Laurens, of Gadsden and the 
Lees, of Jefferson and Madison, and of the myr- 
iads of heroes whose names are imperishably 
connected with the memory of a united people? 
Never, never. 

For myself, | can only interpose against what 
seems to me like the madness of the moon, the 
barrier of a single feeble remonstrance, But in 
any event, it shall never be said of my share in 
the action of this hour of danger, that it has been | 


I well 
know what I hazard among many whose good 


opinion has ever been part of the sunlight of my | 


existence in following what I-hold tobe a higher: 
duty. While atang and at all times T shall labor, 
to uphold the great principles of liberty; without: 
which this grand system of our. fathers. would: 
seem to be a mockery-and a show, I_shall.e ually: 
strive to give no just ground to-enemics and tral: 
tors to expand the circle of mischief.they may dd. 
Although not very frequently indulging in. the 
pee of a devotion to the Union, which: has, 
heretofore been too often associated witha public: 
policy I deemed most dangeroustoits safety, F-will 
venture to add, that no man over the boundless 
extent.of our dominion has more -reasons for. in-, 
extinguishable attachment to it than: myself. «Tt, 
is inwoven in my affections with the faithful la- 
bors in its support of two generations of my race, 
It is blended with a not inconsiderable personal. 
stake in its continuity. It is mingled with. my: 
carnest prayers for the welfare of those who are 
treading after me. And, more than.all these, it 
colors all my visions of. the beneficent spread. of 
republican institutions as well in America.as ove 
the rest of the civilized world, f z 
If, then, so great a calamity as a division ‘be. 
about to befall us, it shall be hastened: by no- act 
of mine. It shall come from the willful passions 
of infatuated men, who demand it of us to destroy 
the great principles for which our fathers strug- 
gled in lifeand in death, to stain our standard with 
the symbol of human oppression, and to degrade 
us, in the very hour of our victory, before our 


| countrymen, before all the nations of the civilized 


world, and before God. Rather than this, Jet the 
heavens fall. 


My duty is performed. 
STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. 8. EDGERTON, 
OF ONTO, 


In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 31, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select cominittee of thirty-three— 


Mr. EDGERTON said: 

Mr. Sreaner: In times like the present, when 
prejudice and passion have seized the minds of 
men; when momentous questions are to be settled 
affecting, not only the present, but reaching far 
into the limitless future; when, in short, a great 
nation is in the very throes and convulsions of 
revolution, it behooves us to act with calmness, to 
look about us, and sce what is the disturbing 
element; and when found, apply to it the remedy 
which wisdom and patriotism may dictate. A 
stranger to our Governmentand its history would 
be at a loss to find an adequate explanation for 
the wonderful excitement and headlong fury of 
the hour. He would see a country prosperous, 
abounding in material wealth; a Government re~ 
strained, mild, and paternal. But to one. con- 
versant with our history, that disturber of our 
peace is well known; it is the fell-spirit ofslavery. 
For years it has controlled this Government, and, 
like a virus, it has infused itself into the life-blood 
of the nation; and now, grown strong under this 
Government, it demands the perpetuity of its 
power or the overthrow of Government itself, 

We hear much said on this floor about southern 
rights and southern wrongs. It would raise a 
smile of derision should we talk about eastern 
rights or western rights, as rights independent of 
and paramount to our rights as American citi- 
zens. But what are these wrongs of which the 
South complain, of which we hear so much in 
vague generalities? Is it the election of Lincoln? 
That we had an unquestionable constitutional 


i right to do, and for it we owe no apology; and I, 


for one, shall make none. Buthe differs with you 
onthe subject of slavery. That he hasa rightto do; 
and a majority of the people and of the civilized 


| world are with him, and opposed to you. Ifit has 


come to this, that a minority can dictate what shall 


| be the peculiar views of a presidential candidate 
‘on the subject of slavery or any other subject, 


then we are slaves; and if we submit to such dic- 
tation, we ought tobe slaves. It issaid—-and this 
I believe is the chief cause ef complaint—that 
slaveholders are not permitted to go into the com- 
mon territory with their slaves. Our slaves are 
our property, you say, and we have orshould have 
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yf any natural: law. 
ó primal law of Jehovah which gave 
rover the fowls.of the air, the’ fish 

the beasts of the field, L find no pro- 
ot slavery. + By the common law—that law 
‘every where acknowledged, and which 
; grows ourof the fitness of things—slaves are not 

property. Nearly all civilized nations deny that 
nian can hold property in man; but my righttomy 
hoise is‘every where admitted. This right wasnot 


created by law; it existed. before constitutions and | 


laws, and cannot beimpaired by them. If, then, 
yourslaves are property, the same as other prop- 
eity in this Government, they must be made so by 
the Constitution ofthe United States. And, pray, 
wiiere'in that instrument do you find thearticle or 
section which ordains. and establishes slavery; 


which makes one man the property of another? | 


And itmust be there in express terms, ifat all; for 
suich’a relation-cannot be created by inference or 
iy plications and if you find it there, fam surprised 


atthe excessive modesty. which demands so little. | 


Yow dre entitled to all you ask, and far more. As 


was well said by my able colleague, [Mr. Sran- | 


ton, }in his unanswerable argument the other day, 
‘you have the right to take your slaves into the 
States and hold them there” by virtue of the su- 
preme law, ‘anything in the constitution or laws 
of any State to the contrary notwithstanding.” 
And more than this: if slaves-are property by the 
Constitution, you have the right to take your 
slaves upon the high seas, and trade and traffic in 
them there, and itis the duty of Government to 
pee. you in that right. And yet more: you 
ave the right to take your slaves into any part 
of the world, and hold ih 
eriment must. protect you in that right, “The 
property ofan individual,” says Vattel, “ does not 
cease tò belong to him on account of his being in 

a foreign country; and it is still a part of the to- 
tality of the wealth of his nation. The preten- 
sions which the lord of the territory might form, 
in respect to the wealth of a foreigner, would be, 
thën, equally contrary to the rights of the pro- 
pretor; and’ to those of the nation to which he 

elonged.”? 

‘But there is nothing of the kind in the Consti- 
tution. ' It sedulously guards even against such 
alsuspicion; and whenever it speaks of slaves, it 
speaks of them as persons, not as things. Your 
slaves must be property, then, (if indeed they are 

jroperty at all,) by virtue of some local State 

egislation, And will gentlemen tell me by what 
process slavery, the creature of local law, is made 
national? It is a well-established proposition in 
law, that property, made so by local legislation, is 
only property while within the local jurisdiction. 
The moment you take your slave beyond the bor- 
dets:of' your State, upon free territory, that mo- 
mënt the fictitious and unnatural relationship 
é¥éatéd by your local law eeases, and your slave 
stands before’you no longer a thing, buta man like 
yourself. “When you ask us to admit the mon- 
strous proposition that slavery is national, you 
ask us to admit what your own southern courts 
have again and again denied; what a few years 
ago no man was insane enough to claim. Here 
are some of the decisions of your own courts, 
which I submit to your consideration. 

“The court of appeals of Kentucky, in the case 
of Rankin vs. Lydia, says: 

“Slavery is sanctioned by the laws of this State, and 
the right 10 hold them under our municipal regulations is 
unquestionable. But we view this as a right existing by 
positive law of a municipal character, without foundation 
in the laws of natare, or the unwritten and common law.” 
—2 Marshall’s Reports, p. 476. 

: The same principle is also affirmed in the case 
of Tom Davis vs. Tingle et al., (8 B. Monroe, p. 
545.) 

In the. ease of Lunsford vs. Coquilla, the su- 
preme court of Louisiana declares that— 


“Tye relation of owner and slave is—in.the States of | 


this Union in which it has a legal existenee—a creature of 
municipal law,??-—2 Martin, p. 402. 


‘The supremeé-court of Mississippi, in the case 


em there; and your Gov- jj 


of Harry vs. Decker, uses 


this very emphatic 
language: nip 

“ Slavery is condemned by reason and the laws of na- 
ture; it exists and can only exist through municipal regu- 
lations.”— Walker's Mississippi Reports, p, 42. 

Also, page 83, State of Mississippi vs. Jones, 
the court says: ` 

“The right of the master exists, not by the force of the 
law of nature or. of nations, but by virtue only of the posi- 
tive law of the State.” R 

The Supreme Court of the. United States, in 
the renowned Prigg case, decides the same point. 
It says: 

“The state of slavery is deemed to be a mere municipal 
regulation, founded upon and limited to the range of terri- 
torial laws.”»—16 Peters, 439. 

Here, then, we find southern courts—courts of 
now seceding States—sustaining the very posi- 


l tion which we now take, and for which we are 


denounced as sectional, and as enemies to the 


| South. 


The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mitison,] 
whose candor and ability always command the 
attention of this House, advanced a new, and, as 
I think, a most untenable argument, in behalf of 
the right of the master to take his slave into the 
Territory. He says: 

“ A slave isa man. He is a respousible man; responsi- 
ble to our laws, responsible to God. He is a person ; a per- 
son held to service; and it is because he is a person, that 
the position of the South before this Congress and in the 
Constitution is impregnable. F say it is because he isa per- 


| son that gentlemen of the Republican party are forbidden 


to pass a law prohibiting his emigration into the Territo- 
ries. As mere property, you might set up a plausible claim 
to exclude him. Ay, as mere property, there would be a 
color of argument in favor of bis exclusion; but as a per- 
son, a person held to service, a man holding a personal re- 
tation to another, a member of the household, a part of the 
family, you have no more right to exclude him from the 
privilege of going into the Territories with his master than 
you have to exclude a wife from going into the Territories 
with her husband. The wife, too, by law, owes service 
and labor to the husband. ‘he relation existing between 
husband and wife is the relation established by the laws of 
the States; and the gentleman trom Ohio cannot say that 
these are laws which are local, and do not extend beyond 
the limits of the States where they were enacted; because 
the same argument would force him to the conclusion that 
it is within the power of Congress to exclude from a 'Ter- 
ritory a wife bound to her husband under the laws of any 
State, and that the husband cannot carry a wife occupying 
that relation with him into the Territories, because the law 
under which that relation was established or recognized 
does not extend beyond the territory of the State in which 
it was enacted.” 


I thank the gentleman for the admission, that 


ithe slave is aman—a responsible man;’’ the 


conclusion follows of necessity, that he is entitled 
to all the inherent rights of man, moral, mental, 
and physical. 

But Í will not dwell on this point. Tam sur- 
prised thatany oneshouldclaim forslavery,which, 
in the language of a southern judge, ‘is con- 


| demned by reason and the laws of nature,” the 


same consideration and protection as the natural 
and universal relation of husband and wife—the 
one is founded in force, the other in voluntary 
contract. ltistrue the husband may take his wife 
into any country, and the relationship continues, 
because the relationship of husband and wife is 
every where recognized and established; and I sup- 
pose the slaveholder may take his slave into any 
country where that relationship is established by 
law. But the marriage relation even is controlled 
by the law of the domicil, and not by the law of 
the State where the marriage was consummated. 
When a man moves from the State of New York 
into the State of Ohio, he is yet entitled to the ser- 
vices of his wife, not by virtue of the laws of New 
York, but by the laws of Ohio. In the State of 
New York he was entitled to the services of his 
wife, and, by the laws of that State, he could only 
be divorced and deprived of those services for the 
crime of adultery. But when he moves to Ohio, 
the wife may seek and obtain divorce for habitual 


| drunkenness, extreme cruelty, willful absence for 
| three years, and for a number of other causes. 


Should Brigham Young move into Virginia with 
four, six, or a dozen wives, would the Virginia 
Jaw prevail or the law of Utah? Clearly the law 
of Virginia. And the gentleman from Virginia 
would say to the man of many wives: ‘‘ Sir, you 
ean have but one wife here!” The law under 
which the relation was established or recognized 
does not extend beyond the territory in which it 
was enacted. I think the gentleman would see 
the fallacy of his argument should Brigham reply 


withthegentleman’sownspeech: ‘ My wivesare 
persons, responsible persons, holding a personal 
relation to me; they are members of my- house- 
hold, a part of my family, and you have no right 
to exclude them from the privilege of coming into 
your State with me.’’ What would the gentleman 
say? Would he admit the force of the argument? 

ould he not rather say: “If you wished to retain 
your wives, you should have remained where po- 
lygamy is lawful; the unholy relationship cannot 
exist here.” He might apply the language of the 
Mississippi court, when speaking of the “ twin 
relic:” “It is condemned by reason and the laws 
of nature; it exists, and can only exist, through 
municipal regulations.” 

No, gentlemen, you have no legal or constitu- 
tional right to take your slaves into the Territo- 
ries; it is contrary to the spirit of our Govern- 
ment, and contrary to the advice and practice of 
the fathers. The policy of restriction was their 
policy, and we adopt it from them. And yet, un- 
less we will permit you to take your local and pe- 
culiar institution into all our Territories, to blast 
the soil, to banish enterprise, to corrupt their in- 
stitutions, and sow the seeds of future discord and 
strife, you will dissolve the Union. In the name 
of the Constitution, you make an unconstitutional 
demand. In the name of liberty, you seek to es- 
tablish slavery; pleading for justice, you attempt 
to build up and strengthen the most gigantic in- 
iquity the world ever saw. To vote to extend 
your institution is to vote for our own banishment. 
In the slave States, northern men are in more dan- 
ger of insult and outrage than in any other part 
of the world, civilized or uncivilized. I admit the 
necessity which slavery imposes. Where slavery 
lives, liberty must die; for there is an interminable 
conflict between right and wrong; freedom and 
slavery, God and Belial. 

Mr. Speaker, the South, which complains of 
oppression and wrong, has had the control of this 
Government for twenty years. It has made every 
department intensely sectional. No man could 
hold office under it for one hour unless he was 
pro-slavery. If from the North, he was expected 
to abjure the faith of his fathers, and swear fealty 
to slavery; and yet they have been oppressed! 
This cry of southern wrongs is a subterfuge un- 
der which treason has sought to hide its wicked 
designs. It has been most loudly proclaimed by 
those who, living upon this Government, swear- 


| ing to support it, have'nevertheless dared to plot 


its overthrow. The South has been the favored 
section under this Government; it has no real cause 
to complain. All its rights have been carefully 
secured; and-all our obligations to the South we 
have faithfully observed. You ask for protection 


| to your peculiar property. You get all that the 


Constitution gives, and more. But the North has 
cause of complaint. We ask, and ask in vain, 
for protection to our persons in your slave States, 
Unoffending northern men are scourged, branded, 
murdered, and they have no protection from your 
laws. How can men who have encouraged these 
things, and who now justify the theft, robbery, 
and treason in the southern States, talk of that 
fiction of fictions—southern wrongs? How the 
South has been-oppressed—oppressed with pa- 
tronage and office; and whenever it has felt power 
slipping from its grasp, it has raised the howl of 
disunion! disunion! And weare met here again, 
and asked what we are going to do to. save the 
Union? Gentlemen, the Union is of far more im- 
portance to you than tous. We do not propose 
to disturb it; do you? We abide by the Consti- 
tution and laws, and expect you to do the same. 
If you will, the Union is safe. 

We are called upon to compromise with sla- 
very—to give itnew guarantees. If guaranteesare 
to bg,given, I demand them for freedom. Now, 
when the sonls of men are stirred as with the in- 
spiration of liberty; when Italy—long oppressed, 
down-trodden, classic lialy—has risen from her 
night of enthrailment, and, vindicating her ancient 
renown, has wrung from the bloody. hands of the 
Hapsburgs her long-lost freedom; when the auto- 


| erat of Russia strikes from the limbs of his serfs 
i the corroded fetters; when disenthralled. millions 
| on the banks of the Oder, the Lena, the Volga, 


and the Dnieper, are singing their songs of deliv- 
erance, itis no time in this nation, which began 
by avowing the sublime doctrine of man’s ina- 
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lienable rights—it is no time, I say, to talk of new 
guarantees to slavery. As we revere the memo- 
ries of our fathers, we should see that their hopes 
of freedom are here realized, and that their blood 
was not shed in vain. The great interests of the 
present, and the yet greater interests of the future, 
demand of us that we stay the further aggressions 
of slavery. I will not compromise! 

1. I will not compromise, because I have no faith 
that any compromise we could make would stand 
one hour longer than it ministered to slavery 
The people have not yet forgotten—and I trust 
they will not soon forget—the fate of the Missouri 
compromise. The treatment of Kansas, baptized 
in blood that she might be enslaved, is yet ter- 
ribly fresh in theirremembrance. We have had 
compromise after compromise, and each one was 
a finality. The perturbed spirit of slavery, we 
were told, was finally put to rest by the ghostly 
incantation of compromise, But hardly had the 
shouts of exultation died away, before the black 
gladiator stalks again into the arena, demanding 
new compromises. What security, I ask, have 
we that any compromise we may make will be 
any betterobserved? Put itinto the Constitution, 

ou say. But the Constitution has always been 
just what slavery would make it; and to-day it is 
openly, vauntingly violated by the men who de- 
mand further concession to slavery. Slavery is 
that higher law before which compromise and 
Constitution arc as dust. 

2. I will not compromise, because I would not 
further strengthen slavery. It is already strong 
enough to endanger, if not to annihilate, this Gov- 
ernment. In many of the States it has already 
obliterated every one of the ideas which inaugu- 
rated the Revolution, and made it memorable in 
the free States. In the free States, it has demor- 
alized the sentimentof our people, both priestand 
politician, Church and State. ‘T'he trail of the 
serpent is over them all.’* 

3. T will not compromise, finally, because sla- 
very is a sin,an outrage against humanity, and an 
insplt to God. Disguise it as you will, it is still 

.the crowning iniquity, the most ghastly atrocity. 
Beginning in violence, it can neither be hallowed 
by time nor sanctified by law. With my consent, 
it shall never curse another foot of God’s fair 
earth. By no vote of mine shall it ever bestrength- 
ened or countenanced. You may dissolve this 
Union, if youvan. If its existence depends upon 
supporting, strengthening, and extending slavery, 
then the sooner dissolved the better. It was 
formed for the noble purpose of promoting jus- | 
tice and securing liberty; and when your Union 
and Constitution fail ta promote these ends, they 
are no longer the Union and Constitution of our 
fathers; they are no longer worthy the support of | 
freemen. It is not the formula of words in our 
Constitution which I reverence, but the animating 
spirit—the guarantees to freedom. | 

But, Mr. Chairman, we are threatened with 
war, unless we yield to this new demand. Very 
well; if war must come, letit come. Peace is not 
the first interest of a people. Better encounter 
war, with all its manifold horrors, than suffer the 
sense of justice and humanity to die out of the 
hearts of the people. War—fierce, bloody, and | 
relentless war, is better than the perpetual war of 
despotism, which slowly but surely drags nations 
down to ruin. And gentlemen should know that 
the first blast of war will be the trumpet-signal of | 
emancipation. 

If compromise was desirable, this is not the 
time to think of it. When the Constitution and 
laws are openly defied; when forts and arsenals 
are seized by rebels; when the flag of our country 
is no longer a protection to its citizens, but rather 
a target for treason, it is no time to compromise, 
not tll treason is punished, our plundered prop- 
erty restored, and the stars and stripes planted 
again upon every fortress in the land. No people 
ever yet bought a permanent peace. The hordes 
of Alarick returned to demand new tribute after | 
they had expended the gold extorted from the | 
fears of Rome. So, compromise now; and from | 
this vantage-ground of precedent they willdemand į 

new and ever-increasing guarantees to slavery. | 

It is full time that we met this subject like men, | 

like legislators acting for the future. We may | 
shade our eyes with our hands, and swear that | 

the sun is blotted from the heavens, yet there it j 


New Serites—No. 9. 


is; we may compromise now, and tell others, and 
try to believe ourselves, that it is a finality, but 
who does not know that the disease is yet left to 
spread and rankle, and finally to break out with 
deadly virulence? 

Your concession nostrums and compromise 
empiricisms will never settle this controversy; it 
is past quackery, and can only be settled in accord- 
ance with eternal right. To compromise now, in 


| dangerous to the cause of freedom, and disgrace- 
ful to our manhood. Fresh from the people, with 
a verdict triumphantly in our favor, shall we stand 
and chaffer to know whether that verdict shall be 
executed in all its significance, or be canceled by 
compromise? If we attempt to ignore that ver- 
dict, our party, like others that have gone before 
it, willdie. If we,as men, are not strong enough 
to execute that verdict, the people will send those 
here who will. Great men may falter and fail in this 


than any man or set of men; strong enough to 
spare them; and they who were so strong and 
great, standing abreast with truth, may feel how 
| weak and dwarfed they are fighting for the wrong. 
We are invited to this humiliation to save the 
Union. When Spurius Postumius, the Roman 
Consul, was about to pass under the yoke of the 
Samnites, a subaltern cried to him, ‘ Stoop and 
lead us to disgrace for our country’s sake.” There 
is an apparent sarcasm in these words of the Ro- 
man. But we must stoop and go under the yoke 
for the sake of slavery. For one I shall do no 
such thing. ' 
Mr. Chairman, we hear much talk here about 
reconstruction, that the seceding States may come 
back with new constitutional guarantees to sla- 
very. Let no one deceive himself with sucha 
fallacy. The State which really gets out of this 
as impassable as that which separated 
Paradise. And should any get out, when they 


old poet: “ To go to hell is easy; but to come back 
again, that is labor, that is toil.” 

What a lamentable picture, Mr. Chairman, do 
we now present to the world. Citizens are seized, 
scourged, murdered; armed bands of traitors cap- 
ture forts and arsenals; they fire upon our flag, 
and flaunt defiance in our very faces; and yet Gov- 
ernment, we are told—and told, too, by northern 
men on this floor—Government is powerless; we 


is, that these very men who now deny the power 


returned to slavery. Then law isa sacred thing, 


we are asked if we intend to resort to coercion. 
Is not coercion the essence of all government? 
Not the coercion of unfeeling, intangible State 
organizations; but the coercion of men who are 
responsible to the law. 

How long since our Government became so 
feeble, so averse to force? When Anthony Burns 
was siezed in Boston, Government did not stand 
and hesitate. The Army and Navy were proffered 
at once; and when, in the gray of the morning, 
| he was marched down to the wharf, to be sent 
back to slavery, he was escorted by a band of sol- 
diers. There was coercion; Government was then 
prompt as thought—a very giant in the presence 
i of that poor, weak negro; to him it wag, ‘ fierce 
as ten furies, terrible as hell.” The Executive of 
the nation was then a Mars panoplied for fight. 


treason, looks on aghast, and suffers it to gather 


23 


responded, “Amen: let us pray. 


I 

iin this humiliation of my country. J jament its 
| fallen greatness, and blush for its reoreancy and 
shame. Our nation is now on tal before the 
| nations of the earth and posterity. How it will 


i pass the trying ordeal, impartial history will 


cannot enforce the laws. What to me is singular | 


of Government to vindicate its laws are the men | 
who talk loudest and longest about law and order į 
whenever a fugitive, man or woman, is to be | 


and its enforcement the highest duty; but when | 
law is invoked to arrest treason and robbery, then | 


my judgment, is most dangerous and disgraceful; | 


trying struggle; but I believe the cause is stronger | 


Union will never return; she digs behind her agulf | 
Dives from | 


attempt to return they may realize the truth of the || 


But now, when crime is rife and treason ram- | 


i peacefully, constitutionally, to assert an 


| 
1 


H 
f 
i 


pant, the Executive, instead of using the power į 
intrusted to him, to stay the crime and arrest the ; 


head and power till, finally, in utter despair, like | 
a Dominican monk, he exclaims, “Ho! all ye | 
good people of the United States, let us pray i” | 
and men that never thought of prayer before, | 


I will confess, E feel humiliated and disgraced |, 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
! 
| 
| 
f 


li 


; ritory? 


record. If we dare be true, relying upon justice, 
which is ever strong, then all will be well; the 
brightest page of our history is yet to be written. 
Butif, for material considerations or for peace, we 
barter away truth and right, then will history 
record our downfall and infamy, because we knew 
our duty and we did it not. But whether in war 
or in peace, whether in the Union or out of the 
Union, | trust that that which is more than Union, 
more than Constitution—the rights of man—will 
come out of this struggle vindicated and unim- 
paired. Though the clouds hang heavily around 
us, narrowing our vision, yet I have an abiding 
faith that beyond the murky cloud, in the calm, 
serene majesty of Omniscience, “standeth God 
within the shadow, keeping watch above his 
own.” ‘ 


STATE OF .THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. JAMES WILSON, 
OF INDIANA, 
Iw THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 1, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr. WILSON said: 

Mr. Speaker: Itis seldom that I ask the atten- 
tion of the House. I would not do so now, did not 
the magnitude of the question and the deep interest 
which pervades the whole country demanda full 
consideration of the perils which surround the 
Union, and which threaten its existence. Sir, 
not more than three months ago the magnificent 
spectacle was presented to the civilized world of 
four million freemen assembled together guieily, 

main- 
tain the great principle of self-government. Four 
milion freemen! It was a spectacle unsurpassed 
in the history of all past or all present Govern- 
ments. Citizens ofall nations, under the nobler 
name of American, performed their respective 
parts in the majestic drama. Hardly had oneact 
closed when the curtain reascended upon another 


; —the appalling scene of a violated Constitution, 


broken Union, disloyal States, and a disunited 
people. Between admiration and amazement the 
world stands in silence. 

Sir, what has caused all this? Why is it that 
we this day deliberate upon the fate of America? 
lt is proper that the interrogatory should be asked, 
and it is proper that it should be answered; for 
what party now, or what party hereafter; what 
State, or what individual, can be able to stand 
and justify before the people, before the bar of 
nations, and before God, any act which severs 
and destroys the American Union? 

I repeat, then, what has caused all this extraor- 
dinary condition of public affairs? Why do we 
deliberate?” Does a foreign foe stand upon our 
soil? Docs a foreign fleet threaten our ports? 
Does a foreign flag float over one inch of our ter- 
No, sir; notat all, Whatthen? Is it 
the internal condition of the country? Certainly 
not. Nothing unusual or unwarrantable has oc- 
curred. The Federal Government is to-day ag it 
was last year, and as jt has been for four years, 
It has not aggressed upon the rights of the States, 
nor have the States aggressed upon the rights of 
each other to the denial of all remedy, Without 
and within, at home and abroad, upon land and 
upon sea, on the day this Congress reassembled 
we were stronger, happier, richer, more honored, 
and more envied, than ever before in our national 
existence. 

Nevertheless, sir, the Union is in danger; the 
country is in a fearful commotion, and the foun- 
dations of the Government are shaken to their 
profoundest depths, A revolution, a great revo- 
lution, the very plan of which ashart time ago 
would have seemed impossible, has begun, is pro- 
ceeding, and threatens to continue to the over- 
throw of all our institutions, Sir, what do we 
see? What does each day bring forth? Rebel- 
lion—anarchy everywhere; both at the capital 
and in the States. And not only so, but vast mil- 
itary preparations; trains ofartillery hurried from 
the fronticr to the center; orders to the Army and 
Navy; the seizure of forts and the erection of bat- 
teries along the sea-coast; the unlawful appropri. 
ation of the property of the United States; the 
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disruption of cabinets; the vacillation of the Ex- 
ecutive; the decline of the national credit; and, 
above all, the insult to the national flag, strike the 
eye and fill the heart with indignation. Sir, we 
stand to-day amid the falling ruins of the grandest 
Government the world ever witnessed. 

This revolution—this revolution in the United 
States—is unlike all others in recorded history. 
When the American colonies rebelled. against the 
British Crown; when Hungary rebelled against 
Austria; when Italy rebelled against the Papal 
Power, it was the resistance of the people—people 
against oppressions of arbitrary Governments, 

` in which the 

were hopelessly crushed. But this isa revolution 
against itself, against its own chosen Government, 
against its own Administration, against its own 
legislation ,against its own supreme judiciary, and 
against its own national Legislature. Sir, where 
can be found—will gentlemen tell me—on all the 
face of all the earth, a people or a party, or mem- 
bers of a party, so invested with power and so 
elothed with authority, that so wantonly aban- 
doned position and power under the chimerical 
fear, notof present, but of future danger? Sir, such 
a parallel cannot be found. 

But this is notall, This revolution is again un- 
like others, in the fact that, neither in this House 
nor in the Senate has a single petition been filed, 
or is now filed, for the redress of grievances. Not 
a single petition from the fifteen slave States of 
the Union. Sir, the reason is apparent. There 
are no grievances to redress; for it is a fact, a 
fact as plain and open as daylight, that the coun- 
try to-day, in every department, at the capital, 
in the States, in the Territories, is in the same 
condition it was ten years ago when the great peace 
measures of 1850 were adopted. I will go one 
stepfurther, and declare that, if there has been any 
material change in the legislation and condition 
of the country since then, that change has been 
wholly in favor of 4he rebellious and not the loyal 
States. 

But, sir, the fact is as I have said. There is 
no petition in either of the Houses for redress of 
grievances, Other people, before they have thought 
it necessary to dissolve their political connections 
with any Government, have petitioned, prayed, 
remonstrated, demanded their rights before they 
proceeded to a final extremity. Has such been 
the case in this instance? Has South Carolina so 
acted? Has Georgia, or Mississippi, or Alabama, 
or Florida, or Louisiana? There is no such cvi- 
dence. No, sir; none. What, then, are we to 
do? Howare we toact? When and how are we to 
commence the work of conciliation? Gentlemen 
say; and say continually, do justice to the South. 
Ihave yet to know that injustice has been done 
tothe South. Gentlemen say, give to the South 
her constitutional rights, I] have yet to learn 
wherein she has been, or is now, deprived of any 
such rights. Butif wrongs have been done, how can 
they be remedied now? Has not South Carolina, 
has not Mississippi, has not Georgia, has not Al- 
abama, has not Florida, declared their final sepa- 
ration from the Federal Union? Have they not 
declared themselves separate and independent Re- 
publics? Have they not undertaken to remedy 
their own wrongs? How, then, can they, or either 
of them, claim anything at our hand? What in- 
terest have these States in the Constitution of the 
United States, or the Government of the United 
States? If these States are cach independent, as 
they claim, then they have no rights under that 
Constitution. If the flag of the United States is 
not their flag; if the Constitution of the United 
States is not their Constitution; if the Govern- 
ment of the United States is not their Government; 
if the nationality of the United States is not their 
nationality; if the people of the United States is 
not their people, then, sir, the door is closed as 
between them and us forever. [ repeat, forever! 


Then, sir, they must stand or fall by the position i 


they have taken. ; 
But, sir, if, as you and I believe, these acts of 
secession amount to nothing, so far as the alle- 


y had no part, and by which they | 


giance of these States to the Federal Government i 


is concerned, then the question arises, whether, 
in the conventions of the States which claim to 
have dissolved their political connection with the 
United States, they have declared what causes, if 
any, have produced the present condition of the 


| ee 
decision? 


country, and what remedy is required for its pres- 
ervation and peace. Sir, I have read the proceed- 
ings of those conventions. I have read them 
carefully. I have no doubt that they were com- 
posed of men of intellect, of character, of prob- 
ity, and, what is more, of overvaulting anibition. 
Is it not strange, then—is it not remarkable, that, 
in all of these conventions except the convention 
of South Carolina, no attempt, or shadow of at- 
tempt, has been made to justify their action be- 
fore the world? Sir, a decent respect for the opin- 
ions of mankind impelled our own Declaration of 
Independence. Should not a similar respect have 
moved Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, 
and Florida? But their conventions have not done 
so. They have avoided, whether wisely or un- 
wisely, any justification of their course or motives. 

Well, sir, what of South Carolina? What is 
her justification? What has her convention pro- 
claimed to the world? We have all seen and read 
the declaration of South Carolina. Sir, in my 
judgment, silence would have better become her 
than so unworthy a declaration of causes of sep- 
aration. Whatare they? What is their full ex- 
tent? Has South Carolina or her people been 
deprived of any of their reserved rights by the 
General Government? Has her equality and sov- 
ercignty under the Constitution been denied? Has 
she been excluded from the national councils, the 
national Treasury, or the national protection? 
No, sic; in no instance, at no time. Wherein, 
then, are the wrongs South Carolina has sus- 
tained? Where the grievances which made the 
Union intolerable? What are her complaints? 
Let us look to the declaration, What is the first 
assertion? It is, that fifteen of the States have 
deliberately refused, for years past, to fulfill their 
constitutional obligations. Sir, this is a grave 
charge. This isa charge that should not be made, 
except upon ample proof, especially by a State 
who, in years past, has been so unmindful of her 
own obligations to the Constitution. What States 
are these fifteen? They are Maine, New Hamp- 
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Lowa, and 
New Jersey. Wherein have these States refused 
to fulfill their constitutional obligations? What 
is the specific charge against these States? Itis 
that they have enacted personal liberty bills. Sir, 
the charge is.not true as to all the States. Indi- 
ana, if it be a virtue in Indiana, has no personal 
liberty bill, Neither has Ohio, nor Illinois, nor 
Pennsylvania. In so far, at least, the accusation 
of South Carolina is unjust. These States have 
laws against kidnapping. Maryland has such 
laws. Virginia has such laws. Every State in 
the Union should have such laws. Every civil- 
ized Government on earth should have such Jaws. 
They have for their object the highest end of all 
Governments, the safety and protection of every 
free citizen. 

But what of these personal liberty bills. Do 
they come in conflict with the constitutional laws 
of the General Government? If so, they must 
fall to the ground. They are null and void. And 
here, sir, is involved another charge against these 
States, by the convention of South Carolina. ‘That 
is, that in none of them has the State government 
complied with the stipulation made in the Consti- 
tution. I will state it more clearly. It is, that 
these States have failed to enact laws for the ren- 
dition of persons held to service. Sir, in view of 
the decision of the Supreme Court, in the case 
against the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, this 
accusation is most preposterous. What was that 
It was, that in the execution of the 
Federal law—in that case, the law of 1793—the 
Government was confined to the Federal officers, 
and that officers of the State were not bound to 
execute or enforce the provisions of thatlaw. The 
opinion of the court went still further. It declared 
that the exclusive power of legislation, on the sub- 
ject of persons held to service, was in the Gen- 
eral Government. That all State legislation, 
whether to aid in the recapture, or to interrupt, 
limit, delay, or postpone the right of the owner | 


to the immediate possession of the slave was un- 
constitutional. But this is not all, The opinion 
wentatill further, and declared that the State mag- 
istrates and authorities might be prohibited by | 
State legislation from performing any duty under 


the act of 1793. How, then, could these States 
comply with the demand of South Carolina? To 
do so would have been in open violation of the 
decision and opinion of the Supreme Court. The 
States so arraigned by South Carolina did not 
see proper to act so. They acted in accordance 
with the decision of the Supreme Court, and erased 
from their statutes all laws for the rendition of 
fugitives from labor or service. They absolved 
the State authorities from all obligation to protect 
the right of recapture, and denied the use of all 
State property to the Federal Government. Sir, 
it is possible that, in their alacrity to conform 
their legislation fully with the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, several of the States transcended 
their just powers. I say it is possible. 

But if such be the case, the remedy is plain and 
will not be denied. Such laws will, upon full con- 
sideration, either be repealed by the several Le- 
gislatures of the States, or declared unconstitu- 
tional by the Supreme Court, so that, in either 
event, the end desired will be secured. So much 
for the personal liberty laws, of which the Na- 
tional Intelligencer, the ablest political journal in 
the United States, after a full review of them, says: 

“It will be seen that very few States have enacted laws 
directly or avowedly in opposition to the act of 1850. Laws 
against ‘kidnapping,’ properly so called, cannot be placed 
in this category. Laws forbidding, under this head, the use 
of State jails for Federal purposes, however ‘unfriendly’ 
in motive, are not ‘unconstitutional,’ and find parallels in 
other cases, and in southern States. Laws forbidding State 
officers to issue writs for the recapture of alleged fugitives, 
are passed in conformity with the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the celebrated Prigg ease.” 

So much for the refusal of fifteen States to ful- 
fill their constitutional obligations in this respect. 
Js there any justification for secession in this? Is 
there even a pretext? None, whatever, But to 
proceed. 

What is the next cause What is the next 
grievance of South Carolina? There is no other. 
This is all, absolutely all. And for this, for a 
personal liberty bill, South Carolina has with- 
drawn from the Union. Sir, the act is incom- 
prehensible. It is the extreme of political mad- 
ness and folly. All else in her declaration is un- 
just complaints and groundless fears. Pears— 
complaints. Sir, is this worthy of South Caro- 
lina? Have the descendants of Sumter and Pinck- 
ney and Moulirie degencrated. I hope not; I 
know they have not. Then, why these fears? 
What people ever before justified their separation 
from any Government on the ground of fear of 
future political action of that Government? Sir, 
it was acts, immediate, overwhelming, crushing 
acts, of oppression against which they rebelled. 
What are these fears and complaints? Why, sir, 
it is alleged that the South will be excluded from 
the common territory. How excluded? Itisaf- 
firmed by the action of the General Government, 
How can this be? The whole South insists that, 
by the decision of the Supreme Court, the Gen- 
cral Government has no power to prohibit slavery 
in the territory. If this be so, and if the South 
still believes this decision to be correct and a just 
interpretation of the Constitution, where, then, is 
the danger? How can the South be excluded? 
Is not the Supreme Court now the same as when 
the decision was made? Is not its decision still 
unreversed? Is not its opinion unchanged? But 
the Supreme Court may be remodeled. Sir, is 
this Government to be overthrown upon possi- 
bilities? Is this Union to be dissolved upon con- 
tingencies ? 

But again: what if the Supreme Court is re- 
modeled, is there not an Executive and are there 
not two Houses of Congress? Is it to be expected 
that all of these departments of the Government 
will at once, or in the course of years, or ever, 
wholly agree upon this question? T do not think 
it probable. But after all, what is the condi- 
tion of the Territories? Is the South excluded? 
How is it with New Mexico? Jt was free when 
acquired from the Republic of Mexico. Is it not 
a slave Territory now? No one will deny that 
itisso. It is, so faras the Supreme Court, the 
population, and the Territorial Legislature can 
make it, slave Territory. What other territory 
can the South claim? Is it the territory north 
of New. Mexico? It is not possible to carry sla- 
very there. This southern gentlemen admit. 
What Territory then remains? None, sir, none, 
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Sir, the whole complaint of South Carolina is 
unjust. It has no foundation whatever. It is 
absurd. Here I leave this question. It is use- 
less to proceed any further, Į will only say, 
whatever may be the result of the action of South 
Carolina; whatever may be the result of the action 
of the other States who now stand in open oppo- 
sition to the Government of the United’ States, 
still, I believe that the judgment of mankind and 
the judgment of posterity will declare and indel- 
ibly stamp it on the pages of history that there 
never was so causcless, so unnatural, and so un- 
justifiable a rebellion, asthis which now convulses 
the country. 

E come now to the question immediately before 
the House. On the second day of this session of 
Congress, the President of the United States made 
an especial reference to the alarming state of pub- 
lic affairs, in his annual message. On the same 
day, on motion of the honorable gentleman from 


Virginia, (Mr. Boreer,] a special committee of | 


thirty-three was appointed to consider the dis- 
turbed condition of the country. In the Senate 
of the United States, the distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky (Mr. Crirrenpen] brought for- 
ward a serics of measures for the permanent ad- 
justment of the question of slavery. All of these 
plans of adjustment are before us and the people. 

e have the plan of the President, the plan of 
the Senator from Kentucky, and the plan of the 
committee of thirty-three. What of these plans 
of adjustment? What is their object? Sir, we 
are informed that it is to conciliate the South. 
Why conciliate? Has the South been wronged ? 
Wherein, I ask? Eas the South been oppressed 
by any act of the Federal Government?) Where 
is the evidence? Where is the act? 
act of the General Government exists, let it be 

roduced. If there is none, then there is noth- 
ing to concede or conciliate. But we are told that 
these are all measures of peace. With whom? 
With the loyal States? Let the seizure of Fort 
Moultrie, let the affair of the Star of the West, 
lettheenvironmentof Fort Pickens answer. Peace 
measures indeed! We had a peace measure in 
1820; we had a peace measure in 1850. Where 
arethey? Both have beensweptaside. Can we 
expect, is it reasonable to expect, thatany adjust- 
ment we may now agree upon will share any 
better fate? Let us not be precipitate in this mat- 
ter, Let us not be in haste to adopt measures for 
which we may be justly reproached forever. Sir, 
after all, the difficulty is aot in Congress nor in 
the people. 
else. But let us consider these plans. What, then, 
is the plan of the President? It is this: an ex- 
planatory amendment of the Constitution on three 
special points: 

1. An express recognition of the right ef prop- 
erty in slaves in the States where it now exists 
or may hereafter exist. 

2. The duty of protecting this right in all the 
common Territories throughout their territorial 
existence, and until they shall be admitted as States 


into the Union, with or without slavery, as their ! 


constitutions may prescribe. 
3. A like recognition of the right of the master 


to have his slave who has escaped from one State | 


to another restored and delivered up to him, and 


of the validity of the fugitive slave law, enacted | 


for this purpose, together with a declaration im- 
pairing or defeating this right, are violations of the 
Constitution, and are consequently null and void. 
Sir, this is the plan of the Executive. It is com- 
pee atleast. Besides, it has the virtue of 
cing explicit. The President has not been de- 
terred by words. I commend him in this respect. 
Other gentlemen, whose plans are before us, might 
well have imitated his example. Again, the Pres 
dent may be commended in the fact that he has 
proposed the proper mode by which an amend- 
ment may be originated. That is, by Congress 
or the Legislatures of the States. 
fers from the Senator from Kentucky, whose plan 
is wholly outside and independent of the Consti- 
tution, Beyond this, sir, there is nothing in the 
plan of the President Į can approve. I know of 
no contingency which would compel me to its 
support. Of what value would he the Union itself, 
with all its unnumbered blessings, after such an 
abandonment and sacrifice of principle? Sir, in 
my opinion, it would be worthless. Adoptit, and 


Ifanysuch | at the 
| is a violation of the Constitution itself. The Con- 
ii stitution prescribes the mode, and the only mode, | 


It is in slavery itself, and nowhere | 


j 


| 


| 
| 


In this he dif- || 


li by Congress. 


But I will not detain the House with the plan 
of the President. It is a subversion of the prin- | 
ciples of civil liberty; it is despotism. But, we 
may congratulate ourselves upon one thing; that | 
|gvhile history shall record that the President of || 
| the United States—perhaps the last President of 
the United States—was so unworthy of his high 
| position as to offer and earnestly press such an 

adjustment of the question which bas disturbed 
and revolutionized the country, still it will at the | 
| same time record the fact, that the representatives 
| of twenty million people rejected the proposition, 
| and refused it sanction in any form. 
| LT proceed to the consideration of the plan of | 
| the distinguished Senator from Kentucky. Isay i 
j distinguished. Sir, the Senator from Kentucky 
| Stands without a peer. He is the last of that race | 
of statesmen who have shed undying luster upon 
the American name. In publicand in private life; 
in the councils of the nation, or upon its battle- 
fields; his long carcer has been without spot or 
blemish. Sir, not only all Kentucky, but all 
| America, vencrates his name. Here is the danger || 
in the resolutions of the, Senator. F am afraid | 
that the influence of his great name may persuade | 
the people of the United States to commitan irrep- 
arable wrong. I am afraid that the affection 
which the people everywhere bear for that Sen- 
ator will control their judgment and shape their 
' action. 

But whatare the propositions of the Senator from 
Kentucky? What is his plan? At the very out- 
set we are struck with a remarkable fact. That 
is, that the proposition of the honorable Senator | 


i 


! by which amendments may be made. Docs it 
| prescribe the mode of the Senator from Kentucky? 
| dt does not. 1 will read it: 
| “ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of | 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That | 
provision ought to be made by law, without delay, for taking 
; the sense of the people, and submitting to their vote the |; 
following resolutions as the basis for the finad and perma- 
t nentsettlement of those disputes that now disturb the peace 
of the country, and threaten the existence of the Union.” | 
It is an unauthorized procedure. How can | 
the Constitution be amended? There are two 
modes. First, Congress, whenever two thirds of 
both Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose | 
amendments; or, second, on the application of the 
Legislatures of two thirds of the States, Congress 
shali call a convention for proposing amendments, 
which, in either case, shall be valid as part of the 
Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of 
three fourths of the States, or by conventions in 
three fourths of the States, as may be determined 
Does the Senator from Kentucky |} 
; propose cither of these modes? Sir, he proposes 
' an appeal to the judgment of the people. The 
judgment of the people has been recently heard, |! 
1n one respect. ‘Thatjudgment must first be re- 
spected and obeyed before {shall invoke it again, | 
‘Then will be the time to consider this proposition, |! 
if it should be considered at all. Why submit 
these resolutions to the people? There is no au- |! 
thority to doso. Because it is said there is a great 
emergency? Well, sir, the Constitution has pro- 
vided for all emergencies. I then insist upon the 
constitutional remedy. Are amendments needed 
| tothe Constitution ? Lettwo thirds of both Houses 
| of Congress propose them. Will Congress refuse į 
| todo so? ‘Then, sir, let two thirds of the States, 
i through their Legislatures, apply to Congress to 
: calla national convention to propose amendments. 
Will the Legislatures of the States refuse to do 
so? Then the whole matter is at an end. 1 
But again: I beg gentlemen to consider one 
moment. If amendments are to be dictated by 
| the popular judgment, can gentlemen hope that 
| suchamendments, so unconstitutionally obtained, 
| and thrust into the Constitution in accordance and |) 
by virtue of its result, would be final and perma- 
nent? Ifthe opinion and judgment of the people 
is proper now to obtain constitutional provisions 
‘in favor of slavery, may net hereafter a similar 
appeal be made and justified to overthrow every | 
vestige of slavery? Would gentlemen adiitthen | 
‘that the judgment of the people should be ap- 


|i pealed to and implicitly obeyed? I think not. | 


! more in detail. 


| advanced: 


| sition of territory and its government. ; 
| quisition of Louisiana, of Texas, of New Mexico, 


Sir, it is a dangerous precedent. -Besides, if the 
character of the Constitution vf the United-States 
is to be determined by a popular vote whenever 
appealed to, then its stability is gone. Instead 
of a permanent and stable charter of rights, the 


| Constitution would become a mere patchwork of 


whatever the passions and prejudices of the peo- 
ple determined it to be in a popular vote. But it 
may be said that neither Congress nor the con- 
ventions of the States, are compelled to carry out, 
the judgment of the people in their vote. “The” 
proposition of the Senator from Kentucky means 
that it shall be an instruction not to be set aside, 
or it means nothing, and is useless. It means 
that if the popular vote of the people of the Uni- 
ted States shall be in favor of the amendments, 
they shall be incorporated into the Constitution. 
That is just what the proposition does mean, and, 
therefore, violates and overthrows the Constitu- 
tion in its attempt to preserve and maintain it. 
The Constitution of the United States. was never 
intended to be placed in the hands of the people 
for their revision by a popular vote. I do not in- 
tend to place it there now. I suppose if the joint 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky sheuld 
pass, I would have a right to vote upon them on 
their submission. Ido not want the right; I do 
not intend that any other person shall have the 
right. It is an unconstitutional right; it should 
be voted down, and I believe it will. 

But if there was nothing in the mode proposed 
by the honorable Senator, still I cannot support 
the propositions; and therefore wiil not consent 
to their submission in the manner prescribed. I 
do not believe there is any necessity to incorpo- 
rate such amendments in the Constitution. What 
are they? Seyen amendments in favor of slavery; 
seven everlasting and irreversible amendments to 
perpetuate slavery. Look at them: protection to 
slavery in all the territory now held or that shaf 


| hereafter be acquired south of the line of 360 30°; 


protection to slavery in all the public property of 
the United States situate within the limits of a 
slave State; protection to slavery in the District 
of Columbia; protection to slavery in the trans- 
portation of slaves from one State to another or to 
a Territory in which slaves by law are held; pro- 
tection to slavery in the Treasury of the United 
States, in the payment of the value of a rescued 
slave; protection to slavery in the rendition of 
persons held to service; protection to slavery in 
the right of representation, and protection to sla- 
very in all the slave States. Sir, ilese amendments 
are to be unchangeable—irreversible. No future 
amendments, under any circumstances, nor atany 
time, nor by all the millions which shall come herc- 
after, shall affect them in any way. Sir,can this 
be done in America? Can this be wgitten in the 
Constitution of the United States? If so, lift not 
to the dome of the Capitol the statue of Liberty, 
with her robe of stars. Place not another stone 
on the rising monument to the peerless Washing- 
ton. Let them stand as they now are, uncrowned 


i and unfinished, forever. 


But, sir, ] wish to examine these amendments 
The first proposed amendment 
is as to the condition of the Territories. As to 
the territorial question, three propositions are 


1. The right of future acquisition. 

2. The idea of property in man in the Territo- 
ries recognized in the Constitution. 

3. The duty of protecting such property by all 
the departments of the territorial government. 

In my opinion, all of these propositions are 


‘unwise, dangerous, and fruitful only of evil. Ac- 


quisition of territory. Who does not know that 
territory which has been acquired has been the 
source of great disquiet and disturbance. More 
than once the integrity of the Union has been 
menaced, and its perpetuity perilcd, in the acqui- 
The act- 


and California, ought to warn usagainst the eager 
desire for additional territory. Besides, all his- 
tory warns us with its examples of nations who 
have perished in their struggles for wider empire. 
Sir, there is no necessity for additional territory. 


: It is not required either for the development of our 


political system or our political power. Neither 
do we need territory to extend the institution of 
slavery. Sir, the States now in the Union, Í mean 
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the slave States, will sustain one hundred million 
slaves. The Senater from South Carolina [Mr. 
Elammonp] is my authority. He made the state- 
ment last session in the Senate. Why acquire 
more territory, then, for slavery, for that is the 


meaning of the amendment? There are four mil- | 


lion. slaves now. Not within a hundred years, 
can this number be increased to a hundred mil- 
lion. Not within our lifetime, or the lifetime of 
our children, can this be done. Still, the prop- 
osition is urged that the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States shall recognize slavery in all that terri- 
tory south of the line of demarkation now held or 
hereafter acquired. 

But gentlemen say it does not follow that terri- 


tory shall be acquired. Gentlemen are mistaken. | 


It does follow beyond all cavil. It means the dis- 
memberment of Mexico. Itmeans Cuba. It means 
Central America. It mearsan empire of slavery, 
such as the world has never before witnessed. Sir, 
is it not strange, that to-day, while the Union is 
in the very throcs of dissolution, the American 
Congress is gravely deliberating as to the future 
condition of territory not one inch of which we 
now own? I will never assist to lay the founda- 


tions of such an empire. But this is not all. The | 


other object of the amendment is, that in all this 
territory where slavery shall be recognized, that 
slavery shall be protected as property. Acquisi- 
tion of territory. Property in man. These are the 
peculiarcharacteristics of the amendment. Herein 
the Senator from Kentucky differs from the Presi- 
dent. The President asks for an explanatory 
amendment of the Constitution, to the effect that 
the present Constitution recognizes property in 
man. Not so the Senator: his is an original prop- 
osition, to so amend the Constitution as to declare 
that property in man is just and right. Sir, Mr. 
Madison did not think so. That great statesman 
thought it wrong to admit ia the Constitution the 
idea there could be property inman, Mr. Speaker, 
'I prefer to stand by the old Constitution, and to 
walk in the old ways of the fathers of the Consti- 
tution. What is the Government of the United 
States? Why was itestablished? Justice, tran- 

uillity, defense, general welfare, and above all, 
liberty. ‘These were the grand objects of the 
Union. And, sir, they have been secured, all se- 
cured. Shall they now all be thrown aside, and 
property in man be placed before and above all 
these considerations? Shall this political struct- 
ure, which was commenced in justice, which has 
grown in tranquillity, at last, as it rises to its per- 
fect completion, be devoted to slavery? I cannot 
believe so. : 

Again: not only does this plan of the honora- 
ble Senator look to future acquisition of territory 
and the recognition of slavery in the Constitution, 
but the farther duty of the territorial government 
to protect, Ly all its departments, slavery as prop- 
erty. All the departments—the legislative, the 
judicial, and the exesutive departments of the ter- 
ritorial government—all are to be uscd to protect 
this property. It is to have extraordinary pro- 
tection and recognition. Doa majority of the in- 
habitants of the 
new species of property? That desire is nothing. 
Doa majority of the inhabitants of the Territory 
wish to exclude this property from their territorial 
limits? Their wish isnothing. Thedirection ofthe 


constitutional amendment is positive. This prop- | 


erty shall be protected. What, then, becomes of 


the right ofthe majority? It willbeimpotent. It | 


will be powerless. It is useless to think of such 
an amendment of the Constitution. lt cannot be 
ine of any good, whatever. 

ring peace. Peace! Sir, I know of nothing that 
this Congress could do which would serve to alien- 
ate the people of this country sooner than the 
adoption of this amendment. Revolution then 
would be inevitable, I beg gentlemen will re- 
member this. Revolution would come in the 
North, sir, in the North. 


I will not detain the House much longer with į 


the consideration of the resolutions of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. They are all to the same 
end; their objectis unmistakable, ‘The power of 
Congress is to be denied wherever it might affect 
the slightest interests of slavery. In the dock- 
yards and arsenals, in all the public property of 
the United States wishin the limits of aslave State 
in the District of Goiumbia, in the transportation 


Territory desire not to have this | 


It can never” 


of slaves into States or Territories, everywhere 
where slavery now exists, where it may hereafter | 


exist, the Congress of the United States, even 
though it have absolute jurisdiction, is to be for- 
ever silent; add to this a solemn approval of the 
fugitive slave law in all of its parts; add to this 
an approval of its constitutionality in all its parts; 
add to this, the repeal of all State laws which the 
several States have deemed necessary for the pro- 
tection of their citizens, and then you have, in all 
its proportions, the plan of conciliation of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. Sir, it is a plan for perpet- 
ual slavery. It bristles all over with ‘ devilish 
enginery ? to guard every outpost and protect 
every advance of slavery. 
and period, it is a protest against liberty. I can- 


not congratulate the Senator on such a close of, 


his long, uscful, and patriotic public life. 

There remains the plan of the committee of 
thirty-three. That plan, sir, cannot produce paci- 
fication, for this reason: in its very character it 
is temporary. {tis a mere truce, 


in the Union. Ido not believe that it will prove 


satisfactory toanybody. What does the conimit- | 


tec of thirty-three propose? Nota single thing 
new that is important; not a single thing old that 
is not made worse. The first proposition recom- 
mended by the committee is this amendment to 
the Constitution: 

« ArT. XI. No amendment of this Constitution, having 
for its object any interference within the States, with the 
relation between their citizens, and those described in sec- 
tion second of the first article of the Constitution as, all 
other persons, shall originate, that docs not recognize that 
relation within its own limits, or shall be valid without the 
assent of every one of the States composing the Union.” 

I cannot agree with this ameridment. 1 do not 
deem it proper or necessary. Not because I think 
that Congress has power under the Constitution 
to abolish slavery in the States. Notatall. I do 
not think so. And it is for that very reason that 
I am averse to thisamendment. Why should this 
amendment be made to the Constitution? Sir, 
why? I do not know of any persons any where 
who have claimed the power under the Constitu- 
tion to abolish slavery in the slave States, Of 
the three million voters of the North, I have never 
yet heard of one who claimed the power; not one. 

But we are told that the South has apprehen- 
sions. Apprehensions, indeed ! Well, sir, are we 
to legislate for the apprehensions of the South ? 
In what manner did the South acquire these ap- 
prehensions? Notfrom the party with which I am 
associated. Not from its millions. These appre- 
hensions have been engendered by themselves. 
But, I am asked, will you not remove these ap- 
prebensions, and fears and prejudices? No, sir; 
no! That is their own work. They have let loose 
these iniprisoned winds. Itis their duty to direct 
the whirlwind. Point your people to the Consti- 
tution; tell them there is no such power there, 
and cannot be placed there. 

But the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mirr- 
son] says that his constituents do notbelicve their 
political opponents, do not believe their own Rep- 
resentatives, when they inform them what are 
and what are not the designs of the North. The 
gentleman from Virginia is a frank, honorable 


man,and no doubt represents as intelligent acon- | 


stituency as there is in the whole South, or in the 
whole country. If they will not believe us, and 
will not belicve him, when we both declare that 


| Congress has no power over slavery in the States, 


then, though one should rise from the dead, he 
could not remove their disbelief. 


tution, which gives no power now over the ques- 


Í tion of slavery in the States, is not sufficient, then 


no amendment will be sufficient. If defamation 
and a misconception of the purposes of one part of 
the people of this country have shaken the faith of 


another part of the people in the most perfect Con- j 


stitution ever framed, then no apprentice work of 
ours, no amendment that we can make to that 
Constitution, will restore that faith, That is my 
belief; and upon it I intend to act. Whenever the 
Representatives of any people consent to abandon 
their just position, and shape their legislation to 
suit the caprice, the prejudices, and the apprehen- 
sions of any people, then the Government of that 


i people will have wholly fuled, 


In every word, line, | 


Indeed, ithas ! 
been rejected in advance by the States which have | 
rebelled; and I have noassurance that it will prove į 
satisfactory to the slave States which yetremain | 


| crease 


If the Consti- | 


| chairman of the committee of thirty-three. 


I cannot consent to thisamend ment for another 
reason. While I am willing in any manner, out- 
side a change of the Constitution, to declare to 
the South—and I am willing to vote for the res- 
olution which passed the first Congress of the 
United States, which was— 

“ Resolved, That Congress have no authority to interfere 
in the emancipation of slaves, or the treatment of them, in 
any of the States; it remaining with the several States 
alone to provide rules and regulations therein which hu- 
manity and true policy may require 57? 
while I am willing to vote for this resolution, to 
place iton the records in the most solemn manner 
possible, that the people I represent—that the 
North—does not seek to interfere in any manner 
with slavery in the slave States, still E am not 
willing to bind the action of this Government, in 
all future time, in so preposterous and absurd a 
manner as proposed in this amendment. What 
is this chain that we thus forge for ourselves? It 
is, that the free States shall never have the power 
to originate any amendment having for its object 
any interference with slaveryin the States. Docs 
not this give exclusive right of consultation to the 
slave States on that subject? Sir, in 1841, as a 
Representative of Massachusetts, John Quincy 
Adams, whose fame has filled the world, denicd 
this right in the slave States. To-day, another 
Representative from the same Massachusetts, and 
bearing his honored name, gives a very different 
utterance on this floor. I fear that the power of 
slavery has not declined. 

But what more of thisamendment? It discrim- 
inates in favor of this right, by declaring that no 
amendment of the Consutution by which itmay 
be affected, whenever originated, shall be valid 
without the assent of all the States composing the 
Union. Why make this discrimination? Any 
other amendment requires only three fourths of 
the States; but this, of all the States. 

But there is another reason why I cannot agree 
to the amendment. Look at the institution of sla- 
very. It now numbers four million. Itis increas- 
ing rapidly; within twenty years we shall have 
fifieen million; and within forty years thirty mil- 
lion slaves. Sir, Russia trembled beneath the 
weight of twenty million serfs. That mighty em- 
pire escaped revolution by emancipation. But, 
when the close of this century shall look down 
on America with her thirty million slaves, what 
then will be our relation, as a Government, with 
slavery? Even now, throughout all the slave 
States, there is required an efficient police for the 
security of the people of those States. With in- 
number of slaves, there will arise the 
necessity of increased police regulations, until, at 


| length, the States will become unequal to their 


own protection from insurrection. What, then, 
will be required of the General Government? 
Why, sir, with this amendment in the Constitu- 
tion, with this perpetual sanction of slavery, it 
will be the clear duty of the Government to give 
all of its power, its Army and Navy, increased a 
hundred fold, if necessary, not only to suppress 
servile war, but in peace, in time of peace, to 
keep in subjection all these slaves, Already in 
the Senate the honorable Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Green] has proposed an armed police along 
the whole Jine of slave States for the arrest of 
fugitives. The time will come when such an 


| armed police will be demanded by the slave States, 


and with justice, too, when the Government has 
pledged itself to the protection of slavery by the 
adoption of this amendment. | shall vote against 
the amendment, 

But what is proposed next as a measure of con- 
ciliation? The admission of New Mexico. Now, 
I do not believe that this adjustment of the terri- 
toriul question can have any beneficial effect. If 
itis intended to pacify the South, then I am as- 
sured that it will not have that effect; and I know 
it is not a measure for the benefitof the North. I 
feel justified in saying so from the report of Hi 
A 
consideration of the North seems carefully cx- 
cluded from that report; and if such was not the 
character of the report, the speech of the honora- 
ble chairman [Mr. Corwin] would dispel all 
doubt as to the object of this act for the admis- 
sion of New Mexico. What did he say? 

You want New Mexico, which Hes south of this line 
of 39° 30. New Mexico, you say, belongs to you. Take 
its take it.?? 
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State of the Union—Mr. Stokes. 


Mr. Speaker, what does this mean? What is 


the extent of this new crecd? When is it to be 
repeated? Where is it to end? Sir, the whole 
measure is too transparent to deceive any one. 
New Mexico is to be surrendered to slavery. The 
chairman of the committee of thirty-three dis- 
tinctly says so. Notonly that, but he graciously 
informs the South that New Mexico can be made 
a slave State sooner now than at any other time. 
Therefore the offer. I would like to know the 
gentleman's authority, or any gentleman’s author- 
ity, thus unceremoniously to dispose of New Mex- 
ico toslavery. Havc the committee of thirty-three 
had a revelation from the people since the 6th of 
last November? If not, I propose to stand by that 
decision until I have a better cause for its abandon- 


ment than is shown in the report of the majority | 


of that committee, 

But what is the real meaning of the admission 
of New Mexico. Isitnot that whatever territory 
may hereafter be acquired shall be slave territory, 
and shall be organized into slave States? If it is 
not worth while to struggle to preserve New 
Mexico free; if that Territory is to be given up 
now, is it not a virtual admission that all the ter- 
ritory hereafter-—-Mexico, Central America, or 
whatever we may acquire—shall be slave? It 
cannot be doubted. Itisa covert agreement that 
all the territory which we now hold, all the terri- 
tory which we may hereafter hold, shall be con- 
verted into slave territory; and, in time, the Amer- 
ican continent, from the western line of Mis- 
souri to the Pacific, all southward, be dotted over 
with slave States, Sir, if this thing is to be done, 
let us do it manfully. Let us agree upon the 

lan of the Senator from Kentucky. Let us not 
hide behind New Mexico. What [ do, L want to 


do openly, boldly, so that all the world may see. | 


If it is not to be done, let us stand by our princi- 
ples to the last, come what may; let us perform 
our duty, whatever may be the consequences, 

But another reason: why the necessity of this 
enabling act? New Mexico can form a constitu- 
tion without suchanact. She has the precedent of 
Arkansas, of Michigan, and of Oregon. All of 
these States camc into the Union withoutenabling 
acts. So can New Mexico. By theact of 1850, 
New Mexico is authorized to forma constitution. 
But independent of the act of 1850, and independ- 
ent of all other acts of Congress, New Mexico or 
any other Territory can form a constitution and 
apply for admission. But does New Mexico de- 
sire admission? I sce no such evidence. There 
is no such petition here from that Territory. 
There is no constitution before Congress for its 
consideration; the whole actis gratuitous. [twas 
not asked for, is not needed, and is not desired by 
the inhabitants of New Mexico. Isit not better 
to consult their feelings? Is it not better to await 
their action? L think so. The inhabitants of 
New Mexico know best their own wants and their 
capability to sustain a State government. But 
what are the requisites of an American State? 
Population, resources, commercial facilities, a 
proper knowledge of republican institutions, and 
the ability to sustain an independent State govern- 
ment. T'hese are some of the requisites, Has 
New Mexico these requisites in such a degree as 
to entitle her to admission? It will not be so con- 
tended. Her population, ina Territory five times 
larger in extent than the largest State in the Union, 
is not sufficient to entitle her toa Representative. 
Would it, then, be an act of justice to the older 
States to admit such a State to equal suffrage in 
the Senate,as well as representation in the House? 
Would it not be rank injustice? 

Again: New Mexico has no commercial facil- 
ities, or at least they are insignificant in charac- 
ter; and it is universally admitted that, at this 
time, the inhabitants of the Territory have not 


the power to maintain a State government. New | 


Mexico was a State of Mexico. Her inhabitants 
are almost entirely of the Mexican race. They 
are not Americans, as we understand the term 
American. Politically, | admit they are so. Yet, 
sir, their opinions of government are, toa great 
extent, those which they received while a part of 


their mother country; and without any desire to |, 


do injustice to the inhabitants of that Territory, 
I must say, with proper exceptions, the great 
mass are not fit to form a State government and 
be admitted into this Union on an equality with 


the other States of the Union; and emphatically 
so when the proposition is, as proposed, toadmit 


New Mexico with any constitutionshe may adopt, | 


with any legislation she may retain, with any 
system of peon or African slavery she may ap- 
prove, upon the proclamation of the President of 
the United States. And after all, her admission 
cannot in any way effect conciliation. Asa meas- 
ure of peace, it is useless. The views of the mi- 
nority, presented by the honorable gentleman 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Tayxor,] will satisfy any 
one of this fact. He (and with him his colleagues 
upon the committee) says: 

“ With respect to the other propositions reported, the un- 
dersigned are constrained to say, that, in their view, none 
of them will be likely to promote the object had in view, 
while some of them would be prejudicial to the public in- 
terest if they should be carried into effect. This is partie- 
ularly true with respect to the enabling act for the admission 
of the Territory of New Mexico as a State. The admission 
of New Mexico into the Union as a State, though she has 
established slavery within her Jimits by the action of her 
Territorial Legistature, would in no way tend to the settle- 
ment of the principle involved in the terrritorial question, 
which has become of late years such a fruitful source of 
agitation in both sections of the Union.” 

I have no doubt these gentlemen are correct. 
The admission would have no effect in the settle- 
ment of the slavery question. Why, then, abase 
ourselves when no good is to follow? Why abase 
ourselves at ail? The other propositions of the 
committee I shall not consider. It is not neces- 
sary, as I shall not vote for either of them. Iad- 
mit the right of the South to a fugitive slave law 
under the Constitution; but the proposed amend- 
ment of the fugitive slave law cannot reconcile me 
to any approval whatever of that law, which, in 
my opinion, is at variance with the Constitution 
in some of its provisions. I deem, sir, the rendition 
of any person held to service or labor at public 
cost unauthorized by the Constitution, and in di- 
rect opposition to the opinions of the men by whom 
the Constitution was framed. This amendment 
provides for an additional expenditure out of the 
national Treasury, with but indifferent guarantees 
to the person who may be claimed. 

As to the amendment to the act for the rendi- 
tion of fugitives from justice, I will only say that, 
in my judgment, the highest business of the State 
should be the protection of its citizens. Itis better 
that bitter contests should arise, than that this 
protection should be weakened in the slightest 
degree. It is now properly in the hands of the 
Executive of each State. I shall not transfer it to 
the Federal judges. 

Mr. Speaker, I have now considered all the 
plans of adjustment before Congress. No one of 
them can bring permanent and lasting peace to the 
country. Ladmit the Union is in peril. But the 
plan of the President cannot save the Union; the 
plan of the Senator from Kentucky cannot save 
the Union; the plan of the committee of thirty- 
three cannot save the Union. { do not believe 
that there is any possibility that this Congress 
can do anything to effect a scttlement—we differ 
too widely and radically. 
say to my constituents, that if I believed we ought 
to concede, I would not offer the half made-up 
compromise of the committee of thirty-three. No, 
sir, it is a sham; and I believe with Carlyle, that 
whenever you meet a sham, smite it and smite 


it—in God’s name, smite it until it dies or you | 


die. But I sce nothing to compromise, nothing to 
concede, and therefore I will give none whatever. 


What then can be doner Sir, in the shadows 


which have fallen so thick around us, I can see | 


but one path—it is the path of duty. We havea 
Union. For eighty years ithas been the admira- 
tion of the world. We have a Constitution, the 
most perfect ever conceived. We have laws, the 
wisest and best, with al! their faults, it has been 
the fortune of any people to enjoy. Let them all 
be preserved—all; every onc in all its parts. But 
if this cannot be done; if treason has become 
stronger than the Union and the Constitution 
and the laws; if America has fallen from her high 
position and become the laughter of the world; if 
this is the only Government of all those which 
have existed, or which now exist, that cannot 
protect itself, then I would vote for the follow- 


“ing resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That it 
be, und is hereby, recommended to the several States of the 
Union that they, through their respective Legislatures, 


I say to you, and I | 


i convulsed as it never was before. 


request the Congress of the United States tocall a conven- 
tion of all the States, in accordance with article five of the 
Constitution, for the purpose of amending said Constitution 
in such manner and with regard to such subjects as will 
more adequately respond to the wants, and afford more 
sufficicut guarantees to the diversified and growing interests 
of the Government and of the people composing the same. 

Sir, it is possible that a convention of all the 
States could adjust all our national differences. 
Such a national convention is constitutional. It 
may be both wise and proper at this time; and if 
it should fail to continue usas one people, it can 
at last, when all else fails, provide for a peaceful 
and constitutional separation of the States of the 
Union, not for reconstruction, but for the forma- 
tion of independent republics. In that event, I 
know where my allegiance will be. It will bé to 
the North; that North which to-day, as well as 
two hundred years ago, when the first foot stepped 
from the Mayflower upon her soil, reveres reli- 
gion and lawand civil liberty; and they cannot be 
extinguished in all the fires of dissolution. To 
that North in which I think will be realized the. 
vision of John Milton, when he exclaimed, I see 
in my mind a noble and puissant nation rousing 
herself like a strong man after sleep, and shaking 
her invincible locks; methinks I see her as an 
eagle muing her mighty youth, and kindling her 
undazzled cyesat the full mid-day beam, and purg- 
ing her long-abused sight at the fountain itsclf of 
heavenly radiance; to that empire of liberty upon 
wliose soil no slave now stands, and no slave will 
ever stand, I give all my allegiance. But, until 
that hour of separation shall come, (which may 
He who guides the destinies of nations avert,) 
until that hour, although the sun in the heavens 
be darkened, and the vail of the temple of liberty 
be rent in twain, still will I stand amid its falling 
columns, and maintain with all my power the 
sacred cause of human rights. 

Mr. Speaker, I will compromise no longer with 
slavery. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. W. B. STOKES, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


February 1, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. STOKES said: 

Mr. Spraker: I feel that there is less necessity 
for me to address the House on the pending prop- 
ositions since I have heard the eloquent, unan- 
swerable speech just made by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Texas, [Mr. Haniron;} but, as a 
Union man, asa lover of my whole country, I 
deem it my imperative duty to my immediate 
constituents and to the people of Tennessee to 
speak out frankly and fearlessly the carnest con- 
victions of my heart, and to warn them of the 
dangers which lie before them. It is not my pur- 
pose to reply particularly to any of the various 
gentlemen who have preceded me in debate. I 
will seek no issucs with any member. My desire 
is to do and contribute whatever I may toward 
the adjustment of the unhappy differences that 
afflict the country; to allay as far as possible the 
storm that howls about us; and to restore, as best 
we may, peace and harmony to the American 
people. I shall treat the questions at issue hon- 
estly, fairly, truthfully. I shall endeavor to speak 
the truth; yes, sir, the whole truth will I speak, 
although the heavens fall. Gentlemen who have 
preceded me have indulged freely in crimination 
and recrimination. Each party has endeavored 
to affix all blame and responsibility on the other. 
Such a course I will not attempt to imitate. I 
propose to consider the alleged causes for the agi- 
tation and excitement under which this Union 
totters to its fall; for the country is shaken and 
A little more 
than a yearago, it reposed in peace and prosper- 
ity. What has since occurred to distract and 
drive it to the verge of revolution and rein? What 
are the causes of all this wild commotion and 
wide-spread alarm? 

Itis said, sir, that the Republican party is ep- 
posed to the further extension of slavery inte the 
free Territories of the United States. This is true; 
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and if ] had the time, I could read resolution after 
resolution adopted by the Democratic party of the 
northern States, in conventions and Legislatures, 
in which they, too, declared it to be the duty of 
the Government to oppose the extension of sla- 
very: Some Democratic conventions and Legisla- 
tures went so far as to declare it to be their ultimate 
design to eradicate slavery from the States where 
it now exists, by restricting its further extension, 
and such other lawful means as might finally lead to, 
its eatinction. If opposition to the further spread of 
slavery isnow a cause for overthrowing the Gov- 
ernment, wasit notasufficient cause then, when the 
Democratic party had control of it? But at that time 
our southern brethren, who have since seceded, 
stood shoulder to shoulder, check by jowl, with 
those very northern men, announcing that the 
northern Democracy were the only men in that sec- 
tion who were faithful to the rights of the South. 
l opposed these men then, as now. I fought them 
with ail my power. If, however, the refusal to 
permit the extension of slavery into free Terri- 
tories then was not a cause for breaking up this 
Union, certainly it ought not to be so regarded 
now. 

I begin with the State of Michigan, at that time 
one of the strongest and most reliable Democratic 
States in the Union. In 1847, her Legislature 
resolved : 

“That, in the acquisition of any new territory, whether 
by purchase, conquest, or otherwise, we deem it the duty 
of the General Government to extend over the same the 
ordinance of 1787, with all! its rights and privileges, condi- 
tions, and immunities. ?”? 


In 1849, the following resolutions, offered by 
Hon. E. H. Thomson, were adopted: 


© Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the State of Michigan, That we consider the result of the 
late war with Mexico, in the acquisition of the ‘Territo- 
ries ot New Mexico and California, as an enduring monu- 
ment to the honor of our gallant Army, regulars and volun- 
teers, officers and soldiers; and that we rejoice in the 
prospect of extending over that country the beneficent laws 
and institutions of a free people. 

« Resolved, That we are in favor of the fundamental 
principles of the ordinance of 1787; and, although we re- 
spect the opinions of many eminent statesmen and jurists, 
that slavery is a more local institution, whieh cannot exist 
without positive laws authorizing its existence, yet we be- 
Neve that Congress has the power, and that it is their duty 
to prohibit, by legislative enactment, the introduction or 
existence of slavery within any of the Territorics of the 
United States now or hereafter to be acquired. 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, 
and our Representatives requested, to use all honorable 
means to accomplish the objects expressed in the foregoing 
resolutions; and that the Governor of this State be request- 
ed to forward copies of these resolutions to our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress.” 


In the same year, the Democratic State con- 
vention, which nominated a Governor and State 
officers, passed unanimously the following: 


« Resolved, That we are opposed to the extension of sla- | 


very into the ‘Territories of New Mexico and California, 
beliaving them to be now free in virtue of the laws of Mex- 
jco, and that its establishment in either of those Territories 
ought to be prevented.” 


In the year 1847, the Legislature of New Hamp- 
. shire, then largely Democratic, resolved: 


“That in all territory which shall hereafter be added to, 
or acquired. by, the United States, where slavery does not 
exist at-the time of such addition or acquirement, neither 


slavery nor involuntary servitude, except for the punish- | 
ment Of crime, whercof the party bas been duly convicted, | 
ought ever to exist, but the same should ever remain free 3 į 


and we are opposed to the extension of slavery over any 
such territory; and that we also approve the vote of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress in favor of the 
Wilmot proviso.” 


In 1848, the Legislature of that State, which had i 


an overwhelming Democratic majority, resolved 
as follows: 


«That we are in favor of the passage of a law, by Con- 
gress, forever prohibiting slavery in New Mexico and Cal- 
iforuia, and in all other ‘Territories now acquired, or herc- 
after to be acquired, by the United States, in which slavery 
dees not exist at the time of such acquisition.’’ 


And in 1849, the New Hampshire Legislature, 


still strongly Democratic, unanimously adopted | 


the following resolutions: 


“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, in 
General Court convened, That, oppo: to every form of 
oppression, the people of New Hampshire have ever viewed 
with deep regret the existence of slavery in this Union; 
that while they have steadfastly supported all sections in 
their constitutional rights, they have not only lamented its 
existence as a great social evil, but regarded it as fraught 
with danger to the peace and welfare of the nation. 

“í Resolved, That while we respect the rights of the slave- 


| new State whose constitution tolerates slavery.” 


į the extinction of the same in Territories where it exists. 


holding as well as the free portion of this Union, while we | 
wili not willingly consent that wrong be done to any mem- 
ber of the glorious Confederacy to which we belong, we 
are firmly and unalterably opposed to the extension of sla- 
very over any portion of Aincrican soil now free. 

© Resolved, That, in our opinion, Congress has the con- 
stitutional power to abolish the stave trade and slavery in 
the District of Columbia; and that our Senators be in- 
structed, and our Representatives be requested, to take all 
constitutional measures to accomplish these objects.” 


The Democratic State committee of New Hamp- 
shire, in October, 1847, passed the following res- 
olution: 


© Resolved, That we declare it our solemn conviction, as 
the Democratic party have heretofore done, that neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude should hereafter exist in 
any territory which may be acquired by, or annexed to, the 
United States;.and that we approve of the votes of our 
delegation in Congress in favor of the Wilmot proviso.” 


In the year 1847, resolutions were passed by 
the Legislature of Rhode Island— 


“ Against the acquisition of territory, by conquest or other- 
wise, beyond the present limits of the United States, for the 
purpose of establishing therein slavehoiding States,” &c. 


By the Legislature of New York: 


«That if any territory is hereafter acquired by the Uni- 
ted States, or annexed thercto, the act by which such ter- 
ritory is acquired or annexed, whatever such act may be, 
should contain an unalterable fundamental article or pro- 
vision, whercby slavery or involuntary servitude, except 
as a punishment for crime, shalt be forever excluded from 
the territory acquired or annexed.” í 


By the Legislature of New Jersey: 


e That the Senators, &c., be requested to use their best 
efforts to secure, as a fundamental provision to, or proviso 
in, any act of annexation of any territory hereafter to be 
acquired by the United States, &c., that slavery or invol- 
untary servitude, except as a punishment for crime, shall 
be forever excluded from the territory to be annexed.” 


By the Legislature of Pennsylvania: 


*¢ Against any measure whatever, by Which territory will 
accrue to the Union, unless as a part of the fundamental 
Jaw, upon which any compact or treaty for this purpose is 
based, slavery or involuntary servitude, except for crime, 
shall be forever excluded.” 


By the Legislature of Ohio: 


« For the passage of measures in that body, [Congress,] 
providing for the exclusion of slavery from the territory of 
Oregon, ind also from any other territory that now is, or 
hereafter may be, annexed to the United states.” 


By the Legislature of Vermont: 
« Against the admission into the Federal Union of any 


3y the Legislature of Connccticut: 


“That if any territory shall hereafter be acquired by the 
United States, or annexed thereto, the act by which such 
territory is acquired or annexed, whatever such act may 
be, should contain an unalterable fundamental article or 
provision whereby slavery or involuntary servitude, except 
as a punishment for crime, shall be forever excluded from 
the territory acquired or annexed.” 


And in 1850, the following: 


« Whereas the people of Connecticut have heretofore, 
through their Senators avd Representatives in Gencral 
Assembly convened, solemnly and deliberately avowed 
their purpose to resist, in all constitutional and prope Sy 
the ey ion of slavery into the national Territories, and 
the admission of new slave States into the Federal Union ; 
and also to seck, ina peaceable and constitational way, 
the abolishment of the slave trade and of slavery in the 
Distriet of Columbia; and whe s the important question 
now before the country touching these matters makes it 
Me that these convictions and determinations should 
affirmed in the most solemu and public manner: 
Theretore, 

« Resolved, That Congress has fall constitutional power 
to prohibit slavery in the Territories of the United States 
by legislative enactment, and that it is the duty of Con- 
gr o pass, without unnecessary delay, such sirict and 
positive laws as will effectually shut out slavery from 
every portion of these Territories.” 


By the Legislature of Massachusetts, in 1849: 


t Resolved, ‘That Congress has full power to legislate 
upon the subject of slavery in the ‘Territories of the Union ; 
that it has freely exercised such power from the adoption 
of the Constitution to the present tie; and that it is its 
duty to exereise the power for the perpetual exctusion of 
the institution from those ‘l'erritorics that are frec, and for 


“ Resolved, That, when Congress furnishes governments 
for the Territories of California and New Mexico, it will 
be its duty to establish therein the fundamental principle 
of the ordinance of 1787 upon the subject of slavery, to the 
end that the institution may be perpetually excluded there- 
froin, beyond every chance and uncertainty.” 


Ata State convention of the Democratic party 
in Massachusetts, composed of more than six 
hundred members, in 1849, the following resolu- 
tions, introduced by Hon. B. F. Hallett, then 
chairman of the national Democratic committee, 
and of the State Democratic committee, were 


adopted unanimously, as appears from the Boston 
Post, the organ of the party in New England: 


« Resolved, That we are opposed to slavery in every form 
and color, and in favor of freedom and free soil wherever 
man lives, throughout God’s heritage. 

« Resolved, That by common law and common sense, as 
well as by the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, (in Prigg vs. Pennsylvania, 16 Peters,) ‘the state 
of slavery isa mere municipal regulation, founded upon and 
limited to the verge of the territorial law p’ that is, the limits 
of the State creating it. 

& Resolved, therefore, That, as slavery does not exist by 
any municipal law in the new Territories, and Congress has 
no power to institute it, the local laws of any State author- 
izing slavery can never be transported there; nor can sla- 
very exist there but by a loca} law of the ‘Territorics, sanc- 
tioned by Congress.” 


This, sir, is pretty good Republican doctrine, 
coming from high Democratic authority. 
In 1848 the Legislature of Ohio resolved: 


“That the provisions of the ordinance of Congress of 
1787, so far as the same relates to slavery, should be ex- 
tended to any territory that may be acquired trom Mexico 
by treaty or otherwise.” 


In 1849 Illinois resolved: 


“ That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our 
Representatives requested, to use al} honorable means in 
their power to procure the enactment of such laws by 
Congress for the government of the countries and Terri- 
tories of the United States, acquired by the treaty of peace, 
friendship, limits, and settlement, with the Republic of 
Mexico, concluded February 2, A. D. 1848, as shall contain 
the express declaration ‘ that there shall be neither slavery 
nor involuntary servitude in said Territories, otherwise 
than in the punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall 
have been dniy convicted.’ ”’ 


‘Ihe same year the following was adopted in 
Wisconsin: 


« That our Senators in Congress be, and they are hereby, 
instructed, and our Representatives requested, first, to op- 
pose the passage of any act for the government of New 
Mexico and California, or any other Territory now helong- 
ing to the United States, or which may hereafter be ac- 
quired, unless it shall contain a provision forever prohibiting 
the introdaction of slavery or involuntary ‘servitude into 
said Territories, except as a punishment for crimes; sec- 
ond, to oppose the admission of any more slave States inte 
the Federal Union?” 


In 1850 the following was adopted by the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Indiana: 


“That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our 
Representatives requested, so to cast their votes and ex- 
tend their influence as to have ingrafted upon any law that 
may be passed for the organization of the territory recently 
acquired from Mexico, a provision forever excluding from 
such territory slavery and involuntary corvitude, otherwise 
than iu the punishment of crimes, whereof the party has 
heen duly convicted.” 


By the Legislature of New York: 


“ Resolved, That the determination indicated by the 
Governors? messages and resolutions of the Legislatures of 
various of the staveholding States, and by the Representa- 
tives of such States in Congress, to extend domestic slavery 
over the territory acquired by the late treaty of peace with 
the Republic of Mexico, we feel bound to oppose by all 
constitutional means; and recognizing the constitutional 
power of Congress to prohibit, by positive enactinent, the 


| extension of slavery into free territory, our Senators in 


Cougress are hereby instructed, and our Representatives 
requested, to use their best efforts to insert such a positive 
prohibition into any law they may pass for the government 


i of the Territories in question’? 


In 1847 Governor Dana, of Maine, a promi- 
nent Democrat, in his message to the Legislature, 
in speaking of the right of slavehoiders to hold 
their slaves in the Territories, said: 

“On the other hand, the slave States claim that this ter- 
ritory will be acquired, if acquired atall, by the blood and 
treasure of all the States of the Union, to become the joint 
property of all; to be held for the benefit of all. And they 
emphatically ask, ‘is it consistent with justice ?? His right 
to acquire and possess property is one of the inherent rights 
of man, independent of Jaws and constitutions. Not so 
with the right to his slave; that is an unnatural, an arti- 
ficial, a statute right; and when be voluntarily passes with 
a slave to a Territory where the statute recognizing the 
right docs not exist, then at once the right ceases to exist. 
The slave becomes a free man, with just as much right to 
chaim the master as the master to chaim the slave.” 


In 1849 the Democratic party in Maine held a 
State convention, at which Hon. John Hubbard 
was nominated for Governor. ‘This convention 
was composed of six hundred delegates, at which 
the following resolution was passed, only one sol- 
itary member voting against it: 


“Resolved, That the institution of human slavery is at 
variance with the theory of our Government, abhorrent to 
the common sentiment of mankind, and fraught with dan- 
ger to all who come within the sphere of its intluence 5 that 

„the Federal Government possesses adequate power to in- 
hibit its existence in the Territories of the Union; that the 
constitutionality of this power has been settled by judicial 
construction, by cotemperaneous expositions, and by re- 
peated acts of legisiation; and that we enjoin upon our 


Senators and Representatives in Congress to make every 
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exertion, and employ all their influence, to procure the 
passage of a law forever excluding slavery from the Ter- 
ritories of California andNew Mexico.” 


And the Legislature, largely Democratic, passed 
the following: 


“Resolved, That the sentimentof this State is profound, 
sincere, and almost universal, that the influence of slavery 
upon productive energy is like the blight of mildews that 
itis a mora! and social evil; that it does violence to the 
rights of man, as a thinking, reasonabic, and responsible 
being. Influenced by such considerations, this State will 
oppose the introduction of slavery into any territory which 
may be acquired as an indemnity for claims upon Mexico.” 


At aState convention in Pennsylvania, Colonel 
Samuel Black, of Pittsburg, offered the following 
resolution; which was adopted unanimously: 


« Resolved, That the Democratic party adheres now, as 
it ever has done, to the Constitution of the country. Its 
letterand spirit they will neither weaken nor destroy ; and 
they redeclare that slavery is a domestic local institution 
of ihe South, subject to State legislation alone, aud with 
which the Gencral Government has nothing todo, Where 
ever the State law extends its jurisdiction, the local insti- 
tution can continue to exist. Esteeming ita violation of 


State rights to carry it beyond State limits, we deny the | 


power of any citizen to extend the area of bondage beyond 
its present dominion ; nor do we consider it a part of the 
compromises of the Constitution, that slavery should for- 
ever travel with the advancing columns of our territorial 
progress.’? 

This same Colonel Black is now Governor of 
Nebraska, and recently vetoed a bill which had 
been passed by the Legislature, prohibiting sla- 
very in that Territory. The exact progress of 
Democracy in eleven years is here made quite 
apparent. 

The Democratic members of the Legislature of 
the State of New York, in 1848, in a series of 
resolutions, included the following: 

“u Resolved, Thatwhile the Democracy of New York will 


faithfully adhere to all the compromises of the Constitu- | 


tion, and maintain all the reserved rights of the States, they 
declare—since the crisis has arrived when that question 
must be met—their uncompromising hostility to the exten- 
sion of slavery in territory now free, which has been or may 
be hereafter acquired by any action of the Government of 
the United States.” 

Similar resolutions were adopted the same year 
at Utica, in which Hon. John Van Buren and 
Hon. Jons Cocurane participated. 

At a State convention of the Democratic party 
of Ohio, in the t 1848, the following resolu- 
tion was adopted: 

« Resolved, That the people of Ohio now, as they have 
always done, look upon the institution of slavery as an 
evil, unfavorable to the fall developmentof our institutions; 
and that, entertaining these sentiments, they will feel it to 
be their duty to use all the powers consistent with the na- 
tional compact to prevent its inercase, to mitigate, and 
finally eradicate it.” 


It is said by gentlemen on the other side, that, 


because we refer to these and other similar facts, | 


we thereby defend the Republican party. Such 
imputation will not restrain me from my duty, 
nor cause me to withhold such unquestioned 
facts as are a part of the political history of the 
country. At a time like this, the public welfare 
should be above all parties or party interests. I 
am not the apologist of any party, yet 1 would 
willingly do justice to all, 

Mr. Speaker, the southern States which bave 
seceded declare that they are separate and dis- 
tinct sovereignties, because of their alleged with- 
drawal from this Union. 
sion I will not discuss at this time, for I have 
already placed myself on record in regard to it 
in some remarks Í made during the last session. 
Now, I need only say that if a State has any 
right to withdraw from the Union, it is the right, 
not of secession, but of revolution. A constitu- 
tional right of secession is a monstrous paradox. 
Every State, however, that has suffered oppres- 
sion or tyranny until it is no longer tolerable, 


has the inalienable right to protect itself, and, if |! 


needs be, to resort to that remedy which is above 
all constitutions—the right of revolution. 

I shall not now further discuss the question of 
secession. I concur, in opinion, with the gentle- 
man from Texas, {Mr. Hamriton,] in the opinion 
just expressed by him, that no State can right- 
fully or constitutionally secede without the con- 
sent of the other States. I have been taught to 
believe that the doctrines and opinions of Wash- 
ington, Madison, Jefferson, and Jackson, were 
right; and I find no sufficient reason forabandon- 
ing them now. On the contrary, I find in the 
events of the day much to cause me to adhere 
more closely to their teachings. 


Sir, the right of seces- | 


| Tennessee will secede. 


Ho. or Reps. 


Mr. Speaker, six States have passed ordinances 
declaring themselves free and independent sover- 
eignties; and what do we find to be the fruits of 
this “ peaceable?” right of secession? Forts, ar- 
senals, dock-yards, arms, and munitions of war, 
public moneys, and property of various descrip- 
tions belonging to the United States have been 
seized by lawless mobs and bands of armed men. 
Not only that. The flag—the flag of Tennessee 
as well as of Pennsylvania; the flag of all the 
States—has been grossly insulted and fired upon 
as it waved over an unarmed ship, bearing pro- 
visions to our own soldiers, in the service of the 
Government, while occupying and defending the 
property of the United States. In doing this, 
these seceding States, or the armed bodies of men 
who perpetrated these outrages, have been guilty 
of a violation of the Jaws of the Jand, and have 
made open war against the United States, as I will | 
show. And they have violated and defied the 
plainest provisions of the Constitution. 

I willread a few clauses from the Constitution, 
Section ten, article one, of the Constitution, says: 

“No State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or con- 
federation.”  * * bd * «No State shall, with- 
out the consent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, keep 
troops or ships of war in time of peace, enter into any agree- 
ment or compact with another State, or with a foreign 
Power.” 

Article six, section three, says: 


* * * 


“The Senators and Representatives ? 
shall be bound by oath or affirmation to support this Con- 
stitution.” 

Which is elsewhere declared to be ‘the su- 
preme law of the land.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when I came to this Con- 
gress, and after a struggle of two months in organ- 
izing the House, I repaired to that desk and took 
a solemn oath to supportthe Constitution and the 
laws passed in pursuance thereof; and, sir, I say 
here in my place, that there is no power on carth 
that can ever induce or force me to utter one word 
or do any act whatever, in any way, that will aid 
any State in going out of the Union. On the con- 
trary, I intend to keep that oath faithfully and 
honestly as a member of this House; and 1 hope 
and trust I shall be able to keep it and live up to 
it, so long as I remain upon the carth. 

I say I will do nothing nor say anything which 
will encourage any State to secede from this 
Union. But yesterday I saw it announced in the 
Memphis Avalanche and the Memphis Appeal, 
papers published in my own State, that the Mis- 
sissippi river was blockaded. ‘This is but another 
of the evil fruits of secession. We find, also, in 
an ordinance just passed by one of the seceding 
States, (Louisiana,) a resolution which reads as 
follows: 


«That we, the people of Louisiana, recognize the free 
navigation of the N sippi river and its tributaries by all 
friendly States bordering thereon.” 


What does all this mean? F understand from 
it that all the States which are friendly to secession, 
or which shall secede hereafter, may freely navi- 
gate the Mississippi river. [ represent a constit- 
uency that has an interest in the free navigation 
of that great Father of Waters and all its tributa- 
ries. A portion of my constituents reside upon 


| streams which are tributary to the Mississippi, 


and they are interested in the navigation of that 
river. Now, L say here, that I do not believe 
J hope she will not; and 
L intend to do all in my power to prevent her doing 
so. And should she remain in the Union, as her 
interests constrain her to do, the waters of the 
Mississippi must be kept free to all the people of 
that State. 

Mr. RUST. The gentleman says the Missis- 
sippi is blockaded. 


Mr. STOKES. I teld the gentleman my au- 


| thority was the Memphis Avalanche and the 


Appeal, both Democratic disunion newspapers. 

Mr. RUST. You did not quote the paragraphs 
from those papers. 1 deny that the Mississippi 
is blockaded. 

Mr. STOKES. But here is the ordinance of 
Louisiana, which declares that the Mississippi 
shall be free to all States which are friendly to 
them. Ofcourse it is notto be free to those States 


which are unfriendly. 
Sir, while both sides of the House are trying | 
to compromise and heal our unhappy difficulties, i 


I am free to say that 1, for one, will vote for.any 
compromise which may be put forward compe- 
tent to meet the crisis through which the country 
is now passing. I care little about myself, polit- 
ically, because 1 want no political honors, unless 
ican have them in the Union, and under the stars 
and stripes of my whole country. [Applause in 
the galleries.) How, I ask, are we to heal these 
difficulties? Onc of my colleagues (Mr. Tuomas] 
has said that we can “ be content with no adjust- 
ment that will not unite the. South with us.” 
Now, I appeal to gentlemen here, and ask them 
how is it possible that we can agree upon any 
terms which will, at this time, bring back South 
Carolina, when she has declared, emphatically, 
that she will not come back upon any terms what- 
ever, and that her secession from this Union is 
final and forever. Then a compromise which 
shall be now satisfactory to South Carolina, and 


‘pares others of the cotton States, is impossible, 


saw to-day, in the Richmond Whig, an extract 


| taken from the Charleston Mercury to the same 


effect, stating that she does not intend to accept 
any compromise, and does not intend to return 
to her allegiance to the Federal Union. 

These cotton States have gone out and severed 
their connection with the Federal Government, 
as they say,and for what? What are their griev- 
ances? 

1. They allege that the North has passed pet- 
sonal liberty bills. 

2, That the fugitive slave law has not been 
faithfully executed. 

3. That the Republican party is opposed to the 
further extension of slavery into the free Terri- 
tories. 

4. That the Republican party intend to abolish. 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and in the 
dock-yards, arsenals, and navy-yards, under the. 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States. 

5. That they intend finally to abolish slavery in 
the States. 

6. That the Republican party hates slavery; 
that Garrison, Phillips, and others denounce sla- 
very, and that we are in danger of invasions simi- 
lar to that which John Brown made upon the soil 
of Virginia. ; 

You are all familiar with the John Brown affair; 
but we know that no party in the North, unless it 
be the few radical Abolitionists, justifies the con- 
duct of John Brown. Then there were the alleged 
burnings of habitations and villages in Texas 
during the last year. An intelligent gentleman, 
longa resident of Texas, a few days ago furnished 
me with a map and other particulars, concerning 
these fires in Texas. From him I learned that 
most of them occurred many miles apart, on the 
same day and about the same hour of the day, to 
wit: at two o’clock, p. m., on the 8th of August 
last, when the thermometer was standing at 1130. 
From information derived from him, I am satisfied 
that these fires were not the work of incendiaries; 
yet it is charged that the North are sending their 
missionaries out there to burn up and destroy 
ae property and habitations of the people of that 

tate. 

Another grievance complained of is the election 
of Lincoln by a sectional party. He, it is said, 
has no sympathy with the South, and therefore 
we are justified in precipitating a dissolution of 
the Union. Itis said that Lincoln will oppose the 
further extension of slavery into Territories which 
are now free. Let me read an extract from a 
speech of Mr. Buchanan, now President of the 
United States, which he made upon the proposi- 
tion for the admission of Texas. He said: 


“Jn arriving at the conclusion to support this treaty, [the 
annexation of Texas,] I had to encounter but one serious 
obstacle, and this was the question of slavery. While t 
ever maintained, and ever shall maintain, in their full force 
and vigor, the constitutional rights of the southern States 
over their slave property, E yet teel a strong repugnance by 
any act of mine to extend the present limits of the Union 
over a new slaveholding Territory. After mature reflection, 
however, I overcame these scruples, and now believe that 
the acquisition of Texas will be the means of limiting the 
domain of siavery.”’ * a x * “That the 
acquisition of Texas would, ere long, convert Maryland, 
Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri, and prebably others of 
the more northern slave States into free States, I entertain 
not a doubt.” 


Task, then, if opposition to the extension of 
slavery is a cause for a dissolution of the Union, 
why it was not done when Mr. Buchanan was 
elected? for this extract proves him to have been 
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as much opposed to the extension of slavery asit 
was possible for him to be. I say it wasno suffi- 
ciént cause when Mr. Buchanan was elected, and 
it furnishes oniy a pretext now. 

Six States have already seceded, and one mem- 
ber from another State [Mr. Reacan] has gone 
home to the State of Texas. Thirty-one south- 
ern members of this House have retired from this 

» Hall, and twelve Senators have vacated their seats 
in the Senate. They have left us their southern 
brethren, to fight the battle alone. Now, although 
Mr. Lincoln is elected, it is well known to this 
Fouse, and to the country, that, had those gen- 
tlemen remained in their seats, and stood to their 
posts like men and patriots, not one dollar could 
the Administration of Mr. Lincoln get out of the 
Treasury, unless by the consent of an opposition 
House, and a Democratic Senate. He could not 
have formed his Cabinet, or even appointed a min- 
ister or a consul, without the consent of the Dem- 
ocratic Senate. Suppose, then, that they had stood 
their ground, and remained like men, as I think 
they ought to have done: what would have been 
the effect of it? Why, sir, if we had exercised 
our constitutional power in stopping supplies, and 
in refusing to confirm presidential appointments, 
wecould have prevented.any unconstitutional in- 
terference with our rights, had such interference 
been attempted by the incoming Administration. 
And with this power in our hands, it might have 
been used not only to prevent usurpation, but so 
as to have secured unequivocal acknowledgment 
of all our just rights under the Constitution. To 
this we might have compelled the Republicans to 
accede, had our Representatives remained in their 
places. We could have decided to present to the 
people of the North and the South such amend- 
ments to the Constitution, or other guarantees, as 
we thought proper. We could have asked that 
these propositions be referred to the people of all 
the States, in the mode prescribed by the Consti- 
tution. We could thus have invoked the action 
of the people, in whose willingness to do right 1 
have every confidence; and ifthe Republican party 
had refused to transfer the whole matter to the 
States‘and the people, or to come to some such 
reasonable terms of adjustment, we might have 
exercised the power of stopping the supplies; 
have refused to vote one dollar for carrying on 
this Government, But now, instead of having 
such power, we are left in the minority by the 
withdrawal of thirty-one members from the 
House and twelve from the Senate And it now 
is in the power of the Republican party to refuse 
us whatever they choose,and yield us only what- 
ever they are willing to ie 

Sir, a convention is to be held soon in Tennes- 
see, in which the State—which Lin part repre- 
sent—is to decide whether she will go out of the 
Union. We are invited by the disunionists to 
follow them into this southern confederacy. 1, 
for one, enter my solemn protest againstany such 
suicidal conduct. I will never agrec toany such 
an act of folly. What, sir; go into a southern 
confederacy; ally ourselves with the cotton States, 
after they have abandoned us here, after they 
have been faithless to us here; when, had they 
remained, we had the power of self-defense in our 
hands! If they would not stand by us under 
existing circumstances, can we rely upon them 
when we shall have joined ourselves to. their 
southern confederacy? We cannot. Faithless 
now, faithless they would be then. Should they 
see any cause to be hereafter, dissatisfied, they 
would doubtless come forward with another se- 
cession ordinance, and withdraw from the south- 
ern confederacy. And where would we then 
stand? 

Why, sir, we are solemnly informed by them 
that ‘they will notagree to any compromise. But 
what else do we find? Some time ago, in the 
Charleston secession convention, we find Mr. 
Packer holding this language. Speaking of the 
motive or reason which induced South Carolina 
to attempt breaking up the Government, he said: 

“Itis no spasmodic effort that has come suddenly upon 
us, but it has been gradually culminating for a long series 
of years.” 

Mr. Ingles also said, at the same time: 


“. Most of us have had this subject under consideration 
for the last. twenty years.” 


Mr. Keitt, anovher member of the convention, |} annex Cuba, if in their power to do so 


Ho. or Reps. 


and for the last cight years a member of this 
House, said: 

“F have been engaged in this movement ever since I 
entered political life.” 

Mr. Rhett, another member of the convention, 
said: 

é It is nothing produced by Mr. Lincoln’s election, or 
the non-executton of the fugitive slave law. It is a matter 
that has heen gathering head for thirty years”? * * * 
* & We are about to sunder our relations with that sec- 
tion, [the North] and, I trust, forever.” 

And, yet, he now asks Tennessee to join that 
southern confederacy, of which he is to be acon- 
trolling spirit. I again say, tbere is no earthly 
power that can compel my consent to it. 

Are these causes, | again ask, sufficient for the 
dissolution of the Union? If they are, then they 
exist outside of the election of Mr. Lincoln to 
the Presidency. And if they exist outside of Mr. 
Lincoln’s election—and I have showed you they 
have existed for years—then Mr. Douglas, Mr. 
Bell, or Mr. Breckinridge, could no more have 
kept the Union together than Mr. Lincoln can. 
But, if this movement goes merely upon the elec- 
tion of Mr. Lincoln, then, I say, itis too ridicu- 
lous to talk about. The present leading disunion- 
ists in my State, last summer, all promptly and 
earnestly insisted that the election of Mr. Lincoln 
was no cause for destroying the Federal Govern- 
ment, 

These grievances, if grievances there be, ex- 
isted for years past; and it was in the power of 
this Democratie party to have remedied them if 
they chose. They had majorities in both Houses 
last Congress. All the territorial laws are to- 
day precisely as they were then, and as they 
passed them. If objectionable, why were they 
not changed when the Democratic party had con- 
trol of both Houses of Congress, the Executive, 
and the judiciary? Why did notsome gentleman 
propose to remedy them? Show me the motion 
on the Journal of this House, or any proposition 
that any southern man brought before Congress, 
to change our present territorial policy in regard 
to the slavery question. It cannot be done, The 


slavery question in the States and Territories is | 


precisely where the Democratic party placed it, 
and where they have the power to maintain it. To 
do this, they have only to remain in their places, 
and the Republican party are powerless in both 
Houses of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, we have grievances to complain 
of; and Vinten’ to show my Republican friends 
that we have just cause to complain of them for 
some of theiracts; and I trust and hope that they 
will see the necessity of taking such action here 
and in the northern States as may allay the pub- 
lic excitement and tranquilize the popular mind. 

I was speaking of the election of Lincoln. Sir, 
there were various causes why he was elected. 
There were several candidates. Millions were 
supporting Mr. Douglas for his devotion to the 
doctrine of non-intervention; others supported Mr. 
Breckinridge, and subscribed to the new code of 
protection to slavery in the Territories; while the 
Union party rallied under the leadership of Mr. 
Bell, pledged to “the Union, the Constitution, and 
the enforcement of the laws.” What else? One of 
the most powerful causes of all was the extrava- 
gance, the waste, the profligacy, and, I think I 
can safely say, the corruptions of the present Ad- 
ministration. These things alone caused thou- 
sands of the people of the country to record their 
votes for Mr. Lincoln for the Presidency, who 
would not otherwise have voted for him. 

I contend, sir, that the election of Mr. Lincoln, 
under these circumstances, is no reason for a dis- 
solution of the Union. I think disunion can be 
fairly traced to the purposesand plans of the south- 
ern league,which was concocted and deliberately 
agreed upon over two years ago, by the leaders 
of the Democratic party in the cotton States, that 
they would go to Charleston and make certain 
demands on the northern Democrats; and, if re- 
fused, that they would set up a candidate of their 
own, and when defeated, as they expected and 
desired to be, then to strike for a southern con- 
federacy. They have publicly declared that their 
purpose was ultimately to build up a southern 
confederacy upon the ruins of the present Union; 
to reopen the slave trade, conquer Mexico, and 
They 


expect or desire to accomplish all this; and as it 
could not be attempted within the Union, seces- 
sion became necessary before they could attempt 
this long cherished purpose. They expect the 
border States, with Tennessee and North Car- 
olina, to follow them in this wild crusade. Their 
purpose is to commit the whole South to this wild, 
revolutionary scheme; and so they have declared 
over and over again. 

Mr. Speaker, I cannot, I will not, consent to be- 
come a blind follower of those who boast that for 
years they have had no other or higher aim than 
the destruction of my country; and I make the 
assertion here in my place, without fear of being 
contradicted, that there is not one grievance com- 
plained of that cannot be remedied in the Union; 
nor is there one which can be remedied owt of it. 
I desire my constituents to know that their best 
interests are in imminent peril, and that their peace 
and safety depend on standing by that Union 
which has blessed them, and avoiding secession 
and disunion as the grave of their happiness and 
prosperity. The idea that a few conspiring mad- 
men, ambitious, disappointed politicians, men 
who are seeking for power, can band themselves 
together and say this Union must be destroyed at 
their bidding, is monstrous. So bold have become 
the advocates of this doctine of secession, that if 
a gentleman now expresses himself in favor of the 
Union, and denies the wisdom or constitutional 
right of secession, he is denounced as a ‘‘ submis- 
sionist.” I am free to say, sir, that I had rather 
be called a ‘t submissionist,’’a submissionist to the 
laws of my country, than actas others have done— 
play the part of a traitor, and become a rebel to 
a Government which never wronged me, and to 
which Lowe my allegiance. Iam asubmissionist. 
1 stand here in the presence of these Representa- 
tives of the people and proudly admit that I ama 
submissionist; p do submit-——I have sworn to do 
so—to the Constitution and to the laws passed in 
pursuance thereof. I intend to submit to them. I 
intend to stand, in the future as in the past, on the 
Union platform adopted at Baltimore last summer 
—‘the Union, the Constitution, and the enforce- 
ment of the laws.” [Applause.] 

But, say gentlemen, enforcement of the law is 


-coercion; and the cry of coercion is got up inthe 


South. They ask: ‘will you coerce a State?” 
No, sir; Lam not for coercing a State. But [claim 
the right and power of the General Government 
to execute its Jaws whenever it is expedient to do 
it, or necessary for the safety, the protection, and 
the happiness of the people of all the States; in a 
word, when the public welfare requires it. I re- 
peat, I am not for coercing a State; and at the 
same time I am not for allowing a State to coerce 
me. I do not recognize the right of the State of 
South Carolina to coerce the rest of the States. 
She has no right to do so, and I protest against 
it. I think, however, that moderation, prudence, 
and caution, ought to be used on the part of the 
President. Let us settle these difficulties peace- 
ably, if we can. It can be done; and my opinion 
is, that it will be done, satisfactorily to reasonable 
men everywhere; at least satisfactorily to the bor- 
der States, and Tennessee, and North Carolina. 
I have no idea of any settlement being made that 
will now satisfy the State of South Carolina. I 
do not look for that. Ido not expect it; for South 
Carolina has declared emphatically that she will 
accept no compromise, and will have none; that 
her separation is final and forever. But I do hope 
and believe that all difficulties will be settled so as 
to satisfy the people of the border States. 

But weare told that we must go out of the Union. 
Yes, sir; Yancey said that two years ago. He 
laid the plan, and it has worked admirably. It 
has moved like clock-work. That clock above 
meis notarranged with greater precision than was 
this southern league. Here in this city were its 
chiefs, some of them at the head of various de- 
partments of the Government, assiduously work- 
ing to accomplish a treasonable destruction of the 
Union, and to subvert the very Constitution which 
they were sworn to support. Yes, sir, they have 
done all this. Mr. Yancey had his plan laid out 
lastsummer. Mr. Breckinridge was his candidate. 
Mr. Bell was the candidate of the Union party; 
and here I will remark that I have found but one 
man in my section of the country who was op- 
posed to the execution of the laws. He was an 
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old fellow who had repeatedly been stalled in the 
calaboose. Iasked himto support Mr. Bell. Said 
he, ‘I like Mr. Bell very well, and I like the Con- 
stitution and the Union very well, but damn the 
enforcementofthelaws.’’ [Laughter.] Mr. Yan- 
cey and these seceders, who metat Richmond and 
nominated John C. Breckinridge, declared their 
purpose to be to rule the country according to 
their theories, or to break up this Government; 
and when any one suggested the idea that the sup- 
orters of Breckinridge were disunionists, they 
indignantly denied it. They declared that every 
insinuation of that kind was a libel upon Mr. 
Breckinridge and the Democratic party. 

I proclaimed it everywhere, during last year, 
that if Abraham Lincoln was elected, the disu- 
nionists intended to make an effort to overthrow 
the-Government. I had frequently heard them 
say so upon this floor during the last session of 
Congress. I proved by their own words that such 
was their ultimate design, and that, in the event 
of the election of a Republican President, such 
would be the result. Yet they denied it before 
the people. They declared that no such criminal 
intention or scheme existed. Had the honest peo- 
ple of Tennessee understood that such was the in- 
tention of these Democrats and disunionists in the 
event of the election of Lincoln; had it been so 
understood every where in the South, Breckinridge 
would have been beaten—overwhelmingly defeat- 
ed—in States and communities where he was most 
earnestly supported. He would have been defeated 
overwhelmingly by the Union-loving masses of 
the country everywhere. But it was denied by 
his supporters; they denounced the charge as an 
infamous slander. But history proves that we 
were not mistaken. Everywhere around us we 
meet the evidences of a deep-laid conspiracy, hav- 
ing for its unholy object the destruction of the 
best Government which has ever been vouchsafed 
to man. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, there are a number of dis- 
union Democrats in my section of country who 
have taken upon themselves a sort of paternal 
care and supervision of the rights of the South. 
They have established a standard by which they 
test our sectional loyalty, and that standard re- 
quires us to come out and denounce the Repub- 
lican party as guilty of lying, treason, and ever 
other crime known to the criminal code; and if 
we do not, we are submissionists and Abolition- 
ists. 1 shall be charged, no doubt, when the re- 
marks I am now submitting to the House are 
published, with being a submissionist. But the 
men who make these charges are not generally 
those who own slave property, which they have 
purchased by labor and industry. No,sir; they 
are, as a general rule, those who own neither 
slaves nor anything else, and who never will own 
anything, for they have nothing now, and are too 
lazy to work for anything. [Laughter.}] Yet 
they assume to supervise the interests of the slave- 
holders, and to take care of their property, But, 
sir, there is another class of people in my State, 
composed of honest, hard-working men. The 
farmers, the mechanics, the merchants, and pro- 
fessional men, who are loyal to the Constitution 
and the Union, and who are now moving Heaven 
and earth to arrest the tide of disunion, and, if 
possible, to save thiscountry from destruction, and 
this Government from final overthrow. Nor will 
I omit the old soldiers, who are pensioners upon 
your bounty, and whose means of subsistence 
depends upon the preservation of that Govern- 
ment which owesits existence to their valor. They 
are now at work in the border States, working 
with a will and energy such as have never been dis- 
played by them; with a will and resolution known 
only to those who feel that their liberties and their 
country are involved. They love their country 
for its blessings; they love this Government be- 
cause it has protected them, and they will not be 
driven from its protecting flag at the bidding of 
disunion. And I should be untrue to myself and 
to them if I were not to raise my voice with theirs 
against this wicked scheme of my country’s en- 
emies. 

Mr. HINDMAN made a remark which was 
not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. STOKES. I cannot yield. I say we are 
straining every nerve to beat back the tide of 


secession and disunion in the border States; and 
while I have faith in the good sense of the peo- 
ple, I shall not permit myself for a moment to 
despair. i 

ĮI understand that the most earnest and patri- 
otic efforts are being’ made in seven, at least, of 
the slaveholding States, and I will not, as I said, 
doubt the result. E can except Arkansas, if the 
gentleman wishes me to do so. 

Mr. HINDMAN again made a remark which 
the reporter did not understand. 

Mr. STOKES. Kentucky and Tennessee are 
closely linked together by affection and interest. 
Whatever misfortune falls upon Kentucky, falls 
also upon Tennessee. We are, then, struggling 
together, and our joint efforts will be directed to 
doing all we can to hold this Union together, and 
finally to rescue our whole country from the perils 
which environ it. 

Mr. Speaker, I speak what I am saying because 
itis my duty. I speak, as I said, for the farmer, 
for the old soldier; I speak for the mechanic, and 
for the child of toil; 1 speak, also, for my wife 
and my children; I speak no less for my slaves, 
when Í plead for the preservation of my country; 
for its destruction will involve all finally in one 
common ruin. 

Gentlemen, I implore you, in the name of 
Heaven, to come to the rescue of our country. 
Forget your party prejudices while you do some- 
thing that will strengthen the hands of the Union- 
loving men every where—something which, with- 
out injustice to any one, will enable us to beat 
back the armies of disunion, and to reunite the 
bonds which have so long held us together a happy 
and united people. For F believe that nothing less 
than the preservation of the Union can avert the 
ultimate horrors of a civil war, and the consequent 
destruction of all that is most dear to those who 
have homes and families to cherish and defend. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been sometimes said that I 
am nota friend to the South. Why? I suppose 
it is because I will not agree to go with South 
Carolina in her mad career of destruction. Sir, 
I have spoken here to-day because I feel that I 
love my native South. Ilove the land of my birth, 
and the abode of my kindred. I love my people; 
and, in my judgment, the only way to preserve 
and protect their property, and to preserve the 
peace and happiness of all, is to keep this Union 
together, and live united like brethren. . 

henever you dissolve the Union, you bring, 
as a necessary result, the Canada line down to 
our borders, and you thereby increase the facili- 
ties for the escape of our slaves. And when they 
reach au independent, and perhaps a hostile coun- 
try, how will you reclaim them? With the dis- 
tance that there is now intervening, they some- 
times escape, and they will continue to do so in 
all coming time. But, sir, I repeat, that when 
you dissolve the Union, you establish a hostile 
border three thousand miles in length, touching 
the boundaries of Maryland, of Virginia, of Ken- 
tucky, of Delaware, of Missouri, and even of 
Texas. 

But, again: I say to the southern people, that 
we now have millions of friends at the North who 
are Joyal to the Constitution and the laws, and 
who have, through weal and through woe, stood 
up for our rights—friends outside the Republican 
party, and friends within that party; friends who 
are willing to live up to the requirements of the 
Constitution, and who, if we will be but patient, 
can and will effectually aid us in securing all our 
just rightsand reasonable demands. Then, I want 
my constituents to know, that when they break up 
this Government, they not only aggravate every 
real or imaginary grievance, but we are necessa- 
rily alienated and estranged from our friends and 
kindred in the North, who are willing now and at 
all times, if needs be, to rush to our defense; but 
we shall have then made them our enemies. I im- 
plore gentlemen, then, to healand harmonizethese 
difficulties now, while we may, while weare here 
together as friends and as brothers, and while each 
and all of us have still an interest in this glorious 
Union. If we cannot do it now, tell me how it can 
be done after the Government shall have been de- 
stroyed, when we are without the Constitution 
and without that unity of interestand feeling which 
still make us one people? 


Sir, F have no hesitation in saying that ifthe 
Union of these States is to be finally destroyed, 
because of the existence of African slavery,it will: 
sooner or later result in the final destruction -of ‘ 
slavery. I- repeat, it will result in abolishing ‘it’ 
finally and forever. be Pandy 

ldo not-for a moment doubt that the personal’ 
liberty laws will be repealed, or properly. mods | 
ified, within a few months—at all” events, so’ 
soon as-the people shall pass their judgment at 
the polls. I see that Rhode Island has taken the 
lead, and already repealed hers, and that steps 
have been taken in other States to- accomplish a 
like result. It affords me pleasure ‘to state’ that 
the Republican and Democratic parties in the frée 
States are ready and willing soto amend the Con: » 
stitution as to render it impossible for any one 
to believe that the people of the North desire: to 
interfere with slavery in the States. This will 
do much good, and will greatly tend ‘to the res- 
toration of peace between the sections. : 

The Constitution declares that yow shall sür- 
render such persons.as have escaped from service 
or labor from one State into another. We can’ 
alter and change the present fugitive slave law so 
as to make it, if possible, more effective, and at 
the same time to render it less offensive to the- 
people of the free States. j 

We are told in the South that it is the intention 
of the Republican party to abolish slavery in the 
States where it now exists, and that therefore pró- 
tection to our property, to our families, requires: 
us to resist that party to the extent of overthrow- 
ing the Government! Our people are made to 
believe this charge. You can allay that fear, you 
can remedy this cause of complaint, without the 
sacrifice of principle or consistency. You have 
it now in your power to do it, and appeal to you 
with the utmost confidence to give us an amends 
ment to the Constitution to meet. this cause of 
complaint. You declare the complaint unfounded, 
and insist that the Constitution is sufficient as it 
is. Then justice to yourselves requires that you 
should not hesitate in giving’ us this amendment, 
which we. all admit is only rendering the present 
Constitution more specific and plain, By-so doing 
you will put this branch of the controversy for- 
ever at rest. Do this, and adjust the ‘territorial’ 

uestion, and you will not only restore peace to’ 
the country, but you will, as was said by my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Giumer,] far- 
nish a political winding-sheet for disunionists, 
fanatics, and traitors, North and South. : ; 

There are various ways of adjusting the vexed, 

et abstract, question of slavery in the Territories. 

t matters but little hów it is settled so far as the 
extension of slavery is concerned. Yet the prin- 
ciple involved has been the cause of much of our 
present trouble. I have always believed that it 
mattered not so much how you settled the ques- 
tion if you would adhere to the adjustment after 
it was made, ve 

My honorable friend from North Carolina [Mr. 
GILMER] gave you a few days ago an illustration 
of this territorial question, which, for fairness, 
was, in my judgment, unanswerable. Suppose, 
said he, there was on the one side of a certain line 
eighteen farmers, and on the other side fifteen, 
and not having land sufficient to carry on their 
farming operations, they should purchase another 
tract of land with their common money: would it 
be right for either party in such case to-deny par- 
ticipation in the cultivation of that land to the 
other? Certainly not. Why not, then, since ‘the 
Territories of the United States belong alike to the 
people of the North and the people of the South, 
grant that there shall be a line run like that of the 
Missouri compromise of 36° 30' north latitude— 
such a plan as is proposed in the original Crit- 
tenden resolutions? I speak particularly of the 
Crittenden resolutions, because they have appa- 
rently aroused more public attention ‘than any 
other pending plan of adjustment. They have 
been read and considered by the people, North, 
South, East, and West. The general impression 
seems to be that they will satisfy reasonable men 
everywhere. Ican vouch for the fact that this 

lan will satisfy the border States, Tennessee and 
North Carolina, in which the decisive battle for the 
Union is now being fought. Why not, then, adopt 


! this plan of settlement? 
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Mr. Sewanp, and other gentlemen professing 
like. principles with himself, admit that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States hag, in effect, 
decided that slavery exists in every inch of terri- 
tory belonging to the United States. ‘That is the 
highest tribunal known. to our Constitution and 
laws; and in questions. involving a construction of 
the Constitution, it is the court of final resort. 
Why not settle this slavery question, then, at once 
upon the admissions made on all sides, and relieve 
the country from the fearful agitation which now 
shakes it “from turret to foundation stone?” If 

ou. are not willing to adopt the Crittenden reso- 

utions, then adopt the propositions submitted by 
my colieague, [Mr. Erneriver,] which are sub- 
stantially the border State propositions. And if 
you cannotdo this, you ought not to refuse adopt- 
ing the measures reported by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Corwin,] the chairman of the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. Admit New Mexico as a 
State into the Union, with her laws protecting 
slavery. But I sce that my hour has nearly ex- 
pired; and I can only take time to say that I will 
Bi ve my support toany proposition that will fairly, 

onorably, and finally settle those disturbing 
questions which, so fearfully distract the peace of 
the country. 

A word more, and I have done. The with- 
drawal of a State from this hitherto happy politi- 
cal family is suggestive of painful reflections. It 
is quite as absurd and unaccountable as would be 
the conduct of that father, who, with his wife and 
children, was securely sheltered within a com- 
fortable habitation, with every comfort and lux- 
ury which could add to their happiness, delib- 
erately walking out, firing their dwelling, and 
consigning it to the flames, without having made 
a single provision for the construction of a new 
abode, or for protection against the fierce storms 
of heaven. [Applause.] 

Inconclusion, Lappealto my Republican friends 

_ to do their duty, under a sense of their great re- 
sponsibilities, and according to the dictates of a 
generous magnanimity, They have the power 
to restore peace to our unhappy country, and I 
confidently believe you will show your willing- 
ness todo so. I implore you, in behalf of our 
common country, that you will not stand hesitat- 
ing, in such an hour as this, upon mere abstract 
and impracticable issues. When you follow the 
Constitution you surrender no principle, nor are 

ou false to any platform of your party. Letus, 
Mr. Speaker, pass the Crittenden resolutions, or 
any other proposition which will conciliate our 
divided people, and attach them once more to this 
Union, as with hooks of steel. Let us do our 
whole duty in this dread emergency, and joy and 
gladness will once more pervade the limits of our 
whole country. Your noble conduct will then be 
hailed with shouts by a rejoicing people, who will 
attest their gratitude by the ringing of bells, the 
booming of cannon, the flying of canvas, and every 
token that a grateful people can manifest to the 
benefactors of mankind. 

Let us not deceive ourselves with any such de- 
lusion asa reconstruction of the Government, in 
the event of a separation of the North and the 
South. Dismemberment will not be followed by 
a reunion of these States. Disunion means war 
—civil war—and fraternal blood cannot reunite 
us in the bonds of Union and brotherly love. 
Sir, these disunion, seceding Democrats ,broke 
up their party at Charleston. They cannot now 
reconstruct a political organization, The very 
spirit of disunion ‘forbids it; and how can we 
expect the wanton destroyers of our present 
Union to reconstruct it when it has been torn to 
pieces. The idea is ridiculous. No man should 

E permi himself to be thus deceived. I warn the 

honest masses. of the country against this at- 
tempt to mislead them. 

Mr. Speaker, I never have, nor I never will, 
utter one word designed to alienate one portion 
of our country from the other. Should I ever 
so far forget myself as to attempt writing or 
speaking a line or a word against the Union of 
these States, or in behalf of those who now seek 
the overthrow of the Government, I trust my 
tongue and arm may become palsied and motion- 
less. Let me dic, as I bave lived, a citizen of the 
free Unirun States of America. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. M. QUARLES, 
; OF TENNESSEE, 
In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 1, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. QUARLES said: 

Mr. Speaxen: I have not sought the floor in 
the vain belief that any feeble utterances of mine 
can stay the tide of events which is, I fear, bear- 
ing us with irresistible force into the maelstrom 
of anarchy and civil war; but in the hope that I 
may possibly induce gentlemen on both sides of 
the House to pause and reflect before they plunge 
our common country irrevocably into revolution 
and fraternal strife. Sir, I should be recreant to 
the high trusts which a generous and patriotic 
constituency have confided to me, if [ did not exert 
my every energy to allay the excitement which 
now unhappily pervades every section of our coun- 
try, and do every act which patriotism can prompt 
to give peace to our distracted land. This is not 
the time for disquisitions upon the theory of our 
Constitution, or for refined and critical distinc- 
tions between the rights of the Federal Govern- 
ment and those reserved to the States. Revolu- 
tion actually exists, and we must deal with stern 


and unyielding facts. Six of our sister States have | 


shot madly and hurriedly from their accustomed 
orbits, and no longer revolve around our Federal 
governmental center. The ‘sweet wreath of our 
Union has been unbound,” universal distrust and 
wide-spread pecuniary disaster pervades every 
circle of society and all the avocations of life; and 
it is the first and highest duty of a patriot and 
Representative to address himself to the task of 
composing the differences which have produced 
these baneful consequences. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no man who has loss 
sympathy with the hasty and reckless course of 
our sister States of the South, in their wild scheme 
of disunion, than myself. They have been rash 
and precipitate in their action, and have refused 
even to advise and consult with us of the border 
slave States, whose interests were to be so mate- 
rially affected by their action; but, in a delirium 
of excitement, which seems to have overborne 
their reason, they have rushed madly on, reckless 
of consequences to themselves or others. And 
without stopping to refute the political heresy of 
secession, undercover of which they seek to shelter 
themselves, I content myself with the declaration 
that I believe it has no warrant in the Constitution 
of the United States. 1 think, sir, that when our 
forefathers adopted our present form of Govern- 
ment, they intended that it should be enduring, 
and were not guilty of the folly of leaving a re- 
served right in any one of the States to destroy 
the very Government they ordained, and consc- 
quently every right which was expressly dele- 
gated to it. Ido believe, however, in the sacred 
right of revolution; and whenever any Govern- 
ment becomes oppressive to its citizens it is as 
well their right as it is their solemn duty to throw 
it off, and establish such a form of government as 
is consonant with their honor, liberty, and inter- 


ests. This is the right our fathers exercised when | 


they threw off the yoke of British domination and 
tyranny; and thisis the word they used to describe 
it. Itis the bolder and manlier word, and savors 
of the spirit of 1776. Ideny the constitutional right 
of any State to secede from the Union, but affirm 
the inalienable, inherent right of every free man 
in it to revolutionize his Government whenever it 
becomes oppressive and destructive of the ends 
for which it was formed. 

But, sir, in order to getat the true cause of the 
revolution now in progress in the Gulf States, it 
is necessary to revert to the initial point. Why 
this dissatisfaction among whole communities in 
the South? Isthere no cause for it, or does itexist 
alone in the distempered imaginings of southern 
gentlemen? Let us arrive at a correct diagnosis 
of this political disease; and, if possible, eradicate 
it. Northern gentlemen ask for a specification of 
southern wrongsand grievances, and declare readi- 
ness to consider them. The differences which ex- 


| they stand for our action. 


ist between the two sections, in my judgment, sir, 
consists, not so much in any particular acts of 
the northern States, although I could enumerate 
many which are violative both of the Constitution 
of the United States and the rights of property of 
citizens of the southern States, but in the fact 
that an overshadowing anł dominant party has 
arisen in the free States of this Union, the leading, 
vital, and controlling principle of which is hos- 
tility to slavery, with the avowed and openly de- 
clared policy that the paramount domestic institu- 
tion of the southern States shall be forever excluded 
from the common Territories; and declares, in 
the most deliberate and well-considered resolves 
of both conventions and Legislatures, that slavery 
is a great moral and political evil, and, as such, 
should be abolished wherever the Federal Gov- 
ernment has the power, under the Constitution, 
to do so; and, with this one idea of anti-slavery, 
asacommon party vinculum, have nominated and 
elected a President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States, both residing in free States; and have 
succecded in consolidating the entire North in 
their support. 

The free States, with a system of labor dissim- 
ilar to that of the slave States, have a large ma- 
jority in every department of the Government; 
and the Republican party now controls every free 
State in the Union—the free States being nineteen, 
while the slave States are but fifteen. This isa 
new phase in the politics of the country; and the 
slave States, being the weaker, are at the mercy 
of the dominant section. This, sir, is the true. 
source of uneasiness and distrust on the part of 
the South. They know their weakness and your 
power; and it is from the avowed hostility of the 
dominant section to one of the most cherished in- 
stitutions of the weaker section thatthis apprehen- 
sion and anxiety gprings. And itis for this reason 
you see southern men asking further constitu- 
tional guarantees and a more explicit recognition 
of their peculiar institution—slavery—in the or- 
ganic law of our Government. 

And this brings me, sir, to the considcration of 
the several propositions now before the House; 
and I shall discuss them in the order in which 
First, the proposed 
amendments to the Constitution, offered by Mr. 
Crirrenpen in the Senate, and moved in this 
House by Mr. Ciemens, of Virginia, as an amend- 
ment to the propositions of the committee of thirty- 
three; which provide as follows: 

Whereas serious and alarming dissensions have arisen 
between the northern and southern States, concerning the 
rights and security of the rights of the slavcholdiug States, 
and especially their rights in the common territory of the 
United States; and whereas it is cminently desirable and 


proper that those dissensions, which now threaten the very 
existence of this Union, should be permanently quieted and 


‘ settled by constitutional provisions, which shall do equal 


justice to all sections, and thereby restore to the people that 
peace and good will which ought to prevail between all citi- 
zens of the United States: Theretore, 

Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, (two thirds 
of both Houses concurring,) That the following articles be, 
and are hereby, proposed and submitted as amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States, which shall be valid 
to all intents and purposes as part of said Constitution, 
when ratified by conventions of three fourths of the several 
States. 

Articir l. In all the territory of the United States now 
held or hereafter acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30, 
slavery or involuntary servitude, except as a punishment 
for crimo, is prohibited while such territory shall remain 
under territorial government. In all the territory south of 
said line of latitude slavery of the African race is hereby 
recognized as existing, and shall not be interfered with by 


| Congress, but shall be protected as property by all the de- 


partments of the territorial government during its contin- 
uance; aud when any territory, north orsouth of said line, 
within such boundaries as Congress may prescribe, shall 
contain the population requisite for a member of Congress, 
according to the then Federal ratio of representation of the 
people of the United States, it shall, if its form of govern- 
ment be republican, be admitted into the Union onan cqual 
footing with the original States, with or without slavery, as 
the constitution of such new State may provide. 

Arr. 2. Congress shall have no power to abolish slavery 


| in places under its exclusive jurisdiction, and situate within 


the limits of States that permit the holding of slaves. 

ART. 3. Congress shall have no power to abolish slavery 
within the District of Columbia so long as it exists in the 
adjoining States of Virginia and Maryland, or either, nor 
without the consent of the inhabitants, nor without just 
compensation first made to such owners of slaves as do not 
consent to such abolishinent. Nor shall Congress at any 
time prohibit officers of the Federal Government or mem- 


! bers of Congress, whose duties require them to be in said 


District, from bringing with them their slaves and holding 
them as such during the time their duties may require them 
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to remain there, and afterwards taking them from the Dis- 
trict. 

ART. 4. Congress shall have no power to prohibit or hinder 
the transportation of slaves from one State to another, or to 
a Territory in which slaves are by law permitted to be held, 
whether that transportation be by land, navigable rivers, or 
by tbe sea. 

Arr. 5. That in addition to the provisions of the third 
paragraph of the second section of the fourth article-of the 
Constitution of the United States, Congress shall have 
power to provide by law, and it shall be its duty so to pro- 
vide, that the United States shall pay to the owner who 
shall apply for it the full value of his fugitive slave, in all 
eases when the marshal, or other officer, whose duty it 
was to arrest snid fugitive, was prevented from so doing by 
violence or intimidation, or wien after arrest said fugitive 
was rescued by force, and the owner thereby prevented and 
obstructed in the: pursuit of his remedy for the recovery of 
his fugitive slave, under the said clause of the Constitu- 
tion and the laws made in pursuance thereof. And in all 
such cases, when the United States shall pay for such fugi- 
tive, they shall have the right, in their own name, to sue 
the county, city, or town, in which said violence, intimi- 
dation, or rescue was committed, and to recover from it, 
with interest and damages, the amount paid by them for 
said fugitive slave. And the said county, city, or town, 
after it has paid said amount to the United States, may, for 
its indemniiy, sue and recover from the wrong-doers, or 
rescuers, by whom the owner was prevented trom the re- 
covery of his fugitive stave, in like manner as the owner 
himself might have sued and recovered. 

Arr. 6. No future amendment of the Constitution shall 
affect the five preceding articles, nor the third paragraph of 
the second section of the first article of the Constitution, 
nor the third paragraph of the second section of the fourth 
article of said Constitution; and no amendment shall be 
made to the Constitution which will authorize or give to 
Congress any power to abolish or intertere with slavery in 
any ofthe States by whose laws it is or may be allowed or 
permitted, 

The first and most important of these proposed 
amendments to the Constitution establishes the 
old Missouri compromise line by constitutional 
amendment—the Supreme Court having decided 
that it could not be done by congressional enact- 
ment. Mr. Speaker, in order that we may prop- 
erly understand and appreciate the present status 
of the slavery question, as connected with the 
Territories, it is necessary that we shall take a 
hurried glance at our territorial policy since the 
formation of our Government, and see if we can 
deduce from it any principles of equitable com- 
promise, on which wecan all honorably and con- 
sistently act, and settle our present differences. 

In 1783, when our treaty of peace was made 
with Great Britain, by which our independence 
as a nation was secured to us, and acknowledged 
by that Power, no State now free owned one acre 
of land outside of its then boundary as a State; 
nor did one of them cede to the Gencral Govern- 
ment one foot of land. The States now known 
as the slave States of the Union, owned an aggre- 
gate territory of 638,016 square miles; and the 
States known as the free States an aggregate of 
territory of 169,662 square miles—the now slave 
States owning 468,354 square miles more terri- 
tory than the now free States; the slave States 
owning nearly four times as much territory as 
the free States. 


Now, sir, let me ask my northern brother, how | 
the slave States disposed of this vast domain? | 


Did they retain it with the view of extending sla- 
very into it, and, upon the idea of slavery exten- 
sion, take control of the Government, to the entire 
exclusion of our northern brothers? They might 
have done it. The South was then strong, and 
you weak. Did they use their strength to retard 


the growth of any of your material interests? No, | 


sir. But with a lavish and munificent hand they 
gave you of their abundance—Virginia alone giv- 


ing to you 239,558 square miles, and forever pro- | 
hibiting slavery in it, thereby swelling your ag- į 


gregate of territory from 169,662 square miles to 
409,220, and reducing the aggregate of slave ter- 
ritory from 638,016 square miles to 398,458; from 
which generous cession you have since erected 


the great States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mick- | 


igan,and Wisconsin. And yet, sir, I hear men of 
my own section on this floor, as wellas from the 


North, declare that the whole force of the Govern- | 


ment has heretofore been wielded for the exten- 
sion of the institution of slavery, and against the 
North. Sir, it is grossly erroneous, and wholly 
unsustained by the facts. 

But I beg gentlemen of the North to follow me 
yet further in the investigation of this question, 
to the next partition of territory; for we have 
always, until the last acquisition—that under the 
treaty of Guadaloupe Hidalgo—divided our terri- 
torial acquisitions between the North and the 


Ho. or Reps, . 
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South. By the treaty of Paris, made on the 30th 
day of April, 1803, we purchased from the Gov- 
ernment of France the Louisiana territory, ex- 
tending from the mouth of the Mississippi to 
Vancouver’s Island, and containing an area of 
1,136,496 square miles; every foot of which was 
slave territory, and by the terms of the purchase 
made so; and our Government was pledged to 
protect it. Article three of said treaty is in the 
following words: 

“rhe inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incor- 
porated in the Union of the United States, and admitted 
as soon as possible, according to the principles of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, advant- 
ages, and immunities of citizens of the United States ; 
and, in the mean time, they shall be maintained and pro- 
tected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and 
the religion which they profess.” 

No one doubts or questions, sir, that in all this 
vast extent of territory, wherever settled —and 
there were many settlements on it—slaves were 
held as property; and this article of the treaty of 
Paris has always been understood, both cotem- 
porancously and since, to pledge our Government 
to the protection of this species of property in the 
Louisiana Territory while its territorial condition 
remained, But in 1820 we established the linc of 
36° 30° north latitude, and prohibited slavery in 
all that portion of this vast empire north of that 
line; which gave to the North 977,602 square 
miles, retaining for the slave States only 158,894 
square miles. Thus, in the partition of a terri- 
tory all slave by the terms of the treaty by which 
it was acquired, the South relinquished to the 
North 818,708 square miles more of territory than 
she retained to her own use. Can it be asserted 
that this is illiberal—that this is using the power 
of the Government for the aggrandizement of the 
South, and to the detriment of the North? The 
South might have retained all this. Nor did our 
fathers think, when they confidingly yielded to 
you this vast preponderance over them in the Gov- 
ernment as a section, that it would ever be used 
to crush the South and destroy its most cherished 
institution. 

But, sir, I must hurry on, for my hour is fast 
expiring. 

By the Florida purchase, the slave States ac- 

uired a territory of 59,268 square miles;.and by 
the annexation of Texas, 274,356 square miles, 
making a total of 333,624 square miles. By the 
treaty of Gaudaloupe Hidalgo, qur total acquisi- 
tion of territory was 665,486 square miles. Of 
this the North has already acquired California, 
containing 188,981 square miles; leaving now un- 
disposed of New Mexico and Utah, which con- 
tain 476,505 square miles. 

lask, sir, to recapitulate the statistics which I 
have collected, from the report of the Commis- 


sioner of the Land Office: 
Square miles. 


In 17838 the South owned..... seeenne . 638,016 
Virginia ceded..sseessosseoe terassosseeacceoe 239,558 
Leaving the South but...... deneseeseres asses 398,458 
From the Louisiana purchase the South ac- 

quired but. A 158,896 


Florida 59,268 


‘Texas 4 a 274,356 
Present South... ..eeseee sed SURO ose ade cas 890,978 
Total increase of the South........... essees 252,962 

in 1783, the North had.. 169,662 

Virginia cession...... 239,558 

Louisiana purebas 977,602 

Mexican treaty.... .... 188,981 

1,575,803 
Total increase of the North since 1783.......1,406,141 


In the seventy-scven years which have elapsed 
since our independence as a nation of the earth 
was acknowledged by Great Britain, the southern 
or slave States have gained, in territory, 252,962 
square miles, while the North, or free States, have 
gained, since the same period, 1,406,141 square 
miles. The South has increased the area of slave 
territory about 33 per cent., while the North has 
increased the area of free territory over 1,000 per 
cent. In 1,217,160 square miles of the territory 
thus acquired by the North, slavery existed by 
law at the time of its acquisition by our Govern- 
ment, and from which it has been abolished. In 
the 252,962 square miles of territory acquired by 
the South, slavery existed at the time of the ac- 


‘fairly, and honoranly to 


quisition, and continues yet to exist.. Nowysirs, 
with. these facts before us—and they are rëhable. 
—how can gentlemen say thatthe powers of the 
Federal Government have been used to foster; 
protect, and extend slavery at the expense-of the. 
free States. . The statement is wholly untrue; and: 
cannot be sustained. Thus much I desired to say; 
sir, in defense of my section, which has. been: 
grossly misrepresented upon this subject. °°", 

The question now for our immediate action is, 
how shall we dispose of the four hundred and seven- 
ty-six thousand five hundred and five square miles 
of territory embraced in the. Territories. of Utah. 
and New Mexice? I think, sir, the proposition 
of the disting::ished Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
Crittenden] disposes of this question: justly, 
both sections, and should 
therefore be adopted. It protracts.the time-hon- 
ored Missouri compromise line through the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico; prohibiting slavery on the 
north of that line and protecting it on the south 
of the line, while it is a Territory; leaving the 
people on each side of this line of partition. the. 
option to have slavery ornot,as they may choose,’ 
when they form a constitution, preparatory to 
admission into the Union. Does this not strike. 
gentlemen of the North as equitable, as reason- 
able? You of the North will by this have the 
lion’s share of that which remains. But Laman- 
swered by the gentlemen of the Republican party 
that this would be inconsistent with the platform 
of their party as pronounced at Chicago last June, 
and that they cannot consent to protect slavery 
anywhere. I would appcal to gentlemen of that 
party to sink the partisan in the patriot, to lift 
their heads above the murky atmosphere of party 
politics, and remember that they have a country 
to serve as wellasa party to obey. In every com- 
promise, each party and each section must yield 
some of its claims. It was in this spirit our 
fathers formed our Constitution and organized our 
present form of government, 

Now, let us see what each will gain and lose 
by the adoption of this amendment. You of the 
Republican party claim that you have the con-, 
stitutional right, and it is your duty, to exclude 
slavery from all the common Territories; and’ you: 
say so in your platform, upon which you have 
elected Mr, Lincoln. This right is denied by all 

arties at the South, and by many at the North; 

ut we are not left in doubt about it, for the Su- 
preme Court of the United States has expressly 
decided that a citizen may go to any Territory of 
the United States and take with him his slave, 
and that the General Governmentis bound, under 
the Constitution, to protect him in his right of 
property in the slave so carried to the Territory, 
as long as its territorial condition remains. : 

Chief Justice Taney, in the case of Dred Scott 
vs. Sanford, thus decides: 

“ Every citizen of the United States has a right to take 
with him into the ‘Territory any article of property which 
the Constitution of the United States recognizes as prop- 
erty. The Constitution of the United States recognizes 
slaves as property, and pledges the Federal Government to 
protect it. And Congress cannot exercise any more author- 
ity over property of that description than it may, constitu~ 
tionally, over property of any other kind.” 


Thus we see that a slave owner now has the 


| right, under the Constitution, to go with his slave 


property to any part of our common territory and 
keep his slave there, and it is the duty of the Fed- 
eral Government to protect him in the right of 
property in his slave so carried. Now, if the 
South give up this right north of ‘this. line, in 
more than half of the territory now under consid- 
eration, is it too much for us of the South to ask 
you of the North to agree and consent that this 
principle of constitutional law, as expounded by 
the highest tribunal known to our laws shall re- 
main in force south of the line of partition? We 
ask for no new right south of this line; but yield 
to youour right, judicially established by the court 
of last resort, in more than half the territory, in 
consideration that you will not abolish our consti- 
tutional rights south of the line. Surely, a fair- 
minded man will accede to this proposition. 

But you say this territory was free when ac- 
quired from Mexico. Granted. But I beg you 
to remember that every other acquisition of terri- 
tory was slave, and we have three times divided 
slave territory with you. Can you not now, for 
the sake of peace and quiet, and for the preser- 
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vation of our common Union, divide even free 
territory with us? But if it was free when ac- 
quired, it is now slave, and we do not even ask 
you to change the condition of that portion of the 
territory south of the line; but to take it as we | 
find it, with the laws which the people of New 
Mexico have chosen to enact for themselves, for 
slavery hasalready been established by a law of 
the Territory, which is now in full force. Is this 
unreasonable? Cannot our northern friends give 
to'us of the South this fair, equitable, and just 
demand? If not, then I fear thedays of our Repub- | 
lic are numbered; and the greatest, best, and freest 
Government on earth will be destroyed, and for- į 
ever. I will ask, sir, to be permitted to read the 
law of New Mexico, establishing slavery in that 
Territory: 

“ An act to provide for the protection of property in slaves 

in this ‘Territory. 

& Beit enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of New Mexico, ‘nat every person who shall be convicted 
of the unlawful killing of a slave, or other offense upon the 
person of aslave within this Territory, whether as principal 
or accessory, shall suffer the same pains and penalties as if 
the party upon whose person the offense was committed had 
been a free white person. 

6 Sec.2. Every person who shall steal any slave with the 
intent that the owner, or any one having an interest in such 
slave, present or future, vested or contingent, legal or equi- 
table, shall be deprived of the use or benefitof such slave, 
shall, upon conviction, suffer imprisonment for a term not 
more than ten nor less than four years, and be fined in a 
sum not more than $2,009 nor less than $500. And every 
person who shall, by violence, seduction, or other meanis, || 
take and carry, or entice away any slave with the like 
intent, shall be deemed and held, for every purpose what- 
ever, to have stolen such slave, within the meaning of this 
act. And every person who, knowing any slave to have 
been stolen as aforesaid, shall aid, assist, or advise in or 
about the carrying away of such slave, shall suffer the like 
penalties as are above prescribed against the person steal- 
ing such slave as aforesaid. 

Sec. 3. Every person who shall carry or convey, or 
willfully assist in carrying or conveying any slave, the prop- 
erty of another, with the intent or for the purpose of aid- | 
ing or enabling such slave to escape out of this Territory. 
or within this Territory, and beyond the control or recov- 
ery of his owner or master, or who shall willfully secrete or 
conceal such slave from his owner or master, shall, upon 
conviction thereof, suffer the same penalties as are pre- 
scribed in the foregoing section of this act. And, in any 
Indictment preferred against any person for the violation of 
any of the provisions of this act, the property in the slave 
shall be well Jaid, if charged to belong to any person hav- 
ing an interest in such slave, whether such interest be 
legal or equitable, present or future, joint or several, vested 
or contingent.” 

But here, sir, L am met with another objection 
by gentlemen of the Republican party. They say 
they never can agree to any amendment of the 
Constitution which admits the right of property 
in a human being—that you cannot by any law 
chattelize humanity, to use a favorite expression 
of the gentleman from Connecticut, (Mr. Ferry.] 

Now, sir, let us go back and see what your 
fathers, as well as mine, thought in regard to this 
right of property in slaves. In the laws of Mas- 
sachusetts, 1 find the following, passed in 1698: 
« A law forbidding to trade or truck with any In- 
dian, mulatto, or negro servant or slave, or other 
known dissolute and disorderly person, of whom 
there is justcause of suspicion; and such person to 
be punished by whipping for so trading.’ I read 
from Hunt’s Law of Freedomand Bondage, a book 
written and published in Boston, pages 262 and 
263. In 1703, same page, I find ‘‘Anact restraining 
the emancipation of mulatto or negro slaves with- 
out giving security to the town that they should 
not become chargeable.’? And chapter four, ‘An 
act that Indians, mulattoes, and negroes, shall not 
be abroad at night after nine o clock.’? And we 
find this character of legislation running through 
the legislative proceedings of cll the northern 
States, treating negro slaves, as we now do, as 
property; regulating their action, and keeping a 
wholesome espionage over their habits and con- 
duct. Thus thought and acted your Puritan fore- 
fathers on this subject. 

Bat I now desire, sir, to call the attention of the 
members on this floor from New England to a 
very curious fact in their history. I read, sir, 
from the same volume, note on pages 268 and 
269. In May, 1643, a confederacy to be known 
as the United Colonies of New England was en- 
tered into at Boston by delegates from Plymouth, 
Connecticut, and New Haven, and the general 
court of Massachusetts; and among the articles of 
agreement, a portion of the eighth is as follows: 


“ Tt is also agreed that if any servant run away from his 
master into any of these confederate jurisdictions, that, in i! 


such case, upon certificate of one magistrate in the juris- 
diction out of which the said servant fled, or upon other due 
pruof, the said servant shall be delivered either to his mas- 
ter or to any other that pursues him, aud brings such certifi- 
cate or proof.” 

This, sir, was the first fugitive slaveact adopted 
on the continent of America, giving the right to 
the master to reclaim his fugitive slave upon the 
simple certificate of one magistrate, and enacted 
by your Puritanfathers. Did they not think there 
could be property in man? And the fugitive 
slave law which some States of the North now 
nullify, is not half so stringent in its terms as this. 
And acting upon this right, I find in 2 Hazard, 
from page 57 to page 69, in 1646, a correspond- 
ence between the commissioners for the United 
New England Colonies, and Governor Keift, of 
New Netherlands, in which the commissioners 
hold the following language: 

í An Indian captive, liable to public punishment, fled 
from her master at Hartford, is entertained in your house 
at Hartford, and though required by the magistrate, is, under 
the hands of your agent there, denied; and we hearshe is 
either married or abused by one of yourmen. Such aser- 
vant is part of her master’s estate, and a more considerable 
part than a beast. Our children will not long be secure if 
this be suftered.’? 

To which Governor Keift said, in reply: 

“ So far as concerns the barbarian handmaid, although 
it be appreheded by some that she is no slave, but a free 
woman, because she was neither taken in war, nor bought 
with a price, but was in former time placed with me by 
her parents for education.” 

Now, sir, we find no such thing urged here as 
that there can be no property in man; but we find 
your fathers and mine holding slaves as property; 
enacting laws by which they might be recaptured 
if they should escape from one colony to another; 
and actually demanded, not asa person, but in 
the very language of the demand, as a part of their 
master’s estate. Are you more conscientious than 
your Puritan fathers? It will be hard for you to 


| convince the civilized world of that fact. But,sir,! 


find in the treaty of peace with Great Britain, in 
1783, signed by Richard Oswald, John Adams, 
Benjamin Franklin, John Jay, and Henry Lau- 
rens, a distinct recognition of the right of property 
inslaves. The seventh article of that treaty con- 
cludes as follows: 

*¢ All prisoners on both sides shall be set at liberty, and 
his Britannic Majesty shall, with all convenient speed, and 
without causing any destruction, or carrying away any ne- 
groes or other property of the American inhabitants, with- 
draw all his armies, garrisons, and fleets from the said Uni- 
ted States, and from every port, place, and harbor, within 
the same.” 

I would ask gentlemen of the North if Frank- 
lin and Adams and Jay could admit, in the very 
treaty of our independence, that the right of prop- 
erty in slaves existed, in order to secure our liber- 
ties, if they, their descendants, cannot now recog- 
nize the same right in order to perpetuate them? Or 
have you sunk to such an unfathomable depth be- 
low the lofty and ardent patriotism of your fathers 
that you are incapable of the sacrifice? If this be 
so, then indeed, sir, do I despair of the Union. 
Sir, that Representative who hears me on this 
floor to-day, and is not willing to yicld up every 
partisan fecling which he may have heretofore 
entertained; who is not willing to incur political 
annihilation to give peace to this distracted land, 
is unfit to represent the rights of freemen. For 
myself, sir, Lam willing to do anything which will 
not sacrifice the honor or material and vital inter- 
ests of those I represent, to settle these differences. 
As to any poor opinions which I may entertain, I 
will yield them without a moment’s hesitation. 
Let us confer together, not as members of this or 
that party, notas representatives of this party plat- 
form or that party platform, but as Americans— 
the representatives of the greatest, freest, most cul- 
tivated, and intelligent people of the earth—dis- 
carding all party ties and shackles, and make a 
fair and honorable adjustment of this dispute be- 
tween our respective sections. 

I ask permission, sir, to call the attention of 
gentlemen to the concluding part of the first article 
of the treaty at Ghent, signed by John Q. Adams 
and others, where slaves are again solemnly rec- 
ognized as property. And I again appeal to the 
Representatives of New England, can you not 
safely sanction what both the Adamses have done? 

Shall be restored without delay, and without causing 
any destruction, or carrying away any of the artillery, or 


other public property, originally captured. in-the said forts 
or places, and which shall remain therein upon the ex- 


change of the ratifieations of this treaty, or any slaves or 
other private property.” 

I would also call to the notice of the House, in 
this connection, an opinion of Chief Justice Par- 
sons, of Massachusetts, decided in 4 Massachu- 
setts Reports, (p. 127,) in the case of Winche- 
don vs. Hatfield, in which the learned judge holds 
this language: 

“Slavery was introduced into this country soon after its 
settlement. The slave was the property of the master, 
subject to his orders and to reasonable correction for mis~ 
behavior.” 

And, as the last and crowning authority upon 
this point, I give an extract from the opinion of 
the chief justice of the United States, Judge 
Taney. He says, in delivering the opinion of 
the court in Dred Scott’s case: 

«“ Now, as we have already said in an earlier part of this 
opinion, upon a different point, the right of property in a 
slave is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution, 
And no word can be found in the Constitution which gives 
Congress a greater power over slave property, or which 
entitles property of that kind to less protection than prop- 
erty of any other description. The only power conferred is 
the power coupled with the duty of guarding and protecting 
the owner in his rights.” 

And upon these authorities I think we may 
safely assume that this is not now an open ques- 
tion; it has been settled in every possible way, 
by solemn treaty with foreign nations, by the le- 
gislation of both the colonics and the Congress, 
and by the adjudication of our courts. Then, 
sir, lask why may we not at once adopt this prop- 
osition as a compromise of our differences in re- 
gard to the Territories? If adopted, the territory 
of the whole United States would be divided very 
nearly in proportion to their respective popula- 
tions between the North and the South. To the 
North would be given 1,795,965 square miles for 
a population of nineteen million, and to the South 
1,203,711 square miles for a population of twelve 
million; the partition being as follows: 


Free. Sq. Miles. Slave. Sq. Miles. 
Maine ...eeceecues Delaware.....ceevee 2,120 
New Lampsh Maryland + 11,124 
Vermont...sees Virginia. 61,362 
Massachusetts. North Carolina...... 50,704 
Rhode Island,...... 1,306 South Carolina. 34,000 
Connecticut.. sse... 4,750 Georgia.....0- 58,000 
New York.......... 47,000 Alabama.... . 59,700 
New Jerscy........ 8,300 Florida ..... 

Pennsylvania ....... 46,000 Kentucky .. 
Ohio.scee K Missouri .. 


Indiana 
Illinois 


Arkansas. 


RETETEI 


Michigan...... 
Wisconsin. 
Towa...... 
Minnesota. 
Oregon .. 95,274 890,382 
California.......eees 188,981 ——. 
832,017 
Territories. 
Kansas PITIE T 196,283 New Mexico... .... 256,309 
Nebraska.. +-342,438 Indian. seses eserse 67,020 
Minnesota .. 81,960 Sd 
Washington. 193,071 313,329 
Utahsessesss 220,196 890,382 
963,948 1,203,711 
832,017 ee 


Population... .. 12,000,000 - 
Totalsse ese ees e+ 1,795,965 


Population. ... . 19,000,000 


Mr. Speaker, we can never have peace between 
the North and the South, in my judgment, on 
this question of slavery, without a line of parti- 
tion, on the north of which slavery shall be pro- 
hibited, and on the south of which it shall be 
allowed and sustained. Then the agitators in 
both sections would be silenced; for there would be 
no debatable ground; there could be no dispute. 
Our fathers seeing this radical difference of opin- 
ion between the North and the South, divided 
the original territory, at the close of our war of 
independence, or soon thereafter, giving to the 
North five States—Ohio, Indiana, Hlinois, Michi- 
gan,and Wisconsin—and giving to the South four 
States—Kentucky , Tennessee, Alabama, and Mis- 
sissippi. We have scen that they again parti- 
tioned the Louisiana purchase by this very line, 
in 1820, and again ran this line through Texas; 
and now it is proposed to run it through to Cali- 
fornia from the Rio Grande, and thus forever 
settle this dispute. Neither party can say it has 
conquered in this unhappy strife; for you of the 
| Republican party get the old Missouri line reaf- 
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firmed and reéstablished, the repeal of which gave 
birth to your party;and the principles of the Chi- 
cago platform will be applicd to all that portion 
of the common territories lying north of the line 
of 36° 30’ north latitude, while the South gets 
slavery protected in all of the Territory lying 
south of the line during its territorial existence. 

Nor are those who advocated the doctrine of 
popular sovereignty, as applicable to the Territo- 
ries, precluded from the support of this proposi- 
tian because of its inconsistency with that doc- 
trine. This proposition proposes to make an 
amendment of the Constitution, so as to make that. 
constitutional in express terms which you have 
heretofore denied was warranted by that instru- 
ment; whilst we of the constitutional Union 
party get that which we have long and earnestly 
labored for—a final settlement of the slavery agita- 
tion upon terms fair and honorable to all sections. 
Then, sir, why can we not all, with one voice, sus- 
tain and support it as a fair adjustment and com- 
promise? ‘This, sir, will give quiettoa distracted 
and agitated land, and peace, like a Haleyon, will 
again sit on our waters, 

Thesecond, third, and fourth propositions mere- 
ly forbid Congress to do that which the Repub- 
licans profess not to desire to do—to abolish sla- 
very in the forts, arsenals, and dock-yards; to 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, and 
the inter-State slave trade; and this proposition 
is to place it out of your power, so as to relieve 
you of the temptation and us of the apprehension 
in regard to these matters. 

Article five is to give to the awner pay for 
slaves forcibly or fraudulently taken from him 
by mobs; to which I hear no serious objection. 
These are the leading features of this proposition. 
It is not, sir, what each individual man would be 
willing to accept, that should engage our deliber- 
ations; but what propositions will heal the wounds 
that now afflict our common country, call back 
our sisters who have, in a moment of anger, be- 
come estranged, and once more form the family 
circle around out national hearthstone. Sir, I 
am not wedded to any set phrases, or to any man’s 
proposition. Iam willing, ready, and eager to 
accept substantial justice at the hands of the 
North at any moment, I care not who makes 
the proposition; nor will I cavil about words; this 
I prefer to any which has yet been offered. It 
would be political empiricism in ug to pass as a 
compromise that which would not reconstruct our 
shattered Union, and hush the wild storm which 
now sweeps over the land. And this proposition, 
or some proposition with this as a basis, must be 
passed to effect that desired object. | 

Mr. Speaker, I now pass to the consideration 
of the propositions of the majority of the com- 
mittee of thirty-three, as reported by their chair- 
man, [Mr. Corwin,] not stopping to consider the 
first amendment—that of Mr. Burcun, of Califor- 
nia, which is a proposition for a convention of all 
the States. Asa compromise of our differences, 
I regret that a conscientious discharge of what I 
regard as my duty to my constituents will compel 
me to withhold my assent from many of the meas- 
ures offered by the committee. I stand with my 
distinguished colleague, who served on the com- 
mittee, [Mr. Nezson,] in opposition to the prop- | 
ositions of the committee, and in favor of that 
offered by Mr. Crairrenprn. I would state, sir, 
that l can never give my assent to the following 
resolution, which is one of the series offered us 
by the committee of thirty-three: 

“ Resolved, That we recognize slavery as now existing 
in fifteen of the United States by the usages and laws of 
those States; and we recognize no authority, legally or 
otherwise, outside of a State where it so exists, to interfere 
with slaves or slavery in such States, in disregard of the 
rights of their owners or the peace of society.” 

This, sir, expressly excludes slavery from even 
a recognition in the Constitution of the United | 
States; although the Supreme Court declares, as 
we have heretofore seen, that it is expressly rec- 
ognized in the Constitution as property, and that | 
it is the duty of the Federal Government toguard | 
and protect the owner in his right to his property | 
in his slave, and places even the right of propert 
exclusively in the laws of the State. Now, sir, 
is truc, that slavery existed in some of the States | 
before the Constitution was formed, and conse- | 
quently exists independently of it; but when that | 


rt j 


it 


i 


y| 


| from justice. 


it as a portion of the property of the citizens, and 
which the Government is bound to protect and 
defend. 

In regard to the right of the General Govern- 
ment to abolish slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, or in places under the exclusive jurisdiction 
of Congress, situate in slave States, and the inter- 
State slave trade, they say that the committec 
does not deem it necessary to take action, as there 
are no propositions from any quarter to interfere 
with slavery therein. : 

Now, sir, I submit to the distinguished gentle- 
men who compose the majority of that commit- 
tee, if this is meeting the question fairly. Surely 
it cannot have been forgotten by the gentlemen of 
this committee that, at the last session of this Con- 
gress, Mr. Brage, of Ohio, introduced a resolu- 
tion, affirming not only the right, but the duty of 
Congress to abolish slavery wherever it had ex- 
clusive jurisdiction; and it was voted for by a con- 
siderable portion of the Republican party. And 
then, sir, ifthe fact that no one is proposing to 
move in the subject be reasun sufficient for the 
committee to withhold any proposal in regard to 
it, I would inquire who is proposing to abolish 


| slavery in the States? And yet the committee pro- 


pose an amendment to the Constitution to prevent 
this—a right which is not claimed by any one on 
this floor, but expressly repudiated. The pro- 
posed change in the present law for the rendition 
of fugitive slaves is, in my judgment, ill-timed; 
and can have no other effect than to create in the 


| minds pf southern men bad feeling and excite- 


ment. And it not only lessens the efficiency of 
thelaw, in my judgment, but adds very materially 
to the trouble and costs of reclaiming a fugitive 
slave. But my time will not permit me to go more 
fully into this matter, and I must pass on to the 
Jast proposition of the committee—the proposed 
amendment of the law for the rendition of fugi- 
tives from justice—which is as follows: 


«< Amendment of the act for the rendition of fugitives from 
justice. 

“ Beit enacted bythe Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
every person charged, by indicunent or other satisfactory 
evidence, in any State, with treason, felony, or other crime, 
committed within the jurisdiction of such State, who shali 
tlee or shall have fled trom justice and be found in another 
State, shall, on the demand of the executive authority of 
the State trom which he fled upon the district judge of the 
United States of the district in which he may be found, be 
arrested and brought before such judge, who, on being sat- 
isfied thathe is the person charged, aud that be was within 
the jurisdiction of such State at the time such crime was 
committed, of which such charge shall be prima facie evi- 
dence, shall dcliver him up to be removed to the Stata hav- 
ing jurisdiction of the crime; and if any question of law 
sball arise during such examination, it may be taken on 
exceptions by writ of error to the circuit court.” 


Now, sir, I will read the provision in the Con- 
stitution in regard to the rendition of fugitives 
It says: 

E A person charged in any State with treason, felony, or 
other crime, who shali fice from justice, and be found in 


another State, shall, on the demand of the executive au- 
thority of the State from which he fled, be delivered up to 


| be removed to the State having jurisdiction of the erime.?? 


Now, sir, it is proposed not to deliver the fugi- 


tution, but it must be proven that he was in the 
State at the time the crime isalleged to have been 
committed. Can gentlemen have forgotten that 
at this very time there is a controvers 
the States of Virginia and Ohio, growing out of 
the John Brown raid? 


Ferry, The Governor of Ohio refuses to give 


| them up to Virginia, because he alleges that the 
defendants were not in Virginia at the time of the 


Harper’s Ferry murders; and this amendment 
comes very opportunely in support of Governor 
Dennison. Sir, whatever may be the strict rule 
of criminal Jaw, we cannot long be at peace with 
a coterminous Government, much less a confed- 
erate State, which will permit its citizens to fit out 
armed bands of marauders against our peace, or 
furnish poison to our slaves, and be shiclded by 
their State from punishment, I can never vote 
for this amendment, sir, which, if adopted, will, E 
fear, lead to much mischief and infinite trouble. 
But there are many of the propositions of the com- 
mittee for which I thank them, and for which I 
shall vote with cheerfulness. 1 hail them as the 


! tive upon a charge, as is provided in the Consti- | 


between |! 


One of Brown’s sons and | 
a Mr. Merriam are charged as accessorics before | 
the fact to the murders committed at Harper’s | 


i settle our differences: 


i mitted to testi 


ing light, as the harbinger of the full and cemplete 
day. But, sir, taken as a whole, and as a setilé- 
ment of our differences, I am forced in candor to © 
say it is not equal to the emergency, and” 


Mr. Spéaker, much ofthis unhappy disturbance 
grows out of the fact that slavery, as. it.exists at 
the South, is misunderstood and: misrepresented 
at the North. You of the North are-told, and 
some of you no doubt believe, that slaves at the 
South are held to be and treated as mere property, 
—as brutes: This is a mistake; and I here chaj- 
lenge a comparison with you, as to the treatment 
of your laborers and ours. . Sir, in Tennessee it 
is murder to kill a slave; it isa penitentiary of- 
fense to maim him. If tried for crime, hé is en- 
titled to as many peremptory challengesas a white 
man, and to counsel in his defense... His owner 
is indictable if he does not properly feed ‘and 
clothe him. We have no paupers, whether from 
age or misfortune; the young and the old, the 
valuable as well as the worthless, ‘are alike cared 
for and protected. How is it with you? |: 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to.ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee a question: suppose a white 
man maim a slave in your State, is he allowed to 
De a witness against the person who has maimed 
him? 

Mr. QUARLES. No, sir; a slave is not per- 
fy in any case in Tennessee against 
a white person. j ER 

Mr. BINGHAM. In Ohio any man who ïs 
maimed by another has the right to testify against 
him in court. 

Mr. QUARLES. Well, sir, that only shows 
that you have a different rule in your State in.re- 
gard to who shali be witnesses in court from that 
which we have in Tennessce. We seek not to 
disturb those rules, and will not iñ any way inter- 
fere with your State policy. That isa matter for 
each State to regulate for itself. But I would ask 
the gentleman who cares for your poor, unfortu- 
nate operatives, when sickness, old age, or phys- 
ical misfortune overtakes them—the orphan and 
the widow—among your laboring class? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I answerthe gentleman, the 
whole community. We have infirmaries in every 
county. : ee ees 

Mr. QUARLES. So have we, sir; but there 
are no slavesin them. We have no pauper slaves, 
The owner is forced by law to give them every- 
thing that is necessary for their comfortable sub- 
sistence. y : j 

Mr. BOULIGNY. With the permission of the 
gentlemen from Tennessee, in connection with the 
remark he has just made, I will cite an example 
in my own State, Louisiana. While [was in New 
Orleans last November, a planter residing in my 
district was arrested, and brought before the court 
for the ill-treatment of his slaves; and he could 
not find bail in the whole district, and was sent to 
prison; and was, after a time, admitted to bail in 
the sum of $1,000 to answer the charge. 

Mr. QUARLES. Similar cases, I have no 
doubt, could be cited from every slave State. You 
misunderstand our system of labor; it is not the 
harsh, barbarous thing it has been represented to 
you to be. Sir, after the relationships of husband 
and wife, parent and child, guardian and ward, 
and the collateral relations growing out of the ties 
of consanguinity, the next nearest with us is that 
of masterand slave. They are the happiest, best 
clothed and cared for laborers that the sun of 
heaven shines upon. ee : 

Mr. Speaker, in one hour I cannot discuss all 
the questions of high and vital interest presented 
in those reports and resolutions; but I cannot take 
my seat without making an earnest appeal to gen- 
tlemen of the Republican party to come forward 
like men capable of grappling with and. control- 
ling the events by which we are surrounded, and 
make an honorable adjustment of these matters, 

Gentlemen say I will not grant any terms of 
compromise to South Carolina, Sirs, it is not 
South Carolina who asks it; I ask it in the name 
of Virginia, the mother of States and of states- 


| men, in whose sacred bosom lie entombed Wash- 


ington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe; in the 
name of North Carolina, who even now, amid the 
excitement which rages on her southern border, 
sits firmly enthroned’on her lofty conservatism, 


instrument was formed, it expressly recognized |! Arctic voyager does the first gleam of the return- || conscious of her own strength should occasion 
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call for its exercise. I ask itin the name of Ken- 
tucky, who is ready, in defense of the Union, to 
rebaptize her soil with the name of the dark and 
bloody ground. Lask it in the name of my own 
noble and gallant State, every pulsation of whose 
great heart is for the Union. 

‘Sirs, let us go. back to the purer days of the 
Republic, and catch the spirit of our fathers. Let 
us remember that southern blood gushed in living 
streams:down the slopes of Bunker Hill, and that 
the bones of northern patriots whiten the field of 
- Yorktown; that hand in hand our fathers tracked 
the snows of the Delaware with the blood that 
trickled from their unshod feet. Let us recall the 
hallowed memories that hang around the heights 
of the Hudson and linger along the shores of the 
Schuylkill and the Brandywine. Let us forget this 
bitter feud thathas grown up between oursections, 
and banish forever this apple of discord from our 
halls of legislation. Sir, can it be that our glo- 
ious Union is to be dissolved? 


"Say, can the South sell out its share in Bunker’s hoary 
height? 
Or can the North give up its boast of Yorktown’s closing 
fight? 
Can yo divide with equal hands a heritage of graves? 
Or rend in twain the starry flag that o’er them proudly 


waves?” 
No, sir; no. May the God of our fathers for- 
bid it! For when that direful event shall happen, 


the sun of our glory will have set, and it will set 
without a twilight. Pass these propositions of 
the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Critrenpen,} and you will send a thrill of joy 
through the national heart, from the ‘ pearly 
strand of the Atlantic to the golden lip of the Pa- 
cific;?? and every heart will leap with gladness as 
the glorious old banner floats out to the free 
breezes of heaven with every star gleaming on it. 

But I am asked, what will Tennessee do in 
this crisis? Sir,she will exhaust every honorable 
means of compromise; she will appeal to you, as 
she is now doing through her commissioners sent 
here to confer with those of other States; and if 
she finds you incapable of the sacrifice of your 
party prejudices to save our glorious Union, she 
will ‘appeal to your constituents—‘ trom Philip 
drunk to Philip sober;”” her action will be deliber- 
ate, conservative, patriotic, and temperate. No 
State values more highly the inestimable bless- 
ings of the Union. She will do everything except 
„tarnish her unsullied honor to preserve it. No 
rashness will mark her counsels; but she will be 
guided in all she may do by a high sense of duty to 
herselfand a fervid and glowing love of her whole 
country. She will stand as the “day’s man”? be- 
tween the fierce and contending extremes of North 
and South; and with the olive branch of com- 
promise in each hand, she will say in accents of 
affection, ‘ Let there be no strife between you.” 

But, sir, if, in an evil hour, led on by rash, in- 
considerate, andextreme men, youshouldattempt, 
under any pretext, however plauso to subju- 
gate her, or one of her sister States of the South, 

y force of arms, 


t At once there’ll rise so fierce a yell, 
As all the fiends from Ueaven that fell 
Had pealed the banner ery of hell.” 


And she will stand the dread arbitrament of the 
sword, This, in my opinion, is her position; and 
in this position, I am proud to say, I concur, 
with my whole heart; but, sir, whatever may be 
her choice or her fate in this dark hour, I, as one 
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SPEECH OF HON. J. W. STEVENSON, 
OF KENTUCKY, 
In tos House or RepresENTATIVES, 
January 30, 1861. 


The louse having under consideration the report from | 


the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. STEVENSON said: 

Mr. Speaker: Kentucky is one of the central 
States of this Confederacy, and she sympathizes 
with no feeling, north or south, which looks to a 
disruption of her confederate ties. Her big and 
loyal heart is now palpitating with anxiety at the 


gloom and dangers which have been so suddenly 
thrown over and now enshroud this hitherto uni- 
ted and happy people. Though she has suffered 
most and suffered longest from the infraction of 
her guarantied rights under that compact which 
recognizes heras acosovereignty in this Union, she 
has still fondly looked for some beaming light of 
returning justice in the North to recognize thosc 
rights, and to uphold that equality. Ifthe speech 
just delivered by the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Conxxne] be a faithful reflection of north- 
ern sentiments, then that hope would be forever 
extinguished. 

We stand, sir, in the midst of momentous and 
stunning events. For the first time in the history 
of our country, the fear which has sometimes 
agitated the patriotic heart, that the links of the 
Confederacy might be sundered, is to-day a stern 
and sad. reality. Six sovereign States have, 
through State conventions regularly called, re- 
sumei the powers delegated to the Federal Gov- 
ernment by their respective ratifications of the 
Federal Constitution, and thus sundered the ties 
of their Federal allegiance. Their gallant and dis- 
tinguished Representatives, bound to us by so 
many ties of official intercourse and personal re- 
gard, and who met with us in this Hall on the Ist 
of last December, have, by the mandate of their 
respective States, ceased to be our peers. J pause 
not now to inquire whether the act of withdrawal 
by a State from our Federal sphere be constitu- 
tional secession or merely revolution. The solu- 
tion of the question cannot lessen our responsi- 
bility in meeting it as a pregnant fact of actual 
dismemberment, or diminish its influence on the 
peace, happiness, and prosperity of the remain- 
ing States of the Confederacy. 

Toapply theremedy, weshould ascertain clearly 
the extent and character of the disease. Various 
projels looking to unity and peace are before the 
Senate and this House. ‘The senior Senator from 
Kentucky, now, I believe, the father of the Sen- 
ate, full of years, and full of honor, proposed, at 
an early day in the session, certain amendments 
to the Constitution, which, if they had been 
adopted, would, it is confidently believed, have 
afforded the basis of a satisfactory adjustment. 
Had Republicans received them at once in the 
spirit in which they were offered, anc promptly 
adopted them, five States now out of the Union 
would have been probably still with us engaged 
in the generous work of winning back the only 
pleiad then missed from our national galaxy. Ju- 
bilant in tone, defiant in triumph, and indifferent 
to the pending crisis, the Republicans have, for 
seven long weeks, refused even a vote upon them. 
They have met with no better success in this Hall. 
Approved warmly in the border States, indorsed 
by immense petitions in the free States, where 
they seemed to have struck a responsive chord in 
the popular heart, eminently just to the free States 
as a basis of settlement, the greater portion of the 
Republican party have witnessed State by State 
sever the bonds of their Federal allegiance, with- 
out concession, and with sceming and stolid in- 
difference. 

The position of the leader of the dominant party 
in a country like ours upon this floor, and at a 
period like this, is, grant you, sir, a distinguished 

honor. It attaches to its distinction, however, 
proportionate and perilous responsibility, I con- 
fess I listened, therefore, with deep-felt anxiety to 
hear with what favor the Crittenden propositions 
would be received by the distinguished chairman 
of Ways and Means. I was pained to hear him 
announce, and that, too, it seemed to me, as a 
representative man, that the proposed amendments 
could never receive hissupport. Indeed, he went 
further, and told us frankly that he could never 


| sustain the “ border-State propositions,’ or any 


other that recognized slavery as the existing status 


| of any of the Territories. Many leading Repub- 


licans upon this floor have gone further. One 
(Mr. Wasuzurn, of Wisconsin] boldly told us 
he was against all compromise, and would never, 


himself, vote for the admission of another slave | 


State. 

If such doctrincs had prevailed in the earlier 
days of our history, no one will assert that the 
Constitution could ever have been adopted or the 
Union formed. If the dominant party intend to 
attempt to administer the Government upon any 


such basis, it must divide and separate the sec- 
tions forever. Such opinions, and such a policy, 
when rendéred practical, are at war with the fun- 
damental principles on which the Government 
was constructed, and which must forever consti- 
tute the basis of its perpetuation. It has been 
wisely said, ‘ that the frequent recurrence to fun- 
damental principles is essential to the preserva- 
tion of liberty.” In a Government duplicate in 
its form, like ours, if we would prevent antago- 
nisms between the State and General Govern- 
ment, we cannot too often recur to the respective 
orbits which the illustrious framers of that match- 
less instrament, our Federal Constitution, in- 
tended and prescribed for the revolution of each. 

No one will deny that the States were equal, 
sovereign, and independent, when the General 
Government was formed by the adoption of the 
Federal Constitution. This fact was proclaimed 
in the Declaration of Independence; and by the 
second clause of the Articles of Confederation, in 
1777, each State expressly ‘retained its sover- 
eignty, freedom, and independence.” By the 
treaty of peace with Great Britain, in 1783, the 
States are named, and each State expressly recog- 
nized as cqual, sovereign, and inde vendent. As 
frec, equal, and sovereign States, ee formed a 
Federal Government; and, as States, framed and 
ratified the Federal Constitution. The conven- 
tion which framed that instrument did not ema- 
nate from, and was not called by any, vote of the 
people. The old Congress of the Confederation 
recommended the appointment of delegates by 
State Legislatures to form such a Constitution; 
and when formed, it was ratified, not by the people 
of the States, or of the United States, but by each 
State in convention respectively called for that 
purpose. The Constitution, by its own terms, 
required a ratification of it by nine States. Had 
six States refused to call conventions for the pur- 
pose of passing on its adoption, the Constitution 
would have failed, without even a consideration 
of its merits. It was in this way the Constitu- 
tion was formed, and the General Government 
erected. 

What were its objects,and what considerations 
induced its formation? Certainly not the annihi- 
lation of the States ora State government, Its 
declared objects were “to form a more perfect 
Union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquil- 
lity, provide for the common defense, promote the 
general welfare, and secure the blessings of lib- 
erty to ourselves and posterity.” Certain powers 
and duties which, for the public defense and gen- 
eral interest of all the States, could be better per- 
formed by the Federal Government, were con- 
fided to it, and it became the agent ofall the States 
for such purposes. The exclusive powers neces- 
sary for the execution of such trusts were dele- 
gated to it by the States, as well as others, to be 
exercised by it in conjunction with the States, 
and which are set out in the Constitution. Two 
governments, each representatives of the separate 
and independent States, were thus created, and to 
which, within their respective delegated spheres, 
obedience was duc. The States, with their State 
governments existing prior to the adoption of the 
Federal Government, clearly parted with no more 
of their sovereignty than was essential to muy 
out the objects of their confederation, and which 
was expressed in the Federal Constitution. All 
power not conferred was expressly reserved to 
the States or the people. The power thus parted 
with was delegated to be exercised by the Fed- 
eral Government, as. the joint agent of all the 
States, for their common protection and benefit, 
It was partly Federal, and, in some particulars, 
national; but, as the term Federal Union clearly 
indicates, it was a Confederation of sovereign- 
tics, and not a popular consolidated Government. 
The origin, formation, and objects of the Federal 
Government, not less than the express and im- 

lied limitations on its power, as set out in the 
Federal Constitution, abundantly establish that, 
while popular sovereignty was the base on which 
the respective State governments rested, it did not 
and could not underlie the substratum on which 
the Federal Government rests. Aseach govern- 
ment was intended as the instrument for the ac- 
complishment of separate and distinct ends, so 
the powers and limitations of each were peculiar 
and distinct. They were, in some instances, to 
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be mutual and dependent, revolving in separate 
orbits. So long as they were kept within their 
prescribed and designed spheres, the danger of 
collision was prevented, and the great objects in- 
tended by the Federal Government were signally 
and successfully carried out. 

Equality underlaid the whole Federal structure; 
and protection to persons and property within the 
Federal jurisdiction was the price of the allegiance 
of the States to such General Government, as del- 
egated and prescribed in the Constitution. Where 
ever the American banner floated upon sea or land, 


all beneath it was entitled to the protection of that | 


flag. 


For the first time in our history, a political į 
party has acquired possession of the Government | 


whose acknowledged policy, if carried into prac- 
tice, must upturn the foundation of our Federal 
structure by destroying this recognized equality 
of the States. The Chicage platform proposes to 
exclude slavery from all territory now held, or 
hereafter to be acquired; and we are defiantly in- 


formed that this policy is not only to be firmly | 


carried out, but slavery is to be abolished in our 
dock-yards, arsenals, and in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

On what basis does this doctrine of occlusion 
of slave property from our public domain rest? 
It is at war with the spirit and letter of the Con- 
stitution, as expounded by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. It saps and undermines the 
theory of the Constitution, and would, if it had 
been insisted on in the earlier days of the Govern- 
ment, have prevented the formation of the Union. 
It presupposes an antagonism between the free 
and slave States, which is denied by the past ex- 
perience of our common progress and renown, 
and which would cast an undeserved opprobrium 
on the memory of the illustrious founders of this 
matchless system of free institutions. We are 


met with the dogma that the normal condition of | 


our Territories is always freedom; and from this 
mischievous heresy flow the dangerous and sec- 
tional corollarics which so long disturbed our 


peace, and now dangerously threaten the subver- | 


sion of the Government. I publicly repudiate it 
as totally unsound in theory and destructive in 
practice. 

The Federal Government, as the agent of all the 
States, can only acquire territory sub modo, under 
the limitations of the Constitution. T'he moment 
territory is acquired, all public law, and the polit- 


ical impress of any foreign nation upon the terri- | 


tory thus acquired, would, at the moment of ac- 
quisition, eo instanti, give way to the genius and 
character of ourown institutions. Thisdistinction 
between public political rights and mere municipal 


ones, which are always upheld after acquisition, | 


is so well established by the law of nations as to 
require no comment. Is it doubted that if we 
acquired territory from any nation recognizing 
Church and State, that at the instant of acquisition 
it would give way to the religious freedom stamped 
upon our institutions? So, too, if we acquired 
Canada, with the impress of freedom upon it, can 
` it be questioned that the Federal Government, as 
the trustee of slave States and free States equally, 
would, at the moment of acquisition, hold it free 
from such impress, and as the joint property of 
each and every State, to be settled equally by the 
people of all the States? 

Again: if this position be denied, if we keep 
constantly before us the true federative character 


of our Government as contradistinguished from a | 


social consolidated nation, as already pointed out 
by me, I think we can have no difficulty in a safe 


solution of this question of slavery in the Ter- | 


ritories. The emigrants to our Territories go 
generally from our various States, slave and free. 
Each State is equal, but each has its own muni- 
cipal law. These systems of law differ in many 
of the States, and are often in direct antagonism. 


The early pioneers to the Territories from the | 


various States are supposed to carry with them 


the law of the State from which they emigrate, to- | 


gether with every species of property sanctioned 
byit. The emigrant from the free State, with his 
chattels, meets his brother from the slave State, 
with his property, on the public domain of a com- 
mon country, and there they retainthe law, usages, 
and customs of their respective States, until a new 
form of government is ordained for that Territory 


i 
i 
| 
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by the law-making power of the General Govern- 
ment. Why should not the same communion and 
fraternal regard bind these early settlers and em- 
igrants from sister States in these Territories 
which bound their common ancestry, when they 
fled from despotism and cast their lot together in 
the wilderness, to vindicate the right of man’sca- 
pacity to govern himself? Is any right of person 
or property invaded by such a fellowship? 
Besides, sir, when the Constitution was adopted 
there were twelve slave. States, and but one free 
State. If the Territories were, from analogy, to 
become impressed wholly with the features of 
slavery or freedom, looking exclusively to the 
States, to which domain belonged, that impress 
would have been slavery and not freedom. This 
is not, however, true, and has never been claimed 
by any slave State. When the slaveocracy,as we 
are now contemptuously styled by those toward 
whom we havealways fulfilled our covenant vows 
of Federal fealty, controlled the Government, they 
stood then, as they stand now, on the broad basis of 
justice and equality. The Federal Government, 
under their administration, was the agent equally 
of all the States. The Territories were equally 
open to emigration from free and slave States. 
The broad basis of equality on which our fathers 
placed this Federal Government was jealously 
watched and faithfully preserved. Under such 


| administration we have made matchless progress 


in the race of nations. It is only when a party, 
whose avowed policy is to war upon this equality, 
culminates into power, that our federative system 
totters and declines. 

It is insisted upon the other side that this insti- 
tution of slavery is against humanity; proscribed 
by Christendom; denounced by the the law of na- 
tions; and that we are asking the free States to 
surrender their religious opinions and moral con- 
victions to our peculiar institution. 

Republicans, are you better than your fathers? 
When did you become so? Where do you ad- 
duce your ethereal views of religion and morality, 
that you cannot respect the rights of the descend- 
ants of those who, as slavcholders, with your 


fathers, sundered, through ‘a rcd baptism of | 


blood,” the fetters of despotism; and, with their 
garments yet wet, upon the altar of that common 
country, erected the noblest Government ever 
blessed by God? Will you suffer your fanati- 
cism to become the instrument of its destruction ? 

It pained me to hear the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Sranron,] for whom | entertain the highest 
respect, both as a lawyer and a man, assert that 
slavery was never sanctioned by the common law 
or law of nations, but was the creature of local 
law. Sir, I differ with him loto cælo. Where can he 
show me a statute in any State establishing sla- 
very? Our ancestors brought the common law 
with them, and it is an admitted historical fact 
that African slavery existed in the thirteen ori- 
ginal States. Now, if the common law does not 
sanction slavery, and no statute can be found 
establishing it, how was it recognized, and how 
did it originally find a footing in the free States? 
Whence the necessity of statutes for its abolition? 
Why did not the pernicious thing perish in the 


pure atmosphere of puritanism of New England, | 


denounced by the common Jaw, and unsupported 


by any statute? Yet it continued for years; and ` 


strange to say, opposition to the abolition of the 
slave trade, insisted on by southern men, came 
from the ancestors of Republicans who wish us 
now to become their pupilsin the school of morals. 
Nay, more, Mr. Speaker: I doubt noteven at this 
day, in New England, that a note given in New 
Orleans for the price of aslave,and transferred to 
some Boston merchant, could be recovered before 
a Republican jury, with a plea impeaching its 
consideration as vicious. If so, then slavery is 
not contrary to the law of nature or of morals, 
since “ex turpi causa, non oritur actio,” and I would 
cite Republican action against Republican theory. 

Mr. Speaker, I deny that slavery is the crea- 
ture of municipal law. It is one of the erroneous 
corollaries which has been deduced from a loose, 


noxious obiter dictum of Lord Mansfield in Somer- ! 


sett’s case; and which, I regret to say, but frankly 
admit, has crept into the opinions of many able 


doned for saying it is, nevertheless, a legal her- 
esy. After the lucid exposition of Senator BEN- 


I may be par- | 


JAMIN on this subject, three yearsago, I am spared 
the necessity of any lengthened notice of theerrot 
that the common law does not sanction. slavery, 
I cannot, however, forbear making England her- 
self, well known. to be no apologist for slavery, a 
witness against the position of the gentleman from 


| Ohio [Mr. Srawron]-on this point: He. ds, I 


know, familiar with the case of the slave Grace, 
decided by Lord Stowell, and reported in. 2 Haz- 
zard’s Reports, page 94. The facts ofthat’ case 
were, that Mrs. Allen, of Antigua, came to Eng- 
land in 1822; bringing her female slave Grace. 
She remained with her mistress until 1823, when 
she returned with her voluntarily to’ Antigua. 
She continued as a domestic slave with Mrs. Al- 
len until 1825, when she was seized by the waiter 
of the customs at Antigua as forfeited to the King 
on having been illegally imported in’ 1823. The 
vice-admiralty court of. Antigua decreed the slave 
to her owner, Mrs. Allen; from which an appeal 
was prayed. ; : 
Lord Stowell affirmed ‘the judgment, ina 
learned, lengthy, and able opinion, I commend it 
to the gentleman from’ Ohio. Init he reviews 
Lord Mansfield’s opinion in the Somersett case, 
with a spice ofironical satire. Lord Stowellsays: 


“The reat and sole question which the case of Bomer- 
sett brought before Lord Mansfield, was, whether a slave 
could be taken from this country: in irons, :and carried 
back to the West Indies to be restored to the dominion of 
his master? And all the answer, perhaps, which.that ques- 
tion required was, that the party, who was.a-slave, could 
not be sent out of England in‘such a‘manner and for such 
a purpose, stating the reasons of that ilegality. Tt is cer- 
tainly true that Lord Mansfield, in his final judgment, am~ 
plifies the subject largely. He extends his observations to 
the foundation of the whole system of the slavery code; 
for in one passage he says, ‘that slavery is so odious that 
it cannot be established without positive law.? h 

“Far be the presumption of questioning any obiter dic- 
tum that fell from that great man on that occasion; but I 
trust E do not depart from the modesty that belongs tò my 
situation and, I hope, to my character, when E observe 
that ancient custom is generally recognized as a just foun- 
dation for all law ; that villenage of both kinds, which is said 
by some to be the prototype of slavery, had no other origin 
than ancient custom ; that a great part of the common law 
itself, in all its relations, has litue other foundation than 
the same custom; and that the practice of slavery, as it 
exists in Antigua and several other of our colonies, though 
regulated by jaw, has been, in many instances, founded 
upon a similar authority.?? : fs 


_ Lord Stowell adds, in regard to the suggestion 
in the Somersett case, that the air of the island 
was too pure for slavery: 


*¢ How far this air was useful for the common purposes 
of respiration during the many centurics in which the two 
systems of villenage maintained their sway in this country, 
history has not recorded.” 


Again, he says, as to the revival of slavery in the 
colonies: 


€ I have first to observe, that it [slavery] returns upon the 
slave by the same title by which it grew up originally. It 
never was in Antigua the creature of Jaw, but of that custom 
which operates with the force of law; and when it is cried 
out, that malus usus abolendus sit, it is firstto be proved that, 
even in the consideration of England, the use of slavery is 
considered as a malus usus in the colonies.?? 


Here is a direct authority as to the usage and 
common law of England in tolerating slavery, and 
from a most eminent English jurist. This opin- 
ion, if I am not mistaken, was commended by the 
late Justice Story. 

Allow me to read another short opinion by the 
same distinguished judge, in. the case of Dema- 
rara and its dependencies. (6 Admiralty Reports.) 
The question arose as to the character of slaves 
in the arsenals and forts of Demarara on 31st 
September, 1803, when it surrendered to’ Great 
Britain: nan 

‘Tire’ slaves are in number three hundred and ninety- 
nine, of whom two hundred are no longer the subject of 
contest, but are now admitted to have belonged to the es- 
tate on which they were employed as glebe ascriptitii: they 
were attached to the soil as part and parcel of the realty, 
and upon that account, the question with respect to them 
has very properly been given up by the captors.” 

* * * * * * * kad * * 

“ The first question is, whether slaves are at all given to 
the captors by the prize act, that is, whether they pass by 
the words ‘stores of war, goods, merchandise, or treasure,” 
which, by the third section of the statute, are to be deemed 
prize, and to be apportioned by his Majesty between the 
Army and Navy, when acting in conjunction. Now, the 
fact is, that slaves have generally been considered as per- 
sonal property. The word mancipia, as it has been well 
observed, signifies gue manu capiuntur. This is unques- 
tionably the meaning of the word according to the civil 
law. fn our West India colonies, where slavery is eon- 
tinued, and is likely to continue longer than in any of the 
countries of Europe, slaves have been for some purposes: 
considered as real property; but] apprehend that, where 
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the contrary is not shown, the general character and de- 
scription of them is, that they are personal property; and I 
see no reason in the present case for saying that they are 
not within the general rule, and consequently that they are 
not to be considered ‘as goods. or merchandise.’ They are 
liable to.bc transferred. by purchase and sale, aud although 
tle owner may choose to employ them on his own works, 
instead of transterring them for a valuable consideration, 
they are not, I apprehend, the less t goods and merchandise’ 
on that account. ` The very same observation applies to ail 
other cases of personal property, for all such property, if 
salable, is merchandise, although the person in possession 
may not be'a merchant, or mean to dispose of it by sale.” 


Once more: in the case of Le Louis (6 Ad- 
tniralty Reports) Lord Stowell is still more em- 

hatic on the subject of the recognition by the 
law of nations of the African slave, if recognized 
as lawful by the country whose bottoms are en- 
gaged in it. He says: 

* [t [the court] must look to the legal standard of moral- 
ity ; and upon a question of this nature, thatstandard must 
be found in the law of nations, as fixed and evidenced by 
generat and ancient and admitted practice, by treaties, and 
by the general tenor of the laws and ordinances, and the 
formal transactions of civilized States: and looking to those 
authorities, I find a difficulty in maintaining that the traflic 
is tegally-eriminal. 

«i Let me not be misunderstood, or misapprehended, asa 
professed apologist for this practice, when I state facts 
which no man- can deny , that personai slavery arising out 
of forcible captivity is cocval with the earliest periods of 
the history of mankind; that it is found existing—and, as 
far ag appears, without animadversion—in the earliest and 
most authentic records of the buman race; that it is rec- 
ognized by the codes of the most polished nations of an- 
tiquity ; that, under the light of Christianity itself, the pos 
session of persons so acquired has been in every civiliz 
country invested with the character of property, and se- 
eured as such by all the proteetions of law; that solemn 
treaties have been framed and national monopolies eagerty 
sought; to facilitate and extend the commerce in this as- 
serted property; and all this, with all the sauctions of law, 
public and municipal, and without any opposition, except 
the protests of a few private moralists, little heard and less 
attended to, in every country, till within these very few 
years, in this particular country. If the matter rested here, 
1 fear it would have been deemed a most extravagant as- 
sumption in any court of the law of nations to pronounce 
that this practice, the tolerated, the approved, the encour- 
aged oblect of Jaw ever since man became subject to law, 
was prohibited by that law, and was legally criminal, But 
the matter does not rest here. Within these few years a 
considerable change of opinion has taken place, particu- 
larly in this country. Format dectarations have been made, 
and taws enacted in reprobation of this practice; and pains, 
ably and zealously conducted, have been taken to induce 
other countries to follow the example, but at present with 
insuflicient effect; tor there are nations which adhere to 
the practice under all the encouragement which their own 
laws can give it. What is the doctrine of our courts, of the 
law of nations, relative to them? Why, that their practice 
is tv be respected; that their slaves, if taken, are to be 
restored to them 3 and, if nottaken under innocent mistake, 
aro to be restored with costs and damages. All this, surely, 
upon the ground that such conduct on the part ofany State 
is no departure from the law of nations; because if it were, 
no such respect could be allowed to it upon an exemption 
of its own making, for no nation can privitege itself to com- 
mit a crime agaiust the law of nations by a mere munici- 
pat regulation of its own. And if our understanding aud 
adininistration of the law of nations be, that every nation, 
independently of treaties, retains a Segal right to carry on this 
traffic, and that the nrried on under that authority is 
to be respected by ali tribunals, foreign as well as domes 
tic, it is not easy to find any consistent grounds on which 
to maintain that the traffic, aecording to our views of that 
law, is criminal,” —English Admiralty Reports, vol. 2. 


Need I refer to the case of the Antelope, in 
which the distinguished and lamented Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall held that— 

“The African slave trade had been sanctioned in modern 
tines by the laws of all nations who possess distant colo- 
nies, each of whom has engaged in it as a common commer- 
cial business which no other could rightfully interrupt. Jt 
has claimed all the sanction which could be derived from 
long usage and general acquiescence.” 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Stanton] will 
surely not contend that these decisions sustain his 
position that African slavery is a local institu- 
tion, created exclusively by State laws, or that the 
common law did not recognize property in a per- 
son. Sir, upon what ground could we have ever 
obtained indemnity, as we have often done for 
the joss of our slaves on the high seas, if this 
doctrine were true? The official correspondence 
of our ministers abroad abounds in claims of this 
character, and many bave been successful; butif 
forcign nations had followed the doctrines of the 
Republican party, our claims in every instance 
would have been ignored. 

‘The gentleman from Ohio, however, greatly 
surprised me in his positions against the right of 
transit with our slaves through the free States. 
The objections urged were not new; but I was 


ae to’ hear them used by my friend from Ohio. | 


is known conservatism led me to expect a more 


| 
i 
i 


liberal policy towards the slave States. What 
are his objections to this right of transit? He says: 

“But if the Constitution recognizes the slave as prop- 
erty, and as such he is taken by bis master into a slave 
State, he goes there subject to all the incidents and liabil- 
ities of property. He is liable to be seized on execution or 
attachment for the payment of his master’s debts. He may, 
of course, be sold at public auction, to the highest bidder. 
And if the sale be tegai, and the purchaser require a good 
title, is there any reason why a person doiniciled in the free 
States when the sale is made, may not become the pur- 
chaser, and hold the title? But if the master should die in 
a free State, having hisslaves with him, and leaving debts 
unpaid, the slaves must go to the administrator as assets 
for the payment of his debts, and for distribution to his 
heirs.” 

Itis dificult to perceive how the free States could 
be injured by any of these objections. Their 
occurrence is very improbable; but if they oc- 
curred, as stated by the gentleman, what injury 
occurs to the people of the free States? 

Every State can prevent the seizure of a slave 
by providing that slaves are exempt from execu- 
tion. That is the case in some of the slave States 
now. This done, the objections fall. Does the 
gentleman not know that debts are often recov- 
ered in Ohio on notes given for the sale of slaves 
and assigned to the citizens of his State? Suppose 
the master die while in transitu with slaves, can 
they not be taken back to his domicil and there 
distributed? If the negroes should escape and 
become free, so far from an injury to the free 
States, it would gladden the hearts of thousands 
of its anti-slavery inhabitants. ! 

My friend supposes a case of resistance or kill- 
ing of the slave by the master, in resistance of the 
former to the latter in transitu, and says it would 
not be murder, because the law of the State from 
whence they came would make the murder justifi- 
able homicide. {deny both the fact and the con- 
clusion. The free States can punish all offenses 
as they pléase within their own jurisdiction; and 
the unjustifiable killing of a slave by his master 
is punishable as murder or manslaughter in the 
slave States. There is, therefore, nothing valid 
in these objections against this right of transit as 
claimed; and it seems to me itis due,and should 
be yet demanded, as a constitutional guarantee be- 
tween the States, as an amendment to the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time that the Representatives 
from the various sections should distinctly face 
each other, and meet the dangers that are upon 
us. ‘The Chicago platform cannot be carried out 
and the Confederacy preserved. We question not 
the rightof any party to clect its candidates under 
the regular organic forms of our Government, 
Mr. Lincoln has been thus elected, I readily ad- 
mit. But the slave States have a right to resist 
the execution of a policy at war with their inter- 
ests, destructive of their peace, injurious to their 
rights, and subversive of the ends and objects for 
which the Union was formed. No party can be 
allowed to array section against section, with the 
ultimate purpose of destroying the property and 
rights of the weaker section; and such must be the 
inevitable tendency of the distinct avowal in the 
Republican creed of ‘no more slave territory.” 
To exclude slavery forever from present or future 
acquired territory, is publicly to announce that 
another slave State can never enter into the bond 
of our common Union. No slave State can ever 
apply for admission, if slave labor is forever 
excluded from our public domain, 

The result of such a policy was clearly pre- 
dicted during the late canvass. Kentucky preferred 
and hoped to make the contest against the inau- 
guration of such doctrines within the Union, That 
gallant old Commonwealth trusted to the political 
pwa of the slave States in Congress to check, 

y constitutional restraints—in withholding sup- 
plies, rejection of improper nominations, and a 
non-concurrence in measures of sectional policy 
—to protect her honor and rights, with those of 
her sister slaveholding States, from danger and 
assault. Her influence and voice were exerted 
towards such a policy. Other sovereign States, 
having equal interests at stake, and the exclusive 
right to decide their own action, have determined 
to pursue, and have already followed, a different 
policy. Kentucky’s voice, ere the sad work of 
dismemberment was begun, addressed itself to the 


dominant party for compromise and peace. She 
asked from that party no concession, but only a |; 


construction of our covenant as judicially con- 
strued, and its eternal protection from unhallowed 
touch in any quarter. Her voice was unheeded 
by the dominant party, and the work of with- 
drawalwenton. Is this Government to go down; 
and if so, is our separation to be in peace or in 
war? The solution of this fearful question rests 
with the Republicans. Your policy and assault 
upon the constitutional rights of our section have 
raised the whirlwind; on you must forever rest 
the vast responsibility ofits results. 

Our country has passed through many dark and 
trying crises; but there have been, hitherto, under 
providential guidance, always found statesman- 
ship profound enough and patriotism deep enough 
to disarm them of danger and mischief. 

Do you remember the stern remonstrance of 
Kentucky, in 1794, because the free navigation 
of the Mississippi had not been secured. Her 
Legislature announced in calm, but strong lan- 
guage, that God and nature had given that right, 
and they would remain in no Union where it was 
not forever guarantied. George Washington was 
then President, and he uttered no menaces against 
that jealous Commonwealth. In a spiritof com- 
promise and patriotism he recommended a re- 
spectful reply to her remonstrance; the facts were 
laid before the Legislature, and the free naviga- 
tion of the ** father of waters’? was secured. 

What next? In 1807, a storm raged in New 
England at the passage of the embargo act. The 
proud spirit of that pcople rebelled against the 
alleged enormities and injustice of the operation 
of that act upon its immediate section. The le- 
gislative records of New England, at that period, 
will show that even they were prepared to out- 
strip Carolina in her purpose to break the liga- 
ments that bound them to the Union, unless that 
law was repealed. The embargo act had been a 
favorite measure with Mr. Jefferson; but when he 
saw the discord which it kindled, and the danger 
which it produced in the New England States, 
with a breast filled with patriotism, as broad as 
his whole country, he surrendered his cherished 
policy, and the embargo was repealed. 

Again: in 1820, when the Union was rocked to 
its center, and the brazen head of the anti-sla- 
very serpent reared itself in open rebellion to the 
equality and rights of the States, corapromise and 
concession brought healing on its wings, and the 
country was saved. i 

In 1832, when South Carolina, stung by the 
oppressive exactions of the tariff, determined to 
resist its operation, and prepared herself for an 
issue with the Federal authority; in that dark 
hour, when civil.war seemed inevitable, Virginia 
threw herself in the breach between the Federal 
Government and her jealous but defiant sister, 
until Kentucky, in the person of her great com- 
moner, could pour oil on the troubled waters by 
a modification of the obnoxious statute. How 
necessitous, how urgent, did the perils of that 
dark period demand the spirit of compromise? 
How magnificently beneficent the lofty patriotism 
of the great actors in that political drama, which 
could bid party down for the preservation and 
peace of a noble Confederacy! It will forever 
stand out in bold relief among the epochs of our 
country as the oblation of sublime patriotism to 
free institutions. ‘The great author and defender 
of the American system, uniting with him who 
had boldly announced “ that the Federal Union 
must be preserved” for the peace of a common 
country! ; 

Again: in 1849, when the increasing and aggres- 
sive power of anti-slavery sentiment upon our 
constitutional rights overleaped the compromise 
of 1820, refusing to allow the Missouri line to be 
extended to the Pacific in our newly-acquired ter- 
ritory, the country was convulsed and the Union 
threatencd. But again, under God’s providence, 
the patriotic wisdom of a noble triumvirate, now 
passed away, but whose precepts and virtucs 
speak to us from the grave, with noble followers, 
saved and restored peace to a distracted country. 

That noble country bleeds once more; and our 
American Republic is being dismembered. Ken- 
tucky again presents her olive branch of peace, 
and asks you, why will you not take wisdom of 
the past, and hearken unto her conciliatory whis- 
perings? 

We are defiantly told by the other side that they 
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cannot listen to traitors; and rebellion must be put 
down. Was that the reply of Washington, Jef- 
ferson, Clay, Webster, Calhoun, Cass, in our 
trials of the past, and in former national exigen- 
cies? Was that the course of slaveholding Pres- 
idents when the free States rebelled against the 
Government of the United States? We have been 
refreshed with expletives of denunciation against 
the treason and rebellion of South Carolina by 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania, Connecticut, and 
Massachusetts; but are the skirts of their own 
States free from what they term these “damnable 
heresies?’ Did not Pennsylvania openly rebel 
against the United States in the Olmstead case? 
Did not the Legislature of that venerated old Com- 
monwealth, in 1809, impose upon her Governor 
the responsibility of calling out the entire militia to 
resist the execution of a judgment of the Supreme 
Court of the United States? Did not Massachu- 
setts openly rebelagainst the requisition of the Uni- 
ted States for troops in 1812? When the war against 
Great Britain was declared in that year, and the 
motto of ‘free trade and sailors’ rights” was un- 
furled upon our standard; when many a brave 
heart trembled at the apprehended havoc upon the 
ocean which would follow a collision with the 
prowess, superior armament, and boundless re- 
sources of the then acknowledged mistress of the 
sea, how did Massachusetts act? How did Con- 
necticut act? God forbid that I should reproach 
either State! My heart is big enough and national 
enough to take in all New England as a part of 
my country, and exult in all that is bright and 
glorious in her annals. 

When, however, I heard the gentleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry,] and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, hurling their thunderbolts 
against the treason and rebellion of the South, 
it occurred to me they were oblivious of the 
fact that both their States had, in their history, 
set South Carolina memorable examples of re- 
sistance to the Federal Government, which was 
practical in its character, and was claimed by Mas- 
sachusetts to be ‘one of the reserved rights of the 
State.” Whatare the facts? On the 12th of April, 
1812, a requisition was made on the several States 
for one hundred thousand volunteers, and to beap- 
portioned in a certain ratio among the States, for 
the purposes of the war. Under this requisition 
of the War Department, General Dearborn made 
a requisition upon Connecticut and Massachusetts 
for their ratio. Caleb Strong was then Governor 
of Massachusetts. When the requisition was 
made on him by General Dearborn, under the act 
of Congress, to furnish troops, he sent a letter to 
Mr. Eustis, the then Secretary of War, claiming 
that the President of the United States was not 
authorized, under the Federal Constitution, to 
judge of the exigencies in which the militia should 
‘be called out; that he had consulted the supreme 
court of Massachusetts, and that that court con- 


curred with him in opinion; that Massachusetts | 


had, under the reserved rights in the amendments 
to the Federal Constitution, a right to resist the 
Federal Government; that she had determined to 
do so, and that to yield an acquiescence would be 
to make this a grand military despotism, to which 
she never intended to submit, but would resist 
at all hazards For the sake of history, I propose 
now to read what these judges said; and I would 
remark here, that no Representative from the State 
of Massachusetts can say that South Carolina 
has ever gone further in the claim of resistance 
under the reserved rights of the States, to nullify 
or abrogate the ties that bind her to this Confed- 
eracy. 

I will read first the opinion of the judges of the 
supreme court of Massachusetts given to the Gov- 
ernor: 

To his Excellency the Governor and the honorable the Coun- 
cil of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts : 

The undersigned, justices of tbe supreme judicial court, 


have considered the questions proposed by your Excellency | 


and honors for their opinion : 

By the constitution of this State, the authority of com- 
manding the militia of the Commonwealth is vested exclu- 
sively in the Governor, who has all the powers incident to 
the office of commander-in-chief, and is to exercise them 
personally, or by subordinate officers under his command, 
agreeably to the rules and regufations of the Constitution 
and the laws of the fand. 

While the Governor of the Commonwealth remained in 
the exercise of these powers, the Federal Constitution was 
ratified, by which was vested in the Congress a power to 
provide for calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
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Union, suppress insurrections, and repel iuvasions, and to 
provide for governing such parts.of them as may be em- 
ployed in the service of the United States, reserving to the 
States, respectively, the appointment of the officers. ` 

The Federal Constitution further provides that the Pres- 
ident shall be commander-in-chief of the Army of the Uni- 
ted States, and of the militia of the several States, when 
called into the actual service of the United States. 

On the construction of the Federal and State constitu- 
tions must depend the answers to the several questions 
proposed. As the militia of the several States may be em- 
ployed in the service of the United States, for the three 
specific purposes of executing the laws of the Union, of 
suppressing insurrections, and of repelling invasions, the 
opinion of the judges is requested whether the command- 
ers-in-chief of the militia of the several States have aright 
to determine whether any of the exigencies aforesaid exist, 
so as to require them to place the militia, or any part of it, 
in the service of the United States, at the request of the 
President, to be commanded by him pursuant to acts of 
Congress. : 

It isthe opinion of the undersigned that this right is 
vested in the commanders-in-chiet of the militia of the 
several States, 

The Federal Constitution provides that, whenever either 
of these exigencies exist, the militia may be employed, pur- 
suant to some act of Congress, in the service of the United 
States; but no power is given, either to the President orto 
the Congress, to determine that either of the said exigen- 
cies do in fact exist. As this power is not delegated to the 
United States, by the Federal Constitution, ner prohibited 
by it to the States, it is reserved to the States, respectively ; 
and, from the nature of the power, it must be exercised by 
those with whom the States have, respectively, intrusted 
the chief command of the militia. 

It is the duty of these commanders to execute this im- 
portant trust agreeably to the laws of their several States, 
respectively, without reference to the laws or officers of 
the United States, in all cases except those specially pro- 
vided in the Federal Constitution. They must, therefore, 
determine when either of the special eases exist, obliging 
them to relinquish the execution of this trust, and to ren- 
der themselves, and the militia, subject to the command of 
the President. A different construction, giving to Congress 
the right to determine when these special cases exist, au- 
thorizing them to call forth the whole of the militia, and 
taking them from the commanders-in-chief of the several 
States, and subjecting them to the command of the Presi- 
dent, would place alf the militia, in effect, at the will of 
Congress and produce a military consolidation of the States, 
without any constitutional remedy, against the intentions 
of the people when ratifying the Coustitution. Indeed, 
since passing the act of Congress, of February 28, 1795, chap. 
10}, vesting in the President the power of calling forth the 
militia, when the exigencies mentioned in the Constitution 
shall exist, if the President has the power of determining 
when those exigencies exist. the militia of the several States 
is, in cffect, at his command, and subject to his control. 

No inconveniences can reasonably be presumed to result 
from the construction which vests in the commanders-in- 
chief of the militia of the several States the right of determ- 
ining when the exigencies exist, obliging them to place the 
militia in the service of the United States. ‘hese exigen- 
cies are of such a nature, that the existence of them can be 
easily ascertained by, or made known to, the cominander- 
in-chief of the militia, and, when ascertained, the public 
interest will produce proinpt obedience to the acts of Con- 
gress. 

Another question proposed to the consideration of the 
j s, whether, when either of the exigencies exist au- 

zing the employing of the militia in the service of the 
United States, the militia thus employed can be lawfully 
commanded by any officer but of the militia, except by the 
President of the United States? 

The Federal Constitution declares that the President 
shall be commander-in-chief of the Army of the United 
States. He may undoubtedly exercise this command by 
oilicers of the Army of the United States, by him commis- 
sioned according to law. The President is also declared to 
be the commander-in-chief of the militia of the several 
States, When cated into the actual service of the United 
States. ‘The officers of the militia-are to be appointed by 
the States ; and the President may exercise his command 
of the militia by oflicers of the militia duly appointed. 

But we know of no constitutional provision authorizing 
any oficer of the Army of the United States to command 
the militia, or authorizing any officer of the militia to com- 
mand the Army of the United States. ‘Phe Congress may 
provide laws for the government of the militia, when in ac- 
tual service, but to extend this power to the placing them 
under the command of an officer not of the militia, except 
the President, would render nugatory the provision, that 
the militia are to have oflicers appoiuted by the States. 

‘The union of the militia in the actual service of the Uni- 
ted States with troops of the United States, so far as to form 
one Army, seems to be a case not provided for or contem- 
Itis, therefore, not within our 
department to determine on whom the command would 
devolve on such an emergency, in the absence of the Pres- 
ident; whether one officer, either of the militia, or of the 
Army of the United States, to be settled according to imil- 
itary rank, should command the whole; whether the corps 
must be commanded by their respective officers, acting in 
coneert asatlied forces ; or what other expedient should be 
adopted, are questions to be answered by others. 

‘The undersigned regret that the distance of the other jus- 
tices of the supreme judicial court renders it impracticable 
to obtain their opinions, seasonably, upon the questions 
submitted. THEOPHILUS PARSONS, 

SAMUEL SEWALL, 
ISAAC PARKER. 

Now, sir, that is the opinion of the judges of 
the Supreme Court. Here is the answer of the 
Governor, acting on that opinion, declining, to 
furnish the quota of men of Massachusetts, which 


guota never was‘ furnished 
hat does he say? oe ea 


“Although many of the most important attribat 
sovefeignty are given“by the Constitution to the Govern 
ment of the United States, yet. there are some which still 
belong to the State governments. Of these, one of the mo: 


respectively; and whenever it shall be taken froth them, 


be effected, the security of the State governments will ‘We 


ment. . 


request could be made by an officer of the national Gover 
ment to which I could not constitutionally conform. B 


ain the rights of the State as to support the Constitution 
of the United States. Ifthe demand was not warranted by 
the Constitution, I should have. violated my duty ina most 
important point, if I had attempted to enforce it, and had. 
thereby assisted in withdrawing the-militia from the right 


I hope the Representatives from New England 
will therefore find, in the solemn adjudications 


answer of her Governor to the Government of the 
United States, in a time of war with a foreign na- 
tion, that if Massachusetts and Connecticut were 
sensitively jealous of the rights reserved ‘to ‘the 
States, slaveholding Representatives on this floor, 
with threats of coercion, and United States troops 
guarding the District, with prepared force bills, 
&c., must be excused for exhibiting at least as 
much sensitive jealousy for our respective States 
in times like these. here are now the com- 
punctions of conscience of New England, when 
the attempt is made to strike down State rights 
and deny cither a revolutionary : 
tutional right of secession—the despotic heresy, 
boldly claimed by some, of a right to force States 
into the Union at the point of the bayonet? We 
heard of none of these threats of force from Mr. 
Madison against Massachusctts and Connecticut, 
although they never did obey the requisition. Re- 
publican Representatives, this is all wrong. This 
spirit of force dishonors your ancestry and ours, 
who lodked to 
and popular sa 
Let the spirit of love and forbearance which ani- 
mated them inspire us. Let us accept the Crit 


questions now and forever. Then, sir, we shall 
prove ourselves worthy of this great heritage. 
But l am told that the Republican party cannot 
take these propositions, because your ‘platform 
will not permit you. Gentlemen, burn on your 
country’s altars all allegiance to party platforms; 
and if you still have the same sort of pride that 
inspires South Carolina to reject all efforts to 
bring her back, let the peace congress, which is- 
soon to assemble here, adopt these amendments 
as acommon basis of settlement, in which North 
and South can mect without a sacrifice of pride 
or principle. Let this ultimatum be presented in 
the spirit of a genuine fidelity to the Constitution 
and the Union; and let us all meet again around 
a common altar, and devoutly praise God and 
rejoice at our preservation. j 
But I am told that to recognizeand adopt these 
amendments would open all Mexico to fillibuster- 
| ing, and that the whole of Mexico would be ulti- 
mately brought in.as slave States. Let me beg 
you to add another amendment to the proposi- 
tions of the distinguished Senator from Kentucky. 
Its adoption would obviate every difficulty. Let 
the Senate be divided into two classes, one from 
the slave States and the other from the free States. 
Whenever five States demand a vote by classes 
on measures involving the acquisition of pee 
or the status of slavery, let a majority of both’ 
classes be required for the passage of the measure. 
Then you check one class with the other; then 
there can be no imposition, no injusticé. Then 
we shall stop all fanaticism, all force, in our Ter- 
ritories, because no injustice ‘can ‘be dane, no 
matter who people the Territory first. There will 
be no indecent legislation with the view of an in- 
crease of political power. We shall havea mutual 
confidence in each other; and by the amendments 
to the Constitution, we will have a mutual check 


| oneach other. Then we shall go on inthis noble 


during the entire war, | 


and a consolidation ‘of the military force of the States shall. 


lost, and they will wholly depend for their existence upon” 
the moderation. and forbearance of the national Governi :: 


opular love, popular necessity,. 
bey as the basis of their Onion” 


essential is the entire control of the militia; except in the. 
emergencies above mentioned, this has not been delegated * 
to the United States. : It is therefore reservedto the States’ 


€ FT have been fully disposed to comply with the requires : 
ments of the Constitution of the United States, and the laws’ 
made in pursuance of it, and sincerely: regretted that: ahy- 


itappears to me that the requisition aforesaid was of that: 
character; and E was under the same obligation: to main: ' 


ful authority of the State.?*—Niles’s Register, vol3, p- 117e 


of the supreme court of Massachusetts, and inthe ~ 


right or a consti- © 


tenden propositions; let us compromise ‘these’ 
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race of freedom, and perform our high duties to 
God, ourselves, and our country. 

If, Republicans, you turn a deaf earto all argu- 
ments; if you turn your back on every proposi- 
tion looking to the preservation of this Constitu- 
tion, which is the only bond of our Union, then 
you have but one resort Jeft. It matters not 
whether secession be constitutional or whether it 
be revolutionary, I tell you plainly, for the border 
States, that they, know their own honor and their 
own equality, and that they will maintain it at 
every hazardand atevery sacrifice. Suppose you 
declare war,and force us to the ultima ratio regum: 
what then? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
man] asked me the other day in regard to a gal- 
lant Kentuckian who saw his flag lowered at Fort 
Moultrie, how I could reconcile it to myself to see 
that. I can answer the gentleman, that it saddens 
my heart, and grieves the heart of every true man 
in Kentucky, to see star by star eclipsed even for 
a moment from that American ensign; but unless 
Republican warfare on our rights relents; unless 
his party meet us in the spirit of compromise 
which gave birth to the Union, they will not be 
in temporary eclipse, but they will be extinguished 
forever; and in place of the twinkling and bright 
representatives of sovereign and united States, 
‘distinct as the waves, yet one as the sea,” re- 
pablicanism will supply the great central sun of a 
consolidated despotism, whose burning rays will 
absorb everything like State rights, State equal- 
ity, State sovereignty. Kentucky loves the Union 
with all the early and increasing affection of one 
of its first daughters. In her armorial ensign, 
amid the clustering and frescoed emblems of State 
sovereignty above us, is reflected her devotion to 
its perpetuation‘ united, we stand; divided, we 
fall!” It is ever above us and before us; it stamps 
every commission Kentucky bestows, and is the 
signet seal of sovercignty to every official paper 
which emanates from her archives. But it isa 
Union of equals that claims her allegiance and 
commands her regard. War upon that cquality, 
which the American Constitution ordained, the 
American Union was designed to perpetuate, and 
of which the stars and stripes are the glorious and 
gladdening emblems, and you multiply the guilt 
of your crime, in usurping and prostituting the 
American standard shect of all the States as the 
flag of so unnatural a strife of one section against 
the other. Attempt so unnatural a purpose, and 
the clustering associations of pastfellowship, com- 
mon devotion, common, fraternal love, will but 
increase the intensity of our antagonisins. 

But few shail part where many meet; 
The snow shall be their winding sheet, 
And every turf beneath their fect 

Shall be a soldiers sepulcher.”? 

Remember, my friends, if that sad hour of 
blood ever comes, that it will not be a war of our 
making, Iam authorized to say, what I believe 
I can say, that you cannot find a disunionist per 
se, in Kentucky. She has never been disloyal to 
any compact. She has suffered at the rate of 
$200,000 per annum in the loss of her slave prop- 
erty. Shehas gone in highly sectional times into 
the free State of Ohio to break bread and endeavor, 


if possible, by personal communion, to attempt | 


to wake her to the nobler feelings which a recol- 


lection of the late war ought to kindle; and she | 


has received in return an absolute denial of her 
constitutional rights in the refusal by the Governor 
of Ohio to return a fugitive, whose surrender 
Kentucky had a right to demand, under the letter 
and spirit of our Federal compact. And even 
now, with disunion upon us, with the tocsin of 
war almost sounding in our ears, she has taken 
no step to rupture her bonds with the North or 
the South; but she looks to the faithful perpetu- 
ation of the Constitution and the Union. She is 
willing to throw herself once more into the breach, 
and use her mediatorial office to bring back her 
erring sisters of the South, if their rights and hers 
can, by proper guarantees, be recognized and pro- 
tected. Kentucky comes not as a mendicant for 
your favor; but in the name of a common coun- 
iry she appeals to you to give her a message, by į 
which she can atlempt to make that appeal prac- 
ticable. Will you hearken to her, or will you 
prefer to attempt, at the cannon’s mouth, to re- | 
duce her to the position of servile degradation? 
Gentlemen, reverse the picture, and look at it | 


| without slavery, as the people may determine. 


yourselves. Ask yourselves what you would 
think, if the slave States were to attempt to deny 
to you the right to any species of property recog- 
nized by the Constitution, and sustained by the 
decisions of the court of last resort. What would 
you do under such circumstances? Why, you 
would do even more than we havedone. You would 
be alarmed at the infraction of your rights. If you 
were told by the dominant party of the country 
that no free State should be admitted into the 
Union, would you not consider that determina- 
tion a casus belli? Would you not spurn with 
contempt every attempt to keep you ina confed- 
eracy where you were spit upon as unworthy of 
being treated as equals? 

Mr. DUNN, (in his seat.) No. 

Mr. STEVENSON. One gentleman answers 
no. Then, sir, the people of the free States have 
not the spirit that 1 gave them eredit for. 

Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman will allow me 
for a moment, for fear my remark might be mis- 
understood, I desire to explain that my answer 
“no”? was to the question | understood the gen- 
tleman to ask, whether the Republican party || 
would refuse admission into the Union toa slave 
State? Iama Republican, and I have pledged 
myself to my people, upon all occasions, that it 
would not be a sufficient objection to my mind 
for voting against the admission of a State, that 
its constitution was pro-slavery. The Republi- 
can party, in its platform adopted at Chicago, 
recognizes the right of each State to regulate its 
own domestic matters for itself. 

Mr. STEVENSON. There can be no slave 
States that will ever knock at the Federal door 
for admission into its covenant, if the ‘Territories 
are to remain perpetually free while they remain 
in their territorial condition, and such is the Chi- 
cago platform, on which my friend stands. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky permit me for a moment? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. STANTON. [understand the question in 
reference to the Territories to be simply this: the 
Territory of New Mexico is, under the compro- 
mise measures of 1850, entitled to admission into 
the Union with or without slavery. Lunderstand 
that the four additional States to be carved out of 
Texas are to come into the Union with or without 
slavery, as they may elect; so that, so far as those 
questions are concerned, no party looks to the 
ultimate exclusion of any State which is likely to 
desire slavery. Now, with the consent of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, I desire to ask him if 
Kentucky will accept the proposition that there 
shall be no future acquisition of Territory except 
by an amendment to the Constitution and a two 
thirds vote of Congress? That is the bone of con- 
tention between us, 

Mr. STEVENSON. 1 willanswermy friend, 
with all frankness, that Kentucky will speak for 
herself whenever that question comes up, Ihave 
no doubt that Kentucky would take a fair divis- 
jon under this line, making all north of it free 
and all south of it slave territory, until it shall 
come in as a State, and then to admitit with or | 


Mr. CURTIS. 
to interrupt him ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman must ex- 
cuse me. 1 would give way to him with great 
pleasure if L had the time. The inexorable hour 
rule forbids it. I have not time to discuss several 
of the topics that demand my time. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Y ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky to permit me to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio a question. I ask him if he will 
take the Crittenden plan with that amendment? 

Mr. STANTON. I will say to the gentleman | 
from Illinois, in all frankness, that I will not take 
anything that by law establishes slavery in any 
part of the territory of the United States; but I 
am willing to establish the line, and allow the 
people south of it to have slavery or not, as they 
please. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I appeal to 
gentlemen to rise above their party platforms. 
Let us leap over all party prejudice, and put this 
matter beyond the power of extremists—if there | 
be any who hate this Union as originally framed | 
Lin either section of our country, to disturb our || 


Will the gentleman allow me | 


peace, or vend the confederate links of the model il 


Republic of Christendom. I implore and beseech, 
in the name of a common humanity, that the Re- 
publican party will desist from their unholy war- 
fare against the intrenchments of civil liberty, 
erected by their fathers and ours, for the peace 


| and happiness of a common posterity. Take 


warning from history. Let not a fanaticism upon 
the subject of negroslavery delude you into depths 
of destruction from which there is no escape. 
Listen to the eloquent warning of George Canning, 
in the British Parliament, on the emancipation of 
Jamaica, when he was sustaining reason and right 
against folly and fanaticism. That distinguished 
statesman said: 


“In dealing with the negro, sir, we must remember that 
we are dealing with a being possessing the form and 
strength of a man, but the intellect only of a ehild. To 
turn hin loose in the manhood of his physical strength, in 
the maturity of his physical passions, but in the infancy of 
his uninstructed reason, would be to raise up a ereature 
resembling the splendid fiction ef romance; the hero of 
which can sketch a human form, with all the corporeal 
capabilities of a man, and with the thews and sinews of a 
giunt; but being unable to impart to the work of his hands 
a perception of rightand wrong, he finds too Jate thathe has 
only ereated a more than mortal power of doing mischief, 
and himself recoils from the monster he bas made, and he 
becomes the victim of his own ereation.’? 


So we say to you to-day, in the hour of our 
national need—in this day of thirst for that broad 
and catholic statesmanship, that shall Jook to the 
Federal Government as the agent of equal, sov- 
ercign States, and construe the Constitution and 
administer the Government in a spirit of exact 
justice to all sections with their separate institu- 
tions, and with especial favor to none: pause cre 
the cords which were woven by our fathers, are 
forever unloosed. Admit South Carolina to have 
been rash, precipitate, and imprudent; all this 
cannot enlarge your powers under the Constitu- 
tion. No violence on the part of one or more 
States can upturn the foundation stones of the 
Government and supply the place of popular 
affection with bristling bayonets. Kentucky still 
hopesthat the cup of conciliation is not yet drained 
to its dregs. She looks to the confederate Union 
of these States in the bonds of a Constitution, 
faithfully executed, as bearing to one another the 
relation of the limbs and senses to the human 
body. As cach organ is healthy and free in its 
organic sphere, so will the perfect maturity of the 
whole be developed. Maim ar destroy one, and 
to that extent you impair the whole. Far better, 
however, lop off one or more which become gan- 
grenons, than permit the whole to perish, 

Republicans, you must meet us 3 the spirit of 
peace, or our relations are forever changed, Do 
not deceive yourselfin regard to the border States. 
They can take nothing which ignores their equal- 
ity, or fails to secure jastice and peace. They 
should take nothing that would not allow them to 
become mediators in bringing back the seceding 
States. Will you allow the ark of our past politi- 
cal safety to be shipwrecked on the shoals of a 
wild fanaticism? You have to determine it. My 
humble carcer in this House will show that I have 
been no sectionalist. LT have the honor to repre- 
sent in parta Commonwealth who has proved her- 
self faithful among the faithless. Upon the dark 
and bloody ground she has won her title of equal 
in this Union of States. Shc may well maintain 
that equality in the Union or independence oat of 
it. When the Federal bayonets are turned against 
her southern sisters, the Federal soldiers will never 
peacefully cross her border. Do not be deceived. 
The loyalty and prudence which marks her course 
now, will only increase her wrath, when you de- 
spise her proposals and mock at her entreaties. 
May the sad hour never come when we shall cease 
to be brothers, and cease to be friends! If it does, 
remember that a common interest and common 
rights with those attempted to be subdued will 
make acommon resistance inevitable. The threat- 
ening braggarts, who have attempted by their 
speeches to incite war, will find on that dark day 
in the Kentucky people foemen worthy of their 
steel. Everything for the cause—nothing to fanati- 
cismand folly! We can never sacrifice our equal- 
ity or rights. If you force us to resistance, yours 
the responsibility, ours the defense. My loy- 
alty isdue tomy adopted State. Where she leads, 
it will be my pleasure to follow. She will speak 
as befits her, whenever you force her to decide 
between two confederacies. Meet us where you 
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will with your hosts, and you will never find our 
backs upon the foe? Downstricken we may be— 
you may cast these vestures of flesh to your vul- 
tures of fanaticism; but the spirits which animate 
them can never be enslaved. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. G. W. HUGHES, 
OF MARYLAND, 


In rae House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 5, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. HUGHES said: 

Mr. Speaxer: We are in “the midst of a rev- 
olution, as yet, thank God, bloodless.” How long 
it may continue peaceful will depend, in no small 
degree, upon the wisdom, patriotism, and mod- 
eration of this House. We arc here, however 
humble and unimportant many of us may be— 
as all of us arein comparison with the great events 
now transpiring—enacting history, with the world 
for an audience; and depend upon it that not 
only our cotemporaries, but posterity, will hold 
each and every one of us to a fearful accounta- 
bility. 

The torch of civil discord flares balefully and 
malignantly over a distracted land; States are sepa- 
rating from the Confederacy; men are organizing 
and arming in every part of this Union, and the 
unusual sounds of war are heard in every peace- 
ful glen; and yet nothing is done to avert the im- 
pending calamity, which threatens to become the 
preniest that has ever befallen the human race. 

ay by day we sit in this Hall, passing the ordi- 
nary appropriations for the support of Govern- 
ment, and squabbling over unimportant amend- 
ments, giving away, with lavish hands, our vast 
domain of public lands, and, with a bankrupt 
Treasury, incurring debts to the amount of hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars, as if peace and tran- 
quillity and prosperity reigned supreme within 
our borders. 

It would be an easy task now—easier some 
weeks ago—to compose existing difficulties; but 
even as it is, I much fear, paradoxical as it may 
seem, that it is nearly impossible. It would be 
an casy task ifthe members of this House would 
bring to its performance self-abnegation, sound 
sensc, and calm reflection, divested of prejudice 
and of passion. It is only necessary that they 
should do that which is right, and avoid that which 
is wrong; that they should act under a sense of 
the high responsibility devolved upon them as the 
Representatives of the people. Ina word, that 
we should all of us conscientiously discharge our 
duty. It was well and eloquently said, on a mem- 
orable occasion, by our own great orator, ‘a sense 
of duty pursuesusever, If we take to ourselves 
the wings of the morning, and dwell in the utter- 
most parts of the sea, duty performed or duty 
violated is still with us for our happiness or our 
misery. If we say the darkness shall cover us, 
in the darkness, as in the light, our obligations are 
still with us. We cannot escape their power or 
fly from their presence.” 

When Admiral Lord Nelson was about to en- 
gage the allied fleet at Trafalgar, the signal flew 
from the mast head of his ship, ‘ England expects 
every man to do his duty;’’ and in response to 
that appeal, there rose from sea to sky one wide 
wild hurrah—the harbinger of victory. With how 
much more propricty may the appeal be made to 
the Representatives of the American people, in 
the hour of danger to come forward and do their 
duty; for never in the history of our country, in 
peace or in war, has she stood more in need of 
the best services of her sons; for never before have 
more important questions been agitated, and more 
serious consequences likely to flow. The prob- 
lem to be solved is not less momentous than the 
Raabe ee of the Union. The experiment is to 
he finally tried whether or not the people of this 
country are really capable of an intelligent self- 
government; whether we shall remain a great, a 
powerful, and a united people, or be shattered into 
fragments; whether peace and prosperity and or- 
der shall reign throughout the land, or “chaos 


come again.” Upon the speeches and votes of the 
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gentlemen on this floor these grave consequences 
may depend. 

I much fear, sir, that we are fast drifting to- 
wards the verge of that fearful cataract beyond 
which lies inevitable destruction; which the sa- 
gacious mind of Washington apprehended, and 
against the approach to which he raised his warn- 
ing voice. Should the plunge be taken, all is 
over. The history of free governments will be 
closed, never to be reopened. The cause of hu- 
man rights and of human liberty will have per- 
ished forever. I express myself thus strongly 
because I am gloomily impressed with the fature 
of our country, if the threatened disruption of our 
Government-should not be arrested; or, if it must 
needs be dissolved into its original elements, a 
pecobe separation should not be effected. And 

confess that I now have little hopes of either. 

Ithas been said ‘that those whom the gods 
mean to destroy they first strike with judicial 
blindness, and then drive them mad.” It is to be 
feared that we may offer a striking illustration of 
the trath of that saying in our own history. It 
may be that God, in His anger, is about visiting 
us with a just chastisement for sins committed or 
for duties unperformed! It may be that we have 
fallen short of our high mission, and have failed 
to accomplish our allotted destiny; that, while 
we enjoyed the inestimable blessings of our po- 
litical system, we had forgotten that we held a 
precious trust for the benefit of posterity. This 
trust we can honorably discharge only by re- 
specting the example of our fathers, and trans- 
mitting it unsullied to our descendants. We must 
inculcate in our children their glorious precepts; 
cherish their republican principles; imitate their 
simplicity and economy; and strengthen the in- 
stitutions which they established. ‘hese institu- 
tions form a wisc and safe system of government, 
to which we should adhere with a religious devo- 
tion. And above all, ict us not forget that our 
national Constitution, under the shadow and pro- 
tection of whose wing we have grown to be a 
mighty people, was the result of a mutual com- 

romise of various and conflicting interests, feel- 
ings, and jealousies; and that it can be sustained 
only by the same sacrifices and compromises; by 
a steady adherence to the great and immutable 
principles of justice; and by preserving inviolate 
its conditions and guarantees. 

It is not too much to say that the ingenuity of 
man could not possibly devise a form of govern- 
ment better adapted, in all its parts, to the geo- 
graphical position of the States to cach other, in 
reference of the whole to other nations, to our 
wants and to our necessities. It presents the har- 
mony and order of the solar system, in which 
each particular planet, keeping within its own 
prescribed limits, and moving within its own 
orbit, revolves around the common center; nor 
can one ‘* shoot madly from its sphere” without 
disturbing the equilibrium of all. By such an 
eccentric course on the part of a State, our whole 
confederate system might be destroyed. And 
whercis the master spirit, where the creative mind, 
that could again call it back and restore it to its 
natural position? As well might we attempt to 
“ provoke the silent dust” or expect true life from 
galvanizing a corps! 

Our Union, by leaving to cach State the unre- 
stricted regulation of its internal and domestic 
affairs, and admitting each to a fair participation 
in the power and honors of the General Gov- 
ernment, is capable of infinite expansion without 
incurring the danger, on the one hand, of central- 
ization, or on the other, of breaking asunder by 
the weight of its extremities. By this reasonable 
arrangement the centripetal and centrifugal forces 
of our political system arc held in justcquilibrium; 
and a perfect harmony of interest and action may 
thus be maintained between different rnembers of 
the Confederacy, notwithstanding an occasional 


i perturbation which may for a while exertits dis- 


turbing influences. The federation can as well 
embrace within its fraternal arms a hundred as 
thirteen States, and with cach sovereign increment 
gain in dignity and power. ý 

Before proceeding to a discussion of the rem- 
edics to be applied for the correction of the evils 
that surround us, it may be well to pause for a 
moment to ascertain the nature of the causes which 
have led to this perilous condition of our public 


affairs. When a man is ill, ** sick, and‘nigh unto: 

death,’? when there is not breath enough remain- 
ing in him to disturb a feather or to. dim the bright 
surface ofa mirror, the physician may yet cling to: 
the hope that, by discovering and removing the 
cause of the disease, by skillful treatment, lie may: 
restore the patient (if his constitution be unimpaired) 
to his former health and vigor. When we se6, as 
at present, almost universal disaffection pervading 
fifteen out of the thirty-three. States of the Con- 
federacy, whose people have been ever loyal: to 
the Government, devoted to its political institu- 
tions, and proud of its wealth, its glory, andi 
power, who have shown their loyalty and devo- 
tion on a hundred ficlds of battle, consecrated by 
the best blood of their sons, from the Canadas. to 
the halls of the Montezumas, and from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific ocean, it is worse than idle— 
it is mischievous—to pretend to believe that there 
is no real cause for this wide-spread discontent, 

There are, no doubt, lawless. men to be found 
in every portion of our country, as there have been 
in all times and all countries, of broken ‘and des- 
perate fortunes, ever ready for civil strife and rev- 
olution, impelled by the same motives that lead 
the incendiary to apply the torch to a building in 
the hope of snatching plunder from beneath ‘the 
falling rafters, even at the peril of his own worth- 
less life. But this cannot be said of the great mass 
of our countrymen, who are law-loving and taw- 
abiding, and too intelligent not to know that their 
true interests lic inthe cultivation of the arts of 
peace, in which they have been surpassed by no 
other people since the world began. It was said 
by Hobbs that‘ the natural state of man is astate 
of war of all against all;’’ but we rejeéted that 
infidel philosophy at the commencement. of our 
Government. With us, war is but an episode, 
to be resorted to only asa last resort, whilst peace 
is our normal condition and established policy. 
Onc of the worst signs of the times is to sec zah 
cring around us, in full activity, the class of men 
to whom I have referred, as the ominous bird of 
ocean is scen only in storms, and finds her true 
clement in tempests. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my disposition to deal with 
all questions fairly and frankly. The times are 
too momentous, the issues too important, the crisis 
too grave and imminent, to be treated otherwise 
than by an appeal to intelligence, to conscience, 
and to patriotism. It is neithermy habit nor my 
taste to abuse individuals, much less bodies of 
men; for I desire to believe the masses of all par- 
ties are sincere, and that they are only carrying 
out their real convictions to their legitimate con- 
clusions. But they may even be sometimes right 
in the abstract, and yet wrong in the concrete; 
and we know that honest prejudicesare often made 
use of by designing demagogues to effect great 

rivete injuries and public wrongs. The gentle 
sabella of Spain, whose womanly feelings re- 
volted at the idea of cruelty in every form, was 
induced to believe that she was doing God’s work 
when she introduced the accursed Inquisition into 
her vast dominions, a fatal gift which has clung to 
hersucecssorslike the shirtof Nessus. James Hof 
England, tyrant, profligate, fanatic, and imbecile 
as he was, was honestin his religious convictions; 
for, as the jeering courtiers of Louis XIV said, 
when they met him in exile at St. Germains, he 
gave three crowns for a mass. 

History abounds with such examples. The 
great historian of England, in speaking of : the 
Master of Stair, the contriver of the brutal mas- 
sacre at Glencoe, says: 


s We daily see men do for their party, for their sect, for 
their country, for their favorite schemes of political and 
social reform, what they would not do to enrich orto avenge 
themselves. Ata temptation directly addressed to our pri- 
vate cupidity, or to our private animosity, whatever virtue 
we have takes the alarm. But virtue itself may contribute 
to the fall of him who imagines that itis in his power, by 
violating some general rule of morality, to confer an import- 
ant benefiton a Church, on a Commonwealth, on mankind. 
He silences the remonstrances of conscience, and hardens 
his heart against the most touching spectacles of misery, by 
repeating to himself that his intentions are pure; that his 
objects are noble ; that he is doing a little evil for the sake 
of a great good. By degrees, he comes altogether to forget 
the turpitude of the means in the execllence of the end; 
and at length perpetrates, without one internal twinge, acts 
which would shock a buceanecr. There is ne reason to 
believe that Dominic woukl, for the best archbishopric in 
Christendom, have ineited ferocious marauders to plunder 
and slaughter a peaceful and industrious population; that 
Everard Digby would for a dukedom have blown a large 
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assembly of people into the air; or that Robespicrre would 
have murdered for bire one of the thousands whom he mur- 
dered from philanthropy.” 

‘Something like such a man, 1 fancy to be a 
celebrated northern philanthropist; able, religious, 
(according to his own standard,) and benevolent, 
whose very virtues are sometimes vices, and who 
lends his talents, character, and money to the ac- 
complishment of purposes which, in his cooler 
moments, he could not himself contemplate with- 
out-a shudder.. From such considerations, we 
may arrive at the conclusion that nothing can be 
more dangerous than fanaticism in morals, in re- 
ligion, or in politics; and that no man can be cer- 
tain of being right, unless his actions are based on 
the eternal principles of justice and of truth 

The origin of the difficulties which now cnviron 
us, and threaten the violent disruption of our Gov- 
ernment, may be traced back for many years; and, 
indeed, may be said to be cocval with the forma- 
tion of the Constitution. In the beginning they 
were slight, and such as might have been natu- 
tally expected to arise after the organization of a 
new Government, whose powers were net yet 
clearly ascertained, extending over a wide range 
of territory; whose inhabitants, although derived 
mainly from a common stock, were by no means 
homogeneous, and operating upon complicated 
and, in many cases, diverse interests. Nothing, 
however, occurred seriously to endanger the Fed- 
eral Government, or to paralyze its power, until 
1812, when a Democratic Congress, with a south- 
ern President, declared war against the most pow- 
erful monarchy of modern times, not only to 
resent repeated insults to the national flag, but 
to protect the peculiar interests of New England 
against the wanton and persistent aggressions of 
the British Crown. ‘Then was heard for the first 
time this fearful cry of disunion; then, for the 
first time, was the authority of this Government 
derided and set at naught. ` Itis well known—it 


is a matter of bistory—that during the adminis- | 


tration of Mr. Jefferson, a distinguished states- 
man of Massachusetts charged the dominant party 
of New England with a design to dissolve the 
Union and form a separate confederacy. And it 
is also well known that that same distinguished 
gentleman, when President, and a candidate for 
reélection, in 1828, with manly independence, not 
only emphatically reiterated the charge, bat adds 
that that design was entertained for ten years, 
from 1804 to 1814; and further says: 

“That project, I repeat, fof a northern confederacy] had 
gone to the length of fixing upon a military leader for its 
execution.” 

And what was the principal grievance of which 
they complained? Why, simply the acquisition 
of Louisiana. 

The first disubion speech ever delivered in Con- 
gress was by Josiah Quincy, of Massachusetts, 
in relation to the Louisiana enabling act of Jan- 
uary 14, 1811. Ele then said: 

“1am compelled to declare it as my deliberate opinion 
that, IC this bill passes, the bonds of this Union are virtu- 
ally dissolved; that the States which compose It ure tree 
from their moral obligations; and that, as it will be the 
right of all, so it will be the duty of some, to prepare defi- 
nitely for n separation—amicably if they can, violently if 
they must.” 

Those who feel curious on this subject are re- 
ferred ‘to a letter treating of these matters in the 
fullest detail, from John Quincey Adams, dated 
Washington, December 30, 1828, in reply to W. 
Ch. Otis and others, citizens of Massachusetts, to 
which I have briefly alluded, as F shall to some 
other matters, in no spirit of unkindness to any 
portion of the country, but asa historical illus- 
tration of some of the causes, more or less re- 
mote, which have led us to the brink of dissolu- 
tion, and for the purpose of showing our New 
England brethren that this ery of treason, rebel- 
lion, and the enforcement of the laws, comes with 
an ill grace from that section of the Union. 

Mr. Gallatin, one of the negotiators of the treaty 
of Ghent, ina long and interesting commanica- 


tion to Mr. Monroe, soon after the signing of the | 


treaty of peace, amongst other things, says: 


“Jt was the State of Massachusetts, the State by con- | 
stituted: authority, which, by virtual rebellion and sedition, | 
thwarted the national Government, and cncouraged the | 


enomy.—1 Ingersoll, second series, vol. 2, p. 61. 

So far was this feeling of hostility carried, that 
a high Federal authority threatened that— 

* On the 4th July, [1814,} if James Madison isnot out of 
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i laws of the United States, passed under the au- 


| cunningly devised. 


office, a new form of government will be in operation in | 
the eastern section of the Union °’ —Federal Republican, 


Passing down to a later period—and I have time 
only to glance at the transaction—we find Mas- 
sachusetts declaring, substantially, that, if Texas 
should be admitted into the Union, she would go 
out of it. Well, sir, Toxas is in; and I suppose 
Massachusetts, according to her own resolve, is 
outside. 

Then, again, we find her general court legis- 
lating a judge of the probate court, who happened 
to be a commissioncr of the United States, outof | 
office, because he had executed the fugitive slave | 
law. This same gentleman had previously been 
expelled from the chair of law professor at Far- 
vard for the same offense. Not satisfied with 
this, she nullifies an act of Congress by passing 
what is called a personal liberty bill; the effect, 
and probably the intention, of which is to inter- 
ruptor prevent the execution of the fugitive slave 
law within her boundaries. | 

Some of the mosteminent jurists of Massachu- | 
setts have pronounced the ‘personal liberty bill 


as being indirect conflict with the actof Congress f 


passed in pursuance of the Constitution; and yet, 

she obstinately refuses to repeal it, and still claims | 
to remain in the Union, ‘To carry out this de- | 
termined resistance tothclaws ofthe United States, 

and to exhibit by unmistakable actions her hos- 
tility to the South, she commanded her lawyers 
not to engage in the service of a slavcholdcr in 
reclaiming his fugitive, under pain of being thrown 
over the bar and subjected to heavy penalties of 
finc and imprisonment. Lam happy to say that | 
this most odious provision has been repealed. | 

Mr. Justice Story, in delivering the opinion of 
the Supreme Court in the case of Prigg vs. the | 
State of Pennsylvania, says, after grouping to- 
gether the two provisions of the second section of 
the fourth article of the Constitution relating to 
the rendition of fugitives from justice and from 
labor: 

«The clause manifestly contemplates the existence of a 
positive, unqualified right on the part of the owner of the 
slave, whieh no State law or regulation ean, in any way, 
quality, regulate, control, or restrain. ‘The slave is not to 
be discharged from service or labor in consequence of any i 
State law or regulation. Now, certainly, without indulg- 
ing in any nicety of criticism: upon words, it may frirly and 
reasonably be said that any State law, or State regulation, 
which interrupts, limits, delays, or postpones the right of 
the owner to the immediate possession or the slave, and 
the immediate command of his servic and labor, operates: j 
pro tanto n discharge of the slave therefrom. ‘The question 
can never be, how much the slave is discharged from ; but 
whether he ts discharged frou any by tic uatural or neces - 
sary operation of Stue huvsor State regulations. The que 
tion is not one of quantity or degree, but of withholding or 
controling the incidents of a positive and absolute right.” 

Here it will be scen that the highest legal tri- 
bunal in the land, one especially charged to pro- 
nounce judicially on all cases arising under the } 
Constitution of the United States or of the several 
States of the Union, declares that any State law 
which interrupts, limits, dclays, or postpones the 
right of the owner to the immediate possession of 
the slave, operates, pro tanto, a discharge of the 
slave. 

Will any one undertake to say thatthe personal 
liberty bills of the northern States generally, how- | 
ever specious may be the reasons assigned for i 
theiradoption, do not hinder, interrupt, postpone, 
or delay the rendition of the slave to the claim- 
ant? Why, sir, the very purpose of those bills, 
as every one knows, was to throw obstructions 
in the way of the execation of the fugitive slave 


thority of the Constitution, which says, not that | 
“a person held to service or labor in one State | 
under the laws thereof,” ought to be, or should 
be, or may be, “but shall be delivered up, on 
claim of the party to whom such service or Jabor 
may be duc.” it is mandatory in its tone, and not 
recommendatory. If it were not intended to in- 
terrupt, limit, or in any way to interfere with the 
act of Congress for the reclaiming of fugitives 
from labor, why were these personal liberty bills | 
enacted? And why are they not now repealed ? | 
Sir, we knew well at the South that these bills 
effect the very purposes for which they were so 


But the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, the | 


chairman of the committee of thirty-three, some- | 
l 
1 


times called “ thecommittee of public safety,” says 


if these personal liberty bills are in conflict with 
an act of Congress, pronounced by the Supreme 
Court to be constitutional, they are ipso facto null 
and void. What cause, then, he asks, ‘* has the 
South to complain?’ Is there nothing, sir, in the 
animus of these bills? Is there no cause to com- 
plain that they are sustained by public opinion in 
these States, and that all cfforts to repeal them 
have been in vain, except in the solitary case of 
Rhode Island? We have been told, here and else- 
where, by the more moderate leaders of the Re- 
publican party, in excuse orin palliation of these 
personal liberty bills, and of the obstructions 
thrown in the way by mobs to the execution of 
the fugitive slave law, that that act of Congress 
was too rigorous in its exactions, and thatit could 
not be effectually carried out, because it was in 
opposition to public opinion in some of the States; 
and we know that the leader of that party coun- 
seled resistance to the law. Well, sir, let us ac- 
cept this explanation, and what then? Has it 
come to this, that the public opinion of the North 
will not permit the execution of an act of Con- 
gress, passed in pursuance of the very letter of 
the Constitution, and pronounced to be constitu- 
tional by the Supreme Court of the United States? 
If this be so, then your Government is powerless; 
nay, sir, if not already broken up, the sooner it 
is terminated the better. 

But what a change has come over New England 
since the palmy days of the Puritan theocracy ,* 
who held that the Church was the vicegerent of 
God on earth; that all Governments, so far from 
being hased on universal franchise, were derived 
from the Almighty, and were oligarchical in sub- 
stance. Following out these principles, they ex- 
cluded from citizenship persons of inferior race, 
(Indiansand negroes, ) immoral and irreligions per- 
sons, (the test of which was non-communion with 
the Church,) and uneducated persons, Hence, 
they reduced the Indian and the negro to a state 
of vassalage. They held that, as the Israclites 
were commanded to enslave the gentile Canaan- 
ites, so were they commissioned to enslave the 
heathen Indian. “Cotton Mather wrote an able 
essay to prove how much better it were to bring 
the African toa Christian country, asa slave, than 
to leave him to roam like a wild beast in his native 
land. Itisasserted that President Styles, of Yale 
College—without the fear of the Maine liquor law 
before his eyes—shipped a barrel of rum to the 
coast of Africa, wherewith to pay for a negro. 
And the celebrated Jonathan Edwards, one of the 
greatest minds of his day and generation, insisted 
that the slave trade, properly conducted, tended to 
the civilization of the negro race. Besides these 
ecclesiastical authorities, in the celebrated case of 
Winchenden vs. Hatfield, (4 Massachusetts Re- 


| ports, page 123,) Chief Justice Parsons judicially 


decided * that slavery was introduced into this 
country soon after its first settlement,” and that 
during the Puritan Commonwealth ‘the slave 
was a chattel.’’ 

Believe me, siv, I do not refer to these circum- 
stances with any, the slightest, disposition to dis- 
parage the Puritan fathers. They wereasturdy, 
and, in some respects,a noble race; and whatever 
may have been their faults and deficiencies, as 
viewed from our stand-point of to-day, I can but 
hold them in respect for their sincerity, their 
courage, and theirmanly independence of thought 
and action. 

Weare often told that the disturbance of our po- 
litical affairs is a mere question of political power; 
and that the South, having failed to elect a Pres- 
ident of its own choice, is now determined to sub- 
vert the Government. This sentiment has been 
repeated substantially by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio, the acknowledged leader of his 
party on this floor; but I have too much respect 
tor his intellect to believe that this is his deliber- 
ate and well-considered opinion. In our politi- 
cal contests herctofore, we have witnessed much 
of bitterness and acerbity, which was always to 
be regretted and deplored, and yet they were often 
the mere excess of patriotic zeal or the healthy 
effervescence of public opinion. Ever since the 


* While Judge Story sums up the matter by saying “the 
civil government was constantly employed in support of the 
denunciations of the Church ; and, without its forms, the 
inquisition existed in substance, with a full share of its 
terrors and its violence.” 
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formation of our present Constitution, two great 
parnes have, until recently, divided the country 

etween them with varying success, differing pri- 
marily as to the powers conferred on the General 
Government by that instrament, and secondarily 
as to the foreign and domestic policy which it 
ought to pursue—the one almost necessarily in- 
volving the other. On such questions they dif- 
fered widely, but in other matters they were per- 
fectly agreed. ‘They were equally national, equally 
devoted to the preservation of the Union, and 
alike anxious to secure its prosperity and to pre- 
serve its honor unsullied. The judicious of both 
parties felt that the questions at issue were of 
public policy alone, not touching the integrity of 
our institutions, and that with either in power the 
Union and the Constitution at least were safe. 
We have had fifteen Presidents, seven of whom 
were from the North; or, excepting Washington, 
who emphatically belonged to the whole country, 
they have been equally divided between the free 
and slaveholding States. And yet who ever heard 
a threat of disunion because a Chief Magistrate 
was selected froma particular portion of the Con- 
federacy? Heretofore, the election of a President 
has never been considered as a sectional victory 
or defeat. States have been politically divided, 
and sometimes the candidate of one section has 
owed his elevation to power to the votes of an- 
other section. Inthe good old Whig and Demo- 
cratic times, when a man’s politics were not to 
be ascertained by astronomical observations, by 
parallels of latitude or meridians of longitude, 
northern and southern States were found acting 
together—New York with South Carolina, Penn- 
sylvania with Virginia, Massachusetts with Lou- 
isiana, Illinois with Georgia, and New Hamp- 
shire with Alabama; but now, alas! section is 
arrayed against section; aud, for the first time in 
our history, a President has been elected by a 
strictly gcographical vote, on a strictly sectional 
issue. What could the Republicans believe, what 
did they expect, would result from such a policy? 

No, sir, itis not true, that the election of the 
individual Abraham Lincoln has created this ex- 
citement in the South, and has driven six States 
into revolution, to be followed soon by others; 
but it was the election of the represcntative man, 
Mr. Lincoln, representing principles hostile to 
the rights, the honor, and the interest of the slave- 
holding States. Itis, I believe, generally claimed 
by his friends that he is the author of the theory of 
“the irrepressible conflict,” and that his thunder 
was stolen by another aspirant for presidential 
honors. It is a subject scarcely worth quarrel- 
ing about; for a theory more unsound, unphilo- 
sophical, and unstatesmanlike, has seldom been 
advocated in modern times; it is, moreover, utterly 
untrue.’ The proposition of Mr. Lincoln is, as I 
understand it, that this Government cannot re- 
main permanently part free and part slave; that 
it must become entirely free or absolutely slave, 
Does Mr. Lincoln contemplate itas a possibility, 
that slavery is to extend from the South north- 
wardly ? 

Our Government has existed some seventy- 
four years. Within that period, what progress 
has slavery made in that direction? Hasit gone 
north, or has it retreated south? I assume that, 
by this proposition, it is simply meant that the 
whole country must soon become free; and, taken 
in connection with his expression, that he “ hates 
slavery as much as any Abolitionist,” we can be 
at no loss to understand his intentions. 

In my judgment, so far from there being an 
‘irrepressible conflict’? between free and slave 
labor, it is precisely the reverse; and the one is the 
complement of the other. Is it not the free labor 


of the Northwest that supplies the deficiencies of |! 


the South, and mainly those of Cuba and Brazil, 
in breadstuffs and provisions; the free labor of 
Pennsylvania that furnishes iron for the railroads 
and other purposes of the South; and the free, 
hardy mariners of New England, who convey 
the great southern staple to market; and the free 
mechanics and operatives of the same region, 
who produce the various fabrics in leather, and 
wool, and cotton, and manufacture the machinery 
and agricultural implements used so extensively 
at the South? And is it not the slave labor that 
grows in the fertile fields of the South $250,000,000 


great degree regulates our foreign and domestic 
exchanges, pays for our importations, gives em- 
ployment to our ships and factories, and, to no 
small extent, meets the annual drain upon us for 
foreign loans contracted for the construction of 
works of internal improvement? No, sir; there 
is no conflict, *‘ irrepressible” or otherwise, be- 
tween slave and free labor, except that which is 
created by mischief-making politicians. The truth 
is, the greater the prosperity of one portion of the 
country, the better it is for all; and you cannot 
cripple the productive industry and commercial 
enterprise of any one section, without inflicting 
injury on the whole Republic. 

[have spoken of Mr. Lincoln as the represent- 
ative man of the Republican party, and his friends 
will not object to that designation. I am aware 
that there are able, patriotic, and conservative 
men who supported him, and who repudiate many 
of the principles of the Chicago platform, and 
believe that he will rise above them. But of the 
vast numbers of those who voted for him, how 
few there are who do not indorse his own pecu- 
liar Views, and who would have given him their 
support if they had doubted his honest devotion 
to the ultra opinions of the party that placed him 
in nomination? Sir, disguise the matter as you 
may, the South regards, and I think justly, the 
election of Mr. Lincoln, with his well understood 
principles, and the antecedents of those who se- 
lected him as their candidate, as a declaration of 
hostility pronounced against them through the 
ballot-box by a large majority of the northern 
people. The great Jeader of that party has well 
said: 

“Candidates may, and gencrally do, mean to act justly, 
wiscly, and patriotically when they shall be elected; but 
they become the ministers and servants, not the dictators, 
of the power which elected them.” 

Much stress has been laid on the fact that Mr. 
Lincoln was elected according to the forms of the 
Constitution. No one denics that; but he must 
needs be an unobservant reader of history who 
does not remember that Governments have been 
perverted or subverted, whilst the forms of their 
Constitutions have been preserved. When Augus- 
tus changed the simple military tide of imperator 
into that of a sovereign prince there continued to 
be a senate, consuls, and tribunes of the people; 
and the ensigns still bore the inscription of the 
better days of the Republic, “Senatus populusque 
Romani.” 

To understand the principles of a party, we 
must notonly look to its platform, but to the co- 
temporancous expositions of them by its found- 
ers and prominent leaders. 

The Whig party, in 1848, although successful 
in the ensuing clection, promulgated no platform; 
and this example was followed, but not with the 
same result, by the Union party, in 1860. Will 
it, therefore, be said that they had no political 
principles? In the same speech of Mr. SEWARD, 
from which I have already quoted, it is asserted 
that ‘a party is, in one sense, a joint stock asso- 
ciation, in which those who contribute most di- 
rect the action and management of the concern!” 
Surely, none have contributed more to the triumph 
of the Republican party than Mr. Seward him- 
self,and Greeley, Sumner, Wendell Phillips, Gar- 
rison, Fred Douglas, and others of the same Abo- 
lition school. Who, then, have a better right 
than they to expound its principles, and to direct 
its policy? 

The distinguished Senator from New York, on 
whose shoulders rests a fearful responsibility, 
and who, in his love of notoriety, emulates ‘* the 
ambitious youth who fired the Ephesian dome,” 
tells a public meeting in Cleveland, * slavery must 
be abolished; and you and I can and must do it.” 
Now, sir, f understand this to be the distinct as- 
sertion of a right on the part of the speaker and 
| his audience to interfere with slavery in the south- 
ern States. If not, it is meaningless. I am 
aware that Mr. Sewarp subsequently explains 
í that he does not contemplate the accomplishment 
of that object by force or by unconstitutional 
measures. But Í fancy that the meeting must 
have been sorely puzzled to know how they were 
| to assist the Senator in his crusade, if they had 

no right to interfere in the premises. After ap- 
| pealing to their prejudices, after inflaming their 
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-annuaily of agricultural productions, that in a ii passions against the Suuth, he says to them, in 


substance, but, my gentle friends, dono violence t 
And so, Mark Antony, when he had stirred: up 
the citizens of Rome “to a sudden flood of. meus 
ny;’’ when he had excited them to deeds of burne 
ing, of plunder, and of murder, ‘exclaims, with 
well feigned astonishment, E EE 

«e Why, friends, you go'to do you know nöt What? -= 


And when they quitted him, threatening §* with 
brands to fire the traitor’s houses,” soliloquizes, 
as might have done the Senator from New York, 
when alone— À ae te 

“ Now let it work: Mischief, thou. art afoot, 
Take thou what course thou wilt!” tos 

But, look at the Chicago platform, moderate; 
as in some respects it is; and it seems to me that 
no candid man can read its second article without 
coming to the conclusion that it was intended as 
a direct appeal to the Abolitionists for support; 
and we all know that it produced that effect. 

Mr. Speaker, these are not.the times for.*£com- 
mon places and glittering generalities.”” - It-is no 
time for the political trumpet togive an uncertain 
sound. It is no time to trifle with the credulity 
of the people. It is all very well to protest ‘de- 
votion to the Constitution, to the Union, and to 
the enforcement of the laws.” Why, sit, all par- 
ties have united in these protestations, except the 
Abolitionists of the Garrison. school, who -pro+ 
nounce *‘ the Union to be a compact with hell and 
a league with the Devil.. Why, sir, the hosts of 
the Republican party join in the chorus of halle- 
lujahs to the Constitution and the Union, and tell 
us that they claim nothing but what the Constitu- 
tion grants, as they understand it; and that they are 
so devoted to the Union that it must be maintained, 
ifneeds be, by force. And yet, what dothey propose 
to do when they come into power? I gather from ` 
the teachings of their pulpits and presses, from 
the lecturesof thcirorators, and from the speeches 
on the floors of Congress, and before the people 
during the recent presidential canvass, that the 
Republican party is pledged, so far as it may pos- 
sess the power, to carry out the following line of 
policy, which is, as I understand it, the accepted 
policy of the greet mass of that political organi- 
zation; to prohibit slavery in the Territories, not- 
withstanding the decision of the Supreme Court 
that Congress possesses no such power. On this 
subject, Mr. Lincoln admits that “ the courts have 
substantially said it is your constitutional right 
to take slaves into the Federal Territories, and 
hold them as property; and yet he, the Presi- 
dent elect, repudiates that decision as binding on 
Congress or the Executive, and hopes it will be 
reversed on more mature consideration, or by a 
reorganized court. He says, and it is creditable 
to his candor, that he waives the lawyer’s dis- 
tinction between dictum and decision. 

Sir, the court decided nothing that was not 
properly before it in the case of Dred Scott. Who- 
ever will carefully and fairly read the opinions of 


| the court in that case, cannot fail to discover that 


the main, the elaborate arguments of the court, 
were directed, not to the mere question of their 
jurisdiction over the case, (which was samma- 
rily disposed of,) but to the other and more im- 
portant issues which were brought before it, and 
argued by the learned and distinguished counsel 
engaged in the trial. It is obvious, at least to my 
mind, that the court undertook to decide no points 
of law not properly before it; and that in its 
opinion, pronounced by the Chief Justice, there 
can be found no obiter dicta. But let-us suppose, 
for the sake of argument—and I grant it only for 
that purpose—that you may find obiter dicta in its 
decisions, it is at least the opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; and he must needs be 
a bold man anda presumptuous one, who will un- 
dertake to interpose his own legal opinions in op= 
position to those of the venerable Chief Justice, a 
man distinguished through a long life for his sim- 
plicity of manners, purity of morals, high-toned 
character as a gentleman, and legal attainments; 
and whose intellectual faculties (although cighty- 
four years have passed over his head) remain in 
all their original powerand vigor. Heaven grant 
that this patriotic statesman and upright magis- 
trate may be spared to us for many years! 

Sir, had it been my fortune to bea lawyer, had 
it been my lot in life to spend the greater portion 
of it in trying cases before county courts, | might 
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have had some legal opinions of my own to oppose 
to those of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
but as a mere citizen, and as a Representative of 
the people, it is sufficient for me to know the opin- 
ions expressed by the highest judicial tribunal of 
our country, without undertaking to investigate 
the differences between its decrees and its dicta, 
to bow to them as I do with respectand veneration. 

It is.a settled dogma of the Republican party 
that no more slave States are to be admitted into 
this Union; thus not only superadding to the 
conditions prescribed by the Constitution of the 
United States for the admission of new States, 
which only requires that their constitutions shall 
be republican in form; but striking at the very 
theory of a confederated government, which is 
necessarily based on the equality of sovereign 
States—a principle universally recognized by the 
law of nations. In New York slavery once ex- 
isted; but in the exercise of her undisputed sov- 
creign rights, she abolished it, But by the exer- 
cise of the same powers, she may rcéstablish it 
to-morrow. If you should admit a new State into 
the Union on the condition precedent of an anti- 
slavery form of government, is she on an equal 
footing. with the other States who have formed 
their domestic institutions in accordance with the 
wishes of their people? Suppose a State should 
be brought into the Wnion under such conditions, 
and should immediately afterwards establish sla- 
very: would you expel her from the Confederacy? 

lt has also been proposed by prominent Re- 
publicans to interdict the slave wade between the 
States; to abolish slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, and in all forts, arsenals, and navy-yards, 
within the southern States, and to reform the Su- 

_preme Court by ousting as many of the present 
judges as had the manliness and independence to 
decide a case in a manner not acceptable to their 
party. And all these things are to be done, they 
tell us, under the Constitution, as they understand 
it. Some go even farther, and declare that the 
Constitution itself is anti-slavery, and confers the 
ower on Congress to abolish slavery in the 
tates. 

Sir, it is this fell spirit of abolitionism, conjured 
up from its dark dwelling place, by prominent 
statesmen and the sclf-called ministers of God, 
and which has so strongly possessed the mind of 
the North, that has created all our difficultics. 
Why, sir, I might occupy my allotted hour in 
quoting from their speeches, lectures, and ser- 
mons, and newspaper editorials. I will, there- 
fore, confine myself to a few. 

Mr, Wane, now a Senator from Ohio, said: 

“t Te thought there was bat one issue before the people 
und that was the question of American slavery. He said 
the Whig party is not only dead, bat stinks. [It shows signs 
occasionally of convulsive spasms, as is sometimes exbib- 
ited in the dead snake’s tail after the head and body have 
been buried.” 

I ought perhaps, Mr. Speaker, to apologize to 
the House for even quoting such language, and 
nothing but the political position of the person 
who used it would justity its repetition here 
or clsewhere. And again: the same person, on 
another occasion, expressed the following senti- 
ment: 


«There was really no Union now between the North and 
South, and he believed no two nations upon the carth en- 
tertained feelings of more bitter rancor towards cach other 
than these two sections of the Republic. ‘The only salva- 
tion of the Union, therefore, was to be found in divesting 
it entirely from all taint of slavery, There was no Union 
with the South. Letus have a Union, said he, or let us 
sweep away this remnant which we eall a Union.” 


And Mr. Wixson, Senator from Massachusetts, 
says: 

« [am in favor of relieving the Federal Govetument from 
all conection with, and responsibility for, the existence of 
slavery. To effect this object, Lam in favor of the abo- 
lition of slavery in the District of Columbia and the pro- 
hibition of slavery in all the 'Territories.”’ 

And Mr. Sewarp says: 

Slavery is not and never can be perpetual. it will be 
overthrown, either peacefully and lawfully, under this Con- 
stitution, or it will work the subversion of the Constitu- 
tion, together with its own overthrow.” 

Adopting the illustration, with a slight change 
of language, from one of our most eloquent his- 
torians, “As on the shining plains of Sicily, 
when the sun is rising, the vast pyramidal shadow 
of Mount Etna is definitely and visibly project- 
cd—the phantom of that ever-present evening, 
which holds fire and devastation in its bosom— 


so the shadow of abolitionism is cast from afar 
across the smiling fields of the sunny South—a 
specter menacing fiercer fires and wider desola- 
tion than any mere physical agencies could ac- 
complish.”’ 

Mr. Speaker, it is the impression made on the 
public mind of the South by the pretensions, to 
which I have briefly alluded, urged by many lead- 
ers of the now dominant party, and the belief 
that a feeling of deep-rooted hostility exists at the 
North against the persons, the interests, and in- 
stitutions of the South, that have produced the un- 
happy condition of affairs which threatens to breale 
up our Government. 

The eloquent gentleman from the twentieth 
congressional district of New York, a few days 
agé, used the following language: 

‘It is charged upon the North, sir—and I am going to 
continue to speak with great frankness upon this subject— 
it is charged upon the North that at the fireside, on the 
pavement, in the school-house, slavery is held to be amoral, 
social, and political evil. The charge is true, sir; every 
word of it. A large majority of the people of the North, no 
matter of what political party, look upon slavery as an in- 
satiate master. ‘They do notsee it in its patriarchal aspects: 
but they see an iron-heeled, marble-hearted oppressor, de- 
manding always three victims—the slave, the muster, and 
the Jand !” 

If this statement be true, and I have long sus- 
pected that it was, then this Government cannot 
long hold together, under any contingency. The 
people of the North and South cannot remain 
united in a confederated and fraternal Govern- 
ment. But if these assertions are untrue, if you 
entertain no such projects, and if this feeling of 
hostility has no existence, disabuse the southern 
mind, by some authoritative declaration of your 
intentions and future policy. Do this, and the 
tempest will be stilled, the dark clouds that now 
lower over an unhappy land will be dispelled into 
thin air, and the sun of tranquillity and prosper- 
ity again shine out upon us in its former splen- 
dor, scattering ‘healing’ in its beams. 

‘The southern peek are generous and confid- 
ing, and will lend a willing car to words of peace 
and friendship. But they must not be the words 
that fell from the lips of Joab when, taking Ab- 
ner aside peaceably, he smote him under the fifth 
rib. It must not be the peace that the wolf shows 
to the lamb. It must not be the peace meant by 
the Emperor Nicholas, when, having trampled 
out, under his iron heel, the Jast spark of liberty 
in Poland, he dictated his celebrated dispatch, 
‘Order reigns in Warsaw.” It must not mean 
the peace understood by the chairman of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, when he threatened to pre- 
cipitate eighteen million people on cight million, 
to render the South a solitude and a desert. 

Sir, we of the South beg of the North no favors, 
ask no concession, and will accept of no congres- 
sional compromises; for compromise involves the 
idea of mutual concessions. We simply ask for 
our rights under the Constitution. Give us these 
and we are content. We will not quarrel with 
you about the mere election of a President. 

In this connection, I will say, in order thatmy 
position may not be misunderstood, that I believe 
the Crittenden resolutions would be satisfactory 
to Maryland as a reasonable basis for the adjust- 
mentofexisting difficulties by a constitutional con- 
vention of the States; that we cannot accept the 
construction placed by the Republican party on 
the power of Congress to interfere with slavery 
in the Territories; and thatitis no argument with 
us that the right to carry slaves into the present 
territory of the United States isan abstraction, (as 
pe it may be,) for the reason that we be- 

ieve that the Constitution confers that right upon 
us, and that we cannot be deprived of it by legis- 
lative action, If it be an abstraction with us, is 
it not one also with you? If it be true, as you 
have so satisfactorily proved, that slavery cannot 
and will not be introduced into any of the Terri- 
tories of the United States, why do you insist that 
it shall not go there? But we have a stronger 
reason. We hold that it is a dangerous doctrine 
to regard any constitutional provision as a mere 
abstraction, to be violated at the pleasure of Con- 
gress. 

Ihave always believed, and still believe, that a 
united South is perfectly able to assert and to 
defend its rights in or outside the Union; and, for 


one, would have preferred that the contest should | 
have been waged within the Union; but that was “ 


amatter I could notcontrol. Unfortunately, there 
is no united South, and attempts are making to 
drive us still furtherasunder. Let me warn the bor- 
der slave States against the cunningly-contrived 
scheme for separating us from the “‘ cotton States,”’ 
for we are essentially one people, with a common 
interest, ‘‘ bone of their bone, and flesh of their 
flesh.’? Itisa common device of the enemy “to 
divide and conquer.’ This effort to divide us is 
a delusion and a snare. It was thus the Devil, 
‘* squat like a toad,” poured his ‘‘leprous distill- 
ment?’ into the ear of our mother Eve. Forone,I 
take my stand on the Constitution and the rights 
of the South, and will not 

“ erook the pregnant hinges of the knee 

Where thrift may follow fawning.’? 

As it regards the oft-repeated warning from the 
other side of the House, and sometimes hinted at 
on this side of the Chamber, that in case of the 
separation of the States, we should lose the ines- 
timable boon of the fugitive slave law, which has 
effectually protected our property, I have only to 
say that I believe our rights could be better pro- 
tected by treaty stipulations than by constitutional 
obligations. The northern people seem to think 
that, by some occult and mysterious operation of 
the Government, they arc, somehow or other, re- 
sponsible for the existenceofslavery. Ifweshould 
pencenbly separate, their tender consciences will 

e relieved from the weight of the sin that now 
bears so heavily upon them. 

We hear much of the obligation imposed on the 
President by his oath of office to see that the laws 
are faithfully executed. This is all very well; 
but let us inquire what is meant by the execution 
of the laws, and how they are to be enforced. 

The construction of law is one thing—the exe- 
cution of it is another. The Constitution does 
not confer this prerogative on the Chief Magis- 
trate, of construing the laws, unless it be, perhaps, 
in cases of political power; but devolves that duty 
on acoordinate branch of the Government. When 
the Federal courts are powerless to enforce their 
decrees; when the marshal with his civil posse, 
(as in the case of the fugitive Burns, in Boston,) 
cannot execute a process of the courts, and is re- 
sisted by a mob that threatens to overpower him 
in the discharge of his duty, then the executive 
arm is invoked, with all the physical force with 
which it is invested, to see that the laws are car- 
ried into effect. But he cannot assume that duty 
at his discretion, nor can he undertake to over- 
rule the decisions of the judiciary. 

Many of the Kings of England, down to the 
last of the Stuarts, claimed to dispense with the 
laws of the realm, to override the decisions of the 
judges, or to enforce the laws according te their 
own good willand pleasure, regardless of the opin- 
ions of the courts. I trust we shall sce no such 
pretensions advanced in our country, without re- 
buke. 

It is contended that the President is bound to 
collect the revenue in the ports of South Caro- 
lina, notwithstanding her withdrawal from the 
Union; and that he must see that our revenue 
laws are faithfully executed within her waters, 
if needs be, by physical force, by the Army or 
the Navy, at his discretion; and it is understood 
that a collector has been, or will be, appointed to 
collect the customs in Charleston harbor, assisted 
by armed vessels placed at his disposal for that 
purpose. Where does he find authority for these 
proceedings—for this summary process of exe- 
cuting the laws? It may be well to consult the 
law on the subject. I will read from Brightly’s 
Digest of the Laws of the United States, page 
411, sections three hundred and ninety-three and 
three hundred and ninety-four: 


“All penalties accruing by any breach of this act shalt 
be sued for, and recovered with costs of suit, in the name 
of the United States of America, in any court competent 
to try the same; and the trial of any fact which may be put 
in issue shall be within the judicial district in which any 
such penalty shall have accrued; and the collector, within 
whose district the seizure shall be made, or forfeiture in- 
curred, is hereby cnjoined to cause suits for the same to be 
commenced without delay, and prosecuted to effect; and 
is morcover authorized to receive from the court within 
which such trial is had, or from the proper officer thereof, 
the sum or sums so recovered, after deducting all proper 
charges to be allowed by the said court; and on the receipt 
thereof, the said collector shall pay and distribute the same 
without delay, according to law, and transmit quarter- 
yearly to the Treasury an account of all moneys by him 
received for fines, penalties, and forfeitures, during such 
quarter. 
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« And ali ships or vessels, goods, wares or merchandise, 
which shall become forfeited in virtue of this act, shall be 
seized, libeled, and prosecuted as aforesaid, in the proper 
court having cognizance thereof; which court shall cause 
fourteen days’ notice to be given of such seizure and libel, 
by causing the substance of said libel, with the orderof the 
court thereon, setting forth the time and place appointed 
fortrial, to be inserted in some newspaper published near 
the place of seizure, and also by posting up the samc in the 
most public manner, for the space of fourteen days, at or 
near the place of trial; for which advertisement a sum not 
exceeding two dollars shall be paid; and proclamation shall 
be made in such manner as the court may direct; aud if no 
person shall appear and claim any such ship or vessel, 
goods, wares, or merchandise, and give bond to defend the 
prosecution thereof, and to respond the costs in case he 
shall not support his claim, the court shali proceed to hear 
and determine the cause according to law.” 


Now, I should feel greatly obliged to any gen- 
tleman “learned in the law” if he would inform 
us how any penalties incurred by this act are to 
be enforced, and how vessels, goods, wares, and 
merchandise, which may be liable to forfeiture 
ander the revenuc laws, are to be seized, libeled, 
and forfeited, exceptas specially provided for by 
this act of Congress? You have no Federal dis- 
trict judge, no district attorney, no United States 
marshal, in South Carolina. How then will you 
proceed? Willit be by ceurt-martial, or will the 
whole matter be left to the discretion of the col- 
lector, under instructions from the Secretary of 
the Treasury? Why, sir, a collector has no right 
to hold a vessel that he has scized longer than he 
has time to notify the fact to the district attorney, 
when, under an order of the court, she must be 
turned over to the custody of the marshal. 

The three hundred and ninety-fifth section of 
the same act reads as follows: 

“ And upon the prayer ofany claimant, to the court, that 
any ship or vessel, goods, wares, or merchandise so seized 
und prosecuted, or any part thereof, should be delivered to 
such claimant, it shall ‘be lawful for the court to appoint 
three proper persons to appraise such ship or vessel, goods, 
wares, or merchandise, who shall be sworn in open court 
for the faithful discharge of their duty ; and such appratse~ 
ment shall be made at the expense of the party on whose 
prayer it is granted; and on the return ofsuch appraisement, 
if the claimant shalt, with one or more sureties, to be ap- 
proved of by the court, execute a bond in the usual form 
to the United States for the payment of a sum equal to the 
sum at which the ship or vessel, goods, wares, or merchan- 
disc, so prayed to be delivered, are appraised; and more- 
‘over produce a certificate from the collector of the district 
wherein such trial is had, and of the naval officer thereof, 
if any there be, that the duties on the goods. wares, and 
merchandise, or tonnage duty on the ship or vessel so 
claimed, have been paid or secarcd in like manner, as if 
the goods, wares, or merchandise, ship or vessel had been 
degally entered, the court shall, by rule, order such ship or 
vessel, goods, wares, or merchandise, to be delivered to the 
said claimant, and the said bond shall be lodged with the 
proper officer of the court, and if judgment shall pass in 
favor of the claimant, the court shall cause the said bond 
to be canceled; but if judgment shall pass against the 
claimant, as to the whole or any part of such ship or vessel, 
goods, wares, or merchandise, and the claimant shail not 
avithin twenty days thereafter pay into the court, or to the 
proper ofticer thereof, the amount of the appraised valuc of 
such ship or vessel, goods, wares, or merchandise so con- 
demued, with the costs, judgment shall and may be granted 
‘upon the bond, on motion in open court, without further 
delay.” 

Will any one tell us how, under the foregoing 
section, the fact of the forfeiture of ships and mer- 
chandise is to be decided; and how the rights of 
claimants are to be secured within the territory of 
seceding States? Are all the questions to be set- 
tied, not by the judiciary as provided for by law, 
butby the Executive, who must usurp authority if 
he undertakes to enforce the laws under existing 
circumstances? Nor can Congress invest the 
President with these powers, for the reason that 
they are essentially judicial, and forbidden by the 
Constitution. ; 

And again: to further illustrate the utter absurd- 
ity of this pretension to enforce the laws in this 
particular instance, let us view itin another phase. 

It is well known that the revenue officers collect 


the customs under instructions from the Treasury | 


Department. Under our complicated tariff sys- 
tem, nice questions frequently arise; and if the 
importer thinks himself aggrieved, he brings suit 
against the collectorin the district court of the 
United States having jurisdiction over the collec- 
tion district in which the alleged illegal customs 
are received; and very often the court reverses the 
construction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Now, if the Executive undertakes te enforce the 
revenue laws in South Carolina, without regard 
to the judiciary, what check is there on the exac- 
tions of the collector, or on even the most obvi- 
ously illegal construction of the laws by the head 


of the Treasury Department? And what remedy 
has the unfortunate importer against the cupidity 
or rapacity of the revenue officers of the Govern- 
ment? 

Sir, in my judgment, the President cannot un- 
dertake to collect the customs in South Carolina 
without trampling under foot the judiciary, the 
laws, and the Constitution itself. But I havetoo 
much confidence in the sound judgment and patri- 
otism of our venerable Chief Magistrate to be- 
lieve that he really intends to pursue the course 
that has been indicated. 

It may be said, as it has been asserted, that the 
President may, if necessary, proclaim martial law 
in a seceding State; but 1 can find nowhere in the 
Constitution that that power has been conferred 
on any department of the Government. Itis true, 
however, that Congress may suspend “ the priv- 
ilege of the writ of habeas corpus in cases of re- 
bellion or invasion, when the public safety may 
require it.” 

As it regards the right of a State to withdraw 
from the Confederacy, it may be admitted that the 
Constitution provides for no such contingency. 
The founders ofall Governments, however ephem- 
eral they may prove to be, contemplate their per- 
petuity, and cannot recognize an inherent prin- 
ciple of dissolution. Ours hoped, and no doubt 
believed, that the Government they were about 
to establish would be a permanent one, consoli- 
dated and strengthened by time, and rendered per- 
petual by its justice and the protection it would 
afford to every portion of its people. They did 
not foresee that it might, by the madness of party 
and the insolence of power, be wrested from its 
beneficent purposes and converted into an instru- 
ment of injustice and oppression. It must also 
be borne in mind that most of the members of the 
convention who formed our Constitution were 
active participants in the Revolution, and we can 
scarcely suppose that they were willing to brand 
themselves as traitors because they resisted the 
aggressions of the British Crown; that they denied 
the right of the colonies to revolt; or that they 
repudiated the declaration that ‘‘ when a long train 
of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably 
the same object, evinces a design to reduce them 
(the people) under absolute despotism, it is their 
right, it is their duty, to throw off such Govern- 
ment, and to provide new guards for their future 
security.” 

In the eloquent appeals which are daily made 
on this floor to save the Union, it seems to be for- 

otten that the Union is a mere compact between 

tates; that it existed under the old Confederacy; 
that it may exist under any form of government, 
under a military dictatorship or a monarchy, and 
be held together by physical force. It is the 
present Constitution of the Government in all its 
Integrity that gives it value; that forms the foun- 
dation of which the Union is the superstructure. 
So long as the foundation is secure and free from 
crack or flaw, we need feel no uneasiness about 
the building erected on it. The lightning may 
strike it, or the tempest unroof it, or the hand of 
man impair its walls, and the injuries may be 
repaired; but if the foundation be undermined, 
although the superstructure may have been raised | 
with care and built on arches of stone, and the 
whole held together by bolts of steel and rods of 
iron, it cannot resist the first blast of the hurri- 
cane, but will topple into ruins, 

As it regards the policy of coercing States to 
remain in the Union, nothing can be added to the 
forcible language of Andrew Jackson, in his fare- 
well address: 

* The Constitution cannot be maintained nor the Union | 
preserved by the mere exertion of the coercive powers con- 
fided te the General Government. The foundation must 
‘be laid in the affections of the people; in the security it į 
gives to life, liberty, character, and property in every quar- 
ter of the country 3 and in the fraternal attachments which 
the citizens of the several States bear to one another as 
members of one political family, mutually contributing to 
promote the happiness of each other; hence the citizens 
of every State should studiously avoid everything calen- 
lated to wound the sensibility or offend the just pride of the 
people of other States; and should frown upon any pro- 
ceedings within their own borders likely to disturb the 
tranquillity of their brethren in other portions of the 
Union.” 

Sir, I profess to be a sincere lover of the Union, 
as we received it from our fathers, and yield to 


no one in my devotion to it,as I have endeavored |i 


to show by every act of my life. Few:men-can 
comprehend the bitterness of the agony with which 
I contemplate the mutilation of that glorious fla 

under whose folds I was rcaved; and which E have 
followed in the melee of the battle. | pus 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. JOHN T, HARRIS, 
OF VIRGINIA, PURA 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 6, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report. from 
the select com nittee of thirty-three— 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, said: 

Mr. Sreaxer: Many questions of grave con- 
sideration, and a variety of themes. for fruitful 
speculation, present themselves to the observer of 
current events. Issues are involved which not 
only affect the present, but their consequences 
will reach far into the future, and: determine; ‘for 
weal or woe, the destiny of republican’ institu- 
tions. Sir, under such circumstances, and in view 
of such consequences, I conceive it to be the part 
of wisdom, as well as the command of duty, for 
every member of this body, in the discharge of 
his representative trust, to do all in his power to 
avert the calamity which. now threatens’ our coni- 
mon country. In doing this, I will ** sing ‘no 
peans to the Union.” I prefer that its present 
greatness, its proud position before the world, 
the hitherto unrivaled prosperity of its people, 
its own grandeur and sublimity, shall speak its 
praises. Nor will I arraign any member on this 
floor or impugn his motives. The time for crim- 
ination is past. The evil is upon us. The érisis 
isathand. We must meet it as becomes men 
and patriots. Neither looking to the right nor to 
the left, but with an eye single to the preserva- 
tion of civil liberty and religious toleration, cach 
should march up to the discharge of his duty, 
without regard for the consequences to himself 
No personal sacrifice can be too great to preserve 
and perpetuate the only model on earth of a free 
representative Government; the only Government 
on whose legislation the will of the people is im- 
pressed, and’ which guaranties to all equal rights 
and privileges; a Government in which the high- 
est position is open to the humblest freeman; a 


‘Government in which merit, not birth or wealth, 


is the sure guarantee of success and preferment; 
a Government, and the only one, whose laws ex- 
tend over a territory which produces every variety 
of the necessaries, as well as the comforts and lux- 
uries, of life. Truly, sir, no people were ever so 
favored by a kind Providence. Unless the hand 
of destruction be stayed, none will deserve it less. 
The question is presented to us, and we are 
brought to the issue, shall this Union be dissolved? 
We can neither avoid it, nor evade it, if we would. 
Each and every man in this country must take 
his position. Each has his part to play in this 
great drama—lI fear tragedy—of human affairs. 
I have never had any hesitation as to the part, 
however humble, I should play. Ishall use every 
exertion in my power to preserve this Govern- 
ment. Tam for the Union even now, bleeding, 
torn, shattered as itis. I pray I may be enabled 
to be so forever! f 
When a people have been injured and insulted, 
as the South has been, I know they are apt to 
go too far in their endeavor to resent and redress 
the wrongs which have been inflicted upon them. 
They look only on one side of the picture. The 
think only of theinjury which they have received, 
and thus press their determination to avenge it 
without regard to the consequences which may 
follow. Before a step so important and fatal as 
a dissolution of the Union be taken, we ought to 
stop, pause, reflect—reflect upon the dangers and 
difficulties which attend its dissolution, as well as 
the evils which mustresult after itis accomplished. 
I know, sir, it is said southern men should not 
speak of these things; that it only emboldens the 
North, and makes them the more determined. 
The calamities attending and following a disso- 
lution of the Union bear equally on both sections, 
and to each are boundless. Therefore, I think a 
free, full, and frank statement of our views is be- 
fitting the importance of the crisis. We should 
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speak to each other as sober, discreet statesmen, 
appealing rather to the honor and justice of men, 
than to their fears or passions. If we cannot 
convince the judgment of the North that the South 
has never injured her, or trampled upon her rights, 
and that she ought and must.do justice to the 
South, then, indeed, is our Government at an end. 
If, by threats of disunion, we could frighten the 
North into a temporary adjustment, I should not 
be willing tò do so; for it would only postpone 
the sad event a brief space, and not avert it. We 
must have.a Union based upon the affections of 
the people; each section observing a due regard 
for the rights and feelings of the other. ‘I'his 
Government can alone be perpetuated by the 
affections of its citizens—not by the sword. 

I think it is the duty of both sections to con- 
template the horrors attending adisruption of the 
Government. That which, perhaps, rises above 
all others is, can it be done in peace? When we 
look at the peculiar character of our Government, 
its varied interests, its immense amount of public 

roperty, its vast extent of territory, he must be 
ut an indifferent observer of public events who 
thinks all these questions can be adjusted without 
a resort to the arbitrament of the sword. There 
is no question which I think presents a greater 
difficulty than that which would grow out of the 
claim to the free navigation of the Mississippi 
river. Will the great Northwest permit this, the 
only natural outlet for their immense productions, 
to fall into the hands of a hostile Government? It 
may be said, by comity this river would be open 
to free navigation. But this is answered by those 
interested, that they will never permit a vested 
right, necessary to their existence, to rest on the 
good will and courtesy of a people whose interest 
and feelings are so hostile that they could not live 
under the same Government. ‘This contest would 
“enlist the whole Northwest. Ohio, bordering on 
the river by that name, which bears upon its 
bosom the immense products of that State, would 
feel the same interest which Indiana, Mlinois, 
Wisconsin, lowa, and Minnesota feel. 

In the event of a dissolution of the Union, what 
ig to become of our vast domain? Would not we 
of the South rightfully say that this was ac- 

uired by the common blood and treasure of the 

outh as well as the North; and that we were, as 
we would be, entitled to our just proportion? 
‘Would not the North reply that we withdrew 
voluntarily from the Government, and that we thus 
forfeited all claim to any portion of our hitherto 
common territory? | ines sir, that this ought 
to be their claim; but, judging from the past and 
the present, I can come to no other conclusion. 
Then here is an issue between the sections, Will 
the South yield without a struggle, and surren- 
der all this vast extent of country, about which 
she has said so much? 

But it may be suid, that to deny the South its 
just proportion of the Territories, is so mani- 
festly wrong that no people would be guilty of 
such an act. The answer is, the Government will 
be destroyed on the ground of the unfaithfulness 
of those who would make the denial, and because 
of their utter disregard of our constitutional rights. 
It is said all this can be settled by treaty after the 
separation, anda fair division would be the result, 
If this be true, could we not much more easily 
adjust it now while we are one people, living un- 
der a common Government? If we cannotadjust 
it now, the chances are certainly against it then. 
lt would be a singular proposition, indeed, that a 
great nation should separate upon a given point 
of dispute, in order to settle amicably that very 
paint. The South would want to extend slavery 
into that portion lying west of us, and would take 
military possession—the only mode left. The 
North might contest that right. A conflict may 
thus begin on our frontier, which would end ina 
general war between the sections. 

But we will suppose we have passed these two 
points in peace: are we then clear of all dificul- 
ties? I fear not. Another difficulty is presented 
in the division of the Army, the Navy, and the 
munitions of war. The public property in this 
District, being in southern territory, would of 


right belong to the South, But would the Worth || 


concede that right? We must bear in mind, sir, 
that we break up the Government because the 
North has denied. the people of the South their 


constitutional rights, and upon the hypothesis 
that she will deny them in future. Then we must 
not only treat them as a hostile people, but as an 
unjust and aggressive people. This being true, 
they would certainly claim at least a part, if not 
the whole, of the public property of this District. 
‘he South would never submit to this. The re- 
sult, I fear, would be, that upon this sacred spot, 
selected by the Father of his Country as its cap- 
ital, would be fought the first great battle, which 
would end its existence. This city, hallowed by 
his name, and these streets, made sacred by his 
touch, and so constructed by him as to protect his 
countrymen from a foreign enemy, will be the 
theater of a great war, which must end in their 
destruction—a war in which the deep-mouthed 
cannon’s roar will startle the very ashes of the 
patriot as they sweetly repose beneath the green 
sod of hisown Mount Vernon. 

The evils which must follow a dissolution of 
this Government are past comprehension. No 
human mind can conceive or comprehend them. 
lt would, I fear, be the end of constitutional lib- 
erty. Inaugurate the system of disintegration; 
set the example, and all our subsequent govern- 
ments will be but “ ropes of sand,” to be broken 
by every breeze of passion or prejudice. For the 
shghtest cause of offense, cither real or imagin- 
ary, any State would retire at pleasure, and re- 
sume her sovercignty. ‘There will be more Re- 
publics than two. New England would cither 
set up for herself, or be required to do so, The 
middle north States would form another; the great 
Northwest another; the States of the Pacific slope 
another; Texas possibly would, in time, resume 
her independence. It is not beyond conjecture 
thatin a few years the “ cotton States’? would 
form one Republic, and the remainder of the 
southern States another. This is not a pleasant 
state of things to contemplate. ButI think it the 
part of wisdom and diserction to view this great 
question in all its aspects. We already find it 
painfully truc that in the last few ycars the recog- 
nition of a difference of interest in the southern 
States has become too commou. We have heard 
southern statesmen dividing the South into  cot- 
ton States”? and “border States.” Yea, even 
now, before we have made an effort at forming a 
southern confederacy, we observe this fecling 
manifesting itself. The Governor of South Car- 


olina has recommended to his people that, under | 
the new government of his State, she shall passa j 


law prohibiting the border States from bringing 
their slaves into South Carolina, Butif we should 
succeed in forming a southern confederacy, would 
not questions soon arise to disturb our harmony ? 
The tari@, protection, direct tax, the African slave 
trade, would, I fear, become elements of discord. 

But, sir, evils greater than these present them- 
selves tous. We of the border States are very 


differently situated from our brethren of the * cot- | 


ton Slates.” We will be connected geographi- 
cally with this hostile Republic, or Republics, for 
two thousand miles. We must suffer all the loss 


by escape of slave property, and bear the brunt | 


and burden of all wars which must, in course of 
time, ensue. They would make common cause 
with us; but, from their geographical position 
and sparscness of white population, but few, com- 
paratively, could Jeave their homes to fight in a 
distant country. Our States must be the battle- 


fields, and our border the scenes of blood and | 
But, it may be said, there will be no | 


carnage. 
war; that we can adjust all matters by treaty. If 
the North is so fanatical on the subject of slavery 
that we cannot live in a common Government 
with her, is it likely she would enter into a treaty 


by which fugitive slaves are to be returned? And | 


ifshe did, would that treaty be any more respected 
than the fugitive slave bill is now? We must 
recollect, when the Union is dissolved, the fugi- 
tive slave bill is dissolved with it. Our slaves, 
then being free from all legal restraintin the North, 
would leave us in greater numbers than they do 
now. The North would do as England does in 
regard to our slaves escaping into Canada: refuse 


| to give them up. The question then arises, would 
If war is | 
to follow the escape of every slave, ought not all į 


this produce a war? I fear it would? 


the people of this country, north as well as south, 
to pause ere it be too late, and endeavor to avert 
such a calamity? 


j stitution. 


If the Union be dissolved, there is yet another 
important question about which we of the border 
States should ponder. Having no fugitive slave 
bill then, our slave property would require pro- 
tection from escape, I can see no other form in 
which it could be had, except by a strong police 
force, or a cordon of armed men along the whole 
line which would divide us from the North; either 
of which must be attended with many troubles 
and greatexpense. These are difficulties not at- 
tending our brethren of the cotton States. We 
stand asa barrier between them and their ene- 
mies. They can lose no negroes, nor be subjected 
to any of the horrors of a border war. 

Virginia has a peculiar interest and feeling in 
preserving the peace and harmony of this coun- 
try. No county of any State in the great North- 
west but contains some of her sons. Her sturdy 
yeomanry have gone by thousands to seek their 
homes in that inviting region. In the event of a 
conflict between the sections, the horrible specta- 
cle would be presented of brother meeting brother 
and father meeting son upon the field of battle. 
God grant the time may never come when the 
gallant son of the Old Dominion in the far West 
will exclaim, ‘* Lam become a stranger unto my 
brethren and an alien unto my mother’s children!”? 

When we are invited to take a step so import- 
ant as the total disruption of our Government, 
involving as it may the consequences which I 
have portrayed, ought we not to pause long enough 
to inquire into the causes which impel us to this 
last resort? When these causes have been learned, 
itis our duty to make an effort to remove them, 
and thus exhaust every constitutional remedy be- 
fore we plunge into the unfathomed depths of dis- 
union. The immediate cause for disunion, as it 
is alleged by some, is the election of Lincoln by 
a scctional party with purposes hostile to the in- 
stitutions of the South. Is there no remedy for 
this? True, we cannot undo what the people bavo 
done; for he is clected under the forms of the Con- 
But the South, aided by that ever true 
and loyal Democracy at the North, had their de- 
fense in their own hands. They had a majority 


| in both Houses of Congress, and would have had 


for the first two years of his administration. And 
judging that noble band of patriots, one million 
five hundred thousand strong, by their past record, 
we are bound to presume they will gain on our 
common enemy at their next trial of strength. 
What a sublime and patriotic spectacle it would 
present for the admiration of the world—a united, 
conservative, and constitutional element standing 
up for their rights én the Union. But, sir, aside 
from this, so firmly is. the institution of slavery 


| fixed in the affections of the people of the South, 


and so impregnable is its basis, that it defies all 
assault, from whatever source it comes. 

I believe no statesman in Virginia has said that 
the bare election of Lincoln is sufficient cause to 
dissolve the Union. It will be well remembered 
how all parties denied this charge during the late 
canvass. ‘Then, what other practical questions 
present themselves tous which require us so has- 
tily to sever our connection with the Government? 
It isno act passed by Congress; for, be it known, 
not a single act is now in force on the statute- 
books of the United States which was not passed 
by the aid of southern votes. Most of them have 


| been passed by a Democratic Congress, or signed 


by a Democratic President. But weare told, and 
correctly, too, that many of the northern States 
have passed Jaws impeding the execution of the 
fugitive slave bill. The States which passed them 
stand in open rebellion to the Constitution; and 
if prompt measures had been taken to punish the 
first offending State by the powers under the Con- 
stitution, | venture to affirm that no other State 
would have followed theexample. The passage 
of these laws are of no recent date. The first, 
I believe, was passed by Vermont, in the year 
1843, just two years before Texas came into the 
Union. Pennsylvania passed hers in 1847. We 


il have, for this long period permitted these laws to 
sleep on the statute-books of the North. We have 


given no notice to those States that we demand 
their repeal; which I think we ought to do before 
we break up the Government on that account. 
Sir, I do not mean to extenuate or palliate any 


! act which the North has committed in violation of 


our constitutional rights. On the contrary, | allege 
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that every State which has passed laws in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, having violated the com- 
pact, is virtually out of the Union; and the indi- 
viduals who participated in their passage deserve 
the severest punishment known to civilized Gov- 
ernments. They are the offending States, and 
themselves ought to be required to repeal their 
unconstitutional laws, or leave the Union. These 
laws, however mischievous was their design, are 
null and void. They are an insult to the South, 
but of no practical injury. 

I believe there is but one other question which 
is assigned as a reason for immediate disunion; 
and thatis, the Republican party deny to the South 
her just rights and equality in the common Terri- 
tories. This is true; but Ido think, as statesmen 
and patriots, discarding all passion and prejudice, 
we ought to take a practical view of every ques- 
tion which presents itself for our consideration. 
There is no Territory now open, to which their 
doctrine of congressional prohibition can apply. 
Does not prudence require us to wait until a case 
arises, when our constitutional rights are denied, 
before we break up a greatand good Government 
like this? I will never consent to do it becausea 
party hold opinionsagainst my section, unless they 
undertake to execute them. 

I believe, sir, I have noticed all the prominent 
causes of complaint which we of the South allege 
against the Republicans and Abolitionists of the 
North, except their interference with our social 
institutions by incendiaries, armed traitors, and 
fiendish book-writers. I shall not stop to resur- 
rect the bones of John Brown. A sheriff of my 
State erected a monument to his memory the day 
before his death which stands as a warning more 
potent than anything I could say. Nor will I 
bring to light that infamous Helper book. Its day, 
I hopé, is past. Its introduction in this House 
killed one Speaker, made another, filled the pock- 
ets of its felon author, and accomplished for him 
the real object he had in view. ‘This is enough. 

Sir, having surveyed the whole field, is there 
any evil of which we so justly complain which 
would be remedied by disunion? Disunion will 
not execute the fugitive slave bill. On the con- 
trary, it will wipe itout. Disunion will not repeal 
those obnoxious laws. Dissolution willnot give 
us any more rights in the Territories than we have 
now. Dissolution will not stop the mails or the 

rinting of books. These evils will all exist after 
Bissolution, and, I fear, in a more aggravated form 
than now. 

Amid the great excitement which pervades the 
whole South, I thinkit well to give expression to 
these thoughts, that we may not act too hastily 
in a matter of such thrilling and vital importance; 
but act coolly, calmly, thoughtfully, and wisely, 
as considerate men directing the destinies of con- 
stitutional liberty, and the fate of a great people. 

Permit me to say to you of the Republican 
party, that you hold, as I believe, the Union in 

our hands. Youcan save it; and you alonecan. 

he cotton States are gone. They want nocom- į 
promise, if we are to believe what some of their 
Representatives on this floor said. On the second 
day of the present session, when an effort was 
being made to raise a committee with the view of 
compromising the difficulties which now beset us, 
Mr. Hawkins, of Florida, said he would not vote 
to raise a committee for that purpose, ‘ for I am 
opposed, and I believe my State is, to all and 
every compromise. The day of compromise is 
past.”? Mr. Sive.eton, of Mississippi, said: “ I 
was not sent here to make any compromise, or to 
patch up existing difficulties.” Mr. Mies, of 
South Carolina, announced that South Carolina | 
would go out of the Union on the 17th instant, | 
Mr. Puen, of Alabama, said: “ As my State of | 


Alabama intends following South Carolina out of I 


the Union by the 10th of January next, I pay no į 


attention to any action in this body.” Mr. Brecx- j| 


rripcE said, in December, 1859: ** The Repre- 
sentatives from Georgia, from South Carolina, 
from Alabama, from Mississippi, not to speak of 
other southern States, say that they represent 
their constituents; nay, say that they do not go 
ag far as their constituents, and they declare that 
they are ready at any moment for a separate confed- 
eracy.” I cannot refrain from using his own patri- 
otic language which next follows, ‘God forbid | 
that such a thing should take place!’ Thus it 


appears that these States were ready at any mo- 
ment, as far back as 1859, for a separate confed- 
eracy. Therefore, I see no hope of prevailing on 
them to pause now. 

But you, gentlemen of the Republican party, 
by coming forward like men, and rendering justice 
to the South, can prevent any further rupture in 
the Government until the border States, by a firm 
and conciliatory course, can adjust with you all 
the pending difficulties. This being done, I think 
those States would return. The Union would 
then be on a more permanent basis.than ever be- 
fore. The ever-glorious flag of the stars and 
stripes, with its “ red, white, and bluc,” would 
once more float in triumph from our Capitol; and 
from every State-house and every hill-top, with 
every star and every stripe, would wave over the 
happiest and freest people on earth. Butif you 
persist that you have done no wrong, will make 
no compromise or. concessions, mark what I tell 
you, that, right or wrong, the day is not distant 
when every slave State will be out of this Union, 
Does the South make any demand inconsistent 
with your rights? Does she ask you to yield any 
principle or right of property? Does she ask you 
to yield or sacrifice any opinion you hold? She 


„only asks that her property, her constitutional 


rights, and her institutions, may be respected and 
preserved, and that you shall not so exercise your 
opinions as to do injustice to her. But you say 
there is no cause for this excitement at the South. 
Admit you so think: yet you must confess, the 
South just as honestly believes there is such cause. 
Then, is it not your duty to rally to your coun- 
try and save it from total destruction, when you 
can do it without yielding any principle or right 
you hold dear? Does not your own self-preser- 
vation require it? Does not the unsettled condi- 
tion of your section, as well as mine, require it? 
Does not the reduction of the price of every staple 
you produce require it? Do not your idle facto- 
ries and your working classes require it? Donot 
your closed banks, your stagnated commerce, 
require it? Yea, does not every consideration of 
atriotism, as well as duty to your people, demand 
1? E trust you will meet this question asits im- 
portance demands, not stopping to inquire the 
cause or want of cause for the existing difficulties, 
but come forward ina promptand patriotic man- 
ner to apply the remedy, and thus preserve the 
life of the Constitution and the Union—a Union 
which, despite the assaults of foes within and foes 
without, has gone on in its rapid strides to glory 
and grandeur unprecedented in the history of na- 
tions. Sirs, the world looks to this Republic as 
the only living and, so far, successful experi- 
ment of free government. Greece, Rome, Poland, 
France, have all failed and passed away. I pray 
that this, our own free and happy country, may 
not share the direful fate of all others, and thus 
rove the tyrant’s maxim that ‘* man is not capa- 
le of self-government.” 

Itis said all the States should go out with a 
view to reconstruction. I prefer that the remain- 
ing States should adjust all questions of dispute, 
and the States now out will soon return. Recon- 
struct! Reconstruct! As well try to reconstruct 
the shattered vase or to tie up Niagara in a hand- 
kerchief, and put it in your pocket, or reconstruct 
the earth after it shall have been consumed by fire, 


as to attempt to reconstruct this Government after | 


it shall have been divided by Mason and Dixon’s 
line. Tear down to build up; go out to come in; 
destroy to preserve; shatter to reconstruct, are 
theories beyond my comprehension. Sir, they 
are mere delusions or fascinating arguments to get 
us out of the Union. That being accomplished, 
we will be answered as the cotton States now an- 
swer Virginia’s appeal: “ We are out forever; 
we wantnoguarantees; we willnevercomeback.” 

Let the friends of adjustment and Union stand 
firm, and all our troubles will yet be settled. If 
not here, then let the conventions of the remain- 
ing slave States present a fair basis of settlement 
to the people of the North. It would, I am sure, 
be accepted; and peace would once more reign su- 
preme in our land. Let the people, North and 
South, have control of the question, and if will 
be settled. Sir, we are now brought to consider if 


there is any plan by which these unhappy differ- | 
I confess I can see none |! 
ii which better commends itself to all sections than | 


ences can be adjusted. 


try. 


that offered by the. venerable. Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr Crirrenpen.] F think.both sections 
can come to this proposition without any'sacri- 
fice of a practical question, and Ishall endeavor 
to show this. It provides, first, that the Consti- 
tution shall be so amended that slavery can never 
be interfered with in the States... I-shall not stop 
to discuss this branch of the question, asa large 
majority of the Republicans, as-lam informed, 
are. willing to vote for it, and, of course, all south- 
ern. men and northern Democrats will... The next 
is, it proposes to divide the Territories by the line 
of 36° 30'—all north to be free; all south, slavery 
to be protected. ; : 
By the decision of the Supreme Court, the Sonth 
has a right to carry slaves into all the Territories, 
and have them protected.. The South is willing 
to give up the right to carry slaves north of 36° 
30’, if you gentlemen of the Republican. party will 
agree to protect slavery south of that line. True, 
slavery never would go north of that line; but 
the South surrenders the right to take them there. 
It is equally true that slavery will never need, pro- 
tection south of that line in any of our territory. 
Then, the South agrees to yield the right to carry 
slaves where, by the laws of nature, slavery never 
can goj and she asks you, in turn, to agree to pro 
tect slavery where it never will need it. Then the 
surrerder of principle is mutual. The surrender 
of any practical, useful right, is made by neither. 
For, by, our Chicago platform, you only propose 
to prohibit slavery ‘ where necessary” and, as 
it can never be necessary, you do noteven violate 
your party platform, about which you have said 
so much, Mr. Breckinridge said, in December, 
1859, “the territorial question is nearly fought 
out—yes, fought out.”? Since then, Kansas has 
been admitted; which, I think, determines all that 
is practical in regard. to the Territories. Kansas 
isa free State. You have got the flesh and the 
marrow of the Territories, will you not divide the 
bone? Or will you break up the Government 
rather than agree to protect slavery where it will 
never be required ? ill you not come to this 
fair and equitable division of an abstraction, and 
give peace tothe country? I think the judgment 
of the people, north as well as south, will say 
you ought to do it. pt ahaa 
The Crittenden amendment, then, proposes to 
incorporate it into the Constitution, that slavery 
shall not be abolished in this District, in the forts, 
dock-yards, navy-yards, &c. You of the Repub- 
lican party say you have no idea of interfering 
with slavery in these places, but they are matters 
too insignificant for a constitutional amendment, 
and that you are willing to pass resolutions. ex- 
pressive of your feclings on this subject, to assure 
the South. But, sirs, the South have fears on 
these points, and she only asks you now to place 
it beyond your power to do what you say you 
have no idea of doing, by inserting such an amend- 
ment in the Constitution. When you can give 
us this, and not even violate your party creed, as 
ou state it, will you do it? Ought you not to do 
it? Is it asking too much, that you shall put it 
beyond your power to do that which you say you 
have no idea of doing? Surely not. Then, gen- 
tlemen, come forward in a spirit of brotherly love 
and give these guarantees to the South. The dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN 
said, if this Government was broken up, it woul 
be divided into more than two Governments; that 
the man was now living who would be the .Na- 
poleon of some military despotism. in this,coun- 
If this be true, I ask the. gentleman, who 
now sits before me, when that awful period ar- 
rives, and his neighbors and friends appeal to 
him to know if that state of things could have been 
avoided, what will be his answer? His answer 
will be, sir: We could haveavoided them ifithad 
not been for the Chicago platform. But we had 
to stick to the platform, and in sticking to the 
platform we lostthe Government,” Yes, stand to 
the platform, while the pillars of the Government 
are giving way beneath us. . Destroy. the Govern- 
ment, and what becomes of you and your party 
platform? Your platform will fall with your 
country; while you may rise to be the ‘t Napoleon 
ofa despotism.” No parties then; no platforms 
then. No, gentlemen, no; let us not contemplate 
such scenes as these, but avert the terrible calam- 
ity ere it be too late. We can do it; we ought t 
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doit: wemustdoit. IfI had the power, I would 
Say, you shall do èt. 

fs 1850, when the country was convulsed from 
center to circumference on this very question, Mr. 
Webster, rising to the dignity and importance of 
the crisis, voted against the Wilmot proviso. He 
said be was the author of that measure, but that 
he would never exercise it when it would have no 
practical effect, but only wound and insult his 
southern. brethren, Can you not do as he did— 
that man of patriot heart, whose mind so far soared 
above his peers, that where others halted, weary 
in their flight, “he stooped to touch the loftiest 
thought?” Will you, like the sage of Marshfield, 
‘come to the rescue of your country, and save it 
from total destruction?’ Or will you, under the 
name of ‘ executing the laws,” 

“ Let slip the dogs of war??? 

If you fail to do the former, but do the latter, I 
bave no threats, no prophesies, to make. I only 
ask you to remember that * the race is not always 
to the swift, nor the battle to the strong.” Vir- 
ginia calls upon Massachusetts—the same Mas- 
sachusetts to whose relief she fled “in the days 
that tried men’s souls.’? Let the spirit which 
unimated the elder Adams, when he arose in the 
continental Congress and said: ‘* Mr. President, 
ï nominate George Washington, of Virginia, as 
commander-in-chief of the armies of the United 
Colonies,’ but animatc hisdescendantsnow. Yes, 
Jet us be governed by the patriotism of that man, 
who, with the sage of Monticello, gave to the 
world the Declaration of Independence. Let us 
preserve the rich legacy given to us by those pa- 
triots who lived together, who worked together, 
and who, under the providence of God, on the 
same day—the anniversary of American inde- 

endence—died together. Virginiacallsupon you, 
her sons of the great Northwest, to rally to the 
rescue of your country. She gave you an em- 
pire. She gave you the sturdy sons who felled 
the forest and tilled the field. She gave you all 
you possess, She has a right to command your 
‘services; and she does command them. Will you 
‘obey? Or will you, in the spirit of black ingrat- 
itude, like the adder, turn upon her and sting her? 
Or will you, like Samson, to show your strength, 
tear down the pillars which support the temple, 
and bury allin one undistinguished ruin? Then, 
will you force the old mother to exclaim? “Hear 
O heavens! and give car, O earth! I have nour- 
ished and brought up children, and they have re- 
belled against me !”? 

Mr. Speaker, let us think of the honest millions, 
the support and the pillars of the Government, 
who, unobserved, watch with such deep solici- 
tude the condition of their country. ‘* None sce 
their pure devotion, none their tears, their faith 
and love which burn within them ”’ for theircoun- 
try. Think, oh! think, I entreat you, think of 
them! But if you will have no regard for the hon- 
est people who have made you what you are, and 
who are not responsible for the burdens with 
which they are now afllicted, then think of oar 
great Government, now the pride of America, the 
admiration of the world. Divide us, dissever our 
States and erect petty confedcracies, warring with 
each other, in their stead, and none will be found 
80 poor as te do us reverence. Sir, I confess it 
grieves my heart when | sec gentlemen on that 
side of the Chamber sit, with somuch indifference, 
as State after State is shooting from its sphere; 
when they must well know that unless something 
be done, and that promptly, too, there is danger 
that every slave State, whetherright or wrong, will 
be gone—gone, and forever. Nor can I witness 
with less feeling the glad smile which is produced 
on others as the lightning’s flash brings the same 
sad intelligence. ftis to me like the smile which 
plays upon the face as “ the blood comes gurgling 
forth from out the throat of the wild suicide.” 

Sir, my own State, Virginia, has elected her 
delegates to deliberate upon her welfare and her 
destiny; and while her action may be against my 
judgment, yet, when it is taken, then her lot be- 
comes my lot; her fate my fate; her destiny my 
destiny. Her will, not mine, be donc. But my 
prayer is that we may yet heal the breach; that 
some Ararat will swell above the flood, or some 
dove will bear the olive branch of peace; 


“And all the clouds that Jowered upon our house, 
in tlie deep bosom of the ocean buried,” 


i Union. 


| animadversion upon the wisdom and patriotism 


and that the bow of promise, of peace, of pros- 
perity, of happiness, of unity and love, may once 
more span our political heavens. : 

But, when all efforts at compromise fail, and 
all be lost; and when the wickedness of men has 
destroyed the best Government on earth, and 
plunged a nation into blood; when the American 
eagle shall drop the olivé branch of peace, and 
« grasp only the arrows of war;” when brother 
shall rise against brother, and father against son, 
and anarchy and “confusion worse confounded”? 
shall reign supreme; when, from an innocentand 
outraged people, the sound will ring in the ears of 
the guilty, ‘ye knew your duty, but ye did it 
not;”? and when, from a thousand guilty tongues, 
it will be echoed back, in the language of the mur- 
derer Macbeth, “Thou canst not say I did it;” 
lket us trust in Him who holds the destinies of men 
and the destinies of nations in His hand; in Him 
who creates the storm and directs the whirlwind; 
for it is sweet to know, 

“ There’s a divinity that shapes our ends, 
Rough-hew them how we will.” 

Heaven and earth will witness, if my country 
must fall, I am innocent, 


AN UNDIVIDED COUNTRY. 
SPEECH OF HON. L. T. MOORE, 


OF KENTUCKY, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 5, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, said: 

Mr. Speaker: During all the general debates 
in this House which have occurred since I have 
been a member, I have been silent; because I 
believed that nothing which I could say would 
have any influence on the members of this House; 
and, so far as my constituents are concerned, I 

refer to address them face to face. Fearing, 
however, that those generous constituents who 
have honored me with the position which I hum- 
bly hold here us their Representative might re- 
gard my silence at this time as the result of culpa- 
ble indifference to the sad drama which is now 
being enacted in our national theater, I shall at- 
tempt, from an imperative sense of duty, to say 
something for the preservation of my country, 
if it be alone faintly to articulate, ‘‘ God save the 
Union!” In pronouncing this benediction, I but 
feebly utter the devotion of my people to the Union 
of these States. 

Kentucky, sir, cannot be disloyal to this Union 
while there is impressed upon her bosom the les- 
sonsofhermostgifted son, by the monument which 
marks the resting place of his mortal remains. 
The eloquent Clay, when speaking on an occa- 
sion somewhat similar to this, when our Union 
was trembling from ‘ turret to foundation stone”? 
under the severe pressure of the slavery agitation, 
said: 

éc It may be asked me when F shall be for a dissolution 
of this Union. $ answer, never! never! never 1? 

In thus speaking he contemplated this Govern- 
mentasa beneficent protector, not as an engine of 
oppression and wrong. He believed that its pow- 
ers would be exerted for the vindication of rights 
and the demolition of wrong. He contemplated 
it as fulfilling the designs of its founders, as they 
are marked out in the Constitution, and not asan 
agent to execute the behests of party. ‘This con- 
stitutional Union he would never consent to de- 
stroy. Kentucky, from her patriotic heart, gives 
a responsive echo to the sentiment of her eloquent 
dead. 

I am not one of those, sir, who believe that a 
State has a constitutional right to secede from this 
The claim of such a right is an unjust 


of the founders of the Federal Government. It is 
an insult to their sagacity, to pretend that they 
implanted in the Constitution, which they de- 
signed as the vital agent of this Government, and 
to be immortal, the seeds of its own destruction. 
An examination of the debates, cotemporaneous 
with the adoption of the Constitution by the sev- 
eral States, will, I think, satisfy any mind in the 
impartial search for historic truth, thatsuch a right i 


was never contemplated by any of the States, at the 
time they formed the Union. Take, for instance, 
the exposition of the mode for destroying the 
General Government, given in the Virginia con- 
vention by one of its bitterest opponents~-I mean 
Mr. Henry. He said: 

“I have said that I thotight this a consolidated Govern- 
ment. I Will now prove it. Will the great rights of the 
people be sectire by this Government? Suppose it should 
prove oppressive: how can it be altered? Our bill of rights 
declares ‘that a majority of the community hath an indu- 
bitable, inalienable, and indefeasible right to reform, alter, 
or abolish it, in such manner as shall be judged most con- 
ducive to the public weal? T have just proved that one 
tenth, or less, of the people of America, a most despicable 
minority, may prevent this reform or alteration. Suppose 
the people of Virginia should wish to alter their govern- 
ment: can a majority of them do it? No; because they are 
connected with other men ; or, in other words, consolidated 
with other States? * > āç * * «This Gov- 
ernment is not Virginia, but an American Government.” 

From this, it is plain to see that Mr. Henry 
regarded the Constitution of the United States as 
the formation of an independent and sovereign 
Government, so far as the powers were granted 
to that Government by that instrument, and one 
which could be dissolved or destroyed alone by 
the same powers that created it—the people—the 
sovereign people. ‘There being nothing in the 
Constitution warranting the right of sccession, 
the politicians of the Calhoun school claim that 
the right is inherent in State sovereignty; and as 
an argument to sustain this position, they contend 
that the Constitution was formed as a compact 
between coequal sovercign States; that having no 
common arbiter to whom they can refer the ques- 
tion of the violation of that compact, the States 
must necessarily judge of its infractions and adopt 
their own measures of redress; and those States 
which have passed ordinances of secession justify 
their unconstitutional acts by charging upon cer- 
tain northern States of this Union a violation of 
the Constitution, or the “ compact of Union,” as 
they term it, by the enactments of personal lib- 
erty bills; and that a violation of a compact b 
one of the parties relieves the other from its obli- 
gations. 

Now, sir, how stand the facts in this particular? 
There are some of the northern States who have, 
in a spirit of malignity, and in criminal disregard 
of their constitutional obligations, passcd laws to 
prevent the execution of the fugitive slave law. 
These States, though, form but a portion of the 
parties to this compact. A vast majority of the 
parties have been faithful to their engagements; 
yet the secessionists, with a bald sophistry un- 
worthy the name of argument, contend that they 
have a right to abolish the General Government; 
they have a right to violate all the engagements 
which they have entered’ into with the Federal 
Union and the States forming it; they havea right 
to deprive the faithful States of their share of the 
blessings resulting from the Union, because some 
others of the States have been faithless to their 
constitutional duty. ‘his, sir, is visiting the im- 
iquities of the sinful upon the heads of the inno- 
cent. This isa heresy finding no apology except 
in the radicalism of the times. 

I contend that the States have, in the Constitu- 
tion, chosen a common arbiter to settle the ques- 
tion arising under that instrument, which, from 
its organization, is eminently proper to decide 
between the separate States or the contending sec- 
tions. That arbiter is the Supreme Court, the 
judges of which are appointed by the President, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. That 
they might have no political partiality to serve, 


;and no. partisan malice to satisfy, they are ap- 


pointed for life, that they may be independent of 
President and Senate. That this is the chosen 
arbiter of the States and the people, the Consti- 
tution and the fathers of the Republic both estab- 
lish. In section one of article three of the Con- 
stitution, will be found the clause which vests the 
judicial power of the Government. It is as fol- 
lows: 

“The judicial power of the United States shall be vested 
in one Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as the 
Congress may from time to time ordain and establish,” &c. 

In the second section, it says: 

“The judicial power shall extend to all cases in law and 
equity arising under this Constitution, the laws of the 
United States,” &e. 

Isitnot plain, from this, that the Supreme Court 
must decide upon the constitutionality of the laws 
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of Congress, and that their mandate must be 
obeyed by the loyal citizens of the Government? 
If so, then is there not full and ample security in 
this department of the Government against the 
unconstitutional aggressions. of any section or 
party. In further proof of the position that the 
Supreme Court is the proper forum to settle ques- 
tions arising under the Constitution, and that their 
decrees are binding, not only on the States and the 
people, but on the coérdinate branches of the Gov- 
ernment, J will adduce the evidence of one of the 
early fathers of the Republic. Mr. J. Mason, in 
a debate on the judiciary system of the Govern- 
ment in 1800, in the Congress of the United States, 
spoke as follows: 

Tt will be found that the people, in forming their Con- 
stitution, meant to make the judges as independent of the 
Legislatures as of the Executive; because the duties they 
have to perform call upon them to expound not only the 
laws, but the Constitution also, in which is involved the 
power to check the Legislature, in case it should pass any 
law in violation of the Constitution.” 

Who does not remember with what wither- 
ing denunciation the great statesman and jurist, 
Daniel Webster, denounced this right of seces- 
sion, and vindicated the province of the Supreme 
Court to decide questions arising between the 
States and the Federal Government and its inte- 
gral parts? Hence, sir, the ground upon which 
the secessionist places his right to secede is as 
baseless as the fabric of a dream. I now dismiss, 
sir, this question of secession, which my State 
repudiated in 1833, when there was in her coun- 
cils the wisest of her sons. 

Upon the decisions of the Supreme Court I base 
the right of the southern States to have granted 
to them the propositions submitted by my col- 
league, the gifted, the eloquent, the patriotic Crit- 
TENDEN, whose protracted life has been spent in 
the service of his country, and who, if now, in 
his ripe old age, he could save it from destruction, 
might— 

‘© Wrap the drapery of his couch around him, 
And lie down to pleasant dreams.” 

The first and most important demand we make 
upon the North is to guaranty to us our right to 
an equal participation in the settlement and pos- 
session of the Territories belonging to the United 
States, and that this guarantee shall be given in 
the Constitution itself. Thisis not asking a fur- 
ther right under the compact. It is simply asking 
that a right which we have may be made secure 
from violation. We are entitled to this upon every 
principle of justice and equity. The Territories 
now belonging to the Union were acquired b 
conquest and purchase. The armies of the South 

aid, as part purchase money for them, their 
Diood. Upon the battle-fields of Mexico will be 
found the bones of many of the sons of the South, 
who fell struggling for the very territory which 
you now propose to appropriate exclusively to 
yourselves. 

Į do not like to be fastidious; but, sir, I must 
be excused for saying that the South contributed 
a much greater number of men, and lost far more 
blood, in the acquisition of this territory than 
did the North. In this blood-bought territory we 
ask our rights—nothing more, nothing less. In 
addition to our rights to go to these territories 
and take with us our property—ay, sir, our slave 
property—on principles of justice and equity, we 
have the further argument to urge, in opposition 
to your proposed exclusion of us from it, the 
Constitution confers no right to acquire territory, 
which was admitted by one of the greatest politi- 
cal philosophers the world has ever produced—I 
mean Mr. Jefferson. At the time he purchased the 
Louisiana Territory, he said he had no warrant 
in the Constitution for such acquisition, but the 
overruling necessities of the nation justified the 
extra-constitutional measure. Then, sir, if there 
is no power given to the General Government to 
acquire territory, there was no power vested in it 
to exclude from any such territories any of the 
citizens of this Government, or their property. 


We do not cluim, as was asserted by the gentle- | 


man from Ohio, [Mr. Srawron,] that the Consti- 
tution gives us right of property in our slaves, or 
right togo with those slaves to the Territories; but 
wecontend that neither Congress nora Territorial 
Legislature can inhibit our ingress with our slaves 
into the Territories, nor can they divest our right 
of property while there, during the existence of 


a territorial government. Our right of property 
was given by a State sovereignty, and no power, 
short of State sovereignty, can divest it, In this 
opinion I am sustained by the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, rendered in the 
cclebrated case of Dred Scott. Yetwe aretold by 
some of the representative men of the Republican 
party, that that court, has no power to control 
the action of the legislative department of the Gov- 
eroment; and in defiance of that decision, they 
will prohibit the immigration of slaves into the 
Territories; and that, ratherthan submit to the un- 
warrantable assumption of power by the Supreme 
Court, they will resort to revolution. 

One of the members from the State of New 
York, whose declarations are always maturely 
considered and highly respected by his party, 
(Mr. Conxtine,] in a speech which he delivered 
last winter on this floor, gave utterance to the fol- 
lowing tiradeagainst the SupremeCourt, and threat 
of resistance against its decrees. He says of that 
court, and its opinion in the case before referred to: 

& In its first approach it will seem a question of slavery 
or freedom, but it will turn out to be a conflict of preroga- 
tives and powers—a collision of forces in the Government 
affecting more or less the fate of every popular right. A 
powerful party will be found in the country maintaining 
that the Supreme Court of the United States is clothed with 
authority to say what laws Congress may, and what laws 
Congress may not pass; and that whenever this authority 
has been exercised, neither the Executive nor Congress 
may overstep the limits it has prescribed ; on the other hand, 
organizations, policies, and eternal principles will cry out 
against imperial assumptions, and the issue will stretch far 
beyond even the undiscoverable confines of the one per- 
vading question of human slavery.” * y = x 
«c Such an epoch could not occurin the history of the pres- 
ent generation unaccompanied by untoward results ; violent 
revulsions would end in a restoration of the philosophy of 
the past, and constitutional majorities, at whatever cost, 
would sternly assume the sway.” 


This ad captendum argument might be made to 
apply with equal force against either of the other 
departments of the Government, when in the ex- 
ercise of their propcer functions,and would equally 
justify rebellion against the laws of Congress or de- 
fiance tothe proclamations ofthe Executive. Why 
isthere to be aconflict of powersand prerogatives? 
The Constitution has well defined the powers of 
the national Legislature, and definitely conferred 
jurisdiction on the courts. Upon what, then, will 

e based the organization which shall cry out 
against imperial assumptions in the court when it 
is strictly confining itself to the proper sphere of 
its duty, except upon the unwarrantable and un- 
constitutional assumptions of a numerical major- 
ity, which will not stop at the barriers of the Con- 
stitution, but overleap all restraints and assert the 
infernal dogma of pirates, that “ might isright!”’ 

This is a kindred claim to the one set up by the 
seceding States of the South, which has produced 
revolution in our nation, and threatens with sud- 
den and irrevocable destruction the dearest rights 
of mankind. Ifthe North can resist the enforce- 
ment of the decrees of the courts, the South can 
nullify the laws of the General Government; and 
I would recommend to the lips of the gentleman 
from New York the bitter chalice he has prepared 
for the South. And by the way, Mr. Speaker, 
these declamatory appeals of the northern Repre- 
sentatives against the powers of the General Gov- 
ernment have gone far, very far, to alienate and 
disaffect our people of the South from the nation. 
It is in vain we appeal to them in the name of the 
Constitution; for the Constitution, they say, you 
have disregarded. And now, sir, to place our 
right, founded in justice, sanctioned by equity, 
and confirmed by the Supreme Court—our right to 
settle in the Territories of this Government with 
our property—we ask that you give us a constitu- 
tional guarantee which will place it beyond cavil. 

Mr. Speaker, I propose to devote a few moments 
to the investigation of the rights of southern slave 
owners to reclaim their fugitive slaves in the free 
States of the Union, and the power and duty of 
the General Government to afford, by adequate 
legislation, the execution of this right expressly 
asserted in the Constitution. With but few ex- 
ceptions, the efficient law passed in 1850 is ac- 
knowledged by the Representatives of northern 
constituenciesas constitutionaland obligatory ; yet 
many of the northern States have passed laws, 
commonly called personal liberty bills, which are 
calculated to impair the efficiency of that law;and 
were those States which have enacted those laws 


border States; but few escaping negroes would 
be returned to their masters; and the loss of prop- 
erty in the border States; which now aanually 
amounts to hundreds of thousands of dollars; 
would be increased to millions; in fact, it would 
completely deplete the middle southern States of. 
their immense slavė wealth. But, sir, these uncon- 
stitutional laws are confined chiefly to the far-off 
eastern and northern States, where fugitive slaves 
scarce ever go; yet they are conceived:in a'spirit 
of malignant hatred to the institutions ofthe South, 
and in direct violation of chartered right; and they 
are insulting to southern citizens, and are defiant 
declarations against the General’ Government. 
Their repeal is loudly clamored for by southern 
States, and unquestionably. demanded by. the 
spirit of the times. : ; 

The law of 1850 is said to be unnecessaril 
severe, and its rigorous provisions should be mod- 
ified. Iexpress now my readiness to correct any 
of the faults in the bill, especially as it is urged 
that it will render more certain its execution. As 
a southern Representative, I delight in noJegisla~ 
tion which grates harshly upon the sensibilities of 
the northern people; I only want to be protected 
in my rights. Intimately connected with that 
clause in the Federal Constitution for the reclama- 
tion of fugitive slaves, is that which requires the 
surrender of fugitives from justice. ‘This clause 
of the Constitution has been shamelessly violated 
by different northern Governors; by Hon. Wir- 
LIAM H. Szwarp, when Governor of New York, 
who refused to deliver a negro thief on the appli- 
cation of the Executive of Virginia; by the Gov- 
ernor of Iowa, who also refused to deliver to 
Virginia a fugitive criminal; and by Governor 
Dennison, of Ohio, who refused to surrender to 
Kentucky Lago, who had committed a crime. in 
that State and had fled to Ohio. . In each of these 
cases the crimes imputed to the fugitives were 
connected with the institution of slavery. 

Now, sir, the extradition clause of the Consti- 
tution is so broad that it embraces all cases of 
crime, and so plain that nothing but a dangerous 
refinement of learning can mistake it. The act of 
Congress passed in 1793, to carry out this provis- 
ion of the Constitution, is as comprehensive as 
the clause of the Constitution, and the intention 
of the legislators as transparent as words can 
make ideas. In the second section of article four 
of the Constitution, it says: 

“ A person charged in any State with treason, felony, or 
other crime, who shall flee from justice, and be found in 
another State, shall, on demand of the exceutive authority 


of the Sfate from which he fled, be delivered up, to be re- 
moved tothe State having jurisdiction of the crime.” 

The first section of the act of 1793 is as follows: 

S¢ Be it enacted &c., That whenever the executive author- 
ity of any Statein the Union, or of either of the Territories 
northwest or south of the river Ohio, shall demand any per- 
son as a fugitive from justice of the executive authority of 
any such State or Territory to which such person shall have 
fied, and shal} moreover produce the copy of an indictment 
found or affidavit made before a magistrate of any State or 
Territory as aforesaid, charging the person so demanded 
with having committed treason, felony, or other crime, eer- 
tified as authentic by the Governor or chief magistrate of 
the State or Territory from whence the person so charged 
fled, it shall be the duty of the executive authority of the 
State or Territory to which such person shall have fled to 
cause him to be arrested and secured, and notice of the 
arrest to be given to the executive authority making such 
demand, or to the agent,” &c., “and cause the fagitive to 
be delivered up.” 


No argument I can offer will add any additional 
force to the obligations of this clause of the Con- 
stitution, and the law of Congress made in pursu- 
ance thereof. I have, during this session, intro- 
duced a bill giving construction to the law of 1793, 
which so interprets it as to embrace all crimes, 
either those at common law or those created by 
statute. I think this bill should pass, that this 
source of irritation might be removed. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been urged by some of the 
southern Representatives, that the Constitution 
gives us right of transit through, and sojourn in, 
the free States of this Union. This I do not 
believe, and will not, through policy, pretend to 
assertit. lL will not sacrifice truth to expediency, 
nor jeopardize just demands by complicating with 
them unjustexactions. I think, however, comity, 
friendship, and good neighborhood should prompt 
our northern brothers to place upon their statute- 
books laws allowing us these privileges, that we 
might visit our relations and friends in the free 
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States, and take with us our domestics for com- 


fort and convenience. This would be a return to 
‘the days of brotherly love which characterized the 
Intercourse of our fathers. 
Many years ago, the great republican State of 
„New. York graced her State code with a law of 
this character, and the distinguished Senator from 
that State [Mr. Sewaro] opposed its repeal then, 
his words glowed with the generous warmth of 
friendship and were redolent with sentiments of 
hospitality. In 1838, Gerrit Smith wrote a letter, 
asking Mr. Sewarp if he was in favor of the 
repeal of this law, and he replies as follows: 

& Your third question is, ‘Are you in favor of a repeal 
of the laws which now authorize the importation of slaves 
into this State, and their detention as such during a period 
of nine months? The provisions of our statute on the sub- 
ject of slavery are as follows: The statute declares that all 
persons born in this State after its enactment shail be free, 
and that all persons that shali be brought (synonymous in 
your communication with imported) into this State as 
siaves, shall be tree, with two exceptions ; the last of which 
exceptions is, that ‘any person, not being an inhabitant of 
the Staw, may bring with him any person lawfully held by 
him in slavery in the State from whence he came, and may 
take such person with him from this State, but the person 
so held in slavery shali not reside or continue in this State 
more than nine months; and if such residence be continued 
beyond that lime, such person shall be free? Itis this last 
exception to which your question refers. 

« Does not your inquiry give too broad a meaning to the 
section? dr certainly does not confer upon any citizen of 
a State, or of any country, or any citizen of any other Statc, 
except the owner of slaves in another State by virtue ofthe 
faws thereof, the right to bring slaves into this State, or de- 
tain them here under any circumstances as such. I under- 
stand your inquiry, therefore, to mean whether [ am in 
favor of a repeal of the law which declares, in substance, 
that any persou from the southern or southwestern States 
who may be traveling to or from, or passing through, the 
State, may bring with him and take with him any person 
lawially held by him in slavery in the State from whence 
he came, provided such slaves do not remain bere more than 
nine months? * 7 ad ig * But, gentlemen, 
being desirous to be entirely candid in this communication, 
itis proper L should add, that { am-not convinced that it 
would be either wise, expedient, or humane, to declare to 
our fellow-citizens of the southern and southwestern States 
that if they travel to or from, or pass through New York, 
they shall not bring with them the attendants whom cus- 
tom or education or habit may bave rendered necessary to 
them. Ihave not been able to discover any good object to 
be attained by’such an act of inhospitality.” 


Now, sir, | appeal, in the name of the delight- 
ful recollections of the past, the events of the pres- 
ent, and the undiscoverable issues of the future, 
cannot the Republicans of this day follow the 
salutary advice of their political leader, given 
twenty years ago, and reénact the hospitable laws 
of that period ? . 

I bail, with pride and satisfaction, the propo- 
gitions of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr, Apams,] the illustrious son of a still more 
Hlustrious sire, whose intellectual brightness re- 
flects back the luster of a brilliant ancestry, and 
radiates a halo of glory along the pathway of his 
progeny, as a return to the teachings of the earlier 
and better days of the Republic. His proposition 
to place in the Constitution an insuperable bar- 
rier against the abolition of slavery in the States, 
except by their consent, will go far to allay the 
apprehensions of the southern people in regard 
to the hostile purposes of the northern people, 
But, sir, it does not go quite far enough; itshould 
embrace within its prohibitions the District of 
Columbia and the arsenals, dock-yards, and other 


places within the southern States, over which | 


Congress has exclusive right of legislation, Gen- 
tlemen, members of the Republican party, say on 
this floor that they do not propose to abolish sla- 
very in these places. Why not, then, give us the 
guarantee in the Constitution? Ft will do you no 
harm, but us much good, cither imaginary or real. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have, in a cursory man- 
ner, canvassed the demands of the South on the 
people of the North. I have asked nothing which 
they cannot grant without the sacrifice of a single 
principle; nothing but what is warranted by the 
example of the patriot founders of the Federal 
Government. They recognized slavery in the 
Constitution, in different clauses, and we only ask 
you to guaranty to us the rights which they ac- 
knowledged. But Lam told that the draughtsmen 
of that sacred instrument, conceived in the confi- 
dence of mutually dependent friendship, intended 
as an ample shield of protection to all these inter- 


ests, refused to characterize their ideas with proper | 


words, and would not, through false delicacy, use 
the word slave’? in the Constitution, lest it 
might be regarded as a countenance of the in- 
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stitution of slavery. 1 spurn this unjust and un- 
founded imputation upon the candor and frank- 
ness of the framers of the Constitution. They 
used the very words best calculated to reflect their 
intentions. “In the clause for the rendition of fu- 
gitives from labor, which was intended to embrace 
apprentices as well as African slaves, they use 
the words ** held to servicé or labor,” which char- 
acterize both relations; and, six, it isa remarka- 
ble fact thatthe first fugitive law passed under this 
Constitution was passed upon petitions from citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, whose apprentices had es- 
caped from them and fled to other States. The 
word “ slave” in this clause would not have sig- 
nified apprentice, and hence would not have ex- 
pressed the intention of the framers of that instru- 
ment. 

In further proof that no such motive as the one 
attributed influenced the omission of the word 
slave in the Constitution, I would refer gentlemen 
to the debates in their own conventions, which 
adopted that instrument, where they will find that 
they called things by their proper names, and un- 
derstood clearly the recognition of slavery therein. 
Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, a member of the 
convention of that State, said that— 

“ The black inhabitants of the southern States must be 
considered either as slaves, and as so much property, or 
freemen.” 

You do not contend they are freemen; that they 
are slaves follows as a corollary, Mr. Speaker, 
with anxious and aching heart, I ask if the Re- 
publican party, upon such pretexts as these, in- 
tend to let the destruction of such a Government 
as this take place? Will they not give up these 
political dogmas for the Constitution, and sacri- 
fice their partisan prejudices on the altar of their 
country? I invoke them, in the name of human 
liberty, in the name of oppressed humanity, in 
the name of our common ancestry, in the name 
of the national peace, in the name of mothers and 
children, in the name of fathers and sons, to save 
this mighty fabric of human liberty from impend- 
ing ruin! Its construction cost too much human 
suffering and patriotic blood to let it be demolished 
without an effort to save. How inexplicable the 
indifference, how astounding the stoicism which 
treats with indccentlevity the impassioned appeals 
of patriotism for help in this the severest crisis of 
our national existence ! 

Mr. Speaker, when the Pemberton mills crum- 
bled beneath their own ponderous weight, or fell 
from defects in their architectural design, bury- 
ing beneath their ruins many human bodies, as 


continent by the invisible post-boy, you might 
have seen gathered upon the streets of your ciues, 


dividuals discussing the dreadful catastrophe. 
The aged would heave their measured lamenta- 
tions, while the young would give utterance to 
quick and impulsive exclamations of horror and 
affright; timid and soft-hearted woman would 
sicken at the details of the calamity, and man’s 
stern heart would quicken its pulsation at the re- 
cital. Our whole nation was startled by the shock 
of their fall, and all our people were in mourning 
for the dead, The inquiry was at once instituted, 
how did it happen; upon whom rests the dread 
responsibility of the tragedy? Jf our people are 
so sensitive to an occurrence of this kind, howis 
it to be accounted for that they are so heedless of 
the mighty events now crowding upon us? The 
occurrence in Massachusetts was but the break- 
ing of the smallest piece of furniture in one of the 
smaller chambers of our great temple. It is not 
surely because we do not love the Union. Itis 


| cause it has performed its mission and hangs like 
| an incubus upon our necks. It is not for any of 
i these reasons. It is because the people have been 
i demagogued until their ears are deafened to all 
admonitions, even to the timely warnings of the 
| patriot watchman on the battlements of State. The 
| people love this Union, and have every reason for 
| so doing. For what, that could be accomplished 
l by artificial means, has-it not accomplished? In 

the vestibule of our national temple we threw off 
| the yoke of Britain’s government; we bid defiance 
| to her disciplined armies; we met her panoplied 
It hosts on the fields of war, and achieved our inde- 
ii pendence by the severe arbitrament of the sword. 


{ 
i 


ii 


the sad story was heralded to every point of our | 


or the thoroughfares of the towns, groups of in- | 


| not that it has been worthless to us. It is not be- | 


Then we were covered alone by the threadbare 
canvas of the Articles of Confederation. Bencath 
the broad canopy of the Constitution, and within 
the solid walls of the Union, we have spread our 
dominion over a continent; we have sent our civ- 
ilization along the course of the sun, until its tri- 
umphs greet its earliest rays and fling back its 
latest beams; we have felled forests; we have razed 
hills; we have plowed the rivers; we have scaled 
themountains; we have constructed railroads; we 
have built cities; we have made States; we have 
fought battles; we have achieved victories; we 
have created empires; we have made a mighty 
Armada, and have sent the birds of our commerce 
to bathe their plumage in every sea. Before the 
smoke of our camp-fires the aborigines have van- 
ished as the hosts of Assyria fell before the angel 
of the Lord. That race which built its tents on the 
rocks of Penobscot has been driven westward, 
until they have found temporary hunting-grounds 
amid the fastnesses of the Rocky Mountains. 
That people, who once spread their ensigns of 
existence all over our country, have gathered the 
remnant of their life along our western horizon, 
which is so thin and gauzy as to give buta fuint 
russet hue to the disk of thesetting sun; the tokens 
of their rude arts have been buried beneath the 
shadows of our superior civilization; all these 
things have not been performed by the instru- 
mentality of the Union; but all, and still more, 
| have been performed under its ample egis. From 
a feeble mendicant at the knees of France, asking 
her assistance against the despotism of England, 
we have grown to such majesty and strength as 
to defy the world in arms. Our productions fill 
the warehouses of foreign ports; and our bread- 
stuffs have supplied the gaunt jaws of famine. We 
have strewn the South with the seeds of cotton, 
and a “king” has sprung to being from its soil. 
Our art has found acabinet for its curious designs 
in a palace in the heart of our nation, and our 
science has hung its trophies on the ‘ outer walls” 
of civilization, Our mariners have knocked for 
entrance at the granite gates of the Arctic sea, 
and our enterprise has unfurled its banners on the 
pyramids of the “ Pharaohs.” Our statesmen have 
given new lessons to political economists, Our 
orators have filled the world with their cloquence, 
| and the walls of despotism have crumbled at the 
j sounds. Our jurists have given new codes to 
jurisprudence, and our lawyers have written com- 
pends to the laws of nations. The wealth of our 
citics would well compare with the glittering splen- 
dors of the * Queen of the Desert;”’ and the happi- 
ness of our people hath nothing with which to be 
compared, 

Our Constitution opens up avenues from the 
humblest walks of life to the great citadel of fame, 
and our laws throw around the poorest of its sub- 
jects the panoply of protection. The genius of 
our Government. permeates all classes of society, 
and recognizes the separate existence of all our 
people; the rich have to acknowledge the rights 
of the poor, and the strong the places of the weak. 
Under the charter of our liberties, the States have 
to give a republican form of government to the 
people; and the Jarger State must respect the sov- 
ercignty of the smaller. Our Federal system pre~- 
sents the picture of a natural family; the Federal 
head supervises the whole, and each State per- 
forms its separate functions. The Union affords 
the general protection, and each State increases 
the aggregate wealth. The diversified interests of 
| the separate States make them mutually depend- 
ent on each other. The South produces cotton 
and sugar; the North, wheat and rye; the West 
furnishes the supplies; and the Kast manufactures 
the crude materials into articles for use. 

A beautiful harmony wouid have pervaded the 
i whole of our Government, had it not been for the 
machinations of traitors and fanatics. They, for 
different reasons and various motives, have sought 
to destroy it. Prominent among these reasons are 
the following. Some of our citizens, too lazy to 
work, seek an easter mode of gaining subsistence 
in piracy and fillibustering. Our laws pronounce 
the penalty of death against those who thus offend; 
and they want to avoid that penalty by destroy- 


i 
i 


ing the law-giver. Some, from an unholy ambi- 
tion to be regarded the great philanthropists and 
: humanitarians of the age, scck to give universal 
| freedom to felon and slave. Our Constitution 
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recognizes the condition of cach; and they would 
tear it in fragments to accomplish the purpose of 
frecing both. Others, and a still larger class, are 
ambitious for fame and position. Finding they 
have no chance in a Government of the magnitude 
of ours, they seek to diminish its size to the cal- 
iber of their intellectual standard. 

And, Mr. Speaker, the means they are using 
to effect their ungodly work must succeed if not 
arrested. How shall we arrest it? I say, by con- 
cession. It was by conecssion our Government 
was founded; and nothing but compromise will 
perpetuate its existence. Starving and languish- 
Ing industry implores us to concede; stagnant and 
crippled commerce invokes us to concede; an out- 
raged and indignant people demands that we con- 
cede; a provoked yet merciful God in thunder 


tones commands us to concede. A God was sacri- | 


ficed that a world might be saved. Can we not 
sacrifice the demon of sectional hate to save a 
country like this? 

It has been suggested by some that disunion 
may be prevented by a resort to force. This is 
using the wedge to connect the log. Tt is keeping 
the peace by declaring war. I submit, sir, that 
an attempt to coerce recusant States would so- 
lidify the South, and bring upon the plains of 
war, fighting for their section, Kentucky’s sons, 
whose deeds of valor have heretofore been dis- 
layed alone for the honor of the whole nation. 
ko say that no vein of Kentucky would bleed in 
such a war, is to ignore the history of her gallant 
dead in all of the past; for their valor is written 
in blood upon the sands of the northern lakes, 
and traced in fossil records on the arid deserts 
of the far-off South. Her acute ear has always 


agile feet have always been found in the path of 
batle. If war must come, in the vanguard look 
for her troops; and where the fight is fiercest, and 
the missiles deadliest, may be seen the white 
plumes of her chivalrous boys, waving like Ney’s 
amid the legions of France. No army can be 
marched through her borders to invade a sister 
State, without making every plain therein a battle 
field, and every mountain pass a Thermopylæ. 
Other means must be used to save the Union. Can 
they not be found? { hope, I trast, they can. 
Let it not be said of the American people, as was 
recorded of ancient Israel, ‘* The ox knowcth his 
owner, the ass his master’s crib; but Israel doth 
not know; my people doth not consider.” 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. J. HUMPHREY, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 6, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-tliree— X 


Mr. HUMPHREY said: 

Mr. Speaker: The debates of this session of 
Congress present a most extraordinary spectacle 
to the world. We are here in the Capitol of the 
United States. This is the Congress of the United 
States—the great central, controlling department 
of the Federal Government. We constitute the 
popular branch of that Congress, standing nearest 
the people; their immediate Representatives, com- 
missioned by them to exercise for them that sov- 
ereignty which they, in the plenitude of their 
power, have conferred on the Federal Govern- 
ment. And each of us is bound by the most sol- 
emn act which can be performed in this world— 
by that pledge which makes God its witness, and, 
if violated, itsavenger—to maintain the Constitu- 
tion of that Government in our own hearts, by our 
own acts,and against all enemies. And yet, sir, 
it is here, in both Chambers of this Capitol, that 
we have had the strange, sad spectacle of men to 
whose protecting care this Government has been 
committed, who still bore its commissions, and 
had not yet abjured their allegiance, tasking the 
powers of intellects trained in the subtile schools 
of legal casuistry to drain and exhaust, one by 
one, the vital forces of the Constitution; rustling 


their senatorial robes, and jostling each other in | 


their eager and indecent haste to surrender its fran- 
chises, to cripple its powers, and to sully its honor, 


f 
j 
| 
i 
1 


Sir, the question which has been cast upon this 
generation to decide, and which confronts us now, 
is, whether this national Government of ours is 
asplendid delusion or areality—a house of cards, 
to be demolished bya breath, or an enduring 
structure, resting on immovable foundations, like 
the great stones of the Capitol, laid far down 
out of sight, by Cyclopean builders. For one, I 
have lived and expect to die in the latter faith. 
We have not gone on for seventy years exercis- 
ing all the highest functions of a great nation, 
levying war, concluding peace, making treaties, 
borrowing hundreds of millions of dollars, in all 
the markets of the world, to confess at this late 
day thatwe have been animpudent, though till now 
a successful pretender. : 

Mr. Speaker, I regard all other questions as 
utterly insignificant in the presence of this new 
heresy of State supremacy and State secession. 
The moment that principle is acknowledged, our 
whole political system is pronounced a failure, 


| and this great Government, so long the wonder 


of the world for its admirable union of flexibility 
and strength, of individual liberty and national 
power, falls into hopeless ruin. Nothing will 
then remain for us but an immediate choice be- 
tween two inevitable alternatives: to be broken up 
into petty discordant Republics, or to address our- 
selves to the task of organizing a new consolidated 
Government, in which the liberties of the citizen 
or the subject must be subordinated to the power 
and greatness of the State. 

I do not now propose to discuss at length these 
new doctrines. These fatal errors all rest, in my 
judgment, upon false ideas of State sovereignty. 


i| There has been so much loose talking on this 
caught the first note of the tocsin of war, and her | 


subject that it may not be a waste of the time of 
the House to subject it for a few moments to the 
test of historical scrutiny. 

The popular phrase of the day is, that the States 
are about to ‘‘ resume their original sovereignty !”’ 

Sir, I will not stop to ask when it was that such 
a State as Florida, which we first bought with 
our money, and then rendered habitable by vast 
expenditures; which we found a wretched pro- 
vincial dependency of Spain, and, with generous 
bounty, raised to the nameand dignity of a State— 
arank which, to this hour, she could not sustain 
a month, unprotected by a stronger power—every 
man, woman, and child in which has cost this 
Government a round thousand dollars per capita; 
I will not stop to inquire when it was that sucha 
State was ever, in any proper sense of the term, 
an independent sovereignty. 

I turn from those States which now lift their par- 
ricidal hands against the author of their being, 
the time-honored thirteen. Sir, if South Caro- 
lina be now, indced, a sovereign and independ- 
ent State, Itake leave to say that she has enjoyed 
that transcendent dignity and power but two short 
months in all the time since the colonists sent out 
by Ashley Cooper, Earl of Shaftsbury, landed 
upon the banks of the rivers to which his names 
were given. Sir, at what momentof time did South 
Carolina ever stand among the nations of the earth 
as a sovereign State, exercising the supreme pow- 
ers which pertainto that condiuon? When did she 
achieve for herself that independence of which she 
boasts? Nay, sir, that I may not seem to rest this 
argument on any comparison of services in the 
revolutionary struggle, when did even Massachu- 
setts, whose flaming sword shone ever far in the 
front of that struggle; who contributed to it more 
men and munitions of war than all the southern 
States united; when did even Massachusetts de- 
clare, orachieve, or possess a separate independent 
nationality? Gentlemen speak of this Union as if 
thirteen separate States or Republics, each pos- 


sessed of all the attributes of highest sovereignty, į 


long used to the exercise of all supreme powers, 


accustomed to declare war, to conclude peace, to | 
negotiate solemn treaties, and to confer with co- | 


equal potentates through stately embassies, had 
met at Philadelphia in 1787, each represented by 
grave plenipotentiary ambassadors, and there had 


formed a league for certain commercial and mili- |i 


tary purposes, revocable at the will of either of 

the high contracting powers. , 
Mr. Speaker, these thirteen independent nations 

never existed except in the brains of political the- 


orists. He is a superficial student of our consti- | 
: tutional history who does not recognize the idea 


that union long preceded the idea ofindepéndency, 
and that wationaniry had ‘its origin long before 
State sovereignty was dreamed of. The germ of 
our American unity was planted almost as early as 
the first seed-corn was ‘cast into the quick and vir- 
gin bosom of the New World. This'sentiment of 
nationality found its outward expression..at the 
earliest periods, in formal confederacies of the col- 
onies. 

In. 1643, the four New England colonies, Plym+ 
outh, Massachusetts Bay, Hartford, and New. 
Haven, only five years after Davenport set up his 
‘*sevén pillars” in the latter beautiful plain, en> 
tered into a:“ union,” which they styled ‘a firm 
and perfect Icague,” comprised in twelve articles 
of confederation, and. providing for an annual 
‘congress’? of two commissioners from each col- 
ony. Thereis no time in this short hour to trace 
this ever-growing principle of nationality through 
the succeeding century of colonial existence; ‘but 
no fact stands out more clearly than that when, 
at last, the people began to gird themselves for the 
assertion of independence, it was as one nation, 
The first movements looked to united action. ©, 

It was for“ our American liberties” that James 
Otis spoke, with his tongue of fire, in Faneuil 
Hall; while, from out the heart of Virginia, Pat- 
rick Henry thundered back his: denunciations of 
the ‘* Boston port bill.”? On the 6th of June, 1765, 
Otis advised, in the House-of Representatives of 
Boston, the calling of a Congress in New York 
in October following, which, motion was adopted. 
Mark the language of this forerunner of the Rèv- 
olution, whose words seemed sometimes to par- 
take of a prophetic extacy: : 

“ We must have a Union which shall knit and work into 
the very biood and bones of the original system every re- 
gion as fast ay settled.” i 

Sir, the first State to respond was South Caro- 
lina, through Christopher Gadsden; the next was 
Georgia; then followed Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, Delaware, Connecticut, Maryland. The 
Congress met in October, 1765; and it was then 
that Christopher Gadsden uttered the sentiment 
of all hearts: ; . 

“There ought to be no New England man, no New 
Yorker, known on the continent ; but all of us Americans.’ 

Hear again the noble worda of this South Caro- 
linian of the olden time: var ae 

“ Nothing will save us but. acting. together. . The prov- 
ince that endeavors to act separately, must fal} with the 
rest, and be branded besides with everlasting infamy.” ` 

Ten years passed away, and this complete na- 
tional oneness was announced to the world in the 
most solemn act oF union ever proclaimed by 
any people. The Declaration of Independence 
was also a.declaration of indivisible nationality. 
In its own very first words, it was ‘ONE PEOPLE” 
which then assumed their ‘separate and equal 
station among the Powers of the earth,” and, ag 
such, demanded and obtained recognition.’ Read 
the immortal State papers of that revolutionary. 
Congress, which drew forth the fervent praises 
of Chatham and Burke, and see how instinct they 
are with nationality. 

Mr. Speaker, I think a more careful historical 
review than I have time now to make, will vin- 
dicate the truth of the following propositions: 

1. The colonies, prior to’ the Revolution, were 
dependencies of the Crown of Great Britain, owa- 
ing allegiance to it, and asserting no separate soy- 
ereignty. : 

2. During this colonial existence, the people, 
while preserving the separate franchises contained 
in their charters and certain distinct municipal in- 
stitutions, grew naturally togetherinto one nation, 
comprising not a league merely, but an integral 
organization. 

3. When the time came to assert a distinct na- 
tionality, the erection of twelve or thirteen petty 
republics entered into no man’s imagination, but 
the people established the first rudimentary form 
of a national Government. They organized a 
POWER, which they called a Congress, investing 
it with some of the highest prerogatives of sover- 
eignty. 

4. This power, representing the national will, 
declared the colonies to be independent, not of 
each other, but of the Kingdom of Great Britain. 
It levied war, achieved the independence thus 
declared, and concluded peace. 

5. The independence thus achieved was that of 
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‘the United States,” not of any separate State. 
The States were called.sovereign; but the sover- 
eignty of neither was inherent, sclf-derived, nor 
did it ever exist in severalty. It was achieved 
and upheld by the United States, was qualified by 
its relations to that organization which represented 
the whole nation, and was, in an important sense, 
dependent upon the confederated Power to which 
it owed such attributes of sovereignty as it did 
possess. ` 

6. No State, therefore, even under the old Con- 
federation, could in good faith, after the peace, have 
repudiated its connection with the rest, and thus 
have deprived the whole of that national unity 
which all had fought to establish. Thus it was 
properly called a-* perpetual Union.” 

7. The old Congress éxercised the highest at- 
tributes of sovereignty—forming alliances with 
foreign Powers, accrediting embassadors, nego- 
tiating loans, issuing bills of credit, signing and 
confirming treaties, declaring and conducting war, 
and concluding peace. And the citizens of the 
whole country sustained its supremacy, transfer- 
ring, in effect, their allegiance from the Crown of 
Great Britain, in all matters of national concern, 
to this new Government of the United States, as 
an integral political power. ; 

8. Atlast, when the nation outgrew this organ- 
ization, the people formed ‘a new and more per- 
fect Union” under our present Constitution. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Will the gentleman from New 
York yield the floor a moment? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Certainly. 

Mr. KUNKEL. So far as Maryland is con- 
cerned, the gentleman from New York is in error. 
That State declined to ratify and sign the Articles 
of Confederation, and remained out of the Confed- 
eracy Jong after independence was declared. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. True; but during those 
two years Maryland was in no sense independent. 

“The honorable gentleman refers to the Articles of 
Confederation, signed by most of the States in 
1779. ‘These articles did not create the Union, 
They simply defined the powers of the existing 
Union, and made it perpetual. Maryland had for 
years been a member of that Union. Her dele- 
gates satin Congress during the whole of this 
period in which she withheld that formal ratifi- 
cation, and had joined in that most solemn act of 
Union, the Declaration of Independence. I need 
not say how well that noble State performed her 
pai in supporting this united declaration. Sir, 

have a right to speak on this subject, for in the 
city in which I live, in a beautiful wood, now 
happily perpetually reserved for a public park, 
there is a quiet ravine which once resounded with 
the clash of arms. There, sir, in the disastrous 
battle of Long Island, an entire Maryland regi- 
ment, the flower of the youth of that gallant State, 
surrounded by overpowering numbers of British 
and Hessian troops, were literally cut to pieces, 
disdaining to surrender, and fighting to the last 
for the liberties of the United States, upon the 
soil of New York. Sir, I cannot accept a dis- 
claimer which would separate Maryland for a 
single day from that Union in behalf of which 
she offered up this precious sacrifice. 
` Thus, Mr. Speaker, this national germ, shoot- 
ing up at first almost unobserved among those 
other precious growths, liberty, learning, civ- 
ilization, religion, in the earliest spring time of 
our history, growing, by the inward forces of its 
organic life, developing gradually from rudiment- 
ary to more and more perfect forms, striking its 
tenacious roots more deeply into its native earth 
as it wrestled with revolutionary storms, at last 
attained its mature proportions and its full, con- 
summate flower. 

I do not enter upon the argument drawn from 
the language of the Constitution and the declared 
opinions of its framers. That argument was ex- 
hausted thirty years ago, in this Capitol, in those 
great orations which have been rescued by their 
genius and eloquence from the quick mortality 
which waits upon congressional debates, and will 
live so long as the Constitution lives, which we 
fondly hope will be immortal. 

Sir, I do not mean to waste my short hour in 
discussing the right of secession. I designed only 
to suggest how idle it is for States to be solemnly 
“resuming” a sovereignty which they never for 
Bn instant possessed. 


But, sir, it is no longer an issue to be met by 
argument. Six States of this Union have already 
declared their purpose to maintain it by an appeal 
toarms. Othersassertthe same right, and threaten 
to exercise it, unless certain demands are complied 
with. The question, then, which confronts us is: 
shall this right be conceded? Before this issucall 
other questions vanish out of sight. On its de- 
cision the very existence of the Government hangs 
suspended. Questions of slavery and anti-sla- 
very; of territorial occupation; of fugitive slave 


laws and personal liberty bills are all trivial and 


temporary in the comparison of this. They re- 
gard the policy and the administration of the State. 
This touches its life. Compromises, concessions, 
are of small importance now, except as they affect 
this overshadowing issue. When they are pro- 
posed, I have but one question first to ask: will 
their discussion concede this right of secession? 
Ifit may be so construed, then Idare not take one 
step in that direction. What seems to some the un- 
yielding attitude of the Republican party in this 
great crisis, may perhaps find some apology with 
generous minds who appreciate this exigency of 
its position. The distinguished gentleman from 
North Carolina, whose eloquent appeals the other 
day on this floor touched all hearts, referred, re- 
proachfully but kindly, to what seemed to him 
almost indifference on this side of the Chamber. 
Nay, nay, say not thatit is a“ cold icy stoicism ” 
that repels your warm appeals. If we are motion- 
less amid this convulsion, it is not from insensi- 
bility; but because, standing now upon the Con- 
stitution of our fathers, we can find no other solid 

round on which to plant an advancing footstep. 
Believe me, this is no “ sullen silence ” that reigns 
on this side of the Chamber, when you appeal to 
us to offer concession to save the Union. Itisa 
solemn fear that such concessions may prove its 
speedy and complete dismemberment, 

I speak not now of the States which have already 
revolted, which have seized our forts, fired upon our 
vessels, plundered our treasuries, and are in armed 
rebellion, I have yet to sce the first loyal citizen 
who proposes to offer any terms to these men 
till they have returned to their allegiance. True 
men do not negotiate with traitors. Government 
does not compound with treason. But for those 
States which remain loyal, which abide by the 
Constitution and the Union in this hour of peril; 
which falter not in this time of trial, I know not 
what rational demand they would make which I 
could refuse, I know not what generous conces- 
sions which did not involve the surrender of some 
vital principle could be withheld from them. What 
we cannot yield to menace without dishonor, we 
may gracefully offer toa friendly hand. We can- 
not avert secession by compromise, because that 
would be the mostdistinct recognition of secession 
asa right. We cannot purchase allegiance, for 
that would be to admit the right to withhold it. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that I speak the senti- 
ments of the Republican party, when I say that 
so long as we were left free to act with the just 
respect duc to ourselves and to the Government, 
we were inclined to give the most favorable consid- 
eration to every complaint of injury, from what- 
ever quarteritmightcome. To those who sought 
redress within the Union, and under the Consti- 
tution, for rcal or fancied wrongs, we were ever 
ready to listen, and no grievance would be unheard 
or unredressed,. 

It was in this spirit that the committee of thir- 
ty-three entered upon its duties, It was in this 
spirit that I, as a member of that committee, gave 
my Consent toa portion of its measures. But 
since those votes were taken, events more rapid 
than our careful steps have completely changed 
the aspect of the question. With the Gulf States 
it has become simply a question of power; with 
the other slaveholding States, I hope itis still a 
question of loyalty; but with neither, I fear, is it 
longer & question of compromise. This is not the 
time for nicely weighing adjustments and meas- 
uring out reciprocal concessions, Other elements 
have now entered into the problem, and must 
control its solution. 

Mr. Speaker, before we enter upon any plan of 
adjustment of these unhappy controversies, it 
would seem to be most important to be well as- 
sured that the proposed measures will be accepted 
as a complete and satisfactory adjustment. Ef, in 


i 
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the face of those menaces of secession, but pro- 
testing against any recognition of that fatal prin- 
ciple, we should adopt the measures of this com- 
mittee, what encouragement have we to believe 
that they will be satisfactory even to the border 
States? The territorial proposition—the consent 
to admit New Mexico as a State, and thus for- 
ever to extinguish the whole subject of contro- 
versy by disposing of all the territory to which 
a question can attach, the only mode of adjust- 
ment, I fear, which will not compromise the prin- 
ciples on which a great party has just been in- 
trusted with power, and which wili not shock the 
moral sense of more than half the people of the 
Union—this proposition met too little favor, I 
thought, with southern gentlemen in committee, 
and I fear finds less in this House. Two distin- 
guished members—the gentleman from Virginia 
and the gentleman from Tennessec—reject it here 
as they did in committee. If even those gentle- 
men, so patriotic, so devoted to the Union, cannot 
lend to the measure the sanction of their celebrated 
names and wide influence, what can we hope to 
effect by it? 

Sir, I feel sensibly the objections which are 
urged on this side of the House to the adoption of 
this measure, growing out of the present condition 
of this Territory; but after resorting to all means 
of information to which I have had access, [am 
satisfied that these objections have been over- 
stated; and at all events, I am sure that this Ter- 
ritory is in a far better condition for admission 
than Florida was when she was received, and I 
might perhaps extend the parallel to other States. 

Sir, this mode of settling this vexed territorial 
question seems to me to be complete and final in 
itself, and consistent with the honor and dignity 
of all parties and sections. I do not regard it as 
a‘ concession’? or a “compromise,” words to the 
sound of which my friends are so nervously sen- 
sitive. It simply isa mode of removing the cause 
of quarrel. It effectually relieves the Federal Gov- 
ernment from all complicity with slavery. It calls 
for no recognition, extension, or protection of this 
institution. It submits the question to be decided 
at once by the parties to whom, by universal con- 
sent, its final decision is to be referred—the people, 
in the formation of their State constitution. Aside 
from the conceded right of every State to determ- 
ine this question for itself, this right is specially 
pledged to this people by the provisions of the 
organicact of 1850, by the condition of the cession 
of the territory by Texas, by a law which par- 
takes also, in a degree, of the faith of a contract 
and the sacredness of a treaty. Surely, if New 
Mexico were now at our doors, with her constitu- 
tion in her hand, we could not refuse her admis- 
sion, whatever might be the provisions of that 
constitution on the subject of slavery. Nor is it 
now a point to be considered, either by the North 
or by the South, how the people may decide this 
question, If they decide it in favor of freedom— 
as I confidently believe they will do—they will but 
exercise a right which no one denies to them. 
As was well said by the gentleman from Texas, 
nobody now proposes to force slavery upon an 
unwilling people. If the soil and climate are not 
adapted to slavery, and if the people are not friend- 
ly to it, (as after much careful inquiry I feel well 
assured they are not,) the South will submit with- 
out complaint to the inevitable result. 

But, Mr. Speaker, at this critical time I cannot 
agree to present any proposition which is not in- 
vited and accepted in a friendly spirit, which does 
not restore the ancient fraternal feeling, which 
does not settle forever these questions which dis- 
turb our peace, and restore the authority and in- 
sure the perpetuity of the national Government. 
I greatly fear that this is not the time to accom- 
plish these great results. 

Here, again, the doctrine of secession confronts 
us. This must be abandoned, asa first condition; 
for I take it, sir, we do not propose to admit New 
Mexico as a State to-day, to enable her to walk 
coolly off with Texas to-morrow. Two condi- 
tions should attend all measures of conciliation 
intended to remove popular dissensions: 

First, they should reach the true causes of com- 
plaint. I believe, sir, no one supposes that any 
propositions of compromise, which have come 
from any quarter, would propitiate South Caro- 
lina, or perhaps any of the seceded States. To 
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those who have revolted, or propose to revolt, 


because a President has been elected who is not 
their choice, or because the power and patronage 
of the Government is for a time passing into other 
hands, it is idle to offer proposals of concession 
which do not touch the real grievances. This rea- 
son is disowned by some, but not by all who have 
entered upon this revolt. If I do not greatly err, 
I have heard it avowed in this debate by more 
than one member representing a State which has 
not yet abjured her allegiance. I must confess, 
sir, that the votes of many gentlemen in the com- 
mittee upon a resolution introduced by the honor- 
able member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] 
which I find omitted in the printed proceedings, but 
is sufficiently stated in his minority report, that 
these very significant votes produced in my mind 
a painful fear that the committee had wasted its 
time on unimportant issues, while the true causes 
of complaint remained, not only untouched, but 
unavowed, Atallevents, sir, we should certainly 
know, before any action is taken, whether this is 
the governing reason; for if it be, then itis nota 
question of conciliation, but of surrender. There 
is but one mode of completely relieving the con- 
troversy of this element, which no compromise 
can reach. Let the elected President be regularly 
and peacefully inaugurated; and then let us ad- 
dress ourselves to those subjects of difference 
which shall be presented in good faith for adjust- 
ment. 

A second condition which should apply to all 
propositions of conciliation is, that they shall be 
consistent with the honor and the dignity of the 
Government. A majority of the people have just 
elected a Chief Magistrate, and elevated the Re- 
publican party to power. The very existence of 
the Government depends upon the acquiescence 
of the minority in that election and the Inaugura- 
tion of the elected President. No concession can 
be granted as a condition of such assumption of 
power withont the complete dishonor of those who 
yield it, and the utter prostration of the authority 
of the State. The very fear of such a construc- 
tion may prevent propositions in themselves just 
and honorable. What must be refused to menace, 
might be gracefully yielded to loyal request. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I have very 
great doubts whether these grave difficulties can 
be settled by this Congress, I think that the great 
duties of pacificating the country and reinvigorat- 
ing the Government must both be cast upon the 
incoming Administration. I believe it will prove 
itself equal to the delicate and difficult task. It 
will bring to the work harmonious counsels, en- 
ergetic purposes, patriotic impulses, and large 
wisdom. It will act freely, without suspicion of 
fear or consciousness of weakness. It will have 
power which is now everywhere wanted to con- 
centrate and to lead public opinion. It will act 
independently of the petty prejudices of the day, 
for it will move in the domain of history. It may 
have at an early day the aid of a Congress fresh 
from the people, not embittered as we have been 
by two years of intensest conflict. [look forward 
to that Administration with steadfast trust and 
cheerful hope. But thirty days now intervence 
before it assumes the vast responsibilities which 
awaitit, On it will then rest the awful duty of 
saving the Republic from impending ruin. Letus 
hope it may prove equal to the task which we re- 
linquish and worthy of the glory which is denied 
to our distracted counsels. When the authority 
of the Government 19 reéstablished; when order 
is restored; when the tone of the popular mind is 
recovered, then will come the time for new and 
nice adjustments of constitutional guarantees; and 
then let every grievance be redressed in conform- 
ity with dignity and honor, and what is far higher 
than either, the principles of eternal justice. Thus 
and thus only can this great nation be preserved 
in its integrity. Then generosity will not be mis- 
taken for fear, and liberal, mutual concessions will 
strengthen the Government which they might 
now demoralize. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the difficulty of arriving 
now at a practical plan of adjustment has been 
greatly increased by the character of the propo- 
sitions which have been insisted on in the com- 
mittee and in Congress. The most prominent of 
these is that which is commended to the favor of 
the country by the distinguished name it bears— 


the Crittenden proposition. Sir, what is-called 
by many very influential southern gentlemen the 
vital feature of this plan—the provision for future 
acquired territory—has been sufficiently com- 
mented on by the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, when was it ever before suggested 
in the history of the world thata Christian nation 
should incorporate into its fundamental law a 
provision declaring the terms upon which it would 
divide up the territories of neighboring and friend- 
ly States? Sir, when did a great and prosperous 
and happy people ever before break up their own 
Government and rush into civil war in a quarrel 
over the anticipated spoil of foreign provinces not 

etinvaded? hy, sir, the banditti of southern 

taly first plunder the traveler before they fall out 
over the booty. The robber-chiefs of the middle 
ages, the founders of European despotism—Henry 
the Hawker and Rudolph of Hapsburg—first 
overran the weaker provinces around their strong- 
holds before they parceled out their conquests by 
the sword which had won them. 

But, sir, if you strike out this provision, this 
proposition can never have my vote. Never, with 
my consent, shall the Constitution of these United 
States ordain and protect human slavery in any 
Territory. Where it exists by law I will recog- 
nize it, and defend the rights of the master; but 
never, by any act of mine, shall it be extended 
over one acre of free territory. But gentlemen 
say it already exists by the Constitution in all 
the Territories. The gentlemen from Virginia and 
from Tennessee say that this bill, in fact, involves 
a concession from the South to the North, for it 
proposes to exclude the already existing institu- 
tion of slavery from all the vast Territories north 
of latitude 369 30’, and they cite the authority of 
the Dred Scott case. Mr. Speaker, I am not going 
to weary anybody with a discussion of that case. 
What it in fact did or did not decide, is of no mo- 
ment with me. When cited here, in this House, 
as a decision upon a point of constitutional con- 
struction, I simply deny its authority. 

I listened, last evening, with great pleasure, to 
the able and eloquent speech of the honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Moorg,] and I 
was so much delighted with its excellent tone and 

atriotic devotion to the Union that I am unwill- 
ing to take exception to any portion of it. But 
I will venture to say that, if I rightly understood 
his argument in relation to the province and au- 
thority of the Supreme Court, in the construction 
of the Constitution, and the duty of Congress to 
be governed by those decisions, in all cases, I 
differ widely from his conclusions. The result of 
his argument would seem to me to erect this tri- 
bunal into anarbitrary and absolute political coun- 
cil, holding office for life, without responsibilit 
to the people; with power to change the Consti- 
tution at will, and to issue its decrees like the 
rescripts of an cmperor. 

Mr. SIMMS. My colleague is not in his seat; 
and it is but just for me to say that the gentleman 
does not state his position correctly. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. This heresy is not, by 
any means, peculiar to the gentleman’s colleague. 
I do not confine it to him. It formed an import- 
ant part of his speech. 

Mr. SIMMS. I ask that the gentleman will 
allow me for a single moment. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. With pleasure, if it is 
not to be taken out of my time. 

Several Members. It will be 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Then I cannot yield. The 
gentleman must excuse me. I have much more 
to say than I have time to say it in. 

Mr. SIMMS, Well, sir, the gentleman mis- 
represents the position of my colleague. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I listened to the speech 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, last night, with 
very great attention, and Ido not intend to mis- 
represent him. I shall not again refer to him, as 
he is not present, but will comment on this doc- 
trine—not anew one here—which would regulate 
the action of this Government by the decisions of 
the Supreme Court, a moment further. 

Sir, I desire to speak with great respect of that 
venerable court. The habits and studies of my 
life have taught me to defer to the authority of 
the judges. Í recognize the great power which the 
Constitution has conferred upon them. I yield 
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to their absolute authority over. individuals who 
arë rightfully before them for judgment; but their 
power, supreme as it is, is limited-to the parties 
and the case. .Itcan reach no further. The.prin=. 
ciple involved may be overruled by themselves,. 
or their successors, and. it may be reéxamined 
when it touches the meaning of the Constitution. | 
by every other department of the Government. It 
is not of very great importance in itself what polit- 
ical opinions these very learned gentlemen may 
choose to form and express; but the question as 
to the power and extent of the authority which, 
these opinions carry with them, has become one 
of the vitalissues of the day. If this wide-reach-- 
ing jurisdiction over the whole sweep of public. 
affairs shall be acknowledged by the people, as. 
it seems to have been by some statesmen, then 
the people will have found a master; for the power. 
to change the fundamental law ofa nation at will 
is equally supreme and despotic, whether placed 
in the hands ofa single emperor at Paris, a council 
of ten in Venice, or a court of nine in Washington. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to no one in my respect 
for that court, when acting in its appropriate 
sphere. I recognize on that bench judges of great 
learning and worth. As a citizen, ora litigant, I 
am obliged to submit to their judgment in all cases 
to which I am a party, within their jurisdiction. 
Asa lawyer pleading at their bar, Í bow to the, 
authority of their adjudged cases; but as alegis- 
lator, when the construction of that great:charter, 
from which we both alike derive all our: power, 
and which we are equally bound to maintain, is 
involved, as a member òf a codrdinate and at least 
an equal branch of the common Government, their 
opinions with me, like those of all others, must 
stand or fall by their rendered reasons. Sir, I have, 
an abiding faith that the people will never submit, 
nor allow their Representatives to submit, to any 
such doctrine of final and infallible authority; that 
they will never suffer this Constitution of theirs 
to be overlaid and smothered with legal prece- 
dents; will never permit its fair page to be serib- 
bled over with the glosses of old lawyers, like a 
palimpsest, in which some grand and simple old 
classic is obliterated by the black-letter subtilties 
of a chapter of chattering monks. : 

I conclude, at al} events, the principle of res ad- 
judicata does not govern here. We at least can 
so farsink the technics of the lawyer as to banish, 
from this House the conventional notion that the 
last adjudication is therefore the best, Sir, if we 
are indeed to accept the opinions of the Supreme 
Court as absolute authority to control our votes 
here, I for one should prefer to choose the master 
by whose words I amto swear. I would go back 
to other days—to the Thompsons, the Wash- 
ingtons, the Storys, and above all, to the great 
Chief Justice. Sir, when I compare the constitu- 
tional judgments of thatillustrious jurist, who for 
so many years shed upon that tribunal the illu-, 
minations of his great mind, with the decisions of 
some more recent judges, in a late most celebrated 
case, lam almost tempted to exclaim with Cicero, 
when he compared the Sophists and Sciolists of 
his day with his own great master in philosophy, 
Malo errare, mehercle, cum PLATONE quam cum istis 
vera sentire. 

Recovering from this digression, 1 find my.inex- 
orable hour will not permit me to remark, as I had 
intended, in detail, on the other propositions of 
this report. J proceed to another topic. : 

Mr. Speaker, the fashionable phrase of the day. 
now is reconstruction. Gentlemen speak. with a 
coolness, which ought in these timesto be refresh- 
ing, of violently breaking up thisgreat Government 
for the purpose ofreconstructing a better out of its 
shattered fragments. Sir, inmyjudgmentthere can 
beno more fatal delusion than this. Once make the 
separation complete, and you make it final. If the 
spirit of patriotism is so far extinct, if the ancient 
fraternal feeling has so utterly dicd out, that we 
are ready to, overturn ghis structure, where and 
when shall we look for such a revival of both as 
shall suffice for its rebuilding? Sir, if this Union 
were but an alliance, a league, a partnership, or 
whatever other epithet of dishonor you choose to 
apply to express the lowest form of contract, such 
a reconstruction would be impossible; for it could 
not take place without war, immediate or proxi- 
mate. When once kindred States have been torn 
| asunder, and their borders have become battle- 
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fields, and their dissevered and bleeding edges 
have been cauterized by the fires of war, what 
skillful surgery, what sweet medicaments of na- 
ture, what healing influences of time, can ever 
reunite them ? 

But, sir, political institutions are not lifeless 
masses, to be shaped and matched and glued to- 
gether at will by ingeniousartisans. Great States 
are not dead, geometrical forms, to be arranged 
and. rearranged into a hundred curious shapes, 

‘Vike a Chinése puzzle. They are vital organiza- 
tions, which determine their forms, not by exter- 
nal forces, but by the principle of life within them. 
This ‘national Government, as I think I have 
shown, is the growth of more than two centuries. 
It strikes its roots far back into the earliest colo- 
nial settlements; and when you can reconstruct 
the oak which you have hewn limb from limb, 
you may reunite and revivify the torn and dis- 
membered body of the Republic. 

But, sir, this is not all. This ideal reconstruc- 
tion is rendered forever impossible by the very 
act of dismemberment. Once establish the right 
of secession, and you not only destroy this Union, 
but you destroy the living principle itself, with- 
out which no Union can exist. Be assured that 
the States which remain loyal to this Constitution 
will never become parties to atrumpery compact, 
which can be dissolved in secret session, by a 
packed convention of a single State. Whatever 
States shall tear themselves away by revolution- 
ary violence must return, if they return at all, 
with the recantation of this heresy on their lips, 
and submissive to the true theory of the Consti- 
tution. ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, the preservation of the peace, of 
the complete integrity, nay, even of the existence 
of this nation, is not the greatest trust that is now 
commilted to this generation of men. War, civil 
war, is a calamity which no description can ex- 
aggerate; the dismemberment of a nation is a dire 
catastrophe: the extinction of a mighty empire is 
one of those grand, sad tragedies which move 
with sceptered pall at long intervals before the 
eye of the world; but all these are not the utmost 
ills that can befall the race. Far more fatal to 
civilization and to humanity may be the extine- 
tion of a system of government which unites the 
utmost capacity of national power and renown 
and the most perfect protection of social order, 
with the highest degree of individual liberty. He 
who takes the life of a just man commits a crime 
which he may expiate with his own. He who 
conspires against the life of a nation, commits a 
crime which history strives in vain adequately to 
punish with immortal infamy. But what lan- 
guage shall measure the treason of him who strikes 


at the life ofa vital principle of free government, | 


which it has cost thousands ofjives to establish, 
and in which the hopes and happiness of millions 
of others are involved? 

Mr. Speaker, what, after all, remains for us but 
to stand to the last by this Government of our 
fathers? The State of New York has already 
spoketi in ho uncertain tone. Seated between the 
ocean and the great Mediterrancan lakes, with her 
imperial city by her side; one fourth larger in pop- 
ulation, and far, far greater in all the resources of 
military power, than were the thirteen States at 
the period of the Revolution, she can play her 
part, thank God, in any drama that remains to be 
enacted on this continent, But she has taken her 
position, She will stand by this Constitution 
with whatsoever other States, be they many or be 
they few, shall choose to stand around her. 

Mr. Speaker, whatever may be the fate of se- 
ceding States, this Government will not be de- 
stroyed. Nay, it will not be permanently weak- 
ened by this convulsion. It will, for centuries 
yet to come, be the commanding Power on this 
continent of North America; and to it all other 
Powers will be subordinate. A great maritime 
nation, it must hold all th@keys of the continent. 
Her Navy will command all the seas which wash 
its shores. Weaker vations, if any there be, must 
submit to her occupation of such pests as her mil- 
itary necessities require. She may not compel an 
unwilling people to share her power; but she will 
never permitthat power to bein the least impaired. 
Her boundaries—ay, sir, her boundaries, will be 
determined wholly by considerations of military 
defense. Whatever is essential to her national 


greatness she will retain. She will keep open all 
the pathways of commerce from every sea to the 
far interior. She will unite both oceans with her 
iron roads; and she will advance with equal steps 
in her career of empire. When the first moments 
of incredulous surprise shall have passed, and she 
shall have performed her first duty of reoccupy- 
ing the fortresses which have been seized by in- 
surgents, and shall have vindicated the insulted 
majesty of the law, then it will be for her to determ- 
ine whether she will maintain her jurisdiction over 
revolted States, or, with dignity and honor, by some 
proper constitutional method, sanction their with- 
drawal. Ifthe latter more probable event should 
occur, whatever new government shall thus be set 
up on this western continent must accept the rel- 
ative position to which its relative strength may 
entitle it. 

Ifa portion of these States propose to inaugu- 
rate a newand great experiment upon this conti- 
nent, in the establishment of two confederacies, 
lying side by side, the one based upon free labor, 
and the other upon chattel slavery, to run the race 
of greatness for a hundred years, 1, formy children 
and children’s children, will accept the issue. One 
of these Powers will be dominant, and the other 
will at last exist, as some of the petty States of 
Europe exist, more by permission than by any 
inherent strength. Which this dominant Power 
will be, I care not now tosay; but I am willing to 
abide the trial. It is safe to say that it will be 
that one which combines most of the clements 
which in these timesgo to make upa great nation. 
lt will be that one which rests, not upon one form 
of industry only, but upon the infinite diversity 
of pursuits which compose our modern civiliza- 
tion. It will be that one in which shall flourish 
most, agriculture in its best methods; manufac- 
tures in their endless variety of fabrics; the me- 
chanic arts in their countless forms; commerce 
vexing every sea; science, literature, inventions 
superseding human labor; all the nobler arts; in- 
stitutions of learning of every grade; universal 
education; all that sustains and adorns life, all 
that enters into the structure of that grandest of 
human creations—if itbe not rather adivine work 
—a mighty State. 

I, for one, accept the position which the irre- 
pealable ordinances of nature shall decree for the 
State in which my fortunes are cast. If war shall 
come, as it will come—though 1 cannot contem- 
plate it with indifference—I abide its result with 
profound tranquillity. For the world willbe taught 
again the old lesson, that national strength re- 
poses in the homes of free labor; that it springs 
up from the farm and out of the work-shop. And 
they who provoke the trial will find that a great 
English statesman said most truly, “nosword is 
sharper than that which is forged from the plow- 
share; no spear more deadly than that which is 
beaten from the pruning-hook.’’ 

And, sir, the most precious of all earthly pos- 
sessions, constitutional Republican liberty, is still 
secure. It willremain committed to the guardian- 
ship of a people equal to the sacred trust, and able 
to defend it against a world in arms. We have 
already had foreshadowed the ereetion, upon these 


| shores, of Governments ‘ strongly military”? in 


their character; and, sir, whatever provincial oli- 
garchies, whatever petty or powerfal despotisms 
may arise on our borders, the Republic of the 
United States of America will ever be as it has 
ever been, the champion of the liberties of the 
WHOLE PEOPLE. Whocver else may prove recre- 
ant, we can never give up that precious inheritance 


which our fathers brought with them to this con- į 


tinent and transmitted to us in yet more abundant 
measure. Not by our apostacy shall these ines- 
timable rights of the people be betrayed and lost, 


only to be recovered after other centuries of heroic | 


struggle and endurance,—when other Elliots and 
Martens have perished in prison; when other 
Miltons have grown blind, while their studious 
lamps “ outwatched the bear;’’ when other Hamp- 
dens have fallen on the bloody ficld; when other 
Russels have written and pleaded and suffered; 
when other Sydneys have spent the long night in 
solving the great problems of human liberty, and 
then, when the morning came, have gone calmly 
out to seal the written page with their blood. 
Thisbirthrightshall never be surrendered by us. 
It has been won on too many fields of stricken 


| 
i 
| 
t 
| 
| 
I 
! 
i 


I 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 


j and emphatically indorsed by the people. 


battle; it has been vindicated in too many tri- 
umphant debates. To secure it, too many noble 
victims have bowed their serene brows to the 
block; too many martyrs have lifted up unshaking 
hands in the fire. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. C. A. TRIMBLE, 
OF OHIO, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 5, 1861. 


The House having under cousideration the report from 
the select committec of thirty-three— 


Mr. TRIMBLE said: 

Mr. Speaker: I have listened to the debate on 
the propositions of the committee of thirty-three 
with all the interest which the vastness of the sub- 
ject inspires; and only now participate in the dis- 
cussion from a consciousness that every Repre- 
sentative, ina juncture so critical, should vindicate 
his acts to his constituents. : 

Representing a district which borders on Vir- 
ginia and Kentucky for more than one hundred 
miles, with a large proportion of its population 
coming originally from those States, and having 
extensive business connections with all the south- 
ern States of the Ohio and Mississippi valleys, I 
can but fecl a deep interest in any event that would 
disturb our present social and business relations. 
I have, too,a personal interest in this matter; and 
am bound by ties of consanguinity and friendship 
to nearly every border slave State of the Union. 
The sympathy of a common origin, and the in- 
heritance of acommon country, have made us one 
people; and the ties that bind us cannot be rup- 
tured for slight and trivial causes. We all pro- 
fess a love for the Union. Its countless blessings 
have fallen alike upon the people of all the States. 
Under its broad shield all have shared in a pros- 
perity unexampled in the history of the world. 
Our peace at home and proud distinction abroad 
are the fruits of union, not the result of separate 
State existence. The Government of the Union— 
though imperfect, as all human governments are— 
has yet given greater security, and more uniform 
protection, to the rights of the people in all the 
States, than were ever before enjoyed under any 
Government instituted by man. 

Why, then, shall this beautiful fabric of Gov- 
ernment, erected by the hands of our patriot 
fathers, and cemented with their blood, be ‘rent 
from turret to foundation stone??? Why sever the 
ties of kindred, of interest, of a common fame, 
and of future renown, and plunge a land almost 
literally owing with milk and honey, into a fratri- 
cidal war? Ours is not a despotism, but a Gov- 
ernmentof the people. It was made by the people, 
and for the people. Bad men may, for atime, 
gain and use its powers for base purposes; yet the 
people hold its destinies in their own hands; they 
are the last tribunal of resort, and to their judg- 
ment must be brought all questions involving the 
integrity of their country, and the peace of their 
homes. And because it is so, I hope and believe 
that our glorious Confederacy, threatened even as 
it now is, will still be preserved in its unity; and 
that harmony and good brotherhood will again 
bless the land. But, sir, what are the causes that 
are urged to justify the sacrilegious work of de- 
stroying the Government? 

For the first time in our history, an attempt is 
made to resist the will of the people, when fairly 
expressed in compliance with all the forms of the 
Constitution. Mr. Lincoln was chosen President 
for four years, on the 6th of November last. No 
fault is found with his character or ability. No 
one denies that his political opinions were clearly 
set forth by himsclf, fully discussed by his friends, 
But 
those who nominated Mr. Breckinridge, and with 
great earnestness ‘and industry, supported him, 


i having failed in the election, now declare that Mr. 


Lincoln shall not be inaugurated, or if he should 
be, that his rule shall be over a dismembered Con- 
federacy. These men, having succeeded hereto- 
fore in exciting the prejudices and inflaming the 
passions of the southern people against their breth- 
ren of the North, by the grossest misrepresenta~ 
tions of their principles and purposes, found little 
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difficulty in inciting a rebellion which would make 
good their threais. Six States have already se- 
ceded from the Confederacy—not peacefully, but 
violently. Nearly all of the forts, arsenals, dock- 
yards, arms, ammunition, and other property of 
the Government within their limits, have been 
seized. Armies are raised; troops are marching 
to the assault of the only posts still held by the 
United States; a vessel of the Government, with 
the stars and stripes unfurled, whilst carrying re- 
lief to the gallant Major Anderson at Fort Sum- 
ter, is fired into; the Federal courts are dissolved; 
the revenues seized; and every step taken which 
can mark a state of revolution and war. 

Thus far have these desperate and desperately 
wicked men proceeded in the execution of their 
threat to tear down the fairest temple of liberty 
the world has ever seen. ‘The work of destruc- 
tion will go on, unless the power of the Govern- 
ment, and that greater power, the voice of the peo- 
ple, is exerted to arrest it. 

The Government has made no attack upona 
single right of these men, or of the States which 
they have instigated to rebellion. They, them- 
selves, boast that the South has controlled the 
Government for fifty years. In all of its depart- 
ments, for the last eight years, they have ruled 
supreme. And even now, they cannot complain 
of any want of sympathy in its Executive for 
their treason. No specification of wrongs has 
been presented, although there has been no lack 
of invective for the purpose of deceiving their 
people. In fact, southern men who deny the 
justice of the Government towards their section 
and its institutions, simply reproach themselves 
with infidelity to their own rights and their own 
Interests. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been alleged that the per- 
sonal liberty bills, so called, of some of the north- 
ern States area sufficient cause for a disruption of 
the Union. Some of these laws were enacted prior 
to the passage of the fugitive slave act of 1850; 
and all of them, I believe, have been in existence 
during at least two Democratic Administrations. 
Why were they never discovered to be a cause 
for the dissolution of the Union until now? Their 
ostensible object is to prevent kidnapping; but 


our southern brethren allege thatthey are intended | 


to interfere with their constitutional right of re- 
claiming their fugitive slaves. It so happens, how- 
ever, that the States enacting such laws are neither 
troubled with fugitives nor kidnappers, and those 
complaining most against them are States from 
which few or no slaves escape. While L have no 
sympathy with the spirit which prompts to resist- 
ance of any Federal law, I must think that undue 
importance is given to these personal liberty acts. 
If any of them do conflict with the constitutional 
rights of slaveholders, to that extent they are void; 
and it is the fault of those complaining of them 
that they have never tested their constitutionality 
inthe proper courts. Itought to be remembered, 
Mr. Speaker, (and I was glad that the vencrable 
Senator from Rhode Island brought the subject to 
the notice of the Senate,) that the first personal 
liberty bill of Massachusetts, the State against 
which Democratic stump orators in the free States, 
and disunion Democrats in the South, hurl their 
bitterest anathemas, was first introduced and 
passed, in 1842, by a Democratic Legislature, and 
approved by a Democratic Governor. And fur- 
ther, that this Governor was nominated three years 
afterwards by a Democratic President to the best 

` office in New England, (collector at Boston,) and 
every Democrat then in the Senate of the United 
States voted for his confirmation. Ithink, sir, we 
shall find that other evils complained of havea 
similar origin. 

A change of northern sentiment, as indicated by 
the rapid growth of the Republican party, has 
excited apprehension that this party may, in the 
future, use its power to hem in slavery, and even 
to interfere with it in the States, and is made a 
cause of secession. Frivolous and false as such 
pretexts are, they have been used both North and 
South to awaken fear and arouse sectional ani- 
mosity. Who does not know that the Constitu- 
tion protects slavery in the States where itexists 
“t under the laws thereof.” The protection is am- 
ple and complete as that of any right of the citi- 
zen. No party or power, under any circum- 
stances, (except just such as secessionists are now 
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inaugurating,) could interfere with it. Mr. Lin- 
coln has no more power, as the Executive of the 
nation, over this matter than any other citizen. 
His political friends are in the minority in both 
Houses of Congress, and have neither the ineli- 
nation nor the power to interfere with it. 

Possessing now the best portion of the Ameri- 
can continent, in richness of soil, salubrity of 
climate, variety and value of products, unsurpassed 
by any partof the globe, these wild and crazy 
men stretch out their arms to grasp not alone the 
barren plains of our own country, but the lands of 
our weak and helpless neighbors. The passion 
for expansion is caused less by a desire for an en- 
larged area for slavery than for an extension of 
political power. 

The free States have a population of eleven per- 
sons to the square mile, while the slave States 
have but nine, showing that the North needs ex- 
pansion more than the South. There are now 
four million slavesin the slave States; and, accord- 
ing to the estimates presented to this House by 
my colleague, [Mr. Corwin,] it will require sixty 
million to cultivate the cotton lands alone in these 
States. 
away before that period can arrive in the South 
when the declaration we so often hear, ‘we must 
expand or dic,” will be at all appropriate. 

The sentiment of the northern people on the 
subject of slavery has undergone no change, and 
cannot, therefore, be made a pretext for secession. 
While “they have never proposed or desired to 
interfere with it in the States where it exists,” 
they have always been opposed to it, always be- 
lieved it to be an evil, and have ever resisted its 
extension. Any man reared in the free States, 
who professes to love the institution and to advo- 
cate its expansion, is regarded in the South with 
suspicion, and his honesty doubted. Inthe North 
we know him to be a political demagogue. 

What has been the history of this subject of 
slavery? Ofthe original thirteen States composing 
the Confederacy, twelve were slaveholding. That 
it was regarded as an evil, cannot be doubted. 
One of the complaints against the mother country 
was, thatshe had forced itupon the coloniesagainst 
their will. With zeal and determined purpose, 
the great and good men who achieved our inde- 
pendence and framed our admirable Constitution 
and system of Government, labored for its extine- 
tion. Most prominent among those who sought 
the removal of the evil, were the patriots and states- 
men of Virginia. They desired to give to the world 
a practical demonstration of the principles which 
they had embodied in their Declaration of Inde- 
In conformity with this wish, and the 
sentiment of the country, the ordinance of 1787 
was passed, which prohibited slavery in all the 
territory then belonging to the Government. It 
was permitted in the territory from which the 
States of Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and 
Mississippi were formed, because, either by agree- 
ment or express provision in the acts of cession, 
Congress was prohibited from interfering with 
the institution. State necessity required that the 
mouth of the Mississippi should be controlled by 
this Government. To secure this, the Territory 
of Louisiana, in which slavery already existed, 
was purchased of France for $15,000,000. State 
necessity demanded the possession of Florida, 
where slavery also existed; and it too was pur- 
chased of Spain in 1819, for $5,000,000, and has 
since cost us more than $50,000,000 to reclaim it 
from the Indians. Louisiana was admitted as a 
slave State in 1812; but when Missouri, in 1818, 
applied for admission, a part of thg Representa- 
tives from the southern States, and nearly all 
from the northern States, resisted her application. 

Up to this time, slavery had existed by law in 
all the territory the General Government had ever 
acquired, at the time of its acquisition. The 
Northwestern Territory, at the time it was ceded 
by Virginia, was, in law, slave territory—if we 
admit that Virginia had a valid title to it—although 
slavery did not exist there in fact, because it was 
uninhabited. Up to this time, also, it had been 
the policy of the Government to permit slavery 
to remain in territory where itcxisted in fact, but 
to exclude it from uninhabited country where it 
had no existence in fact. But now, on the appli- 
cation of Missouri to come into the Union asa 
slave State, the first serious attempt was made to 


More. than a hundred years must pass. 


enforce the ultimate abolition of. slavery in-terri-- 
tory where italready had an actual existence, and: 
to prohibit its further introduction therein. ‘The. 
contest assumed a sectional aspect; and so fierce 
was the strife in Congréss and throughout: the 

country, as to threaten the safety of the Union,” 
When the bill to authorize the people of Missouri . 
to form a constitution and State government came 

up in the House of Representatives on the 13th. 
of February, 1819, the following amendment. was. 
offered: ee ee oe 

“find provided also, That the farther. introduction. of 
slavery or involuntary servitude be prohibited, except for 
the punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall be duly 
convicted, and that all children of slaves bora within said 
State after the admission thereof into the Union, shall be 
free, but may be held to service until the age of twenty-five. - 
years.”? È 5 ` i 

On thisamendment the vote was—yeag 87, nays 
76. Of the eighty-seven yeas, all were from the, 
free States but one. Of the seventy-six nays,, 
sixty-six were from slave States, and ten from 
free States. In the Senate this amendment was 
lost; but, on the final vote in that. body for the 
admission of. Missouri without restriction as to. 
slavery, the vote was—yeas 23, nays 21. Of the, 
yeas, twenty were from slave States, and three 
from free States. Of the nays, nineteen were from 
free States, and two from Delaware, a slave State. 
Among the nays I find the ame of my paternal, 
uncle, Colonel William Trimble, who then rep- 
resented Ohio, the State.of his adoption, in the: 
United States Senate. Though reared ina slave. 
State, aud an inheritor of slaves, he had imbibed 
the sentiments of a large minority of the people of 
the then border slave States, and in all this strug- 
gle, vindicated his convictions by voting against 
the further extension of this evil. Some of those 
who approved his votes then, would, I fear, de- 
nounce him as an Abolitionist now. During the 
three years of this Missouri contest, the. votes. 
of northern men exhibit great unanimity, both 
against the admission of Missouri with slavery 
and the organization of Kansas as a slave Terri- 
tory. 

These facts, Mr. Speaker, show that public sen- 
timent at the North, in opposition to slavery, has 
not progressed since 1820. It then manifested 
itself against the continuance of slavery in terri- 
tory where it already had an actual existence. It 
now manifests itself only in opposition to the ex- 
tension of slavery into free territory, where it has 
no existence in law or in fact. In other words, 
it manifests itself now in precisely the same phase 
that it manifested itself, in the South as well as 
the North, at the time of the formation of the 
Government, when both sections concurred in 
excluding slavery from the great Northwestern 
Territory. i 

'The Missouri controversy was practically and 
wisely settled, in 1820, by the admission of Mis- 
souri without restriction, and the establishment 
of the parallel of 36930’ asa dividing line through 
our then territorial possessions; north of which 
slavery was prohibited ,and south of which it was, 
by implication, allowed. The South then claimed 
this compromise as a triumph. The North has 
ever since cheerfully yielded to them the fruits of 
that triumph, and cordially acquiesced in a com- 
promise reluctantly entered into on their part. If 
it had been permitted to stand; if it had not been 
wickedly abrogated, at the instance of bad’ and 
wicked men, the difficulties which now afflict our 
country, and threaten us with the horrors of civil 
war, would never have been visited upon us.. If 
the reénactment of that compromise, precisely as 
our fathers made it, and the extension of that line 
through all our present territory, would restore 
peace and harmony to a distracted country, the 
North, I believe, would again acquiesce in such a 
settlement. But, Mr. Speaker, those gentlemen 
on this floor who claim to be Whigs—Clay Whigs 
—whose party existence has been preserved by 
denunciations of Democratic corruptions and the 
repeal of this “ time-honored compromise’ 
will not now either offer or accept this measure 
of peace. i 

Mr. Speaker, from this first serious controversy 
on the subject of slavery, so amicably adjusted, 
to this, which, I trust in God, may be the last, 


: the people of the North have occupied the same 


position of opposition to its extension. Look 
through all the legislation of the country, on the 
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annexation of Texas, the Wilmot proviso contest, 
and that growing out of our Mexican acquisitions, 
which resulted in the compromise of 1850; and, 
with but few exceptions, northern Representatives 
of all parties have exhibited a uniform opposition 
to the spread of slavery. ‘This sentiment, I say 
again, has not changed, unlessin this regard—that 
it is less exacting now than it was in 1820. If 
the South ever had any reason to apprehend dan- 
ger to its institutions from this cause, it has less 
now than it had then. Itis not, therefore, good 
cause for secession. 

Mr. Speaker, the most serious ground of com- 
plaint on the part of our southern brethren is, that 
they are denied ‘ equal rights in the Territories.” 
Is this well founded? Are not the Territories open 
alike to the citizens of the slave and the free States? 


Every one of the six million non-slaveholders in 
the slave States kas the same rights in any Ter- 


ritory which you or I possess—no more, no less; 
and even the four hundred thousand slaveholders 
have the full benefit of the Dred Scott decision, 
unreversed and unaffected by any subsequent 
legislation. What more do they want? 

Have they not carried their slavesinto Kansas 
and Nebraska and New Mexico? The Govern- 
ment has not excluded them; Congress has not 
excluded them. True, the people of Kansas pre- 
ferred freedom to slavery; and after along and 
bloody contest have adopted a free-State consti- 
tution and been admitted into the Union. Ne- 
braska, as was her right, has, through her Legis- ; 
lature, followed the example of Kansas, while 
New Mexico has established slavery and passed 
laws for its protection. Where is the Territory 
from which the South has been excluded? There 
is none; and all the denunciations of disunionists 
and the lamentations of their northern sympa- 
thizers amount to just nothing at all. New Mex- 
ico was organized in 1850, under the compromise 
bill of that year, and has been open to emigration 
from the South for ten years. No obstacles have | 
been interposed; and yet the southern people have 
not found the inducements sufficient to transfer 
their slaves from the cotton and sugar plantations 
to the barren plains of this Territory. In ten 
years only about twenty have reached there, and 
In ten more this number is more likely to be 
diminished than increased, 

Mr. Speaker, the simple, plain facts in regard 
to the Territories are, that in 1850 New Mexico 
and Utah were organized without restrictions as 
to slavery, the question being left with the people 
to determine for themselves. Democrats in Con- 
gress from both the South and North voted for 
this law; and the party indorsed it in the conven- 
tion which nominated Mr, Pierce in 1852. In 1854 
the Democratic party in Congress repealed the Mis- 
souri compromise of 1820, which had excluded 
slavery from all territory north of 360 30, and 
organized the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska 
under the principle of squatter sovereignty. 

The object of this legislation was said to be 
the removal of the slavery question from Con- 

ress. The country now understands it to have 

een the introduction of slavery into Territorics 
from which it had been excluded by the compro- 
mise of 1820 Now, sir, under Democratic law, 
slavery has been carried into all these Territories; 
under Democratic law, the people in Kansas and 
Nebraska have chosen free institutions, and in 
New Mexico slave institutions. These Dem- 
ocratic Jaws are now on the statute-books, un- 
changed. The status of all the 'Perritories is set- 
tled; and if the South has been deprived of any 
of her rights, it is no fault of the North, for the 
South has made the laws and had their execution 
in her own hands. All this outcry, therefore, 
about the North depriving the South of equal 
rights in the Territories, is a miserable sham, suc- | 
cessfully used by northern demagogues and south- 
ern secessionists in producing strife and discord. | 

It now remains to be seen whether the sober 
second thought of the people of this great and 
prosperous country will deem these causes suffi- 
cient to justify the dismemberment of their Gov- 
ernment, and the inauguration of the deadly strife 
of war. 

Mr. Speaker, propositions have been presented 
to Congress and the country, by the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crivtenpden,]as a 
panacea for the great evil of secession My sup- 


| acquired the requisite population, they may be ad- 


portofthem has been requested by a portion of my 
constituents; and I wish to state some of the rea- 
sons which will compel me to decline the request. 
It is greatly to be regretted that such propositions 
should have been introduced by sucha man. Hon- 
ored aud revered as is his name in all the middle 
and western States, anything emanating from him 
in atime of peril to the Union would be received 
with favor, and without scrutiny. Inthisinstance, 
thousands of intelligent men, everywhere, sup- 
posed that he had merely proposed the restora- 
tion of the old Missouri compromise, and, without 
examination, gave their approval. Itis now ap- 
parent that the great name of this venerable pa- 
triot was used to give weight to the devicesof other 
men. It would be unjust to him to suppose that 
his better judgment, uninfluenced by fear for his- 
country, could have approved a scheme so hope- 
lessly impracticable. ‘The emergency which called 
it forth is now upon us; but before it can be made 
available, it must receive the sanction of two 
thirds of both [Houses of Congress, and the vote 
of three fourths of the States. This requires time. 
Before California and Oregon could be reached 
and heard from, the hour would have arrived and 
passed at which we are told the Union is to be dis- 
solved, unless these measures are adopted. But, 
sir, if there was time for this action of the States, 
their extraordinary character would insure their 
rejection, and thus increase the evil they were 
proposed to remedy. | 

What are these propositions? They consistof | 
six amendments of the Constitution and four de- 
claratory resolutions. I shall only notice those to 
which F have the most serious objection. 

The first proposes to divide the Territories of 
the United States, “now held or hereafter ac- 
quired,” between slavery and freedom, by a geo- 
graphical line of 36030". All north of the line to be 
free; but “in all the territory south of the line, 
now held or hereafler acquired, slavery of the Afri- 
can race is hereby recognized as existing, and shall 
not be interfered with by Congress, but shall be pro- 
tected as property by all the departments of the territo- 
rial government during ils continuance.” When the 
Territories either north or south of the line have 


mitted into the Union, with or without slavery, 
ag their constitution may provide. 

I object to this proposition, first, because I am 
satisfied with our Constitution as it is—just as our 
fathers made it. We have lived under it and 
prospered for eighty years. JEvery right of the 
States, and of the citizens of such States, has been 
protected, and no necessity has yet arisen, as I be- 
lieve, to demand a change. I object to it because 
it undertakes prospectively to establish slavery 
in foreign countries—in territory which we do not 
own, and have no right to assume that we ever 
shall own. Jt is to be held out as a bribe to ma- 
rauders and fillibusters, who would involve us in 
wars of conquestagainst all the weak neighboring 
States whose lands might be adapted to slavery. 
I object again, because it “ recognizes’ or estab- 
lishes and protects slavery in free territory, and 
against the will and wishes of the people. 

l object again, because it virtually excludes my 
constituents, and all other men who prefer free- 
dom to slavery, from all the Territories that may 
hereafter be acquired south of 360 30’, except at 
the hazard of a long, and it might be, a bloody 
contest, such as disgraced our annals in Kansas. 

T object again, because it is in violation of the 
principles of all free government; and lastly, sir, 
because it damands a sacrifice of my convictions 
of right, and of my principles, inherited from a 
Virginia ancestry, and strengthened by the teach- 
ings of southern statesmen. | believe slavery to 
be an evil; and I believe it more firmly now than 
ever before. I believe, too, that it is a local insti- 
tution, and wholly dependent upon local law for 
its maintenance. I cannot, then, consent to pro- 
vide by constitutional amendment for its nation- 
alization, and for the acquisition of territory into 
which this evil is to be extended and perpetuated. 
{ stand, sir, where Mr. Clay stood in 1850, when 
he declared : 

e And now, sir, coming from a slave State, as I do, Lowe 
it to myself, I owe it to truth, I owe it to the subject, to 
state that no earthly power could induce me to vote for a 
specific measure for the introduction of slavery where it 
had not before existed, either south or north of that line. | 
Coming, ac I do, from a slave State, it is my solemn, delib- i 


erate, and well-matured determination that no power—no 
earthly power~shall compel me to vote for the positive in- 
troduction of slavery either south or north of that line. Sir, 
while you reproach, and justly, ton, our British ancestors 
for the introduction of this institution upon the continent 
of America, I am, for one, unwilling that the posterity of 
the present inbabitants of California and New Mexico shali 
reproach us for doing just what we reproach Great Britain 
for doing tous. Ifthe citizens of these Territories choose 
to establish slavery, I am for admitting them with such pro- 
visions in their constitutions ; but then it will be their own 
work, and not ours; and their posterity will have to re- 
proach them, and not us, for forming constitutions allow- 
ing the institution of slavery to exist among them.’*—Henry 
Clay?s speech in the Senate, January 29, 1850. 

This, sir, is the position of my constituents. 
The question was fairly submitted to them at the 
last presidential election, and decided by the em- 
phatic majority of twenty-two thousand in a vote 
of twenty-two thousand five hundred. Republi- 
cans and Douglas Democrats agreed, not only in 
their opposition to the disunion dogma of slavery 
protection, but also as to the power to exclude 
slavery from a Territory; the former claiming the 
power for both Congress and the Territorial Le- 
gislature, the latter for the Territorial Legislature 
only. The delegates from this district at the 
Charleston and Baltimore Democratic conventions 
preferred the rupture of their party to a surrender 
of these principles. They were sustained by their 
party friends at home, and one of them chosen 
as their candidate for Congress. But a more 
emphatic indorsement may be found in the presi- 
dential vote—Mr. Douglas receiving over ten 
thousand, while Mr. Breckinridge received four 
hundred and fifty. To a public sentiment thus 
fairly and fully expressed by the people of my 
district, on the 6th of November last, I cannot 


| prove recreant. 


Article three. This article is intended to pro- 
tect slavery in the District of Columbia. Mr. 
Speaker, I know of no party that proposes to in- 
terfere with it; and would deem it a violation of 
good faith in any party to do so, While I am 
willing, therefore, to unite with men of all parties 
in a declaration that Congress shall not abolish 
slavery in the District so long as it exists in the 
State of Maryland, nor without the consent of the 
inhabitants, fam not willing to deprive the people 
of Maryland and the District of the exercise of 


| their discretion, by requiring the consent of Vir- 


ginia, who has no greater interest than any other 
slave State. 
Article five. Itis well known, Mr. Speaker, that 


| a BAA ; 
the fugitive slave law of 1850 is obnoxious to the 


northern people, and that it was drawn up by its 
author with the express view of making itso. The 
occasional resistance to its execution, and the en- 
actment of personal liberty bills in some of the 
States, are chiefly due to some of its harsh and 
unjust provisions. In proposing a modification 
of the law, it was reasonable to expect that some 
regard would be had to the feelings and sentiments 
of the people among whom it was to have its oper- 
ation. In one of Mr. Crirrenpen’s resolutions, 


į two changes are proposed which are proper to be 


made—one making the fec of the commissioner 
equal in amount, ‘*whether his decision be in 
favor of or against the claimant;” the other im- 
iting the authority of the marshal to summon to 
his aid the posse comitatus only in cases in which 
there shall be resistance, or danger of resistance 
or rescue, But, sir, while these two changes 
proposed in the law, which is subject to repea 
Congress at any time, other provisions more 
jectionable are proposed to be incorporated in 
Constitution, which are to be irrepealable forever, 
The first makes it the duty of Congress to pro- 
vide by law that the United States shalt pay to 
the owner who shall apply for it the fall value of 
his fugitive slave in all cases where the marshal or 
other officer whose duty it wasto arrest said fugi- 
tive was prevented from so doing by violence or 
intimidation; or when, after arrest, said fugitive 
was rescued by force. 

Thesecond provides that when the United States 
shall pay for said fugitive, they shall have the 
rightin their own name to sue the county in which 
said violence, intimidation, or rescue was com- 
mitted, and to recover from it, with interest and 
damages, the amount paid by them for said fugi- 
tive slave; and then that “the county shall sue 
and recover from the wrong-doers or rescuers.” 
It isimpossible to conceive of a measure more full 
af mischief, more liable to abuse, more certain to 
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excite angry discussion in and out of Congress. 
Every rescue of a fugitive slave, or attempt at in- 
timidalion or rescue, renews the agitation of the 
slavery question in Congress; for the Government 
cannot pay forthe negro until Congress appropri- 
ates the money. In every county of the northern 
States where a rescue or attempt at intimidation 
or rescue is charged, the people are either to be 
taxed for the value of the negro, or burdened with 
the expense of resisting the suit of the United 
States. Angry discussions, sectional animosity, 
and hatred to the Government, will be the natural 
fruits of such an enactment. The people in the 
free States will never consent to be harassed by 
expensive law suits, or taxcd for the value of run- 
away negroes, upon the testimony of a worthless 
and cowardly deputy marshal, who fails, from 
mere intimidation, to execute a Federal law. In 
my district ‘there has been no opposition to the 
execution of the present fugitive slave law, and 
less complaint made of it than in New England 
and the northern portion of the western States; 
but we, no less than our northern friends, think 
the law objectionable, and liable to great abuse. 
It has been abused in my district, as it has been 
elsewhere; and it may justly be claimed as proof 
of the loyalty of our people, that so few cases of 
successful interference have occurred. 

The President declares in his message that the 
law has been executed in every contested case 
during his administration. Mr, ETHERIDGE, of 
Tennessee, stated in this House, a few days since, 
“ that nota dozen slaves have been rescued within 
the last forty years from the custody of the offi- 
cers of the trbited States.’ The Senator from 
Illinois, Mr. Doueras, andthe Senator from Ohio, 
Mr. Puen, both testified on the floor of the Sen- 
ate, this session, to the fact of its uniform exccu- 
tion. And, Mr. Speaker, though a class of un- 
scrupulous politicians, even in my district, as 
well as elsewhere in the North, for political pur- 
poses, have defamed their own sections about the 
enforcement of this law, I affirm here that scarcely 
any law upon the statute-book of any free border j 
State of the Union has been so uniformly and 
faithfully executed as this. I deem this, then, a 
good reason why the present law should not be 
made more stringent, oppressive, and unjust. If 
the object be to defeat the purpose of the law by 
making it more obnoxious to public sentiment, 
then it is accomplished by this constitutional 
amendment of Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

But, sir, to make these propositions still more 
objectionable and impracticable, the very founda- 
tion of all free government is violated by provid- 
ing, in the sixth article, that the five preceding 
articles and two articles in our present Consti- 
tution shall never be amended. Whatever pro- 
priety there may be in closing the door against 
any amendment of the Constitution authorizing 
the General Government to interfere with slavery 
in the States where it exists, against the will of 
their citizens, 1 never can consent, and my con- ! 
stituents never will consent, that this untried ex- 

eriment of compelling the people of a country 
in which a slave may be rescued, by violence or 
intimidation, to pay the value of such slave, shall 
be made an irrepealable article of the Constitution, 
as unchangeable as the laws of the Medes and 
Persians. 

Nor can I consent, nor will my constituents 
consent, that a perpetual and irrepealable guar- 
antee shall be given to the establishment and pro- 
tection of slavery in all the territory which we 
may acquire for all time to come. The proposi- 
tionisa monstrous one. No matter what changes 
time may make in the affairs of men, their moral 
sentiments, their interests, or political necessi- 
ties, so far as this Government may extend its 
jurisdiction southward, even if it shall stretch 
forth its arms and embrace all Central and South 
America, itis to carry slavery with it and fasten 
it upon the inhabitants, a hether they desire it or 
not by an irrevocable law. 

And these are the propositions which have been 
brought into the Congress of the United States, 
and pressed upon us by southern Democrats and | 
northern Democrats and Bell men, as a remedy 
for defects in our Constitution; as a measure of 


peace—a bribe to traitors. They are the propo- | 


sitions which party leaders and a debased partisan | 


press throughout the land are urging the people ! 


to indorse in Union meetings, which they get up 
for the purpose. If they are just and right, what 
a terrible responsibility must fall upon the Dem- 
ocratic press, the Democratic leaders, and the one 
million five hundred thousand men who cast their 
votes for Mr. Douglas at the last presidential elec- 
tion, for the immense losses and suffering brought 
upon the country by the derangement of its com- 
merce and trade and industry! Who but they are 
responsible for the rebellion and treason that 
threatens the total annihilation of the Government? 
If they are just and right, then the demand of the 
southern disunion Democracy at Charleston and 
Baltimore was not unjust and improper. What 
did they ask? Far less than these propositions 
concede: simply the adoption by Congress of a 
slave code to protect slave property in the Terri- 
tories which we now own. But rather than yield 
to such a demand, the Douglas Democracy suf- 
fered their slave code brethren to secede from the 
convention, break up the great Democratic party, 
and thus secure an easy triumph for Mr. Lincoln. 

They professed then to believe that popular 
sovereignty was the only principle upon which 
the rights of the States, the peace of the country, 
and the perpetuity of our Government could be 
sustained. Though agrecing to leave the question 
to the decision of the Supreme Court, they yet 
maintained that protection to slave property in the 
Territories would be unconstitutional and against 
the spirit of free institutions. 

These same men now throw away as a worth- 
less thing the principle for which, ninety days 
since, they professed so much devotion. Then, a 
congressional slave code for the Territories was an 
abomination; now, the protection of slavery, not 
only in the Territories we now have or may here- 
afler acquire south of 360 30', but all places under 
the jurisdiction of the United States, in its transit 
through free States, by all the powers of the ter- 
ritorial and General Government, is proper and 
right. Were these men sincere? Was popular 
sovereignty a great principle before the election, 
and a great humbug and cheat aftcr the clection? 
Practice, it is said, makes perfect; but the fre- 
quent shifts and changes of the Democratic creeds 
in the last few years will hardly account for the 
facility with which this abandonment of a favorite 
doctrine of the party has been made. A sudden 
| inspiration of patriotism explains it all. The 
country is in danger; Lincoln has been elected; 
the South is displeased; andas she has rewarded 


fore, so now we will surrender our principles, 
save the Union, reconstruct the great Democratic 
party on a slave basis, pure and simple, and once 
more hope to revel in the honors and spoils of 
office. 

Mr. Speaker, every department of this Gov- 
| ernment—exccutive, judicial, and legislative—has 
been in the hands of the Democratic party for the 
last eight years. Its policy and legislation have 
been directed and controlled by that party. What 
they have been is matter of history,and I shall 
not now speak of them; but the verdict of con- 
demnation by the people was emphatically pro- 
nounced in November last. Sir, bad as the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Buchanan was believed to be, 
the half had not been told. The developments of 
corruption in high places; the complete bank- 
ruptcy of the Government; the indictment of a 
Cabinet officer by the grand jury of this District 
for embezzlement; the conspiracy of some of the 
President’s own advisers to overthrow the Gov- 
ernment; and the complicity of the President him- 
self, as shown by his own statements, are facts 
that amaze and alarm the country. And new, 
when this party has succeeded in its work of de- 
struction, and our once glorious Union is declared 
by themselves to be drawing its last gasp, they 
: throw up their hands in holy horror, and call upon 
Republicans to avert, if possible, the disaster 
j which they have produced. How? Is not the 
| Government still in the hands of those who have 
; Sought to destroy it? 
| 


Therebellion of the six seceding Statesis openly 
justified by Democrats, even in the North, and 


The President seeks only to preserve peace aud 
avoid collision by surrendering the Federal prop- 
| erty to the rebellious States. Republicans are 
| perfectly powerless, except to sustain the Presi- 


!| resistance to the execution of the laws encouraged. 
i 
H 
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us well for our devotion to her interests hereto- | 


| 
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dent and vote supplies. How, then, are they to 
save the Union? Temscracy prescribes the mode: 
adopt the Crittenden propositions by a two-thirds 
vote, help us to nationalize slavery, and the work 
is done. No matter if the voice of two-thirds of 
the people has declared against this. thing; no 
matter if Republicans do violate pledges.to con- 
stituents, and sacrifice their principles and views of 
policy in the Government, the Union isin danger 

y our act, and if you do not help. us save, in this 
way, it shall not be saved atal, > 

Mr. Speaker, this is the spirit in which these 
propositions have been pressed here and pre- 
sented by some of the Statesas an ultimatum for 
the adjustment of our unfortunate troubles. From 
the hour of their introduction it.must have been 
known to gentlemen here that they were imprac- 
ticable; and it is therefore to be regretted that the 
discussions here should have inspired hope. of 
their passage in the breasts of honest Union men 
of the border States. The Union, sir, cannot be 
saved by these amendments to the Constitution, 
Every member of this body knows that, and the 
country ought to have known it long since. 

Mr. Speaker, having accomplished my purpose 
in stating the reasons which would compel me to 
oppose the Crittenden propositions, I have but 
little more to say. A number of other proposi- 
tions have been submitted to the House, with the 
view of providing an escape from the danger into 
which our country has fallen. Of their merits, 
their practicability, or their necessity, I do. not 
propose to speak, They will be subject tò amend- 
ment, and may be so modified as to render any 
criticisms upon them now, inapplicable then. 

We cannot conceal from ouselves the fact that 
our country is undergoing a great revolution; 
that open war and resistance to the authority of 
the Government exist in several of the southern 
States of the Confederacy. It is too apparent, 
also, that those to whom the authority and honor 
of the Government had been. committed, have 
been, both openly and secretly, aiding and abetting 
the rebellion, Equally clear is it now, that the 
purpose of the leading spirits in some of the se- 
ceding States to break up this Government has 
been maturing for thirty years, and. they only 
waited a favorable opportunity to strike the fatal 
blow. I need not refer to the speeches of gentle- 
men in the late conventions of these States, in 
which the avowals are made of their long-con- 
cealed designs. They are familiar to the House 
and to the country. ‘These declarations are also 
accompanied by disclaimers of sudden passion or 
disappointed ambition having anything todo with 
the grave step which they have taken. Personal 
liberty bills; the non-cxecution of the fugitive 
slave law; equal rights in the Territories; the elec- 
tion of Lincoln; and all such causes of disaffection 
in the South, heretofore so industriously used 
upon the stump, by the press, and in Congress, 
are indignantly scouted as unworthy causes of so 
great an event as the birth ofan empire, 

Now, sir, under such circumstances, ‘ what 
would you do?” isa very inappropriate question 
to put tome. If Abraham Lincoln was in the 
presidential chair, instcad of James Buchanan, I 
would answer that question as other gentlemen 
have answered it, and, Lam most happy to say, 
as some Douglas Democrats have answered it. I 
would treat these erring States with great forbear- 


| ance; but I would reinforce Forts Sumter and 


Pickens—the only defenses now left in the pos- 
sessicn of the Government—and defend them at 
all hazards. I would collect the revenue in all the 
ports on board of vessels stationed in the harbors; 
and when it could not be done, [ would ask Con- 
gress to repeal the laws making them ports of 
entry. I would stop the mails, or leave them, and 
the expense of carrying them, to the care of the 
seceding States. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are told here every day, 
and, if E am not mistaken, the Legislatures of all 
the southern States still in the Union have form- 
ally resolved, that this would be regarded as coer- 
cion, and would unite all the slaveholding States 
in resistance. [f these resolves should be made 
good; if such a united opposition as that of fifteen 
States should be made to the enforcement of the 
laws of the Federal Government; then, in my 
judgment, our Government isa failure, and should 
be abandoned or remodeled. I would not test this 
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question by the sword, when it would necessarily 
involve one half of the country in a destructive 
war with the other half. But the question is the 
most important that has yet arisen in our coun- 
try; and it may be that we cannot avoid its de- 
cision, if we woutd. 

Tf the right of a State or of several States to 
secede from the Union exists, whenever it suits 
their caprice or supposed interest, and the Govern- 
ment cannot even so much as defend the prop- 
erty in those States which belongs to all the rest, 
nor protect the lives and property of the citizens 
of other States who may happen to be in those 
that secede, then our Constitution is a farce, and 
the Government under it a mockery. Admit the 
doctrine, and the legislation of Congress, the rais- 
ing and collection of revenue, the protection of the 
industrial interests of the country, and even the 
sentiments of the people, will be made, as now, 
pretexts for throwing off the authority of the Gov- 
ernment. No Government can exist under such 
license, and it is idle to talk aboutit. If then, the 
seceding States adhere to this position, and are 
justified and sustained in it by any considerable 
number of the other States; and if the causes are 
repudiated which have been heretofore urged in 
justification of secession, and the act is now based 
‘upon incompatibility of interest and character be- 
tween the two sections, then are the hopes of com- 
promise faint indeed. But I cannot believe thata 
majority even of the people in the border slave 
States are ready to assume this position, or that 
such dissimilarity of character or interest exists as 
to preclude the possibility of our remaining one 
people, and under the same Government. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that the public mind of 
the South has been poisoned by the instrumen- 
tality, not only of its own public men and news- 
paper press, but by the public men and press of 
the North. 1 know that the grossest misrepre- 
sentations of the feelings and sentiments of north- 
ern people on the subject of slavery have been 
made by both. I know that the ravings of Aboli- 
tionists and the garbled extracts from the specches 
and writings of a few prominent men have been 
scattered broadcast over the South as the real 
sentimentofalltheir people. And L know, too, that 
southern men, around their own family hearths; 
upon the corners of the strects; upon the stump, 
and at the hustings, have thoughtlessly given very 
erroneous ideas, to both white and black, of the 
aims of the Republican party. Unfortunate as is 
this state of things, it can and ought to be reme- 
died. If southern gentlemen on this floor, as some 


noble spirits have done, would send out, in truth- | 


ful and patriotic speeches, the antidote to the 

oison of misrepresentation, encourage a timid 
President in the enforcement of the laws, and 
demonstrate to their people the utter impossibility 
of any right of the South being disturbed by Mr. 
Lincoln or his party, the work ofsaving the Union 
would be half accomplished. 
I think we ean, and without the sacrifice of prin- 
ciple on the part of any one. 

The North complains of the harshness, injus- 
tice, and frequent abuse of the fugitive slave law; 
the South of its inefficiency. The amendment to 
this law proposed by the committee of thirty- 
three, though not what many gentlemen would 


like to have it, must render it more efficient and į 


less objectionable, and will therefore receive my 
support. 

An unfounded apprehension pervades the south- 
ern mind that the institution of slavery, at some 
future time, will be attacked by the Republican 
or other dominant party of the North. Though 
we know this to be impossible, and that protec- 
tion to slavery in the States is now perfect, under 
the Constitution, yet if a work of supercrogation, 
in the way of amendment, will relieve this appre- 
hension, let the people so decide, if they will. As 
you would remove opposition to a Federal iaw in 
one section by consulting the sentiments of its 
people, so shoald you increase in the people of 
another section devotion to the Union and respect 
for the Constitution by consulting their fears and 
apprehensions. 
to the people, for their approval or rejection, the 
amendment to the Constitution proposed by the 
committee of thirty-three. For these proposi- 
tions, and any others that mect the approval of 
my judgment as right and proper in themselves, | 


I will therefore vote to submit} 


Can we aid them? | 


shall vote; and because the bill for the admission | 
of New Mexico is not of that character, I shall 
vote againstit. Asa measure of peace or com- 
promise, it will be unacceptable to the South. The 
reasons assigned for his opposition, by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Nevson,] in his 
report to the House, satisfy me that this measure 
might result in increasing, rather than in allaying, 
the excitement in the South. 

At the last session of Congress, I voted to re- 
peal the slave code and the law regulating peon- 
age in this Territory; though l acknowledge now, ; 
as I did then, her right, under the act organizing 
the Territory, to establish slavery. These odious 
laws must first be modified or repealed by the 
Territory before I would consent to vote for a bill 
to authorize the formation of a State government 
by her people, or for her admission as a State. 
The character of the population—being a mixture 
of Mexicansand Indians, extremely ignorant, and 
speaking a different language from ours—renders 
a longer pupilage necessary before bestowing upon 
her the rights of sovereignty. The statement just 
made by the Delegate from this Territory, [Mr. 
Orero,] corroborates all that has been said as to 
the inability of the people there to sustain a State | 
government, He said: | 

«New Mexico pays to the ministers of religion there— 
the Catholic religion—more than the taxation of the people 
of New Hampshire. Nota single county in the Territory 
isin debt. The Territory is not in debt. We have got no 
direet taxation; but we have indirect taxation.” 


If the indirect taxation is now greater in this 
Territory than the entire tax of New Hampshire, 
it is very evident that a people, poor as these are 
represented to be, could not bear the additional 
burden of a State government. But, sir, I will 
not repeat the arguments that have been urged 
against this measure. It is enough to know that 


it will not contribute to the object for which it is 


proposed—the conciliation of the South. 

Mr. Speaker, the declaration is frequently made 
by gentlemen from both sections of the Union, 
‘that the day for compromises is passed.’ This 
may be so; 
present, ‘The fate of all former compromises fur- 
nishes, it is true, slight hopes for their permancney 
in the future. And to me, sir, it appears almost 
certain that no compromise that can be made here 
would bring back some of the States that have, so 


far as they could, dissolved their connection with | 


their sister States; but the Union men in the bor- 
der States should be sustained, if it can be done 
without dishonor and a sacrifice of principle and 
duty. We want their aid; they need ours; but if 
they p 
acceptable to t 
restore the seceding States, then I fear that our 
labor isin vain, and to the last tribunal of resort— 
the people—must be carried the questions that 
now divide and distract the country. 
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The House having under consideration the report from 


| the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. MAYNARD said: 
Mr. Speaxur: I address the House under no | 
ordinary sense of responsibility. During the long 
debate upon the report of the committee of thirty- 
three I have been pained at what has seemed to 
me to be an utter want of comprehension, on the 
part of many gentlemen, of the great events that 
daily astonish us. We are now passing through 
or into 
[At this point the. House, on motion of Mr. 
Harris, of Maryland, took a recess until seven 
o’elock; after which Mr. MAYNARD resamed.] 
When the House took a recess, 1 was just ob- 
serving that during the debate that has continued 
now, upon the report of the committee of thirty- 
three, for some two or three weeks, I had been 
painfully struck with what seemed to me an utter 
want of appreciation, upon the part of many gen- 
tlemen, of the condition of affairs now upon us. 
We arein the midst of events of more moment, of 


greater importance to the future history of the |; 


ut the day for doing right is ever į 


ersist in demanding, not what would be | 
hemselves, but what will satisfy and 
f 


world, than any thathave occurred inany previous 
epoch in its history, so far as T bave studied the 
history of the world. And yet these events are 
treated fluently, not to say flippantly, by gentle- 
men, in the terms of *treason,’’ * revolt,” ‘re- 
bellion,”’ as though it were an ordinary case of a 
riot or a mob. Gentlemen seem wholly unable to 
apprehend the upheaval of a discontented, ag- 
grieved people, numbering millions upon millions, 
including many separate and independent States. 

I have, from the beginning of our troubles, been 
impressed, anxiously impressed, with the same 
want of appreciation upon the part of a large por- 
tion of the country. As I understand the philos- 
ophy of the times, the question for our decision 
is this: can these confederated States remain to- 
gether in one common Union, part free and part 
slave? In fifteen of the thirty-four States slavery 
exists as an institution, which it is not likely, in 
our day at least, will be abolished, or even ma- 
terially modified. Itisa subject which, if the peo- 
ple do not understand, they think they do; their 
opinions are made up, and they will not easily 
change them. On the other hand, in the remain- 
ing nineteen States, slavery docs not exist. It is 
there regarded, as we were told by the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Conxzine,}] a moral, a 
social, and a political evil; and it js abhorred and 
denounced as such. Their opinions are, doubt- 
less, equally well made up; and it is not probable 
that any material modification of them will be 
made. These conflicting opinions I do not pro- 
pose to discuss. I have never discussed them 
here, and seldom elsewhere. Their discussion { 
regard as exceedingly unprofitable. There has 
been far too much of it already. 

Then, sir, with this ineradicable difference of 
opinion, with this antagonistic fecling upon this 
one subject, the question arises: can these States 
remain in the same Confederacy together, part free 
and part slave? Jn that question is the source of 
our present difficulties; and upon its satisfactory 
solution depends their saan adjustment. The 
distinguished gentleman who has just been elected 
as President of the United States is reported to 
have answered it, not very long ago, most em- 
phatically in the negative, that these States can- 
not continue together part free and part slave. 
Another distinguished gentleman, whom he js un- 
derstood to have selected as his premier, to be the 
head of his Administration, is reported to have 
said, more recently, that there is an irrepressible 
conflict between these States; that it must go on 
until, throughout the entire country, one of the 
two forms of labor overcomes and supplants the 
other. 

I deny the proposition in either mode of state- 
ment; and it is my business here and now—Tam 
sorry there are not more present to hear what I 
have to say—I{ say, it is my business on this oc- 
casion to show that there is no such irreconcilable 
hostility, no such sacred animosity,” no such 
‘irrepressible conflict,” between these two great 
classes of States, that they cannot go on together 
in peace, in harmony, and with mutual advantage, 
as they have gone on for the last three quarters of 
acentury, always, as now, part slave and part 


| free. 


Itis duc, however, to both of these distinguished 
gentlomen to add, that when they uttered those 
opinions their minds were most likely direeted 
rather to the latter part of the proposition than to 
the former part; that they were considering, not 
the contingency ofa dissolution of the Union, but 
the question whether slavery would be abolished. 
The dissolution of the Union they doubtless 
thought impossible; the abolition of slavery very 
probable. Recent occurrences, however, have 
reversed the order of the proposition, and in that 
reverse order I propose.toconsider it. The States 
being part slave and part free, can they remain 
together, under acommon Government, portions 
ofa common Confederacy? In considering this 
question, there are certain complications which 
surround and embarrass it, and which increase, 


ii to a great extent, its own intrinsic difficulty. 


In the first place, there are now in some of the 
southern States, and have been for many years, 
a number of men, not large, but men of talent, 
men of respectability, of private worth, who have 
belicved that these two classes of States ought not 
to remain in the same Confederacy. They profess 
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to believe it would be better for the southern States 
to be separate and apart from the northern States; 
at liberty to develop their peculiar civilization, 
and to make in the highest degree available their 
peculiar form of labor. They have been assidu- 
ous toaccomplish that result, and to impress their 
views and convictions upon their own people. 
That they are sincere, ] am bound to suppose; 
thatthey are honest, it does notbecome me to deny; 
especially as I have no confidence whatever in 
their theory, nor the slightest sympathy with their 
policy. They have, with great sagacity, seized 
upon the present popular discontent, and are now 
impressing upon the public mind of the South their 
long-cherished doctrines with increased vigor, and 
with much more marked success than ever before. 
They are disunionists for the sake of disunion. 

That is one of the difficulties which complicates 
this question. Another grows out of the manifest 
disposition of foreign Governments to interfere 
with our affairs. J refer especially to England. 
Any one who has observed her relations with this 
country, for years past, cannot fail to have been 
impressed with the fact that she has sought to rend 
asunder this Confederacy of States by every art 
at her command, by all the means in her power. 
Hers has been the old policy to foment our sec- 
tional dissensions; to divide, that she might con- 
quer. At the North, for the last thirty years, she 
has urged on the abolition excitement by money, 
by emissaries, by her literature, by the fostering 
hand she has extended to the abolition agitators 
on this side of the water. On the other hand, she 
has held out to the people of the South the bless- 
ings of free trade and direct importation, and the 
advantages to be derived from an intercourse with 
her that they do not derive from their intercourse 
with the free Statesofthe North. Do not you, gen- 
tlemen of the Republican party, deceive yourselves 
by supposing that England is going to take part 
with you, or with the North, ir this unhappy con- 
troversy. She will do no such thing. If you have 
cherished such an impression, I ask you to refer 
to the recent speech of Lord Palmerston, made at 
the Southampton banquet on the 8th of last month; 
and also to the recent articles in the British press, 
especially one in the London Times of the 18th of 
the same month, to which I call particular atten- 
tion, because it is understood to have been pre- 
pared and published by authority. You will there 
readily discover the intimation of an intention on 
the part of the English Government to recognize 
the existence of a southern confederacy as soon 
as it shall be organized, or in their estimation 
become a government de facto. 

The reception by M. 'Thouvenel, the French 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, of the commission- 
ers of South Carolina, is an indication of what 
you may expect from that Government. With 
France and England united in support of a south- 


ern confederacy—France and England united and | 


interfering to prevent coercion by the Federal 
Government of the seceding States—you will find 
all the civilized world arrayed with them on the 
same side. More than that: you will find your 
own Government compelled to succumb before 
the array of opinion and influence that will be 
brought to bear upon it, and forced into a recog- 
nition of the seceding States, cither as coérdinate 
and coequal members in the Confederacy, or asa 
separate and independent Government out of it. 
To this humiliating attitade may we never be re- 
duced! But, as a divided people, can we escape 
it? Believe me, this greatexample of republican 


liberty does not stand in full view of the monarchs | 


of Europe without exciting their jealousy, and 
arousing every disposition in their minds to over- 
power and annihilate it. It is certainly their in- 
terest to do so. Is their inclination, think you, at 
variance with their interest? Our present troubles 


afford too tempting an opportunity for them to | 


neglect; they will not neglect it. 
it is also unfortunate, in the present attitude of 


affairs, that it should be for the interest of your | 


party, not only that these six States should have 
seceded, but that, having seceded, they should 
remain outside of the Union; that your President 
elect should be reported to have said, when first 
informed of their contemplated secession, “ Why, 
then, we shall be enabled the more easily to get 
our nominations through the Senate.” AJl that 
is unfortunate. It complicates still further the 


i| inquire, to give it suc 


present question, and greatly embarrasses its con- 
sideration. 

Peculiarly unfortunate in this juncture is it that 
we have an Administration which enjoys neither 
the affection nor the respect of scarcely a man, 
woman, or child in the country. A President 
without a party, denounced all over the country 
as imbecile and ‘corrupt, showing himsclf unc- 
qual to every emergency that has arisen, is a sorry 
dependence to guide the ship of State through the 
midnight tempests of revolution. And to make 
confusion worse confounded, all the misdoings 
and short-comings of the Administration have 
been charged indiscriminately upon the entire 
South. ‘Itisasouthern Administration;”’ the 
President is sold to the slaveholders,’’ has been 
the preposterous cry; until it has gained large 
credence, and, possibly, is almost believed by the 
malicious wags who first started it; when, if the 
South had been canvassed from the capes of Del- 
aware to Corpus Christi, it would long since have 
been difficult to find one hundred men who would 
publicly defend him, much less vindicate him 
privately. Why, in the six Democratic presi- 
dential conventions, held during the last year, and 
all of them upon southern soil, 1 do not remem- 
ber that a single delegate ever proposed the usual 
courtesy to the retiring President of a compli- 
mentary resolution. Yet, throughout the North 
the people of the South are arraigned at the bar of 
public opinion, by the politicians, the press, and 
even the pulpit, and held to answer for the mal- 
administration of Mr. Buchanan, in addition to all 
the enormities charged upon his Cabinet officers. 

It does not relieve our present embarrassments 
that the President elect is, to say the least of it, a 
gentleman of whom but very little is known to the 
country. We are told that he is an honest man. 
That, indeed, is something; but E hope the period 
has not yet arrived in American history when 
honesty shall have become so very rare as to be 
a vaunted qualification for the Presidency. Still, 
it is a qualification quite primary and very indis- 
pensable; as much as that a clerk should be able 
to read and write. Bornin the wilds of Kentucky, 
reared in the wilds of Hlinois, his whole experience 
in public life confined toa single term of service in 
Congress—and what that is, weall very well know 
—he became prominent, I may say, altogether 
from having two years ago taken a hand with the 
Administration in the great game against the ‘¢ Lit- 
tle Giant,” for the scnatorship of Illinois, and in 
this way was known over the country as the man 
Mr. Doveras had nominally beaten in his great 
triumph over the constituted leaders of his party. 
That is the man, these his antecedents, who is so 
soon to take charge of the Government and to 
control its public affairs. What can we reasona- 
bly expect from such a Chief Magistrate ina time 
like this? a mere wisp in the hands of those who 
shall succeed in getting around his person, Com- 

laints are made very generally that he gives no 
intimation of his policy; that he docs not speak, 
and let the country know what he is going to do. 
I imagine that he keeps silence for the very good 
and sufficient reason that he has nothing to say. 
But all this only serves to complicate still more 
the grave and difficult question that is upon us 
for our decision, and which still recurs: can these 
States remain contederated, partly slave and partly 
free? 

You sometimes ask us why it is that the ques- 
tion comes up now? What has been done, you 

ive i h present emphasis? What 
wrongs has the South sustained; what grievances 
has she borne? 
dent by constitutional majorities in a constitu- 
tional way? These querics are propounded with 


scious of guile. Allow me, Mr. Speaker, to touch 
at the causes by which this fearful issue has been 
precipitated upon the country now. I will not 
recount the occurrences of the last twenty-five or 
thirty years to show the rapid increase of the 
spirit of anti-slavery, abolitionism, free-soilism, 
or whatever term this popular delusion has from 
time to time assumed. {will not follow up its 
history; it is quite unnecessary. Suffice it that 
this movement of hostility to slavery, this anti- 
southern crusade, culminated on the 6th of No- 
vember, in the election of gentlemen from the free 


i States to the first offices in the Governmen 


Have we not elected our Presi- | 


all the simplicity of an innocence wholly uncon- | 


} 
Hi 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


the vote of the entire free States, excepting a por- 
tion of New Jersey, through the organization of 


‘a party that holds no other doctrine in common 


than the one principle of antagonism to the South 
and to the institution of slavery: For, disguise it 
as we will, that is the only common ground upon 
which all the members of the dominant party can 
consistently stand. Thatis the logic of your posi- 
tion, as a sectional party. Atleastit is generally 
so regarded by the people of the South “9. o 
Mr. Speaker, I i not design to be unkind.’ I 
shall try to be serious,and 1 mean to be respect- 
ful. I beseech you, gentlemen, to look at your 
own party, if you have never done so, and see of 
what heterogeneous elements it is composed. 
Old Whigs and: old Democrats; followers of 
Thomas Jefferson, admirers of Alexander Ham- 
ilton; friends of Jackson, friends of Clay; ma- 
sons, anti-masons; ‘ barnburners,”’ * hankers;” 


“renters,” “anti-renters; X- ‘woolly-heads;” 


| * silver-grays;? Know Nothings, Americans, 


foreigners, Catholics; protective-tariff men, free- 
trade men; bank men, bullion men; radicals, con- 


| servatives; men of strict construction; and:men of 


no construction; men of unquestionable political 
honesty, and men whose honesty I will not ven- 
ture to call into question; men of all grades of 
political sentiment, all shades of political opinion, 
all bedded together, heads and heels, covered by 
a single blanket, and that. woven of African wool. 
Such is the dapple hue of the party that has inav- 
gurated itself to the head of public affairs, and is 
about to take the Government into control. 

You complain that your party is misunderstood 
in the South; that itis misrepresented. That is 
very true. It is doubtless greatly misunderstood 
by ‘southern people, and most likely it always 
will be misunderstood. It is ‘an theradieable, 
incurable defect of your party. It is one that 
will always attach to every sectional party. 
Such a party will always be misrepresented and 
misunderstood in the other section, That was 
early pointed out by him whose parting counsels 
you ought to have heeded, as one of the dangers 
incident to political parties formed upon a geo- 
graphical basis. But allow me to suggest, this 
misunderstanding is not owing, as was intimated 
the other day by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Conniixa,] to the uncandid comments’ of 
your Opposition press. Not at all. > It is owing 
to the republication throughout the South of the 
speeches of yourown ultra men—men who stand 
boldly and defiantly inside of your own organi- 


' zation, and whom you dare not offend, much less 


set aside; but whose most violent speeches you ` 
are constrained to publish through your central 
exccutive committees. Take the speech delivered 
the other day.by the same gentleman who made 
the complaint. “I venture to say that it will not 
betwo weeks before“ clegantextracts””—morceaur 
precicux—from that fine performance will be found 
floating all through the South. The same remark 
will apply with less force to the highly finished 
speech made to-day by my distinguished friend, 
the gentleman’s colleague, [Mr. Humpnrey.] A 
member of extreme opinions, and supposed to 
have disunion proclivities, sitting near me during 
the delivery of the speech, remarked in my hear- 
ing that he wished every man, woman, and child 
in his State could read it. For the same reason, I 
hoped that no man, woman, or child in my State 
would read it, or any extracts from it. They 
would acquire a very erroneous conception of its 
author, whom I have long known to.be a@ much 
kindlier man than the perusal of his speech would 
ever lead anybody to suppose. 

Thus it is that you have been misrepresented, 
if atall. Certainly, this is the true reason why 
you are not better comprehended by the south- 
ern people, Your salads are served up to them 
with pepper, but without the oil. They read your 
sharp, ringing speeches, carefully written and pol- 
ished for the admiring eyes of friendsat home, who 
will read them with breath suppressed and shud~ 
dering anxiety. Can men say such thingsandlive? 
But they never hear the soft words whispered into 
our ears, which serve to convince usthat the sever- 
ity of the bite will be in an inverse ratio to the sono- 
rosity of the bark. While your ultra speeches go 
into ‘the South, and are there read by hundreds 
and thousands, your more moderate ones never 


t by || find their way there; and ifthey did, 1 do notsee 
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very clearly how that would remedy the evil. It 
strikes me as falling within the category of Mr. 
Randolph’s celebrated proposition, if a single ad- 
dled egg finds its way into the pudding, the addi- 
tion of a dozen new laid ones will not make it 
sweet. This is not a new idea, nor original with 
me. The same thing was pointed out to your 
pany for its consideration four years ago, by my 

onorable: friend from Maryland, [Mr. H. Wi- 
TER Davis,] your colleague, Mr. Speaker, (Mr. 
Harris, of Maryland, in the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore,) in a speech which is reported at page 
125. of the Appendix to the Congressional Globe 
for the third session of the Thirty-Fourth Con- 
gress.. I crave permission to read a single pas- 
sage as expressing more clearly what I would say 
than any words which I can command. Of course 
you are familiar with it. He says: 

«The condition on which alone any party can fitly and 
safely be intrusted with the Government, is the possession of 
power and friends enough everywhere to carry on the Gov- 
ernment with the men of the State to be governed—so that 
a domestic Government shall not assume the form of a for- 
eign domination. Instruments of any power may always 
everywhere be found; but office in such hands partakes of 
the nature of despotism, and such men alone were at the 
disposa? of the Republican party in one half of the States of 
the Union. They would doubtiess have tendered high oflice 
to men of high position in the South; but the condition pre- 
cedent, of conformity of political views and principles, was 
wanting. They could not aid in forming an Adininistra- 
tion to whose creation and whose policy they were radi- 


cally apposed. Thus, practically, the Republican party | 


must have employed southern men who represented no body 

southern supporters, or northern men, to conduct the 

overninent; and that is what is meant by a purely sec- 
tional party—their radical and incurable defect.” 

I beg you, gentlemen, again to read that portion 
of the speech addressed especially to you; and 
then answer to yourselves the tremendous ques- 
tion which is asked respecting your party,‘ why 
eumbers it the ground ?” 

You have, however, succeeded. The people of 
the South look with apprehension upon your suc- 
cess. Members of your party have, in various 
ways, sought to assail them, and they apprehend 
the attempt will be more vigorously renewed. 
They apprehend an ultimate purpose to interfere 
with slavery everywhere within the jurisdiction 
of the Government—in the District of Colambia, 


terfere with the traffic in slaves from State to State; 
and those who look more to the effect of moral 
causes, also apprehend that you will use the influ- 
ence of your Administration against the institu- 
tion of slavery itself; that the fact of being a slave- 
holder shall make a man a pariah—an outcast in 


your Government; and as it already practically | 


excludes him from the high offices of President 
and Vice President, so it shall exclude him from 
the Cabinet, from executive offices, from diplo- 
matic service, from honorable rank in the Army 
and the Navy; exclude him wherever the Govern- 


ment has power toreprescnt itself by appointment. | 
This apprehension, quickened by the conscious- | 


ness that the South is in a hopeless political mi- 
nority in every branch of the Government, has 

recipitated upon the country the great issue of 

nion or disunion, of peace or war; you say, pre- 
cipitated untimely and without cause. To the eye 
of the statesman no popular movement is without 
cause, or occurs before its time. 


causes for the present discontents. Fle, with the 
gentleman behind me, from the Cincinuati distri 
of Ohio, [Mr. Penp.eron,] are the only norih- 
ern members, so far as I have observed, who have 
conceded that there were grievances stirring up 
the minds and hearts of ten million men, worthy 


of being respectfully considered and candidly | 


treated. 

The question then recurs: can these States rc- 
main together in one Confederacy, part slave and 
part free? They have done so, as [ have stated, 
for the last three quarters of a century, honora- 
bly, prosperously, and for the most part happily. 
I believe they may yet do so. By the same pro- 
found policy which united them in the beginning, 
they may still be held together. When the Gov- 
ernment was first established, it was not done by 
assimilating uncongenial institutions, nor by har- 
monizing conflicting opinions, incapable of being 
brought into harmony; it was by compromise, by 


mutual concession, each section conceding some- || orators and your presses, have derided an 


| I was glad to | 
hear the gentleman from Massachusctts, [Mr, | 
Apvams,] the other day, admit that there were | 


| 
| 


| 


| thing to the other. And from that day to this,in 


every extremity of our peril, the same spirit has 
always been invoked, and never in vain. Ata 
very early period of this session, when difficulty 
was apprehended—not perhaps in a form as cx- 
traordinary as it now assumes—a general recur- 
rence was had to the old settlement of 1820, when 
a line was drawn through the territory we then 
claimed to own, dividing the northern and south- 
ern portions of the Confederacy. It was proposed 
to reéstablish and restore that old compromise 
line, that we might again live together in peace as 
we had done under it before for upwards of thirty 
years. Thatidea suggested itself not to one alone, 
but to many simultaneously. More than one 
member from New York entertained it. My col- 
league, who sits before me, [Mr. Nexson,] as I 
happen to know, prepared a proposition, and had 
it ready to bring forward, when it was offered by 
the distinguished and venerable Senator from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen.] I shall not discuss 
that proposition. it has already been ably dis- 
cussed by two of my colleagues, (Messrs. Ner- 
son and Quar.es.] It is enough to say it is the 
old proposition, upon the abolition of which you 
profess to have formed your party. 

Indulge me, I pray, in a single word of expla- 
nation and expostulation. You speak of this 
proposition as the offer of the South. It is not, 

clieve me, the offer of the South. It is the offer 
of the Union men of the South—the men who 


tion than he who goes furthest. 


posed originally to the repeal of the Missouri 


Why, have you forgotten, pray tell me, that when 
it was proposed to obliterate that line, a distin- 
guished Senator from my State (Mr. Bell) used 
his utmost influence to prevent it, advocated its 
| continuance and perpetuity, for which, when he 
| returned home, he was supplanted and set aside? 
i 
| 


peace, but to prevent strife. Have you forgotten 
that? Ay, certainly you have forgotten it; for 


you last summer asa candidate for the office of 
President, he hardly received, at your hands, as 
many votes as are to be found upon the petition 
over which you were quarreling here the other 
day. 

Again, sir: when these men—men who were 
opposed originally and always to the repeal of 
the Missouri compromise line—have come back, 


have offered to restore it in order that we might 
live together in peace, as beforc, how are they 
met? 


whose fathers I would have disdained to have set 
with the dogs of my flock.” You sometimes 
complain of southern ingratitude towards northern 
friends. I admit that instances have occurred in 
which, I think, this complaint is well founded. 
But it surely does not lic in your mouths to make 
it. After having, in 1844, by your votes for Bir- 
ney, in the State of New York, defeated the peer- 
loss statesman of the West; after having, in 1860, 
turned the cold shoulder upon Mr. Bell; after 


|, having, in 1861, scouted and insulted the aged Sen- } 
li ator who so recently led you to victory against | 
i what you decried as a foul conspiracy to de- i: 
i, stroy the liberties of an embryo State, but who 
i 


i now comes as an cmbassador for the South, a 


: herald of peace, with offerings of peace tendered į 
i in all the sincerity of a sad and patriotic heart, and | 
| imploring you to reciprocate, in behalf of his peo- | 
| ple, the kind offices you were so ready to accept | 
| 


from him in behalfof your own; you, at least, 
should never complain of ingratitude; never, never! 


| I beg you to understand that I speak in no spirit 


of unkindness; I appreciate fully the difficulties of 
your position in being called upon, at this early 
day, to engage in the work of conciliation, of 
peace, and harmony. You who, through 3 onr 

e- 


are willing to go further in the work of concilia- | 
It is the offer | 
made by those men of the South who were op- | 


compromise line—men who thought it ought not | 
tohave been repealed. The offer comes from them. | 


; when that eminent statesman was presented to | 
‘in the dock-yards, forts, and arsenals, and to in- || 


He made a sacrifice of himself, not to restore |! 


Ilow is he met, the eloquent old man? | 
With taunt and reproach and derisive words, and i 
sly insinuations either that he has fallen into his 
dotage, or has “sold himself out to the Democ- | 
racy.” Well might be say with him of Uz, “Now 
they that are younger than I have mc in derision, į 


headed by the venerable Senator from Ken- i; 
tucky, and, as the only reparation in their power, | 


‘i there without let or hindrance? 


i you may grant. 


nounced ‘ Union-saving,”’ and “ Union-savers,”” 
as beneath the contempt of respectable men, could 
hardly be expected to engage in the work of sav- 
ing the Union yourselves. Having denounced all 
those who have shown favorand kindness towards 
the people of the South as ‘* dough-faces,” as 
“ hunkers, ” and I know not what other terms of 
reproach besides, you could hardly be expected 
to expose yourselves to a retaliation of the same 


| sort of epithets. When I heard a gentleman, the 


other day, denouncing, with so much vigor and 
energy, the idea of compromise and concession 
to southern “rebels” and “traitors” as unworthy 
the free-born sons of freedom, and derogatory in 
the highest degrec to their vertebral rigidity, I con- 
fess itseemed quite unreasonable to expect him to 
do anything which would provoke the bitterest 
zealot in the land to brand him with the ominous 
word ‘‘doughface,’’ and thus mar the beauty of 
his radiant visage. He would doubtiess esteem it 
decorous and pleasant to die for his country; but 
not to make such an unheard of sacrifice for it 
as this. 1 do not expect—I do not ask you, your- 
selves, to come forward as conciliators; but I do 
ask you—and this much I think we have a right 
to ask—in the name and in behalf of the Union 
men of the South, to Ict us have an expression of 
the sentiments of your people; let us go to your 
ballot-boxes, and mect them there. Admit us to 
the presence of your masters. That poor boon 
That you ought to grant. You 
can do it without any disparagement, without 
dishonor, without discredit, and without imperil- 
ing your own political security, If the people 
heed our entreaties, and vote for these proposi- 
tions, why then your policy in referring the ques- 
tion to them is vindicated; if they vote against 
them, then you are justified in not having your- 
selves adopted them. So that, in either event, 
whether the people adopt this great measure of 
healing, or reject it, you are personally secure. 
You, at least, are in no peril; you incur not the 
slightesthazard. Surely,surely, this small favor 
you ought to concede, in a time like this, to the 


|; judgment of the Union men of the South, who 


come to you and tell you that unless you give 
them something in the way, not of concession, 
but of guarantee, of pledge, of assurance, with 


t which they ean go before the people, they can no 


longer fight the battles of the Union upon their 


: own soil, 


ii man, if we submit the 
i: of the United States, will the gentleman guaran- 


Mr. EDGERTON. I desire to ask the gentle- 


roposition to the pcople 


i ty to northern men the right to go into the south- 


ern States and advocate our principles, and pledge 
us that we shall be unharmed, as we will pledge 
ourselves to them? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iwill guaranty, so far as 
I have the power to guaranty, whether it is sub- 
mitted to the people or not, that the gentleman 
may go into my part of the country, and advocate 
any andevery principle that he thinks proper todo, 
unharmed and undisturbed; and, moreover, that 


; he shall share the full benefit of the largest and 
_ most liberal hospitality, even according to Ken- 


| tucky notions of hospitality, for one day, or two 


days, or three days, or any reasonable length of 
time, solong as he yields obedience to our laws 
and behaves himself as a gentleman. 

Mr, EDGERTON. I see the gentleman evades 
my question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Not at all, if I under- 
stood it. 

Mr. EDGERTON. IfI understand the south- 
ern rule of behaving like a gentleman, it is to con- 
form to the views of the ruling power. I ask the 
gentleman, if we can go into the slaveholding 
States and discuss our opinions before the people 
He proposes to 
submit these questions to the people, Now, I 
suggest that itis unfair to submit any question to 
the people, when in one half of the Union those 
who advocate one side of the question are pre- 
cluded from being heard by mobs, if not by law, 
` Mr. MAYNARD, I will not take time to dis- 
cuss here, and in this presence, what it takes to 
constitute a gentleman, 

Mr. EDGERTON. Will the gentleman answer 
my question? 


Mr. MAYNARD, 
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that so long as he conforms to the laws of our 
State, and behaves himself as a gentleman, he will 
be treated as such. What he might think the 
proper mode of discussing his principles, what 
time, what occasion, to whom, when, and where, 
of course I could not undertake to say; and | 
hope he will pardon me for adding, that with the 
very limited extent that I have had the pleasure 
to cultivate his personal acquaintance, it would be 
pledging myself for himand becoming his sponsor 
to an extent that I am not willing todo. I donot 
hesitate to say, however, for I wish to be per- 
fectly candid, that were he or his associates to go 
into any part of the South, and attempt the exer- 
cise of what they call ‘free speech,” after the 
manner they have attempted it in some portions 
of the North, they would meet with a reception 
similar to their late receptions in Boston, New 
York, New Haven, Albany, Syracuse, and other 
northern cities. No well-ordered community that 
I was ever acquainted with would allow the de- 
cencies of society and the feelings of its citizens 
to be outraged with impunity. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ifthe gentleman from Ten- 
nessce will permit me, I will answer the question 
of the gentleman from Ohio. I undertake to say 
that in the State of Kentucky where I reside, and 
I believe throughout the border States of this 


Union, and I will go farther and say; in all the | 


slavcholding States of this Union, any gentleman 
from the State of Ohio, or from any of the free 
States of this Union, could go and, with perfect 


impunity, without the least hazard of danger to ;; 
himself, discuss this whole question of slavery in | 


the Territories which is involved here now in the 
Crittenden proposition, as fully and as fairly as 
he can do it in any one of the free States of this 
Union. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Itisa fact known to every 
gentleman familiar with that partof the country, 
that this question has been discussed time and 


again before vast assemblages of every class of į; 


the community, of both sexes and both colors. I 
sprak of the entire South, 

But it is asked why we press especially the 
Crittenden proposition? I will tell you. In the 
first place, the name of Mr. Crirrenpen has given 
it influence, power, and credit, with the whole 


people. ‘he country has responded to it both | 
Go to your | 


from the North and from the South. } 
Clerk’s desk, and read the thousands and tens of 


thousands of petitions praying us to adoptit. The | 
action of State Legislatures, the action of public ; 


mectings, the action of public men and of private 
citizens, all over the country, points to it as a 
mode of conciliation and adjustment that will be 
acceptable to the popular mind all over the coun- 
try. With such indications of public senument, 
{ think we ought notto putaside this proposition, 


and to treat it with disregard. Jtis not right. Iti! j 
: ofhonorandemolument. We want none of them. 


is unjust to those gathering multitudes who have 


resented themselves before us as petitioners, ask- | 
ing us to scttle our difficulties upon this old basis, | 


the readoption of which will place us where we 
were prior to the unfortunate legislation of 1854. 
Bat it is said—and a grave argument is pressed 


upon the House and upon the country—that the | 


provision in the Crittenden proposition for terri- 


tory to be hereafter acquired is unwise and ob- || 


jectionable. lt is understood that this was nota 
part of Mr. Crirrenpen’s original proposition, 
but an amendment made subsequently to its intro- 
duction; and I will say, very frankly, that for my- 
self I attach no importance to it whatever. Tam 
willing to accept the Crittenden proposition either 
as it came from his hand unamended, or with this 
amendment. į may suggést, however, that this 
provision indicates a pretty strong self-conscious- 
ness on the part of those who have adopted it. I 


believe I have never read or heard of but one in- ; 
stance equal to it—one that occurred in the pro- | 
fessional career of the celebrated Daniel O’Connell 


Onone occasion, after he had succeeded, by a most 
brilliant forensic effort, im acquitting a very noto 
rious horse thief, and the whole fraternity came 


flocking to greet him and shake hands over the | 
result, one of them more enthusiastic than the rest į 


exclaimed in the ecstacy of the moment, ‘* Mr. 
O'Connell, I want youto defend me the next time 
I steal a horse.” That we—I mean the people of 
the United States; we that call ourselves Anglo- 
Saxons; the men that have subdued so large ¢ 


i 


| marks. 
ji into this House looking to belligerent operations 
| against the States that have already seceded. As 


portion of the North American continent—that we 
shall eventually subdue, overcome, conquer, or 
settle, or whatever term you please to employ, the 
rest of the continent, is, Pthink, beyond thedoubt 
of any reasonable man; but Iam perfectly willing 
to leave the mode of that acquisition, the time of 
it, and the disposition to be made of the territory 
after its acquisition, with the other events that lie 
before us in the teeming future, to the high arbit- 
rament of destiny. Hence I am not anxious 
either to provide for the mode by which we shall 
acquire future territory, as is done by some of the 
propositions for settlement, or the disposition we 
shall make of it after we get it. We will wait till 
the favoring time comes, and acquire it as best 
we can; then we can dispose of it as we think 
right. 

Mr. Speaker, before I conclude, indulge me in 
another word to my Republican friends, to whom, 
I find, I have addressed a large portion of my re- 
A series of measures has been introduced 


afriend of the Union, [implore you to attempt no 
such policy. J submit that it will be ineffective; 
that itis unwise; and that it will be attended with 


evil, and onlyevil. You may wage war; but, be- | 


lieve me, the moment you wage war, you array 
the entire South, as one man, in behalfof the por- 
tion that is attacked. It is as when a brother is 
assailed, all his brethren rush to his rescue, not 
stopping to inquire whether, in the contest, he be 
right or wrong. I beg you will forego any such 
policyas that. Trust to us, the Union men of the 
South—I say the Union men, not the Union party 
men—trust to us, the Union men of the South. 
Give us pledges, assurances, guarantecs, with 
which we can go before our people and satisfy 
them that their rights shall not be invaded; that 
their equality in the Union shall be maintained 
inviolate; that the privileges which they have 


hitherto enjoyed shall still be preserved; and I | 
i: pledge you that we will return your forts and 
i arsenals, your ships and navy-yards, your mints 


and bullion. We will do it without the firing of 
a gun; without the shedding of a drop of blood. 
We will do it through the peaceful remedy of the 
ballot-box. No honor shall be assailed; no self- 
respect shall be lost; but we will restore this Gov- 
ernment to the high and palmy state in which it 
existed before these troubles broke out, Again, 
and again, I beg that you will trust us. I entreat 
you to believeus. We can do all this; you cannot; 
you never can. ‘Then we will unite to aid you in 
administering the Government soon to be devolved 
upon you, as we have aided another Administra- 
tion than which yours may possibly be better; 
itcan hardly be worse. And for this, we expect 
no reward. We neither desire, nor will we accept, 
your high Cabinet places, your offices, your posts 


Weare serving not you or your party; but the 
country. Weare laboring to preserve it only; 
and when your four years shall have rolled round, 
as soon they must, then, by the blessing of God, 
and the good sense of the American people, we 


| will relieve you of this tremendous responsibility, | 
|| and place the Government in the hands of other 


men, good, national, and patriotic men, of a party 
that shall embrace within its organization every 
one of the thirty-four States. [Applause in the 
galleries.] I trust, then, that all these measures 
of coercion; that all this thought of bloodshed, 


! of fleets and armies, of forts and garrisons, and 


military posts, will be abandoned; and that you 
will listen io men who, you ought to know, if you 
do not, are as patriotic as you are; that love the 
country as well as you love it; that have made 
sacrifices for it that you never have made. I trust 
that you will listen to them; that you will not 
spurn their counsels; that you will not turn a deaf 


ear to their entreaties; but that you will accept | 
| the offer which they have made you—the offer of | 
peace, of conciliation. Give us, for once, a gen- | 


erous confidence; and if you are patriots, as I 
hope you are,and as you profess to be, yon shall 
never have occasion to regret—certainly the coun- 
try shall have no occasion to regret; mankind 
shall have no occasion to regret—that the interests 
of the nation were, in this calamitous time, in- 


trusted to our hands. Do not hope, by any mere | 


ay 


of an aggrieved people. Neither the bestowal of 
patronage nor the exhibition of: power will avail, 

isten to their grievances; remove. the-causes of 
their discontent. - Whole peoples are never con- 
sciously wrong; and must.not be proceeded against 
as criminals. They are never corrupt, and can- 
not be purchased ‘with bribes. Behe 

A great coérdinate assemblage has convened at 
the metropolis, called together by this:exigent 
crisis in public affairs. Men all unused ‘to the 
dust and strife of politics, men ermined and fobed 
from the bench, men ‘from the deep. and retired 
seclusion of private life, have been sent. here tò 
consult on the great rights and great interests now 
at stake. J pray that they shall not be turned 


. away unheeded. I beseech you that their impor- 


tunities, their urgent appeals, shall not be disre- 
garded by you; for, believe me, if they go back 
to their people with words of despair on'theirlips, 
with feelings of despair in their pearl: the effect 
will be most momentous and most: disastrous. 
You will regret itin a day when regrets will be 
vain. I trust, therefore, that you will not so far 
forget the duties that you owe to your-country.in 
this dark hour, as to turn a deaf ear. tomen'who 
can have no motive whatever to mislead you, who 
can have no possible inducement to give false coun- 


| sel; men who have been always true to‘the coun- 


try; men who have contented themselves to live all 
their lives in hopeless political minorities; because 
they would adhere to what they believed to ‘be 
principle, rather than follow a successful party; 
who dcemed it better to be right than to be in 
power. Such men I beg you will not disregard; 
but that you will heed their words of warning in 
your legislative action, with a sense of the high 
responsibility that rests upon you. For I concur 


| most heartily with you, sir, in the opinion which 


you ventured to express the other day, in oppo- 
sition to that. of a colleague of mine, [Mr. Erurr- 


| wcr,] that weare not here as three hundred hack- 


administrative expedients, to calm the discontents |! 


men, gathered from the streets of a great city; 
that we are not here even as the same number of 
any other American citizens, from whatever quar- 
ter assembled; that we have been selected to repre- 
sent large, respectable, interested, anxious. con- 
stituencies. They are looking, and they. have a 
right to look, with painful solicitude to our delib- 
erations. They will hold us responsible; and 
woe, woe, to him who, in the day of our account- 
ability, shall be found wanting; woe, woe, to him 
who shall have done nothing, no less than to him 
who shall have done wrong! At such a juncture 
inaction is the action of all others the most fatal. 

Mr. Speaker, I know not that any words of mine 
or of others will affect the result of these delib- 
erations. I know that, in great crises, conclu- 
sions are very apt to be foregone. I know that 
men are at such times governed by considerations 
which cannot be reached by any words either of 
wisdom or of folly. [have availed myself of this 
present opportunity to leave on record to those 
who come after me, if they shall ever think it 
worth while to know, my views and opinions in 
the present state of affairs, unwilling, as I was, to 
preserve a sullen, unyielding silence in this time 
of the country’s peril, 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. WILLIAM ALLEN, 
OF OHIO, : 
In roe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 7, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. ALLEN said: 

Mr. Speaker: As the Representative of an in- 
telligent and patriotic constituency, I desire to be 
heard upon the pending report, which relates to a 
matter of vital importance to the people of every 
section of this country—the preservation of the 
American Union. Our country has never before 
been, and I trust never avill again be, so near the 
verge of hopeless ruin. I need scarcely refer to 
the many disasters which have befallen us; they 
are being realized to the remotest parts of the Con- 
federacy by the people of every age, sex, and con- 
dition. Our national Treasury is bankrupt; our 
national credit depreciated; public and individual 
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confidence removed; our merchants have failed; 
our bankssuspended; our mechanics are out ofem- 
ployment; ouragricultural interestsare paralyzed ; 
and thousands of our honest, toiling citizens sud- 
denly: rendered almost destitute. Financial dis- 
tressand ruin stalk throughoutour hitherto happy 
and. prosperous land, while revolution has raised 
its hideous form, and is marching with gigantic 
strides to the destruction of the noblest fabric of 
government ever dedicated to the freedom of man. 
The foundations of this proud edifice, erected by 
the hands of the patriots of 1776, consecrated to 
the freedom and happiness of their descendants, 
and as an asylum for the oppressed of all lands, 


are being sapped, and the mighty structure is. 


shaken from center to circumference; and the pa- 
triotic millions; with hearts devoted to the institu- 
tions of the Government, and ever cherishing the 
memories of the fathers who framed it, with ago- 
nizing countenances and uplifted voices are cry- 
ing, “God save the Union!” 

In the midst of this perilous crisis, is it not our 
duty, as Representatives in whom have been con- 
fided important trusts by our countrymen, to pause 
and inquire the cause of all this distress and 
alarm, and, if possible, to propose a remedy be- 
fore our nation’s history is closed? Sir, we are 
recreant to every confidence reposed in us, if we 
remain with folded arms and calm indifference to 
these momentous events, and a fearful responsi- 
bility awaits us before the “ bar of public opinion” 
and the “bar of God.” Perhaps the real cause 
of the misfortunes and perils by which we are 
surrdunded is to be found in the spirit of discon- 
tent, avarice, and selfishness of certain reckless 
demagoguesin both sections of the country, whose 
motto is “rule or ruin,’’and who are ever ready 
to sacrifice the interests of their countrymen to 
advance their unrighteous schemes for wealth and 
power. But the means by which they have so 
far effected the object of their country’s ruin is by 
the agitation of the subject of slavery. ‘This has 
been fora nuntber of years the all-absorbing ques- 
tion with politicians in all parts of the country, 
and about the only ground upon which men doighi 
or obtained political preferment. Nearly every 
great question of national policy which formerly 
occupied the attention of the people and their pub- 
lic servants has become obsolete, or regarded of 
little importance, compared with this one, which, 
practically, has served no useful purpose to any 
person but that of political capital to those who 
could obtain by it political power. 

But politicians of each section have dwelt long 
and loud upon it; they have exhausted the vocab- 


ulary in coining popular phrases by which they | 


might the more bitterly denounce those who an- 
tagonized with them. While the northern agi- 
tators have, in the most bitter and severe man- 
ner, denounced the slavcholders of the South, and 
those who refused to join in waging war against 
their institution, the southern agitators bave been 
equally vigilant in their denunciations of the peo- 


ple of the North, whom they denounce as Aboli- | 


tionists without distinction. Fanatical harangues 
and sentiments of impracticable men in either sec- 
tion, have been heralded forth by those of the 
other as reflecting public opinion in the entire 
North or entire South. 


Southern agitators have warned their people to | 
beware of northern aggression; and northern agi- | 


tators have, in like manner, admonished theirs to 
guard vigilantly againstsouthernaggression. And 
thus, these two classes of ultra and unreasonable 
men, without influence in the beginning, have, by 
incessant inflammatory appeals to the people, cre- 
ated thatalienation and distrust which bas brought 
about the deplorable state of affairs we now wit- 
ness. The fanatics of the South have hereto- 
fore styled themselves Democrats; but they were 
Democrats for the purpose of destroying Democ- 
racy. The majority of the people of either sec- 
tion, as I believe, are naturally conservative. I 
know those of the North are; and southern poli- 
ticlans know this. 


terials by which they might overpower conserva- 


tive northern men—those who have periled their į 
political success; and, amid storms of fanaticism, | 
advocated for southern people their rights, as | 


guarantied by the Constitution. 
The mad harangues of southern agitators have 


But some of them have ever | 
been ready to furnish northern agitators with ma- į 


_the election of Abraham Lincoln President of the 


| of the rightof secession is absurd and ridiculous. 


been scattered over the entire North by northern 


interventionists, with the design of making the 
northern Democracy responsible for all the odious 
doctrinesadvocated at the South—such as the right 
of secession, the revival of the African slave trade, 
and other propositions which never were con- 
curred in by the Democracy of the North, and by 
very few at the South. Again: the ultra portion 
of the Republican party at the North have, with 
their inflammatory appeals, not only perverted 
northern sentiment, but placed in the hands of 
southern interventionists weapons for an unjust 
warfare against conservative southern men. The 
two extreme classes of politics have gained the as- 
cendency in their respective sections, the northern 
predominating over the southern section; and, in 


United States by the Republican party, aided by 
southern disunionists, who contributed to the re- 
sult by dividing the Democratic party, this in- 
flamed state of public feeling is about to culminate 
in the destruction of the Government. The irre- 
pressible conflict is about to be realized, not as 
the natural result of the institution of slavery, as 


recognized by the Constitution, but the result of |' 


a perversion of public sentiment by mad parti- 
sans; not a conflict between freedom and African 
slavery, buta conflict between order and anarchy, 
between Government and revolution, which in- 
volves not the welfare of the four million of slaves 
in this country, but the weal or woe of the mil- 
lions of our own race, whose liberties are jeop- 
ardized thereby. 

Itis useless to pursue this subject. Itis enough 
to know that this conflict exists, and that if it is 
not soon suppressed, it will consummate the na- 
tion’s destruction. A number of the people ofthe 
southern States claim the right, for causes the 
sufficiency of which they declare their right to be 
the exclusive judges, of withdrawing from the 
Government, and severing their connection with 
it; and in pursuance of this claim, seven of the 
States, so far as they can by their ownaction, have 
placed themselves beyond the pale of the General 
Government. It is useless to consume time in 
controverting so preposterous a claim as that of 
the secessionists. No such right as secession 
exists—at least asa constitutional right. Nosuch 
right is anywhere recognized by the provisions 
of the Constitution; but both the instrument itself, 
and the history of its adoption, show that the 
Union was designed to be perpetual; and that no 
State could become a party to that instrument ex- 
cept under the bonds of a perpetual Union, The 
General Government, being the repository of cer- 
tain powers delegated by the people of the several 
States for their common welfare, has no right to 
permit the people of any State to absolve them- 
selves from allegiance to it, without the consent 
of the people of the remaining States, or at least 
without the concurrence required for an amend- 
ment of the Constitution. ‘The preamble to the 
Constitution of the United States recites the fol- 
lowing language: 

“ We, the people of the United States, in order to form a 
more perfeet Union, establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quiltity, provide for the common defense, promote the gen- 
eral welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourscives 


and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution 
tor the United States of America.” 


If the people of any State have a right to with- 
draw from the Federal Union, and sever all con- 
nection with it, at such time and for such cause 
as they may dcem proper and sufficient, our Gov- 
ernment is the shcerest system of humbuggery; 
and the patriots who laid its foundations, as has 


been supposed, upon a firm and enduring basis, || 


instead of being venerated and honored by the 
American people, as they have been for eighty 
years, are worthy the execrations of the millions 
of people upon whom they have entailed the direst 
calamities thatever befell mankind. The doctrine 


The Union of the original States was formed by 
the people of cach, in which they, in the language 
of the preamble just recited, ‘tin order to form a 
more perfect Union, insure domestic tranquillity, 
and provide for the common defense,” delegated | 
to the General Government certain enumerated 
powers, which the Government has the right to 
exercise; and to thatextent its power is sovereign 
and paramount. As to those powers which are 
not delegated, they remain with the people of the 


States, and to the extent of these powers the peo- 
ple therein are sovereign. 

The Constitution 1s a compact binding upon the 
States of the Union who have become parties to 
it, and binding upon the people in their collective 
and individual capacity; and none can avoid its 
provisions without a violation of that compact. 
No more striking instance of the absurdity of this 
doctrine is to be found than that of the secession of 
the State of Florida. The people of Florida, like 
the other seceding States, have passed an ordinance 
of secession, by which they claim to resume the 
sovereignty which they have heretofore vested.in 
the General Government. The territory which 
comprises the State of Florida was purchased by 
the United States at a cost of $5,000,000. After the 
Governmentacquired the territory, it cost the sum 
of $50,000,000 to quiet the Indians and protect its 
citizens. A large amountof money has been ex- 
pended by the General Govérnment in the erection 
of forts, public buildings, &c., for the common 
defense and common benefit, Previous to the ac- 
' quisition of the territory its citizens were the sub- 
‘jects of one of the most despotic Governments 
of Europe—the Government of Spain. They 
were thus relieved from despotic power. Now, 
with a mere handful of inhabitants—less than the 
population of the district which I represent—after 
i the Government has paid the price of their free- 
| dom, and expended millions of money for their 
| benefit, this little band of disorganizers talk about 
resuming their sovereignty, and propose to walk 
out of the Union and take the public property 
with them. This is the position of Florida; and 
the same inconsistency presents itself, in part, as 
to Louisiana and Texas, the last two States which 
have seceded. 

The Louisiana purchase, of which the State of 
Louisianaisa part, costthe Government the sum of 
$15,000,000. ‘he purchase was made mainly to ac- 
quire control of the Mississippi river, and to afford 
an outlet for the commerce of the great West. 
Louisiana has received her full share of the pub- 
! lic expenditures; her great metropolis has been 
' built up and enriched by our trade. She, although 
intimately connected with the North commer- 
| cially, has attempted to sever her connection with 
j us, and has placed herself in a hostile attitude to 
| the Government. We are not only to lose the 
price paid for her territory, the money expended 
since, but the free navigation of the Mississippi 
i river, the paramount object in making the pur- 
| chase. It is true, she declares in her proceedings 
of secession that the navigation of the river is to 
be free toStates maintaining friendly relations with 
her, but we will not be considered in that attitude 
unless we consent to her unreasonable demands, 

In the acquisition of Texas we were involved 
in a bloody war with Mexico, which cost us mil- 
lions of dollars and hundreds of lives; in addition 
to expenditures for public property within the 
State, large expenditures have been incurred in 
transporting and sustaining troops in part for the 
protection of her frontier. Only last session Con- 
gress was asked to provide for two mounted regi- 
ments for the protection of her frontier. 

Asa reward to the Government of the United 
States for extending its protection over them, those 
States propose appropriating the public property 
to their own use, and to use the forts and public 
arms in the destruction of the lives of our people, 
ifthey attempt to resist their unjust demands. The 
territory of the other seceding States was within 
the limits of the Confederacy as first established; 
but the fortifications, custom-houses, and other 
property which they have seized, were paid for out 
of the common treasure for the common benefit: 
the people of these States have an interest in them 
as citizens of the United Statcs, but not simply as 
citizens of the seceding States. This property was 
not only purchased and paid for at an extravagant 
price in many instances, but the title of the ground 
upon which the public buildings are situate was, 
by the legal and rightful owners, vested in the Uni- 
ted States, and no claim can be set up that it re- 
verts to these States in any event. Not only has 
the Government jurisdiction over it, but it Is the 
absolute property of the Government, and those 
! States have no more right to it than the highway- 
man has to his booty. These facts render the 
whole doctrine of secéssion so preposterous, that I 


i; am surprised it should find an advocate 
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But itis said the right of revolution exists when 
the oppression of a Government becomes too in- 
tolerable to be borne. Of this there can be no 
doubt. In such case, revolution becomes justifia- 
bie; but is the revolution now going on of that 
character? What is the alleged cause? The tri- 
umph ofa sectional party, and the election of a 
sectional candidate to the Presidency; by which it 
is claimed a war will be waged by the Federal Gov- 
ernment against slavery until it is exterminated. 
Those fears, however honest and well founded, do 
not justify such an extraordinary resort as yet. 
Let them wait for some overt act of aggression on 
thepart ofthe new Administration before appealing 
tothisremedy. The Republican party haveaccom- 
plished their object; they have elected their Pres- 
ident; they can now afford to be generous to their 
southernbrethren. Their President will beanxious 
to be President of the whole country, and nota 
fragment of it, and to close his official career, as far 
as possible, with the respect of his countrymen 
everywhere. He has been elected according to the 
forms of the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, and should be installed as the Chief Ma- 
gistrate. If he violates the Constitution, or deals 
unjustly with the people of any section, there is 
a remedy under the Constitution. In such case, 
if the remedy be not applicd before, the people, 
at the expiration of his term, will hurl him from 
power. i 

The people of the South are unnecessarily 
alarmed. Their grievances are much magnified. 
It has been claimed that their cause for rebellion 
is equal to that of the heroes of the Revolution; 
but the analogy does not hold good. One of the 
chief causes of complaint on the part of the col- 
onists was, that they were taxed without being 
allowed representation. But the seceding States, 
so far from being deprived of the right of repre- 
sentation—thcir representatives, at their instance, 
have withdrawn from.this Hall—refused to par- 
ticipate in the deliberations of this body. Their 
names are yet retained on the roll, andas often as 
it is called, they are called upon to cast their votes 
upon such measures as receive the consideration of 
the House. The colonists rebelled because ofactual 
oppression ; the cotton States because they fear op- 
pression, as they allege, in theelection ofa sectional 
candidate to the Presidency. The colonists were 
resisting actual grievances; the secessionists are 
resisting imaginary or apprehended grievances. 
There is certainly no great similarity between 
their condition and that of their brave ancestors. 
Their security and prosperity, in my opinion, are 
in the Union, and in the strict observance of the 
Constitution and the laws made in pursuance 
thereof. 

But the people, or atleast those who assume to 
control public sentiment in the seceding States, 
declare differently, and act accordingly; and we 
are compelled to deal with what we believe to be 
their follies rather than the justice of their de- 
mands; and crimination and recrimination, at this 
point, can do no good. Weare called upon to 
deal in stern realities. Seven States have seceded, 
and are ina state of revolution. Others threaten 
to follow; and unless some action is had, and that 
speedily, the latter States, from their position and 
relation with the institution of slavery, although 
disposed to be loyal to the Constitution, may be 

recipitated into the awful vortex of revolution. 
Į have ever been hopeful that this secession move- 
ment would, by some means, be arrested before 
the border States, as they are called, should take 
their position with the cotton States; for, the Con- 
federacy once dissevered, the South united in a 
southern confederacy, and I have no hope of a 
reconstruction. I look upon such a proposition 
as totally impracticable. The Confederacy once 
broken, it 1s broken forever. Therefore, I cannot 
consider propositions of any kind which look to 
a division of the Confederacy. We hear schemes 
for northern, southern, border, western, and Pa- 
cific confederacies. Such propositions are ill-timed. 
It will be time enough to consider these proposi- 
tions when all hope of maintaining the present 
Confederacy shall have failed. Until that time, 
I will not so far relax my energies in support of 
this glorious Union as to look at it in a dismem- 
bered attitude. . 

The people of my district are firmly and im- 
movably attached to the American Union. They 


behold in its maintenance, under the spirit of the 
Constitution, the great bulwark of their safety and 
happiness. They can never consent to its disso- 
lution, but will cling to it through every storm of 
fanaticism and revolution that rages in the land, 
as the unfortunate mariner clings to the last wreck 
ofthe sinking vessel. They will make every con- 
cession that honor can grant or justice demand 
to give permanence to the Government and peace 
to the country. They will ever vindicate the 
nation’s rights and defend its honor. They will 
never countenance an insult from a foreign foe or 
an unfaithful citizen, to that glorious flag which 
has waved in triumph over so many victories, 
protected our commerce upon every sea, and com- 
manded for us the respect of the civilized world. 
They willever denounce those who would trample 
upon the nation’s ensign, or raise thearm of rebel- 
lion against one of the best systems of Govern- 
ment ever established among men. They are a 
law-abiding people, and will not countenance dis- 
obedience to the laws of the country by the people 
of any portion thereof. 

This leads me to say something upon a subject 
which has been so much discussed here, about 
which there exists a diversity of opinion, and 
upon which, from the artful language sometimes 
employed by those who discuss it, there is much 
misapprehension—I mean the power and duty of 
the Government to enforce such laws as may be 
indispensable to its existence. None but those 
who believe in the right of secession will deny 
the right of the Government to enforce such laws. 
But the policy of doing so is questioned by many 
who deny the constitutional right of secession, on 
various grounds. One is, that it is an attempt to 
coerce the seceding States; and that this cannot 
be done without involving the country in a civil 
war; and that States thus coerced would be but 
conquered provinces, and not willing and loyal 
subjects. ‘The venerable President, in his annual 
message, tells us that we cannot coerce a seceding 
State, for to do so would be to wage a war against 
a State by the General Government, which the 
Government has no right to do. Ido not claim 
that the Government has any power to levy war 
against a State; nor can a State, as such, violate 
the Federal laws, and be guilty of treason to the 
Government; but her citizens may. A State, as 
such, is presumed to be loyal to the Constitution 
and Jaws of the United States; and when, by her 
Legislature, or convention called in pursuance 
thereof, she nullifies Federal legislation, such ac- 
tion of the State Legislature is simply void; but 
her citizens, who thus attempt to pervert the pow- 
ers of her Legislature, and under color of State 
legislation trample upon Federal laws, are respons- 
ible, and are amenable to punishment, whether 
those citizens be few or many. 

But the judicial officers of the General Govern- 
ment having resigned in some of the seceding 
States, many of the laws, at least without further 
legislation by Congress, cannot be enforced; and 
some of them, indeed, cannot be enforced at all; 
but these are such as more particularly concorn 
the people of the seceding States as to rights 
and remedies existing between them; if they 
choose to deprive themselves of the benefits of 
the laws, the misfortune is their own; it is their 
privilege to do so, if the rights of the citizens of 
other portions of the country are not impaired 
thereby. But the forts and public property may 
be protected, and the public revenue collected— 
at least by proper legislation—without the aid of 
the Federal courts; and while this can be done, I 
am for it; and not until it is demonstrated that the 
Government has not the strength to defend iis 
property, and collect its revenue, can the Execu- 
tive, under an oath to support the Constitution, 
surrender either to the secessionists. While the 
Government can perform these functions, itis a 
Government. When it fails to do so, it is at an 
end. The Executive cannot lightly throw off the 
obligations the Constitution imposes. As Rep- 
resentatives, we cannot do so. And the northern 
people, and many of the South, will not consent 
to a quiet surrender of the public property to 
those who are attempting the overthrow of the 
Government. Their brave hearts and strong 
arms will ever be arrayed against a movement of 
this kind. A people who would willingly wit- 
ness the last prop of their Government removed, 


without an effort to prevent it, would -be incapa- 
ble and unworthy of self-government any. where, 
I do not care how small you reduce the area-of.a 
Government, thére will always be rebellious sub- 
jects, who would overthrow it, if they.could quiet 
loyal citizens by threatening civil war if they were 
not allowed to consummate their designse.) +4. 

The idea of peaceable secession, howevet“de- 
sirable, when secession becomes inevitable, is, in 
my. opinion, utterly impossible. Does any one 
suppose that, if the sections cannot now agree 
upon a settlement touching the question of slavery 
in the Territories, they will amicably adjust the 
important differences which must arise. upon a 
separation? Will not the demands on the one 
side, and the determination to resist them on the 
other, be rather increased than diminished, when 
once all hope of conciliation has failed? .To my 
mind, most certainly such will be the case. All 
fraternal feeling will then be dissipated; allregard 
forconstitutional obligations will hen haveceased; 
respect by one section for the rights, feelings, and 
interests of the people of the other, will nolonger 
exist, But in the maddened frenzy,. fraternal 
hatred, unrestrained ambition and avarice which 
will have control of the public mind, in that dark 
day of anarchy, which 1 shudder to contemplate, 
all sections, in a mad strife to obtain as much. as 
possible of the cargo of the deserted and. sinking 
ship, will ultimately seek, in an appeal to arms, 
the final arbitrament of their. differences, and a 
means of revenge for their real or supposed griev- 
ances. Let separation for the time be peaceable, 
with two independent Governments carved out of 
the same common territory, the subjects of each 
fresh from scenes of strife, their bosoms rankling 
with hatred and jealousy toward each other—as 
would be the people of the northern‘and southern 
confederacies in the event of their construction— 
and how long would the Governments cherish 
friendly relations toward each other? 

Sir, when we talk about a peaceable separation 
of the two sections of the Confederacy ,an amicable 
division of public property, and an amicable ad- 
justment of the relations that are to exist between 
the two confederacies as two distinct nations, we 
deceive ourselves and attempt to misguide others, 
We should not suffer ourselves to be'deluded with 
the belief that this mighty Republic-—the boon of 
our fathers, cemented with. their blood, and con- 
secrated by their memory, with its internal rela- 
tions with its States and the people of each; with 
all its vast relations and intercourse with nations 
abroad, with thirty-four sovereign States revolving 
around its constitutional center, and bound by the 
affections of thirty million people, taught from 
their infancy to regard it as the palladium of their 
liberty and safety, and who cherish with fond and 
proud recollection the valor and patriotism of their 
brave ancestors who established it—can dissolve 
and pass away withouta struggle. No, sir; while 

atriotism can predominate over passion and pre- 
judice, it will stand a proud monument of the wis- 
dom of its founders; and when it falls, if fall it 
must, it will go down beneath a sea of blood. I 
do not desire to indulge in too great a stretch of 
imagination on the terrific scenes which I believe 
must surround the Republic as itdeparts from its 
place among the nations of the earth; but the his- 
tory of other nations, as well as the nature of our 
Government and character of our people, corrob- 
orate my position, whether in this instance I am 
correct or not, 3 

Is it not of the utmost importance. that every 
effort be made to avert the calamities of a disso- 
lution, in whatever form, and by peaceable meas- 
ures preserve, if possible, the rich inheritance? 
Will we not be held responsible by the people we 
represent, and by generations to come, if we. fail 
to use every effort within our power to avert these 
evils? It will not be a sufficient excuse for us that 
we could not compromise the difficulties by which 
we are surrounded with out a sacrifice of some 
favorite dogma, by which we have been promoted 
to the places we occupy. The various abstractions 
upon the subject of slavery will be found of no 
consequence when compared with the weal or woe 
of the thirty million people we represent. 

We should rise above all party prejudice and 
party considerations. If we cannot do this, we are 
unfit to occupy the places we now hold. But if 
we ever compromise, it must be by mutual con- 
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cessions. It will not do for one section to. de- 
manda compromise upon certain terms, and reject 
all others. Each Representative here must be ex- 
pected to act as he can answer to his constituents 
and to his conscience. Buat in doing this, liberal 
concessions can be made by all parties, without 
Siving offense to the former or doing violence to 
the latter. 

My proposition for a settlement would be, to 

det the people, both in our present and future ac- 
uired territory, settle the question of slavery for 
themselves, in such a manner as to place it beyond 
the controlor responsibility of the Government. 
But, in supporting such a proposition, I would 
make no sacrifice, but would simply be carrying 
‘out my views of the true policy upon this ques- 
t'on. I must, therefore, be ready to accept other 
propositions for a settlement of oar difficulties. 
And Iwill ever be found ready to make all honor- 
able concessions, when, by doing so, Í can aid in 
restoring fraternal relations between the sections, 
and settling the question. which has given rise to 
our unhappy difficulties. I shall vote for the prop- 
osition reported by the chairman of the committee 
of thirty-three, Mr. Corwin; and would willingly 
support other propositions which have been of- 
fered here for the purpose of terminating our trou- 
bles. ‘The. most important of the propositions 
reported by the chairman of this committee is 
that which proposes the admission of the territory 
south of 36° 30! at once as a State, with such con- 
stitution as the majority of the people may determ- 
ine. Thisshould at once setile all dispute as to our 
present territorial possessions. 

If, after making all honorable concessions, and 
using all the means within our power to prevent 
the fearful spread of revolution, our offers for 
peace are rejected and our appeals unheard, by 
those who are madly rushing forward and drag- 
ging their countrymen after them into the awful 
abyss of anarchy and civil war, the responsibility 
will not rest upon us; our ruined countrymen 
cannot reproach us with being the authors of their 
misfortunes, however great. Surely no one who 
has a spark of humanity, to say nothing of pa- 
triotism, desires to sce the country plunged into 
a civil war, The majority of the people in the 
North, I am satisfied, are opposed to war, if it 


can be avoided; but there must be a limit to the | 


demands of the secessionists. If they carry their 
movements too far, they may exasperate the wost 
moderate of the northern people. 
the forts, arsenals, navy-yards, custom-houses, 
and vessels of the Government by the people of 
the sceeding States, firing upon its vessels, strik- 
ing downits flag, and the many other acts recently 
committed under the alleged right of secession, if 
versisted in, will eventually arouse among the 
nion-loving people of the country a spirit of re- 
taliation as terrible as they have been forbear- 
ing, and which will be deaf to all existing com- 
plaints, if these things continue. The acts of the 
seceding States are not justified by any existing 
provocation, ; 
Thequestion for the Government to decide will 
not be whether ic will coerce, but whether it will 
he cocrced into submission. 1 make these sugges- 
tions with the kindest feeling toward my country- 
men inall sections; but these are stubborn facts 
which { cannot overlook. The State which f, 
in part, represent, contains among its population 
many who owe their nativity to southern soil, and 


who are bound to the southern people by ties of | 


consanguinity, as well asof nationality. Situated 
on the border, separated from the slaveholding 
Siates of Kentucky and Virginia only by the Ohio 
river, our relations with the southern people are 
intimate, and our interests, in many respects, iden- 
tical. Wehavea common interest in the navigation 
of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, and a common 


interest in maintaining those relations which se- ; 


eure usequaland uninterrupted rightsin those great 
channels of commerce. The southern States want 
ourtrade; and we wanttheirs, except their negroes. 
Why should our relations of peace and amity and 
kindness be destroyed in an angry strife equally 
hazardous to both sections? ; 
Within the confines of the district which I have 
the honor to represent is the “ bloody ground” 
apon which occurred the frightful massacre of 
ourcountrymen, memorable in the country’s bis- 
tory, and known as St, Clair’s defeat; where the 


The seizure of | 


gallant Wayne afterwardsestablisheda fort, which 
hecalled Recovery, and where a flourishing village 
now stands, bearing the latter name. There lie 
moldering in the dust the bones of six hundred 
valiant patriots who fell beneath the cruel war- 
fare of the savages of the forest, who, in overpow- 
ering numbers, arrested the progress of the Amer- 
ican Army when marching forth in defense of the 
early pioneers of the northwestern territory. The 
brave sons of Kentucky and Virginia were then 
willing to peril their lives in the protection of our 
citizens, and in opening that vast territory to the 
peaceful pursuits of civilized life. Our people are 
capable of appreciating the magnanimity of those 
gallant sons of the South who periled and sacri- 
ficed their lives for the protection of our infant 
settlements. Itwould indeed be base ingratitude 
in us, now that we have grown prosperous and 
powerful, if we were found willing, upon the first 
and slightest pretext, to fly to arms, and engage 
in a bloody conflict with the descendants of our 
kind benefactors. 

The recollection by our people of the disinter- 
ested and self-sacrificing patriotism of those heroes 
of the southern States who poured their blood 
upon our soil, and left their bones as mementoes 
of their valor, if we were governed by no higher 
obligations, would be sufficient to restrain us from 


seeking a collision with our southern brethren; ’ 
g ; 


and the recollection of their brave sires who sleep 
upon our soil should restrain the people of the 
South from doing any act which might precipitate 
the States in a fraternal war, and again drench our 
land with blood. Let the recollection of their 


brave ancestors, and their chivalric deeds, restrain | 


them from willingly surrendering the graves of 


their countrymen to the jurisdiction of a foreign | 


Government. Every fecling of ournatureandevery 
feeling of humanity shrinks from a contemplation 


of such a war as that which must arise between | 


the sections of this Confederacy, if moderation 
and forbearance do not characterize the counsels 
and proceedings of the people of all sections. Im- 
agination cannot depict the sorrows and calamities 
which must not only befall our people, but also 
the oppressed subjects of foreign Powers who are 
looking to our Government as a beacon-light, by 
which they hope to be guided into a safe deliver- 
ance from the tyranny of their despotic rulers. 

I rejoice to learn that Virginia, the“ proud Old 
Dominion,’’the mother of Presidentsand of States, 
the mother of the great Northwest, from whence 
I hail, has, by the voice, as recently expressed, of 
her patriotic and chivalric sons, declared her dispo- 
sition to forbear for a time, to give time for delib- 
eration and reflection, with the hope ofareconcilia- 
tion—with the carnest desire that some measure 
may be devised and consummated that will satisfy 
the conservative people of allsections. I trust thata 
like spirit will prevailamong the people of the other 
border States. I know the people of these States 
have some cause of complaint against the North. 
The Constitution has sometimes beendisregarded, 
and the laws violated to theirinjury. [regret it. 
I believe the majority of the people of the North 
are opposed to these violations of the national 
compact. 


ures giving countenance to them, yet, after see- 
ing and fecling the results of this an warranted in- 
terference with the affairs of the people of the 
South, I believe they will not only oppose, but 


use every effort to suppress, violations of law, | 
a r ? 


which may impair the rights of the people of the 
South and disturb fraternal relations between us. 
Let the people of all our sister States who are 
now considering the propriety of disunion pause 
before they reach the brink of revolution, and pon- 
der well the perils into which they precipitate 
themsclves and their countrymen, by falling into 
line with the now retreating column, - 


A ie | 
Under a vague expectation of providing for 


their better security and future protection, may 
they not sacrifice peace, and liberty itself, to the 
wild ambition of designing demagogues? 

In conclusion, let me entreat my compeers here, 
and my countrymen everywhere, to uniteat once, 
to unite speedily, upon some measure which will 


; quiet the storm which rages around us, and dis- 


pel the dari cloud of disunion which lowers over 
our heads, that we may again bask in the sun- 


shine of national prosperity and happiness, and | 


Although, in the bitterness of party | 
feeling, they may have supported men and meas- | 


transmit unsullied to future generations the pre- 
cious charge committed to our care, of our na- 
tional independence and national honor. 


STATE OF THE UNION, 


SPEECH OF HON. R. HATTON, 
OF TENNESSEE, 
- In tue House or Representatives, 
February 8, 1861. 

The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr. HATTON said: 

Mr. Speaker: The honorable gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Sepewscx,} who addressed the 
House last upon yesterday, prefaced his speech 
with the remark-—which has constituted the open- 
ing of almost every other speech during this ses- 
sion—that ‘* we are in the midst of revolution,” 

Six States, Mr. Speaker—among them two of 
the original thirteen—have, within the last forty 
days, violently torn themselves loose from the 
Federal Government, and proclaimed themselves 
separate and independent States. Others are pre- 
paring to follow theirexample. Our country, until 
recently so peaceful and quiet, is being rapidly 
changed into a great camp of armed men. War, 
civil war, with all its train of attendant furies, is 
imminent, 

Can nothing be done to stay this revolution? 
Ifnot,it will sweep usall to acommon ruin. Can 
nothing be done to save the Government from 
utter destruction? J address this question espe- 
cially to the Republican party.. Your leader upon 
this floor, [Mr. Suermax,} in this debate re- 
marked, a few days since, that if it was not done, 


| and “this Republic fell, liberty would die.” Can- 


not the curse of civil war be averted? If not, as 
that distinguished gentleman on the same occasion 
said, “the condition of our country North, South, 


| East, and West, will be worse than that of Mex- 


ico;” our fair land scourged and blighted as by the 
hand of an angry God, will be divided into frag- 
ments, in which * military despotisms will be sub- 
stituted for the will of the people.” 

Mr. Speaker, that gentleman earnestly appealed 
to members from the border slave States to arrest 
this storm, and give ‘ time for peace and concilia- 
tion.” Sir, Lappeal to him, and to his party upon 


| this floor, for the means by which its arrest may 


be made possible. You have the power. It isin 
your hands. Shall we have it; or will you refuse 
it? The struggle between those who would hast- 
ily dissolve the Governmentand those who would 
preserve it, is going on before you. Six engage- 
ments between these forces, the first in South 
Carolina and the last in Louisiana, have been 
fought. In every instance our friends have been 
borne down. Are you indifferent as to the result 
of those still in progress? If you are not, I ask 
you to place in our hands the weapons of concilia- 


i tion and concession, with which we may cleave 


the armor of ouradversaries. Then, ours willbe 


i the certain and peaceful triumph—the triumph of 


the Union and the law. Give us that which will 
enable us certainly to assure the pcople of our 
State of your purpose to deal fairly and justly 
with them. Then, you may reasonably appeal to 
us to stay the storm. Do that, and we will with 
alacrity, buoyant with hope and confident of vic- 
tory, spring to the contest. Then, you may ex- 
pect, not only that further efforts at secession will 
be stopped, but thateven those States which have 
so abruptly withdrawn from us may return to the 
sisterhood of States. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am met here, by Repuhli- 
cans, with the oft-repeated question, ** What do 
you want us todo?” I answer you, gentlemen 
of the North, wedemand nothing that it is unfair 
to ask, that would be dishonorable in you to grant. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, at the outset of what I 
have to say in this connection, to express my 
sincere gratification at the movementalready made 
in the Legislatures of a number of the northern 
States, to repeal whatare called their personal lib- 
erty laws; laws which, without profittothe North, 


| are offensive to the South, and are fruitful only of 


discord and alienation between the two sections. 
Some of you have said, ‘* would you have our 


people repeal those laws under threats?’ I say, 
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no, gentlemen; I would not have you do anything 
under threats. I would, however, have you repeal 
them under your own sense of whatis right; under 
your own sense of the sacredness of compacts; 
under your own consciousness of the necessity of 
domestic peace and tranquillity, which these laws 
are so well calculated to disturb. Let these laws 
be speedily repealed, and it will go very far in 
allaying the excitement of our people. The adop- 
tion of the resolution upon this subject, recom- 
mended in the report under consideration, will 
facilitate this end. 

There are other causes of disturbance hetween 
the North and South. Ithas been alleged by men 
high in position in the South, and by a large por- 
tion of the southern people it is believed—with 
what degree of reason I will not stop to inquire— 
that the ultimate purpose of the Republican party 
is, to destroy the institution of slavery in the 
States. 

Lam glad to know that it has been proposed 
by that party, that, byan amendment of the Con- 
stitution, this source of apprehension and irri- 
tation shall be put forever at rest. The proposi- 
tion of the distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusctts, [Mr. Apams,] reported by the committee 
of thirty-three, would, if adopted, effectually do 
this.* {tis not pretended that, under the Consti- 
tution, as it is, Congress has any right to disturb 
slavery in the States. The proposed amendment 
to the Constitution is simply to put it out of the 
power of the North ever to acquire such right, by 
an amendment by them of the Constitution. 

The questions of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia, in the dock-yards and arsenals, and of 
the inter-State slave trade, have been subjects of 
much discussion. It is confidently asserted in the 
South that the Republican party, so soon as it 
shall have the power, will abolish slavery in this 
District, in the dock-yards and arsenals, and pro- 
hibit the inter-State slave trade. The cxercise of 
such a power, if you had it, much more its usurpa- 
tion, would be regarded by the whole South asa 
flagrant wrong on that section. 
have no intention of exercising any such power, 
if you have it. In the debate last night, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Junin] dis- 
claimed for his party any such intention. This 
disclaimer has beenoften made during this debate. 
The committee of thirty-three say, in the report 
before us, that there is no proposition, from any 
quarter claiming or proposing the exercise of such 
aright. Still, gentlemen, if you have no such 
purpose, would it harm you to place in the Con- 
stitution an amendment that would free our peo- 
ple from any such apprehension? In doing it, 
you would surrender no right which, you say, 
you intend or desire to exercise. — 

But, Mr. Speaker, the most serious ground of 
difficulty, at least the one which seems to be the 
most difficult to adjust, is the subject of slavery 
in the Territories. 
portant, No, sir. Practically, so faras any Ter- 
ritory we now possess is concerned, there is liter- 
ally nothing init. Butthe politicians of both sec- 


tions of the country have so long and so angrily | 


quarreled over it, that the people have got itinto 
their heads that there is something vitally con- 
cerning them init. Hence, they are obdurately 
tenacious of their respective views. 

Gentlemen of the Republican party have said to 
us: would you have us surrender our principles? 
I reply, must we abandon ours? You say you 
are right; may you not be in error? You say that 
we are wrong; may we not be in the right? Sup- 


pose, then, that this question as to the power and | 


*Joint resolution to amend the Constitution of the Uni- | 


ted States, reported by Mr. Corwin. from the committee of 
thirty-three: 

Be it resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of hoth Houses concurring,) That the following arti- 
cle be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as 
an amendinent to the Constitution of the United States, 
which, when ratified by three fourths of said Legislatures, 
shall be valid, to all intents and purposes as part of the said 
Constitution : 

ARTICLE 12. No amendiment of this Constitution having 
fer its object any interference within the States with the 
relation between their cjtizens and those described in see- 
tion second of the first article of the Constitution as “all 
other parsons,” shali originate with any State that does not 
recognize that relation within its own limits, or shali be 
valid without the assent of every one of the States compos- 
ing the Union. 


You say you | 


Not that it is the most im- ! 
ji to dwell longer here. 


| auty of Congress in the Territories. was an open 


| said, in answer to this view of the subject, and 


| right, but that the foreign slave trade wasa traflic 


' insisted on the right of carrying on the slave trade 


ness to gentlemen, whether of the North or South 


j Such facts, is shallow and dangerous sophistry. 


| between the North and South. 


; eling in opposite directions along a narrow path- | 
! way crossing alcarful chasm. By careand mutual 


i that will precipitate us both into the depths below? 


; my right whether this exciting and dangerous, | 


one: I ask you, ought you not to defer to some 
extent to our opinions? But we say it is not an 
open question. We say that it has been adjudi- 
cated by a competent tribunal, deciding that we 
are rightand that you are in error. 

You say the opinion of the court to which I 
refer was a mere obiter dictum, and consequently 
has none of the weight of the judgment of a court. 
For the sake of argument let us grant it. Still you 
must confess that seven out of nine of the judges 
of the Supreme Court have, inelaborate opinions, 
declared that we were right and that you were 
wrong. This being the status of the legal argu- 
ment between us, I submit to you, gentlemen, 
whether the proposition which we make to you 
is not a fair one: that we compromise our dificul- 
tics by an amendment to the Constitution provid- 
ing—what? Thatin all the territory of the United 
States north of 360 30' north latitude, your theory 
shall be recognized, and be put into practical op- 
eration, and that in all the territory south of that 
line, our theory shall practically prevail. 

Certain gentlemen of the Republican party have 


by way of apology for thcir obstinate refusal to 
counsel concession and compromise, that they are 
but following in the footsteps of Washington and 
Jefferson and other distinguished men ofthe South, | 
who, at an early day, expressed opinions unfa- 
vorable to the extension ofslavery. Mr. Speaker, | 
if this argument were not otherwise unsound, its 
fallacy would be made apparent by the fact that 
I might refer not only to what distinguished men 
of the North, at an carly day, said, but what they 
did, to prove not only that African slavery was 


to be fostered and protected. Your ancestors 
held slaves so long as they were profitable, and 


for twenty-one years after the adoption of the Con- 
stitution. The most rigorous fugitive slave law 
ever in existence on the American continent was 
enacted by the ancestry of the gentlemen of New 
England, by which fugitive slaves were captured 
and returned tothcir masters atthe public expense, 
and with as litle reference to the formalities of the 
law as are observed, to-day ,in my State in the case 


of a horse posted as an etay 
Now, Mr. Speaker, with all deference and kind- 


—separating the arguments of gentlemen from the 
gentlemen themselves—I will be excused for say- 
ing that all such reasoning, as to what is now cx- | 
pedient and proper to be done, predicated on any 


If persisted in by gentlemen, and made the basis 
of their action, amidst the complications that sur- 
round us, all hope of restoring harmony and good 
fellowship between the sections, will prove illu- 
sory. 

The brief hour allowed me will not permit me 
T have merely glanced at 
some of the most prominent sources of difference 
There are other 
causes of disagreement; but they are such as I 
believe can be easily adjusted. Cannot these like- 
wise be arranged? If we are not recreant to the i 
holy trust imposed on us by our fathers, they 
can be, and will be, arranged, and that, too, with- | 
out further delay. 

Suppose, Mr. Speaker, that you and I are trav- 


assistance we may pass each other. Shall each } 
insist that he is entitled to the whole space, and 
determine to drive the other back? And that if 
we cannot do this, we will engage in a struggle 


If we are irreconcilable and deadly enemics, we 
may. We will not, if we are friends, sincerely 
anxious for cach other’s good. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, I again ask gentlemen on 


though empty quarrel about slavery in the Terri- 
tories, shall not, in a spirit of fairness and friend- 
ship, be set forever at rest? ja 
Among the youngest members of the House, it | 
would ill become me to make any reflection on 


the manner in which gentlemen upon this floor 
perform their duties to the country. T must be 
pardoned for saying, however, that I have been 


pained, from the first day of the session till the 
present time, at the seeming indifference of Rep- 
resentatives, from both Northand South, in regard 
to propositions which vitally concern the very ex- 
istence of the Government,- oe pean 

Gentlemen from the North say: “ What have 
we done to bring about this angry and dangerous 
excitement in the country, that we should yow be 
expected to come forward with sacrifices to ‘allay 
it?” Gentlemen, thereare thesc—and I am among 
them—who think you have largely contributed to 
create it. There are those who charge that you 
are responsible for it all. How this is, it is not 
essential to my argument to inquire. 

Three of you reside beneath the same roof. The 
buildingison fire. Reposing in it are your wives 
and children. Lt contains valuable stores belong- 
ing to you. The flames are rapidly spreading. 
If not speedily stayed, the whole will. be burned 
to the ground, your property destroyed, and the 
lives of your families put in jeopardy. : Which 
one of you will quietly fold his arms and refuse 
to make an effort to extinguish the flames, satis- 
fying himself by declaring tothe others, that the 

re did not originate in his part. of the House? 
You, Mr. Speaker, and I, your constituents and 
my constituents, your family and my family, are 
the peaceful dwellers in the fairest fabric of Gov- 
ernment that was ever devised by man. In it are 
deposited our ancestral glory, our peace and se- 
curity for the present, our most cherished hopes 
of peace and of prosperity and of honor in. the 
future. Itison fire. Flames, fierce as hell, are 
consuming it. Men of the North, would you 
prevent its destruction? You have it in your 
power. Without risk, without sacrifice, without 
dishonor, you can do it. You have but to speak, 
and itis done. In the name of those by whose 
blood it was cemented; in the name, not of Ten- 
nessee, but of a common humanity; in the name of 
the people of these States, whose servants you are, 
I demand to know if you will longer stand in- 
difsrently. by, and see it tumble in ruins before 

ou? . 

In the debate on yesterday it was remarked by 
a distinguished gentleman, thatif the concessions 
now asked for, by the South, were granted by the. 
North, it would mar the beauty of our Govern- 
ment and injuriously affect its character for use- 
fulness and stability. Mr. Speaker, I do’ not 
believe such would be the case. I totally dissent 
from any such opinion. But suppose he is right: 

still, would he be justified in his purpose to refuse 

terms of concession and adjustment? No, sir. 

Your house is on fire: will you say to the firemen, 

“do not cast water upon my dwelling, you will 

injure the furniture within??? Such conduct, 

Mr. Speaker, were arrant madness. Yet, sir, in 

all kindness to gentlemen, let me say, if they will 

sit by and see this Government destroyed, lest 

perchance, in their effort to save it, some feature 

they may admire or think material in its. struc- 

ture should be injured or destroyed, their con- 

duct will have still less of reason in it. 

žut there are those here from the South who, 
I fear, instead of being disposed to cast water upon 
the fire, are industriously adding fuel to the flames. 
With such gentlemen l would carnestly remon- 
strate. Gentlemen, in the name of God, Í ask you 
to stop and consider. What are your constitu- 
ents—whose rights and whose interests you are 
bound, by every obligation of honor, jealously 
and fearlessly to guard—what are they to gain, 
what may they not lose, by your hasty destruc- 
tion of the Government? The dissolution of this 
Union! Will it remedy a single evil? Will it not 
aggravate those now complained of, and to their 
nuinber add thousands, which, in the Union, can 
never exist? 

We complain of the personal liberty laws. 
Will our withdrawal from the Union repeal them ? 
Will it not add to their number others more in- 
jurious and offensive? 

We complain that our slaves escape to the free 
States, and that the laws of Congress intended for 


| their recapture are not faithfully executed. Will 


a dissolution of the Union restrain them from 
escaping? Will the abrogation of the haws—con- 
sequent upon disunion—intended to return them 
to us, cause these laws to be faithfully enforced ? 
We complain that our slaves escape through the 
free States to Canada, whence we have no hope of 
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getting ther back. Will our condition be im- 
proved when the free States shall, by our act, be 
coriverted into another Canada, differing only from 
the other, in that it will be immediately upon our 
borders, and to reach it the slave will have no need 
of.the underground railway? 

We complain that we have not the right of 
transit through, and temporary residence in, thé 
frée States with our slaves. One northern State 
now gives to us these rights. Others, we have 
reason to hope, may follow her example. One 
thing is manifest, we are not more likely to get 
them out of, than in, the Union, as itisa privilege 
granted us by no forcign State. 

‘We complain that the soil of one of our States 
has been invaded by armed men, whose fiendish 
putpose was to incite insurrection among our 
slaves. When Virginia shall constitute a portion 
of a southern confederacy, will the danger of a 
repetition of this mad and most wicked undertak- 
ing be lessened? By whom were Brown and his 
fellow-conspirators captured and placed in the 
hands of the law, that they might expiate upon 
the gallows the guilt of their most unnatural 
crimes? By the forces of the Federal Govern- 
ment, Will these forces prove more efficacious 
for our protection when we shall have renounced 
all allegiance to the Government and forfeited all 
claim to its interposition? Shall the hordes of 
northern fanatics, whose impudent interference 
with what docs not in the least concern them, we 
so justly complain of, and from whom is our only 
danger of invasion to be apprehended, shall they 
be restrained by the strong arm of the States uni- 
ted, or shall they be let loose upon us, as were 
the Goths and Vandals upon southern Europe ?* 

We complain that northern Governors refuse 
to promptly deliver up, as they should, fugitives 
from justice—persons who have stolen our slaves, 
for example. When the North shall become to 
us a foreign nation, we will not have, in such a 
case, under any extradition treaty we will be able 
to make, éven a pretext to demand such fugitive. 
We have reference made in the papers of this 
morning to a case now pending in Canada, where 
a fugitive slave, who slew a man in Missouri who 
was attempting to capture him, has been de- 
manded. And although the authoritics of Canada 
were disposed to surrender the murderer, so fa- 
natical are the English people in their hatred to 
slavery, a writ of habeas còrpus has been issued 
by the British courts to remove him to England, 
in order that he may be discharged. 

We complain that equaland exact justice is not 
done us inthe Territories; at least, that there is a 
powerful party in the North that have declared 
te intention to prevent us carrying our slaves 
there, 

‘The adjudication of the Supreme Court in the 
Dred Scott case, has put it out of the power of 
that party to do this, if they would. But if such 
a power existed and was exercised, I submit to 
-gentlemen from the South if a remedy for this 
flagrant injustice to us is to be found in the abso- 
lute surrender of the Territories, for every pur- 
pose, to the North? Would this repair the wrong, 
or heal our wounded honor? 

A leading journalist of Virginia, in an elabo- 
rate article—marked and sent to my address— 
urging the immediate secession of his State, be- 
cause, as he says, ‘the North has deliberately, 
unjustly, and tyrannically driven us from the Ter- 
ritorics,”? concludes one of his paragraphs with 
this heroic announcement: 

«We go forth with only the soil beneath our feet for our 
inheritauee, asking but to be Ict alone by those who have 
proved themselves our enemies, and determined to fight if 
We are not let alone.’” 

Is this the spirit of “the Old Dominion??? Cer- 
tainly it is not. Itis not the spirit of the men 
whom I represent. They are not prepared to re- 
treat and surrender to the North our vast public 
domain, purchased with their blood and treasure. 
I do not comprehend, sir, that character of chiv- 
alry which, in one breath, recommends the break- 
ing up of the Government, because of an appre- 


* The adoption of the following resolution is recom- 
mended by the cornmittee of thirty-three : 

% Resolved, That each State be also respectfully requested 
to enact such laws as will prevent and punish any attempt 
whatever in such State to recognize or set on toot the law- 
less invasion of any other State or Territory.” 


t 


hended denial to the people of the South ofthe right 
to carry slaves to the Territories; andin the next, 
announces its readiness to timidly abandon every 
character of right in and to such Territories, be- 
cause, as the writer just referred to says, “the 
North have decided against slavery at the ballot- 
box.” 

If our connection with the Government is 
broken, Tennesseeans wil} feel that they have 
brought humiliation and not honor upon them- 
selves, if their interests in the Territories are thus 
to be surrendered to the North. 

But, does any advocate of secession say we will 
have a part of the Territories, if need be, by force? 
What becomes, in that event, of the feast to which 
youinvite my people, of a * peaceable secession?” 

The truth is—and I want my people to knowit— 
the purpose of the leaders of secession, who would 
seem to imagine that they had exclusive custody 
of southern rightsand southern honor, is to shame- 
Sully surrender all the Territories tothe North. There 
is neither honor or profit in sucha course. As 
the Representative of a people who have made as 
great sacrificesand shed as much blood in the ac- 
quirement of these Territoriesas any in the Union, 
I protest against it. 

What do they promise us in lieu of the vast do- 
mainthus givenup? The privilege, sir, of getting, 
if we can, portions of Mexico and Central Amer- 
ica, How itis to be done, has not been explained. 
By force, and without provocation? If so—were 
it practical—I denounce it as unworthy of a civ- 
ilized people. Shall we imitate the example of 
the bandit and savage, who fight for plunder, and 
not for glory or honor? I repeat, how is it to be 
done? By purchase? We have neither money or 
credit to buy. Sir, it is childish fatuity to dream 
of our getting it either by force or with money. 
The British Government, whose recognition the 
seceding States are now so earnestly secking, and 
without whose aid they cannot hope to maintain 
themselves, will never permit it, ‘That Govern- 
ment is, of all others, the most fanatical in its 
opposition to African slavery. She exercises 
sovereignty over the greater portion of Central 
America; and upon Mexico,in which Government 
she is known to have procured the abolition of 
slavery, her citizens hold adebt of over two hun- 
dred million dollars. She will never permit us to 
touch one foot of it. 

Is it not, then, your duty to stay your hands, 
and see whether the evils complained of may not 
be remedied in the Union, and those which will 
certainly be consequent upon dismemberment, 
avoided? 7 

Appeals are addressed to us in softand winning 
phrase about “our sister States of the South.” 
fulogies are pronounced upon the ‘glorious little 
South Carolina;’’ and we are asked if we can hes- 
itate to follow “ her noble example.” 

Mr. Speaker, I have nothing unkind to say of 
South Carolina. No one of her sons is here to 
speak for her, to-day. Within her borders, under 
the lead of Marion and Sumter, my ancestry suf- 
fered and sacrificed much that she might be free. 


| Her soil was wet with their blood, and in it, to- 


day, repose the bones of those who fell in her 
service. Her commercial metropolis was the birth 
place and carly home of my father. Let no hos- 
tility to her people be attributed to me. Though 
she has acted most precipitately, wronged the 
Government, and injured my people, still my wish 
is, whether united or not with ‘Tennessee, that 
‘length of days may be in her right hand, and 


| in her left riches and honor; may her ways be 


ways of pleasantness, and all her paths be peace.” 

But whatever may be my feelings personally to 
her people, I owe it to the generous men who sent 
me here, to warn them against the folly of being 
controlled by her mad counsels, or in the least in- 
fluenced by her example of weakness and wicked- 
ness. She advises rebellion against the best Gov- 
ernment on earth; I say rebellion, for that is the 
true and manly word. 

The doctrine of peaceable secession I utterly 
repudiate. Asa remedy, under the Constitution, 
I believe it to be wholly without warrant. We 
have, however, reserved to us the great inherent 
right, that overrides all constitutions, of revolu- 
tion. When itis no longer tolerable for Tennes- 
sceans to remain in the Union, I trust they will 
boldly proclaim themselves in rebellion, and meet 


its responsibilities like men. The right and the 
duty of rebellion usually go together. Govern- 
ment is instituted for the benefit of the governed. 
When so perverted that the aggregate good is 
more than overbalanced by the injuries it inflicts, 
it is the right, and, generally, then it becomes the 
duty, of the people to throw off such Government. 
This is, however, a question which it is unprofit- 
able to discuss. Whether the withdrawal of a 
State is called secession or revolution, is now un- 
important. The practical question is, ‘what 

rofit” shall we have in doing what South Caro- 
ina advises? 

Let us hear one of her own citizens upon the 
subject of secession: 

« Tt is no redress for the past, it is no security for the 
future. Itis only a magnificent sacrifice of the present, 
without in anywise gaining in the future. Such is the 
intensity of my conviction on the subject, that if secession 
should take place—and of which I have no idea, for I can- 
not believe in such sruPENDOUS MADNESS—I shall consider 
the institution of slavery as doomed, and that the greatGod, 
in our blindness, has made us the instrument of its de- 
struction.” 


This is the language of Mr. Boyce, late a Rep- . 
resentative upon this floor from South Carolina, 
in an address, but a few years since, to the people 
of his State who were then threatening secession. 

He thought it “ stupendous madness ?—“ only 
a magnificent sacrifice of the present, without in 
any wise gaining in the future.” If it took place, 
he said, he would ‘consider the institution of 
slavery doomed, and that the great God in their 
blindness had made them the instruments of its 
destruction.’’ 

The idea of making a nation out of South Caro- 
lina seemed to strike himas absurd. In the same 
address, he said: 

“ South Carolina cannot become a nation. 
nations—not man. You cannot extemporize a nation out 
of South Carolina, It is simply impossible ; we have not 
the resources. We could exist by tolerance; and what that 
tolerance would be, when we consider the present hostile 
spirit of the age to the institution of slavery, all may readily 
imagine. I trust we may never have to look upon the pain- 
fuland humiliating spectacle. From the weakness of our 
national Government a feeling of insecurity would arise, 
and capital would take the alarm and leave us. Butitmay 
be said,“ Let capital go!”? Tothis I reply, that capital is the 
life-blood of a modern community ; and in losing it, you 
lose the vitality of the State.” 


God makes 


He could sce no profit in secession—nothing but 
ruin. 

The leaders in this movement in the cotton 
States, and others who are aspiring to position 
with them, tell us that they “‘ loved the Union as 
our fathers made it.” What is it now? Just 
what our fathers made it. Ifnot, in what has it 
been changed? We have the same Constitution. 
There is nota law—not one—upon our Federal 
statute-book of which we complain. The adjudi- 
cations of the Supreme Court, upon all questions 
affecting southern institutions, are preciscly as we 
would have them. The statesmen of the South 
have dictated the entire policy of the Federal 
Government upon slavery since the formation of 
the Constitution. If there is an exception to this 
rule, I would ask to be informed of it. There is 
none, sir. What then becomes of this twaddle of 
gentlemen about their love of‘ the Union as it came 
from our fathers?” 

As I have said before, there are serious grounds 
of complaint on our part against the North. Mo 
one of them, however, has its origin in the Con- 
stitution, in the Union, or in any law enacted by 
Congress. Most of them,all that are serious, may 
be remedied in the Union, All of them more 
effectually in it than out of it. 

But as a reason for our hurrying out of the 
Union, we are told by the leaders in South Car- 
olina and other cotton States that we are ‘“op- 
pressed, ond have been for years;’’ that ‘the yoke 
of bondage must be thrown off;”’ “that we must 
be free.” We, of the border States, have not been 
aware of our sad condition. Men of all parties, 
in Tennessee, at least, have innocently been of the 
opinion that they were *‘ free.” Until this storm 
ofdisunion broke over their heads, they were cer- 
tainly happy and prosperous; as contented with 
their Government as any people on earth, But, 
it seems our contentment was the result of our 
ignorance and stupidity. 

The chivalry of the cotton States have kindly 
stepped forward and informed us that we had not 
the sensibility to feel an insult, nor the sense to 
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know when we are wronged. They have gen- 
erously assumed, gentlemen of the border States, 
the guardianship of both our interests and our 
honor; and, for the protection of the one, and the 
vindication of the other, they counsel that we put 
injcopardy our every material interest, and then— 
commit suicide! How, Mr. Speaker, shall we of 
the border States ever be able to repay our south- 
ern brethren for this unselfish and considerate 
advice? Should we, after respectful consideration 
of their counsels, inform them that the remedies 
proposed are worse than the evils complained of, 
and beg to be permitted to choose our own mode 
and measure of redress of all grievances, and ‘‘ to 
regulate our own domestic concerns in our own 
way,” I trust we will be pardoned. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think I have mistaken 
the motives of South Carolina. Her purposo has 
not been the redress of southern grievances, but 
the total and final destruction of the Union, and the 
establishmentofagovernment, the policy of which 
she expects to control. Disunion, which has, in 
the language of Mr. Rhett, been ‘a matter which 
has been gathering head for thirty years;” dis- 
union for the purpose of reopening the African 
slave trade, or some other imagined advantage to 
herself, having been determined on, her policy was 
tosceure the speedy coöperation of the other cotton 
States, and then coerce the border States to follow, 
by forcing upon them, in the language of Governor 
Gist, the alternative of ‘‘emancipating their slaves 
or going into the southern confederacy,” a con- 
federacy in which her favorite theory of free trade 
and direct taxation will be put into practical ope- 
ration. Sir, Tennesseeans cannot be driven. As my 
colleague (Mr. NeLson] said most truthfully a 
few days since, ‘ Tennessee will never be coerced 
by men North or South.” She will do what she 
believes best to comport with her dignity and 
honor, and most effectually protect the interests 
of her citizens. As one of her Representatives 
upon this floor, I protest against all attempts to 
bully her into terms, come from what quarter they 


may. 

Without assuming to havea monopoly ofall the 
courage and sensibility in the land, her people have 
a just appreciation of all that concerns either her 
rights or her honor; and should the evil day come, 
when a resort to arms shall be necessary to the 
vindication of cither, “ my head upon it,” sir, her 
sons will prove quite as fearless and as ready for 
the conflict as those who, of Inte, have been so 
profuse in the praises of their own courage. 

Mr. Speaker, the great question the people of 
the border States have to consider, is: will they 
take their own interests into theirown hands and 
dare to defend them from attack from every quar- 
ter, or shall they permit themselves to be brow- 
beaten into submission to the schemes of the selfish 
and ambitious leaders of a disastrous revolution; 
whether they shall take time to ascertain what 
guarantees they can secure for their safety and 
for the full enjoyment of their rights in the Union, 
or whether they will tamely submit to be dragged 
—inconsiderately dragged—without the remotest 
possibility of advantage to themselves, into a cot- 
ton confederacy, in which they are to constitute 
the exposed frontier. Isay, without the remotest 
possibility ofadvantage, sir, forthe reason, thatnot 
even the veriest Utopian projector of a southern 
confederacy, has ever yet had the ingenuity to 
suggest any possible good that will accrue to us, 
in any degree compensating for the almost innu- 
merable ills that every informed and reflecting 
man knows will inevitably follow upon our sep- 
aration from the Union. . 

Itis my opinion this day—and if, for any con- 
sideration, L should fail to express it, I would be 
guilty of unfaithfulness to my people—that the 
leaders of the disunionists of the cotton States, In 
their reckless selfishness, their utter disregard of 
what may be essential to our interests and safety, 
are practically our enemies, as truly as are the 
most unprincipled fanatics of the North. Already 
they have reduced the value of our property more 
than all the efforts of abolitionism combined; and 
itis now for us to determine whether we will per- 
mit them to consummate our ruin. 

Mr. Speaker, the suggestion has been made 
hat, as southern Representatives, it is unwise in 
us, in the hearing of men from the North, to speak 
of our apprehensions of evil in the event of dis- 
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union. I confess, sir, to the weakness of having 
too long acted upon such considerations. As sen- 
tinels, we are false to our duty if we fail to ap- 
prise those we represent of dangers which, if 
seen, may be avoided. It is folly in us, anyhow, 
to delude ourselves with the idea that the Aboli- 
tionist of the North does not comprehend fully 
what will be the effect of disunicn upon the whole 
South, especially upon us of the border States. 
Hear Lloyd Garrison : 

“ At last the covenant. with death is annulled, and the 
agreement with hell broken, by the action of South Caro- 
lina herself, and ere long by all the slaveholding States, for 
their doom is one. Hail the approaching jubilec, ye mil- 
lions who are wearing the galling chains of slavery, for as- 
suredly the day of your redemption draws nigh, bringing 
liberty to you and salvation to the whole land.» 

Phillips prays for the utter destruction of the 
Union, in order that its restraints may be got rid 
of, and that the protection it affords to slavery 
may be withdrawn. He says: 

& All hail, disunion ! Sacrifice everything for the Union? 
God forbid! Sacrifice everything to keep South Carolina 
in it? Rather build a bridge of gold, and pay her toit over 
it. Let hermareh off with banners and trumpets, and we 
will speed the parting guest. Let her not stand upon the 
order of hey going, but go at once. Give her the forts and 
arsenals and sub-treasuries, and lend her jewels of silver 
and gold, and Egypt will rejoice that she has departed.” 

Again: in the same harrangue, he declares: 

« We are disunionists, not from any love of separate con- 
federacies, or as ignorant of the thousand evils that spring 
from neighboring and quarrelsome States; but we would 
get rid of this Union, to get rid of slavery.” 

Sir, the Garrisons and Giddingses, the Yanccys 
and Rhetts, are practically conniving together in 
a wicked conspiracy, to result in the ruin of the 
most vital interest of my State. Shall I applaud 
it? No. Should I condemn and denounce it? I 
should. Ido. 

Mr. Speaker, among the many cunning devices 
resorted to by ‘** the precipitators”’ of the day to 
accomplish their ends, the employment ofthe term 
submissionist is becoming quite common, ‘ Shall 
Tennessee submit to be ruled over by Lincoln?” 
Sir, no President has ever yet ruled over Tennes- 
see. Our Presidents are not the rulers, but the 
servants of the people. 

Elected according to all the required forms of 
law, it is but a sickly and disgusting affectation 
of sensibility and spirit, for any man to assume 
that there will be humiliation or dishonor to any 
State, in the rightful performance by Mr. Lincoln 
of all the functions of the Presidency. 

I submit to the Constitution. I submit to the 
high sanctions of a most solemn oath, adminis- 
tered to meatthat desk, to support it—yes, sir, sup- 
port it, not destroy it. Is there one here who would 
more lightly estimate the obligations of his oath ? 

«If any, speak ; 
For him have I offended.” 

Mr. Speaker, I am determined not to be driven 
from the faithful performance, of what I conceive 
my duty, by the mad cry of crazy enthusiasts; 
nor shall L be seduced from its discharge, by the 
artful appliances of unscrupulous and interested 
disturbers of the public tranquillity. 

On walking with a friend through the Rotunda 
this morning, looking upon the magnificent paint- 
ings that adorn its walls, illustrative of scenes in 
the early history of our country—its battles, its 
sacrifices, and its victories—and thinking of its 
present greatness, my heart swelled with patriotic 
emotion; and as I gazed into the majestic face 
of that god-like man—our Washington—a vow 
leaped unbidden from my heart to my lips—may 
it stand recorded in Heaven !—that never, so long 
as I was permitted to live upon the earth, would 
I do one act, or utter one sentiment, intended to 
alienate the feelings of one section of my coun- 
try from the other, or to weaken the sacred bonds 
which bind together its various parts! If there be 
those upon this floor who think that the expres- 
sion of such feelings and sentiments is evidence 
of disloyalty to the South, I can afford to despise 
their opinions. Ifthere be one here who can look 
upon such scenes, and in their presence contem- 
plate the present disastrous condition of the coun- 
try unmoved, without pain, mark him well; “he 
is fit for treason.” 

“Let no such man be trusted.” 
{Applause.] 

I shall not follow the example of gentlemen in 

making protestations of my devotion to the South 


or to my State. If my home, my wife, my child- 
ren, my property, my honor—all I most love and 
most prize—if these are deemed insufficient guar- 
antees of my loyalty to Tennessee, and of my. will- 
ingness to share whatever of burdens.or:dangers ~ 
may be in store for her people, no empty declama- 
tion in which I might indulge here, would be more 
satisfactory. ; j a 3 

I will not say that I am wholly free from that 
shameful weakness which leads mankind to watch 
and follow the popular breeze. . No, sir, but if, 
at this time, with my convictions of duty, Í should 
bend before the angry storm thatis sweeping over 
my State, I would despise myself, and bring dis- 
honor upon my children. J will not do it. [may 
be overwhelmed. Such isthe probable result. Be 
itso. The cause is worthy of sacrifice. In. no. 
event, however, though those whose approbation 
and good opinion I should regret to lose shall, 
upon my return to.them, frown upon me; in no 
event, I repeat, can I be robbed of that richest of 
earthly blessings—the consciousness of havin 
done what my carefully informed judgment tol 
me was right. ; : 

Mr. Speaker, the voice of passion isnot always 
the voice of duty, and the public good is often sac- 
rificed to an unreasoning impulse. During the 
second term of George Washington as President, 
you remember that the French Government de= 
clared war against England, and it became her 
undisguised purpose to draw us into an alliance 
with her in her stupendous schemes of revolution. 
The popular mind became excited. Sympathy 
for France was enthusiastic, and threatened to 
sweep to destruction every opposing sentiment, 
and to immolate upon the altar of popular ven- 
geance all who dared to pause, cre they yielded 
their plaudits to the bloody actors in that tragedy 
of mankind. 

Washington stood almost alone, yet he stood 
firmly His cool penetration detected the true 
character of the sanguinary assassins of France. 
Rebuking faction from his presence, spurning 
from him its venom and its vengeance, enthroned 
in virtue and conscious rectitude, he breasted and 
weathered out the storm, emphatically stood in 
the breach, and saved his country from the curse 
of a wanton war with England, alike securing the 
peace and safety, and maintaining the dignity and 
good faith, of the nation. When passion had sub- 
sided, the whole American people commended his 
course. 

Mr. Speaker, because General Scott has refused 
to give countenance to what his judgment con- 
demns, men who were 


“‘Mewling and puking in the nurse’s arms,” 


when he, amidst showers of bullets, led our forces 
to victory at Chippewa and Lundy’s Lane—yes, 
political fledglings, who were not -born fora score 
of years afterward, are now perverting his lan- 
guage, ascribing to him opinions and purposes 
which he has emphatically disclaimed, and de- 
nouncing him as “a traitor to the South.” 

Asan American, having a property in the riches 
of this old soldicr’s glory, I thank God, that, as 
in physical stature, like Saul of old, he towers 
above any of the people ‘from his shoulders and 
upward,” so in the attributes of virtue and integ- 
rity and patriotism, he rises soinconceivably above 
his silly and malicious revilers, their poisoned 
arrows fall harmlessly at his feet. 

But my time is nearly exhausted. [have spoken 
freely, candidly—I will not say boldly—my hon- 
est convictions. It has been my purpose, 1f pos- 
sible, to throw into this great argument some word 
or thought—in the same spiritin which the widow 
cast her single mite into the treasury—that per- 
chance might result in good to my country. 

Convinced that anything like a reconstruction 
of the Government, if the further progress of dis- 
solution is not checked, is impossible, my object 
has been to implore Representatives from all sec- 
tions on this floor to moderation and liberality, 
forbearance and justice. 

To my ardent and excited friends of the South 
let me say, in conclusion, as the liberties and free 
institutions which we have so highly prized, were 
acquired by one Revolution, they may be lost by 
another. 

To the men of the North let me say, if you in- 
tend conciliation and compromise with your breth- 
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ren of the South, leave no room to reproach 
yourselves for hesitation or reluctance. If the 
Government is to be subverted, see to it that its 
destruction is uot attributable to your unreason- 
able and criminal obstinacy. 

To members of all parties and from all sections, 
in this House, let me say: shall we not, in this 
hour of our country’s peril, lift ourselves high 
abovethat narrow view, bounded by the contracted 
horizon of self, of party, or of section, and thereby 
preserve to mankind the only example of well- 
regulated liberty in the world? Or shall we—in- 
different to all the memories of the past; heedless 
to the claims of humanity; wrapped in a stolid sel- 
fishness, see the glory of our fathers sink into their 
childrens’ shame? I beseech you, brethren, to 
consider well the momentous issues before us; act 
upon them justly, firmly, as becometh men, to 
whose keeping have been intrusted the highest 

rivileges ever given to man,and who are respons- 
ible to posterity and to God for their transmis- 
sion, unimpaired to those who are to come after us. 

When before Milan, Napoleon I, in addressing 
his army, drawn up around him, told them that 
when they returned to their homes in France, their 
countrymen, pointing to them, would say: ‘‘ He 
belonged to the army in Italy.” 

Mr. Speaker, if, on account of our wicked per- 
versenuss and want of patriotism, our country is 
not saved, and revolution and civil war ensuc; 
when the youth of the country shall have been 
cut down like grass, our cities and villages burned, 
and our fields laid waste; when our ears shall be 
greeted by the weeping of widows and wailing of 
their children, with merited scorn and maledic- 
tions, we will be pointed at by our fellow-citizens, 
who willsay,as in shame we avert our faces, ‘ He 
was a member of the Thirty-Sixth Congress !”’ 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. A. J. HAMILTON, 


OF TEXAS, 
In toe House ov REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 1, 1861. 

The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr, TAMILTON said: 

Mr, Speaker: In the hour allotted me under 
the rules, I am very sensible that I shall not be 
able to express fully the views which I entertain 
upon all the subjects embraced in the discussion 
now pending in the House. But, sir, so far as I 
shall be able, during the time allotted to me, to 
express myself at all, [ do trust that I shall not 
be misunderstood by gentlemen on either side of 
the House, | shall! do little more than state prop- 
ositions which seem to me to be true, and the 
conclusions which I deem just. 

Much has been said, in this discussion, in re- 
gard to the question of the legal or constitutional 
secession of a sovereign State. Iwill state my 
conclusions upon that subject after stating one or 
two propositions which, I think, are undeniable, 
and then pass from this branch of the subject. 


‘Whether the Constitution, so called, is a compact | 


between sovereign States, or whether it is to be 
regarded as the act of the aggregate people of the 
several sovereign States comprising the Union, 
itis, nevertheless, the Constitution of the United 
States. 

I confess, Mr. Speaker, that I have been some- 
what astonished recently, in reading the debates 


in this House and in the other branch of the na- | 


tional Congress, at what seems to be, for the first 
time, an effort made to satisfy the public mind, 
that the organic law of this great Government— 
and which, for more than three fourths of a cen- 
tury, has been regarded as the Constitution, the 
“organic law, the supreme law of the Jand’’— 
is something less than a constitution, But, not 
being able at this moment to recur to all the argu- 
ments which have been made for this purpose, I 
may be permitted, without intending any discour- 
tesy, to allude to the able argument of one of the 
Senators from Texas, delivered in the Senate a 
few days past,~—a gentleman of high attainments, 
not only as a publicist, but an able jurist, who, 
for long years, wore the ermine of the State [have 
the honor in part to represent, as her highest ju- 
dicial officer, and who, within my own knowl- 


edge, time and again, in solemn decisions, has 
proclaimed that the Constitution of the United 
States is “ the supreme law of the land,” to which 
not only the people of one State, but of every 
State in the Union, must bow in obedience; and 
before which Constitution, and the laws made in 
pursuance thereof, all the constitutions and laws 
of the several States must submit, when found to 
be in conflict. But I find in his speech there is an 
ingenious, but I must be permitted to say, I think 
a specious argument, the object of which is to es- 
tablish the fact that it is something less than a 
constitution. Well, sir, I shall make noargument 
to prove that it is, because to do so would putme 
in the position of one who felt it to be his duty to 
come to the rescue of the memory of the men who 
made it from the imputation of not knowing what 
they were then doing; because they ordained the 
Constitution in the name of the people of the Uni- 
ted States, if they, the people, should accept itas 
their organic law. By their act of acceptance, 
they made it their deed. It was, then, the act of 
the people of the United States, ordaining and 
establishing a Constitution for themselves. 

I shall not attempt to drawany argument from 
the fact that the language was used “ we, the peo- 
ple,” for I am not now addressing myself to the 
question as to whether it was the act of the peo- 
ple of the United States in one compact mass, 
without reference to the distinctions of State sov- 
ereignty. Thatisnot the question. Itis, whether 
or not the Constitution, when it was ordained, 
submitted to the people, and acted on by them, 
was a compact merely between the different States 
in contradistinetion to a constitution of the peo- 
ple of the United States. Now, sir, in my sim- 
plicity, I had always imagined that it was both; 
that it was a constitution, and that it was a com- 
pact. In fact, I have never been able to imagine 
that there could be such a thing as a constitution 
framed by the people, determining their form of 
Government, and the rights of a citizen under that 
Government, without a compact being necessa- 
rily involved. Every constitution is a compact; 
but the converse will not hold true. Every com- 
pactis not a constitution. 
than a constitution., 
sarily a compact. 


ited power, as an act of grace on his part to his 
people, it ig nevertheless a compact which he en- 
ters into with his people, that the rights guaran- 
tied to them by the constitution freely given, shall 
be observed on his part. Can it be said to mean 
less when the people are themselves the parties to 
the compact? 

Tam not unmindful of the fact that, in the ex- 
pression of these antiquated views of our Gov- 
ernment, I am preparing myself to be impaled, 
as the worst of heretics, upon the lance of any 
knight of the new school who may think me 
worthy of notice. 

It would be idle to hope to escape from the anath- 
emas of the Solons of my own State, who, starting 
with the fundamental principle of “the right of 
secession,” rapidly completed the new theory of 
government, and finally challenged at once the 


| admiration and astonishment of the world, when, 


in solemn convention, they declared, less than a 
year ago, that Texas, in annexing herself to the 
United States, parted with none of her sovereignty; 
that, in fact, she only created an agent, by letter 
of attorney revocable at her pleasure, to transact 
a little business which it was inconvenient for her 
at the moment to attend to. I admit the boldness 
of the doctrine; norcan I deny that, at one stroke, 
it cuts the “ Gordian knot,” so perplexing to all 
former statesmen of our country, as to the precise 
rights and powers of the Federal and State Gov- 
ernments under the Constitution. 

Tt must be understood, too, that this theory in- 
volves no danger of the loss of any State right by 
the action of the Federal Government. 

It does not rest on the idea of reciprocal rights 
and obligations between the high contracting par- 
ties—this would be too perplexing. Of course, 
therefore, while Texas has the right to revoke her 
power of attorney—to abrogate the contract, no 
such right exists on the part of the other contract- 


ing power. The contract bound the United States | 


forever; it only bound Texas at her will and 
pleasure. 


A compact may be less į 

Every constitution is neces- ! 
If it is a constitution whichis , 
given by a despot bolding acknowledged unlim- | 


It could not be expected that such an attain- 
ment in political science would remain barren of 
fruits. Every one felt that this comprehensive, 
but general, doctrine would, in its application to 
the existing controversies of the time, give out 
off-shoots not unworthy of the parent stem. 

The public expectation was not disappointed. 
When unsophisticated men began to inquire by 
what right a party could, without reference to its 
constitution or laws, overturn the State govern- 
ment, there were found men equal to the task of 
answering. They were not fossils of a former 
age; not men whose spirits were blunted by 
thought and experience, and whose minds were 
incumbered witha close knowledge of the history 
of other times—but free, ardent, progressive men, 
as contrasted with their fellows even in this pro- 
gressive age. 

Young men, too, for the most part—some very 
young—but all alike unfettered by the adjudica- 
tions of courts, the practice of generations, or the 
opinions of the sages of our country; and who 
wereable to shed a blaze of light where profound 
darkness had previously prevailed. 

‘Behold!’ said they, ‘we have found the 
power—found it, too, where you would least ex- 
pect it to exist. It is not the clause in the Con- 
stitution which provides for its own amendment. 
It is ridiculous to talk of a people being fettered 
by an agreement, a compact, or a Constitution. 
No! we find our authority in the bill of rights, 
which declares that ‘the right to ordain and es- 
tablish self-government is inherent in the people.’ 
The right to establish clearly carries with it the 
right to destroy, with or without cause; that, in 
fact, this most sacred of all rights cannot be as 
fully realized in the establishment as in the over- 
throw of the Government, since the Government, 
when once established, seems to stand as a per- 
petual denial of the right to ‘ ordain’ a new or sec- 
ond government, unless, indeed, it has provided 
for its own destruction. What?” they ask, ‘are 
we to be told that in the exercise of this highest of 
all earthly privileges, in the consummation of the 
most solemn of all earthly contracts, we are to be 
bound to the performance of its couditions beyond 
our will and pleasure?” 

In short, they demand to know whether any 
are so far behind the spirit of the age as to sup- 
pose that man, in the exercise of his natural and 
moral right to contract with his brother man, puts 
it out of his power to annul the contract by enter- 
ing into it? The sublime theory, which, it would 
scem, is destined to overthrow Governments, and 
mark a new era in the moral history of the world, 
can be given in a brief sentence. The right of 
man to contract with man involves the right to set 
aside the contract; and the right to annul ts always 
strong In exact proportion to the solemnity of the 
agreementand the magnitude of the subject-matter. 

I have not scught to make these arguments 
either more untenable or absurd than I have from 
time to time heard them stated. And when stripped 
of mere verbiage, they will, I think, be found sub- 
stantially as I have stated them. 

My humble reflections, Mr. Speaker, upon the 
structure of our national Government, and the 
division of rights, powers, and obligations, be- 
tween it and the States, have led me to adopta 
different theory; a theory so often and so much 
better expressed by others than [can hope todo, 


| that it would be more griteful to the House if 1 


should not attempt it. I would not do so but 
for the necessity of having a predicate for some 
thoughts which I desire to express. 

The Constitution of the United States, when 
adopted, created a Government as complete and 
perfect in respect of the powers intrusted to it, as 
any other Government then existing or since cre- 
ated. The limitations upon its powers, so-called, 
are,in fact, things with which it has not now nor 
ever had any concern, They not being deemed 
necessary to the Government which the people of 
the United States desired to establish, were not 
used in its structure. What powers were used 
were deemed sufficient to confer full and perfect 
authority and strength to perform the object of its 
creation. There is no limitation upon the full ex- 
ercise of every power granted to it. To repeat, the 
limitations, so-called, are powers not granted or 
expressly withheld; and, in either case, were not 
of the essence of the contract of Government, It 
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is, therefore, scarcely logical to say thercis a lim- 
itation upon its powers, The limitation only com- 
mences where the power ends. Every govern- 
ment, which is not a despotism—certainly every 
constitutional government—is limited in power. 
The United States Government is, therefore, a full 
and complete Government in its sphere; not pos- 
sessing the control of all the rights and interests 
of its citizens, but leaving to the States everything 
not embraced in its own grants of power, it de- 
mands unfettered action as to these. 

The fact that it is a Government created by the 
voluntary act of the people of different sovereign- 
ties, can furnish no argument in favor of their 
power to destroy—no more than if they had been 
citizens of one entire State. Why should it be 
so? Were they not as free to contract a united 
Government, being free citizens of free separate 


sovereignties, as if they had all been the inhabit- | 


ants of one? ` Was not the contract solemnized 
in the most imposing forms, and the assent of the 
people of the several States scrupulously ascer- 
tained? And what advantage can be gained by 
claiming that itis a compact between sovereign 
States? What composed these sovereignties? In 
whom, or in what, did this sovereignty reside in 
the different States? If in the people—as I have 
always supposed—then the people, by their act 
of acceptance, committed themselyes to the con- 
tract; if in the Legislatures, still the people of 
every Government are legally bound by the act 
of the sovereign power. 

In this contract of government there is no lim- 
itation by which it was to cease to exist, I will 
not seck to sustain this position by argument; I 
content myself with this position: the organic law 
or public act creating government, is by universal 
construction, regarded as conferring perpetuity, 
unless otherwise provided. 


The right of secession, if it exist at all, is a re- | 


served right. What are the reserved rights? They 
were only such powers and rights as preéxisted 
before the formation of the compact. Will it be 
denied anywhere; will it be denied by any gen- 
tleman upon this floor, that there was no power 


‘reserved by the people or the States which did | 


not exist before the formation of the compact? 
To assume such a position would savor too much 
of folly for even the wild theorists of this wild 
period. Can, then, any State reserve this right 
of secession? No such right existed anterior to 
the formation of the Constitution, because there 
was no Government from which a State could 
secede, unless it was the Government of the Con- 
federation, ‘Then, can it be said that it was one 
of the reserved rights of a State to secede from the 
Union preéxistent to the formation of the Govern- 
ment itself? Surely not. . 

There is one other idea connected with this 
matter. I assert what I believe to be true, and 
what I believe every constitutional lawyer in this 
House will bear me out in saying, that there was 
not aright created by the adoption of the Con- 
stitution in favor of the States, or the citizens of 
any State, that is not affirmatively contained in 
the instrument, either in express or general terms. 
I trust I will not be misunderstood. I repeat, that 
there is nota solitary right growing out of the 
contract belonging to any State, or the people of 
any State, that is not affirmatively provided for 


in the Constitution, cither in express or general | 


terms. 


if that be true, as well as the other proposition | 


I have submitted, it simply results that no con- 


stitutional or legal right of secession exists at all. | 


But I will say that the right of revolution exists. 
Under what circumstances, then, may it be ex- 
ercised? It is, perhaps, true that no people ever 


agreed, at the first blush, as to legitimate cause | 


of revolution. It is always a question of policy; 
it is always a question of morality; it isa ques- 
tion of interest; it is a question of duty; it is a 
question of patriotism. I will say, however, in 
this connection, that the right of revolution only 


exists primarily, and can only be exercised prop- | 


erly when it is exercised to oppose oppression. 
It is the highest of all rights; for it is the last and 
final appeal for justice on earth—an appeal to the 
God of battles. But it must never be forgotten 
that ithas responsibilities commensurate with the 


right, responsibilities which may, and often do, | 


entail ruin upon those who imprudently or wrong- 


| fully assert the right. As a general proposition, 
it will not be disputed that resistance to a Gov- 
ernment which has conferred happiness and pros- 
perity upon its citizens, cannot be justified until 
it has ceased to be a blessing, and becomes an 
oppression. The right of revolution, or rather 
resistance to Government, may be, but rarely is; 
a legal right; most frequently it is a moral or 
natural right. To constitute such right, the fact of 
oppression must exist. Those who engage in 
revolution should always remember that they are 
responsible, not only to God, but to the enlight-s 
ened public opinion of the world, and especially 
to all whose interests are to be directly affected by 
it. ‘They take upon themselves to establish a 
better Government than that which they scek to 
destroy—one which will better secure the rights 
and more surely confer happiness upon the peo- 
ple. Let those who are this day engaged in the 
awful tragedy of tearing up this great Govern- 
ment, ponder well their chances of meeting these 
responsibilities; and, failing that, let them ponder 
still more profoundly the answers they will make 
to a suffering people. 

The distinction which is sought to be made by 
softening the name from revolution to secession, 
will not control or change events. If the latter 
j will involve all the consequences of the former, 
why quarrel about the terms? 

I would willingly discuss this subject at greater 
length, but I mustcontent myself with one or two 
additional remarks, and pass to other matters. 
Whether it be revolution or secession, the States 
which have withdrawn from the Union, and those 
who are preparing to take the same course, must 
make up their minds to mect the consequences. 
These are questions apart from the constitutional 
right of secession, or the cause or causes of rev- 
olution. [believe itis a rule in civil society, a 
principle universal in the laws of well-regulated 
Governments, that men must so use their prop- 
erty and enjoy their rights as that the rights and 
interests of others will not be disturbed—and that 
the same principle is enforced as an axiom among 
nations—so that while one State may havea clear 
and indisputable right, under its own organic law, 
to pursue a particular course of policy, yet it must 
always take care to exercise that right in such 
manner that the interests and rights of other sur- 
rounding Governments are not infracted by its 
action, Otherwise every Government would pur- 
suc alone that course of policy which, in its judg- 
ment, would promote its own interest, without 
ever once considering the interests of the restof the 
world, And who, sir, does not know to-day that 
there is not a Government now in existence upon 
the face of the habitable globe that dares exercise 
its own instincts of policy or interest without def- 
| erence to the interests and rights of all the Gov- 
ernments with which it has intercourse, or whose 
interests and rights might be affected by its action? 
I say that, to-day, there is not a potentate or 
Power in Europe that dares take an important po- 
litical step without first consulting the enlight- 
ened judgment of the world; not one, sir, Russia 
cannotdoit. Napoleon 1H daresnotdoit. Francis 
Joseph will not doit. England knows better. 
None of them will doit. The public sentiment 
of the world is invoked in aid and support of any 
position that they may choose to take which is 
calculated to affect the interests of the rest of the 
world. 

And how is it with a seceding State here? They 
consult no interests elsewhere. They talk of their 
own rights; they talk of their own interests; they 
talk of the positon they havea right to assume 
| among the nations of the carth, without even 
once consulting the interests of the States that 
surround them, much less the interests of the rest 
of the world outside of the United States. Let 
me illustrate that position fora moment. Much 
has been said about the position of Texas, and 
much speculation exists to-day as to what her 
course will be. Without at this moment intend- 
ing to give my opinion as to what she will do, I 
will refer to her in illustration of the point. She 
is yet, so far as I am advised, within the pale of 
the Union; but Louisiana, an adjoining State, 
has, by public act, withdrawn from this Confed- 
eracy. That, of itself, has cut off direct commu- 
nication between the State of Texas and the rest 
i of the United States. Suppose the State of Ark- 


ansas should secede to-morrow: then; in: fact, 
and practically, Texas would be severed from the 
Union without any act of her own. She would 
be severed without even so much as consulting 
her people or her interests. “Was thata part of 
the compact by the terms of which she ‘entered 
into this Union, and made herself an integral part 
of this Government? If it had been said to her, 
atthe time of her annexation, that she should come 
in with her rights always subject-to the acts. of 
Louisiana and Arkansas, do you think she would 
have consented to enter this Union? Would not 
that have been a startling proposition to the whole 
country? No man in the country at the time had 
any idea of such a thing, Such a development 
remained for later days. 

Mr. KUNKEL. T hope that the 
will yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I will, if it be the under- 
standing thatitshall not be deducted from my hour. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I have no doubt that such 
will be the understanding of the House. `I want 
to see whether I understand the gentleman. from 
Texas or not; and I therefore would like to know 
whether heargues in justification of the European 
principle of equilibrium or balance of power— 
that is to say, whether he holds that no sovereign 
Power of Europe has the right to alter or change 
its organic form of government without consult- 
ing its neighbors? ‘ f 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman from Mary- 
land mistakes me. He has not met the question 
I am discussing at all; and, indeed, he does not 
scem to understand it, Iwas not arguing whether 
a Government had or had not the right to change 
its organic law, What I said was, that no portion 
of the Government bada right to take such action 
as would sever other portions of the Government 
without consulting their interests, and allowing 
them some part inthe publicact of that separation. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Win the gentleman permit 
me—— 

Mr. HAMILTON. I cannot yield any fur- 
ther, I must hasten on. Ihave said, Mr. Speaker, 
that without any act of the people of Texas, or 
without any desire on their part to detach them- 
selves from this Union, if Arkansas would pur- 
sue the policy of secession followed by Louisiana, 
we would be separated teritorially from the rest 
of the Union. Legally and constitutionally, of 
course, we would still be in the Government; but 
practically, would we not be dissevered from it ? 
lask any fair-minded man: I ask any man who 
has given his attention to this vexed question of 
the precise rights of the States under the Federal 
Government, whether he believes that would not 
be such an infraction of the rights of the State of 
Texas on the partof these other States as would 
justify her people, if they thought proper, in re- 
sisting such action? 

I tell gentlemen, Mr. Speaker, who predicate 
their theories upon the right of secession, that after 
this Union is rent asunder they cannot refer back 
to what is written in the Constitution. The peo- 


gentleman 


| ple will not stop to investigate how far they pur- 


sued a right which they had under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, or how far they have 
transcended such rights. After gentlemen have 
taken the step, sir, and really destroyed this Gov- 
ernment, the question will be, how far their an- 
tagonism to our interests will justify us in remain- 
ing quiet and peaceful under the positions they 
have assumed. Questions of interest, the same 
questions that move all Governments, will move 
the small Governments that will be made up out 
of this great Government after it shall have been 
destroyed. It will be then as idle as the wind for 
gentlemen to talk about what right they had to 
place themselves in this, that, or the other posi- 
tions, The same. principles which move all man- 
kind to form socicty, and society to organize 
governments, will control the action of all, with- 
out reference to any constitutional right under 
any preéxisting Government. This comes of the 
right of secession, which 1 deny. ; 

A few words more, Mr. Speaker, asto the right 
of revolution. I prepose, briefly, to give my opin- 
ion as to whether existing causes have justified 
the States which have seceded, or those which are 
hereafter to secede from the Union. 

Mr. HINDMAN. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Texas, and in order to understand 
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his position on this question of the right of revo- 
lution, I will propound to him one interrogatory. 
He says that there is in no State the right of se- 
cession, but affirms that there is in every State the 
right of revolution. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that the right of revolution is the right of the 

cople of each State, to be exercised by them act- 
ing in their separate capacity whenever they deem 
it necessary, or that it is dependent upon the will 
of the people en masse ? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I mean that the right of 
revolution exists on the part of every people be- 
lieving themselves so oppressed that they can no 
longer exist under their form of government. of 
course, the right of revolution belongs to one, or 
two, or three, or any number of States. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I supposed that to be the 
gentleman’s meaning, and I desired to know it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, Itisaright which exists uni- 
versally; but all persons who exercise it, as a mat- 
ter of course, take the risk of the consequences 
of their acts. When a revolution is instituted it 
is resistance to an established Government. Our 
forefathers, when they commenced the Revolu- 
tion which achieved our independence, were, as a 
matter of course, resisting. an established Gov- 
ernment; and they did it knowingly, willing to 
assume the risk of the consequences growing out 
of it: It was said at the time the Declaration of 
Independence was signed, that they signed it with 
the halters around their necks. They knew that 
if they did not make a successful resistance, the 
Jaw would characterize their act as treason, and 
would visit them with the penalty prescribed for 
such an infraction of the law. But that made the 
act none the less right, nor did it impair the bless- 
ings resulting from it. 

Mr. RUST. Will the gentleman allow me to 
propound a question to him? He denies the right 
of secession. Then a quorum of this Eouse ne- 
cessary to pass any lawisa majority of the whole, 
computing the members to which the seceded 
States are entitled. If, in addition to the States 
which have already withdrawn their Representa- 
tives, a sufficient number should follow them to 
constitute with them a majority, what would be 
the condition of this Congress? It could pass no 
law without a quorum. "The States which have 
seceded from the Union persist in their refusal to 
fill the vacancies. Will the gentleman bring back 
the absent Representatives with halters about their 
necks? Will he coerce their States to order elce- 
tions to fill these vacancies? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Iam not charged with the 
execution of the laws of the House. I will say 
this, however: I suppose there never was n law- 
giver who did not know the law he was ordaining, 
or making, and there has no Congress ever assem- 
bled here that had not the capacity to understand 
that the most solemn law they could enact and 
place upon the statute-book might be successfully 
resisted under certain circumstances. And I say 
to the gentleman that the rules of this House, 
which give the Speaker power to bring back ab- 
sent members into this Elousc, may be success- 
fully resisted and be put aside. embers may 
go away where the officers of the House cannot 
reach them to bring them back. Of course, then, 
there could be no redress. 

Mr. RUST. The gentleman does not answer 
my question. J am aware that under our rules, 
under the parliamentary law, you can compel the 
attendance of absent members who have presented 
their credentials and been sworn in. But the gen- 
tleman does not meet my question. The States 
whose Representatives constitute a majority refuse 
to order elections or to provide for representation 
on this floor. The gentleman is a lawyer, and an 
able one. Will he inform me how, under the cir- 
cumstances suggested, the States and Representa- 
tives adhering to the present Constitution can, 
under that Constitution, carry on a Government? 

Mr. HAMILTON. I will say this: that I sup- 
pose that the framers of the Constitution did not 
imagine that the people of this country would ever 
be guilty of placing the Government in its present 
position, and consequently did not provide for 
such a State of things in the Constitution, for the 
same reason that the old Romans did not provide į 
for the punishment of parricide, because they 
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would not admit the possibility that a Roman 
citizen would be guilty of such a crime. 


What are the grievances? I wish to address 
myself candidly to both sides of the House. I 
say that the South has had grievances from the 
Republican party. [believe it. Yet, I will say 
in that connection, that I do not believe that the 
grievances are so great, and of such a character, 
as to lead me to believe that they consult their 
best interests in dissolving this Union. It is not 
for me to sit in judgment upon South Carolina, 
Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Georgia; but 
I will give my opinion as to what would have 
been, in my judgment, their better course, if they 
‘had thought proper to pursue it. I intend to be 
guilty of no disrespect to the opinions of any gen- 
teman here. I know I differ from many south- 
ern gentlemen; but I say that, while we have 
suffered grievances, they have never been suffi- 
cient to justify such action as breaks up the con- 
fidence Of the people in the stability of the Gov- 
ernment. I believe our wrongs could be settled 
within the Union; and I have believed that the 
time would come when the people of the North 
would see that the course of action pursued by 
them was injurious not only to the South, but to 
themselves, and would necessarily end in strife 
and conflict of every interest, if not of arms. 

T have not time to mention all the grievances of 
which the South has complained. It is true that, 
when our fellow-citizens of the South have passed 
through the non-slaveholding States, pursuing 
their legitimate business, they have had their ser- 
vants taken from them by mobsorbystealth. This 
is a wrong which furnishes not only a just but 
serious cause of complaint. We have a right to 
insist that you should treat us with justice—that 
you should respect our rights of property. We 
justly insist upon our constitutional right to such 
property; and it will not do to say that the Con- 
stitution does not recognize it. That argument, 
I believe, has been exhausted; and J believe that 
every fair man upon that side of the House with 
whom I have conversed, has admitted the truth 
that the Constitution does recognize the right of 
property in slaves—call them by thator any other 
name you choose, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I desire simply to say that, 
for one, I do not admit that. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I did not have the gentle- 
man in my mind when I referred to gentlemen 
with whom I had held conversations. Thave never 
had any conversation with that gentleman upon 
the subject, and probably never shall, as I know 
we would not agree. But I will ask the gentle- 
man whether or not he believes that the Consti- 
tution itself does recognize the right, as it exists 
upon the statute-books of the several States, to 
the service of those held to labor? ' 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 1 suppose that slavery, so 
far as the Constitution is concerned, exists out- 
side of that instrument, under the protection of 
State rights, with which the Constitution has noth- 
ing to do one way or the other. 

Mr. HAMILTON. If the Constitution of the 
United States has nothing to do with the rights 
of property, as they exist in the States, I do not 
see what it has todo with anything; nor do I see 
what it was made to operate upon, unless upon 
citizens of all the States, and the property of all 
the citizens of all the States, just as they are de- 
termined by the laws of the several States, 

IT have mentioned one of the causes of grievance; 
but there are others. It has been insisted that 
Congress has the right to exercise power upon 
the subject of slavery between the States, so far 
as the trade in that property is concerned; that it 
has the right to deal, without restriction, upon 
that question in the Territories; all of which we 
of the South deny. I have, myself, been broadly 
at variance with the people of the South, upon 
the subject of the power which can be exercised 
‘upon that subject in the Territories. I have 
insisted that the legitimate and necessary conse- 
quence of that position (the denial of congressional 
power) is, that the people of a Territory had the 
power. I have believed it, and I believe it to this 
day. T have said so since 1836. I said it when 
the only man in ‘Texas 
who publicly maintained it; the only one who, in 
view of the omnipotence of party dictation to the 
contrary, was guilty of such temerity. I deny 
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the power of Congress, and in this I agree with | 


„And while upon this subject, I might as well 
give my opinions now, asat any other time, upon 
the propositions of the majority of the committee 
of thirty-three upon the subject of the Territories. 
It will be a curious piece of history in after times, 
when this subject of slavery in the Territories 
shall be read by our children. In 1820, the polit- 
ical agitation upon the subject of slavery made it 
necessary for those then interested with the affairs 
of Government to adopt the Missouri compro- 
mise. With that compromise, for thirty years, 
the people were perfectly content. But another 
exciting period upon the same subject arrived just 
thirty years afterwards—in 1850. By the com- 
promise measures of that year, that line was, by 
necessary implication, repealed; for, I believe, 1t 
will be admitted everywhere that, in organizing 
the Territories of New Mexico and Utah, the right 
was given to those two Territories to adopt or 
exclude slavery, as they might think proper. 

But, lest they might not be so understood, to 
put that question at rest forever, it was four years 
afterwards, on the passage of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill, specifically repealed. The agitation 
first demanded its establishment. The agitation 
on the same subject, thirty years afterwards, de- 
manded its repeal. And in less than seven years 
the third agitation, and the greatest, on the same 
subject, by the almost universal consent of the 
people of the United States, demands its restora- 
tion by constitutional provision. I say it will be 
a curious piece of the history of the country when 
our children come to read it. 

I predicate my last proposition on what I un- 
derstand to be the temper of the times. I believe 
that everywhere, North and South, the great 
mass of the people to-day would be willing to ac- 
cept the settlement of the line of 360 30’, if it can 
be put in a constitutional form. How much bet- 
ter would that be, Mr. Speaker, than to provide 
for the admission of New Mexico now as a State, 
with the recognition of slavery as it exists there 
to-day? The objection that I have heard made 
is, that in point of fact, it willultimately be a non- 
slaveholding State; and that, although we may 
admit it as a slave State, it will not, in the opin- 
ion of some, remain a slave State. I admit the 
correctness of that opinion. It is my own opin- 
ion, Nevertheless, I believe that the people of the 
South have been for long years insisting on the 
right of a State to claim admission into the Union, 
with or without slavery, as she may choose to 
come in; and I shall not be the first to resist that 
right. 

If the Missouri compromise line will do now, 
as a settlement of the vexed question of slavery 
in the Territories, what will be left if we provide 
for the admission of New Mexico? New Mexico 
and Arizona—and both are to be admitted as one 
State—comprchend all the territory now owned 
by us south of that line. 

And if you give us the constitutional amend- 
ment, to let us establish slavery all south of that 
line, we will give all north of it to freedom; gen- 
tlemen are willing to have it put into the Consti- 
tution that slavery shall not exist there. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I would rather have it as it is. We as- 
sume that this question has been settled; that the 
highest judicial tribunal of the United States has 
proclaimed that we of the South have the right 
to go into any portion of the public territory of 
the country with our negro property, and have 
protection for that property. Why, then, do we 
seek to exclude ourselves from the right to go 
north of 360 30’, when we say we have a consti- 
tutional right to go there, and when the highest 
tribunal in the land, the one that has been made 
the arbiter on every question arising out of the 
Constitution, has said we may go there with our 
negroes? 

But it is said that this thing will not satisfy the 
South, because New Mexico may not come in as 
a slave State. In the name of all that is reason- 
able, in the name of all that rational men can do, 
I demand to know who expects that the Congress 
of the United States, or the people of the slave 
States, shall see to it that New Mexico shall come 
in asa slave State or never come in atall? Does 
any one take such a position? We can provide 
for her coming in as a slave State, and let her 
come in or stay out, as her people may prefer. 

If Í know anything about that country 1 know 
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that it cannot remain a slave State. Noman who 
has ever traveled through it, no man who has ever 
been on the contiguous soil in my own State can, 
for a moment, delude himself with any such idea. 
And, sir, am I to stand here to-day, with the 
honest conviction resting in my heart that the 
whole subject in controvergy, so far as the Ter- 
ritories are concerned, is not worth that sheet of 
paper to any portion of the people of the United 
tates, and to place myself in the way of adjust- 
ment because the people of New Mexico may not, 
when they come. to apply for admission into the 
Union as.a State, incorporate the institution of 
slavery in their constitution? Is itnot enough that 
Congress provides thatshe may comein asa slave 
State? Letthe institution take care of itself there 
as it has taken care of itself in every southern 
slave State that has been admitted into the Union 
since the adoption of the Federal Constitution. 
My own native State of Alabama, and Florida, 
Louisiana, Arkansas, Tennessee, and Kentucky, 
never asked, any of them, protection from the 
Federal Government for the institution of slavery 
prior to their admission into the Union as States. 
Slavery went there, and it was protected by the 
people who inhabited those Territories because 
they believed ita good institution, Itisamodern 
idea that has been eliminated for the contact be- 
tween the contesting parties of the country, that 
we must have protection for such and such spe- 
cies of propertics in the Territories. I never, my- 
self, could-see the reason why. I have made the 
very same argument, time and again, before m 
-own people, and have asked them whether, if 
Congress should pass a law protecting the insti- 
tution of slavery in New Mexico, any one of them 
expected to go there with his negro? “Oh no; 
but itis my right togo.” ‘Well, surely, it is 
your right to go; but when you get there you 
subject yourself to the laws that exist there, and 
you must take your chances as other people take 
their chances.” 

I say, for one, that I would be willing to assent 
to this. If we are to stickle for a mere abstract 
right, then we ought to stickle on the right of. 
going into all the territory north as well as south 
of 360 30'. And least of all, Mr. Speaker, would 
{ hesitate to settle these difficulties because this 
Congress or the people of the country would not 
agree that in atl the Territories south of 369 30’, 
that we now have or may hereafter acquire, the 
institution of slavery shall be protected. I com- 
mend to the attention of the country the able re- 
marks of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Apvams] on this subject yesterday. I fully concur 
in them; although | know that at home, among 
those who can sce no good that can possibly come 
out of Nazareth, I will be condemned, perhaps, 
for having paid a just tribute to the gentleman, 
simply because he is from Massachusetts, and 
hes because of his high lineage. But I say 

do, in the fullest degree, indorse all he said on 
this subject. Iask gentlemen seriously, whether 

it would not astonish the world if we should agree 
to incorporate in the Constitution of the United 
States a provision for the parpose of organizing 
governments, or determining the rights of citizens 
who are to inhabit territory which we are herce- 
after to acquire from adjoining and friendly na- 
tions? But it may be said that Mexico is falling 
to pieces, and that we all know we must take 
charge of her; that she is a poor, weak Govern- 
ment. So much the greater the reason, in my 
judgment, why we should not, in the confidence 
of our strength, assume to partition out her ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. RUST. ‘Will the gentleman allow me to 
reply to that remark? 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman willexcuse 
me. Nor should we assume to determine what 
the character of her institutions shall be after we 
shall have acquired her territory. There is an- 
other reason, Mr. Speaker, why I object to it; I 
think that when that time comes, whether it be in 
five, ten, or twenty years, the men who shail then 
be in charge of the public interests of the country 
will be quite as capable of taking care of and con- 


trolling the acquisition as we are now, thas far in | 


advance of the actual acquisition. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, is it not known to every 
gentleman whose heart is bent upon settling the 
difficulties that now exist in the country, that it 
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never can be done if that proposition is made. as; 
an ultimatum? J myself, although coming from 
the extreme South, might perhaps yield -to it; but. 
it has no place and no. business in the organic law 
of this great Government—none. I will, however, 
Mr. Speaker, with great pleasure, unite with others 
in making a disposition of what we have and of 
what we can now control... Lam willing to adopt. 
the Crittenden proposition, with the exception of 
making provision for futureterritory. Lam.willing 
to vote for the admission of New Mexico; whether 
she comes with or withoutslavery, makes no dif- 
ference to me, It is but a question of time, and I 
for one have never dreaded the political power of 
the people, as represented upon either floor of Con- 
gress, any more than I have dreaded their moral 
power in the Government, if they have any exist- | 
enceatall. If lam to dread the admission of New 
Mexico as a non-slaveholding State, why may I 
not dread the existence of her people alongside of 
my State? I neither dread one nor the other, If 
they have a population of sufficient intelligence, of 
which I have no doubt—although it has been 
doubted by gentlemen upon this floor—and suffi- 
cient in numbers, | say they have a right to come 
into this Union without reference to the question 
of slavery, as.well with it as without it, as well 
without it as with it. Iam not willing to set this 
before the people of my State upon the hustings 
as a mere party catch-word. I am ready to act 
upon it here 

In regard to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] foran amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, it 
has been said by many that it did not amount to 
anything;that we never were really in danger 
from that source of power on the part of the non- 
slaveholding States—I allude to a future amend- 
ment of the Constitution by a three-fourths ma- 
jority of all the States, which would confer upon 
Congress the right to interfere with slavery in the 
States. Well, sir, I admit that the danger, if it 
exists at all, is very remote—very remote indeed. 
But then it has been said that, in the course of 
time, the great northwestern territory was sus- 
ceptible of being cut up into a sufficient number 
of States, having that design in view, should the 
Republican party continue its preponderance in 
all the free States; and with the contingency, per- 
haps, that one or two of the now slavetoldin 
States might become free. I say it has. been sai 
that, under these circumstances, a three-fourths 
majority might, in the course of time, be obtained 
to give Congress power over the subject. 1 have 
myself stated to the people of my district that such 
an evert was possible in the future. And when 
it has been so argued; when it has been looked 
to by the southern people as one of the dangers 
ahead; and when an extreme northern man, one 
who has been reported as very ultra in his views 
upon the subject of slavery, comes forward and 
says that if such a fear exists upon the part of our 
people, if they really do have any anticipation of 
any harm to come to them from such a source, 
he is willing to so put himself upon the record as 
to place it out of his power to accomplish any 
such result; when he not only sanctions it, but 
even proposes the measure, not as a law of Con- 
gress, to be repealed, but as a part of the organic 
law of the land; I say, when he proposes a provis- 
ion to be incorporated into the Constitution that 
the institution of slavery shall not be interfered 
with unless every southern State in the Union as- 
sents to it, now I ask you, could a more perfect 
guarantee be given upon this subject? Sir, I will 
vote for the measure with great pleasure; and I 
say that, if the people of the South are in carnest | 
about this thing, they will accept it, so far as it į 
goes, as a full and complete guarantee upon this 
subject. No man can doubt that it is as fulland 
ample as language can make it. I confess myself, 
that if 1 had been deputed to draw an amendment 
covering this difficulty, I could not have drawn it 
as ample and sweeping in its effects as it has been 
drawn by that gentleman. Ii gives a doublé se- 
curity. No amendment affecting the subject is to i| 
be proposed, except by a slave State; and then || 
the proposition cannot be adopted unless every |) 
slave State indorses it. I say itis as perfect as | 
language can make it. 

In regard to the amendment to the fugitive slave |} 
law, I confess I feel great distrust in-relying upon | 
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never been discussed. among the people of my 
State... There isnat one citizen in a dozen who 
éver read-the law.as it now exists. In all thed 

cussions.that have been had upon:the. infract) i 
of that law, as a reason forthe dissatisfaction that. 
exists in the South, I have never heard the defects 
of the law alluded.to as _a.cause of resistance to its 
execution. But Lam told by gentlemen inwhose 
judgment] have great.confidenee, both North and. 
South, that the proposition for the amendment of 
that law will meet most of the difficulties thus far 
encountered. Then,*Mr. Speaker, if it shall be 
the will of the House to adopt. it is.a part, of: the 
measures of compromise. to. be agreed, on, I, for, 
one, shall raise no objection. | ere RNY 

There is one other fact. that, in my judgment, 
would be sufficient to give ample: assurance: of 
safety in the South for every-man, who does not 
want, for some reason outside of the .question:of 
slavery, to have the Union dissolved; and. what 
is that? Inasmuch as you have consented neverta 
interfere with the subject of slavery in the States, 
as you have consented to put it out of your.power 
to do so, I ask gentlemen of the North if, they 
will not consent also to forego, inthe same solemn. 
form, the power of interference between :theS 
in regard to.the trade inthat species of property. 
If you will.do that, I say: you will secure every 
man in the South who is willing to have the Union 
preserved at all. Whycan you not doit?) You 
ive, by the amendment you have proposed to 
the Constitution, not only admitted the right of 
the States to regulate. this species of property, but. 
you have admitted. our right to have it beyond 
the possibility of interference, unless we consent 
to give it up. Now, inasmuch as you have con- 
sented to that rightyand given it to our control 
forever, why not also say in the same spirit, and 
by and through the same solemn form, that the 
right to change such property from one State to 
another, by sale or otherwise, shall.also be beyond 
your interference forever? i 

Mr. STANTON. I certainly, know of no: gen- 
tleman who denies that slaves are property under 
the Constitution, who claims that Congress has 
any power to prevent the slave-trade between the 
states, i 

Mr. HAMILTON. I understand that fully, 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly, nobody claims 
any such right. a a 

Mr. HAMILTON. I understand that’ fully. 
I am not. stating what the opinions‘of northern 
gentlemen may be on that subject, 1 predicate 
my remarks not upon what I assume to be their 
principles or purposes. But, sir, we are now deal- 
ing with the condition of things in the. country; 
what one section of the country believes of. an+ 
other. It is.a settled conviction in the South that 
the people of the North believe that this.depart- 
ment of the Government has the power to arrest 
the slave trade between the States at its will, and 
that when they obtain the control here, they will 
proceed to exercise that power. Itis for the pur- 
pose of satisfying the public mind there that you 
do notintend to doit; going.te the.whole extent of 
the slavery question, I insist you ought to take 
that other additional step, and you will, in my 
judgment, restore peace.and harmony to this coun- 
try. Besides, if: this ig neither the doctrine’ nor 
purpose of the Republican. party, there will be no 
sacrifice in voting the amendment, : ; 

Only afew words more. [Cries of Go on!” 
“Go on °’) I care not for myself. I made up my 
mind at the beginning of this trouble never to 
pause in my exertions because of the condition 
m which it would place me for the time being, 
either here or at home. l have not allowed one- 
single motive of selfishness, if I know my own 
heart, ever to interfere with the exercise of what 
Jittle judgment I have been able. to bring to bear 
upon these great questions. Lam solemnly im- 
pressed, however, Mr. Speaker, with the condi- 
tion in which J actually find myself. In traveling 
hither from my home, more than two thousand 
miles distant, for this Capitol, for the discharge 
of a public duty, my foot pressed-no spot of for- 
eign territory. My eye rested upon not one mate- 
rial object, during my journey, that was not a 
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nd parcel of my country, as I fondly'deemed 
“When we assembled. together, so: far as I 
pow; évery. State and Territory was represented 
thig floors ‘The great fabric of the Govern- 
ment was then complete; but now, how changed? 
When I go hence, it will be to find my, pathway. 
cepted by hew and’ strange. nationalities. 
‘Without eve! havitig wandered from: my native 
land, I must traverse foreign countries, if T would 


‘be excused for doubting my own iden- 
Surely’ may be pardoned for having in- 
oluntarily prayed ‘that this might- prove a trou- 
bled and protracted dream. ° Yet. itis too trae— 
t any: evidences force conviction of the sad 
reality.” But a few: days past, Mr. Speaker, the 
ñoble temple-of American liberty stood complete’ 
in‘ all its pacts—stood-in all the majesty of its 
vast. proportions, and in the glory of its apparent 
strength and beauty of construction; not a pillar 
missing ora joint dissevered: And its votaries 
were gathered about the altar, worshiping, as was 
their wont, with hopeful hearts, Forebodings were 
felt, and predictions made, of the coming storm 
arid'the destruction of the temple. And the storm 
has ‘comeand still rages; the temple still stands, 
but'shorn of its fair proportions and marred in its 
beauty: Pillar after pillar has fallen away. And 
while its proud dome still points to heaven, it is 
reeling in mid air like adrunken man, while its solid 
fouiidations are shaken as with an earthquake. 
Yet there are worshipers there about the shrine; 
atid: Tam among them, J have been called by 
Warning voices to come out’ and escape the im- 
pending danger; I have been wooed by entreaties 
and’ plicd'with threats. But, sir, neither entrea- 
ties nor threats, nor hope of reward nor dread of 
danger, shall, tear me away until I lay hold of the 
horns ‘of the altar of my. country, and implore 
Heaven; in its own good time, to still this storm 
of civil strife, and, through suth human agency as 
may be best, again uprear the fallen pillars to their 
original position, that they may, through long 
ages; contribute to the ntrongth and beauty of the 
noblest structure yet devised by man. 
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‘The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


‘Mr. LOGAN said: 

Mr, Speaxer: Tdo not suppose that anything 
that I may say will have the effect to change the 
views ot determinations of any of the members of 
this body, on the question now under discussion, 
But, representing ‘a constituency honest, brave, 
and chivalric, at all times obeying strictly the 
mandates of the Constitution, and who are most 
dééply interested in. the startling drama now in 
progress, I'deem it due to them that I should give 
expression to the opinions I entertain in regard to 
this‘appalling crisis inour national affairs. Sir, 
in view of the history of the past, we have now a 
heart-rending scene before us. During three quar- 
tara of a century we have enjoyed unbounded 
prosperity, and cherished the brightest visions of 
national greatness; whether in peace or in war, the 
career of our country has been one of unexampled 
success, Up to the time of the last presidential 
election we were prosperous and happy; abundant 
chops; accompanied by a great foreign demand, 
gave the farmer the auspicious assurance of ease 
and contentment. Never before had so many ele- 
ments conspired to augment the wealth of the 
land, as just before-that fatal period; but now a 
tornado rages, spreading desolation in its path; 
discord, anarchy, and confusion, prevail through- 
outa portion of curonce Heaven-blessed country. 
Qur political system is crumbling to pieces, and 
ourselves verging almost on a state of universal 
bankruptcy: Stocks are depreciated, all sorts of 
values depressed, and thousands of poor laborers 
‘thrown-out of employment on the cold charities 
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from our glorious old flag. Revolution exists in six 
States, with the chance thatit will spread ere long, 
as à fire on the prairies, over many more of the 
slavcholding States.. What a sad change, Mr. 
Speaker, a few short weeks haye wrought! 

Sir, to what are we to attribute all this? ` In 
order to deal properly with this subject, it is ne- 
cessary for us to inquire into the causes of this 
sad train of events, involving, as they do, the dis- 
memberment of this, the best Government ever 
devised by men, and ascertain, if possible, whether 
or not there is any remedy that will stay the rev- 
olution and repair the disaster. Sir, what is the 
cause? Itdoes seem to me that.no argument is 
necessary before the honest and intelligent people 
of this country, to demonstrate the fact that the 
agitation of the slavery question, by fanatics and 
demagogues, north and south, in and out of the 
Halls of Congress, for years past, is the source 
of all our presenttroubles. The Abolitionists of 
the North have constantly warred upon southern 
institutions, by incessant abuse from the pulpit, 
from. the press, on the stump, and in the Halls of 
Congress, denouncing them as a sin against God 
and man; they have in many places, by mobs, 
resisted the execution of the fugitive slave law; 
they have, in several of the northern States, by 
legislative enactment, made it a penitentiary of- 
fense for any one to assist in the arrest or rendi- 
tion of a fugitive slave. By these denunciations 
and lawless acts on the partof abolition fanatics, 
such results have been produced as to drive the 
people of the southern States to a sleepless vigil- 
ance for the protection of their property and | 
preservation of their rights. While the Aboli- 
tionists of the North have been engagéd in their 
part of the work—poisoning the mindsof northern 
people against southern institutions, and encour- 
aging resistance to the due execution of the laws 
—ambitious, reckless, and seditious men at the 
South, of the Rhett and Yancey school of dis- 
unionists, have been no less industrious in creat- 
ing a corresponding hatred to northern people and 
northern institutions, encouraging and inculcat- 
ing a spirit of resistance to the authorities of the 
Government. They have seized upon every law- 
less act of the Abolitionists of the North, and | 
every denunciatory speech against southern insti- | 
tutions made by‘them in Congress or elsewhere, j 
and presented them to the southern people in such 
a light as “ to fire the southern heart” to such an 
extent that they were ready, upon the election of 
any man to the Presidency who they believed 
sympathized in any degree whatever with the 
views, designs, or objects of the Abolitionists, in 
reference to the institution of slavery, to be ‘* pse- 
cipitated into a revolution,” 

The election of Mr. Lincoln was the golden | 
opportunity presented to the disunionists of the 
South—with whom there has been apparently | 
concert of action on the part of the Garrison, 
Wendell Phillips, Giddings, and Beecher school 
of politicians for years—for the overthrow of this 
Government. The opportunity was not allowed 
to pass. They seized upon the deep-seated feel- 
ing of ill-will that existed between a portion of 
the people of the two sections of the Union; and 
the. country is now trembling on the verge of 


ruin, No man, sir, who is versed in the political ;į 


history of this country, having a regard for truth, | 
will for one moment contend that there is any | 
other cause for the difficulties under which we 
now Jabor than this miserable agitation of the sla- | 
very question. Men, sir, North and South, who | 
love themselves far better than their country, have | 
brought us to this unhappy condition. 
Having shown the origin of our troubles in the | 
abolition agitation; the apprehensions that exist | 
in the minds of southern people for the safety of | 
their institutions, it is not necessary for us to in- | 
quire, further, whether these apprehensions are | 
well-founded or not, The question is, what shall | 
we do to allay them? | 
Six, there is a great duty for us to perform to | 
our country and to posterity. Professions ofe- l 
votion to the Union, and love for the institutions | 
of our country alone, will not save us. We must | 
act, and act soon—act as patriots and not as par- | 
tisans. Non-action at this time is slow, but cer- 
tain death. To act, is to live; to stand still, is | 
simply permitting the Government to die. i 
Mr. Speaker, ifthis question of slavery had been | 


banished from the Halls of Congress years gone 
by, the people of the slaveholding States allowed 
to manage itin their own way without interfering 
with us, and we of the North had attended to our 
affairs without meddling with that of our neigh- 
bors, and permitted the people of the Territories, 
without congressional intervention either for or 
against slavery, to have decided the question for 
themselves, and the Representatives of the people 
in Congress had turned their attention to the de- 
velopment of the vast resources of the agricultural, 
commercial, manufacturing, and all our inex- 
haustible interest, we would now have peace, 
order, prosperity, and happiness in our land, in- 
stead of revolution, anarchy, confusion, depressed 
trade, and crippled finances. But, sir, the ques- 
tion isnot what would have prevented our present 
calamities, and preserved peace between the sec- 
tions, but in what way we may restore tranquil- 
lity, and bring the American people once more 
together in the bonds of amity and union. 

Í propose, then, to notice the position assumed 


-by some gentlemen on the other side of this Hall, 


who pretend to be the leaders of the party soon to 
undertake the administration of this Government; 
these are the extreme men of their party. They 
say they are Union men; that they are determined 
to preserve it intact, Sir, how are they going to 
preserve it? What do they propose to do to save 
the Union? What are they willing to concede of 
their extreme views, in order to dissipate the ap- 
prehensions of their aggressive policy, that has 
already been pleaded as a justification by several 
of the States for resorting to secession and revo- 
lution? What guarantees, assurances, conces- 
sions, and compromises are they willing to make 
to preserve the Union? None, sir; none. The 
restoration of peace, in the bonds of amity and 
union, can never be looked fur from such men. My 
colleague (Mr. Lovrsoy] is going to preserve the 
Union by enforcing the laws and hanging traitors. 
This will be refreshing information to the con- 
servative masses of Hlinois, to learn that he is at 
last for executing the laws, and has turned against 
traitors. If he and his colaborers in the aboli- 
tion vineyard had but come to this conclusion 
some years since, and given their aid to the exe- 
cution of the fugitive slave law, instead of coun- 
tenancing its resistance, probably there would be 
no occasion for his appeal at this time for the 
enforcement of the laws on a revolting people 

But we are told that this is insurrection and re- 
bellion against the authority of the General Gov- 
ernment, and therefore must be put down Let 
me say to gentlemen, that I will go as far as any 
man in the performance of a constitutional duty 
to put down rebellion, to suppress insurrection, 
and to enforce the laws; but when we undertako 
the performance of these duties, let us actin such 


‘a manner as will be best calculated to preserve 


and not destroy the Government, and keep our- 
selves within the bounds of the Constitution. 

It will not do longer to regard this revolt in the 
seceding States as a mere insurrection or rebel- 
lion. Let us not deceive ourselves, but look at 
things as they really exist. Whatare the facts? 

In six States this rebellion has attained the 
dignity of successful revolution, in which all their 
people are engaged—if not directly, they submit to 
and acquiesce init. Revolution is, then, complete. 
The national authorities are expelled from within 
their borders; they have declared their independ- 
ence, and all within their limits acknowledge al- 
Icgiance to them, and not to the United States 
Government; they have raised armies, and are for- 
tifying themselves to maintain their position. And, 
sir, itis to be feared that, ere long, other States 
will follow in their wake. How then, sir, are we 
to execute our laws within the limits of these se- 
ceding States? Under our. form of government, 
our laws can only be enforced by the civil author- 
ities. The military can only be used asa posse 


comitatus to assist in executing judicial process, 


when resistance to its execution is made. Who 
will issue writs in the seceding States against 
those who have set our authority at defiance? Who 
will call the posse comitatusto their aid? We have 
neither judge nor marshal left who acknowledge 
our authority. Where will our juries come from 
that are to try those who have trampléd our laws 
under foot, when all have participated in the un- 
lawful act? When the fact is demonstrated that 
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our laws cannot be enforced against these people 
by the civil authorities, according to the forms of 
the Constitution, we are answered, that secession 
is unconstitutional and wrong. 

Sir, I have always, and do yet, deny the right 
of secession. There is no warrant for it in the 
Constitution. It is wrong, it is unlawful, uncon- 
stitutional,and should be called by the right name, 
revolution. No good, sir, can result from it, but 
much mischief may. It is no remedy for any 
grievance. I hold that all grievances can be much 
easier redressed inside the Union than out of it. 
But it is not necessary to argue the question as to 
whether it is a remedy for anything of not. Six 
States have committed the act, have declared their 
independence, forced our civil authorities into obe- 
dience to them, and are now engaged in estab- 
lishing a separate and independent government, 
with the intention of opening diplomatic inter- 
course with foreign Powers. 

We are told, however, that their action being 
unconstitutional, it is the duty of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to call into requisition the Army, the 
Navy, and the military of the non-seceding States, 
and with them invade the revolting States, and 
enforce the laws. Sir, can we, by this process, 
compel them to elect members of Congress, to 


accept the offices of judge, marshal, postmaster, | 


collector of customs at the various ports, or per- 
form any other of the various duties under the 
Government? No, sir; we might possibly have 
forces enough to subjugate and hold these States 
as conquered provinces; make them hate, but not 
Jove us; make them subject to, but not respect 
ourlaws. If this method be resorted to on the 
part of the Government, with a view of coercing 
States or enforcing the laws, it will be on our part 
an act of war, and will be so regarded by the civ- 
ilized world, and we will be forced, in such a con- 
flict of arms, to recognize and observe all the laws 
of war. 

Sir, are our hearts sufficiently steeled against 
our erring brethren to witness all the horrible 
scenes of such an unnatural strife? For one, sir, 
my heart sickens at the very thought. They are 
not our enemics, with whom we should be will- 
ing to measure swords, but a part of our people. 
They are our kinsmen, and should be dealt with 
kindly. Their return from their wanderings may 
be looked for at some future day, if our action 
shai! be tempered with forbearance and modera- 
tion; but if you ‘let slip the dogs of war,” 
never! never! 

At the time the treaty of peace between Great 
Britain and her revolted colonies was signed, I 
venture to affirm that there was no nation on the 
face of the earth with whom our ancestors would 
nothave more willingly united than with the 
subjects of King George HI, although they were 
their own flesh and blood. Such had been the 
bitterness of that great contest, such the animos- 


ity which that civil strife had engendered, that | 


our fathers, if the worst had come, would have 
sought refuge in any alliance rather than with 
their own unnatural kin. 

This great struggle was commenced to vindi- 
cate and enforce the laws against a revolted peo- 
ple. The Lord Norths and King Georges were 
in that day as great stickiers for executing the 
laws at the point of the bayonet, and preserving 
the Government by aresort to arms, as are our lat- 
ter-day Republicans. When implored for con- 
cessions, when petitioned for guarantees, they re- 
sponded with bulletsand bayonets. We all know 
the resalt. The now oft-repeated language, “have 
we a Government?’ and then a discussion as to 
whether concessions can be made to “ rebellious 
subjects,” is almost literally copied from the 
speeches in Parliament at that time. The paral- 
lel between the harangues of the extreme men of 
the Republican party, to-day, and the speeches 
in the British Parlidment, is too striking not to 
have arrested the attention of the reader of his- 
tory. 
British Government had heeded the counsels of 
the cloquent Chatham, it is doubtful whether the 


Revolution would not have been stayed; and, in- |] 


stead of the liberties we now enjoy, this country 
isht have been a jewel in the coronet of the 
h sovereign, Sir, itis casily seen that the 


If, even after the battle of Lexington, the | 


make us friends; nor will it settle-the slavery 
question; but the fruits of such an attempt will 
be, that the first blood shed -will operate as asig- 
nal for fresh and more extensive slaughter; a dark 
veil of terror and death will cover our whole land, 

Those who are now apparently thirsting for the 
blood of their fellows will shed a silent tear over 
the awful scenes of blood, carnage, and desola- 
tion with which they will be surrounded ; feelings 
of the deepest horror will be excited in ‘the breasts 
of those who will not have lost all sense of hu- 
manity and Christianity, to see our own native 
land devoted to all the imaginable atrocities of 
deep-seated revenge ; thousands and thousands 
will fall before the enraged and constantly increas- 
ing forces to rot in one common grave. Ah! sir, 
then you will have weeping widows, bereaved 
orphans, mourning fathers, and disunion forever. 
You, who are willing to inaugurate this fatal pol- 
icy, which insures war and not peace, when asked 
why these widows and orphans, why this weep- 
ing and mourning, why this carnage, why these 
rivers of blood—what will be your answers? “ We 
are merely enforcing the laws against ongel v 
citizens and kindred.” Can it be possible that 
any of the friends of Mr. Lincoln will attempt a 
policy that will bring upon this country all the 
disasters of civil war, when he himself was so 
conscientious about the spilling of blood in an 
“unnecessery war,’’ that he opposed his own 
Government when engaged in war with Mexico, 
an enemy, and on foreign soil? Surely, surely, 
they are not serious. Tf a collision must ensue 
between this Government and any of our own 
people, let it come when every other means of 
settlement has been tried and exhausted ; and not 
then, except when the Government shall be com- 
pelled to repel assaults for the protection of its 
property, flag, and the honor of the country. 

Sir, this no-compromise war-policy of gentle- 
men is hot a proper or practical remedy. We 
are, then, led to inquire what isthe remedy? It 
is for the Representatives here from all sections 
of the country, be they of whatever politics they 
may, who love the Union of these States, and 
desire the peace, happiness, and welfare of the 
people, to mect on this -question as our fathers 
met; as patriots, and notas partisans; as men who 
lave every ligament and fiber that has bound us 
together; as men of peace, and not of war; and, 
in thespiritof concession and compromise, as our 
Government was established, show by our action, 
and not professions, that the people of each State, 
in their persons and property, shall be protected; 
that we will recognize the equality of the States 
to the fullest extent, satisfy and appease the ap- 
prehensions of the southern people in reference to 
the safety of their peculiar institutions, sacrifice 
į each a part of their peculiar views in regard to all 
the questions that are of a disturbing character, 
striking dumb the people of the South by pre- 
senting to them such measures of conciliation as 
they least expect. In this way, sir, we can save 
the country; it will have the tendency to bind 
stronger than ever, in bonds of love and affection, 
| the border-slaveholding States to the Union; and 
į those States in the extreme South, that have been 
dragged into the whirlpool of disunion by resk- 
less and ambitious men, ere long, as wandering 
and erring children, who, having traveled through 
strange lands, in ‘* by and forbidden paths,” and 
been beaten by the storms of adversity, will re- 
turn on bended knees, saying, “ E come once 
; more to the parental roof for protection.”’ 

We are told, however, that the time for con- 
cession has passed; that no compromise can be 
made with men who have swords in their hands: 
and that, if made, it would not be accepted by the 
seceding States. Sir, the golden moment in ref- 
erence to those States may have passed for the 
| present. When we first met together this session, 
| those States were yet in the Union; if proper con- 
| cessions and proper measures of conciliation had 
| then been adopted, you would have armed their 
| conservative men with arguments and facts with 
| which they could have gone before their people. 
| Compromise and guarantees in one hand, and the 
| flag of the Union in the other, the smoldering 
| 
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| fires of patriotism would then have burst forth 


and swept disunion from the land. ‘ Ye knew 


your duty, but ye did it not.” Let the past be a | 


their. silent but solemn appeal to the mem 
this House for prompt and efficient action 
half of the border slave States, and the conserva- 
tive masses of the seceding ones, who mourh over 
the dire calamity that has befallen théir country; 
hearken unto the-appeal of the Union menor this 
floor from the South. ‘Thank God there are Union 
men, ant’ a host-of ‘them, yet left, in the slave- 
holding States, who cherish the memory of their 
revolutionary sires, born under the-flag of the 
Union, and taught from childhood to love it, ap- 
preciating the fact that the protecting hand of this 
Government has been over them‘ in sunshine and 
in storm ! They ask you'to give them such guar- 
antees as they are entitled to under all the circum- 
stances, and they will go before their people and 
put disunion to the sword, or make the flag of 
their country, saturated with "blood; their own 
winding-sheet. Can you refuse to do it?. Patriot- 
ism, speak! Ah! sir, have the miserable shackles 
of party silenced that voice ? 

e are told by some that the platform of the 
Republican party must be adhered to; that it must 
not be deviated from; that if it is, they will not’ 
be carrying out the doctrine upon which they 
were elected. Iam glad, sir, that I can say this 
does not apply to all the members of that party 
in this House; several of them are coming up to 
the work nobly, and ‘are willing to Jet platforms 
and party all go for the sake of ‘the country 
But it does apply to many who profess’ to: be 
leaders of the organization; and I fear that it will 
turn out in the future that they are its leaders. 
Is it not surprising that, in a time like this, any 
man could so far forget his duty to his country 
as to make a party platform paramount to the 
peace, happiness, and prosperity of the American 
people? Sir, have we not fallen upon strange 
times? It does seem to me that “madness rules 
the hour.” I have been taught to believe that the 
preservation of this glorious Union, with its broad 
flag waving over us as the shield for our protec- 
tion on land and on sea, is paramount to all the 
parties and platforms that ever have existed or 
ever can exist. I would, to-day, if I had the 
power, sink my own party, and every other one, 
with all their platforms, into the vortex of ruin, 
without heavinga sigh or shedding a tear, to save 
the Union, or even stop the revolution where it is. 

Sir, when I heard my colleague [Mr. Farne- 
wortu] say, in his speech, that he would not de- 
viate one “jot or tittle” from the principles of the 
platform upon which he was elected, I thought 
that the insanity of these times was enough to 
appal the civilized world. He should remember 
the inducements that were held out to the people 
during the last canvass in order to induce them 
to adopt his platform of principles. They were 
told that the way to bring peace and quiet was to 
give his party the supremacy and control, and 
agitation on the slavery question would seek its 
hiding place; that the dark caverns of the earth 
would have to be searched to find a disunionist; 
that the Union would be bound in ties stronger 
together, and would last forever; that order would 
reign where confusion existed; that tyranny and 
oppression would be driven into the deep abyss 
of infamy, and such an era of peace, prosperity, 
and happiness would be inaugurated at once as 
had no parallel in the history of the world. The 
majority of the northern people believed you. I 
did not. E thought you were mistaken in the tem- 
per of the times. Now, instead of peace, acts of 
war are proposed; instead of quiet, we have con- 
fusion; instead of ceasing the slavery agitation, 
the same old abolition harangues are heard day 
after day in this Hall; instead of hunting in caverns 
for disunionists, we have them all over the land; 
for prosperity we have adversity; for happiness 
we have misery and want; instead of union we 
have disunion, with all other ills almost that can 
befall a people; and certainly my colleague, in 
view of all these things, should be willing to yield 
a “jot or tittle” of his views, when he sees that 
he has been so much mistaken. 

Mr. Speaker, what sacrifices would any of us 
have to make to settle this question, more than 
any fair minded man would make at any time to 
settle a dispute with hisneighbor? The question 
of abolishing slavery in the District of Columbia 
by Congress, without the consent of Virginia and 
Maryland, or both, is one point of apprehension 
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gonthe part of the South... Republicans. say they 
do: not- intend to abolish or interfere with it, and 
therefore it would dono: good to the.South to act 
in-reference to. that matter... If you do not intend 
to-do.it, why not putitinthebond at once? Why 
‘not give the guarantee? It will not do to say it will 
do no good. -Ft willdo: good. -It will satisfy all 
-apprehensians-on this point forever. And if you 
:mean:to live up to what you say, it will do. you 
no-harm,-unless. you. think it necessary to keep 
‘thisas.an open question for‘: stumpammunition.” 
Another graund of apprehension is, as you all 
Know, that you, by some means, will attempt to 
effect the emancipation of the slaves in some or 
all of: the States, at some future day. . You say 
that you do not intend any such thing, and that 
‘there is ho just ground for any‘such apprehension. 
‘Whether there is or not, is not the question. But, 
does the apprehension exist? You have been told 
that it-doċs, by members upon this floor, who are 
good and true men. Then, if you do not intend 
any such thing, why not put thatin the bond also; 
notto stay your hands particularly, but so that 
nobody can interfere with the institution in the 
States that may now or hereafter have the power 
in. ,Congress? "You say that you are prohibited 
already from such interference. by the present 
Constitution. That istrue. I think you are; and, 
if, you are, surely to incorporate a provision de- 
claring ‘explicitly the fact. can do you no harm. 
Tt will satisfy the South on that point. Another 
ground of apprehension. is, that you will interpose 
obstructions to the inter-Stale slave trade; to that, 
also, you respond that you will not; then cer- 
tainly you can easily settle these questions, and 
do away. with thé apprehension on all these sub- 
jects; and I would be sorry if it should interfere 
‘with the principles upon which you were clected, 
so. that jt ould cause the great leaders to with- 
hold their votes, and defeat the propositions, 
|: Having thus disposed of three questions, } pro- 
- pose. to examine for a'short time the territorial 
question, and. see if that cannot be disposed of so 
‘as to-allow those conscientious Republican lead- 
ers, who make their platform: both their Consti- 
tution and Bible, without interfering particularly 
with their cherished object, the exclusion of sla- 
very. They say that all the Territories belonging 
to ihe United States must be forever, kept free, 
and that they will not give up that point in their 
platform, ow, sir, if we will reason coolly 
about this matter, we willfind that there is no ne- 
cessity for such determination on their part, in 
covder to protect the soil of the Territories from 
slavery. It hag been said on this floor, by Re- 
publicans, that the God. of nature has so arranged 
the soil and-climate of those Territories that sla- 
„vory cannot go thore; and therefore, they are de- 
termined to keep them from its blighting influence. 
Why, sir, if by the soil and climate slavery is 
exchided trom the Territories, in God ’s name, why 
insist. on this impracticable legislation by Con- 
gross? The South insist on their right. to go to 
the Territories on perfect equality with us, as they 
expended.for them. as much as we did, both in 
blood and treasures You say they shall not take 
their property. with them. ‘The Supreme Court, 
the highest tribunal in the land, says they may, 
and that it is unconstitutional for you to prohibit 
them. Sull, in the face of all this, you say they 
shall be excluded. 1 do not suppose, really, that 
the southern people desire to go to any of the 
Territories with slaves, as their labor would not 
be profitable there; but itis the denial of a right 
under the Constitution, asaffirmed by theSupreme 
Court, that annoys and chafes them. Will your 
party, sir, insist on adhering to their policy on 
this subject, when the Union is crumbling beneath 
their fect, merely to irritate and annoy. the people 
of the southern States? 

Mr. Speaker, there is another point of view in 
which: to look at this question, to show that the 
Republicans ought not to stickle on account of 
their fears abgut the spread of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories. It is the character of the population that 
usettle them. They know well the fact that our 
western Territories ave settled first by the hardy 
and enterprising. * Yankees” of New England, 

generally take possession of all the good 


and.avestern men, who are inured to tail 
rdshipssand-who have been.taught from 


town sites, and mill seats; next come the | 


their infancy to believe that slavery is not best. 
calculated to develop the resources of a country. 
The people from foreign climes—England, Tre- 
land, Scotland, and Germany—come, too, and 
make their homes in the far West.. They have 
the strongest prejudices againSt the institution. 
Rut it is said that southern men will go there 
also. That is true. But, sir, what class of the 
southern people go to make new Territories their 
home? Is it the rich-planter with his slaves? No, 
sir; it is generally the poor laboring men of the 
South, who leave slave States to get rid of the 
institution, and not with a view to establish it. 
This, then, is the kind of population that settle 
our Territories; and it certainly cannot be ex- 
pected that such a population will establish sla- 
very, when the soil and climate arc adverse to its 
existence. Why, then, sir, should the Repub- 
lican party, or any of them, determine to adhere 
to their platform on this subject, when slavery 
will be entirely excluded from all the Territories 
by soil, climate, and population? There is no 
sense or reason in it; it is a mere determination 
to carry out a party policy, even if it wrecks this 
proud’Tabric of ours. 

Now, sir, as my time is but short, having dis- 
cussed the questions that mostly irritate the coun- 
try, in my feeble manner, I desire to notice for a 
short time some of the propositions presented to 
this House, with a view of adjustingsour difficul- 
ties. There areagreat many of them. And it 
does seem to me that, out of so many, we could, 
if there was any disposition to do so, agree on 
some one of them, which would be a just basis of 
settlement, and that would satisfy the conserva- 
tive and Union-loving men both North and South. 
You cannot get a proposition that will satisfy the 
madmen, either South or North; and to undertake 
it is a labor of love that 1 shall not perform. To 
undertake the discussion of the merits of the va- 
rious propositions before the House, would oc- 
cupy more time than is now left me They 
are all entitled to consideration, We have the 
propositions of Senators’Crrrrenpen and Dova- 
LAS, the proposition of the committee of thirty- 
three, (a committee upon which, Fam sorry to 
say, the million and a half of northern Demo- 
crats had no voice,) the border State proposition, 
the proposition of my friend and colleague from 
Mlinois, [Mr. McCusrnanp,] the proposition of 
my colleague, (Mr. KunLoaG,] and one from Mr, 
Morris, of Pennsylvania. These propositions 
all differ somewhat in reference to the territorial 
question, I am willing to give my support to 
either of them, believing that, in a crisis like this, 
no man should expect his views alone to be in- 
corporated in any measure of peace. Tcannotsay, 
however, that many of these propositions, on the 
question af the Territories alone, could receive my 
sanction underany other circumstances, Although 
L shall cheerfully give my support to any of them, 
for the reasons Í have stated, I must say, sir, that 


vania Ł believe to be the fairest one which has 
been submitted to the Jouse. He proposes that 
neither Congress nora Territorial Legislature shall 
interfere with slavery in the Territories atall; but 
leaves the people, when they come to form their 
State constitution, to determine the question for 
themselves. 

1 think this is the best proposition, because it 
is a fair concession on all sides, The Republicans 
give up their congressional intervention; those 
who are styled ‘squatter sovereigns” give up 
their territorial legislative policy, and the south- 
ern protectionists give up their protection inter- 
vention policy ;thus every party yields something. 
With this proposition as an article in the Consti- 
tution, it would satisfy every conservative man 
in this Union, both North and South, I do seri- 
ously and honestly believe | Having indicated 
my preference of these propositions, and my rea- 
sons for that preference, I have said all I desire to 
say on the point, except to repeat again, that I will 
willingly vate for angof them, or makeany other 
sacrifice necessary to save this Union. It makes 
no kind of difference to me what the sacrifice; if 


Į would ask of these gentlemen, who are op- 
| posed to concession or compromise, and in favor 
| of war for the subjugation of these revolting 
i States, if it would not be better for us all, North 


the proposition of the gentleman from Penusyl- | 


it will save my country, I am ready to make it. | 


uency,and make such an answer? Will you turn 
a deaf ear to the appeals of such Union men of 
the South as Bourieny of Louisiana, FLAMILTON 
of Texas, Harris and Mriison of Virginia, Har- 
nis of Maryland, Sroxes and other of his col- 
leagues of Tennessee, and a host of others from 
the border slave States, who implore you to act 
promptly in presenting to the country some pa- 
cific measures, as a rallying point for the con- 
servative masses in their States, whereby they 
may be saved from the very jaws of secession and 
revolution? What canthey say? To an appre- 
hensive and excited people, on theirreturn home, 
they must say: ‘* We appealed to the dominant 
party of the North in Congress to‘ pour oil upon 
the troubled waters,’ and ‘they would not; we 
‘asked them for bread,’and they gave us ‘astone;’ 
we asked ‘for a fish,’ and they ‘ gave us a ser- 
pent; weasked for conciliation, and they tendered 
us war and subjugation.” 

Sir, these men are acting as a band of noble 
Spartans standing in the breach, attempting to 
turn back the tide of revolution that is sweeping 
over the land. We should act in such a manner 
as to strengthen their hands, that they may war 
against it more successfully. But to you, gallant 
Union men of the South, who are standing against 
a fierce and bitter storm, if nothing be done to 
calm it, and you are hurled over the precipice 
into the deep, yawning gulf of disunion, for your 
heroic stand in this fearful crisis history will im- 
mortalize your names; your children will read 
with illuminated counicnances the faithful sketch 
of your patriotic devotion to your country. And 
to you, gentlemen, who are not willing to make 
any sacrifice in this hour of our country’s peril, 
history will give to you an immortality also, but 
it will be an immortality of infamy; your epitaphs 
will be written thus: “The men who would not 
sacrifice party prejudice to save their country.” 

Sir, I care not bow loudly gentlemen may talk 
of their Jove of liberty, and the preservation of 
our institutions; he who will, at this time, sit 
quietly down, and see the ruin of his country con- 
summated without being willing to assist in sav- 
ing it by peaceful means, if it can be done, has 
disunionrankling in his very heart, and isas much 
opposed to the Government as those who have 
drawn the sword to stab it in the most vital part. 
There are some in this Hall that are almost ready 
to strike the party fetters from their limbs, and 
assist in measures of peace; halt not, take the 
step, be independent and free at once; let us over- 
come party passion and error, allow virtue and 
good sense in this fatal hour to be triumphant; 
Tet us invoke Deity to interpose and prepare the 
way for our country’s escape from the perils by 
which we are now surrounded; and, in view of 
our present greatness and future prospects, our 
magnificent and growing cities, our many insti- 
tutions of learning, our once happy and prosper- 
ous people, our fruitful fields and golden harvests, 
our enjoyment of all civiland religious blessings, 
let parties die that these be preserved; such noble 
acts of patriotism and concession, on your part, 
would cause posterity to render them illustrious, 
and pause to contemplate the magnitude of the 
events with which they were connected, You 
are told, however, that none of the border slave 
States will secede, and therefore <‘ itis not neces- 
sary for anything to be done, as the other States 
have already gone, and will not return.” Be not 
deceived by such assurances. Unless the bonds 
that bind the border States to us are strengthened 
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now, they will, sooner or later, bid us farewell, 
and take up their abode where congeniality of in- 
stitutions will make their interest strongest. One 
by one they @will leave; and, if this disintegration 
should progress much further, what assurances 
have we that the States on the Pacific will not 
soon become restless, and thus, as time wears.on, 
our Government may go to pieces; different inter- 
ests will still be taken advantage of.to cause dis- 
loyalty. Military chieftains will arise, and in the 
night of our sorrow the ‘* manacles of military 
despots may be fastened upon our limbs, and will 
gleam in our.temple when freedom’s shield lies 
pierced and broken.” Great God! shall these 
things be? 

Sir, what shall I say to my gallant constituents 
when Į returnto them? Shall I bear the ill-tidings 
that nothing has been done in Congress to give 
them a ray of hope for the future of our country? 
Must I tell those gallant Tennesseeans, Kentuck- 
ians,and men from different southern States, that 
ere long, if they should desire to visit the soil of 
their nativity, they must be prepared to visit a 
foreign and perhaps.hostile Government? Shall 
I say to the sons of gallant old Virginia, the 
mother of our own State, that it is highly proba- 
ble that, very soon, if they want to visit the soil 
where their fathers and mothers, the man who 
wrote the Declaration of Independence, the one 
who drafted the Constitution, and the one who, 
with our poor and half-starved armies, drove the 
British from our land, signed the Constitution, 
and was our first President, all lie buried,—that 
they will at some future day have the opportu- 
nity, with a passport in their pockets, or, in cer- 
tain events, they can do so with a torch in one 
hand and a sword in the other? No,no! Let 
me not bear this sad intelligence. In the name of 
the patriotic sires who breasted the storms and | 
vicissitudes of the Revolution, by all the kindred 
ties of this country; in the name of the many bat- 
tles fought for our freedom; in behalf of the young 
and the old; in behalf of the arts and sciences, 
civilization, peace, order, Christianity, and hu- 
manity, I appeal to you to strike figm your limbs 
the chains that bind them; come forth from that 
loathsome prison, (party caucus,) and in this hour, 
the most gloomy and disheartening to the lovers 
of free institutions that has ever existed during 
our country’s history, arouse the drooping spirits 
of our countrymen by putting forth your good 
strong arms to assist in steadying the rocking 
pillars of the mightiest Republic that has ever 
had an existence. 

Mr. Speaker, a word or two more, and I am 
done. Revolution stalks over the land. States 
have rebelled against the constituted authorities 
of the Union, and now stand, sword in hand, pre- 
pared, to vindicate their new nationality; others 
are preparing to take a similar position; rapidly 
transpiring events are crowding on us with fear- 
ful velocity; soon circumstances may force us into 
an unnatural strife, in which the hand of brother 
shall be uplifted against brother, and fatheragainst 
son. My God, what a spectacle! If all the evil 
and calamities that have ever happened since the 
world began could be gathered in one great catas- 
trophe, its horrors could not eclipse, in their fright- 
ful proportions, the drama that impends over us. 
Whether this black cloud that drapes in mourning | 
the whole political heavens, shall break forth in 
all its frightful intensity, and make Christendom | 
weep at the terrible atrocities that will be enacted; | 
or, whether it will disappear, and the sky resume 
its wanted serenity, and the whole earth be irra- 
diated by the genial sunshine of peace once more, 
are the alternatives which this Congress, in my 
judgment, have the power to select between. [Ap- 
plause in the gallerics.] 
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SPEECH OF HON. H. W. DAVIS, 
OF MARYLAND, 
In cur House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 7, 1861. 
The House having under consideration the report from | 
the select committee of thirty-three— | 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, said: 
Mr. Speaker: Weare at the end of the insane 
revel of partisan license, which, for thirty years, 


z : : : 
has, in the United States, worn the: mask of Gov-. 


ernment. Weare about to close the masquerade 
by the dance of death. The nations of the world 
look anxiously to see if the people; ere they tread 
that measure, will come to themselves: . : 
Yet in the early youth of our national life, we 
are already exhausted by premature excesses. 
The corruption of our political maxims has re- 
laxed the tone of public morals, and degraded the 
public authorities from the terror to the accom- 


| plices of evil-doers. Platform for fools—plunder 


for thieves—offices for service—power for ambi- 
tion, unity in these essentials—diversity in the 
immaterial matters of policy and legislation— 
charity for every frailty—the voice of the peo- 
ple is the voice of God—these maxims have sunk 
into the public mind, have presided at the admin- 
istration of public affairs, have almost effaced 
the very idea of public duty. The Government, 
under their disastrous influence, has gradually 
ceased to fertilize the fields of domestic and use- 
ful legislation, and pours itself, like an impetuous 
torrent, along the barren ravine of party and sec- 
tional strife. It has been shorn of every prerog- 
ative that wore the austere aspect of authority 
and power. , 

The President, no longer preceded by the fasces 
and the ax, the emblems of supreme authority, 
greets every popular clamor with wreathed smiles 


cand gracious condescension, is degraded to pre- 


side in the palace of the nation over the distri- 
bution of spoils among wrangling victors, dedi- 
cates his great powers to. forge or find arms to 
perpetuate partisan warfare at the expense of the 
public peace. ‘The original ideas of the Consti- 
tution have faded from men’s minds. That the 
United States is a Government entitled to respect 
and command; that the Constitution furnishes a 
remedy for every grievance, and a mode of redress 
forevery wrong; that the States are limited within 
their spheres, are charged with no dutics to each 
other, and bear no relation to the other States ex- 
cepting through their common head, the Govern- 
ment of the United States; that those in authority 
alone are charged with power to repress public 
disorder, and compose the public discontents, re- 
strain the conduct of the people and.of the States 
within the barriers of the Constitution—these 
salutary principles have faded from the popular 
heart with the great interests which the Govern- 
ment is charged to protect, and has gradually al- 
lowed to escape from its grasp. Congress has 
ceased to regulate commerce, to protect domestic 
industry, to encourage our commercial marine, to 
regulate the currency, to promote internal com- 
merce by internal improvements—almost every 
power useful to the people in its exercise has been 
denied and abandoned, or so limited in its exer- 
cise as to be useless; its whole activity has been 
dedicated to expansion abroad, and acquiring and 
retaining power at home, till men have forgotten 
that the Union is a blessing, and that they owe 
to the United States allegiance paramount to that 
to their respective States. 

The consequence of this demoralization is that 
States, withoutregard to the Federal Government, 
assume to stand face to face and wage their own 
quarrels, to adjust their own diflicultics, to im- 


pute to each other every wrong, to insist that in- 
f 


dividual States shall remedy every grievance, and 
denouncing their failure to do so as cause of civil 
war betwcen the States; and as if the Constitu- 
tion were silent and dead, and the power of the 
Union utterly inadequate to keep the peace be- 
tween them, unconstitutional commissioners flit 
from State to State, or assemble at the national 
capital, to counsel peace or instigate war. Sir, 
these are the causes which lie at the bottom of the 
present dangers. These causes, which have ren- 


dered them possible, and made them serious, must | 


be removed before they can ever be permanently 
cured. They shake the fabric of our national 
Government. It is to this fearful demoralization 
of the Government and the people that we must 
ascribe the disastrous defections whieh now per- 
plex us with the fear of change in all that consti- 
tuted our greatness. The operation of the Gov- 
ernmenthas been withdrawn from the great public 
interests, in order. that competing parties might 
not be embarrassed in the struggle for power by 
diversities of opinion upon questions of policy; 
and the public mind, in that struggle, has been 


‘exclusively turnéd on the slavery question, which 
‘no interest required to be touched by any depart: 
ment of this Government. On that subject there 


are widely mafked diversities of<opinion and: 


‘terest in the different portions of the Confederacy, 
with few médiating influences to: soften the col- 


dision. In the struggle for party power the two 
great regions: of the ‘country have been brought 
face-to face upon this. most dangerous of all sab- 
jects of agitation. The authority ofthe Govern- 
ment was relaxed just when its:power was: about 
to be-assailed; and the people; emancipated ‘from 


-every control, and their passions inflamed by the 


fierce struggle for the Presidency, were'the easy 


-prey of revolutionary audacity.: + 


‘Within two months after a formal, peaceful, 
regular. election of the Chief Magistrate of the 
United States, in which the whole body ofthe peo- 
ple of every State competed with zeal for the prize, 
without any new event intervening, without any 
new grievances alleged, withoutany new menaces 
having been made, we have’ seen; in the. short 
course of one month, a small portion of the popu- 
lation of six States transcend the bounds at-a:single 
leap at once of the State and the national Consti- 
tutions, usurp the extraordinary prerogative of 
repealing the supreme law of theland, exclude the 
great mass of their fellow-citizens from the pro- 


tection of the Constitution, declare themselves 


emancipated from the obligations which ‘the Con- 
stitution pronounces to besupreme over them and 
over their laws, arrogate to themselves all'the pre- 
rogatives of independent power, rescind the acts of 
cession of the public property, occupy the public 
offices, seize the fortresses ofthe United States con- 
fided to the faith of the people among whom they 
were placed, embezzle the public arms‘concen- 
trated there for the defense of the United States, 
array thousands of men in arms against the United 
States, and actually wage war onthe Union, by be- 
sicging two of their fortresses and firing on a vessel 
bearing, under the flag of the United States, rein- 
forcements and provisions to one of them. The 
very boundaries of right and wrong seem obliter- 
ated, when we see a Cabinet minister, deliberately 
for months, engaged in changing the distribution 
of publicarms to places in the hands of those about 
to resist the public authority, soas to placewithin 
theirgrasp means of waging war against the United 
States greater than they ever used against a foreign 
foe; and another Cabinet minister, still holding his 
commission under the authority of the United 
States, still aconfidential adviser of the President, 
still bound by his oath to support the Constitution 
ofthe United States, himselfa commissioner from 
his own State to another of the United States, for 
the purpose of organizing and extending another 
part of the same great scheme of rebellion; and 
the doom of the Republic seems sealed when the 
President,surrounded by such ministers, permits, 
without rebuke, the Government: to be betrayed, 
neglects the solemn warning of the first soldier of 
the age, till almost every fortis a prey to domestic 
treason, and accepts assurances of peace in his 


| time at the expense of leaving the national honor 


unguarded. Ilis message gives aid and comfort 
to the enemies of the Union, by avowing his ina- 
bility to maintain its integrity; and, paralyzed and 
stupified, he stands amid the crash of the falling 
Republic, still muttering, ‘ Not in. my time, not 
in my time; after me the deluge !”’ 

Sir, history, by her prophet Tacitus, has drawn 
his character for posterity—major privato visus dum 
privatus fuit, et consensu omnium capax imperii nist 
imperasset. Yes, sir, nisi imperasset James Buch- 
anan might have passed to the grave as one of the 
men of the Republic equal to every station he 
filled, and not incompetent for the highest. ‘The 
acquisition of supreme power has revealed his 
incapacity, and crowns him with the unenviable 
honor of the chief destroyer of his country’s 
greatness. . 

We have, Mr. Speaker, this day to deal, in a 


j great measure, with the consequences of his inca- 


pacity. Persons usurping power in six or seven 
States have thrown off their allegiance to the Uni- 
ted States. It was fondly hoped that it was only 
temporary, possibly a desperate contrivance to 
restore the chief actors to power; but we are now 
authoritativcly informed, by the response of South 
Carolina to the kindly messenger from ^ nit, 
that.their position is permanently fixed; thatthey 
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Ho. or Reps. 


desire to have, and-will have, no further political 
connection with the United States; and- a distin- 
guished gentleman, until within.one montha mem- 
ber. of the Senate of. the-United ‘States, recently 
elected President of the revolutionary convention 
at- Montgomery, has informed us in his inaugural 
speech, that. it ig: their-purpose finally to sever 
their ‘connection with the United States, and to 
take all the consequences of organizing an inde- 
pendent republic. eres 
Mr. Speaker, we are driven to. one of two al- 
ternatives; we must recognize what we have been 
tald more than once upon this floor is.an accom- 
piistied fact—the: independence of the rebellious 
tates—or wemust refuse to acknowledge it, and 
accept all the responsibilities that attach to that 
refusal. Recognize them ! Abandon the Gulf and 
coast of Mexico; surrender the forts of the Uni- 
ted States; yield the privilege of free commerce 
and free intercourse; strike down the guarantees 
of the Constitution for our fellow-citizens in all 
that wide region; create a thousand. miles of in- 
terior frontier, to: be furnished with internal cus- 
tom-houses, and armed with internal forts, them- 
selves to be a prey.to-the next caprice of State 
sovereignty ; organize a vaststanding army, ready 
atamoment’s warning to resistaggression ; create 
upon our southern boundary a perpetual foothold 
for foreign Powers whenever caprice, ambition, 
or hostility may see fit to invite the despot of 
France or the aggressive power of England to at- 
tack us upon our undefended frontier; sever that 
unity of territory which we have spent millions, 
and labored through three generations, to create 
and establish; pull down. the flag of the United 
States and take a lower station among the nations 
of the earth; abandon the high prerogative of 
leading the march of freedom, the hope of strug- 
gling nationalities, the terror of frowning tyrants, 
the boast of the world, the light of liberty—to be- 
come the sport and prey of despots whose thrones 
-we consolidate by our fall—to be greeted by Mex- 
ico with the salutation: ‘Art thou also become 
weakas we? art thoubecome like unto us 2? This 
is recognition. ‘ 
~ Refuse to recognize! We must not coerce a 
State in the peaceful process of secession. We 
must not coerce a State engaged in the peaceful 
process of firing into a United States vessel, to 
revent the reinforcement of a United States fort. 
Ve must not coerce States which, without any 
declaration of war, or any act of hostility of any 
kind, have united, as have Mississippi, Florida, 
and Louisiana, their joint forces to seize a public 
fortress. We must not coerce a State which has 
planted cannon upon its shores to prevent the free 
navigation of the Mississippi. We must not 
coerce aState which has robbed the United States 
Treasury. This is peaceful secession ! 
Mr. Speaker, I. do not design to quarrel with 


_ gentlemen about words. I do not wish to say one, 


word which will exasperate the already too much 


inflamed state of the public mind; but I say that ` 


the Constitution of the United States, and the laws 
made in pursuance thereof, must be enforced; and 


they.who stand. across:the path of that enforce- ` 


ment must either-destroy the power of the United 
States or it will destroy them. [Loud applause 
in the galleries.] 1 trust.in God that any such 
collision is years, centuries—yea, thousands of 
years off. I see no necessity for it. 1 think it 
may be avoided by prudent administration, till the 
people shall come to themselves. But the laws 
of the United States provide their own method of 
enforcement; and when they are enforced, those 
who resist must take the consequences. 

I think the revenues may be collected in dis- 
affected ports, on board United States ships. I 
think the laws of commerce may be enforced by 
allowing no vessel to pass out unless she has 


papers of the United States on board. The postal | 


routes and arrangements may be sustained or sus- 
pended, as the interests of the Government or the 
disturbed condition of the localities may require. 
The courts of justice, if needs be, may be sup- 
ported as they were in Utah; or we may remove 
the courts, extend the districts over several States, 
and locate the courts in States which are not dis- 
turbed. These-are the regular peaceful methods 
of enforcing the laws of the United States, These 
methods, if pursued, will allow time for reflection; 
cooling time to the people, excited by a fierce po- 


litical canvass, and surprised on a sudden, unpre- 
pared, by revolutionary contrivances prepared j 
beforehand. We dan await the inevitable time of, 
division, discord, and resistance to taxation and 
military exactions. 

_ But the Government of the United States is 
vested by the Constitution with adequate power 
to meet every emergency. It is required to guar- 
anty a republican form of Government to every 
State. A Government whose executive, legisla- 
ture, and judicial officers are not sworn to support 
the Constitution of the United States, is mere 
usurpation, and not a republican Government. It 
will never be recognized for any purpose. If the 
loyal citizens of any State whose authorities have 
usurped the: prerogative of repealing the Consti- 
tution of the United States, shall sce fit to organ- 
ize for themselves a goyernment, the President 
can recognize them, and the President ean sup- 
port them. Among the powers granted by the 
Constitution is the power to suppress insurrec- 
tion; it does not except insurrections ordered by 
State authority, and they will be suppressed as 
promptly as others. The Constitution authorizes 
Congress to provide for calling forth the militia 
to enforce the laws,and it makes no exception of 
those laws which a State may see fit to oppose; 
and if to the regular execution of the laws of the 
United States, armed resistance shall be made, the 
Government bas authotity to disperse those who 
oppose the enforcement. The Constitution for- 
bids any State to keep troops or ships-of-war in 
time of peace; and if troops be organized by any 
State, the United States have power to require 
them to.be disbanded, and to disperse them if they 
be not disbanded. If ships-of-war shall be built, 
they have a right, under the Constitution, to re- 
quire them to be disposed of, or, if that be refused, 
they may sink them. Whether that shall be done, 
is a matter of discretion. If States levy troops 
and attack no one, the United States may well let 
them eat their own heads off. The cost will soon 
disperse them. But if they assail the United 
States, or other States, or lava citizens of the 
United States, in the disaffected State, then the 
blame of collision rests on those who compelled 
the United States to resistance. 

Inthis manner, without anything like war upon 
States, without any attempt to do damage to any 
citizens, excepting those who may have arrayed 
themselves in arms against the United States, the 
Government can vindicate its authority and main- 
tain its power. This is not war. The Consti- 
tution calls it enforcing the laws. It is no more 
war than arresting a criminal is war, It is sup- 
porting the civil power by the military arm, 
against unlawful combinations too powerful to be 
otherwise dealt with. The guilt of the actors is 
not extenuated by State authority, still less by 
that of the revolutionary conventions. By their 
sanction they become participators in the guilt 
and liable to the punishment of the armed actors. | 
War is the struggle between two Powers to do 
each other the greatest possible harm, subject only 
to international law. But when the United States 
suppress an insurrection, or enforce the laws, 
they harm only thosc actually resisting, and them 
only so far as to remove their resistance to the 
civil arm. Its end is their dispersion, The United 
States carry the Constitution before their arms; 
its provisions hedge in their bayonets; and every 
weapon sinks when its authority is admitted. 
Conquest in war is absolute despotism; the tri- 
umph of the United States is the restoration of 
constitutional liberty. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the marvel still remains to 
be explained, how it is that, in this free republi- 
can land, over so wide a region of country, peo- 
ple hitherto loyal to the United States have so 
suddenly taken such strange and revolutionary 
courses, 

First, sir, it is because there is, and has been for 
years, a revolutionary faction in many of them, 
disguised by being mingled in the ranks ofa great 
political party, butalways working to accomplish 
its treasonable purposes. 

It is because of the tenacity with which de- 
feated politicians—not vevolutionists, but acting 
with them—cling to power, determined to rule or 
to ruin the Government. 

They have the power to bring these great dis- 
asters. upon the country only because the popular | 


mind has been aroused and excited by fierce dis- 
cussions upon the topic of slavery, on which the 
southern pecple are so justly sensitive. By the 


| grossest misrepresentations of tl purposes of 


the great body of the northern people, by per- 
petual and reiterated misrepresentation and exag- 
geration of their feelings, a hostile state of feeling 
has been created throughout a great portion, ifnot 
throughout the whole, of the South, which bor- 
ders upon revolution itself. A state of. fear, an 
undefined dread, a sense of insecurity, has been 
inspired by the course of the political. canvass in 
the South. The mischief has been done at home. 
The mischief has been done by the violent strug- 
gles of parties for supremacy. Both have striven 
each to blacken their common opponents at the 
North, by imputing to them opinionsand purposes 
which both execrate; and one has imputed sym- 
pathy with the same opinions to their political op- 
ponents at the South. Whatever disturbance 
exists there, the great, the main, the substantial 
cause of it is not the conduct of the people of the 
free States, but the conduct of the political can- 
vass at the South, the course of the debate by 
southern gentlemen in this House, the mode in 
which they have, consciously or unconsciously, 
exaggerated and blackened the purposes of gentle- 
men upon the other side of the House, and habit- 
ually circulated at home imflammatory speeches 
of certain northern gentlemen which, I submit, 
they ought to have known did not represent the 
feelings of the great body of the people of the 
North, however well they may represent that 
small faction called there “ Abolitionists.”” 

I say that is the real, the chief, the exciting 
cause of the existing disturbances; and, sir, in my 
judgment, without constitutional amendments, or 
the passage of one law, if gentlemen will only re- 
move the impression that they have erroneously 
left upon their people’s minds; if they will only 
go and say to them what they have heard said 
again and again on this floor by the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] by 
the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cor- 
WIN,] So often, and by so many of his colleagues 
upon this floor, and what is now said still more 
formally by the resolutions adopted by Repub- 
lican votes in the committee of thirty-threes-and 
reported by the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio, that there exists no purpose, directly or in- 
directly, to disturb or interfere in any manner with 
the institution of slavery within the States, and 
that the only question is, whether it shall go into 
the poor, miserable, worthless Territory of New 
Mexico or not; if they will go and tell the people 
that, there would be peace and quiet throughout 
the whole South within a month after they made 
the explanation. But, sir, from the course of de- 
bate in this House, I have small hope of that nat- 
ural, prompt, and honest remedy. They who 
profit by the error will not correct it. 

A committee has been raised charged with de- 
vising such measures as will at once assuage the 
existing discontents, avoid the occasions of future 
irritation, and tender such guarantees to the sen- 
sitive interests of the South as, in the absence of 
those just recantations by politicians of the South, 
will still give peace, quiet, and security to the 
southern people. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to Jay 
before the House, in as plain and brief a manner 
as I can, the results to which the committee 
charged with that duty have come; to compare 
the remedies that the majority and minority of 
the: committee respectively propose, and to con- 
trast the complaints and the remedies of the mi- 
nority with themselves. 

The first cause of irritation is the personal lib- 
erty bills. Both portions of the committee pro- 
pose arecommendation that they shall be repealed. 
The votes of the committee and of the House on 
that subject ought to remove every trace of dis- 
satisfaction or suspicion. 

Great irritation has grown out of the obstruc- 
tions to the execution of the act for the delivery 
of fugitives from service. The repeal of those 
bills ought to be accompanied by an amendment 
of that law. The minority of the committee, 
headed by the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Taytor,] who took his leave of us the other day, 
propose on that subject, an amendment to the 
Constitution, requiring that when fugitives are 
rescued by violence the United States shall pay 
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the value to their owner, and have. the privilege 
of suing the county or district permitting the res- 
cue, for the amount. Sir, this is to perpetuate, 


and not to close the slavery controversy. The. 


only effect of the adoption of such an amendment 
of the Constitution would be, to make this Hall 
every session, on every bill to pay for negroes 
rescued, the scene of fierce strife upon the very 
subject of slavery. Another objection is equally 
fatal. It brings the United States into direct col- 
lision with an organized political division of a 
State, which the Constitution of the United States 
was most carefully devised to avoid. The right 
of action against a county for so harsh a cause, 
could scarcely be enforced by any process known 
to the law. Success would itself cause great dis- 
content among large masses of people; and re- 
sistance to their execution could only be removed 
by armed force. In other words, the amendment 
prepared by the minority of the committee would 
plunge us herainto the perpetual discussion of the 
slavery question, and would require the Govern- 
ment to enforce against communities, numerous 
and powerful and innocent, responsibilitics for 
acts which they have not done, but have only failed 
to prevent, 

The bill reported by the majoritygpf the com- 
mittee is very different in its purposes and in its 
policy. It assumes that the law for the rendition 
of fugitive slaves ought to be so modified as not 
to give cause or pretext for the fears which it has 


occasioned at the North, and then, when that | 
exciting cause of discontent is removed, the law | 


can be executed. The danger which the northern 
people feel is, that their own frec resident colored 
people may, under summary process, be arrested, 
carried off, and sold into slavery. The law of 
1850 provides no remedy for cascs of that sort. 
We propose that where there is a claim of free- 
dom the negro shall be surrendered to the marshal 
of the United States, and carried back to the slave 
State from which he is ascertained to have come, 
and there shall have the privilege of a trial before 
a court of the United States in that State, A trial 
there cannot be objected to by southern gentle- 
men; northern gentlemen ought to be satisfied 
that his claim to freedom, brought in a formal and 

ulgic manner before a judicial tribunal of the 

mited States, will be decided according to its 
merits. Surely no one can hesitate between the 
cumbersome and anomalous plan of the minority 
and the simple and just bill of the majority of the 
committee. 

The next subjectis that of the Territories. Mr. 
Speaker, it is certainly marvelous that, having 
settled this very question touching this very Ter- 
ritory, by Mr. Clay’s acts in 1850, and no inter- 
mediate law having been passed by anybody, cx- 
cepting the law of 1854, repealing the Missouri 
compromise, so as to allow slavery to go north of 
the line of 360 30', the South having boasted of 
the laws of 1850 as their triumph, and every party 
inthe country having pledged itself to stand by 
them,—it is of all things most strange that we are 


now told that this Union cannot endure unless | 


those laws themselves are repealed; and the very 
principle of the Missouri compromise, so far as it 


was objected to by the South—that is, the exclu- | 


sion of slavery beyond the line, which they de- 


nounced as unequal—shall be not only restored, | 


but ingrafted forever on the Constitution of the 


United States. It was denouneed and branded by | 


southern men all through the debate which re- 
sulted in its repeal, as a badge of inferiority, a 


mark of inequality, a stain of dishonor to the !! 
South. And now they demand that it shall be re- | 


stored, not by a temporary act of legislation, but 


by the sanction of the people in the supreme law |i 
of the land. A more flagrant, inexplicable, unin- || 
telligible case of capricious inconsistency is un- | 


known to history. But, sir, the gentlemen who 


assume to speak for the South have changed their | 


notions of equality and honor, and, of course, the 
world must change, too. The proposal is made, 
on the partof the minority of the committee, that 
there shall be a division of territory; andall thatthe 
region north of 360 30’ shall be dedicated to free- 
dom, and in all the region south, to Cape Horn, 
slavery of the African race is “ hereby recognized 
as existing’’—existing over the whole of Mexico 
—overall the regions of Central America, skipping 
Brazil, I suppose, where slavery already exists, 


and going down to the extremest regions of South 


America by virtue of our Constitution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen who pro- 
posed that ought te know something of the his- 
tory of the last few years, at least; and if there is 
one thing which ought to be understood as abso- 


lutely impossible, it is ever to get a law through. 


this House, or even through the Senate, by a 
simple majority, establishing slavery in any:inch 
of territory where it does not already exist. . Be 
it right or be it wrong, be it liberal or be it illib- 
eral, every gentleman here must know that that 
is one of the things which are impossible. But 
in what method do the gentlemen of the minority 
propose to do this? By a constitutional amend- 
ment, requiring two thirds of this House—where 
it could not get one third—and two thirds of. the 
Senate; and when it has gone through these im- 
possible ordeals, it has to go before the people of 
the United States, and get, not two thirds, but 
three fourths of the Legislatures of the several 
States. Scale the heavens, if you please, without 
wings; pass the abyss which divides Heaven 
from Hell; but do not talk abouta thing like this. 

And what in the mean time, Mr. Speaker? Agi- 
tation, violence, recrimination, not merely on the 


| question of the policy of slavery, but compelling | 
| the northern people, whether they will or not, to 


go into the very question of its merits, moral and 
religious, not leaving them where they are will- 
ing to Icave you—as they have said over and over 
again—within the impassable barriers of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, made tenfold higher 
and tenfold stronger by the provision of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr Avams;] but 
asking the people of the North to declare that 
they have been hypocritical in their opinion—that 
African slavery is not merely impolitic, but im- 


| moral, a thing which they ought not to sanction; 


to reverse all their judgment on that subject, and 
themsclves ingraft in the Constitution a doctrine 
which you accuse them of hating so eternally, that 
they are struggling to destroy it illegally and un- 
constitutionally. You ask them to save and pro- 
tect that very thing which, for two years past, you 
have stood bere and denounced them for intend- 
ing to destroy, by exciting servile war; by in- 
sidious appeals to the non-slaveholding white peo- 
ple ofthe South; by the bands of such incendiaries 
as John Brown. In the midst of these appeals, 


| while their echo is still ringing in my ears, while 


I have before me the scenes that 1 witnessed last 
year on that side of the House, when men, raging 
and furious as the revolutionary assemblies in 
France, hurled the cpithets ‘ traitor’? and “ in- 
cendiary”’ against their equals from the free States 
thick as arrows in a Parthian battle-field, gentle- 
men now ask those very men to whom such opin- 
ions have been imputed to turn round and forget 
all; and, as honest men, conciliatory men, wise 
men, do the very thing which they have told you 
for the last eighty years they could not in their 
consciences do. 

Very different is the mode of disposing of the 
Territory that has been fallen upon by the ma- 
jority of the committee, anxious to remove the 
pretext for contentions and striving, as far as they 
could, to avoid the difficulties in the plan de- 
manded of them, and that in no conciliatory tone, 
but with the air of dictating anultimatum. They 

ropose this: all the territory now held by the 

nited States, south of 3630’, is the Territory of 
New Mexico, extending a little north of it. In 
that Territory, under the law of 1850, which is 
now so fiercely assailed, the people, within one 
year, have themselves adopted a slave code as 
rigorous ag any in existence in any of the south- 
ern States. The law of 1850 secured to that peo- 
ple the right to admission into the Union with or 
without slavery, as their constitution might pro- 
vide. With eminent liberality, in mere execu- 
tion, and not in repeal of that law, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams]—whose posi- 
tion on thesubject of slavery allthe world knows— 
as if to put forever to silence imputations of any 
design in any portion of the northern people to 
invade the rights of the South, comes forward 
now and proposes to pass a law creating New 
Mexico a State. If it sec fit to adopt slavery, then 
it will be a slave State. If it see fitto forbid it, 
then it willbe a free State. In either event, it 
removes the subject of controversy. In either 


event, it puts it-beyond:the power of any. one to 
touch this. domestic institution, by. constitutional 
guarantees as irrepealable,as- unchangeable as the 
minority demand. That would remove. the cont 
troversy from Congress, not bya compromise, 
but by removing the whole- subject from Con- 
gress and the people forever, bya simple majority 
of this House and of the other House, -andiihe 
signature of the President, leaving the whole ‘sab- 
ject in controversy to be decided, as‘ southern 
gentlemen must see it must ultimately be decided, 
by the constitution of New Mexico’ 92 2's 

If Iam correctly informed. by the gentleman 
who has so. honorably represented that Territory 
here, the people are likely to require a decision 
themselves within a year; proceedings are: now 
pending before the Legislature forthe purpose of 
asking their recognition. I ask, therefore, whether 
it is not wise, before wt have still further revolu- 
tionary complications forced upon us, to tell them 
at once to form their constitution, and thus take 
away the subject of the controversy now and for- 
ever. With regard to the other. portion of :the 
Territory, northern gentlemen ask: no exclusion 
of slavery by law or constitution. The perpetual 
imputation is that they arefor prohibition every- 
where. South Carolina has elevated that.to-a 
chief place in her travesty of the Declaration of 
Independence. During the two. months’ that we 
have been here, no gentleman heard such a thing 
urged as a proposal to exclude slavery.from the 
northern portion of the Territory. Jf I am rightly 
informed, the Senate, by a Republican majority, 
has, within the last two days, passed a bill organ- 
izing the western portion of Kansas as a Terri- 
tory, and there is not one word in it on the subject 
of slavery; so that the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is to place the slavery 
question beyond the possible reach of Congress 
south of 36° 30', and in the residue to leave it to 
the administration of the law. He says: 

“ We all agree as to what that law is. We will not at- 
tempt to change it by legislation. And as you desire the 
southern portion of it set apart for your patrimony, in God’s 

, name take it, and let us be at peace.’? 


Any man who is not wholly blind to the great 
interests at stake, would accept such an’ offer as 
that as an eternal adjustment, not only in-spirit, 
but in fact, of this whole controversy. After that, 
no imputation of a desire on the part of the North 
tointerfere with slavery ought to passsouthern lips 

Sir, I know that these propositions will be re- 
ceived with a shrug of the shoulders and a sug- 
gestion that they are not satisfactory, by gentle- 
men of the South. But, sir, I tell them that- if 
they do not satisfy them, they will satisfy the 
people; and that they will find out before they are 
many months older. The great State of Virginia 
has told them, within the last three days, that the 
heart of the people of the Commonwealth still 
beats true to this Union; and though they may 
for a moment be deluded, they cannot be forced 
into revolutionary violence for the difference be- 
tween the measures of the majority and the minor- 
ity of the committee. 

If their Representatives here, or at Richmond, 
or in their unconstitutional convention, called for 
unconstitutional purposes, shall, after the adop- 
tion of these proposals, venture to advise resort 
| to revolution, they will speak to deaf ears and 
hard hearts. I do not envy the lot of any one 
who advocates an ordinance of secession on such 
grounds. I think he will meet with small favor, 
who, rather than create New Mexico a State, 
presents to the people of Virginia the awful alter- 
native of tearing down the fabric built up by our 
fathers, of making war upon their northern breth- 
ren, of blotting out the great memories of the past, 
of striking out their star from the galaxy of this 
great Confederacy, formed under the auspices of 
Washington, to become the small sun of asec- 
ondary constellation, dependent on the caprice of 
greater Powers for justice and safety. Jam un- 
der no delusion about the meanings of the vote in 
Virginia. I think the failure of these measures 
will create serious disappointment, and gravely 
aggravate existing discontents; but I am confident 
that, however politicians may regard them, they 
will be hailed with delight by the great mass of 
the people of Virginia, as well as of the other cen- 
tral slave States,and will strip the enemies of the 
United States of all power for mischief. 
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But, sir, there is one State I can speak for, and 
that is. the State'of Maryland. [Applause inthe 
alleried.] Confident in the strength of this great 
Roveranient to-protect every interest, grateful for 
almost.a century of unalloyed blessings, she has 
fomented no agitation; she has done no act to dis- 
tarb the public peace; she: has rested in the -con- 
scidusness that, if-there bé wrong, the Congress 
of the United States will remedy it; and that none 
exists*which revolution would not aggravate. 
Mre KUNKEL rose. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
the-floor: => : > 
co Mr:KUNKEL: The gentleman says he speaks 
forthe Stateof Maryland. [Cries of “ Order 7} 
L-desire to be heard. - (Shouts of “Order 1”) 

Mr. GROW The gentleman from Maryland 
declines to. yield, and-T hope he will be permitted 
to proceed. £ 
< The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land cannot‘be intesrupted if he declines to yield. 

.Mr. KUNKEL. I hope.my colleague will 
allow me to say 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
the floor. : 

Mr. KUNKEL. 
Teman to speak for Maryland 
for himsclf only. f 

Mr: DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I 
represent here the fourth congressional district ot 
Maryland only; butthough 1 am not elected by 
the State of Maryland, I am entitled to speak 
here; and I will speak what I know to be the sen- j 
timents of Maryland, [Applause on the floor | 
and än the galleries.] 

Mr. BARR. Tt istime that these disturbances 
should be put an end to. I sce men upon this 
floor who are strangers to me, who are bere by 
the courtesy of the House, stamping and clap- 
ping their hands. I give notice that, if the dis- 
turbance is repeated, | will move to clear the gal- 
teries and the floor, of those who are not entitled 
to admission here under the rules of the House. 

‘Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Maryland 
is entitied to the floor, and it cannot be takene 
from him by the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Mary- 
land will proceed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. [hope those who 
are in the galleries will not, by any audible dem- 
onstration, mark their approval or disapproval of | 
what I may say. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 am here this day to speak, and 
I say.that.1 do speak for the people of Maryland, 
who are loyal to the United States, and that when 
my judgment is contested, I appeal to the people 
for its accuracy, and I am ready to maintain it 
before them. [Great applause. | 

Mr. KUNKEL. 1 am ready to meet you here 
and: to-day. | 

Mr. WINSLOW. [think itis time tostop this | 
applause in the galleries. I call upon the Speaker 
to enforce the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enforce the 
rule, and endeavor to preserve order, He an- 
nowncés.that neither applause in the galleries nor 
on the floor of the House can be permitted, Re- 
luctant.as‘he would be to take such a step, if geu- 
tlemen do not desist from these manifestations of 
applause, he will be compelled to order the gal- 
leries to be cleared. 

Mr. SPINNER. I want to say that there has 
never been any objection on the other side of the 


I decline to yield 


I decline to yield 


I deny the right of the gen- 
Let him speak 


House when treason has been applauded; but | 


when patriotism is applauded, then they raise their | 
objections. 
F Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I do not yield the | 

oor. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I have the right to take the | 
floor upou a point of order. H 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Has not the gen- 
tleman stated his question of order? 

Mr. WINSLOW. I have. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. And the Speaker | 
has decided it; now I hope I shall not be inter- 
rupted: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land will proceed. | 
Mr, DAVIS, of Maryland: In Maryland we 
are dull and cannot comprehend the right of se- | 
cession... We donot recognize the right to make 
a revolution by a vote. We do not recognize the 


right of Maryland to repeal the Constitution of 
the United States; and if any convention there, 
called by whatever authority, under whatever 
auspices, undertake to inaugurate revolution in 
Maryland, their authority will be resisted and 
defied in arms on the soil of Maryland, in the 
name and by the authority of the Constitution of 
the United States. - 

’ Mr. KUNKEL. Will the gentleman 
rate itnow? [Cries of ‘order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mary- 
land on the right [Mr. Kunxex] will observe the 
rules of the House. His colleague is entitled to 
the floor, and declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. A majority have 
no more right thana minority. The right of a 
majority is a constitutional, not a natural right. 
For the destruction of the Constitution they can 
have no right. The whole mass of.the nation 
alone has the right to alter the fundamental law, 
by common consent. ‘Lhe right of resistance to 
oppression attaches to the oppressed, whether a 
majority or a minority of a State, a country, or a 
nation; and success vindicates the right. The 
assumption of the revolutionary bodies to bind 
the people of a State by the formalities of a vote 
is as ridiculous as it is impotent; their law di- 
recting the vote is a nullity; and the result ex- 
fiecasos the will only of those who concur in it. 

f, by the usurpation, they can beat down domes- 
tic opposition, and defy the United States, they 
vindicate their right by power; if they fail, they 
pay the penalty of failure. We, in Maryland, 
will submit to no attempt of a minority or a ma- 
jority to drag us from under the flag of the Union. 
The commitiec of thirty-three have carefully con- 
sidered the proposed restrictions on the change of 
certain articles in the Constitution of the United 
States. 

The minority propose to prohibit by amend- 
ment, the abolition of slavery in the forts, dock- 
yards, and District of Columbia, and of the slave 
trade between the slave States; and to make those 
prohibitions, and also the articles touching the 
ratio of representation and fugitives from labor, | 
unchangeable. 

But no party from any quarter now proposes 
to touch them; and the committee thought a sim- 
ple declaration of that fact more satisfactory and 
prodent, than to open the agitation by asking | 
three fourths of the States to agree not to do what 
no one proposes to do. ‘Those topics are agi- 
tated, not at the North, but at the South, and 
merely for political effect. j 

But the question of the immunity of slavery in | 
the States is very different. lt exists by State | 
authority. When established, the Constitution 
guaranties it. And the impression having been 
studiously made on the minds of the people of the 
slaveholding States, that the North design, at 
some future time, to destroy slavery, thé majority 
of the committee propose to quict forever that 
apprehension, and ancw to consecrate the prin- 
ciple of State rights in internal matters, by for- 
bidding any change in the Constitution affecting 
slavery in the States. 

That guarantee, as proposed by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] in my judg- | 
ment, is more ample and more satisfactory than jj 
the corresponding proposition offered by the mi- 
nority. They propose that no alteration of the 
Constitution shall be made authorizing Congress 
to abolish slavery. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is, that there shall be 
no amendment aifecting the relation of persons | 
held to labor within a State at all, whether di- | 
rectly through the Constitution, of indirectly | 
through the Congress, unless by the consent of | 
all the States, and upon motion of a slave State. 
So that, with extreme astutencss, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts guards 
against that which is really our greatest evil, the | 
beginning of agitation for the purpose of varying 
the Constitution in this respect. The motion can 
only be made by a slave State. No free State can | 
ever open the question of the repeal or change ot 
that article of the Constitution. T submit, there- 
fore, that the report of the majority in that respect 
is far more satisfactory than that of the minority. 

The failure to surrender fugitives from justice, 
when the crime is connected with slavery, has | 
been a topic of endless crimination. The report ii 


inaugu- 


of the-minority refers to the complaint. But not 
only does it propose no remedy; but actually 
passes in silence the very important bill of the. 
majority of the committee, effectually ending the 
controversy by transferring from the executive 
of the State to the judiciary of the United States, 
the powerand duty of making the surrender.. This 
is a step in the right direction—resuming by. the 
United States the right to administer its own laws, 
and freeing itself from ail dependence on State 
officers whom it cannot control 

There are, Mr. Speaker, other complaints men- 
tioned by the minority ofthe committee, for which 
they have proposed no remedy. We have seen 
what remedies they propose. And they think 
the adoption of their propositions ought to give 
peace and quiet to the country. Yet there are 
other topics treated in their report quite as signifi- 
cant as those; other grounds of discontent and 
apprehension, for which the minority have pro- 
posed no remedy, against which they ask no 
guarantee. The causes of complaint left without 
redress are vastly more important than those cov- 
ered by the enactments proposed. They are 
wholly unaffected by them; yet the minority of 
the committee, while devoting whole pages to the 
development of dangers and outrages consum- 
mated or apprehended, leave them without any 
suggestion for redress or protection, They think 
‘the object aimed at can be accomplished by the 
adoption of the series of amendments to the Con- 
stitution rejected by the committee, and now re- 
ported to the House;”’ that they afford such a 
basis of an adjustment as they would all cheer-. 
fully accept, with a strong conviction that, if the 
proposed amendments were adopted by the north- 
ern States, harmony and peace would be restored 
to our people, ”? 

Sir, nothing in legislative history is more in- 
structive than these declarations, compared with 
the narrative of wrongs and apprehensions which 


precede them, and the remedies which I have 


enumerated. . 

They have complained that the right of transit 
is refused; yet there is no proposal that it be 
granted. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Taytor]} 
heads the list of wrongs in his report witl, the 
refusal to protect slaves on the ocean and in forcign 
countries. I presume, to the extent of interna- 
tional law, they are now so protected; but whether 
they are or not, that was not apparently consid- 
ered of suflicient importance to justify any recom- 
mendation on the subject, and the complaint 
merely swells the list of irritative topics. 

The minority bitterly complain of the northern 
hostility to slavery, the circulation of incendiary 
pamphlets, the perpetual appeal through the pul- 
pit and the press, the never-ceasing activity of the 
Abolition societies, and the doctrine of the irre- 
pressible conflict so much invoked during the last 
few years, for the purpose and with the effect of 
heating the public mind. If these complaints be 
true—if they are the causes of the present discon- 
tent—if they have shaken the security of southera 
society, then how can peace and harmony be re- 
stored by measures which have no relation to the 
cause of discontent and apprehension? If they 
have caused the excitement which threatens the 
integrity of the Government, how is it that gen- 
tlemen, after enumerating the grievance, propose 
to rest content without redress? No guarantee of 
slavery will silence agitation, or the pulpit, orthe 
press, or incendiary. publications, or incitements 
to revolt, or the organized invasion of States. 
Yet, so importantis this topic considered, that one 
of the gentlemen who signed the minority re- 
port, in default of adequate proof, argued the in- 
eradicable hostility of the. North to slavery, and 
their resolution to exterminate it in spite of every 
constitutional guarantee—even those which would 
‘ restore peace and harmony to our people’’—be- 
cause their party platforms opposed it, and they 
were honorable men, and therefore must, in the 
face of their disclaimers and denials, and of the 
very declarations of the platform itself, consist- 
ently go on and—despite the Constitution and 
contrary toits provisions—attem pt to break up the 
relation of master and slave inthe slave States. 

Mr. Speaker, I suppose that if, as the gentle- 
man who made that argument said, they are hon- 
orable men, then of course their word is to be 
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taken rather than the inference from a doubtful 
political platform. Political platforms are entitled 
to small respect from any quarter. They are, sir, 
nothing but sails spread to eatch the popular 
breeze. It depends upon the pilot whether the 
ship shall. sail before the wind, or close-hauled 
and in a different direction - Least of all does it 
become gentlemen, who first agreed that a Terri- 
tory should be allowed to regulate its own insti- 
tutions in its own way, and then considered the 
forcing of the Lecompton constitution on the peo- 
ple, against their will, a fair execution of that pol- 
icy, to argue that any very rigid consistency be- 
tween the platform and the policy of a party is 
to be expected in the course of political strife; 
yet to such shifts are gentlemen driven, in their 
effort to show—in spite of the resolutions of the 
majority of the committee of thirty-three and their 
unanimous disavowal—that the northern people 
do contemplate disturbing slavery in the States. 
The importance of retaining that impression is 
not over-estimated; for if it be yielded, the revo- 
lutionists will have few followers, and peace and 
harmony will be restored to our people in spite 
of every effort to disturb them. 

A. more marvelous contrast awaits us. 

The minority report, with great elaboration, 
depicts the rise of a purely sectional party, de- 
termined to rule the southern States by the northern 
votes, united by hostility to slavery alone; de- 
clares that its triumph reduces the people of the 
South from citizens to subjects; and that, by the 
late election, the work of sectionalism was com- 
pleted, to the apprehension of the people of the 
South; and if that apprehension be not specdily 
removed, the days of the Republic are numbered. 
They find countenance for this view in the South 
Carolina and Alabama ordinances. Read the 
remarkable recital of the Alabama ordinance: 


« Whereas the election of Abraham Lincoln and Hanni- 
bal Hamlin to the offices of President and Vice President 
of the United States by a sectional party, avowedly hostile 
to the domestic institutions and peace and security of the 
people of the State of Alabama, following upon the heels 
of many and dangerous infractions of the Constitution or 
the United States by many of the States and people of the 
northern section, is a political wrong of so insulting and 
menacing a character as to justify the people of the State 
of Alabama in the adoption of prompt and decided meas- 
ures for their future peace and security.” 


Therevolutionists of Alabama, for those causes, 
tear themselves away from the Government ; the 
minority of the committee reiterate the complaint, 
and leave it unredressed. They are silent on the 
remedy for the great grievance—the accomplished 
fact of sectional domination; the inauguration of 
a party bent on reducing the people of the South 
from citizens to subjects; that great political wrong 
of so * insulting and menacing a character,” the 
election of a President “by a sectional party 
avowedly hostile to the domestic institutions, 
peace, and security of the people” of the South, į 
They leave it unredressed—unless a right to cx- 
pand into new territory be a compensation for the 
right of self-government, or absolute security for 
existing rights touching slavery be an indemnity 
for the loss of ‘a voice in the management of the | 
national affairs, in which they have a common į 
interest with their northern brethren.” 

Sir, that is impossible. We know that the 
southern people, and those gentlemen who signed 
the report, count the right of self-government 1n- 
finitely above all rights of property and all per- | 
sonal security. If they really fearcd such a dom- 
ination they would spurn accommodation on any } 
terms. i 

Sir, the majority must rule. Particular inter- | 
ests will aggregate in particular localities, and | 

arties will group themselves round interests; the 
Bast will be manufacturing, the West agricultu- 
ral, New York commercial, and Pennsylvania 
interested in iron and coal; Alabama will grow 
cotton, and Louisiana sugar; Virginia will grow 


tobacco, wheat, and corn; but a coalition of such i 


interests to oppress others is without example in 
our history, and, if effected, could be only tem- 
porary. Such a coalition of the free States is ab- 
solutely absurd. The South has always been 
able, by its one common interest, to impose on 
the divided North its policy and views; the North | 
has no bond of Union, no one pervading and | 
common interesi so controlling as to concentrate | 
its power and dictate its policy. Tt unites only | 


H 


i friendly confidence in their fellow-citizens of the 


jection. 


| terms; and the people vindicated by their votes | 
i the refusal of the constitution. 


in the-negative intercsts of repelling the intrusion 
of slavery on its borders. Itnever united for that 
defensive purpose till the South united to invade 
the domain secured to it by the Missouri com- 
promise. This defensive and reluctant union, 
only. partially effected, is the pretext for these 
exaggerated and somber pictures of political. sub- 
Webster, failing to.unite them in: de- 
fense of their interests, exclaimed, ** There is-no 
North.” Southern politicians have created a 
North. Let us trace the process, and draw. the 
moral. : 

The laws of 1850 calmed and closed the slavery 
agitation; and President Pierce, elected by the 
almost unanimous voice of the States, did not 
mention slavery in his first two messages. In 1854 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise, at the in- 
stance of the South, reopened the agitation, 

Northern men, deserted by southern Whigs, 
were left to unite for self-defense. 

The invasion of Kansas in 1855 and 1856, from, 
Missouri; the making a Legislature and laws for 
that Territory , by the invaders, still further united 
the northern people. The election of 1856 meas- 
ured its extent. 

The election of Mr. Buchanan and his opening 
policy in Kansas, soothed the irritation, and was 
rapidly demoralizing the new party, when_the 
pro-slavery party in Kansas perpetrated, and the 
President and the South accepted, the Lecompton 
fraud, and again united the North more resolutely 
in resistance to that invasion of the rights of self- 
government, 

The South for the first time failed to dictate 


Ere this result was attained, the opinions of 
certain judges of the Supreme Court scattered 
doubts over the law of slavery in the Territories: 
the South, while repudiating other decisions, in- 
stantly made these opinions the criterion of faith- 
fulness to the Constitution; while the North was 
agitated by this new sanction of the extremest 
pretensions of their opponents. 

The South did not rest satisfied with their judi- 
cial triumph. 

Immediately the claim was pressed for protec- 
tion by Congress to slavery, declared by the Su- 
preme Court, they said, to exist in all the Terri- 
tories. 

This completed the Union of the free States in 
one great defensive league; and the resalt was 
registered in November. ‘That result is now, 
itself, become the starting point of new agitation 
—the demand of new rightsand new guarantees. 
The claim to access to the Territories was fol- 
lowed by the claim to congressional protection; 
and that is now followed by the hitherto unheard 
of claim to a constitutional amendment establish- | 
ing slavery, not mercly in territory now held 
but in all hereafter held from the line of 36° 30 
to Cape Horn, while the debate foreshadows it 
the distance the claim of the right of transit and 
the placing of property in slaves in all respects, | 
on the fooling of other property—the topics of | 
future agitation. Tow long the prohibition of 
the importation of slaves will be exempted from 
the doctrine of equality, it needs no prophet to 
tell. 

In the face of this recital, Ict the imputation of 
autocratic and tyrannical aspirations ccase to be 
cast on the people of the free States; let the 
southern people dismiss their fears, return to their 


Worth, and accept as pledges of returning peace, 
the salutary amendments of the law and the Con- 
stitution offered asthe first fruits of reconciliation. | 
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The House having under consideration the report from 

the select committee of thirty-three— 
Mr. CASE said: 

Mr. Spraker: When this debate opened, I felt i 

some anxiety to participate in it, and to go at con- | 

siderable length into tie discussion of the ques- | 


tions involved; but-aboutthat.time; mpappoint- 
ment on one of the special committees, devolving 
on me additional. and extraordinary labors, pré- 
vented the: preparation . that was necessary; -and 


therefore I abandoned. until. yesterday the dea ot 


addressing the House, I-do not kiiow: that, if-1 
had been: able to prepare. myself, 1coul 
obtained the floor at that early. stage oft i 
cussion; nordo I know that it would have. heen 
proper.for me:to ask it while there were ablerand 
more experienced members-wishing to participate 
in the-debate, Not that L-hoped. then that.any 


-word from me would contribute anything toward 


restoring: peace and quiet to:the country, «Ihave 
no such hope now. ° I doubt-ver'y much whether 
words from anybody could have liad, or-ean now 
have, that desired effect. ; yora iep 

I do not believe that we have yet. reached:the 
worst of our difficulties as a nation.. The great 


„evil that is upon us, this attempt.atdisunion, is a 


disease. It has become epidemic: and’ Heaven 
only knows what shall. be its limit, or when and 
where its force will be spent.: And if have now 
an anxiety to say a word, it is simply that, the 
record may be made up right forthe future. Dur- 
ing the progress of this debate, that ‘has been so 
weil done by others, and by no one: better than 
my colleague, (Mr. Wiison,] that but few. words 
are material from me. ee AREND 

Mr. Speaker, it lies'in the line of my argument 
to. have more or less to say.of. the actions:and 
dogmas of great political parties. Thisis unavoid- 
able; and yet, sir, I would, as far as: possible, 
forget my party preferences. Often has it been 
well said that, in the presence of perils threatening 
shipwreck to the ship of State, party aims should 
be ignored. So has it been remarked that on such 
occasions gentlemer® should rise above party 
platforms. This is also correct, with the Jimitation 
that such platforms may embody the foundation 
principles of every good civil Government—prin- 
ciples which cannot be yielded without yielding 
whatsoever makes Government worth preserving, 
and without which our own, though republican in 
form, would be a despotism in fact. Such prin- 
ciples are never to be abandoned, be the peril 
what it may; and le is. but acting the part-of the 
patriot and statesman, rather than of the partisan, 
who adheres to such a platform in every emer- 
gency. Sir, there was a party—the Whig party 
—in the days of our Revolution, and the Declara- 
tion of Independence was its platform. The great 
lesson of that Revolution, more precious than any 
other we may learn from it, is unflinching devo- 
tion to principle in the face of: every hazard. .'The 
tax imposed by the mother country on'tea was 
but trifling. Levied on every pound of tea sold 
in the original States, from that day to this, the 
sum would but little, if any, exceed the money 
to say nothing of the blood—they expended. in 
resisting the collection of that tax, because it had 
been imposed without representation. I trtist the 
children have not forgotten this. priceless lesson 
of the fathers. on 

Listening, the other day, to the able remarks 
of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Farris,| 
I was struck with the opening sentiment of his 
speech He said: 

s When the future historian comes to write out the an- 


nals of our times, he will be amazed at the maguitude. of 


? H 
events now transpiring, dnd the comparative insufficieney 


of the canses which gave them birth.” 
He might have said the absolute, instead of the 


| comparative insufficiency of the causes that have 


given rise to these difficulties. He might have 
said that those who read, as well as the man who 
writes their history,will beequally amazed at those 
events and the causes which have produced them. 
I think he might have gone further, and added, 
that both writer and reader will be still more 


| amazed at the remedies proposed for the existing 


disturbances. The idea was a forcible one;, and 
I wish to-claborate it. 

s The magnitude of events !’? What, sir, is the 
great event of these times? Why, it is this at- 
tempt at secession; this attempt to dissolve the 
bonds. which unite us asa common Confederacy; 
this-attempt'to destroy our national Government, 
And itis a great event; though when those who 
are attempting it saceced—if they shall saceeed— 
inaccomplishing it, they will have won for them- 
selves what Burke said beionged to the men of 
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the French revolution: ‘the fame of: being the 
most ‘splendid architects of ruin the world ever 
beheld: Yes, sir, the'attempt, thus far only too 
suecéssful, to break-up the best Government the 
world has ever known—-thet is the gréat event of 
our.times. And now, what are:the comparatively 
insignificant: causes. forit My-:chief object in 
discussing them. is: not.so much . to: determine 
whether they‘are significant or insignificant. I 
may.incidentally:touch upon that point in refer- 
ving to:someof them, I propose more especially 
to.show that they-areat least stale; that, with the 
‘exception of perhaps one of them, there is no al- 
deged cause.of difficulty, no alleged cause for a 
dissolution of the: Union, that:had not as real an 
existence, and: was not of as. much importance, 
twelve years ago as.at this very hour. And why 
secession. should come upon us just at this time, 
why. these reasons should be now urged as suffi- 
cient cause for destroying the most splendid Union 
the: world ‘has ever. known, is certainly beyond 
‘my comprehension. I do not wonder that states- 
men-of the present day say that future genera- 
tions will look on this history with amazement. 
It-amazes the men of the present day who look 
at it carefully and earnestly.. = > 
« What; sir; are:some of: the causes alleged for 
this great event of our times? It is said that the 
‘equality of the States is in danger; that the peo- 
le of.a certain portion of the Confederacy are to 
ye deprived of equal right to go into the common 
‘Ferritories, and there enjoy their peculiar kind of 
property; and that, therefore, the equality of the 
States: will be destroyed. In other words, the 
‘complaint is, that the party which has just ob- 
tained a national vietory is committed to the pol- 
icy of prohibiting the introduction of chattel sla- 
very in-the Territories of the United States. 
‘ ow, sir, grant that the charge is trac: how 
Jong has that policy been known in this country? 
Why, the fact is-apparent to every man who is 
familiar with our ‘history, that there is but one 
(party.in the northern States at this time which 
advocates that, policy... Every one knows that 
‘neither:the Democratic nor American party ia the 
‘North ‘is in favor of it. Once the Democratic 
party was committed to it. Now they have aban- 
doned it: And, sir, if the fact that there is one 
great party at the North committed to the idea of 
prohibiting slavery in the Territorics is a good 
cause to-day for the dissolution of the Union, why 
was it notia threefold stronger cause in 1848, 
when every party in the North held that very 
same doctrine ? e have one party now, as is 
said, committed tothat policy. ‘Then, in the north- 
ern States, it was the policy of the Whig party; 
it was the policy of the Democratic party; and no 
one disputes that it was the policy of the ree- 
Soil-party; organized that very year on that lead- 
ing idea. I need not go into the proof on this 
subject to any great extent. Allow me, however, 
to-call the attention of the House to a resolution 
of one of those. great national parties of that day. 
I do not now speak of the Whig party or of: the 


Free-Soil.party, organized that year.” I speak of | 


the. Democratic party. There was introduced by 
‘the minorit 
the national Democratic convention of that year, 
the following: - 

“ Resolved, That the doctrine of non-interference with 
the rights of property of any portion of the pcople of this 
Confederation, be it in the States or in the Territories, by 
any other than the parties interested in them, is the true 
republican doctrine recognized by this body.” . 

Mark you, sir, the resolution did not go the 
length of saying that it is the duty of Congress 
to protect by legislation; but it did go the length 
of saying that no power should interfere with 
slave property in the Territories. And what was 
the action of the party in its national capacity 
through its delegates from every State in the Con- 


federacy? Why, the record shows that that res- | 


olution was voted down by 216 to 36. It received 
not ove solitary vote from any free State of this 
Confederacy—not one; not from your own State, 
sir, (Mr. Florence in the chair.) The largest 
State in the Confederacy was not voting in that 
convention; but no one doubts what would have 
been the vote of New York, had her delegation 
been allowed a voice. It would have swelled, by 
the number of her delegation, this overwhelming 
majority of 216. The vote was taken by States. 


of the committee on resolutions, in |! 
H recently acquired from M 


In the compilation I find in favor of the resolution 
butone vote from Maryland, nine votes from South 
Carolina, nine from Georgia, three from Florida, 
nine from Alabama, three from Arkansas, one 
from Tennessee, and one from Kentucky. I find 
voting against it the delegates from every free 
State of the Confederacy ,except the State of New 
York, which had no delegation there; and in ad- 
dition to that, I find from the State of Maryland 
six votes against it, from the State of Virginia 
seventeen, from theState of North Carolinaeleven, 
from the State of Mississippi six, from the State 
of Louisiana six, from Texas four, from Tennes- 
see twelve, from Kentucky eleven, and from Mis- 
souri seven; thus making a total of eighty. votes 
against, to thirty-six in favor of the resolution from 
the slave States. Now, sir, here is the action of 
one of the prominent—and then regarded as the 
most powerful—of the national parties, as long 
ago, and only so long ago, as 1848. It is beyond 


dispute that the same doctrine, the right to inter- 


fere with slavery in the Territories, was held by 
all adherents of the Whig party in the North. I 
need not repeat that this was the paramount idea 
of the Free-Soil platform. Here, then, in 1848, 
we find, not one party only, however powerful, 
but all the parties in the northern States committed 
to the same policy; and who, for that cause, then 
threatened to destroy the Government? Who then 
thought it a sufficient reason for interfering with 
the Union, that partics in the North were com- 
mitted to the policy of making all the Territories 
free? No one at the North then entertained any 
other notion. Rearcd as they had been under 
free institutions, believing those institutions, a 
blessing to themselves, and wishing others to en- 
joy the same blessings, it was the unanimous sen- 
timent of the northern people that the pioneers of 
the Territories should enjoy the same institutions 
which had made them prosperous and happy. 

Now, sir,as I said before, I am notnow inguir- 
ing whether thisis or is nota sufficient cause fora 
dissolution of this Union. My purpose is to show 
that it is a cause of complaint which has existed 
for the Jast twelve years. F might go further with 
the proofs, and introduce to you the action of 
parties in the States at that time. For example: 
the Democratic party of my own State, in conven- 
tion assembled, in 1848, adopted, the report says 
ungnimously, the following, in relation to the ter- 
ritory then recently acquired from Mexico: 

© Resolved, That the institution of slavery ought not to be 
introduced into any ‘Territory where it does not now e 
T inasmuch as Califor nd New Mexico are, i 


hat, 
it isthe dutyof Congress to 


as well as in Jaw, free ter yo x 
prevent the introduction of slavery within their limits.” 


I have been told by those who were present, 
that there were a few votes in opposition to that 
resolution; but the official record of the proceed- 
ings of the convention, if I mistake not, says that 
it was unanimously adopted. Two years after, 


in 1850, the Legislature of my State adopted the | 


following joint resolution: 

“ Beit resolved by the General. Assembly of the State of 
Indiana, ‘hat ou nators be instructed, and our Repre- 
sentatives in Congr be requested, so to cast their votes 
and exert their influence a singratted upon any law 
that may be passed for the organization of the T'crritories 
1 xico, a provision forever exclud- 
ing from sneh territory slav: and involuntary servitude, 
otherwise than in the punishment of crimes whereof the 
party has been convieted.?? 

That resolution passed the Legislature by the 
united votes of Whigs and Democrats, and was 
approved by a Democratic Governor—Governor 
Wright—a gentleman who now holds a foreign 
mission under this Administration. J could cite 
similar resolutions passed by conventions of all 
parties in almost every free State—I believe all 
save one—of this Confederacy; but no one then 
regarded it as a sufficient cause for dissolving the 
Union. Why did not the disunionists discover 
it in 1848, when not one, but every party at the 
North occupied this ground? 

Sir, this cause of complaint is at least twelve 


years old,as I have proved to youfrom the record; 


and it was at least three times as strong then as 
it is to-day. 

I might go on and show how insufficient is the 
cause, admitting it to be true; but that has been 
better illustrated by others. Why, sir, the hon- 
orable chairman of the committee of thirty-three, 
in the opening specch of this debate, presented to 


t! 


the House statistics showing that the present ter- 
ritory in which slavery now exists, included in 
the organized States, is capable of sustaining a 
population of forty million slaves. You see at 
once, therefore, how ridiculous is the idea that the 
Union should be instantly broken up because 
slavery wants room to breathe! 

But it is said we are going to interfere with 
slavery where it exists in the States. This alle- 
gation is based in part upon the action ofa party, 
but chiefly upon what some men have said and 
done. One gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. An- 
DERSON,} the other day, declared that at last we 
had a great party in this country proclaiming that 
slavery was a “relic of barbarism.” Sach was 
the declaration of the Republican party in 1856; 
but was that the utterance of a new sentiment, or 
simply a new form of expressing an old idea? 
Can he find nothing in the writings of distin- 
guished men of his own party, made public long 
years ago, characterizing slavery in language far 
more severe than this declaration of the Repub- 
licans. 


Mr. Speaker, I have read some of the writings 
of the fathers; and if I have not misread them, 
| they dealin stronger denunciations, or rather con- 
demnations—for there is a difference between the 
words—of the institution of slavery than this 
modern Republican party has ever done. The 
speeches and writings of the earliest statesmen of 
this country are full of instruction upon this sub- 
ject. I could point the gentleman to declarations 
to the extent of volumes, if you please, more se- 
vere against slavery than he can quote from any 
pronunciamentoofthe Republican party of to-day. 

oes the Republican party declare that slavery 
is “a relic of barbarism??? What said Thomas 
Jefferson upon that subject, a great many years 
| ago? It has been often quoted, but never was it 
more appropriate than here and now; and I desire 
gentlemen to remember that, after uttering these 
condemnations of slavery which I shall read, the 
people elected him President of the United States, 
and no one proposed to'dissolve the Union be- 
cause of his election, Here is what he says: 

“There must doubtless be an unbappy influence on the 
manners of our people, produced by the existence of sla- 
very among us. The whole commerce between master 
and slave is a perpetual exercise of the most boisterous 
passions, the most unremitting despotism, on the one part, 
| and degrading submission.” * * x E «The 
man must be a prodigy who can retain his manners and 
morals undepraved by such circumstances.” 


Sir, when a man’s manners and morals are gone, 
how much better is he than a barbarian? And 
yet such, said Mr. Jefferson, is the effect of sla- 
very on a man whois nota prodigy. The'senti- 
ment is his, not mine. Why, sir, is it not aston- 
ishing that, after writing and publishing such sen- 
| timents as those, our fathers in the early days of 


i| the Republic should have known their rights no 


| better than to have elected him President of the 
; United States? No man in that day, even in 
South Carolina, attempted to dissolve the Union 
| because of the publication of such sentiments. If 
we tell you that slavery isa “relic of barbarism,”’ 
he tells you that it makes even a civilized people 
barbarous. 

Again, sir: somebody has talked about an irre- 
pressible conflict, and predicted that a house di- 
vided aguinst itself cannot stand; somebody has 
said that the institution of slavery some day will 
and ought to become extinet, and that Republi- 
cans, and perhaps others in the North, indulge the 


|| hope that that prediction may, at some time in the 


| future, be realized, though centuries may come and 
| go before that time shallarrive. Why, sir, is that 
a novel idca? Are all these sentiments but an 
| intimation of the purpose of a great party to in- 
terfere with the rights of the South? The same 
sentiments prevailed at the very beginuing of the 
Government. If Mr. Seward or our President 
elect has talked about an irrepressible conilict, 

and the final extinction of slavery, they learned 
| their theories, or might have done so, from men 
of the South, whose memory we have ever been 
taught to revere. They and we have learned the 
| same ideas from the writer from whom I have 
| just quoted, and from another statesman, I had al- 
most said of equal eminence, who lived the pride 


| and glory of his country at a later day; and if 
i Seward and Lincoln have attempted to put them 
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forth as new, as original with them, it was sim- 
ply plagiarism. The sentiments do not belong to 
them. From the same writer, and in the same 
connection with the paragraph I have just read, 
I again quote: 

“ And can the liberties ofa nation be thought secure when 
we have removed their only firm basis—a conviction in the 
minds of the people that these liberties are the gittof God, 
that they are not to be violated but with His wrath? In- 
deed, I tremble for my country when [ reflect that God is 
just; that His justice cannot steep forever; that, consid- 
ering numbers, nature, and natural means only, a revolution 
of the wheel of fortune, an exchange of situation is among 
possible events ; that it may become probable by super- 
natural interference. The Almighty has no attribute which 
can take side with us in such a contest.” 


So you will perceive that the doctrine of the 
irrepressible conflict was taught by Jefferson even 
before they elected him President of the United 
States. Neither the Senator from New York, nor 
the President elect, ever clothed it in such sharp 
and striking language. He predicts a struggle—if, 
indeed, we may give it that name—between God 
and the negro on one hand, and his master on the 
other. What is that but an irrepressible conflict, 
qualified only by the sure result indicated—the 
success of Providence and the slave? And yet, 
because leading men of a successful party have 
announced the same sentimentin a modified form, 
straightway the, entire South takes alarm, and 
proposes to quiet its fears by dissolving the Union. 


I quote still further from the same author. He 
says. 
“Nothing is more certainly written in the book of fate 


than that these people (the slaves) are to be free.” * 
j h * * “ {tis still in our power to direct the 
process of emancipation and deportation peaceably, and in 
such slow degree as that the evil will wear off insensibly, 
and their place be pari passu filled up by free white. tabor- 
ers. If, on tho contrary, it is left to force itself on, human 
nature must shudder at the prospect held up. We should 
look in vain for an example in the Spanish deportation or 
deletion of the Moors. 'I'his precedent would fall far short 
of our case.” 


Once more he says: 


“ But we must await with patience the workings of an 
overruling Providence, and hope that that is preparing the 
deliverance of these our suffering brethren. When the 
measure of their tears shall be full, when their groans shall 
have involved Heaven itself in darkness, doubtless a God 
of justice will awaken to their distress, and hy diffusing 
light and liberality among their oppressors, or at length 
by his exterminating thunder, manifest his attention to the 
things of this world, aud that they are not left to the guid- 
ance of a blind fatality.” 


Sir, when the sage of Monticello was penning 
these startling words, did he have in his mind’s 
eye “ the magnitude of events that are now trans- 
piring ?”? 

And now, if I may come down to a later period, 
and quote from one whose praise is on every lip, I 
can show that, long before the distinguished states- 
man of Kentucky—the noble‘ Harry ofthe West” 
—was the candidate ofagreat national party forthe 
office of President of the United States, he uttered 
in unmistakable language the doctrine of the 
‘irrepressible conflict.” If stronger language has 
been employed by any member of the Republican 
party, it has not come under my observation, I 
will read a short extract from a speech delivered 
by him mony yeas ago—in 1827; a speech notin 
the Halls of Congress, but. before the American 
Colonization Society. In that speech, he gives 
utterance to the following noble sentiments: 

% We are reproached with doing mischief by the agita- 
tion of this question. ‘The society goes into no household 
to disturb its domestic tranquillity ; it addresses itself tono 
slaves, to weaken their obligations of obedience; it seeks 
to affect no man’s property. Et neither has the power nor 
the will to affect the property of any one contrary to his 
consent. What would they, who thus reproach us, have 
done? Ef they would repress all tendencies towards lib- 
erty and ultimate emancipation, they must do more than 
put down the benevolent efforts of this society. They must 
go back to the era ‘of our liberty and independence, and 
muzzle the cannon which thunders its annual joyous re- 
turn ; they must revive the slave trade, with all its train of 
atrocities; they must suppress the workings of British phi- 
lanthropy, seeking to aineliorate the condition of the un- 
fortunate West Indian slaves; they must arrest the career 
of South American deliverance from thraldom ; they must 
plow out the moral lights around us, and extinguish that 
greatest torch of all which America presents to a benighted 
world, pointing the way to their rights, their liberties, and 
their happiness. And when they have achieved all these 
purposes, their work will be yet incomplete. They must 
penetrate the human soul, and eradicate the light of reason 
and the Jove of liberty. Then, and not till then, when uni- 
versal darkness and despair prevail, can you perpetuate 
slavery, and repress all sympathies and all humane and 
benevolent efforts among freemen in behalf of the unhappy 
portion of our race who are doomed to bondage.” 


Mr. Speaker, since these sentiments fell from 
the lips of that great orator and. statesman there 
has been no such vivid enunciation of the irre- 
pressible conflict and its result; no such impress- 
ive description of the character of slavery. Ac- 
cording to his authority, slavery is at war with 
the spirit of “the era of our liberty and inde- 
pendence.” ‘The cannon which thunders itg 
annual joyous return’? is but the deafening voice 
of general condemnation of the system. ‘* The 
workings of philanthropy abroad,’’ * the moral 
lightsaround us,” “the ligktotrestons and ‘‘the 
love of liberty in the human soul,’ are arrayed 
for its overthrow. He does not say,in so many 
words, that slavery is a relic of barbarism; but 
he does say that ‘universal darkness and de- 
spair’’ are essential to its perpetuity. Pray, sir, 
what is the difference between universal darkness 
and despair, and barbarism? And yet there is no 
man of any party who does not venerate the name 
of Henry Clay. 

But it is said slaves are becoming dangerous at 
home. I refer again to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Anprrson,] deliv- 
ered in this House on the 15th ultimo. He says: 

“ Many ofour slaves are now impressed with the idea that, 
after the inauguration of Mr. Lincoln, they are to be free. 


This impression makes them restless and discontented; 
renders our bomes, aur wives, and our children, wusafe.?? 


Here is an alleged grievance, in part ancient 
and in part resting in. anticipation of what is to 
come, Restless and discontented slaves, render- 
ing homes and wives and children unsafe, is far 
from being a novel state of affairs in the annals 
of slavery. Southampton has a history on that 
subject, dating back to the year 1831, which may 
be read with profit by those who imagine that 
present discontentsamong slavesare to be charged 
to the account of a great northern party. Thus 
far, the complaint is as stale as any we have con- 
sidered; and for the residue let me ask, who told 
these slaves they were to be free after the inau- 
guration of Mr. Lincoln? Surely no northern 
party has made such proclamation, even at home, 
much less has the Republican party breathed any 
such idea into the ears of the slaves, If southern 
gentlemen have made speeches in the hearing of 
their bondmen, in which they have predicted such 
a result, they must be content to take the conse- 
quences of their own misrepresentation of the 
principles and policy of the now dominant party 
of the North and of the well-defined position of 
the President clect. Often, during the recent can- 
vass, was it charged upon us that we entertained 
designs upon slavery in the States, and therefore 
in almost every meeting, upon every stump, so 
faras I know—and I mingled largely in that can- 
vass, in my own and _ other States—the doctrine 
was repeated that the Republicans neither claimed 
the power nor entertained the disposition to inter- 
fere with the relation of master and servant in the 
States. Often were the frank and manty senti- 
ments of Mr. Lincoln on that subject read to as- 
sembled thousands in refutation of what we con- 
sidered a partisan slander. And, sir, if he and 
his party had been as truthfully represented at 
the South as they were persistently misrepre- 
sented, no slave in all the land would have em- 
braced the delusion that the day of Mr. Lincoln’s 
inauguration was to mark the beginning of his 
year of jubilee. 

The deception was not promulgated by Repub- 
lican orators; for, with one or two exceptions, 
there was no place in all the South where a Re- 
publican would have been allowed to proclaim 
the real designs of his party; nowhere would he 
have been permitted to advocate such aims as were 
attributed to it. 

Another charge, preferred by many gentlemen 
on the other side of the House, is, that slaves are 
being run off, or, if they abscond of their own 
volition, are not returned when demand is made. 
Mr. Speaker, as to the facts on which this com- 
plaint is based, I cannot speak with any degree of 
accuracy. Inthe underground railroad am neither 
a stockholder or director, and Iam not aware that 


| that great thoroughfare makes or publishes any 


annual report of its business. If itdoes, no such 
report has fallen under my observation, and I am 
therefore ignorant of the statistics; but I will ven- 
ture to say that, in 1848, or, if you please, down 
to so late a period as 1856, it did fully as flourish- 


ing a business as it has done duringthe:past year, 
or will do in the next year.: I-venture to gay that 
as many slaves escaped by the. assistaticeof nor 
ern men four years ago, or. ten years:ago, as: will 
escape during this year or the next. repeat, Tam 
not speaking so much of the. sufficiency of any. of 
those alleged causes for disunion. as of the fact 
that they-are venerable for their age.. Ifthe South 
has cause for dissolving the Union becauseof her 
loss of slaves, she had just the same: cause. for 
years before the passage of the fugitive slave law 
of 1850; just the same cause prior tò the triumph, 
or even ihe organization, of the Republican party. 
No, sir; the fugitive slave law of 1850, summary 
and barbarous as are jts provisions, and obnox- 
ious as it is to the sentiments and feelings of north- 
ern men, is being faithfully and quietly executed 
by a law-abiding people, whenever occasion ze- 

uires-in that section of country. Even within 
the last month, in what is called the very hot-bed 
of anti-slavery sentiment in Ohio, that law has 
been thoroughly and peacefully executed. 

But it is said that States have.personal liberty 
bills, as they are called—laws intended to obstruct 
the execution of the fugitive slave law. [ believe 
some of them have; but I do not believe there is 
one of these laws that is not atleast ten years old. 
They are older, every one of them, than the Re- 
publican party. They were all in existence in 
1856, when a Democratic President was. elected; 
and yet their existence, was not then considered as 
cause for a dissolution of the Union. . If, because 
of these laws, the Union should perish to-day, 
why did not their existence in 1856 prompt move- 
ments to the same end then, when the present 
leaders of the enterprise were allied with, if they 
had not the power of the Government in their owr 
hands, and not wait until that power was jus? 
passing from their grasp? 

In reviewing the history of these alleged ex- 
cuses for secession, and particularly in referring 
to another matter of history which | now wish to 
cite, it may seem that I am disposed to indulge in 
that crimination or recrimination which has done 
too much harm already. J have no disposition 
to do so; but I must respectfully submit, thatour 
southern brethren who are getting up these ex- 
cuses. for their conduct, even conceding their 
truthfulness as stated, might at least learn wisdom 
from the moderation of one of the northern States 
under grievances of the very same nature.: Why, 
sir, years ago a law was passed in the State of 
South Carolina for imprisoning the colored sea- 
men of the State of Massachusetts, who might 
come within her borders in the pursuits of legiti- 
mate commerce. The law was declared to be un- 
constitutional by Judge Johnson, of their own 
supreme court, and the United States Attorney 
General (Mr. Wirt) expressed the same opinion. 
Yet, when Massachusetts, confident of her rights, 
but willing to abide a legal decision’of the question, 
sent a commissioner there for the purpose of test- 
ing, in a legal, constitutional way, in their own 
courts, the validity of the law, he was summarily 
expelled from the State, and the Legislature of 
South Carolina passed a law making it a criminal 
offense for any citizen of Massachusetts to come 
within that State for the purpose of asserting hig 
rights under that statute, or testing its constitu- 
tionality in the courts.. Yet did Massachusetts 
secede? Did she bring forth her grievances, and 
announce to the world that she would dissolve the 
Union if this unjust, oppressive law against the 
rights of her citizens was not forthwith repealed? 
No, sir; from that day to this the South Carolina 
statute has stood unrepealed, and Massachusetts 
is still a loyal sister of this Confederacy. 

Once more: complaint is made of the refusal of 
some of the free States to deliver fugitives from 
justice. Is that, sir,a new,wrong under the sun? 
something peculiar to our recent history? Let 
me ask members from the States of New York 
and Virginia, if they have nota vivid memory ofa 
heated controversy of the same character, so long 
ago as the time when one of the present Senators 
from New York [Mr.Sewarp] was the Governor 
ofthat State? Mr. Speaker, before Virginians can 
justify secession for such a cause, they must cx- 
plain why it was not resorted to as a remedy for 
this old grievance. 

I have now, Mr. Speaker, gone over all the 
counts save one, of the indictment framed by 
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«southern prosecutors against their northern -breth- 
igen. E think’ I-have shown that, so far- as they 
have- dny foundation. infact; they:are too weak 
‘from age to justify the “t great event of our Limes.” 
To. every, one of them we'might safely plead the 
‘statute of limitationsiv Ssss >. > Poe ! 
 »And'now, ifta:single ‘remark may be added in 
dilustration of their-inherent ‘insufficiency, let it 
‘be this: not-oneé or allof these grievances would 
‘have caused the secession of ‘a single State: if 
“Abraham: Lincoln had:been defeated in the recent 
presidential contest; It matters not which one of 
Wis three*competitors had been: successful, all 
‘these! invasions of southern rights, as they are 
“termed; would have been submitted to with patri- 
“Otic patience and ‘Christian resignation. 

‘Thus are we brought to the last charge in the 
indictment: ‘The people have elected a President 
opposed’to the extension of chattel slavery. The 
ipower: and’ designs of that institution, so long 
potentand almost supreme in the national coun- 
cils, have been ‘checked; and secession is the 
sweet revenge its advocates propose for this first 
political defeat: Let the record be made up in the 
light of these palpable facts. These alleged causes 
of disunioni areca sham, a mere pretense; while 
thesrealsvobject of those who would, destroy the 
Government is to retain power by dissolving in 
advance’ and ‘forever all connection with an Ad- 
ministration whose policy willbe adverse to their 
‘own. 

Mr. Speaker, without dwelling longer on the 
causes, wish to say something of the remedies 
proposed for:this disturbed state of affairs. ‘To 
my mind they are as amazing as are the causes 
‘assigned for the destruction of our Union, What, 
air, is the disturbing element? Slavery; nothing 
else... Whether we consider State or territorial 
policy, it is the only cause of difference between 
us, the sole source from which have sprung all 
the perils of this unhappy hour. How powerful 
that institution is-for mischief, let present and im- 
pending perils*testify. In our national councils 
it'setsrat dofiaticeconstitutional obligations. Be- 
néath the very guns of our forts it executes trea- 
gon. = It lays hold onthe pillars of our national 
temple, and the building totters over our heads. 
Such is the power of this disturbing clement to- 
day in this Government; and yet, strange to relate, 
itis seriously proposed in this House to buy peace 
and restore harmony, by adding to its strength. 


Both the Crittenden proposition and the series of | 


measures submitted by the majority of the com- 
mittee of thirty-three contemplate additional guar- 
antecs ‘to-slavery. 


Mr Spenter L have no harsh words to utter of 


those’ who ‘hold slaves, or who believe in the 
policy; the morality, or even the divinity of the 
institution, e tois not my practice to use them 
here‘or elsewhere. Judgment on my brother man 
belongs not tome. But of slavery itself, | may 
and must say that it has already as much strength 
inthis Confederacy as lam willing to accord to it. 
To add to it dno iota, may be giving it all the 
power wanting, if indeed any be wanting, to ena- 
able cit to completely destroy the Government. 
Parties once powerful have risen and fallen at its 
bidding: § The great party once in alliance with 


it, and which has ‘controlled our national policy | 


for the past cight years, was but recently hope- 
lessly divided by its influence. Who shall assure 
me tħhatoùr Union is secure against its assaults? 

I may pass over without comment what is 
known as the Crittenden amendment of the Con- 
stitution, (which is, in fact, but an enlargement 
and intensification of the Breckinridge platform 
of the recent cam paign;) for it was established by 
the:able'and unanswerable argument of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, (Mr. Davis,] yesterday, 
that nobody can ‘hope that that amendment will 
ever be ‘indorsed by the people of the United 
States. The very sentiments that have been 
read—the sentiments we have learned from the 
men of the olden time, from Jefferson, still warm 
with the- spirit of the revolutionary era, and from 
Henry Clay, of a more recent period—are deeply 


impressed upon the hearts of men in the free } 


States, and of many, I believe, in the slaveholding 
States. Can it be hoped, then, that while we hold 
to. such sentiments you can obtain a popular vote 
in the’ free Siates, saying that slavery shall be 
protected forever upon a large portion of our na- 


f 
| 


*she asked for admission as a State? 


the blessings of free institutions? 


| on the question. 


tional soil? And yet, sir, if I were to choose 
between the propositions before the House, I 
would almost as soon take the Crittenden reso- 
lutions as those proposed by the committee of 
thirty-three. ‘What are they? 

It is proposed to organize the Territory of New 
Mexico as a'State. Why shall it be done? Has 
Not at_all. 
Is she ina condition to become a State in this Con- 
federacy? Nobody pretends that she is. Have 
her people been educated to appreciate and enjoy 
For the most 
part, they know nothing of them.. They have 
never lived-under them. Are they able to assume 
the responsibilities of a State? To use a common 
phrase, are they able to set up housekeeping? No; 
but itis proposed that we shall assist them in their 
infancy as a State. No longerago than Wednes- 
day last, when, in response to an appeal from the 
starving people of Kansas, I sought to introduce 
a bill for their relief, I could noteven get leave to 
have the bill reported and printed. The strict 
constructionists of the Constitution could find no 
power in Congress to go to the relief of a State in 
destitution and want. Yet, sir, for the purpose 
of crowding into this Union a Territory that has 
not asked for admission, it is proposed that we 
shall support her in the days of her infancy. So 
long as she remains a Territory, it is our duty to 
assist her; but it has never been the policy of our 
Government to admita State into the Union until 
she was in a condition to defray the ordinary ex- 
penses of a State government. 

What good, sir, can possibly result from the 


organization of that Territory asa State? Do our | 


southern brethren need it for the purpose of mak- 
ingroom forslavery? Lhavealready referred to the 
facts that answer any such demand. They have 
plenty of room forall the slaves they have, and for 
millions more, within the organized States of this 
Confederacy. Why shall we admit New Mexico 
as a slave State for that purpose? I will be more 
frank. I believe, if this proposition is to restore 
peace and good-fellowship in the South, it will 
come from the fact that New Mexico will come 
inasa slave State, and with a constitution in- 
dorsing the slave code now in existence there. I 
have no hes®ation in saying that I will never, by 
my vote, suction any such code as that. In the 
days of John Quincy Adams, when it was pro- 
posed to admit Arkansas as a State into this 
Union, he admitted his obligations under the 
treaty to admit her as a slave State; but when he 
found her presenting a constitution that made 
slavery perpetual, that prohibited the Legislature 
of that State at any time from interfering with it, 
notwithstanding he had admitted, perhaps unne- 
cessarily, the requirements of the treaty, his vote 
was recorded against the admission of that State, 
for the reason that he would never, ashe said, by 
his vote, give vitality to a constitution that made 
human bondage perpetual. 

If this is not to be the result, will it avail any- 
thing to admit the Territory of New Mexico asa 
State? If she comes in as a free State, will any 
one pretend that it will do anything toward quiet- 
ing existing difficulties? Not atall. [know that 
it is said she has the right, under the jaw of 1850, 
to determine for herself whether she shall bea 
free ora slave State. Ladmitit. Ido not propose 
to repeal that law; but I do propose that there 
shall be a reasonable opportunity to prepare the 
people of that Territory fora fair and honest vote 
I do not believe they are now 
in a condition to vote on so important a proposi- 
tion as that. Let them have an opportunity of 
knowing what free institutions are. Let them 
have an opportunity to know what genuine repub- 
lican institutions are, before you call upon them 
to pass upon the question of slavery, and espe- 
cially upona slave code, more rigorous, to use no 
harsher term, than is to be foundin any of the 
States of the Confederacy. 

Next, in the series, comes an amendment to 
the Constitution, which reads thus: 


© ARTIC 2. No amendment of this Constitution bav- 


ing for its ebject any interference within the States with 
the relation between their citizens and those described in 
se ond of the firstarticic of the Constitntion as Call 
other persous,’ shall originate with any Sta 

recognize that relation within its own limits, or shall be 
valid without the assent of every one of the States composing 
the Uuion.?? 


te that does not | 


Tam free to say, Mr. Speaker, that under ex- 
isting circumstances I would scarcely know how 
to choose between the Crittenden proposition, 
with all of its worst features, and this proposed 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. Look at the reason for it. Everywhere 
where Republicans have had an opportunity. to 
proclaim. their sentiments at all, they have said 
that Congress had no right, under the Constitu- 
tion, to interfere with the question of slavery in 
the States. They have adopted that as one of the 
cardinal features of their party platform. ‘They 
have so declared everywhere. hy shall they 
be required now to put such a proposition as this 
in the Constitution? It is virtually saying to us 
of the North, “Gentlemen, we know what you 
declare, but we cannot take your word. We must 
have your bond. Before you take possession of 
the Government, you must give security for good 
behavior.” It isan insulttoevery northern man. 
Ifa resolution is wanted from me, such as I have 
often voted for, that Congress has no right what- 
ever to interfere with slavery in the States, I will 
vote for it. But when gentlemen refuse to take 
my word, a decent self-respect impels me to say, 
with ali due respect, if they do not trust my word, 
they should not ask for my bond. 

Again: all agree that the Constitution, asit is, 
interposes an effectual barrier to any interfer- 
ence with slavery in the States; and if it must be 
amended so as to expressly declare that idea, why 
not be content with that, and leave that provision, 
like every other, to stand or be changed by future 
generations, as the exigencies of their times may 
demand? Why must slavery have such extraor- 
dinary guarantees over every other interest or 
institution now protected or secured by the Con- 
stitution? On any other subject Congress or a 
free State may originate amendments; but on this 
neither is to be trusted. Three fourths of the 
States may consummate any other amendment; 
but on the question of slavery it is proposed that 
no amendment shall be valid until sanctioned by 
every State in the Confederacy, Itmight almost 
be imagined that these unusual discriminations in 
favor of slavery were inserted for the purpose of 
rendering the proposition as obnoxious as pos- 
sible; so that southern gentlemen could exult- 
ingly say to any northern man voting for it, Sir, 
we have humbled you!”’ j 

Ido not know that there will be any practical 
wrong resulting from the adoption of the amend- 
ment. I do not know that it will work injustice 
to the North or the South; but I knowand fecl, and 
so must every man who belongs to the party with 


"which { have the honor to act, that it would be 


humiliating on our part to indorse any such thing 
asthat. Why, sir, look at this fact. Who is pro- 
posing to interfere with slavery in the States? No 
political party, and no class of citizens, unless it 
be those who repudiate the Constitution and den 
their obligations to the Government under which 
they live. 

The object of the amendment is therefore to pro- 
vide a constitutional guarantee as strong as can be 
framed in words, not against a present danger— 
noteven against a threatened danger—but against 
what itis feared some one may threaten hereafter. 

Mr. Speaker, have we no existing perils, against 
which, if need be, we should rather provide con- 
stitutional safeguards? What, sir, of the dogma 
of the right of a State to secede at pleasure; the 
great and appalling heresy which here and now 
stares us in the face? And, instead of hearing 
such a proposition as this from the committee, 
why do we not hear something from them in the 


| form of an amendment of the Constitution which 


shall prohibit and deny the right of a State to 
secede, or render secession impossible? The one 
is the living, fearful evil,and wrong of our times. 
Here are States, day after day, seceding, or are 


| attempting to secede. Why not submit an amend- 


ment to meet that evil, instead of one to guard 
against a policy which no one expects ever to 
inangurate ? 

I pass over the proposed amendment to the fugi- 
tive slave law, to the fate of which I am quite in- 
different, and come to the last, and, in my judg- 
ment, the most dangerous measure of the series. 
The committee submit such an amendment. of the 
law relative to surrender of fugitives from justice, 
as shall strip the State authorities of all power in 
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the premises, and vest exclusive jurisdiction in the 
Federal judges. 

Mr. Speaker, in my humble opinion there is 
in this measure more peril to the rights of the cit- 
izen than in the one which seeks to make slavery 
eternal. To show that I do not exaggerate its 
features, I will quote it in full: , 
Amendment of the act for the rendition of fugitives from 

justice, 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
every person charged, by indictment or other satisiactory 
evidence, in any State, with treason, felony, or cther crime, 
committed within the jurisdiction of such State, who shall 
flee or shall bave fled from justice and be found in another 
State, shall on demand of the executive authority of the 
State from which he fled upon the district judge of the Uni- 
ted States of the district in which he may be found, be 
arrested and brought before such judge, who, on being sat- 
isfied that he is the person charged, and that he was within 
the jurisdiction of such State at the time such crime was 
committed, of whieh such charge shall be prima facie evi- 
dence, shall deliver him up to be removed to the State having 
jurisdiction of the crime; and if any question of law shall 
rise during such examination, it may be taken on excep- 
tions by writ of error to the circuit court. 


I would not give a farthing for the security of 
our citizens, if the power and authority to protect 
them in their rights are taken away from.the State 
officers. In two or three, or perhaps a dozen, 
instances since the organization of our Govern- 
ment, there have been difficulties in regard to the 
rendition of fugitives from justice. But above and 
beyond this, is the fact that, under our present 
law, the protection of the citizen of a State is left 
in the hands of the executive of the State—an 
oficer who is the servant of, and whose interests 
and sympathies are indentified with those of, the 
citizen; but this amendment proposes to render 
the State entirely powerless to protect its citizens, 
under any circumstances whatever, but to leave 
that matter to the decision of the Federal officers. 
We have already gone far enough in abridgment 
of the rights of a State and of its citizens; and, for 
one, Í am surprised—I am absolutely astonished 
-—to find members from any section of this Con- 
federacy ready to give their assent to an amend- 
ment so radically changing a law which is almost 
as old as the Constitution. 


And now, Mr. Speaker, let me, in addition to all. 


this, ask what assurance have we, if these meas- 
ures of the committee of thirty-three be adopted, 
that they will be satisfactory to one single slave 
State of this Confederacy? How many members 
representing slaveholding constituencies upon this 
floor, during this protracted debate, have stood 
up and told us. that their adoption would probably 
stay the secession movement in any slave State? 
Half a dozen will include the whole, and this re- 
sponse came from gentlemen who, in my judg- 
ment, have had nothing to do with the imtiation 
of disunion measures, and representing constitu- 
encies that are probably satisfied with the Con- 
stitution as it is, and the laws as they now exist. 
The men who talk about disunion as a remedy for 
evils which they imagine to exist, do you hear 
one of their number, in this House or out of it, 
say that these propositions, if adopted, will give 
peace and restore harmony to the country? Not 

`a word of that kind have we heard from that 
source. And why should we, who have done no 
wrong, who have proposed to interfere with no 
right of the South, be asked to make an offering 
at the foot of slavery which they themselves will 
spurn, which they themselves say will have no 
useful effect whatever? 

Thus briefly, Mr. Speaker, have I reviewed the 
causes of complaint made against the people of 
the North, the reasons assigned for destroying 
this Government, and the remedies that are pro- 
posed for the distractions of our times. 
has been the review, who does not see that the 
alleged grievances are, at best, outlawed, and ut- 
terly insignificant ? Who does not see that no per- 
manent good can be hoped from the remedies 
proposed ? 

If, now, I am asked what I would do, I answer 
that, at the proper time, I would do almost any- 
thing that does not involve a surrender of cher- 
ished convictions, personal honor, or essential 
principles. When the new Administration shall 
have been inaugurated, and the majesty of the 
laws vindicated, I am willing to listen to any 
scheme that may tend to restore harmony with- 
out giving increased influence to the great cause 


Brief as | 


of all ofr woes. I say in all frankness, however, 
that no measure of pacification can meet my ap- 
probation which gives fresh guarantees to an in- 
stitution already dangerously strong. If I-were 
to propose any remedy for existing ‘distractions, 
it should be something that would make thisdis- 
turbing element less powerful, rather than add to 
its strength. When, early in the session; my 
friend from Maryland asked me if I could not do 
something to Save his State from. being over- 
whelmed by the secession wave, my answer was: 
‘ Certainly, sir, lam ready to vote money enough 
within a reasonable time to pay for every slave 
in the State.” It was but the enunciation of a 
scheme which has since then found more influen- 
tial advocates. I am willing to inaugurate a policy 
which, with the consent of those who are inter- 
ested, and who have the sole power, shall ulti- 
mately remove this cause of contention, and, as 
far as possible, the African race, from our midst. 
But when I see this slave power undertaking, but 
too successfully, to destroy the Government, do 
not ask me to cure the evil by giving fresh muscle 
and nerves to the arm of the destroyer. 

Meantime, I can only stand by the Constitution 
as it is—as I have again and again swom to do— 
by the laws as they exist, and the Union as our 
fathers formed it, in the consciousness that I have 
done no wrong, and that the great party with 
which I act has done nothing for which it should 
be brought to the bar of justice and impleaded as 
a criminal; nothing worthy of bonds, If that is 
not sufficient, the consequences are not on my 
head, be they what they may. 

I have detained the House longer than was my 
intention. I do not wish longer to trespass on the 
patience of any one, Butas Ido not expectagain, 
in the whole course of my life, to engage in de- 
bate in this body, allow me to repeat, in conclu- 
sion, that I want no better Constitution than the 
Constitution under which we live; I want no other 
construction given to it than that given to it with- 
out a dissenting voice by the wise men who made 


it—a construction which, if adhered to up to this, 


hour, would have avoided all the evils now exist- 


| ing and those which we so much dread in the 


future. Believing that at this time we cannotim- 
prove the handiwork of the fathers, mine shall be 
the last hand that shall undertake to erase or add 
a single word. It is good enough for me, and for 
the children who areto come after me. If we will 
but adhere to it in the spiritin which it was made, 
and construe it as our fathers construed it, these 
troubles and distractions on the subject of slavery, 
however much anxiety they may create in those 
States where the institution exists, will be ban- 
ished from the national councils; and only when 
we return to that policy of the fathers shall we 
get rid of the distracting question here. i 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. ALFRED WELLS, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 6, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr. WELLS said: 

Mr. Spraxen: I believe I feel the importance 
of this great occasion: 
this favored land, surrounded by all-the blessings 
which attend our institutions, can possibly be in- 
different to the existing state of facts—can possi- 
bly see with unconcern State after State ledve, so 


far as their action is concerned, this glorious Con- | 


federacy, this Union fraught with its untold bless- 
ings, and of those which yet remain, see State 
after State, cithtr by their Representatives on this 
floor, or through the action of their Legislatures 
or conventions, threaten soon to leave this Re- 
public; and, sir, in my cstimation, that man can 
have but litle patriotism who would not, for the 
sake of preserving our national Union and liber- 
ties, sacrifice life itself upon the altar of his coun- 
try. That man is lite worthy of esteem who so 
values the few flecting years that remain to him 
that he would save his dastard life at the cost of 
his country’s welfare and his country’s existence, 

Now, sir, I believe, if there is any issue from 


l think no mæh born in | 


the present ‘difficultiés which’ surround:us 
not to be found in the wisdoni of state 
tobe found in the wisdom -of “man: Th 
dence of God alone can extricate us from’ a posi- 
tion from which it seems’ impossible*to ‘escapes: 
for, sir, to. my mind—and I have endeavoréd tô 
look-over the ground so far as-I possibly could 
without passion and without prejudice—theré ig 
no possible escape from a’ dissolution of ‘the 
Union. Poe e 
< Mr. Speaker, if there is any escape, the begin- 
ning of the way that is to-open up before us isto: 
be-found in a change of the dispositions of the 
two sections of the Union. As wide apart in 
opinion as the poles are asunder, it is impossible’ 
for us, occupying the opposite grounds 6n which 
we stand, ever to unite on a common basis until 
we begin to feel toward one another:as brother 
should feel toward brother. Last night, sir, I saw 
published in the daily papers an account of the! 
condition of one of the States of this Union, the 
youngest of the sister States, the Jast that has 
come within our family circle. iF saw; by that 
statement, that fifty thousand human beings stand 
on the verge of starvation. This morning I en= 
deavored to gain the car of the House, with the 
hope that we would follow the gencrous exam- 
| ples which have:been twice, at least, set us-in'the 
history. of this Government. Once was when;: 
touched by the finger of the Almighty; the‘mount- 
ains smoked and the earth quaked) When ‘the 
capital of the Republic of Venezuela, then: just 
born into a national existence, was buried be- 
neath the tremblings of the earth, and ten thou- 
sand human beings were overwhelmed in the 
ruins of their habitations, then the great Republic 
of America stretched out her hand to the afflicted 
sister, and gave the needed bread.: : 

And again, sir, when that island, famous in 
the history of modern civilization, famous for its 
advocates of the rights of man, felt the blight: 
which struck the staple production of its inhabi 
irants, and when its starving millions began to die 
within the cities’ walls and in the thronged lanes 
of its populous districts, in the other end of this 
Capitol arose the Senator from Kentucky—the > 
venerable Mr. Crirrenpexn—and proposed that 
this Union should give $500,000 to save the starving’ 
Irish men and women. ` That was seconded by’ 
the immortal Webster, and by the dauntless Cal- 
houn, then standing on the edge of the grave—his: 
trumpet voice grown so feeble under‘the infirmis 
ties of age that the reporters could scarce catch: 
its tones. That gallant man of the gallant State 
of South Carolina proposed. to aid, not Ireland 
| only, but France also, which then stood trem- 
bling onthe brink of another famine. I had hoped,: 
sir, that now, when the wail ofthe women and the 
men, and the children of Kansas reached the ears 
of the members of this House, they would, with 
one accord and with one voice, as brethren reach- 
ing out the hand to brethren, give a mite, a little: 
mite, to save them from starvation: And, sir, 
had it been done, under the circumstances ‘of 
the case, it would have done more, in the provi- 
| dence of God, to save this Union, than all the 
speeches made onthis floor; because, ifthe South, 
which had sent to the battle-fields of Kansas its 
armed men to plant the institution of slavery 
i there; if the South, which had by overwhelm: 
; ing numbers from the free States, been foiled in 
| its purpose by the ballot-box and the bayonet;- 
if the South, thus baffled and defeated, bad; in 
its magnanimity, with all its generous impulses 
aroused, responded to the cry of distress from 
afflicted Kansas, and said, ‘These are still our 
brethren and our sisters; we will give them what 
we ought from our overflowing Treasury,” the 
act would have touched the national heart; broke 
through the icy fetters of a selfishness that can 
| see its own but not another’s: virtues, can fèel 
its own but not another’s woes, and thus inau- 
| gurated that charity which can alone make us 
bear with a brother’s faults and errors, and make 
| us seek, from genuine feeling of affection, a broth- 
| er’s good. 

Sir, our national Treasury does overflow with 
| a people’s wealth, though the vaults of the sub- 
| Treasury may be empty. The Almighty has 
given us an abundant harvest. And though He 
who sends down His rain and His sun upon the 


just and the unjust, has closed for a season the 
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windows of the heavens, and refused to the farm- 
er’s graiñ in- Kansas its wonted increase, never 
before in the history of the country have the fields 
of other States yielded: so ample a return to the 
labors-of the husbandman. .: And, sir, I feel that 
the little pittance which I designed to ask for Kan- 
sas could have been given without suffering to us, 
and: without. being liable to those constitutional 
objections which a. charity to foreign nations 
- would be likely to raise. 
, Pbelieve, sir, that: the remedy for the existing 
evils isto be found if found at all, not in the head, 
but'the heart of the people. There is no nation 
ou-the: face of this earth, so far as intellectual cul- 
ture is:concerned, can compare with ours. But, 
sir; I regret to say that, while the mind is cul- 
tared toitshighestcapacity, those affections which 
really constitute the man, upon which alone gen- 
wine manhood can ‘be built, have not received the 
nurture which:they ought. If they had, we would 
not.see to-day the marshaling in hostile array of 
the armies-of the North and the armies of the 
South; we would not have drums beating, sol- 
diers marching, and all the devilish enginery of 
war preparing for the fraternal strife; but in- 
stead, all.would be striving to cultivate friendly 
relations by mutual acts of kindness and forbear- 
ance, and by the exercise of the broadest charity. 
All.would be striving to remember that the men 
of the North and the men of the South are chil- 
dren of the same universal Father, who cares as 
much; and would have us care as much, for the 
man who-lives south of Mason and Dixon’s line 
as for the man who lives north of that line. . If 
we strove so to imitate Him, and to pour out the 
affections of our hearts towards each other as He 
does towards all of us, we would soon bring to 
a peaceful termination the dreadful condition of 
affairs that now prevails throughout the country. 
. Sir, what would so touch the heart of the Amer- 
ican people as a free-will offering of this Congress? 
A:sudden pause in these angry debates for a frec- 
will offering to the cause of. humanity would make 


a common ground on which we could all plant our’ 


feet and stand solid as the hills. If, in the midst 
of warlike preparations, yielding to a generous 
impulse, we should let the cry from Kansas turn 
the current of our thoughts into the channel of a 
fraternal love, who can tell how many springs 
would. gush from American hearts, North and 
South, East and West, to swell that love intoa 
mighty river, widening its fertilizing stream into 
a:shoreless-ocean?. Sir, not in vain, then, would 


the rains have been withheld from the prairies of | 


Kansas; not in vain would the seed have shriv- 
eled ‘in the parched ground, if the nation could 
gather in the richer harvest of brotherly affec- 
tions. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, looking at it not 
from the heart but from the intellect, that it is an 
absolute moral impossibility for the North and 
South to unite in opinion, standing upon the op- 
posite grounds which they occupy. The South 
says, aş its ultimatum, ‘ We must have the Ter- 
ritories of the Union in common; we must be 
allowed to-go there and live there with the men, 
women, and children-we hold as property, or you 
exélude us from the commonsoil purchased by the 
common blood and treasure of the nation; on no 
other terms can we live with you as equals, and we 


cannot submit to live with you except as equals.” | 


Theysay to the North, “ You know nothing about 
the institution of slavery; you think of it as a negro 
driven tothe cotton-field under the oversecr’s lash, 
with the blood dripping from his back; you think 
-ofitas man and wife separated from each other, 
and denied the privileges of the social circle. 
You think of it as children in their tender years, 
torn from their fathers’ arms and their mothers’ 


embrace. Come down into our cities and towns, | 
and you willfind that we are fathers to our slaves; | 


that we care for them in sickness and provide for 


them in old age; that negro men and women live | 


among us united by religious ceremonies, sur- 
rounded by their families, with homes substan- 


tially their own; and that, considering the savage |! 


and degraded condition of their ancestors in the 
wilds of Africa, they. have made rapid strides in 


mental, moral, and religious growth. Let usalone; | 


still the insaneexciltement in your northern States 
about. the condition. of our slaves, about whose 
condition you know little, and enable us to relax 


our hand upon them, and we will agitate the ques- 
tion among ourselves, wisely, moderately, how 
we can bestameliorate their condition and elevate 
them, consistently with their own safety. Your 
interference with our institution forces us into its 
defense; the efforts you blindly make to liberate 
our slaves compels us to rivet their chains. More 
than a generation ago, Virginia, now in arms in 
defense of slavery, day after day, in the most per- 
fect freedom of debate, discussed the emancipation 
of her slaves, and the measure was lost by a single 
vote. If your northern free labor possesses those 
advantages you claim for it, and brings with it 
the train of individual and national blessings you 
would make us believe, enable us to see by your 
example at home that our true interest lies in its 
introduction with us.” 

Mr. Speaker, I know thatin all tlis, much, per- 
haps the main portion, of the picture is true; and 
I am willing to admit that, to a great extent, the 
picture we draw of your institutions is distorted 
and untrue. i 

Perhaps we have overlooked the virtues and 
advantages in your southern institutions, while the 
faults and blemishes have stood out prominently 
to view, even as the eye passes unnoticed the fer- 
tile plains and valicys that lie nearest us, to gaze 
upon the bleak and desolate mountains of granite 
that fringe the distance. Yet our southern breth- 
ren cannot deny that the relation between master 
and slave, while frequently one of affection upon 
the part of the laborer to the employer, is often 
one of great dependence, is often one in which the 
tyranny of the master is exercised over the ser- 
vility of the slave. I know that no southern slave- 
holder, no humaneand tender-hearted slaveholder, 
striving to perform his duty to all the members 
of that society in which Providence has placed 
him, according to the light afforded him from an 
age of Christian civilization, can rise upon this 
floor and say that never, in his experience, has 
he known acts of inhumanity, the natural out- 
birth of the institution of slavery, to be committed 
by the slaveholder on his slave, which have gone 
unwhipped of justice. Such a slaveholder must 
grieve with his whole heart that the marriage re- 
lation, as a legal institution, is not consistent with 
the condition of a slave. As he iooks upon his 
own family circle, the tender and loving wife, the 
brave and free sons, the chaste and beautiful 
daughters, and feels that all which men strive for, 
wealth, pleasure, fame, usefulness, is for the sake 
of that dear home; feels that with that circle un- 
broken he can buffet the trials and bear the bur- 
dens of life with a brave, unrepining heart; and 
that without those social ties wealthisa mockery, 

pleasure a mirage, fame a bubble, and usefulness 
itself a burden, he must needs regret that like 
hopes and Jike aspirations are not, cannot be, the 
lot of his slaves. 

Sir, that Christain slaveholder who, for long 

ears, has striven to grow into the image of his 

Maker; who, profoundly impressed with his re- 
sponsibilities to God and his fellow-man, has sur- 
rendered his life to his Maker, has taken up his 
cross daily and followed Him; who has made the 
natural and the sensual faculties of his nature sub- 
ordinate to his spiritual; and who has so found 
that the true life which alone is worth living, isa 
life of beneficence, a life of usefulness, alife which, 
sunlike, strews the earth with flowers, loads the 
trees with fruits, fills the air with perfume, and 
transmute® the dead earth into an Eden—such a 
man must needs see and grieve over those, whether 
white or black, free or bond, who still Hie im- 
mersed in the sensual stye. And such a slave- 


| holder, from experimental knowledge, must know 
that in the exercise of his freedom alone can man 


rise above the natural and sensual life into which 
he is born. Ido no not mean to say, sir, that a 
slave cannotthusrise. I know he can; but what! 
mean to assert is, that the obstacles to his eleva- 
tion are multiplied and strengthened by the sur- 
roundings of his servile state. 

We are a nation of Christians. We acknowl- 
edge Christ as our leader, as the great exemplar, 
after whom it is our aim to fashion our lives. 
The Bible is the word of God, soacknowledged, 
in the main, by all. It is believed to be a special 
revelation of God’s will to man—a written law, 
adapted to all the varied circumstances of life, and 
embracing within the range of its teachings all 


classes, conditions, and orders, of society. All 
over the land rise stately structures, on which 
the wealth of nations has been lavished, where 
all classes. of community assemble to hear the 
word of God read, to praise Him with music and 
solemn song, and bend the knee and the spirit in 
humble supplication and adoration to Him as the 
universal Father, whose love is over all, whose 
wisdom guides and illumines all, and whose om- 
nipotence energizes the faculties of all. From 
earliest infancy our children lisp the prayer which 
He taught his Disciples—that grand and loving 
epitome of the heart’s adoration and supplication, 
which it has been our privilege to hear during 
each day of this Congress. The Sunday schools 
are thronged with our youth, where the tender 
minds are taught the precepts of the decalogue; 
and where the golden rule by which all the ac- 
tions, the thoughts, and the affections of their 
future lives are to be measured, is written on their 
hearts. 

Our Christianity is the central sun of our civ- 
ilization. Its beams penetrated the Egyptian 
darkness of the middle ages, and lifted thatdusky 
vail which so long rested like an incubus upon the 
Europear: mind; and from thence hitherto, with 
augmented heat and light, it has scattered its 
beams of life and intelligence throughout the world. 
Not only the arts and sciences, not only forms 
of beauty and of use have sprung into life with 
the profuseness of a tropical vegetation, but one 
by one the great principles of right and wrong 
have been crystallized into codes and constitutions 
and laws, which, like the diamond, receive and 
hold and radiate the focalized beams of the civiliza- 
tion of the past and the present, and light up with 
constantly increasing splendor the pathway of 
the future. 

The common law of England, that corner-stone 
of our political structures, is but an aggregation 
of the truths of Christianity as applied to the 
occurrences of life; wherever, in its chrystalline 
structure, a speck or flaw or cloud is to be seen, 
it is because the truths of Christianity have been 
misunderstood or misapplied. The constitution 


| of England, that shadowy but firm structure which 


embraces the body-politic of Great Britain, is but 
a concrete of Christian principles applied to Gov- 
ernment; and wherever a shaft totters, or a col- 
umn crumbles, it is because of the barbarian ele- 
ments which have been unwisely incorporated in 
the structure. The law of nations, which has 
substituted the pursuits of commerce for the trade 
of the pirate, the arbitrament of peaceful tribunals 
for the wager of battle, which has whitened the 
seas with canvas, garnished the shores with cities, 
and burdened the land with plenty, is buta beam 
from the sun of Christianity, even now broken 
and dimmed by the interposing clouds of a lin-_ 
gering barbarianism. 

Our republican Constitution, the admiration of 
the world, which for three quarters of a century 
has performed its functions almost withouta jar, 
derives all its power from the’Christian principles 
it embodies. 

Now, sir, the northern religious man believes 
the condition of the slave to be at war with the 
principles of Christianity and with the precepts 
of the Bible. Though the southern man, edu- 
cated from infancy in its midst, may look upon the 
institution as patriarchal, as sanctioned by the 
precepts and the practices of patriarchs and kings, 
as Heaven-descended and Bible-sanctioned, yet 
no amount of logic, no cunning fence of argument, 
can move the northern religious mind from its 
positions. The northern religious mind looks, 
and will continue to look, upon your institution 
as Bible-denounced and Heaven-accursed; and no 
law, no punishment, no muzzling of the press, 
no suppression of discussions, no new alien and 
sedition laws, can touch its settled convictions. 
Call it bigotry, fanaticism—call it what you will, 
it is an incorrigible opinion, which can never be 
moved. And yet, sir, from one who so thought 
of slavery, I have heard as pure and heartfelt a 
petition go up to the throne of God for the master 
as for the slave; and the master held up before 
the throne of mercy notas a tyrant, orasa fiend, 
but asa brother man; no worse, no better, than 
the humble disciple from whose lips gushed the 
supplications of a heart overflowing with love to 
all men. Sir, that man who so feels would suffer 
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the fires of the stake rather than extend your in- 
stitution by any act of his; and yet I doubt not 
that man would look to the eradication of slavery 
among yourselves only through the silent but 
effective operations of that Gospel which brings 
peace on earth and good will to men. 

Now, sir, so believing, the northern man says: 
“ Slavery is an institution which, from the begin- 
ning of this Government up to the present moment, 
and long before this Government was formed, was 
recognized by the law of England to be local in its 
character, deriving its whole force from the local 
and municipal law; ar institution whose validity, 
whose sanction, exists alone by virtue of thelawof 
the State or Territory in which the slave lives.” 
Again, our northern men, as they look over the his- 
tory of the country, see that, among the boldest 
Abolitionists of the early day—before the popular 
mind had become so heated that it could not listen 
to the voice of humanity in behalf of the negro— 
were such men as Jefferson, Washington, Frank- 
lin, and Henry; and when they read the debates of 
our national convention, they see, or think they 
sec, that the principles of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, “that all men are created equal,” and 
have certain ‘‘ inalienable rights,” which are enu- 
merated—I say they see these principles embodied 
in the Constitution of the country. They see, 
indeed, that the southern negro has not the right 
to vote» yet he is represented upon the floor of 
this House. They know that, for every five ne- 
groes who live in the South, three of them are 
represented, the same as three free men, in this 
fiall, They know that there is a provision in 
the Constitution that, when a slave escapes from 
his master into a free State, he cannot be recog- 
nizéd as free by the laws of that State, but must 
be returned to the person to whom his labor be- 
longed; and this provision they believe to be a 
recognition in the Constitution that slavery islocal; 
and, but for this fugitive-from-labor provision, 
could have no existence beyond the law of the 
State. They know, too, that there was a pro- 
vision in that Constitution that, in twenty years 
after it went into effect, a traffic which, I believe, 
the South, as well as the North, still recognize 
as piratical and infernal, was to be abolished; 
and that, even before that period had clapsed, 
it was abolished. This, too, the North considers 
another evidence of the local character of slavery, 
inasmuch as, without this restriction, Congress, 
under its power over commerce, could have at 
once stopped the increase of slaves by means of 
the slave trade. 

Allow me to say, Mr. Speaker, that, though I 
refer to the Chicago platform, I care no more 
about it than I do about the Breckinridge platform, 
except so far as { believe it to express principles 
which I think it my duty to support. If the Chi- 
cago platform sustains the principles which I up- 
hold, L maintain and defend it; if it does not, I spit 
upon it and trample it under my feet. "khe Chi- 
zago platform says that the maintenance of the 
principles of the Declaration of Independence are 
essential to the perpetuity of Republican institu- 
tions. The Chicago platform says that the nor- 
mal condition of a Territory is one of freedom, 
and not slavery. It recognizes, in effect, that be- 
fore the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted, our fathers abolished slavery in all the 
Territories of the United States; that when this 
glorious Republic first went into operation, no 
slave soil outside of the slave States existed in the 
Union; that the policyf our fathers was, that 
slavery should ultimately be abolished by the 
slave States, because they believed it a moral, 
social, and political evil, entailed upon them by 
the cupidity of British merchants. Washington, 
as we well know, said there was no man who de- 
sired more than he to see slavery-abolished by 
law; and Benjamin Franklin declared, in a peti- 
tion which he presented to this body, I believe, 
that the Congress of the United States ought to 
step to the very verge of the Constitution in order 
to abolish it. 

Again: the Chicago platform says that the nor- 
mal condition of a ‘Territory is that of freedom: 
and what further does it say? Thatit is the duty 
of Congress, whenever occasion requires it, to 
prohibit the introduction of slavery into the Ter- 
riteries of the Union, and denies the authority of 
Congress, of a Territorial Legislature, or of any 


individual, to give legal existence’ to slavery in 
any Territory of the United States. : 
Now, I am confident the South will not say to 
the North,“ give up your principle.” I have 
heard no-man make such a requirement; yet the 
South says to us: ‘ You surrender no principle 
by giving up to slavery all the territory south of 


sional or constitutional enactments.” 

Now, I propose to show that the majority of 
the committee of thirty-three asks the Republicans 
of the North to give up a principle, and to give 
up the Chicago platform, as I understand it. Al- 
low me to say just here, that I have, in common 
with probably every gentleman upon this floor, 
received repeated communications from my con- 
stituents; but in no instance, in no single instance, 
have they for one moment wavered in their sup- 
port and maintenance of the Chicago platform. fn 
every instance have they declared it to betheir con- 
viction that the Republicans in Congresg should, 
at all hazards, adhere to their principles in refer- 
ence to slavery in the Territories, as announced 
in the Chicago platform. 

I have believed, from the beginning of this dis- 
cussion until now, that, as fair and honest men, 
dealing justly by our brethren in the South, it was 
the bounden duty of the Republicans to say to 
them: ‘Gentlemen, the opinion of our constitu- 

. ents in reference to slavery in the Territories is, 
that it ought not.to be established there, and we 
understand the Chicago platform to mean that it 
is the duty of Congress to prevent by legislation, 

, When it is necessary, the introduction of slavery 

in the Territorics; we mean to represent our con- 
stituents on this floor; we mean that you shall 
know what we intend to do, if we have the power. 

Not, sir, that I am not anxious for compromise; 

but it is impossible for us to compromise upon 
the basis demanded by us, without a disgraceful 
surrender of principle. I voted against the rais- 
ing of this select committee of thirty-three. Ibe- 
lieved thatit could never reconcile opinions which 

are so diametrically opposed to each other; and I 

believe so still, 

Mr. Speaker, the majority of that committee 
propose, in effect, to admit the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona as slave States. Let the 
country understand that; North and South, and 
mect it fully and squarely. 

By the law of 1850, the compromise measures, 
which I never subscribed to, but always opposed, 
it was provided that the institution of slavery 
might go into the Territory of New Mexico; and 
the preamble of this report states that whereas, 
by that law, the institution of slavery has already 
been legalized in the Territories of New Mexico 
and Arizona; therefore resolved, that the said Ter- 
| ritorges be formed into a State, and admitted with 
such constitution as the people there shall estab- 
lish for themselves, provided it is republican in 
form, according to the principles upon which the 
other States have been admitted. I say, then, 
stripped of all pretense and laid bare to the gaze, 
the proposition of the majority of the committee 
is no more and no less than that the Territories 
of New Mexico and Arizona shall be admitted 
with slavery implanted in their constitutions by 
law. As an honest man, believing, as I do, that 
the institution of slavery is repugnant to the prin- 
ciples upon which our Constitution and our Gov- 
ernmentrest, I never will vote for a méasure which 
I believe saps the foundation stone upon which 
the whole structure is erected. All other ques- 
tions are of little consequence; whether slavery is 
abolished in the District of Columbia for the next 
ten, or twenty, or a hundred years, is a matter 
comparatively of little importance. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is a different thing when 
we propose to nationalize slavery by making all 
territory south of 36030! a State, with or without 
slavery, as its constitution may provide, ignoring 
the fact that slavery is now spread over New 
Mexico by virtue of the territorial law, not only 
African slavery in its’ most objectionable form, 
but peon slavery, which embraces whites as well 
as blacks, citizens as well as those who, under 
the decision of the Supreme Court, are entitled to 
| no rights which a white man is bound to respect. 
| When we thus admit New Mexico, without first 
purging it of slavery and peonage, both of which 
f we have the unquestioned right to prevent the 


36° 30’, and protecting slavery there by congres- 


Territorial Legislature from establishing—when’ 
we thus sanction the act of a Territorial Legisla- 
ture making free territory slave, we nationalize’ 
slavery, we recognize it as property; we fail to” 
exercise the twofold power which Congress has; 
first, to repeal the territorial law; second, to rē- 
fuse to admit a slave State, by which the further, 
extension of slavery may be prevented. We maké 
every man in this Union guilty of extending slà- 
very, And, sir, itis no answer tò say; that from’ 
1850 until now, with the full power to carry sla- 
very there, but twenty-fourslaves have been car- 
ried there. [tis no answer to say that the parched’ 
plains of New Mexico are unfitted to slave labor; 

no answer to say that God has established the 

law of freedom over those Territories more'ef- 

fectual than human codes. Sir, I cannot forget: 
that Indiana, whena Territory, repeatedly applied. 
to Congress for permission to hold slaves, nor the’ 
noble response of Virginia’s eccentric but talented’ 
and patriotic statesman. Sir, I cannot forget that 

in that mighty empire which throws its arms: 
around the Arctic ocean, slavery has existed inits’ 
worst forms from time immemorial, and that our’ 
own ancestors, the villeins of merry England, were’ 
chattel slaves; nor can I forget that, unknown in 

name, but existing in fact, slavery has ever gone 

and flourished, too, unless the free hearts of the 

people have erected a barrier of law to prevent 

its ingress. Nor can I forget that even our own: 
African slavery has béén pronounced by the best, 

the ablest, and the most eloquent of southern’ 
statesmen, glaringly inconsistent with the princi- 

ples of liberty and equality which gave birth to 

our Revolution, and out of which our Constitu- 

tion and laws have grown. 

Plant slavery in New Mexicoand Arizona. Let 
| it be forever in contact with the fertile cotton-fields 
of Texas, and with those other fields which ‘the | 
chairman of the committee of thirty-three has so ` 
logically shown to be capable of sustaining sixty 
| million slaves—nearly twice the present popula- 
tion of the United States—and who can tell what 
will be the future destiny of that vast Territory, : 
large enough to make twenty-four States the size 
of Massachusetts. As the rocks and mountains of: 
New England, its granite, and its ice, have been 
made to sustain a dense population, who knows 
what people may yet swarm over even the sterile. 
plains of New Mexico? Who knows what new | 
| arts, what new appliances, what unimagined dis. | 
coveries may convert the desert into a garden? 
Sir, I have scen the sand-hills of a southern farm, 
where even the stunted pine would scarcely thrive, 
converted into luxuriant clover-fields by the en- 
lerprise and industry of Yankee farmers; and 
sleek and well-fed herds grazing where the prickly 
pear was before the chief vegetable. May not 
the same industry and skill that have reclaimed the 
plains of Holland from the waters, and which 
| gather now the vintage from the mountains of 
Switzerland, yet give fertility to the plains and 
mountains of New Mexico and Arizona? And 
i shall we sanction slavery there now by congres- 
sional action, or by constitutional guarantees ? | 

When I heard the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Mitison,] who—rising above his surround- 
ings and the position of his party, made to my 
mind a glorious Union speech—state that the two 
į parties of the North and the South had fought, and 

had both won and both been conquered; that the 
North had substantially excluded slavery from 
the Territories; and the South had established the 
principle announced by the Dred Scott decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, I dif- 
fered with him. I would, sir, rather have the 
acorn, folded up as it is in its little shell, than the 
mighty oak that gave it birth, as it stands blasted 
by the lightning stroke; for the acorn will make 
oaks upon oaks and clothe the world in forests. 
So, sir, | would rather establish one principle, one 
| abstraction, one truth, than to have the aggre- 
gated facts of the universe in my favor; because 
the truth, the principle, the abstraction, will over- 
throw cverything that stands in its way. When 
the great Teacher of the Christian religion taught 
God is love, and told his Disciples to love one 
another, it was a mere abstraction; but, sir, it has 
revolutionized the world; given birth to arts and 
sciences; founded and perpetuated free institutions, 

Establish the abstraction that we should love 
one another, and bring it into daily practice, and 
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it will root-out every evil, cithcr in the individual 
man orin the body-politic. I would rather have 
every foot.of the Territories of the United States,. 
north as well.as south, covered with slavery, than 
to. have established the principle that: man can 
hold property in man under the provisions of the 


abstraction, and you may take the 
tis the reason the Republican party 
declares, in substance, that it will not abide by 
on. of the Supreme Court of the United 
< 1tis the principle, the abstraction, which it 
vars against—not against the court, nor the case. 
itdecided—but it is. the principle which is to meas- 
uréand decide all other cases that we repudiate 
and condemn. As a lawyer by profession, and 
having had the ‘honor to hold a humble place 
upon the bench, there isno man who reveres more 
than T do the judicial character, or who will go 
further to give all the force it is entitled to to the 
judicial decision. But I may say here, as I un- 
derstand the principles of our Government, that 
it will never do to declare a judicial decision can 
infririge'a principle of liberty. File decision upon 
d¢cision,.in the Janguage of the courts of the Uni- 
ted States themselves, in a matter “ concerning | 
the liberties of the citizens, precedent is not to be 
regarded.” 

‘The principle of the Dred Scott decision, which 
ig claimed ‘on the part of the South, is that man | 
amay hold property in man under the Constitution | 
of the United States in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. It is either right or wrong. If it be 
right, Phold it should stand eternal as the hills; 
andif wrong, vanish like the mists of morning 
before the sunbeams of truth. Tell me that the 
decision of a Jeffreys, a tyrant upon the bench, 
shall abide through all coming time! Itis against 


all res sas well as against all liberty. I do not 
uñgorstaüd, however, that the Dred Scott decision 
ig, in point of fact, what it is claimed to be on the 

art, ithe South; bat Ido. understand that it 
substantially establishes that principle so far as 


the opinions of a majority of the members of that 
court can establish it, I say for one, that the | 
Republican party—make use of it, secessionists, 
if you can; for itis true, you are entitled to it— 
I say, sir, that the Republican party is planted in 
opposition to-that decision; and so sure as the | 
sun rises and sets, that principle never can be 
estallished in this country. Come Union or dis- 
union, come peace or war, never, never, never 
willa true Republican abandon that which he 
believes underlies our free institutions. 

‘Anybody who will read the resolutions adopted 
at Chicago will see that the Republican party is 
planted upon another principle, which, if under- 
stood and disseminated at the South, would, I 
think, crush’ secession, and uplift once more upon 
Fort Moultrie the stars and stripes—and that is, 
noh-interfererice with the institution of slavery in 
the States where it now exists. The South is 
thus: assured of all that the Constitution grants 
them. ; A 

Mr. Speaker, I am not disposed to discuss 
whether South Carolina, or any of the cotton 
States or border States, have a right to leave the 
Union. I believe that government is derived from 
the consent of the governed. I believe that the 
right of revolution is as essential to a Ane 
Government as any other set out in the Declara- 
tion of Independence. Were Ian officer in the 
United States Navy or Army, and my State se- 
ceded, F would not hesitate fur a moment to throw 
up. my commission, and return to the ranks of 
my people. 

That is the. position that I should occupy. I 
am loyal to my State. I am sianding with my 
fellow-countrymen, with whom I was reared and 
educated, with whom all my feclings, with whom 
all my principles, are associated. Neither will I 
diseuss that other question: which is the strongest, 
the North or the South? -I look upon it as mere 
braggadocio; and of all the occupations which 
men pursue, I think that of the braggart is the | 
meanest and the smallest. As was well said by | 
thé gentleman from. Virginia. [Mr. Harris] to- 
day, “the race is not always to the swift, nor 
the battle to. the strong.” T depend, sir, for the 


strength of the North, upon.the principles which 


it advocates; and if they be right, I do not fear, if 
occasion requires it, to submit our cause to the 
God of battles. But, sir, I conceive such a con- 
tingency to be entirely out of the question. Who 
is going to fire the first gun? Who is going to 
put the pistol to his brother’s breast? Who is 
going to make the first home desolate? Who is 
going first to spread sorrow and agony in the 
breasts of women and children? Who is going 
to place in hostile array, not merely in positión 
but in act, the two parts of this great Confeder- 
acy? Who dreams that in a struggle such as that 
which would take place between the North and 
the South, a single battle-field will. decide the 
issue? The wars of the houses of York and Lan- 
caster will pale into insignhificance—the battles 
that desolated the fairest fields of Europe for cen- 
turies will become insignificant in comparison. 
We, when we had but three million people, 
threw down the gage of battle to the powerful 
empire of Great Britain. We had thea only few 
ships and*few soldiers, without arms,and almost 
bankrupt; yet we came through the war of the 
Revolution victorious—not a star erased,-not’a 
| stripe defaced. And will it be said that the eight 
| million of the South cannot defend their fire- 
sides, their altars and their homes, against the 
eighteen million of the North? I have not a mo- 
ment’s doubt about it—not a moment’s. 

It seems to me that the poorest argument that 
could possibly be presented, is this idea that we 
can conquer the South by force of arms on the 
field of battle. Asa citizen of the great State of 
New York, I will, in defense of her rights, vote 
men and money, and send my children into the 
battle-field, and even—which God grant may never 


brother. While I see that dread alternative before 
me, I never can give up the conviction of my mind 
that it would be brutal and inhuman butchery. 
No, sir; loving {ree institutions as I do; believing, 
as Ido, that all men are created equal; that before 
the cyes of the just God the poor man is as high 
as the rich, and the negro as the white, alone, 
alone though it be, I hesitate not to make the 
assertion, that E believe that, when the immortal 
spirit of man is stripped of its tenement of clay, 


master and slave will be measured, not by the 
color of their skin or the crisp of their hair, but 
by the affections of the heart and the intelligence 
of the soul, and the virtue of the life; believing, 
as I do, that all men are equal, I would rather 
makca peaceful division than shedadrop of blood. 
I would rather see this Capitol crumble into dust 
than see a single human soul lost. Feeling and 
thinking so, l have no fear for principles. H I 
were disposed to enter the field of imagination and 
picture tomyseif the future of the North, grounded 
as it is on free institutions, with free colleges in 
every State, with free schools in every mile square, 
with the homes of educated men covering every 
hill-top and every valley, with a hardy yeomanry 
| who are not ashamed or afraid of work, believing 
that God gave the hand to toil, the head to think, 
the heart to feel, I should have no fear for the fu- 
ture of the North. I would hope that the future 
of the South might be as glorious, as prosper- 
ous, and as happy as the future of the North; 
and, sir, had I the power—which I have not— 
I would pursue no policy towards our brethren 
of the South ether than what necessity required. 
If they plant their cannon at the mouth of the 
Mississippi, and attempt to make tributary to 
‘them the great States that lic in the valley of the 
Mississippi, I would say to them first, in tones 
of respectful expostulation, ‘Give us the free 
| navigation of our rivers;” and if they refused that, 
! I would not hew my way to the seaboard, but I 
| would plant my ships at the mouth of the river, 
and I would carry coercion—if you choose to call 
it so—no further than was absolutely necessary 
to protect the vital interests of the North. { would 
! almost say to South Carolina, +‘ Rather than shed 
| blood, E will even surrender the fort over which 
| alone the flag of the Union now floats.” I feel, sir, 


| foreign State, I should feel different; but though 
_erring, she is still a sister State; and I remember, 
‘sir, her Sumter. I remember her Marion and his 
| men. Tremember him who, of all her statesmen, 


happen—imbrue my hands in the blood of a | 


and stands before the throne of the Almighty, the | 


| thatno ignominy has been cast upon our Republic | 
by all that South Carolina hasdone. Were she a | 


| der at the thought. 


I most esteemed when he was in his glory, (John 
C. Calhoun,) mistaken.as I believe him to have 
been. Tremember him, and I would treat South 
Carolina as, in the Bible, the father treated the 
prodigal son. Let her go. I would use no more 
force against her than is absolutely necessary for 
self-preservation and the protection of the great 
interests of the country. I would let time work 
its effects upon her. I would wait until she got 
hungry, and then 1 would give her bread. I 
would wait until she got naked, and then I would 
clothe her. And if she ever did come back, l 
would run ta meet her half way, and throw my 
arms around her, and call upon my servants to 
kill the fatted kid and make music and festival 
because the lost one had returned. And, if it 
becomes necessary to sink ships in her harbor 
and shut up her port, when she comes back into 
this great family of States, I will be the first to vote | 
appropriations for their removal. While she and 
the cotton States remain out; I would have our 
flag wave, as I saw it waving above these gas- 
lights to-night, with no star erased, in the hope 
that at last even South Carolina will again return. 
I would not givé that hope up, and we need never 
give it up, until blood is shed. 

_ Then, when the day of passion begins its rule, 
God only knows where it will stop. Sir, I shud- 
1 have looked upon my fate 
as most blessed, not for the individual benefits 
which I enjoy, but for the heritage of freedom 
and civilization, which I expected to hand dowr 
to my children. God only Poows what the con- 
dition of our country will be if our hands are 
imbrucd in one another’s blood. I say to the 
South: Peace! wait; shed not blood. Let not 
these cannon that run along our streets send forth 
their showers of grape and canister, as at Buena 
Vista and Cerro Gordo and Chepultepec. Let not 
the iron hail rattle among the bones of our fellow- 
men. Let every man feel that in bis hands, on 
his heart, on his mind, depend, perhaps, not only 
the lives of millions of men, but the liberties and 
the happiness of countless millions. If this na- 
tion should be plunged into civil war, when ma 
we hope again to rear such another temple as this 
to the goddess of Liberty? I hope yet, sir, to see 
the time when the highest stone will be put upon 
the dome of this proud Capitol. I hope yet to 
see theday when the bronzeimage of that goddess 
of Liberty, for whom we fought in the days of 
the Revolution, will stand triumphant upon its 
summit. ; 

Mr. Speaker, I had intended to cite the opin- 
ions of statesmen of North Carolina during the 
debate on the adoption of the national Constitu- 
tion in the convention of that State, in which, at 
that early day, the principle of coercion was ad- 
vocated and sustained. {had intended,'also, to 
show,ag bricfly as I could, that the present agita- 
tion of the South for the introduction of slavery 
into all tye Territories, under the Constitution of 
the United States, was commenced in 1847, by the 
introduction of a resolution by John C. Calhoun; 
and that, prior to thattimo, such a right had never 
been demanded; but I see that the time allotted to 
me has nearly expired, and it would be impossible 
for me to present my views upon that subject as 
fully as 1 would desire. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. WM. KELLOGG, 
OF ILLINOIS, 
In rue Houses or Representatives, 
February 8, 1861. 
The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois, said: 

Mr. Speaker: I have listened, sometimes with 
great pleasure, sometimes with great pain, to the 
arguments and speeches which have been made 
during the last few days in regard to the dis- 
tarbed condition of the country; but thus far with 
little hope. T have heard well-prepared speeches 
delivered, gilded with well-toned periods, glit- 
tering tropes, and adorned with flowers of rhet- 
oric and oratory; but I have as yet heard but 
little said which-gives me hope fora bright future 
for this great country of ours. I have heard gen- 
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tlemen of talent discuss this subject upon party 
grounds, as if standing upon a political battle- 
field, and from that stand-point consider the ques- 
tion of the day, with an acrimony of spirit that 
evidences rather the politician than thestatesman, 
While their country lics bleeding, dismembered, 
and straggling in the agonies of dissolution, they 
talk as though the supremacy of a political party 
were superior to all considcrations of their coun- 
try’s good. ` 

For one, sir, I here say in my place, whatever 
may betide it, or betide me, I would rather ten 
thousand political parties and their platforms were 
overwhelmed, never to rise again, than that this 
great Government of ours should be imperiled. 
[Applause in the galleries, 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Erugeripce. 
in the chair.) The galleries will preserve order. 

Mr, KELLOGG, of Illinois. 1 know that ap- 
plause should not be uttered for sentiments de- 
clared here, and yet it comes bubbling up from 
the hearts of the people. It comes asif borne from 
the prairies of my own noble State, saying that 
the Government must and shall be preserved, 
though political parties sink forever into oblivion. 
Let it come; it is the voice of the people, and be- 
fore it traitors will tremble and treason grow pale. 
{Renewed applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. WINSLOW. Theattention of the Speaker 
was drawn yesterday to the fact of applause in 
the galleries. Certainly, no gentleman who de- 
sires the proceedings of this House to be con- 
ducted with order would, after the remark of the 
Speaker yesterday, renew such demonstrations. 
The Speaker declared yesterday that if these dem- 
onstrations were repeated, he would cause the 
galleries to be cleared. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No doubt those 
who now occupy the galleriés are not those who 
occupied them yesterday. The remarks of the 
gentleman from North Carolina will probably 
prevent the recurrence of such demonstrations; 
and the Chair appeals to the galleries to refrain 
therefrom. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. Mr. Speaker, the 
condition of my voice is such thatit is with diffi- 
culty that, { shall be able to say what I desire, in 
the time allowed me by the rules. I said, sir, that 
this voice carne up as from the prairies of my own 
State. I know sir, full well, that the position I 
have assumed and occupy upon this question, will 
bring down upon my humble hcad the animad- 

. version and the censure of many; but yet I think 
I know the people of this country, I think I know 
the people of my own State; and I venture to pre- 
dict to-day, that, whatever politicians may say, 
whatever political editors may write, the heart of | 
the people beats for the Republic, beats for their 
Constitution and theirlaws. Aud, sir, i here say, 
in the presence of my colleagues, that when this 
question shall go before our constituents, the peo- 
ple will respond that they will adjust this matter 
upon fair and honorable terms, and if necessary, 
even at the sacrifice of parties, by a majority of | 
fifty thousand votes. But suppose we fail: what 
matters it? Suppose we go down: what matters | 
it? The people have in their keeping the interests 


hearts, and they will protect and perpetuate it. | 
Politicians wiil raise their puny arms in vain; | 


A i ; i 
of this great Government; it is garnered in loyal | 
i 


they will sustain the Union by any just, honor- |; 


able, and conciliatory measure that promises to 
bring harmony and peace to the nation. 


When we assembled at the opening of the pres- 1 


ent Congress, the mutterings of discontent and | 
the rumbling of the distant storm were heard, and 
from the far off South therc came up a wail of 
disunion and secession. And yet we took our 
seats quietly here, and commenced legislation 
But louder and still louder came the ery, and 


darker grew the clouds around and above us of | 


revolution and rebellion against the Government | 
of the country and the Constitution and laws; | 
and now, gentlemen talk here of secession as aj 
right, and argue it asa principle. We here to-day | 
argue in reference to the right of secession. Men į 
at the heart of this great country are discussing | 
the right of secession, when that question is past 
argument. Revolution is a fact,and the historian 


; you of the border States, 


ness which disloyalty to freedom and constitua- 
tional law brings upon him ‘who adopts it. ’ 
How stands the matter to-day? Sir, we are 
sitting here in the American Congress; for the first 
time in the history of the nation, with cannon 
bearing upon the Capitol to protect us, and with 


military squadrons marshaled in the streets of the | 


city to protect the Capitol; we sit here coolly and 
deliberately and talk upon the ‘ right of seces- 
sion,” and plan and figure for party ascendency. 
God save the mark! What, sir, is our duty? Our 
duty is, irrespective of party considerations, to 
learn the real cause of the condition of the coun- 
try, and to apply such remedics as the magnitude 
of the difficulty and the character of the nation 
require. Can we save the country? I believe, 
before God, we can, if we are true men, and do our 
duty. Sir, the veriest abstraction in the world— 
a question of political opinion misrepresented 
upon cither side—is about to rend in pieces this 
fair Government of ours, and the bitterness of the 
strife of the last campaign is brought in to accel- 
erate its disruption. Sir, when the historian shal! 
write, if ever he may, the causes of the destruc- 
tion of the American Government, what will he 
say? None does exist; none can be written. 
God grant he may never be called upon to do it! 
And if you, gentlemen of the South and gentlemen 
of the North, will come up to this question as men 
and patriots, and disabuse your minds of consid- 
erations of political powcr, the sun shall not rise 
and set five times before peace shall be restored; 
this great nation of ours shali be harmonious; 
and our glorious old flag shall wave as brightly 
and proudly over this Capitol as it ever has done, 
not a single stripe erased, not a single star ob- 
secured. 

What, sir, is the real cause of our present con- 
dition? The real cause is not occasional dificul- 
ties in securing the return of fugitive slaves; and 
I want, to-day, to make to my southern friends 
a fair proposition in reference to that one of their 
alese grievances. The South, with tho institu- 
tion of slavery, under the Constitution, isentitled 
to protection in the way of the return of fugitives 
from labor. Thatis my jadement; and it is the 
judgment of the Republican party; and it has been 
told you in thunder tones at the ballot-box, in the 
election of the President clect, that you are enti- 
led to a faithfel execution of the fugitive slave 
law, Have ycu nota sufficient guarantee of the 
objects and purposes of the party now coming into 
power, when tbat was declared before the election 
by thy: gentleman who hag been elected President 


bya most triumphant majority in the great North, 
1 BY. T ] y S 


where you claim that this difficulty exists? Itis 
due that IT should say that Mr. Lincoln, before 
his election, declared, in his debates of 1858 with 
Judge Doveras, that the South were entitled to 
an cilicient fugitive slave law; and did you ever 
ask more than that? In the State of Hiinois, the 


present fugitive slave law has been faithfully ex- | 


ecuted. I ask my colleague, [Mr. MeCirrsann,] 
with whom I have kindly relations, but have had 
severe conflicts politically, T ask him, and I ask 
has not Hlinois executed 
faithfully, honorably, and justly, the law of 1850 
in relation to the return of fugitives from labor? 

Mr. McOLERNAND. My tegtimony is not 
necessary Lo corroborate that of my distinguished 
colleague on that point. His statement is noto- 
riously true. IHinois has always been mindful 
of constitutional obligations. More than that; 
police laws are now in force in that State, and 
have been for many years, operating efficiently 
in ald of the fugitive slave law; and, beyond ques- 
tion, the courts and juries iu that State have faith- 
fully and effectually executed that law. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. Speaker, there have 
been occasional violations of that law in Hinois. 
There will be occasional violations of all laws, 
everywhere in our country, in the South as well 
as in the North; but when those who violated 
the law came before our courts, their positions, 
high or low, did not shield them from the penal- 
ties of the law. Within the last twelve months, 
men who have violated that law have expiated 
the offense within the | ofa prison. 1 say of 


has recorded it. Six, and perhaps seven, of the 
outer circle of the stars of this Confederacy have 
set; and unless they shall be relumed, and return 
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that law that it is harsh, and that it has objec- 
tionaple and cruel features; but, sir, itis the law 
of the land; and when I went up to that desk and 


7 a a ‘Cao N 4. 
as loyal States, they have set forever in the dark- | 


; its moral and political forcey. 


laid my hand upon the Gospel, and gwore'to sus- 
tain the “Constitution, I felt myself boyd; aa T 
ever do as a citizen of the United, States, to a 
faithful execution of that and every other law. 
upon the statute-book, guarantied by the Consti: 
tution: f DER what de Ai 

Mr. Speaker, I heard the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [ Mr. Stevenson] say the other day, that: 
Kentucky had lost $209,000 annually in slave 
property. Iso understood him.” Ido notsee hini 
now in his seat. I thought he put the proposition 
in añ unfair light. That Kentucky: has lost that 
amount of property in slaves, that have escaped 
—as they ever will escape ag long as the institu’: 
tion exists—I do not doubt; but -will<he tell-me - 
that that amount of’ property has been lost to. the 
people of Kentucky in consequence of any ar- 
rangements in the northern States to induce slaves 
to leave their masters? I do not believe. he will; 
nor will any man who is acquainted with the 
northern people. Property in the services of ne- 
groes is at best. uncertain in its tenure and enjoy- 
ment. Being living, breathing, immortal beings; 
and having the natural aspiration for freedom, 
they will, so long as the institution exists, escape: 
from their masters; but that is your misfortune, 
and not our fault. How stands the matter in 
Pennsylvania? Pennsylvania, itis said, has faith- 
fully returned all fugitive slaves. “How is it‘with’ 
Ohio? Ohio, too, has returned ‘them, although’ 
difficulties have arisen there asto the construction 
of the law; and I believe the law of 1850, provid- 
ing for the return of fugitives from labor, will ber 
fairly executed in all the free States. I say, how- 
ever, that you must not charge upon me the guar- 
dianship of your slave property, or any other kind 
of property. Iwill execute the laws faithfully; 
butif you have slaves you must ‘provide your 
own protection for that species of property. ; 

Lam told by responsible gentlemen upon this 
floorthat there are to-day, in the State of Maryland, 
men under indictment for stealing more négroes 
than there have been slaves taken from the South 
in the past year by any combination of northern 
men. Why notdenounce the people of Maryland 
because ofthis violation of the laws and rights of 
others? Simply because they are the-acts of indis 
viduals; but, sir, they are not more the acts of indi- 
viduals than are the acts:of persons who obstruct”. 
the law of 1850, or induce the’ escape’ of slaves. 
Surely, then, this is no cause for the disruption of 
this Govérnment... If that were the cause of diffis 
culty, we could adjust it in an hour. That cer-: 
tainly is not the cause of the secession of South 
Carolina, Mississippi, and Alabama, and the 
other Gulf States. They have never losta slave, 
in my judgment; by the action of the northern 
people., This is bat a pretext to complicate the 
difficultics of a settlement, and make it more un- 
certain of ratification by the people, 

But the rapid passage of my hour admonishes 
me that I must pass from that question tothe 
qaestion of the practical result. of the right of 
southern men to emigrate to the Territories with 
their slaves. The States that have seceded from 
the Union have never sent their slaves to the Ter- 
ritories. They-do not propose to send them there. 
They buy their slaves from the border States; and 
the practical result of the right to carry slaves into 
the Territories is a bagatelle, and has nothing 
whatever to do with this movement for sceession 
and the disruption of the Government, But what 
is it, sir? 

The difficulty is a conflict of opinion between 
the people of the South and the people of the _ 
North in relation to the institution of slavery in 
That conflict of 
opinion has existed since the organization of this 
Government, and it will exist as long as our Gov- 
ernment shall last. Fifty years ago, it was gen- 
erally conceded that slavery was wrong, and then 
there was no difficulty in adjustment and compro- 
mise. Now, the southern mind is educated to 
the belief that slavery is right, and the northern 
mind is educated in the fixed and determined 
opinion that it is a moral wrong, and a political 
evii. 

Legislation may induce peace, by taking the 
sting out of the conflict, by preventing collision 
and actual conflict; but itean never change the 
idea and belief that slavery is wrong in the North 


or right in the South. Never You may legislate 


Ka 
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until the tide shall cease to rise and fall, and yet 
the publie mind at the South will believe that the 
institution of slavery is right. You may legislate 
till the sun shail grow tired in his course, and the 
northern mind will still say that slavery isa moral 
evil aid apolitical wrong. Why waste your time 
in endeavoring to reform public opinion North, 
oF to reform public opinion South? -Itis not the 
business or the duty of legislation. Itis not asub- 
ject of legislation. It existed when the Govern- 
ment began: -It will exist when you and I, and 
the States. which werepresent, shall have crumbled 
away under the gnawing tooth of time. And yet, 
sit; are we in the difficulty that nothing can be 
done:to avert the cvil? 
dissolved? Is the fair fabric which our fathers 
builded’te: crumble to dust in its carly manhood, 
because differences of opinion exist now, which 
existed when the Government began? I would 
say to. my northern friend, who is willing to see 
this Government disrupted on that question, that, 
however much I might Jove him and admire his 
talents, I would, take leave of him forever, and 
cling to the flag of my country, and let public 
opinion at the North and South prevail as 1t now 
is, rather than ruin should overwhelm us. This 
difference existed’ when the Government was 
framed. Slavery existed in Virginia, that proud 
old mother of States, whom I admire to-day 
for her position in this great conflict. She has 


thrown herself into the breach to turn back the į 


tide of disunion and revolution, and says to the 
nation, * be united, and be brothers again.” God 
bless the Old: Dominion! New York, too, was 
then: a ‘slave State, and tolerated, the doctrine’ of 
slavery. Massachusetts—liberty-loving State— 
where stands old Bunker Hill, with her thousand 
lorious clustering memories, drank in carly the 
octrines of freedom. 
“She carly embraced the idea that human op- 
pression was wrong in every form. True, gallant 
old State? On one of her hill sides, | have seen 
a humble slab, with the inscription, “ Here War- 
yen fell? Who can look at it without a throb 
and a sensation of glorious recollection of our 
history? Will old Massachusetts now unbend a 
little, not to sacrifice her opinions and principles, 
but to save the Union? Will Virginia do it? Will 
Kentucky do it?’ I say before Heaven that Ili- 
nois, her young sister, will; and you, sir, fad- 
dressing Mr. McCreanarn,] and 1 wik march 
hand in hand to consummate the glorious triumph 
of the reunion of the States in the spiritin which 
they were first formed. 

(Mr. McCiennanp here advanced, and giving 
his hand to Mr. Kerxoae, said— 

-And what other oath, 
-Phan honesty to honesty engug’d, 
‘That this shall be, or we will fali for it??? 

[Great applause in the House gallerics.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, (in his seat.) I wish 
you joy of the wedding. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. My colleague 
says he wishes me joy of the wedding. Sir, when 
any member of any party will ask me to stand 


with him by the: country, disregarding political |; 
distinctions, Tsay we will be brothers, whatever | 
may betide; and, if I must part with my friends, | 
Although they may | 


I will give-them a blessing. 
wander for atime in the dark paths of fanaticism 
they will at last return to the homes of the 
fathers; and we will take them back and make 
them first children in the household. 

1 said, sir, that when this Government was 
formed there was this conflict of opinion. Do you 
believe it could ever have been formed, if it had 
been required that Virginia and old Massachu- 


setts should agrec that slavery was either right or | 


wrong? No, sir. ‘Lhe very question which now 
disturbs us would have prevented the union of 


the States. If Virginia or North Carolina had | 
said to Massachusetts, ** You must believe as we 


do,” I tell you the battle of Bunker Hill wouk 
never have been fought. But, sir, what did they 
do? ` They agreed to tolerate opinion in the dif- 
ferent localities, as we are compelled to tolerate 
opinions on political and religious subjects among 
our nelghbors 
ethood. What did they doin the Territories? 
Did they say that no slavery should exist in the 


Territories?) Your fathers did in the northwest- | it that made the e 
ern Territory, Slavery was'not there, practically; |) breaking down of the Missouri line. 


Is this Government to be | 


soas to live together in good broth- | 


Land burned, secthed and bubbled, with politi 


sail torn. 

Then do it, my friends. If you but return to 
the policy of your fathers; if you go back and do 
that now to save the Union that they did to make 
the Union originally, the question is settled in an 
hour. Woe be to him, when the shock comes, 
who did not do all in his power to settle this 
vexed question in American politics. 

In view of that idea, and the true policy of the 
Government, and the policy of the fathers in re- 
gard to slavery, I have presented to this House 
resolutions which I believe carry out every doc- 
trine of the Republican party, and which, if 
adopted, will give peace to the country and a glo- 
rious termination to that conflict which was likely 
to involve the country in the calamities of dis- 
ruption and civil war. I propose to amend the 
Constitution; to do that which the fathers did in 
1820, when the same question was before the 
American mind. There was then a practical con- 
flict of opinion in regard to slavery in the Terri- 
tories. There wasslavery, in fact, in the southern 
part of the Louisiana purchase, There was no 
slavery, in fact, in the northern portion of it. 
The people of the eastern States demanded a right 
to emigrate there, and that they should have frec- 
dom as an inheritance. 

There was a conflict of opinion; it was an un- 


occupied Territory, but about to be settled; and’ 


that conflict of opinion was fast becoming a con- 
flict in fact. What did the fathers do when the 
best men in the Republic trembled for its perpe- 
tuity? These men, who had drunk in the inspi- 
ration of the Revolution, said: ‘There shall bea 
line drawn between us, brothers as weare. North 
of that line slavery shall never be. South of it 
slavery does exist. So letus be at peace,” What 
was the result? The result was what it would 
now be if we should return to that policy—peace 
and joy. The glad tidings swept over the land, and 
all was harmony; and hope and confidence was 
again restored. So, for thirty years there was a 
tolerance of opinion on the slavery question north 
and a tolerance of opinion south of that line; and 
the people went on in that glorious career which 
this Government ought to have before the nations 
of the earth, in all time to come. But in an evil 
hour, when the political mind of the nation was 
inflamed by partisan strife for powe that line 
was abolished;*that barrier for freedom was de- 
stroyed; and the conflict which had been pre- 


then to the present hour, the country has blazed 
al 


| excitement, untilnow rain stares us in the face. 
© Had that been in the Constitution, it would have 


; same provision in the Constitution, Thatis my |! 


| 


given peace while the Government lasted, Letus 
judge of the future by the past. Letus put the 


proposition—nothing more, nothing less. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word to my Re- 
publican friends. Whether Í am in or out of the 
party is to me of very litUe moment. Last year 


;i the old Tribune, of New York, attacked me; and 
Tread it out of the party tolerably successfully 
‘ in Illinois. 
i attacked me during this session. 


The little Tribune, of Chicago, has 
g i will give it 
sufferance a little while longer; but ifit does not 
then correct iis manners and habits, Twill read it 


out of the party also. (Laughter.] What was 
1 


vented by its establishment raged ancw; and from į 


i 


Republican party? It was the j 


that that was a settlement between the North and 
the South; and when it was destroyed, the indig- 
nation of the northern people defeated the party 
that destroyed it, and gave rise to the party which 
is now the dominant party in this country This 
trouble has come upon us, and I ask you to put 
back the same principle ina shape so that it shall 
not be effaced from ourlaws. Task you to adopt 
the principle which you said was right in 1856. 

Is therein the Republican ranks any Democrat 
who left his party in 1856? 1 believe there are 
many of them. Why did they leave it? Because 
of the repeal of the Missouri: compromise line. 
How can you answer when this proposition to 
put back that line—which can alone give peace to 
the country—is made in‘this House? Will you 
say that you would rather that this Government 
should be destroyed, than to go back to the days 
of peace and prosperity under the Missouri com- 
promise line policy? To the agitator, it is the 
knife of the surgeon. When peace shall. be re- 
stored, when confidence and fraternal relations 
shall return to him who has lived upon excite- 
ments; who feasts on commotion and strife, I 
Say, 

“ Othello’s occupation’s gone.”” 

Whatis my proposition? I propose to put in 
the fundamental law of the land, that north of 
36° 30’ of north latitude slavery shall not exist, 
and that south of it neither Congress nor the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature shall prevent or prohibit the 
emigration of settlers from the southern States 
with persons held to service or labor. There is 
no equivocation about it. Isay, in terms, what 
the Missouri compromise said inferentially. It is 
a day when men must speak fairly and plainly; 
and, sir, I have no other way to speak, than in 
bold Saxon, frankly, what I mean. 

To my Republican friends I would address my- 
self. Elow does this differ from the Republican 
platform? I am charged with abandoning the 

rinciples upon which [ was elected. The Repub- 
ican party declares that slavery should not be 
extended. No power on earth, we said, shall 
compel us to vote for the extension of slavery into 
one foot more of the Territories of the United 
States. That was the war cry of the party. It 
was thundered from every stump; it was told in 
in every hall, and repeated in every convention. 
How stands the matter? Do I depart from the 
platform? ‘To-day, every foot of American terri- 
tory is, by the decision of the courts, slave terri- 
tory. Evéry foot of American territory is as mach 
slave territory as was the Louisiana purchase in 
1820. Nay, more, sir; by an adjudication of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, a person may 
emigrate with his slaves to any of our territory, 
and neither Congress nor Territorial Legislature 
have the right to preventit. And, however much 
you may regret or denounce that decision, the 
question has been decided: and it is too late for 
us to quibble about it. I propose by this amend- 
ment of the Constitution to root out that decision 
in all of our territory north of 36030". I propose, 
sir, to give back to freedom what has been given 
to slavery. I propose to give you what the Dred 
Scott decision filched from you. Does thisextend 
slavery? Lask you, gentlemen of the North, how 
much do you gain by this? You gain everything” 
that was gained by the restriction of 1821. You 
said that that gave slave territory to freedom. 
This dedicates to freedom territory safficient in 
which to establish cmpires, now subject to sla- 
very by the adjudication of the courts. Nor is the 

South shorn of its rights. Southern men have 
expressed a desire to emigrate with their slaves 
o the Territories. I have never believed that you 
were very serious in that proposition, Pardon 
me the imputation. F have always thought, and 
still think, that you never seriously expected to 
emigrate to the Territories with your slaves. You 
have tried it for ten years. You have had New 
Mexico, lying south of 360 30’, and being the 
only Territory south of that line, and what have 
you done there in the Jast ten years? Whathave 
you practically done under this boasted right of 
emigration to the Territories? What have you 
done with that right, which, unless you have se- 
cured, you propose to dissolve this Union? In 
ten years you have not got over ten negro slaves 
into New Mexico, If you keep itten years longer 


We said || you willenot have as many as you have got now 


1861.] 
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We propose to you that we will give a guarantee 
thai, while the territorial condition lasts, you shall 
nol be prevented from emigrating with persons 
you hold as slaves, to any Territory south of the 
line indicated. k i 

Mr. WINSLOW. What does my friend mean 
when he says ‘we.’ Does he mean that the Re- 
publican party will accede to that proposition? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. If it docs not 
come out of my tine, I will answer any proposi- 
tion or question, j 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that my col- 
league’s time be extended. [Cries of“ Agreed!” 
** Agreed !??] 

Mr. WINSLOW. Does the gentleman mean 
by “we” that the Republican party and incom- 
ing Administration will agree to the proposition 
he offers? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. T offer the prop- 
osition. I do not know whether there will be any 
“we” inthe matter. [Laughter.] Loffer it; and 1 
urge the Republicans to adopt it. I believe that 
the people will make them adopt it, and make the 
South adopt it, 

Mr. WINSLOW. I am delighted to hear the 
gentleman speak so liberally. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. ¢The gentleman 
means by ‘ we,” we, the people. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. I mean by “ we,” 
those who will go with me in support of my prop- 
osition. In less than six months there will be a 
vast majority of the people for it. Ido not care 
for the politicians. They are joined to their idols, 
let them alone. [Laughter.j 

I said it was proposed that they should have this 
guarantee, Slavery existsthere to-day by positive 
enactment, It exists there by the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the Dred 
Scott case. It exists there to-day, in fact; and | 
believe the people will say that they will not in- 
terfere with it south of latitude 360 30'. Is not 
this all you can reasonably ask? Do you desire 
to go north of that line? Look at the practical 
result of your efforts to introduce slavery into 
Kansas and Nebraska. You have had, for six 
years since the Missouri compromise line was 
abrogated, the Army of the United States, Con- 


gress, the Executive, and the highest judicial. 


tribunal known to our laws, to aid you; and yet 
you have not got a dozen slaves into Kansas. 
What higher agency than you have had to sustain 
you, can you expect or desire? Nor do I believe, 
with all these influences at your command, you 
could ever permanently establish the institution 
of slavery in either Kansas or Nebraska. Will 

ou, then, insist upon disrupting the Government, 
ecause you cannot, in fact, establish an institu- 
tion neither in harmony with the moral sense of 
the people to be affected, nor required by the 
physical demands of the country ? 

If you do, go on in your mad carcer, and we 
will meet you at Philippi, first with the compro- 
mises proposed, and then with the power of the 
Government. To northern men let me say, when 

you charge me with proposing to extend slavery, 

want you to go to your constituents and tell 
them, upon the stump andat the hustings, where 
this proposition will extend slavery over one inch 
ofour public domain. Slavery is already in New 
Mexico by law, and by the decisions of the courts. 
I have said, in the proposition I have offered, that 
I will not prevent emigration there; but the prop- 
osition will not, it does not, and by its teyms it 
cannot, carry slavery one inch further than where 
itnowexists Itleaves it where itis. And you 
of the South cannot complain, for you cannot go 
with slavery north of that line; and you of the 
North cannot complain, for it does not force sla- 
very anywhere, but establishes freedom over the 
great northwestern terrilory—the very doctrine 


which you proclaimed upon every stump in your | 


districts, Yet you tell me I have adopted the 
Dred Seott decision and the Breckinridge platform 
of the extension of slavery everywhere. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to ask my col- 
league whether he will adhere to his proposition 
if he believes the effect will be to make all terri- 


i say to my friend that when I offered my prop- 
osition, I offered it with a determination to adhere 
to all its legal and logical consequences. 


‘upon the soul, the heart, and the conscience of 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. When I voted for the 
Crittenden-Montgomery amendment, I voted for 
it knowing that the people of Kansas would make 
a free-State constitution. I was as well satisfied of 
it as I would be shouid I refer a matter to the ar- 
bitration of three persons, two of whom were 
committed to me, that they would find in my 

avor, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. And yet, asa 
Representative of one of the proudest northwest- 
ern States, my colleague says he took a constitu- 
tion, already dripping with complaintand wrong, 
covered with slavery of the deepest hue, and held 
it out to the people, and said: if you take it, you 
come into the Union; and now he says he did not 
mean to do what he did do. He did not mean to 
make it a slave State; but he told the people they 
might make it a slave State; and, as they might 
decide, he would be content. I voted for it after 
great reficction, and with great doubt of the pro- 
priety of it; but I yielded, and I voted because I 
voted for a principle. I said then, as I have said 
often since, having taken the step, I will stand by 
the record; and I will not oppose the introduction 
of a slave State if the people fairly will it. That 
is the doctrine of the Crittenden-Montgomery 
amendment. That is what my colleague voted 
for; what every man who voted for it voted for; 
and if they voted fairly and honestly then, they 
will now vote for my proposition, unless there 
are other objections to it than those made by my 
colleague. e . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My colleague voted 
for the Crittenden amendment, and I believe for 
the same reason; at least the sequel showed that 
we were rightin our suppositions in regard to it. 

(Here the hammer fell} 

Mr. HINDMAN [hope the time of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois will be extended. 

Mr. BURNETT. His time was extended some 
time ago by unanimous consent. [Cries of “ Go 
on!” Go on!??] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Furthermore, at the 
time we adopted the Cfittenden-Montgomery 
amendmentto the Lecompton bill, we were forced 
to the alternative cither to admit Kansas under 
the Lecompton constitution ag a slave State, or 
refer the matter back to the people; and it was for 
that alternative I voted. We did vote to refer it 
to the people, believing, as we did, that the peo- 
ple would vote againstit. ‘The sequel proved that 
we were right. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. My friend says 
he voted undcr compulsion; that he was forced 
to vote as he did. Before God, as humble as I 
am, there #sno power on earth that can make me 
vote under compulsion, and as my judgment does 
not Jead me. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My judgment led me 
to vote as I did. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. Your judgment 
led you to vote as you did. Now, had it turned 
out that the people had adopted that constitution, 
what would have been your answer? That, had 
you thought the result would have been different, 
you would never have voted to submit the con- 
stitution to the people. My God, with the pros- 
pect of a disruption of our Government resting 


every man, will you not, when you yielded so much 
then, yield a litle now to save your country, 
when you could bend then te pass the Crittenden- 
Montgomery amendment? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will my friend allow 
me - 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Mlinois. If my friend 
wants an opportunity to discuss this matter, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. SIMMS. I object to these interruptions. 
I am willing, however, that the time should be 
extended, if it is not taken out of the time of my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Smir, } who 
is to follow the gentleman from Illinois. : 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. I was on this 
point of my argument. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does my colleague 
decline to yield? 


| south of latitude 360 30'. 


Mr. KELLOGG, .of Illinois. Ido not decline. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.. ‘One objection cannot 
prevent it.. 1 understand my colleague to appeal 
to. me-— j $ aoe 

Mr. SIMMS. I object. FE 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.. Lunderstand my col- 
league yiclds. His time has been extendéd, and 
he has a right to yield. ae EE 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. I hope it will not be 
for a repetition of the same matter. fact Bee 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois... Tam a good deal 
exhausted,.and I shall soon be through witli my. 
remarks. i i ; i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My colleague: asks 
me if I would not yielda little to.save the Union. E 
understand that the péople of the United States, 
in the last election, pronounced a verdict.’ There 
were four candidates before the people, and four 
platforms: the Breckinridge platform, which réc- 
ognized the validity of the Dred Scott decision 
as applicable to all the Territories of the United 
States, and as extending slavery there; and Doug- 
las-and his platform of squatter sovereignty, pro- 
posing to give to the people of the Territories the 
right to form their own domestic. institutions, and 
to come into the Union as States, with or without 
slavery, as they should determine. My col- 
league’s proposition is about this: that to all Ter- 
ritories north of 360 30' the Douglas platform shall 
apply; and to Territories south of that line, he 
applies the Breckinridge platform and the Dred 
Scott decision. 

I will not yield these principles. No, sir; I 
will not yield the principle that slavery shall be 
extended over that Territory to save the Union 
I believe that theeprinciples of liberty are warth 
more than Government. Governmentis ordained 
to subserve and protect those principles of liberty; - 
and when it becomes subversive of those ends, it 
isthe rightand duty of the people to set aside that 
Governmentand revolutionize it. I donot believe 
that the Republican party is a myth, or its prin’ 
ciples a humbug. Lam not willing to tell this 
House and the country that the Republican party, 
in the last campaign, were fighting fora humbug, 
and on false pretenses; maintaining that their 
principles were worth contending Yor, and then 
suddenly turning round and saying to the coun- 
try that we have no principles, 4 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois, My colleague 
certainly does not comprehend my position, or he 
would not so sadly mistake it; but 1 believe he 
differs with me just where I thought he would 
When this Government is in danger; when ruin 
sits enthroned above us, darting its shafts at our 
very hearts, my friend plants himself upon an ob- 
jection to my proposition—that it was embraced 
in the Douglas platform, in the Breckinridge plat- 
form, or in the platform of some party. That is 
the only force his objection has. Men that base 
themselves upon the hopes ofa party are not with 
me. lam for the country above all parties, [ap+ 
plause in the galleries,] and I do not care whether 
my proposition is found in the Douglas platform, 
in the Breckinridge platform, or in any platform 
on earth, if it will save my country, [Renewed 
applause in the galleries.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Curtis in 
the chair.) Order must be preserved in the gal- 
leries. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
hate to differ with my friend from Chicago, our 
relations have been so kind and friendly; bat 
when he says that he would not depart from his 
platform to save the Union, let me advise him to 
emigrate to South Carolina, where they declare 
that rather than yield their political opinions, they 
will destroy this Union. But how stands this 
matter in regard to this question of slave States? 
By the compromise of 1850, the Government was 
pledged to admit States with such institutions as 
their people might adopt in all the Territories 
That was the pledge 
of the great men of 1850; and it and its kindred 
measure, the Missouri compromise, gave peace 
tothe Union. Wouldto God that we could have 
been spared the repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise, with all its attendant evils and calamitoyg 
results. Is my friend from Chicago quite gure 
that he voted right in the last pregidential elec 
tion, when he voted for Lingain?’ Mr. Lincoln 
declared that if the Territories were kept free 
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ee p BEET R : . 
duking their territorial condition, he could not ob- 


jéct to the’ introduction of States, either: with or 


‘without slavery, as the people thereof should | 


determine. | i ; 

And; sir, T-propose to put this.territory north 
of 360-30" in the éxact condition indicated by Mr. 
Lincoln—that when States were formed from that 
territory he would het oppose their introduction 
into: the Union, either as fice or slave. 

“Now, sir, if may friend from the Chicago dis- 
thiet wants to get ón the stool of repentance, and 
to, retract and repudiate that vote for Mr. Lin- 


colin, let him do it; but let him not charge me with | 


* departing from the faith ofthe party. 


Mr. Speaker, having made this explanation of | 


the proposition that Ihave offered, let me reply 
to what my colleague has stated. Let me tell him 
my: proposition is not to be found in any of the 

latforms to which he referred. The leading fea- 
turé of it is to establish freedom where it does not 
exist to-day. Slavery exists to-day south of that 
line. ` Do you wish to'éstablish freedom in all the 


éertain as the eternal hills? Or do you want this 


interminable slavery question forever to rankle in | 


the ‘hearts and consciences of the people? If you 
do, I-say'to you, in God’s name, do not vote for 
my proposition. Let him who is willing to tol- 
erate'a difference of opinion on this question in 
different parts of this great country, adopt it and 
establish freedom north of this line. [tis the very 
doctrine, sir, for which you and IT fought in the 
last campaign: ‘make it certain forever. 

“Wein Llnois never pledged ourselves to abol- 
ish slavery in one inch of the tetritory of the Uni- 
ted’ States. The Republican party never advo- 
eated the abolishment of slavery. But we pledged 
ourselves to prevent its extension, By the law 
of the Dred Scott decision, it is extended all over 
tie’ country: Now, under this proposition, all 

the territory: north of 360 30' is made frec, and 

‘slavery left just ‘whore it is, south of that lino. 

Does my colleague object to that proposition ? 

: Mr: FARNSWORTH. 1 will answer my col- 

Jeague.. i 

“Mri SIMMS. [object to any such interrup- 
tion. 

_ Mr. HINDMAN. This is an inquisition into 

the meaning of the Chicago platform, as 1 under- 

standit; by experts; and Ehope the gentleman will 
be allowed to go on with it. 

Mr, KELLOGG, of Illinois. As objection is 
made to interraption, 1 must, of course, decline to 
yiuld. “These questions of political, significance 
iepass by me as the idle wind, which I regard 
wot?” J’ care but little for them. 

“Twas asking, sir, whether the people of the 
North are willing:to take all and more than they 
expected to get by the great triumph which they 

- achieved in November last? Slavery exists by 
law now in: New Mexico and Arizona; and, sir, 
this: line. cuts off nearly a hundred miles of the 
northern portion of that territory, and excludes 
slavery therefrom. Gentlemen, all that you said 
tothe people’on the stump was, that you desired 
to prevent the extension of slavery. You did not 
say that you’ desired to abolish it, Oh, gentle- 
mén! you can settle this question, and save the 
country, aud save the immutable principles of frec- 
dom and liberty, or you can fritter it all away by 
the mad fanaticism of political aspiration. Which 
will you do? Republicans, will you unbend a 
little? And will you of the South, too, stop this 
secession movement, and come up here as true 
méi, laying your prejudices upon the altar ofour 
coubtry; and with your eye fixed upon that God 
in whose hand ave the destinies of the nation, 
sweat that the country shall be preserved in all 
its-integrity and all its glory? 

You will: The day is dawning. ‘The clouds 
are dispersing. Flope springs within me as l 
contemplate the insignificance of the questions 


that divide. us, and the mighty objects to be at- | 


tained in the salvation of the country and the hope 
of liberty in the world. 

é M Speaker, if any ask me, “ what if alt this 
ail? 
1 cannot answer. True, men say they will; but, 
if not, have done:my duty. } have discharged 
my trust. f 
will go-to the people of my own loved State for 


vindication. Tf you cannot settle this matter here, i! 


tory north of it, and to make it as fixed and | 


fyou ask me, “ will the South take it?” | 
y 


When that fails, I will go further. F 


we will refer it to the people, the source of power, 
the glory of the world. They will setile these 
questions themselves. But if they cannot settle 
them, then I am for the maintenance of the Gov- 
ernment, for I believe in its vitality and power for 
self-preservation. If every peaceable measure 
fails, I will do as did our fathers when they dis- 


rupted the ties between thecoloniesand the mother | 


country. Wronged and oppressed, they proposed, 
they expostulated, they argued, they entreated 5 
and, when all hope was lost, they appealed to the 
God of battles for the justice of their cause. When 
that time shall come; when I have exhausted all 
argument, all expostulation, all hope of a peace- 
fal solution, then I have but one more duty to 
perform; then 1 will appeal to the God of battles, 
raising the banner that floats over our heads, and 
saying to my countrymen, “ rally around your 
flag, sustain your country,” and if we must go 
down, we will go down with the flag of our 
country in our hands, and our Heavenly Father 
will bless the effort and raise it again, till the 


glory of our Republic shall be as eternal as the | 
{Applause on the floor and in the gal- į 


heavens. 
leries.] 
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SPEECH OF HON. J. M. LEACH, 
OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 7, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the sclect committee of thirty-three — 


Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, said: 

Mr. Speaker: Infinitely the most momentous 
question of the age, and probably the most im- 
portant one in the fatare history of the world, is 
presented for consideration to us who sit around 
the council-board of the nation—the Representa- 
tives of the freest Gavernment and the greatest 
people on the face of the earth. 

And, sir, | am sorry that L can bring but little 
of the prestige of public service or public station 


be able to say. 

It isa question of union or disunion—a ques- 
tion that Involves peace, happiness, prosperity, 
and greatness, on the one hanes and war, blood- 
shed, misery, and ruin, on the other. This Con- 
gress of the American nation is about to make a 
solemn decision, and deliberately record its action 
as such, upon that question and political princi- 


ple which underlies the entire frame-work and i 


superstructure of our great constitutional fabric— 
man’s capacity for self-government. 

Thirty million of our people—to say nothing 
of the nations of other lands—are looking on with 
intense anxiety and in breathless suspense, to 
see what will be the result of our action, and 
whether we shall meet the just expectations of 
the country, and of the civilized world. The 
throbbings of the great American heart with al- 
ternate emotions of hope and tear, are felt from 
one end of this Union to the other. 

We are in the midst of a revolution, as yet, 


thank God! bloodless; but how long, considering ! 


the mighty events that are hurrying us rapidly 
onward, it may remain so, bo one can tell. 
should meet the issues that are pressing upon us, 
and grapple with the dificulties and dangers that 
so oppress the country, recognizing them as they 
really exist, and deal with them as facts Ina prac- 
Uical way by the full exercise of our best reason, 
and in the true spirit ofan enlarged patriotism. 
And the first general question presented for so- 
lution inthis alarming crisis of the country is, can 
our sectional diffcalties and troubles be settled by 
the Representatives of the American people now 
in Congress assembled? Can the Constitution 
and the Union be preserved, and peace and har- 
mony restored to a distracted land? And can this 
adjustment and settlement be made upon a fair 
basis, honorable alike to all sections, upon prin- 
ciples of justice and equity? Sir, I maintain that 
it can and ought to be done. And as an Ameri- 


| ean citizen, glorying in-that proud name, and as 


a Representative on this floor, in the name of my 


patriotic constituency, in the name of the law- | 


abiding and Union-loving people of North Caro- 


‘publican party, who are now dominan 


We | 


lina,in the name of the whole country, I demand 
it. Sir, I envy not the man—now that the clouds 
of our public misfortunes, warmed with the light- 
nings and freighted with the thunders of threat- 
ened dissolution, have thickened to a tempest, 
and the voice of our country’s calamity is calling 
us to herrelief—I envy not the man, be hein pub- 
lic or private station, from the North or from the 
South, who shall gaze on the tempest with indif- 
ferent cyes, heed not the importunate voice, or, 
with a cold heart, turn a deaf ear to the appealing 
call. Ithank Heaven I do not envy such a man. 
My feclings would incline me rather to bestow 
upon him my pity, mingled, perhaps, with a less 
amiable sentiment. 

The imperiled condition of this great country; 
the threatened dangers of civil war, with all its 
untold horrors, render it a duty bounden and im- 
perative upon every member.on this floor, in the 
exercise of the loftiest patriotism, to rise superior 
to party platforms, political organizations, and’ 
sectional rancor, to the true dignity of the great 
questions at issue; and from the high stand-point 
of the Constitution and its guarantecs, survey the 
difficulties and differences in dispute between the 
two sections with firm resolve and patriotic en- 
deavor to settle and adjust them, as wise states- 7 
men should do, in the same spirit of mutual for- 
bearance, conciliation, and compromise in which 
our fathers—inspired with the genius of great 
deeds, after months of labor, toil, and anxious 
consultation, invoking Heaven’s blessing upon 
their efforts—formed and established for them- 
selves and their posterity that great chart and 
glorious bulwark of civil, political, and religions 
liberty, the Constitution of the United States. Sir, 
those Representatives who, either from a supine 
indifference to the troubles that environ the coun- 
try, or from feelings of disloyalty to the Consti- 
tution, shall fail to meet the question in Chis spirit, 
will be held, in my judgment, not only to a pain- 
fal responsibility at the forum of conscience, but 
will deserve and receive the execrations of mil- 
lions living and millions yet unborn, to say noth- 
ing of a fearful retribution hereafter, when the 


| ) ! Í | motives and actions of men shall be weighed at 
to give force and consideration to any thing Lmay | 


the gates of eternity! 
Such, Mr. Speaker, are the responsibilities that 


‘ attach to us, who are charged and intrusted with 


those grave matters of such weighty and solemn 


import by anxious and confiding constituencies, 


whose patriotic appeals for the perpetuity of the 


| Union, and urged with earnest importunity, are 


coming up ‘to us daily in the various forms of 
prayers, memorials, petitions, letters, resoluuons 
of primary meetings, arid immense Union demon- 


| strations held all over the land; all looking to the 


one great object of the settlement of our sectional 


! troubles—the restoration of peace, and the salva- 


tion of the Union. 

And this responsibility of settling our difficul- 
ties rests mainly upon you, gentlemen of the Re- 
in both 
Houses of Congress, and who have recently at- 
tained power and are about to assume the adimin- 
istration of the General Government. And you 
should come to the rescue promptly; for itis in 
vain to talk about delay until after the inaugura- 
tion of your President. I greatly fear it will then 
be too late. The excitement of the country is 
becoming too intensified to wait longer, The peo- 
ple a growing impatient, and are everywhere 
asking, why nothing is done? It would be re- 
arded as a great piece of folly to wait until the 
dwelling is burned down, and then to call out Just- 
ily for the firemen and the engines; or, afier the 
patient is dead, to call in the physician to ascer- 
tain the nature of the disease. Holly made 
drunk”? could not more fatally err, No, sir, un- 
joss there is an immediate return to the obliga- 
tions of the Constitution, and a recognition of the 
equality of all the States, and a guarantee of the 
rights of the South, by the people of the North, 
in view of the rapid pregress that revolution has 
already made, peace cannot, | fear, be much longer 
maintained, or the Union much longer be pre- 
served. 

Why, sir, the first great difficulty in the way 
to an amicable adjustment of our differences, is 
the sad and startling fact that the broad wais of” 
the Constitution no longer spreads its peaceful and 
protecting shelter over thirty-three States; but six 
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havealready, with erratic eccentricity, shot madly 
from their orbits, and from the system in which 
they have heretofore revolved so harmoniously. 
They have left the great sisterhood, and are es- 
saying to sct up for themselves. f 

Mr. Speaker, let usso legislate as to bring them 
back; not by menace, not by waging an unnatural 
war upon them, but by kindness, by expostula- 
tion, and vy reason; by appeals, such as have 
never yet been made in vainto American citizens— 
in the name of their beloved country. 

I have, therefore, felt itto be a paramount duty, 
during the whole of the session, to utter no word, 
do no act, give no vote, that might have theslight- 
est tendency to widen the breach, inercase the ex- 
citement, inflame the passions, oradd to the rancor 
of our unfortunate sectional hostility, but rather 
to allay this excitement, calm those passions, and 
harmonize the conflicting interests of all sections; 
and, with this leading idea as the guide of my 
actions, I have given votes which, under other 
conditions, and circumstances of less exigency, I 
might not have given. 

Sir, with the view of understanding more clearly 
the precise nature and character of the questions 
at issue, I desire to glance briefly at the causes, 
gradually increasing and multiplymg, which have 
finally produced the present alarming crisis, and 
distracted state of the country, And I shall doso, 
disclaiming any purpose of crimination of any 
party—for the questions for consideration involve 

tthe whole country in too much danger to allow 
any party feelings to enter into their discussion— 
but with the hope of endeavoring to apply to them 
the tests of truth and logic, so as to ascertain 
whether there cannot be found a remedy and a 
redress for ali the grievances, real or imaginary, 
with which the country is so much afllicted. 

For more than twenty years the subject of sla- 
very has been actively agitated in both sections 
of the Union, und often by wicked men and un- 
scrupulous demagogues, who, by means of such 
agitation, by infaming the minds of their respect- 
ive constituencies, and arraying those sections 
against each other, have frequently succeeded in 
getting into power, and, by its abuse, have sent 
out all over the land, in the form of speeches, cir- 
culars, and pamphlets, misrepresentations of the 
real feelings, opinions, and sentiments ofthe people 
of one section towards those of the other; and the 
country has passed through several crises seriously 
threatening its integrity, broughton and fostered 
by such continued agitation.. And at last, the 
Democratic party, flushed with succgsses, and fecl- 
ing secure in power, in an evil hour of foliy and 
madness, repeated the Missouri compromise—that 
solemn compact enacted and agreed upon by the 
great statesmen of the last generation, By this 
most unfortunate and mischicvous legislation of 

the great Democratic party, “ the scepter departed 
from Judah,” and it lost alike its prestige and its 
power. Ltisall but universally admitted, in every 
quarter and by every party, that it is to the repeal 


of the Missouri compromise mainly, together with | 


the supposed corruption and reckless cxtrava- 
gance of the present Administration, that the Re- 
publican parity owes. its complete organization, 
and on account of which it has acquired its pres- 
ent strength and achieved its victory in the late 
presidential contest. ; 

After the disruption of the Democratic party 


at Charleston, under the lead and dextrous man- | 


agement of Mr. Yanecy—a well known and dis- 
tinguished disunionist—and the nomination of 
Mr, Breckinridge subsequently by the southern 
wing of the party, it will be remembered by many 
thousands whom [ addressed during the presi- 
dential canvass, that 1 predicted, in common with 
others who took an active part in that contest, 
that the defeat of Mr. Breckipridge, which every 
body anticipated, and the clection of Mr. Lincoln, 
the other sectional candidate, would be scized 
upon as a pretext for destroying the Union. ‘This 
was denied in unqualified terms, and I never saw 
or heard of a man inthe whole State who favored 
the breaking up of the Union in the event of his 
election, however much it was to be deprecated. 

And this brings me to the consideration of the 
doctrine of secession, and its dangerous conse- 
quences. I will not consume my time by argu- 
ing the question of the right of secession further 
than to say that, in my judgment, there can be 
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found no warrant for it in the Constitution; and 
no foundation for it, as derived in any way from 
that instrument. If a State has a constitutional 
right to secede, then the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States would be subject to the will and control 
of every State in the Union. It would be the 
mere creature, not only of all the States, but also 
of any one of them; for it could be destroyed at 
any time by any State. It seems to me that the 
mere statement of the proposition carrics upon its 
face its own refutation. Jt is a solecism to speak 
of the constitutional right of secession; for it means 
revolution. I regard it asa dogma, not only in- 
defensible, but dangerous. 

I cannot see how secession, even if constitu- 
tional, can afford any remedy for the grievances 
of the South; and it is certainly a matter of pro- 
foundest regret that the cotton States, following 
in the lead cf South Carolina, have seen fit to 
withdraw from the Union. I submit that this 
action of the cotton States was precipitate, unjus- 
tifiable, and unwise; and that in acting thus, they 
have shown themselves wanting in respect to their 
sister slave States; especially when it is remem- 
bered that but for this withdrawal, and the con- 
sequent retiring from these Halls of their respect- 
ive delegations, there would have been a decided 
majority in boih Houses of Congress against the 
incoming Administration—with the power, there- 
fore, to have controled the legislation of the coun- 
try. This should have been considered; and all 
honorable and peaceful means should have been 
exhausted before taking a step involving such 
tremendous issues, and fraught with such fearful 
consequences. : 

But has the South no cause of complaint of 
northern hostility to its interests, and of north- 
ern aggressions? Sir, I maintain it has; and that 
there is not a member on this floor who does not 
know it, andin his conscienec feel it. Anditisa 
sad comment upon the patriotism of the times, 
and most discouraging to have to witness, from 
day to day, the stoical indifference and stolid ob- 
sunacy of northern members, while the disinte- 
gration of States is going on, and the Union is 
being dissolved. Representatives of the North, 
these troubles have been brought on by your 
gradual but persistent encroachments upon the 
rights of the South, as manifested in your personal 
liberty bills; your exclusion of the South, with 
their slave property, from the Territories, in der- 
ogation of the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States inthe Dred Scott case; your de- 
nial of property in slaves upon the quibble that 
they are “ persons’’ only;and this, too, when you 
know that slavery existed in twelve of the ori- 
ginal thirtecn States at the time of the formation of 
the Constitutions and that it is recognized in that 
instrument, and when, but the other day, your 
leader, [Mr. Corwin,] sa distinguished as a 
statesman and a lawyer, said in his speech: 

© Tle looked upon that as property which, owing a man 
labor, could be converted into value in goods or money. 
hat he called property. ile did not mean tosay that man 
liad property in man; but there wasa relationship existing 
between a slave and his owner w was recognized by 
the United States; in this, to wit: that every State rec- 
ognizes the right of a master to establish his claim to a ran- 
away slave. That relationship whicu existed between a 
man who owes labor and him to whom it is due was called 
slavery.” j 


Your threatened interference with slavery in 
the District of Columbia, and in the forts, arse- 
nals, and dock-yards; your ‘irrepressible con- 
flict”? dogma, of eventually striking down slavery 
in the States—as promulgated not only by Mr. 
Sewarp, but before him, by your chieftain, Mr. 
Lincoln—urging upon the opponents of slavery to 
arrest its further expansion, and “ place it where 
the public mind can rest in the belief that itis in 
the course of ultimate extinction ’’—for such are 
his identical words; your triumph as a sectional 
party on the one idea of hostility to slavery in the | 
election of sectional candidates, who, on account 
of their sectional views, failed to receive one elec- 
toral vote in fifteen of the States of the Union; 
thus organizing and bringing into power a sec- 
tional party, in utter disregard of the warning 
voice of the Father of his Country, who, ‘though 
dead, yet speaketh ’—ay! sirs, in that immortal 
State paper, his Farewell Address, George Wash- 
ington speaks to you in fervid eloquence and | 


earnest remonstrance to abandon your sectional 


organization and become national by coming: to 
the rescue of the-nation in this'its: hour of wail, 

Thus have I briefly summed up 'the main griev- 
ances, either existing or threatened, of which the 
South complains. ` I have done so, F trust, with 
no improper feelings, and in no spirit of menace, 
but with the view of presenting those ‘grievous 
complaints and wrongs which my- section of the 
country has been subjected to for years, and ‘the 
State I have the honor in part to ‘represent has 
borne with patience’ and fortitude on account of 
her loyalty to'and love of the Union: And Itrust 
she will bear and forbear yet longer; will watsh 
and wait,” and still hope; demanding, howéver, , 
with ‘calmness but firmness, and ‘in ‘the name of 
equality and justice, her rights in the Union, and 
under the Constitution and its guarantees; 

Representatives of the North, I appeal to-you, 
and I ask you, if those grievances are not real ? 
Do they not exist, and should they not- be. re- 
dressed? You know in your consciences. they 
are real; that they do exist; and you feel inyour 
hearts, as fair-minded men, that they ought to: be 
redressed. You liave the power to-do. it; will you 
exercise it? I have the highest authority. for say- 
ing that the grievances alluded to do exist, and . 
that the complaints of the South are just. I get 
this corroborative testimony from ex-President 
Fillmore, a patriotand a statesman; and, although 
residing in the North, he is a just and righteous 
man, and fair to all sections. ‘In reply toa letter 
from Mt. Dix, notifying him of his appointment 
as peace commissioner to Charleston, he holds 
the following patriotic language: © ' i 

«This is certainly an honorable and patriotic mission, 
and, did I believe itcould do- any good, £ should not hes j- 
tate a moment {0 undertake it. But you will pardon -me 
for saying frankly that, in my opinion, our southern breth- 
ren require no assurances beyond that of the meeting, and 
the address and resolutions, to convince them thatthe 
members of that meeting, and those they represented, now 
are, and at all times have been, willing to do them justice, and 
have done their utmost to maintain their constitutional 
tights; and to go there and inform them merely of this fact, 
which is all we can do, isin my opinion, a work of super 
crogation. d 

“ What they want, and what t want, is.some assurance 
from the Republican party, now dominant at the North, 
that they, or at least the conservative portion of them, are 
ready and willing to come forward and repeal all uncon- 
stitutional State laws; live up to the compromises ofthe 
Constitution; execute the laws of Congress honestly and 
faithfully, and treat oursouthern brethren as friends. When 
E can have any such reliable assurance as this to give, 1 will 
go most cheerfully and urge our southern brethren t0 fol- 
low our example. and restore harmony and fraternal affec 
tion between the North and South. 

“At present, our labors should be here. Let us pat our. 
selves right, and then we can, with more confidence and 
justice, appeal ta them.” . ‘ 

Will you not remove those disturbing clements 
of sectional strife and discord that are working 
out, unless soon arrested, with such fatal cer- 
tainty, the destruction of the Union? 

Sir, the immense value of the slave property of 
the South, and the consequent:immense value of 
the products of slave labor, make her people nat- 
urally sensitive to any aggressions upon it, orany 
interference with it, that tends to jeopardize its 
existence, or render it less secure, or in any way 
depreciate its value. The annual export of the 
grcat staple of the country, of cotton alone, pro- 
duced by slave labor, amounts, in value, to nearly 
two hundred million dollars—two thirds of the 
entire exports of the country; and the working 
up of the raw material, in Great Britain alone, 
affords constant employment to four million oper- 
atives, And this is exclusive of the great amount 
annually consumed in the manufactories of your 
own northern States, employing many thousand 
laborers. í 

I will not detain. the House by giving the. sta- 
tistics showing the great value of slave labor in 
the production of sugar, tobacco, rice, and the ce- 
reals. The South thinks slavery is right; you 
think it wrong. The South thinks the system is 
a humane one, and that the southern portion of 
this Union presents the highest type of civiliza- 
tion; you think differently. Let it be so without 
quarreling. 

Nature, Mr. Speaker, through the agencies.of 
soil and climate, has given to different portions of 
the earth’s surface a monopoly in the production 
of valuable staples and commodities that enter so 


„largely into the commerce of nations. To China, 


the production of the tea-plant; to India, the 


growth of the poppy; to France, the product of the 


oS 


~ character and nature of her noble people 


‘Jation, jeopardizing, or depreciating, or renderin 
‘insecure, in any way, $300,000,000 worth of the 


‘APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[February 7, 


State of the Union—Mr. Leach. 


Ho. or Revs. 


36T Cone... 2D Sess. 


vine;and to ourown country, the production ofthat 
grent and indispensable staple of cofton, that con- 
trols the commerce of the world. And while other 
nations and. countries nurture and protect, with 
zealous watchfulness and concern, their national 


monopolies, it is reserved to our nation alone to 


present. to the balance of the civilized world the 
singular folly and suicidal policy of bringing into 
powera dominant party, organized in direct hos- 


‘tility to thatsection of our common country, and 


that form of labor which actual experience has 


shown can alone produce our great monopoly of 


‘cotton. 
The gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Harris,] 


an the: course of a very able speech, in demand- 


ing further. guatantees. in connection with sla- 
‘very, stated the value of the slave property of 
his State at $40,000,000. Sir, £ find, from a sy- 
nopsis of the census, which I took the trouble 


‘to-procure, and which is before me, that North 


Garolina owns the vast number of 348,377 slaves, 
worth $300,000,000. Think you, gentlemen of 


‘the North, that she will allow herself to be dis- 


turbed, iù any way, in the enjoyment of this 
immense. property? If you do, you have mis- 
taken her ‘spirit, and you are ignorant of the 
I ask 
Representatives of the North, and, for my pres- 
ent purpose, Í appeal to the delegation from Mas- 
sachuselts,as just men, and willing to be controlled 
in your action and votes by the golden rule, as 


Jaid down in the Scriptures of eternal truth and 


justice, whether, if the South had the power to 
control the legislation of the country, as the North 
has; and should exercise that power by airy legis- 


o 
> 


property of the calculating men of your State, 


“Nay, sit, one tenth portion of that amount, would 


you, gentlemen; and would your people, meekly 


‘and quictly submit to such flagrant wrongs? You 


know: you would not. 
moment that my constituents, that the people of 
North Carolina, the birth-place of American liberty, 
the happy homes of brave men and fair women— 


do you suppose that they will timely submit to | 


such odious discrimination, such inequality and 
injustice? Never! 
No, gentlemen, you ought to recede, and ac- 


‘commodate and adjust this matter; and give. to 


the South such assurances of friendship and such 
guarantecsas shall satisfy the reasonable demands 
of her people, and as will lead toa settlement and 
acification of our sectional troubles. 
‘And thia brings me to the territorial question, 
the great “bone of contention,” and which, ifami- 


- eably adjusted, will doubtless lead to the happy 


issue of a fallan complete settlement of all our 
difficulties. Sir, after the able and conelusive 
argument of my friend from Tennessee (Mr. 
Quarves] upon this question, it would be an un- 
warrantable consumption of time, and trespass 
upon the patience of the [Louse, for me to enter 
upon the territorial question at length and in de- 
tail. Lwill content myself with merely glancing 
at some of tha most prominent facts and statistics, 
which 1 find in the report of the Commissioner of 
the Land Office. 
dependence, in 1783, the now slave States had an 
area of territory of 638,016 square miles; and those 
States now designated as free, an area of territory 
of 169,662 square miles—there being a balance in 
favor of the slave States of 468,354 square miles. 
But in a spirit of generous feeling and fraternal 
respect, Virginia ceded to the General Government 
239,558 square miles, and allowed to be extended 
over it the ordinance of 1787, which excluded sla- 
very from it forever; thus changing the aggregate 
balance of territory; making the area of free ter- 
ritory 409,220 square miles, and reducing that 
of the slave territory to 398,458 square miles; out 


“of which munificent donation have since been 


carved the great States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, and Wisconsin. Again, sir: by the 
treaty. of the 30th of April, 1803, made at Paris 
by our Government and that of France, we pur- 


-chased the Territory of Louisiana, containing an 


aret of 1,136,496 square miles, extending from 
the mouth of the Mississippi to the forty-ninth 
parallet of north latitude and to the Pacific ocean. 
‘This was all slave territory at the date of the pur- 
chase; and the third article of the treaty provides 


And do you suppose for a | 


At the date of our treaty of in- | 


in terms for its protection by the Government of the 
United States. . 

But in 1820, we partitioned this immense ter- 
ritory between the North and the South, on the 
parallel of 360 30’ north latitude, thereby giving to 
the North 977,602 square miles, the South receiv- 
ing only 158,894 square miles, leaving a balance 
of 818,708 square miles, in this division of a ter- 
ritory all slave, in favor of the North as against 
the South. By the purchase of Florida, and the 
annexation of Texas, the South acquired a total 
of territory of 333,624 square miles. And by the 
treaty of Guadalupe-EHidalgo, we made a joint 
acquisition of 665,486 square miles. Of this, the 
North has already acquired California, contain- 
ing 188,981 square miles, leaving 476,505 square 
miles undisposed of in New Mexico and Utah. 
Since our independence, a period of seventy-seven 
years, the South has acquired 392,520 square miles, 
and the North 1,406,141 square miles. Thus slave 
territory has been increased about thirty-three per 
cent., and free territory over one thousand per 
cent. In 1,217,160 square miles thus acquired by 
the North, slavery existed by law at the date of 
the acquisition, and from which it has been abol- 
ished. And in the 392,520 square miles, which 
has been acquired by the South, slavery existed 
at the date of acquisition, and it still remains as 
slave territory. Now, sir, is it not fair and equi- 
table, that of the remaining territory at least, ac- 
quired by the common blood and common treas- 
ure, the South should have dedicated to its main 
institution this small portion? Can any fair- 
minded man object to it? Do not reason and 
justice and. equity demand it? 

But, Mr. Speaker, while the livery 
is of necessity the most prominent in th 
and the one to which all our troubles are most 
usually ascribed, yet, in my judgment, there are 
abusesand corruptions which have gradually crept 
into the administration of the Government, the 
tendency of which has been to shake the confi- 
dence of the people in the purity of the men in 
power. They have scen the expenditures of the 
General Government swelled ina few years to 
an almost fabulous sum, This, sir, as every mem- 
ber on this floor knows, I have, in conjunction 
with my friend from Tennessee, who sits by my 
side, [Mr. Quarins,] used every effort in my 
power to correct, And to his efficiency in this 
regard, members will unite their voice with mine 
in bearing witness. By our joint labors we two 
have reduced the expenditures about one million 
dollars, which your Journals will show. And in 
those efforts, my friend well remembers, we have 
in every instance codperated. Sir, we have seen 


question 


homestead bills passed throughghis House giving | 


away our public lands, when the bill to pension 
the old soldiers who defended our flag, which I 
introduced atan carly day in the last session, can- 
not even be considered; ‘although I have persist- 
ently, both at this session and the last, used every 
means known to parliamentary usage to call it up 
and put it on its passage. We have seen millions 
voted away to Pacific railroads; and lastly, sir, 
we have seen all cfforts made by myself and others 
to reduce to the old and cconomical standard the 
pay and mileage of the members of this House 
and the Senate fail. These things, sir, should be 
at once corrected; they tend in a great degree to 
produce distrust in the minds of the honest and 
intelligent masses. But I beg pardon of the House 
tor being led into this digression. 


There are many true men at the North, ready j 
and anxious to do full justice to their southern | 
brethren; and it affords me pleasure to say, Mr. | 


Speaker, (Mr. Niszack, of Indiana, in the chair) 
that you are of that number. I read your able 
and patriotic speech with unqualificd pleasure, 
and indorse with heartiness its manly and patri- 
otic sentiments. One of the obstacles that I con- 
ceive to be in the way of an adjustment of our 
difficulties is the erroneous idea that the South 
is asking of the North concessions. Sir, the 


South is perfectly satisfied with the Constitution; | 


and the complaint is, that it has been violated and 
disregarded to the manifest injury of the rights 
secured to them by its provisions. The South, 
therefore, asks for nothing that the Consutution 
does not entitle them to. They simply ask that 
the provisions of the Constitution should be sa- 


eredly regarded and carried out, as its framers | 


is debate, į 


designed it should be, for the protection of those 
well-defined rights that have been outraged and 
disregarded. ‘The South wants a reaffirmation of 
her rights under the Constitution, in such lan- 
guage as will admit of no dispute hertafier. The 
southern States do not even claim the full extent 
of their rights as guarantied to them by the Con- 
stitution; for, by virtue of the Dred Sestt decis- 
ion, inthe Supreme Court of the United States, 
the South would have aright to take her slaves 
into all the Territories of.the Union, and in claim- 
ing therein for this property the protection of the 
Genera} Government. As an abstract right, sbe 
is entitled to this, butis willing to waive this right 
and accept the Crittenden proposition as a meas- 
ure of compromise; thussurrendering to the North 
nearly three fourths of all the territory of the coun- 
try; surrendering all that great territorial area 
lying north of 36930’ ,andretaining that only lying 
south of that line. Now, sir, I repeatit: is there 
a conscientious, fair-minded man on this floor, or 
in the nation, that will say this is nota fair settle- 
ment, or that the South is asking too much? 
And yet this territorial question is, as 1 have be- 
fore stated, the main difficulty that has brought all 
our troubles upon the country. 

The Crittenden scheme proposes further, that 
Congress shall have no power to abolish slavery 
in the States where it exists; that it shali not m- 
terfere with the transfer of slaves from one State 
to another, or with slavery inthe Distriet of Co- 
lumbia while it exists in Maryland or Virginia; 
nor shall it be interfered with in the dock-yards, 
forts, and arsenals of the country. These are 
the points embraced in the Crittenden resolutions, 
and itis asked, for the more perfect observance of 
them, that they shall, as an amendment, be incar- 


‘porated into the Constitution, when ratified b 


conventions of three fourths of the States. And, 
sir, in my opinion, if this Congress adopts them, 
they will be ratified hy more than six sevenths of 
the States, and probably by all. What the South 
go much wants, is such remedies as will make a 
final settlement of these sectional quarrels, and 
take away, now and forever, all pretexts for fur- 
ther discussion and agitation, 
“A consummation devoutly to be wished.” 

The Crittenden measure will effectually do this. 
The proposition submitted by the chairman of 
the committee of thirty-three {Mr. Corwin] will 
not, in my opinion, do this. Ever the border 
slave States will not, in my opinion, be satisfied 
with it. It, does not, asa whole, meet the just 
expectations of the South, and is not a fair com- 
promise, and will not put an end to this ceaseless 
agitation, .cither in the North or in the South. E 
would greatly prefer, with some modifications, 
the border States proposition. I would readily 
vote for some of the propositions embraced in the 
majority report; there are others that I cannot, 
in justice to my own opinions, and to those | 
have the honor of representing, support. Repre- 
sentatives of the North, I beseech you to rise to 
the dignity of the occasion, and with a lofty pa- 
triotism and Roman firmness, come up like states- 


| men to the support of the fair and just peace 


measures proposed by our country’s greatest 
living statesman, who iscrowning the close of his 
eventful life in the patriotic and glorious effort 
of trying to save his country. Come to his rescue 
and the rescue of the Union, with resolved energy 
and determined will, that shall neither tire nor 
relax, until soothed to repose by the glorious 
spectacle of a reconciled and peaceful land! It 
is fitting that Mr. ` CRITTENDEN, the friend and 
coadjutor of the immortal Clay, should be the 
pacificator in this trying crisis of our country. 

enry Cray ! charmed name in this hour of the 
Union’s wail! 

Sir, in former crises, the destiny of the country 
sat upon the white plume of the gallant Clay, as it 
was seen proudly to wave, conscious of victory, 
amid the tempestuous storm of the contest. His 
name needs no encomium from my poor tongue; 
neither epitaphs nor mausoleums would add to 
his fame; 

“No marble monument he needs, 
To crumble and decay ; 
The memory of his mighty deeds 
Can never pass away 1? 

What is now wanting, is such guarantees as 

shall satisfy the border slave States, and Induce 
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them not only to remain in the Union, but te 
exert their good offices as mediators and peace- 
makers between the extremists of both sections; 
and by conciliation and kindness, and assurances 
to their sister slave States that their rights will be 
protected én the Union, endeavor to influence those 
States to return to the Union, and rally again un- 
der the common flag of our common country. By 
this, and other means readily suggested to every 
intelligent mind, together with forbearance, and 
a strict maintenance of peace by the present and 
the incoming Administrations, 1 believe, sir, that 
the cotton States, although they will soon estab- 
lish some sort of provisional confederacy, would 
return to the Union. 


But.if a coercive policy is adopted, all is lost. | 


If this Congress cannot, and will.not, settle our 
difficulties, and if it shall refuse to ratify and adopt 
such measures and propositions as will no doubt 
be submitted to its consideration by ‘the peace 
conference now assembled in this city—a body of 
men unsurpassed for their wisdom, experience, 
great talents, and known patriotism—then, I trust 
the Representatives here will be, at least, willing 
to remit the whole question in dispute back to the 
people, to whom this Government belongs, and 
from whom parties and politicians—who so often 
forget that they are but the agents of the peoplo— 
derive all their power. Let the Crittenden-Bigler 
proposen but be submitted te the voters of thìs 


nion, and my life upon it, it will be adopted | 


amid the firing of cannon and wild demonstrations 
of joy in every State of the Union. The hearts 
of the people are right ! 
dticians that are wrong! But there must be no 
attempts at coercion. Iam for settling our trou- 
bles by the ballot, and not by the bullet—for peace, 
and not for war. 

Waiving the question of whether the General 
Government has the constitutional right to coerce 
a State, would it not be the height of folly and 
madness and wickedness, to attempt its exercise? 
Why, sir, the first gun fired for such a purpose 
wouldrally every slave State of the Union together 
in defense of theircommon rights, and the last hope 
would fade away of a reunion of all the States. 
Every man who is for cocrcive measures—wheth- 
er on this floor or clsewhere—is, though he may 
not 90 regard it, to all practical purpose, a dis- 
unionist as unmitigated and thorough as William 
L. Yancey; because coercion and disunion arc con- 
veruble terms; the one necessarily the cause of 
the other. If we have to part, while it may be 
in sadness and in sorrow, still, in Heaven’s name, 
and for humanity’s sake, let it be in peace; for, 
remember that— ` : 

* Peace hath its victories, no less renowned than war.” 


And this holds doubly true when such a war is | 


waged on brethren of the same blood and a com- 
mon lineage. Butif; flushed with victory, in the 
pride of power, andin contempt of reason, human- 
ity, religion, you shall determine to wage a etvil 
swaragainst your southern brethren, it will be such 
z war as has never before ensanguined the earth. 
Atthe horrid idea, humanity shudders; religion 
weeps; liberty bleeds at every pore! Sir, burnt 
citics, towns, villages, and hamlets; desolated 
fields; poverty, crime, violence, and lawlessness; 


sanguinary hearth-stones, widowhood, orphan-, 


age, and hecatombs sacrificed to the demon of 
carnage, will mark its rayages, and attest its hor- 
rors! May a merciful God avert it! 

Mr. Speaker, in this connection, I call the atten- 
tion of the House and of the country to the follow- 
ing extract from a leading article on the distrac- 
tions of our country, published recently in the 
London Times, the great political paper of Eng- 


dand, and doubtless reflecting the sentiments and || 


opinions of a large majority of her Majesty ’s sub- 
jects, It reads as follows: 

“Tor our own part, whatever opinions Americans may 
have of English policy, we beg to assure them that in this 
country there is only one wish—that the Union may sur- 
vive this terrible trial. Should Providence decree it other- 
wise, we earnestly pray that the separation may be an ami- 
eable one. Civil war, in a flourishing country and among 
a kindred people, can never be contemplated without hor- 
ror by a nation like ours; and we trust that neither the vio- 
lence of the people nor the weakness of their leaders will 
bring this calamity on the American Union.” 


So think and reason our trans-Atlantic neigh- 
bors. 
J repeat it, sir, the only way to bring back our 


It is the heads of the pol- | 


| tutional remedies to settle our troubles. 


j In such an event, I shall feel it my duty to take 


| trust in the providence of God, who raised up 


i passed away; ay, sir, through countless ages yet t! 


erring sister States is to give them guarantees that 
their rights will be regarded and protected in the 
Union. I would afford those States every mail 
facility; I would give up the unwise and expens- 
ive policy of sending to the southern ports of 
entry floating custom-houses to collect the duties 
on imports; but would, for the present, suspend 
the revenue luws, as applying to those ports. . In 
a word, would leave those States without any ex- 
cuse or pretext for remaining out of the Union. If 
I were a northern Representative, as I am a south- 
ern one, I would unite with my northern col- 
leagues, and with the Representatives of the bor- 
der slave States, in all honorable efforts to bring 
back the cotton States. It weuld be generous and 
noble to do so. We might thus unite and bid 
them return to the old paternal family mansion; 
and then the people of those States would hurl 
the politicians from power and take their. own 
Government into their own hands, and come back. 
And when they came, we should bid them, with 
asmile of welcome, to enters and we should re- 
ceive them, with open arms, to fraternal bosoms; 
point them to the proud flag waving over us; and 
exclaim, in kindest accents: 
“ A union of hearts, a union of bands, 
And the flag of our Union forever.” 

I tell gentlemen that it is in this spirit, and by 
this means, and this alone, that the Union can be 
preserved and perpetuated, in its integrity, to us 
and to our posterity. 

But I am asked, what will North Carolina do 
in this terrible crisis? Sir, she will do her duty; 
her whole duty. There is not, in this great Con- 
federacy, a State that is more loyal, or attached 
y ronger tics, or a more unalterable love to the 

nion. She will, in the exercise of her usual 
conservatism and moderation, calmly appeal to 
you again and again to do her justice, and restore 
to the country peace and harmony. No precipi- 
tation nor rashness will mark her counsels or her 
action, She will exhaust all peaceful and const- 
She will 
do everything that can be done to save the Con- 
stitution and the Union, except to tarnish her 
name, or sully her honor. ‘This she will never 
do—never! Above all things, she desires the pres- 
ervation of this Union, And as one of her loyal 
sons, if my poor life would avail anything to save 
it, E declare, before Heaven, I would willingly sac- 
rifice it. if, however, nothing should be done; 
if no guarantees whatever should be made; if civil 
war should ensue, and you should attempt her 
subjugation, or that of any of her soutbern sis- 
ters, by arms, she will prove to the world, in that 
dread arbitrament of the sword, that she has lost 
none of the prestige nor valor of ber former days. 


my place in the rank and file with my country- 
men, the brave and loyal sons of North Carolina, 
where we will defend as best we may her honor 
and her rights, and the sacred hearthstones of her 
virtuous people, leaving the justice of our cause 
and the consequences to God. J say this in no 
vaunting spirit; for L should feel myself an un- 
worthy descendant (if I may be pardoned the al- 
lusion) of those who fought and bled, and still 
fought, onthe storm-sweptand fire-girdled heights 
of King’s Mountain, and other battle-fields of the 
Revolution, if, in the hour of my country's peril, 
I should be found skulking from danger, instead 
of rallying to hersupport, and mixingin the strife. 

But, sir, relying with a firm faith and humble 


our own Washington as an instrument to achieve 
for us the priceless boon of civil and religious į 
liberty, and who in His mercy and goodness has 
showered upon this favored land so many bless- 
ings, I believe that He will not permit wicked and 
ambitious men to bring the blight of war and ruin 
upon our country; but that, by His protecting 
hand and wondrous goodness, the Union will be 
preserved and perpetuated— 
“Till the wave in the bay 

Where the Mayflower lay, 

Shali foam and freeze no more.” 

Mr. Speaker, the Union of these States was 
formed more than seventy years ago, by great 
and good men, whose highest hopes were that it 
might be imperishable; and I trust that seventy 
years hence, when this generation shall have 


p 


i aks z 
| to come, this same Union, (now -undergoing a 


baptism of fire,) dispensing its blessings. tohun- 
dreds of millions of free and happy. people, and 
resplendent in greatness, will still be marching 
onward in its brilliant carcer of progress and pros- 
perity, its destiny unfulfilled and. its glories un- | 
dimmed— Beene ee i 
“Till wrapt in fire the realms of ether glow, s 000o 
And Heaven’s last trump shall shake the world below 1” 
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The House having hnder consideration the report from the 
select committee of thirty-three— j 

Mr. HUTCHINS said: 

Mr. Speaker: When Milton was about to re- 
cord a revolt against the government of God, he 
thought it not unworthy. of -him to: invoke the 
guidance of that spirit 


: “that doth preter 
Before all temples the upright heart and pure," 
in the following language: 
“ What in me is dark 

iumine 3 what is low, raise and support ; 

That to the height of this great argument 

I may assert eternal Providence, | 

And justify the ways of God to men,” 

And now, when about to speak of a revolt as 
wicked and causeless as that of which Milton 
wrote, I trust it will not be regarded unworthy 
of me to invoke similar guidance. 

Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of this question, 
I shall not undertake to denounce my political 
friends, or others, who may, under. the circum- 
stances which surround them, see proper to differ 
from me. 

From among the many topics which press upon 
my mind for consideration, growing out of the 
agitated state of the country, | have selected the 
following as worthy of consideration: 

1. Have we a Government worth preserving? 

2. What are the alleged causes for its over- 
throw, and are they sufficient? 

3. The remedies proposed. 

Mr. Speaker, if the theory advocated vy per- 
haps a majority of the slaveholding States of this 
Union be true, that a State, for any grievances 
that it may regard as sufficictit, has a right, under 
the Constitution, to secede, then we have no Gov- 
ernment worthy of preservation; and we necd not 
be hatching compromises to save it. Does the 
right of secession exist under the Constitution as 
a remedy for alleged grievances? Tam aware that 
this question was discussed much more ably and 
thoroughly than I can pretend to discuss it, long 
ago, when the right to secede was first claimed by 
South Carolina—as long ago as 1830. The debates 
in the Senate between Mr. Webster and Mr. 
Hayne, in 1830, and between Mr. Webster and 
Mr. Calhoun, in 1832-3, I think settled the ques- 
tion against the right of secession; and it was 
crushed out then in South Carolina by the frm- 
ness and patriotism of General Jackson, 

The history of this Government has been ably 
referred to by gentlemen who have preceded me. 
It will be found that the leading idea of the col- 
onists who landed on Plymouth rock; and at 
Jamestown, and other points of settlement on this 
continent, was nationality; and the. Declaration 
of Independence and the Constitution will, I think, 
carry out that idea. Now, sir, 1 do not care 
whether the Constitution be. regarded as a com- 
pact or not. Names do not change results. At 
all events, it was regarded as an instrument of 
Government, binding upon those who adopted it. 
The object of the framers of the Constitution was 
to adjust the differentclaims of State sovereignty 
and nationality; and the Constitution may be re- 
garded as the sun of our political system, and the 
States as planets that revolve around it, the ecen- 
tripetal force of the Constitution not being sufti- 
cient to attract to it and absorb the centrifugal 
force of State sovereignty as to powers not granted 
to the General Government; and the General and 
State Governments were designed to act in har- 
monious concert in their respective orbits. L think 
it will hardly be charged to the memory of the 
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frainers of the Constitution, that they supposed | 
they were adopting an instrument that might be | 
destroyed at the mere volition of a-single State; 
‘and ‘their opinions have been referred to during 
this discussion to show that they intended no such 
foliy.. E wHl:not quotethem again. I will refer 
toa more recent-authority.. Some of the cotton 
States threatened to secede in 1850 if California 
‘was admitted aga free State; and the Legislature 
of. Mississippi, assuming that the people of the 
State were dissatisfied with thé compromise meas- 
ures. of 1850, called a State convention, which 
passed the following resolution: | 
s Resolved, That, in-the opinion of this convention, the 

sited right of secession from the Union, on the part of | 
is utterly unsanctioned by the Federal Constitu- |) 

} 


tton, which was framed to establish, and not destroy, the | 
Urfion.of the States; and that no segession can in taet take 
place, without a subversion.of the Union established, and 
which will not virtually amount, in its effects and conse- || 
quences, to a civil revolution,” 

I quote this resolution of the convention of Mis- | 
sissippi in 1851, against the recent action of her ; 
convention adopting an ordinance of secession. | 
The Constitution was not adopted by the States in | 
their corporate capacity as States. The people of | 
the different States, acting through State govern- | 

j 
i 
i 
j 
i 
{ 
| 
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mental organizations, adopted it as a Government 
for the.peopleof the United States. ‘To what prac- | 
tical purpose-have-been the ideas of our leading | 
statesmen. and politicians, that contiguous terri- | 
tory should be acquired for civil and military pur- | 
posts, i, when acquired, it may secede without | 
our consent? What becomes of the Monroe dog- 
tring, that we will not allow any foreign Power 
téinterfere upon this continent with the safety of 
our form of Government? It was uscless to ac- 

uite, with or without price, the ‘Territories of 

ouisiana and Florida; it was worse than useless | 
to reannex Texas, if they can at will dissolve their 
conneetion with this Government, without asking 
its consent? It has, for a long time, been a lead- 
ing idea with the slave power, that this Govern- 
ment must: purchase, at any price, Cuba; and if 
ivcould: not bé purchased, then it must be con- | 
quered orstolen, it being essential for our safety 
and security, We have all beard of the Ostend 
circular, signed by James Buchanan, Jolin M. 
Mason, and Pierre Soulé; and | here will read an 
extract from it: 

“Dors Cuba in the possession of Spain seriously endan- 
er our internal peace and the existence of our cherished 
Junion? Should this question be answered iu the affiran:- 

tive, then by every kuy, human and divine, we shall be | 
justified in wresting it from Spain, if we possess the power 5 
and this upou the very same priacipte that would justity 
an, individual in tearing down the burning house of bis 
neighbor, if there were no other means of preventing the | 
ames from destroying his own bome, Under such cireun- i 
stances; we ouglit neither to count the cost nor regard the | 
odds. which Spain might enlist against «We forbear to ! 
enter iuto the question whether the present condition of ; 
the Island would justify such a measure, We should, how- + 
ever, be reerdant to our duty, bo unworthy of our gallant 

forefathers, and commit base treason against our posterity, į 


should we permit Cuba to be Africanized, and become a 
second St. Domingo, with all its attendant horrors to the 
white race, and sutter the flames to eviend to onr owu neigh- 
boring shores, seriously to endanger, or actually to con- 
sume, the tairtabrie of our Union. We hear that the course 
and currentof events are rapidly tending towards such a 
eatastrophe.? . 

Mr. Speaker, suppose that, under the advice of 
the Ostend manifesto, during the administration of 
President Buchanan, the island of Cuba had been 
“ svrested from Spain” ata cost of $200,000,000, 
and twenty thousand ‘lives, for, according to the 
manifesto, “we ought neither to count the cost, 
nov regard the odds which Spain might enlist 
against us,’ and had been admitted into the Union 
en an equal footing with the original States, and 
she, too, should join in this secession stampede, 
and should resume her sovereignty, and again 
attach herself to Spain.. What would President 

3uchanan say to this? Why, he would probably 
say ‘Sbe had no right to secede; but the Govern- 
ment has no power to prevent it. Would not! 
the nationand the world prize highly such states- | 
manship? Well, sir, this is the statesmanship of . 
President Buchanan, as exhibited to us in his 
annial message. Secession is revolution, and 


$ 
nothing but revolution; and it may be defended, 
if the causes are sufficient to justify it in the judg- 
mènt of the civilized world. [will not, therefore, 
enlurge upon that point. I regard it as too clear | 
to admit of further aggument or controversy. | 

Mr. Speaker, I therefore conclude that we have |! 


a Government worthy of preservation. But I| 
repeat that, if one or more of the stars in our 
constellation have a right to shoot off at will, in- | 
dependent of the central san—the Constitution of | 
the United States—then our Government cannot 
inspire confidence at home or command respect 
abroad; and we need not rack our bratus, and 
screw up our consciences to the sticking point of 
compromise, for it cannot be compromised into 
respectability. 

With these brief remarks upon that point, I 
now come to the consideration of the alleged 
causes for the overthrow of this Government, and 
whether or not they eresufiicient. [tis very diff- | 
cult to’ get at the exact causes of complaint. 
When we look to the ordinances of secession and 
the manifestoes of the seceding States, the insuf- 
ficiency of the causes for the revolution which | 
they have inaugurated must strike every one. 

One of the alleged causes of complaint is the | 
action of several of the northern States in the pas- | 
sage of personal liberty bills. Now, let me re- | 
mark here, for itis true, that a large majority of 
what are now termed personal liberty bills, were 
enacted more than ten years ago, before the pass- 
age of the fugitive slave law, and before James 
Buchanan was inaugarated Presidentof the Uni- 
ted States. So faras any of those laws violate 
auy provision of the Constitution of the United | 
States, they are null and void. Have the south- 
ern States which are now complaining made any 
efforts to induce the Legislatures of the northern 
States to repeal those laws? Tave they sent com- 
missioners oragents with a view to test their con- 
stitutionality? Notat all, When any State north 
does to a State south, as South Carolina did to 
Massachusctts when she sought in a peaceable 
way to institute an amicable suit in the United 
States court within the Slate of South Carolina, 
to test the constituionality of a certain law of 
South Carolina, operating oppressively upon the 
citizens of Massachusetts, then I admit- that the 


southern States will have just cause of complaint, | 


But the northern States never have interposed, 
and I trast they never will interpose, any obsta- 
cles to testing the constitutionality of any of their 
laws. It has not been shown thus far in this de- 
bate, and F do not believe.it will be shown in its 
continuance, that a single slave has been helped 


away by incans of any of these personal liberty | 


bills. © [f, then, these laws are a good cause fora 
dissolution of the Union, that same cause existed, 


with as much force as it does to-day, when James } 


Buchanan was clected President. e 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that a certain kind of 
property held in the southern States is liable to 
appropriate to ttselfthe limbs which God Almighty 
gave it, and sometimes to run away. Lt has been 
the ease ever since slavery was introduced into 
the country; it ever will be the case so long as the 
love of liberty hasa lodgmentin the human breast. 
They run away—or, to use the more constitu- 
tional phraseology which we find in modern south- 


ern lexicons, they * scecde,”’ they ‘resume their | 
nty;? and all of them that I have ever | 
scen are opposed to tt coercion.’? Well, it some + 


‘ 
> 


soverels 
times happens that this kind of property, in ordes 
to get away, appropriates a horse, orsome other 
item of property, belonging to the master, with 
a view to enable it more readily to “resume its 
sovereignty; and, among slaves, this idea is not 
very strange, but is to be accounted for by the fa: 
of their southern education. All of them seem | 
willing to account for this property on a fair set- 
tlement with their masters; just as the southern | 
States say they are ready to account for what they | 
have seized and stolen ona fair settlement with | 
the United States. i 

j 

5 

f 
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I trust, Mr. Speaker, that these personal liberty | 
bills are no cause for a dissolution of the Union. | 
They are not relied upon as such They are mere 
make-weights to operate on the southern mind, 
to prejudice the South against the people of the 
free States. 

it is said, Mr. Speaker, that the anti-slavery 
sentiment of the country is such that southern 
institutions (meaning, of course, the right to hold 
slaves) arc insecure. The anti-slavery sentiment 
of the free States is not. stronger now than it was | 
in 1856, when James Buchanan was elected Pres- į 
ident. Wel, it is said that the clection of Lin- | 
coln and Hamlin is a cause for a dissolution of 


l 


i 


; States. 


the Union. The people of the free States, anda 
few of the people of the slave States, saw fit, under 
the platform adopted at Chicago, to vote for the 
election of Lincoln and Hamlin, as they bada 
right to do under the Constitution of the United 
States. It is not alleged that any law has been 
violated in that respect. The fact of the election 
of Lincoln and Hamlin to the highest, offices in 
the gift of the American people, by the freemen of 
the North, cannot be regarded as a just cause for 
a dissolution of the Union. If it were, then if 


| Breckinridge and Lane had been elected on their 


platform, which was as obnoxious to the North 
as the Chicago platform was to the South, the 
North would have been justified in seceding from 
this Union. Every one must sec the absurdity of 
that. ; 

Mr. Speaker, thereare complaintson both sides: 
and Iam sorry to be obliged, as a matter of de- 
fensc, to assert that, in my judgment, the North 
has to-day more cause to complain of the slave 
States than the slave States have to complain of 
the free States. 

Weall know that our citizens, who are secured, 
or ought to be secured, under the broad provis- 
ions of the Constitution of the United States, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures when 
traveling in the southern States, have been mobbed, 
robbed, tarred and feathered, whipped and burned, 
and have had all sorts of indignities heaped upon 
them. Ido not bring this charge against south- 
ern States as States. Notatall bring it only 
against citizens of those States. The goveni- 
ments are not responsible for it, But it is no cause 
for a dissolution of the Union, It ean be corrected 
inthe Union. But I do not believe that the citi- 
zens of southern States have been so badly treated 
in the free States as the citizens ef free States have 
been in southern States. 

The fugitive slave law was passed in 1850; it 


| was obnoxious to the people of the free States; it 


was opposed to all their-anglo-Saxen notions of 
jurispradence; and some free States thought it 
neeessary, to guard their free citizens against the 
summary process of that law, to pass personal 
liberty bills. ‘Phe fugitive slave law is justly 
obnoxious to the sentiment Gf the people of the 
free States; but that is no cause for a dissolution 
ofthe Union. A large, or at least a resptetable 
minovity of the people of the free States, do not 
believe there is any constitutional authority to 
pass such a law, while they acknowledge the right 
of the slaveholder to recover his property under 
the provision of the Constitution of the United 
States. But they believe that the duty devolves 
on State Legislatures, to provide a remedy by 
whichthe rightofthe slaveholder could be asserted 
in accordance with the forms of Jaw in the free 
States. But so long as the Supreme Court of the 
United States continue to declare that law consti- 
tutional, so long, I have no doubt, it will be en-. 
forced faithfully in the North, however hard and 
oppressive the people of the free States may regard 
it. The people of the free States are a law-abid- 
ing people. 
& For there, before almighty law, 
High birth, high place, with pious awe, 
Tn reverend homage bend. 

There man’s tree spirit unconstrained, 

Exults in man’s best rights maintained. 

Rights which ancient valor gained, 

From age to age descend.” 

I have here a statentent of some.of the outrages 
recently perpetrated in southern States against 
yorthern citizens; and I donot introduce it for the 
purpose of stirring up any bad blood or any bad 
fecling. I admit that excesses are committed on 
both sides of the line. With the permission of the 
House, I will read this extract from the Mercer 
county (Pennsylvania) Dispatch: 

& We have been made acquainted with the facts of re- 
cent outrages, committed at the South on citizens of the 
North, two of them long residents of Mercer county, whieh 
show the despotism of slavery and the wrongs perpetrated 
at its bidding. fo mber last, Miehael Donobne and 
James Grif, of Fairview township, went to Pittsburg, 
intending to work their way dowu the river on a coal boat, 
and work during the winter at some place in the soutbern 
These boats having all gone, they took passage on 
a steamboat, and, in a short time, reached Memphis, Ten- 
nes and, in company with one or two others, started 
back into the country to procure employment. They had 
gone but a short distance, when they were intercepted by 

| purported to be a committee of vigilance, the captain 
of which asked Donohue. where he was from. He replied, 
from Virginia, The other said he was not, but was a 
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«damned Method 
and his companion have vory little sympathy. He protested | 
that this was not so; that be was no. Abolitionist, and had 
never voted anything but the Democratie ticket; all of 
which is tue. Butit availed him not; and he was told 
that be had bis choice, either to be flogged or tarred and 
cottoned, He preferred the latter, when he was stripped 
and the tar and cotton applied to him.. The same choice 
was given to Griflin, who preferred the flogging. Ue was 
stripped to the shirt, and a large wagon whip put into the 
hands of a negro to carry out the sentence of thirty-seven 
Jashes, but, after he received twenty, he was tet off. While 
the punishment was inflicted, three of the mob stood 
around him with drawn pistols, to shoot him if he made 
any resistance. 

“Another of the company, with the two former, was told 
that he had either to be hung or tarred and cottoned. He, 
of course, chose the latter, and they were applied. Another 
was told that he had his ehoicc, either to be bung or 
branded on the check; and, choosing the fatter, the out- 
rage was inflicted on Dim. ‘The four were then driven off 
with dogs, and firing of pistols after them.” 

Now, these are wrongs for which remedies 
ought to be provided; and, fearing that the re- 
spectable and patriotic committee of thirty-three 
might omit this matter, and inasmuch as we sup- 
-posed that we were to have a final settlement of | 
all existing accounts, E submitted a resolution 
ca 
been proposed. 

Mr. MAYNARD, I desire to state to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that the laws of Tennessee pro- | 
vide for the punishment of such offenses. 

Mr. CAREY. I object. 

Mr. MAYNARD. That objection comes with 
a very bad grace from the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Cangy,] who was allowed yesterday toin- 
terrupt the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Sma.) | 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I was about to remark that | 
I brought this up at this time that 1 might here- | 
after call on the chairman of the committee of 
thirty-three to prove thal this matter has not been 
adjusted, so that it shall not be barred by what 
might be called res adjudicata. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I simply wished to state 
that, by the laws of Tennessce, if that outrage 
had berni perpetrated as stated in the paper, those 
men could not only be made to answer in dam- 
ages, but could also be imprisoned for years in 
the penitentiary. 

HUTCHINS. I bave no doubt of that 
fact. And all those outrages on what you call | 
southern rights are also punished by the laws of 

the free States. I am glad to say that I do not 

regard this as any just cause for a dissolution of į 
the Union. I introduced the matter to show that | 
if charges are to be made, they can be made on | 
the one side as well as on the other. 

I now propose, Mr. Speaker, to consider very 
briefly the remedies proposed for the difficulties 
under which we are laboring. I come, in the first 
place, to the report of the committee of thirty- 
three. I have great respect, sir, for the respecta- 
bility and patriotism of the members of that illus- 
trious committee. I voted against its formation, 
because I did not believe that anything had oc- | 
curred, or was likely to occur, requiring the inter- 
position of such a committee. That committee 
has made a report. To some of the propositions 
reported, there is no very great objection. There 
is, however, a clause of the report to which I have 
some objection. After referring to the charge 
against the free States, by the President, in his 
annual message, without contradicting it, the 
chairman of the committee uses the following lan- 
guage: 

t Publications emanating from the newspaper or period- | 
ical press, having a tendency to promote domestic insurrec- 
tion in any of the States, and circulated with that intent, 
are, in tbe judgment of the committer, highly criminal,and 
should be so treated by the laws of the several States. The 
right of free discussion, while it is regarded as absolutely 
necessary to the maintenance of free government, may be | 
expected, in times of great excitement, to ran into occa- 
sional licentiousness. The corrective of this evil remains 
with the State governments; and the committee do not 
doubt that the desired corrective will be promptly applied 
in all eases when the evil shall have assumed a formidable 
aspect; while the just and rational freedom of speech and 
of the press will be carefully preserved.” 

Mr. Speaker, E am well aware that that is the 
carefully prepared language of the distinguished 
and eloquent chairman of that committec; but, in 


my judgment, it contains principles more fatal to |} 


the liberty of the press than the famous sedition 
law of 1798. The gentleman undertook, in his 
specch, to break the force of that passage, and | 
soften down its meaning, by stating that, if such | 


ling attention to these facts; but no remedy has |) 
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circulation were intended to promote domestic 


| States, relying upon the criminal intent to work 
a conviction. The chairman of that committee is 


sumed to intend what is the natural and necessary 
result of the act which he commits, How easy, 
therefore, it would beto indict the New York Tri- 
bune, the New York Evening Post, the New York 
Independent, or any other out-spoken anti-slavery 
paper, for a publication that slavery is wrong 


claim that such publication tends to make slaves 
discontented; and thorefore, tends to produce in- 
surrection? The papers to which I have referred 
arealready regarded insurrectionary in slavehold- 
ing States; for the reason, as itis claimed, that 


| would besuppressed under the rule laid down by 


H the chairman of the committed, 


ae 


The gentleman, in his speech, referred to the 
efforts of Lord Erskine to take from the courts 


inal intent of a publication,and that, through his 
efforts, the law of England and of this country 
now issthat the jary,and not the court, is to pass 
upon the intent of the publication, It occurred 
to meas singular, that the gentleman should refer 
to Lord Erskine as an authority to restrict the 
liberty of the press, when it is well known that 
one of the great efforts of his life was the defense 
of the liberty of the press, in the celebrated case 
of the Dean of St. Asaph for the publication of a 
tract illustrating the general principles of govern- 
: ment, written by Sir William Jones, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
man from Ohio that, having been a member of the 
committec of thirty-three, F understand the prop- 
| osition laid down by the chairman of the commit- 
tee has reference to the publication and circulation 
of documents intended to stir up insurrection in 
the slave States. Does the gentleman approve 
the converse of the doctrine? 


whatis insurrectionary ? Thatis a nice question, 
depéniliog upon cireumstances. 

ir James Mackintosh, in his great oration in 
defense of Jean Peltier, which Erskine pronounced 
to be “a splendid monument of genius, learning, 
and eloquence,” said: 

“Those who slowly buit up the fabric of our Jaws. 
attempted anything so absurd as to define by any 
rule the obscure and shifting boundaries which divide libel 
from history or discussion’? * 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I reply that a newspaper 
is supposed to be published for public informa- 
tion. 
judge of the criminality of articles published. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. What I fear is that after 


ever 


ise 


frce States, which some of these compromising 
propositions may bring about, that it will be very 
easy to find pretenses for causing the suppression 
of publications of the character I have mentioned. 

Mr. STANTON. l hope my colleague will 
answer the question dircetly, whether he is in 


purpose of siring up insurrection. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. No, sir, fam not; and T 


I do not want to compromise the liberty of the 
press, that slavery may have additional protec- 
tion and guarantees. Lam notin favor of further 
restricting the liberty of the press. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. 


ge 


| shall undertake to stifle freedom of speech or 
| restrict the liberty of the press in this country. 


collgague I wish to know whether I understand 


Ic ’ ¢ T | bis answer to the question of my other colleague, 
| insurrection, it ought to be punished in the free | 


a good lawyer; and no one knows better than he | 
that the maxim of criminal lawis, thata man is prè- | 


. + . . a] 
that slavcholding is a crime; and on the trial, to | 


they are calculated to produce insurrection; and | 
iif these papers were in slavcholding States, they 


and give to the jury the right to judge of the crim- | 


I will say to the gentle- | 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Who isto be the judge of | 


There should be a power somewhere to | 


the demoralized state of public sentiment in the | 


favor of permitting papers to be published for the | 
l Ing pap P ° : Pz 5 à : 
ii toinaugurate a political millennium, whenthe lion 


am not in favor of establishing any new doctrine || 
whereby anti-slavery publications may be sup-! 
pressed under the pretext that they may be pub- | 
lished “with the intent ”’ to stir up insurrection. ij i k 
i| that in no single instance, where it was supposed 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Neither am I; but I am | 
in favor of placing proper guards upon the Heen- } 
ii Gousness of the press. 


anybody else, who, underany pretense whatever, | 


I wish to make an inquiry of my | 


[Mr. Sranrown.] I understand hini to say that 
| he would not be in’ favor. of publications’ which 

are calculated to promote’ servile: insurrections. 
Is that the answer he gives? 0° 00 00 8 i 


* Mr. HUTCHINS. Yes, sir; but 


‘pot in ithe 


exact language of your question: = ~ 


Mr. COX. 


Task him, then, if he would bein 


l favor of the publication: of such documents as 


Theodore Parker’s programme, in which helays 
down the doctrine that slaves. may murder, stdal, 
and rob, for the purpose of obtaining their, free- 
dom? te Hea : 

Mr. HUTCHINS. ‘I believe I have not read 
that programme. I do not recollect its contents. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I will answer the gentle- 
man. E 

Mr. COX. I put no question to that gentleman. 
lask my other colleague if he will answer’ my. 
interrogatory ? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Iwill reply tomy colleague 
in this wise. I presume I am ‘not as familiar 
with the platform of principles of Theodore Parker 
as he i$. 1 do not now know whether or ‘not I 
have read his programme. I have read some ot 
liis sermons ang anti-slavery publications. If E 
have read the programme to which the gentleman 
refers, I cannot now call to mind its language, and 
could not, therefore, say whether or not I’would 
favor its publication. I would not make its pub- 
lication criminal. yy 

Mr. COX. It is published in the New York 
Tribune. 

Mr. CAREY. 


ruptions, 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Speaker, I have made 
my criticisms upon the report of the committee 
of thirty-three, I trust, in al! kindness and respect 
for the members of that committee. [believe the 
doctrine is dangerous, and I protest against it. 

Now, to the specific remedics proposed by the 
committee: I am opposed to undertaking to save 
this Union at the present time by a compromise of 
any sort by which any new guarantees shall be 
given to slavery ;andI will briefly give my reasons 
why some of the propositions reported by the com- 
mittee of thirty-three, which would, under other 
circumstances, command my vote, will not now 
receive my assent. What do we understand by a 
compromise? My dictionary teaches me that it is 
a mutual giving up on each side of some contro- 
versy or some question that there is a dispute 
about. Now, I want to know what concession on 
| the partof the slave States this committec of thirty- 


L object to any further inter- 


| 
j three, or anybody else, has recommended for our 


consideration ? Whatrightdo they concedebyany 
proposition that has been submitted > Isay, not 
| one single thing, except the amendment to the 
fugitive slave law, and that amounts to very little 
in my judgment. Yet we are called upon day 
| after day to ignore party platforms and prifciples, 
and to compromise, by conceding all that is de- 
manded to placate those who are in rebellion 
| against the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, we have had a great many final 
settlements of the slavery question, and every one 
of them was to be an everlasting finality. The 
compromise measures of 1820 were to be an eternal 
finality. The compromise measures of 1850 were 


of slavery was to lie down with the lamb of free- 
dom, so reconciled that a child might lead them 
| Sir, who violated the compromise of 1820? Who 
violated the compromise of 1850? Not the free 
States of this Union. No, sir; Lassert asa fact, 


this question of slavery was compromised and 
i settled as between the free and slave States, have 
the free States, directly or indirectly, violated it. 
If they have, I challenge the advocates of slavery 
upon this floor to show it. But in every instance 


i these compromises have been disregarded by the | 
If it is not proposed to | 
change the existing law, why is the subject re- j 
| ferred to by the committee? Lcommend the senti- | 
ji ments of that brilliant oration of Sir James Mack- 
| intosh to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or 


slaveholding interest. In 1854 the interest of sla- 
very procured the repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise, and the interest of freedom resisted it. 

i Lam opposcd to any new compromises. They 
| have not been, and cannot in the nature of things 
i be, productive of permanent good or lasting peace. 
They only postpone and complicate the dificul- 
ties. I do not see why any one should desire to 
increase the influence and pewer of slavery. It 
has divided all political and religious organizations 


` 


- Mexico under certain circumstances as anything 
© wrong, yet l assert that at the present time there 


_ admission into this Union with a proper consti- 


`- dering fugitives from justice, and to lodge itin the 


“its object any interference within the States with the rela- 


where claim the right to interfere, by an act 


“not mierfere.with the question of slavery in the 


‘undertakes to prevent an amendment of the Con- 
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connected with it, that it could not control; and | 
now il seeks to destroy the. Government, if it will 
not yield to its inexorable demands. f 

The resolution of the committee of thirty-three 
isin these words: | 


‘Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the. United States of Americain Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of hotly Houses concurring,) That the following arti- 
čle be proposed to:the Legislatures of the several States as 
ap amendment to te Constitution of the United States, 
which, when ratified by three fourths of said Legislatures, 
shali be valid, to all inteuts and purposes, as part of the 
‘said Constitation : 

“Arg. 12. No amendment of this Constitution having for 


tion-between their citizens and those described in section 
second of the fitse article of the Constitution as ‘all other 
persons, siudi originate with any State that dees not recog- 
nize that rélation within its own limits, or shall be valid 
withont the assent of every one of the States composing the 
Union: 


Laffirm that } never heard a Republican any- 


of Congress, with the institution’ of slavery as 
it exists in the several States of this Union. Í 
object to this amendment, as being against the 
spiritof theage.. If a simple proposition had been 
reported by the committee, that Congress should 


States, 1 do nov know but it would have com- 
manded my assent, for | understand that to be the 
Constitution now. Buthereisa proposition which | 


stitution upon a certain subject, without the con- 
sent of ali thé States. In other words, it makes 
amandment upon that subject impossible. Why 
should the people of this country on one subject | 
be prevented from amending the Constitution, 
when they are at liberty to amend it on all other 
pubjects. 

The next proposition is the admission of New 
Mexico into the Union asa State. While tam 
not disposed to regard the admission of New 


is'no necessity for its admission. Lt is said that i 
Territory. is secured to slavery by virtue of the 
compromise measures of 1850, and the Dred Scott 
decision. If so, ought not the South to be content 
with that? Whenever New Mexico applies for 


tution, | will take her case into consideration. 
‘Chere is one other portion of the report of the 
committee which, I think, is more objectionable 
than any other. {am sorry that I have not the 
time to argue it at length. ‘It is a proposition to | 
take by law from the executive officers of the 
several States of this Union, whoarcelected byand | 
are responsible to the people, the duty of surren- 


judges of the district courts of the United States, 
appointed by the President of the United States | 
for life, and who are not responsible to the peo- 
ple. | 
L object to it as a. monstrous proposition, and 
full of danger to the liberties of the people, Be- 
fore L would vote for it, L must have coupled with | 
ita proposition to amend the Constitution of the 
United States, making the judges of the circuit 
courts of the United States elective by a vote of 
the people in the districts where they serve, and 
to hold their offices, not for life, but for a term of 
years. 

F will next refer to what is called the Critten- 
den proposition. There have been presented to 
us many petitions for the adoption of these prop- 
positions as an amendment to the Constitution, 
and f have no doubt that many signatures have 
been obtained on the supposition that these prop- 
ositions are identical with the Missouri compro- | 
mise, which was repealed in.1854. They are, in 
form and substance, materially different. ‘The 
Missouri compromise simply prohibited slavery in 
all the Louisiana Territory, not included in the 
State of Missouri, north of 360 30, and left its 
existence south of that line an open question. 

The Crittenden propositions provide: 

1. Thatin ail the Territory ofthe United States, 
now held or hereafter acquired, south of latitude 
360 30', slavery of the African race is hereby rec- 
ognized as existing, and shall not be interfered with 
by Congress; but shall be protected as property, by 
all the departmentg of the territorial government, | 
during its continuance. 

2. © That Congress shall have no power to | 


abolish slavery in places under its exclusive ju- || ifthatverdict isrendered into judgment, then acer~° 
risdiction, and situated within the limits of States |} tain number of the slaveholding States will break 
that permit the holding of slaves.” up thisGovernment. Does not every one sec, if 
3. That Congress shall have no power to abol- i| we grant them what they desire, it will sap the 
ish slavery in the District of Columbia, so long || very foundation of the Government? It will in- 
as it exists in the States of Maryland and Vir- jj vite similar rebellion in relation to any interest 
ginia, nor without the consent of the inhabitants, || that may feel disturbed by the result of an elec- 
nor without just compensation. ; ‘| tion. There are other interests in this country, 
4. That Congress shall not interfere with the || besides those ofslavery, which may feel aggrieved 
transporiation of slaves from one State toanother, |: at the result of an election; and if we encourage 
or to a Territory,in which slaves are permitted {| the idea that the verdict of the people may be set 
to be held, whether that transportation be by sea, |; aside, we cannot fix where it shall terminate. We 
by land, or by navigable rivers. || are entitled to our judgment, and we intend to have 
5. That the United States shall pay the owner, || it, by the help of Almighty God, and the strong 
who shall apply for it, the full value of his fugi- |; arms of the people of all sections. 
tive slave, in all cases when the marshal or other We are appealed to, sir, as partisans. It is 
officer, whose duty it was to arresta fugitive, was | said that we are indifferent to the actual condition 
prevented from arresting by violence or intimida- of the country. My colleague from Ohio [Mr. 
tion, or when, after arrest, the fugitive was res- || Cox] made a very able argument against the right 
cued by force. And that the United States shall of a State to secede; but, like other northern Dem- 
have power to reimburse themselves by imposing || ocrats, he is opposed to secession, but objects to 
and collecting a taxon the county or city in which || coercion in order to prevent it. They are like 
the violence, intimidation, or rescue was commit- || the man who, when asked whether he approved 
ted, equal in amount to the sum paid, with in- the Maine liquor law, said that he did, but he was 
terest and the costs of collection. And the county |} very much opposed to its execution. (Laughter.] 


or city may sue the: persons who prevented the Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
arrest or committed the rescue, and recover the Mr. HUTCHINS. Tcannot just now. 
amount paid, Mr. COX. T'he gentleman misrepresents me. 


6. That no fature amendment shall affect the || Mr. HUTCHINS, The Democratic party, 
five preceding propositions, nor the third para- Mr. Speaker, are attempting to make capital out 
graph of the second section of the first article of of this controversy. J have no doubt my col- 
the Constitution; nor the third paragraph of the || league from the Columbus district (Mr. Cox] is 
second section of the fourth article of the Con- || in favor of this Union, provided he can preserve 
stitution; and noamendment shall be made to the || itand destroy the Republican party. Tam not quite 
Constitution which shall give power to Congress |! sure he is heartily in favor of it, if the Repub- 
to abolish slavery in the States. . lican party is to remain inpower, Why do I judge 

7. That the elective franchise and the right to || him thus? I find him upon every occasion active 
hold office, whether Federal, State, territorial, or || and instant, in season and out of season, in hunt- 
municipal, shall not be exercised by persons who || ing facts and furnishing southern men with ma- 
are, in whole or in part, of the African race. ij terial to prejudice the already excited public mind 

8. That the United States shall have power to || of the South. He appears to have implicit faith 
acquire, from time to time, districts of country in | in compromises. He said, in his speech the other 
Africa or South America, for the colonization, at || day, that * sacrifice and compromise are words 
the.expense of the Federal Treasury, of such free of honorable import; the one gave us Calvary, the 
negroes and mulattoes as the several States may other the Constitution”? The gentleman’s rhet- 
wish to have removed from their limits, and from |] orie is well; but in its practical application td the 
the District of Columbia. subject in controversy it is meaningless. Patriot- 

F cannot examine these atrocious propositions || ism and statesmanship gave us the Constitution, 
in detail. A more carefully guarded plan for the || slightly marred by compromise; but let it stand 
perpetuation of slavery in this country could not | The word compromise has been too much dese- 
well be devised. Every imaginable security is crated, of late, in our political history, to be talis- 
here provided for. It gives a constitutional rec- || manic now to save the Union. 
ognition of slavery in all territory now owned Lam not surprised that the gentleman should 
and hereafter to be acquired south of latitude 369 || use the word sacrifice as connected with compro- 
30. ft proposes an irrepealable constitutional || mise, after his announcement that he was willing 
slave code for the Territories south of 360 30°; || to vote for the Crittenden proposition, because it 
and the recent Democratic convention in Ohio || involved a sacrifice of his political professions. 
adopted it, and other Democratic conventions in Before the election he was for popular sover- 
free States have proposed to adopt the Crittenden cignty, and objected to even a legislative slave 
plan of compromise. code for the Térritorics; but now he declares his 

Why did the Democrats object to a legislative || readiness to vote for a constitutional slave code. 
slave code, at Charleston and Baltimore, if they į] H is not, therefore, strange that he should regard 
aro so ready now to adopt a constitutional one? | sacrifice asa better word to use, in connection with 
They feared to go before the people on that issue. | these propositions, than compromise; and I think, 
This is the plan of compromise which Republi- || Mr. Speaker, that “ sacrifice” accurately defines 
cans, day after day, are eloquently appealed to || most of these propositions which go under the 
to adopt; and they are cared with criminal par- || nomenclature of compromise; and the question 
tisan obstinacy, because they will not adopt this į! really is, shall the people of the free States sacri- 
plan to placate the slave power, now intent on || fice principles which, in theirjudgment, are essen~ 
destroying the Government. Mr. Speaker, [ || tial to the welfare of the Republic, to placate those 
believe the people of the frec States, when they || who are plotting its overthrow? Others may, but 
fairly understand these propositions, will spurn |; E will xever knowingly do it. 
them as an insult. Now, sir, what are the cir- Mr. Speaker, the Crittenden plan—which is 
cumstances under which these amendments to the |} misnamed compromise—would no more be a final 

Yonstitution and other propositions of compro- |! settlement of the slavery question, than the differ- 
mise are proposed? Abraham Lincoln and Fan- || ent compromises heretofore adopted have been, 
nibal Hamlin have been lawfully clected President || What slaveholders demand, is supremacy in the 
and Vice President, upon a platform opposed to || Government; nothing short of this will satisfy 
many if not all of these propositions of compro- | them.’ What most alarms them, at this time, is 
mise. Other parties went into ihe canvass with || the growing power of the free States, as shown 
their candidates and platforms, and the verdict of || by the recent census. If my colleague from the 
the people was invoked in relation to them, The Columbus district wishes at once io reach the 
verdict has been rendered fairly, without fraud, || root of the difficulty, he must sacrifice still further 
and without connivance, in favo? of the principle || his political principles; and, as he appears to be 
that our Territories are forever to remain free. || in a sacrificing mood, I would suggest what, for 
What is the proposition? Before that verdict is || a time at least, would restore peace to the coun- 
rendered. into a judgment, a proposition comes || try and coax the cotton States to lay down the 
up for a new trial to set it aside. weapons of their rebellion, The power of the 

We find Republican lawyers standing here to || free States, he will remember, is the chief difi- 
advocate the rights of their clients, willing to set |!| culty. Let him, then, destroy their free-school 


aside that verdict before it is rendered into judg- || system; put down free speech; silence the press 
ment. Why must it bedone? Because it is said, | and pulpit; puta censorship upon their literature; 


oe 
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their people the love of justice and the hatred of 
oppression; and he will have brought about a 
final settlement of the slavery question. This 
would out-Crittenden Crittenden. 

Mr. Speaker, the conspiracy to destroy this 
Government is extensive and wide-spread, pene- 
trating every department of the Government; and, 
but for providential interposition, it might have 
succeeded. I cannot better define this great crime | 
than to quote from an editorial article from the 
Baltimore Sun, under the head of “The Great | 
Crime of History,” omitting the editorial © we:?? | 

“In all the historic annals of our race, E can poiut to no 
erime so great, so infamous, so purely vicious, because so 
completely causeless and inexcusable, as that which bas 
dissolved the Union of these States, And that there should 
be any mau in this southern section of our common terri- | 
tory who can regard the criminal processes, and the reck- 
Jess and relentless perpetrators of this g crime, with any 
degree of toleration, is to me perfectly iicomprehensible.”” 


The cloquent cditor endeavored to fasten this 
great crime upon others; but l charge it upon him, 
and those sympathizing with him, who counsel 
treason and apologize for traitors. This great 
crime must be put down as other crimes are put 
down—by coercion, The question is not now 
whether the Government should coerce a State, 
but whether the people of a State shall coerce the 
Government, Our flag has been insulted, our forts | 
have been captured, and our property has been 
stolen; and no Government can exist without 
coercing obedience to its laws, and putting down 
organized rebellion, however formidable it may 
be. Our forts must be recaptured, our stolen prop- 
erty recovered, the Constitution and laws must be 
obeyed. If that means coercion, then I am for 
coercion. 

I believe that a large majority in the slave 
States are yet loyal to the Constitution, and that 
there is a Union feeling in the States which have 
passed ordinances of secession that will yet put | 
down rebellion there. It is, for the time being, 
overborne by the terrorism which prevails. l 
think the reaction has already commenced. Well, 
itis said we must do something to aid this reac- | 
tion, and at least save the border slave States. 
Sir, is not the Constitution as itis, broad cnough 
for all Union men to stand upon? It is not pro- 
posed to take from the people of the slave States | 
one single constitutional guarantee which they | 
now have. ` | 

At the commencement of this session, 1 was 
opposed to all measures which held ont plans of | 
compromise; and I firmly believe that the position | 
of the Union men in the border slave States would | 
have been stronger to-day, if a majority of this 
House had given them the firm platform of the 
Constitution to stand on, instead of throwing to 
them rotten planks of compromise, which must 
ultimately give way before the surging waves of 
the disunion fanaticism thatis sweeping over those 
States. 1 know their position is embarrassing; 
and if they can stand at all, they muststand upon 
the declaration of General Jackson, that ‘* the 
Union must be preserved.” >A 

I am willing to unite with all men who are for 
the integrity of the Union. Idonotthereby adopt 
their views upon the slavery question, or other 
questions, nor do they adoptmine. If the people 
ofany State desire the Constitution amended, they 
can submit propositions of amendment; and they | 
would be entitled to a respectful consideration, 1f į 
not coupled witha threat to break up the Govern- 
ment, if not granted. 

I hope, sir, that the Constitution will never be 
so amended as to give any additional guarantees 
to slavery. All who vote for such amendments 
are guilty of its criminality and injustice. All the 
elements of agitation are now at work to bring 
about such amendments; but I trust they will sig- 
nally fail. The people are still true to thoir con- 
victions, and, whatever their representatives may 
do, they will never, I trust, in the eloquent lan- | 
guage of Dr. Channing, ‘‘ give countenance to the | 
doctrine which all tyrants hold, that material 
power, physical pain, is mightier than the convic- 
tions of reason, than the principle of duty, than 
the love of God and mankind.” They will, if 
necessary, with warm hearts and strong arms, 


rally to the support of a just Government; andlet i 


us, their Representatives, stand rrm to our con- 


victions, leaving the result in the hands of that 
Providencethat has never forsaken usin the dark- 
est hour of our history. 


STATE OF THE UNION, 


SPEECH OF HON. W. N. H. SMITH, 
OF NORTH CAROLINA, 


In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 8, 1861. 


The Uonse having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina, said: 

Mr.Spraxen: Triseto address you and the mem- 
bers of this House, and through you and them 
the constituencies we represent, under circum- 
stances of painful embarrassment and of grave, 
deep responsibility. We cannot be insensible to 
events which, transpiring within the brief inter- 
val since our assembling at the present session, 
have marked their indelible impress upon the his- 
tory of the country., We cannot banish from view 
the evidences ofa great and still progressing move- 
ment, whose effects, here as elsewhere, are con- 
stantly before our eyes. 

Thirty of ourassociates have withdrawn, at the 
call of their respective States, andare no longer of 
our body. The expressive silence which responds 
to the roll-call of their names—these vacant seats 
so recently occupied—are the ever-present wit- 
nesses of the changes which have ‘been produced 
in our pational condition. 

In the presence of these facts, and while the 
process of disintegration is thus rapidly going on 
—when we sce State afler State separating them- 
selves, by the action of conventions within their 


| limits, from the Confederacy, and sending dele- 


gates, as did the colonics in the Revolution, to 
another congress, now sitting in a distant city, to 
organize a new and independent form of govern- 
ment—I have asked myself, what have we, the 
Representatives of the people, been doing? What 
measures of pacification have we been initiating 
and maturing to arrest the further progress of the 
movement? what to restore to the dismembered 
brotherhood the members broken from it? 


The people will hold their Representatives to a | 


just and fearful accountthility for their inaction 
at such a crisis. Already have they commis- 
sioned another congress and charged it with the 
trust of composing dissensions which threaten 
the-overthrow of Government, and whose adjust- 
ment has proved too formidable a work for us. 
Until a very recent period, I have felt a great and 
increasing despondence as to a pacific solution of 
our sectional dissensions. Yet, since Virginia 
suggested the movement, so generally responded 
to by the States still remaining in the Union, 
which has brought in council commissioners of 
peace and conciliation from so large a part of the 
Confederacy, I have had a reviving hope in these 
indications of a determination among the masses 
of the people to take their difficulties into their 
own hands; that they might yet be adjusted by 
other agencies than our own. While we, upon 
whom primarjly the duty rests, are engaged, day 
after day, in discussing the canses and extent of 
the disruption which has taken place, instead of 
providing some adequate and sufficient remedy 
for the grievances which bave produced it; while 
such has been our conduct here, what has been 
the result elsewhere? At this moment, my own 
State is calling a convention of her people to delib- 
crate upon the most momentous issue ever sub- 
mitted to their determination, and in its conse- 
quences involving their entire future relations 


with the Federal Government. Elsewhere, in the | 


border slaveholding States, the popular mind is 


| occupied with the same perplexing topic, and is | 


intently considering the question to which of the 
parts of a permanently dissevered Republic their 
safety, duty, and interest, will impel them to form 
a connection. 

In the course of this debate, it has been fre- 


i quently asked by members of the Re ublican 
pi h 
i motion? What has produced the general distrust 


party who have spoken: “ Why is all this čom- 


and alarm now pervading the southern people ?” 
And itis said by them, © We have elected our can- 


H 


t 
i 
t 
j 
i 


Union.” 


| 


| 
| 


| 
i 
i 


didate to the Presidency of the United States ‘in 
strict conformity with the. requirements. ‘of the 
Constitution, and this isthe onlyact done or men- 
aced to inflame resentments that ‘are rending ‘the 
_ Undoubtedly, an adverse’ result, ofa 
presidential canvass, as it is manifestly an insuffi- 
cient cause, cannot fairly be supposed to produce. 
the effects upon.the minds of the southern people 

which are ascribed toitsagency. ‘This, however, 

is a very imperfect statement of the. case... The 

difficulty lies not in the issue. of an'election, but 

in the means and influences by which success hag 

been achicved, The fact is significant mainly 

from its conncction with others preceeding and ac- 
companying it. To be properly estimated and 

understood, it must be scen in its relations and 

dependencies. In a Confederacy of States differ- 
ing so much in institutions, interests, and habits, 

as those which form the Union, sectional parties 

cannot be otherwise than dangerous to the public 

tranquillity, and their permanent domination will 

inevitably lead to the overthrow of Government 
or the separation of its constituent parts.. 

This has been the concurring opinion of wise 
and patriotic men from the very foundation of our 
present system to the present hour. In his Fare- 
well Address to his countrymen, and in words. of 
fervid cntreaty, graven upon -every American 
heart, Washington remonstrated earnestly against 
the formation of geographical parties. 

Jn an address delivered by Millard Fillmore at 
Albany, in the year 1856, immediately after the 
organization of the Republican party, in view of 
the consequences of its possible success, he spoke 
as follows: i 

t: We sec a political party presenting candidates for the 
Presidency and Vice Presidency selected for the first time 
from the free States alone, with the avowed purpose of 
electing these candidates by suffrages of one. part of the 
Union oniy, to rule over the whole United States. Can it 
be possible that those who are engagod in such a measure 
can have seriously reflected upon the consequences which 
must inevitably follow, in case of success? Canthey have 
the madness or the folly to believe that our southern breth- 
ren would submit to be governed by such a Chief Magis- 
trate 27° 

And then, reversing the case, for the 
illustration, he proceeds: 

“ Suppose that the South, having a majority of the elec- 
toral votes, should declare that they would only have slave- 
holders for President and Vice President, and should elect 
such by their cxclusive suffrages to rule over us at the 
North: do you think we would submit to it? No; not for a 
moment. Ang do you believe that your southern brethren 
are less sensitive on this subject than yon are, or less jeal- 
ous of theirrights? If you do, let me tell you that yon are 
mistaken. And therefore you must see, that if this sectional 
party succeeds, it leads inevitably to the destruction of wis 
beautiful fabric, reared by our forefathers, cemented by 
their blood, and bequeathed to us as a priceless inherit- 
anee.?? 

I do notcite this testimony to justify the act of 
national disruption, as I am sure such was not 
the purpose of the patriot and statesman who 
uttered it, but as prophetic of the irritating effect 
of a sectional ascendency upon the southern mind 
and the consequences to which it would lead. 

Let me refer again to a similar warning given 
by the nominee for the Vice Presidency of the 
constitutional Union party, in his letter of accept- 
ance, of the 29th day of May last. Mr. Everett 
writes: : ` 

“1 suppose it to be the almost universal impression-—it is 
certainly minc—that the existing state of affairs is ex- 
ritical. Our political controversies have substan- 
umed an almost purely sectional character—that 


arfal struggle between the North and the South. It 
would not be diffienit to show at length the perilous nature 


purpose of 


| and tendency of this struggle; but I can only say on this 


5 


occasion that, in my opinion, it cannot be much longer kept 
up without rending the Union.” 


And again: 

« Can such astate of things Jong continue, especially with 
the ever-present risk of new causes of exasperation? Lown 
it seems to me impossible, unless some healing course is 
adopted, that the catastrophe which the mas of good citi 
zens deprecate, should be much longer delayed. A spirit of 
pattiotic moderation must be called into action throughout 
the Union, or it will assuredly be broken up.” 


In a letter written by Mr. Bell on the 6th of 
December last, he uses the following strong and 
emphatic language in reference to the Republican 
party and its recent triumph: 

d the opinion that the success of 
, organized upon any principle, sen- 
timeut, or polie n strong antagonism to the interests and 
centimenis of Lie opposing and defeated sections, would 
d iy imperil the Union s nor did [ believe, until the re- 
sult of the October elections beeame known, that a ma- 


“} have often expre 
a purely sectional part 


> the temper and forbearatice of the South, and upon the 


i progress ofa rabid abojition spirit, then beginning to diffuse 


the extent and degree of the mischiefs which may be in- 


.the special acts of provocation for the deep sand 


“gountry together couid be-devised, than the attempt Lo es- 
 gabiishor-inaugurate a permanent Government policy upon 


one, of the most distinguished and able of the New Eng- 


. with the domestic policy and institutions of the South as 
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tension into the Territories,) was a bold experiment upon 
strength of theirloyalty*to the Union. “This experiment, 
if.noL. conceived in, a spirit, of disunion, was made witha 
ïe regard Of consequences. No greater strain upon 
16 ligaments which bind the two great scetions of the 


such principles: -The late Harrison Gray Otis, of Boston, 


ahd statesmen, when called upon, in 1835, to give the | 
weight Of his name and influence in checking the further 


itself, over Massachusetts and other States of the East and 
Worth, in a specch delivered in Faneuil Hall, did not hosi- 
tate to express the opinion: that the plans and designs of 
the abolition societies, or, as they were then called, anti- 
slavery: associations, contemplated such an interference 


would be a violation both of the spirit and tetter of the Con- 
stitution, and were in fact revolutionary in their character 
and tendency.” 

And again: g ; 

& aim not able to discriminate between the charactcr, 
apirit, and tendeney of the anti-slavery principle and the 
siavery-repression. policy of the Republican party, consid- 
ered in connection with the torrent of inflammatory publi- 
cations and invéctives against the domestic institutions and 
social relations of the South, whith is daily poured forth by 
Republican journals and orators, and the character, tend- 
ency, and designs of the abolition societies, and the incen- 
diary publications which find their way to the public yuder 
their auspices. ‘The only essential difference J can perceive 
between the spiritand the tendency of the docuines and 
avowed ‘policy of the: Republican party, and those of the 
doctrines and avowed policy of the abolition societies, is in 


flicted upon the South, by one or the other, aud the delib- 
erate intention to inflict them by the abolition societies, 
whieh if would be uutair and unjust to impute to the whole 
body of the Republican party, But doth are obnoxious to 
the charge of pursuing a policy which is in violation of the 
spirit, if not of the letter, of the Constitution, and revolu- 
‘thonaty in its tendency. ‘The policyof both tends strongly | 
tO Stir up internal strife iu the southern States, to excite 
dissensions and insurrections among the slaves, to produce 
‘alarm and á sense of insecurity, both as to life and property, 
awong the white population af every southern Stare, and 
finally; to Influence the whole South to revolt against the 
Rovermnent. ‘Phedegres nad extent of the mischief which 
tho Repubiieau party may be able to inflict by its anti sla- | 
very policy, for reasons which I need not sute, it will be 
readily acknowledged wil be teufold greater than any 
See society have it in their power to in- 
ch i 

tahat Ido not unjustly charge the Republican party with 
s character, tendency, 


great party atthe Norii, opposed t 
in electing Its candidate for the Pr 3 
we may, is well calculated tor expectations 
slaves, and might lead to servile insurrection iy the south- 
eru States. I such an event, which is more than possible, 
should really happen, it might become the duty of Mr 
eoin to restore the tranquillity which the poliey of his party 
had disturbed, and to suppress an insurrection which the 
same policy bud excited.” 


[reproduce these opinions from eminent men 
of unquestioned ‘fidelity to the Constitution and j) 


dion, not with the purpose of encouraging hasty | 


and precipitate action for the dissolution of the | 


apprehensions, almost universally felt in the | 


South, for the safety of their institutions, under |; 


an Administration. controlied by the influences 
and principles which lave brought this into 
ower. 


which the people of the South labor. While it 


j erence to African slavery is not at all surprising; 


i . g 4 . 
| (and it has been sustamed in debate here) which 


i| status of the country, slavery is ap exceptignal 
Government, but to show the grounds of those |i i 


“ With such testimony to the dangerous charac- 
ter of the political party now advancing to the | 
possession of the executive departmentof the Gov- | 
ernment, and, by the withdrawal of the Senators | 
and Representatives from so many States, to the | 
control of the Congress of the United States, with | 
what propriety are we called upon to point out: 
pervading excitement which has driven some and 
may force other States. to seek escape from im- 
pending danger in the fearful experiment of an- 
other: Declaration of Independence? Those who | 
confine their attention to particular infractions of 
the Constitution, whether consisting in positive 
wrong or disregarded duty and.assuch, seek to pal- 
liate or defend them,.very imperfectly comprehend 
the. nature and extent of the grievances under 


is true we charge repeated violations of the Con- 
stitution, committed not only by individuals and 
unrecognized bodies of men, but by State legisla- 
tion, the extent of the injury is not to be meas- 
ured merely by the amount of practical inconve- 
nience which they occasion, but by the value of 
the constitutional safeguards for State and indi- 
vidual rights which they subvert. 

The cause of existing disturbances lies far 
deeper than this. ‘The southern people see the 
fruit of thirty years of anti-slavery agitation. 
They realize in the present condition of things, 
the obvious results of an excitement increasing 
through many years, which has rentasunder com- 
muuions and associations, and, now become an 
element of political strength, las culminated in 
a sectional triumph. They see in the enactment 
of personal liberty laws, and other kindred meas- 
ures calculated and intended to obstruct the exc- 
cution of a law to carry into effect a plain man- 
date of the Constitution for the rendition to the 
owner of fugitive slaves, the manifestation of a 
spirit reckless of its obligations and rebellious to 
itsauthority. They discover in repeated instances 
of refusal upon the part of State executives, upon 
slight and frivolous grounds, to surrender persons 
charged with high crimes, when the offense with 
which they were charged was in some way con- 
nected with the subject of slavery, indications of 
a disposition to disregard or evade another im- 
portant constitutional duty imposed in explicit 
terms upon every State in the Union. And vow, 
in the assertion and defense of a dogma which 
repudiates property in slaves, and denies. to the 
citizens of nearly half the United States the equal 
right of removal with their labor to the common 
territory, to possess and cultivate it, they find 
proofs of a purpose to deprive them and their 
property of the care and protection of a common 
Government. 

‘These and similar acts of aggression upon the 
admitted rights of the slaveholding States exhibit 
the controlling sentiment of a party organization 
now become predominantatthe North, which, in 
carrying out its anti-slavery policy, has not hesi- 
tated to break through the barriers ofconstiinuonal 
obligation, and inspires among their people jeal- 
ousy and distrust at its approaching advent to | 
place and power, That radical differ 


nees of opin- 
ion should exist among the several States in vef- 


but that these differences occasion a necessary 
antagonism of interest, ts disproved by the general 
prosperity all have cujoyed in Union under one 
Government for more than seventy years. 

The Chicago platform cnunciates a proposition 


has been the prolific souree of most of the dificul- 
ties and dissensions by which the nation is now | 
distracted and divided. It declares, “that the 
normal condition of all the territory of the United 
States is that of freedom,” and then denies the 
authority of Cong , of a Territorial Legisla- 
ture, or of any individuals, to * give legal exist- 
ence to slavery in any of the territory of the 
United States.” And it has been insisted, in argu- | 
ment bere, that while freedom is thus the national | 


condition, the mere creature of local and muni- | 
cipal law, and docs not and cannot exist beyond | 
the limits of their jurisdiction, "Phis view of the | 
domestic institutions of the States places them i 


conflict upon the common territory, and tends |; 


strongly to sectionalize political parties. 

Freedom, in the sense of the dogma referred to, | 
is not that freedom which every American citizen | 
claims as his birth-right, and belongs to every | 
State alike; but is applied to the African race in | 
the United States. Let me, then, examine the | 
proposition, and inquire if it be true that freedom, | 
and not slavery,.is the normal condition of the 
race upon this continent, and especially in terri- | 
tory covered by the Constitution; and to whatex- | 
tent property in slaves differs from other property, | 
in being the creature of municipal law ? 

Slavery was introduced, as history proves, Into | 
this country’under the sanction of international 
law, by the concurring agency ofall the maritime į 
nations of Europe,at an early period of its settle- 
ment. It existed, with few exceptions, in every 
European colony and among the several West 


India Islands, not by virtue of any positive en- 
actment, but by the consent of the people. Slaves 
were brought over from Africa, landed upon our 
shores, sold and bought as such, and held by the 
colonists, as was every other kind of property, 
under the universal acquiescence of the people. 


| By this slow and silent process the institution was 


planted upon the continent and took root in our 
soil. The first laws which are found upon the 
statute-book recognize its legal existence only in 
providing for its security and giving better pro- 
tection to the rights of ownership. 

At the date of the Declaration of Independence, 
Africanslavery had an admitted legal statusin every 
one of the thirteen colonies; and when the Federal 
Constitution was formed, in twelve of the States. 
In fact, slaves were then held even inthe excepted 
State, (Massachusetts, ) although long afterwards 
its courts held the system abolished by a declara- 
tory clause in the State constitution. It came to 
an end wherever else it bas since ecased lawfully 
to exist, only in consequence of express acts of 
prohibitory legislation. The necessity of such 
enactments is full proof of the universal prevalence 
of the system in their absence. 

The status of the African—not a voluntary emi- 
grant, but imported from his own to this conti- 
nent under a traffic sanctioned by the consent of 
nations—was thatof slavery; and such his condi- 
tion remained until changed by positive provis- 
ious of municipal and local law. The Federal 
Government was created for the protection of the 
rights of person and property as found in the States 
that made it; not where State authority afforded 
already ample guarantee, but beyond their juris- 
diction, upon the public domain, and upon the 
open sca, over which its flag floated. As this was 
its structure, and these the ends which its founders 
had in view, so this was the policy of those who 
were charged with its carly administration. 

There is abuudant evidence. that slaves, like 
other property, have been equally objects of gov- 
ernmental care and defense, 1 will adduce some 
of it. In the provisional treaty made between the 
United States and Great Britain, at Paris, on the 
30th day of November, 1782, itis provided that— 

EAN prisoners on both sides shall be set at Hherty, and 
his Britannic N with all convenient speed, and with- 
oul CRUS ny destruction, or carrying nway any negroes 
or other property of the American inhabitants, withdraw 


all his armies, garrisons, and flects from tae said United 
Mtates, and from every fort, place, and harbor within the 


same”? 

And in the definitive treaty of peace, agreed on 
at Paris, the 3d day of September, 1783, and signed 
by John Adams, B. Franklin, and John Jay, on 
the part of the United States, it is stipulated in 
article seven that— 

& His Britannic Majesty shall, with all couvenient speed, 
and without causing any traction, orcareying away any 
negroes or other property ofthe American jnhabitauts, with- 


1 draw all his armies,” &e- 


In the treaty of Ghent, concluding a peace after 
our second war with Great Britain—to which, in 
our behalf, are parties the distinguished names of 
J. Q. Adams, f A. Bayard, H. Clay, Jonathan 


; Russell, and Albert Gallatin—made December 24, 


1814, and ratified by the Senate on the 15th day 
of February following, it is agreed, in article one, 
that certain property captured during the war— 

* Shall be restored without deta 
any destruction, and without care 
tillery or other public property o 
id forts or places, and which shail remain terein upon 
the exchange of ratifications of this treaty, or any slave or 
other private property.’ 

Here, then, not only are slaves declared to be 
property, but the Government recognizes its right 
to protection, and affords that protection by dis- 
tinct treaty stipulations, placing it upon the same 
fooling, in this respect, as other kinds of prop- 
erty. 

Some misunderstanding as to the construction 
of this clause in the treaty of Ghent having oc- 
curred between the parties, it was agreed, by 
article five of the-convention of 1818, to refer the 
dispute to some friendly sovereign. The Empe- 
ror of Russia having been selected a referee, made 
his award on the 22d of April, 1822, in favor of 
the claim of the Umted Strates for compensation; 
and on the 30th of November, 1826, a definite 
sum was determined on between the two Govern- 
ments, which was soon thereafter paid for the 
removed slaves. 


tud without causing 
g away any of the ar- 
uly captured in the 


1861.] 
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Again: two vessels, with slaves on board, the 
Cometand Encomium, were wrecked, or put in in 
distress, at Nassau, on their way to New Orleans, 
and the slaves were liberated by the local author- 
ities of the island. The Federal Government made 


demand upon that of Great Britain for damages | 


for the act of spoliation of private property, and 

_compensation was made, and the money received 
into the Treasury and paid out to the claimants, 
under the act of February 18, 1843. Thus, the 
British Government, more just than a large por- 
tion of the people of some of the confederate States, 
admitted the right of property in slaves upon the 
high seas, and beyond the jurisdiction of local 
Jaw, while under the national flag, and, upon the 
claim of the United States, paid the full value of 
those lawlessly seized and set at liberty by their 
own officers, 

A similar recognition of property in slaves, and, 
as such, its claini to Federal protection, runs 
through many of our early Indian treaties. In 
the treaty with the Delawares, made September 
17, 1778, they expressly contract to surrender 
slaves found among them. The last clause of 
article four is as follows; 

“ And it is further agreed between the parties that neither 
shall entertain or give countenance to the enemies of the 
other, or protect, iu their respective States, eriminal fugi- 
tives, servants, or slaves; but the same to apprehend and 
secure and deliver to the State or States to which such en- 
eimies, criminals, scrvants, or slaves, respectively belong.” 

The same provision, in substance, and nearly 
in words, is contained in the treaty made with the 
Cherokees, November 28, 1785; in that made with 
the Choctaws, January 3, 1786;and in that made 
with the Chickasaws, January 10, 1786. 

‘These historical facts, resting upon a full ae- 
knowledgment of the right of property in slaves, 
demonstrates a policy not hostile but protective 
to the institution as it existed in the several States. 


They might be fortified by abundant citations | 


from the annals of American jurisprudence. I 
shall contentimyself with a few only, of undoubted 
authority with those who attempt to clothe the 
new dogma with the mantle of antiquity. In the 
case of the Commonwealth vs. Ames, decided in 
1836, and reported in 18 Pick. Rep. 193, in which 
it is held that the State constitution had abolished 
slavery there, Chief Justice Shaw, in delivering 
the opinion of the court, says: 

“But notwithstanding these strong expressions in the 
acts of the colonial Government, slavery, to a certain cx- 
tent, seems to have crept in, not probably by force of law—for 
none such is found or known to evist—but rather, it may 
be presumed, from that universal custom prevailing through 
the Enropgan colonies inthe West Indies, and on the con- 
“tinent of Amorica, and which was fostered and encouraged 
by the commercial policy of the times. That it was so 


established isshown by this: that by several provincial acts j 
it of the last century, | 


passed at various tinies in the carly pa 
slavery was recognized as existing in fact, and various regn- 
lations were prescribed in reference to it’? 


And again, in the same opinion, he declares: 

“ Bat although slavery and the slave trade are deemed 
contrary to natural right, yet it is settled by the judicial de- 
cisions of this country and of England that it is not contrary 
to the law of nations”? z 

A similar view of the subject is taken by the 
supreme court of Connecticut, in a kabeas corpus 
case brought before itin 1837, and which is re- 


ported under the name of Jackson vs. Bullock,’ 


12 Conn. Rep., 41. In delivering the opinion of a 
majority of the court, with which was the chief 
justice, he expresses himself thus: : 

“itis said, however, that this is not our law, because 
slavery € here to a certain extent. Lecannot be denied 
that, in this State, we have not been entirely free from the 
evil of slavery 3 aud il ains to remind 
us of the fact. S 5 sanctioned by Jaw, so 
far those who are to expound the law are 10 give it effeer, 
butno rurther. How or when it was introduced into this 
State we are not informed. We find no traces of it in our 
earl ututes. Ht probably crept in silentiy until it be- 
came sanclioned by custom or usage. Did it depend entirely 
npon eustom or Usage, perhaps itwourk! not be too late to 
inquire whether a custom so utterly repugnant to the great 
princip: of liberty, justice, and naturai r 
reasonable custoin which wonld claim the sa 
But we find taat, [or nearly a century past, the system of sla- 
very has been, to a certain extent, recognized by various stat- 
utes, designed to imodify, to regulate, and at last to abolish 
it; and thus we think 
teast, of the Legislature.” : i 

I begsalso, to quote an extract. from the dis- 
senting opinion of two of the judges, as delivered 
by one of them, (Judge Bisscil.) He says: 

“1 maintain that the’ State of Connecticut, from time 


ht, Was that | 
ion of law. | 


has received the implied sanction, at | 


immemorial, has been, and to a certain extent now is, a 
siaecholling State. This is too clear to admit of dispute. 
At what time or iu what manner slavery was introduced, 
whether by foree of some statutory provision, or in accord- 
ance with the commonly received opinions of the day, that 
the institution was not opposed to the laws of Gad, it is 
not easy, nor is it important, to asccrtain. But as early 
as !7]1.a statute was enacted recognizing slavery as then 
existing, and providing for the regulation of the reciprocal 
rights and duties of master andsiave. [twas then enacted 
that alf slaves set at liberty by their owners, in ease they 
come to want atter they are set at liberty, shall be relieved 
by such owners, their heirs, executors, and administrators. 
This provision has been retained in every subsequent re- 
vision of our statutes, and was reénacted almost in terms 
at the revision of 1821.” 


And in his able discussion of the subject, he 
adds: 


“ Still, the principle was recognized and acted upon, that 
one man might have property in another; might command 
his services for life without compensation, and dispose of 
hin as he would ofany other chattel.’ i 


Permit me to cite, to the same point, the very 
clear admission contained in the opinion of Judge 
McLean, in Prigg’s case, which will be found 
at page 660 of the 16th volume of Peters’s Re- 
ports» 

& At an carly period imour history, slavery existed in all 
the colonies; and fugitives from labor were claimed aud de- 
livered up under a spirit of comity or conventional law 
among the colonies. 'The Articles of Confederation con- 
tained no provision on the subject, and there can be no doubt 
that the provision introduced into the Constitution was the 
result of experience and manifest necessity. A matter so 
delicate, important, and exciting, was very properly intro - 
duced into the organic law.?? 

Such is the unbroken current of authority to 
the fact of the almost universal diffusion and rec- 
ognized existence of the system of African slavery 
as the normal condition of the race upon this con- 
tinent, and in opposition to the party dogma that 
denounces and seeks to denationalize it. „But it 
is still urged that the policy of the fathers was 
decisively against its eXtension beyoud the limits 
of the States, and that the Republican party only 
intend to carry that policy out. In proof of this, 
the restrictive ordinance of 1787, enacted for the 
government of the Northwest Territory, is ap- 
pealed to. 

When the Federal Constitution went into op- 
eration, it found this restrictive law in force, and 
it was only so far altered as to make its provisions 
conform to the change in the Government. But 
this enactment does not prove that such power 
was intended to be conferred upon the Federal 
Congress by a Coustitution afterwards made, nor 
docs the application of the restriction to territory 
lying immediately behind States which it was well 
understood would soon become free, and in the 
direct linc of their westward emigration, show that 
the principle was intended to be one of general 
policy. If such was the purpose, it is difficult to 


| assign a reason for their failure to give it expres- 


sion in comprehensive terms applicable to future 
territory acquired, or to insert it in the funda- 
mental law, 

But, whatever may be the force of the argument 
drawn from the fact, it stands confronted with 
other and opposing facts. 

The State of Kentucky, soon after, with the 
assent of Virginia, was admitted into the Union, 
slaveholding territory. The grants from North 
Carolina and Georgia, of the land between their 
west boundaries and the Mississippi river, were 
upon the express condition of jis remaining there- 
after slavcholding territory; and as such it was 
aceepied and held by the Federal Government. 
If the northwestern territory was reserved for 
settlers from the free States, it is equally true that 
the other cessions were kept free and open to the 
ingress of settlers from the slave States. Till a 


recent period, indeed, all our acquisitions have ! 


been of slaveholding territory. ‘This was ihe con- 
dition of the territory obtained from Spain and 
from France. Nor, indeed, for the first half cen- 
tury of our national existence, was any successful 
attempt made to apply an anti-slavery restriction 


to them, except in the instance of the Missouri | 


compromise line, in 1520, adopted as an alterna- 
tive for a measure stil] more obnoxious, and strik- 
ing directly at the equality of the States. 

But, Mr. Speaker, dismissing this topic, I pro- 


pose to devote the remaining portion of my time | 


to an examination of the plans of pacification which 
have been offered to the House, And permit me 


here to say that I have listened with great-pleas- 
ure to the able and generous-speech immediately 
preceding my own. If there were found. among 
all the Representatives of. the people -the same 
amicable and conciliatory temper as that evinced: 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. KELLOGG} 
even yet we might hope not only forthe retention 
of the States now meditating the contingency. of 


awithdrawal,but the restoration even to the Uniea 


of such as have already. gone out. ; 

The SPEAKER. The hour fixed by the House 
for taking a recess has arrived. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I move. that, by unanimous 
consent, my colleague be allowed: to close hig 
remarks before a recess is taken. : 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered; 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. l cannot, 
Mr. Speaker, impart more force to the observa- 
tions I have submitted than by incorporating 


-among them an extract from the specch made in: 


the House the other day by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Flowarp,] in which he 
recapitulates the many acts of wrong. committed 
in the northern States, and which have produced 
results upon the public mind we are here this day 
compelled to contemplate. He said: 

«Phen, sir, in this case, itis very evident that the north- 
ern States were the aggressors 3 and, if they really, at heart, 
desire the preservation of the Union, tet them first-eorrect- 
the errors at home. Let them do equity before they demand 
equity at the hands of others. Let them come into court 
with clean hands and pure hearts, for they Jaid the foun- 
dation of the present diffienttics and dangers that now beset 
us, by the nullifying acts of their own Legislatures. ‘het 


! the northern States immediately and without delay, repeal 


the obnoxious laws that now are upon their statute books, 
Let them cease to obstruct the enforcement of the fugitive 
slave Jaw. Let the executives of those States respond 
promptly to the Jegal demand of the southern States, and 
yield up the fleeing criminal to justice, to ‘be tried by the 
laws of the States which he has violated, and not undertake 
bstract the settled comity of States by the interposition 

i ehnieality. Let them cease their inees- 
ation, and misrepresentation of their 
Let them cease’to make crime honor- 


ng 


vil 


sant abt 
southern brethren. 
able by holding out rewards and juducements for its com- 


on. Let them e e to Coamsission and send forth 
their emissaries to stir up the unsuspecting stave to insur- 
rection, to murder, rape, arson, and aji othercrines known 
and recognized by the calendar--not that they have the 
slightest interest in the happiness and welfare of the slave, 
bat that they may use his condition for political effect. Let 
them cease to entice the slave (rom his mast, and'to to- 
move him beyond his reach and control. Let them cease 
to endanger the liberty and happiness of twenty-six, million 
people to obtain thatof tourn Let them not stand up in 
the Halls ot the national Legislature, and boast that they 
are eighteen million strong, and they are prepared in their 
strength tor their southern brethren if they do not submit 
to such terms as they may dictate. Let they themselves 
be loyal to the Jaws, the Constitution, and Union, before 
they demand and enforee loyalty at the hands of others. 
Let them do these things; for every evil which T have enu- 
merated is in existence among them, and not one has in 
the slightest degree, been exaggerated.’? 


And again, in regard to the fugitive slave law, 
he proceeds: 


«Then, I ask, has this law been obeyed and cnforeed in 
the northern States? Every one who is acquainted with 
the history of the country is ready to answer in the noga- 
tive. It ds thes of disobedience upon the part of the 
northern Stute J idly alienating the two scetions 
from each oth aran impassable gulf between 
people that should have always been one, and which de- 
miauds at the bands ofall loyal and law-abiding chizens an 
open condemnation and reproach. 'Twelve of the northern 
States have not only refused to enforee its provisions, but 
have actually passed laws in direct violation of spirit 
and letter, and iu biudrance of its execution.” 


This is the testimony of a northern man toa 
series of provocations of his awn section, which 
are the primary and chicf causes of the dangers 
and difficulties in which the country is involved. 

I cannot say what will be the policy of the State 
which my colleagues and myself have the honor 
to represent. F know that in all her past history, 
North Carolina has been true and faithful to all 
her tovenant engagements ander the Federal Con- 
stitution, Although, in common with her south- 
ern sister States, she deeply feels the wrongs in- 
flicted on her, she has patiently endured them, and 
is unwilling to be a party to the destruction of the 
fabric of Government which Washington and his 
compatriots formed and gave us, so long as her 
honor and her rights are safe within the Union. 
What her action will be, we shall soon know, 
through a convention of her people about to be 
called, whose voice, | may say for all, will be the 
rule of conduct for ber own loyal citizens. 

There is time yet to make a peace-ollering to 
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her, There remains an interval in which those | 
who hold in their hands the destinies of the Re- 
public may tender some reasonable guarantee and | 
compromise, under which she may remain in the 
Confederacy, secure'still in the possession of all 
hier just rights. 
Politicians within her borders have not appealed 
toa disloyal sentiment among her people. It has 
never been prudent to do so. And standing as 
she now does, by the side of the very State which 
first moved in the great drama of revolution, she 
maintains calmly her own steadfast position, 
strong in her attachment to the Union, and firm 
in her purpose to maintain inviolate all her own | 
constitutional rights within it, if they can be. She 


| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
f 
i 
i 
i 


D A . 
has already, through her Legislature, pointed out | 


those remedial measures she deems material to | 
wrest the progress of disunion. 

` Early in the present session one of the few re- 
maining statesmen of the age which has passed, 
yet lingering awhile in the Senate, offered, in a | 
spirit of conciliation, a plan of adjustment for our į 
yationaldissensions. Later still, not discouraged | 
at their unkind reception, he asks that his prop- | 


6sitions may be submitted to the popular vote, || 


that a response may come, not from ‘politicians | 
here, but from that mighty power behind, which | 
will ultimately dispose of this and all other issues. | 
The propositions came from a just and patriotic | 
heart; from one soon to retire from the public 
service with the honors of a long life devoted to | 
his country’s good, and the affections of a grate- 
ful people; and whose retirement, during his re- | 
maining years, I fervently trust may be blessed | 
with the memory of successful efforts to preserve 
the peace of that country and restore harmony to | 
its distracted parts! 
Shall there be hesitancy among us in going | 
with him to the common altar, and pledging our , 
united support to a plan so full of promise forthe | 


preservation and perpetuity of the Union? The ‘l > i 
|| protection of the Government for his slave prop- 


men. of this day and generation, who put them- 
selves in the way of the accomplishment of the 
patriotic object of the Senator from Kentucky, 
may have a fearful reckoning to make for results 

growing out of their persistent opposition. i 

And now, what does this plan propose? F shall | 
not enter into an examination of its other parts, | 
but confine myself to that which disposes of the | 
territorial question, in which lies the chief obstacle 
to a compromise. 

It must be remembered that, by the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
Dred Scott case, and admitted by the President | 
elect himself, citizens of all the States, with their 
slaves and other property, have the right to enter 
upon any partof the public domain, and purchase | 
and possess the same, according to the laws of the | 
land. 

The proposition is, that the South shall securea | 

` recognition of this right under a common Consti- 
tution and Government, as declared by the court, | 
to so much of the territory as lies south of the | 
Missouri line, on the terms that the ingress of 
slavery apon territory north of it shall be pro- 
hibited. Etis, in substance, to make partition 
between contending sections, whereby the North | 
will have more than three fourths, and the South 
the residue of the entire territory now held by the 
General Government. 

To insure greater accuracy, I submit a tabular 
statement, furnished an honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office: 


Statement of the surface of each Territory in the United 
States, showing the purt north and the part south of the 
paraltel of 36° 30’ north latitude. 


Whole 


surface : of parallel 
ace, 


36° 30. 


Territory. 


pee i 


i 
es. -| 


Sq 
- 83 


Sq. miles. 
Kansas... 1 - 


Nebraska.. x - 

Minnesota. - 

Washington sj 193,071 = 

New Mexico...... | 256,309 215,680 

Utah, v.ccsecnee 220,196 - 

Indian ...... seese 67,020 50,290 
1,287,277 1,021,397 265,970 H 


{ 


i 
į way. 
if stitudional right to tak 
i 
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may cease. We propose thatan acknowledged 
right of emigration to the entire public domain 
may be coneeded by all political parties to a frac- 
tional part. We do not seek to exclude any of 


i 


those which are slayeholding. The whole ts open 
to the North; a very large part exclusively so. 
Mr. CAREY. I desire to ask the gentieman 
a question, 
of the court, you have all you can expect by the 


promise? 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. The gentle- 
man will allow me to ask him one question in 
reply. Will he carry that decision of the Supreme 
Court bona fide into execution ? 
do that? 

Mr. CAREY. Ihave no disposition to resist 
the decision of any constituted judicial tribunal. 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. I desire to 
know whether the gentleman recognizes the right 
of the slaveholder to protection of his property 
according to the decision of the court? 

Mr. CAREY. Whenever that decision is made, 
we shall certainly acquiesce in it. 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. Now, to 
satisfy the gentleman, I will show that Mr, Lin- 
coln admits that that decision has been made. 

Mr. CAREY. f will relieve the gentleman 
from the necessity of doing that. I know the 
decision has been claimed; but that particular 
point was not in issue, and it was never argued 
before the court. That was a side decision of the 
court, 

Mr. SIMMS. I would like to ask the gentle- 
mana question. I understand that the gentleman 
denies that the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in the Dred Scott case, has decided the question 
that a citizen of a southern State is entitled to the 


erty in the Territories of the United States, be- 
cause, he says, that question was not before the 
court. [would ask the gentleman, if that ques- 
tion is made distinedy before the court, and the 
Supreme Court shall decide that the slaveholder 
in the United States is entitled to go into the Ter- 
ritories with his slave property, and to have it 
protected by a law of Congress, if necessary, will 
he carry that decision into execution by voting 
for a law to protect that property? 

Mr. CAREY. Ldeny that Congress has any 
power tp pass a law to regulate property in any 
State or Territory. 

Mr. SICKLES. Suppose the court decides that 
it has? 

Mr. CAREY. When that decision is made, I 
will agree to it. 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. That there 
may be no misapprehension of what the court has 
decided, I beg to refer to the head notes of the case 
to which reference is made: 


« Every citizen has a right to take with bim into the ter- 
į ritory any article of property which the Constitution of the 
United tes recoguizes as property. 

“Phe Constitution of the United States recognizes slaves 
as property, aud pt asthe Federal Government to protect 
it Aud Congress canuotexercise any more authority over 
property of that deseription than it may constitutionally 
exercise over property of any other kind.” 


Again, in a speech made in New York, Feb- 
1 T ae . . 

| ruary 27, 1860, by the President eleet, he uses this 
| language: 


* Perhaps you will say the Supreme Court bas decided 
the disputed point in your favor. Not quite so. But, wai 
i dug the lawyer's distinction between dictum and de 
courts ha on far you ina s 
tis your con- 
deral ‘Territories, 


decided the qu 
The courts have subst 


and to hold them there as property.” 


Now, I would be very glad to know from my 
friend from Ohio whether he is willing, in good 
faith, and in loyalty to that tribunal which is 
charged with the express duty, under the Consti- 
tution, to decide constitutional questions, and 
questions arising under laws passed by the Con- 
gress of the United States, to give us the rights 
which such decisions secure ? 

Mr. CAREY. Icertainly will. There is one 
question which I wish to be distinctly understood 
upon; and that is, that I never can recognize that 


In this settlement, we simply ask thatagitation | 


the population of the northern States from a joint | 
occupancy of the portion open to emigration from | 


{ desire to know if, by the decision | 


compromise, what is the necessity of that com- | 


Will the North |) 


human beings are property. If they have the 
right to take their slaves as property under the 
Constitution, there is no question but that. the 
property must be protected by the authority which 
protects other property or rights. But f say that 
question has not been decided by any court of 
the United States that I know of. 

Mr. SICK LES. lwould ask the gentleman if 
that question is not decided by the Constitution . 
of the United States, in that clause which requires 
direct taxation to be imposed ? 

Mr. CAREY. 1 know that, in the Constitu- 
tion, slaves are called persons; and they are rep- 
resented as persons. 

Mr. SICKLES. Suppose, under the Consti- 
tution, direct taxcs are imposed: would slaves be 
regarded as persons or property ? 

Mr. CAREY. I cannot answer questions put 
by so many persons. z 3 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. I must re- 
sume my argument, Mr. Speaker, the greaterror 
of gentemen upon the other side is produced by 
supposing that there is an incompatibility between 
persons and property. Slaves may be persons, 
and they may be property. Our slaves are rec- 
ognized as persons when they are counted as part 
of the population upon which representation is 
based; as property when they are required to be 
surrendered by the States into which they escape 
when fleeing from the owner’s service. Let me 
illustrate this point by a short quotation from the 
argument of Mr. Curtis, in the case already re- 
ferred to: 

“Ft cannot be denied that the general principles of inter- 
national Jaw are broad enough to cover this cise. Slaves 
are looked upon in all codes in two lights, as persons and’ as 
property.” 

‘They are, then, both persons and property. 
They are not mere chattels, but also moral and 
responsible beings; and the use of such a term in 
describing them, which apparently denies them 
such attributes, and has doubtlessly produced 
mueh unfounded prejudice at the North, only 
proves a total misunderstanding of the nature of 
the relations of masterand slave. Slavesare pun- 
ishable fur the crimes they commit. The master 
has only such control over the person of his slaves 
as is necessary for the purpose of securing the full 
enjoyment of kis services. They are regarded as 
persons within the protection of the laws which 
are thrown as safeguards around human life. But 
they are at the same time in subjection to others 
to whom their labor belongs. There is no incom- 
patibility between the two, Obedience and pro- 
tection are their correlative duties and rights. 

I have already said that the Crittenden propo-* 
sition only offers us a part of the public territory 
—Jless than one fourth of the whole—upon the 
conditions and terms on which we are now at 
liberty to occupy and enjoy every acre of it. 
Why, then, it has been asked, do we desire lim- 
itations upon rights we already possess? and 
why do we require any constitutional change in 
reference to the Territories? The answer is ob- 
vious. Itis for the purpose of having quiet and 
repose; it is that we may come to a common un- 
derstanding of our respective rights and duties; 
that hereafter slavery may cease to be, as for the 
first thirty years of the Republic it was not, a 
subject of political agitation, This is what the 
South secures, and in securing so much, she sur- 
renders to the exclusive occupany and contro] of 
northern labor; more than threc fourths of the 
public land. Fs this an unreasonable request? 
Presentitto any plain, fair-minded man; ask him 
if, as the North declaratie and slave labor can- 
not associate together upon common territory, 


! without degrading the former, there can be any 


injustice in making such partition as will appro- 
priate to each a part? 

True, it may prove a barren right. We may be 
unable to retain ultimately a single foot of slave- 
holding territory. But we shall have established 
a principle of equality of right, by which the pop- 
ular mind will be quieted, and a fertile cause of 
strife removed. We may bring to a peaceful con- 
clusion embittered controversies which have im- 
pelled us to the brink of national dissolution, and 
restore among alienated States such relations of 
amity and good will as bound them in harmony 
cre the introduction of this element of sectional 
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discord, at the admission of Missouri into the 
Union. 

A word or two more,and I am done. Remarks 
have becn made upon this floor calculated to stir 
up unnatural resentments in the hearts of the 
people. A leader of the Republican party, the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Srerman,] 
declares, if we cannot adjust our difficulties, we 
must fight. He and others insist that the forts 
and other property of the United States in pos- 
session of the seceding States must be reclaimed, 
and that the Army and Navy, if need be, should 
be used for their recovery. Although couched in 
language most unexceptionable—executing the 
laws and maintaining the Constitution—the prop- | 
osition conveys a meaning which cannot be mis- | 
understood by any one who seriously contem- | 
plates the practical and necessary consequences of 
the policy of coercion. It leads directly to inter- 
nal, general war. It means that the people of the 
United States shall stand hereafter, face to face, 
not as now, representatively in these Halls of 
legislation, to deliberate upon grave matters of 
common concern, but in armed array, to settle 
elsewhere disputes which should admit of peace- 
ful solution here. Let me warn those into whose 
hands the Federal authority will soon pass against 
forcing the issue to such extremity. Far better, 
if separation and division must come, and the 
States cannot remain in Union longer, that they 
part in amity and peace, 

I rejoice that there are at the North gallant and 
true men, still willing to stand by the constitutional 
rights of every section. I cannot omit mention 
of onc,a young and gifted Senator, brave on other 
fields, but with higher moral courage on that arena 
of his well-won fame, who carliest among the 


friends of conciliation lifts his voice, in words of i 


solemn remonstrance against a rash and fatal pol- 
icy, that pursued, would light throughout the 
land the flames of fratricidal strife. May his elo- 
quent appeal, ere it be too late, meet an answering 
echo from his countrymen, which shall reseue the 
nation from the only greater calamity than disu- 


N pes . z . - H 
nion—civil war, with its train of anutterable woes 


and sorrows. 

But, I turn to more cheering signs, whose ligbt 
breaks through the over-lranging darkness. The 
North seems awakening to a sense of the impend- 
ing peril. Deputations of her ablest and best men 
are bringing to our doors the collected will of the 
people, demanding of their representatives the 
prompt settlement of the question. Two hundred 
and fifty thousand voices have spoken, command- 


mg the adoption of the Crittenden plan, or some | 


other substantially its equivalent, Shall we ac- 
cept these tokens as evidence of a returning sense 
of what is due an injured section? Will the North 
agree to that adjustment? 0 
beyond the failure of all attempts to compromise. 

The South expects, and anxiously awaits, the 
response to the offering of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. Adopt it, and the shadows will flee from 
the political firmament. Again, I believe, we shall 
see every star blazing in its original brightness 
upon the nation’s banner. ‘Then, we may even 
hope, that prostrate old oak, tying at the root of 
the young palmetto over our heads, may be no 
longer the emblem of a subverted and broken 
Union; and in the returning brotherhood of our 
carly days, we shall find fresh assurances for the 
perpetuity of institutions, the birth-right of this 
and the inheritance of suceceding generations. 
'Those will have done much to deserve the regards 
of posterity who, by word or act, may do aught 
toaccommodate existing differences and reawaken 
those feelings which animated our soldiers when 
they stood In serried ranks upon the fields of the 
Revolution in defense of American liberty, and 
‘our fathers when they afterwards met in council 
to sccure and establish it. 

One noble life was sacrificed for the compro- 
mises of 18507 It is embalmed in the memory of 
a grateful people. “And what is life worth; what 


all the honors, cmoluments, and offices which | 


men can bestow, when contrasted with the high 
and noble service of saving the liberties, the rights, 
and interests of a whole nation of freemen, and of 
preserving and perpetuating the only form of free 
government that now inspires the hopes and glad- 
dens the hearts of oppressed humanity through- 


* + 
out the world. God speed its consummation! Í 


{ desire not to look | 


STATE OF 


SPEECH OF HON. WM. E. SIMMS, 
OF KENTUCKY, 
Ix rus House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
. February 9, 1861. 

The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr. SIMMS said: 

Mr. Speaker: The history of the world far- 
nishes but few instances where men, exercising 
high public trusts, have turned from the seduc- 
tions of power and place, and subordinated to the 
public good every selfish ambition. 

There have been such instances, sir; and when- 
ever and wherever this noblest of public virtues 
has been displayed, the historian has recorded the 
act; and that act itself was immortality. Time 
and revolution may work the disruption and over- 
throw of empires, effacing them from the map of 
nations; but neither time nor revolution can impair 
the imperishable decds of patriotism that will ever 
cluster around their history. While we may thus 
be encouraged to act upon this occasion by the 
example of the good and great of every age and 
country, ict us not forget that, even among men, 
ingratitude has ever been esteemed the most un- 
pardonable of all moral wrongs. No society has 
ever undertaken to prescribe penalties for this 
offense. Tts punishment has been fixed in the 
universal execration of all mankind. 

If such, sir, be the character of ‘ man’s ingrati- 
tude to man,” what must be the moral turpitude 
of this offense when it rises to the dignity of a 
nation’s guilt, not only towards all mankind but 
against high Heaven itself! From the day, sir, 
your fathers and mine left the shores of the Old 
World, severing the ties of kindred, and looking 
for the last time upon the land thas gave them 
birth, a kind and ever-watchful Providence seems 
to have hejd not only their destiny, but also that 
of their children after them, in the very hollow 


then western wilderness, menaced by dangers 
within and without, seeking to Jay the founda- 
tions of a Government upon the eternal principles 
of justice and cquality, in a few short years we 
have, as if by magic, sprung forward in the very 
front rank of the nations of the earth. Over this 
vast continent we could cast our eyes, and calcu- 
late at no distant period whey its every river and 
sea would become the channels of our trade and 
commerce; when its every hill and valley would 
bear the impress of our civilization, and echo to 
the sound of our industry; and thus standing, sir, 
with the eyes of the world upon us, with the im- 
pulses of every generous heart with us, with the 
glories of the past around us, and the hopes of 
the future before us, we are now about to dash 
this bright vision to the earth, insult with ingrat- 
iiude the God of our fathers, and sink all that is 
ours, and all that might be ours, in the mournful 
ruins ofa dismembered nationality. Nor, sir, is 
this enough. Thè blackest crime in the annals 
of human guilt must yet be added to make com- 


j si; civil war, with all its untold horrors, must 
close the scene. Sir, the time will come when 
the events of this day will rise up in judgment 
against the guilty of this hour. 

And, sir, standing in the very presence of events 


duct of the dominant party upon this floor? Sir, 
I charge, in the presence of this House, and I defy 
contradiction, that there has not been a day, nor 
an hour, since this Congress met, when it was 
| not within tic power of the Republican party to 
have reached forth their hand and saved the Re- 
public. And yet, with the very destiny of the 
nation in their bands,and a responsibility so high, 
so sacred, resting upon them, they have closed 


| 
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upon every proposition of peacc and conciliation, 
have seen the Union crumble to pieces at their 


i 
i] 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
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one by one; and now, at this very moment, stand- 
ing as they do upon the ruins of a dismembered 
Government, they meet the discontents of the 
land only with the threats of power and slaughter. 
And for this strange and unnatural conduct, what 
plea of justification has been made? This, sir, 


i 
i 
a 


of His hand. Froma few wandering exiles in this | 


plete this last sad chapter in our history. War, | 


so momentous as these, what has been the con- } 


their ears to every appeal of justice, have spit! 


very feet, and heard its very heart-strings break, | 


and this only: *¢ The Chicago. platform must be 
maintained.” Party allegiance is thus: made of 
higher obligation than.a Jove of courtry.. ‘The 
Constitution is nothing; the. Union is notning;yall 
must be offered up upon the altar-of party. Sir; 
shall the destiny of this Government turn upon 
the mere.cast.of a party die? Shall it be raffled 
away? ; a 

What is party or party power? Weare hére, 
to-day, fretting oht'a brief existence, and strutting 
upon the stagé of life; to-morrow we may. be 
t food for worms,” when “two paces of the vilest 
earth’? will be room enough. ` But our actions— 
these will live after us, and prove to the world 
whether we ever deserved tolive atall,and whether 
we have not been morc of a curse than a blessing 
inour age and generation. Sir, is this Chicago 
platform to be maintained, because it embodies 
the very essence of the Constitution and. the 
very principles upon which the Government was 
founded? Sir, E charge that the leading and vital 
principle of that platform is in direct violation of 
the Constitution, and that that principle, in its 
application to the public policy of this country, 
has worked the disruption of the Government, 
It asserts the power, coupled with the duty, on 
the part of the national Congress, to exclude sla- 
very from every inch of the common Territories: 
of the United States. Congress has no such: power; 
and that question has been determined by the high- 
est judicial tribunal known to this Government. 

Here is the decision of the Supreme Court, rèn- 
dered in the Dred Scott case, upon this very point. 
Referring to the act of Congress prohibiting sla- 
very north of the'line of 360 30’, known as the 
Missouri restriction, the court said: 

“ Upon these eonsideratious, it is the opinion of the court 
that the act of Congress which prohibited a citizen from 
holding and owning property of this kind [stave property} 
in the Territories of the United States north of the line 
therein mentioned, is not warranted by the Constitution, 
and is therefore void.” 

The people of the southern States, in insisting 
upon their right to enter with their slave prop- 
erty the common Territories of the United States, 


and in protesting against this pe in your 
party platform that would exclade them, have 


asked and demanded nothing that is not guaran- 
tied to them by the Constitution. Can this Union 
be maintained by violating the Constitution? ‘Did 
not the Constitution form the Union? ‘Can there 
be any Union when the Constitution is destroyed? 
The Republican party insist upon a palpable vio- 
lation of the Coustitution, and yet claim to be the 
friends and defenders of the Union. They have 
worked a disruption of the Government, and now 
propose to use the Army and Navy of the United 
States to murder and butcher others for the wrong 
and injustice they themselves have done. Of all 
thé crimes, sir, that have ever been perpetrated in 
the name of liberty and law, this is the most un- 
blushing. Upon their heads rests alone the re- 
sponsibility of overthrowing the Republic; and 
history, impartial history, will so record it. + 
But, sir, to waive the constitutional right of the 
South in this controversy, and rest the whole 
question upon the principles of eternal justice, 
as between man and man, and man and God, 
what higher right have you of the North to enter 
the common Territories of the Union with your 
property than the people of the South? Was it 
alone acquired by your blood and treasure? No, 
sir.. Have you exclusive privileges, as American 
citizens, under the Constitution? No, sir. From 
what souree of power, then, do you derive this 
exclusive right’ From the Constitution? No, 
sir. You claim it alone from the source of sec- 
tional popular power, in dircet violation of the 
Constitution. Do you affect amazement that the 
South should protest against this, and that dis- 
content should fill the land? Is it the mere terri- 
tory you demand, and the last dollar of its value 
youseek? Then why notaceept the proposition of 
adjustment submitted by Mr. Crirrenpen? North 
of 360 30! there are one million six hundred thou- 
sand square miles of territory, while south of it, 
there are only two hundred and seventy thousand 
square miles, From the most reliable estimates in 
the Department, the territory north of this line is 
worth twenty times as much es that south of the 
line. You thus get, by this division, nineteen outof 
every twenty dollars of its aggregate value in 
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money; and five out of every six acres of its actual 
area. Doesyoursense of justice demand more than 
this? You will.scarcely have the courage to look 
an honest man in the face, and demand more. 
Why, then, reject the proposition? You reply that 
the Crittenden proposition proposes to recognize 
and protect slavery south of the line; that, in this 
respect, it proposes to incorporate the principles 
of the Breckinridge platform, to that extent, in the 
Constitution; and rather than submit to that you 
will overthrow.the Government. 
‘The proposition of Mr. CRITTENDEN proposes 
_ to incorporate the principles of no party platform 
in the Constitution south of that line. It only 
proposes to incorporate, in terms. more clear and 
distinct, the principles of the Constitution itself 
as it now exists, and as they have been deterra- 
ined and expounded by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. As a sct-off to this, does it 
not also propose to incorporate the principles of 
the Chicago platform in the Constitution, north 
of that line, so far as the exclusion of slavery 
from that territory is concerned? Is it unreason- 
able, in an adjustment of difficulties upon which 
hinges the very destiny of the Republic between 
the contending sections, that the principles of the 
Constitution, as now ee, by the courts, 
should be clearly defined in relation to the terri- 
tory south of that line; when, by this same prop- 
osition, a new principle, in direct violation of the 
Constitution as now expounded, is to be incor- 
porated in the Constitution forthe government of 
five sixths of the whole territory of the United 
States north of that line? By the principles of 
this proposed adjustment, the South gains noth- 
ing except a mere definition of their rights to one 
sixth of the territory which exists to-day in the 
whole publicdomain under the Constitution, with- 
out amendment; while the North gains the estab- 
lishment of a new principle for their exclusive 
benefitin five sixths of the whole territory, where 
to-day that exclusive right does not exist under 
the Constitution unamended in one single inch of 
it. This proposition can have in it but one fea- 
ture to commend it to the approval of the South, 
and that is this: it proposes an everlasting set- 
tiement of this long-contested issue between the 
North and the South; it proposes peace, now and 
forever; upon this vexed question, 

Tn that spirit alone have we signified a willing- 
ness to accept it. By it, we are surrendering our 
rights of equality in five sixths of the whole pub- 
lic domain, in order that we may have quiet and 
repose in that barren region which may remain 
tous, And, sir, will this proposition be accepted 
by the North? We have yet to see the first evi- 
dence ofthatcharacter upon this floor. And why? 

Mr. STANTON. I would reply, that slave- 
holding civilization is not a desirable form of civ- 
ilization; that it ought not to be extended; and I 
will not force it upon any people against their 
will. “If the people of any portion of these Uni- 
ted States, few or many, in any Territory, do not 
desire the establishment of slavery among them, 
I will never vote to impose itupon them. Again, 
1 would not vote for the Crittenden proposition, 
because it includes within it all future acquisi- 
tions; that is, the whole Republic of Mexico,and 
South America, perhaps; and, through its instru- 
mentality, the slavebolding power of the Conted- 
eracy would ultimately contro! the Government. 

Mr. SIMMS. Would you vote for the Crit- 
tenden proposition with the clause in reference to 
future acquisitions stricken out? 

Mr, STANTON. 
osition already. l would not. If slavery is es- 
tablished. in the Territory of New Mexico and 
Arizona, all future acquisitions, whether their 
stalus is fixed now or not, will follow the condi- 
tion of the contiguous territory; so that if you 
now settle, by constitutional! provision or by Jaw, 
that those Territories shall be slaveholding Ter- 
ritories, you practically establish the proposition 
that all future acquisitions, attached and contig- 
uous to them, shall be slavcholding Territories 
and States. 
Mr. SIMMS. 
from Ohio has answered my question just as | 
expected, 
very, He has answered it as his colleague who 
has jast addressed this House would have an- 


l have answered that prop- | 


It is hostility to the institution of sla- | l 
| the non-slavehoiding States? 
i the gentleman be true, the moment a slave places 


! after it was organized by an express pr 
The. distinguished gentleman į; 


sweted it; and to know how he woulld have an- |i 


swered it, it is enough to say that he beatJ oshua- 
R. Giddings for Congress, upon the ground that 


he (Giddings) was not sound upon the abolition | 


question. Who, sir, ever desired to force sla- 
very upon an unwilling people? If we of the 
South should assume that position, we would be 
as radically wrong as the Republicans, whé now 
insist that we shall not have slavery when we 
want it in the common Territories. — 

The gentleman’s other objections land him ex- 
actly where he was at the beginning, dead against 
every proposition of adjustment that does not 


amount to a total exclusion of slavery from every | 


inch of territory now belonging to the United 
States. It will be remembercd, too, that the gen- 
tleman is one of the most conservative members 
of his party upon this floor. 

In his specch, delivered a few days since, he 
denied, as I understood him, that there could be 
any such thing as property in man. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman will 
not pass from this point in the discussion, in ref- 


erence to the position taken by me ina former | 


speech, without permitting me to correct him. 

Mr. SIMMS. Have I mistaken your position? 

Mr. STANTON? Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMS. Then you shall correct me. 

Mr. STANTON. I certainly never intended 
to be understood, and [ never said, that slaves 
were not property in the States, by virtue of whose 
laws and usages they were recognized as slaves. 
I did say that, according to my construction of the 
Constitution, it did not recognize slavery beyond 
the territorial limits of the States by virtue of 
whose laws and usages slavery was established. 
That is my position. 

Mr. SIMMS. You do not now say that there 
can be such a thing as property in man, even 
in the States where slavery exists; you only say 
that, in your judgment, the Constitution does 
not recognize such property beyond the limits of 
the State tolerating it., You and the Supreme 
Court differ upon this point, materially; and as 
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you and your party are, at this time, very anx- | 


ious to enforce the laws, even to the extermination 
of the people of the seceding States, E call upon 
you to regard the obligation of this law, that will 
be less bioodless, if not less patnful, to your con- 
science in its requirements. Here is the law, as 
expounded by the Supreme Court; not a law 
passed by Congress, but the law of the Constitu- 
tion you have sworg to support: 

+ Now, as we have already said, in an earlier part of this 
opinion, upon a different point, U zit of property in a 
slave is distinedy and expressty eflirmed in the Coustitn- 
tion. And no word ean be found in the Constitution which 
gives Congress a greater power over slave property or whieh 
entities prop of that kind to less protection than prop- 
erty of any other description.” 

This, sir, is the language of the Supreme Court, 
declaring that the right of property in staves is 
distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitu- 
tion. I bave already shown that the Court de- 
clared the Missouri restriction unconstitutional, 
because it excluded slavery from any part of the 
‘Territories of the United States, 
think, wouldsetue this point, Wilthe gentleman, 
then,enforce thislaw? No, sir; he and his party, 
when it comes to enforcing laws recognizing and 
protecting the rights of the people of the South in 
the common ‘Territories, immediately fall back 
upon their allegiance to that “ higher law than the 
Constitution,” which means practically that all 
Jaws and constitutional provisions in favor of the 


rights of the people of the South are void, accord- | 


ing to their consciences, and shall not therefore be 
enforced. Their idea of enforeing the laws is, 
thatall tbat operate against the South shall be 
enforced, even if it hangs the last man of them; 
while all that operate in their favor shall be omit- 
ted in the enforcing ist. 

But again: if the Constitution docs not recog- 
nize property in slaves beyond the limits of the 
slave States, why did the Government of the Uni- 
ted States undertake to protect this specios of 
property for twenty years upon the high seas, 
vision of 
the Constitution guarantying the African slave 
irade? Why insert the clause in the Constitution 
requiring fugitives from service to be rowed by 
If the position of 


his foot upon the soil of Ohio, the right of prop- 


This, I should | 


Mr. STEVENSON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Ohio, as a lawyer, how it is that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has made reclama- 
tion upon foreign Governments for slaves seized 
upon the high seas? 

‘Mr. STANTON. I do not know the cases to 
which the gentleman refers, or the treaties under 
which the reclamations were made; but I can easi- 
ly understand that the Federal Government might 
very well, by treaty stipulations, provide com- 
pensation for the rights created by State laws, 
without making any constitutional recognition of 
the title beyond the limits of the State. 

Mr. SIMMS. Mr. Speaker, it would be agree- 
able to continue this running debate, as it is by 
far the most certain method ofarriving atthe truth; 
and that alone I seck in this discussion; as by it, 
I am willing that the South may stand or fall, not 
only in the judgment of men, butbefore the great 
tribunal of that unerring Judge, at whose bar we 
must all at last appear. But there are other vital 
issues, to which I wish to refer within the time 
allowed me by the rules of the House. 

I will say, in conclusion upon this point for 
the present, and I challenge contradiction in this 
House, that nine tenths of the Republican party 
who have addressed this committee during this 
discussion and during the last session of Con- 
gress, have denied, unconditionally, that there 
can be any such thing as property in man. This, 
sir, is the position of the Republican party upon 
this question, as declared by its representative 
men upon this floor, and in the other end of the 
Capitol. This position strikes not only. at the 
question ofslavery in the States, but wherever else 
it may exist. If this proposition bë true, the ten- 
ure by which the people of the southern States 
hold their §4,000,000,000 worth of slave property, 
will dissolve that very moment when the courts of 
this country are to be infected with this diseased 
public sentiment. 

Mr. Speaker, I now approach the main and 
vital point involved in this contest—the point 
upon which this whole matter must hinge now 
and hereafter, And thatpoint is this: Who are 
responsible for the calamities that have befallen 
the country? Who have imperiled its peace and 
duration? Who, in the final account in history, 
in the judgment of men, and before high Heaven, 
must incur the sentence of guilt? ` 

Sir, whatever may have been the crimes of na- 
tions or men, none have been so hardy or unblush- 
ing as to admit their perpetration from an inherent 
love of wrong and injustice; nor will this ever be 
the case while conscience and virtue hold in their 
hands the rod of remorse to whip us around the 
world. While admit that, in most matters of 
controversy between men, all right is not on one 
side, and all wrong on the other, yet I maintain, 
in the main and vital issues as now existing be- 
tween the different sections of the country, that 
the present discontent in the minds of the people of 
the South has been caused solely by the unjustifia- 
ble attacks of the anti-slavery party of the North 
upon their rights under this Government, 

Sir, these causes of discontent have not existed 
merely for a day ora year. They do not alone 
relate to the election of Mr: Lincoln, as his friends 
allege, They have becn accumulating and gath- 
ering strength, and assuming more dangerous and 
alarming forms, with every advance in our his- 
tory; until at last, they have sapped the very foun- 
dations of the Governmentand subverted the Con- 
stitution. They consist of no one act, but of an 
aggregation of acts. They exist in the character, 
history, object, and purpose of the anti-slavery 
organization of the free Siates. They sprang from 
religious bigotry, self-righteousness, fanaticism, 
demagoguery, and a general desire on the part of 
that party tointermeddle with theaffairs of others, 
to the neglect of their own, They first revealed 
themselves in this House more than forty years 
ago, in the character of abolition petitions, pray- 
ing that slavery might be abolished in this Dis- 
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trict. TF'rom‘that day to this, the whole. South 
“have united in one voice of protest against the 
agitation of this question of slavery in the national 
Congress. ‘These protests have not been regarded; 
and the-result is, that we to-day behold the fruits 
of this agitation in a dismembered Union. 

Now, sir, I propose to discuss’ these issues 
frankly. I propose to discuss the principles of the 
Republican party, as proclaimed. by. themselves 
upon this floor, as proclaimed by their President 
elect, and as illustrated by their votes in this 
House. And to this end, I shall address myself 
to. gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber. 

Now sir, in plain words, in honest words—with- 
out any circumlocution of logic or party evasions, 
mental reservations, or anything clse that makes 
up the capital stock in trade of small politicians, 
trimmers, demagogues, hypocrites, mongrels, or 
enthusiasts, either North or South, Eastor West— 
what are the real issues bétween the anti-slavery 
party of the free States, which is the dominant 

arty in those States, and the people of the South? 
What are the causes of southern discontent?: 
Who is right? Who is wrong? Let the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, be told, 
and *‘Jetjustice be done, ifthe heavens fall.” Ifthe 
South is in the wrong, let her fall. I will claim 
for her no quarter, or extenuation. If right, let 
her stand forever by the right. If the North be 
wrong, lct her recede. It is more just that she 
should abandon the wrong, than that the South 
should surrender the right. 

1..The plain issue, then, is this: Domestic sla- 
verycxistsin the southern States. Itdid exist inall 
the colonies when the Declaration of Independ- 
ence was declared. It existed in twelve out of 
thirteen States when the present Union was 
formed, The northern States that were parties to 
the original compact, abolished it by selling their 
slaves to the people of the southern States. The 
people of the southern States claim the right of 
property in their slaves; and claim that this right 
is affirmed in the Constitution by express pro- 
vision. The North denies this. The South ap- 
neals to the decision of the Supreme Court. The 

orth denounces the court and spurns its decis- 
sion, because it decided against them. TheSouth 
then inquires whether the North regarded slaves 
as property, when, for twenty years, by an ex- 
press provision in the Constitution, (made irre- 
pealable for their benefit,) they reserved the right 
to import them from Africa, flooding the southern 
States with them; selling them with all the muni- 
ments of title, and receiving a consideration, as 
the purchase price for such property, in dollars 
and cents? The North prefers to waive this point 
in the argument; memory is bad; circumstances 
alter cases; no more money now to be made out 
of the African slave trade; nothing is right or re- 
ligious but what will pay. The North—honor- 
able men, sincere men; we are all honorable men, 
sincere men; and if not, it is high time we were 
trying to be—cannot understand how any one can 
be so stupid as not to comprehend that the man 
who sold slaves, that he then said was property 
—gave title to them as such; received the money 
for them as such; still retains the money as such, 
but which he now says is not property, and never | 
was—is not a better Christian and a more honest 
man than the dupe who believed what he said, 
bought his property, and paid him the money for 
it. The South——honorable men, creduleas men,’} 
plain men—cannot understand how any man at 
this day, who sold slaves as property, received 
the money for them as such, and still retains the 
money for them as such, can assume, reasonably, 
any pious superiority over the one who still re- 
tains the property thus bought and paid for, while 
this money still jingles in the seller’s pocket. The | 
South thinks that, if slavery bea sin, they who | 
would have their garmentsclean, who would stand 
acquitted before Heaven and earth from all com- 
plicity with it, cannot escape until they disgorge | 
the price of it. 

These, sir, are the common-sense views of the 
people of the South upon this subject. The North 
cannot appreciate this style of argument. They | 
insist that common sense always was the enemy | 
of metaphysics, transcendentalism, and house-top | 


righteousness; and that it is not fair or learned to || 


dismount pretentious logic, pampered pride, and 
vainglorious boast, with plain and simple truth. | 
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2. The people of the South claim the right to’ 


occupy, jointly with the people of the Northj the: 


common Territories of the United States, and the 
right to take with them their slave property; and: 
have it protected there, when necessary, under the 
laws and flag of a common Government. They 
claim that the Government of the United States: 
was formed to protect every right of ‘the Ameri- 
can citizen tolife, liberty, and property; that when: 
their fathers entered into the Federal compact; it 
was upon the express condition that-they ‘and 
their children after them were’ not to ‘be denied 
any of the rights, immunities, and benefits of this 
common Government. 

The North makes no issue of fact upon these 
propositions; but claims that slavery is in violation’ 
of the Divine law and natural right; that it is not 
recognized by the Constitution; that it outlaws 
the slaveholder from the common protection of 
the Government; that all men are created free and 
equal; and if the Constitution recognizes this right 
of protection to slave property in the common 
‘Territories, they will not regard it, recognizing 
an obligation to a higher law than the Constitu- 
tion, regulating their conduct. : 

3. The people of the South affirm that they have 
the right to regulate their domestic institutions in 
their own way; that they never have interfered 
with the domestic institutions of the North; that 
the people of the northern States have no just 
right to assail their institutions in the national 
Congress; no right to assail them by their press, 
their pulpits, their legislative acts, and their party 
organizations; no right to scek to degrade them 
before the civilized world; that they arc entitled 
to domestic peace; are entitled to be secure in their 
persons and property against theft, lawless inva- 
sion, and threatened insurrection, 

The North replies that they do not regard sla- 
very as a desirable form of civilization; thatit isa 
scandal and a blot upon our national escutcheon, 
asin, a wrong—morally, socially, and politically; 
and as such, they will assail it in the national 
Congress, in their press, their pulpit; and as such, 
they will exclude it from the Territories, and 
place it under the’ ban of the Government. The 
privileges of a free press and free speech are never 
to be surrendered; and by virtue of these privi- 
leges they will establish in the free State a public 
sentiment hostile to it, whether it disturbs the 
domestic peace, the security of life, liberty, or 
property, of the people of the South, or not. 

4. The North affirms that slavery is a sin, and 
therefore the slaveholder is not a fit communicant 
at the sacraments of a common religious faith. 
The southern Christian replies, that holding com- 
munion with men who evade constitutional obli- 
gations they have assumed to perform under the 
obligations of an oath, and who, in the name of 
Christianity, undertake to shape a public senti- 
ment that eventuates in lawless invasion of sister 
States, the abduction of their property, and the 
murder of their citizens, and finally the subvers- 
ion of the Government itself, would not increase 
their respectability or their happiness either in 
this world or the one to come; and hence, upon this 
point, they are content to abandon all religious 
fellowship; but while they assent to this, they still 
insist that when their property: is stolen, or their 
fellow-citizens murdered upon their own soil, and 
the offender flees to a northern State, they are en- 
tided to the rendition of the offender, upon Jegal 
requisition, under the plain provision of the Con- 
stitution, To this the North replies: to incite 
insurrection or rebellion in others, without invad- 
ing the State in person, is nothing but constructive’ 
crime; and to steal a negro is no crime atall; and 
hence in neither case will the offender be surren- 
dered upon any requisition whatever. 

5. The people of the South say that, since they 
and the people of the North cannot agree as H 
regards their respective rights in the Territories, 
they are willing to refer the whole question to the 
Supreme Court; and if this is rejected, they are 
willing to an equitable division of the same, se- 
curing to each section their respective rights by 


constitutional guarantees; and if this is rejected, | 


they are willing to withdraw in peace from a com- 
mon Government, and side by side with the North 
pursue in honorable rivalry the great future before 
them. 

To all these propositions the North replies, no. 


„extinction; and to this end théy wi 


They declare that they hold slavery to e 
dragon of the entik, th “BU Patt lla 

that it ** must be dimitedto -i 
‘must be athcliorated must be“ 
‘cand must be placed where'the pub 
rest in the belief that it isin the course 


e: 
it, write of ity and preach: of itsas they pleas 
let the results’ be what‘ they may: Y 
South shall ot judge of “yout own fights 
Government; for shall the Supreme Court doat: 
for you: “We will not<occupy jointly with you: 
the common Territories nor will we divide them? 
with you: : H yow desire -domestiepeace;: you: 
must surrender slavery. © ‘We -willinot interfere’ 
with it by legiglation-in the States where it : 
but while you retain®it, you shall neither’ 
the Union in peace, nor shall you'go 6 Patty 
peace; ‘and whatever may be-the obligations of 
compacts or constitutions, we'will not recognize: 
it socially, morally, or politically; and:to this-end: 
we declare that “it is the daty: of thé: Federal. 
Government to give freedom: to'every human’ be” 
ing and interdict slavery wherever: Congress hiis 
the constitutional power to legislate on the*sub> 
ject.’ And further, that no more slave ‘States: 
shall ever be admitted intothis Union; and, while 
we thus develop free instftutions, and orgarize 
and admit additional free States, as a‘ necessary: 
consequence, we will, to that extent, destroy the’ 
power of the'slave States, by surrounding their 
with hostile communities to assail their institu- 
tions; and thus and in this manner we will drive 
them inch by inch from their presérit possessions, 
until, ultimately, the slave and the slaveholder 
will be drivenand huddled together in the extreme 
South, where a crisis will be reached and passed, 
beyond which it cannot endure.” =: HA pe 

These, sir, are the issues between the Norti 
and the South. These are the issues that “have 
worked adisruption of the Government; thathave 
rent asunder the ties of blood, kindred, and coun- 
try. And here, upon a mere statement of these 
issues, without argument or comment, the South 
may safely consent to rest her cause, to awnit the 
impartial verdict of all men and all history. ‘here 
never was an issuc in whieh the right was: more’ 
clearly on one side, and the wrong on the other, 
Shall the right be condemned and the wrong be 
vindicated?” Never! never! God:is just, sir; and 
His providence will defend the right. Lét:as not 
deceive ourselves. We are to-day deliberating: 
over the prostrate form of the Republic+-stricken 
down in the pride of its strength, as the very sin- 
ews of its manhood were nervingitsarmstoerasp 
within theirembrace the continent. Stricken down’ 
in the very mid-noon of its glory, it lies at. this 
moment the prey of conspirators and’ evil coun- 
selors. 

Sir, the guilty cannot escape the responsibility 
of this terrible crime by shouting, inthis Hall 
treason! treason! The-very men, sir, who forthe 
last two months have been loudest in their dchun- 
ciations of treason and disunion upon this floor, 
are the very men who have infused into ourbody~ 
politic the seeds of death. Anti-slavery fanaticism 
and its advocates have betrayed the nation, and 
history will so record it. 

What, sir, are the vital leading and controlling 
elements of the Republican organization? It 
moves, lives, and has its being in hostility to the 
domestic institutions of fifteen States of the Con- 
federacy. A a 

1. it was'conccived in opposition and: hate to: 
slavery. It holds that slavery:is the enemy of 
the public good—is a wrong; thatit is ‘the duty: 
of the Government to provide for the general wel- 
fare; and in doing this, slavery must be treated’ 
as a wrong, and must be repressed as such. 

2. To accomplish this: end, in strict accord~ 
ance with their construction of the Constitution, 
the Republican party hold, as a cardinal: prin= 
ciple, that the Government itself was organized, 
upon an anti-slavery basis; and in now seeking 
to place slavery, in the language of their Presi- 
dent elect, “where the public mind will rest in 
the belief that itis in the course of ultimate ex- 
tinction,” they are but executing the original pol- 


| iey and purpose of those who formed the Govern- 


ment. 
To accomplish this purpose, and to maugurate 
this policy on the part of the Government, they 
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propose, first, to arrest.the further spread. of sla- 


very into the ‘Territories of the United-States;. 


second, to deny. to it the countenance and protec- 
tion of the Government anywhere; third, expand 
the.power of the: free. States, soas to give them 
the complete control of-all the departments of the 
Government; and, lastly ; they. propose, under the 
plea of free-speech and a free press, to attack it 
asa crimé; socially, morally, and politically, in 
this: Hall, inthe, Senate Chamber, upon the hust- 
ings; in:theiv-public journals, and from their pul- 
pits; and-thus,.by all.the appliances of popular 
power.and prejudice, a: hostile Government, and 
~ sectional organization, they expect ultimately 
to.accomplish its. overthrow. 
¿Mre Speaker, have no desire to misstate or 
misapprehend. the position@of the Republican 
party; My object is truth; and if ever I desired 
to utter it, or comprehend it, that is my purpose 
now: ` The. positions thus assumed by the Re- 
publican party I charge to be by far the most 
dangerous and-ultra ever assumed by any politi- 
cal-organization in this country, in reference. to 
the long-contested issues between the North and 
the South. The ultra. Abolitionists have. ever 
made warupon this Government, because,as they 
declare, the Constitution itself sanctions slavery. 
To overthrow slavery, they have been for an over- 
throw of the Constitution, ‘To this end they have 
declared it to be “ acovenant with death, and an 
agreement with hell.” They have never contended 
that slavery could be. overthrown until the Con- 
stitution sanctioning it wasoverthrown. Butthe 
Republican. party assume that the Constitution 
was formed to work its ultimate extinction; and 
hence, in inaugurating a policy to that end, the 
result may be accomplished within the forms of 
‘the Constitution, Lt will thus be seen that the 
Republican party,and the ultra Abolitionists that 
yote with them, and act with them, seek the same 
end, differing only as to the method by which 
it is to be accomplished, Which of these posi- 
tions is the most insiduous and dangerous to the 
institittions of the South?. The first invokes the 
powers ofthe Federal Government to the accom- 
lishment:of this end; the other admits that the 
overnment was ordained in confirmation of sila- 
very. ‘ 
But, sir, is it true that this Government was 


established upon principles looking to the ulti- f 


mate extinction of slavery? Ifso, why was the 
first: clause of the ninth section of the first article 
of the Constitution inserted in that instrument? 

“The migration or importation of such persons as any 
of the States now existing shall think proper to adinit, shall 
not be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1803.” 

Did the framers of the Government expect to 
accomplish the ultimate extinction of slavery by 
guarantying the forcign African slave trade to all 


the thirteen original States, for a period of twenty j 


years, by this. clause in the Constitution? Did 
the members of the constitutional convention from 
Masgachusettsand other northern abolition States 
understand this to be the policy and object of the 
Government, when they insisted upon, and passed 
oy their votes, this provision in the Constitution; 
and: not- only this, but made. it irrepealable by 
even the people themselves for this period oftwenty 

ears? ‘Was the ultimate extinction of slavery to 
be accomplished by flooding the States with thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of foreign Africans 
for this period of time? Were the framers of the 
Constitution so ignorant of the means of accom- 
plishing this end, of the ultimate extinction of sla- 
very, by adopting, as a means to that end, the 
increase of the very thing they sought to destroy? 

No, sir; such an idea and such a policy never 
was entertained by the men who framed this Gov- 
ernment and cstablished this Union. 
and that policy is an invention of northern fanati- 
cism; and to invest it with more power to work 
out its mission of wrong and injustice, its advo- 
cates have sought to pervert the truth of history 
to. the consummation of this base end of aboli- 
tion madness. Not content with this, they have 
sought to implicate the very men who made this 
Government as the first original conspirators, 
who established a policy destructive of its peace, 
fraternity, and duration. Sir, no forms of party 
tactics, or honeyed phraseology, can conceal 


fromthe people of the South the certain and ap- į 
proaching dangers with which they are menaced | 


That idea | 


i! permanently ingrafted upon the pohe 


‘by this insidious policy.. 


t will be vain for the | 
advocates.of this policy on the other side of this 
Hall to rise in their places and say that they do 
not propose to interfere with slavery in the States, 
when, in the very next breath, they tell as that i 
the Jeading and cardinal purpose of their party 
organization is to reéstablish the ancient policy 
of the Government, which, as they avow, looks to 
the ultimate extinction of slavery everywhere. 
How is this ultimate extinction to be accom- 
plished? ‘Will it work its own overthrow with- 
out the intervention of the Government? If so, 
what necessity can there be in organizing a party 
that merely looks to this end, without any inten- 
tion of invoking the powers of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to accomplish it? 

Sir, beneath this declaration not to interfere with 
slavery in the States where it exists by direct 
legislation lurks the insidious intent to lull the ap- 
prehensions of the people of the South until they 
shall be powerless 1n all the departments of the | 
Government to resist the ultimate fate in prepa- 
tion for them. Now, gentleman of the Republi- 
can party, you say’ you do not propose to inter- 
fere with slavery in the States Ly direct legislation. 
How grateful the people ofthe South should feel for 
this wonderful condescension. And how gladly 
some few gentlemen from the South have availed | 
themselves of this declaration to become your 
apologists upon this floor, and in that way, through 
their speeches, speak in your bebaifa good word 
to their constituents. Be kind to them, gentlemen 
of the North. They are merely lingering upon 
the brink. No one can tell where the next turn | 
of political fortune may land them. But answer | 
me this plain question: have the extreme Abo- 
litionists of the Phillips and Garrison school ever | 
contended that slavery in the States could be in- | 
terfered with by Congress, without violating the | 
Constitution? When you propose not todo what | 
the extreme Abolitionists have neverclaimed could | 
be done, how much more conservative are you 
than they upon this subject? Your President cleet 
says that he has always hated slavery as bad as ! 
any Abolitionist. He is their President; and they 
and you, here and at home, vote together, and | 
forni one party. You do the same thing they do; | 
and they the same thing you do. Then what is 
the difference between you? But yousay you do | 
not propose to interfere with slavery in the States. | 
No, sir. You only intend to confine it to its pres- 
ent limits, in a kind of political quarantine, as a 
leprous curse, too infamous to blight with its touch 
the Territories of the Federal Union. 

You do not propose to interfere with slavery in 
the States. No, sir. You only intend to sur- 
round it by hostile States; to infest its borders by 
raids, conspiracies, and underground railroad ap- 
plianees, until it is driven inch by inch from its 
present possessions to the extreme scetions of the 
South, where starvation, mutiny, and insurrec- 
tion, will save you the trouble‘of Iegistating for its 
overthrow. You do not propose to interfere with | 
slavery in the States. No, sir. You only intend 
to outlaw the slaveholder from the common pro- ; 
tection of the Government, and fixa brand of in- 
feriorily upon his brow, so that he and it may | 
stand degraded before the world by the very Gov- | 
ernment instituted for the protection of both, 

You do not propose to interfere with slavery in 
the States. Oh! no, sir. You only intend tore- | 
fuse toadmitany moreslaveStatesinto the Union, 
and thereby destroy the power of the South in the 
Government, by making her powerless and help- 
less to protect and defend herself, as a mere ap- 
pendage to be taxed to build up your industry, 
and to support a Government that denies her its 
protection. 

You do not propose to interfere with slavery in | 
the States. No, sir. You only propose to show 
the people of the South, how much you love them, 
by holding them and their institutions up before 
the world as the sum of all villainies,”’ and a 
scandal to all civilization. 

Sir, when the principle is to be recognized and | 
of this 
country, that to own a slave, or reside 1n a slave 
State, is to forfeit the protection of this Govern- į 
ment, and surrender the rights and equality of the 
American citizen to enter, with his property, the 
common Territories of the Union, the most fatal 
step will have been taken, which must eventuate 


| Navy against the seceding States. 


in its ultimate extinction. No institution can 
survive the legal odium of such a policy. And, 
sir, for the South to assent to this policy would 
be to consent to her own disgrace, and impress 
upon her own unsullied name and honor the 
brand of shame and infamy. And will she do 
it? Never, sir! Never, by my consent! Never, 
while she has. a weapon to wield or an, arm to de- 
fend! . And, sir, if this infamous. wrong is to be 
consummated; if we are to live in this Govern- 
ment, and be permitted to wear out a miserable 
existence, with inferiority, disgrace, and shame 
upon us, by the mere sufferance of a dominant, 
hostile, and persecuting section in the North, it 
were better, far better, that no son of the South 
should survive such a dishonor of himself and 
country. 

But, sir, how is this policy to be carried out? 
Who is to do it; and how is it to be done? Itis 
to be done, as I have already shown, by a sec- 
tional organization, holding to principles in direct 
violation of the Constitution of the United States, 
as settled and determined by the highest judicial 
tribunal ofthe land. Before the institutions of the 
people of the South can be reached; before sla- 
very ean be circumscribed to its present Jimits; 
before the slavcholder can be excluded from the 
Territories, placed under the ban of the Govern- 
ment, and outlawed from his rights of protection 
and equality, the decisions of the courts must be 
trampled under foot, the Constitution violated, 
and the very Government itself perverted from its 
yurposes of protection to those of oppression. 

Tas this been done? Yes, sir. During the last 
session of Congress, there was scarcely amim- 
ber of the Republican party upon this floor who 
did not proclaim publicly his determination never 


| to submit to this decision; and to place that in- 


tention beyond all doubt, every one of them voted 
to apply the principles of the Wilmat proviso to 
all the territorial bills introduced by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow.] 

This, sir, was the first time in the history of 
this country when the Constitution was boast- 
fully and unblashingly violated, to subserve the 
miserable and corrupt ends of party. And yet, 
sir, we are now daily told by these conscientious 
gentlemen that they are sworn to support the Con- 
stitution and enforce the laws; and to this end 
they are determined to use the Army and the 
When it was 
necessary to support the Constitution and enforce 
the laws recognizing the rights and the equality 
of the people of the southern States in the Terri- 
tories of the United States, as defined in the Dred 
Scot decision, their conscience slept, their actions 
were to be regulated by ahigher law than the 
Constitution they had sworn to support. 

When it comes to murdering southern citizens 
secking to protect themselves, their families, their 
firesides, their all worth living for, or worth dying 
for, from their unjust aggressions, their con- 
sciences impel them to this duty with a unanimity 
never before surpassed in this House. 

I will not undertake to assign motives for this 
sudden conversion from the obligations of that 
higher Jaw, as defined alone in the anti-slavery 
ethics of this day and generation. God alone. 
sir, can look into the human heart and fully com 
prehend the dark and vindictive passions that 
gather there. But when this fell purpose is to be 
consummated by the inauguration of civil war in 
this land, these motives will appear written in the 
blood of slaughtered thousands. They will be 
proclaimed in the wail of widowhood and the ery 
of orphanage; and in that final hour, when the 
hopes of this world are rapidly receding in the 
distance, and those of another opening up before 
us, they will “return to plague their mventors.” 

Now, sir, the Republican party, having tram- 
pled upon the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
and established itself upon principles in direct vio- 
lation of the Constitution of the United States, 


i what is to be the next step in this crusade against 


the institution of slavery in fifteen States of the 
Confederacy? 

Let us now assume that they have carried out 
their policy in excluding slavery from all the Ter- 
ritories of the United Siates; that they have.lim- 
ited its extension forever to its present boundaries, 


and outlawed the slavcholder from the protection 


of the Government, and fixed upon him and his 
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section, irrevocably, the brand of. inferiority and 
disgrace. Will they now pause at this point, and 
cease their war upou the institution as it exists in 
the States? Will they be content when they have 
shorn_the slave States of their. representative 


power in the Congress of the United States, and | 


all the departments of the Government? Will 
they be content when they -have placed the South 
in a condition of vassalage, to be taxed at. their 
discretion for the support of a Government hos- 
tile to their institutions, and. denying. to its citi- 
zens the benefits of its protection? No, sir. The 
most humiliating part of this policy about to be 
inaugurated in this Government has yet to be con- 
sidered. Under the operation of thts policy, itis 
to be the delightful privilege of a southern Rep- 
resentative to take his seat in this Hall to hear 
his constituents denounced by abolition orators 
as pirates and robbers. In vain may he raise his 
voice of protest against this infamous wrong and 
slander. 

We havé been told by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Suerman] that the people of the North have 
the right toexpress their opinions about slavery 
—to write them, to speak them, to preach them. 
Freedom of speech, frecdom of the press, are es- 
sential to the preservation of republican institu- 


tions, and they never can be, and never will be | 


surrendered. Do the freedom of speech and the 
freedom of the press give you the right, sir, to 
assail, with impunity, my good name, or the right 
to destroy my life, liberty, or property? If not, 
have you the right, through those mediums, to 
create a public sentiment in the minds of others 
_ that will lead to that-result? If you counsel an- 
other to commit murder, or arson, or any other 
crime, the law holds you responsible for the of- 
fense, and for it you may be confined in a prison 
or executed upon a gallows. 


that will lead to its perpetration ? 
upon this floor deny that the raid of John Brown 
and his clansmen, upon the soil of Virginia, was 


but a logical result of the fanatical teachings of | 
It was but the result of 


northern Abolitionists? 
inflamed passions and sympathies working to a 
practical developinent. 

The freedom of speech and of the press were 
never intended by the framers of the Government 
to lead to lawless invasions of sister States, or to 
incite insurrection or rebellion among the slave 
population ofthe South. Nor were they intended 
to be used for the subversion or destruction of any 
other constitutional right of the American citizen, 


Would this plea avail you before any earthly | 
tribunal, for the destruction of my life or liberty ? | 
These are personal rights, guarantied by the Con- | 
stitution, The right of property is equaily guar- | 
antied by the Constitution, What right have you, ; 


then, in this Hall, or anywhere else, under the 


plea of free speech and a free press, to seek the | 


destruction of my rights of property? None, sir. 
And yet, for the last two years, from this Hall, 
from the Senate Chamber, from the press, the 
pulpit, the school-room, everywhere, upon the 
highwaysand byways, this purpose has enlisted 
with fanatical zeal the whole anti-slavery organ- 
ization of the free States of the North. 

Sir, what is to be the result of the excitement 
you are creating, and have created upon this sub- 


ject? Will it exhaust itself in the partisan ha- | 


rangue? Will it explode harmlessly in the air? 
Or wilbit, like the vapors of the carth when caught 
up into the clouds, concentrate into a revolution- 
ary storm which will deluge this land in blood? 
Sir, that will be the conclusion of the whole mat- 
ter, 

But you protest against a dismemberment of 
the Union, and inscribe upon your party ban- 
ners: “ The Union mustand shall be preserved.”’ 
Answer me this plain question: if, when the Fed- 
eral Union was formed by the adoption of the 
Constitution, the propositions had been submitted 
to the convention, first, that no citizen from a 
slave State, with his slave property, should there- 
after ever be permitted to enter any of the Terri- 
tories of the United States; second, that to own 
aslave should outlaw bim,and withhold from him 
the protection of the Government; will any one 
tise here in his placc, and say that the Federal 
Union ever could have been formed upon sucha 


o 


Is there any differ- | 
ence, in amoral poiutof view, whether you coun- | 
sel the act in person or create a public sentiment | 
Will any one | 


basis? Surely, there isno gentleman in this House 
so far deluded as that.. Then, if the Union never 
could have been formed upon such a basis, how 
can any man of reason and fairness believe for one 
moment that itcan ever be maintained upon such 
a basis? You violate the very principle upon 
which the Federal Union was formed; and when 
the people of the South complain and protest 
against this violation—ycs, sir, revolt against this 
act of your tyranny, rapacity, and injustice—you 
threaten touse the Army and Navy of the United 
States to murder them. | ee 

Sir, when that day comes, you'may invade our 

eaceful homes. You may desolate our land. 

ou may scatter death and ruin around. You 
may become butchers for the vulture and raven; 
and they may feed and fatten upon the bodies of 
our slaughtered countrymen; but wherever the 
tramp of your legions is heard, you will find the 
hardy son of the South ready to meet you in the 
charge and in the retreat; and wherever you go, 
whether advancing or flying, you will leave be- 
hind you many a bloody track and fallen com- 
rade. Sir, you may make the experiment; but 
you can never conquer the South. Their ten mil- 
lion proud, free-born necks were never made to 
wear the yoke of any mortal power or foe against 
their will. Youcan conquer them by justice,and 
not by injustice and the sword, From the first 
drop of blood shed upon southern soil by armed 
soldiery, in a war so unjust and unholy as the 
one you are seeking to provoke, would spring 
up, if necessary to avenge it, a million warriors. 
Kentucky, brave, gallant, loyal, patient Ken- 
tucky, will not hesitate nor falter when that day 
comes. [fer decision then will be as prompt as 
her conduct to-day is patient to exhaust the last 
effort at peace and reconciliation. Sir, she never 
yet has failed todo her duty, and her whole duty, 
iv storm orin sunshine. She never yet has de- 
spaired of the Republic; but if you force this issue 
upon her and her sisters of the South, remember 
that in the veinsof her children courses the blood 
of old Virginia; and with them, when the final 
struggle comes, she will share common dangers, 
common rights, common glorics, a common des- 
tiny, or a common grave. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has slightly mistaken the position which 
I, together with the Republican party, have as- 
sumed in regard to the characte’ of the Constitu- 
tion of the country. It was never claimed, so far 
as I know, by avy Republican, that this Union 
was formed with any view to the extension or 
extinction of slavery. At the adoption of the 
Constitution it was believed, by common consent, 
in all sections, that by economical causes, aside 
from legislation, not through the instrumentality 
of the Federal Government, that African slavery 
would ultimately become extinct. That was the 
common sentiment of the people of the whole 
country. It was nota thing to be accomplished 
through the instrumentality of congressional legis- 
lation or Federal action, in any form whatever. 

I want to answer another question of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, when he inguired what 
would have been said or done if it had been pro- 
posed, in the constitutional convention, to exclude 
slavcholders, with their property, from all the Ter- 
ritorics. Iwill respond, that the Congress of the 
Confederation, long before, had done precisely 
that very thing by a unanimous vote of all the 
States, in every foot of territory then subject to 
congressional control. 

fT want toanswer the gentleman from Kentucky, 
that the ground we take upon this subject is, 
not that slavery is sinful, immoral, or degrading; 
we do not take that ground, for the reason that 
we claim no responsibility for your sins, They 
| are sivs for which youaloneare responsible. We 
claim no right to inquire into the sinfulness or 
immorality of the institutions of your section. 
When you seek to extend them into the common 
Territories, then it becomes cur duty to inquire 
into its character as an Institution calculated to 
affect the prosperity, welfare, and happiness of 
the future inhabitants of that Territory. In that 
aspect, we must of necessity, asa political ques- 
tion, inquire what is to be its Influence upow the 
Territories which are now in their infancy, and 
the States which are ultimately to grow out of 
| them. Ido not claim that the people of the slave- 


i licean. 


| national woes. 


holding States-are.chargeable with the sinfulpess: 
or-immiorality of slavery; for E recogniz fact. 
that. it is a thing established upon them 
cupidity of the commercial classes in’ pas! 
and from which they have, to-agreat-extent;p 
power to escape. erie patia 

_ Mr. SIMMS, Tam not discussing the: 
of the gentleman from. Ohio, but those of th 
publican party, as illustrated: by lisleading fepres.: 
sentative men-upon this floor; nd by-ite leading ?, 
publie journals throughout the country, and ag” 
reflected by its President elect... The gentleman” 
did not vote upon the Blake resolution, whichde+ 
clared “ the chattelizing of humanity-and the:hold-’ - 
ing of persons as property is contrary.:to natural 
justice and the fundamental principles of. our po- 
litical. system, and is notoriously à reproach to-our 
country through the civilized world;”’ but: every 
leading representative man ofthe Republican party- 
upon this floor did. I now charge, and I.defy.the:, 
gentlertian to now rise’ in. his place‘and deny jit, 
that nineteen: out of every twenty of:the members 
of the Republican party: who have addressed this: 
House, daring this and’ the. past session-of ‘Gon 


gress, have denounced slavery not only as being 


asin, not only as being a scandal and reproach 
before the civilized world, but: as being a crime 
within itself, infamous and intolerable. The gen- 
teman belongs tothe available: committee of his 
organization in this House, whose opinions: may 
be injected cautiously into southern:specches, as - 
the party at this particular time is fighting for 
allies in the southern States. - age TEE 
Sir, Henry Wilson, Senator from Massachu+ 
setts said, in aspeechin New York, in 1855, ‘that 
when this Government had been putopenly, actu- 


| ally, and perpetually on the side of freedom, that 


the Republican party would have glorious alliegin 
the South, and that these allies—brave, genetdus; 
gallant men—would in their ownway, and in their 
own time, rise upon the South, and lay the foun- 
dations of a policy of emancipation, which would 
give freedom to three and a half millions of men 
in America.’? What the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that day said, begins to-day to look like fact 
and history, from the demonstrations we have fe- 
cently scen upon this floor, by certain gentlemen 
from the South. As for-the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Sranron,] it is well known ‘in this House 
that he is no exponent of the real, genuine creed 
of faith of the Republican party. ae 

Mr. STANTON. Iam an orthodox Repub» 


Mr. SIMMS. About as much orthodox as 
your distinguished colleague, (Mr. Corwin, ] who 
with talents that should place him in the lead of 
his party in this House, is scarcely recognized as 
its tail, because he does not hold that negrodlogy 
is the great science of the age, and that the Amer- 
ican Congress should consume all of its time in 
extolling the virtues of the negro, by assailing 
those of his master. the 

The gentleman from Ohio, in answer tomy 
question, is equally unfortunate in saying that 
the Congress of the Confederation, long before 
the Constitution was made, had excluded slavery 
from every inch of territory then subject to their 
control. In the first place, there never was an 
inch of territory subject to their control upon this 
continent, until the State of Virginia ceded the 
then Territories northwest of the river Ohio; nor 
did the confederated Congress ever exclude sla- 
very from this territory.: The State of Virginia 


| herself did it by an express provision-in her-deed 


of cession to the united Colonies. «. Theordinance 
of 1787, passed by the confederated Congress, was 
a mere acceptance of this deed of: cession, with 
the slavery restriction contained in it.” Whatever 
may have been the consequences of that restric- 
tion, Virginia alone is responsible for them. It 
was her act, and not that of the confederated Con- 
gress. My opinion has always been that it was 
the’most unwise act of her whole history. > It 
was the first establishment ofa geographical line 


| upon this subject, and laid the foundations of that 


fruitful source from whence have sprung all our 
Sbe did it, however, from the 
best of motives; and these should sanctify in her 
behalf whatever may have been her errore She 
had heaved the Revolution, foughtits battles, and, 
like a gencrous mother, then resolved to pay its 
debts, by endowing the young Republic, the child 
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of her valor, with-an inheritance which would 
have enriched any throne ‘in Europe. To-this 
eid she gave, without price; twoehundred million 
acres Of the best land upon which the sun. has 
ever'shone. - There is not to-day a single child 
now educated in all the free schools of the five 
States now formed out of this.territory that does 
not owe that edueation tothe charity and bounty 
of old Virginia. And, sir, how has her generosity 
béehirequite These ‘very children are taught 
in these ‘schools, as admitted by the gentleman 
from: New York, {Mr:-Conxzuine,} to hate the 
institutions of Virginia. They are taught, like 
wipers, to turn ‘and ‘sting their benefactress. -God 
save the mark! ; 5 

“The gentleman from Ohio says, when I charge 
thatthe Republican party was organized upon an 
anti-slavery basis, and that that party holds to 


. the principle that the Government itself was or- | 


ganized upon that basis; looking to the ultimate 
extinction of slavery (and now, in carrying out 
that policy, they are but executing the original 
purposes of those who formed the Government) 
that lam slightly: mistaken. Well, sir, I think, 
upon investigation, it-will be found that the slight 
mistake ison his side. [have already charged 
that the gentleman, with all his talents and clear- 
ness, isnot orthodox upon the Republican ereed. 
I-did not desire to prove this upon him, because 
it may defeat him at home, and send a worse man 
here in his place. Nevertheless, we are now seek- 
ing the truth; and hence those who are not posted 
must fall or keep out of the way. We should be 
frank upon this occasion, and fight this battle on 
the square. - In proof ofthe charge E make upon 
the Republican party, Tsubmitan authority which 
no: gentleman on that side of the Chamber will 
question for orthodoxy, 1 read from the speech 
of Mr. Lincoln, delivered at Cincinnati in Sep- 


tember, 1859, and also from his published debates | 


with Mr. Douglas, alf revised by himself, and 
published by his party as campaign documents: 


+] have taken upon myself, in the name of some of you, 
to say that we expect, upon these principles, to wWtimuately 
beat them. In order to doso, i think we want, and must 
haye, a national policy, in regard to the Institution of sla- 
very, that gcknowledges and deals with the iustitution as 
geing wrong. Whoever desires the prevention of the spread 
of slavery and the nationalization of that justitation, yields 
all when he yields to any policy that either recognizes sit- 
very as being right or as being an indifferent thing. Noth- 
‘ng Will make you successful but setting up a poliey which 
abali treat the thing.as being wrong, This Government is 
expressly charged with the duty of providing for the gen- 
eral wellare. We believe that the spreading out and per- 
petuity of the institution of slavery impairs the general wel- 
Tare. We believe, nay, we know, that this is the only thing 
shat has ever threatened the perpetuity ofthe Union itsclt} 
«ð repress this thing we think is to provide for the general 
welfare.” 

Again: 

Jn all these things I think that we ought to keep in view 
our real purpose, and in none do anything that stands ad~ 
verse to our purpose, But suppose we shall take up some 
man and put jim upon one end or the other of our ticket, 
who declares himself against us in regard to the prevention 
of the spread of slavery; who turns up his nose and says 
he is tired of hearing-anything more about it: if we nom- 
inate him upon that ground, he will not carry a slave State, 
and not only so, but that portion of our men who are high 
strung upon the principle we really fight for, will not go for 
him. We ennnot do it; we cannot get our men to vote it. 
T speak by the card, that we cannot give the State of Hh- 
nois, in such case, by fifty thousand,” 

Again: 

“J am not, in the first place, unaware that this Govern- 
ment has endured: cighty-two years, half slave and hal 
free. 1 bclieve—and that is what 1 meant to allude to then— 
{ believe it has endured because, during all that time, until 
the introduction of the Nebraska bill, the public mind did 
rest in the belief that slavery was in the ¢ourse of ultimate 
extinction, [have always hated slavery ł think as much 
as any Abolitionist. I always believed that everybody was 
against it, and that it was in the course of ultimate extinc- 
tion” 


` 


Again: 

t And now as tothe judge’s informer, that because f wish 
to sce slavery placed in the course of ultimate extinction— 
placed where our fathers originally placed it.” 

Again: 

“The chief and real purpose of the Republican party fs 
eminently conservative. lt proposes nothing save and ex- 
gept to restore this Government to its original tone in regard 
te this clementof slavery, and there to maintain it, looking 
to no further change in reference to it than that which the 
original framers of the Government themselves expected 
and looked forward to.” 


Again: 
“Prom the adoption of the Constitation down to 1820 is 
the precise. period of our history, when we nad compara- 


. 


| tive peace upon this question. 


Et was when a policy had 
been adopted and was prevailing which led all just and 
right-minded. men to suppose that slavery was generally 
coming to an end, and that they might be quiet about it, 
watching it as it expired.” 

Now, sir, was I slightly mistaken, when I stated 
that the Republican party was organized upon an 
anti-slavery basis? That they, held slavery to be 
a wrong? Phat they proposed to legislate in refer- 
ence to it asa wrong? That it was opposed to 
the general welfare, and, as such, it was to be re- 
pressed? and lastly, that theyheld that the Gov- 
ernment itself was organized upon an anti-slavery 
basis; and to pursue that course of policy towards 
it that would lead to its ultimate extinction, would 
be but to carry out the original purposes of those 
who formed the Government? 

Whose authority shall we accept upon this sub- 
ject? Mr. Lincoln’s, the President elect of the 
party, or the gentleman from Ohio? Will some 
Republican brother rise in his place and espouse 
the cause of the gentleman from Ohio? But upon 
this occasion Mr. Lincoln has the offices to give 
gentlemen. What, ‘‘ none so poor as do him rev- 
erence?” : 

Sir, 1 do not claim for my section any right or 
privilege that I would not be willing to-morrow 
to imperil my life to guaranty to every other sec- 
tion of our common country; and in this declara- 
tion I know I reflect the sentiment of every manly 
heart upon the soilof Kentucky. “Equal rights to 
all, and exclusive privileges to none ?’—these are 
her mottoes; these were the undying mottoes of 
our fathers; and from them this Government 
sprung into life and being. Deny them, and it must 
perish, for the life-giving principle and the death- 
dying stroke must emanate from the sume hand. 
Adopt them to-day, and our dissevered national- 
ity and divided country will spring into existence 
and unity again under our same old banner of 
stars, more glorious and more durable for the 
misfortunes through which we have passed. 

Sir, I never yet have felt in my heart a feeling 
of disloyalty to the Constitution of my country. 


Kentucky has never yet given birth toa disunion- | 
We love our country, and would die, | 
the last man of us, under its flag; but the time- | 


Ist per se. 


honored emblems of that flag—justice, equality, 
and fraternity—niust not be effaced. If so, it will 
not be the flag of our fathers, the covenant of our 
nationality. ft will be the sign-manual of the 
despoiler, the badge of our enslavement, and as 
such we will resist it to the death. 

Sir, in my district repose at this moment the 
ashes ofthe immortal Clay. Now, and in this pres- 
ence, and upon such an occasion as this, were i un- 
mindfulofthe solemn responsibilities resting upon 
me, I should expect a voice ‘of rebake from the 
tomb of the mighty dead. I will cling to every 


hope that justice may yet be done, and from our | 


divided councils may yet spring some common 
principle of adjustment, alike just and honorable 
to every section, upon which we may yet unite 
hand in hand and heart in heart, as our fathers 
stood before us. If not, the fault will be yours 
not ours, and upon your head must rest the re- 
sponsibility. 

Sir, I am a son of the South. There is nota 
hope nor aspiration of my soul that does not bind 
me to her and her destiny. Jan jealous of her 
honor, { will never surrender it. 
a hill por a dale nora battle-field where glory has 
been won, from the Gulf stream in the South, to 
the far distant regions of the North, where the 
blood of her children has not been poured out 
like water. These are the pledges of loyalty she 
has given to her country. They are hers. No 
malice can assail them; no injustice can impair or 
destroy them. They will stand forever in history 
as imperishable testimonials of her loyalty and 
patriotism. They plead to-day in her behalf, 

«Like angels rumpet-tongued against 
‘The deep damnation of her taking off.” 

And yet, sir, with all these facts beaming from 
every page of our history, what has been the 
treatment she has reccived in this Hall? What 
is to be the future policy of this Government to- 
wards her? For two years, as one of the Repre- 
sentatives of her people, I have been compelled 
to sit here, and hear every epithet that obscenity 
could invent and malice proffer, hurled in denun- 
ciation and hate upon the heads of my constitu- 


There is not į 


enis—robber, pirate, slave-driver, infamous, vil- 
lainous, hell-destined, Heaven-forsaken —these 
are the stereotyped phrases of our brethren on that 
side of the House. Sir, if a stranger a hundred 
years hence should open the Congressional Globe 
of this and the last session of Congress, and he 
were ignorant of the character and institutions of 
the people of the South, he would be convinced 
that they were without a virtue; mere fiends in 
human shape, with their victims smarting wader 
the lash from morn till night. Sir, is this just; 
canit be endured? What man of honor can sub- 
mit to this? J put the question to you on that 
side ofthe House: what degradation can be deeper? 
And yet, sir, I have been compelled to endure it. 
My lips have been sealed under the rules of this 
House, and I have heard your denunciations, 
when, had you uttered them in my presence out 
of this Chamber, I would have hurled them back 
in your throatas slanderous, false, and foul. Not 
content with this, you now propose to outlaw us 
from the protection of the Government, and to 
exclude us, because of our institutions, from its 
common Territories. It is not enough for you 
to seek to fix upon us, and our institutions, the 
brand of opprobrium—the Government must do 
it; and whenever we look upon its flag fluttering 
to the breeze, this must remind us of our degra- 
dation and shame. Do you suppose we care the 
snap of my finger for the small, barren waste 
which lies south of this line of 36° 30’, as a mere 
question of territory? No, sir. I would not give 
this Union for ten thousand such territories. But 
in this adjustment is involved a principle vital to 
our existence, vital toour honor, high as the Gov- 
ernment itself, and which never can be surren- 
dered. Protection, equality, these are the prices 
of allegiance to every Government; and the Gov- 
ernment that exacts the one and denies the other, 
is a sham and acheat. These, sir, we will de- 
mand, on land and on sea, wherever the flag of 
the Union floats. 

I might demand of the gentleman from Ohio, 
slighdy deluded as he is upon the slavery ques- 
tion, whether any honorable man could accept 
less? Do you make slavery an objection? Why, 
sir, there Is scarcely an African upon this conti- 
nent whose ancestors your fathers did not bring 
into this country and sell into the South. You 
have got the money, and we have got the slaves 
If slavery be asin, how much better are you than 
we? Take the case put by the gentleman, from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Ginmer.] I would carry 
it out a little further. When this Government was 
organized, slavery existed in all the States except 
one, Ithad been recognized and protected by all 
the united colonies, for more than one hundred 
and fifty years before the Government was formed, 
Since that time, you have abolished slavery in the 
northern States, bya very peculiar style ofeman- 
cipation. Before your laws of emancipation took 
effect, you transferred your slaves to the South, 
and sold them for the money. When your laws 
took effect there were no slaves to claim their ben- 
efit; they vould not reach the cash in your pock- 
ets. I merely remind you of this because we do 
not always ‘see ourselves as others see us;”’ and, 
too, I would have you receive all the glory of such 
metallic philanthropy. This was the condition of 
things at the beginning. Now you represent Mr. 
North, and my friend here by my side, Mr. South 
—two clever old gentlemen. Under that higher 
law, to multiply and replenish the earth, you 
moved on harmoniously. You peopled and settled 
all your Territories. After a while you acquired 
the Louisiana parchase. Mr. North had sold his 
negroes to Mr. South. With age,as his memory 
fails, his picty increases. He insists that this ter- 
ritory shall bedivided. ‘* Very well,” says Mr. 
South, “anything fur peace.” The division is 
made. The territory from Mexico is acquired. 
“Letusdivideas before, brother North,” says Mr. 
South. ‘No, sir,” replies brother North, “ T de- 
mand all, and that neither you nor your children 
shallever have oneinch of it.” «* Why, did we not 
purchase it jointly with our common blood and 
treasure??? “Yes, sir,” replies brother North; 
“but you have slaves. Slavery is sinful; itis an 
abomination in the sight of the Lord. There can 
be no such thing as property in man.” ‘* What,” 
says Mr. South, ‘did you notsell me your slaves? 
Have you notstill my money for them ? Were they 
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property when you sold them, and now, because ' 


you can no longer make money out of the African 
slave trade, do you propose to make up for this by 
playing grab uponall the jointterritovies purchased 


as much by the blood of my children as yours ?. 


You hada monopoly of the slave trade for twenty 
yon Does your avariceshape your conscience? 

fso, brother North, you may deceive men; you 
may deceive your own children; because it is 
their interest to be deceived; and if they are like 
their fathers, they never will forget to urge their 
conscience wlien a dollar is to be made. But you 
cannot deceive God. If slavery be sinful, you 
still have the price of itin your pocket. Remem- 
ber this: God is just.” “But,” says brother 
North, “I have more children than you; we can 
out-vote you; and we will decide the question at 
the ballot-box.” ** But,” says Mr-South, “this 
is the highwayman’s plea. Whereis your con- 
science now? Does it sleep? And this, too, will 
be a breach of our solemn covenant. Howabout 
the money I paid you for your slaves?” 4“ Cov- 
enants,” says Mr. North, “ what care I for cov- 
enants? Lam a disviple of the higher law. I keep 
no covenant, except that which teaches me to keep 
all I have got, and to get all I can; and, as to the 
money, “I do not like this paying back; ’tis a 
double trouble;’ 


“€ Tlonor pricks me on.??? 


“Yea, but,” says Mr. South, ‘how if honor 
prick. you off when you come on? how then? Can 
honor set to aleg? No. Oranarm? No. Or take 
away the grief of a wound? No. Honor hath no 
skill in surgery then.” 

Mr. Chairman, there is a moral as well as wit 
in these reflections. If you have resolved that 
there is more power in the Army and Navy to 
nold these States in unity and peace, than in fra- 
ternal ties and public justice, and you have de- 
termined to make the experiment with the seced- 
ing States upon a poimi of honor, remember that 
‘honor hath no skill in surgery.” Instead of 
this “ trim reckoning” between bone of our bone 
and flesh of our flesh, I would commend the golden 
rule, which will alike save your honor, theirs, 
and ours, 

What kind of an honor is that which demands 
a brother’s blood? 1f successful, will it compen- 
sate for the ruin you have brought upon your 
country? If defeated, what plea will you make 
before men and high Heaven with the blood of 
your brother upon your hand? 

Mr. Chairman, if every proposition for an ad- 
justment should fail, I know of no one upon this 
floor who will have contributed mure to that re- 
sult than the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Eraermer.] He has announced in this House 
that he will take the Crittenden proposition; if 
he cannot get that, he will take his own proposi- 
tion; if he cannot get that, he will take the report 
of the committee of thirty-three; and, if he can- 
not get that, he will take nothing, and go home to 


put down all discontent in the South by power | 


and by the sword. Now, sir, in my judgment, any 
gentleman from the South who takes that position 
is the worst enemy of the Union upon this floor. 
Will the States that have withdrawn from the 
Union ever return, unless you adopt such an ad- 
justment as will induce them to return? Never, 
never, sir. Can it be expected that. the North 
will grant anything, when southern Representa- 
tives will be content with nothing. Sir, there is 
no power that can force the Republican party of 
this House to accept the Crittenden proposition, 
with declarations like these uttered by southern 
men upon this floor. What is to be the effect? 


The effect, sir, will be to confirm a disruption of | 


the Union, or to deliver the South over, bound 
hand and foot, to her enemies. 

Mr. STOKES. I desire to correct a misappre- 
hension. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky 
will not refuse me that privilege. 

Mr. SIMMS. Certainly not, sir. 

Mr. STOKES. My colleague stated here in 
his place that he would vote for the Crittenden 
epee that hè would vote for the border- 

tates proposition; thathe would support the prop- 
osition presented by the chairman of the commit- 
tee of thirty-three; that, if he could not get that, 
rather than see the Union severed in twain he 
would take nothing and go home, and stand be- 


| stitution and Union. 


fore the people with the Constitution in one hand 
and his sword in the other, to fight for the Con- 
And I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that the very best men we 
have in the State of Tennessee will ‘hold to that 
doctrine rather than see the Union destroyed. 

Mr. SIMMS. I do not.see what misapprehen- 
sion the gentleman has corrected. He has said 
his colleague stated. precisely what I imputed to 
him. The great difficulty with the gentleman and 
his colleague is, that they do not seem'to know 
that the. Union is already divided. ~It-is nota 
question to maintain the Union as it is merely; 
but to restore it to what it was before its dismem- 
berment. Does not the gentleman know that the 
withdrawing States have already organized a pro- 
visional government; that it is not only a govern- 
ment de facto, but also de jure? Does he not know 
that the people who have organized this new gov- 
ernment will stand by it to the death; that they 
never will enter the Federal Wnion again. except 
upon a satisfactory adjustment of existing diffi- 
culties? Does he expect to accomplish this ad- 
justment by telling the people of the North he 
will be satisfied with nothing? Does he expect 
to get what he wants by surrendering what he 
claims upon this floor?) And will it mend the 
matter any to go home with the Constitution in 
one hand and his sword in the other, to descant 
eloquently upon some stump before the yeomanry 
of Tennessee? This is the place, sir, to contend 
for the rights of your section. Donot surrender 
them, and then talk of going home with the Con- 
stitution in one hand and the sword in the other. 
As for Kentucky, she will never compound her 
rights with her enemies—surrender them here, 
and talk of going home to do this or that. Her 
people demand that her rights and honor be main- 
tained here upon this floor, and the Represent- 
ative of hers who would betray her in this hour 
will meet her scorn and contempt. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I move that the 
time of the gentleman be extended, 

Mr. SIMMS. Lam obliged to the House. 

Mr. Speaker, whatever may have been the 
misfortunes of our country, there is one class of 
our fellow-citizens who wiil stand acquitted be- 
fore Heaven and earth. I mean the brave and 
truc Democracy of the North. For years, long 
years, they have stood in the breach in resistance 
to fanaticism with a devotion and courage worthy 
of the crown of martyrdom. They have fallen 
at last, ** but they have fallen with their backs to 
the field and their feet to the foe.” 

Mr. Speaker, is there any gentleman upon this 
floor who believes for one moment that the mere 
power of a paper Constitution can hold this Union 
together, or that the sword can reconstruct it 
when dismembered? Sir, this Government was 
not formed by force. It can never be maintained 
by force. It was the voluntary creation of sov- 
ereign States. It sprang into life and being by 
the voluntary acts of the States ratifying the Con- 
stitution that formed it, and it can only endure 
while itis their voluntary choice. It is not up- 
held by, nor is it dependent for its duration upon, 
any inherent power of its own. The blessings 
it confers upon the millions subject to it, create 
its. strength. They repay its protection with 
affection and loyalty. These, sir, are the pillars 
of its strength. They will endure forever, while 
your Government is just. Deny this,and you 
sap the very foundations upon which it is con- 
structed. 

Sir, it is in vindication of this principle that the 
right of revolution underlies all free Governments. 
This right I hold to be imperishable and inde- 
structible. None but tyrants and despots have 
everdenicdit, Ithas been asserted by every civ- 
ilized nation upon the habitable globe. It has 


| overturned principalities and powers, and remains 


to-day where God placed it—in the unfettered 


arms and brave hearts of every people resolved to | 


be free. This plea against the right of revolution 
was the plea of Charles 1, when demanding sub- 
sidics from the toiling millions to fill the coffers 
of a corrupt Court. It was thc plea of George HE, 
seeking to rivet the chains of despotism upon the 
colonies of America. Yet the principle was as- 
serted in both’ cases. It brought tle head of 
Charles to the block, and released the infant limbs 
of the colonies from the thraldom of British power. 


. For: the time, ‘sir; armed Jegions:may trample ~ 
upon it, but’st-will spring into. life -again with: 
every new necessity, while a singleiospičation ö 


Divinity, manlioód,or-honor rési ; 
breast. : Every age'has its Brutus,.and the cause: 
of the chaste Lucrece still survives the wreck an 
fall of empires. If you would avoid révolution, 
so act as avoid its necéssity. ‘The-question be~ 
fore us to-day, stripped of:all rubbish and meta=“ 
physical jargon, is simply. one of fact. It is, 
first, peace and reunion; second, peace and sepas. 
ration; or, third,-séparation and-war. Disguise 
itas we may, these are the only issues upon which 
we are called to act. If we preserve peace, we 
preserve every chance of a reconstruction of the 
Union. If we resort to war, we will wickedly 
throw away every such chance, and forever con- 
firm the present disruption of the Government: 

But you say you desire only to enforce the laws. 
Sir, this plea of enforcing the laws, means war in 
this instance, and it means nothing else... Why, 
then, not call it by its,proper name? wo 

Then, sir, which of the alternatives. will we 
accept—peace and reunion? Will you reject this ? 
Separation and peace. Will you reject this, too ?: 
If so, then you mean to force upon the people of 
the South the third alternative; which means sep- 
aration, and war to the knife, to death, to. exterm- 
ination. ty E BPE 

Mr. Speaker, is this the solemn resolve òf the 
North? Will nothing less than southern blood, ° 
or an unconditional and disgraceful submission to 
your unholy wrongs and aggressions upon our 
rights and. equality, appease your purpose? ‘Then 
let it be so; but before you take this final step, 
lct me here in my place, as the Representative of 
a-people who never quailed before the storm in 
the darkest and most trying hour of the past; 
who never faltered in their devotion to’ the Con- 
stitution of the country, or turned their back upon, 
friend or foe, enter before the world and high 
Heaven my solemn protest against this act. 

1 believe, sir, that I reflect the sentiment of 
every manly. heart upon the soil of Kentucky, 
when I say,in anyalternative, give us peace. We 
have weapons, we have strong arms and: brave 
hearts, but, sir, they are for our defense, for ‘our 
enemies abroad, and not for the murder of our 
brothers and kindred. _ Do not, then, force this 
issue upon us. If you do, I tell you now, before 
God and the universe, we will be guiltless of the 
calamities you will bring upon our country.. If 
still your purpose is inexorable, I tell you now 
by thatact you will have broken the last link that 
binds this Confederacy together, as between the 
States of the South and the North. You will have 
done more than that. You will have dug a gulf 
between them where nothing but hate, but re- 
venge, will cross, wide as that which intervenes 
between right and wrong, between freedom. and 
slavery. And still worse, and more than this, 
you will have done. You will have performed’. 
but the first actin the bloodiest tragedy the world 
haseverseen. Brennuslike, you will have thrown 
your sword into the scale, and demanded that 
southern blood and southern hearts shall weigh 
it down to satisfy your injustice, your vengeance, 
and cupidity. And, sir, when that day comes, 
(and come it must if force and coercion is to be the 
policy of this Government,) the last ray of adjust- 
ment and union will have faded-away, and the 
cause of the South will become a common cause. 

Did God, in his providence,’ bless us with: this 
fairest possession of the earth that we might grow 
up in it, to our present power and position among 
the nations of the world, for no other purpose than 
that we might show our skill in butchering each 
other, and thereby prove ourselves the vilest in- 
grates that ever flourished upon his bounty or in- 
sulted his providence? God forbid that we should 
do this thing. Sir, if this is to be our last act in 
the great drama of human events, let the histo- 
rian refuse to write Let us be accursed and 
forgotten among the nations of the earth.: Sir, I 
undertake to speak for Kentucky at this moment. 
Her voice is for peace, for conciliation. She-de- 
mands an adjustment of existing difficulties alike 
jast and honorable to every section. She demands 
for herself and her people their life, their liberty, 
their property, justice, protection, and equality 
ünder the flag of the Union, wherever it floats 
If these just expectations are denied her, she then, 
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withbleeding heart and earnest purpose, demands 
that, while, fraternal ties are breaking, and the 
word ‘farewell ‘still lingers upon -kindred lips, 
you shall notcommence the work of slaughter and 
death. Sir,in her name I demand this; and if you 
yefuse it;remember, when our land is rent by fac- 
tions; when we shall-scent’ the tainted air of the 
battle fieldy when we shall behold that flag, once 
the emblem of our united affections, waving above 
the bloody sod and the death-strewn. deck, where 
slaughtered: kindred: lay one upon another in 
«€moldering heaps:” remember then, and-in that 
hour; that the voice of Kentucky was for justice, 
equality,:and peace. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


OF HON. E. JOY MORRIS, 
: “OF. PENNSYLVANIA, 
: In orun Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 30, 1861. 

“ne House baving under consideration the report from the 
select committee of thirty-tlree— 

` Mri MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, said: 
¿o Mr. Spraker: Greatas are the perils by which 
the Union is surrounded, I cannot permit myself 
to believe that they are insurmountable, unless 
we are destitute of the virtues to which it owes 
its origin. I trust that we are not so much es- 
tranged by sectional animosities, as to be unable 
to agree on some plan of’conciliation for the pres- 
ervation of the Union. Convinced, as I am, that 
there is no just cause for the present troubles, and 
least of all ‘in the clection of Abraham Lincoln to 
the Presidency, L am, nevertheless, disposed to 
assent to any honorable plan of settlement which 
shall secure permanent peace between the two 
great sections of the country. 

` Our ancestors deemed no sacrifices too great to 
secure the Union of the States under the present 
form of: government. When the constitutional 
convention met, it was found that the interests of 
the free and slave States were conflicting, and 
that, unless mutual concession was made, a united 
Government could not be established. Commerce 
was the great interest of the northern States, and 
slave labor that of the southern States. Under the 
then existing confederation, each State had its 
own commercial regulations, which rendered them 
as foreign one to the other, for the purposes of 
trade, as were the kingdoms of Europe to them 
all. ‘The removal of these obstacles to commercial 
intercourse was one of the chief causes which in- 
fluenced the people of the sea-board States of the 
North in favor of Union. If the. exclusive power 
to regulate commerce could be assigned to Con- 
gress, the prosperity of these States would be 
secured beyond doubt. 

When this question came up for consideration, 
the members from the southern States refused to 
entertain it unless a reciprocal concession should 
be made to their interests. Mr, Rutledge ex- 

ressed his willingness. to support the clause giv- 
ing Congress power over commerce, on condition 
that the subsequent clause, that ‘¢ Congress shall 
pass no law prohibiting the immigration or im- 

ortation of’? negroes, should also be agreed to. 

r. Charles Pinckney said: 

“The power of regulating commerce is a pure conces- 
sion on the part of the southern States.” 

Mr. ©. C. Pinckney said: ‘ 

“Tt is the trie interest of the southern States to have no 
regulation of commerce.” 

An issue was thus directly made between the 
commercial interests of the North and the labor 
interests of the South. Mr. Pinckney said: 

“ South Carolina can never receive the plan, if it pro- 
hibits the slave trade.” 

Mr. Rutledge, of South Carolina, said: 

“Tr the convention thinks that North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Georgia, will ever agree to the plan, unless 
their right to import slaves be untouched, the expectation 
js vain? 

Mr.G. Morris, of Pennsylvania, proposed to re- 
commit the clauses relating to taxes on exports, 
and to a navigation. act, “with a view to a bar- 
gaiti between the northern and southern States.” 

re Ellsworth, of Connecticut, in the same spirit 
of compromise, said: 
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“ Let every State import what it pleases. The morality i 


or wisdom of slavery are considerations belonging to the 
Siates themselves. What. enriches a part enriches the 
whole; and the States are the best judges of their particu- 
lar interest.” 

Mr. Sherman, of the same State, said: 

“He disapproved.of the slave trade ; but did not think 
the public gdod required that the proposed scheme of gov- 
ernment should interfere with the rights of the States to 
import slaves. It was better to let the southern States im- 
port slaves than to part with them, if they made that a sine 
qua non.”? 

This struggle led to a compromise between the 
North and South, by which the former gained for 
Congress exclusive power over commerce, and 
the latter the toleration of the African slave trade 
for twenty-one years—to 1808. The rapid growth 
and present extension of slavery in the United 
States is chiefly owing to the importation of slaves 
during this period. At no subsequent time has 
slavery increased at such a ratio as between 1787 
and 1808, as is demonstrated by the following 
table of the progress of the slave population from 
1789 to 1850, showing the increase per cent. in 
each period of ten years: 
th Carolina. Georgia. 


1790 to 1890 35.46 102.99 
1800 to 1810 34.45 77.12 
1810 to 1829.. 31.62 42.33 
1820 to 1830, 22.62 45.35 
1830 to 1840... : 3.68 29,15 
1840 to 1850... s.. 1.117,38 T.i 35.85 


The part of the compromise relating to the slave 
trade was adopted by the votes of New Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Maryland, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia—ay, 7. 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia— 
no, 4. Mr. Madison foresaw the evils to result 
from the extension of the slave trade, and he is 
reported as saying, in the convention, that twenty 
years would produce all the mischief apprehended 
from the slave trade. The necessity for union, 
however, was so pressing, and such vital interests 
were at stake on its adoption, that the New Eng- 
land States, where the hostility to slavery has 
always been the strongest, were willing to render 
certain its permanent establishment in the coun- 
try rather than risk the loss of the Union, 

I refer, Mr. Speaker, to this passage in our his- 
tory, to show of what importance was a Union of 
the States in the estimation of our ancestors, and 
to what extremes they were willing to go to se- 
eure it, Lf, sir, I now avow that Lam willing to | 
make all reasonable compromise and concession | 
for the maintenance of the Union, Lam only fol- | 
lowing the example of the wise men who framed | 
the Constitution of the United States. Had they 
refused to compromise antagonistic views and in- 
teresis, the Union could not have been formed. 
In my opinion, if we obstinately resist the adop- 
tion of conciliatory measures, the Union stands | 
in imminent danger of dissolution. 1 know, sir, 


that in urging this policy, I shall ran counter to 
the prejudices of those who regulate their action 
exclusively by party platforms, andnot by the | 
interests of the country. For my part, I will. 
never subordinate the existence of the Republic to | 
the behests of party, or the dicta of mere politi- | 
cians, who would rather see the Union perish than | 
deviate a point from the party creed. The voice 
of the country, in this hour of extreme peril, rises | 


above the clamor of contending factions, and ap- |! 


peals to us with an impressive emphasis that no 
man with a patriotic heart can resist. That sum- 
mons I obey; and, regardless of personal conse- 
quences, I shall pursue what I deem to be the path 
of duty and honor. , | 

I necd hardly say, sir, that I have no sympathy | 
with the assumed right of secession, It has no j 
justification in fact or constitutional construction. 
Our ancestors had gone through the experimental | 
trials of colonial confederations, the continental | 
Congress, anda confederation of sovereign States, | 
and they had found them all unavailable for the | 
purposes ofa solid, substantial Union, and a grand | 
permanent Government. After all these trials, 
they came to the conclusion that it was necessary | 
for the States to surrender a part of their inde- | 
pendence, for the purpose of obtaining the pro- 
tection of a General Government, which should 
represent the aggregated States to the world asa 
political unit. This object was attained in the 
Constitution of the United States. 

In the Articles of Confederation, cach State 
(see art. 2) retained its sovereignty. In the Con- 


stitution no such reservation is made. The former 
system wasa league of States for mutual defense 
and welfare. It was intended to operate on the 
States as such, and not on individuals. The lat- 
ter is nat a Government of the States, but of the 
people. Article three of the Articles of Confed- 
eration, says: 

“Thesaid States hereby severally enter into a firm league 
of friendship with each other,” &c. 

The preamble of the Constitution says: 

“ We, the people of the United States, in order to form 
a more perfect Union, establish justice, insure domestic 
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, promote the 
general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to our- 
selves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Con- 
stitution for the United States of America.’? 

Formed by the people, the whole people, of the 
United States, its existence is dependent on them, 
and not on the States; and it can only be dissolved 
by the power that gave it birth. States may pass 
ordinances of secession, but they cannot over- 
throw the fabric erected by the source of all po- 
litical authority in this country—the people. 

The imbecility of the Confederation was owing 
to its dependence on the States, the assent of nine 
being requisite to carry into effect the most im- 
portant powers of Congress. Until this assent 
was obtained, money could not be borrowed or 
appropriated, war could not be declared, treatics 
formed, nor money coined. In an important eri- 
sis, when the &te of the nation might depend on 
the prompt and independent action of the central 
Government, it was in the power of a single State 
to arrest its movement. The perils of such a de- 
pendence were so great, and the want of power 
for all practical purposes so evident, that a strong, 
self-sustaining national Government could not be 
said to exist. In order to establish such a Gov- 
ernment, the Constitution rendered the Federal 
Government independent of State control, and 
capable of executing its own decrees. It ex- 
pressly declares, in section two, article six, that— 

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, aud all treaties 
made or which shall be made under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land, and 
the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anytbing 
in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding,” 

It is absurd to attempt to justify secession by 
the Constitution, when that instrument is made 
the supreme law of the land, and the executive 
and judicial officers of the States, as well as. the 


| Legislatures thereof, are bound by oath to re- 


gard and obey itas such. Its action cannot be 
arrested by State authority; and the States are 
subordinate powers. If any one State could ob- 
struct its opetations, the purposes of the Union 
would be frustrated, and the Federal Government 
would be shorn of its legitimate power, and re- 
duced to a condition of vassalage to the States. 
Its laws could not be supreme if they could be set 
at defiance by the States. To admit the suprem- 


| acy of the Federal power, and to claim for the 


States the right to control or override il, is so 
glaring an absurdity, that it needs only to be 
stated to be admitted. The States are expressly 
restrained by the Constitution from invading the 
sphere of the Federal Government, or usurping 
its functions: 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay 


| any duty of tonnage, keep troops or ships-of-war in time of 


peace, enter into any agreement or compact with another 
State, or with a foreign Power, or engage in war, unless 


| actually invaded, or in such imminent danger as will not 


admit of detay.?’—See. 10, Art. 1. 


The Constitution wasintended tu form “ amore 
perfect Union” than the Confederation, the chief 
defect of which was the paralyzing power of the 
States over the General Government. If secession 
and nullification are to be tolerated, instead of 
being ‘a more perfect Union,” it will be more 
impotent than the Confederation itself, The pres- 
ent Constitution was not limited in duration, or 
its existence put at the mercy of any inferior au- 
thority, but it was made for all time to come—in 
the words of the preamble—* for ourselves and 
our posterity.” No State can withdraw from the 
Confederacy without violating the plain intentof 
the Constitution, and committing a most flagrant 
breach of faith. Having embarked our fortunes 
in a common bottom, any State which breaks the 
Union jeopardizes the welfare of the whole fra- 
ternity of sister States,and justifies armed resist- 
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p i ted 
ance on their part for the preservation of the 


Union. Secession is nothing else than a declara- 
tion of war against the Union; and if itis met by 
a hostile response from the Federal Government, 
the plotters of treason must be held for the con- 
sequences. ; i 
It would be strange, indeed, ifthe United States, 
alone of al] the Governments that have flourished 
from the beginning of history, had not a right to 
defend its own existence. The right which every 
man has to protect his own life, is denied to it. It 
must permit the forts, arsenals, and navy-yards, 
the property ‘of the nation, and designed for the 
protection of the peopleof all the States, to be 
plundered and perverted to the uses of separate 
States, without making an effort to prevent this 
wholesale spoliation. If the Capito! of the Re- 
publicis menaced by an armed invasion of traitors, 
the regular Army cannot be summoned to its de- 
fense without wounding the sensibilities of these 
pseudo-patriots, who seem to look upon the Fed- 
eral Government as having no individuality what- 
soever, and as existing only at the willofthe States, 
any one of which may defy its ‘authority, and 
lunder its property with'impunity. If suchideas 
e correct, then the Federal Government is no 
Government at all, for it wants. the first element 
of a Government—the power ‘to repel aggression, 
and vindicate its dignity and independence. It 
lives by sufferance; and cannot be relied on, if 
such reasoning be true, to protect either the lives 
or properties of those who live under it. It has 
the outward form and features of a Government; 
but it is a lifeless skeleton—a mere image of po- 
litical vigor. f 
Suck was not the kind of Government our an- 
cestors aimed to establish, or they would have 
remained satisfied with the feeble systems it sup- 
planted. Experience had taught them that they 
could neither attain a respectable position among 
the nations of the world, nor secure prosperity 
and security at home, but through the instrument- 
ality ofa strong Government. For this reason, 
the Executive was invested with an authority, 
almost equal to that of some of the sovereigns of 
constitutional monarchies, and the States surren- 
dered to the Federa! Government their most cher- 
ished prerogatives. They never dreamed that the 
Government they constructed could be reduced 
to such a helpless condition as that in which the 
advocates of secession seck to place the Federal 
Government, bound hand and foot, without -the 
power to ward off the blows directed against it. 
It may be coerced into subordination to the pur- 
poses of the States, but it cannot enforce its au- 
thority according to the forms of the Constitution. 
It must submit to every sort of outrage in silence, 
and with a meek and patient spirit, however 
grievous the wrong perpetrated, or contemptible 
the assailant. It must consent to its own degra- 
dation, and to the dishonor of the American name, 
and to the destruction ofevery semblance of Amer- 
ican nationality; and all because one or more 


States, under the inspiration of a depraved polit- | 


ical ambition, seek its destruction for their own 
disloyal and selfish purposes. If all this be so, 
Mr. Speaker, the career of this Government is at 
an end; it has ceased to have any vital power; 
and the sooner it is abolished in name, as it isin 
reality, the better, 

But, sir, i cannot believe that the people of the 
United States ave ready for the sacrifice of this, 
the best system of national Government ever de- 
vised by human wisdom. Its voluntary over- 
throw by the American people would be the great- 
est nauonal suicide ever committed; it would be 


an act cf political insanity without a parallel. | 


Gad it redounded to our injury, had if cramped 
the energies, fettered the growth, and obstructed 
the morai and material progress of the nation, 
there might be some excuse for the frenzied hos- 
tility iateiy manifested against it. But when, on 
the contrary, it has done more for the people who 


have lived under it than any other government | 


since the origin of history, making us atthe same 
time the freest and most prosperous people on the 
face of the earth, and in less than the average 
term of human life raising us to the front rank of 
nations, its destruction cannot otherwise be re- 
garded than as an act of supreme madness and 
fouy. A people who wouid wiilingly tear down 
sucha Government, or consent to its overthrow, 


fest themselves incapable’ of appreciating its en- 
joyment under its best form. They would have 
lost that passion for constitutional liberty, to 
which the Government owes its origin, and which 
marked the history of our ancestors, whose sac- 
tifices in the sacred cause of human rights have 
never been surpassed in any age or country. If 
the American Constitution is now to perish, it 
cannot be said of it that it owed: its ruin to its 
failure as a political system, for history. will re- 
cord that its success was perféet. Such was its 
success that it revolutionized the world by the 
force of its example, and gave ah impulse to the 
cause of freedom that will be felt to the remotest 
period of time. Great will be the crime of those 
who are implicated in the overthrow of such a 
beneficent Government, the source of precious 
blessings to themselves and the world, the great 
political light of the age, the ark in which rest the 
hopes of mankind, Amid its ruins, in darkness 
and despair, they will bemoan their own infatua- 
tion, and heap curses on the heads of the wicked 
men who undermined the edifice of American 
liberty. 

We are told, sir, however, ina mclo-dramatic 
style, that this is a contest between liberty and 
despotism—the latter being represented by the 
Federal Government, and the former .by the se- 
ceding States. For my part, I have always un- 
derstood that the Constitution of the United States 
was the concentration of all the elements of lib- 
erty scattered throughout the constitutions of an- 
cientand modern Governments; that it was the very 
essence of well-regulated, popular liberty. Toim- 
age this, the fundamental idea of the Constitution, 
we are soon to crown this magnificent structure 
that is rising above our heads with the statue of 
Liberty. Before we have raised this embodiment 
of American political sentiment, we are told that 
we worship ata false shrine; that the Government 
which we owe to the valor and wisdom of the great 
men of the Revolution is not worthy of our affec- 
tions; that it is an engine of tyranny and oppres- 
sion. It may be, sir, that both the world and our- 
selves have been deceived as to the real character 
of this Government, and that all the prodigies 
ascribed to it are due to some other cause; but if 
it be so, it will be the most astonishing hallucina- 
tion that ever infected the mind of man. 1 rather 
think that they are laboring under a mental blind- 
ness who cannot sec and acknowledge what all 
the world is conscious of. 
that the names of things have been perverted; that 
good has bgen made bad, and bad good; that lib- 
erty has been called despotism, and despotism lib- 
erty. The proceedings in the seceding States do 
not certainly show much respect for law and order, 
the bases on which rest all liberty. The hanging 
of men on suspicion, and at the hue and cry of an 
excited multitude; the tarring and feathering of 
others on secret denunciation, and without any 
show of justice; the scizure and plunder of the 
Federal forts and arsenals, do not look like the 
acts of men whe have learned to respect the rights 
and property of others, and to submit to the re- 
straints of law. They rather indicate a disposi- 
tion to set up passion in place of reason; to install 
mob violence in the place of judicial justice; and 
to trample down the first principles of political 
liberty. 

What has the Federal Government done to jus- 
tify these assaults onitscxistence? Has it proved 
false to its obligations? Has it invaded the rights 
of the States, or used its powers oppressively and 
to the injury of the pcople of the seceding States? 
No allegation of this kind is made; and in vain 
may we seek for any provocation on its part. A 
fugitive slave law has been enacted, the stringent 
provisions of which fulfill every requirement of 
the Constitution. It has in every case been suc- 
cessfully enforced, though often at great expense, 
and at the point of the bayonet. Repugnant as 
itis to the feelings of a large proportion of the 
people of the North, it has been submitted to, and 
no slave has been wrested from the grasp of Fed- 
eral authority. Theinvasion of a slave State for 
the purpose of exciting a servilc insurrection was 
promptly put down by Federal troops; and the 
| whoie’ military and naval power of the Republic 
would be employed to suppress such movements 
in the slave States. Slavery, as it exists in the 


It is not the first time | 


are not worthy of liberty, forihey would mani- }j 


| 


i 
i 


ations, staves escaping from the latter ‘int 
former would not be- restored. ‘This would 
to great losses, as the certainty of freedom would 
constantly stimulate them to flight into the “free 
States. ae Ete age a 
Disunion, sooner or latér, through one means 
or another, would lead to the ruin of the: slave 
States. They would be surrounded on all sides: 
by free States; for, it is not to be supposed that 
Mexico would ever join a slave State confedera- 
tion after having abolished slavery on itsown’soil. 
Slave labor could not thus’be transported from the 
exhausted lands of the cotton States to contiguous 
regions fresh in soil and of congenial productions. 
The slave States now form part of a Government 
which commands the réspect of ‘the world ‘by its 
power and its energy and its free institutions. 
An exclusively slave State confederacy would 
constitute an exception to all other Governments 
in this age of the world. It would not enlist the 
sympathies of the léading States of Europe, averse, 
as they are known to be, to the extension, and 
existence even, of negro slavery. ‘It could not be 
formidable tn power, owing to the division of its 
population into free and slave, the latter tn all 
probability preponderating. Being almost exclu- 
sively a plantifig and agricultural community, it 
would want that diversity of pursuits and inter- 
ests which make a nation rich and powerful. It 
could not have within itself all’ the elaments' of 
material independence, as the United States how 
possesses, and which enable it to treat on a foot- 
ing of equality with other leading nations. — It 
would necessarily occupy a dependent and inferior 
position among the community of nations. Its 
citizens would not, consequently, be animated by 
that national pride that naturally belongs to. the 
members of a’ first class power, like: that of the 
United States of North America; nor would they 
enjoy such a protection as that whichis derived’ 
from a Government whose power is known and 
feared throughout the world. be T © 
In an economical point of view, thead vantages 
of secession are yet less discernible. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States is the cheapest in 
the world, and carried on with less expense than 
any other, to its people. Supported almost en- 
tirely by the revenue from customs, it imposes no 
perceptible burdens on the people. It is, indeed, 
sir, next to impossible for any one to say how 
much he contributes to the support of the Fed- 
eral Government. Were the average. revenue of 
$60,000,000 derived from customs, divided among 
the whole population, it would only amount to.a 
tax of two dollars per head Forall this, the citi- 
zen receives the protection of a Government whose 
flag is honored and respected in the most remote 
regions of the world. For this light burden—if 
indeed it be actually imposed on him at all—he is 
entitled to have the whole military and naval force 
of the country arrayed in his defense or for the 
tedress of his wrongs, no mattér in what distant 
quarter of the globe he may have suffered insult, 
outrage, or pecuniary spoliation from other Pow- 
ers. The title of Ameriéan citizen, at the present 
day, wherever asserted, in. the ‘semi-barbarots 
kingdoms of the East, or among the Christian 
| States of Europe, secures fór him who bears it 
an immunity from wrong equal to that which the 
title of Roman citizen carried with it when the 
ancient mistress of the world was at the height 
of her power and glory. Are the people of ‘the 
seceding States—I mean, sir, the people, not the - 
venal and selfish politicians—ready to sacrifice the 
privilege of citizenship of this great Republic, with 
all its appurtenant prerogatives, and to sink into 
citizens of a small aud feeble confederacy? Are 
they ready to surrender the stars and stripes, with 
all the hallowed traditions that sarround them, 
and to supplant that standard of freedom and vic- 
tory with one unknown to fame, and which never 
can secure for itself that moral power which, like 
a halo, envelopes the flag of the Union? i cannot 


| believe that all pride in our past history, and in 


‘the human family, is.extinguished amohg the.peo- 


“js yetsound, and that American patriotism 
‘in. their hearts with as purea flame asever. They 
may be deceived 
| iaa 
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“original intensity. 
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our, present. position, ag chief-among the nations, 
exerting the greatest influence on the fortunes of 


ple of the cotton States.. I choose rather, sir, to, 
xclicve that the heart of the genuine people there 


burns 


for a time by. unscrupulous pol- 
s, and be involved in the meshes.of intrigue 
shia degree that it may be difficult, for them 
‘themselves; but, sooner or later, when 
they realize the folly of the experiment they have 
‘been induced to make by corrupt political leaders, 
their loyalty to: the Union will revive in ail ite 


_ Uf free trade is to be the policy of the secession 
government, after it shall have dispensed with the 
“provisional adoption of the Constitution of the 
United States, and established a new and perma- 
‘neat system, direct taxation must be the only 
means of government support. From this source 
“alone must the army and navy expenditures’ be 
sustained, and they will cost at least, per annum, 
filtcon or twenty million dollars. Then, there will 
be the heavy cost of the civil list, and the diplo- 
matie establishment, &c., making in all, for a 
‘mixed population of white and black of little more 
than four million, an annual expenditure of at 
least $30,000,000. All this must be raised by a 
“capitation and property tax, affecting alike the 
rich and the poor, and reaching the pockets of 
“every man, however humble in condition and poor 
‘In means. Men who have lived under the Gov- 
etnment.of the United States, participating in all 
its invaluable privileges, and its simulating influ- 
ence on itidividual and national prosperity, with- 
out the consciousness of being taxed for its sup- 
port, will not long remain contented under an 
expensive system like that proposed in the cotton 
“States, the burdens of which will rest oppress- 
ively on every man’s shoulders in the commu- 
nity. "They will not fail to institute unfavorable 
comparisons between the economical Goverpment 


i} ich their political Jeaders assumed to renounce 
in their name, but without their express author- 
ity, and that under which they are so heavily 
taxed. The great revolutions have arisen from 
this very cause, and many a strougeset throne and 
ancient political system has been suddenly over- 
turned by a people vexed and harassed by the 
burdensome taxation ofan extravagant and costly 
Government. When a man finds that the hard- 
earned fruits of his industry are seriously en- 
croached on by his rulers, and that he is obliged 
to surrender to the Government what is necessary 
to the comfort and independence of his family, a 
spirit of discontent is kindled in the general mass 
of the community, which, when feast expected, 
breaks forth with volcanic fury, carr ing desola- 
tion and destruction before it, and uprooting 
everything in its path, 

© To guard against these discontents, or to repress 
them, it will be necessary to limit the right of suf- | 
frage, and confine it to the larger property-hold- 
ers. Here will be another invidious point of con- 
trast. between the United. States and the secession 
confederacy. The poor man will recollect that 
‘in the former, so far as individual influence affected. 
ihe national destiny through the ballot-box, his 
suffrage was as potential asthatofthe most favored 
son of fortane. He will remember how his in- 
fluence was courted in the popular forum; how 
his individuality was felt by himself and recog- 
nized by others. To be deprived of such a priv- 
ilege—to be denied the power of bestowing or 
holding political station—will sink him in his 
own estimation, and reduce him to the level ofa 
feudal’ serf. Goaded to desperation by importu- 
nate tax-gatherers, and bereft of the first attributes 
of an American freeman, he will not remain ina 
country where every day he grows poorer, and is 
exposed to new vexations and insults. Tempted 
by the cheap lands of the West, the promising 
future that is held out to every one under the Uni- 
ted States Government, and by the dignity and 
equality of its citizenship, he will gather his fam- i 
ily around him, and again seek shelter beneath 
the Government of his forefathers. We shall see 
a continual exodus of the poor white population 
from the southern confederacy into the United 
States territory, if its political institutions shall be 
what its projectors design them to be. With no 


incoming tide of emigration to supply the waste 
of this outward movement, how rapidly and surely 
must the secession States decline in power, pros- 
perity, wealth, and consequence! 

Why, then, venture on sucha dangerous ex- 
periment? (They want a stronger government, 
said Mr. Nexson, of Tennessee.| ‘A stronger 
government,” says my eloquent and Union-lov- 
ing friend from Tennessee. What stronger Gov- 
ernment can they desire than onc which rests. on 
the popular affections, which is controlled by the 
popular will, andlivesand moves forthe well-being 
of the people, to whose breath it owes.all its vital- 
ity? There can be no stronger Government than 
that of the United States, unless it be one that is 
founded on brute force. . Our’s is based on public 
opinion, which can fashion it to its own purposes, 
and which, it is to be presumed, having such a 
foundation, can never be perverted to the general 
injury. It basstood firm and unshaken amid the 
political tempests which have swept, like an Asi- 
atic typhoon, over the Old World, uprooting the 
most ancient and solid political structures. Pub- 
lic opinion has fluctuated like the waves of the sea, 
changing, from time to time, its policy, but never 
varying as to the duty and necessity of maintain- 
ing it unimpaired in its primitive vigor, Political 
parties have risen and fallen, and fierce has been 
the strife for power and place between them; but 
the Constitution has stood, like a solid column, 
immovable on its dcep-set base. There are those 
who, uninstracted by the lessons of history, still 
persist in the opinion that mankind are more ef- 
fectually controlled by brute force than by moral 
force. It may be that the founders of the pro- 
jected government in the cotton States are of this 
class; and it would seem that they are, to judge 
them by their sneers on the weakness of the 
Federal Government. 

They are disgusted with the vulgarity of a Gov- 
ernment over which the profanum vulgus have an 
equal control with the more wealthy and refined. 
lts simplicity is significant of imbecility, rather 
than of strength, to these political empirics. ‘Their 


| idea of political power is represented by physical 


force—by. bayonets, standing armies, and by all 
the pomp and circumstance of military parade that 
surrounds the thrones of Europe. Their nostrils 


| are offended by too near a contact with the dem- 


ocratic masses, and they sigh for the divinity that 
hedges a king; for a condition of things in which 
the many shall be subject to the rule of the few; 
in which the masses shall be the soft, easy cush- 
ions on which political sluggards and knaves may 
repose and fatten. Do they lay the flattering unc- 
tion to their souls that a people bref up under 
the perfect freedom of the American Constitution 
to a sense of political equality, and to the untram- 
meled use of their moral faculties, can ever be 
persuaded or forced into such a system of Gov- 
ernment, so directly in conflict with the spirit of 
republican institutions? Never! never! sir, will 
a people, who have once enjoyed liberty, in all 
the plenitude that we possess it, willingly part 
with it; or, baving been inveigled into its surren- 
der for a time, long remain passive beneath the 
iron heel of demagogie despotism? None appre- 
ciate liberty so keenly as they who, having once 
possessed it, havelostit. Nonecherish the blessed 
light of day with such rapturous zest as those 
whose orbs, once refulgent with its vivifying 
beams, have been sealed in darkness. A Govern- 


| ment, founded in fear of the people, in this age, 


and in this hemisphere, will have a short-lived 
duration, The popular mass may be buried be- 
neath the superincumbent weight of despotic oli- 
garchy; but, like the fabled giant Enceladus, 
beneath the Sicilian mountain, its struggling 
throes will shake the world to its center by its 
convulsive movements for liberty. 

Fear of the people, Mr. Speaker, is the first sign 
of a despotic temper. And has not this cowardly 
passion already exhibited itself in a most striking 
manner in the conduct of the secession leaders? 
They have notdared, in a single instance, to sub- 
mit their ordinances of secession to the judgment 
of the sovereign people. They either insolently 
defy the popular will, or they justly fear that the 
people, possessing more loyalty than themselves 
to the Union, would chastise their usurped au- 


| thority withsignalcondemnation. They set them- 


selves above the people; they presume to dictate 


to them, and to impose on them such a form of 
government as they choose. If they can estab- 
lish, of their own free will, any political system, 
as they seem to think, without consultation with 
the people on whom it is imposed, they can create 
a despotism, or monarchy, as well as a. bastard 
republic. How does all this timid shrinking from 
public censure.contrasi with the action of the wise 
and great men who framed the Constitution of 
the United States! They believed that govern- 
ment, being instituted for the benefit of the many, 
should be sanctioned by their approval. They re- 
garded themselves. merely as the agents for the 
people, acting in their behalf and for their inter- 
ests; and they deemed their work incomplete until 
crowned with the popular sanction. The over- 
throw of such a Government, with such an origin, 
is treason against the whole body of the people. 


| The overthrow of a secession government, never 


ratified by the people, and established in defiance 
of the popular will, is a righteous revolution, and 
reclamation of the usurped rights and sovereignty 
of the people. A government so instituted has 
no firm foundation, because it is an usurpation of 
the legitimate authority. Unstable as the sand, 
unsubstantial as the palaces, domes, and turrets 
of the Fata Morgana in the Sicilian straits, it will 
dissolve like a vision, or be swept away before 
the first gust of popular passion. 

Among the strange notions of the day, Mr 
Speaker, that of the superior claims of a State to 
the allegiance of its citizens, over the Federal 
Government is—if there can be any superlative 
among these rival absurdities—the most extraor- 
dinary. It is lamentable to witness the facility 
with which men of honor, who as a condition of 
entering on the public service, have taken an oath 
to the Constitution and Jaws of the United States 
as the paramount authority of the land, can coolly 
and deliberately violate their sworn obligations. 
If the Federal. Government can thus readily be 
betrayed to domestic enemies, can its detense 
against a forcign foe, or fidelity to itin the hour of 
external danger, be expected from such disloyal 
servants? The times are indeed out of joint, when 
men of honorable calling and reputation can thus 
forswear themselves, and under the very eaves of 
the Capitol can join in secret league with State 
conspirators, for the destructiun of the national 
Government. For my part, sir, I wish it to be 
distinctly understood, that I renounce all such 
heresies. Having taken an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States, I intend to ob- 
serve it. Ifthe State which I have the honor in 
part to represent; should set herself in treasonable 
array against the Federal authority, I shall stand 
by the latter. If she should vote herself out of 
the Union, I shall not go with her, but I will cling 
to the Union to the last. Proud as I am of my 
birthright as a Pennsylvanian, | am yet prouder 
of my title of an Arverican citizen, American 
citizenship clothes me with the panoply of this 
great Government wherever I go, and it is my 
duty to defend the power that covers me with its 
shield. The nation is represented by the Federal 
Government, and when it is assailed, our life as 
a people is at stake. Abovewll other questions, 
that of the preservation of our nationality rises 

reéminent. No State pretentions should be al- 
owed to come in conflict with a mighty interest 
like this, that concerns the whole people; that is 
so closely connected with the political welfare of 
the world at large. 

If, sir, any one has a right to be proud of his 
native State, a Penesylvanian surely has. No 
State in the Union possesses more of the requi- 
sites for independentexistence than Pennsylvania. 
Seated between two great rivers, one of which 
gives easy access to the Atlantic and to inter- 
course with the Old World, and the other wash- 
ing the shores of the great States of the West and 
South, and interlocking with the water courses, 
whose navigable tides penctrate the innermost 
heart of the continent, she enjoys the most ad- 
mirable facilities for trade and commerce. Within 


! her mountain ranges lie imbedded inexhaustible 


deposits of coal and iron, of far greater value to 
her than the “ wealth of Ormus and of Ind,” and 
which will ever make other parts of the country 
dependent on her. Their slopes and summits are 
covered, with all the chief varieties of useful tim- 
ber; and the valleys which lie among them, and 


APPENDIX TO THE ‘CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE; 


36rH Cong....2D SESS. 


State of the Union—Mr. Morris. 


the broad plains that stretch away from theirfeet, 
yield abundant crops ofthe grains. which furnish 
the staple food of man. A healthy.and invigor- 
ating climate nourishes a brave and enterprising 
people, made up of the bestraces of Europe, who 
have contributed much to the common glory of 
thg nation by their discoveries in the arts and 
sciences, their valor in the field, and their states- 
manship in the Cabinet. Favored, as she is, by 
Heaven in all that makes up the greatness of a 
State, Pennsylvania, sir, will yet never desert the 
Union. : With its maintenance, her own prosper- 
ity is inseparably linked. - It binds her in chains 
of love with sister States, with whose destiny her 
own is intertwined. She regards the Constitution 
as a guardian genius, whose eye never slumbers, 
and which is ever watchful to promote the wel- 
fare and defend the security of all whose interests 
it has in keeping. She will pour out her last drop 
of blood in its defense, and exhaust all her re- 

sources to maintain it against a world in arms. 
Let other States court cternal infamy by conspir- 
ing its destruction; she will prove anew her loy- 
alty to the motto of her shield, ‘Virtue, liberty, 
and independence,” by rallying around it with 

her brawny sons of labor, and defending it to the 
last, in the darkest hour of its peril. 

Disposed as Į am, sir, to do all that in honor I 
can do, to remove the present troubles, and to 
guardagainst theirrecurrence, I must confess that, 
so long as the right of secession is maintained, | 
shall have but little faith in the stability or dura- 
tion of the national Government. Already it has 


demoralized our standing as a people, and, from - 


being one of the most powerful, we are nowamong 


the weakest of nations. A nation that has no co- | 


herence among its component parts, that may at 
any moment be torn asunder by internal dissen- 
sions, or be dissolved by the withdrawal of any 
of its members, cannot be said to have a perma- 
nent or self-sustaining existence. Other nations 


will have but little confidence in such a Govern- | 


ment, and will be chary of entering into treaties 
of reciprocal obligations and benefits with it; not 
having, as they cannot have, any pledge that the 
nationality with which they have negotiated will 
be maintained.. This right must- be abandoned, 
as unwarranted by the Constitution, and at war 
with the best interests of the country, or we shail 
be as constant a prey to revolutions as the dis- 
tracted republics of South America. 

Look at our position before this fatal right of 
secession was asserted, and compare it with what 
itis now. With a smaller Navy than any of the 

reat Powers, our flag challenged for the vessels 
it covered as.much respect as that of England or 
France. Power, a keen sensitiveness to wrong, 
and promptness in seeking redress, were the ideas 


associated with the Republic of the United States. | 


Unanimity of popular sentiment accompanied the 
action of the Government, and a wrong to an in- 
dividual American was regarded as an injury that 
every citizen of the nation would feel and resent. 
Provocation to such a people was cagerly avoided 
and justly dreaded. But, sir, I fear that this en- 
forced respect is gone, and that we have lost, or 
will soon lose, if the right of secession becomes a 
fixed article in our political creed, the prestige that 
has hitherto surrounded the brow of this young 
nation. Such has been the blighting effect of se- 
cession on our national reputation, thatit may be 
said of the Republic, as Antony said of Cesar, 
in his funeral oration in the forum: 
* But yesterday, the word of Cæsar might 

Have stood against the world; now Jies he there, 

And none so poor to do him reverence.” 

The opinion of the framers of the Constitution 
on this anarchial doctrine is clearly given in the 
reply of Mr. Madison to the letter of Alexander 
Hamilton, dated Poughkeepsie, July 1788, an- 
nouncing the proposal of New York to join the 
Union for five or six years, with the right then to 
withdraw, if she desired. Mr. Hamilton says: 

s You will understand that the only qualification will be 
the reservation of a right to secede, in case our amend- 
ments have not been decided upon, in one of the modes 
pointed out by the Constitution, within a certain number 
of years, perhaps five or seven. If this can, in the first in- 
stance, be admitted as a ratification, L do not fear any fur- 
ther consequences. Congress will, I presume, recommend 
certain amendments to render the structure of the Govern- 
érmmment more sécure. This will satisfy the more eonsid- 
erate and honest opposers of the Constitution, and with 
the aidot them wili break up the party.” 


Mr. Madison’s reply says: 


New YORK, Sunday evening. 
My pear Sir: Yours of yesterday is:this instant at 
hand, aud f have but a few minutes to‘answer it. {am 
sorry that your situation obliges you. to listen to proposi- 


tions of the nature you describe, My opinion is that ares- | 


ervation of a right to withdraw, if amendments be notde- 
cided on under the form of the Constitution within a certain 
time, is a conditional ratification; that it doesnot make 
New York a member of the new Union, and consequently 
that she should not be reecived on that plan. Compa¢rs 
must be reciprocal; this principle would not, in such case, 
be preserved. The Constituticn requires an adoption:in 
toto and forever. Ithas been so adopted by the other States, 
An adoption for a limited time would be as defective as an 
adoption of some of the articles only. Un short, any con- 
dition whatever must vitiate the ratification. What the 
new Congress, hy virtue of the power to admit new States, 
may be able and disposed todo in such a case, 1 do not in- 
quire; and 4 suppose that is not.the material pointat pres- 
ent. I have not a moment to add more than my fervent 
wishes for your success and happiness. The idea ofreserv- 
ing the right to withdraw was started at Richmond, and 
considered as a conditional ratification, which was itself 
abandoned—worse than rejection. 5 ; 
JAMES MADISON. 


Yours, 

New York abandoned her claim, and adopted 
the Constitution in toto and forever, as did the 
other States, 

If the right of secession is found to be indefens- 
ible, the right of revolution isasserted. Certainly 
that right can no more be denied than the right of 
self-detense; but it can only be exercised as a last 
resort in a case of clear necessity, and when every 


| effort has been exhausted to obtain a redress of 


grievances. Can any State now justify its resort 
to this primitive right? “South Carolina and her 
colleagues of the cotton States secede from the 
Union, not from any wreng done them by the 
Federal Government, but from apprehensions of 
aggression on the rights of the slaveholding States 
by the incoming Administration; and because of 
certain laws of some of the free States, which, it 
is alleged, were enacted for the purpose of nulli- 
fying the fugitive slave law. The answer to the 
latter branch of this charge is, that these laws 
were passed for the purpose of preventing the kid- 
napping of free negroes, and that they have never 
been applied to the obstruction of the operation 
of the fugitive slave law. So far as execution 
goes, theyare a dead letter; and if they be uncon- 
stitutional, as it is said they are, any attempt to 
put them in force would immediately present a 
case for decision on that point in the Federal 
courts. So long as the Supreme Court of the 
United States exists as an arbiter between the 
States and the legislation of the Federal Govern- 
ment, no State is justifiable in resorting to revo- 
lution until it has carried its grievances, arising 


| out of hostile State legislation, before that tribu- 
i nal, and has failed to obtain the redress to which 


itis entitled. Strange to say, sir, the constitu- 
tionality of these laws has never yet been called 
in question before this. high court of judicature 
by even South Carolina herself, the most clamor- 
ous of the seceding States, and the one which 
vindicates its lawless action by the so-called per- 
sonal Jiberty laws. 

If this pretext for yevolution or secession, as 
the case may be, fails to be satisfactory, it is as- 
serted that the free and slave States can no longer 
live together in the same Union, because the peo- 
ple of the former entertain an inveterate hostility 


| to the institution of slavery, and strong prejudices 


against slaveholders. It is undoubtedly true that 
the people of the free States are opposed to the 
extension of slavery; and they are not singular 
in this. Some of the greatest statesmen of the 
South—such as Washington, Jefferson, Patrick 
Henry, Madison, and Clay—held the same views. 
We have, however, sir, thus far lived in peace 
together, as free and slave States, for three quar- 
ters of a century; and [ know no reason why we 
cannot continue to do so. The personal preju- 
dices which are said to exist have no foundation 
in fact, except on the part of zealots, who would 
be as implacable on any other fixed ideaas on the 
subject of slavery To say that any considerable 
body of the people of the North claim to havea 
constitutional right to interfere with slavery in 
the States, is to assert what is not true. . No such 
pretensions have ever been advanced in Congress, 
and no such right is known to exist under. the 
Constitution. The people of the South have no 
more reason to fear an interference with slavery 
in the States by Congress than they have to fear 


an invasion of Mongolian Tarta fr ith 
of Asia.. ei dey) pies } 
The future:historjan:will:bé puzzled 


rational cause for the dissolution of the: Unien im. 
hie. 


the reasons:generally assioned , and he-will ri; 


fully conclude that it-was the result of adeep-laid.’ 


and long-devised conspiracy. 
ator-he. will find.to be the State: of South Care-+ 
lina, which, under: the inspiration of its great sect 
tional statesman, Mr. Calhoun, was for a quarter 
of a century- affected: with a. chronic hostility to 
the Union. - Failing to break it up in 1882; onthe 
ery of an oppressive:tariff; and-owing.t6 the vigs 
orous. conduct of General Jackson in puttingdown 


the nascent rebellion of that: time; a new! pretext 


“The chief conspire". 


for treasonable warfare against-its:duration. was. 


started on the slavery question. .Mr.:Benton,in 
his examination of the Dred Scott case, says: 
“On his returning home from: Congress; Mr: Calhoun 
told his friends that the South could veverbe united against 
the North on the. tariff questions that the sugar interest of 
Louisiana would keep ber out, and that the basis ofsouth- 
ern union must beshifted tothe slave question y aiid shifted 
accordingly -it immediately was. Incontinently all the nul- 
lification. newspapers opened for secession ‘for that new. 
cause, filiing the country with alarm for the:safet 
property, and spreading the terrors of servile insurrect? 
inevitable consequences of abolition designs.?? * es 
This outery has been continued to the present 
day, and Congress has been made. the aréna-of 
the most passionate appeals to the:prejudices ‘of 
the people of the South against the North} ofthe 
most unfounded charges, time’ and again refuted 


as the coinage of distempered brains, or ag the. 


falsifications. of designing and desperate’ dema- 
gogucs, whose real alm was toembroil the North 
and South in a war of sections, and thus promote 
the unholy and wicked purposes of the enemies 
of the Union and American liberty. f 


That conspiracy has now culminated; andSouth — 


Carolina: rejoices, while the edifice of. the Union 
is in flames, with all its altars dedicated’to liberty, 
and its rich repository of moral and political 
knowledge put in peril of being scattered to the 
windslike the treasures ofthe Alexandrine library. 
The Goths and Vandals raised not a wilder and 
more exulting shout over the ruins of imperial 
Rome than the South Carolina conspirators ‘over 
the prospect of dissolution and ruin of the Amer- 
ican Union. Nero, fiddling while Rome was burn 
ing, isa type of the men who cxult ata yet more 
destructive conflagration,in which a world’s hopes 
will be consumed. Says Mr. Rhett, inthe South 
Carolina convention: Me eee 

‘The secession of South Carolina is not an event of ‘a 
day. It is notanything produced by Mr. Lincoln’s elec- 
tion, or by the non-cxecution of the fugitive slave taw. It 
has beeu a matter which has been gathering bead for thirty 
years.” . : . ; 

In the same body the following remarks of a 
like tenor were made; 

“Mr. Parker. Mr. President, it appears to me, with 
great deference to the opinions that have been expressed, 
that the publie mind is fully made up to the great occasion 
that now awaits us. [vis uo spasmodic effort that bas come 
suddenly upon us, but it has been gradually culminating for 
a long serics of years, and at last it has come to that point 
when we may say the matte entirely tight. j 

“Mr. Ineris. Mr. President, if there is any gentleman 
present who. wishes to debate this matter, of course this 
body will hear him; but as to delay for the purpose of a 
discussion, I, for one, aut opposed to it, Asiny friend [Mr. 
Parker] has said, most of us have had this matter under 
consideration for the last twenty years, and I ‘presume we 
have by this time arrived at a decision upon the subject: 

“Mr. Kerrr. Sir, we are performing a great act, which 
involves not only the stirring présent, bat embraces the 
whole great future of ages to come. [ have been engaged 
in this movement ever since I entered political life. “tam 
content with what.has been done to-day, and content: with 
what wili take place to-morrow., Webave carried the body 
of this Union to its last resting-place, and now we will 
drop the flag over its grave. After that is done, Lam ready 
to adjourn, and leave the remaining ceremonies for to-mor- 
row.” R 
All these declarations go to show that an-organ- 
ized conspiracy has existed for more than twenty 
years in South Carolina to dissolve the Union, 
and that the modern pretexts are mere. Shams. 
Ig it possible, Mr. Speaker, that the mother of 
States—Virginia—can be made an instrument of 
South Carolina in carrying out her. criminal de- 
signs against the Union ?. Will the land of Clay 
and Jackson, and the patriotic State of North 
Carolina, consent to play a secondary part: to 
South Carolina, and be driven by her into a war 
againstthe Union? Icannot believe it, sir. Trea- 
son has never founda congenial soil in the patriotic 


States of Kentucky, Tennessee, and North Car- 
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olina,; andl fervently hope it never may. It is 
in their power -to stem the tide of rebellion, and 
like-an- insurmountable barrier to turn it back to 
its fountain head, and-thus arrest its ravages on 
the peace and prosperity of the:country. 

As: L said, sir, in the outset: of. my remarks, I 
am willing to: vote for any honorable plan of set- 
tement.: do not think the Crittenden proposi- 
tions,:as they now stand, have any chance of 
adoption by Congress; but Iwill cheerfully vote 
to refer them to the people, and abide their decis- 
ion... THe border State plan is less objectionable, 
and, if I understand. it aright, I can vote for it 
without any compromise of principle. For the 
propositions of the committee of thirty-three, I 
shall vote with great pleasure, and it seems to me 
they ought to'satisfy every reasonable man. The 
admission of New Mexico as a State, as proposed, 
will introduce into the Union all the territory 
south of 360°30';'and which is at all adapted to 
slave labor. That slavery will be established 
there I doubt, as the climate and products of that 
Territory do not require slave labor for the devel- 
opment of its scanty resources. When New 
Mexico is admitted as a State, we shall be rid of 
the slavery question so far as it depends on the 
present territory of the United States, and there 
will be, I trust, a lasting peace on that: trouble- 
some. question. 

Should all other propositions fail, I will bring 
forward the following, as an amendment to the 
Constitution: 
~st Neither Congress nor a Territorial Legislature shall 
make.any law respecting involuntary servitude except asa 
punisbment for crime; but Congress may pass laws forthe 
suppression of the African slave trade, and forthe rendition 
of fugitives from labor or service in the States.” 

The object of this arhendment would be to for- 
ever banish the question of slavery from congres- 
sional or territorial legislation. The history of 
the legislation of Congress ọn this subject is a 
history. of fruiess agitation; and it has of late 
become evident that it cannot legislate upon sla- 
wey toa finality, or with out endangering the tran- 
quillity and union of the States. The Missouri 

compromise, established as a bond of peace be- 

tween the North and South in 1820, was repealed 
in 1854; and since that time the attention of Con- 
ress has for the most part been occupied with 
irritating and unprofitable discussions on the sla- 
» very question, L have faith in the people. We 
cannot overrule their predetermined will, and if 
they wish slavery, we cannot prevent them from 
tolerating it in the constitution of a new State, and 
we cannot oblige them to exclude it. Itis agreed 
on all sides that we have no right to reject the 
application of.a State for admission fo the Union, 
because of its domestic institutions; and even if 
we had, when the State is admitted, its people can 
modify’ their constitution according to their own 
liking.. As we cannot force slavery upon a people 
of a State who do not desire it, nor deprive them 
of it if they sce fit to tolerate it, all our legisla- 
tion must be temporary, and confined to the term 
of territorial probation. Why not dispense with 
the exercise of the power of prohibition, and take 
the risk of the popular decision? If the advocates | 
of ‘slavery. protection by Federal legislation, and 
of popular sovereignty in the Territories, will 
surrender their respective claims, Iam willing by 
way of compromise, to surrender the right to pro- 
hibit by Federal legislation; and thus to remand 
the whole question of slavery back to the popular 
arbitrament. Such an amendment as I propose, 
all other plans of compromise failing, would at 
least pacify the country by expelling the question 
of slavery from Congress. Under the decision of 

the Supreme Court, (if it has really made such a 

decision,) slaveholders have a right to take their 

slaves into the Territories,and to hold them there | 
until they are ruled out, or admitted, by the State | 
constitution... As long as that decision stands, no | 
congressional legislation can invalidate it, and we 

must, therefore, act accordingly. Such an amend- | 
mentas that which I propose, Mr. Speaker, would | 
allay all apprehensions of the interference of Con- | 
gress’ with slavery in the States, the District of | 

Columbia, &c., as it would deprive Congress of | 

all power over the subject. Itisalso not obvious 

to the objections which must always-exist against |; 

a geographical line of division—that of perpetu- i 

ating sectional distinctions. Ihave no desire-to | 


press this amendment; but if a durable peace on 
the slavery question is desired, { venture to sug- 
gest that Some such proposition is the only one 
"by which it can be secured. I have every reason 
to believe that the interests of freedom would not 
suffer by its adoption; for one, I am willing to 
hazard the unbiased judgment of the people on 
the subject. - ; 

L desire to say a few words on the subject of 
coercion, so-called; but my waning hour admon- 


represented. Noone proposes to mareh the Fed- 
eral armies into the seceding States, to subjugate 
them back into the Union. We know that itis 
utterly impossible to force into submission to the 
Union a people who are opposed to it. Were 
such a result achieved, we should only gain a ře- 
luctant allegiance from citizens whose loyalty 
would always be suspected, and who would. for- 
ever bear in their hearts the rancor of humiliated 
pride. It cannot be done. Such a war would 
entail a greater expenditure of money than that 
represented by the national debt of England, and 
a greater waste of life than that of the Napoleonic 
campaigns. God forbid that we should ever enter 
on such a bloody and fruitless strife! That the 
Government ought to collect the customs revenues 
so long as the seceded States are not recognized 
as an independent Power, and that it ought to 
maintain possession of the more important Fed- 
eral forts and arsenals, I have no manner of doubt. 

Above all, it should not permit the national flag 
to be dishonored. An insult to the flag by any 
portion of the Ameriéan people, is as great an 
outrage asif committed by a foreign enemy. The 
flag of a nation is the symbol of its honor and 

ower; and the patriotic sensibility of its people 
is wounded when it is @ishonored, That the 
descendants of Sumter, Marion, and Moultrie, 
should ruthlessly assail the flag which led their 
brave ancestors to victory, or toa glorious death, 
beneath its constellated folds, is as astonishing as 
their proscription of the patrioticairs of the Revo- 
Jution and the war of 1812-14, for the French Mar- 
seillaise. ‘The former comes down to us freighted 
with recollections of the purestand noblest strug- 
gle ever made for liberty; the latter reeks with the 
bloody fumes of the guillotine, beneath the merci- 
less knife of which fell the beautiful, the virtuous, 
and the brave, in indiscriminate slaughter. Is it 
possible that any portion of the American people 
prefer. the diabolic music with which the protesta- 
tions of the victims of Danton, Marat, and Robe- 
spierre, were drowned at the foot of the scaffold 
of the Reign of Terror, to that which inspirited 
Washington, Greene, Jackson, Stewart, and De- 
catur, in their struggle for universal liberty, and 
for the cause of law, order, and religious and civil 
freedom. Degenerate, indeed, must be the sons 


plant their own national music with the imported 
tunes of the worst era of French Jicentiousness, 
infidelity, and mob despotism. 

We are told by some that, however disastrous 
the immediate effects of segession. may be, that it 
is better to assent toit,as we shall thus the more 
readily promote a reconstruction of the Union. 
“ Reconstruction”? That, Mr. Speaker, isasyren 
song to lure the unwary on to the rocks of disso- 
lution. The Union once dissolved, no reconstruc- 
tion will ever take place. We shall become a 
strange people to each other, with rival interests 
and hostile feelings; and we shall rather seek the 
friendship of foreign nations than that of cach 
other. However wise the men of the South may 
be in their own conceit, they can never construct 
a government which shall surpass that of Wash- 
ington, Hamilton, Madison, and Franklin in so- 
lidity of sirength and grandeur of proportions. 
The work of the first men of the greatest age of 
history can hardly be equaled by Cobb, Keitt, 
Yancey, and their compeers. The Union and 
Constitution as they are, is all that we can desire 
for ourselves and those who are to come after us. 
To the Constitution we owe all our individual and 
national prosperity. It has been to us a pillar of 
light in the past; and it will be to us in the future 
a sure pledge of liberty and happiness. We have 
tried it in weal and woe; and it has never disap- 
pointed our hopes. They who vainly imagine 
thatfrom its ruins they can construct another and 


better form of government, deceive themselves and 


ishes me to be brief. The idea of coercion is mis-" 


of American revolutionary sires, who would sup- | 


| 
j 
I 
| 


their credulous followers. The American Con- 
stitution isthe result of ages of politicalexperiment 
Such a fabric cannot be erected ina day, or by or- 
dinary men. 
‘CA thousand years scarce serve to form a State, 
An hour may lay it in the dust; aug when. 
Can man its shatter’d splendors renovate, 
Recall its virtues back, and vanquish time and fate #” 
With the fall of the Union and Constitution, 
will close the second great epoch of American his- 


tory. A future, overcast with clouds of gloomy 


foreboding, will loom beyond. God grant that 
from its mysterious depths the lurid flames, of 
civil war may not burst forth to consume the mon- 
uments of industry and freedom that now cover 
the land,and to destroy the last vestiges of Amer- 
ican liberty and independence! I pray to God 
that noxesponsibility for such calamities may rest 
on me, or on those whose delegated authority I 
here represent. 


_ PEACE—COMPROMISE—UNION. 
SPEECH OF HON. E. H. WEBSTER, 


OF MARYLAND, 
In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 18, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the seleet committee of thirty-three— £ 


Mr. WEBSTER said: 

Mr. Speaxer: In submitting some remarks to 
the House this morning upon our national affairs, 
I desire, so far as possible, to lay aside every 
feeling of a partisan or sectional character, and 
come up to the consideration of the question with 
an eye single, not only to the interest and welfare 
of the State which E represent,but also to the in- 
terestand welfare of the whole country, believing, 
as I do, that they are inseparably connected; and, 
although I am well aware that [shall not be able 
to bring to this discussion the ability, the research, 
and the cloquence which have characterized many 
efforts made upon this floor, yet I do claim to 
have as earnest a desire and as honest a purpose 
as any man can possess to assist in bringing to 
a peaceful settlement our present unhappy difi- 
culties, 

Sir, Lam not a friend to secession. I have not 
been taught in that school of politics. Ihave 
learned, at the feet of Clay and of Webster, that 
when this Government wasformed by our fathers, 
it was intended to be a strong, a self-sustaining, 
a permanent Government; that they did not sup- 
pose that they were planting in it the seeds of its 
own destruction, but believed that they were form- 
ing a Government that should exist through all 
time., Bat, sir, even if such a right does exist, I 
hold that the policy of the seceding States, in at- 
tempting, at this time, to exercise it, has been 
precipitate, unwise, and selfish. 

Who, when he knows thatin three short months 
after the American people in all the States peace- 
fully, at the ballot-box, have declared their pref- 
erence for a President of the United States, seven 
of these States have determined to break up this 


| great Government which our fathers were long 


years in originating and perfecting, and who also 
knows the fact that the action of those States in 
severing themsélves from the General Govern- 
ment—the highest exercise of sovereign power— 


| has in no instance been submitted to the people 
for ratification, can deny that the action of these 
i States has been precipitate? 


Who that knows 
that if the Representatives of the seceding States 
in both Houses of Congress had remained in their 
places, even if the incoming Administration had 
designed to take measures for the injury of the 
South, it would not have had the ability, that the 
South and the friends of the South would have 
controlled both branches of the national Legisla- 
ture; and that, consequently, the Administration 
would have been harmless for evil; who, say, that 
knows these facts, can doubt that the action of the 
seceding States has been unwise? And, sir, who 
that knows that the seceding States have taken 
their course without consulting the wishes and 
feelings of their sister southern States—-well know- 
ing, as they did, that our institutions were similar 
to theirs; that we have the same interests in this 
struggle as they; that our rights were as much 
involved as theirs; that the dangers resulting from 
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such a course were much greater and more immi- 
nent to us than to them—can deny that they self- 
ishly and arrogantly have endeavored and are 
endcavoring to drag us, the border.slave States, 
into secession against our wishes and against our 
interests? 

« But, sir, I have no desire to discuss this ques- 
tion, nor the alleged causes that have led to the 
action of these States~the wrongs inflicted on the 
southern people by the unfriendly and unconstitu- 
tional legislation of certain northern States, and the 
formation and triumph of a great sectional party 
at the North, selecting its candidates from that 
section, and electing them by the votes of that sec- 
tion alonc, founded upon the idea of resistance to 
the institutions of the South; and, asit were, cn- 
deavaring*to ignore the South in the control of 
the Government. These questions I do not be- 
lieve to be pertinent to this discussion; I know 
they are not profitable. I refer to them simply 
to express my disapproval of them and of the 
results they have, in a great measure, assisted to 
produce. I desire, sir, to bring my thoughts to 
the practical questions that are before us. Leav- 
ing the past, letting the dead bury their.dead, I 
wish to consider the present and to provide for 
the future. And, sir, if we would fully compre- 
hend the great responsibilities that are upon us, 
we must not shut our eyes to the present condi- 
tion of the country. It will not do to declare that 
there is “no crisis” in the land; that the Union 
is safc; that ‘no man ia injured,” that **no- 
body has been hurt.” We must admit the facts 
as they are; and not, like the stupid ostrich, hide 
our heads when danger comes, and imagine that 
it is passed because it comes not within the range 
of ouf mére physical vision. 

What is the present condition of the country, 
in brief? Why, sir, although we have had the 
mostabundant harvest that ever blessed our fields; 
although our granarics are bursting with the rich 
fruits of the earth; although gold is pouring into 
ourcoffers—notonly from ourown Ophir, butfrom 
across the waters—it is nevertheless a sad fact that 
thearm of labor and trade is paralyzed throughout 
the land; that the wrecks of shattercd fortunes 
are gathering thick around us; that the ery of the 
laboring man is coming up for relief; and that 
even the credit of the Government itself is crip- 
pledand almostdestroyed. Yes, sir; and although 
our pioneers are pressing upon the wilderness, 
the soldiers that were intended to protect them no 
longer fill the forts of the West; but are here, in 
the very Federal capital itself, to see that legis- 
lation is carried on without interruption, and that 
the President clect of the United States is peace- 
ably inaugurated; although, sir, our hardy and 
adventurous merchantmen are spreading their 
sails upon every sea, the ships intended to pro- 
tect them in foreign waters are hugging our own 
coast, in order to protect our own troops against 
attacks from citizens of the United States. Ay, 
sir, and while the President elect is making his 
triumphal procession to this city, and while we 
are here talking about the safety and preservation 
of the Union, and saying that there is no crisis 
and no danger, the President of another confed- 
eracy within our limits is making his procession 
to another capital of another system of confed- 
erated States, received by the plaudits of the mul- 
titude and salvoes of artillery—States that number 
five million human souls; States that have a vast 
empire within their limits; States that declare that 
they are free and independent of our control, and 
that they mean to maintain their independence at 
the point of the sword, Sir, the country is in 
danger; there is a crisis in the land; the temple 
of liberty is quaking to its foundations, and it 
becomes us, the Representatives of the American 
people, charged with the interests of the people, 
charged to see that no detriment comes to the Re- 
public, to take steps, if possible, to. avert this dan- 
ger; to meet this crisis; to sec thatthe rights and 
interests of the people are guarded and protected, 
and that this Republic is not broken in twain. 

Mr. Speaker, as I have said, the responsibility 
is upon us, and we cannot escape from it. True, 
there is a highly intelligent, respectable, and in- 
fluential body of citizens sitting at the other end 
of the avenue—the peace conference; and F trust 
in God that, in their wisdom and patriotism, they 
will be able to recommend some measure of ad- į 


justment; but when they have done -this,-their 
duties terminate. They can do no more, ‘They 
cannot legislate. That responsibility will still be 
upon us, and we cannot escape it. < . 

Now, sir, what- shall we do to preserve. the 
Union of these States? I declare to-you, sir, and 
to the American people, that the one great object 
I have in view is the preservation of the Union 
and the rights and liberties of -all the citizens of 
the Republic within the Union. Two-lines of 
policy are before us, separate and distinet, each 
having its advocates upon this floorand through- 
out the country, and each claimed by its friends 
to be the only policy that will lead to that result. 
What are they? One is the policy of compro- 
mise, of conciliation, of peace; the other is the 
policy of a rigid enforcement of the laws, and a 
prompt suppression of rebellion withowt compro- 
mise and without concession. Sir, between these 
two policies runs the same line’ of demarkation 
which marked those which were advocated, in the 
days when our fathers first resisted the laws of 
the mother country, by Lerd North and the Earl 
of Chatham. ‘ Liaten,’’’said the old earl, ‘to 
the complaints of your colonics. Redress their 
grievances: ‘* Let us first suppress rebellion,” 
replied Lord North. ‘Let us first enforce the 
laws; let us first see whether we have a Govern- 
ment.” And the Parliament, actuated by that 
natural prompting of the human heart, which we 
all have, and which, I think, has been actuating 
us here this morning, to punish whoever resists 
our authority, yielded to the views of Lord North; 
and the world knows the result. The rebellion 
was successful, and the English empire was dis- 
membered. 

Now, sir, who are the advocates of this coer- 
cion policy? Who are they that declare that they 
‘make no compromise on this occasion?” that 
te they will enforce the law at all hazards?” that 
they have “ millions for defense, but notone cent 
for tribute??? 1 say, sir, with all respect to gen- 
tlemen, that in this House and cisewhere they are 
the men who have been remarkable heretofore for 
their hostility to the institutions of the South. Ido 
not like to be invidious, but I may mention some 
names. There is the reverend gentleman from Hi- 
nois, (Mr. Lovesoy.] Thercis the worthy succes- 
sor of Mr. Giddings, [Mr. Hurcurns.] There ts 
the senior member from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Sre- 
vens,] and his more youthful colleague from the 
Wilmotdistrict, (Mr. Grow.] There is the mem- 
ber from the Syracuse district of New York, (Mr. 
Srepewiex,] and his redoubtable colleague from 
the Orange district, [Mr. Van Wycx t There is 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. BerLIN- 
eamn,] who so gracefully ‘“reposes on the bosom 
of the North End.” There is the gentleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Ferny;] and there is the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Wasnpven,] the 
distinguished representative of a distinguished 
family. So I might go on and tell the nation the 
characters of the men who declare here and else- 
where that they will make no compromise; that 
they intend to enforce the laws at all hazards; 
that they intend to put down rebellion at the point 
of the bayonet. The country will believe that, 
in their policy here, these gentlemen are but car- 
rying opt their hostility to the South and her in- 
stitutions. I do not intend to express any doubt 
about the honesty of motives of these gentlemen; 

et the country will look through their action, 
and will believe, as I believe, that they see in it 
the unfriendly hand of men whose prejudices 
against the institutions of the South render them 
unsafe advisers in questions in which rights, con- 
nected with these institutions, are involved. 

Now, what will be the effect of this policy? In 
my humble judgment, it will certainly lead to 
bloodshed and civil war, and probably to a fur- 
ther dismemberment of this Republic. dinali hu- 
man probability, it will drive from beneath the 
shield of the Republic other States that are now 
true in their fealty. If it does not do this, it will 
dig, between Republican States and the States that 
have seceded, a ditch so wide that never again can 
they get together. It will sow the-seeds of such 
a harvest of hate as will forever prevent the com- 
ing together of the States | 
the States that are true, This, in brief, will be 
the effect of the policy. Now, after you have car- 
ricd out your policy of coercion withvut compro- 


that have seceded and | 


mise, of war without concession; of enforce 
of laws without canciliation—when y 
brought these results on the country; $ 
have ‘seen the southern. cities ‘laid in ashi 
fair fields: blackened and destroyed; ani he 
given to the sword, when-you have'seén bh 
men and ¢hildren'wandering home 
less; ‘and’ when, recurring to your 
ou find that your‘own people are: burdened: 
intolerable taxation; thata’skeleton stands beside 
each of your own doors; that you are oppressed 
under ‘the weight of military déspotism; when 
you find that the country is irretrievably broken 
up, what consolation will it be’ to: you, in -that 
hour, to reflect that all these calamities have beén 
brought upon the country: in’ the’ name of the 
Union, of the enforcement of the laws,‘and of the 
protection of public property ? EEA a 

Sir, there is another policy; and FE trust tha 
friends are in a majority on this floor. Itis the 
policy of compromise and conciliation ‘and péace: 
Ít is the policy which our fathers followed when 
they framed the Constitution: “That instraynént 
originated in a spirit-of compromise. “General 
Washington declared, in the letter in which he subs 
mitted it (the Constitution) to the old Congress, 
that it was“ therésultof aspirit of amity,’ and of 
“ mutual deference and cancession.”? The same 
spirit has actuated the leading men of the Repub- 
lic, whenever the Republic: has been in danger 
In 1820, it controlled the legislation of: the ton- 
try, and brought peace. This same spirit of com 
promise preserved us again in 1850. ‘It is: the 
policy of Chatham, the policy of Washington, the 
policy of Clay, the policy of Crittenden. Lam 
one of the men who desire to see this poliey in- 
augurated: Every man who believes that our 
present difficulties should be terminated by peace- 
fal legislation, who thinks that, instead of ap- 
pealing tothe arbitrament of the sword, we should 
appeal to the intelligence and patriotism of men; 
who is willing to make concessions, and, if ne- 
cessary, to trample on party platforms and selfish 
ambitions, and everything that might stand in the 
way of a peaceable, honorable, fair, and final set- 
tlement of the questions dividing us, must desire, 
withme, to see such policy inaugurated.) i >) 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if every gentlem 
would get rid-of the idea that the country must be 
saved on his proposition or not saved at ally if 
gentlemen, instead of laboring for their own -ulti- 
matum, would only determine that there shall be 
a fair, just, and .onorable settlement, we will have 
no trouble in coming to such aresult. I desire 
that everyman who has a proposition of his own 
shall not imagine that his is the panacea for ‘all 
the public evils; but that he shall be willing: to 
take that or anything else which will cure the dis- 
case of the sick man, 

Much has been said here-and clsewhere about 
my own State. Iam not authorized by the State 
to speak her sentiments. 4 shall only utter what 
I believe to be her sentiments: F believe that she 
stands upon the policy of compromise. She woutd 
be willing to take any fair, reasonable, just set- 
tlement of this question of slavery, and ‘adtiere 
to it. Stain not her honor, trample not on the 
rights of her people, and she will rejoice in any 
measures you may take that will preserve the 
peace of the country and maintain. the unity-of 
the Government. Sheis a southern State, having 
southern feelings and. souther interests. Butshe 
is also a national State. She loves the nation in 
which she has grown so large, as well as the secs 
tion of which she is a part. She desires to main- 
tain her present position in- both, She desires to 
remain a southern State; and she desires to re- 
main a national State. She is not willing to yield 
her right to her sociatinstitutions, nor is shewill- 
ing to give up all the blessings which come to her 
from her great national institutions. She is now 
in the heart of the Republic There she desires 
to remain for ever. She is not ambitious to'be 
either the northern boundary of a southern con- 
federacy,or the southern boundary of a‘northern 
confederacy. Her safety, interest, honor, all de- 
mand that shé shall hold, if possible, her present 
position. Sir, our fathers, in the days of- Wash- 
ington, and at his request, ceded this District for 
the purposes of the national capital. We, the 


| sons of those men, are not willing that it should 


become the seat of Government for any fragment 
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mand? Her sympathies are strong towards her 
southern sisters, for they are bone of her bone, 
and. flesh of her. flesh; they are filled with men 
who have goné out from her borders; and she 
‘loveshersons, wheresoever they may be scattered; 
yet she. still remains true to the Union, true to the 
flag-of the Republic, trueto your Government. 
Under such circumstances 1 have the right to ask 
you to listen to her counsels. : 
” Sir, her people, with a unanimity hardly ever 
seen. upon any: subject, among any people, ask 
that they shall not be plunged into deadly strife 
with their brethren and friends; but that these 
difficulties shall be peaceably settled by fair, rea- 
sonable, and honorable compromise. They ask 
you to so guaranty their rights, and the rights of 
all the southern States, as to quiet all apprehen- 
sions that they may ever be invaded; and they 
ask you to pursue. a policy of conciliation and 
peace towards their erring sisters of the South. 
f gentlemen will only listen to these counsels of 
my ‘State, and pursue, the policy she thus indi- 
cates, what results would follow? Throughout 
all the land, wherever the glad tidings went that 
a peaceful solution of our difficulties had been 
fourtd, bonfires would blaze, bells would ring, 
cannons would roar, and men would rejoice! In 
the northern States especially, business would 
immediately revive. Factories and furnaces would 
soon be in operation; laboring men would have 
bread and employment; the great ships would 
spread their sails in every sea, laden with the 
products of every part of the Republic; and gen- 
eral prosperity and happiness returning, would 
ervade every department of society. This in 
itself, it seems to me, would furnish northern 
gentlemen. with sufficient inducement to pursue 
this course. , 

But, sir, more than this: let this policy be in- 
augurated here, and the southern States which 
have not seceded, and do not desire to secede, will 
be forever bound to the Union by bonds stronger 
than. chains of iren—memory, affection, interest, 
and honor. . And, sir, I take it for granted that 
northern men, appreciating the conservative posi- 
tion these border States now hold, admiring the 
stand which Kentucky and Virginia and Tennes 
sec and Missouri have just taken for the Union, 
and for further fellowship with them, will feel in 
their own breasts a corresponding conservatism 
and fraternity, and will rejoice to give expression 
to those sentiments in prompt and honorable legis- 
lation.. Pursue this policy, and, in my epee 
you will also bring back the States which have 
attempted to go out from the Union, Why do l 
so believe? Because they have adopted a consti- 
tution almost in totidem verbis like our own; be- 
cause they are debating the question of adopting 
a flag as nearly like our own as itis possible; be- 
cause they have elected as the chief officers in their 
republic, not secessionists per se, but men who 
have loved this Union, and who have stated that 
they desired a reconstruction of its parts; and 
especially because, in all these States, with the 


exception perhaps of South Carolina, there is a i 


strong Union party to-day, which, if you will settle 
these vexed questions; if you willaccept fair com- 
promises; if you will give to the séuthern States 
what:they believe they are entitled to—security 
frominvasion of their rights within the Union— 
Tsayyif you wiildo this, this Union party, which 
suill exists:inthese States, will use all their efforts 
to bring them back. And, sir, when-the passions 


of the hour have subsided, and cooler reflection 
has come; when memory brings up the old flag, 
and the friends they have left behind, I doubt 
not their hearts will turn again to the Union, and 
they will come once more to their accustomed 
places.. I have no doubt whatever that this will 
be the-result, And, for myself, I will say that it 
is a result that I much desire. lam ready to ad- 
mit that they have acted with precipitation, and, 
as I said before, with arrogance and selfishness; 
and I will admit that I am willing to see them pun- 
ished by the burdens they are bringing upon them- 
selves for this conduct, in the taxation they are 
bringing down upon their people, and which must 
continue to increase, if they remain in a republic 
not larger than their present confederacy. Yet, 
sir, they are our brothers; they have gone out 
from our midst; and if they shall be willing to re- 
turn, my people will go forth to meet them. Ay, 
sir, if, like the prodigal son, when they have filled 
their bellies with the husks of secession, they shall 
again return to their father’s house, we will go 
forth to meet them; we will bring forth the fatted 
calf; we will make mérry and*be glad, because 
these, our brothers, were dead grid are alive again, 
and they that were lost are found. 

Now gentlemen of the North, I ask you whether 
this ig not “a consummation devoutly to be 
wished?’ Butif this policy shall fail of such a 
result; if it shall fail to bring back the seceding 
States; if it shall fail to restore the unity of the 
Republic, then you will have done your duty; you 
will have at least actéd as patriots; and in so act- 
ing, you will have committed no wrong, and in- 
flicted no injury upon any human being. You 
will have brought no damage upon any constitu- 
ent; you will have degraded no State that you 
represent,and have heaped no obloquy apon your- 
selves. Then, too, you can take such course as 
may scem best, wisest, and most patriotic, to 
preserve the dignity of the flag and the unity of 
the country. 

I have spoken in general terms about the duty 
of compromise and concession. So far as I am 
concerned, sir, I prefer the proposition of Sena- 
tor CRITTENDEN, from Kentucky. I prefer it es- 
pecially on this question of slavery in the Terri- 
tories, which is the most difficult one to settle. I 
prefer that a line should be run between us, that 
no man may misunderstand his rights. I desire 
that a surveyors compass, and not the decision 
ofa court, which isdispated and may bereversed, 
shall determine how far the northern people may 
go in the Territories, and not be interfered with 
in the slightest degree on the subject of freedom, as 
they call it, and how far the southern men may 
go with their slave property, and have it protected 
without molestation. Do this in the Territories, 
and there can beno dispute between us; you settle 
that question forever. l am not talking about 
territory hereafter to be acquired; for l confess, 
in all candor, that I do not care ever to have 
another foot of territory added to the Union. Tam 


not willing to imperil the institutions of the coun- | 


try and the Union itself, about territory which 
we may never acquire, and which, so far as my 
present impression goes, and if l have anything 
to do with it, we never will acquire. 

My friend near me (Mr. ADRAN} says, “ sufi- 
cient unto the day is the evil thereof.” Very 
true. f think we have as much evil upon our 
hands now as we can well attend to,and I do not 
want to have any more by anticipation. 


the other day—I do not now recollect his name, 
bat I will get it and put it into the Globe—{Mr. 


Hourcmins, | tliat gentleman said that compromise | 


presupposed concessions from both parties. So 
tt does. We do notask anything else. We agree 
to give up our opinions, to a certain extent, and 
all we ask is that you shall yield yours to a cer- 
tain extentalso. Whatisthe running of this line? 


Under the Chicago platform, gentlemen of the | 


Republican party claim that slavery does not ex- 
ist in a single foot of territory, and that it never 
did, and never shall, exist there. The southern 


people, without regard to party—there is not aj 


southern man who dcnies it—the southern people 
unanimously hold to the opinion thatthey havea 
right to go with their slave property into all of 
the Territories. They imagine that that claim is 
founded upon a decision of the Supreme Court— 


Why! 


should we notrunthat line? Some gentleman | 


the Dred Scott decision. What is this proposi- 
tion we offer? We propose toapply the Chicage 
platform to three fourths of the Territories, and 
the best parts.of them, and we ask you to apply 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States to the other quarter, and that the worst of 
the Territories. I hold that that is. a compromise. 
I hold that the South has done all, in the way of 
concession, in that proposition, thatany fair man 
could desire. : 

Mr. Speaker, let the House adopt this policy, 
run thisline, and gentlemen know—no man doubts 
it; Ido not believe there are three men upon this 
floor who doubt it—I say, that if we run this line 
of 360 30' through the Territories, we will retain 
every border State in the Union, and, in all human 
probability, bring back every seceding State, ex- 
cepting, it may be, South Carolina, She may stay 
out a while; and } should not be sorry: if she did. 
I should like to see her, with her three hundred 
thousand white people, play grand nation for a 
time and pay the expenses. I think she will get 
tired of the honor, as well as its cost, in a very 
short period of time. 

I say I prefer this; but, Mr. Speaker, at the 
same time, I will take any other plan that will 
settle permanently this question. But Ido ask 
that, in whatever compromise you pass, you will 
settle this question of slavery everywhere. [hope 
that you will forever exclude it from these Halla. 
Take away that bone of contention, not only in 
the Territories, but here in this District. Gentle- 
men say that they have no intention to interfere 
with slavery in the District of Columbia, and that 
consequently there is no necessity for legislation 
on the subject now. I believe they have no such 
intention; but the time may hereafter come when 
it will be the means of mischief between us. Put 
it in the Constitution that slavery, except under 
certain circumstances, shall not be interfered with 
in this District, Put it where we cannot touch it, 
Settle the question in regard to the forts, arsenals, 
and dock-yards, in the southern States. I ask 
you to do it, not only because of the condition of 
feeling in the South on the subject, and for the 
peace and harmony of the country, but for your 
own sake. You know that there are men in your 
midst (Abolitionists) who will strike at slavery 
wherever they can weach it. Their attention, for 
some years, has been called away from this Dis- 
trict to a larger field for their operations—the Ter- 
ritories; but, sir, you know, when we have set- 
tled this question in the Territories, they will 
bring their batteries to bear upon it here. Settle 
the question here in this District, or it will settle 
you at home if your party continues to exist. 
The Abolition wing, if you do not respond to 
their petitions to abolish slavery here, will split 
from you and defeat you. 

Now, sir, what good has ever resulted to the 
country from this discussion of the slavery ques- 
tion? Who has been benefited by it? - Is there 
a single man or a single State in the Union which 
has received the slightest advantage from the 
discussions that have taken place here and else- 
where upon this subject? Not one. You have 
not decreased the number of slave States by it, 
You have not added to the number of free States 
by it. You have not reduced the number of bond- 
men by it. You have not increased the number 
of freemen by it. You have done nothing by it, 
except array one part of the Republic against the 
other. The resultis the peril which now threatens 
the very existence of the country. J ask you, as 
wise men, as patriots, in the settlement of this 
question, to make it final—to bury it forever. 
Never let it come up to divide those who ought 
to be united; to make enemies of those who ought 
to be friends. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this House may refuse to 
pass any measure of adjustment. I hope not. I 
confess my faith is alittle shaken The vote this 
morning has been adamper upon my feelings, and 
hangs a cloud over my former bright prospects. 
hope I misunderstand the meaning of that vote. I 
hope it is not the intention of gentlemen of the 
North to refuse all conciliation, to refuse all com- 
promise, to refuse all concession necessary to com- 
pose the public mind, and restore the public tran- 
quillity, butto unsheath thesword and come down 
upon the South with it, to enforce the laws, to 
protect the public property, or to destroy the South 
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in an effort todo so. I trust that is not the in- 
tention. I will not say I believe itis; and yet Ido 
say, it has somewhat shaken my confidence in the 
intention of this House to.come to a fair, honora- 
ble, and just measure of compromise. But, sir, if 
the Elouse shall refuse, if the peace conference 
shall fail to recommend measures of adjustment, 
or if they recommend measures which this House 
shall fail to put in execution, I still am not willing 
to despair of the Republic; I still will not advise 
my people at home to lay rash hands upon the pil- 
lars of the Republic; I shall still advise them that 
I believe there is a better day in store for them. 
We complain of the precipitancy of the seceding 
States; and I desire that our people shall not be 
liable to the’same charge. But I tell you, your 
course is also precipitate. You complain of the 
rashness with which the southern States have 
rushed out of the Republic; and yet, in the same 
rash way, you draw the sword to come down upon 
them, ive them time to reflect before you charge 
upon them with your mailed legions, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to say one word 
to the gentleman from Maryland. I ask the gen- 
teman if he will allow the acknowledged prop- 
erty of the United States to: remain in the hands 
of the officers of the United States? Ifso, there 
will be no danger of a collision. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I will say to my friend, that 
I have no intention to seize any property of the 
United States, or to take any steps to preventsuch 
property remaining in the hands of the officers of 
the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the gentleman 
whether he himself, and the people of Maryland, 
are not willing to defend the property of the Uni- 
ted States from all assaults, by any and every- 
body, no matter where situated? 

Mr. WEBSTER, Iam looking to the actual 
condition of affairs in the country. If, by pre- 
cipitate action in defending property and punish- 
ing treason, you bring more dangers upon my 
people and upon the country, than you would by 
taking a conciliatory course, I say I will not en- 
force the laws. [Great applause in the galleries.] 
It is a mere question of policy. If I believed that 
the Union of these States could be preserved, or 
restored to harmony, by enforcing the laws and 
by protecting the public property at all points, I, 
and | believe the people of my State, almost to a 
man, would rally to the enforcement of the laws 
and the protection of the public property. [Re- 
newed applause in the gallerics.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the neces- 
sity of requesting that there shal! be no manifesta- 
tion of approbation or disapprobation in the gal- 
levies. If it is allowed upon one side it must be 
allowed upon the ther and we should be con- 
stantly annoyed. 

Mr. WEBSTER. A gentleman near me asks 
if we will carry the war into the North? Sir, I 
thank the gentleman for the suggestion. 1 will 
advise my people to carry the war into the North, 
I will advise them not to rush rashly upon the 
Republic because the Representatives of the North 
refuse—if they shall refusc—just and honorable 
compromise. I will advise them to attack the 
North, not with sword and musket and cannon, 
but by their wisest and best men, sent into every 
hamlet, village, and city, to call upon the peopie 
to rise up in their defense. Sir, I believe that 
when the conservative men of the South shall ap- 


peal to the sympathy, the fraternity, and the con- | 


servative sentiments of their brethren of the North, 
they will respond to that appeal. If you refuse 
now to take steps of conciliation, I believe that 
your people, when we have called upon them, ask- 
ing only for our rights, and asking that in the 
spirit of fraternity, will rise up in the majesty of 
their powerand the might of their patriotism, and 
trample upon all men, crush all platforms, and 
destroy all parties, which stand between them and 
afullackuowledgment of the rights of their south- 
erp brethren. 

I repeat, I will not despair of the Republic be- 
cause you refuse to take steps here for its preser- 
vation, We will appeal to the power behind the 
throne. We eller to the mighty people who 
sent you here; for I feel assured that if we shall 
do this, and do it in that spirit which I know the 
people of Maryland, and the men of the other bor- 
der States, will exhibit, your people will be will- 


| desire that, when they look back to this time, in 


the scleect committee of thirty-three— 


ing to come up again to the common altar of the. 
Republic,and standing with theirsouthern breth- 
ren around that holy altar, I believe they will Be 
willing to rencw to cach other the vows their 
fathers made in the cause of liberty, in the*cause 
of freedom, and in the cause of the Union, pledg- 
ing to each other ‘their lives, their fortanes, and 
their sacred honor.” : ; ; : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt, if all the 
gentleman here would forget that they evér bè- 
longed to a party, forgettheir party ties—I spéak 
of both sides of the House—would: forget that 
upon the stumps of their various districts they 
have used exaggerated language, and made strong 
declarations; and would remember that the duty 
upon which they are here engaged is legislation 
for the interests of the whole country, legislation 
for the well-being of every man within the limits 
of the country—if they would ‘do this, I believe 
we would be able to agree upon measures which 
would settle these difficulties, or at least that we 
could initiate measures which would lead to a 
settlement, So far as I am concerned, I. pledge 
gentlemen that I am willing to forget self and 
party; that I am willing to forget everything but 
the good of my country and the honor of my 
State; and I ask gentlemen to come up to the as- 
sistance of the men of the South who have battled 
against disunion, who have arrayed themselves 
against secession; that you shall strengthen their 
arms and encourage their labors, that thus they 
may bring to a successful tegmination this battle 
for the Union. 

If you do this, not only the plaudits of your 
fellows will be upon you, but all coming time will 
heap blessings upon your heads. If you and f 
refuse to take the proper steps, if we refuse to do 
all that patriotie men should do to bring about 
such a result, then I doubt not the maledictions 
notonly of our own fellows, but of posterity and 
all humanity, will bury us deep in eternal in- 
famy. 

Sir, I desire to leave my children no such her- 
itage as this. J desire, if this Union is to be 
broken up, and poverty and oppression are to be 
their heritage, that the bitterest drop in all that 
cup shall not be that their father assisted in bring- 
ing these evils upon them and their country. I 


which we might have saved a mighty nation, but 
in which we destroyed one, they shall at least 
believe that the man from whom they sprang did 
all that his feeble efforts enabled him to do to pre- 
serve his country, and the rights, liberties, and 
happiness of its people. 
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The House having under consideration the report from 


Mr. McKEAN said: 

Mr. Spzaxen: I have often read in the British 
classics the instracttve tale, entitled ‘*A Day’s 
Journey: a Description of Human Life.” The 
great essayist, in his orotund, Anglo-Latin style, 
relates that ** Obidah, the son of Abensina, left the 
caravansera early in the morning, and pursued his 
journey through the plains of Indostan.”? The 
youthful traveler, vigorous with rest, animated 
with hope, and delighted with the songs of birds, 
walked swiftly forward. When the sun was high 
in the heavens, he turned from the road intos more 
shaded path which seemed to lead inthe same direc- 
tion. Charmed with the ever-varying landscape, 
he proceeded for many hours. Atlength, convinced 
that he was going further and further from the 
main road and the end of his journey, he paused. 
But his way had been so devious that he could not 
return, and he was afraid to go forward lest he 
should go wrong. Night was approaching; a 
storm was gathering, and, summoning his remain- 
ing energies, he ran hitherand thither, not knowing 
where. Darkness closed about him; the tempest 
burst upon him; wild beasis howled around him; 
and, appalled and exhausted, he was about to fall 


saw through the 4 


} said to myself, how like’ the journey of O 


and resign himself to his fate, when he suddenly 


Help was.at: hand Egem es 
Sir, while I have sat here sil 


has: been the course of this ‘young nation: 
that the career of a great people's ob 
: $ ® To point a moral or adorn'a tale ™ 
_ We were born with a rich inheritance. of 
erty in possession, and a continent. in 
France came and stood sponsof for us int 
tism of the Revolution; great nations smile 
us, and welcomed as into the family. of. nations: 
the fathers of the Republic laid their holy Hands on. 
our headsand blessed ús, and said, * Bring nome 


have acquired other vast Territories; and, alas! 
for us, we have let slavery ex pand—slavery, of 
which Simon Bolivar said, “It'is the in 
ment of all laws; of which Henry Clay 
“Jt is a practical war against the rights of in 
kind.” We have forgotten the fable of thefar 
and the serpent; and the monster which. at 
we hated, we “then endured, then’ pitied, then 
embraced,” and now we are struggling in its fear- 
ful folds. Alas! for us,.we have wandered ‘far 
from the beaten track trodden by our fathers, and 
now darkness surrounds us and storms burst, upon 
us! In the gloom, now and then, ‘I hear voices, 
some of them faintly and some more confident! yo 
S 


saying, Light! light? What light? T ask. 
it a star or an ignis fatuus ? i ata 

Mr. Speaker, the slavcholders have been fairly 
defeated in a presidential election. They now 
demand that the victors shall concede to the van- 
quished all that the latter have ever claimed,and 
vastly more than they could secure when they. 
themselves were victors. Sir, shall, we yield? 
Does the history of the human race afford any 
parallel to the audacity of such a demand, or the: 
cowardice of such a concession? They take : 
principles in one hand, and the sword in the other, 
and reaching out the former, they say to us, Take 
these for your own; administer the Government 
upon them, or we will strike.” Nay, they havé 
struck. Though the Senate is theirs; the Supreme 
Court theirs; the House not ours; and though we 
have never had the control of the Government; 
yet, without waiting for the President elect to. 
come ..into office; without waiting to see if any 
wrong is to be done them; they declare the Union 
dissolved; they seize upon your custom-houses, 
your revenue cutters, your money, your forts, 
arsenals, arms, and ammunitions; they fire upon 
your vessels and your flag; they besiege your 
garrisons, and imprison for treason Federal ofi- 


i cers who obey you and not them. Do you ask, 


where is our Army? T'answer, sent by traitors 
high in office far away among the mountains, 
Do you ask, where is our Navy? Tanswer,.sént 
by traitors high in office to distant seas. Do.you 
ask, where are the munitions and arms designed 
for the self-defense of the people? Lanswer, sent 
by traitors high in office to be delivered :to febels. 
Do you ask, where are the fands of our Treasury ? 
I answer, plundered by traitors high in office; 
traitors compared with. whom, Catiline was a 
patriot. Ay, sir, until overawed by that second 
saviour of his country, Winfield Scott, traitors 
were plotting to seize this Capitoi,and the archives 
of thaGovernment. What, sir, shall be done? 
Shall this nation, lately so boastful, now when 
danger has come, skulk away likea very coward ? 
Oh, for shame; let us not fall without one manly, 
noble effort to stand. 

Mr. Speaker, for. the sake of brevity, I have 
expressed certain opinions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the several States did not * ordain and 
establish” the Coustitution ; that it was made by € the Peo- 
PLE of the United States, in order to forn a more perfect 
Union, éstablish justice, insure domestic tranquility, pro- 
vide for the common defense, promote the general welare, 
and secure the blessings of liberty to themselves aud their 
posterity ;” that we are not thirty-four nations, but one na- 
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Ho. or Reps. 


tion; made such, by the Constitution, and known to the 
wofid aa the Americar nation; that every nation ‘has the 
right of Sclf-preservation, the right to defend ‘itself against 
enemies tront without’ and traitors drom-within, and the 
rigut to coerce every, citizen who resists the exceution of, 
its laws; SB oth e4 ie f 
-Bur t amasked, shall the Goverament send 
troops. to invade the seceding States and putdown 
the-rebellion by force.of arms? Shall jodges, 
marshals, and district attorneys be appointed for 
those States; and be furnished with dragoons and, 
‘fintey. aud artillery to enable them to discharge 
s% Shall cacli mail carrier be furnished 
witha company of soldiers to guard his mail bags? 
Shali dach post office be converted into a fortress? 
Shall fleets and armies be employed to collect the 
customs at ports where, even in time of peace, the 
revenue is much less than the ¢xpense of collect- 
ing it? But one answer can be given to these 
questions and that is an emphatic No. 
But what shall be done to maintain the integ* 

rity of the Government, and make those who 
asgail it sensible of their folly? Some weeks 
Lintroduced a bill to close the ports of South Car- 
olina to foreign trade. Since then, other States 
have assumed to secede, which may make it ne- 
cegsary to extend the, application of that prin- 
cipié. The ‘committee to whom that bill was 
feferred have, through Mr. Jonn Cocunane, 
reported-a bill applicable to all similar cases. Let 
that Lill pass, aud be carried into effect; let every 
port to which it shall apply be blockaded by a 
revenue cutter, or other sufficient force to prevent 
contraband trades and let our fortresses 1n such 
ports be sufficiently garrisoned for the same pur- 
pose. : ; 

Tt will be no objection to this policy that, while 
it punishes the disloyal citizens of the extreme 
South, it willalso drive much of their trade, over 
inland routes, to other and loyal States and ports; 
nor will it be any objection to it that it saves to 
the Treasury a Jarger sum’ than the revenue of 
those ports amounts to., We will not compel the 
disloyal States to accept our mail service, nor 
beseech their Senators and Representatives to re- 
main in Congress. We will control the Missis- 
sippi river, and keep this Capitol; and wait— 
patiently, firmly 
the recent election the disunionists were beaten 
in several of the southern States, and hard pressed 
in several more, by men who took their stand on 
“© the Union, the é 
ment of the laws.” We stand there to-day. Let 
us continue to stand there, and pursue the digni- 
fied, forbearing, Fabian policy referred to; and will 
they natrise again and come and stand by us, 
and bring others with them ? 

Ivis proposed that the power to close the ports 
be conferred upon the President, instead of being 
exercised by Congress. T care litle about the 
mode of doing it, provided it be done, But Í can- 
not forget who is President; and that he has failed 
to exercise many of the powers he already pos- 
sesses, and has perverted others, and that he is 
more responsible than all others for our calamities, 

Marino Falicro, Doge of Venice, plotted to over- 
throw the iustitutions of his country. He and 
his co-conspirators were convicted of treason; 
they were hanged, and he was beheaded. His 


portrait was not admitted to range with those of 
bis brother doges in the hall of the great coun- 


cil; but in the frame which it should have occu- 
pied, the Venetians hung a black vail. : 
When the history of our unhappy, but again 
to be glorious-country shall be fully written, the 
name of Washington, unequaled in ammess 
and goodness; of Jefferson, w 
was as pure as a mother’s love; of the Adamses, 
whose great public services were equaled only 
by their private virtues, in both of which cach 
rivaled the other; of Jackson, whose stern soul 
was given to his country, and the union of his 
country, with the devotion ofa lover; the names 
of these great men, and those of their patriotic 
successors, shall illumine the leaves of that his- 
tory. _ But, alas! sir, some black—would they 
were blatik—pages shall be the mournful record 
of James Buchanan’s adminstration. Let us try 


onstitution, and the enforce- | 


hose love of liberty | 


since | 


wait. Time will be our ally. In | 


to hope that at least some lunar light may fall | 


on its finis. : 

Lam reconciled to the proposition to give to the 
President the power to close ports of entry, only 
by the consideration that we shall soon have a 


j} 


| such conciliation, 


| 


4 


Y 
| 
j 


| “further guarantees,” or otherwis 


President who will want neither the courage nor 
the disposition to do his duty. 

Some days since I introduced here the follow- 
ing proposition: 

«“ Whereas the ¢ Gul€ States’ have assumed to secede from 
the Union, and it is deemed important to prevent the ‘ bor- 
der slave States? from following their cxampte; and whereas 
itis believed that those who are inflexibly opposed to any 
Measure of compromise or concession. thar involves, or 
may involve, a sacrifice of principle or the extension of 
slavery, would nevertheless cheerfully coucur in any jaw- 
iul measure for the emancipation of the slaves: ‘Therefore, 4 

& Resolved, That thé select committee of five be instructed 
to inquire whether, by consent of the people, or of the State 
governments, or by compensating the siaveholders, it be 
practicable for the General Government to procure the 
emancipation of the slaves in some, or all, of the ‘border 
States? and if so, to report a bill for that purpose.” 


In the brief hour allowed me, I cannot fully 
discuss the report of the committee of thirty-three, 
much less the great questions involved in this res- 
olution. On some other occasion, I hope to dis- 
cuss the measure of compensated emancipation. 
I will only say now, that if the offer thus to eman- 


: cipate the slaves shall be made and accepted, our 


difficulties are solved; but if made and rejected, 
let the slavebolders ever afterwards hold their 
peace. : 

Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Bore.er,] on the first day of this ses- 
sion, moved the appointment of a compromise 
committee of thirty-three, one member from each 
State, I gave my vote in the negative. Ishall not 
now offer any reasons for that vote, Iwas satis- 
fied with it then, antl am more satisfied with it 
now. Let the record stand. Such committee 
was constituted; and some of its northern mem- 


| bers, the southern members not coneurring, have 


proposed various measures. i 

They propose to admit New Mexico as & State. 
When we acquired that Territory, slavery was 
prohibited there by the laws. then in force. We 
proposed to affirm that prohibition; but were told 
that jt would be only “reénacting the law of 
God.” Some years bave passed away, and on 
looking into the statute-book of that Territory, we 
find that wicked men, “instigated by the Devil,” 
have repealed the law of God,” and enacted in 
its place a most diabolical statute, establishing Af- 
rican slavery, and reducing hired men and women, 
whether white or black, to slavery. Gentlemen 
say confidently that New Mexico will be a free 
State; and, at the same time, propose to bring her 
in as a measure of conciliation. But who can say 
that she desires to come in now, or can defray the 
expenses of a State Government? And how are 
pro-slavery rebels to be conciliated by offering 
them another free State? I cannot comprehend 
But if I should help now to 
coerce her to come into the Union, and she should 


come with the law referred to, sanctioned bya į 


State constitution, I should not only hide myself 
from my constituents, but, whipped by my con- 
science, I should skulk through the rest of my 
life, endeavoring to hide myself from myself. 
Have gentleman so soon forgotien the invasion of 
Kansas? Sir, I fear that an enabling act for New 
Mexico at this time would transfer, or rather ex 
tend, the civil war into that ‘Territory. At all 


events, if she should come into the Union as a j 
| free State, it will not coneiliate the South; if she | 
should come as a pro-slavery, seceding State, we 
| do not want her. i 


It is proposed to request northern States to re- 


peal such ‘ personalliberty”’ or“ anti-kidnapping , 


acts,’ or parts of acts, as are unconstitutional, if 
any are so. Well, sir, we did that some weeks 


ago, when we voted for the resolution of the gen- | 


deman from New Jersey, [Mr. Aprans;] and no 
southern State or southern man was appeased 


i thereby. And why shall this Hall echo with com- | 
-plaints against northern, and be silentas to south- | 
evn, legislation and uction? Let me make a de- į 


mand against the South: 


Whereas the Constitution requires that “ the citizens of 
each State shall be entitled toall the privileges and immu- 


nities of citizens in the several States ;°? and whereas in | 


some of the States citizens of other States are frequently, 


almost daily, maltreated, scourged, imprisoned, aud even į 
they voted for Lin- | 


put to death, forno other cause than that 
coin and Hamlin, or reside at the North, or prefer, or are 
believed to prefer, free labor to slave Jabor: Therefore, 
Resolved, ‘hat American citizens should be protected by 
:, trom outrages in their 
own land, which would be cause of war were they inflicted 


upon them in any foreign land, either civilized or savage. 


I have long been of the opinion that the fugi- 
tive slave act should be greatly modified. Let 
me, in the form ofa resolution, point out one grave 
objection to it: 

Whereas the act of Congress, approved September 18, 
1850, commonly called “ the fugitive slave act,” authorizes 
the officers who issue, or are to execute, process for the 
arrest and rendition of fugitives from labor, tosummon and 
call to theiraid the bystanders, and cammands ail. good cit- 
izens to aid and assist whenever so required ; and. whereas 
he who is compelled against his will to enter into the ser- 
vice of the slaveholder, and pursue, seize, and give back 
to bondage the self-liberated slave, is himself a slave 5 and 
whereas it is incredible that the pure. and patriotic men 
who made the Constitution intended, not only to give the 
slaveholder the privilege of recovering his “ straying prop- 


3 
erty,” but the power to reduce free men to slavery, and 
compel the 


m to do it for him: Therefore, 
Resolved, ‘That the so-called freemen of the land should 
be emancipated from this odious servitude. 


The Missouri compromise act neither prohib- 
ited, established, nor protected slavery south of the 
line designated by it. But the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CrirTEnpEn] now proposes that, in 
all the territory which we have since acquired 
south of that line, and in all that we may in fu- 
ture acquire, slavery shall be not only permitted, 
but protected. I will not attempt to show how, 
if we grant this demand, we should be giving to 
the slaveholders what they could not secure when 
they controlled every branch of the Government, 
executive, legislative, and judicial; nor will l at- 
tempt to show how we should thereby encourage 
them to involve usin wars with our neighbors to 
| acquire more territory in which to establish sla- 

very. The proposition is a startling one. 
| Several amendments are proposed to the Con- 

stitution in order to give slavery new guarantees. 
Sir, if that instrument js to be amended for that 
purpose, let us make thorough work of it: 

Resolved, That disunion and treason may be rendered 
lawful by adding to article two of the Constitution, the fol- 
lowing ameudment, to wit: 

Sec. 5. Whenever a party shall be beaten in an election 
for President and Vice President, such party may rebel and 
take up arms, and, unless the successful shall adopt as its 
own the principles of the defeated purty, and consent to 
such amendments of the Constitution as the tatter party 
shali dictate, then, in such case, the Union shali be at an 
end. 

But if the people desire it, let them have a con- 
stitutional convention, so called and constituted 
as that freedom shall stand atleast an equal chance 
with slavery. i 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House are 
| loud in their demands that all platforms be now 
abandoned. Sir, they may well abandon their 
| platform, which never should have been adopted, 
and which the people have repudiated, But that 
| is not what they mean. They mean that we shall 
abandon ours and adopt theirs. Sir, I care noth- 
ing for a platform unless it embodies great truths. 
| Some years ago a party, by its delegates, met in 
convention in Philadelphia, and adopted a plat- 
| form, to maintain which they pledged their lives, 
their fortunes, and their sacred honor. . But one 
member of that party deserted that platform, and 
ever since the name of Benedict Arnold has been 
a synonym of perfidy. The treason of the pro- 
slavery Democracy has not convinced me that my 
principles are wrong. Had we never yielded to 
the unjust and imperious demands of the slave- 
holders, they would not now be in arms. In the. 
language of Grattan, “ It is the slave that makes 
the tyrant, and then murmurs at the tyrant that 
he himself has constituted.” The Union maybe 
saved, but not by surrendering liberty. Let it 
never be said of me: To save the body of his coun- 
try he sacrificed its soul. But rather let it be said 
| of me: He loved the Union mach—the rights of 
man more. We have it in our power to prove to 
the world that there are two Independence days 
in the history of our country—the one July 4, 
1776; the other November 6, 1860. The Whig 
party died because many of its ieaders were cow- 
ards, and durst net do right, The Democratic 
party is dying, if not dead, because many of its 
leaders were villains, and durst do wrong. As for 
us, being right, Jet us dare to do right, and have 
i some faith in truth, and justice, and God. A few 
days since the Czar of Russia made himself im- 
mortal by lifting twenty millions of his subjects 
from bondage up to freedom. Monarchs abolish 
slavery; and princes, nobles, and commons, sub- 
mit. We ask that slavery extend no further; and - 


our nobility rebel. Well, sir, it will be seen which 


R 
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Freedom takes ‘no step Backwards’? 


are the stronger, the slave masters‘or their mas- 


ters, the people. 
“The gods in bounty work upstorms about us, 
That give mankind occasion to exert 
Their hidden strength, and.throw out into practice 
Virtues that shun the day, and lieconcealed 
in the smooth seasons anà the calms of life.” 

Mr. Speaker, is this great nation about to fall? 
Are the truths of the Declaration of Independence 
to be ‘crushed to earth??? Ig the sword to be 
wrested from the hand of justice and the bal- 
ance-beam of her scales-broken? Are the bundled 
Jasces of the Republic to be torn asunder? Is our 
eagle to be brought from towards the sun, and 
bound at the foot of a pigmy palm, around which 
is-coiled the loathsome thing that crept witha 
curse out of Paradise? Look, sir, across the city 
from the western front of the Capitol. You see the 
unfinished monument to the Father of his Coun- 
try... How unworthy is it of the memory of that 
highest style of man. Teil me, sir, is that unfin- 
ished pile to be the fitting head-stone tothe buried 
liberties of a fallen nation? Sir, look further on 
from the western frontoi the Capitol. Ona gentle 
eminence yousee thé National Observatory. There 
the astronomer nightly turns his telescope towards 
the starry heavens, and, amid the greater glories of 
the skies, here and there, he sees litle, irregular 
bodies. We are told that those asteroids are frag- 
ments of greater worlds, once members of our 
solar system, and burst asunder by great convul- 
sions. Perhaps those greater worlds were inhab- 
ited by intelligent beings, and perhaps some of 
those beings may have survived forawhile on those 
riven and blasted fragments. If so, Ido not doubt 
that they thought that the universe had been 
wrecked. No doubt, fora time, there was discord 
in the skies; but harmony was soon restored; and 
ever since, as for-centuries before, those that have 
had ears to hear have heard the music of the 
spheres, Torrid Mercury still stands near the sun, 
and frigid Herschel faraway, while still between 
are the * red helmet of Mars,” and the maiden 
face of Venus. So shall it be with this Republic, 
made of many republics, An astral system shall 
still shine on the blue field of our banper, What 
though some of those stars be dimmed, or even 
destroyed? Others shall come shining into the 
group, as new planets sometimes greet the gaze 
of the astronomer, and, in the light of the central 
sun of Liberty, we will go back to the way in 
which our fathers went, and whence we have 
wandered, 

mm 


FREEDOM ‘TAKES “NO STEP BACKWARDS.” 
SPEECH OF HON. H. G. BLAKE, 


OF OHIO, | 
in rus House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 19, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— i 


Mr. BLAKE said: , 

Mr. Speaxer: The events now transpiring 
around us will cast their shadows upon coming 
ages. The words uttered now—be they words 
of wisdom or folly—will ring in the ears of fu- 
ture generations to the remotest period of time. 
We are passing through a crisis in the history of 
our country which has no parallel in the history 
of the world. A fewshort months since, and the 
various political parties of the day were organiz- 
ing and drilling their forces for a political conflict, 
the like of which had occurred once in four years 
in our political history ever since the adoption of 
the Constitution, in 1789. All felt that it was a 
great conflict, great to those who had for many 


years held the offices of the country, and used | 


their official positions to plunder the people and 
bankrupt the Government; great to those who 
had made use of the Government, in defiance of 
the Constitution, to foster, protect, and extend 
slavery; and great to the mass of the people who 
desired to bring the Government back to the well 
tried paths of virtue, economy, and constitutional 
liberty, so well defined by Washington and Jef- 
ferson in their administration of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, 

But great as the several parties engaged in this 
conflict may have regarded the issue, no man 
could have been made to believe then that the 


unsuccessful party would refuse to obey the voice 


of the people when constitutionally expressed at 
the ballot-box. Sir, for more than-half a century. 


the people of this nation have been engaged every.’ 


four years, with high political excitement; inthe 
election of a President; and. the pride’ of the na- 
tion and the admiration of the civilized worldin: 
regard toour country has been that, however tur- 
bulent and excited th 

during these contests, no sooner than the will of 
the majority expressed through the « ballot-box 
ia known, than that will is respected and: obeyed 

y all. aad 

By thus acting, our people have put to shame 
the dynasties of the Old World, and vindicated 
the right of the people to govern themselves; they 
have solved that great problem, which for ages 
had engaged the attention of the philanthropist 
and philosopher, and made evident: to the world 
t that man can be governed, and yet be free.” 

Sir, what do we see now? For the first time in 
the history of our country we see a portion of the 
men engaged in the election of a President refuse 
to obey the will of the people, expressed at the 
ballot-box. For the first time, sir, since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, we find an organized 
minority in open rebellion against the Govern- 
ment of the people, and with the avowed determ- 
ination of -destroying both the Constitution and 
the Union. It is true, that South Carolina, in 
1832, attempted something of the same character, 
and which had the same objects in view; but it 
was not carried to the same extent; because the 
patriotism of General Jackson rose higher than 
party fealty, and he, as President of the United 
States, brought the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to bear on the rebellious State, to coerce 
her into subjection to the Constitution and laws, 
Sir, I would speak with candor and moderation, 
rather in sorrow than anger, and with an carnest 
desire to bring this crisis to a peaceable solution; 
but, at the same time, I would speak the truth 
with all plainness, With no hostile feeling to- 
ward any section of our country, regarding the 
North and the South, the Eastand the West, all 
alike, my country, I should deeply regret to add 
anything to the flames of sectional excitement 
which now unhappily prevails. These excite- 
ments in the Sout have been produced by false- 
hood, and they must be allayed by truth. 

Sir, the circumstances which surround us here 
are very peculiar. A short time ago, during the 
political contest that was then going on in the 
country, while each party was marshaling its 
hosts for the final result on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 1860, every man, woman, and child in the na- 
tion looked for a conclusion of that contestin peace 
and harmony, as such contests had always here- 
tofore terminated. When we assembied bere at 
the commencement of this Congress, we all looked 
forward to a submission on the part of the minority 
of the people to that overwhelming voice of the ma- 
jority that had gone up from allover our country, 
proclaiming to the world that Abraham Lincoln 
was electcd President of the United States. But, 
what do we now behold? What was the spectacle 
exhibited here a few days since on thecounting of 
the votes for Presidentand Vice President? Why, 
sir, sovereign States that had gone into the elec- 
tion, and thereby pledged their faith to abide the 
result, came here and had their votes counted, 
when at the same time they were in the commis- 
sion of treason against the Federal Government, 
and endeavoring to destroy the Union! Sir, the 
civilized world is amazed—itis amazing to honest 
men everywherc—to behold the action of these 
States, and of the men in them, who are pushing 
these things to extremities. 

These men say they will dissolve the Union 
and destroy the Government. For what is this 
to be done? Has there any aggression been com- 
mitted against any of the seceding States by the 
General Government? No man pretendsit. What 


| then, are the grievances of which these States 


complain? Is your slave property Jess secure to- 
day than it was ten years ago? Every slave- 
holder knows that he has nothing to fear on the 


e people may ‘have become: 


subject of slavery in the States where that relation | 


exists by force of Jaw. Is it because of the per- 


sonal liberty bills of the free States, and the non-_; 


execution of the fugitive slave law? -T'he personal 
liberty bills were, most of them, passed before the 


passage of the fugitive slave | 
to protect the rights offreen 
slave State has such laws now 
tection of freemen:: Have*any. 
States ever lost a slave:by these: 1 
bills'or by the non-execution of the fagitive sla’ 
Jaw? “Not-one, sir, No mar can show y 
‘one of the States now. invebellion agait 
stitution and thé Union, have any ju 
complain of either. personal iberty -bills; 
non-performance of duty. onthe part of the 
eral Government*in enforcing: the fugitive: 
law. -On this subject: the Senator from Gi 


It clothes the judiciary and Executive 
with ample powers to execute the laws’ Wedo 
plain that any Executive has ever been derelict in: his du 
in the discharge of. this law..:, Mas Dimore was- Presider 
when this law was passed, and. it received. bis: s 
and I am ready to-say, that so far as he was-con 
carried it oat.’ General Pierce carried it out; and’ 
ent Executive: So far asithey ‘have the: power, thé: 
done their duty faithfully.”* meL i 

Sir, venture to say that nolaw, so barbarou 
in its provisions as that fugitive slave law, ¥ 
ever enforced by a Christian nation with on 
the fidelity that that laiv'has: been?) 

Why, sir, the Government has. made it a spe-* 
cialty for the last eight years to force slavery-on: 
the people of Kansas, to’ plunder’ the’ national’ 
Treasury, and to catch runaway negroes. ‘The’ 
two last Administrations seem to have no higher: 
conceptions of statesmanship than the accom" 
plishment of these purposes. Sir, whera nigger: 
runs away, the Army and Navy is immediately’ 
rut into requisition, and the proclamation-of the; 

resident issued to the good people‘of the United 
States to make haste an catch the poor slave; and- 
coerce him into subjection; but when a sovereign: 
State runs away, the President calls on all’ the 
people to sing psalms in the hearing of South: 
Carolina, and sends a special message to Con- 
gress, asking this body to be’ very circumspect in: 
its legislation, lest, by hasty action, jt might ¢ere-' 
ate a coolness between that State and the Federal: 
Government. es pO pe BSED pu 

Sir, a few months since, when the news*came i 
here that Montgomery and a-few others in Kar» 
sas had helped some slaves to escape, the Presi-! 
dent at once sent an efficient officer of the Army,’ 
in the command of a sufficient force, to enforce 
the laws and coerce Montgomery and ‘his men’ 
into subjection; but when South Carolina sets the: 
laws of the United States at defiance, fires on dur: 
national flag while waving over a United States 
unarmed ship, loaded with provisions and men! 
for a national fortress, Mr. Buchanansays it will’ 
never do to send men and arms to proteét the 
public property and enforce the laws, for that: 
would be coercing a sovereign State! Sir, Gen- 
cral Jackson and George Washitigton did vot‘so! 
understand their duties. The one pat down nulli- 

“fication with the Army and the Navy in South: 
Carolina; and the other the whisky insurrection 
in the State of Pennsylvania. No one then sup-’ 
posed that a State was being coerced by enforc- 
ing the laws and punishing traitors. oe 

Sir, what has the South to complain of? Ther 
is notalaw on the statute-book of the United States” 
affecting slavery which was ‘not put ‘there al te 
demand of the slave power, and by the votes‘of* 
its friends. ‘The Missouri compromise, the fugi-’ 
tive slave law, and compromise measures of 1850, 
were all passed by Congress at the dictation of- 
slaveholders, and supported by theirfriends. The 
North has talked about restriction on slavery ‘in 
the Territories,but vo act for that purpose has been 
passed; so that the laws of the United States, toż 
day on the subject of slavery are jast what: the 
slaveholding interest has made them. Do the'slave 
States apprehend any danger from the legislation 
of Congress on the part of the Republican party 
l@cannot be possible; it would be an‘imputation 
on the intelligence of southern gentlemen to think 
otherwise. Whatis the state of parties in Con- 
gress, sir? Why, in the Senate those opposed to 
the Republican party have fourteen majority; and 
in the House nine majority. Inthe next Congress’ 
the majority against the Republicans in the Senate 
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willbe less;and more in the House; but a decided 
majority against them-in-both branches... ‘The. 
South have: a majority—indeed,.it.may.-be said 
N—of the judges.of the. Supreme Court of: 
ted States in-its favor;so-that any ques- 
ouching the interest.of slavery would cer- 
be decided according tò the dicium- of that. 


ority: has thus been given to that 
partyin. the. House, and almost a majority in the 

enate; But, sir, will the South dissolve the Union 
because we have not the power to catch her run- 
away members of Congress, and compel them to 
.pérform, their, duties? 

| Ehe seceders profess. to believe there.is great 
dahgerto.slevery from the executive branch of 
the.Government having passed into the hands of 
the Republican party and thercupon they aban- 

son 


ig true, a ma 


don their places in gress, and thus surrender 
the. avers department into the same hands to 
‘cure theevil! Sir, had the seceding members re- 


mained jr their places, and performed the duties 
which appertain to their position, not only would 
the Republican party be in a large minority in this | 
Congress, but would be powerless in the next. 
Who, then, isto blame? Certainly not the Re- 
publicans; but those who, by their rash acts, pre- 
cipitated this state of things on themselves. 

But, itis said, ““compromise.’’.** You can af- 
ford to compromise.” ‘ You,are the triumphant 
party,.and can afford to be generous.” ‘We 
only ask: a ‘slight concession; just simply that 
you. will ignore your principles, destroy your 
party, anditurn: your back on your constituents; 
that, is all we ask; a very small concession, in- 
volving no sacrifice of principle.” This is the 
siren song that is sung here from day to day. 
Why, sir, what have we done that we should 
compromise? What has the Republican part 
done, that it. should. compromise with men with 
arins ‘in-their. hands, and threatening the destruc- 
tion-of the Government? ` Have we violated the 
Constitution? This is not pretended, Is the Re- 
publican party in antagonism to the Constitution 
of the country? Notatail, sir, Can it be shown 
that the Republican party do now, or ever have 
intended. to trench upon a single constitutional 
right of the southern States in this Union? No, 
sir; no man can maintain a pretension of that 
kind. 

‘What, then, is the cause of the complaints of 
these men?. Why, simply, that they desire to 
secure an amendment to the Constitution that will 
elevate'slavery from the local position of being a 
State institution, supported by. State laws, and 
the responsibility of sustaining it resting only on 
the people of the State where it exists, to the 
position of a national one, protected by the Con- 
stitution throughout the United States, and the 
responsibility of it resting alike upon all the peo- 
ple ofthe nation, And the second cause of coms | 
plaint is, that the men who have been hanging 
like leeches on the public Treasury for the last 
eight years, and have plundered the nation of mil- 
lions, until the Government debt created by them 
amounts to about one hundred million dollars, 


; loves his country. 


are now about to-be turned out to grass, ‘ to root, 


hog! or die.” [Applause in the gallerics.] Sir, 
these two things constitute all the trouble. Con- 
cede to the South that slavery may go into all the 
free Tetritories, and that.the men who have been 
stealing the public money for many years past 
may continue that business, and the Union will 
be saved at once. : 

What other reason can be given for the shaking 
of the Union from center to circumference? Why, 
sir, we passed a resolution through this House 
by a unanimous Vote, afew days since, declaring 
that Congress had no power, under the Constitu- 
tion, to legislate on the subject of slavery for the 
States. What more can southern gentlemen ask 
than this? If they ever had any fears that the 
people of the North desired to interfere with sla- 
very in the States by congressional action, this, 
ceriainly, ought to allay them all. ‘The vote of 
every Republican member present was given to 
this resolution; and the Chicago platform declares 
the same thing, which has received the indorse- 
ment of Mr, Lincoln and every Republican in the 
United States. J submit to the candid men of the 
South if they can ask more than this, and expect 
to obtain it? 

What, then, sir, do the grievances of the South 
amountto? Why, just this, no more and no less, 
namely: “ We willsubmit to the Constitution and 
the Union so long as youwill permit us to control 
the Government; but when you fail to do this, we 
will destroy both the Constitution and the Union. ? 
This is the modest claim of the seceding States; 
that is, that a majority of the people shall submit 
to the rule of a minority. Now, can there be any 
compromise on a question of this kind? 

We are accused of standing by our party tothe 
neglect of the country; and if this was true, it 
would, indeed, form a grave charge. Sir, parties 
are of no consequence, only as they can be used 
to accomplish the best good of the country. And 
it is because the Republican party, in its princi- 
ples, is essential to the political salvation of the 
country, that 1 will not sacrifice it at the demand 
of those who have manufactured a crisis, to ac- 
complish, among other things, the destruction of 
that party. Sir, any compromise that can now 
be made would demoralize the Government, and 
result in disaster. I dare not, therefore, listen to 
the terms of any compromise. Let Mr. Lincoln 
be inaugurated, and develop his policy to the coun- 
try; the Constitution obeyed, rather than amended; 
the laws enforced, instead of being resisted; and 
it forms the best compromise for the times, and 
will save the Union. 

This is the second attempt that has been made 


| by South Carolina to dissolve the Union General 


Jackson said of the men of South Carolina who 
made this attempt, in a letter dated May 1, 1833: 

«Ihave had a laborious task here, but nullification is 
dead, and its actors and courtiers will only be remenibered 
by the people to be execrated for their wicked desigus to 
sever and destroy the only good Government.on the globe, 
and that prosperity and happiness we enjoy over every other 
portion of the world. Haman’s gallows ought to be the fate 
of all such ambitious men, who would involve their coun- 
try in-civil war, and all the evils in its train, that they might 
reign, and ride on its whirlwinds, avd direct the storm. 
The tree pcople of these United States have spoken, and 
consigned these wicked demagogues to their proper doom. 
Take eare of your nullif ; you have them among you; 


| let them meet with the indignant frowns of every man who 
The tariff, it is now known, was a mere | 
k * * 


pretext.” * & Therefore, the tariff 
was only the pretext, and disunion and a southern conted- 
cracy the real object. ‘The next pretext will be the negro 
or slavery question.” 

Thus, nearly twenty-eight years ago, General 
Jackson predicted that Sout Carolina would 
make the negro question a pretext for dissolving 
the Union, as she had done before the tariff ques- 
tion. Colonel Benton says on this subject: 

«e The regular inauguration of this slavery agitation dates 
from the year 1835; but it had commenced iwo years be- 
fore, and in this way: nullification and disunion had com- 
menced in 1830, upon complaint against protective tariff. 
That, being pat down in 1833 under President dackson’s 
proclamation and energetic Measures, was immediately 
substitated by the slavery agitation. Mr. Calhoun, when he 
went home from Congress in the spring of that year, told 
his friends that ‘the South could never be united against 
the North on the tariff question—that the sugar interest of 
Louisiana would keep ber out—and that the basis of south- 
ern union must be shifted to the slave question? Then 
all the papers in his interest, and especially the one at 


Washington, published by Mr. Duf Green, dropped tariff | 


agitation, and commenced upon slavery, and in two years 
had the agitation ripe for inauguration on the slavery ques- 
tion. And in tracing this agitation to its present stage, and 
to comprehend its rationale, it is not to be forgotten that it 


isa mere continuation of old tariff disunion, and preferred 
because more available.’—Thirty Years in the Senate, 
vol. 2. 

General Jackson and Colonel Benton under- 
stood what this slave power intended to do, and 
early warned the country against its efforts to 


| destroy the Union and form a southern confeder- 


acy,in which slavery should be the soul, and the 
opening of the African slave trade supply it with 
the blood. 

Itissaid,if we willadoptthe Crittenden compro~ _. 
mise peace will be restored tothe country. What 
is that compromise, sir? It is simply the Breck- 
inridge platform put into the Constitution, with 
some slight modifications, making it stronger in 
favor of slavery. ‘To make this plain, sir, 1 will 
place the two in juxtaposition, that every man 


may read for himself: 
Breckinridge Platform. 


1. That the government of 
a territory organized by an 
act of Congress, isprovisional 
and temporary ; and during 
its existence, all citizens of 
the United States have an 
equal right to settle with 
their property in the T'errito- 
ry, without their rights either 
of person or property being 
destroyed orimpaired bycon- 
gressional or territorial legis- 
lation. 

2. ‘Mhatit is the duty of the 
Federal Government, in all 
its departments, to protect, 
when necessary, the rights of 
persons and property in the 
Territories, and wherever 
else its constitutional author- 
ity extends. 

3. That when the settlers 
in a Territory having an ad- 
equate population, form a 
State constitution in pursu- 
ance of law, the right of sov- 
ereignty commences, and, 
being. consummated by ad- 
mission into the Union, they 
stand on an equal rooting 
with the people of other 
States; and the State thus 
organized ought io be admit- 
ted into the Federal Union, 
whether its constitution pro- 
hibits or recognizes the insti- 
ution of slavery. 


Crittenden Compromise. 


Resolved hy the Senate and 
House of Representatives, 
"hat the following article be 
proposed and submitted as 
an amendment to the Consti-, 
tution, which shail be valid 
as part of the Constitution, 
when ratified by the conven- 
tions of three fourths of the 
people of the States: 

First, In all the Territories 
now or hereafter acquired 
north of latitude 36° 30/, sla- 
very or involuntary servi- 
tude, except for the punish- 
mentof crime, is prohibited 5 
whilein alt the territorysouth 
of that latitude, ‘slavery is 
hereby recognized as exist- 
ing, and shal! not be inter- 
fered with by Congress, but 
shall be protected as property 
by all departments of the ter- 
ritoriat government during its 
continuance. All the terri- 
tory north or south of said 
line, within such boundaries 
as Congress may prescribe, 
when it contains a popula- 
tion necessary for a inember 
of Congress, with a republi- 
can form ofgovernment,sball 
be admitted into the Union 
on an equality with the ori- 
ginal States, with or without 
slavery, as the constitntionof 
the State shall preseribe, 


The adoption of such a compromise as that, sir, 
is political suicide to every man from the free 
States who votes for it here. Notonly does this 
proposed amendment protect. slavery in all the 
territory we have where that institution can pos- 
sibly go, butin all the territory, way down to Cape 
Horn, which it is the intention of the slave power 
to acquire, by negotiation, robbery, or theft, 
hereafter. Such a proposition will never receive 
the assent of the people ofthe free States. The 
Jaboring men of the North willabide by the Con- 
stitution of Washington, Jefferson, and Madison, 
and freely give to every section all its constitu- 
tional rights; but they never will consent to aban- 
don the work of the patriots of the Revolution, 
establishing freedom. to man, and adopt that of 
Yancey and Rhett, to protect slavery. 

Sir, the compromises now proposed require 
that freedom shall måke the sacrifice; and so it 
has ever been with the compromises since the 
adoption of the Constitution in 1789. I desire, 
sir, if we are to have new compromises, that sla- 
very shall make the sacrifice. Slavery is the cause 
of all our troubles; slavery menaces the Consti- 
tution and the Union; slavery proposes to destroy 
our Government, and drench the land in fraternal 
blood. Freedom proposes to stand by the Con- 
stitution as it is, and defend the Union formed by 
our fathers; freedom asks for peace, and seeks 
no change in our form of Government, and is 
satisfied to give to every section all its consti- 
tationalrights. Slavery should, therefore, make 
the sacrifice, if the change is made. Now, the 
compromising is all on the side of slavery: let us 
have some on the side of freedom. If the Con- 


| stitution is to be amended, let that part of it which 


now gives to the South a representation based on 
its property in slaves be stricken out, or a pro- 
vision put in giving the people of the free States 
a representation based on their property. Let 
the free inhabitants of our country form the basis 
of representation here, amend the Constitution so 
that no more territory‘can be acquired; and pass 
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| State Rights and. State Equality—Mr. Rufin. 


the homestead . bill, giving every man one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of the public domain who 
‘will go and reside on it for five years, and I would 
be willing to leave the question of slavery to the 
free, untrammeled will of. the people of the Ter- 
ritories.. z Tea hoaa 

But, sir, all the proposed compromises remind 
me of the story of the white man and Indian, who, 


inthe early history of our western country, agreed 
to.hunt.one whole.day,.and divide their game at 
night. Accordingly, they huntedallday. Atnight, 
it was found that the Indian had_killed a turkey, 
and the white mana turkey-buzzard; and the great 
question now to be settled, was how to divide the 
game. After much dispute, and some language 
that would not be considered very orthodox in 
these days, it was agreed that the white man should 
name over the game, and the Indian should take 
his choice, . Thereupon, the white man says to 
the Indian: ‘You may take the buzzard, and I 
will take the turkey; or I will take the turkey, 
and.you may take the buzzard. ‘Oh, but,’’ 
said the Indian, ‘“‘ you no say turkey to me once.” 
{Applause in the galleries.} Just so. it is with 
these compromises—they never talk turkey to frée- 
dom once. ,Whatisslavéby, that we should com- 

romise with it? . Go, sir, to the records of the 
South foran answer to this question. ` In the case 
of Neal vs. Farmer, (9 Georgia Reports,) the court 
decided that,if there was no statute prohibiting 
it, it was no crime to kill a slave: ` 


“Licensed to hold slave property, the Georgia planter 
held the slaveas a chattel; and whence did he derive title? 
Either directly from the slave trader, or fromm thost who held 
under him, and he from the slave ‘captor in Africa. The 
property in the slave in the planter became, thus, just the 

. ‘property of the original captor. In the absence of any stat- 
utory limitation on that property, he holds it as unquali- 
fiedly as the first proprietor held it, and his title and the 
extent of his property were sanctioned by the usage of na- 
tions which had grown into law. ‘There is no sensibie 
account to be given of property in slaves here but this. 
. What were, then, the rights of the African chiefin the slave 
which he had‘captured in war? ‘I'he slave was his to sell, 

- or to give, or to kiil,” 


Again: the North Carolina supreme court, in 
the case of the State vs. Mann, (2 Devereux’s 
Reports, .page 268.) Mann was indicted for 
wounding a slave woman; and the question was, 
whether a.man could assault a negro. ‘There was 
‘no statute punishing it; and the. question was, 
does the common law protect the slave. The opin- 
ion was delivered by Judge Ruffin. He says: 


< Slavery bas indeed been assimilated at the bar to the 
other domestic relations, and arguments -drawn from. the 
well-established priuciples which confer and restrain the 
authority of the pareut over the child, the tutor over the 
pupil, the master over the apprentice, have been pressed on 
us. 'The court does not recognize their application. There 
is no likeness between the cases. They are in opposition 
to each other, and there is an impassable gulf between 
them. The difference is that which exists between free- 
dom-and slavery, and a greater cannot be imagined. In the 
one, the end in view is the happiness of the youth, born to 
equal rights with that governor on whom the duty devolves 
of training the young to usefulness, in a station which he 
is afterward to assume among frcemen. To such anend, 
and with such an object, moral and intellectual instruction 
seem the natura} means; and, for the most part, they are 
found to suffice. Moderate force is superadded onty to make 
the others effectual. If that fail, it is better to leave the 
party to his own headstrong passions and the ultimate cor- 
rection of the law, than to allow it to be immoderately in- 
flicted bya private. person. With slavery it is far other- 
wise. The end is the profit of the master, his security and 
the publie safety ; the subject, one doomed, in his own per- 
son and his posterity, to live without knowledge, and with- 
dut the capacity to make anything his own, and to toil that 
another may reap the fruits. What moral considerations 
shall beaddressed to such a being, to convince him of what 
it is impossible but that the most stupid must feel and- know 
can never be truc-—that he is thus to labor upon a principle 
of natural duty, or for the sake of his own personal hap- 
piness ? Such. services can only be expected from one who 
has no will of his own; who surrenders his will in implicit 
obedience to that of another. Such obedience is the con- 
sequence only of uncontrolled authority over the body. 
There is nothing else which can operate to produce the 
effect. The power of the master must be absolute, toren- 
der the submission of the slave perfect. i 

E most freely confess my sense of the harshness of this 
proposition; I feel it as deeply as any man can. Andas 
a principle of moral right, every person in his retirement 
must repudiate it. But in the actual condition of things 
it must be so. Thereis no remedy. This discipline be- 
longs to the state of slavery. They cannot be disunited 
without abrogating at orice the rights of the master, and 
absolving the slave from his subjection. Ft constitutes the 
curse of slavery to both the hond and free portions of our 
population. But itis inherent in the relation of master and 
slave, = 

“That there may be particular instances of crueity and 
barbarity, where in conscience the law might property in- 
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terfere, is most. probable.. The difficulty is to determine 
where a court may properly begin.” Merely.in the abstiéet 
it may well be asked, which power of the master ‘accords: 
swith right? : The answer will probably sweep away all of 
them. But we cannot look at the master in thatlight. The! 
truth is, that we are forbidden to enter upon a train of gen-_ 
eral reasoning upon the subject. We cannotallow the right 
of the master to be brought into discussion-in the courts.of. 
justice.. The slave, to remain a slave, must be made sens- 
ible that there is no appeal from his masters that his: power: 
is in no instance usurped ; but is conferred by thé laws‘of: 
man, at least, if not by the laws of God. ME UEP g 
<< į repeat, that I would have gladly avoidédthis ungrate-: 
-ful question. But being brought to it, the-court is compelled: 
to declare, that while slavery exists among us in its present! 
state, or until it Shall seem fit to the Legislatare to inter-' 
pose express enactments te the contrary, it will be the im-. 
perative duty of the judges to recognize the full dominion: 
of-the owner over the slave, except where the exercise of. 
it is forbidden by statute. And this we do upon tlie ground 
that this dominion ts essential to the value of slaves as prop- 
erty, to the security of the master and the public tranquillity, : 
greatly dependent upon their subordination, and in fine, as. 
most effectually securing the general protection and com- 
fort of the slaves themselves. i : 


Sir, where is the man in the free States that is 
willing to tke the responsibility of extendingsuch 
an institution to the free Territories, or to give it 
new. constitutional guarantees? If such a man 


| can.be found among the free institutions of the | 


North, I will neither envy his head or heart. 
The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. De Jar- 
weree (in his speech a few days since, said: 


** have known, Mr. Speaker, for ten years, that dissolu- 
tion must come. I have seen the irrepressible conflict be- 
tween labor and capital at the ‘North, and known that it 
could but result in favor of the former, inasmuch as that 
labor possessed the revolutionary power:there, to wit, the 
elective franchise. Wherever, sir, there is free competi- 
tion between labor and capital, and that labor is armed with 
the unrestricted right to vote, the labor being always in 
the majority, must sooner or laterso control the law-mak- 
ing power as to hold the capital subject to its will. That 
labor has for many years past coutrolled the law-making 
power of New Engiand. It has now gained control of the 
law-making power in many States west of the Hudson; and 
in the fast presidential contest, it aspired to, and obtained, 
the control of the law-making power of this Government. 
Wherever there is free competition of labor and capital, and 
that labor vindicates its power to control the Government, 

iberty cunuot long survive. But the worst form of despot- 
sm will exist as long as there is capital left upon which it 
ean feed. “When this fails, the only result which can fol- 
Jow is, for such a people to return to barbarism. 

“Thus, society at the North is now pregnant with the 
seeds of its owndestruction. [ts only salvation is a stronger 
Government, and à restriction of the cleetive franchise. 
‘This is not specutative theory, but fact; it is not wild im- 
agivings, but history. The standing armies of the Old 
World are maintained to keep labor from warring on cap- 
ital; not by controlling the law-making power, for that 
labor has not the elective franchise, and hence cannot as- 
pire tothe forms of justice to legalize its robberies; but 
those armies are maiutained to protect that capital from 
mob violence. What protection bas your capital from 
the legalized robbery to which it is even now sometimes 
subjected? Does not this free labor now set at naught 
your State decrees, if they are annoying to it?. Has it not 
scaled the ramparts of the Federal Government, destroyed 
the Constitution, enthroned the higher law in its stead, 
and justified such action by alleging that their own State 
laws, which they had made to screen themselves, required 
them to despise the authority of the General Government? 
dtis the free suffrage and free labor of .the North which 
now controls the press, the bar, the schools, and the pul- 
pit. Ibis the free labor of the North which has invaded 
the sanctity of Gud’s altar, and compelled its ministers to 
acknowledge its divinity by dethroning Jeliovah and wor- 
shiping Beelzebub. Itis the free labor at the North which 
has invaded the highest judicial tribunal of justice, de- 
stroying its prerogatives, and teaching men to despise its 
decrees. Sir, it has so shattered the framework of society, 
that society itself exists only in an inverted. order at the 
North. Capital at the North for a long time waged an un- 
equal contest with Jabor. It looked then to the Govern- 
ment, and found that impotent for aid. For momentary 
security, it seemed to sympathize in the objects of the fa- 
naties, and to point to the institutions of tbe South as fit 
objects for attack. Fatal delusion! They not only intro- 
duced the 'Trojan horse into their counting-houses, but 
drove away their best customers, by their efforts to enslave 
them.” 

The gentleman from Virginia, in tbis, truly 
spéaks the sentiments of the slave power against 
free labor. The free laboring men, who sustain 
our country in- peace and defend her in war, are 
denounced as being in favor of the destruction of 
the Constitution and the dissolution of the Union. 
Mr. Speaker, these laboring men. are the very 
ones who will ever defend both the Conristitution 
and the Union. And, sir, itis because they de- 
sire to preserve the Union, that they say to me 
to-day, ‘ Make no compromises with slavery;” 
‘stand by the Constitution as our fathers made 
it, and bid'defiance to traitors who would destroy 
our Government,’”” ce : 

Sir, let us listen to no compromise with the se- 
ceding States until they will concede that the Gov- 


“recognized and respe 
arsenals, and navy 


| House. 


‘such expression’ 
} that th 
‘tha 


‘according to all the for 
‘gurated ‘as such. ‘Let us ‘ab 
mise until all _thesé concessions are ‘nad 
any compromise-that acknowledges the po 
a band. of ‘traitors, to force concessions 
loyal people e: Unitéd States, is th 
tion of the Union and’ ‘the demore 
Government. “Let’us consider no | ( tO- 
mise until we have settled the question whether 
we have a Government} a Government that will 
rotect itself and punish,traitors at all hazards. . 
et the authority of thé Federal Government be 
ed, the stolen money, forts, 
sbé returned to their prop- 
erowner. Let thé rattle-snake flag’ be'supplanted 
by the stars and stripes, the flag of our country, 
of Washington and 5 ackson, that flag which has 
hitherto given protection to all our-citizens, at 
home and abroad, all around the globe. ‘When 
this is done, I shall be willing to receive thes 
‘í prodigal”? sons of ‘the South, who have beén 
wasting their “substance with riotous living,” 
into their father’s house again; and when T'see 
them returning to a sensé of duty, while ** yet a 
great way off,” I will be ready to enibrace ‘them 
as brethren, with compassion. But, until then, 
let us see to it that wedo nothing that shall inflict 
a wound on the free institutions of, our countiy 


that ages will pass away before it is healed. * Let 
hion‘ without an 


every patriot in our country rally 
“if,” and the Constitution without a 


rious old flag, and stand by the’ 


STATE RIGHTS AND STATE EQUALITY. -. 
SPEECH OF HON. THOMAS RUFFIN, 
OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
In tue. House or Representatives, 
February 20, 1861. 


The Honse having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three—* i ae 


Mr. RUFFIN said: oo eee 

Mr. Sreaxer: During my long service‘in Cor 
gress, I have. rarely occupied the time. of .the 
I have sat here for years a patient lig- 
tener. Even now, I would prefer to remain silent, 
were it not for the peculiar circumstances by 
which f am.surrounded.. When the Congress of 
the United States. assembled in, December last, 
questions of momentous importance, were agitat- 
ing the public mind. I found here a considerable 
number of gentlemen holding opinions similar to 
those entertained. by myself... With, few excep- 
tions, those. Representatives. have,.vacated . their 
seats, and returned. to their constituents. They 
have done this in conformity to the action of the 
sovercien States of which they were citizens, and 
to-which they owed allegiance. They have acted 
patriotically and nobly. - ‘They are now engaged 
with their fellow-citizens at home in, the mainte- 
nance of a great and glorious cause. They, and 
their constituents are struggling. to. preserve. the 
purity. of the- Constitution, the. equality of the 
States, and the liberties of the people.: Sustained 
by.a conviction of the justice of the cause in which 
they have embarked, they. have: determined: to 
maintain, outside of the Union,.those rights so 
unjustly denied them within it, „ë 

The inhabitants of the southern States are now 
being tested by the most trying ordeal that ever 
fell to the lotof a free people. They are to decide 
whether they will tamely and-quicty submit to 
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Ho. or Reps. 


‘the arrogance, the t ranny, the usurpation of a 
hostile, unprincipled, and reckless majority, fa- 

- tally bent on the destruction of their institutions, 
or whether they willassert their rights, and main- 

tain them by all. the means in their power. De- 
votedly attached to the Constitution and the Union, 
aa the people of the South have ever been, and 
ardently hoping that a change in the public sen- 
timent of the North ‘would prevent a further per- 
sistence in the wrongs practiced upon the minor- 
ity section, they have exercised the most ex- 

‘tvaordinary forbearance. Cherishing the Union 

formed by their ancestors, they have suffered great 

sacrifices, and submitted to grievous wrongs, 
rather than dissolve their connection with it. Flis- 
tory, neither sacred nor profane, records an ex- 
ample of a people so_ patriotic, 80 forbearing, so 
patient under long suffering. For more than forty 
years, the history of this country has been a rec- 
ord of aggressions upon the one side, and of re- 
monstrance upon the other. To postefity it will 
appear that, in this day and age, the North had 
exercised its ingenuity in devising schemes of 
oppression and tyranny, to test the resentment of 
the South. : 

Sir, the day fora final settlement, after a long 
‘series of years, has come, The time must not be 
‘procrastinated. ‘This'great issue of the equalit 
of the States cannot be evaded. If the slavehold- 
“ing States of this Union are not coequal with the 
other members of the Confederacy, itis high time 
that it was made known. Equality has been de- 
‘nied them. ‘That denial has superinduced the 
fatal malady of which the Governmentis now per- 
ishing. No holiow truce, no temporary expedi- 
ent of patched-up congressional com romise, will 
avail now. The disease has passed that stage. 
I may almost say, sir, that it is immedicabile vul- 
nus, not to be cured by the nostrums of empyri- 
cism; neither can the magic charms and mystic 
incantations of political charlatanry drive it from 
the surface back into the vital organs, again to 

- make its appearance as a corroding ulcer upon 
the body politic, Illusory legislation, contrived 
and adopted in the exigencies of the times, has 
heretofore been tried, and failed of its purpose. It 
were bootless again to resort to such a shift. The 
times and the occasion demanded other and dif- 
ferent remedies. This great question should have 
been settled in 1820. ‘They attempted congres- 
sional compromise then, butit failed; for in 1850, 
we found that it was again necessary to enter into 
a compromise. The people of the South then saw 
the error of 1820, and should have insisted on 
such an adjustment as would have settled the ques- 
tion forever. 1 thought at the time that, by the 
system of measures agreed upon, the South had 
yielded up everything and reccived nothing sub- 
stantialinreturn; thatthe legislation agreed upon 
would prove mischievous in its consequences; and 
subsequentevents have confirmed me in that opin- 
jon. The misfortune has heretofore been—and, I 
may with propriety add, still is—that there are 

_ too many southern men, in authority as well as in 
piver life, who are over-anxious, in the quaint 

` but expressive language of the day, to “fix up” 
something to save the Union. I trust, sir, that if 
there is to be any more “fixing up,” something 
will be done to save the Constitution, without 
which the Union is as nothing—a mere myth, a 
nonentity. ‘The preservation of the Union with- 
out the Constitution is not desirable. I say this, 
sir, as a friend of the Union as formed by our early 
fathers. I say it not that I love the Union less, but 
that I love the Constitution more. 

© Mr. Speaker, the dissolution of the American 
Union—once thought impossible by many—is 
now astern reality. Its reconstruction, though 
possible, in the temper of the times, is not at all 
probable. Six of the States, in conventions repre- 
senting their sovereignty, have formally resumed 
whatever portion ofthatsovereignty they had here- 
tofore delegated to the Federal Government; others 
are making active preparations to the same end. 
For causes which to them appear good and suf- 
ficient, those States have exercised the great right 
of secession, and are now, to all intents and pur- 
poses, independent of this Government, and are 
ready and willing to maintain that independence 
in whatever way may become necessary. It be- 
comesus to deal with factsasthey are. Itisuse- 


less and absurd now to discuss the right ofa 
State to secede; it is idle to speculate on the ab- 
stract right of secession; for this great remedy of 
sovereign States has been asserted and exercised, 
even to a practical application; and secession—a 
word-that has heretofore so often shocked the 
nerves of a certain class of timid politicians in the 
South—is something that they have seen carried 
into practice, and secession itself has become un 
fait accompli. . 

Gentlemen may endeavor to persuade them- 
selves that the Union is not dissolved. They may 
disguise the fact as best they can. They may say 
that those States are still constructively within the 
Union. I apprehend, sir, that the sequel will 
show, that whenever a State has, by aconvention 
representing its sovereignty, passed an ordinance 
of secession, it will operate casus federis, 30 far as 
that State is a party to the compact. 

I know, sir, thatsome gentlemen here have been 
disposed to look upon this matter of secession as 
something unsubstantial and unreale I marked 
well the day of the first withdrawal of Represent- 
atives of seceding States from this Hall, and the 
efforts made by certain members to ignore the sol- 
emn fact by afree indulgence in vulgar sneers and 
ill-timed jests. How different from the spectacle 
presented in the other wing of this Capito] ata 
subsequent time, when Senators representing sov- 
ercignties were taking final leave of their associ- 
ates, and recounting the wrongs that compelled 
the separation in words that went home to the 
hearts of political foes as wellas friends, and caused 
the silent but expressive tears to leap forth unbid- 
den, and course down the manly cheeks of vener- 
ablestatesmen. Itwasindeed an impressive scene, 
ominous of the times, and boding the sad future 
of the Republic. 

« A child will weep a bramble’s smart, 
A maid to sec her sparrows part, 
A stripling for a woman’s heart; 
But woe awaits a country when 
She sees the tears of bearded men.” 


From my first entrance into public life, I have 
been an advocate of the right of secession, and 
my views on this question are well known to my 
constituents. In this connection, 1 would state 
that, in my judgment, the time has come when 
all the southern States yet in the Union, recog- 
nizing the institution of slavery, should proceed 
to carry out this inestimable remedy of secession, 
and to seck, outside of the present Union, such 
associations as would afford them that protection 
denied them within it. 

Mr. Speaker, the usual scene is presented here 
of a Congress wrangling about protective tariffs, 
to rob one portion of our people by putting money 
into the pockets of another; railroad grants, to 
place large quantities of public land in the hands 
of robbers andland-grabbers; homestead bills, to 
squander the vast publicdomain by inviting worth- 
less vagabonds from all the earth to take our lands 
without money and without price; Pacific railroad 
bills, to saddle the Government with a tax of at 
lcast $600,000,000; and loan bills, to enable the 
old Free-Soil fossil who presides over the Treas- 
ury Department to replenish his empty coffers 
by hawking the bonds of the Government about 
the streets of our cities, like some petty chapman 
his wares, and selling them for whatever price 
they will fetch in the market. In the far distant 
South, in the beautiful city of Montgomery, on 
the banks of the Alabama, another body is now 
in session—a most important convention. A new 
government is in process of inauguration there. 
The acts of that august assemblage of patriots and 
statesmen will, ere long, pass into history, there 
to remain, in all coming time, the mementoes of 
the chivalry and patriotism of the freemen of the 
Gulf States. 


The selection for President, of the hero, patriot, 
and statesman, Jefferson Davis, of Mississippi, 
and for Vice President, of Alexander H. Ste phens, 
of Georgia, her most gifted and eloquent son, 
whose clarion notes have so often resounded in 
these Halls pleading for the 
tion, afford us a sure guarantee that the adminis- 
tration of the new government will be intrusted 
to men equal to the responsibilities of the position 


rights of his own sec- | 


in which they have been placed. I am free to 
confess, Mr. Speaker—yea, sir, I proclaim it with | 


pride-that my sympathies are ail with the South; 
and in peace or in war, they shall continue with 
the South. I feela deep and abiding interest in 
the future relations to be assumed by the State 
which I have the honor, in part, to represent on 
this floor. In a féw short weeks the people of 
North Carolina are to decide, for weal or for woe, 
whether she will unite her destiny with that of 
her more southern sisters, where her rights will 
be protected, or remain in the present Union, 
where that proud old Commonwealth must, from 
the force of surrounding circumstances, ultimately 
become a mere province, dishonored and humil- 
iated. 

The alternative presented to the people of North 
Carolina, and of the other southern States still 
remaining in the Union, is abject submission or 
manly secession. North Carolina has to decide 
through her convention, whether she will make 
common cause with the North or South. She 
cannot continue neutral; for, if she remains in her 
present position, she may, at no distant day, be 
called “pon tofurnish her quota of men and money 
to aid Lincoln in his “irrepressible conflict,’ 
against the South; bejng nearest the scene of op- 
erations in the seceding States, Lincoln would 
probably make the first requisition on her. I trust 
and believe that she will decide correctly and 
promptly. Her former history justifies me in the 
opinion that she will prove equalto the emergency, 
and will sustain her well-earned reputation for 
modesty, mingled with firmness and genuine cour- 
age. Her people are brave and intelligent, and 
will not be diverted from the true issue of the 
maintenance of her rights and her equality by an 

arrot cry of ‘* Union! Union ! glorious Union te 

either will they be misled and prevented from 
an assertion of her rights by the simulated lam- 
entations and crocodile tears of that pestiferous 
prood of heartless demagogues who are seeking 
unmerited position by a betrayal of their own 
section. The union of the States being dissolved, 
North Carolina will claim and exercise the liberty 
of selecting her own associates. She will not 
harken to the counsels of those who are advising 


“her to pass under the yoke, and to submit with 


fear and trembling to the galling rule of her op- 
pressors. Neither, sir, will she heed the deceitful 
teachings of those among her own sons who are 
counseling the establishment of a middle con- 
federacy. Forced as she now is to make a selec- 
tion between the North and South, she will not 
hesitate. Fler interests, her sympathies, her des- 
tiny, are all with the latter. [do not propose to 
discuss here the question of a middle confed- 
eracy. Iwill simply remark that I regard it as 
an unmitigated humbug, a shallow device, to re~- 
tard the great southern movement, and wholly 
unworthy of serious consideration. lt has not 
even the merit of southern origin. It was first 
suggested by the congressional correspondents of 
northern newspapers, with a view of dividing and 
distracting the South. It was a snare set by po- 
litical tricksters to entrap the unwary—a “ springe 
to catch wood-cocks”—and some persons, with 
more credulity than discretion, have become en- 
tangled in its meshes. 

Mr. Speaker, we are told that the South has 
been too precipitate and hasty; that we should 
have waited yet a little while longer. ‘That the 
questions in issue will all be settled; and that àn 
era of good feeling will pervade the whole coun- 
try. In the name of all that is reasonable, I ask 
how much longer are we to wait? When will this 
vaunted settlement be made? From what quarter 
is this much talked of compromise to come? What 
is it to be? Why has it been delayed so long? Is 
it likely to come from the Republican side of the 
House? I quote from a speech of Mr. Somes, of 
Maine. He gives us timely caution of what we 
may anticipate from compromises emanating from 
that source: 

“J warn you not to take the flimsy compromises which 
some few gentlemen on this side of the House would offer 
you. ‘They do not represent the sentiments of the North; 


the North will repudiate any compromise, such ashas been 
proposed, and the party that makes it”? 


Is it to come from the peace congress? That 
body has now been in session nearly three weeks. 
Northern influences are in the ascendant there. 
Men who are hostile to the South have the con- 
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trolling majority in that body, and it is not likely 
that they will agree on anything that will be ac- 
ceptable to the people of the United States. 

Sir, there are those who believe that the day 
of compromise is past; that you cannot, by any 
magic of that kind, reunite that which is broken 
to pieces; that there is no medicament in it that 
has sufficient virtue to restore the dead to life. 
Touching this matter of compromise, 1 may. be 
permitted to say thats as a southérn man, I have- 
felt humiliated and mortified at the course pur- 
sued here by some Representatives from my own 
section of the country. For more than two months 
they have been here begging, imploring and be- 
seeching the haughty and supercilious Repub- 
licans to offer some compromise, to propose some 
settlement to them, to give them some ground to 
stand upon. Indeed, sir, they have exhibited 
the most marked solicitude. ‘They have made 
various propositions, and their propositions have 
been indignantly, scornfully, disdainfully reject- 
ed. Ihave preserved a number of speeches of 
gentlemen of the Republican party on this subject. 
I will cite but one extract. It is in plain English, 
terse and pointed, without ambiguity. I quote 
from the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. 
Encrrrow:] 

«3, I will not compromise, finally, because slavery is a 
sin, an outrage against humanity, and an insult to God. Dis- 
guise it as you will, it is still the crowning iniquity, the 
most ghastly atrocity, Beginning in violence, itean neither 
be hallowed by time nor sanctified by law. With my con- 
sent, it shall never curse another foot of. God’s fair earth, 


By no vote of mine shall it ever be strengthened or coun- 
tenanced. You may dissolve this Union, if you can.” 


Southern men, assuming to themselves the right 
to act in its behalf, have imploringly asked re- 
dress as a boon, instead of demanding it as a 
right notto be denied. They tell the Republicans 
that, unless something is done, the whole South 
will resist. The Republicans reply that they are 
not aware the South has suffered any sort of 
grievance requiring redress; and as for resistance; 
they reply by singing out the magic word “‘ co- 
ercion,’’ * coercion;” “the laws.of the country 
must be enforced.” Yes, sir, these men who have 
favored unconstitutional personal liberty bills, 
who have lived upon agitation, who have encour- 
aged lawlessness in almost every conceivable 
shape, have now become most clamorous for the 
enforcement of the laws. Sir, who can tolerate 
abolition lectures on obedience to the laws? ‘* Who 
could endurethe Gracchicomplaining ofsedition?”’ 

Notwithstanding all these things, some of our 
southern friends tell us that we must wait pa- 
tiently; that a settlement will yet be made; that 
light is breaking through the murky clouds that 
obscure the political horizon in the North; thata 
reaction is going on there; and that the Repre- 
sentatives from that section do not truly reflect 
the sentiments of their constituents, That is an 
old, familiar cry to me. I have heard it fora long 
time, and I distrust its verity. Where is the evi- 
dence of that reaction? I venture to assert it is 
far more probable that, if there has been any re- 
action, it has been in favor of the Republican 
creed. {sit reasonable to suppose that a triumph- 
ant party, flushed with victory, would commence 
to decrease before it had acceded to power and 
the apportionment of the spoils? Our real friends 
in the North are diminishing every day. In this 
the day of our severest trial, E regret to say we 
find very few men in the North who have the nerve 
to stand by us. Sir, you can tell upon the fingers 
of your right hand as many friends as we have 
in this House from that section of the Union. 

I cannot enumerate asamong the friends of the 
South any man who is in favor of the inhuman, 
barbarous, and monstrous doctrine of coercion. 
Gentlemen tell us that they are not for cvercion; that 
they are merely for the enforcement of the laws; 
that they wish only to protect the property and 
flag of the country, and collect the revenue. No 
moreoffensive mode ofcoercion can'be devised than 
that of the forced collection of tribute. Without 
being an open declaration of war, it involves all 
the consequences of war. It is despicable and 
pusillanimous for a Govérnment like ours to en- 
deavor to enforce such a policy under any such 
pretext. If you want war, proclaim it boldly, 
and risk the responsibility of the consequences 
to the country which you are likely to involve, 


and you will manifest more courage than by going 
to war under such a pretext as this, for the en- 
forcementof the laws. You have, or you willsoon 
have, contro! of the Navy; you own nearly all 
the shipping of the country, and it looksas though 
you were meanly trying to enforce your policy 
by that-mode in which you think you havea de- 
cided advantage. If you thirst for the blood of 
the southern people, come up boldly to the task; 
pass your war measures, and spread them upon 
your statute-books; pass your foree bills, andall 
the belligerent measures you desire. Raise your 
standard, muster your troops, accept the services 
of these “sunshine patriots and summer sol- 
diers,” these valiant Captain Bobadils and John 
Gilpins, who have with such alacrity volunteered 
theirservices to engage in a war of coercion against 
theSouth. Send them down there, and my word 
for it, they willbe met. Yes, gentlemen, ifnothing 
but a conflict of arms will answer your purpose, 
all we ask of you is to proclaim it boldly, and re- 
sort to no paltry subterfuges. You boast of the 
vast armies you can precipitate upon the South; 
you talk flippantly about bombarding and burn- 
ing southern cities, of laying waste the southern 
country with fire and sword. The southern peo- 
ple will not be deterred from the performance of 
their fixed resolves by threats of this kind, nor 
will they be awed into subnfission by your men- 
aces. They are contending for their rights; if 
war must come, they will rally in their strength 
to drive back hostile invaders. They willdefend 
to the Jast the homes of their ancestors, their al- 
tars, and their household gods. You will neven 
conquer the South, even though you could mus- 
ter as many troops as followed the banner of 
Xerxes. Yoi will never overrun the country as 
long as there is a man living upon the southern 
soil to meet you in the battle-field, or a boy to 
shed his life-blood on the door-silland hearthstone 
of his mother’s dwelling. 

Oh, but you say you do not desire war; you 
will not declare war; you will merely blockade 
the southern ports} you will send a naval expe- 
dition down there with a custom-house officer on 
board, and collect the revenue. Yes, sir; rather 
than lose the money, you will precipitate the 
country into a war. ell did the ancient Ro- 
man say: : 

% Quid non mortalia pectora cogis, 
Auri sacra fames ?” 

You will send down to the South your officer 
to demand tribute; and when he reaches there, 
and makes his demand, he will meet with the 
same answer that the bold Briton gave to Caius 
Lucius, the Roman embassador sent to the sea-girt 
Isle to demand tribute in the name of his master, 
the Emperor: i 

s Why tribute? Why should we pay tribute? If Cæsar 
can hide the sun from us with a blanket, or put the moon 
in his pocket, we will pay him tribute for light; else, sir, 
no more tribute.” 

Failing in this, you will send your embattling 
hosts to desolate the South, to subdue and con- 

uerit. The southern people will then say to you 
that when you come to the South you will find 
us there. “If you beat us out of it, it is yours; if 
you fail in the adventure, our crows shail fare the 
better for you; and there is an end.” 

Mr. Speaker, this extraordinary crisis in the 
history of our country will mark an epoch long 
to be remembered. ie will stand out boldly, in 
all coming ages, as a monument of the stupendous 
folly and wicked criminality of demented fanat- 
icism; for no unprejudiced man can deny that the 
fanaticism of antislavéty zealots has involved the 
country in the troubles now precipitating its de- 
struction. Through the North, it has advanced 
with continuously-accelerated pace, gathering 
strength in its progress, until it has obtained con- 
trol of the dominant party of the country, and 
prostrated all Gther parties before it. It now seeks 
to pass the boundary, and carry out its nefarious 
purposes in the South; it seeks to arm brother 
against brother and father against son; it de- 
nounces slavery as the “sum of all villainies,”” 
and proclaims its purpose to extirpate the insti- 
tution. It has become a demon of destruction 
that fain would be ‘‘ fed by rites more savage than 
the priests of Moloch taught.” It now craves to 
satiate its gloating appetite with the blood of 


curb and. suppress this fell spirit of fa 
the northern ‘Btates should ‘have exerted't. 3 
‘ergies; they should have inflicted condign piinish- 
ment on the seditious agitators who nourished it 
We had a right to expect this much of them, 
Have they done this? Not by'any means. On the 
contrary, State Legislatures have encouraged itin 
almost every imaginable shape and form: 

Sir, T was astonished at a remark of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Wiison,} in a speech 
he made not long since.’ He said: eo 
: GI do not know of any persons anywhere wlio have ` 
claimed the power under the Constitution to abotish-sla- 
very in the slave States. Of the'three million voters of the 
North, I have never yet heard of one who. claimed ‘the 
power; not one’? ? : ca 

The gentleman must think we have been quaf- 
fing of the waters of: Lethe, and become oblivious 
of the past. I will read, for the information of 
the gentleman, from a book. published in Bos- 
ton, and entitled, The Unconstitutionality of Sla- 
very, by an author named Liysander, Spooner. 
It is commended by a number of distinguished 
gentlemen, and also by a large. number of north- 
ern newspapers. Among those commending this 
work, is Wittiam. H. Sewarp, who, it is under- 
stood, is to be the premier of this new Adminis- 
tration. Let us see the doctrines of this man. -I 
understand that he is a lawyer and author of great 
ability. . I will quote, from different parts of the 
work, a few extracts-—-one having no reference to’ 
another. They will show the author’s views; 

“ Those who believe that slavery is unconstitutional, are 


the only persons who propose to abolish.it. They are the 


only ones who claim to have the power to abolish it.” 
* * * * * * ve * * *” 


countless -hecatombs of southern victims. 


To 


. © The North, with no very important exceptions, although 
not enthusiastic in the matter, are. abolitionists at.heart. 
It is a slander on human nature to asseft that they are not.” 

* * * * * * * * * Be 


« When the North are united, they will control the na- 
tional Jegislation and the appointment of the national judi- 
ciary. Of course they will then abolish slavery.?? sas 

* * * *” * koi * * 


“Tf these opinions are correct, it is the constitutional, 
duty of Congress to establish courts, if need be, in every 
county and township even, where there are slaves to be lib- 
erated; to provide attorneys to bring the cases before the 
courts; and to keep a. standing military force, if need be, 
to sustain the proceedings. In addition to tbe use of the 
habeas corpus, Congress have power to prohibit the slave 
trade between the States, which, of itself, would do much 
towards abolishing slavery in the northern slaveholding 
States. They have power, also, to organize, arm, and dis- 
cipline the militia, thus enabling them to aid in obtaining 
and securing their own liberty.” See. 

If my memory is not greatly at fault, I have 
often heard similar views expressed upon this 
floor. I have certainly heard gentlemen speak of 
the efficacy of writs of habeas corpus to procare 
the liberation of slaves, and what would be done 
when the judiciary system should be remodeled. 
I cannot but believe there are a great number of 
people in the North who concur in the views ex- 
pressed by Spooner. f : K 

Mr. Speaker, I now propose to examine what 
the General Government is doing to avert inpeñd- 
ing destruction. The President seems to have 
become a driveler, an imbecile, a mere puppet in 
the hands of designing men, who are counseling 
him to a fatal and destructive policy—a policy 
which has already converted the Federal capital 
into a military camp, and subjected it to martial 
rule. With shame be it said, that the Represent 
tives of the people are sitting here, some looking 
on with indifference, while they are witnessing 
the rapid conversion of the country into a military 
despotism. Even now, sir, we are legislating 
under the muzzles of Federal guns. Batteries are 
planted in the immediate vicinity, We are within 
hearing of the bugle-blast of the trooper, and the 
porticoes and aisles of this Capitol daily reverbe- 
rate the neighings of the war steed. Armed sen- 
tinels are posted to challenge the peaceable citizens 
of this metropolis as they walk the public squares. 
In passing from this Hall to my lodgings 1 have, 
time and again, met upon Pennsylvania avenue 
Swiss and Hessians, hireling mercenaries, reel- 
ing and staggering in drunken revelry, and dis- 
gracing the American uniform, in which they 
were clothed. Scenes are here daily to be wit- 
nessed, calculated to make this Government con- 
temptible in the eyes of all true patriots. 

It has been boasted that ours was a government 
of affection and notof force. It seems now tobe 
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arge bodies of 
a burning dis- 


“the revival of the"! 
violated the sp ifthe Constitution, and usurped 
powers no! delegated to them by the law. Tf such 
things had:oceurred inthe purer and better: days 
oof ‘the Republic; these men: would be: hurled— 
ignominiously hurled—from their high places. 
"Asa ‘Representative’ of: the people here, I con- 
sider it my duty to- protest; and I’ do protest, 
‘against! the ‘flagrant ‘outrages’ and high-handed 
“astirpations’of these’encmies of the Constitution 
-of my country, and of these conspirators against 
thé Hberties of the American people. “And I do 
‘this; sir, in spiteof the pretorian guard that they 
-have placed around this Capitol to intimidate and 
prestntatives here from the performance 
oftheir: duty: F dé itin defiance of the obscquious 
‘thisdreantd and crovching ‘menials who have 
souglit to procure thé arrest ‘and criminal ‘prose- 
‘eution of Senators and Representatives for expres- 
sions of opinion. I wish from my heart, sir, that 
‘every man in my State could be here to: witness 
thé startling scenes of: this eventful era. wish 
“they could see the wrongs: that are perpetrated 
“herein the name of the Union, and that they could 
see thé standing Army of the’ country paraded 
daily through the streets. to overawe and terrify 
-those who’ have been sent here to legislate for the 
‘country. | f ine 
n The pretense of protecting the public property 
-and:the archivesof the Government is all a sham. 
‘No man‘in‘the District of Columbia, outside the 
lunatic asyhim, has any idea that an attempt will 
* be made to. invade Washington city. If there is 
‘any: man-silly enough to believe this cock-and- 
“Bull story, an inquisition of lunacy should be 
‘issued against him, “It is all a mere pretense. 
Your committee, charged with the investigation 
of the subject, took evidence, and found that it 
vamouted to nothing. It appears to have been a 
hoax. Th fomid'its dupe in the eredulity of the 
“Executive of Maryland. Tt is to be hoped now, 
_that his Zxcellency will, from this time forward, 
“compose his nerves, and will find more quiet re- 
“pose and profound slumber in the ancient borough 
“of Annapolis than fell to the lot of his illustrious 
prototype, the wise, the chivalrous, the redoubt- 
able Sancho Panza, in his island government of 
Barataria, O O : 

Tiis grand military display, as a mischievous 
‘precedent, will stand unparalleled. As an act of 
consummate folly, it will be only e uated by that 
of the late expedition of the Star of the West. I 
` know this is a sore subject with some gentlemen, 
They say that the flag of stars and stripes was 
i insulted: How ‘insulted? “What are the facts? 
“Ao private steamer is chartered by the Gencral 
Government. 1t leaves the city of New York, in 
‘thé day time, with’a clearance for a foreign port, 
and ‘makes toward the ocean, After nightfall, 
“under the cover of darkness, it returns and takes 
on board munitions ‘of war and a large body of 
troops. Sacred pledges had been given that no 
effort would be made to reinforce Fort Sumter. 
Hence the concealment and fraud of this clandes- 
“tine expedition, planned in this city, in secret 
conclave, not by Cæsars and Cromwells, but by 
Catilines and Guy Pawkeses. When it nears its 
real destination—-Charleston harbor—the military 
are crowded inté the hold and concealed from view; 
the flag of stars and stripes is floating overits deck, 
‘and its officers imagine they have done a very 
reat thing, and will soonslip up to the fort. The 

“Hghtning had carried over the wires the true facts 
‘of the case, and the South Carolinians were no 


longer under any obligation to respect the flag. | 
A gallant young rebel points and fires a gun to— | 


eB the lodgment of the lurking band.” 


For moré than two thousand years men have ad- | 


mired the daring boldness and dashing courage of 


6 have caused | 


nee san : pees R $ 
the ardent and impetuous Laocoon, who, rushing ji 
“down fron the citadel of Trey, hurled his javelin | 


: „Mr. Speaker, I 


had all our rights. 


into the planked sides of the Grecian horse. To 
a like immortality in song and legend is destined 
the young Carolina rebel; whose well-aimed shot 
wade the a. nes aot aes umi 

“Dire infringement of the hallowed wood.” 

If this Government ever again finds itnecesary 
to send out such an Se pedition, it had better 
charter for the purpose, not a steamer, but some 
long, low, rakish-looking schooner, and hoist at 


‘its peak a black flag, and cmblazon its folds with 


the skull and. cross-bones of the pirate, and they 
will thereby save from insult the flag of the stars 
and stripes, which, from its past associations, is 
dear to us. all. i a 
am reminded that my time is 
passing rapidly on, and Í must turn my attention 


-to another subject. The Constitution of the Uni- | 


ted States is a masterpiece of wisdom. Our Gov- 


‘ernment is probably the best ever devised by the 
‘genius of man. Its failure lies not in any fault in 


the Constitution, but has arisen from. the con- 
struction put upon that instrument. If the peo- 
ple of the North had lived up to it, if they had 

iven to us our guarantied rights, there never 
would have been heard one murmur of discontent 
from the South. ‘The southern people are con- 
servative, not iconoclastic. They cherish the 
Constitution, and they had no desire to_break up 
the Government, or to change our existing insti- 
tutions. All that has been done by the South has 
been a mere demand of our rights. We ask noth- 
ing more. Duty to ourselves and to posterity 
imperatively demands of us twe should accept 
of nothing less. For almost an age you-have been 
ringing it here;upon all occasions, in the ears of 
southern men, that slavery was a curse, and that 
your connection with the Government made you 
participators in the guilt. As you now deny us 
our guaranticd rights, we. propose to rid you of 
any supposed responsibility that you are under 
in relation to the institution of slavery. We pro- 

ose. to separate in peace. You deny that we 

ave any gricvances.to redress; you say we have 
We think we have not, and 
we are determined, so far as we ean, either to get 
those rights in the Union, or out of it. _ You tell 
us that we shall not go outof the Union. . Al- 
though we have heard a thousand times from 
tifat side of the House that the South is a draw- 
back upon the prosperity of the country, that 
she was of no benefit, now, when we propose to 
depart from you, you tell us we sball continue 
with you. If your theory is correct, the South 
indéed occupies à strange and anomalous posi- 
tion; and it is fortunate for us that we can be the 
judges in our own behalf, that we can exercise the 
right of deciding our own case in this matter, and 
to decide upon our measures of rédress. Tf the 
other States of the South think it incumbent upon 
thom to withdraw from the Union, they will cer- 
tainly do so, without asking your permission. 
We believe, sir, that the right of secession is a 
reserved right; inherent and inalienable; that it 
never bas been, and never will be surrendered; 
that itis the great remedy by*which to protectour- 


| selves, our liberties, and our property. Whenever j 
> , 


the day comes that we are satisfied that we can 
no longer remain in the Union with safety to our- 
solves, to our rights, to. ow property, we shall 
unquestionably withdraw from it. 


There may, Mr. Speaker, be differences of opin- 
ion among southern men as to when that time will | 


arrive, T myself belicve it has already arrived. 
I think, sir, the crisis is upon us, and the sooner 
we get out of the Union the better. It will be for- 
tunate for us if we eau withdraw before these great 
measures of taxation which are now being urged 
before Congress sball become laws of the land. 
Sir, the passage of the tariff bill now pending in 
Congress, and the passage of that gigantic project 
for constructing three Pacific railvads, which will 
entail upon thiscountry an enormous debt, render 
this Union no longer desirable for the South, 


under any circumstances that are likely to occur, | 


If we remain in the Union, wé, and those who live 
after us, in all time to come, will be ground down 
by the iron heel of taxation. Far better that we 


should be in anew confederacy, where we can | 


have an economical Government. We will not 


‘have, in a southern confederacy, that vast num- 
ber of persons called a lobby, who live upon the | 


Government. “Such a class of people is unkiiown 


in the State Legislatures of the South; andit is to 
„be presumed that a southern congress would be 


free from lobby influences. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. EDWARD WADE, 
i or onto, 
‘Iy,rHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 19, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the réport from 


“the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. WADE said: 


Mr. Speaker: Among the multitude of those 


‘who have-been disposed to contribute their mite to 


the salvation of the country, I propose to say a few 
words, not in behalf of that difficult, and thus far 
insoluble, problem, but to ask our friends, who are 
so eager to make concessions and sacrifices for the 
preservation of the Union, what they will have 
obtained when they have saved it. Sir, a salva- 
vation that does not last more than three, five, 
seven, or ten years, is hardly worth a struggle, 
as it seems to me; and no measure which has yet 
been brought forward for saving the Union has, 
in my judgment, been at all adequate to that end. 
You may make all the concessions that are asked 
for by my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Porrer,]} 
who preceded me, as a panacea that will give 
health and strength, and vitality to the Union; 
and yet, when you have “saved ” it, by his 
method, it will be really no better than it now is. 
There is nothing whatever yet proposed’ by any 
committee, or by any individual, which strikes at 
the root of the evil.. Sir, a Union that may, at 
any moment, be destroyed by disaffected and tur- 
bulent men, declaring, in a convention, that the 


State of which they arẹ, citizens is out of’ the 


Union, isno Unionatall.’ It docs noteven amount 
to as much ag a tenancy at will at common law, 
where the Jandlord is required .to give six months’ 
notice before the tenancy can be dissolved. But 
this process of secession is preparatory to the 
destruction of the most glorious and benignant 
Government ever formed by the genitis and pa- 
triotismofman. No proposition has been brought 
forward, by any of these salvation committees, 
so far.as I know, that even contemplates the giv- 
ing of notice of a blow which is to blot out for- 
ever the noblest plan of Government ever devised 
by the genius and patriotism of the human race. 
Why, sir, we may reconstruct this Union to- 
morrow, by granting all the concessions the gen- 
tleman from [Indiana proposes, and ten times more 
added thereto; and the day after to-morrow, by 
convention in a slave State, the thing may be re- 
morscly dissevered, and become mere dust and 
ashes and disjointed bones. 

Mr. PORTER. I differ from my friend just 
there. I think that if we put down these men 
now who menace the overthrow of the Union, in 
two hundred years such another class of men will 
not rise. : 

Mr. WADE. Well, I hope that two hundred 
thousand years will not produce exactly such an- 
other race. [Laughter.] I have no idea thatthe 
current of nature will be changed by any of our 
efforts to prop up, this Union. “When you, have 
saved the Union, South Carolina will be in it 
again, 1 suppose. If you ever lived in the coun- 
try, you have seen, as I have, a flock of unruly 
sheep bounding over a fencc, one leading the way 
at onc bound, and the whole flock following after; 
andso it would be again with South Carolina and 
the now seceded slave States. 

“Now, sir, what is all this struggle for? What 


„is it worth? I speak to men of judgment and to 


men of sense. Why, sir, we had salvation no 
longer ago than 1854. I was here, and wasin the 
midst of that struggle to save the Union. It was 
the first experience I had of these great struggles 
for salvation. We were told then, that this Union 
was to be forever perpetuated; thatnow this hated 
Missouri restriction upon slavery north of 360 30 
was removed, there wag to come a millennium in 
politics. We weretold then, by hundreds ofspeak- 


|| ersin Congress, and by thousands of orators out of 


Congress, that there never was to be ‘another in- 
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harmonious note uttered, so far as the safety of 
the Union was concerned. But that salvation 
proved a vain abortion, and the voice of reproba- 
tion and discontent and unsubmisgiveness: rang 
throughout the land, even while these songs of 
deliverance were being sung by the party that has 
been in power from that time to the present. ‘They 
told us that that devil.of. slavery: agitation had 
been cast out. “And now, I ask every. reflecting 
mind to state to us, candidly and frankly, what 
we are doing, or. proposing to do, that ‘has the 
slightest tendency. to cure this infirmity of our old 
Constitution, framed by a class of raen of whom 
it may well be said, ‘there were giants in those 
days?” And yet, they could not frame a Consti- 
tutlon which we pigmies cannot tear down and 
scatter to the winds in a single month. Sir, I 
scout this whole idea of compromise and conces- 
sion. I can. remember. when, in my boyhood, as 
far back as 1821, we were assured that the Union. 
was saved—saved by concessions on the part of 
the people of the free States. I can remember 
what rejoicings there were that the Union was 
then saved. Now, let any. man. take a careful, 
view of the question, in its various bearings, and 
he will find that slavery is under an eternal neces- 
sity of concession, It cannot be preserved, or con- 
tinued, or extended, without wearing away the 
foundations of freedom. When you attempt to 
restrain it, you find that it isa necessity which 
admits of no constraint. If you give freedom to 
the press, and let it attack slavery, slavery would 
be gradually and. peacefully set aside in very 
slave State. Allow liberty of speech on the sub- 
ject, and the institution of slavery would be un- 
dermincd, and would go down gradually. Nay, 
sir, if you allow men in the slave States to enjoy 
those rights that are enjoyed jn the free States, 
slavery could not endure for a quarter of a cen- 
tury. It would be peaceably put down by the 
masses, againg, whose free labor the labor of 
slaves comes into ruinous competition. 

Mr. Speaker, let me speak a little further on the 
right of secession; for E look. upon that as the 
fundamental error in the theories of our southern 
friends. If that right exists at all, it exists at all 
times and underevery circumstance—in every con- 
dition of the country, in peace and in war. And 
even now, sir, we may be in the midst of a war— 
a war that is necessary for our existence asa na- 
tion under this pernicious dogma of the right of 
secession; and we ncéd: all the strength of the 
whole nation to. resist our enemies, who are prac- 
tising under this great heresy. And yet, sir, if 
secession be a right, it isa right.in time of war as 
much asitisin time of peace. There is no reason 
why a State may not secede and make a separate 
treaty with the enemy at any time; surrender her 
army, to the enemy, and call that an act of seces- 
sion. Why, sir, the thing is an infinite absurdity. 


If the Constitution does not bind us asa Union of | 


States that cannot be severed without the mutual 
consent of the States, then.there is no. Union; 
there is nothing for us to contend for; and it is 
vain for the several States to.send commissioners 
here to patch up a wretched truce which may be 
broken before they have signed their names and 
affixed their seals to it. ; 

Now, what is proposed by all the measures that 
have been suggested to cure this difficulty? . The 
Constitution is to be revised and reformed in some 
way or other, so as to accommodate it to the pres- 
ent necessities of slavery. Let us look at one of 
the propositions brought. forward here by the 
committee of thirty-three. I voted against rais- 
ing that committee. I was satisfied then, as lam 
satisfied now, that it was a measure pregnant with 
nothing but mischief; and L believe we have not 
yet experienced a tenth of the mischief to which 
the raising of that committee must inevitably give 
fise.. Here is one of the propositions. that are 
made to heal the wounds of the Union made by 
the election of a President of the Anited States 
strictly in accordance with the Constitution of the 
United States: ; 

« Awr, 12:. No amendment of this Constitution, hav- 
ing for its object any interference within the States with 
the relation between their citizens and those described in 
section second of the first articlè of the Constitution as ‘all 
other persons,’ shall originate with any State that does not 
recognize that relation within its own-limits, or shall be 
valid without the assent of every one of tie States com- 
posing the Union’? 


Now, sir, a State, may, and, in the course of 
events, Inevitably must, leime weary ofslavety. 
It may. become unprofitable; it may, become de~ 
structive to the border slave States. Open the 
African slave trade, and how speedily will slavery 
become a nuisance and a curse to those States? 


Continue the system of smuggling that is now:car- |i 


ried on, and let it increase, as itas increased for. 
the last fifteen years, and these border States will. 
find no market for their. surplus slaves. ` Then 
they must desire, above all things, to be rid of that 


ruinous system. Let them be bowed down under || 


this weight of slavery, and yet be unable, of them- 
sél ves, to effect an emancipation, it being too diffi- 
cult a measure for them to carry forward them- 
selves; let them long to ask. for the aid of the 


Federal Government, or of their fellow, States; 


and yet this proposition cuts off all power in those, 
States to relieve their burdened and ruined breth- 
ren. Any State that has half a dozen slaves may 
put its veto upon the action of Congress, and of 


the several States, in aid of such State, or to lift | 
that burden which is crushing it in the dust... 


Sir, can we vote for sucha proposition? - Is 
there anything in the character, or conditions, or 
relations of slavery, that impose this necessity 
upon us; that forbids us to help those who want 
help; that forbids us to be generous or noble- 


hearted towards our sister States which desireand j 


need our aid? The heart of the philanthropist 
may break to give deliverance, but none shall be 
granted. Thenoblest impulses of the human heart 
wither and die under this most heartless and need- 
less and wicked provision. Sir, there never was, 
in the history of legislation, a proposition so ut- 
terly indefensible as this; and yet this isto be the 
great cure-all for the diseases of the nation at the 
present time. 

Now, after these loose remarks, I wish to turn 
the attention of the House for a few moments to 
the successive salvations of this Union. In 1820, 
as we all know, the controversy as to the admis- 
sion of the State of Missouri into the Union with 
slavery, produced agreatexcitement between the 
two sections of the nation. "We were told thata 
few patriotic men—good men, men whom I was 
trained to vencrate.as the foremost of their race— 
came forward and proposed to draw aline between 
freedom and slavery; to give the south of thatline 
to slavery, and the north of that line to freedom. 
That, for the time being, did allay the excitement 
on the subject of slavery, then pervading the coun- 
try. It was then supposed that that would be the 
last of the struggle between freedom and slavery, 
All the territory then belonging to the United 
States had its status fixed by that compromise, 
One part of it was appropriated to freedom and 
the other to slavery. us 

Well, matters ran along up to 1854, and then it 
was found by the Constitution-mongers that the 
very means which saved the Union in 1820. was 
destroying it in 1854. After all, the Union was 
not saved; it was discovered, by the professional 
Union-savers, that this great healing measure of 
our fathers was unconstitutional; that, as a law 
upon the statute-book, it was degrading and unjust 
to.the South. Asa substitute for this provision, 
the “great principle of squatter sovereignty’? wag 
invented, which was to determine the fate of all 
the States that might be carved out of the Terri- 
tories belonging to the Union. Well, sir, after a 
struggle unprecedented in.the history of congres- 
sional procedure, that question was settled. Then 
the grcatroot ofbitterness wascxtracted ,“‘grubbed 
up,” and cast out; and we were told that we were 
to enjoy amillennium of peace, which was to reign 
over us and our children, down to the latest gen- 
eration. i ; 

But what was the result? After stirring up this 
mischicf, the blood was bubbling and boilingand 
seething throughout the- centire Confederacy; and 
from that hour there has not been a moment of 
peace within the Union, nor is there likely to be 
until we come to another salvation of the Union. 
After eight years’ trying of that salvation we.are 
now.to have another. And who is to bring this 
great salvation to the Union? What propositions 
are there set forth among our wise men, Our pru- 
dentmen, our conservative men, as they call them- 
selves? , Whatdothey propose? Anything that 
is calculated to allay this conflict between freedom 
and slavery—that * jrrepressiblé conflict’? which 


was said to have been invented by. Senator Sx: 
ARD in 1854? N sir; po Senator, ei 


al 


neve: 
d 


ef; 


as. 
made this trouble? That, sir, is one of the ele- 
ments that enters into.this great political struggles 
but itis not the cause of it.” It isin vaiit for pols. 
iticians. to come forward here now and say, hat 
by any action we can take upon this question the 
difficulty can be allayed, and an énd put to’ this 
sectional strife.: No, sir, by no means that we 
can devise can we put an end to the struggle. , I£ 
we take such a line of policy. as will satisfy the - 
slave States, the free States will be restive. under 
it; and if we adopt such a line of .policy as will 
satisfy the free States, the slave States will not 
rest contented under it. What shall we do, then ? 


While we have been looking round, they. have 
done the act; and. they have doné it. in. a. way 
which, they tel us,is.a yinaLity—a: title with 
which all our sham compromises and adjustments 
are dignified. All the slave States have taken their 
ground, and are determined to maintain it, There 
is but one voice and one purpose throughout the 
slaveholding States—the cotton no more than the 
grain-growing States, if I may so designate them; 
no more the Gulf States than the border States. 
They are all a unit; made so by common inter- 
ests and a common danger. So, also, a common 
jealousy, anda common fear, and a common hate, 
excited by the rapid growth of the free States, 
which excites them to a common hostility to thoge 
States. They have no confidence in the sincerity. 
of the professions we make; yet I venture to say 
that, in no single instance, has any compromise 
entered into bet weenthe sections of the Union been, 
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violated by the free States. No solitary instance 
can they produce where the free States have acted 
in bad ‘faith in respect to these compromises. We 
did notin respect to the Missouri compromise. 
We submitted to it. It was a. bitter pill for the 
jén who ruled the free States in that day to sub- 
mit to the Missouri compromise. Our fathers 
held all the territory to be free; but, under that 
compromise, they were virtually excluded from 
alt the Territoriés below latitude 360 30’; while 
they: believed that, under the Constitution, all the 
Territories were free. 


“Well, sir, no sooner had our population ex- | 


tended into the far West ‘so far as to induce our 
resolute and determined freemen to look to Kan- 
sas for the settlement and establishment of their 
homes, than that compromise was broken on the 


part of the slave power; it was instantly and re- | 


morselessly broken, and the complaints and the 
remonstrances of the free States disregarded and 
even jeered at. 
` But, sir, I regret to say that I could never blame 
the South for that. I have never uttered one word 
of discontent on account of it, because those who 
did it were but northern tools who lent themselves 
to the uses of their southern masters for that spe- 
cial breach of ‘national faith and honor, That fatal 
measure was carried through by the ambition, 
the unbridled ambition, of northern men, They 
repealed that compromise, and it does not become 
the North to grumble at southern aggressions 
consummated by northern men. They, the allies 
of the slave power, took the inheritance which 
had been set aside by our fathers for the purposes 
of free labor, and we have nothing to say, for it 
was notthern men, whose ambition sought the aid 
of the slave States tu clevate them to the highest 
laces in the nation, who did it. But these tools 
ave had, and are having, their pay for it; and I 
rejoice when retribution knocks at the threshold 
-of baseness. l 
To meet this combined assault upon freedom ’s 
heritage, we established some emigrant aid soci- 
eties. Those were condemned by the slavehold- 
ers and their northern Democratic allies as a vile 
and outrageous instrumentality. But in what? 
Why, sir, in filling the Territory of Kansas with 
emigrants from the free States. Then these emi- 
rants were left upon the borders of Missouri; 
eft to the lawless violence of those who,recognize 
no right in the white race which may impair the 
title to slaves, or the profits of slave labor. It 
was then, and it is still, believed that it would be 
impossible for the people of the free States to take 
possession of that Territory, and secure it to frec- 
dom. But the sturdy arm of free labor put itself 
to the work of sending hardy emigrants into that 
Territory under all the difficulties of the naviga- 
tion of the Missouri river, and the passage of the 
intervening plains, and ali the desperate measures 
resorted to by the people upon the northern bor- 
ber of the slave States, I had the energy to enter 
there and to supplant the emigrants from the slave 
States. ‘That was a crime that has never yet been 
forgiven, on the part of southern men toward the 
North. Itis one of those injuries, as they call it, 
which they cannot forgive. 
’ Sir, this struggle would never have come upon 
us had we left that Territory open under the 
Missourirestriction. Under that restriction, there 
never would have been a struggle between the 
slave States and the frec States. Yet, sir, the 
- South, with a few noble exceptions, joined to a 
man witha minority of our own Democrats in the 
free States, and repealed that restriction, and 
threw the Territory open to the influx of the slave- 
holder and his slaves. Because the free States 
sent out emigrants, and furnished them with facil- 
ities for their sustenance and labor while taking 
possession, and finally of outnumbering and out- 
voting those who were sent thither from the slave 
States, we have had the struggle which has cul- 
minated in the admission of Kansas into the Union 
as à free State. Were the South to blame for that? 
Were they not eager and grasping for that which 
they ‘ought to have left to the peaceful settlement 
of the people of the free States? Would there 
ever have been this extreme and dangerous con- 
test which is going forward now, if the South had 
faithfully maintained that Missouri restriction? 
Never, sir; never! There never would have been 
a single murmur between the North and the South, 


had it not been for that violation of faith on the 
part of’ northern Democrats in complicity with 
southern slaveholdcrs. I will not cast unmerited 
censure upon the South. They did in that thing, 
probably, what we would have done if we could 
have found instruments upon their side as utterly 
reckless of and treacherous to the trust confided 
to them, as they found in the great body of the 
free-State Democracy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are signs of vitality 
in another element which has lain dormant hith- 
erto, so far as I have had experience in these con- 
troversies, and that is, the right of secession. 
Where did that originate? How came it into the 
heads of men that there was, under the Constitu- 
tion, a right to secede and break up the Govern- 
ment created by the Constitution? Idonotknow 
the origin of it. Ihave never investigated this 
pernicious heresy. But, sir, there never was de- 
vised an illegal or a wicked measure in favor of 
which bad men may not raise a show of argu- 
ment. The greatest evil under which the slave 
States now labor seems to be the unequal growth 
and prosperity of the free and slave States. At 
first thought, this evil would seem to be remedi- 
less, but human genius seems adequate to meet 
all the emergencies of its conditions; and to check 
this evil of the overgrowth of the free States, the 
slave States are to secede from the Union. 

But, while speaking of secession, letus examine 
fora moment this “ RIGHT OF SECESSION,’’ about 
which so many speak so wisely. If aState has a 
right to abandon the Union, by asserting that it 
withdraws from the Union, then, evidently, there 
isno Union. Underthis childish dogma the Union 
framed by our ever glorious fathers was; and is, 
a humbug and a cheat, and those who framed it 
roots! IfaState, without provocation, can with- 
draw when it has received and ackowlcdged the 
Constitution to be the supreme law, and its people 
have bound themselves by the obligations of the 
most solemn oaths to support that supreme law, 
then there is nothing by which a human being can 
lay himself under a moral obligation; there 1s no 
faith to be reposed in human nature itself. Law 
is mockery, and constitutions a delusion and a 
sham. ‘To say that citizenship can be thrown off 
at will, and that all the laws of the Federal Gov- 
ernment can beat once castaside, asa mesmerizer 
dabbles over his subject by a toss of the hand or 
the snap of his fingers, is to say that our fathers 
were fools, and that their descendants have re- 
mained fools up to the present session of Congress. 
Why, sir, you could not holda school district to- 
gether, in any one of the free States, under any 
such bond as that. The Constitution declares that 
it, and all the Jaws made under it, are the supreme 
law of the land; but if this right of secession be 
recognized, then the Constitution and the laws 
made under itareno laws at all. They are obliga- 
tory upon no one; and if any body of men, gath- 
ering themselves together in what they calla con- 
vention, may divest themselves ofevery obligation 
of citizenship, then the Constitution of the United 
States, said to have been the work of a body of 
the wisest and best men read of in history, must 
have been a congregation of the merest charlatans 
which ever excited the ridicule or contempt of 
mankind. 

Mr. Chairman, there has not been a solitary 
individual upon the opposite side, so far as I have 
listened, who has even taken the trouble to call in 
question the right of secession. Coerce a State, 
say they. Why, you cannot coerce a State! And 
in a moment, the entire southern delegations dre 
in a blaze of excitement. But nota man of them 
calls in question the right of a State to coerce the 
Confederacy. What is coercion? To compel a 
man to do his duty; is that coercion? No, sir; it 
is simply holding him to his legal and moral obli- 
gations. Why, civilized nations are those only 
who hold menand nations to the discharge of their 
national and civil obligations—all others are bar- 
barians. Under this silly and pernicious dogma 
of State supremacy, every State, every county, 
and every individual man, weman, and child, may 
repudiate the laws, may with impunity SECEDE 
from the laws; may cast off his legal and moral 
obligations, turn pirate, robber, or what he pleases, 
and will have as valid an excuse for so doing as 
these seceding States have for their present anar- 
chic movement. 


But here again comes up that terrible specter of 
coercion. Oh, you cannot coerce a State! There 
ig no purpose of, or necessity for, compelling a 
State by brute force to submit to Federal author- 
ity; but we have a right to execute the laws of 
the Confederacy. Wherever the Confederacy 
extends, every man, woman, and child, is bound, 
and every Federal and State officer has bound 
himself, by solemn oath, to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; and the Federal Gov- 
ernment has the unquestionable right to exact 
obedience to it, and the laws made in pursuance 
thereof. No act of secession can fora single mo- 
ment annihilate this power or subvert the right 
to exercise it in defense of the laws and Constitu- 
tion of the United States. But how should it ex- 
ecute this power? If we undertake to execute a 
law of the Federal Government in one of the se- 
ceding States, that is said to be coercion. While 
the seceding States have, by the acts of mere ex- 
temporized and volunteer conventions, divested 
themselves of the obligations they took upon them- 
selves when they entered the Confederacy as co- 
equal States, under this most fallacious and shal- 
low pretext they seize your forts, your arsenals, 
your ships of war, your mints and treasure, and 
appropriate them to themselves, and then coolly 
wrap themselves round with the comfortable gar- 
ment of ‘*State sovereignty and no coercion,’’ 
saying that these things are theirs, because found 
within their State boundaries. ‘* We have se- 
ceded,” say they, “and whatever within our lim- 
its belonged to the old Confederacy is ours;”’ and 
thus they prove the omnipotence of State sover- 
eignty. They have divested themselves, by their 
own ex parte acts, of the supreme law that was 
upon them. They acknowledge its supremacy; 
they swear to obey it; they lifted up their hands 
to Heaven, and called upon Almighty God to wit- 
ness that they would uphold the Constitution of 
the United States; and their firs#luty and their 
firstallegiance was to the supreme law of the land 
—the Constitution; and when the constitution or 
laws of a State contravenes that supreme law, it 
mows them downas the scythe of the mower cuts 
the grass before it. They cannot but know it. 
Every man, who ever read the Constitution, 
knows that such is the law; and those who ad- 
minister it have sworn to obey that law; and if 
they forbear to obey it, they are false to the oath 
which they have taken. They who have sworn‘ 
to support the Constitution of the United States, 
have sworn to submit to that Constitution as the 
supreme law of the United States—as their su- 
preme and holiest obligation~and they cannot 
divest themselves of this moral necessity without 
the consent of the entire national Confederacy. 
Sir, in the eyes of the civilized world, these pro- 
ceedings which are now being transacted at the 
South will be looked upon, not as the acts of sane 
men, but as the acts of men acting under the in- 
fluence of insanity. All these agitations and dan- 
gers were forescen when the onslaught was made 
upon the old and long-recognized supremacy of 
the Missouri compromise, acknowledged to be 
constitutional by Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Crawford, 
and all the great men of the slave States at that 
period of our history. If I were so disposed, I 
might go on and demonstrate how perfectly this 
state of things was predicted in the discussions 
which occurred when that Missouri compromise 
line was repealed. I could show that such repeal 
was the act of the slave States themselves; that 
they were the ringleaders in the work; that they 
were the men who absolutely drove it through, 
and consummated that piece of political madness 
and folly and wickedness, with the aid, however, 
ofa few ambitious, and not a few unscrupulous 
and recreant men from the free States; men who 
have ever been the playthings and the tools of the 
slave power; men who cannot be relied upon 
where the interests of human liberty are imperiled. 
There has always existed such a class of men in 
the free States; and their existence there is one 
of the strongest reasons why we cannot and ought 
not to yield to the South in this controversy. By 
so doing we demoralize ourselves, bring the free 
States Into utter contempt with the South, and 
render them powerless for the support of the Con- 
stitution and the laws. 
. Again: the border States call upon us to make 
great sacrifices for the purpose of retaining them 
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inthe Union There has been something in the 
conduct of these States which has seemed to me 
very extraordinary. The GulfStates havearrayed 
themselves against the Union, sword in hand, bid- 
ding defiance to the laws and Constitution of the 
Federal Government; telling us that they are now 
eternally free from the Union. They have seized 
our forts, our arsenals, our dock-yards, our mints, 
our money, and our.arms; and are, to-day, defy- 
ing us to retake this booty from them. In this 
rhicious work, these border States, which claim 
to be loyal, aid and abet the Gulf State revolu- 
tionists; and, with them, deny the right of the 
Federal Government to repossess itself of its own 
property, or to ask compensation for it. These 
Gulf States have gone out of the Union, and placed 
themselves in a condition in which, as they assert, 
they can make alliances with any foreign foe, or 
to permit such Power to march through their ter- 
ritory to attack us here in the Capital at any time. 
They insist upon maintaining this power. And 
what are the border States doing in view of this 
gigantic treason? To this point, I desire to call 
the attention of the border State men and those 
who symphathize with them as I do, for I do 
symphathize with them, and, were it in my power, 
would aid them through this great contest with 
the slave power. But what can we do for them? 
Here are the cotton States menacing the Con- 
federacy on the entire Gulf coast and along the 
Mississippi, saying to us, “hands off.” Batter- 
ics are erected on the banks of the Mississippi, 
‘ and bayonets flash in our faces from either bank 
of that great thoroughfare, to drive us from the 
enjoyment of rights secured to us by the solem- 
nity of treaties—rights hitherto undenied and un- 
deniable, and essential to our security as a people. 
Now, these border States say to us, that the 
shall be compelled to join those hostile States, if 
we do not yield to the demands of those States. 
They assure us, that unless we concede to all 
which the insufferable arrogance of the Gulf 
States demands of us, they shall be constrained to 
abjure the Union, and unite with the Gulf States, 
in compelling us to yield to these outrages on 
our acknowledged rights. Such is the language 
of the border States. They put forward their 
demand sometimes as if asking a favor, but quite 
often in the way of menace; while some of their 
Representatives, noble-spirited men as ever trod 
God’s footstool, contend bravely for what they 
know to be right, in the face of an opposition 
that might daunt the bravest, however great his 
pluck or courage. To those men, I extend my 
mostcordial sympathy. But, sir, we cannot yield 
to such a plea. [e is ruin tous. It invites ag- 
gression. i 
Thus, we are shut up between the seceding 
Gulf States and the menacing border States. 
Why, sir, he thatis not for the freedom, the inde- 
pendence, and the integrity of the Confederacy, 
is against it; and he that gathereth not with us, 
who are for the entire Confederacy, “ scattereth 
abroad.” Gentlemen of the border States stand up 
here, and tell us flatly, that if we do not yield to 
the demands of the Gulf States, they shall be com- 
pelled to assist them to coerce us, while we may 
not coerce any.one, evento obey the Constitution 
and the laws! Yes, sir, they can aid in coercing 
us; and any man who has been here through any 
of these struggles, knows exactly how the influ- 
ences of this atmosphere operate in these matters. 
On the approach of the day for suspending the 
rules of the House, there is opened a tremendous 
cannonade of words, if I may so designate it, 
from the other side, uttered in the most menacing 
spirit and language; and then, as an accompanl- 
ment, in step these border State friends of ours, 
and tell us we must yield, or, in case of refusal, 
they will be compelled to go with the nullifiers 
and secessionists. Why, sir, such language isa 
menace to us, as far as it goes, and (and I think I 
do not depict it in too deep a color) places the bor- 
der States as allies with the secessionists against 
the free States. They menace us with a secession 
which will dissolve the Confederacy in spite of 
any antidote which human wisdom can devise, 
What do the combined border and Gulf States 
demand? They demand, sir, that we shall ac- 
knowledge, in a constitutional amendment, the 
right of property in slaves. They insist that the 
Constitution recognizes such right of property 
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now; but if it does, we might well ask why dupli- 
cate the right by a constitutional amendment? 
Now, sir, the Constitution does no such. thing. 
It does not treat slaves as property. -If it had, 
our fathers would never have signed, that Consti- 
tution, nor sworn. to support it, nor would the 
people have adopted it as the supreme Jaw of the 
land; and they have told us in the record that they 
would not admit that slavery existed anywhere 
under the Government of the United States. And 
now, we must cast aside as a worn out and worth- 
less thing the Constitution which. our fathers 
made, and make a new Constitution containin: 
new guarantees for human bondage; such amend- 
ments as these, what are they but revolution? 
Nothing!. It is the Constitution as it was made 
by our fathers, that we are willing to stand by 
forever. There is hardly a son of the South, not 
a Representative of a southgrn constituency, on 
this floor, who would not tell us frankly that he is 
for an amendment of the Constitution, and for 
such an amendment as would clearly and in ex- 
ress terms make slaves property, with all the 
incidents attaching to personal property; nay, 
that would make them more than personal prop- 
erty, even to the extent that no law or constitu- 
tion could ever divest them of the character of 
property, by restoring them to the condition of 
en. 

Slaves are property now, they say; but they 
want us so to amend the Constitution as to make 
it say that slaves are absolute property, just as a 
horse or an ox is property. They contend that 
we are bound to do that. Well, now, I think we 
ought not to submit to that; and I want to warn 
my free State friends that each one of them that 
yields to these demands of these border State men, 
or to their imprecations or entreaties in their be- 
half, is doomed, politically, in the free States. No 
man can stand up under the pressure upon him 
from the North to make no more concessions to 
slavery, to give it no new guarantees., They say 
that we have not dealt with them justly; that we 
do not abide by our constitutional obligations. 
Then why, in God’s name, do they demand more 
obligations for us to violate, when they deny that 
we have obeyed those imposed upon us by our 
fathers? f 

Sir, every man who has had any experience in 
this House knows that, when a day comes round 
in which the rules can be suspended, a little before 
the opening of the session for the day, menaces 
are whispering from the border States of unseen 
and undreamed-of dangers to the Union; of new 
secession, and allitscrimesand follies; of civil war 
and insurrections; that those horrors cannot be 


“averted but by concessions to slavery from the 


free States. This kind of terrorism seems to have 
been reduced almost to a science, and is sure to 
be put in operation on days when the rules of the 
House can be suspended. If the timid are fright- 
ened, or the faithless tempted, so as to vote to 
suspend the rules, (which requires two thirds of 
a quorum,) then a compromise which can only 
command a naked majority is let loose upon the 
House with impunity, and goes through under the 
whip and spur of the previous question. But these 
gentlemen who only voted to suspend the rules can 
vote no on the passage in a voice of thunder, and 
say to their constituents “ We are all right on the 
record.” They can say all that to those who do not 
know; but to those who do know it is the mean- 
est kind of treachery to truth and justice. Now, 
sir, as to these compromises in favor of slavery 
contained in the Constitution of the United States, 
I am willing to abide; but I have no concessions 
to make beyond what the Fathers made; I know 
of nothing which I can concede which would, 
in my judgment, contribute to harmonize this 
Confederacy. It is composed of free-labor and 
slave-labor States. On the question of greatest 
importance—its material interests—these two sys- 
tems never have been reconciled, and never can 
be reconciled, so as to make them work harmo- 
niously, unless we can have a new tempering of 
the human heart—a reconstruction of human na- 
ture itself. If your politicians can make man over 
again, and make him look upon slavery as Just 
and righteous, and as agreeable to humanity, to 
revelation, and to the judgment of Omnipotence, 
they may reconcile the two systems, but they 
can do it no other way. 


mena 


I say, then, let nature, let:thedineyitable course 
of events, take its way.. We'cannot, by thry f 
ourselves under the wheels i é 
progress. . It willrollon for freedom or fo 
age; and notwithstanding all ourlitile effortst 
up the ark of slavery, when. it rolls and-r 
under the pressure of an inevitable and hopele: 
antagonism, we ought not to be -frighte sad from 
our propriety. Let us say to the South: where 
slavery is, it is yours; God forbid that we should ° 
trench upon oneiota of that measure of protection 
which the Constitution and. the laws agreeing 
with the Constitution give you; but do not ask us 
to go beyoud these. You have been asking this 
protection of slavery for the last twenty-five years. 
You never have made the protection effectual; and 
the reason is, because you never can makeslavery, 
and freedom work harmoniously together under 
the Divine arrangements on earth.. Letus cease, 
then, to do this. Let us still be friends and jog 
along as we have been jogging along before; leay- 
ing these Gulf States to meet the: consequences of 
the patent folly of their precipitation, in thusrush- 
ing from the Union in the madness of passion only 
to desire to return and be with us in: the peace 
and prosperity which they can only enjoy under 
a Government so stable, so mild in all its opera- 
tions, so beneficent in all its intentions and pur- 
poses, as that which our fathers formed. ith 
that I am content; under that I mean to live; and. 
I mean to end my political life standing by it— 
standing by it as the fathers bequeathed it to us; 
and refusing to yield one iota to make slavery 
stronger and freedom weaker than these institu- 
tions are made by that immortal labor ‘of our. . 
immortal fathers. 
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February 20 and 21, 1861. 
The bill to authorize the President to call out the mili- 
tary force of the country, and to accept of volunteers in 
certain cases, having been called up for consideration- 


Mr. BOCOCK said: eis pe 

Mr. Speaker: Before. I proceed with: the dis- 
cussion of this bill, I ask that it may be read at 
the Clerk’s desk; and that the members. of the 
House will give to it their attentive consideration. 

The bill was then read, as follows: 

Beit enacted by the Senate and. House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the provisions of an act approved the 28th day of February, 
in the year 1795, entitled “An act to provide for calling 
forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress 
insurrections, and repel invasions, and to repeal the act now 
in force for those purposes,” and of the act approved the 
3d day of March, in the year 1807, entitled “ An act author- 
izing the employment of the land and naval forces of the 
United States in cases of insurrections,” are hereby cx- 
tended to the case of insurrections against the authority of 
the United States. $ 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President, in, 
any case in which it may be lawful to use either the mili- 
tia or the military and naval force of the United States for 
the purpose aforesaid, may accept the services of such vol- 
unteers as may offer their services, as cavalry, infantry, ox 
artillery, organized in companies of the maximum stand- 
ard, squadrons and regiments, respectively, according to 
the mode prescribed for the organization of the respective 
arms in the military establishment of the United States ; 
and it shall he lawful for the President to commission. the 
officers of such companies, battalions, squadroris, and régi- 
ments, in their respective grades, to continue till discharged ` 
from the serviceot the United States; and such volunteers, 
while in the service of the United States, shall be subject 
to the rules and articles of war, and shall be entitled to 
same pay and emoluments as. officers and soldiers of the 
same grade in the regular service. 


Mr. BOCOCK.. It is an ungracious task, Mr. 
Speaker, in abody like this, to oppose one’s self 
in debate to what is evidently a foregone conclu- 
sion. When I remember the circumstances un+ 
der which this bill was introduced, the disposition 
manifested to cut off debate, and the votes already 
taken in relation to it, [ cannot doubt the purpose 
of the dominant party here to hurry it through to 
its final passage. Yet, sir,.so strong are my ob- 
jections to the bill, and gg grievous are the conse- 
quences, in my judgment, certain to flow from it, 
that I should not hold myself acquitted of my duty ` 
as a Represenfative of Virginia, or as a member 
of the Congress of the United States, if I failed te 
entey._ my earnest and solemn protest against it. 
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ker, I oppose this’ bill on account of 
‘it contains, the consequences it will 


yesterday, é 
on hearing it read atthe Clerk’s 
jout suflicient opportunity to exam- 
úg fully examined it, I say now, it 
det i “war. It clothes 
timeof peace, with dictatorial 
inthe habit of expressing my- 
aggerated terms; and I would 
such language of this bill if I 
hat I can ‘show to every unbiased 
at what Tsay is just. 0 j 
Ww, pon’ the ‘statute-book, ‘Mr, 


of. the United.States shall be opposed, or 
lomtheredf obstructed in any State, by 
; öö Powerful to'be suppressed. by 
the ordinary course of judicial procecdings, or by 
the powers vested in the marshals,” &c. Now, sir, 
this power has heretofore been considered ample 
oY every case which might arise under our Con- 
Hone o p a 

But this bill does more. It authorizes the Pres- 
ident of the United States to employ the entire 
military power of the country ‘in the case of in- 
surrections against the authority of the United 
States.” Insurrections against the authority of 
the United States! Whatare they? Whatauthor- 
ity has thé United States beyond the enforcement 
oh its laws? Does the Constitutlon contemplate 
the employmentof the military power of the coun- 
try except in the prosécution of war, the enforce- 
ment of the laws; the repelling ofiavasion, and the 
suppression of insurrection ‘against the govern- 
mentana laws of a State? 

The sixteenth clause of the eighth- section, in 
article one of the Constitution, gives, as one of 
powers ofthe Congress: of the United States, the 
following: -x ; Boo 

ctTo provide for calling forth the militia to excente the 
Jaws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel inva- 
sions.?? a fot 

The phrases here employed are necessarily gen- 
eral in their nature, and were subject:to be inter- 
preted, and enlarged or restricted in their scope, 

y-Subsequent.clauses in the Constitution. . ‘The 


power-to-use the military force of the: country ‘to | 


exeditte the, laws,’ was susceptible of easy limit- 
ation by the existing practice of the States, and 
by the usage under other liberal Governments, as 


well as by the general scope and purpose of our | 


own Constitution.. The phrase “to repel inya- 
sions”. was Scarcely Hable. to dangerous misap- 
prehension, for it necessarily implies an entry by: 
a foreign Power with: hostile. intent; and the re- 
pulsion of such entry could do hurt in no case. 

Bat ithe. phrase.“ to suppress insurrections” 
was ofa widely different character. Insurrections 
by whomand against what? .Jtis easy to see that 
it might bé construed so as to give a power which 

- would overihrow.and destroy the real character 
ot-our-complex Government. In article four, sec- 
tion'four, of the Constitution, itis provided that— 
«The United States shall guaranty to every State in 
this Union a republican fonn of government, aud stall pro- 
tect eaeh of them against invasion; and, on application of 
the Legisiature or of the Executive, (when the Legislature 
cannot be-convened,) against domestic violence,” 

Now, here was, to some éxtent at least, an in- 
terpretation and limitation of the power. Here 
it is:clearly implied’ that the General Government 
shall hotinterfere in a State to suppress insurrec- 
tionagainst the State government, except on the 
call and in the support of State atithorities. Now, 
unless*the State should array itsélf against the 
Gerioval Government, this appears to be the only 

_ instirrection which could oċcur in a State without 
à Vislation of the daws of the United States. The 


power'to suppress tisurrections in a State is here | 


fally exhausted: ` Nor ca there be an insurrec- 
lion inthe District of Columbia without a viola- 


tion of the laws of the United States. It seems 
that the power ** to suppress insurrections’’ was 
given merely to authorize the General Govern- 
ment to act in aid-of State authorities, even when 
its own laws were not opposed. The clause of 
article one is therefore interpreted and limited by 
section four of article four. ~ T 
“If this reasoning is correct, every casein which 
the Government can constitutionally interfere to 
suppress insurrections, is already provided for. 

‘This view is sustained by what may be called 
thecotemporaneous construction of the Constitu- 
tion. If the meaning of the phrase is more com- 
prehensive, how does it happen that no provis- 
sion has been made or heretofore proposed for 
such cases. 

Aaron Burr was believed by many to have 
plotted an insurrectionary movement against the 
Government of the United States, ander Jeffer- 
son’s administration. Massachusetts and Con- 
necticut disobeyed the order of President Madi- 
son, when he called for their quota of militia for 


| the way of 1812; and the State of Georgia re- 
fused compliance with a mandate of the Supreme | 


Court, made in the celebrated Cherokee case, 
during the Presidency of General Jackson. Yet 
nothing of this sort was proposed in either case. 
Even in the days of South Carolina nullificatiop, 
no proposition was made to give to the President 
the power to employ the military force of the 
country to suppress insurrections against the 
authority of the United States. If we go beyond 
the Jimitation already named, by what bounds 
will we terminate the extent of power conferred 
in the phrase to suppress insurrectionsagainst the 
authorities of the United States? 

What is the authority of the United States? I 
suppose it means the acts of its officers, which 
are authorized by law. Now, in this case, the 
President would be the sole judge of the acts au- 
thorized; and if he misjudged, there would be no 
restraint upon him from any other source. Should 
the President orderacollector to reside in Charles- 
ton or Mobile, and he, for being an Abolitionist, 
should be driven out;should the Postmaster Gen- 
eval order a village postmaster to distribute doc- 
uments which might be regarded incendiary, and 
their distribution resisted; these might be con- 
sidered cases of insurrection against the author- 
ity of the United States, justifying a resort to the 
military power of the country to crush oùt oppo- 
sition. Indeed, gentlemen declare constantly upon 
this floor that they regard the seceding States, 
each and every one of them, as in a state of re- 
bellion or insurrection against the authority of the 
United States. This bill would authorize the cm- 
ployment of the whole military force of the coun- 


try to suppress the rebellious manifestations of | 


such States. It thus becomes, as has been said 
on this side of the House, a measure of positive 
and direct coercion against the seceding States. 
Now, itis well known that the right so to coerce 
was distinctly refused to the General Government 
in the convention which framed the Constitution. 
In all cases of conflict of views as to the author- 


ity of State and General Government, it would | 


give the President.the right of absolute decision; 


i because he mightemploy the whole military force 


of the country to suppress, as insurrection against 
his authority, all countervailing exercise of State 
power. Even where the municipal regulations of 
States seem to conflict with the authority of the 
General Government, they may be suppressed as 


insurrectionary. Thus would the whole genius | 


of our system be violated and overthrown. The 
safeguards thrown around State rights will all 


j prove vain and abortive. Under the Constitution 


and laws now in force, the General Government 
cannotinterfere in the domestic troubles of a State, 
exceptin aid of State authority, and upon its call, 


| nor to enforce the execution of law by military 


power, unless the ordinary process of judicial 
proceedings shall prove iusuflicient. Pass this 
bill, and anything can be done which the Presi- 
dent may choose to tonsider a suppression of 
insurrection against the authority of the United 
States. f 

Thus far; I have'fatled to notice the second sec- 


tion of the proposed bill. It authorizes the Pres- į 


ident to accept the services of volunteers to sup- 
press insurrections against the authority of the 


United States, and to commission the ofiicers of ! 


the companies. Now, under what clause of the 
Constitution can this be done? Is it under that 
clause which empowers Congress “to raise and 
support armies?’ ‘It will scarcely be contended 
that volunteers are legitimately classed as part of 
the regular Army. If they may be called out or 
accepted as part of the militia, toexecute the laws, 
suppress insurrections, and repel invasions, then 
the right to commission their officers is expressly 
reserved to the States. “But why call for volun- 
teers at all? Are not the Army, Navy, and mili- 
tia, sufficient for all legitimate purposes in time of 
peacé? 

What T have already pointed out would appear 
a sufficient stretch of power; but there is another 
view of the matter which makes the bill yet more 
odious. . It will be remembered that the militia 
compose far the greater part, perhaps three fourths, 
of the active men of the country. Nearly every 
man from eighteen to forty-five years of age con- 
stitutes part of the militia. “Now, remember that 
the President may call out all these under this 
bill, to suppress anything which he may choose 
to consider an insurrection against the authority 
of the United States; that is, in fact, at his will. 
When called out, they are under the rules and 
articles of war. Now, in what condition will this 
place them?» Article fifth of these rules and arti- 
cles is in these words: 

“ Any officer or soldier who shall use contemptuous or 
disrespectiul words against the President of the United 
States, against the Vice President thereof, against the Con- 
gross of the United States, or against the chief magistrate 
or Legislature of any of the United States in whieh he may 
be quartered, if a commissioned officer, shall be cashiered 
or otherwise punished, as a court-martial shall direct; ifa 
non-commissioned officer or soldier, he shall! suffer such 


punishment as shall be inflicted on him by the sentence of 
a court-martial.’? 


Why, sir, this country, inits early history, was 
thrown into great commotion by what was called 
the “ sedition law.’? But what was that in com- 
parison with this? It was the little rain-drop 
compared with the rushing stream, the shadow 
of a flying cloud contrasted with the darkness of 
midnight. The President of the United States, 
under this bill, would have the power, | may say 
at his option, to place nearly the whole of the 
effective power of the country—all the men from 
eighteen to forty-five years of age—in a position 
in which they would be lable to court-martial 
for speaking disrespectful or contemptuous words 
against the President, Vice President, or Con- 
gress. : 

Such, then, is this bill. It empowers the Presi- 
dent of the United Statés, in addition to the reg- 
ular forces of the country, to call forth the militia, 
and to accept volunteers to an unlimited extent, 
for an unlimited time, and to accomplish an in- 
definite purpose; in the mean time to be under a 
most oppressive sedition law, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, is this not to clothe the 
President with dictatorial authority? Rack your 
imagination, torture your invention, and can you 
devise anything which would give him more un- 
limited power? ? 

Tt has been surmised: by many that, with the 
conservatism of the southern States withdrawn, 
the dominant party in the northern States would 
quickly lapse into anarchy or despotism. But, 
sir, who would have dared to surmise that so 
soon, while a majority of the southern States still 
hold connection‘with them, they would seek by 
one bold bound to throw themselves into the 
arms of à military dictator? ‘Yet, sir, here it is. 
We have now a considerable part of the regular 
Army stationed inthis metropolis.’ We, the Rep- 
resentatives of the people, pass to and from our 
legislative duties by the bayonets of ‘a standing 
army. Soldiers in fall uniform look down upon 
us from the galleries, and even stride with iron 
heel around this Hall. A few days ago we had 
a committee of this House unanimously report- 
ing that the pretext for this army here was un- 
founded. We had then reason to expect that the 
Lieutenant General of the Army would have the 
grace-—shall I say the decency ?—to remove it, in 
great part at least, from our midst. But, so far 
from that, he haseven since then increased the 
number with which he guards the capital. Ina 
few days this Administration will retire, and Mr. 
Lincol will come in. He will have a consider- 
able standing army already assembled here, sub- 
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ject to his orders. Pass this bill, and he will have. 


the power to call out also the militia and’ volun- 
teers of the United States to an unlimited extent. 
If he does not prove himself a military despot, it 


will be because he Jacks the will, not because he’ 


wants the power. f 

Ido not know. Mr. Speaker, what the purposes 
of gentlemen are. The time has come when we 
owe it to each other tobe frank and explicit. If 
gentlemen delibérately vote for this bill, the coun- 
try will scarcely bé longer in doubt as to their 
plans and intentions. Sucha bill, pressed upon 
us as this' Has been, is itself a pregnant circum- 
stance. One calm and’ quiet‘ morning it came 
suddenly upon us and took us by surprise. A 
motion to reject, made by myself, to mark our 
decided disapproval of the measure, was-defeated ; 
but the bill went over for the day Thenext day, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Stanton] makes 
a calm, quiet, and plausible speech in its behalf; 
intimates ihat the case is too plain to admit of ar- 
gument, and actually calls the previous question: 
This he agrees afterwards to relinquish, but seems 
to doso as amereactof favor. So lightlydo they 
regard so important a matter as this: Smooth 
and unpretending and innocent does this bill ap- 
pear, as presetited by its friends. But behold the 


little bombshell, round and smooth and harmless | 


in appearance, but in its recesses are combustibles 
enough to blow up a nation. How humble and 
inoffensive was the first appearance of this bill 
in the House. So appeared the Serpent in the 
garden of Eden, without harm and without guile. 
But as Satan had concealed in his heart malice 
enough to destroy a world, so this bill conceals 


within itself clements sufficient to encompass the | 


downfall of the country. We were told, if we 
would pass it, we would not indeed be injured, 
but that it would prove a wise, safe, and salutary 
measure of defense. So was the woman told that, 
if she would eat of the forbidden fruit, she should 
not surely die, but be made like unto gods, know- 
ing good from evil, And so extraordinary, too, 
is the time at which this measure has been intro- 
duced. We have here in this city what is called 
a peace congress, consulting about terms of recon- 
ciliation and settlement. They have not yet come 
tò any result. In many parts of the country the 
eyes of the people are turned anxiously upon 
them. Just in this state of the case in comes this 
herald ôf war, as inopportune'as when Banquo’s 
ghost seated itself at the festal board. I would 
earnestly ask, whither are we tending? 
Thus far, I have considered this bill only. It 
had been my intention, Mr. Speaker, to have 
availed myself of the general: discussion on the 
report of the committee of thirty-three to have 
spoken on the prospects before us. Events have 
been constantly changing the aspect of affairs; and 
I have waited to see what definite shape they 
would ultimately take. Time has gone on, mean- 
while, and the session is wearing to its close. I 
hall probably have no other opportunity to speak 
t any length; and therefore, E shall touch upon 
ne or two topics which have important bearing 
pon the question now before us. * 
We have before us the painful reality that the 
Union, as it existed at the beginning of this ses- 
sion, has been broken. We have a Government 
inthe Gulf States anda Government here. Things 
are in an unsettled condition. What will be the 
ultimate position into which we sliall all settle 
down, Heaven only’ knows. We cannot long 
remain as we are. The difficulty is, that we have 
in our system two different types of civilization; 
and the stronger has organized to rule the weaker. 
‘The history of the world teaches that such a state 
of things must cease, else they cannot remain un- 
der the same Government. It was a great wrong 
in its inception; and 1 had hoped to see it aban- 
doned long ago.‘ I had hoped that when gentle- 
men of the Republican party realized the effect 
of their course, they would have given-us such 


a 


a 
o 
u 


ample guarantees of equality and safety as would | 


have insured that we should have no further war 
between the systém of African servitude and the 
system of what are called the free States. Had 
they done só in time, all would have been well. 
But, thus far, they have not only not done so, but 
shown an entire want of appreciation of the im- 
port of the crisis. ` 
The State of Virginia has a heart devoted to 


Union upoh terms of equality and jistice: She 
has fondly cherished and nursed the idea-of pro-: 
curing a basis upon which all the membersiatély: 
belonging to the family of Statés might reassemble 
in dignity, in honor, and in-peace-at’ the isame’ 
council board. Hence her late election; hence her: 
proposition for a` peace conference; hence Her me- 
diation between the Executivead ministration here 
and the seceding States. - But Virginia, 1 think, 
is fast becoming satisfied; as] have been for'weeks,’ 
that there is no hope from this Congress. She is’ 
told, however, that these members do not repre- 
sent the real feeling of the northern people, hav- 
ing been elected some ‘time ago, and upon en- 
tirely different issues. She is asked:to wait; but’ 
without peace she cannot wait. In proportion.as 
she desires honorable-and lasting Union, in. that 
degree it is essential to her that there shall be 
peace. She should take her position with a view 


States is the best positien for that purpose, who 
will say that she should not do so? For my part, 
sympathizing in every desire for an ‘honorable, 
equal, and lasting Union, and knowing’ that to 
‘obtain it honorable peace is absolutely essential, 
it has been the purpose nearest my heart, during 
this session, to secure it. 
The present state of things cannotlast. Causes 
beyond our control will compel a speedy change. 
| Those whose interest, whese sympathy ,'whosé 
destiny are the same, cannot long remain apart. 
Upon some basis the South must be united, and 
with them, I trust, will ultimately go, in any turn 
of events, the middle free States and the north- 
western States. Virginia will continue to stretch 
forth her arms to embrace the children’ of her 
bosom, ber five northwestern daughters, and will 
mourn if she finds them not. Things will take 
shape, if we have peace. 1 have therefore been 
myself desirous that. Virginia should take such 
; position for the time as would enable her most 
effectually to command it. Should we go, and 
peace be preserved, love of honorable union would 
remain unextinguished- and unrepressed in our 
hearts. Whenever thé northern States became 
ready to live with us on terms of perfect equality 
and mutualgood will,our heartsagain woaldbound 
towards them in fraternal sympathy and: concord. 
Once let blood be: shed, let war be fairly joined; 
lot the bad passions of our people be thoroughly 
aroused, then farewell, a long farewell, to all hopes 
of Union. a 
“ We shall stand apart, our scars remaining 
Like cliffs that have been rent asunder.” 

Why, sir, the ill feeling engendered by our war 
of Independence is scarcely yetextiniguished. But 
why speak of war? Because you: have this bill 
now under consideration, and otherson your Cal- 
endar, or in the hands of your committees, ready 
to be brought forward. If you would give up all 
these force bills, let the seceding States go in peace, 
and put in train of progress measures of hon- 
! orable adjustment, giving guarantees of future 
equality, you would show, at this late hour, a 
returning sense of justice which would do much 
to reassure our people, and give better hopes of | 
the future, than if you should raise an-army of a 
million men. The difficulty is, that you cannot 
agree to permit the seceding States to go in peace: 
Why not? Gentlemen say that it will make the 
Government a rope of sand, leaving no assurance 
thatit will not be broken at any moment. There 
will be assurance that it will not be broken, if 
there be no cause—the very assurance which our 
fathers contemplated, but not the assurance of fear 
or of force, Flow often has it been said that this 
Union cannot be held together by force? From 
Thomas Jefferson to John Bel, it has been so de- 
clared by almust every prominent statesman who 
has lived in the country. Was ita mere catch- 
word, designed to serve a purpose, or was it an 
honest reality? If it were a reality, then what 
means this late doctrine about trying the question 
whether or not we have a Government. If force 
cannot guarantee Union, what will be our guaran- | 
tee? I answer, interest and affection. The States 
must love the Union, and see their interest in its 
perpetuation. . You can have, under our system, 
no other guarantee but this: if you cannot rely on 
it, because you believe the States will not act 
properly, then you discredit the great doctrine of 


to secure it. If to go promptly with the- Gulf], 


i 


proper political sense ofthat word; If : 
e relied on to:decide what govérnmentsis:best far: 
her; of course her people are:nét.competent to: 
government: -‘The:Statesdame geverallyintorthigy 
Union to séck their happiness:and:safety.: Hethey 
‘find“neither in the-association;, who would :fore 


them tö- stay. «Do ‘gentlemen-expect'to: continua: 
to collect revenue‘out-of those .who:have 


Maovpant:. 


impose? Were rich spoils:to “be ‘gathered; which: 
they will not surrender >. Does ndt the courge:of 
the dominant party, in. this regard; strongly imply- 
that they did intend in:some way to makeithe:ses 
ceding States subserve theirselfish purpésesyand: 
submit'to their unequal-exactions.2 oy ci 

But what-marks thetyranny-of:this policy more 
strongly is, that those who most positively declare: 
that these States must:not go-in, peace;:areat:the, 
| same time most decided in their opposition to:.cane 
cession. ‘ And what-reason do they- give foritheir 
refusal? ‘Fhey-higgleabout their party creed,;and 
fear to violate some plank in the Chicago-platforms 
Better, they say, to make war against the seced- 
ing States, than give up any one of their prinei+. 
ples. Though: concession- Imphes a: yielding upy 
or change of position, yet a sùfficient: argument: 
against anything. asked, which they do. not-wish 
to give, is, thatit differs from. the position:they: 
have assumed as a party. To say that a particu» 
lar guarantee is not consistent with their-construc~ 
tion of the Constitution, is no sufficient answer to 
a' proposition to change the Constitution. 

And, sir, we'see their President elect;coming 
on tothe seat of the Government to assume the 
robes of office; and what. says he? Does: he seeny 
to have a heart'to appreciate the difficulties: that 
now surround us, and to sympathize with the 
troubles of his countrymen? No, sir. He says 
no harm has been done; that it is all a small mat- 
ter; that “nobody is hurt.” The excitement is 
all artificial; itis but the fairy work-of a midsum- 
mer night’s dream. . In the’ frolic of ‘his’ indiffer- 
ence, he seems to mock atthe troubles of the pgo- 
ple.:And what:more does: he .do?; Docs ho show. 
any spirit of relenting? Does he urge: on his 
friends conciliation and concession, in this time 
of difficulty and trouble? No, sir; the idea is the 
furthest-from him.: Among all the gentlemenion 
the other side of the House, who have. steeled 
their feelings and hardened: their’ hearts against 
yielding any just terms of concession and guar- 
anty; there is not.one who has taken a more re: 
pulsive position than that taken by the President 
elect of the United States.. He has said that,-in 
regard to the tariff, the Chicago platform.is law— 
not a law on: the statute-books, but that-higher 
law, binding upon the conscience, of which we 
have heard. so much. + And not.only did he .say, 
that the tariff feature of the Chicago platform was 
law, but that all other features of the platform 
were law, and that he would have to be governed 
by them. , 

Mr. SHERMAN, I trust the gentleman from 
Virginia, who is always candid, will do the-Pres- 
ident elect the justice to say. that, in-stating: what 
he did jhe did nothing more than what every Pres- 
ident has done. Mr. Buchanan himself said that 
he was no longer James: Buchanan, but the Cin- 
cinnati platform.: I trust.my: friend will nøt find 
fault with the President elect forthat: cs © sis 

Mr. BOCOCK. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Buchanan 
| was not called on, in assuming the robes of the 
presidential office, to meet such a crisis as this; 
and all that the gentleman’s explanation amounts 
to is, that-with Mr. Lincoln, and, I fear, with.the 
gentleman frony Ohio, too, this is only an ordis 
nary occasion; and that the same rules.of policy 
should govern them now as heretofore. Sir, Lam 
not here to justify. and defend Mr.. Buchanan, or 
any other gentleman, in all his public.and official 
conduct. All have their errors-to lament. But I 
do say, from my personal knowledge of James 
Buchanan, and'from my information in relation 
to the various men who have. held that high office 
before him, from the days.of Washington to the 
present time, that there was scarcely. one of them 
who, had he been. placed in such a position as 


popular government. A State is a people, in the 


$ 


| this, with this Union disrupted, with universal 
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concern and anxiety spread. broadcast through- 
the countrys would have turned and said: ‘$ It is 
a small matter. [shall regard the features of my 
party platform as the law of -my.conduct, not a 
whit-of it.to-be surrendered, no iota to be abated. 
Yes; although: the pillars of the temple of justice 
shoutd-fall, and thousands.and tens of thousands 
and:millions:of men may be. crushed beneath the 
ruins, although State after State may be forced to 
leave:a-once hallowed Union, though civil war 
and internecine. strife may devastate and desolate 
the fair face of our country, although the heav- 
éns-may fall, 1 will. maintain the articles of my 
party platform.. Ido not think that the friends 
ofthe President elect pay him a high compliment 
when they put him in such a position as that. 
Better forget, at-such a time, all considerations of 
party: J know that, in ordinary times, we all 
cling to and desire party success. Butina great 
evisis like this, where party has endangered the 
country, it becomes- the man, the hero, the states- 
man to stand aut, make his mark, cast party and 
personal consequences aside, and risk everything 
for justice, right, and State equality. Look at 
the sacrifices made by the fathers of the country; 
by your fathers, if you choose. Were they not 
conscientious men? Did they not have scruples 
-on this subject? Yet, when they came to make 
the Constitution of 1787, they agreed to give to 
the institution of African slavery a large measure 
of protection. They agreed to protect it against 
unequal and:oppressive taxation. They agrecd 
to protect it against the danger of escape from 
one State-into another. They: even agreed, and 
some of them voted that the odious African slave 
trade might be continued, without interruption, for 
twenty years. This they did for the sake of union 
and peace. Contrast this action on their part 
with your position now. 

(Herethe morning hour expired; and the House 
proceeded with other busjness.] 
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, Tho bill to authorize the raising of volunteers, &c., be- 
ing again under consideration— 


Mr. BOCOCK continued, as follows: 

Mr. Speager: In the somewhat desultory re- 
marks which I made yesterday, I argued that, 
under the Constitution of the United States, in 
addition ‘to the war-making power, Congress has 
aright to provide for calling out the military 
power of thecountry in three cases: 1. Toaidin the 
enforcement of the laws. 2. To suppress insur- 
rection. 3. To repel invasion.. I contended, Mr. 
Speaker, that the word ““ insurrection,” as em- 
ployed in the first article of the Constitution, was 
afterwards interpreted by a clause in the fourth 
article to be “domestic violence,” &c.; and it is 
there declared that the military power of the 
country should not be called out to interfere with 
domestic violence in any State except upon the 
call of the authorities of the State. So careful 
were the framers of the Constitution, that. the 
General. Government should not have the power 
to interfere in the affairs of a State except upon 
thecal of the State; and in aid of the State áu- 
thorities. ` E 

I argued further, Mr. Speaker, that this left no 
room for the phrase employed in this bill, and 
that no such hing was known to the Constitution 
of the country as the right of Congress to author- 
ize the President to call out the military powers 
of the country to suppress insurrection against the 
authority of the United States. 

I argued, further, that the phrase ‘ insurrec- 
tion against the authorities of tlie United States” 
was a: wide and sweeping phrase, to which it is 
almost impossible to give limits. T argued, fur- 
ther, that one great objection to the exercise of 
this power on the part of the President of the 
United States, besides the other objections which 
F named, was, that the President would have a 
Fight to call out the militia, and to accept volun- 
teers, not only for an indefinite purpose, but for 
an unlimited time, and to an unlimited extent; 
and that, while under his call, they would not 
have the right to speak discourteously or con- 
temptuously of the President, the Vice President, | 
or-the Congress of the United States. We would 
thus have upon us the most widely-extended and 
sweeping sedition law that was ever known"in | 


the history of the land. This act would clothe 
the President of the United States with dictatorial 
powers. . 

The gentleman. from Ohio, [Mr. STANTON, ] 


‘who opened debate on this bill, asked how, if this 


power were not given, the public. property in this 
istrict could be preserved against the invasion of 
armed bands from other States, say from the se- 
ceding States? In answer to that, Mr. Speaker, 
I say that, if there be no authority in the Consti- 
tution of the country for the passage of this bill, 
itis in vain to suggest any other argument in its 
favor. You have not the right to do an uncon- 
stitutional thing because it may be a convenient 
thing. But has. not the President of the United 
States the power already to protect property here? 
He has control of the Army and Navy. Hehas 
the power, if necessary, to station here as many 
of the regular troops of the country as he can con- 
centrateat this point. Then we are the local Legis- 
lature for the District. We can provide for the 
calling out of its militia. 1farmed bands should 
come from other States of the Confederacy, that 
would be invasion; and under the power to repel 
invasion, the President has already a right to call 
out the militia of other States. 

Then what is the necessity for this bill? AH 
this I argued, yesterday, somewhat at length. 

There is another point to which I wish now to. 
call your attention for a short time. It is agreed 
that the military power, under the Constitution, 
may be employed to aid in the execution of the 
laws of the United States; but in what manner, 
and under what circumstances? In the manner 
of war, or in the manner of peace?—for there is a 
manner of war and a manner of peace. A man 
commits a homicide, and attempts to- escape. 
He is arrested and committed; then tried, and 
condemned to death. Your sheriff attempts, on 
the day appointed, to carry him to the place of 
exccution, and a mob interferes. The military 
are called forth toaid the sheriff in the execution 
of the process to him directed, and repel the mob. 
That is the way of peace. But if, before the day 
of execution, or before the trial, the Executive 
should order the military to seize and decapitate 
the offender, that would be hostility. In peace, 
courts adjudge rights and decide upon crimes; 
the sheriff or marshal carries out their judgments. 
Io war, thecommander orders and the Army ex- 
ecutes. In peace, a particular process is to be 
executed; in war, a particular strategetic point to 
be accomplished. In peace, the military power 
is subordinate to the civil, and used to aid it in 
the discharge of its legitimate duty; in war, the 
military is employed independently of civil au- 
thority, and to execute the order of its chief. 

Gentlemen may ask: how can you obtain civil 
process in seceded States, where you have no Uni- 
ted States court? The question is pertinent; you 
cannot do it. And therefore I say that you can- 
not peaceably execute the laws in a seceded State. 
You must make war; and that is of itself a rec- 
ognition of the independence of the State warred 
against. Suppose you send your man-of-war to 
Charleston, with a collector on board to collect 
revenue. The merchant vessel is seized, and held 
for the payment of duties. A dispute arises, and 
one of your officers is killed. By the Constitu- 
tion, the offender is entitled ‘to trial “by an im- 
partial jury of the State and district wherein the 
crime shall have been committed.” You must try 
him in South Carolina; but you have no court 
there, and cannot do so. 

This is one of the many illustrations to show 
that the whole working of our system rests on the 
consent of the State. And so, I say that every 
force bill reported to the House, inasmuch as it 
provides for the employment of the military power 
independently of civil process, is therefore a war 
measure. So of the bill under consideration; so, 
also, of the bill of the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Reynoxps] and of the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Brycuam.] They all provide for the use of 
the military power, independently of civil author- 
ity, in the enforcement of the laws, and are all 
war measures. 

And now, sir, permit me to say that I do not 
stand here authorized to speak for any State ina 
parieuiar emergency, nor do I undertake to do it. 

do know, however, that the State of Virginia, 
which I have the honor in part to represent on 


this floor, stands committed by its declaration, as 
it is committed in honor and in interest, to resist 
a war of aggression on the southern States. Her 
people must do it. Why? The very hand which 
they would aid in striking down South Carolina, 
or Alabama, would soon be uplifted to crush them, 
rendered weaker by having these States crippled 
and crushed. If these measures are to pass, I 
hesitate not to make the declaration, that in three 
months’ time all the border slave States, with 
perhaps one or two exceptions, will find. them- 
selves standing side by side with the seceded States 
of the Union. Can Virginia, can Kentucky stand 
in the position in which they will be liable to have 
their militiacalled out—the more certainly because 
the nearest to the scene of action—to aid in mak- 
ing war against South Carolina, Alabama, and 
Mississippi? No, sir. Wecannotdoit. We must, 
in such case, withdraw ourselves from the au- 
thority of this Government, and do what we can 
to destroy its power. We must crippleits Army, 
disintegrate the Navy, and crush the credit of the 
Government. Now, sir, if I am not greatly mis- 
taken, that will be the necessary result of any of 
these measures, 

But, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen ask whatare they 
to do; are they to stand by and see these States 
go out at will? Why, sir, if the Constitution docs 
not give you the power of using force against 
these States, what else can you do? If you had ` 
asked me the question a few years ago, I would 
have said, do*not organize a sectional party to 
rule us. Had you asked it a few months ago, I 
would have said, give us guarantees. If it be 
not too late now, I tell you to-day that you should 
give us guarantees of safety and protection under 
this Government, such as will secure us quictand 
safety now, henceforth, and forever. But that you 
will not do. Then I say, let those that choose go 
in peace. 

Much has been said, Mr. Speaker, about the 
conduct of these States in seizing the public prop- 
erty. Istand not here as the special defender 
of these States. Many of their acts were illegal. 
But gentlemen must recollect that selfspreserva- 
tion is the first law of nature of nations, and of 


! men. Nations as well as men must provide for 


their own self-defense. They have taken only the 
property in their midst—the forts, &c., which you 
do not necd, unless you intend to coerce them. 
This, gentlemen say, they cannot allow. For this 
they must make war. But what will your war 
avail you? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask gentlemen at this 
point, if this war is to come—and may God in his 
mercy avert it !—what reason will you give to the 
world for making it? If gentlemen who have been 
most cager in pressing on warlike measures and 
making warlike speeches were to be those who 
would meet the brunt of the danger, the evil would 
be, perhaps, comparatively small. But when I 
come to consider the position in society, the pro- 
fessions and physical condition of those who are 
hottest for war, I cannot but believe that, when 
the tocsin sounds to arms, these gentlemen will 
lag far in the rear. No, sir; this battle is not to 
be fought by them. lt must be fought by the men 
who now live in peace and quiet in the cities,.in 
the towns, in the villages, and in the country 
homes of the North. They are the men who are 
to fight this battle. "What reason will you give 
for it to them? Will you say that the southern 
States of the Confederacy seceded and made this 
thing necessary ? Let me tell you what I answer. 
We have had an organization in the larger section 
of the Union to control the weaker. The south- 
ern States have been asked to submit to the rule 
of a foreign and hostile organization during the 
future history of the country. Is it not a foreign 
organization? Why, sir, when the Republican 
party was called to assemble in convention in Phil- 
adelphia, in 1856, no invitation even was extended 
to any slaveholding State; and on the flag which 
they then unfurled to the breeze it is said there 
were but sixteen stars. Look again at the last 
election, and tell me. whether this Republican oy- 
ganization has any effective strength in the South? 
None whatsoever, and never canhave. Is it not 
then a hostile organization? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I wish to correct a statement 
made by the gentleman. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I always desire ta be courteous 
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to every gentleman on this floor; but I have no 
time to yield now. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I only wish to correct the 
gentleman on a question of fact. The gentleman 
is laboring under a mistake. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Iam sorry forit, The gen- 
tleman will not say that the slaveholding States 
participated in the formation of the Republican 


pariy: 
r. LOVEJOY. I did not refer to that. I 
alluded to the number of stars displayet on the 


flag. f 

Mr. BOCOCK. Well, sir, as a matter of course 
I cannot verify my statement, for I was not pres- 
ent on that occasion, and did not see it. But I 
state what I think was the report of the newspa- 
pers of that day. No gentleman can deny that 
the Republican party 1s a sectional party, and 
must, from the necessity of the case, always re- 
main so; because, it being an organization hostile 
to our institutions, the southern States cannot 
willingly admit it in their midst. It is a hostile 
organization, I say, because its corner-stone is 
opposition to the extension ofourinstitutions. The 
rallying cry of that party is that our institutions 
are to be circumscribed and depressed, while those 
of the North are to be extended; that our institu- 
tions are local and theirs national; that we are 
under the ban of the Government, and they and 
their institutions under its favor. 

The vitalizing and animating spirit of that party 
is hostility to African servitude, as it exists in our 
midst, Upon their success, had not the South 
reason to look out for the safety of their rights ? 
Why, sir, one of your most distinguished men 
from the North, Mr. Fillmore, declared, in 1856, 
that the North, itself, would not submit to be ruled 
by a southern and hostile organization. The dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio, sitting near me, 


[Mr. Vaurianpiewam,] in a speech made upon |, 


this floor two years ago, declared that, if the 
southern States constituted a majority, and should 
combine to rule the North, he,asa northern man, 
would resist them at the threshold, contest every 
inch of ground, burn every blade of grass, and 
perish fighting in the last ditch. 

How many men upon this floor from the North 
have warned you that the South would not sub- 
mit! Was it to be expected that the South would 
prove less sensitive to her honor than her north- 
ern friends predicted? When this hostile organ- 
ization succeeded in obtaining the control of the 
Government, with the intention of maintaining 
that control for all future time, and imposing upon 
us their will for our rule, was it to be expected, 
under these circumstances, that the South would 
tamely acquiesce? Was it not to be expected 
that the South should at least come here and ask 
for new guarantees for safety, equality, and 
peace? 

What, then, do they get when tif€y come here? 
You turn a deaf ear to their complaint; you re- 
fuse, have refuscd and still do refuse, to afford 
such guarantees. Under such circumstances, will 
you call upon the masses of the North to fight 
your battles againstthe South? Itisan easy mat- 
ter to make the war, but it will be no easy matter 
to justify your course in the future. That ques- 
tion will came home to you again and again: why 
have you made this war? It will roar upon you 
with the tempest, and whisper with the breezes. 
It will break upon your noonday thoughts and 
startle youin your midnight dreams. When the 
thousands and tens of thousands who have been 
employed in the workshops of the North, manu- 
facturing southern staples, or preparing fabrics for 
the southern market, shall find themselves turned 
adrift, hungeringand weak, without money, with- 
out credit, and without employment, they will ask, 
‘* Why is this so??? And, sir, when your hardy 
yeomanry are called toleave homeand fireside and 
friends to march down and invade those who were 
recently their brethren, and never willingly their 
enemies, they will demand to know why is this so ? 
While exposed to the dangers and hardships inci- 
dent to the service to which you have called them, 
during the long nights, while they lie unsheltered 
ang unprotected upon the cold and wet earth, a 
ali will come up from their midst, why is this 
so? And on the field of bloody conflict, with the 
hot breath of battle breathing upon their brows, 
while the cannon balls mow their ranks, and their 


comrades fall thick and fast by their sides, even 
then, the dread inquiry will leap to their lips, 
“ Why is this so?’”? And, sir, from your cottages, 
scattered all over the North and ‘the Northwest, 
where the widows of those who. fail in the con- 
flict shall sit lonely and mournful.in their widow- 
hood, watching with aching hearts over children 
rendered fatherless, friendless, and unprotected 
by your act, I say, from all these: cottages the 
cry shall come up, asif from the depths of misery 
and despair: why, oh, why is all this so? And 
gentlemen, when yousee hereafter the wide-spread 
devastation and ruin produced by your act, your 
own consciences, in tones sharper and keener than 
all, will demand of you, ‘“‘ Why is this so?” Bet- 
ter meet the question now, Do not flatter your- 
selves that national patriétism can justify you. 
Do not tell the freemen of the North that the ap- 
peal is to their love of country, and that you call 
upom them to fight for the Union. It isa cheat 
and adelusion. Itis not for the Union, not forthe 
Union. You know well, that war not only can- 
not save the Union, but that it makes disunion 
both inevitable and perpetual. ; 

I repeat it, if they fight us, it is not to preserve 
the Union, but to preserve your party organiza- 
tion. 

You built up your party on a principle of hos- 
tility to the South. You have obtained power on 
that basis. You are asked to give to the southern 
States guarantees of safety and peace. You stead- 
fastly refuse. Some of them seek to take them- 
selves from under your rulé, and you refuse that 
also. You will neither allow them to stay with 
honor, nor to go in peace. 

When the question shall come, then, in thun- 
der tones, why have you brought this great dis- 
aster upon the country? let your consciences 
Anawer back: we have done it, because we would 

oit. 

You must excuse me if I oppose your measures 
of preparation, and expose the consequences of 
your policy. I shall oppose you in such a course, 
with all the energy I am master of. 

And now, sir, believing this bill to be one of 
the worst ever brought before Congress; and re- 
garding it as certain to produce all the conse- 
quences of which I have spoken, revolting and 
lamentable as they are, I now, in the conclusion 
of my remarks, desire to mark it with peculiar 
reprobation. In the name of that Constitution 
which it violates, I denounce it; in the name of 
my constituents, whom it will injure, I denounce 
it; in the name of the country whose peace it will 
destroy, never more to be restored, I denounceit; 
and in the name of that humanity to which we all 
belong, but which we so little honor, with renewed 
energy, and deeper emphasis, I denounce and 
execrate it. 


THE GREAT AMERICAN REVOLUTION OF 1861. 


SPEECH OF HON. © L. VALLANDIGHAM, 


OF OHIO, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 20, 1861. 


The special order—namely, the report of the committee 
of thirty-three-—being under consideration— 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM addressed the House 
as follows: 

Mr. Sreaxer: It was my purposc, some three 
months ago, to speak solely upon the question of 
peace and war between the two great sections of 
the Union, and to defend at length the position 
which, in the very beginning of this crisis, and 
almost alone, I assumed against the employment 
of military force by the Federal Government to 
execute its laws and restore its authority within 
the States which mightsecede. Subsequent events 
have rendered this unnecessary. Within the three 
months or more, since the presidential election, so 
rapid has been the progress of events, and such 
the magnitude which the movement in the South 
has attained, that the country has been forced— 
as this House and the incoming Administration 
will at last be forced, in spite of their warlike pur- 
poses now—to regard itas no longer a mere casual 
and temporary rebellion of discontented individ- 
uals, but a great and terrible REVOLUTION, which 
threatens now to result in permanent dissolution 


day, in the South, almost as one: man; and: by a 
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of the Union, and division into twoor more 
if not hostile; confederacies. Before this: 
reality, the atrocious and fruitless policy: o; 

.of coercion: to. preservé: or to restore; the: Union 
has, outside, at least, of these: walls.and of this cap- - 
ital, rapidly~dissolved. - The people. have. tak 
the subject up, and have reflected upon it, tilt 


very large. majority, as I believe, in the North, 
and especially m the West, they are resolved that, . 
whatever else of calamity may befall us, that hor- . 
rible scourge-of civit war Shall be averted. Sir, 
I rejoice that the hard Anglo-Saxon. sense and . 
pious and:humane impuisés of the American peo- ; 
ple have rejected the specious disguise of words 
without wisdom which appealed to them to en-. 
force the Jaws, collect the revenue, maintain ‘the 
Union, and restore the Federal authority, by the 
perilous edge of battle, and that thus early. inthe 
revolution they are resolved to. compel. us,-:their 
Representatives, belligerentas you of the Republi- 
can party here may now be,.to the choice of peace» 
abledisuniongiponthe one hand, or Union through 
adjustment and conciliation upon the other. Born, 
sir, upon the soil of the United States; ‘attached 
to my country from earliest boyhood; loving and 
revering her, with some part, at least, of. the spirit 
of Greek and Roman patriotism; -between these 
two alternatives, with all my mind, with all.m 
heart, with all my strength of body and. of soul, 
living or dying, at home or in exile, I am forthe 
Union which made it what it is; and therefore. 1. 
am also for such terms of peace and adjustment as 
will maintain that Union now and forever. This, 
then, is the question which to-day I propose: to 
discuss: 

How SHALL THE UNION or THESE STATES BE 
RESTORED AND PRESERVED? eg ad 

Sir, itis with becoming modesty and withsome- 
thing of awe, that I approach the discussion of a 
question which the ablest statesmen of the coun- 
try have failed to solve. But the country expects 
even the humblest of her children to serve her in 
this, the hour of her sore trial, This is my 
apology. ae 

Devoted as Iam to the Union, I have yet no 
eulogies to pronounce upon it to-day... It needs 
none. Its highest eulogy is the history:of this: 
country for the last seventy years. -The triumphs 
‘of war and the arts of peace,-—science; civiliza- 
tion; wealth; population; commerce; trade; man- 
ufactures; literature; education; justice; tran- 
quillity; security to life, to parson, to property; 
material happiness; common defense; national 
renown; all"that is implied in the blessings: 
of liberty;” these, and more, have been its fruits 
from the beginning. to this hour. These have en- 
shrined it in the hearts of the people; and, before 
God, I believe they will restore and preserve it. 
And to-day they demand of us, their embassadors 
and representatives, to. tell them how this great 
work is to be accomplished. E 

Sir, it has well been said thatit is not to be done 
byeulogies. Eulogy is for times of peace. Neither. 
isit to be done by lamentations over its decline 
and fall. These are for the poet and the historian, 
or for the exiled statesman who may chance to 
sit amid the ruins of desolated cities, Ours is a 
practical work; and it is the business of the wise 
and practical statesman to inquire first what the 
causes are of the evils for which he is required 
to devise a remedy. 

Sir, the subjects of. mere partisan controversy 
which have been chiefly discussed here and in the 
country, so far, are not the causes, but only the 
symptoms or developments of the malady which 
is to be healed. These causes are to be foundin 
the nature of man and in the peculiar nature of 
our system of governments. Thirst. for power 
and place, or preéminence—in a word, ambition 
—is one of the strongest and earliest developed 
passions of man. Itisas discernible in the school- 
boy as in the statesman. It belongs alike to the 
individual and to masses of men, and is exhibited 
in every gradation of society, from the family up 
to the highest development of the State. In all 
voluntary associations of any kind, and in every 
ecclesiastical organization, also, itisequally man- 
ifested. It is the sin by which the angels fell. 
No form of government is exempt from it; for 

ven the absolute monarch is obliged to execute his 
authority through the instrumentality of agents; 
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$ everywhere; and: in its highest 
dévelopnie jt here’all'the avenues to political 
place and? preferment, aad’ emolument, too, are 
oper to-évery citizen; and all movements and all 
interes! ‘society, and every great question 
nioralsocialjreligious,scientific—no matter what, 
asduntes,’at some time’or other; a political com- 
plexion; and? forms a:part of the election issues 
and lézislation of the day.°, Here, when combined 
with‘interestyand. where the action of :the Gov-: 
ernment: may be made asource of wealth, then 
hoor; virtue, patriotism; religion, all perish -be- 
foreit; Norestraints and no compacts camrbind it, 
“Ina Federal’ Republic all these evgls are found 
in‘their amplest proportions, and take the form 
also‘of rivalries between the States; or more com- 
monly-and finally’ at least, especially where geo- 
graphical and climatic divisions exist, or:where | 
several’ contiguous States.areinthesame interest, 
and‘sometimes: where they:are similar in institu- 
tións:ot modes‘ of thought, or in habits and cus- 
tows, of sectional jealousies’ and controvesies 
whieh éndalivays, sooner or later, in cithera disso- 
lution ofthe Union between them, or the destruc- 
tion of the federal character of the Government. 
Butchowevet exhibited, whether in federative 
or in consolidated Governments, or whatever the 


Sir, itis to repress this principle that Govern- 
ments;-with ther complex machinery, are insti« 
tuted among men; though in their abuse, indeed, 
Governments may themselves become the worst 
engines of oppression. ` For this purpose treaties 
ai‘orontered! into; and the Jaw of nations acknowl- 
eged betweon-forcign States. Constitutions and 
municipal laws and compacts.are ordained, or en- 
acted, or concladed, ‘to secure the same great end. 
No men understood this, the philosophy and-aim 
ofall just ‘government, better than: the framers 
of our Federal Constitution. No men tried more 
faithful y to secure the Government which they 
were instituting, from this mischief; and had the 
country over which it was established been cir- 
cumseribed by nature to the limits which it then 
had; their work. would have, porhaps, been per- 
feet, enduring forages. But the wisest among 
thom did not foresee—who, indeed, that was'less: 
than omniscient could have foreseen ?—the amaz- 
ing rapidity with which new settlements and new 
States have sprung up, as if by enchantment, in 
the-wiiderness; or that political necessity or lust 
for territorial. aggrandizement would in sixty 
yedrshave given us new Territories and States 
equal in extent to the entire arca of the country 
for which they were thenframing a Government? 
They were’ not priests or prophets to that God of | 
MANIFEST DESTINY whom we now worship, and 
will continue to worship, whether united into one 
Confederacy still, or divided into many. And yet | 
itis'this very acquisition of territory which has | 
given strength, though not birth, to that section- | 
alism which already has broken in pieces this, the j 
noblest Government ever devised by the wit of 
nan, © Not foreseeing the evilor the necessity, 
they: did not guard against its results. Believing | 
that-the'great danger to’the:system which they | 
were: absitt-to inaugurate Jay rather in. the jeal- | 


ousy of the State governments towards the power 


States called to ratify the Constitution, as well as 
the cotemporancous letters and publications of the 
time, will support me in the. statement that the 
friends of the Constitution wholly under-estimated 
the power and influence of the Government which 
they were establishing. Certainly, sir, many of 
the ablest statesmen of that.day earnestly desired 
a-stronger Government; and it was the policy of 
Mr. Hamilton, and of the Federal party which 
he created, to strengthen the General Government; 
and hence the finding. and protective systems— 
the national bank, and other similar schemes of 
finance, along with the ‘‘general-welfare doc- 
trine,” and a liberal construction of the Consti- 
tution. 

Sir, the framers of the Constitution—and. I 
speak it reverently, but with the freedom of his- 
tory—failed to foresee the strengthand centralizing 
tendencies of the Federal Government. ‘They 
mistook wholly the real danger to the system. 
They looked-for it in the aggressions of the large 
States upon: the small States without regard to 
geographical position, aud accordingly guarded 
jealously in-this.dircetion, giving for this purpose, 
as J have said, the power of a self-protecting voto 
in the Senate to the small States, by means of their 
equal suffrage in that Chamber, and forbidding 
cven amendment of the Constitution in this par- 
ticular, witbout.the consent of every State. But 
they seem wholly to have overlooked the danger 
Of SECTIONAL COMBINATIONS as against other sec- 
tions, and to the injury and oppression of other 
sections, to secure possession of the several de- 
partments of the Federal Government, and of the 
vast powers.and influence which belong to them, 
In like maùner, too, they seem to have utterly 
under-estimated sLavery as a disturbing clement 
in the system, possibly because it existed still in 
almost every State; but chiefly because the growth 
and manufacture of cotton had scarce yet been 
commenced in the United States: because cotton 
was not yet crowned king. The vast extent of 
the patronage of the Executive, and the immense 
power and influence which it exerts, seem also to 
have been altogether under-estimated. And inde- 
pendent of all these, or rather perhaps in connec- 
tion with them, there were inherent defects inci- 
dent to the natire of all governments; some of 
them peculiar to od system, and to the cironm- 
stances of the country, and the character of the 
people over which it was instituted, which no 
human sagacity could-have foreseen, but which 
have Jed to evis, mischicfs, and abuses, which 
time and experience alone have disclosed. The 
men who made our Government were human; 
they were men, and they made it for men of like 
passions and infirmities with themselves. 

l propose now, sir, to inquire into. the practical 
workings of the system; the experiment—as the 
fathers themselves called it—after seventy years 
of trial, ee 

No man will deny—no American atleast; and I 
speak to-day to and for Americans—that in its re- 
suits it has been the most successful of any similar 
Governmeni cver established; and yet, in the very | 
midst of its highest development and its perfect 
success, in the very hour of its might, while 
“towering in its pride of place,” it has suddenly 
been stricken down by arevolution which itis pow- 
erlesstocontrol. Sir, if Lcould believe, as the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Eruermer] would | 
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seem to have me believe; that for more than half 
a century the South has had all thatshe ever asked, 
and more than she ever deserved; and that now, . 
atlast, a few discontented spirits have,becn able to. 
precipitate already seven States into insurrection - 
and.rebellion, because they are displeased with 
the results of a presidential election; or if I could 
persuade myself, with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that thirteen States, or. fif- 
teen States, and eleven or twelve million people 
have been. already drawn or may soon be drawn 
into a revolt against the grandest and most benef- 
icent Government, in formand in practice, that 
ever existed, from no other than the trivial and 
most frivolous causes which he has assigned, then 
I should indeed regard this revolution. in the midst 
of which we,are, as the most extraordinary phe- 
nomenon eyer recorded in history. But the muse: 
of history will, I venture to say, not so write it 
down upon the scroll which she. still holds in 
her. hand, in that grand old Hall of Representa- 
tives where, linked to time, solemnly and: sadly. 
she numbers out yet the fleeting hours.of this 
perishing Republic. No; believe me, Representa- 
tives, the causes for these movements lie deeper 
ahd are of longer duration than all this. If not, 
then the malady needs no extreme medicine, no 
healing remedies, nothing, nothing.. Time, pa- 
tience, forbearance, quiet—these, these alone will 
restore the Union in a few months. But, sir, I have 
not so read the history of this country, especially 
for the last fourteen years.. The causes, Í repeat, 
are to be found in the practical workings of the 
system, and are to be removed only by remedies 
which go down to the very root of the evil; not, 
indeed, by eradicating the passions. which give it 
birth and strength—for even religion fails to accom- 
plish that impossible mission—but by checking or 
taking away the power with which these passions 
are armed for.their work of evil and mischief. 

I find, then, sir, the first or remote cause which 
has. led to. the incipient dismemberment. of* the 
Union, in the infinite honors and. emoluments, the 
immense, and continually increasing, power and. 
patronage of the Federal. Government. Every 
admission of new States; every acquisition of new. 
territory; every increase of wealth, population, or 
resources of any kind; all moral, social, intellect- 
ual, or inventive development—the press, the tele- 
graph, the railroad, and the application ofsteam in 
every form; whatsoever there is of greatness at 
home, or of national honor and glory abroad—all, 
all has inured to the aggrandizement.of this central 
Government. Part of this, certainly, is the result 
of causes which no constitutional restriction, no 
party policy, and no statesmanship can control; 
but much of it, nevertheless, from infringements 
of the Constitution, and from usurpations, abuses, 
corruptions, and mal-administration of the Gov- 
ernment. In the very beginning, as i have said,. 
n fixed policy-ef strengthening. the General Gov- 
erument, in every department, was inaugurated: 
by the Federal party; and this led to the bitter 
and vehement struggle, in the very first. decade. of 
the system, between the Democratic-Republicans. 
and the Federalists; between the advocates of 
powerand the friends of liberty; those who leaned 
strongly towards the General Government and 
those. who were for State rights and State sover- 
cignty—the followers of Hamilton and the disci- 
ples of Jefferson—which ended, in [801, in the 
overthrow of the Federal party, and the inaugura- 
tion of the Democratic policy, Which demanded 
a simple Government, a strict construction of the 
Constitution, no public debt, no protective tarif, 
no system of internal improvements, no national 
bank, hard’ money for the public dues, and eco- 


| nomical expenditures; and this poliey. after a 


long and violent contest for more than forty years. 
—a contest marked with various fortune, and oc- 
casional defeat, and sometimes temporary depart- 
ure by its own friends—at last became the estab- 
lished policy of the Government, and so continued 
until this pestilent sectional question of slavery 
obliterated old party divisions, and obscured and 
hid over, and covered up fora time—if, indeed, it 
has not removed utterly—some, at least, of the 
ancient landmarks of the Democratie party. And 
yet, in spite of the overthrow of the Federal patty: 
in spite of the final defeat of its policy, looking 


| especially and purposely to the strengthening of 


the General Government, partly from natural 
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causes, as I have'said, and partly bécause ‘the 


Democratic party has sometimes been false to its 
professed principles—above all, to its great.doc- 
trine of State rights, and its'true and wise policy 
of economy in expenditures, and decrease in exec- 
utive patronage and infl¥ence—the Federal Gov- 
ernment has gone on, steadily increasing in power 
and strength and honor and consideration and 
corruption, too, from the hour of its inauguration: 
to this day; and when I speak of “ corruption,” 
use the word in the sense in which British states- 
men tse’ 'it—men who understand the word, and 
who have, for a céntury and a half, reduced the 
thing itself to a science anda system, and have 
made itan element of very great strength in the 
British Government. : 

Nor, sir, is this mischief, if mischief indeed it 
be, confined wholly to any one department of the 
General Government? The Federal judiciary— 
to begin with it~-here and in the States, dazzles 
the imagination and invites the ambition of the 
lawyers, that not most numerous but yet most 
powerful class of citizens, by its superior honors, 
its greater emoluments, its life tenure, its faith in 
precedents, and its settled formsand ancient prac- 
lice, untouched by codés and unshaken by crude 
and reckless-and hasty legislation. “Here, in this 
venerable forum, where States at home and States 
amd empires from abroad and the Federal Govern- 
ment itself, are’ acctistomed to contend for the 
judgment of the court, whatever there yet remains 
of ancient and black-letter law; whatever of ven- 
cration and regard for the names and memories, 
and the volumes of Littleton and Coke and Croke 
and Piowden, ‘and the year books; or for silk 
gowns, and for all else, too, that it is valuable in 
Tegal archeology, has taken refuge, and stands 
intrenched. All that there was of form and cere- 
mony and dignity and decorum, in the beginning 
of the Government, is still to be found here, and 

' only here; all but the bench and bar of forty years 
ago—the Marshalls and the Storys, the Harpers, 
the Pinckneys, the Wirts, and the Websters, of 
an age gone. by. ; 

Stiil, the ‘circle of honor through the judiciary 
„is a narrow one, and it lies open to but few; and 
“yet, in times past, the judiciary has donc much to 

enlarge thé powers and increase the consideration 
and importance of the central Government. 

But it is the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives which are the great objects of ambition 
and the seats of power. All the legislative pow- 
ers of this greatand mighty Republic, whose name 
and authority and majesty are known and felt, 
and feared too, throughout the earth, are vested 
in the Congress of the United States. War, rev- 
enues, credit, disbursement, commerce, coinage, 
the postal system, the punishment of crimes upon 
the high seas and against.the law of nations, the 
admission of new States, the disposition of the 
public lands, armies, navies, the militia, all belong 
to it to control, together with an unnumbered, in- 
numerable, and most indefinable host of implied 
or derivative powers: whence funding systems, 
banks, protective tariffs, internal improvements, 
distributions, surveys, explorations, railroads, 
land grants, submarine telegraphs, postal steam 
navigation and post roads upon the high seas, 
plunder schemes, speculations and peculations, 
pensions, claims, the acquisition and government 
of territories, and a long train of usurpations and 
abuses all tending—lcgitimate powers and illegit- 
imate assumptions of power alike—-to aggrandize 
the central Government, and to make its posses- 

. sion and control the highest object of a corrupt, 
wicked; perverted, and, peculating ambition, in 
any party or any section. 

But great and imposing as the powers, honors, 
and consideration of Congress are, the executive 
department is scarce inferior in anything, and 
in some things is far superior to it. Your Presi- 
dent stands in. the place of a’ king, There is a 
divinity that doth hedge him in; it is the divinity 
of parronace. He isthe god whose priests are a 
hundred and fifty thousand, and whose worshipers 
a host whom no man can number; and the sacri- 
fices of these priests and worshipers are literally 
“à broken spirit.” Sir, your President is'com- 


mander-in-chief of your armies, your navies, and || 


of the militia—four million men. He carries on 
war, concludes peace, and makes treaties of every 
sort. 


Through his qualified veto, he is a par- | 


ticipant in ‘the entire: legislation ‘of ‘the Govern- 
ment, and it behooves the whole army ‘of’spec- 


ulators, jobbers, contractors, ‘and claimants, ‘to: 


propitiate’ him ‘as‘well as‘ Senators atid Repre- 


‘sentatives. He calls the ‘Congress: together ‘on 
‘extraordinary occasions and*adjourns ‘them ‘in 


case of disagreement: He appoints and: receives 


“embassadors and’all other ‘diplomatic agents;-ap-- 
nd 


points judges of the Supreme Court; and of other 
judiciattribunals; Cabinet ministers; collectors of 


‘customs, and postmasters; and controls the ap- 


pointment of a hundred ard fifty thousand other 
officers of every grade, from Secretary of ‘State 
down to the humblest tide-waiter.. All'that is 


‘implied in the word t“ patronage,” and all that is 


meant by that other word, the ‘spoils,”’—resde- 


testabilis et caduca—a word and a thing unknown 


‘to the fathers of the Republic, all belong to him 
‘to control. 
“moval at discretion makes him the master of 


His power of: appointment and re- 


every man who would look to the Executive for 
honor or emolument; and its tremendous influ- 
ence is reflected’ back upon the Senate and this 


“House, on every Senator or Representative who 
would ‘reward his friends for their support at 


home, or secure new friends for a reélection. The 
Constitution forbids titles of nobility; yet your 
President is the fountain of honor. Sir, to pass 
by the utter and extraordinary perversion of the 
original purpose of the Constitution in the choice 


‘of electors for the President—a perversion the re- 


sult of caucuses, hational conventions, and ‘other 
party machinery, and which has led to those vio- 
lent and debauching presidential struggles every 
four years for possession of the immense spoils of 
the executive officc—no department has, in other 
respects also, so utterly outstripped the estimate 
of the founders of the Government; except, in- 
deed, of the few who, like Patrick Henry, were 
derided as ghosts-seers and hypochondriacs. 
When the elder Adams was President, the great 
east-room of the White Honse-wheré now, or 
lately, on gala days are gathered the embassadors 


' and ministers of a hundred courts, from Mexico 


to Japan, and the assembled wit and fashion and 
beauty and distinction of the thirty-three States 


| of the Union—was then used by the excellentand 


patriotic wife of the President as a drying-room 
for, not the maids of honor; but the washerivo- 
men of the palace. 

Sir, thereis an incident connected with the early 
settlement of this city—still the capital of the Re- 
Reus selected’ as the seat of Government by 

ashington, the father of the Republic, and bear- 
ing his honored: name—an incident which shows 
how much he and the other great men who ‘made 
the Constitution underestimated the power and im- 
portance of thé Executive. This Capitol, within 
which we now deliberate, fronts to the east. ‘There 
all your Presidentsare inaugurated; and it was the 
design and the expectation ofthe founders of the 
city that it shouldextend to theeastward. There, 
sir, there, in that direction, was to be the future 
Rome of the American continent. The Executive 
mansion was meant to be in the rear, and to be 
keptin the rear of the Chambers of the Legislature. 
A long vista through the original forest trees—a 
sort of American mall—was to -connect them to- 
gether; and the President was expected to enter 
below stairs and at the back door into this Cap- 


‘itol. But he.was to be kept for the most part trans 


Tiberem—on the other side of the Tiber, The 
low, marshy ground to the westward, it was sup- 
posed, would forever forbid the building up of a 
city between the seats of legislative and execu- 
tive magistracy; and the whole, ifindeed ever laid 
out at all, might have become a great national 
park. But behold the strange perversity of man! 
‘The city has all gone tothe westward. The rear 
of the Capitol has now become its front. Penn- 


-sylvania avenue, instead of a suburban drive, is 


now a grand thoroughfare, the chief artery which 
conveys the blood from that which is now'the 
center or heart of the system—the President: The 
Executive mansion—that old castle, with bad fires 
and without bells, to the sore discomfort of Mis- 


‘tress Abigail Adams—is now, and hasbeen for 


years, the great object of attraction; and whereas, 
in the beginning, the “< taverns’’—for that was the 
name given them sixty years ago—all clustered 
around this Capitol, I observe that now the great- 
est, most flourishing; and:best patronized “hotel” 


‘has. established “itself within “bow-shot of. the 
“White House. Sin the poweriof executive grav- 
‘tation ‘has:proved too: strong for “the framersiof 
the ‘Government: andthe: founders: of: the. tity.” 
“Westward the ‘course ‘of architecture has taken 
-its way ;and-certainly; sir, certainl yyitis:Aotbe- 


cause of any especial attraction about that:most . 


“venerable of ancient marts—old Georgeto: 
: “But to-resume;, sir: Nothing! adds so muchto 
‘thes power: and<influence of the: Execitive.as‘a 
Jarge revenue and heavy: expenditures and- if a 
‘public debt: be added; ‘so much the worse. Every 
‘dollar more-borrowed or collected ,-and every dol- 
‘lar more spent,is just so much added tothe power 
and’ value of the executive: office. Nothing in 
the political history of the country has :beeir so 
‘marked as ‘the steady, but enormous; increase 
in the taxation and disbursement:of the; Péderal 
Government. : Fifteen years ago—toigo‘back-no 
further—just previous to ithe Mexican:war, :the 
receipts of the Treasury: were: $29,000,000, and 
‘the expenditures $27,000,000;--while : four years 
ago, only ten years later, the receipts:had run up 


-to $69,000,000, and theexpenditures to$71,000,000 - 


—the latter: being always;or nearly always,ialit- 
‘tle in'advance of the former. . Nature, it is said, 
sir, abhors a vacuum; but government; our Gov- 
ernment, at least, would scem .to-abhor:a:pleth- 
-oric-Treasury.~ There are always surgeons, vól- 
 unteers; too, at that, if need be, of a: very famous 
school-of surgery, who-are ready: to resort upon 
-all occasions to financial phlebotomy.. Verily, 
sir, verily these surgeons of the-executivé house- 
Mold have great faith-in a low fiscal regimen. . 
The collection and disbursement of $80,000,000 
a yanto four years, is a prize worth every: sac- 
‘rifice. The power of the sword, the command:of 
armics and navies and the militia,is in itself.a-tre- 
mendous power; and. from the signs around.us, 
from all: that everywhere. meets ithe eye-or: falls 
upon the ear, at every step throughout this capi- 
tal, Iam afraid that now at length, and before the 
close of the last quarter of the first century of the 
‘Republic; it is about to assume.a terrible signifi- 
cancy, and that the reign of military despotism. is 
“henceforth to be-dated from this year. .. Butgreat 
as'this power is, itis nothing, nothing as, yet in 
this country, compared: with. the: power :of:the 
purse. He who commandsthat: unnumbered host 
cof eager and hungry. expectants whose eyes:are 
fixed upon the:Treasury, to say nothing of: that 
-other host of seekers of office, is mightier far than 
the commander of military legions. The gentle- 
‘man from Tennessee-{Mr. Evrreniner] enter- 
tained us the other day with a glowing picture of 
the exodus. of. the present incumbents: about the 
executive offices and elsewhere. Sir, [should be 
leased, when: he. next addresses the House, to 
nave his fine powers'of wit and eloquence tested 
by a description of the flight. of the coming lo- 
custs about.the fourth of March.’ Certainly, sir, 
certainly the departure of the.army-of fat, sleek, 
contented, well fed and weil clad office holders, 
whose natural habitat is the Treasury building, 
or some other of the same sort, is a picture. mel- 
ancholyeenough to excite commiseration in even 
the hardest and the stoniest heart. But the ingress 
of that other mighty host of office.seckers, fifty to 
one; lean, lank, cadaverous, hungry, hollow eyed; 
with bones bursting through their garments, and 
long, skinny fingers, eager to clutch: the spoils; 
and stung, ‘too, with: the estrus of that praetical 
sort of patriotism which loves the country:forits 
material benefits, would: require some part at least 
of the powers of: those diabolical old painters of 
‘the Spanish or Italian school. The gentleman 
will pardon me, but. 1 am sure that even he isnot 
equal to it. : Dini 
“Such, Mr. Speaker, is the central Government 
of the United States; and such its. powers. and 
honors and emoluments; and: every: year adds 
strength to'them. Against the centralizing ten- 
dencies and influences of such a: Government, the 
States separately cannot: contend. Neither am- 
bition nor avarice, the love of:honor, or the love 
of gain; find anything to satisfy their large desires 
in the State governments. “Sir, the State. execu- 
tives have no cabinets, no veto for the most: part, 
no army, no navy, no militia, except upon the 
péace establishment, and that commonly despised ; 
no foreign appointments, and no diplomatic inter- 


“course; no treaties, no post office, no land office, 
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no great revenues to disburse; smalisalaries, and 
no: patronage—in short, sir, nothing. to arouse 
“ambition; or to excite avarice. The Legislatures 
of the States have a most.valuable,.but not the 
moat dignified, field of labor. “They:declare no 
-war, levy:no imports, regulate no. external com- 
(merce; coin.no: money, establish no: post-routes, 
oceanic or overland; make no land grants, emit 
‘no bills of credit-of their own; publish no Globe, 
‘have no franking privilege,-and their senators and 
representatives serve the State for a few hundred 
dollars a years: The State judiciaries, however 
ixipottant the litigation before them may be to the 
“parties,attract commonly but small interest from 
‘the public; and of late years,nb great or splendid 
legal reputations to he acquired outside of a few 
of the larger cities, at least, either upon the bench 
-or at the bar of the. State courts. Whatever, sir, 
_the dignity or power or consideration of the Uni- 
ted States may be,.that of each State is but the 
one.thirty fourth part of it; and, indeed, for some 


i years past, the control of the State governments ` 


as, to a great extent, been sought after chiefly 
as an-instrumentality for securing control of legis- 
„lative, executive, or judicial position in the Fed- 
eral Government. And all this mischief—for mis- 
chief certainly I must regard it—has been steadily 
aggravated by the policy pursued in nearly all the 
States, of diminishing in every way, in their con- 
stitutions, and by their laws, the dignity, power, 
and consideration of the several departments of 
their State governments. Short tenures, low sal- 
aries, biennial sessions, crude, hasty, and con- 
tinually changing legislation, new constitutiorfs 
every tem years, and whatever elsemay be classed 
under the head of reformi,-falsely so called, have 
been the bane of State sovereignty dhd import- 
-ance. Indeed, for years past, State constitu- 
tions, laws, and institutions of every sort, seem 
: to: have been regarded as but so many subjects 
for rude and wanton experiment at the hands of 
reckless ideologists or demagogues. But besides 
‘All this, the infinite subdivision of political power 
inthe States, from the chief departments of State 
down through countics, townships, school dis- 
tricts, cities, towns, and villages, all which cer- 
tainly is very necessary and proper in a demo- 
cratic Government, tends very much of itself to 
decrease the dignity and importance of the States. 
Inshort, sir, in nearly all the States,and especially 
in the new States, the great purpose of the poli- 
ticians would seem to have been to ascertain just 
how feeble and simple and insignificant their gov- 
ernments could be made—just how near to a pure 
and ‘perfect democracy our representative form 
of republicanism. can be carried. All this, sir, 
would have been well and consistent enough, no 
doubt, if the States were totally disconnected, or 
if the Federal Government could have been kept 
down equally low, simple, and democratic, Cer- 
tainly, this is the true idea of astrictly democratic 
form and administration of government; and the 
nearer it is approached, the purer and better the 
system—in theory at least. But the experiment 
- having been fairly tried, and the fact settled, that 
ina country so large, wealthy, populous, and en- 
terprising as ours is, it is impossible to reduce 
down, or to keep down, the central Government 
to one of economy and simplicity; it is the true 
wisdom and policy of the States to see to it that 
their own separate governments are not rendered 
any more insignificant, at the least, than they are 
already. 

Such, sir, I repeat, then, is the central Govern- 
ment of the United States, and such its great and 
tremendous powers and honors and emoluments. 
‘With such powers, such honors, such patronage, 
and such revenues, is it any wonder, I ask, that 
everything, yes even virtue, truth, justice, patriot- 
ism, and the Constitution itself, should be sacri- 
ficed to obtain possession of it? There is no such 
glittering prize to be contended for every four or 
two years, any where throughout the whole earth; 
and accordingly, from the beginning, and every 
‘year more and more, it has been the object of the 
highest.and lowest, the purest and the most cor- 
rupt ambition known among men. -Parties and 
combinations have existed from the first, and have 
been.changed and reorganized. and built up and 
cast down from the- earliest period of our history 
to this day, all for the purpose of controlling the 
powers, and honors, and the moneys of the cen- 


tral Government. For a good many years par- i 


ties were organized upon questions of finance or 
of political economy. Upon the subjects of a 
permanent public debt, a national bank, the pub- 
ic deposits, a protective tariff, internal improve- 
ments, the disposition of the public lands, and 
other questions of a similar character, all of them 
looking to the special interests of the moneyed 
classes, parties were for a long while divi ed. 
The. different kinds of capitalists sometimes also 
disagreed among themselves—the manufacturers 
with the commercial men of the country ;andin this 
manner party issues were occasionally made up. 
But the great dividing line at Jast, was always be- 
tween capital and labor—between the few who had 
money and who wanted to use the Government 
to increase and ‘* protect ” it, as the phrase goes, 
and the many who had little but wanted to keep 
it, and who only asked Government to let them 
alone. Money, money, sir, was at the bottom 
of the political contests of the times; and nothing 
so cunously demonstrates the immense power of 
money as the fact that in a country where there 
is no entailment of estates, no law of primogeni- 
ture, no means of keeping up vast accumulations 
of wealth in particular families, no exclusive privi- 
leges, and where universal suffrage prevails, these 
contests should have continued, with various for- 
tune, for fuil half a century. But at the last the 
opponents of Democracy, known at different pe- 
riods of the struggle by many different names, but 
around whom the moneyed interests always ral- 
lied, were overborne and utterly dispersed. The 
Whig party, their last refuge, the last and ablest 
ofthe economic parties, died out; and the politicians 
who were not of the Democratic party, with a 
good many more, also, who had_been of it, but 
who had deserted it, or whom it had deserted, 
were obliged to resort to some other and new ele- 
ment for an organization which might be made 
strong enough to conquer and to destroy the De~ 
mocracy, and thus obtain control of the Federal 
Government. And most unfortunately for the 
peace of the country, and for the perpetuity, I fear, 
of the Union itself, they found the nucleus of such 
an organization ready formed to their hands—an 
organization odious, indeed, in name, but founded 
upon two of the most powerful passions of the 
human heart: sEcTIONALISM, which is only a nar- 
row and localized patriotism, and ANTI-SLAVERY, 
or love of freedom, which commonly is powerful 
just in proportion as it is very near coming home 
to one’s own self, or very far off, so that either 
self-interest or the imagination can have full power 
toact. And here let me remark, that it had so 
happened that almost, if not quite, from the begin- 
ning of the Government, the South, or slavehold- 
ing section of the Union—partly because the peo- 
ple of the South are chiefly an agricultural and 
producing, a non-commercial and non-manufac- 
turing people, and partly because there is no con- 
flict, or little conflict, among them between labor 
and capital, inasmuch as to a considerable extent 
capital owns a large class of their laborers not of 
the white racc; and it may be also because, as 
Mr. Burke said many years ago, the holders of 
slaves are “ by far the most proud and jealous of 
their freedom,” and because the aristocracy of 
birth, and family, and of talent, is more highly 
esteemed among them than the aristocracy of 
wealth—but no matter from what gause, the fact 
was that the South for fifty year was nearly al- 
ways on the side of the Democratic party. It was 
the natural ally of the Democracy of the North, 
and especially of the West. Geographical posi- 
tion and identity of interests bound us together; 
and till this. sectional question of slavery arose, 
the South and the new States of the West were 
always together; and the latter, in the beginning 
at least, always Democratic. Sir, there was not 
a triumph of the Democratic party in half a cen- 
tury which was not won by the aid of the states- 
men and the people of the South. I would not 
be mndetsigod, however, as intimating that the 
South was ever slow to appropriate her full share 
of the spoils—the opima spolia of victory; or espe- 
cially that the politicians of that great and noble 
old Commonwealth of Virginia—God bless her— 
were ever remarkable for the grace of self-denial 
in this regard—notatall. Butit was natural, sir, 
that they who had been so many times, and for 


so many years, baffled and defeated by the aid of 


the South, should entertain no very kindly feel- 
ings towards her. And here I must nat omit to 
say, that all this time there was a powerful mi- 
nority in the whole South, sometimes a majority 
in the whole South, and always in some of the 
States of the South, who belonged to the several 
parties. which, at different times, contended with 
the Democracy for the possession and control of 
the Federal Government. Parties in those days 
were not sectional, but extended into every State 
and every part of the Union. And, indeed, in the 
convention of 1787, the possibility, or at least the 
probability, of sectional combinations seems, as 
have already said, to have been almost wholly 
overlooked. Washington, it is true, in his Fare- 
well Address warned us against them, but it was 
rather as a distant vision than as a near reality; 
and a few years later, Mr. Jefferson speaks of a 
possibility of the people of the Mississippi val- 
ley seceding from the East; for even then a divis- 
ion of the Union, North and South, or by slave 
lines, in the Union or out of it, seems scarcely to 
have been contemplated. The letter of Mr. Jef- 
ferson upon this subject, dated in 1803, is a cu- 
rious one; and I commend it to the attention of 
gentlemen upon both sides of the House. 

So long, sir, as the South maintained its equal- 
ity in the Senate, and something like equality in 
population, strength, and material resources jn 
the country, there was little to invite aggression, 
while there were the means, also, torepelit. But, 
in the course of time, the South lost its equality 
in the other wing of the Capitol, and every year 
the disparity between the two sections became 
greater and greater. Meantime, too, the anti-sla- 
very sentiment, which had: lain dormant at the 
North for many years after the inauguration of 
the Federal Government, began, just about the 
time of the emancipation in the British West In- 
dics, to develop itself in great strength, and with 
wonderful rapidity. Ithad appeared, indeed, with 
much violence at the period of the admission of 
Missouri, and even then shook the Union to its 
foundation. And yet how little a sectional con- 
troversy, based upon such a question, had been 
foreseen by the founders of the Government, may 
be learned from Mr. Jeffer'son’s letter to Mr. 
Holmes, in 1820, where he speaks of it falling 
upon his ear like ‘a fire bell in the night.” Said 

e: 

“T considered it, at once, asthe death knell of the Union. 
Tt is hushed, indeed, for the moment; but this is a reprieve 
only, not a final sentence, A geographical line, coinciding 
with a marked principle, moral and political,” — 

Sir, it is this very coincidence of geographical 
line with the marked principle, moral and polit- 
ical, of slavery, which I propose to reach and to 


| obliterate in the only way possible; by running 


other lines, coinciding with other and less danger- 
ous principles, none of them moral, and, above 
all, with other and conflicting interests— 

& A geographical line coinciding with a marked princi- 
ple, moral and political, once conceived and held up to the 
angry passions of men, Will never be obliterated, and every 
new irritation will mark it deeper and deeper.” s * 
* * “I regret that I am now to die in the belief that 
the useless sacrifice of themselves by the generation of 
1776, to acquire self-government and happiness to their 
country, is to be thrown away by the unwise and unworthy 
passions of their sons; and that my only consolation is to 
be that I shall not live to weep over it.” 

_ Fortunate man! He did not live to weep over 
it. To-day he sleeps quietly beneath the soil of 
his own Monticello, unconscious that the mighty 
fabric of Government which he helped to rear— 
a Government whose foundations were laid by 
the hands of so many patriots and sages, and ce- 
mented by the blood of so many martyrs and 
heroes—hastens now,"day by day, to its fall. 
What recks he, or that other great man, his com- 


| peer, fortunate in lifeand opportune alikein death, 


whose dust they keep at Quincy, of those dread- 
ful notes of preparation in every State for civil 
strife and fraternal carnage; or of that martial 
array which already has changed this once peace- 
ful capital into a beleagured city? Fortunate men! 
They died while the Constitution yet survived, 
while the Union survived, while the spirit of fra- 
ternal affection still lived, and the love of true 
American liberty lingered yet in the hearts of their 
descendants. 

Sir, theantagonism of partiés founded on money 
or questions of political economy having died out, 
and the balance of power between the North and 
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the South being now lost, and the strength and 
dignity, and the revenues and disbursements—the 
patronage and spoils—of the Federal Government 
having grown to an enormous size, was anything 
more natural than the organization, upon any basis 
peculiar to the stronger section, of a sectional party, 
to secure so splendid and tempting a prize? Or 
was anything more inevitable, than that the 
« marked principle, moral-and political,” of sla- 
very coinciding with the very geographical line which 
divided the two sections, and appealing so strongly 
to northern sentiments and prejudices, and against 
which it was impossible for any man or any party- 
long to contend, should be revived? Unhappily, 
too, just about this time, the acquisition of a very 
large territory from Mexico, not foreseen or pro- 
vided for by the Missouri compromise, opened 
wide the doog for this very question of slavery, 
in a form every way the most favorable to the 
agitators. The Wilmot proviso, or congressional 
prohibition—now indeed exploded, but which, 
nevertheless received, in some form or other, the 
indorsement of every free State then in the Union 
—it was proposed to establish over the whole ter- 
ritory thus acquiredy as well south of 36° 30’ as 
north of that latitude. The proposition, upon the 
other hand, to extend the Missouri compromise 
line to the Pacific, was rejected by the votes of 
almost the entire Whig party, and of a large ma- 
jority, I believe, of the Democratic party of the 
free States. That, sir, was the fatal mistake of 
the North; and in tribulation and anguish will she 
and the other sections of the Union, and our pos- 
terity, too, for ages, it may be, weep tears of 
bloody repentance and regret over it. 

This controversy, however, sir, after having 
again shaken the Union to its center, was at last, 
though with great difficulty, adjusted through the 
compromise measures of 1850, by the last of the 
great statesmen of the second period of the Re- 
public. But four years afterwards, upon the bill 
to organize the Territories of Kansas and Ne- 
braska, upon the principles of the legislation of 
1850, the imprisoned winds—Eurus, Notusque, 
creberque procellis Africus—were all again let loose 
with more than the rage of a tropical hurricane. 
The Missouri restriction, which for years had 
been denounced as a wicked and atrocious con- 
cession to slavery, and which, some thirty years 
before, had consigned almost.every free State Sen- 
ator or Representative who supported it to polit- 
ical oblivion, became now a most sacred compact 
which it was sacrilege to touch. A distinguished 
Senator, late the Governor of Ohio, who had enti- 
tled his great speech against the adjustment meas- 
ures of 1850, ‘* Union and Freedom without Com- 
promise,” now put forth his elaborate defense, four 
years later, of the Missouri restriction, with the 
rubric or text, in ambitious characters, ‘‘ Main- 
tain Plighted Faith.” But, right or wrong, wise 
“or unwise, at the time, as the repeal of that restric- 
tion may have seemed, subsequent acts and events 
have made it both a delusion and a snare. Yes, 
sir, I confess it. I who, as a private citizen, was 
one of its earliest defenders, make open confes- 
sion of it here, to-day. It was this which gave a 
new.and terrible vitality, to the languishing ele- 
ment of abolitionism, and which precipitated, at 
least, a crisis which, Í fear, was nevertheless, 
sooner or later, inevitable. Itis thecrisis of which 
the President elect spoke thrge years ago. It is, 
indeed, reached. Would to God it were passed, 
algo, In peace. 

But, sir, whether the leaders of the movement 
against the repeal of the Missouri restriction were 
consistent or inconsistent, honest or dishonest, 
the great mass of the people of the free States were 
roused for a time to the highest indignation by it; 

` andinasmuch as the Whig party was just then fall- 
ing to pieces, wicked, or reckless, or short-sighted 
men, eagerly seized upon this unsettled condition 
of the public’ mind, to reorganize the Free-Soil 
arty of 1848, under a new and captivating name, 
but very nearly upon the principles of the Buffalo 
platform of that year; thusabandoning the extreme 
abolition sentiments of the liberty-party, and bring- 
ing up the great majority of the Whig party, and 
not a few of the Democratic party also, to the 
Free-Soil and non-slavery extension principle; 
and by this compromise, forming and consolidat- 
ing that powerful pary, which, for the first time in 
our history, by a mere sectional plurality—in a 


minority in fact by a million .of votes—has ob- 
tained possession of the power and patronage of 
the central Government. . Sir, if all this had hap- 
penea solely by accident, and were likely never to. 
e repeated, portentous as it might be of present 
evil, it would have caused, and. ought.te have 
caused, none of the disasters which have alread 
followed. “But the pREaD sEcRET once disclosed, 


that the immense powers and revenues and hon-. 


ors and spoils, of this great and mighty Republic, 
may be easily won, by a mere sectional majority, 
upon a popular sectional issue, will never die; and 
new aggressions and new issues must continually 
spring from it. This is the philosophy and the 
justification of the alarm and consternation which 
have shaken the South from the Potomac to the 
Gulf. Itis the philosophy and the justification, 
too, of the amendmentof the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Apams,} and of all the other 
propositions for new adjustments and new guar- 
antees. Sir, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Sepewick] was right when he said that there never 
was any great event which did not spring from 
some adequate cause. The South is afraid of your 
sectional majority,. organized. and consolidated 
upon the abstract principle of hostility to slavery 
generally, and the practical application of that 
principle to the exclusion of slavery from all the 
Territories, and its restriction by the power of that 
sectional majority, to where it now exists. And 
if this be not the fundamental doctrine of the Re- 
publican party, I shall be greatly obliged to some 
gentleman of that party to tell me what its funda- 
mental doctrine is. 

But unjust and oppressive as the South feel 
their exclusion from the common territories of 
the States to be, they know well, also, that the 
propelling power of a great moral and religious 
principle, as it is regarded in the North, added to 
the Still more enduring, persistent, and prudent 
passion of ambition, of thirst for power and place, 
for the honorsand emoluments of such a Govern- 
ment as ours, with its half a million of dependents 
and expectants, and its eighty millions of revenues 
and disbursements, all, all to be secured by the 
Aladdin’s lamp of a sectional majority, cannot be 
arrested or extinguished: by anything short of the 
suppression of the power which makes it potent 
for mischief. And nothing less than this, be as- 
sured, will satisfy any considerable number of 
even the more moderate of the people of the border 
slave States, and certainly without it there is not 
the slightest hope of the return of the States upon 
the Gulf, and thus of a restoration of the Union 
as it existed but three months ago. 

The statesmen and the people of all of these 
States well know, also, that by the civil law of 
every country among individuals, and by the law 
of nations,as between sovereign and forcign States, 
the power to aggress, along with the threat and 
the preparation to aggress, is a good cause why 
an individual or a State should be required to give 
some adequate assurance that the power shall not 
be used to execute the threat; or, otherwise, that 
the power shall itself be takenaway. Apply now, 
sir, these principles to the case in hand. The 
North has the power; that power is in the hands 
of the Republican party, and already, they have 
resolved to use it for the exclusion of the South 
from all the Territorics. There shall be no more 
extension of slavery. More than this, the leaders 
of the party—many of them leaders and founders 
of the old Liberty Guard, the original Abolition 
party of the North—the very men who brought 
the masses of the Whig party and many of the 
Democratic party from utter indifference and non- 
intervention, years ago, upon the question of sla- 
very, up to the point of no more slavery exten- 
sion, and persuaded them, in spite of the warning 
voice of Washington, in the very face of the ap- 
palling danger of disunion, to unite, for this pur- 
pose, in a powerful sectional party, for the first 
time in the history of the Government—these self- 
same leaders proclaim now, not indeed as pres- 
ent doctrine or purposes of the Republican party; 
but as solemn abstract truths, as fixed, existing 
facts, that there is a “‘ higher law ’’ than the Con- 
stitution, and an “‘ irrepressible conflict ” of prin- 
ciple and interest between the dominant and the 
minority sections of the Union; and that one or the 
other must conquer in the conflict. Sir, in this con- 
test with ballots, who is it that must conquer— 


-majority ?- 


the section of. the minority: or the: 


ad now, sir, when sentiments like thes 


hela and. proclaimed—-deliberately,, lenin - 


peatedly. proclaimed—by. men, one of whom i 

now. the President elect, and the other the Secre- 
tary of State of the incomirig Administration, is 
it.at-all surprising, that the States of the South’ 
shouldbe filled-with excitement and alarm, or that 
they. should demand, as. almost with. one -voice 
they have demanded, adequate and complete guar- 
antees for their rights.and security against aggves- 
sion? Right or wrong; justifiably. or without 
cause, they have. done it; and I lament to say that 
some of the States have even gone so far. asto 
throw off wholly the authority of the Federal 
Government, and withdraw themselves from: the 
Union. Sir, I will not discuss the right öf seces- 
sion. Itis of no possible avail, now, either to 
maintain or to condemn. it; yet it is vain to. tell 
me that States cannot secede. - Seven States have 
seceded; they, now refuse any longer.to recognize 
the authority of this Government, and already 
have entered into a new confederacy and. set,upa 
provisional government of. their own. - In three 
months their agents and commissioners will re- 
turn from Europe with the recognition of Great 
Britain and France and of the other great Powers 
of the continent. Other States at home. are:pre- 
paring to unite with this new confederacy, if. you 
do not soon grant to them their justand equitable 
demands. The question is no longer one of meye 
preservation of the Union. That was the quéstion 
when we met in this Chamber some two months 
ago. Unhappily, that day has passal by; and 
while your “ perilous committee of thirty-three’? 
debated and deliberated to gain time—yes, to gain 
time-—for that was the insane and most.unstates- 
manlike cry in the beginning of the session, star 
after star shot madly from our political firmament. 
The question to-day is: how shall we now. keep 
the States we have and restore those which are 
lost? Ay, sir, restore, till every wanderer shall 
have returned, and not one be missing from the 
“starry flock.” ; ; 

If, then, Mr. Speaker, I have justly and truly 
stated the causes Which, have led to these: most 
disastrous results; if indeed the control of the im- 
mense powers, honors, and revenues—ethe spoils 
—of the Federal Government; in a word, if the 
possession of power and the temptation to abuse 
it be the primary cause of the present, dismem- 
berment of the United States, ought not every 
remedy proposed to reach at once the very seat of 
the disease? And why, sir, may not the malady 
be healed? Why cannot this controversy be ad- 
justed? Has, indeed, the Union of these States 
received the immedicable wound? I donot believe 
it. Never was therea political crisis for which wise, 
courageous, and disinterested statesmen. could 
more speedily devisea remedy. British statesmen 
would -have adjusted it in a- few. weeks. . Twice, 
certainly, if not three times, in this century, they 
have healed troubles threatening a dissolution of 
the monarchy and civil war; and each time healed 
them by yielding promptly to the necessities 
which pressed upon them, giving up principlesand 
measures to which they had every way for years 
beencommitted. They havelearned wisdom from 
the obstinacy of the King who lost to Great Britain 
her thirteen colonies, and have been taught by 
that memorable lesson to concede and to compro- 
mise in time, and to do it radically; and history 
has pronounced it statesmanship, not:weakness. 
In each case, too, they yielded up, not doctrines 
and a policy which they were seeking for the first 
time to establish, but the ancient and settled prin- 
ciples, usages, and institutions of the realm; and 
they yielded up these to save others yet more 
essential, and to maintain the integrity of the 
empire. They did save it, and did maintain it; 
and to-day Great Britain is stronger and more 
prosperous and more secure thanany Government 
on the globe. 

Sir, no man had for a longer time, or with 
more inexorable firmness, opposed Catholiceman- 
cipation than the Duke of Wellington. Yet, when 
the issue came at last between emahcipation or 
civil war, the hero of a hundred battle-fields, the 
conqueror at Waterloo, the greatest military com- 
mander, except Napoleon, of modern times; yes, 
the Iron Duxg, lost not a moment, but yielded to 
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the Storm jand himself led the party which carried: 


the greatmeasure of peace and compromisethrough: 
‘the “very. ¢ 


yhe sought- no-middle ground, nohak- 
astire; confessing weakness; promising 

s; doingnothing. And in that memorable 
oke-words of wisdom, moderation, 


„Which we must have applied, in order to have put an end to 


of things, tf we had not embraced the option of 
: ) forward the measure for which I hold ‘nyself re- 
sponsible? o ies PETS ots, f 
Two years later; sir, in a yet more dangerous 
crisis: upon the Reform Bill, which the Commons 
“hid rejected, and when civil commotion and dis- 
cord, if novrevolution, were again threatened, and 
“it bécame. necessary to dissolve the: Parliament, 
“end for that purpose: to-secure the consent of a 
King adverse to: the dissolution, the Lord Chan- 
éelor of England; one of the most extraordinary 
‘men ‘of the age, by perhaps the boldest and most 
hazardous expeérinient ever tried upon royalty, 
--eurpiised the King into consent, assuring him that 
“the further existence of the Parliament wasin- 
= con patiblé with the peace and safety of the king- 
domy and having, without: the-royal command, 
giliingned the great officers of State, prepared the 
‘crown, the: robésy the: King’s speech and what- 
ever else. was needed, and, at the risk of the pèn- 
` altiesof high treason, ordered also the attendance 
of ‘the troops required by the‘usages of the cere- 
mony, he burried the King to the Chamber of the 
-House of Lords, where; in-the presence of the 
: Comnions, the Parliament was dissolved, while 
“each ‘House was still in high debate, and without 
other notice inadvance than the sound of the can- 
non which announced his’ Majesty’s approach. 
Yet-all' this was done in the midst of threatened 
insurrectionand rebellion; when the Duke of Wel- 
lington, the Duke of Cumberland, and other no- 
| Blemen;: were assaulted’ in’ the streets, and their 
© houses Droken into and ‘mobbed; when London 
itself was threatened with capture, and the dying 
© Sir Walter Scott was hooted and reviled by ruflians 
atthe polls. Tt was done while the kingdom was 
one vast mob; while the cry rang through all Eng- 
land, Ireland, and Scotland, that the bill must be 
carried through Parliament or over Parliament; if 
+ possible, by peaceable means; ifnot possible, then 
y forte; and when the Prime: Minister declared 
inthe ‘House of Commons that; by reason of its 
defeat; “nich blood would be shed in the strug- 
gle between ‘the contending parties, and that he 
was perfectly convinced that the British Consti- 
tution would perish inthe confitet.?? And, sir, 
when all else failed, the King himselfat last gave 
~- permission in writing, to Kari Grey and the Lord 
Chancelor, to create as many new peers as might 
be necessary to secure a majority for the reform 
| bitlin the House of Lords, 


Suchjsir, is British statesmanship. They re- | 


© member, but we have forgotten, the lessons which 
our fathers taught them. Sir, it will be the op- 
probrium of American statesmanship forever that 
thiscontroversy of-ours'shall be permitied to end 
in‘final and perpetualdismemberment of the Union. 
<P propose now, sir, to consider briefly the sev- 
eral propositions before the House, looking to the 


“adjustment. of our difficulties. by. coustitutional | 


~ amendment, in connection also with those which 
T have tmyself:had. the honor to submit. 

+. s'Philosophically or logically: considered, there 

twooways in which the work -before as may 

acted: the first, by removing the temptation 

igeresss the second, by taking the poweraway. 

Now; siry Lam-free:to confess that I do not-see 


‘itadel of: conservatism—the‘ House of; 


how-any amendment of the Constitution ‘ean di- 
-minish the: powers, dignity, or patronage of the 
| Federal Government, consistently with the just 
| distribution of power between the several depart- 

ments; or between the States and the General Gov- 

‘ernmeht; consistently with its necessary strength 

and-efficiency. The evil-here hes rather in the 

administration than in the organizatioh of the sys- 

‘stem; and a large part of it is inherent-in the ad- 
ministration of every government. The virtue and 
intelligence of the people, and the capacity and 
-honesty of their representatives in every depart- 
ment, must be -intrusted with the mitigation and 
correction of the mischief. The less thelegislation 
of every kind; the smaller the revenues, and fewer 
the disbursements; the less the Government shall 
have to do, every way, with debt, credit, mon- 
eyed influences, and jobs and schemes of every 
sort; the longer peace can be maintained, and the 
more the number of the employés and dependents 
|| on Government can be reduced, the less will be the 
patronage and the corruption of the system, and 
the less, therefore, the motive to sacrifice truth 
-and justice, and to overleap the Constitution to 
secure the control of it. In other words, the more 
you diminish temptation, the more you will de- 
‘liver us from evil. 

But pass this point by without further remark, 
inasmuch as none of the plans of adjustment pro- 
posed, either here or in the Senate, look to any 
change of the Constitution in this respect. They 
allaim—every one ofthem—at checking the POWER 
to aggress; and, except the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] which 
gocs much further than mine in giving a negative 
upon one subject to every slave State in the Union, 
they propose to effect their purpose by mere con- 
stituuonal prohibitions. It is not my purpose, 
sir, to demand a vote upon the propositions which 
I have myself submitted. I have not the party 
position, nor the power behind me, nor with me, 
nor the age, nor the experience which would jus- 
tify me in assuming the lead in any greatmeasure 
of peace and conciliation; but I believe, and very 
respectfully I suggest it, that something similar, 
atleast, to these propositions will form a part of 
any adequate and final adjustment which may re- 
store all the States to the federal Union. No, 
sir; Lam. able now only to follow where others 
may lead. : 

i- Pshall vote for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] (though it 
does not go far cnough,) because it ignores and 
denies the moral or religious element of the anti- 
shivery agitation, and thus removes so far, at least, 
its most dangerous sting—fenaticism—and dealing 
with the question as one of mere policy and econ- 
omy, of pure politics alone, proposes a new and 
most comprehensive guarantee for the peculiar 
institution of the States of the South. I shall 
vote also for the Crittenden propositions—as an 
experiment, and only as an experiment—because 
they procced upon the same general idea which 
marks the Adams amend ment; and whereas, forthe 
sake of peace and the Union, the latter would give 
i anew security to slavery in the States, the former, 
for the self-same great and paramount object of 
| Union and peace, proposes to give a new security 
balso to slavery in the Territories south of the lati- 
| tade 36° 30. . Sir, if the Union is worth the price 

-which the gentleman from Massachusetts volun- 
teers to pay to maintain it, is it notrichly worth the 
|| very smali additional price which the Senator from 
ii Kentucky demands as the possible condition of 
preserving it? Sir, itis the old parable of the Ro- 
man sybily and to-morrow she will return with 
fewer volumes, and it may be at a higher price. 

E shall vote to try the Crittenden propositions, 
| because, also, I believe that they are perhaps the 
| least which even the more moderate of the slave 
| States would under any circumstances be willing 
| to accept; and because north, south, and west, the 


i able terms of adjustment which may so much as 
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secure that. great 
heart. : 


object which is nearest to my 
But, judging all of these propositions, never- 


‘theless, by the lights: of philosophy and states- 


manship, and as I believe they. will be regarded. by 


„the historian who shall- come after usy L find in 


them all two capital defects which will,in the 
end, prove them to be both unsatisfactory to large 
numbers alike of the people of the free and. the 


‘slave States; and wholly inadequate to the great 
purpose of the reconstruction and the future pres* 


ervation of the Union. None of them—except 
that of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Avams,] and hisin one particular only—proposes 
to give to.the minority section any veto or self 
protecting power against those aggressions, the 


‘temptation to which, and the danger from which. 


are the very cause or reason for the demand for 
any new. guarantees atall. They who complain 
of violated faith in the past, are, met only with new 
promises of good faith for the futare;, they who 
tell you that you have broken the Constitution 
heretofore, are answered with proposed additions 
to the Constitution, so that there may be more 
room for breaches hereafter. The only protec- 
tion here offered against the aggressive spirit of 
the majority, is the simple pledge of power that 
it will not abuse itself; nor aggress, nor usurp, 
nor amplify itself to attain its ends. You place 
in the distance, the highest honors, the Jargest 
emoluments, the most glittering of all prizes; and 
then you propose, as it were, to exact a promise 
from the race horse that he will accommodate his 
speed to the slow-moving pace of the tortoise. 
Sir, if I meant terms of equality, I would give 
the tortoise a good ways the start in the race. 

My point of objection, therefore, is, that you do 
not allow to that very minority which, because it 
is a minority, and because itis afraid of your ag- 
gressions, is now. about to secede and withdraw 
itself from your Government and set up a sepa- 
rate confederacy of its own, you do not allow to 
it the power of self-protection within the Union. 
If, Representatives, you are sincere. in your pro- 
testations that you do not mean to aggress upon 
the rights of this minority, you deny yourselves 
nothing by these new guarantees. If you do mean 
to aggress, then. this minority has a right to de- 
mand self-protection and security. 

But, sir, there remains yet another, and a still 
stronger objection to these several propositions. 
Every one of them proposes to recognize, and to 
embody in the Constitution, that very. sort of sec- 
tionalism which is the immediate instrumentality 
of the present dismemberment of these States, and 
the existende of which is, in my judgment, utterly 
inconsistent with the peace and stability of. the 
Union. Every one of them recognizes and per- 
petuates the division line between slave labor and 
free labor, that self-same ‘ geographical line, coin- 
ciding with the marked principle, moral and politi- 
cal,” ofslavery, which so started the prophetic ear 


| of Jefferson, and which he foretold, forty yearsago, 


every irritation would mark deeper and deeper, 
till,atlast,it would destroy the Union itself. They 
one and all recognize. slavery as an existing and 
paramount element in the polities of the country, 
and yet only promise that the non-slaveholding 
majority section, immenscly in the majority, will 
not aggress upon the rights or trespass upon the 
interests of the slayeholding minority section, im- 
mensely in the minority. Adeo senuerunt et Jupi- 
ter et Mars? 

Sir, just so long as slavery is recognized as an 
element in politics at all—just so long as the divid- 
ing line between the slave labor and the free labor 
States is kept up as the only line, with the dispar- 
ity between.them growing every day greater and 
greater—just so long it will be impossible to keep 
the peace and maintain a Federal Union between 
them. However suflicient any of these plans of 
adjustment might have been ote year ago, or even 
in December last when proposed, and prior- to the 
secession of any of the States, | fear.that they will 
be found utterly inadequate to restore the Union 
now. Ido not believe that alone they will avail 
to bring back the States which have seceded, and 
therefore to withhold the other slave States from 
ultimate secession; for surely no man fit to bea 
statesman can fail to foresee that unless the cotton 
States can be returned to the Union, the border 
States must and will, sooner or later, follow them 
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out of it. As between two confederacies—the 
one non-slaveholding, and the other slavehold- 
ing—all the States of the South must belong to 
the latter, except possibly Maryland and Dela- 
ware, and they of course could remain with the 
former only upon the understanding that just as 
soon as practicable slavery should be abolished 
within their limits. If fifteen slave States cannot 
protect. themselves, and feel secure in a Union 
with eighteen anti-slavery Siates, how can eight 
slave States maintain their position and their rights 
in a Union with nineteen, or with thirty, anti- 
slavery States? The question, therefore, is not 
merely what will keep Virginia in the Union, but 
also what will bring Georgia back. And here let 
me say that I do not doubt that there isa large 
and powerful Union sentiment still surviving in 
all of the States which have seceded, South Car- 
olina alone perhaps excepted; and that if the peo- 
ple of those States can be assured that they shall 
have the power to protect themselves by their own 
action within the Union, they will giadly return toit, 
very greatly preferring protection within to secu- 
rity outside of it. Just now, indeed, the fear of 
danger, and your persistent and obstinate refusal 
to enable them to guard against it, have delivered 
the people of those States over into the hands and 
under the control of the real secessionists and dis- 
unionists among them; but give them security and 
the means of enforcing it; above all, dry up forever 
this pestilent fountain of slavery agitation as a 
political elementin both sections,and, my word for 
it, the ties of a common ancestry, a common kin- 
dred, and common language; the bonds of a com- 
mion interest, common danger,and common safety; 
the recollections of the past, and of associations 
not yet dissolved, and the bright hopes of a future 
toallofus, more gloriousand resplendent thanany 
othercountry ever saw; ay, sir, and visions, too, of 
that old flag of the Union, and of the music of the 
Union, and precious memories of the statesmen 
and heroes of the dark days of the Revolution, 
will fill their souls yet again with desires and 
yearnings intense for the glories, the honors, and 
the material benefits, too, of that Union which 
their fathers and our fathers mage; and they will 
return to it, not as the prodigal, but with songs 
and rejoicing, as the Hebrews returned from the 
captivity to the ancient city of their kings. 
roceeding, sir, upon the principles which I 
have already considered, and applying them to 
the causes which, step by step, have led to our 
present troubles, J have ventured with great def- 
erence to submit the propositions which are upon 
the table of the House. While not inconsistent 
-with any of the other pending plans of adjust- 
ment, they are, in my judgment, and again I speak 
it with becoming deference, fully adequate to 
secure that protection from aggression, without 
which there can be no confidence, and therefore 
no peace and no restoration for the Union. 
There are two maxims, sir, applicable to all 
constitutional reform, both of which it has been 
my purpose to follow. In the first place, not to 
amend more or further than is necessary for the 
mischiefto be remedied sand next, to follow strictly 
the principles of the Constitution, which is to be 
amended; and corollary to these I mightadd that, 
in framing amendments, the words and phrases of 
the Constitution ought so far as practicable to be 
adopted. i 
I propose, then, sir, to do as all others in the 
Senate and the House have done, so far—to recog- 


nize the existence of sections asa fixed fact, which, 


lamentable as it is, can no longer be denied or sup- 
pressed ; but, for the reasons | have already stated, 
I propose to establish four instead of two grand 
sections of the Union, all of them well known or 
easily designated by marked, natural, or geo- 
graphical lipes and boundaries. J propose four 
sections instead of two; because, if two only are 
recognized, the natyral and inevitable division will 
be into slaveholding and non-slaveholding sec- 
tions; and it is this very division, either by con- 
stitutional enactment, or by common consent, as 
hitherto, which, in my deliberate judgment and 
deepest conviction, it concerns the peace and sta- 
bility of the Union should be forever hereafter 
ignored. Till then there cannot be, and will not 
be, perfect union and peace between these Uni- 
ted States; because, in the first place, the nature 
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of the question is such that it stirs up, necessa- 
rily, as forty years of strife conclusively proves,, 
the strongest and the bitterest passions and an- 
tagonism possible among men; and, in the next, 
place, because the nonslavcholding section has 
now, and will have to the end, a steadily increas- 
ing majority, and enormously disproportioned 
weight and influence in the Government; thus 
combining that which never can be very long 
resisted in any Government—the temptation and 
the power to aggress. Sir, it was not the mere 
geographical line which so startled Mr. Jefferson 
in 1820; but the coincidence of that line with the 
marked principle, moral and political, of slavery. 
And now, sir, to remove this very mischief which 
he predicted, and which has alread y happened, it 
is essential that this coincidence should be oblit- 
erated; and the repeated failure, for years past, of 
all other compromises based upon a recognition 
of this coincidence, has proved beyond doubt 
that it cannot be obliterated unless it be by other 
and conflicting lines of principle and interests. T 
propose, therefore, to multiply the sections, and 
thus efface the slave-labor and free-labor divis- 
ion, and at the same time, and in this manner, to 
diminish the relative power of each section. And 
to prevent combinations among these different 
sections, I propose, also, to allow a vote in the 
Senate by sections, upon demand of one third of 
the Senators of any section, and to require the con- 
currence. of a majority of the Senators of each 
section in the passage of any measure in which, 
by the Constitution, itis necessary that the House, 
and therefore, also, the President, should concur. 
All this, sir,is perfectly consistent with the prin- 
ciples of the Constitution, as shown in the divis- 
ion of the legislative department into the two 
Houses of Congress; the veto power; the two- 
thirds vote of both Houses necessary to pass a 
bill over the veto; the provisions in regard to the 
ratification of treaties and amendments of the Con- 
stitution; but especially in the equal representa- 
tion and suffrage of each State in the Senate, 
whereby the vote of Delaware, with a hundred 
thousand inhabitants, vetoes the vote of New York, 
with her population of nearly four million. If 
the protection of the smaller States against the 
possible aggressions of the larger States required, 
in the judgment of the framers of the Constitution, 
this peculiar ‘and apparently inequitable provis- 
ion, why shall not the protection, ky a similar 
power of veto, of the smaller and weaker sections 
against the aggressions of the larger and stronger 
sections, not be now allowed, when time and ex- 
perience have proved the necessity of just such 
a check upon the majority?, Does any one doubt 
that, if the men who made the Constitution had 
forescen that the real danger to the system lay not 
in aggression by the large upon the small States, 
but in geographical combinations of the strong 
sections againstthe weak, they would have guard- 
ed jealously against that mischief, just as they 
did against the danger to which they mistakenly. 
believed the Government to beexposed? And if 
now, sir, this protection be demanded by the mi- 
nority as the price of the Union, so just and rea- 
sonable a provision ought not fora moment to be 
denied. Far better this than secession and dis- 
ruption. This would, indeed, enable the minor- 
ity to fight for their rights in the Union, instead 
of breaking it in picces to secure them outside of it. 

Certainly, sir, it isin the nature of a veto power 
to each section in the Senate; but necessity re- 
quires it; secession demands it, just as twice in 
the history of the Roman Commonwealth seces- 
sion demanded and received the power of the trib- 
unitian veto as ‘the price of a restoration of the 
Republic. The secession to the Sacred Mount 
secured, just as a second secession half a century 
later restored, the veto of the tribunes of the peo- 
ple, and reinvigorated and preserved the Roman 
constitution for three hundred years. Vetoes, 
checks, balances, concurrent majorities—these, 
sir, are the true conservators of free Government. 

Bat it is not in legislation alone that the danger 
or the temptation to aggress is to be found. Of 
the tremendous power and influence of the Exec- 
utive I have already spoken. And, indeed, the 
present revolutionary movements are the result 
of the apprehension of executive usurpation and 
encroachments to the injury of the rights of the 


South. But for secession. because-of th 
hended danger, the legislative departmen 
have remained, for the present at least, 
and safer hands. Hence the necessity for 
protection and guarantee against sectional co 
nations and majorities to secure the electio 
the President, and to control him when electe 
I propose, therefore, that a concurrent majori y 
of the electors, or States, or Senators, as the case 
may require, of each section, shall be hecessary. 
to the choice of President and. Vice President; 
and lest, by reason of this increased complexity, 
there may bea failure of choice oftener than here- 
tofore, I propose also a special election in such 
case, and.an extension of ‘the term.in all cases to 
six years. This is the outline of the plan; the 
details may be learned in full from, the joint res- 
olution itself; and I will not detain. the House by 
any further explanation now. — i i 

Sir, the natural and inevitable result of these 
amendments, will be to preclude. the. possibility 
of sectional parties and combinations to obtain 
possession of either the legislative or the execu- 
tive power and patronage of the Federal Govern- 
ment; and, if not to suppress totally, at least, very 
greatly to diminish the evil results of national cau- 
cuses, conventions, and other similar party ap- 
pliances. It will no longer be possible to elect a 
Presidént by the votes of a mere dominant and 
majority section. Sectional issues must cease, as 
the basis at least of large party organizations. 
Ambition, or lust for power and place, must look 
no longer to its own section, but to the whole 
country; and he who would be President, or in 
any way the foremost among his countrymen, 
must consult, henceforth, the combined good and 
the good will, too, of all the sections, and in this 
way, consistently with the Constitution, can the 
‘* general welfare’? be best attained. Thus, in- 
deed, will the result be, instead of a natrow, illib- 
eral, and sectional policy, an enlarged patriotism 
and extended public spirit. 

If it be urged that the plan is too complex, and 
therefore impracticable, I answer that that was 
the objection in the beginning to the whole Fed- 
eral system, and to almost every part of it. Itis 
the argument of the French Republicans against 
the division of the legislative department into two 
Chambers; and it was the argument especially 
urged at first against the entire plan or idea of the 
electoral colleges for the choice of a President. 
But, if complex, I answer again, It will prevent 
more evil than good. If it suspend some legis- 
lation for atime, Lanswer, The world is governed 
too much. If it cause delay sometimes in both 
legislation and the choice of President, I answer 
yet again, Better, far better, this than disunion and 
the ten thousand complexities, peaceful and bel- 
ligerent, which must attend it. Better, infinitel 
better this, in the Union, than separate confed. 
eracies outside of it, with either perpetual, war or 
entangling and complicated alliances, offensive 
and defensive, from henceforth forever. To the 
South I say, If you are afraid of free State ag- 
gressions by Congress or the Executive, here is 
abundant protection for even the most timid. To 
the Republican party of the. North and West I 
say, [f you really tremble, as for years past you 
would have had us believe, over that terrible, but 
somewhat mythical, monster—the slave power- 
here, too, is the utmost security for you against 
the possibility of its aggressions. And from first 
to last, allow me to say that, being wholly nega- 
tive in its provisions, this plan can only prevent 
evil, and not work any positive evil itself.’ It is 
a shield for defense; not a sword for aggression. 
In one word let me add that the whole purpose 
and idea of this plan of adjustment which | pro- 

ose, is to give to the several sections inside of the 

nion that power of self-protection which they are 
resolved, or will some day or other be resolved, to 
secure for themselves outside of the Union. 

I propose further, sir, that neither Congress, 
nor a Territorial Legislature shall have power to 
interfere with the equal right of migration, from 
all sections, into the Territories of the United 
States; and that neither shall have power to de- 
stroy or impair any rights of either person or 
property, in these Territories; and, finally, that 
new States, either when annexed or when formed 
out of any of the Territories, with the consent of 
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Congress, shall be admitted into the Union with 
any ebnstitation, republican in form, which the 
people of such States may ordain. ` 
“Aud now, gentlemen of the South, why cannot 
you accept it? ~The Federal Government has 
never yet, in any way, aggressed ‘upon your 
rights.’ ‘Hitherto, indeed, it has been in your 
own, or ai least in friendly hands. Yoü only fear 
+being in the minority—that it will aggress, be- 
cause-it has now fallen under the control of those 
who, you believe, have the temptation, the will, 
and the power to ageress. But this plan of ad- 
justinent proposes to take away the power; and of 
what avait will the temptation or the will then |i 
be, without the power to execute? Both must 
soon perish, : N 
~ And why cannot you, of the Republican party, 
accept it?) There is not a word about slavery in 
it, from beginning to end: I mean in the amend- 
ments. Itis silent upov the question. South of 
36030; and cast of the Rio Grande, there is scarce 
any territory which is not now within the limits 
of some existing State; and westof that river, and 
of the Rocky Mountains, as well as north of 360 
30° and east of those mountains, though any new 
State should establish slavery still her vote would 
be couiited in the Senate and in the electoral col- 
leges with the non-slaveholding section to, which 
she would belong; just as if, within the limits of 
the South, any State should abolish slavery, or 
any new State not tolerating slavery should. be 
adunitted, the vote of such State would also be cast ! 
with the section of the South. However slavery 
might be extended, as a mere form of civilization 
or of labor, there could be no extension of it as a 
mere aggressive political element in the Govern- 
ment, “Ifthe South only demand that the Federal 
Government shall not be used aggressively to pro- 
hibit the extension of slavery; if she does not de- 
sire to use it herself, upon the other hand, posi- 
tively to extend the institution, then she may well i 
be satisfied; and if you of the Republican party | 
do not really mean to aggress upon slavery where 
it now exists; if you are. not, in fact, opposed to | 
iheadmission of any more slave States; If, indeed, 
you do not any longer propose to use the powers 
of the Federal Government positively and aggres- 
sively to prohibit slavery in the Territories, but 
are satisfied to allow it to take its natural course, 
according to the laws of interest or of climate, | 
thet you. too,may well be content with this plan 


openly and publicly, to deny, abjure, and re- 
nounce, in so many words, the more moderate 
principles and doctrines which you have this ses- 
sion professed, And yet, candor obliges me to de- 
elate, that this plan of settlement, and every other 
plan, whatsoever, whichis of the slightest value— 
even the amendinent of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] is a virtual dissolution 
of the Republican party, as a'mere sectional and 
anti-slavery organization; and this, too, will, in 
my judgment, be equally the result, whether we 
com promise atall, and the Union bethus restored, 
ox whether it bo finally and forever dissolved. The 
people of the North and the West will never trust 
the destroyers—-for destroyers, Indeed, you will 
he, if you reject all fair terms of adjustment—the 
destroyers of one Government, and such a Gov- 
ernment as this, with the Administration and con- 
troļ of any other. You hate now the executive | 
department, as the result of the late election. Bet- 
ter, far better, reorganize and nationalize your 
party, and keep the Government for four years | 
im peace, and with a Union of thirty-four States, 
than with the shadow aud mockery of a broken 
and disjointed Union of sixteen or nineteen States, 
ending, at last, in total and hopeless dissolution. i| 

Having thus, sir, guarded diligently the rights 
of the several States and sections, and given to cach || 


t 


; a whole section, 
of adjustment, since it does not demand of yon, |} 


section also the power to protect itself inside of the 
Union from aggression, I propose next to limitand 
to regulate the alleged right of sgcession, since 
this, from a dormant abstraction, has now become 
a practical question of tremendous import. As | 
long, sit, as secession remained an untried and 
only menaced experiment, that confidence without : 
which no Government can be stable or efficient, |: 
was notshaken, because it was believed that actual 
secession would never be tried; or if tried, thati 
mast speedily and inglorioasly fail. The popular |! 


faith, cherished for years, has been that the Union 
could not be dissolved. ‘To that faith the Repub- 
lican party was indebted for its success in the late 
election; and we who predicted its dissolution were 
smitten upon the cheek and condemned to feed 
upon bread of affliction and water of affliction, like 
the prophet whom Ahab hated. But partial dis- 
solution has already occurred. Secession has been 
tried and has proved a speedy and a terrible suc- 
cess. The practicability of doing it and the way 
to do it, have both been established. Sir, the ex- 
periment may readily be repeated. It will be re- 
peated. And is it not madness and folly, then, to 
call back, by adjustment, the States which have 
seceded, or to hold back the States which are threat- 
ening to secede, without providing some safeguard 
against the renewal of this most simple and disas- 
trous experiment? Can foreign nations have any 
confidence hereafter in the stability of a Govern- 
ment which may so readily, speedily, and quictly 
be dissolved? Can we have any confidence among 
ourselves? 

If it be said that it would have availed nothing 
to check secession in the Gulf States, even had 
there been a constitutional prohibition of it, I an- 
swer, perhaps not, if it had been total and abso- 
lute, for then there would have beer no alterna- 
tive but sabmission or revolution; and hence I 
propose only to define and restrain and to regu- 
late this alleged right. But I deny that, ifa par- 
ticular mode of secession had been prescribed 
by the Constitution, and thus every other mode 
prohibited, it would have been possible to have 
secured, in any of the seceding States—no, not 
even in South Carolina—a majority in favor of 
separate State secession, or secession in any other 
way than that provided in the Constitution. No, 
sir; it was the almost universal belief in the cot- 
ton States in the unlimited right of secession— 
a doctrine recognized by few in the free States, 
but held to by a great many, if not very gener- 
ally, all over the slave States—which made seces- 
sion so easy. Itis hard to bring any considera- 
able number of the people of the United States— 


suddenly, at least—up to the point of a palpable | 


violation of the Constitution; but it is easy, very 
casy, to draw them into anyact which seems to be 
only the exercise of one right for the purpose of 
securing and preserving the higher. rights of life, 
liberty, person, and property for a whole State or 
Sir, it is because of this very 
idea or notion among the people of the GulfStates, 


that they were exercising a right reserved under | 


the Constitution, that secession there, and the 
establishment of a new confederacy and provis- 
ional government, have been marked by so much 
rapidity, order, and method, all through the bal- 
lot-box, and not with the halter, or ai the point 
of the bayonet, over oppressed minorities; and, 
for the most part, with so few of the excesses and 
irregularities which*have characterized the prog- 
ress of other revolutions. I would not prohibit 
totally the right of sccession, lest violent revolu- 
tions should follow; for where laws and constitu- 
tions are to be overleaped, and they who make the 
revolution avow it to be a revolution, and claim 
no right except the universal rights of man, such 
revolutions are commonly violent and bloody 


i within themselves; and even if not, they cannot 


be resisted by the established authoritics except 
at the cost of civil war; while, if submitted to in 
silence, they tend to demoralize all government, 
It is of vital importance therefore, every way, in 


my judgment, that the exercise of this certainly | 


quasi revolutionary right should be defined, lim- 
ited, and restrained; and accordingly, I propose 
that no State shall secede without the consent of 
the Legislatures of all the States of the section to 


|| which the State proposing to secede may belong. 


This is obviously a most reasonable restraint; 
and yet, of its sufficiency no man ean doubt, 
when he remembers that, in the present crisis of 
the country, had this provision existed, no State 
could have obtained the absolute consent, at least, 
of even one half of the States of the South. 


Such, Mr. Speaker, is the plan whieh, with į 
' great deference, and yet with great confidence, too, 


in its-efficiency, I would propose for the adjust- 


ment of our controversies, and for the restoration | 
i; and preservation of the Union which our fathers | 
made. Like ali human contrivances, certainly, it i! 


7 


is imperfect, and subject to objection. But some- 
thing searching, radical, extreme, going to the 
very foundations of government, and reaching the 
Seat of the malady, must be done, and that right 
speedily, while the fracture is yet fresh, and re- 
union is possible. Two months ago, when I last 
addressed the House, imploring you for immediate 
action, less, much less, would have sufficed; but 
we learned no wisdom from the lessons of the past; 
and now, indeed not poppy, nor mandragora, nor 
other drowsy sirup is of any value to arrest that 
revolution, in the midst of which we are to-day— 
a revolution the grandest and the saddest of mod- 
ern times, 


APPENDIX. 

The following are the amendments to the Con- 

stitution proposed by Mr. VaALLAN'DIGHAM? 
Joint Resolution. 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States is a grant 
of specific powers delegated to the Federal Government by 
the people of several States, all powers not delegated to it 
nor prohibited to the States being reserved to the States, 
respectively, or to the people ; and whereas it is the tend- 
ency of stronger Governments to cnlarge their powers ang 
jurisdiction at the expense of weaker Governments, and of 
majoriticsy to usurp and abuse power and oppress minori- 
ties, to arrest and hold in cheek which tendency compacts 
and constitutions are made ; and whereas the only effectual 
constitutional security for the rights of minorities, whether 
as people or as States, is the power expressly reserved in 
constitutions of protecting those rights by their own action y 
and whereas this mode of protection by checks and guar- 
antees is recognized in the Federal Constitution, as well in 
the case of the equality of the States in representation and 
in suffrage in the Senate, as in the provision for overruling 
the veto of the President and for amending the Constitu- 
tion, not to enumerate other examples; and whereas, un- 
happily, because of the vast extentand diversified interests 
and institutions of the several States of the Union, sectional 
divisions can no longer be suppressed ; aud whereas it con- 
cerns the peace and stability of the Feaeral Union and Gov- 
ernment that a division of the States into meré slavehold- 
ing and non-slaveholding sections, causing hitherto, and ` 
from the nature and necessity ofthe case, inflammatory and 
disastrous controversies upon the subject of slavery, end- 
ing already in present disruption of the Union, should be 
forever hereafter ignored ; aud whereas this important end 
is best to be attained by the recognition of other sections 
without regard to slavery, neither of which sections shalt 
alone be strong enough to oppress or control the others, and 
cach be vested with the power to proteet itself from aggres- 
sions: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the following arti- 
eles be, and are hereby, proposed as amendments to the 
Coustitution of the United States, which shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes as part of said Constitution when 
ratified by conventions in throe fourths of the several States: 

ARTICLE XTT. 

Sec.1. The United States are divided into four sections, 
as follows: 

The States of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode [sland, Connecticut, New York, New Jer- 
sey, and Pennsylvania, and all new States annexed and 
admitted into the Union, or formed or erected within the 
jurisdiction of any of said States, or by the junction of two 
or more of the same, or of parts thereof, or out of territory 
acquired north of said States, shall constitute one section, 
to be known as the Norti. 

The States of Ohio, Indiana, Minois, Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, Minnesota, lowa, and Kansas, and all new States an- 
nexed or admitted into the Union, or erected within the 


ti jurisdiction of any of said States, or by the junction of two 
i or more of the same, or of parts thereof, or out of territory 


now held or hereafter acquired north of latitude 36° 30, 


i and east of the crest of the Rocky Mountains, shall consti- 


tute another section, to be known as the West. 

"Fhe States of Oregon and California, and all new States 
annexed and admitted into the Union, or formed or erected 
within the jurisdiction of any of said States, or by the junc- 
tion of two or nore of the same, or of parts thereof, or out 
of territory now held or hereafter acquired west of the erest 
of the Rocky Mountains and of the Kio Grande, shail con- 
stitute another section to be known as the PACIFIC. 

The States of Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Car- 
olina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, ‘Pexas, Arkansas, Tennessee, Kentucky, 


| and Missouri, and all new States aunexed and admitted 
į tuto the Union, or formed or erected within the jurisdiction 
į of any of said States, or by tue junction of two or more of 


tue same, or of parts thereof, or out of territory acquired 


; cast of the Rio Grande ang south of latitude 36° 30’, shall 


constitute another section, to he known asthe SOUTH. 

Sec. 2. On demand of one third of the Senators of any 
one of the seetions on any bill, orger, resolution, or vote, 
to whieh the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
may be necessary, except on a question of adjournment, @ 
vote shall be had by sections, and a majority of the Sen- 
ators from each section voting shall be necessary to the pas- 
sage of such bill, order, or resolution, and to the validity of 
ë 7 such vote. e 

Sec. 3. Two of the cicetors for President and Vice Pres- 
ident shali be appointed by each State in such manner as 
the Legislature thercof may direct, for the State at large. 
‘The other electors to which eae Srate may be entitled, 
shall be chosen in the respective congressional districts into 
whied the Stare may, at the regular decennial period, have 
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been divided, by the electors of each district, having the 
qualifications requisite for electors of. the most numerous 
branch of the State Legislature. A majority of all the elect- 
ors in each of the four sections in this article established 
shall be necessary to the choice of President and Vice Pres- 
ident; and the concurrence of a majority of the States of 
each section shall be necessary to the choice of President 
by the House of Representatives, and of the Senators from 
each section to the choice of Vice President by the Sen- 
ate, whenever the right of choice shall devolve upon them 
respectively. | 

Suc. 4. The President and Vice President shall hold their 
offices each during the term of six years ; and neither shall 
be eligible to more than one term, except by the votes of 
two thirds ofall the electors of each section, or of the States 
of each section, whenover the right of choice of President 
shall devolve upon the House of Representatives, or of 
Senators from each section whenever the right of choice 
of Vice President shal! devolve upou the Senate. 

Sec. 5. The Congress shall by law provide for the case 
of failure by the House of Representatives to choose a Pres- 
ident, and of the Senate to choose a Vice President, when- 
ever the right of choice shah devolve upon them respect- 
ively, declaring what officer shall"then act as President; 
and such officer shall act accordingly untila President shali 
be elected. ‘The Congress shall also provide by law fora 
special election for Presideut and Vice President in such 
case, to be held aud completed within six months from the 
expiration of the term of oflice of the last preceding Presi- 
dent, and to be conducted in all respects as provided for in 
the Constitution for regular elections of the same oflicer, 
except thatif the [louse of Representative shall not choose 
a President, should the right of choice devolve upon them, 
within twenty days from the opening of the certificates and 
counting ofthe electoral votes, then the Vice Presidentshall 
act as President, asin the case of the death or other consti- 
tutional disability ofthe President. The term of office of the 
President chosen under such special election shal! continue 
six years from the 4th day of March preceding such clec- 


tion. 
ARTICLE XIV. | 

No State shall secede without the consent of the Legis- 
Jatures of the States of the section to which the State pro- 
posing tosecede belongs. The President shall have power 
to adjust with seceding States all questions arising by rea- 
son of their secession ; but the terms of adjustment shall be 
submitted to the Congress for their approval before the same 


shall be valid. 
i ARTICLE XV. 
Neither the Congress nor a Territorial Legislature shall 
have power to interfere with the right of the citizens of any 


of the States within either of the sections to migrate upon | 


equasterms with the citizens of the States within either of 
the other sections to the Territories of the United States ; 
nor shall either the Congress or a Territorial Legislature 
have power to destroy or impair any rights of either person 
or property in the ‘Territories. : 

New States annexed for admission into the Union, or 
formed or erected within the jurisdiction of other States, 

-or by the junction of two or more States, or parts of States ; 
and States formed, with the consent of the Congress, out 
of any territory of the United States, shall be entitled to 
admission upon an equal footing with the original States, 
under any constitution establishing a government republi- 
can in form which the people thereof may ordain, when- 
ever such States, if formed out of any territory of the United 
States, shall contain, within an area of not Jess than sixty 
thousand square miles, a population equal to the then ex- 
isting ratio of representation for one member of the House 
of Representatives. 

A card, from whick the following is extracted, 
was published by Mr. VarnanpiaHam inthe Cin- 
cinnati Enquirer, on the 10th of November, 1860 
—a few days after the presidential clection: 

%And now let me add that F did say, not in Washington, 
notata dinner-table, not in the presence of ¢ fire-eaters,’ 
but in the city of New York, in public assembly of north- 
ern men, and in 2 publie speech at the Cooper Institute, on 
the 2d of November, 1860, that, ‘if any one or more of 
the States of this Union should, at any tirne, secede—for 
reasons of the sufficiency and justice of whieh, before God 
and the great tribunal of history, they alone may judge— 
mueh as I should deplore it, T never would, asa Represent- 
ative in the Congress of the United States, vote one dollar of 
money wherehy one drop of American blood should be shed in 
a civil war? That sentiment, thus uttered in te presence 
of thousands of the merchants and solid men of tie free 
and patriotic city of New York, was received with 
ment and long-continued applause, the entire vast assein- 
blage rising as one man and cheering for some minutes, 
And I now deliberately repeat and reatlirm it, resolved, 
though J stand alone, though all others yield and fallaway, 
to make it good to the last moment of my public jife. No 
menace, no public clamor, no taunts, nor sneers, nor foul 
detraction, from any quarter, sbail drive me from my firm 
purpose. Ours is a Government of opinion, not of foree ; a 
Union of free will, not arms; and coercion is civil war; 
a war of sections, a war of Staces, waged by a race com- 
pounded and made up of all other races; full of intellect, 


of ¢ +, of will unconquerable, and, when set on fire 
by passion, the most belligerent and most ferocious on the 


globe 3 a civil war full of horr 
ean conceive and no pen portray. I 
wise, looking truth and danger full in the face, he will take 


counsel of the ‘oid men,’ the moderates of his party, and 
adv peace, negotiation, concession; but if, like the 
foolish son of the wise king, he reject these wholesome | 
counsels, and hearken only to the madmen who threaten 
ement with scorpions, let him see to it, lest it be re- 


ed atlast that none remained to serve him ‘save the 
house of Judah only.’ At least, if he will forget the se- 
eession of the Ten Tribes, will be not remember and learn 
a lesson of wisdom from the secession of the Thirteen 
Colonies?” 


which no imagination | 
if Abraham Lincoln is į 
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STATE OF THE UNION, 


SPEECH OF HON. ALFRED ELY. 
‘ OF NEW YORK, 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 18, 1861, 

The House having undet consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— ‘ 

Mr. ELY said: 

Mr. Spzaxer: We have passed the threshold of 
a momentous era in the history of this country, 
and are now standing in the presence of events 
that will cast their shadows upon-our future for 
all coming time. Every man, however humble 
or obscure, upon whom is devolved the duty of 
casting a vote that may tend to give shape and 
color to these events, should feel that a grave re- 
sponsibility is resting upon him. In the midst of 
a crisis, upon which depends nothing less than 
the future existence of the noblest and most be- 
neficent Government ever instituted by man, ordi- 
nary party issues dwindle into insignificance. -I 
shall not, therefore, in what I have to say, review 
the-issues of the late presidential contest, buten- 
deavor to address myself to the consideration of 
questions which, by the rapid progress of events 
within the last ninety days, have been placed in 
the foreground of our political landscape. 

The present condition of our country demands 
of us a careful and candid examination of the 
nature of that political structure which we call 
our Federal Government, and of the duties and 
obligations which it imposes upon its citizens. 

The great mistake under which one portion of 
our people appear to be laboring is, that they fail 
to perceive that the General Government, within 
its sphere, is as much a unity as the government 
of Massachusetts or South Carolina, of England 
or of Russia. They seem to forget that we are not 
still living under the old Confederation; and to 
regard the General Government as though it were 
still dependent for the enforcement of its decrees 
upon executive machinery of the States. The 
fact is, that we are not living under a Confedera- 
tion at all; but under a central Government, lim- 
ited in its powers, it is true, but within its legiti- 
mate sphere, having the same absolute right to 
execute its functions that a State government has 
within its sphere; a Government which acts di- 
rectly upon individual citizens, and not upon 
States, and is provided with all the machinery for 
enforcing obedience to its authority and its laws. 

“All former confederate Governments, ”” says a 
distinguished foreign writer on American institu- 
tions, ** presided over communities; but that of 
the Union rules individuals; its force is not bor- 
rowed, but self-derived; and it is served by its 
own civil and military officers, by its own army, 
and its own courts of justice.” 

The General Government does not demand its 
supplies at the hands of the State governments. 
Congress has, in the language of the Constitu- 
tion, “‘ power to levy and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises.’ 

The General Government does not call upon 
the States to assist in executing the laws of Con- 
It has its own courts of justice, and its | 
own ministerial and executive officers. It does 
not call on the State governments to deliver up 
offenders against its laws; but it puts forth its 
own hand, and seizes and punishes them without 
so much as saying ‘‘by your leave” to the State 
governments, The power of the courts of the 
United States to act on individual citizens of the 
several States constitutes a principal difference 
between our Government and the confederations 
proper which have existed in the Old World. 
They have too often been formed by independent 
States that had no honest intention of obeying | 
the central Government; and which, while they | 
readily gave upthe nominal right of command to | 
the Federal head, cautiously reserved the power 
of non-compliance to themselves. 


warning. I might multiply proofs that ours is a | 
Government of the people, and not of the States. 
But J will only refer to the emphatic declaration | 
in the preamble to the Constitution itself: “ We, 
the people of the United States, do ordain and 


History calls įj 
to us, from the fate of such confederations, to take |. 


establish this Constitution.” . | 
Another mistake is, that some of us have come | 


ernment he owes allegiance. 
ties to perform, also, with reference'to his State 
government; but he owes no allegiance to: any 


He has certain. du- 


‘section.’ I, sir, owe allegiance to the: United 


States and the State of New York, but nohe to 
“the North.” The citizen of South Carolina 
owes allegiance to the General Government; and 
to his own State government, but none’ to *¢ the 
South.” Our Government is neither'd.compact 
between States, nor a league between sections. 
We are one nation and one people. =.>: 

From the adoption of the Constitution to the 
present time, that section of the Union now com- 
plaining of its waning power has controlled the 
policy of the General Government. It has:fur- 
nished the Chief Magistrate for forty-nine, out of 
seventy-two: years; and the few northern ‘men 
who have filled that office, with two or three èx- 
ceptions, have owed their elections mainly to 
southern votes. By the aid of a minority of the 
northern Representatives, acting in concert with 
them, they have had almost uninterrupted con- 
trol of both branches of Congress. The Supreme 
Court has been so constituted that the South has 
always had a majority of the judges. Ever Since 
southern statesmen began to regard slavery asan 
element of political power, the General Govern- 
ment has been made an active agent in extending 
and spreading it. ; 

Notwithstanding all this, the Union is now to 
be dissolved, on the ground that 'it-has proved in- 
tolerably oppressive to southern rights. and sowth- 
ern interests. Six States have already revolted, 
renounced their allegiance to the Federal-Govern~- 
ment, and are now in open rebellion against ‘it, 
upon the plea that the rights of slaveholders can- 
not be maintained, nor their interests protected in 
the Union. And we of the North, are called upon 
to save the Union, by making conecssions and 
giving new guarantees to the South. Concessions 
are not now demanded, it is true, by those States 
which stand in open rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment, for they ask no compromises, and will 
accept none. But they are demanded by other 
States, which have not yet actually joined in the 
rebellious movement, but threaten to do go, unless 
concessions are speedily made. Ido not say that 
all the people of the South, or all their Repre- 
sentatives, make the granting of concessions by 
the North a condition of continued fidelity to the 
Union. On the contrary, it gives me great pleas- 
ure to acknowledge, that some southern Repre- 
sentatives, while eloquently pleading on this floor 
for concessions to conciliate the feelings of their 
people, have nobly proclaimed their determina- 
tion to stand firmly by the Union and the Consti- - 
tution, as our fathers made them, whether their 
requests are granted or refused. To such gentle- 
men I can listen with the most respectful atten- 
tion. To such appeals I feel like yielding any- 
thing, that can be yielded without a sacrifice of 

rinciple. es 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure Ido not misinterpret 
public sentiment at the North, when I say that 
our people are ready to redress any real griev+ 
ances of our southern brethren, if satisfied of their 
existence. They are willing to go further, and 
yield something to mere prejudice; something to 
quiet apprehensions which they know to be 
wholly groundless. But here the question arises, 
what can we concede that:will have a tendency 


| to settle existing difficulties? Many Republican 


members of this House have manifested a dispo- 
sition to go to the extremest verge of their prin- 


| ciples to meet southern gentlemen on some com- 


promise ground. Many southern Representatives 
profess, and no doubt feel, an anxious desire for 
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an- amicable ‘and honorable. adjustment of the || great and fertile region lying por of the 
pending controversy. And yet, the most yield- || river Ohio and east of the Mississippi. From 


ing of our Republican friends have been unable 
to come to an: agreement with the, most liberal of 
our southern brethren, upon any measure which 
they. can give us a reasonable assurance wili rec- 
opdile any one to the Union who is threatening 
to. renounce his allegiance to itunder any contin- 
gency. And why?. It is because the grievances 
of which the South complain are so shadowy and 
unsubstantial that it is impossible to grasp them. 
Itis because the leaders of this rebellious move- 
ment are actuated by a mad ambition, and not by 
a sense of wrong and oppression. It is because 
the people of the South are excited by imaginary 
dangers, founded upon the grossest misrepresent- 
ations of the principles and objects of the Repub- 
lican party. Sir, it is extremely difficult to cure 
imaginary evils, or dispel imaginary dangers, by 
legislation. - 

. Now, sir, what are the grievances of which the 
South complains? ‘ 

1. They say the fugitive slave law is violated, 
and its execution interrupted. This is not true to 
any considerable extent. Fugitive slaves are ar- 
rested in the free States, and taken back to their 
masters every day. It is exceptional cases only 
of attempted reseue, that attract public attention. 
The present fugitive slave law is certainly obnox- 
ious to our people, but ithas been more faithfully 
executed than any other law equally obnoxious 
which ever had a place upon our statute-books. 
The true way of securing its more faithful exc- 
cution is to relieve it of its. obnoxious features, 
and‘in this. I will cheerfully concur. 

~ Some of the northern States have passed per- 
sonal liberty bills, which are said to be in dero- 
gation of the constitutional rights of the South. 

o this. I reply in a word: if unconstitutional 
they are void; and itis in the power of any citi- 
zen who feels himself aggrieved by them, to have 
their constitutionality tested in the United States 
courts. . No State ought to pass unconstitutional 
jaws, it is true, but inasmuch as they are void 
and harmless if unconstitutional, they afford but 
alame and impotent justification for an attempt 
to break up the Union. These laws have been 
long in existence. If they constituted no cause 
for a dissolution of the Union under Democratic 
Administrations, what has so suddenly aggravated 
their. enormity now that a Republican Adminis- 
tration is aboutto be inaugurated? Besides, these 
laws are not enacted by Congress, and the Gen- 
eral Government is not responsible for them. But 
so long as the Union remains, the power of the 
General Government may be invoked to defeat 
and render thom harmless if they transcend the 
limits of the Constitution. But destroy the Union, 
and you not only lose this check upon the legis- 
lation of the free States to prevent the execution 
of the fugitive slave law, but you lose the fugitive 
slave law itself, and all pretense of authority to 
pursue your fugitives in the free States. 

2. It is alleged that the southern States are 
denied “ equal rights in. the Territories,” and 
this is put forth ag the “head and front of our 
offending.” I shal not stop now to discuss the 

uestion whether, if you were actually excluded 
rom taking your slaves into the Territories, you 
would have any just right to complain. The fact 
is, you are not excluded. Never, since the found- 
ation of this Government, have slavcholders had 
such unlimited privileges in the Territorics as now. 


They have the full benefit of the Dred Scott de- | 


cision, unreversed and untrammeled by subse- 
quent legislation. However erroneous Republi- 
cans may think that decision is, they have no power 
to compel the court to reverse it; no power to de- 
feat or cireumventit by legislation. 
in both branches.of Congress, we are at all events, 
for the present, powerless to disturb it. There is 


not a foot of territory now belonging to the Uni- , 


ted States to which this decision does not recog- 


nize your right to take your slaves, and nota foot ; l 
|| Icould not believe that it was offered for any other 


south of 370 north latitude in which your right is 
not -farther guarantied by stringent territorial 
legislation. 

As I have already said, never before was your 
right of taking your slaves to the Territories rec- 
ognized by the General Government to such an 
unlimited extent. From the foundation of the 
Government, slavery was excluded from all that 


Ina minority |i 


1820 until 1854, it has been excluded from all our 
Louisiana purchase north of the parallel of 360 
30’. But since the repeal of Missouri compro- 
mise, according to the decision of the Supreme 
Court it is licensed to go everywhere, in every 
rood of our territorial domain. The truth is, we 
own no territory anywhere to which you desire 
to emigrate with your slaves; hence, no conces- 
sion or guarantee of your right to take them into 
any Territory we now possess would be of the 
least practical utility to you. 

The only contest there ever has been in this 
country between freedom and slavery for suprem- 
acy in a Territory, was in Kansas, and that has 
long been settled. The settlement of that contro- 
versy has left nothing to contend about, because 
there has been no territory to which you desired 
to take your slaves. How, then, are we to settle 
existing difficulties by conceding rights in the 
Territories of which you would not avail your- 
selves? If we propose to reéstablish the Missouri 
compromise line, and extend it through all our 
territorial possessions, will that satisfy you ? No; 
it gives you less by half a degree than is secured 
to you now by the territorial law of New Mexico, 
to say nothing of the rights you claim under the 
decision of the Supreme Court. What more can 
we offer you? You will never take a slave north 
of that line into Nebraska, Utah, Washington, or 
Dakota, if we expressly concede your right so 
to do. 

Will the admission of New Mexico as a State, 
as recommended by the committee of thirty-three, 
satisfy you? If I had any evidence that it would, 
I might consent to vote for the measure, strong as 
are my objections to it, on practical grounds. It 
may involve no sacrifice of Republican principle 
—Ido not think it docs. But the people of that 
Territory are wholly unprepared to assume the 
duties and responsibilities of a sovereign State, 
and do not even desire to assume them. These 
objections to the expediency of the measure I can- 
not waive without some better assurances than I 
have yet received, that it will satisfy somebody, 
and have some tendency to arrest the march of 
rebellion. i 

Mr. Speaker, the fact that no overture that has 
yet been made, short of the ** Crittenden propo- 
sition,” has received the least favor from any- 
body threatening to secede, is evidence of the 
shadowy and unsubstantial nature of the com- 

ylaints upon which the secession movement is 
ased. And what is it in that proposition that 
commends it to secessionists? It is that by an 
irrevocable article of the Constitution, it proposes 
to recognize, establish, and protect slavery in all 
the territory we nuy ever acquire for all coming 
time, in the only direction in which we ever can 
expand. It is that it prospectively establishes 
slavery in foreign territory, which we do not own, 
and have no right to assume that we ever will 
own. This fact, that nothing short of a transfer 
of the slavery question to foreign territory will 
satisfy seceders, or those inclined to secede, 
proves that they have no real ground of complaint 
as to the territory we now possess. 
If nothing short of such a concession as this 
will save the Union, then, indeed, is the case 
hopeless. The proposition is infinitely worse than 
the Breckinridge platform—worse than the propo- 
i] sition which the northern Democracy at Charles- 
ton and at Baltimore chose rather to break up their 
party than accept. It is worse, inasmuch as it 


i| an irrepealable article, precisely the same principle 
| which the northern Democracy refused to incor- 
porate in a party platform merely. And itis worse 
Ii in the still more important feature, of applying 
lÍ to territory hereafter to be acquired, as well as to 
+ that which we now have. But for the character 
il of the distinguished statesman who was induced 
|! to stand god-father to this monstrous proposition, 


purpose but as an insult to Republicans. 

3. Again: the South complains that public sen- 
timent in the northern States is hecoming more 
and more opposed to slavery; and upon this as- 
sumption is based an apprehension that the North 
may, in process of time, become strong enough 
to amend the Constitution, so as to enable the 


proposes to incorporate into the Constitution, as | 


General Government to interfere with slavery in 


the States. 

Mr. Speaker, so far as public sentiment is con- 
cerned, it will be found extremely difficult to reg- 
ulate and control it by constitutional amendments. 
But so long as that public sentiment does not 
manifest itself in overt acts of aggression against 
the rights of their neighbors, what cause have 
they to complain? There are many things which 
the strongest Government on earth cannot do. To 
control the consciences and opinions of men is one 
of these things. 

It 1s trye that our people do not love or respect 
the institution of slavery. They believe, with Mr. 
Jefferson and Mr. Madison, that it is morally 
wrong—unjust and oppressive to the enslaved 
race. They know that it is deleterious to the 
welfare of the dominant race, wherever it prevails. 
They know that it degrades, debases, and impov- 
erishes the laboring white man, while it renders 
the wealthy proprietor imperious, arrogant, and 
impatient of the salutary restraints of government 
andlaw. Of this they have had emphatic evidence 
in the events of the last few months—events that 
certainly do not tend to increase their respect for 
the institution. This is no new phase of public 
sentiment at the North. From the foundation of 
the Government the northern people always have 
been opposed to slavery; they always will be op- 
posed'to it. lf the South regards this is as an 
evil, itis one for which, in the nature of things, 
there can be no remedy. Itis, at least, as harm- 
less to them in the Union as out of it. 

But while the conscience, the sentiment, and 
the judgment of the northern people have always 
condemned slavery, they have never proposed to 
interfere with it in States where it exists. On the 
contrary, they have uniformly disclaimed an 
right, intention, or desire so todo. I think it 
may be safely assumed that this doctrine, that” 
the slave States have the exclusive right to man- 
age and control the institution of slavery within 
their own limits, is more universally recognized 
throughout the northern States at this time than 
during any former period of our history. The 
thorough discussion which the slavery question, 
as a political topic, has undergone within a few 
years past, has had a tendency to enlighten the 
minds of the people on this point, and produce 
almost entire unanimity of opinion. The most 
radical Abolitionist will now scarcely venture to 
dissent from the proposition. Only a few days 
ago,every Republican Representative on this floor 
recorded his vote in favor of a resolution emphat- 
ically affirming this doctrine, and disclaiming, on 
the part of his constituents, any intention or de- 
sire to interfere with slavery in the States. 

But we are told that we are not sincere, and that 
we would, if we had the power, abolish slavery 
in the States. To guard against such a contin- 
gency, the committee of thirty-three have pro- 
posed an amendment to the Constitution. Trans- 
lating its ambiguous phrases into plain English, 
this proposed amendment provides that no amend- 
ment of the Constitution, having for its object any 
inlerference within the States with the relation of 
master and slave, shall originate with any free State, 
or shall be valid without the assent of every one of 
the States composing this Union. 

Is it really apprehended that the people of the 
free States may amend the Constitution in the 
point which it is here proposed to guard? Let us 
see how imminent this danger is? To ratify any 
amendment of the Constitution, three fourths of 
the States must concur. There are now fifteen 
slave States, and if there never should be another 
one added to the Union, we must have forty-five 
free States, or sixty States in all, before we can 
amend the Constitution in accordance with these 
groundless fears. Look upon the map, and where 
do you find the territory for the formation of 
twenty-six new States, even if we should stretch 
out our arms, and grasp all that lies between us 
and the Isthmus of Panama? 

Mr. Speaker, when we adopt the principle that 
any part of the Constitution is to be made perpet- 
ually unchangeable, we advance, at a single step, 
a long way on the road to despotism. It is a 
principle full of danger to the liberties of the peo- 
ple. í acknowledge the force of the argument 
advanced by the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] that the local insti- 
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tutions of a State ought not to be changed with- 
out the consent of its own citizens. But is the 
institution of slavery so peculiarly sacred, that no 
one not interested in it shalleven propose an amend- 
ment to the Constitufion affecting it? Shall we 
hedge. it round with guards and guarantees that 
we withhold from ali other institutions? The 
pre osition comes more than a century too late. 

tshall never be said of me, that I voted to de- 
prive the people of the State of New York of the 
right of proposing such amendments to the Con- 
stitution as they may deem proper. I will never 
fail to raise my voice and cast my vote against 
such a dangerous measure; never, never. 

li is said that the people of the South really en- 
tertain apprehensions that the Republicans are 
about to commit some monstrous outrage upon 
their rights, and therefore we ought to give them 
some constitutional guarantee that we will not do 
what we have never proposed to do—what we 
have always disclaimed any intention or desire to 
do, and what, in fact, we have no power to do, 
under the Constitution as itis. Who is respons- 
ible for these groundless apprehensions? ho 
but unscrupulous political leaders at the South, 
who have wiilfully misrepresented our principles 
and our purposes to their people? Knowing that 
we have no power to interfere with slavery un- 
der the Constitution, if they have succeeded in 
creating a belief, among their ignorant masses, 
white and black, that we would abolish slavery 

*as soon as we came into power, would any con- 
stitutional guarantees, that we could now give, 
disabuse their minds of this error? If, from your 
own misrepresentations, yourslaves have received 
a vague impression that, with the inauguration of 
Mr. Lincoln, the day of thcir deliverance would 
begin to dawn, we are not responsible, and no 

` concessions that we can make will remove that 
impression. You have “sown the wind,” and, 
if compelled to ‘reap the whirlwind,” the fault 
is not ours, and the remedy is not in our hands. 

You may do something to remedy the false 
impressions which your own unfounded and in- 
discreet statements have produced, by retracting 
them, and conceding their injustice; by telling 
your people that Mr. Lincoln is a law-abiding 
man, who will scrupulously respect all your con- 
stitutional rights without, in the remotest man- 
ner, interfering with the relation of master and 
slave in your midst, and nota ‘* John Brown Abo- 
litionist;’? that Mr. Hamlin is a white man, and 
not a ‘* free negro,” or a “ mulatto,’’ as some of 
your leaders have alleged. You can do still more 
te allay these groundless fears by quietly submit- 
ting, like good citizens, to the administration of 
Mr. Lincoln, until time and experience shall de- 
monstrate the falsity of the charges that you have 
industriously circulated against him and his party 
among your people. 

Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied with the Constitu- 
tion as it is. I do not say that itis perfect; no 
mere work of human hands can be. But I am 
opposed to tinkering with it, especially in these 
exciting times. If it is ever to be revised and re- 
modeled it should be when the public mindis calm, 
and in a mood for deliberation—not when excite- 
ment and passion rule the hour. 

But if the door 1s to be thrown open to consti- 
tutional amendments, are additional guards to be 
thrown around no other rights or interests than 
those pertaining to slavery? Are no other institu- 
tions in peril than the peculiar institutions of the 
South? Sir, that great institution which is the 
parent and protector of all our institutions—the 
Government itself—is in imminent peril. Itis in 
peril from a construction put upon the Constitu- 
tion by the southern States—a purely ‘‘sectional’’ 
construction—which is now working out its per- 
nicious results in disrupting the bands of the 
Union. If the Constitution is to be amended so 
as to guard the perpetuity of southern institutions 
against remote and improbable dangers, I insist 
that it shall at the same time be so amended as to 
guard the perpetuity of the Government itself 
against this ruinous heresy of secession. Itis idle 
to patch up a Constitution which binds nobody. 
If we are to amend that instrument, therefore, let 
us begin by expressly giving it some binding 
force, which the South now denies to it. Before 
we make any concessions to States which have 
seceded, oy are threatening to secede, by way of 


constitutional modifications, let us at least. de- 
mand from them an acknowledgmentanda guar- 
antee that itimposes upon them obligations which 
they cannot throw off at pleasure. : 

Sir, if this rebellion at the South were based 
upon any real grievances inflicted upon that.sec- 
tion by the General Government or.the northern 
States, I should have high hopes. of its speedy 
settlement; for I believe that the people of the 
North would hasten to redress them. God forbid 
that I should interpose any, obstacle to-the full 
and complete redress of any wrong, of which the 
people of the South have just cause to complain. 
Representing, as I do, in part, the great State of 
New York, With her three and a half million in- 
telligent and enterprising citizens; with her vast 
and varied productions; her immense commerce, 
extending its ramifications to every State of this 
Union, and thereby giving to her a greater interest 
in its preservation than any other State, I should 
prove unworthy of the trust reposed in me, if I 
could withhold my consent to any just and honor- 
ableconcession that would tend to avert the dangers 
now impending over us, and restore harmony to 
our distracted country. With the great Senator 
of that State, to whom all eyes have been turned 
in this hour of peril, I am in favor of conciliation, 
if you can point outany fair and honorable way of 
conciliating men who have no substantial ground 
of complaint. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is as much a feeling 
of pride and punctilio, as a sense of wrong or dan- 
ger, that requires to be conciliated in the border 
slave States. Something may be conceded to feel- 
ings of this kind; and I do not abandon the hope 
that a ground of compromise may yet be discov- 
ered, upon which we may meet the people of those 
States, and stand together under the protection of 
the stars and stripes, withouta feeling of wounded 
pride on the one side, or a sacrifice of principle 
on the other. Notwithstanding my objection to 
tampering with the Constitution in these times of 
excitement, I will not say but that I might con- 
sent to vote for submitting some amendment of 
that instrument to the people, for their ratification 
or rejection, if I could see in that course a reason- 
able prospect of harmonizing our difficulties. But 
I think the most appropriate body to revise the 
Constitution, and propose amendments thereto, 
would bea convention of delegates, elected by the 
people of all the States, expressly for that pur- 
pose. If we had power now to call such a con- 
vention, I would vote for the measure if demanded 
by the people of any of the southern States, or 
if it would be aecepted by them as a peace-offer- 
ing. I have confidence in the wisdom and discre- 
tion of the people, and should not fear to commit 
the whole subject to their hands. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I would do anything 
that is just and right and honorable to conciliate 
the discontented, I would at the same time main- 
tain the honor, the dignity, and the integrity ofthe 
Government, by enforcing its authority and the 
execution of its laws. I would not “coerce a 
State,” in the true sense of that term; but I would 
coerce citizens to obey the laws, and respect 
the rights of the Federal Government. What- 
ever else I conceded, I would never concede the 
right of any one to resist the laws, and trample 
upon the authority of the Government with im- 
puntty. i 

Mr. Speaker, the policy of treating this rebel- 
lious movement with this kind of indulgence and 
** concession” has been tried by the present Ex- 
ecutive; and what has been the result? The fullest 
license to resist the Federal laws, trample upon 
the Federal authority, seize the Federal prop- 
erty, and insult the Federal flag, has been con- 
ceded by the Executive from the beginning of the 
movement. The result has been a progress un- 
paralleled in the annals of revolution and rebel- 
lion. ‘Never before has rebellion been treated with 
so much indulgence by any Government. Never 
before did rebellion so thrive and flourish. Our 
Executive met it at the threshold with the theory 
thatit was not to be opposed by force; that ** co- 
ercion’’ was not to be resorted to. Union men 
at the South, with great unanimity, and many at 
the North, recommended and approved this pol- 
icy; while those who doubted its wisdom ha i no 
power to counteract it. While the General Gov- 
ernment has been quietly submitting to every in- 


dignity that could be hurled against-it; gentlemen 
have been declaiming: upon this floor against Fed- 
eral coercion, as if that were the great evil ofthe 

times. Rebellious forces seize our forts, arsenals, 
and magazincs; our custom-houses;:mints, and 
depositories. of public money; and yet professed 
Union men cansee nothing so much to be dreaded 
and deprecated as coercion... If the Executive at- 
tempts to introduce a few additional soldiers and 
supplies.into. any fort on our southern coast, itis 
denounced -às an act of “t coercion.”’.. When the 
Government property in this capital, including its 
official archives, isboldly threatened with seizure, 
the concentration of a few Federal troops at this 
point is deprecated as an act of “ coercion,” to 
which even: Union-loving men at the South, it is 

said, will reluctantly submit. 

Mr. Speaker, while I would not. conderin’ the 
Executive for treating froward States. with all 
reasonable forbearance, surely there is a point at 
which “ forbearance ceases to be a virtue.” -I 
see little reason to hope that this rebellious move- 
ment will not continue to progress. as it has. pro- 
gressed, until the Federal Government shall: man- 
ifest some disposition and some. power to assert 
and maintain its authority in the enforcement of 
ite laws and the protection of its property. -If 
there is not-enough of virtue and patriotism in. the 
people to sustain the constituted authorities: in 
such a. course, then, indeed, is-our Government 
already broken up, and our boasted Union.a myth 
and a delusion. : ; : 

I do not think, Mr. Speaker, it would be wise 
or expedient for the General Government to inter- 
fere with the internal affairs of seceding States, 
so long as no portion of their citizens are invoking 
its aid or protection. But I think.itis bound to 
defend the forts and collect. the. revenues. in all 
their ports and harbors with a strong hand, leav» 
ing the damnable heresy of secession to work out 
its own condemnation among the people by the 
ruinous consequences it will surely bring upon 
them. Let this be done, and let it be understood 
that the Federal Government is ready and able to 
extend its protection to loyal citizens of the seced- 
ing States when they shall invoke it, and we may. 
hopefully await the result. There-are thousands 
of Union-loving men in those States, who are 
compelled, for the time being, to yield to an over- 
ruling necessity, and submit in silence to a reign 
of terror inexorable and supreme. By and by, 
when the heavy hand of oppression shall haye 
laid its full weight upon them; when intolerable 
taxation shall have consumed their. substance; 
when anarchy and confusion shall have destroyed 
all security of life and property, they, will begin 
to yearn for that peace and prosperity which they: 
enjoyed under the best Government ever devised 
by the wisdom of man. Then they will increase 
in numbers from a common sympathy in distress, 
and take courage from desperation. Then we may 
look for a counter-revolution, which will. hurl 
from power and consign-to infamy the usurpers 
who now, clothed with a little brief and illegit- 
imate authority, are leading them on to destruc- 
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen, who are neither 
secessionists nor enemies of the Union, entertain 
the opinion that the safest and best solution of our 
difficulties will be found in a peaceful separation 
of the States of this Union. In my judgment, 
this is a great delusion. ,You may agree to sep- 
arate in peace to-day, and to-morrow the seeds of 
war and strife will begin to germinate. The 
causes which produce perpetual irritation while 
we remain together, will not be removed by sep- 
aration, but will be intensified in a tenfold ratio, 
and soon become a fruitful source of actual vio- 
lence and war. He who thinks that we can ami- 
cably arrange all our difficulties when our relations 
shall be changed to those of aliens and foreigners 
with respect to each other, has neither studied 
history nor human nature to advantage. ‘The in- 
variable tendency with contiguous nations having 
no natural boundary between them, is to strife 
and war. When we superadd a difference of in- 
stitutions, and a conflict of interests difficult to 
harmonize under a common Government, this 
tendency must be greatly increased. Look at the 
history of England and Scotland. Until united 
by an accident, they were perpetually at war. 
i Since that event, they have been perpetually at 


Ea 


APPENDIX. TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


[February 21, 


State of the Union—Mr. Barret. 


Ho. or Reps. - 


361 Cone....2p Sess. 


gace.. History teaches us that hostile nations 
ave often: been united forthe purpose of putting 
an end to-warand strife: But who ever heard of 
dividing: a-nation with a view of promoting peace 
and goodwill between the:dissevered sections? 
© You charge that the members of the dominant 
party at the North-are sympathizers. with John 
rown, and in-theix hearts approve of his insane 
and.criminal raid toVirginia. -Lf this be so; if the 
people of the North really approve of such inva- 
sions of your'territory for the liberation of your 
slaves, it must bé-confessed that the Union and the 
obligations it imposes have had a powerful influ- 
ence? to. restrain them. : During its existence of 
seventy-two years there has-been but this solitary 
instance of a northern man setting his foot upon 
your soil with any such purpose. ` If there is any 
trath in your charges, you must owe your secur- 
ity entirely to your political connection with us; 
to that Union and that Constitution which you 
are now madly threatening to disrupt and destroy. 
While weutterly deny your charges in this re- 
spect, and assert that not one ina thousand of 
our people ever had the slightest disposition to 
interfere with your domestic institutions; that the 
reat body of the northern people would cheer- 
ully take'up arms to defend you against lawless 
invasions from any quarter, so longas we remain 
fellow-citizens of the same nation and a common 
Government, we cannot answer for your security 
when :you shall become aliens and foreigners, 
When the ties'of political brotherhood shall have 
been broken, and the obligations imposed by the 
Federal laws swept away, vo man can say how 
soon the groundless chargeswhich you now make 
against-our people may become fearful realities. 
Our northern people are neither fanatics nor filli- 
busters,.but they are men of like passions with 
ourselves; and if you will persist in making them 
aliens, you will make them alien enemies. Divide 
this Union: by Mason and Dixon’s line, and when 
the causes of irritation which now disturb ourbar- 
mony: shall ‘have culminated, as too soon they 
will; im open war, John Brown raids across. the 
border, now abhorred by our people as criminal 
and treasonable, will become legitimate belligerent 
enterprises, If these two sections of our Union 
should ever become separate and belligerent Pow- 
ers, (which God forbid!) it is no disparagement 
to your courage or your military prowess to say 
that you cannot withstand the hordes that will 
come down upon you from the populous North, 
to overturn your institutions by the power of the 
sword, As the Goth and the Visigoth swarmed 
forth from the great northern hive to overrun all 
southern Europe, during the middle ages, so will 
the teeming millions. of the North swarm forth to 
overrun ‘your fair land, when that dreadful day 
shalt come. God grant that it may never come ! 
God grant that reason may resume her sway over 
the minds of men, now drunk with passion, and 
that with returning reason they may return to 
their allegiance to the best Government that 
Heaven ever vouchsafed to man! God grant that 
our glorious Union may yet be saved without the 
effusion of one drop of American blood, or the 
sacrifice of a-single principle essential to render 
ita blessing to the people of every portion of your 
common country, and to their posterity forever. 
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The House having under consideration the report from | 


the select committee of thirty-three— 

Mr. BARRET said: 

Mr. Sreaxen: In 1783, George Washington, 
in a letter to the Governors of the several States, 
used the following language: 

< "Phere are four things which I humbly conceive are 


esséntial to the well-being, I may even venture to say to | 


ule existence, of the United States as an independent 
power: 1.-An:indissoluble Union under our Federal head. 


2. A sacred regard. for public justice. 3. The adoption of a | 


proper peace regulation. 4. The prevalence of that pacific 
and friendly disposition among the people of the United 
States Which will induce them to forget-their local polities 
and prejudices? 


In T787, acting upon this advice from the Father 


of his Country, whom to love was the delight of 
the whole nation, the people of the United States, 
in order. to form a more perfect Union, establish 
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for 
the common defense, promote the general wel- 
fare, and secure the blessings of liberty to them- 
selves and their posterity, did ordain and estab- 
lish our blessed. Constitution. To say that those 
who formed that sacred instrument were good and 
great, is not enough. They seemed inspired from 
above—special messengers from the very throne 
of the Eternal; bearers of the high and holy mis- 
sion of teaching to all the earth the true doctrines 
of self-government. 

‘The Constitution, asa peace regulation, would, 
in all things, be complete; and the Union thus 
formed, under one Federal head, would be indis- 
soluble, if there existed a sacred regard for pub- 
lic justice and such a friendly and pacific feeling 
among the people as to induce them to forget their 
local politics and prejudices. 

George Washington seemed impressed with this 
idea when, in 1796, he, in the most affectionate, 
solemn, and earnest manner, warned his coun- 
trymen against every attempt to alienate one por- 
tion of the people from the rest, and enjoined upon 
all the constant love of liberty, and especially the 
preservation of the unity of (he Government, us 
the palladium of our political safety and prosper- 
ity. 

Tn utter disregard of the warnings and injunc- 
tions, in direct conflict with the spirit of the Con- 
stitution and the principles of public justice, a 
party was formed in the North, founded entirely 
upon local polities and prejudices, and with the 
avowed object of making war upon southern in- 
stitutions. And in 1820, upon the application of 
Missouri for admission asa State, an issue, based 
upon geographical discriminations, was directly 
made, which endangered, even at that early day, 
the very existence of the Union. It may be well 
to call attention to the views of Mr. Jefferson, 
upon this proposition and the party making it, 
as be is one of the fathers of the Republic, to whom 
this anti-slavery party now delight to refer. 

In a letter to Mr. Monroe, of March 3, 1820, 
he says: 


“The Missouri question is the most portentous one which ; 


ever threatened our Union. In the gloomiest moment of 
the revolutiouary war, I never had an apprehension equal 
to that 1 felt trom this source.” i 


Tp his writings, volume seven, he says: 

“The question is a mere party trick ; the leaders of Fed- 
eralism, defeated in their schemes of obtaining power, by 
rallying partisans to the principle of monarchism—a prin- 
ciple of personal, not of local division—shave changed their 
tact and thrown out another barre} to the whale. They are 
taking advantage of the virtuous feeling of the people to 
effeet a division of parties by geographical Jines; they ex- 
peet that this will insure them, on local principles, the ma~ 
jority they could never obtain on principles of Federalism.” 

In a letter to Mr. Adams, January 22, 1821, he 
Says: 

“What does the holy alliance, in and out of Congress, 
mean to do with us on the Missouri question? And this, 
by the way, is but the name of the case; it is only the 
John Doe and Richard Roe of the ejectment. The real 
question, as seen in the States afflicted with this unforta- 
nate population, is, ‘are our slaves to be presented with 
freedom and a dagger? Por, if Congress has the power to 
regulate the conditions of the inhabitants of the States with- 
In the States, it will be but the exercise of that power to 
declare that all shall be frec.” 


In a letter to La Fayette, November 4, 1823, 
he says: : 
t On the eclipse of Federalism with us, although not its 


extinction, its leaders got up the Missouri question under | 


the false front of lessening the measure of slavery, but with 
the real view of producing a geographical division of par- 


j ties which might insure them the next President.” 


To Mr. Holmes, April 22, 1820: 

“E have been among the most sanguine in believing that 
our Union would be of long duration. Tnow doubt it much, 
and sce the event at no great distance, and the direct con- 
sequence of this question. My only comfort and consola- 
tion is, that I shall not live to see it; and I envy not the 
present generation the glory of throwing away the fruits of 
their fathers? sacrifices of life and fortune, and of rendering 
desperate the experiment which was to decide, ultimately, 
whether man is capable of self government. This treason 
against human hope will signalize their epoch in future 
history as the counterpart of the mode! of their predecessors. 

&& This momentous question, like a fire-bell in the night, 
awakened me and filled me with horror. T considered it, 
atonee, as the knell of the Union. It is hushed, indeed, 
for the moment; but this is a reprieve, only, nota final sen- 
tence. A geographical line, coinciding with a marked prin- 
ciple, moral and political, once conceived and heid up to 
the angry passions of men, will never be obliterated ; and 
every new irritation will mark it deeper and deeper.” 


_of much true piety and 


For peace and for the Union, the South upon 
this question made a compromise of their rights 
which even the Constitution would not justify. 

But this compromise did not secure peace. It 
wasa ‘“‘reprieve only,’’and nota" final sentence.’’ 
It was but a temporary success of sectionalism, 
which encouraged more thorough organization. 
On the 30th January, 1832, the Anti-slavery So- 
ciety of New England was formed. This was an 
association, not professedly political, having: for 
its object the abolition of slavery by moral means. 
The delightful amusement of witch-burning had 
been played out, and so industrious and puritan- 
ical a people could notremain idle. In 1848; these 
humanitarians, assisted by politicians, succeeded 
in getting up another national agitation, which 
once more threatened the Union, until peace was 
restored by the compromises of 1850, Afterwards, 
a union of the politicians, with the various anti- 
slavery societies, formed the Republican party, 
an organization wholly sectional in its character, 
determined upon effecting the ultimate extinction 
of slavery, regardless of plighted faith and na- 
tional obligations. 

This party is now under the management of two 
distinct classes. The first is composed of the out- 
and-out, red-mouthed Abolitionists, who believe 
that it is the right and duty of every slave to cut 
his master’s throat. These are the bold and des- 
perate men who attempt to carry out practically 
the great leading ideas and moving principles of 
the Republican party. They are men who would» 
have rejoiced to see John Brown President, Hin- 
ton Rowan Helper Vice President, and Dred Scott 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, 

Mr. KILGORE, 
man a question. 

Mr. BARRET. Iam unwilling to be inter- 
rupted. . After concluding my remarks, 1 will 
anny any questions the gentleman may desire 
to ask. s 

Mr. KILGORE. I wanted to ask if the gen- 
tleman includes all the members of the Republican 
party in that category? 

Mr. BARRET. I decline yielding the floor, I 
say most prominent among this Abolition class, 
are preachers of the Gospel, men making pretense 
hristian charity. 

‘¢ When devils will their blackest sins put on, 

‘They do suggest at first with heavenly shows,” 
& How smooth and even they do bear themselves ! 

As if allegiance in their bosoms sat, 

Crowned with faith and constant loyalty.” 

& They are meek, and humble mouth’d 5 


‘They sign their place and calling, in full seeming, 
With meekuess and humility.” 


I desire to ask the gentle- 


They carry the Bible in their hands, religion on 
their tongues, and hell in their wicked hearts. 
The second class is made up of cunning and am- 
bitious politicians. Believing it necessary to their 
success, they have succeeded in forming sectional 
partices—parties distinctly northern and southern, 
slavery and anti-slavery; and to this end they 
have employed with marked effect, the wicked, 
reckless, and lawless fanaticism of the Aboli- 
tionist; and while they appropriate the service to 
their own purposes, they would have us believe 
that they condemn the servants. From this sec- 
ond class of managers. proceed all the artful plat- 
forms, so cunningly devised as to reveal just 
enough to hold the Abolitionist, and to conceal 
just enough to catch the more moderate, and the 
good men who are sometimes found in the Re- 
publican party. 

I shall say nothing of the small demagogues 
and pitiful pettifoggers who make themselves 
so prominent now in the hour of party success. 
They are but the light, surface material, drawn by 
the Republican current from every eddy. They 
are without size and substance, and float upon the 
tide; because its influx may raise, while its re- 
flux can never lower them. 

Under this management, the Republican party 
has combined States against States, and arrayed 
section against section, until, by the power of 
numbers, by a sectional plurality, led on by party 
drill, and by the stimulus of pay and rations, 
and under the inducement of coveted honors, fat 
salaries, and the sweets of patronage, place, and 
power, and at the same time penetrated and fired 
with the delicious idea that they were moving in 
the cause of human rights, and of the equality of 
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man, have succeeded in getting possession of the 
General Government. i 

The South, the defeated section, believing that 
this geographical party, in its very nature, isinim- 
ical to them, and that their main abject in taking 
possession of the Government. is to use all its 
powers and patronage in carrying out their lead- 
ing idea—which. must result in the complete sub- 
jugation of the South, and the destruction of their 
institution of slayery—have become alarmed, and 
they ask. for further guarantees of their safety. 
They ask only their.rights under the Constitution, 
but they want such explanatory amendments as 
will prevent the pervertion of that instrumentinto 
the means of their own. destruction. 

Now, what is that leading idea, and have the 
southern people any cause for fear? In 1859, 
Mr. Sewarn said of the Republican party, of 
which he is the acknowledged leader and origin- 
ator: f 

* The secret of its assured suecess lies in the fact that 
it is a party of one idea—the idea of equality; equality of 
all men, before human tribunals and human laws, as they 
are equal before divine tribunals and divine laws.” 

On previous occasions he had used similar lan- 
guage. -At Buffalo, in.1856, he said: 

“Jf all men are created equal, no one can rightfully ac- 
quire or hold dominion over, or property in, another man, 
without his consent. If ali men are created equal, one man 
cannot rightfully exact the service or the labor of another 


man, without his consent. The subjugation of one man to 
another by force, so as to compel involuntary labor or ser- 


vice, subverts that equality between the parties which the | 


Creator established.” 


In the Senate, on the 11th of March, 1850, he 
said: 

« All thisis justand sound; but assuming the same prem- 
ises—to wit, that all men are equal by the law of nature 
and of nations—the right of property in slaves falls to the 
ground; for one who is equal to the other cannot be the 
owner of property of that other. But you answer that the 
Constitution recognizes property in slaves. It would be 
sufficient, then, to reply, that the constitutional obligation 
mast be void, because it is repugnant to the Jaw of nature 
and nations.” 

These sentiments had been proclaimed by the 
Anti-Slavery party in every convention, and they 
were not only not disclaimed by the party at 
Chicago, but emphatically reasserted in the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

“That the maintenance of the principles promulgated in 
the Declaration of Independence, and embodied inthe Fed- 
eral Constitution, ‘that all men are created equal; that 
they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable 
rights ; that among them are life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness; that to secure these rights, Governments are 
instituted among men, deriving their just powers from the 
consent of the governed,’ is essential to the preservation of 
republican institutions.” 

To this bold enunciation of the real Abolition 
doctrine of the party some timid man made objec- 
tion; but this objection was soon dispelled by that 
great leader of the party, Mr. Giddings, of Ohio. 
He would not allow any dodging, and advocated 
the resolution with feeling. He said, and truth- 
fully: 

“'The Republican party was founded on this doctrine of 
negro equaiity; that it grew upon it, and existed upon it. 
Wien you leave this truth out, you leave out the party.” 

Mr. Curtis, of New York, in advocating the 
resolution, declared: i 

«That the words were truths by which the Republican 
party lives, and upon which alone the future of this coun- 
try in the hands of the Republican party is passing.” 

In the nomination and election of Mr. Lincoln, 
the future of this country did pass into the hands 
of the Republican party upon the doctrine of ne- 
gro equality. Judging from his speeches, we 


must regard Mr. Lincoln as the very embodiment | 


of the sentiments of Mr. Giddings and Mr. Car- 
tis, and. of the Abolition party generally. Listen 
to his words at Chicago, in 1858: 

« My friends, I have detained you about as long as T de- 


sired to do, and bave ouly to say, let us discard all quib- | 


bling about this man or theother man, this race, that race, 
and the other race being inferior, and therefore must be 
placed in an inferior position, discarding our standard which 
we have left us: let us diseard all these things, and unite 
as one people throughout the land, until we shall once more 
stand up declaring that all men are created equal.” 


He makes it still stronger in the same speech: 


«My friends, I could not, without launching off upon 
some new topic, which would detain you toe long, con- 
tinue to-night. [thank you for this most extensive au- 
dience you have furnished me to-night. Lleave you, hoping 
thatthe lamp of fiberty will burn in your bosoms until there 
shall be no longer a doubt that-all men are created free 
gnd egual.” : 


Afterwards, at Galesburg Mr. Lincoln: said: . 


& F believe that the entire records of the world, from the 
date. of the Declaration of Independence up to within three 
years ago, may be searched in vain for a single affirmation, 
from one single man, that the negro was not included in 
the Declaration of Independence.” edt 


Mr. Lincoln will not be content with an admis- 
sion of the abstract equality of men, but wishes 
to reduce it to practice. ‘The Illinois Journal, of 
September 16, 1856, contains the following, which 
is prefaced: ** We are indebted to Mr. Lincoln 
for a verbatim report of the speech:””. © ; 


_ That central idea, in our political opinion, at the be- 
ginning was, and until recently continued to be, the equal- 
ity of men. And although it was always submitted patiently 
to whatever inequality there seemed to be as a matter of 
actual necessity, its constant working has been a steady 
progress towards the practicai equality of ali men. 

«Let past differences as nothing be; and with steady eye 
on the real issuc, let us reinaugnrate the good old central 
ideas of the Republic. Weean doit. The-human beart is 
with us; God is with us. We shall again be able, not to 
declare that nil the States, as States, are equal, nor vet 
that all citizens, as citizens, are equal; but renew the 
broader, better declaration, including both these and much 
mere, that all men are created equal.??—Speech at banquet 
in Chicago. 


-On the 10th of October, 1854, at Peoria, Illinois, 
he used the following language: 


“ What! do say is, that no man is good enough to govern 
another man without the other’s consent. | say this isthe 
leading principle, the sheet auchor, of American republi- 
eanism. Our Declaration of Independence says: 

é é We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all men 
are created equal; that they are endowed by their Creator 
with certain inalienable rights 5 that among these are life, 
liberty, andthe pursuitof happiness. That to secure these 
rights Governments are instituted among men, deriving their 
just powers from the consent of the governed.” 

‘© I have quoted so much at this time merely to show that, 
according to our ancient faith, the just powers of Govern- 
ments are derived from the consent of the governed, Now, 
the relation of master and slave is pro tanto a total violation 
of this principle. The master not only governs bis slave 
without his consent, but he governs him by a set of rules 
altogether different from those which he prescribes for him- 
self. Allow all the governed an equal voice in the Govern- 
ment; and that, and that only, is self-government.” — 
Howell’s Life of Lincoln, p. 279. 

The stump orators in slave and free States all 
advocated the claims of Mr. Lincoln upon this 
doctrine of negro equality; and prominent among 
these was a Dutch upstart, who went from city to 
city, insulting the people of this country by ex- 
pleining to them their Declaration of Independ- 
ence. If that Declaration did not mean to place 
the negro upon an equality with the white man, 
this is his opinion of that sacred instrument. I 
quote his own words: 

“There is your Declaration of Independence, a diplo- 
matic dodge, adopted merely for the purpose of excusing 
the rebellious colonies in the eyes of civilized mankind. 
There is your Declaration of Independence, no longer the 
sacred code of the rights of man, but a hypocritical piece 
of special pleading, drawn up by a batch of pettifoggers, 
who, when speaking of the rights of men, meant but the 


! privileges of a set of aristocratic slaveholders, but styled 


it € the rights of man’ in order to throw dust in the eyes of 
the world, and to inveigse noble-hearted fools into lending 
them aid and assistance. There are your boasted revolu- 
tionary sires, no longer heroes and sages, but accomplished 
humbuggers and hypocrites, who said one thing and meant 
another; who passed counterfeit sentiments as genuine, 
and obtained arms, and money, and assistance, and sym- 
pathy, on false pretenses! ‘There is your great American 
Revolution, no longer the great champion of universal prin- 


| cipios, but a mean Yankee trick—a wooden nutmeg—the 


most impudent imposition ever practiced upon the whole 
world.” 

Mr. Speaker, there are in the Declaration of 
Independence many self-evident truths. Why 
should the Chicago platform contain that one con- 
cerning equality? Was it the expression of a 
sentiment honestly entertained, or was it a mere 
pretense to draw the honest elector into the sup- 
port of the party by false pretenses? 

But they say these principles, promulgated in 
the Declaration, are embodied in the Constitution. 


The Declaration announces the fact that all men 


are created equal, and entitled to life, liberty, &c. 
The Constitution returns the fugitive slave to his 
master. Is this a case of principle, promulgated 
in the one and embodied in the other? Then, for 
which are the Republican party: for the promul- 
gation or the embodiment? ; 

Sir, I do not believein that interpretation of our 
bill of rights. Our forefathers, in the promulga- 
tion of a great international principle of human 
freedom, never intended to establish a law para- 
mount to the Constitution itself, declaring their 
ownslaves entitled to their freedom,and themselves 
law-breakers in holding them in bondage. That 


there should be a ‘prejudice against slavery inthe 
minds of northern men, is but f 
I make due allowance.: 

grown into: a sickly sentimentalit 
wicked, and dangerous’ fanaticism 
and political disease; a great nationa 


tral idea, the fundamental principle of Re 
ism, has become the equality of th 
the white mañ. Hence the persistent denunciatian 
of slavery in. the States; hence.the establishment 
and encouragement. of -underground railroads; 
hence the personal liberty bills; hence the bloody 
strife in Kansas; hence the devilish raids upon 
our border; hence the incitement :to civil war, and 
the excitement of servile insurrection. wa 

The Republicans believe that whether promul- 
gated by the Declaration, or embodied in the Con- 
stitution, the negro is the equal of the white man, 
and entitled by the higher law to his freedom; that 
slavery is the sum of all villainies; that thieves 
are less amenable to the moral. code than slave: 
holders; ‘that slavery:is-a sin against God and 
a crime against man, which no human enactment 
or usage can make right; and that Christianity 
and patriotism alike demand its abolition.” They 
believe, with Mr. SUMNER; that- 


- Slavery isa wrong so grievous and unquestionable, that 
it should not be allowed to continue; nay, tat it's 
cease at once; nay, that a wrong so transcendant, $0 
some, so direful, must be encountered wherever It ca: s 
reached; and the battle must be continued without truce or 
compromise, until the field is entirely won.” ees 


That itis the object of the Republican party te 
abolish slavery in the States, I need only read 
from the organs and leaders of tlie party, and from 
My. Lincoln himself. i ; 

The Chicago Demoerat, of the 11th of August, 
1860, is suggestive: rey 


“Blair is a Republican of the radical school. He is a 
Republican of the Seward, the Sumner, and the Lincoin 
school. He believes in making the States all free.: He be+ 
| lieves slavery to be an evil and a curse, and that the duty 
of the Federal Government is to prevent its extension. 

“ While the great doctrine of the duty of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to make “the States all free’ thus receives indorse- 
ment in a slaveholding State, shall the Republicaus of the 
free States lower their standard of principle? ©. : 

“The day of compromising, half-way measures, has gone 
by. The people arc determined to force the politicians up 
to the point of making the States all free. If the politicians 
are net prepared for this, they. must get out of the road. 
Unless they do, they will be run over? Fo * Bie 

“ The year of jubilee has come! Already is the, child 
born who shall live to see the last shackle fall’ from the 
limbs of the slave on this continent. Universal emancipa- 
tion is near at hand. i j 4 oe 

“ The only class of people who are standing in the way 
of the accomplishment of this great work are the office- 
hunters—the fossils and the flunkeys of the North. ‘They 
cannot, or will’ not, see that the path of duty is the path of 
safety ; and they prefer party to principle. Such men would 
have the Republican party in the free States lower its stand- 
ard, and pretend not to be devoted to the extinction of sla- 
very everywhere, while our gallant Republicans in the slave 
States are winning victories upon this very principle, in 
the face of the slave power. ` : ` 

“ But the great heart of the Republican masses revolts 
against such hypocrisy and such ee They throw 
their banner to the breeze, inscribed with Lincoln's glori- 
ous words, ‘ The States must be made all free ;’and under 
it will march on to victory after victory, conquering and to 
conquer. 


In October, 1855, Mr. Suwara said: 


« Slavery is not and never can be perpetual. It will be 
overtirown either peacefully and lawfully under this Con- 
stitution, or it will work the subversion of the Constitu 
| tion together with its own overthrow,” t 
| Helper,in a work indorsed by sixty-eight mem- 
| bers ofthis Congress, has fully exposed the inten- 
tions of his party. He says: E 

“But we are wedded to one purpose, from which no power 
| can divorce us. We ate determined to abolish slavery at alt 
“hazards, in defiance of all opposition, of whatever nature, 
il which it is possible for the slaveocrats to bring against us. 
Of this they may take due notice, and govern themselves, 
accordingly. —Page 149. 

« Abolition is but another name for patriotism, magna- 
nimity, reason, prudenee, wisdom, religion, progress, jus- 
tice, and humanity’ —Page 118 3 

“The oligarchs say we cannot abolish slavery without 
infringing on the right of property. Again we tell them we 
do not recognize property in man. ` * as * * 

“fmpelled by a sense of duty to others, we would be 
fully warranted in emancipating all the slaves at once, 
without any compensation whatever to those who claim 
to be their absolute owners.?*—Page 123. ; 

« Of you, the introducers, aiders, and abettors of slavery. 
we demand indemnification for the damage our lands have 
sustained on account thereof: the amount of damage is 
$7,544,118,625; and now, sirs, we are ready to receive the 
money, and if itis perfectly convenient to you, we would 
be glad to have you pay it in specie. it will not avail vou, 
girs, to parley or prevaricate. We must have a sotioment, 
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Our claim is just, and overdue.” * * *.. * «Tt 
is for you to decide whether. we are to have justice peace- 
ably, or by violence ; for, whatever consequences may fol- 
Jow, we are determined to have it, one way or the other. 
Do you aspire to become the victims of ;white non-slave- 
holding vengeance by day, and of liarbarous massacres by 
the negroesat night? . - . 
“tWrould you be instrumental in bringing upon yourselves, 
your wives, aud your children, a fate: too horrible to con- 
template? Shalt history.cease to cite as an instance of un- 
éxampled cruelty the massacre of St. Bartholomew, be- 
eause the'South shall have furnished a more direful scene 
of atrocity and carnage? Now, sirs, you must emancipate 
thew; (slaves, | speedily emancipate them, or we will eman- 
cipate theni for you.—Pages 126, 128. 
< a Phe great revolutionary movement which was set on 
foot in Charlotte, Mecklenburg county, North Carolina, 
May 20; 1775, has not yer terminated, nor will it be, until 
every slave inthe United States is freed from the tyranny 
of his master.”—Page 95, : 
it But we are-wedded t one purpose, from which no 
earthiy power can divorce ùs. We are determined to abol- 
ish slavery, at all hazaids, in defiance of ali opposition, of 
whatever nature which itis possible tor the slaveocrats to 
bring against use Of this they may take due notice, and 
gover: themselves accordingly.” —Page 149. 

«Phe pro-slavery slaveholders deserve to be at once re- 
duced toa parallel with the basest criminals that He fet- 
tered within the cells of onr publie prisens: ””—Page 158. 

“No opportunity for. inflicting a mortal wound in the side 
of'slavery shall be permitted to pass us unimproved. Thus, 
terror-engenderers of the South, have we fully and frankly 
defined our position. We have no modifications to pro- 

ose ; NO compromises to offer; nothingto retract. Frown, 

ret, foam, prepare your weapons, threat, strike, shoot, 
stab, bring on civil war, dissolve the Union. Sirs, you can 
neither foil nor intimidate us; our purpose is as firmly fixed 
as ihe eternal pillars of heaven; we have determined to 
abolish slavery, and, so help us God, abolish it we will.”’— 
Page 187. 

Asearly as 1837, Mr. Lincoln seemed as sound 
onsome of these propositions as Helper. He was 
then a member of the Illinois Legislature; and on 
the 12th of January Mr. Ralston introduced the 
fallowing resolutions: 
© te Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Tilinois, 
That we highly disapprove of the formation of abolition 
societies, and of the doctrines promulgated by them. 

i Resolved, That the right of property in slaves is sacred 
to the slaveholding States by the Federal Constitution, and 
that they cannot be: deprived of. that right without their 


consent.) « : 
“Mr. Lincoln voted against them. (See House 
Journal, p. 243.) In: 1839, still a member of the 
Legislature, he voted against the following reso- 
lutions 

“That the General Government cannot do indirectly, 
what it is clearty prohibited from doing directly ; that it is 
the openly declared design of the Abolitionists of this nation 
to abolish slavery In the District of Columbia, with a view 
to its ultimate abolishment in the States 5”? * id $ 
scand that, therefore, Congress onght notto abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia,” House Journal, p, 126. 


Such votes, such expressions, by the President 
elect and his party, leave us no longer in doubt 
as to their intentions; and what Mr. Clay said of 
the anti-slavery party. in 1838, is true of the Re- 
publican party in 1861. We have only to insert 
New Mexico, in place of Florida, to make the 
application complete: 

t With the Abolitionists, the rights of property are noth- 
ing; the deficiency of thes powers of the General Govern- 
ment are nothing; the acknowledged and incontestable 
powers of the States are nothing; civil war, a dissolution of 
the Union, and the overthrow of the Governmentin which 
are concentrated the fondest hopes of the civilized world, 
are nothing. A single idea has taken possession of their 
minds, and onward they pursue it, overlooking all barriers, 
reckless and regardless of consequences, With this class 
the inmediate abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 
bia, and in the Territory of Florida, the prohibition of the 
removal of slaves from State to State, and the refusal to 
adiit any new Sites comprising within their limits the in- 
stitution of domestic slavery, are but so many means con- 
ducing to the accomplishment of the ultimate but perilous 
end at which they avowedly and boldly aim, are but so 
mary sbort stages in the long and bloody road to the distant 
goal at which they would finally arrive. ‘Their purpose is 
abolition, universal abolition—peaccably, if they can; for- 
eibly, if they must.”’—Appendiz Globe, vol. 7, p. 355, 

I know that many of the Republican party 
shrewdly disavow any intention to interfere di- 
rectly with slavery in the States. It would be too 
great a strain of the higher law, even, to justify 
so flagrantan outrage. But the same object can 
be accomplished indirectly. Admit no more slave 


States. Then, according to Mr. Sumner, “slavery | 


will die, like the poisoned rat, of rage, in his hole.” 
Create dissatisfaction among the slaves in the 
border States; induce them to seek refuge in the 
free States; prevent their recapture and return, by 
personal liberty bills; and slave property will be 
thus rendered so insecure, unprofitable, and even 
Jangerous,;in the border Statés, that they will rid 
themselvés of it; and once fiee, it is expected that 
those States will codperate in making an amend- 


ment to the Constitution, providing for the ulti- 
mate extinction of slavery throughout the land. 

Abolition of slavery, directly or indirectly, is 
demanded by the people of the North. Men high 
in authority, leaders of party, preachers, teach- 
ers, editors, judges, lawyers, law-makers, State 
and national, openly avow it; and no scheme has 
yet been suggested, however unconstitutional; no 

lan has yet been attempted, however wicked and 
infernal, which looked towards the freedom of a 
negro, which has not met with approval in the 
ranks of the Republican party. Many of that 
party believe that the design of John Brown was 
founded in the deepest wisdom and benevolence, 
and executed in unrivaled heroism, integrity, and 
self-forgetfulness; that his life was a complete 
success, his death an unparalleled and most hon- 
orable triumph; that the blood of John Brown 
appeals to God and humanity against slavehold- 
ers; that the heart of this nation, and of the civ- 
ilized world, will respond to that appeal in one 
defiant shout: ‘* resistance to slaveholders is obe- 
dience to God.” 

John Brown was a true, practical Republican. 
He considered the negro an equal of the white 
man. He believed slavery a sin_against God, 
and a crime against man. He believed in the in- 
surrectionary and bloody schemes promulgated 
by the distinguished Republican Hinton Rowan 
Helper, and cordially indorsed by sixty-eight 
Republican members of this Congress. 
lieved with the Republicans of Natick, ‘ that it 
was the rightand the duty of slaves to resist their 
masters, and the right and duty of the people of 
the North to incite them to resistance, and to aid 
them in it.” Theodore Parker says: 

“ John, Brown sought by force what the Republican party 
works for with other weapons ; the two agree in the end, 
and differ only in the means,” 

I know that there are many members of the 
Republican party who blame John Brown. Of 
such I may say: 

* They know the right, and they approve it, too; 

Condemn the wrong, and yet the wrong pursue.” 

The Republican party has one million eight 
hundred and fifty-eight thousand two hundred 
voters in the North, and only twenty-seven thou- 
sand and thirty-two voters in the South. Itcould 
hardly be more sectional. They have gained pos- 
session of the Government. Ks to what will be 
their policy, we can judge only from the senti- 
ments expressed by their leaders and their party 
organs, 

On the 13th day of August last, Mr. Spwarp 
used the following language, which, from him, 
and under the circumstances, is full of meaning: 

What a commentary upon the wisdom of man is given 


ee 


in this single fact that, fifteen years ouly after the death of 


John Quiney Adams, the people of the United States, who 
burled him from power and from place, are calling to the 
head of the nation, to the very seat from which he was 
expelled, Abraham Lincom, whose claim to that seat is 
that he confesses the obligation of that higher Jaw whieh 
the sage of Quincy proclaimed, and that he avows himself, 
for weal or woe, for lite or death, a soldier on the side of 
freedom in the irrepressible conflict between freedom and 
slavery.” 

He afterwards said: 

“J tell you, fellow-citizens, that with this victory comes 
the end of the stave power in the United States.” 

Helper, on page 183 of his book, reduces this 
sentiment of his distinguished leader into a more 
practical shape. He says: 

tt Once for all, within a reasonably short period, let us 
make the slaveholders do something like justice to their 
negroes, by giving each and every one of them his freedom 
and sixty dollars in current money.?? 

The wheels of Government are to be moved 
witha high hand. For years have we been warned 
of this intention. Mr. Sewarp said, in the Sen- 
ate, March 3, 1858: 


& Let the Supreme Court recede. Whether it recede or 
not, we shall reorganize that court, and thus reform its po- 
litical sentiments and practices, and bring them into har- 
mony with the Constitution and the laws of nature.?? 

Massachusetts, through one of her distinguished 
Senators, [Mr. Wizson,] sustained this doctrine: 

“ We shall change the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and place men in that court who believe, with its 
immortal Chief Justice, John Jay, that our prayers will be 
impious to Heaven while we support and sustain human 
slavery.” 

Through one of her Representatives, [Mr. Bur- 
LINGaME,} she has gone even further: 


“ When we shall have elected a President, as we wiil, 


He be-. 


who will not be the President of a party, but the tribune of 
the people, and after we have exterminated a few dough- 
faces from the North, then, if the slave Senate will not give 
way, we will grind it between the upper and nether mill- 
stones of our power.’? 

From these and many like expressions of the 
leaders of the Republican party, the southern peo- 

le have concluded that the administration of Mr. 

incoln willabolish slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia; that they will prevent inter-State slave 
trade, restrict slavery in all the Territories, reor- 
ganize the Supreme Court, and put the Govern- 
ment actually and perpetually on the side of free- 
dom. 

I know that itis claimed that the only object of 
the Republican party is to prohibit slavery in the 
Territories. And, according to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Suzrman,] no sane man would fora 
moment suppose that slavery could ever go north 
of 36° 30', and hence the only practisal issue was, 
as to the existence of slavery in New Mexico. 
This, then, is a statement of the case. Two dif- 
ferent forms of labor exist in this country, bend 
and frec. The Constitution does not prescribe, or 
proscribe, either, for the Territory of New Mex- 
ico. The people of the South claim the right to 
take their bondmen into New Mexico. The peo- 
ple of the North deny the existence of any such 
right. Upon a fair submission of this question to 
the voters of the whole country at the election in 
November last, there were, in the free States, 
1,574,091, and in the slave States, 1,257,195—total, 
2,831,286 voters, who were of opinion that a citi- 
zen of the United States had a right to take his 
bondmen into New Mexico, or any other Terri- 
tory of the United States; while there were in 
the free States 1,858,200, and in the slave, 27,032, 
voters—total, 1,885,232, who were of a different 
opinion. This.opinion of the South had already 
been sustained by a decision of that august tri- 
bunal, the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which, by the very Constitution, is a codrdinate 
branch of this Government, and its decisions are 
final, and the supreme law of the land. There are 
not morc than seven slaves now in New Mexico, 
and suchare its climate and soil that it cannot pos- 
sibly be a free State; and yet, the gentleman from 
Ohio considers the question of slavery in New 
Mexico the all-important one upon which, as he 
says, the Union is being disrupted, and State after 
State is going out. 

Was it the whole end and aim of the Repub- 
lican party to make this Territory free? Was 
it for this that nearly three million people placed 
themselves upon sectional ground, and arrayed 
North against South? Was it for this that they 
went through with a protracted, expensive, and 
laborious canvass? Was it for this that they 
brought about a sectionalagitation, a hostile feel- 
ing, which threatens the very existence of the 
Union? Wasit for this that they sought the pos- 
session of the General Government, and the reor- 
ganization of the Supreme Court? I deny that 
such a respectable number of Republicans even, 
however excited, however prejudiced, could be so 
greatly moved by so pitiful an object. If the posi- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio be correct, the 
existence of the Republican party is dependent 
upon the status of New Mexico on the slavery 
question, and the determination of that would, asa 
matter of course, put an end to the politics of that 
party, and to the party itself. 

The gentleman from Ohio is not the only dis- 
tinguished Republican who believes that the sole 
object of his party is the prohibition of slavery in 
the Territories; nor do I stand alone in the opin- 
ion that, if that be true, the party must soon cease 
to exist. Mr. Bates, of Missouri, a prominent 
candidate before the Chicago convention for Pres- 
ident, thus spoke in the rotunda at St. Louis, 


| August 10, 1856: 


“The Republican party is not a mere array of men. Itis 
a hasty agglomeration made up of the odds and ends of 
every other party that ever existedat the North. Mr. Sew- 
ARD, ever an eminent Whig and unquestionably a man of 
ability, is one of its leaders. He was that distinguished 
Whig, he is that distinguished Republican. At the North, 
whole slabs of the American party have united with the 
new organization, and it is now animated by an ardenten- 
thusiasm which furnishes proof of its transitory nature. In 
proportion to its ardor will be the shortness of its lite. Tts 
only aim is the prohibition of slavery in the Territories; 
and even if it should succeed in accomplishing its object 
by a congressional enactment, its whole torce and vitality 
would be exhausted in the effort, and it would decline.” 
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Of this party, Mr. H. Winter Davis, the dis- 
tinguished member from Maryland, and a candi- 
date for the Vice Presidency in the Chicago con- 
vention, spoke as follows, in this Flouse, January 
6, 1857: j i 

“The Republican party was a hasty levy en masse of the 
northern people to repel or revenge an intrusion by north- 
ern votes alone. With its ‘occasion it must pass away. 
Within two years, Kansas must. be a State of the Union. 
She must be admitted with or without slavery, as her peo- 
ple prefer. Beyond Kansas, there is no question that is 
practically open. T speak to practical men. Slavery does 
not exist in any other Territory ; itis excluded by law from 
several, and not likely to exist anywhere ; and the Repub- 
lican. party has nothing to do, and can do nothing. It has 
no future. Why cumbers it the ground 2?” 

_No, Mr. Speaker, a party organized under such 
circumstances, composed of such materials, an- 
nouncing such sentiments, fighting such battles, 
must have an object far beyond the prevention of 
slavery in a Territory where it can never exist. 

Sir, the restriction of slavery in the Territories 
is but one of the means. The great end to beac- 
complished is, as Mr. Lincoln says, the ultimate 
extinction of slavery. At any rate, the South 
fears that this is the object, and that the whole 
power and patronage of the Government will be 
used in its accomplishment; and moved by this 
fear, and by actual wrongs, the cotton States, 
exercising the right claimed by Massachusetts in 
1814, and afterwards upon the annexation of 
Texas, have thrown off their allegiance to this 
Government and declared their independence. 

It-is not to be denied that the seceding States, 
yea, the whole South, have been subjected toa 
long train of abuses by the anti-slavery party. 
An incessant war has been made upon them, 
because slaveholders; their constitutional rights 
have been denied them; their slaves constantly 
interfered with; and laws made for their protec- 
tion have been purposely obstructed; and now, it 
would seem to be the purpose of this anti-slavery 
Republican party, not only to destroy the value 
of $4,000,000,000 worth of their property, but to 
convert it into the means of their own destruc- 
tion.. In vain have they warned the northern 
people against this unholy crusade; in vain have 
they remonstrated against the obstruction of the 
laws;.in vain have they appealed to the generous 
sympathies of their brethren, asking only for the 
peaceful enjoyment of rights guarantied by the 
Constitution. ‘Their warnings, remonstrances, 
and appeals, have been answered only with re- 
peated injuries. Wrongs like these, if inflicted 
by the Government, would be just cause for revo- 
lution. Such grievances could only be redressed 
by a resort to arms. But this Government has 
done no wrong. There is no complaint against 
the Government. On the contrary, all unite in 
the opinion thatit isthe best form of government 
ever instituted among men. The southern con- 
federacy have adopted it; and now, after our dis~ 
memberment, it is the only plan of government 
upon which there is the slightest hope for a re- 
construction, 

But besides, the Government has provided a 
mode of redressing the grievances which this sec- 
tional minority has imposed upon the South. The 
very election which raised a sectional President 
into power, manifested the existence of a national 
conservative element which insured a constitu- 
tional check upon his administration, and its cer- 
tain termination at the end of four years. An 
opposition which, if united, could have defeated 
that election, could surely have protected them- 
selves, under the Constitution and in the Union, 
against the aggressions of any sectional minority. 

Under these circumstances, 1 now enter my 
solemn protest against the action of the seceding 
States. It was, in my opinion, unwise and self- 
ish, an irreparable injury to themselves, an act 
of cruel injustice to the middle and border slave 
States, and to the General Government, and of 
gross ingratitude to a million and a halfof gallant 
men in the North, who have made every sacrifice 
and dared every danger in support of the Consti- 
tution and in defense of southern rights. Has it 
ever recurred to our precipitate brethren of the 
South that those northern friends, like themselves, 
owc allegiance to their respective States, and that, 
by secession, they leave a noble army of northern 
conservatives, with all their valor and devotion, 
to be swept down by the assaults of resistless 
numbers, to rise no more forever? By this hasty 
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act, they have forced upon the border States the 
fearful alternative of submission, on the one hand, 
to a power which could at any moment override 
ali their rights; or rebellion, secession, and civil 
war, on the other, which, in their exposed posi- 
tion, would be their utter ruin. In my judgment, 
such a respectable number of. States, so vast in 
extent, with a population so large, and an inter- 
est so great, were entitled to some consideration 
at the hands of those States for which, in all their 
struggles against northern aggression, they had 
been a cloud by day and a pillar of fire by night. 

But this disunion, while it may bring upon the 
country the direst of all calamities, is a remedy 
for no evil, real or imaginary. It cannot render 
slave property more secure, or in any manner 
perpetuate it. It yields up forever the equal par- 
ticipation in the Territories by the slave States, 
while it furnishes no greater protection for sla- 
very where it exists. In the Union, the South, 
with a minority North, were stronger than even 


-a united South could possibly be out of the Union, 


with or without arms. The cotton States should, 
therefore, have remained in the Union.’ Then, 
if this northern party—formerly Abolition, now 
Republican—should attempt to reorganize the 


Supreme Court, and make of it a machine to sus- 


tain their bad morals and worse politics; if they 
should fasten upon the Government the doctrine 
of the higher law, and employ all its patronage 
and power in an organized and direct attack upon 
slavery, then would we make war, not against 
the Government, but against its enemies; then 
might we fight, under the Constitution, against 
those who would subvert it; fight for this beau- 
tiful capital, hallowed in its very name, location, 
and in all its associations; fight for the archives, 
the flag, the honor of this great nation. 

But, whether secession, disunion, revolution— 
call it what you will—be right or wrong, is not 
now the question. It exists; it is all around and 
aboutus. It has shocked and unsettled every 
department of the Government, and paralyzed 
business in all its branches. Its baleful influence 
has spread sorrow and gloom, disaster and desti- 
tution, over the whole land. 

The question nowis: what shall be done to re- 
store peace, happiness, and prosperity: Who 
can, who will save the country from the threat- 
ened doom? : 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] ap- 

ealed to the border States to “arrest the tide, 
which, but for them, would in a few days place 
us in hostile array againsteach other,” Believing 
that the border States, free and slave, understood 
practically this question of slavery, about which 
the pestiferous States of South Carolina and Mas- 
sachusetts only theorize, I took upon myself the 
responsibility of calling those States together, 
that they might counsel with each other. 

The committee appointed by those States agreed 
almost unanimously upon a plan of adjustinent; 
but when that plan was in substance proposed in 
the House of Representatives, the gentleman and 
his party voted unanimously against its considera- 
tion. Atthat time the border slave States occupied 
a position for effective interference; but the rejec- 
tion of a proposition so reasonable, so just, weak- 
ened their confidence in their northern brethren. 


And that confidence was not in the slightest re- | 


stored by the gentleman from Ohio, when, in a 
speech “alternately gentle as the dews and as 
boisterous as the thunder,” he accompanies his 
pleas for peace with a recommendation of war, 
and meets all propositions of conciliation with 
promised adherence to the Chicago platform. 
Ibis difficult to tell what these border States 
will do. The clections lately held are no proper 
indices of their intentions. Having large inter- 
ests involved, they take time for consideration. 
Although not consulted by the cotton States, they 
choose to consult one another. But let the North 
be assured of one thing: thatthose border States 


| are unanimous in the opinion that this is a proper 


occasion for the settlement of this pest question 
of slavery, now and forever. 

But, sir, while I can speak for no other, I can 
say but little even for my own State. Missouri 
occupies the geographical center of this nation; 
she lies in the very highway of civilization, and 
in the march of empire. She now contains a 
white population equal to that of Florida, South 


! Missouri was born of the Union; shë wast cked 


Carolina, Alabama, and Missiasi pi, combined; 
and for her futuregreatness she looks tothe North, 


to the South, to the East, and to the West. | Sir. 


in the cradle of the Union; she has grown. 
lived, and prospered in the Union, and she] 
the Union with unceasing devotion; but. no! 
Union of the North witha fragment of the South, 
but the Union as our fathers made it—a Un on of 
all the States in one grand and glorious Republic. 
Thus situated, thus interested, Missouri claims 
the right to criticise the conduct of. sister States, 
North and South. But, if the doctrine of coercion 
obtain, and the attempt be made to whip. the cot- 
ton States into self-government, then Missouri 
will be found side. by side with the other border. 
slave States in armed resistance. And I nöw say. 
to our northern friends, beware, And I say this 
not in a spirit of menace, but of solemn warning. 
Long before the 6th of November, South Car- 
olina declared that she would not submit.to the 
election of a sectional President. This was treated 
as an idle threat; and the taunting reply was, that 
South Carolina could not be kicked out of the 
Union. When Congress assembled, and it. be- 
came evident that she would secede, and would, 
most likely, be followed by all the other cotton 
States, the country was suddenly awakened to 
the real danger, and was at once convulsed ‘with 
fear. In the Senate, and in this House, commit- 
tees were constituted, of able men, and the many: 
propositions looking to the safety of the country 
were laid before them, but nothing of a practical 
nature was accomplished. In the emergency, all 
eyesare turned to the distinguished Senator from 
ew York, believing that he who had raised 
could easily rule the storm. After many long 
weeks of painful anxiety, that Senator comes for- 
ward and coolly tells us that all this is nothing 
more than might beexpected; that in two or three 
years, when the lightning-flash and the thunder- 
clap have subsided into a perfect calm, he ma 
recommend something in the shape of a small 
Franklin rod forthe protection of the people. Like 
a physician called to see a patient, writhing, al- 
most, with the agonies of death, he furnishes no 
remedy for relief, but delivers a very learned lec- 
ture on the subject of pathology in the sick room. 
The danger increases; State after State goes out; 
«The Union must and shall be preserved,” is the 
borrowed eloquence of every Republican orator, 
The Governmentis disrupted, and civil war threat- 
ens the destruction of thirty million people and to 
cover the whole land with desolation, Our rulers 
tell us that they wish to test the strength of the 
Government; that they wish to see whether we’ 
have any Government at all. Commerce is de- 
stroyed, manufactures ruined, and business of all 
kinds prostrated; until the people, the rightful 
sovereigné of the nation, the makers of the Gov- 
ernment, and its rulers, are reduced by despèra- 
tion to the humble position of petitioners, and, by 
thousandsand by tens of thousands, they earnestly 
ask their own 3ervants for concession, for com- 
promise, for peace; to all which, they receive the 
slighting reply that it is very likely that Mr. Lin- 
coln will adhere to the Chicago platform. And 
now, when the dreadful issue is forced upon us, 
and the question is: “ Union or no Union; Con- 
stitution or no Constitution; Government or no 
Government; country or no country; the Pres- 
ident elect says that there is nothing wrong;”” 
that * nobody is hurt;’? ‘* keep cool;” *“ there’s 
no crisis; and if there is,it is all artificia]; while 
his Premier amuses himself and entertains the 
Senate by spinning cunning rhetoric. into point- , 
less platitudes and useless generalities. J 
Republicans, I once more give you warning. 
You have complete control of this Congress, and 
in your hands rests the destiny of this nation. 
Your Chicago platform is not a panacea for all 
the ills which now afflict us. It was made in time 
of peace and prosperity, and not in time of revo- 
lution and adversity. It was intended only as a 
basis of party action, and admirably adapted to 
party ends? Whatif itshould now be abandoned, 
utterly destroyed? Your Greeleys, your Sew- 
ards, your Giddingses, could easily make for you 
another, and far better suited to the times. And 
now let me remind you that the election of your 
candidate for President was not the adoption of 
your platform. The disruption of the Democratic 
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saity; the dissatisfaction with the present Admin- 
istration, and that restless spirit which always de- 
sires change, contributed to your success in ro- 
cüring `a plurality of the votes for your candidate, 
while there was a majority.of nearly a million 
against your platform. : aed 
~ But you say-the flag has-been dishonored, the 
Constitution violated, the Union endangered, the 
Government defied; and you ery for war, and in- 
voke the potential arm of Federal power to avenge 
all wrongs- and` enforce obedience. You forget 
that thisis nota Governmentof force. The Union, 
so'necessary to the establishment of the Govern- 
Ment, was founded in the affections, which are 
“stronger to bind a people together than any writ- 
ten Constitution or confederated authority. While 
this Government thus formed is all-powerful for 
good, it is impotent for evil. It was made for com- 
mon defense and general welfare; but the Consti- 
tution does not provide for making war upon the h 
very power that gave the Government existence. 
What ifthe misguided people of Charleston, ina 
moment of precipitation and excitement, did open 
a fire upon their portion of a common flag? What 
if they. had blotted out the star which represents 
their own State—South Carolina? You now tol- 
erate in your ranks hundreds of men who, but a 
few years ago, marched under a flag with only 
sixteen stars. Your Vice President elect has made 
speeches under such a flag. Your respect for the 
Constitution has greatly increased of late. It was 
a distinguished Republican who, buta short time 
ago, pronounced that Constitution the fountain of 
all our evils. And for years your party has taught 
‘obedience to the higher law, and not to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. : 

But, all'at once, you have become great lovers 
of union. You abuse disunion in others, while 
you tolerate men in your ranks who were willing 
to Ict the Union slide; men who have declared that 
they considered the Union a lie, an imposture, a 
covenant with death and an agreement with hell. 
If you so love the Union, why will you not do 
something to gave it, Since there is no longer a 

quention in regard to slavery in the Territories, 

the Republican party would have to fall back upon 
its abolitionism but for this Union question. And 
now, while they regard disunion as the best move 
ever made towards abolition, they find it neces- 
sary, for political effect, to pretend much devotion 
to the Union. But the other day, one of the Re- 
publican leaders said, ‘ we can win on Union, but 
we cannot win on compromise.” Have we come 
to. this? Our difficulties are not to be adjusted, 

-the Union is not to be saved, because the party in 

power wishes to convert the very distresses of the 
country into political capital. 

‘Sir, we have indeed fallen upon strange times. 
But yesterday we were told that Governments 
were instituted among men, deriving all their just 
powers from the consent of the governed, That, 
Inasmuch as the negro bad not given his assent 
to this Government, his chslavement is a sin 
against God, and a crime against man. Now, 
this isa Government of force, of supreme power, 
of which even the consent of the white man forms 
no constituentelement. But a short time ago we 
were told by the Senator from New York that, 
between free and slave labor, there was an irre- 
pressible conflict; now he says, “ that the differ- 
ent forms of labor, if slavery was not perverted 
to purposes of political ambition, necd not con- 
stitute any clement of strife in the Confederacy.” 
Bat a short time ago we were told that it was ne- 
cessary to protect the Territories from slavery, 

“and to drive back the slave power which was 
threatening the invasion even of the free States. | 
Now, says the great Icader of the Republican | 
party, “ thereis no fear of slavery anywhere; and | 
the protection of the Territories from slavery has 


1 


ceased to be a practical question. ji 
Gentlemen of the Republican party, this is no || 


time for trifling; no time for diplomacy; no time | 


for promoting political dogmas, and advancing 


doubtful political consistency. Questions ofgrave 
moment force themselves upon you. Shall a sac- 
rifice be made of our house, race, lineage, and 
blood, for those of a strange clime? Shall every 
Seven white men cut each other’s throats for the 
sake of one negro? Will you disregard all ties 
of consanguinity, and use all your endeavors to |! 
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ruin ten million of the noblest race on earth, under 
the pretext of benefiting about one third that num- 
ber of the most degraded? Shall this free, glori- 
ous, happy America throw away all her grand 
achievements, and tear from her brow the wreath 
of science, commerce, politics, and war, and no 
longer stand forth the loveliest of all the nations? 
Shall this model Republic, having no model on 
earth, cease forever to be an example worthy of 
study and imitation? These are important ques- 
tions, and you alone can decide them. AsI have 
before said, you hold in your hands the destiny 
of this great nation. 

The formation of the Union by the adoption ofthe 
Constitution was celebrated with deep, Passion- 
ate enthusiasm throughout the original colonies. 
“Tis done, we have become a nation,’’ was the 
exultant boast of the whole people. And that was 
but the dawn ofthe day which promised glory and 
happiness to all ourAmerica. A few months ago 
that day was at noontide, and we in the full reali- 
zation of all its blessed promises. If now,inour 
calamity, the same spirit of concession, compro- 
mise, and patriotism, which formed the Union, 
should secure its preservation and its establish- 
ment for all time as the palladium of our political 
safety and prosperity, and if tat prone bird of 
liberty should once mere take his flight, bearing 
the sacred motto of “ E Pluribus Unum,” in let- 
ters of ever-living light, the whole earth would be 
illuminated with joyand gladness. Theloud shout 
of a freeman’s exultation would break from the 
deep forests of Maine, and mingle with the har- 
moniousstrains of gratitude wafted overthe golden 

lains of California. Thirteen infant colonies re- 
joiced over the birth of this nation; thirty-four 
grown up States, empires within themselves, with 
their thirty million people, will rise up in one 

rand, national jubilee over its preservation. But 
if, in spite of all appeals, and regardless of all ob- 
ligations, partisan fecling and small politics shall 
overrule concession, compromise, patriotism, be 
assured that whole columns of curses, rising from 
the bosoms of an agonized and outraged people, 
will ascend to Heaven against those would not 
save, as against those who would destroy, a na- 
tion’s happiness, a nation’s prosperity. 

Mr. Speaker, there are many propositions in 
the hands of this committee of thirty-three which 
would restore peace to this country, and I have 
done all in my humble power to secure their adop- 
tion. I have had the fonot of being taunted by 
men from the North, and men from the South, as 
a Union-saver. Would that it were in my power, 
by aword, by a vote, by any act, by any sacrifice, 
to save this beautiful and holy house of our 
fathers; and that I could thus win this proud title, 
which, though bestowed in derision, is a title 
worth dying for; worth having lived for. 
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SPEECH OF HON. §. S. BLAIR, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 23, 1861. 
The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 
Mr. BLAIR said: 
Mr. Speaker: There seems to me a strange 
anomaly in our politics. In the clashing opin- 
ions of these troublous times, all of every shade 


. 


of political sentiment appear to unite in the praise | 


of the Government of the United States: with one 
consent ils structure is pronounced to be better 
adapted to the spirit of our people, than any that 
could be devised: This is the testimony which 
an experience of three quarters of acentury bears 
to the wisdom of its framers, and which we have 
been accustomed to expect would be strengthened 
as years increase. Itsecures the largest share of 
personal liberty, consistent with public order, to 


! L I a ji all within the sphere of its operations; and al- 
partisan interests; no time for trying to preserve || 


though abuses do creep into its administration, 


| yet, they will be certain, sooner or later, to yield 


to the corrective forces of our free institutions. 
But while these encomiums are on the lips of all 
alike, we find that one party, in open rebellion 
against its authority, is organized to destroy it by 
force of arms; another seeks to change its consti- 


tution; and yet a third threatens to revolt, unless | 


a 


it shall be altered to suit their views; whilea 
fourth, in opposition to all, demand its preserva- 
tion and perpetuity as our fathers made it. The 
enemies of the Government, bold, cunning, and 
impetuous, have usurped the powers of the peo- 
ple in six of the States, with organizations ex 
tending into others, and embracing within its cir- 
cle men into -‘whose hands the most sacred public 
trusts have been committed by their confiding 
countrymen. They have, by force, and by the 
basest treachery that ever stained the earth, be- 
come possessed of forts and other property of the 
nation, purchased at a cost of over seven million 
dollars, for the common defense of all. They have 
taken our guns and turned their fire on the flag of 
thenation, thus far, with perfect impunity. Inthe 
face of these dire events, whata spectacle do we 
present to the world? Will the generations that 
are to succeed us believe that at such a time we 
sat out a whole winter with these guns still pointed 
atus, trying how farwe might go to comply with 
the demands of traitors, and what new securities 
we might devise for the protection and spread of 
human bondage? 

_Sir, when we came here in December, I hoped 
to see the patriots of the North and South stand- 
ing together in firm concord, and uniting their 
counsels for the preservation of the Union in its 
integrity. I thought they might all agree to pro- 
vide whatsoever legislation might be deemed need- 
ful for the prompt and vigorous execution of the 
laws; and was prepared, and am still prepared, to 
forget all the irritations of mere partisanship, and 
join hands with every man willing to avow his 
unqualified devotion to the country. And that 
was the desire which prevailed among those with 
whom I am politically associated. Animated by 
this hope, I need not say that I was pained when 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bo- 
TELER] introduced his resolution changing the 
accustomed order of procedure by referring that 
portion of the President’s message touching the 
troubles in South Carolina and other States, to 
a select committee of thirty-three. J desired 
that Congress should appeal to the people for the 
maintenance of the Constitution and the laws, 
which were threatened by malcontents with de- 
struction, and thought that, however well meant 
his endeavor, the result would be hurtful to the 
harmony of the country. I have seen nothing in 
subsequent events to change my opinion. If we 
had voted down the resolution and all others of 
like character—and the Union men were strong 
enough for that—we would have had before the 
public mind the naked issue, Union or Disunion; 
you would have almost instantly aroused from 
| its profoundest depths the Union sentiment, in the 
| hearts of the people—the real hidden strength of 
j the nation, T'o meet any great crisis like this, it 
| is essential that the public spirit should be called 
| forth; but following in the footsteps of the Ad- 
ministration, which was without policy, without 
unity, struck with the paralysis of wavering res- 
olution, and ‘distracted by fears and timorous 
doubts, we failed in that important work. 

A new issue has been made up—a false and 
distracting one; not union or disunion; but new 
guarantees to slavery or disunion, From that day, 
slavery has seemed almost to keep court within 
the temple of the nation: where, from far and 
near, men have come to do her the reverence of 
right loyal liegemen. ‘The public mind has been 
taught to entertain the fatal hope that some vague 
thing, called compromise, is to do the work which 
loyal hearts stood ready to accomplish. Propo- 
Sitions of great diversity in form, but all, or nearly 
all, looking to the national recognition of slavery, 
were showered upon us for many days; and the 
gentlemen from the disaffected States on the com- 
; mittee, as we are informed, after it had been de- 
termined that slavery should not have a roving 
commission over Mexico and Central America, 
refused further official intercourse with their col- 
leagues; who, themselves divided and distracted, 
have presented a number of reports, no one of 

which, it appears, had the sanction of the ma- 
i jority. Thus it is, sir, that in this great effort to 
win over the enemies of the Union, we have suc- 
ceeded only in distracting its friends. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we have not 
yetgrappled with the living issue that is before us; 
i we have been telling the people that this question- 
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of disunion, cf anarchy, must be looked squarely 


in the face; and yet the Flouse and the Senate and 
the Administration have, up to within one week 
of our adjournment, been looking atit askance, 
casting at it butan occasional, furtive glance, while 
we amuse ourselves in the'endéeavor to reopen a 
discussion already exhausted’ and irrevocably 
closed by the-solemn verdict of the people. Sir, 
the only question that‘any man can ask this day 
is: shall the will ofa majority, according to the 
formsof the Constitution, be successfully thwarted 
by an organized conspiracy in the minority? The 


problem which is uppermost in the minds of the | 


people, all experience shows, must be first solved, 
before they will direct their attention to other less 
interesting investigations. It is alaw—which, if 
but obeyed, wililead to success—to seize firstupon 
the greatest good that is within our reach, and to 
combat first the greatest evil that encounters our 
progress. 

The people are at this time more deeply con 
cerned in establishing the fact before the nations 
of the world that the Government: of the United 
States is a real living power on the earth, than in 
adjusting the details of policy. It is no time now 
to be higgling with the demands of faction in the 
State, when faction has drawn the sword against 
the State itself. Faction must be put down. 
Treason must first be subdued before its pretexts 
can be safely considered. We cannot dally with 
it but at the peril of the nation’s honor, which is 
the nation’s life. It asserts the principle that the 
people of any one State may, in the exercise of a 
right springing porn the Constitution, atany time, 
with cause or without cause, withdraw from the 
Union, absolve themselves from all obedience to 
its laws, and erect in our midst a foreign indc- 
pendent government, such as they may choose to 
adopt, whether it be a republic, a constitutional 
monarchy, or an absolute despotism. If this be 
true, then, however mortifying and humiliating 
to our national pride, however destructive of all 
our claims to the respect and confidence of en- 
lightened nations, we must bow to the necessity 
of acknowiedging it with becoming grace. Bitter 
as may be the cup, we cannot pass it from us, but 
must drink it to thedregs. We mantamety give 
up every fort and arsenal in the seceding States, 
take down the stars and stripes, and salute with 
respect the palmetto, the pelican, and the rattle- 
snake. If secession is constitutional, then, sir, 
we are bound, yea, bound by our oaths, to recog- 
nize these States as foreign sovereignties as fully 
as we recognize the sovereignty of England or of 
France; our future intercourse with them must 
be regulated by treaties and the law of nations. 
But, sir, if there is no such right, we cannot, we 
dare not, recognize it, or even seem to recognize 
it, however slightly or obliquely. The Constitu- 
tion and the laws must be enforced. 

The right of secession is a political theory of 
modern growth. It looks upon the Constitution 
as but a league or compact b&tween independent 
States, and that the Government which it estab- 
lishes is but an agent of the several States in- 
trusted with the execution ofcertain powers, which 
may be revoked and annulled by any State, as 
the interest, convenience, or whims of its people 
may determine; and that, after such revocation, 
the State resumes its original independent sover- 
eignty. Its first fundamental error is, that the 
States composing this Confederacy ever were In 
possession of separate independent sovereignty. 
‘When South Carolina sent her delegates to Con- 


gress, she was still a colony of Great Britain, | 


never having assumed to exercise the high pow- 
ers ofa sovereign; and her delegates, like the dele- 
gates of all the other colonies, met only to consult 
for the public safety, but found the pressure of 
events so strong that they were of necessity com- 
pelled, as united colonies, to assume the powers 
of a sovereign nation. It was as united colonies 
that sovereignty was assumed, by which they 
were able to vindicate the independence of the Uni- 
ted States. This league, or Confederacy, though 
itself declared to be perpetual, not being a Gov- 


ernment which operated on the people directly, 


but upon the States, gave place to the Constitu- 
tion, which established a Government, not a 
league. It was established by the people, in pre- 
cisely the same way that they established their 
State governments; and in all matters confided to 


— 


its jurisdiction by the Constitution, it claims-the 
obedience of the citizen in the same way that the 
State constitution claims his obedience in all mat- 
ters within the jurisdiction of the State. Each 
government is supreme within its own sphere; so 
that neither can absolve the citizen from his obli- 
gations to the other.. The sacred instrument it- 
self declares its character as a Constitution for the 
people of the United States. It was not ordained 

y the deputies of sovereign States, as is pro- 
fessed by the Montgomery constitution. It was 
ratified by the people, not by a single act of all, 
but at different times, by those of the several 
States; but the fact that it operates upon the peo- 
ple in the several States no more lessens its force 
as a Government for the whole people, than does 
the division of the people of a State into county 
and township organizations detract from the ob- 
ligation of the citizens of each of them to obey 
the State constitution. i 

We do not claim, as the secessionists charge, 
that the Government of the United States is an 
unlimited sovereignty. Such a thing has no ex- 
istence, either in State or Federal government; 
indeed, the very secret of our power is found in 
the distribution of sovereignty, of that portion of 
it which concerns the general welfare; such as 
war, commerce, treaties, alliances, to the Federal 
Government; that which more intimately affects 
the social system, to the State governments. From 
the foundation of the Government till recently, 
the idea was never entertained that our Constitu- 
tion was buta league of States. About the first 
resolution that was adopted by the convention 
which formed it, declared ‘that a national Gov- 
ernment ought to be estublished, consisting of a 
supreme legislature, judiciary, and executive,” 
and that resoluuion was fully carried out in the 
great work of the convention. A national Gov- 
ernment was formed, and it is for us to say 
whether it shall be preserved, or whether it shall 
go down, ignominiously, at the bidding of South 
Carolina and her confederates. It is for us to say 
whether its foundation is on a rock, or on sand 
or stubble. Its supremacy must be preserved by 
a firm, temperate, and just execution of the laws 
in every portion of the country. It must not be 
enervated, and thereby dishonored, by the faintest 
actual or implied recognition of this ‘heresy of 
secession. 

But others tell us that the only effectual way 
to preserve the Government is by a compromise. 
Now, there are thousands of people who tell us to 
compromise, who seem to attach no definite idea 
to the word. When reminded that Congress can 
only execute its powers by the enactment of laws 
for the remedy of evils, without telling us what 
particular line of action we should take, in breath- 
less anxiety they advise us to ‘do something.” 
Nobody seems to know what particular ‘“ some- 
thing ” it is wise to do. The country is actually 
in a panic. Some persons, alarmed by unusual 
events, without waiting to take counsel of reason, 
would madly rush on almost any extraordinary 
course; they know notand carenot. Weallremem- 
ber how, last winter, the wholecountry was panic- 
stricken by John Brown’s lawless invasion at 
Harper’s Ferry; or, rather, how it was seized upon 
by desperate politicians to alarm the fears of the 

cople; and although it would have been pun- 
ished by the ordinary operation of legal proceed- 
ings, yet, under ihe influence of panic, extraor- 
dinary measures were resorted to, which all now 
admit to have been unwise ,and which, ultimately, 
cost the State of Virginia more money to watch 
Brown, at Charlestown, than it cost the British 
Government, for the same length of time, to watch 
Napoleon on the Island of St. Helena. These 
extraordinary movements, aided by the fierce 
attacks in Congress on the Republican party, as 
being responsible, produced such a state of alarm 
in the country that, everywhere, the Union meet- 
ings called on the Republicans to disband their 
organizations and “ do something ” for the salya- 
tion of the Union. But, sir, instead of yielding 
to the clamors of panic, the Republicans, in the 
strength which conscious rectitude imparts, pro- 
ceeded to the proper business of legislation and 
convinced the country that a party which, stand- 


ing nobly by its principles, was able to govern | 


itself, was fit, likewise, to govern thecountry. We 
simply let the panic die out; we did nothing, and 


our fidelity to principle has ‘been rewarde 
confidence of the country, which has 


Mr. Speaker, ever witnessed su 
of mad and wicked folly?” | -> pees 

Some ofthese States, since the. origin of the 
Government, and all-of them -since their organi- 
zation into State governments, have quietly enè 


joyed the advantages of a Union, to which they 


are indebted for whatever'of consequence ‘the 
possess, and yet inan hour of unreasoning mad- 
ness, have leveled the forces of destruction against 
that: Union itself. i TATR 
They seize upon its public buildings, upon its 
treasure in the mint, and appropriate to their-own 
uses the hospital which the benevolence of ‘the 
Government had dedicated to its disabled seamen. 
Montesquieu has. chapter of three lines-in hig 
Spirit of Laws, to illustrate his idea of despotic 
power. He tells us— gii cos 
“When the savages of Louisiana are desirous of fruit, 
they cut the tree to the reot and gather the fruit; this isan 
emblem of despotic government.’? | 
While the illustration does justice to the selfish- 
ness of despotism, which regards the ruler as.the 
State and the people as the subjects of his absoz 
lute will, it reminds us, in the hight of the events 
I have mentioned, that many of the more enlight- 
ened successors of the aboriginals of Louisiana 
have not much improved either on the wisdom or 
humanity of their predecessors. Do they, with 
any reason, expect to gather and long to enjoy 
the fruits of Urionasin lependente, security, and 
strength—by destroying the tree which: bears 
them? ‘No, sir. All men everywhere pronounce 
them mad. They have been hurried by their 
leaders into excesses and troubles for which there 
is but one remedy under heaven, and which, if 
we will only be equal to our duty and possess.our 
hearts in patience, will certainly be applied; and 
that is, the expulsion of the conspiring leaders 
from power by the slow but certain return of the 
people to reason and reflection. Sir,-the men who 
deliberately sacrifice the public order to their selt- 
ish ambition, will in turn become the victims of 
the very disorders which they have brought about. 
If history has its logic, it has its avenging justice 
too. : ` : i 
But shall the Government do nothing? Wel, 
sir, I think there is one branch of the Govern- 
ment has been already uscd to do a good deal. 
Heads of Departments, sworn to maintain the 
Constitution and the laws of the United States, 
have openly and secretly used the opportunities-of 
office for the overthrow of the country. Disgrace- 
ful engagements have been made with men in arms 
against the Government, to leave the strongholds 
of the country in a defenseless condition. Inas- 
much, however, as confidence àn the integrity of 
that arm of the Government has been much im- 
proved of late, let us hope that the future will 
show it to be well founded. But shall not Con- 
gress enact some laws relative to slavery, which 
can be called a compromise, with these men, in 
order to bring them back to the Union? Bring them 
back! Sir, they are not out of the Union. Their 
paper resolves are nullities; and when you thus 
recognize South Carolina and otherStates as outof 
the Union, you admit that its Jaws have no force 
within their limits; and by an inevitable conse- 
quence, you are forced to justify the seizure of the 
forts and arsenals. If South Carolina is out of 
the Union, she had a right, by the law ofnations, 
to seize them, and to fire upon the American flag. 
Contrive as you please to devise compromises for 
what you call reconstruction, and as a condition 
precedent to them all, you are confronted with 
this humiliating concession which’ you are forced 
tomake—that South Carolina rightfully disgraced 
your flag, and that she may do so again at any 
future time. Sir, in this hour of peril I turn a 
willing ear to the voices of departed patriots. I 
listen submissively to one of the wisest, greatest, 
and noblest of men. When South Carolina re- 
belled, in 1833, because she disliked the tariff 
laws, John Quincy Adams, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures, in his report, says: 
“The subseribers believe, therefore, that the ground as- 
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sumed by. the. South Carolina convention for usurping the 
sovereign and limitless power of the people of that State, 
to dictate the jaws of the Union, and prostrate the legisla- 
tive; executive.and judicial authority of the United States, 
şs asidestituie of foundation as the forms and substance of 
their Proceedings are arrogant, overbearing, tyrannical, and 
oppressive. They believe that one particle of compromise 
‘with that usurped power, or of concession to its pretensions, 
would-be aheavy calamity to the people of the whole Union, 
and to none. more that tothe people of South Carolina them- 
selves. That such concessions by Congress would be a dere- 
liction of their highest duties to the country, and directly 
fead to. the final and inevitable dissolution of the Union. 
With the’ usurpations.of:the South Carolina convention, 
there can be no-possible compromise. . ‘They must conquer, 
or. they must fall.” 
; Qh, that the statesmen of that day had all been 
true.to the principles of Mr..Adams’s report and 
General. Jackson’s proclamation, and had con- 
sulted the future of the Republic rather than their 
temporary quiet.. But it is useless to speculate on 
what might have followed.a different policy. A 
compromise-free-trade tariff was passed to bring 
back South Carolina, that finally bankrupted bot 
the Government and the people; and she was 
taught that rebellion was a wise policy to main- 
tain her supremacy in the Union. That compro- 
mise has brought us unmixed evil; but I hope that 
patienceand fortitude will enable us now to avoid 
the mistake which was then made; for I do be- 
lieve. that, if you bring her back by a slavery 
compromise, she: will, before six months, rebel 
against the specific duties of the pending tariif 
billifit should become a law, What does all this 
talk about compromise amount to? It is simply 
this: slavery is thought to be somewhat weaker 
now than formerly, and the bargain proposed is: 
if we will give our solemn pledge to strengthen 
and perpetuate it, we will be paid for the wear 
and tear of principle by the return of the “ con- 
federates” into the Union, with the right to leave 
it again whenever they. please. 
. But the majority of those who urge concession, 
admit that the cotton States having assumed an 
open attitude of rebeilion against the Constitution 
andthe laws, compromise with them is inadmissi- 
ble without dishonor; yet, unless concession be 
made to the border slaveholding States, the same 
causes which operated to drive off the former, 
will, in a very short time, produce like results in 
the latter. 

But if a compromise to bring back the seceded 
States is inadmissible, because it would amount 
to.a recognition of the doctrine of secession, does 
not the same objection apply to a compromise 
made in obedience to a threat of secession? If 
one is dishonorable, is not the other equally so? 
There is scarcely anything within the compass of 
our powers to do, nat involving a sacrifice of prin- 
ciple, that the noble Union men of these States, 
or the crushed and subdued Union men in the 
seceded States, would ask, to which I would not 
be inclined to respond asa brother. I know their 
heroism and their fortitude, and the dashing gal- 
lantry with which they have swept the field against 
haughty insolence and arrogance, which thought 
to.crush them ata blow. - But hearts so noble as 
theirs, will not, and cannot, insist that we should 
sacrifice our convictions of duty to the country in 
this: time of its trial... Rather than do this, I be- 
lieve, they will buckle on their armor afresh, and 
march to the Higher and the final conflict. The 
strength which their victory over immediate dis- 
union has imparted to them, will bring within 
their power its more insidious, and therefore more 
dangerous, enemy—conditional secession. ‘They 
have had their ovation; let them arise to their 
triumph. In my judgmentsany measures of com- 
promise, passed to bring back to their allegiance 
that. portion of the people in the Gulf States who 
have usurped sovereign powers, or in obedience 
to a threatof alike usurpation in the border States, 
is a concession, not to the patriots of those States, 
but to the usurpers themselves, by which they 
will be enabled to return to power. Itlooks to me 
very like compounding a felony, 

But, sir, what is it that is demanded of us?. I 
notice that the President has preferred the charge 
that the people of the North have, by their presses, 
their pulpits, and other avenues of approach to 
the public mind, spoken evil of slavery, and that 
pictorial representations unfavorable to it have 

een scattered over the country. Now, Mr. 
“Speaker, as to the pictures, I have heard that a 
long time ago they were sent into the southern 


States. I think that, as the President has always 


been a swift witness for slavery, his antiquarian 
researches into the forgotten events of the past, 
that he might bring forth some apology or excuse 
for treason, is calculated to excite rather our cu- 
riosity than our surprise. There may have been 
pictures—they are not unusual weapons of war- 
fare in moral or political encounters—-I cannot tell 
how much the President himself may be indebted 
to their instrumentality in the canvass of 1856. 
They were extensively used by Granville Sharp 
and Clarkson, in their severe contests with slavery 
in England, and even the good La Fayette, afraid 
to trust the cause of freedom alone to the elo- 
quence of Mirabeau, lest its sacredness might be 
sullicd by the ambition of the orator, distributed 
five hundred pictures himself among the members 
of the French Assembly; and a copy of that pic- 
ture is the only one of the kind that I have ever 
seen in my life, and that came from Mr. Jeffer- 
son’s library. Ido, therefore, truly think that a 
revolution must indeed be ‘‘ artificial,” which in- 
cludes among the evils to be remedied a grievance 
like this. 

We are told, however, by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Simms,] that even if we should 
adopt every proposition for adjustment vet made, 
yet, &nless we would * put down” all publica- 
tions and all speeches at the North against sla- 
very, there can be no Union. Weare not told 
how weare to putthem down. I suppose it would 
perhaps be agreeable to return to the old Spanish 
policy of subjecting every manuscript of book or 
pamphlet to a board of licensers before publica- 
tion, and allow nothing to be printed and read 
but what they approve by their mark; somewhat 
in the same way that leather and other commodi- 
ties are admitted to the market by the official board 
of the inspectors. But, Mr. Speaker, whether a 
censorship of the press, ora system of pains and 
penalties, be desired, if the constitutional guaran- 
tee of its freedom must be destroyed as a sacrifice 
for the Union; it will never be done. It underlies 
our whole sygtem of constitutional liberty, and 
may be said almost to compose it. 

It is further charged that the Republican party 
design to abolish slavery in the States where it 
exists, and that we must therefore consent to an 
amendment to the Constitution, putting it ecx- 
pressly out of the power of Congress. The Con- 
stitution ought not to be altered, except for the 
gravest reasons, much less to meetan evil that 
has no existence. The charge that the Repub- 
lican party claims such a power, or intends to 
usurp it, is untrue. Upon this point I believe 
there has been no diversity of sentiment worth 
naming since the foundation of the Government. 
The Quakers at a very early day, perhaps at the 
first session of Congress, petitioned on the sub- 
ject, and the committee to whom the subject was 
referred reported that the States had nat delegated 
the power to Congress. And from that day to 
this no public man has ever held a different doc- 
trine, 1 have never known a Republican who did 
not consider an attempt by Congress to interfere 
with itin the States, asa usurpation to be resisted. 
Congress has no more power over the subject of 
slavery in the States than it has over the State 
laws relating to the descent of lands, or any other 
State institution. We have said so in our plat- 
forms, our addresses to the people, and in our 


votes given here unanimously at this session on | 


the following resolution: 


“ Resolved, ‘That neither Congress nor the people or gov- 
ernment of any non-slaveholding State has the constitu- 
tional right to legislate upon, or interfere with, slavery in 
any slaveholding State In the Union.” 

Now, I know, str, that the enemies of the Re- 
publican party have charged us as holding the 
opposite view; and since we have beaten them, 


they insist that we shall transfer that portion of | 


our platform into the Constitution. They know 
we will live up to our pledges, and therefore fear 
that the people who have been deceived by their 
misrepresentations will very naturally conclude 
that they are not to be believed hereafter. They 
cannot have my vote to help them outof that diffi- 
culty. TheSouth has every security inthe Consti- 
tution already, without the proposed amendment; 
and ifreasonable, will be satisfied. We have done 
everything that men can do to remove apprehen- 
sions on this point. An Athenian embassaador, 


in treaty with the Lacedemonians, after many 
propositions had been considered, said: £ There 
can be but one bond and security that will bind 
us. You must show that we have sg much in 
our hands that you cannot hurt us if you would.” 
You have that bond and security. If we were 
even disposed to hurt you, there stands the Con- 
stitution, under which you can shield yourselves 
forever. Why, then, did the committee report a 
remedy for an evil which can only have a place 
in the wildest fancy. With regard to slavery in 
the District of Columbia, where Congress has the 
unquestionable power to abolish it, they say that, 
inasmuch as no one proposes to interfere with it, 
they deem it useless to report any amendment. 
Now, I think it not quite consistent in the. com- 
mittee to refuse an amendment where it is possi- 
ble to interfere with slavery, on the ground that 
nobody proposes so to do, and at the same time 
to bring in an amendment to provide against not 
only what no one proposes to do, but what, if de- 
sired, it is impossible to do. 

But gentlemen tell us that demagogues in the 
South, by persistently misrepresenting our pur- 
poses to the people, have brought them to believe 
that it is truly our purpose to abolish slavery. I 
am bound to suppose that the opponents of this 
class of politicians in the South have always 
known these representations to be untrue. They 
have had our votes solemnly recorded, our con- 
vention resolves, and all the evidence which any 
man capable of thinking could ask. I must pre- 
sume, likewise, that they have carefully,and with 
the earnestness of sincere men, brought this evi- 
dence to the notice of the people? so that, where 
ever the poison of falsehood has been scattered, 
the antidote, truth, has followed. Now, if the 
friends of truth have done their whole duty in 
this respect, to the southern people, I would be 
very sorry ta suppose that a majority of them 
continue to believe a falsehood. It would be evi- 
dence to my mind that they would not believe 
though one rose from the dead, and that they 
were given over to an utter inability to see the 
truth, though it blazed around them as the light 
of the sun at mid day. If an amendment to the Con- 
stitution could be carried, it would not open their 
eyes; for the demagogues would tell them, as they 
tell them now, that we care nothing about the 
Constitution, and we only amended it to blind 
them, that we might the more easily accomplish 
our purposes; and if it should be lost in any four 
States, and consequently not adopted, then they 
would aver the evidence of the design they charge 
upon us to be conclusive, Let us not; I entreat, 
then, permit a rash hand to be laid upon the ark 
of our safety, lest for the error we may be smit-: 
ten with greater evils than we design to cure. 

Another proposition is before us, which was 
first brought forward under thé auspicious name 
of the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, and 
called a compromise, a mutual yiciding for the 
sake of peace. What does it offer to freedom on 
the one hand, and to slavery on the other? . The 
offer is to revive the Missouri line of 36° 30’, and 
extend it to California, and to exclude slavery 
from all territory north of the line, and to protect 
and secure it in all territory south, ‘now owned 


j ov which may be hereafter acquired ” by the Uni- 


ted States; and this astounding proposition is to 
be incorporated in the Constitution as an amend- 
ment, to become the supreme law of the land, high 
above all Congresses, courts, and Territorial Le- 
gislatures. A superficial glance at it might lead 
One to suppose that it contains a concession to 
freedom. ‘The Territory, however, which it pro- 
poses thus to consecrate, is already free. Kansas, 
the first fruits of the bloody strife between free- 
dom and slavery, inaugurated by the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, hasalready been welcomed 
into the councils of the Union. She is free by her 
patience, her sufferings, her endurance, and by 
the valor of her sons. Had she gone down under 
the victorious heel of slavery, not only her doom 
was scaled, but that of every rood of national 
Territory to the north and west of her limits. But 
the same tide of free emigration which gave her 
the population needful fora State, has peopled 
Nebraska, already organized, and Dakota, with 
her sister Territories, yet awaiting organizations 
from this Congress. And these are the Territo- 
ries which the Crittenden amendment magaani- 
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mously devotes to freedom. Sir, they need no 
Wilmot proviso, cither in their organic acts or in 
the Constitution, to preserve them to freedom. I 
would not give a fig for any such protection; and 
when my colleague, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Territories, again brings forward his bills 
for the organization of these Territories, compris- 
ing all the territory north of 360 30’ seeking or- 
ganization, I would as lief see them without the 
Wilmot proviso as with it; nay, I would prefer 
them without it. : 

I believe that slavery will be found in any Ter- 
ritory, unless prohibited by Congress, or by the 
condition of society; and as in these Territories 
the toñe of society is adverse to its introduction, 
the friends of freedom are under no constraint to 
shield them by the Jefferson proviso. There is 
no virtue, then, in this part of the proposed com- 
promise, except that which is born of necessity. 
We neither wish it nor ask it; why, then, is it 
offered? It is but a cloak to cover the nakedness 
of the attempt to devote the free territory south- 
ward to slavery. Iris but the sugar-coating for 
a pill as bitter as the waters of Marah. Let the 
people mark it, and reflect on the humiliation to 
which they are invited: 

«That the territory now held, or that. may hereafter be 
acquired by the United States, shall be divided by a line 
from east to west on the parallel of 36° 30’, north latitude. 
That in ali the territory south of said line, involuntary servi- 
tude, as it now exists in the States south of Mason and 
Dixon’s line, is hereby recognized, and shall be sustained 
and protected by all the departinents of the territorial gov- 
ernments.” 

This is the amendment to the Constitution, as 
it is proposed to be submitted for popular ap- 
proval. 

Thecountry “ now owned” south of the line to 
which this amendment is applicable, is the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, organized by one of the 
compromise measures of 1850, and which was ex- 
tended by the act of 1853, so as to cover the coun- 
try called Arizona, with the right of admission as 
a State, with or without slavery, as its constitu- 
tion might provide. 

_ The right, however, was expressly reserved to 
Congress to repeal any law which might be passed 
by the Territorial Legislature. Surely no one 
will be so credulous as to suppose that this ex- 
tended barren waste called New Mexico, where 
in ten years they have only been able to introduce 
about twenty slaves, is the field in which this 
extraordinary constitutional amendment Is ex- 

ected to operate. Is it to be supposed that this 
Union is to be sundered because slavery cannot 
obtain a constitutional license and protection in 
this wilderness of parched and arid volcanic sur- 
face? No, sir; the real intention is to apply the 
provision to Mexico, or such portions of her 
dominions as we may hereafter acquire from her, 
either by treaty or by acts of lawless aggression. 
She has long been a weak and distracted nation, 
owing to the very cause that now unhappily, for 
the first time in our history, begins to show itself 
with sufficient force to disturb the general tran- 
quillity of the country—the rebellious refusal of 
a defeated party to submit to the will of a consti- 
tutional majority. Exhausted by long-continued 
civil wars, she is unable to resist the inroads of 
fillibusters, to whose eager gaze her provinces are 
temptingly spread out; but neither on the mount- 
ains nor the valleys of them all is seen the foot- 
print of a slave; for through all the strifes and 
revolutions of that nation, the law stands immuta- 
ble that there shall be no property in man, “such 
as exists in the States south of Mason and Dixon’s 
line.” 

Sir, this Chamber has been ringing with ap- 
peals to the Republican members to come forward, 
in a magnanirnous and conciliatory spirit, and 
cast away the Chicago platform. These appeals 
are made by gentlemen without a smile on their 
faces. They seem to be agonized at the thought 
that we hesitate to abandon our platform and 
adopt theirs, Yes, sir; this Union is to be dis- 
solved because we do not give up a body of polit- 
ical principles sustained and approved by the 
people by a large constitutional majority, and in 
their place that we shall not only accept a body 
of principles repudiated by the people, but shall 
elevate them and guaranty them by the perpetu- 
ity of constitutional sanctions. Sir, it is the ne 
plus ultra of arrogance. 


By what right, I pray you, do you assume to 
charge us with the elevation of a party platform 
above the country, when you yourselves, in the 
same breath, do claim that your platform is of so 
much more value than the Union that unless you 
get it foisted into the Constitution of the country 
you will trample her flag in the dust; and to prove 
that you are in earnest, accompany the.threat of 
treason with overt acts? You plunder the public 
moneys and cry out, “give us justice; you 
seize the forts and arsenals, and then. pfeach con- 
ciliation; you turn.the guns which you have taken 
on an unarmed steamer in the service of the Gov- 
ernment, fire twenty cannon-balls at the stars and 
stripes, and then with extended hands implore us 
to let our souls rise to the height of this great 
argument, far above the mount of the Chicago 
platform. Sir, if we could cast off our principles 

-as easily as old garments, it were low-thoughted 
baseness to yield our manhood on such dishon- 
orable terms. 

But I would not be misunderstood; I would have 
no one believe I would yield to these demands, if 
they were put forward, even under circumstances 
in which they could honorably be considered at 
all. Candor and frankness, I venture to say, are 
virtues as essential in public affairs as in private, 
notwithstanding the maxim of Louis XII pre- 
vails to a great extent, that ‘* he who knows not 
how to dissemble knows not how to govern.” 
Regarding the right of one man to have property 
in another as being in derogation of the law of 
nature, and that wherever the right exists it must 
depend exclusively on the local municipal law, 
I believe—and that belief is much older than the 
Chicago platform—that the moment the slave is 
transported beyond the limits of his State, to a 
State or Territory where no such law exists, he 
becomes as free as his former master, whether 
that master be a New York slave-dealer, or a 
Mississippi planter. How then, sir, can I, or any 
one believing this, consent to a law of Congress 
or a new Constitution, that will seize that man 
thus made free and convert him into a chattel? 
Twelve years ago the Union was threatened by 
the same men who are now its enemies, simply 
because the people of California thought proper 
to seek admission as a State with a constitution 
forbidding slavery. Senator Davis presented this 
identical demand, as his ultimatum, in these 
words: 


‘That my position may go forth to the country in the 
same colors that convey the sentiments of the Senator from 
Kentucky, 1 here assert that never will T take Jess than the 
Missouri compromise line extended to the Pacific ocean, 
with the specifie recognition of the right to hold slaves in 
the territory below that line; and that, before such Terri- 
tories are admitted into the Union as States, slaves may be 
taken there from any of the United States at the option of 
their owners.”? 


To this demand for mere congressional recogni- 
tion of slavery south of the line, Mr. Clay replied 
in this memorable language, so familiar to us all: 


F am extremely sorry to hear the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi say that he requires, first, the extension of the Mis- 
souri line to the Pacific; and also, that he is not satisfied 
with that, but requires, if I understood him correctly, a pos- 
itive provision for the admission of slavery south of that 
line; and now, sir, coming from a slave State, as I do, I 
owe it to myself, I owe it to truth, Lowe it to the subject, 
to say, that no earthly power could induce me to vote for 
a specific measure for the introduction of slavery where it 
bad not before existed, either south or north of that line. 
Coming from a slave State, as I do, it is my solemn, delib- 
erate, and well matured determination that no power, no 
earthly power, shal! compel me to vote for the positive in- 
troduction of slavery either south or north of that line.?? 

These noble words of the great orator of Ken- 
tucky will live in the memory of men, and pre- 
serve his fame in the ages that are to come after 
us, if all else that he has said should be forgotten. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I am told that the great State 


| of Pennsylvania is conservative, and has never 


fashion to call it—that her representatives might 
not, consistently with her views, prove false to it. 
She is a conservative State, and for that reason 
they traduce her who would represent her infi- 
delity to principle. She will have her represent- 
atives conserve, in legislation, every good principle 
which she has ever avowed. She was conserva- 
tive of justice, humanity, and political consist- 
ency, when in 1784, she put slavery in the way 
| of ultimate extinction within her borders, by an 
act of her Legislature, which tells us—as well by 
| its provisions as by its thrilling preamble—how 


been so devoted to this abstraction—as it is the | 


she loved liberty and hated bondage:. ‘Shere 
corded her sen:iments again, in 1819, on the ques- 
tion of slavery in the Territories, and those gens 
tlemen who suppose that weare only standing on 
the Chicago platform, will do- well'to look at this 
record.. We are. told the platform was not made 
in view of these troubles, or she would have repu= 
diated it. Well, sir,the resolve which I am about 
to cite was no party platform, made ‘in time of 
publie quiet. to catch votes, but ‘the solemn dec- 
aration of her Legislature, at-a time ‘not unlike 
the present. The first conflict on the Missouri. 
question, was in the winter of 1819, and it shook 
t 


the very foundation of the Union; but the people 


of Pennsylvania, with one heart and voice, pro- 
tested against the admission of Missouri, with’a 
slave constitution; and the Legislature, by anear- 
ly unanimous vote, if not entirely so, resolved 
against the admission of the State, unlessslavery 
should be-prohibited. From its preamble, I ex- 
tract.the following: : j 

“A measure was ardently supported in the last Congress, 
and will, probably, be as earnestly:urged during the exist- 
ing session of that body, which has a palpable tendency. to 
impair the political relations of the several States; which 
is calculated to mar the social happiness of the present and 
future generations ; ‘and which, if adopted, would impede 
the march of humanity and freedom through the world, ang 
would affixand perpetuate an odious stain upon the present 
race. A measure, in brief, which proposes to spreau the 
crimes and ecruclties of slavery from the banks of the Mis- 
sissippi to the shores of the Pacific. ` Boe. 

“The Senate and. House of Representatives. of Pennsyl- 
vania, therefore, cannot but deprecate any departure from 
the humane and enlightened policy pursued not only by the 
illustrious Congress of 1787, but by their successors, with- 
out exception, They are persuaded that, to open the fer- 
tile regions of the West to a servile race, would tend to in- 
crease their numbers beyond all past example; would-open 
a new and steady market for the lawless venders of human 
flesh, and would render all schemes for obliterating this 
most foul blot upon the American character useless and uu- 
availing.” . 

In disregard of these sentiments, some of her 
Representatives, the next winter, voted for the 
admission of the State with the compromise line; 
and she showed her conservatism by Jetting them 
all stay at home after that. Still conservative, 
she stood by the Missouri compromise, though 
distasteful to her; and when, in 1854, that com- 
promise was abrogated, she showed her appreci- 
ation of the conduct of those who betrayed her 
principles by burying them in a common political 
grave. And now, sir, we are asked to abrogate 
the compromise of 1850. Let those who say Penn- 
sylvania would. make one compromise to destroy 
another keep in mind her history, or she will hold 
them in fierce remembrance. 

The recent attempt of her Senators to move 
her from her moorings, will fail. If it were an 
effort to mislead her honest people by the artful 
contrivances under which politicians ordinarily 
endeavor to screen their departure from princi- 
ple, a short-lived, temporary success might be 
possible; but when all disguises are thrown off, 
and the naked, unveiled word of command isgiven 
that they must not only abandon, their ‘‘feelings”” 
but their *¢ principles,” it will not be obeyed. No 
hopes of gain, or fears of loss, will change the 
determination of her people. You may set forth 
in order all the past glories, the present blessings, 
and future prospects of Union, on the one hand, 
and on the other you may marshal the horrorsof 
its violent rupture, and I say to you she will still 
refuse to set her seal to such a covenant as this. 
There is nothing in the proposition which would 
entitle it even to a respectful consideration. but 
the excellent character of its first mover, It is 
nothing but a demand insisted on by a defeated 
political faction, that, since the people have refused 
to take their candidates, they shall take their plat- 


| form, and put it in the Constitution, or they will 


break up the Government. 

Lhave been surprised, Mr. Speaker, to learn 
that persons who profess a desire for a lasting 
peace, for absolute immunity from all future strife 
on this absorbing question of slavery, should be 
fotnd the advocates of this project. Surely they 
have not reflected much The honorable 


f npon it. 2 
ii gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Corwin,] in the re- 


marks which he made on bringing forward his 
report, saw the dangers so clearly himself. that 
he simply said everybody knew what would be 
the effect. I wish he had thought proper to say 
more on that point. He elaborated upon the ab- 
surdity of the apprehension which was supposed 
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torbe entertained by: many that the Republican 

party designed to change the relation of master 

and slave:in the States; everybody knew that, 

but then: how much better -did*we know it after 

he’ had spoken-of.it?: Sir, if this proposed consti- 

tational amendment shall be proposed for adop- 

tion*by:the States; it willprovoke an agitation on 

the ‘subject of slavery. which will cast into the 

shade all that has.gone before it. Every State, 

county,and town: in-the land will be filled with it; 

the moral, political, and social aspect of slavery 

“willbe the theme of every tongue; the storms of 

1820; 1836, 1850, and 1854, will be but as the gen- 

tle strains ofa lullaby compared with the howlings 

of the tempest. And then for the result. If it 

should be rejected by more than one fourth of the 

States, as it:would be, the same influences now at 

work on the disruption of the Union, if quieted 

by this measure until that.time, would be revived 

with tenfold more power for mischief. But if, 

perchance, it should he adopted, whatthen? Does 

not everybody know that, as the Constitution 

now stands, it.is everywhere in the North sus- 

stained because it is'a free Constitution, so that 

ho man can justly say he is responsible at the bar 

of conscience for the bondage of any human being 

ina slave State? But let such a provision once 

go into the Constitution, and the people realize 

the fact that the independence of these United 

States—which, as Mr. Jefferson said, was won, | 
not for our rights as American citizens only, but | 
for the rights of human nature—has been per- 
verted to the open and avowed sanction of chat- 
tel slavery, and I think I sce clearly enough you 
would niot have peace. The northern conscience 
would fecl a burden from which itis now éxempt, 
and.a direction would be given to political organi- 
zations that would unquestionably end in the final 
destruction of the Government. You now talk of 
destroying the Government on a supposed point 
of honor; a-point of etiquette. Do you suppose a 
point of conscience would be less likely to breed 
discontent? 

“JT havea word to say of what is called the bor- 
det State proposition, and others of a like char- 
acter. It proposes that when, in any sixty thou- 
sand square miles of territory, south of the line 
360 30', there shall be found a population equal to 
the number required for a Representative in the į 
House of Representatives, itshall be admitted as 
a State, with or without slavery, as its constitu- 
tion at the time of its application for admission 
shall determine; but that, i the mean time, nei- 
ther Congress nor a Territorial Legislature shall 
legislate so as to.abolish or prohibit slavery. This 
project is bottomed on an assumption that slavery 

as a constitutional rightin the Territories. It 
assumes what is without warrant in any line or 
word of the Constitution, and in opposition to 
the whole current of legislative and judicial au- 
thority of the Government from 1787 till a very 
recent period, that whenever we acquire territory, 
and before its admission asa State into the Union, 
a slaveholder may take his slaves within its 
bounds, and there hold them or sell them, without 
any law specially giving him such licence. There 
is, in principle, no real difference between this 
peopomnion and that which I have just considered. 

t declares the status of the Territory to be that 
of slavery; and that, being a declaration by law, | 
is substantially an enactment establishing it. Al- 
though it does not in terms provide for the enact- 
ment of acode of laws giving protection toslavery, 
yet if you concede its lawful existence in the 

erritory, the mere absence of a provision for its 
protection does not, with me, render the propo- 
sition more acceptable; because, if you establish, 
by the supreme faw of the land, the right to take 
slaves and hold them in the Territory, the right 
to protection follows as a legal consequence, and 
the refusal to provide it would furnish just cause 
of complaint. : 

The proposition is objectionable for another 
reason: that while it in terms applies to the ter- 
ritory south of the line 360 30’, yet inasmuch as 
itis put forward as involving a just principle o 
compromise, it requires no prophet to see that far- |) 
ther acquisitions of territory in that direction 
will only renew the present disturbances, and as 
the agitators will claim their settlement on like 
terms, we will easily persuade ourselves that the | 
principle of what was esteemed a settlement in 


1861, might with fairness be applied to all such 
additions to our domain to the southward. 

It is said that New Mexico has already estab- 
lished slavery by a territorial law, and we are 
therefore only invited to recognize an existing 
fact; we all know, sir, that the law was enacted at 
the request of a member of this House by outside 
influences, such as sought to introduce it into 
Kansas; but if the fact were otherwise, I deny the 
right of a few people in New Mexico, or any 
number of people in any Territory, to make a 
slave of any man, They may have the mere brute 
force to accomplish it, but they are without the 
right; and so long as I have a seat here, they 
shall have no such permission by any vote of 
mine. And, sir,in support of this view, I voted 
last year to repeal the obnoxious laws of New 
Mexico, by which not only the slavery of black 
men but of white men is secured. e reserved 
the right to repeal her laws in her organic act, and 
I will not consent to yield that right. 
do it except at the expense of principle. 

The proposition to admit New Mexico as a 
State, is not acceptable to me for many reasons. 
Ifshe were here to-day asking admission asa State, 
I would vote against her, whether she came with 
a free or a slave constitution. Why is she to be 
thrust into the Union? She has never asked for 
admission, and there has been no petition for an 
enabling act. Her population is confessedly iu- 
sufficient, as all accounts that I have as yet seen 
have not placed her population of American citi- 
zens beyond seven hundred; while Mexicans, half- 


| breeds, and all, do notamount to more than sixty 


thousand. Itseems to me very unjust to the old 
States to admit into the Union a State without 
population enough to entitle her to a member of 
Congress, and yet give her one member of the 
House and two Senators. But that objection has 
increased weight when the population has so re- 
cently been citizens of a foreign nation, and there- 
fore Without that training in the principles of our 
Constitution which fits our people, wherever they 
may be thrown, for the responsibilities of free gov- 
ernment. A great body of her people, we learn, 
are Mexican peons—white slaves—men who have 
been sold to pay their debts. I think it would be 
better to await the progress of these people toa 
point where men are better thought of. ‘The in- 


| troduction of this peculiar institution” will not 
| go far to allay the trouble which springs from the 


other * peculiar institution ’’—the perpetual fount- 
ain of bitterness and strife; and therefore, I feel 
disposed to retain the Territory in apprenticeship 
yeta while longer. The objectis to remove a bone 
of contention. 1 do not believe that one man in 
a hundred has had his thoughts upon New Mex- 
ico from the very beginning of these troubles. 


The real trouble, from the beginning, has been | 


the offices. A leading secessionist of the Senate, 
a day or two since, declared that, if Lincoln and 
Hamlin would resign, the troubles would end. 


That, sir, is the true secret-of our mischief. It is’ 


not the bare dry bone of New Mexico; but the fat 
pastures, where the Democracy have browsed, 
are the objects of solicitude to those of them who 
rebel against the will of the people. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GARNETT] 


i has thought that it was the true policy of Virginia 


to secede, because he supposes in her present 


‘connection she would hold a subordinate place, 


whilst she would take the lead in a southern con- 
federacy. Has Virginia any special policy she 


; can expect to promote there that she cannot here; 
‘or is iteven supposed that she will shape the 


: course of the present confederate States? 
_ hardly prepares herself to lead in a confederacy by 
: following others. South Carolina goes out because 
‘she cannot lead the mighty Confederacy of thirty- 
| four States; and it is difficult to be supposed that 


She 


she will be content to follow in one of seven or 
eight. She will have her own way; and, not- 


withstanding it is the present policy to conceal it, | 
i one of those ways isa highway to Africa, over 
: whose bloody track men and women shall be torn 
i from their homes, and they, and their children | 


after them, consigned to bondage. For that expe- 


l dition L see their sails spread, with the Palmetto 
| boldly emblazoned on the escutcheon; while in 


its corner, scarce legible, ‘ Sic semper tyrannis” 


| will tell you how Virginia will have fallen. 
Sir, I believe there is toe mueh home-bred | 


I cannot | 


sense in the border States to give up the advant+ 
ages of our fathers’ Union, even if it should in- 
crease the chances for Presidencies, Cabinets, and 
foreign ministers; and your action, one way or the 
other, with regard to’. New Mexico, will scarcely 
be thought of by them. So far as what is called 
the occasion of this strife—our territorial policy 
is concerned, I see its removal without a resort 
to the legislation proposed. I see it in the ordi- 
nary legislation for the Territories. All those 
which we have yet to organize will undoubtedly 
be free, and we will consent to organize them 
without any provision respecting slavery ; I would 
not introduce, needlessly, a cause of complaint, 
however groundless, into those territoriat bills. 
Without standing ona ceremony, we havealread 
organized Colorado in that way. Let us do like- 
wise with the rest; and then every community 
within our jurisdiction will be organized. So that, 
unless we acquire more territory, we may hope © 
to be at peace, so long as the Federal Govern- 
ment does not, by-its oficials, seek to force it on 
the people. And danger from that source has 
been averted by the election of Mr. Lincoln. Rest 
assured that our troubles have their root in that 
ambition which seeks to alarm the fears of a sens- 
itive interest, and thereby consolidate it for par- 
tisan purposes. The men who have used slavery 
for their selfish purposes have been disarmed of 
much of their power for mischief; and those of 
the people of the two sections who have been es- 
tranged will return to their ancient friendship. 

Mr. Speaker, I have necessarily omitted many 
reasons which constrain me to vote against these 
measures; and in 0 acting, Lam sensible of no 
influence, except from a sincere desire for the wel- 
fare of all the States of this Union. A different 
course might secure the approval of friends whose 
favor I esteem, but I-could not secure my own 
approval, Itmightshield me against reproaches 
from others, which, while I might regret them, I 
know, nevertheless, how to bear them; but I could 
nat fly from self-reproach, which no man can 

ear. : 

I cannot tell what troubles may be in store for 
our country if we, by timid counsels, yield to the 
madness of the times. Wecannot see far outinto 
the future; for Heaven, in mercy, has vailed it 
from our view, and when we try to pierce it, the 
imagination is apt to rove, and conjecture, to for- 
getall bounds. But I believe history will write 
of these things in the roll of her book; she will 
spread it before the nations, and they will read 
therein our lamentations and our woes. But let 
us have a mild, just, yet firm, administration of 
the Government, and this chaos will give place to 
order, the wildness of anarchy will be subdued by 
the pressure of law, and the people, unburdened 
of their fears, will be glad as isone awakened from 
a dream full of dangers to the assurance that it 
was but a dream. 


STATE OF THE UNION, 


SPEECH OF HON. WM. STEWART, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 19, 1861. 


fhe House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirry-three— 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, said: 

Mr. Speaker: If I were to consult my own in- 
clination, I should content myself with giving a 
silent expression of my opinion by a vote, when 
the question shalt come up for final action, upon 
the report of the committee of thirty-three; but 
it may be supposed, and correctly, that, repre- 
senting an enlightened constituency, as I do, they 
have aright to expect that I should give, bricfly, 
the views which will control my action upon the 
resolutions presented by the committee of thirty» 
three. That committee, composed of one Repre- 
sentative from each State of the Union, have pre- 
sented to this body fourdifferentreports, according 
to the various views of the members of the com- 
mittee. This being the fact, itis manifest that 
there is not a majority of that committee repre- 


i senting the opinions of a majority of the people 


of these United States upon the subject referred 
to them. 
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I might also be permitted to make another re- 
mark in this connection. When the President of 
the United States, in the discharge of his official 
duty, represented to Congress, at the commence- 
ment of this session, that serious dangers existed 
of a disruption of this Government, it became 
right and proper that his recommendations should 
be referred to a committee of this body. Whether 
that should be a standing or a special committee, 
involves no matter of principle. Propriety, per- 
haps, would indicate that it ought to pe referred 
to a select committeeone specially charged with 
the investigation of a subject of so much magni- 
tude. Ifreferred to one of the standing committees 
it would claim and receive buta portion of theirat- 
tention. The legitimate duty of a standing com- 
mittee requires perhaps the entire time that ‘they 
are able to devote to that portion of their repre- 
sentative duties. Therefore, I say, that as a mere 
question of propriety, I adhere yetto the opinion 
I entertained when I voted in favor of raising this 
select committee; that it was the proper direction 
to be given to the recommendation contained in 
the message of the President. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what are the subjects re- 
ferred to this committee? It is alleged that the 
Government of these United States is about to be 
broken up; that certain States of this Union had 
in contemplation to dissolve their connection with 
the United States. They deemed that sufficient 
causes had transpired to justify them in taking so 
important a step as a dissolution of their connec- 
tion with the national Government, and thus de- 
stroy the Union of these States, This is an act 
of greatimportance—one involving the history of 
our Government, the destruction of our Govern- 
ment, of the Constitution itself, and the States 
which have grown to greatness under its protec- 
tion. 

This Government, Mr. Speaker, ts one of a 
peculiar character; it is of a mixed character; a 
Government composed of States; a Government 
composed of people; a Government of State gov- 
ernments, which are considered sovereign in them- 
selves. Hence, in order to arrive at a true solu- 
tion of the position we occupy, it may not be 
improper, to some extent, to analyze the struc- 
tures of these differentgovernments. Muchis said 
in regard to the sovereignty of States This Icon- 
cede to a limited extent. 

Something is said in regard to the sovereignty 
of the Government of the United States; and this 
I concede to a certain extent. But when we come 


to speak of sovereignty in its absolute sense, we | 


have no governments which are, in themselves, 
sovereign. In the broad sense of the term, neither 
the State governments nor the Federal Govern- 
ment are sovereign. The governments of the 
States are limited in their excrcise of sovereign 
powers by written constitutions, 
written constitutions, if they had delegated no 
powers to the National Government, then they 
might be said to be, in the broad sense of the 
term, sovereign States. Butin the organization of 


State governments, for the purpose of preventing | 
the abuse of delegated powers to the officers who | 


might happen to administer the government for 
the time being, they imposed restraints in the 
form of written constitutions, 


for the purpose of a more perfect Union; for the 
purpose of common defense, and for the general 
welfare of all, the people composing the States 
adopted the present Federal Constitution; and it 
was deemed proper and necessary to yield up cer- 


tain of their rights to the National Government. | 


Those rights were withdrawn from the mass of 


rights held and exercised by the people. They | 


were also withdrawn from their State govern- 
ments, and vested in. the national organization. 
The Government thus formed is a Government 
of granted powers, limited to the express grant 
contained in the Constitution itself. 1n the State 
governments their constitutions operate to prevent 
the exercise of power which they might otherwise 
exercise. But in the National Government the 
Constitution vests powers; and when the officers 
of that Government come to perform their func- 
tions, they look to the National Constitution for 


If they had no j; 


Thus the powers | 
springing from the people—the only sovereign | 
power in this Government—placed checks upon | 
their governments by imposing upon them re- | 
straints in the form of written constitutions. And | 
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their warrantin the discharge of theirduties. But 
when the officers of the State governmentsact,; and 
they desire to know to whatextent they may go, 
they look to the Constitution for the limitation 
which may be imposed upon them. ’ 

The Constitution of the United States was 
formed for the purpose of securing a more perfect 
Union of the States. It was anagreement by the 
people of the States, who established the national 
Government, that certain powers might be exér- 
cised. They embodied this agreement of the 
people of the United States, cementing it by a 
bond, which is thé Constitution. But itis alleged 
that this Constitution is not perpetually binding 
upon the people of the United States; that any 
considerable portion of the people of the United 
States, when they become dissutinhed with their 
connection with the national Government, shall 
be at liberty, for causes sufficient in their judg- 
ment, to withdraw, and thus absolve themselves 
from all allegiance to the national Government 
itself. This [take to be a heresy. There is no 
provision in the Constitution itself which author- 
izes any State, or the people of any State, to 
withdraw from the Union at pleasure. There are 
no causes specified. which will justify a secession 
from the national Government. 

Mr. SIMMS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
one question. Is there any clause in the Consti- 
tution which denies to a State the right to with- 
draw; and if there is no such clause, and if there 
is no clause in the Constitution which provides 
for their withdrawal, does not that power exist 
as one of the reserved or implied powers? 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania. That is 
another question. [concede that the right of rev- 
olution is inherent always, and that it never can 
be taken away; but the causes which justify rev- 
olution are causes to which I will refer hereafter. 

Mr. SIMMS. Iwill ask the gentleman one 
more question, and he can answer it when he 
comes to notice the causes of revolution. I would 
| like him to answer whether the people who are 
interested in the causes of revolution have not 
themselves a right to determine the sufficiency of 
those causes; or whether people in other States, 


|.who are not interested, have a right to determine 
II it for them. f 
Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania. I think 


commend itself to the jadgment of the whole civ- 
ilized world; but no one can become a party toa 
contract of any kind, and assume for himself the 
right to judge when he shall be absolved from its 
provisions. The Constitution itself makes no pro- 
vision for its own termination. Itmakes provis- 
ion for amendment, but not for dissolution. It 
does not contain the elements of its own destruc- 
|| tion. From the very nature and scope of the in- 
strument itself, it was intended to be perpetual. 
It was formed for the purpose of establishing a 
more perfect Union than the Government of the 
Confederation, which it supplanted and super- 
seded. The motto is inscribed upon the Consti- 
tution, esto perpetua. So far, then, as its perpet- 
uity is concerned, it has all the elements in it to 
show to the most infidel person the fact that it 
was intended to exist throughout all time. In 
pursuance of this organization, the Government 
has prospered for a period of almost three quar- 
ters of a century. It has grown from thirteen 
Siates to thirty-three ; from three million popula- 
tion to thirty million. 

The country has flourished in all the depart- 
ments of industry. Our commerce and our man- 
ufacturing and agricultural interests have grown 
to an extent without parallel in the annals of time. 
| No Government on the face of the earth, ancient 
or modern, has ever conferred the same amount 
of benefits and blessings upon the citizens over 
whom it operated. But, notwithstanding this, 
differences have arisen; and those differences 
threaten a destruction of this fair fabric of human 
government. It is alleged by a portion of the peo- 
ple of these States that sufficient causes have 
transpired to warrant the apprehensions to which 
the investigations of this committee were directed. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in reply tothe inquiry of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, 1 would now say that 
revolution is justified by acts of oppression which, 
| in the judgment of the civilized world, will war- 
| rant a destruction of the Government. But those 


| that the right of revolution is a right which must | 


who allége this must show it. Itis not-to bein: 
ferred. The onus of establishing this factis thrown 

upon those who desire to place theniselvés’as a 

justification upon acts of oppression when they 

undertake to destroy the Government: © What T 
ask, Mr. Speaker, is the mode by which they un 
dertake to do it, and what are the penalties which 
follow from a failure‘to accomplish -their under- 
taking? They assume the responsibility of de- 
ciding for themselvesthatthe Government, instead 
of being the beneficent Government that they: set. 
up; has become an‘instrunient of oppression; so 
gross and so heavy that they are warranted: in 
violently withdrawing from connection’ with. it, 
and opposing the Government from which they 
have withdrawn. In doing so, they appeal to force 
to accomplish their purpose. When they have 
voluntarily assumed a place among confederate 
States, and the people have voluntarily formed: a 
constitution, they can only absolve themselvesand 
accomplish their independence, as they think, by 
asserting the strong arm of power. . This is the 
penalty, and the only penalty. It then becomes 
the Government from which they secedé to inquire, 
and to inquire deliberately, and to ascertain care- 
fully, whether the alleged causes justify the ground 
they have assumed. This is the great proposi- 
tion which addresses itself to the people of these 
United States. Have these six States, that have 
seceded, or attempted to ‘secede, from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, just’ cause to sus- 
tain them in the position they have assumed? 

Now, sir, what are the charges of which they 
complain? In the first place, it is complained that 
some of the free States hæve passed certain per- 
sonal liberty bills which are offensive to them, 
and which interfere with their right to recapture 
fugitives from service. Thatis one point. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, so far as the State which I have the 
honor, in part, to represent, is concerned, I say 
now that Pennsylvania, in this regard, has been 
true to her constitutional obligations to the very. 
letter, There is no solitary instance on record 
wherein the State of Pennsylvania has proved un- 
faithful in the execution of the Federal law made 
in pursuance of that provision of the Constitution. 
At one time, after the case of Prigg vs. the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania had been judicially 
| decided, the State of Pennsylvania undertook to 
make the provisions of her laws conform to the 
doctrines contained in that decision. ‘The acts 
upon this subject were carefully drawn, with a 
view to carry out the very principles ruled in 
that case. They also passed a law for the prè- 
vention of kidnapping—a provision of which is 
to be found, I believe, on the statute-book of ever 
State in this Union, free and slave; at all events, it 
is to be found on the statute-book of the State of 
Maryland, our neighbor. 

I say, then, Mr. Speaker, that the State of Penn- 
sylvania has never enacted a law intentionally vio- 
lative of a solitary provision of the Constitution, 
orof the laws passed in pursuance thereof, When 
fugitives from service have escaped into the State 
of Pennsylvania ,no obstructions have been placed 
in the way of their recapture and return to their 
masters by the authorities of Pennsylvania. This 
| has been the case, beyond all controversy; and 
moreover, when rescues have been made, or when 
the people have interfered to enable the fugitives 
from service to escape from the parties claiming 
them, in every instance, the persons so acting 
have been prosecuted in our courts, and exem- 
plary damages have been recovered to the full 
value of the slaves, covering all the expenses in- 
curred in the pursuit. This being so, I take it that 
there is no cause of quarrel between the seceding 
States and the State of Pennsylvania. But some- 
thing has been said, in the course of this discus- 
sion, about the persanal liberty bill of Vermont— 
a State very far North inthis Confederacy, where 
no fugitive from service ever fled, and where the 
statute, even if it had been unconstitutional, or 
calculated to frustrate the execution of the fugi- 
tive slave law, never could have had any effect; 
because it had nothing to act upon. Moreover, 
we hear no complaint coming up from the States 
of Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, or 
Missouri, as to the non-execution of the fugitive 
slave law. These States, if any, have a right to 
complain. But when did the States of South Car- 


| olina, er Georgia, or Florida, or Louisiana, or 
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any of these seceding States, fail to recapture fugi- 


tive slaves by virtue of any:law passed by State 
authorities? _In-no one instance worthy of notice 
have slaves escaped from those. States, in whick 
their. recapture. was prevented :by these laws. 
Then, 1 say that there is no ground whatever for 
this complaint. 

Another.cause of complaint is, that the free 
States refuse to allow equal participation in. the 
Territories:of:the Government. : Now that, I ap- 
prehend,.is nat a serious cause of complaint. In 
1820; the Territories of the country were divided 
by a-line.running on the parailel of 36° 30’. Sla- 
very. wasallowed to exist in all the territory south 
of that. line, and was prohibited in ali the territory 
north of it. When that compromise was made, 
this whole country was convulsed with the con- 
troversy growing out of a division of the territory. 
At that ume the State of Pennsylvania, having a 
Democratic Legislature and a Democratic Gover- 
nor,by ajointresclution, unanimously passed and 
sanctioned by the Governor, requested her Rep- 
resentatives.in Congress and instructed her Sen- 
ators to vote against the admission of Missouri 
with a constitution tolerating or securing the insti- 
tutionofslavery. But, notwithstanding the strong 
opposition which existed in the North to the adop- 
tion of this compromise, it was forced upon the 
country. True to our constitutional obligations 
and guarantées, faithful in the observance of all 
our duties, we submitted to that compromise, and 
lived .by“it up till a very recent period. This 
quieted the controversy growing out of the oceu- 
pation of the-territory. But in 1850 a compromise 
was again entered into, by. which the subject was 
placed without the Halls of Congress. The whole 
subject of slavery was disposed of by the acts of 
1850. All the territory worthy of occupancy was 
secured by the provisions of those acts of compro- 
mise; but in 1854, without a solitary petition from 
the South, and against the universal remonstrance’ 
of the people of the North, this compromise line 
was repealed and abrogated, thus raising the issue 
again, restoring the bone of contention—a prolific 
source of strife—to the Halls of Congress, and 
forcing it on the attention of the American people. 

Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, that, so fur as the 
agency of the North is concerned, I expressly dis- 
claim and repel the allegation thatit had anything 
to do with the renewal of the agitation. It was 
brought upon us by the South. After they had 
occupied all the territory lying south, they an- 
nulled the compromise line, so as to permit sla- 
very to go north of it. 

In regard to the power of Congress over the 
territory, there can be no question but that the 
national Government or Congress possesses the 
power to govern the territory. dt is an inherent 

ower; a power incident to that of acquisition, 
it is impossible to conceive the idea of ownership, 
without comprising init the principle ofdominion; 
the onc. is inseparable from the other. The na- 
tional Government is the owner of the Territories, 
and, therefore, has the power to control them. 
The Government cannot exercise acts of owner- 
ship otherwise than by the enactment of laws 
conceding the power of the Government to acquire 
territory; the power to govern it necessarily fol- 
lows, If I were going to deny the right of the 
Governmentto legislate for territory, I would deny 
the right to acquire it; because there is no express 
grant in the Constitution authorizing the acqui- 
sition of territory. But it is too late now to ques- 
tion the power of the national Government to ac- 
quire territory, because it has been acting on the 
idea from the organization of the Government to 
the present time. It would be in vain, therefore, 
to undertake to reverse this policy. 

Another cause of complaint is, that popular 
sentiment in the North is opposed to the institu- 
tion of human slavery. I concede that it is so. 
Frankness requires that admission to be made. 
A large majority of the people of the North do 
entertain opinions hostile to the institution of sla- 
very. Many of them believe that it is morally 
wrong—that no right exists by which one man 
can own another as a slave. Many more object 
that, in an economical point of view, itis bad pol- 
icy—thatit prevents progress in material improve- 
Ment; in. wealth, intelligence, refinement, and in 
= goes to make a people great and good. 
But no constitutional provisions can change the 


opinions of fen on moral subjects or on ques- 
tions of political economy. You must approach 
them by reason. If they are in error, you must 
leave reason free to combat it. It is impossible, 
by any constitutional provision or any legislative 
enactment, to change public sentiment on moral 
or political questions. But that can be no just 
cause of complaint. There is nothing in the sen- 
timent of our people favorable to an interference 
with the people of the States where slavery ex- 
ists. They havea right to hold their slaves, with- 
out molestation from the people. of the North. 
They do not claim a right to’anterfere with sla- 
very in the States where it exists; but leave the 
people of those States to do with it as they may 
deem best. Evil as they believe slavery to be, 
injurious as they believe it to be, they are willing 
to concede that the evil is not to be attributed 
alone to the people among whom it now exists. 
They are willing to concede that, by the policy 
of the Government, the slave traffic was permitted 
for thirty years after we had achieved our inde- 
endence; and that thus Africans were brought 
into the country, by which the slave population 
has now increased to four million. They are an 
inferior people. They are degraded. They lack 
intelligence. Perhaps they lack the power of pro- 
viding for themselves. Ifthe people of the North 
had the power now to relieve the slaves of their 
shackles, they would not have the courage to do 
it uvtil elevated and improved individually and so- 
cially. There is no political party, north or south, 
no party that votes at elections and has Repre- 
sentatives on this floor, which ever entertained 
the idea that they had a right, under the present 
Constitution, to interfere with slavery in the 
States where it exists. Notone. There is, itis 
true, a class of Abolitionists, who never take part 
in political elections. They contend that the Con- 
stitution of the United States is a covenant with 
death and an agreement with hell. They have no 
olitical status. > They are not represented in any 
ranch of the national Government. 

There is another class which is very small in 
numbers who hold the doctrine, that the Consti- 
tution of the United States isan anti-slavery doc- 
ument; that under its provisions the national 
Government have the right to abolish slavery in” 
the States. Butthey are not represented here; the 
do not vote for the candidates of the Republi- 
can party; they may vote for a gentleman who 
resides in the State of New York. He may be 
able to gather around him, ina population of per- 
haps four million, probably one thousand voters; 
but they are not represented here; they have no 
voice in the councils of the nation; they have no 
political status; and therefore it is that I say the 
complaints that are made, so far as the influence 
of that class of persons is concerned, have no 
foundation. The great Republican party which 
now represents the political power of the north- 
ern States, now passing away from the Demo- 
cratic party, repudiate any construction of the 
Constitution of the United States which will allow 
any interference with the institution of slavery in 
the States by any power outside the States them- 
selves. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these are the complaints 
which are made, and these are the causes upon 
which they rest, as the justification for the great- 
est enormity which was ever attempted by any 
peopie: I mean the destruction of this great Gov- 
ernment—this Government which confers the 
largest amount of personal liberty consistent with 
the common security, which confers upon every 
citizen almost natural liberty, which secures him 
in the enjoyment of all his rights—{ say, upon 
this trifling basis and false pretexts, this great 
Government is attempted to be prostrated. 

Sir, what are the true causes of complaint? 
From the beginning of this Government to the 
present time, there has been no check and no 
limit to the means, the desperate means, employed 
by unbridled ambition. Men who become ambi- 
tious of power will resort to means, and desperate 
means, in order to accomplish their purposes. 
This I assert to be truc; because it is precisely 
such a movement which now threatens the peace 
and stability of the Government. Men who have 
held high positions, and who are ambitious to 
ascend in respect to pecuniary opulence and po- 
litical fame to the apex of power in this Govern- 


ment, and who have been disappointed in their 
expectations and ambitious purposes, not being 
able to rule the country, are determined to de- 
stroy it. 

Now, this I take, Mr. Speaker, to be the true 
cause of all the evils that distract this country. 
Men who entered, within one short year, into a 
contest to be decided by the popular opinion, by 
the majority of the voices of this great people— 
the only arbiter of political differences, when they 
arise—who entered into that contest pledgin 
themselves, as strongly as honorable men auld 
pledge themselves, that they would abide by the 
issue; and these men, notwithstanding they exer- 
cised all their power and energy, and used every 
influence, perhaps fair or foul, as.politicians some- 
timesdo,to secure the expression of popular will 
in their favor, yet, after failing to do so, say to the 
country thatthey will sever their connection with 
the Confederacy and destroy the Government. 
That, Mr. Speaker, I take to be the real complaint 
and the chief cause of our difficulty. Anothercause 
connected closely with it, is the generat demoral- 


| ization that exists. Men, when they become am- 


bitious of power, when they become ambitious of 
pecuniary acquisitions, resort to means which fre- 
quently result in general demoralization. Mr. 
Speaker, I take it that this Government has been 
corruptly administered. I arrive at that conclu- 
sion from the fact that the expenditures which 
have been incurred by the Government within the 
last few years, haveswollen to such an enormous 
amount that it is conclusive evidence to an intelli- 
gent public that the officers of this Government 
have been unfaithful to the trast reposed in them. 
They have lavished the means of the Government 
upon party favorites for improper purposes, until 
they have corrupted the whole political stream 
which flows through this great country. What 
do we find disclosed by the committees of investi- 
gation which has been raised in this House? That 
the highest officers of the Government have actu- 
ally prostituted their power, and prostituted the 
money of the Government, to carry on schemes 
for political purposes, and for their own aggran- 
dizement. ‘This is another cause. Our institu- 
tionsare based upon the intelligence and upon the 
virtue of the people, and whatever saps the virtue 
of the people, saps the very foundation upon 
which our Government rests; and when we find 
men holding high public positions willing to pros- 
titute those positions for improper purposes, will- 
ing to take money or Government patronage for 
the purpose of controlling the opinions of the peo- 
ple, the tendency must necessarily be to produce 
a state of gencral demoralization. 

Now, in regard to another matter, I take it that 
the cotemporancous construction of the Constitu- 
tion proves beyond all doubt that it was intended 
as an instrument possessing within itself the power 
to preserve itself to all time. We find that, as 
early as 1792, under the very first Administra- 
tion, the Congress of the United States passed an | 
act, which was approved by General Washing- 
ton, vesting power in the President of the United 
States to prevent the uprising of the people to re- 
sist the power of the national Government. I now 
refer to the second section of that act: 

“That whenever the laws of the United States shall be 
opposed, or the execution thereofobstructed, in any State, 
by combinations too powerful to be suppressed by the ordi- 
nary cour: f judicial proceedings, or by the power vested 
in the marshals by this act, the same being notified to the 
President of the United States by an associate justice or the 
district judge, it shall be lawful for the President of the 
United States to call for the militia of such State to sup- 
press such combinations, and to cause the Jaws tobe duly 
executed; and ifthe militia of a State where such combi- 
nations exist shall refuse or be insufficient to suppress the 
same, itshall be lawful forthe President, if the Legislature 
be not in session, to call forth and employ such numbers 
of the militia of any other State or States most convenient 
thereto, as may be necessary; and the use of militia so 


| called forth may be continued, if necessary, until the expi- 


ration of thirty days after the commencement of the ensu- 
ing session’? 


Now, sir, this act expired by its own limitation 


| in two years after it was passed, but it proved 


that the very persons who participated in the for- 


i mation of the Constitution itself, recognized the 
: power of suppressing any uprising of the people 


to resist the execution of the laws. 

We find that this power was again asserted by 
a Congress which convened a few years later. 
In 1795, an act was passed broader in its terms 
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than the one to which I have referred. I desire 


The request was unanimoasly granted. i established for the purpose of. sromulgating polit- 


to refer gentlemen to the second ‘section of that | 
act, which reads: 


«That whenever the laws of the United States shail be 
opposed, or the execution thereof obstructed in any State, 
by combinations too powerful to be suppressed by the ordi- 
nary course of judicial proceedings, or by the powers vested 
in the marshals by this act, itshall be lawful for the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to call forth the militia of such 
State, or of any other State or States, as may be necessary 
to suppress such combinations, and to cause the laws to 
be duly executed; and the use of militia so to. be called 
forth may be continued, if necessary, until the expiration 
of thirty days after the commeucement of the then next: 
session of Congress.”? 


Now, Mr. Speaker, that is notall. In 1807an 
act was passed enlarging still further the powers 
of the President of the United States to suppress 
insurrection or obstruction to the execution of 
the laws. [read from that act: 


“That in all cases of insurrection or obstruction of the 
laws, either of the United States or of any individual State 
or Territory, where it is lawful for the President of the 
United States to call forth the militia for the purpose of 
suppressing such insurrection, or of causing the laws to be 
duly executed, it shall be lawtul for him to employ,for the | 
same purposes, such part of the land and navat force of the 
United States as shall be judged necessary, having first 
observed all the prerequisites of the law in that respect.” 


While I affirm that it is perfectly manifest that, 
under the Constitution of the United States, the 


_ Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania. I am will- 
ing to agree that any fair proposition shall be sub- 
mitted to the people; but Lam not willing to touch 
the present Constitution. It is a Constitution that 
possesses all the powers which are necessary to 
govern people who are well inclined, and ‘not 
treasonably disposed. It is a Constitution under 
which we have flourished. No other people have 
enjoyed’ the great amount of happfness that we 
have under this Constitution and the Government. 

I am. not willing, therefore, Mr. Speaker, to 
change the structure of our Government. Lam not 
willing to engage in an untried experiment upon 
this fair fabric of government. I am not willing 
to subject it to chance or caprice. If there be any 
fair proposition to submit to the people that will 
not subvert the great principles of the Constitu- 
tion, let it be submitted. I will not object. But, 
sir, I am not willing to abandon principle; I am 


doctrine shall be reversed, to read that slavery is 
a national institution and freedom is local. I can- 


cisionsof the Supreme Court of the United States. 
I would be reversing the decisions of the highest 
tribunals in the slave States. For, sir, | assert it 


right of secession has no existence, and can have | 
no existence; while | affirm that the right of rev- 
olution may exist; yet, sir, in this case, ] deny 
that there is a solitaryrfact upon which to rest for 
the justification of either. I affirm as distinctly, 
that the power of the national Government, with- 


out the passage of the bill of my friend from Ohio, |! 


[Mr. Strayron,] that the power conferred upon 
the President by law is amply sufficient to enforce 
every provision of the Constitution, and the laws 
enacted under it, where they are obstructed by | 
any State orany people. The construction which | 
has been given to the law was given to it ata | 
time when this Administration—at least, some 
members of it—were engaged in the plot to de- 
stroy the Government. At least three of the mem- 
bers of the Cabinet, who have held their offices 
for three years and a half, or nearly four years 
past, as we have conclusive evidence contem- 
plated a destruction of this Governmentafter they 
found that they had failed to elect their favorite 
candidate for the President. Here we find that 
they had misled the President; that they had de- 
ceived him, We find that they removed muni- 
tions of war from the North to the South. They 
had been preparing for the purpose of consum- 
mating the infamy which has more recently de- 
veloped itself. Why, Mr. Speaker, one of the 
members of the Cabinet, at the time he was hold- 
ing office, and under the obligations of an oath to 
uphold the Constitution of the United States, ac- | 
cepted the office of commissioner, and went into 
an adjoining State for the purpose of inducing it 
to join itself in the ranks of the rebellious States. 
There is no Government strong enough to resist 
the plotting of treason by the very men who are 
administering it. 

Now, sir, while these are unquestionably the 
true doctrines in regard to this subject, yet I con- 
ceive that it is not imperative upon the national | 
Government to exercise all the power it possesses 
It is a question of great importance and for grave 
consideration. Rashness in a crisis like 
approximates crime. Every man here, under the | 
high and solemn obligations resting upon him, 
should act with great deliberation. Tsay that no į 
calamity can befall a people so awful as that of 
civil war. Famine and pestilence are not so de- | 
structive of human life and human happines 
Therefore, sir, although this national Govern- 
ment has the power—now has the power, and if 
it had been faithfully and energetically exerted 
by the President of the United States at the time | 
the rebellion began, we would have been saved | 
terrible mortification and disasters which now per- 
vade this fair land. We have the power, but shall 
we exert it? I say, not rashly, but with caution 
and deliberation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s hour has 
expired. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania. I hope 
the House will give me five minutes to conclude 
what I have to say. 

Tt he 
-No. 17. 


New Serres 


this jj 


| 
| 


asa fact, that in every State where slavery cxists, 
the rulings of their supreme courts have been that 
slavery was a local institution, dependent for pro- 
tection, support, and maintenance upon municipal 
law. 
tain guarantees, It contains the guarantec of the 
right to pursue and recover a fugitive slave; but 
| beyond that, it contains nothing which national- 
izes the institution of human slavery 


lieve that this territorial question is, so far as it 
affects the southern States, an abstraction. There 
can be no territory to be affected south of the line 
! of 360 30", and none north of it which ean be made 
suitable for slave occupancy. 


ay 
àv 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, I will interrupt him 
a moment. I bave waited until he has finished 
the point before I interrupted him. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania. I will 
yield to the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman states that 
this whole question of slavery in the Territories 
is an abstraction; and I wish to ask him whether 
he is willing to break up this Union on an abstrac- 
tion; whether he would refuse to vote for an 
amendment of the Constitution going to put sla- 


would save this Union, when he himself declares 
itis all an abstraction ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, I answer 
with pleasure. There is no territory south of 
36° 30’, in which slavery docs not now exist. 

Mr. BRANCH. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to say that he is willing 


rather than this Union shall be broken up? 


tleman misunderstood me. 
the subject remain where it is. There is no ter- 
| ritory south of that line to be occupied by free 
labor. We do not care to go to it; we do not 
claim it, 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman says that he 
is willing to let the whole question remain where 
itis. Do I understand the gentleman from Penn- 


where the decision of the Supreme Court has 
placed it? 


United States as politically binding. In that, I 
hold to the doctrine of Mr. Jefferson and of Gen- 
eral Jackson. I believe, sir, that their doctrine 
is right. Mer. Jefferson denied the binding efi- 
„cacy of the decision of the Supreme Court, rende 
ing constitational the sedition law passed by the 
Pederalists. General Jackson denied the binding 
effect upou the codrdinate branches of the Gov- 
ernment of the Supreme Court of the United 
| States, in deciding the constinutionality of the re- 
charter of the United States Bank. 
doctrine, and say that the Supreme Court was not 


j 


not willing that this Constitution shall be changed i! 
in its essential features; I am not willing that the | 


not consent to this. I would be reversing the de- | 


[ know that the Constitution contains cer- | 


Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned, I be- | 


Mr. BRANCH. With the permission of the | 


very in the Territories upon such a footing as | 


| that slavery shall be protected south of 360 30’, | 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
I am willing to let | 


sylvania to be willing to let the question remain | 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania. Iwillsay ii 
this, for I wish to be frank, that 1 do not con- |! 
sider any decision of the Sapreme Court of the | 


l combat that {i ¢ f y 2 V 
| if he wil attend, that there is more of fact than 


| 


| ical dogmas.. I hold that the decisions of the Su- 
| preme Court are conclusive upowall the facts eon- 
tained in the record, and that they bindall parties’ 
and privies. | ae nn Mass 

{Here the hammer fell.] es Oe 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM obtained: the foot. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania.» With the 
permission of the gentleman from Ohio, Idesiré to 
| ask the gentleman from North Carolina whether 
he will consent to a dissolution of the Union on 


account of an abstraction? , 
. Mr. BRANCH. I have not said it was an 
abstraction. Ido not think it is an abstraction, 
I think it is a vital and important constitutional 
right of the section to which I belong. If I be- 
lieved it an abstraction, as does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, I would say unhesitatingly 


; upon a discussion of the details of this bill. 
| oo 


: possible 


that I never would break up this Union upon an 
abstraction. It was the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and not I, that said it was an abstraction. 
I and my constituents, and the inhabitants of the 
States in that section of the Union, do hot regard 
it as an abstraction, We think it not only essens 
tial to our prosperity, but to oar honor, because 
it is one of the rights which we think is guaran- 


| tied to us by the Constitution, and if we yield that 
| right, we do not know when we may be called 
| upon to yield any other of our rights. 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: Does the 
gentleman believe that slavery will ever go into 
New Mexico, and be profitable there ? 

Mr. BRANCH. I donot knowor care whether 
itwill go there. All I care for is, that, inasmuch 
as I know this is one of the rights guarantied to 
me and my constituents by the Constitution, if 
we wish to go there, we shall not be prevented by 
w action of the General Government from going 
there, 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. Branca] mis- 
understands the sense in which I used the term 
“abstraction.” F intended to convey the idea 
that this whole question, so far as it bore upon 

' slaveholding interests, wasa mere “abstraction,” 
as there is no territory upon which the claimed 
right can be made to produce any practical re- 
sult. In this sense, I used the term; and in this 
sense it is the merest “abstraction.” 


FORCE BILL. 


SPEECH OF HON. H. C. BURNETT, 
OF KENTUCKY, 
In roe House or Representatives, 
' February 26, 1861. 


The bill to authorize the President to call out the mili- 
tary foree of the country, and to accept of volunteers in 
certain cases, being under consideration— 


Mr. BURNETT said: 
Mr. Sreaken: It is not my purpose to enter 
Ire- 


gret to say, as was said by the gentleman from 


| Virginia, [Mr. Pryor,] that I am persuaded the 
| passage of this bill is a foregone conclusion. In- 
li deed, from the moment of its introduction by the 
; member from Ohio, [Mr. Sranrown,] I have enter- 


tained no doubt it was the intention of the dom- 
inant party to pass it, and that nothing but the 


| momentous consequences to the country which 
| its passage must involve, deterred that party from 


a resort to the previous question, which stiflesall 
debate. It would then have been passed without 
being printed, and without an opportunity to mem- 
bers ou this side of the House to examine its pro- 
visions. It might have been as well thus if the 
party which is in a majority here had the nerve to 


i consummate the system of rule. which this bill 
| proposes to inaugurate. 


The steps of unlicensed 
power should always be stealthy, and as secret as 


Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, this bill proposes 


what is tantamount to a declaration of war. The 


gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Curtis] says this cry 
of war constitutes the whole stock in trade of this 
side of the Chamber; for that war, war, has been 


ii the refrain of every speech made from the benches 


on this side; yet I think I can prove, evento him, 
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e passage of this bill 


faney in the. assertion that th i 
ne s, and that it 


means war on the slavcholding State 
can mean nothing else. ‘That gentleman said the 
principles of this bill had been spread upon our 
statute-bookssince 1792. . This isan error in point 
` of factor construction. No act, like ‘this under 
consideration; has ever received the sanction of 
an American Congress, or of any. American Ex- 
ecutive, Itcontains leading principles which have 
* appeared in bo other law, especially upon the sub- 
ject of calling out the militia of the several States. 
Te is by these new principles it must be character- 
ized; and should be condemned. 
“Mhe men who framed the Constitution neither 
authorized nor contemplated the use of the mili- 7 
tary power of this Government except in subor- 
dination to the civil authority. The history of 
the Constitution, the language of the Constitution, 
the procéedings of the first Congress, abundantly 
prove the fact I state; but especially is that fact 
salient when it refers to the power of this Gov- 
- -eimment over the militia of the States. If gen- 
-tlemen will refer. to the debates of the Virginia 
convention, when that body was engaged in the | 
discussion of the Federal Constitution, they will 
see that when the clause authorizing a call upon 
the militia of the States to suppress insurrection 
and to repel invasion was under consideration, 
Patrick Henry assailed it upon the ground that 
it might be so perverted as to enable the Federal Gov- 
ernment to make war upon the States, and to call out 
the militia to commit hostilities upon the people of 
the several States. Mr. Madison repelled this idea. 


He said emphatically that this power could only || 


be used'in subordination to the civil authority. He 
instanced the case in which it-had been necessary 
to éalf out the militia of Virginia to break down 
aband of smuggiers near Alexandria. In this 
discussion, Mr. Madison used an illustration most 
apposite to the case which calls forth this bill. 
H said, in the event that a State were disposed to 
renounce its allegiance tov the. Federal Government, 
this clause of the Constitution was so restrictive that 
itwoudd afford anporuction tothe people who might 
take that course. When a proposition was made 
to authorize the Fedtral Government to make war 
upon a State, if necessary to the enforcement of 
the Federal iaws, the convention which framed 
the Constitution expressly denied such power 

The Jaw which was passed by the first Con- 
gress——the law of 1792—was framed by men who 
made the Constitution. It was wise. It provides 
for calling forth the militia in aid of the laws of 
the United States, only when the President shall 
be notified by a district judge that their execu- 
tion-is opposed, in a State, by a combination too 
powerful to be ‘suppressed y the force at the 
command of the marshal. hat is that force? 
The posse comitatus —the force of civil society. 
When that is too weak, then civil functionaries 
may call for aid, but not until then. The Presi- | 
dent must then cal! first upon the militia of the | 
State, and cannot call on the militia of any other 
State than that in which the combination makes 
front, unless the militia of that State refuse to obey 
orders. But this law expired by its own limita- 
tion; and besides, it was repealed in 1795, the noti- 
fication to the President by the district judge being 
dispensed with. The principle was preserved, 
naniely, that until the civil power is exhausted, 
the military arm of Government does not come 
into action; and, when itis invoked, it acts only 
ao longas the exigency exists which required the 
civic authority to summon its aid to the due exe- 
cution of the civic function, to which ils subordi- 
nation is ever to be observed. 

"fo authorize a call upon the militia by the Pres- 
ident, in order to execute the laws ina State, these | 
conditions are necessary: 

1. It must be to assist the civil power to execute 
a law of the United States. 

2, It must be only when the civil power, after 
altempting to execute it, and failing, has exhausted 
the power of themarshal, whichisexactly the power 
of a sheriff in a county. 

3. It must be when such a law is obstructed by i 
«combination too powerful for the posse comitatus. | 
-o Theactof 1807 authorizes the President to use 

; the land and. naval forces of the United States in 
<10 cases where it would be lawful for him to call 
ithe militia, and for the same purposes. Are 
fhese’grants of power sufficient? 


The bill now before the House proposes an ex- 
tension of these laws to a new object, namely; to in- 
surrection against the authority of the United States. 
This new object introduces a new principle into 
oursystem of Government, and it is to that I ob- 
ject—against that 1 protest with ali the emphasis 
of which I am capable. The cases of insurrection 
provided for by existing laws, are cases of in- 
surrection in a State *“against the government 
thereof;’’ against the State government; and upon 
the call of the Legislature of a State, or, in case 
it cannot be convened, upon the eall of the execu- 
tive of the State, the President-may call forth the 
militia of that State and other States, and may use’ 
the land and naval forces of the United States to 
suppress the insurrection. The objeet is to main- 
tain the legitimate municipal sovereignty of the 
States where it is unable to maintain itself. 

But you now are asked to authorize the Presi- 
dent to use these same means in a State to sup- 
press an insurrection against the authority of the 
United States. You have already these means in 
his hands to execute the laws of the United States; 
but you are asked also for them to suppress an in- 
surrection against the authority of the United States! 
An insurrection by whom? By States? Shall the 
President judge of the exigency; shall he determ- 
ine that ina State, not complaining, the authority 
of the United States is rebelled against; and shall 
he summon the militia of other States to sustain 
or vindicate the authority of the United States by 
marching into such uncomplaining State? Suppose 
the State, through its Legislature, calls on him to 
summon the militia to put down this array as an 
insurrection against the government of tre Stale: you 
will have laws on the statutc-book authorizing 
such a call and requiring of him obedience to it. 
How will he execute both? It is plain that in 
such a ease the authority of the United States, 
according to the view of the Executive, will over- 
ride the sovereignty ofthe State, and thathis power 
will be asserted by the troops he may choose to accept 
under this bill, though they come from otherStates, 
or may be the goldiers of the regular Army of the 
United States! It is no more or less, sir, than 
an act of centralization—of consolidation, utterly 
destructive of the principles upon which this Gov- 
ernment was originally founded and upon which 
it has thus far rested. e 

Mr. Hamilton, in his notions of Federal power, 
did never conceive a scheme as bad as this. In 
the hands of an ambitious leader, and in times of 
high party excitement, such a law as this would 
bea written warrant for the overthrow of the Con- 
stitution and the centraiization of all power in the 
hands of the President of the United States. He 
may preach a crusade against the people of any 
State. Under such a law his myrmidons would 
invade a State, turn its Legislature out of doors at 
the point of the bayonet, capture its executive, 
overthrow its judiciary, quarter Federal troops 
upon its people, and thus enforce his idea of in- 


| surrection against the cuthority of the United States! 
| The gentleman from lowa is an educated soldier. 


It may be that he sces in all this military para- 
phernalia to be attached to the President’s power, 
(already immense,) nothing adverse to the prin- 
ciples herctofore recognized under the laws of our 
country; but, [submit to those whose ways have 
been in the paths of peace, and who have heard 
that the price of a people’s liberty is eternal vigil- 
ance, whether this law is not the death-mark 
upon the already pallid features of a Government 
whose health has been wasted by the horrible 


doses administered by the hands of that political | 


empiricism which, in its impatience, now pro- 
poses to substitute for slow poison this process 
of sudden strangulation ? 


Mr. Speaker, I warn you that the freemen of | 


this country will never submit to this law. When 
passion cools, they will look upon it with horror; 
attempt to exccute it, and every true man in the 
States will resist it at every hazard, and to the 
last extremity. This act proposes to extend the 


action of the laws of 1795 and 1807 to a case of | 


insurrection against the authority of the United 
States. 

Mr, CURTIS. This is nota bill to revive those 
acts. They are now in full force. This bill only 
amends those laws, by adding to them. 

Mr. BURNETT. I understand. What I wish 


to learn is, what the gentleman means by ‘‘an 


insurrection against the authority of the United 
States??? Į confess I cannot conceive it, unless it 
has the effect upon which I have already com- 
mented. If this be the intention of the advocates 
of the bill, I want them to avow it publicly; and 
then I meet it promptly by-saying it will be re- 
garded as a proclamation of war upon the southern 
States. 

I call upon the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sran- 
ToN] to look what powers this bili confers upon 
the President. 

Mr.STANTON. I willanswer the gentleman, 
if he desires it. f 

Mr. BURNETT. Notat this time. The gen- 
tleman will have an opportunity; for T take it he 
will have the floor in reply to the remarks made 
generally on the bill. Iwas saying that the gen- - 
tleman should look what powers this bill confers 
upon the President. They are unlimited, Mr. 
Speaker, both over the Army and Navy; unlim- 
ited, because he is to judge of the fact of the ex- 
istence of insurrection; because he is the exclu- 
sive judge of the act of insurrection; because he 
is left to define what is meant by ‘* the authority 
of the United States;” unlimited, because, when 
he accepts the act and fact as bringing his case 
within the statute, he may receive as large an 
army as he can collect, commission all its officers, 
from lieutenants of a platoon to lieutenants gen- 
eral, leaders of corps d’armée, and turn this coun- 
try into a vast military camp. This bill places at 
his disposal miilions of men, brave and ready for 
military enterprise. They are to be his own 
creations, and hold their positions subject only to 
his will. If you authorize him to call them into 
active service, you also pledge the public faith 
and public treasure to ther payment. The Pres- 
ident has no civil authority to which he is to look 
up asa subordinate. He is a law unto himself, 
is he to be restrained by Congress? For thirty 
days after the meeting of the next Congress he 
will have this unlimited power. Until then, there 
will be no legal power to rest'tin him, Is there 
any probability he would then surrender the con- 
trol thus acquired ? 

It may be this power would be surrendered by 
the elected President; but neither you, nor J, nor 
the American people know enough of him to con- 
clude with certainty even upon such a point; and 
surely with a legal right to raise, equip, organize, 
and officer suchanarmy, and at hisown discretion 
to launch it against the southern States, none of 
us can say that, willing as he might be to surrender 
the baton of the marshal for the insignia of the 
presidential office, he would any longer have the 
power todo so. Itis an odd experiment, a fear- 
fulexperiment, and one which, according to every 
reasonable calculation tobe drawn from the teach- 
ings of history, would eventuate in deeper civil 
commotions than those we have already expe- 
rienced, if it does not-prove the grave of civil lib- 
erty in America. Congress will be adjourned on 
Monday next. Repose this vast authority in the 
hands of a man untried—heretofore measurably 
obscure—whose temper and appetites are un- 


| known, and who can answer for the use to be 


made of this power before another Congress wili 
be called together under the Constitution? 

This bill confers unbridled license upon the 
President to send forth armies to make war upon 
whom he pleases; to make that war as relent- 
less as passion, however malignant, or fanat- 
icism, however wild, may dictate. “Che homes of 
the people may be invaded by his soldiery; the 
country may be subjected to military authority, 
acting under the forms of law; and the peaccable 


| citizen may be demoralized and debased, because 


his power of resistance may be cut off by the force 
which Government throws into the hands of the 
President by this measure! Yes, sir, members of 


; the other side express well-feigned astonishment 


when we of this side—desiring the peace and 
prosperity of the country, and seeking to recon- 
struct this Union, instead of rushing madly into 
conflict with its dismembered fragments — de- 
nounce this bill as the inauguration of an interne~ 
cine war, with allits attendant horrors. Weare 
taunted and jeered at when we strive to repressa 
collision at arms between brothers. It isa decla- 
ration of war—a war which, if prosecuted, will be 
more fearful than any of the civil wars of which 
history furnishes a record. We denounce it, as 
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every lover of the Union ought to do. Such a I] 
measure was never conceived of by the framers of 
‘the Constitution. They never dreamed that any 
such could be attempted by any subsequent Con- 
gress under the form of government which they 
organized. It invites publie liberty to absolute 
sacrifice. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will pardon me while 
I look for a moment at the existing condition of 
the country, to ascertain the apology for this ex- 
traordinary proposition. There is no pretense 
of insurrection against the laws of any State; but 
there has. been a withdrawal from this Govern- 
ment of six of the southern States, and this will 
be followed, probably, by the withdrawal of 
others. This measure points to this lamentable 
state of affairs, and proposes its correction by 
force. The States which have retired have re- 
sumed their sovereignty, hd have, in the exer- 
cise of it, formed an association among themselves 
more agreeable than this, and in their judgment 
better adapted to the conservation of their social 
and industrial institutions. They have able men 
in their government—men who, but a few weeks 
since, were the counselors of this Government, 
and were regarded among its most brilliant orna- 
ments. It is certain they understand the theory 
of confederated republican government, and the 
bearing of a division of departmental power upon 
the public liberties. They have even adopted our 
own Constitution, to which they are accustomed, 
but with a reading upon which many of us insist 
as the true intent of that instrument. They hold 
out to us the olive branch of peace; they suggest 
negotiation for the practical settlement of disputed | 
questions, and that we shall live apart from eack 
other as friends, since we could not maintain that 
relation when dwelling together, 

Howisthetr proposal met? Gentlemen say they 
will not acknowledge their right of secession. [ 
shall not stop to discuss the abstract right of se- 
cession. It is superseded by a practical fact, | 
which stands before usin no questionable shape. 
Call it secession or revolution, or what you will, 
the pitcher has been broken at the fountain; its 
parts no longer cohere. It is useless to discuss 
among ourselves whether the southern States have 
done right or wrong in the steps they have taken. 
Their separation from this Union ts a fact accom- 
plished, so far as their Swn will can influence its 
determination. 

The question recurs as a practical question, and 
we must meet it practically. Here are six mil- 
lion people, inhabiting the States which have with- 
drawn from further political connection with this 
Government; is it not advisable for us, better for 
ourselves and our posterity, to recognize the gov- 
ernment they have formed, as a friendly confed- | 
eration? In my opinion, this question should be | 
answered affirmatively. We should at once re- 
ceive their commissioners, negotiate treaties with 
them, and arrange all subjects in which necessa- 
rily there will be a common interest. This is the 
policy of peace. On its adoption hang most mo- | 
mentous interests. The opposite policy is thatof , 
force. But, pass your force bills, and what will 
they amount to? Will they have a tendency to 
reunite the States or the people? Nobody pre- 
tends to believe it. 

l have scen the reported 
President elect on his way o 
to his high office. Some of these breathe the 
spirit of war; and E bear that, in private cireles, 
he has told Kentucky to prepare for war. What 
fatuity! What madness! Admit that this Gov- 
erument has a right to the forts which the south- 
ern people have captured: shall this country be 
drenched with fraternal blood to vindicate our 
utle to property which we cannot expect to re- 
win, aud which the confederated States declare li 
their willingness to pay for? Will you inaugu- |; 
rate such a war, under the bill of the gentleman f 
from New York, (Mr. Joun Cocuraxs,] by send 
ing vessels of warto blockade the southern ports 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Will the gente- | 
man yicld to me for a moment? | 

Mr. BURNETT. I decline to yield. | 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I want it under- 
stood the geneman refuses to, yield to me. 

Mr. BURNETT. Itake it for granted the gen- | 
| 
| 
i 


speeches made by the 
here to be inaugurated 


tleman from New York will obtain the floor, and 
l hope he will not interrupt me. Mr. Speaker, 


| Suppose you shut out commerce from the south- 


> mankind, for the consequences. 
raise armies, and march them across the States 


ern ports: is that any thing but war? Do gentle- 
men not understand that it will be treated at once 
as an act of war? They surely must; yet they 
press measures like these, and still say they de- 
sire conciliation, and do not wish to involve the 
country in civil war. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Under my great 
uncertainty of obtaining the foor, I hope the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will yield me the floor for 
one moment. 

Mr. BURNETT. J cannot yield. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I resist the con- 
clusions of the gentleman’s argument, and deny 
his premises in toto. He confounds premises and 
conclusions. 

Mr. BURNETT. Sir, if your bill passes Con- 
gress, it will confound the peace and happiness of 
your country. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. That.is but an 
opinion, and the gentleman from Kentucky does 
not raise himself in my estimation by having 
littered it. 

Mr. BURNETT. I wantall my time, and I de- 
cline to turn aside for these interruptions. While, 
under the bill of the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Cocurane,] you propose to enforce the col- 
lection of revenue In the seceded States, and thus 
to fill your national coffers with the hard earnings 
of the southern people, whether they are willing 
or otherwise, another bill proposes to deny to 
them postal facilities extended to the rest of the 
Republic. This system of measures gentlemen 
on the other side characterize as measures of peace 
and conciliation! 
take the property you claim at the point of the 
bayonets; enforce duties at southern ports at the 


mouth of the cannon; and teach them that this is | 
Deny to them the ad- ; 
ederal system, but | 
impose upon them all its burdens and heavy | 


your fraternal affection ! 
vantages springing from the P 


charges, and tell them that this is peace and justice! 


The language of this system of coercive measures | 


willbeeasily comprehended by the people to whom 
itis addressed. Itspeaks an mndorsementof opin- 
ion, frequently expressed by southern statesmen 
in these Halls, that they were profitable to the 
General Government, and had been beasts of bur- 
den, lo! these many years. Youwill say to them 


that the duties they pay on their own consump- | 


tion, and which comes from their pockets, are not 
compensated by the protection they receive; that 
their contributions towards the public expendi- 
tures are so disproporuoned to theirshare of ben- 
efits received, that it is asking too much of you to 
let them departin peace. Such, Mr. Speaker, are 
the olive branches which gentlemen propose to 
hold out to win back the South! 


Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to digress | 
from the bill which is under our immediate con- | 


sideration; but I could not refrain from this glance 
at a system of measures of which it is but a part, 
and which, tm its entirety, must make civil war 


in this once happy country the regular order of i 


business. You cannot act upon foreign ships, sub- 
jecting them to seizure and confiscation for visit- 


ing the ports of a people who have cut off their ; 


political association with this Union, and expect 


ay 


anything but we 


still it must end in war; and therefore, whoeve 
arranges the instrumentalities which shali produce 
the effect, will be held bound, before God and 
If you mean to 


o recover the public property, and blood flows 
as a necessary cffvct from such a step, you must 
be prepared to accept whatever result may super 
vene upon the circumstances. It is folly to say 
this is nof coercion; the enlarging margin of dis- 
quiet and disaifection, the constantly widening 
gulf of anarchy and revolution which will be dis- 
closed, will prove the popular interpretation of 
that now ambiguous word in our language. 


Let me bestow a few observations upon the | 
second section of the bill now before the House. | 
It violates not only the plainest teachings of the | 


amers of the Coustitution, but the express letter 
of theinstrument. It authorizes the President to 
receive volunteers into the service of the Govern- 


Deny them postal facilitics; i 


If you think that, by the pro- ! 
posed measure, we avoid responsibility, and, by | 
such specious device, will force the other party | 
o take the initiative, though you may not err, i 


ment from any country upon the face of the earth, 
He may receive them individually, or in.compa- 
nies, battalions, squadrons, regiments, or: divis- 
ions; there is no restriction or limitation upon-his 
power. Itviolatesthe Constitution in authorizing 
the President to commission all the officers, from 
i| the highest to the lowest grade. Congress has 
power, by the fifteenth paragraph of the eighth sec- 
tion of the firstarticle of the Constitution, “to pro~ 
vide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the 
militia, and. for governing such part of them as 
may be employed in the service of the United 
States, reserving to the States yespectively the appoint- 
ment of the officers, &e. Congress may. ‘ raise 
and support armies,” but the appropriation for 
that use shall not be for a longer term than two 
years. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Sranron}] mean by this section to saddle upon 
the people of this country a standing army, whose 
| numbers are only to be limited by the will of their 
constitutional commander-in-chief? If not, what 
does he mean by wrenching from the States aright 
of appointing the officers of their militia when 
employed in the service of the United States, and” 
vesting this high power in the hands, notof Con- 
gress, but of a single man? 

The political schoo! to which the gentleman 
was formerly attached, made the [alls of Con- 
gress resound with diatribes on the tyranny which 
must follow the union of the purse and the sword 
| inthe hands of one person. One would have sup- 
posed that the gentleman would have carried some 
of themaxims formerly learned into the new party 
of which he is one of the most conspicuous, and, 
he will permit me to say, one of the ablest lead- 
ors; yet, if he, an astute lawyer and experienced 
legislator, commences the preparation for bis Pres- 
ident by breaking down the plainest mandatcs of 
the Constitution, in order to concentrate power 
in the, hands of the Executive; if he, a man of 
peacefal inclination and avocations, has so far 
forgotten the rights of the States as to propose to 
wrest from them the command of their militia, 
when employed in the Federal: service—if these 
things arc done by Republicanism in the green 
tree, What shall we expect im the dry? Sir, our 
miliua has frequently beea called into the service 
of the United States. ‘The battle-fields of the 
Union have illustrated their valor and endurance. 
Does the gendeman draw from their past action 
the reasons why he refuses to trust the appoint- 
ment of the officers to the States? Whatis the 
reason; what can be the rcason for this distrust 
of the States and this usurpation of their mast 
patent privileges, unless we are, under Black Re- 
publican rule, about to enter upon a scheme of 
| centralization and consolidation? 

Mr. Speaker, I would to Eleaven I had the 
power of eloquence to reach the hearts of gentie- 
men on the other side of this Chamber. { recog- 
nize them as ‘my countrymen, and I address them 
as my fellow-citizens. I deeply deplore the course 
| they have taken—sull more deeply that which 
they propose to pursue. F have ardently desired 
the perpetuation of the Union; the maintenance of 
the houor, the integrity, the connection of the 
States, and the equality of their ciuzens. [have 
the honor to represent, in part, a State whose loy- 
alty to this Government has not been questioned; 
whose devotion to its interests and its bonor will 
compare, without the loss of credit, with those of 
her sister States. Her Representatives have been 
constant advocates for Union and justice, On 
your blood-stained fields, the lives of her gallant 
sons have attested her devotion to the flag of our 
common country. Pbrough all these troubles 
Kentucky has practiced a signal forbearance, at- 
testing, by the tenor of her opinions, the most 
ardent desire to maintain the Union, and to see 
neace restored to a now distracted sisterhood of 
States. The voices of her Representatives have 
i been in consonance with their active and earnest 
| efforts to procure the adoption of such measures 
as may establish concord, and secure peaceful 
| solutions of all our existing complications. 
| Andithas been so with other slaveholding Rep- 
|| resentatives. The gentleman from Virginia, (Mer. 
| 
j 
i 
i 
i 


Bore.ur,} at an early day of the session, pro- 
posed the organization of the committee of thirty- 
three, with a view to an enlightened discussion of 
i our difficulties, and to the ascertainment and se- 
i curity of peaceful future relations. The Senators 


ee 


‘gpax 3} but the other side would not. permit them 


« 
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from Kentucky have both labored with zeal in the 
same cause. : : : 

Phe border State committee, composed-of gen- 
tlemen who desire Union-and peace, agreed upom 
aproposition. A scheme of like intent was offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ETHER- 


tobe voted upon. ‘Not only. were the border State 
propositions rejected, but so hasevery suggestion 
the members from slaveholding States could make 
without dishonor and the- absolute concession of 
political inferiority. 

~ Such has beën the: manner in which our over- 
tures have been met. On almost bended knees | 
we have, from this side of the Chamber, petitioned 
gentlemen of the other side, who alone have the 
power toarrest the tide of disupion, by the adop- 
tion of such propositions as are consistent with 
eur equality and justice, to present something for 
our consideration, likely to have the desired effect. 
This respectful request has been answered with 
‘the proud man’s contumely, the rich man’s 
scorn,” Not only have you refused to offerany 
thing here, but indignantly you have, elsewhere, 
scouted the propositions for compromise which 
assembled multitudes in my own State, of a party 
different from that to which I belong, have declared 
töbe the mininuum to which they would be driven. 

The southern people donot ask for concessions, 
they ask for rights, and plead for peace. Rights, 
Mr. Speaker, which are their inheritance from 
revolutionary sires; rights, which are theirs by 
toil and blood, wasted in building up this great 
partnership, of whose stock the free States now | 
propose to become monopolists and sole directors; 
rights, which are theirs under the solemn adjudi- 
cations of the highest constitutional judiciary in 
the land. These rights were denied; these adju- 
dications have been spurned; these claims to a 
common benefit of diffusion for southern institu- 
tions, have been rejected ‘The answer to all has 
generally been, that the free States have the nn- 
merical and representative power, and must legis- 
late according to their own convictions of policy 
and ethics. “By them it is pretended these are 
questions of liberty, of human rights, of con- 
science. With us, they are questions of consti- 
tutional compact, of contract, of equality, of inde- 
pendence, The southern people feel that in this 
Government they must be your equals, or must 
be vassals and- provincials, hangers-on to your 
system, and only retained as “ hewers of wood 
and drawers of water,” for the profit to be made 
by their contributions to the support of the Gov- 
ernment you direct and control. 

L cannot omit to dwell here upon the Critten- 
den resolutions, and their reception at the hands 
of the dominant party. The resolutions are the 

roduction of a Senator who has seen more of pub- 
fie service than any other man at present in the 

ublic councils—a man respected every where for 

is pure patriotism and disinterested love of the 
land-of his birth—a man of liberal talents and of 
advanced years. Drawing to a close of an illus- 
trious life, he bent all the energics of an exalted 
ambition to. the consummation of this work of 
pedice, and the deliverance of the Union from the 

perils which environed it, No doubt he felt, what 
j am frank to avow bas been my own feeling con- 
stantly, that his resolutions fell short of the fall | 
measure of those rights which have been adjudged 
to exist for the people of the slaveholding States. 
Still, as a means of quieting the agitation which 
threatened the pillars of our political fabric—as a 
way of attaining the desired object, of removing | 
the subject of slavery from Congress forever, and, 
of excluding it from the arena of party politics— 
as a mode of reaching a finality upon a dangerous 
theme, and of restoring fraternal feelings between 
the people of this noble country, he lent his popu- 
lar name and gave his matured intellect in its most 
ardent efforts to secure their adoption. They met 
the approval of every individual upon this floor | 
who had supported for the Presidency the candi- | 
date of the Constitutional Union party. Every 
man here of the Democracy—of both wings of the 
Democratic party—would give them a candid and 
hearty support. i 


The Senator from Mississippi [Jerrerson Davis} |, 
and the Senator from Georgia [Rosen Toomes] | 
announced in their places as Senators, that the jj 


|} to the complaints of the South, but loses all its 


| ing ability, but do not regard him as a representa- 
_ tive man of the party in which he serves, 


j to the Constitution prohibiting congressional in- 

i | terference with slavery in the States where it now 

These resolutions were tendered to the Senate. |! 
1 

i 

} 

i 


passage of those resolutions would stay the tide 
ofthe revolution whose waves were already wash- 
ing the base of the Capito}; that they would pause 
and they would urge the southern people to accept 
the arrangement as a finality, and to stand by it, | 
because, in some form, it would recognize the 
principle of equality. Popular meetings through- | 
out the slave States indorsed and accepted this | 
compromise; and masses of conservative men 
in the North memorialized Congress to accept 
them, and at least to send them to the-people. 
How were they treated by the Republicans? Gen- 
tlemen on that side of this Chamber, who have 
taken any action in reference to the various meas- 
ures intended to secure conciliation, with a single 
exception, have refused to assent to them. Fn the 
Senate they were superseded by Clark’s amend- 
ment voted over them by Republican Senators en 
masse, by which the flat declaration was made, as 
if in derision, that the provisions of the Consti- 
tution are ample; that it wants obedience rather 
than amendment; and that the extrication from 
our difficulties is to be secured by the enforcement 
of the laws, rather than by concessions to wnreason- | 
able demands. They seem to challenge the Bell | 
men particularly to stand by the ‘Union, the į 
Constitution, and the enforcement of the laws,” | 
as objects of primary desire which they had so | 
eloquently held up to the southern people, and 
which it was now to be deemed unreasonable they 
should so soon wish to amend or change. | 
The bill before the House is one of the ways | 
in which these Republicans propose ‘to enforce | 
the Jaws;”’ and it offers to the President an army | 
of untold numbers, to be marched, if he so desires, 
against a part of the American people! | 
Mr CORWIN. Mr. Speaker: 
Mr. BURNETT. Leannotyieldthe floor But, 
what else? When the Crittenden compromise 
went to the committee of thirty-three, it was re- 
turned to this House recommended in a report 
signed only by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Neeson) though it was alsa recommended 
in another and separate report, signed by Demo- 
crats onthe committee. This isthe way in which 
the distinguished Senator’s scheme of conciliation 
bas been met. Now, the people of Kentucky 
have pronouneed in favor of that plan with re- 
markable unanimity. All political parties united 


in its support, and their voice has been heard 4] 


through mass meetings, State conventions, and 
the Legislature. In obedience to my desire to 
secure union and peace, I gave in my adhesion 
to the Crittenden resolutions, even before they 
were presented to the Senate. T have been will- 
ing to stand by them. {am so now. | 
Let me refer for a moment to the report of the 
committee of thirty-three, or rather of the chair- 
man of the committee of thirty-three. I say the 
chairman, because I understand there is no report 
of the majority of that committee, and that no- 
body who was a member of that committee, ex- 
cept the chairman, is bound by the report, That | 
report, sir, stands in singular contrast with the | 
report from other members of the same commit- 
tee, who are by everybody recognized as repre- 
sentative men of the Republican party. It ts, by 
itself, a most insufficient and incomplete answer 


force, “as an index of political direction, when 
contrasted with the report made by other mem- 
bers of the committee, The honorable chairman 
will pardon, I am sure, the idea ] express in 
speaking of those other members as representative 
men of their party. We all concede his excecd- 


This 
may be accepted as a compliment or not, as his 
own taste suggests. Í only allude to my estimate 
to fix a fact in connection with his report, and to 
show the degree in which it will be received by 
the country. 

‘The report of the honorable chairman consists, 
first, of several recommendatory resolutions, If 
passed, these could be repealed on the first day of | 
the next Congress. Second, of an amendment 


exists. This safeguard, by constitutional restric- | 
tion upon a power no man of sense has pretended 
to exist under the Constitution as it is now writ- | 
ten, is not a guarantee of a right, but rather ov- 


erates as a limitation upon aright; because it pre- 
supposes the power to exist, the exercise of which 
it has become necessary to restrict.. We should’ 
be very thankful, however, for this mite, if it was 
given with good intentions, whatever may be its 
want of value. f 

The southern people have not been in dread of 
an attempted exercise of such a power so much 
as they have been indignant at the usurpation 
which seeks to deprive them of that common right 
to the equal usc and benefit of the common terri- 
tory, acquired by the expenditure of their blood 
under the national flag, or of their money paid 
out of the national Treasury, and which the free 
States now seck to take exclusive possession of. 
This usurpation startled apprehension when it 
was accompanied by the threat issued some years 
ago by Mr. Giddings, of Ohio; namely, that the 
purpose and policy ofthe party in the free States 
was to wallin the siave States with a cordon of 
free States; and when slavery was cribbed, or so 
confined that it could not expand, it would sulfo- 
cate, or sting itself to death. What was then re- 


garded as the raving of a zealot, is now pro- 
claimed as the settled policy of a great political 
party, to be permitted to hold its course unchal- 
Jlenged, providing the promise is given not to abol- 


sh slavery in the States. It is,in the States, sub- 
ject alone to their sovereignty. They will know 
how to protect it, so long as it remains their will 
to permit it. Congress has no power to exert 
sah authority. 

Nor will the South be likely to regard the pro- 
posal of the gentleman from Ohio as any great 
benefaction while he joins with the rest in out- 
lawing the property of the South from the Terri- 
tories, or proposing to escape a fair and manly 
acknowledgment of their rights by hurrying a 
country beyond a territorial into a State capacity, 
when he knows, or beleves, as do all of his party, 
that the people who would thus be invested with 
the power to adopt a State constitution would 
probably, at this time, declare against siavery, be- 
cause the bulk of that same population has been 
unused to slave labor, and is itself somewhat col- 
ored incomplexion. Mr. Speaker, itis, however, 
not to be overlooked that these views of the hon- 
orable member from Ohio are but his own proposi- 


| tons; they have received no indorsement; but are 


met by the report of other members of the party 
who embody, in ipsissimis verbis, as their report, 
theamendmentoffered by Mr.CiarkintheSenate, 
which, having been voted for by the Republicans 
over the head of the Crittenden resolutions, may 
be justly regarded as the Republican programme. 
That report denies that the southern people 
have sustained any grievance or suffer under any 


|| wrongs. They thus maintain their party policy; 


4 


j and with the cry of “tne Union, the Constitu- 


tion, and the enforcement of the laws,’’ prepare 


to treat as rebels all who resist their construction 
of power, privilege, or right. How different from 
this settlement is that proposed by the Senator 
from Kentucky. True, his resolutions recur to 
a geographical line, upon one side of which there 
is an exclusion of slavery, buton the other a rec- 
ognition of its stalus, and the clear right ac- 
knowledged to the southern people to diffuse their 
property over the United States territory south 
of the line, now held or to be hereafter acquired. 
The resolutions embody the principle of partition 
between equal partners—reciprocal rights, muin- 
ality—and therefore are acceptable, though the 
exclusion of slave property from access to the 


| Northern territory, is an abridgment of right al- 


ready clearly possessed, and which has been sol- 
emaly adjudged by the Supreme Court. 

{ have said Lam and have been willing to take 
the Crittenden compromise resolutions asa pledge 
between us, and a compact of settlementto com- 
pose this strife. The people of Kentucky will be 
satisfied with it—men of all parties. It may mod- 
ify the course of the seceded States. It willstop the 
crevasse which is hourly enlarging, and through 
whose disintegrating sides the bitter waters of fra- 
ternal discord are momentarily flowing with in- 
creased velocity and volame. Popular assemblies 
have indicated the publie sense that these are fair 
proposals, wise and just measures, and politic 
under all the circumstances of the hour. If south- 
crn and western people will aceept them, what 
good reason have northern and eastern men to 
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decline? They mean peace now, and justice, con- 
cord, and security, for the future. If these reso- 
lutions do not pass, what will be the use of attempt- 
ing to pass others? The seceded States cannot 
accept less than this measure of right, and their 
brethren of the slaveholding States will not ask 
them, since they have withdrawn, to return to 
the Union unless there shall be manifested some 
spirit of justice towards the cause they represent. 

Gentlemen have exhibited strong desire to keep 
the border slave States in the Union, though the 


planting States have definitively and ultimately re- | 


tired from this Government “How is this to be 
effected? Not by unmeaning eulogies upon the 


- loyalty of Kentucky. God knows, Í do not, what | 


she may have done to subject herself to praise 
from some of the same sources to which I allude; 
but she will not be apt to weigh praises in the 
balance with interests and rights. 
saying, in reply to the many expressions of ten- 
derness for the border slaveholding States which 
I have listened to, that if gentlemen are sincere, 
they ought to desire to meet those States in a 
spirit of fairness. Unite with them on the Crit- 
tenden resolutions. Give us these, and you will 
restore union, peace, and good will. You will not 
want a large standing army to coerce the south- 
ern States, or a new squadron of steamers to 
blockade their coasts, or a host of myrmidons to 
dig the grave of American constitutional liberty. 
But pass force bills; clothe your President with 
dictatorial powers; send your volunteer armies, 
with brisding bayonets, into the heart of the 
southern country, to give the first lessons in the 
service of Republicanism; continue to outlaw our 
property, and to put us under the ban of Govern- 
ment; and Í tell you that, devoted as I know Ken- 
tucky to be to the Union, and anxious as are her 


sons to maintain the Constitution, she will thun- 


der back into the ears of Federal power that_she 
does not hold the Union paramount to the Con- 


stitution, and that the Constitution she upholds ; 
is the instrument which was intended to secure to | 


her citizens an equal participency, with the citi- 
zens of other Slates, in the benefits of the com- 
mon Government. 


Let it not be supposed, sir, that Kentucky, ; 


loyal and true as she has ever been and is, does 


not measure her rights and the rights of her peo- ;; 


I cannot help | 


ple with exactness, or that she will not assert ; 


them with becoming boldness at a proper time. | 


She waits with calmness the deliberations of the 
constituted authorities of the country; and her 


heart is filled with the anticipations of the joyful : 
news which will give renewed assurances of peace, | 


justice, and union. I pray 
to disappointment, é li 
appeals we make, Butif you pass these bills; if 


you tramp with vandal heel upon the Constitu- 


tion; if you robe tbe President of the United |; i 
į tion may be made, and the Government recon- 
| structed with power toabolish and prohibitslavery 
These men are few in number, |) 
ii pertains to the South. 


States in the mail of the warrior, and launch your 
serried columns against the homes of our south- 
ern brethren, E think I may safely promise, in the 


name of old Kentucky, that she will stand by |, 
guns, and that her sons will be found true to | 
ric fame, and “‘ fit for honor’s toughest | 


her 
her histo 
task.” 


ANY COMPROMISE A SURRENDER. 


SPEECH OF HON. D. W. GOOCH, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 23, 1861 


The House having under consideration the report from || 


the select committee of thirty-three 


Mr. GOOCH said: 


Mr. Speaker: Why is itthat the people of six | 
or seven Siates are to-day arrayed in open rebel- : 


lion against this Government, and the people of 


y she may not be doomed | 
ask that you will hear the | 
i are not satisfied with the Constitution as itis, and 
: desire to see it annulled and the cxisting Govern- į 


i Constitution in any respect. 


| disunionists of the South do. 
overthrow and destruction, that another and a dif- | 


tion, consanguinity, a common origin and destiny 
can throw around a people to unite and make 


half as enemies, and ready to take up arms against 
them? This is the question we must answer be- 
fore we can prescribe the remedy for existing 
eviis. It is not enough that we know the fact 
that these evils exist; we must also know the 
causes which produced them. The nature and 
cause of the disease in the body-politic,as well as 
in the physical body, must be ascertained before 
the remedy is applied. 

Two systems of labor, free laborand slave labor, 
exist in the land; one in the North, the other in 
the South. They have existed since the begin- 
ning of the Government precisely as they exist 
to-day; and the conflict between them is no more 
irrepressible now than it has been for the lasthalf 
century. 

No reason for severing the Union of these States 


| justice and propriety have been given at any day 
since the Union was formed. It was seen and 
known from the beginning that free labor, and 
free labor alone, would be employed inthe North; 
and while it was hoped and believed by the found- 
ers of the Government that slavery would not be 
perpetual, it was fully understood that slave labor 
would continue to be employed in the South long 
after it had been abolished by the States of the 
North. 

No right or power was conferred by the people 


i 
upon the Federal Government to legislate in rela- 
| tion to, or to interfere with, any system of labor 
| 


This Govern 


in a State, whether free or slave. 


; ment has no more right or power to legislate in 
| relation to, or interfere with, the system of slave 


labor in South Carolina, than it has to legislate in 


to abolish slavery in the one than to establish it 
in the other. And no State, or people of a State, 
have the right or power to interfere with the sys- 
tem of labor in another State. Each can control 
its own; not another’s. 

| I think scarcely a man can be found in the whole 
North who will deny these propositions. We 


| have always so understood the Constitution and 
| 


the powers and relations of the States; and we ask 


for and desire no change of the Constitution in 
this respect, and no alteration or change of the 


which our fathers made, and under which we have 


lived, we will obey, preserve, protect, and defend ii 
; people, while in the other they are wholly unable 


under all circumstances. I know that there are 


afew men in the North, some of therh eminent |! 
for their ability and virtues in private life, who |! e OF 
l bellion against the Government, while in the other 


ment overthrown, in order that a new Constitu- 


in every State. | il t 
belong to no political party, take no political action, 


can party as the obstacle in the way of the accom- 


| plishment of their object; because that party, rep- 
resenting, as it does, the opinions and sentiments | 
i of the 2 
i support the Constitution as it is, maintain the 
Union, and give to every section of the country | 


orth in relation to slavery, is pledged to 
all its rights 

These men are so few in the North that they 
people to control political action; and could not, 


organization. They hold the same relation to the 
i Federal Constitution and Government that the 


ferent Constitution and Government may take 


i| their places. They differ in this: the disunionists 


as many more doubting whether they shall re- | 


main loyal or join in the rebellion ? 


that almost one half of this nation, the most | 
prosperousand happy the world has ever known, | } i 
| and protectslavery everywhere. Both wish to give 


speaking the same language, living under the same 
laws, enjoying the same political institutions, hav- 
ine the same common Government, participating 
in the same glorious recollections of the past and 
bright hopes for the future, bound together by 
every tie that interest, long and pleasant associa- 


Why is it} 


of the North wish a Constitution and Government 
with power to abolish and prohibit slavery every 
! where; the disunionists of the South desire a Con- 
stitution and Government with power to establish 


to this Government greater powers; the one that 
it may abolish and prohibit slavery everywhere in 
all the States; the other that it may establish and 
protect slavery everywhere in all the States. The 
one wishes that the power of the Federal Govern- 


them forever onc, 1s to-day looking upon the other | 


can-be given to-day which could not with equal | 


The Constitution | 


refuse even to vote, and look upon the Republi- į 


exert no considerable influence or power over the |; 
l: speak to your people. 


Both desire their į 


relation to, or interfere with, the system of free $ 
|| labor in Massachusetts; no more right or power 


if they should unite with any existing political į; 


7 


All that your people know of the princip 


| learned from our political opponents. 


ment shall extend into the slave States to free all 


| Slaves; the other that it shall extend into-all free 


States to proteetthe master in the possession of his 
slaves, whenever he may choose to take them into 
a free State. Neither is content with the Constitu- 
tiop as it is; neither is willing to obey the Consti- 
tution, and live under the Government whieh our 
fathers made. Both think that they can make a 
wiser and better Constitution and Government; 
and, to try the experiment, are willing tó peril all 
the prosperity, security, happiness, and peace; 
which thirty million people enjoy under the Con- 
stitution and Government as it is. 

Shall we permit either to try the experiment? 
Shall we, at this time, recommend to the people 
to so alter or amend the Constitution as to satisfy 
men who demand the alteration of the Cohstitu- 


tion or the overthrow of the Government? These’ 


alterationsare not proposed because experiente 
has shown that the Constitution needed amend- 
ment. No man dreamed of amending the Con- 
stitution before the result of the late election was 
known; and had the section of country which 
now asks these alterations elected to office their 
candidates, no man would have heard of any al- 
teration or amendment to the Constitution. Mr. 
Speaker, a Constitution which is good enough 


with the Democratic party in power, is, in my’ 


opinion, good enough with the Republican party 
in power, A Constitution which is good enough 
with the administration of the Government in the 
hands of men who think that all the influence and 
power of this Government should be used to ex- 
tendslavery into free territory, isalso good enough 
with the administration in the hands of men who 
think that the free Territories of the United States 
should remain free. 

I have said that the number of these men in 
the North is small, and that, although they em- 
brace men of the highest order of intellect and 
attainment, they exert no considerable influence 
over the mass of the northern people. But we 
find a few disunionists at the South now exerting 
a controlling influence over the people, molding 
and directing the popular will at pleasure, array- 
ing whole communities of men against the best 
Government on earth, from which they have re- 
ceived nothing but the richest benefits a benign 
Government can bestow upon its subjects. It is 
not at all strange that men should be found in 


i both sections of the country advocating radical 


changes in the Constitution and laws. But it is 
strange that in the one section of country they 
should lead and control the whole mass of the 


to exertany influence over the people; that in one 
section they should be able to organize open re- 


they can scarcely disturb the loyalty of any citi- 


i zen to the Government, or excite the least hostil- 
| ity towards the people of the other section of the 
| country. Why this difference? 


The people of 
the North know aud understand everything that 
Your newspapers are 
found in all our villages, and are read by all classes 


of men. Southern men speak freely their opin- 
; ions at the North, both in public and private. 


Freedom of speech and the press, liberty ofthonght 


: and action, are cvery where protected. We ask no 
: safeguard against error, but truth. 


Not so in the 


South. Your people do not understand the feel- 


i ing, principles, and motives of the people of the 


North. No northern man, who correctly repre- 
sents the sentiments of the North, is permitted to 
No northern newspaper, 
representing the political senuments of the North, 
is permitted to enter or be read in your States, 
les and 
intentions of the Republican party they have 
i The more 
of that kind of knowledge they have the less they 
know of us. Freedom of speech and the press is 
everywhere in the South denied, and the passions 
of your people are so constanily inflamed against 
the people of the North thata northern man, when 
in one of your States, is under the same surveil- 
lance and restraint that he would be in an enemy’s 
country. Any expression of thought or opinion 
not satisfactory to your people exposes him to 
indignity, and sometimes to death, 

if freedom of speech and the press had never 


! been denied by you, the disumonists in the South 
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would’ be no more numerous or powerful to-day 
than they are.in the North.- They would not 
now be an appreciable quantity among the politi- 
cal-forces of ie country. : Here, I think, we find 
the origin and cause of. the-evils which are now | 
upo us. Had freedom of speech and the press | 
been maintained. with you as. with us, it would | 
have-been. as: impossible. to make the people of 
South. Carolina revoit against this Governmentas 
it would the people of the most loyal State in the 
North. The principles and intentions of the men 
of: the: Republican party wouid: then have. been | 
understood by your people; and although there 
probably would have been a difference of opinion | 
ly some. respects as to what the action of this | 
Government should be in relation to slavery, still || 
that difference would never have ied the people 
ofthe South into rebellion against the Govern- 
ment, : . 

ALL your people would have known, as you, 
their, Representatives, know, that we claim not 
the. right, and have not the wish, or intent, to in- 
terfere with slavery or any other institution in 
your States. 

Under-our system.of government, freedom of 
speech and the.press is as essential to the safety 
of the Government aS to the protection of the 
rights and libertios of the citizen. ‘The evils that 
are now upou us might have been foreseen as the 
natural consequence of the suppression of free- 
dom.of speech and the press, for many years, in 
almost oue half of our country, 

Distrust arid fear of the Government, and hos- 
tility towards the people of the other section of 
the country, are its natural fruits, It is only in 
the darkness that men fear pit-falls and traps that 
do not exist,.and blows from unseen hands. This 
it is that has given to a few restless radical men, 
such as can be found in every community, power 
to deceive and mislead the body of the people by 
false representations as to the intentions of the 
men elected to office, and the object and purposes 
of the Republican party. Now, Mr. Speaker, if 
it-be-true that the suppression of the freedom of 
speech and the press has produced the evils which 
are now upon us—and I think no man will deny 
that thescevils could not otherwise have happened 
--thenare you, men of the South, and you alone, 
responsibie for them; and you alone have the 
power to cure them. Neither amendments to the 
Constitution nor acts of legislation will furnish 
the remedy.. If you have permitted your people 
to be deceived in relation to the principles, inten- 
tions; and. wishes of the Republican party, you 
must go bome and undeceiye them. Give to them 
the newspapers and speeches of public men which 
correctly represent the principles of the Repub- 
liean party; let them know the wishes and inten- 
tions of the men now elected to office, and you 
will do more to put down secession and rebellion, 
and restore peace and harmony to the country, 
than can be done by voting for all the amend- 

ments. to the Constitution that have been, or can 
be, proposed., We have defined the position of 
our party in relation to slavery, in the most sol- 
emn: manner by the action of the delegates of all 
the people in national convention, and also by 
` yegolutions inthis louse, voted for by every Rep- 
resentative upou this floor, We bave not changed | 
or modified our principles in the least, nor do we 
propose to do so. ‘The doctrines of the Chicago 
platform we propose to stand by, not because they 
are the doctrines of the Chicago platform, but be- | 
cause we deem it essential to the good of the coun- 
try that these principles shall be carried out in the | 
administration of the Government. i 

A constitutional majority of the people voted | 
for Mr. Lincoln because he is the representative | 
of these principles; and does any man suppose |; 
that he or any man elected to office with him will | 


„my convictions of right and duty on one question 1 
because others yield or pretend to yield theirs on /) 


j to us must be met, not avoided, 


| six States into open rebellion against this Govern- į 


| officers; and that, too, while a President elected 


abandon these principles now, in obedience to | 
threats or in compliance with entreaties? Does |i 
any man in this House suppose that the Union | 
of these States can be maintained by constantly 

compromising principle? It has often been said || 
by. men on both sides of this House that the day || 
of compromises had gone by. If itis meant that |i 
the day when principles can be compromised has || 
passed, lam glad of it. It ought never to have |i 
come... He who sacrifices principle for present || 
peace and prosperity only draws upon the future ii 
for the means.to purchase ease and tranquillity in | 


i 


i 
i 


men in our country, as does one of the proposi- | 


the present, and must repay with usury. One 

compromise only makes way foranother. In the 
world’s history this truth has not been morafully 
demonstrated than in the past action of this Gov- 
ernment. Hereafter let al! questions be settled by 
principle, instead of compromise. Icannotyield | 


another. ‘The people of this country havea right 
to expectyea, to demand—that the men they 
have clected to office shall in office adhere to the | 
principles they have professed. while candidates | 
for office. | 

The questions which now present themselves 
They involve | 
the integrity, if not the existence, of the Govern- 
ment. In determining how these questions shal] 
be settled, we must consider, not merely what set- 
tlement will show the best balances on ledgers at 
the end of 1861, but what settlement will give 
most security and stability to the Government, 
and conduce most to the peace-and happiness of 
the millions who shall come after us. 

We sce, Mr. Speaker, that slavery has driven 


ment, and the indications now are that it may 
compel still other States to follow their example. 
And this it has done, not because slavery has not 
received all that it has wished from the Govern- 
ment. Oh! fo; it has controlled the Government 
almost all the time for the last half century. What 
slavery has willed the Government has executed. 
And during all this debate I do not remember that 
the first grievance received by any State from this 
Government has been alleged, or the first com- 
plaint against it made. Six States are in open 
rebellion, without being able to bring the first ac- 
cusation against the Government or any of its 


to office by these very States is still at the head 
of the Government, a majority of the Senate their 
especial friends, the Republican party in a minor- 
ity in the House of Representatives, and the Su- 
preme Court making decrees and giving opiniéns 
especially acceptable to the South, 

Lhe only reason that can be assigned for this 
rebellion at this time, is the fact that the people 
have elected a President who will not use the in- 
fluence and power of his office in favor of tbe 
extension of slavery into the Territories, and 
because slavcholders know that they will no 
longer have the absolute control of the Govern- 
ment. ‘Ube personal liberty laws, of which we 
hear so much, are no new enactments, they have 
been on the statute-books of the States for years, 
In some States they have been recently repealed: 
in others modified. The doctrines of the Repub- 
lican party in relation to slavery in the ‘Territo- 
ries are not new. They have been before the 
people of the country for along time. In 1856 
you joined issue with us on these same doctrines, 
and we were defeated. We acquiesced in the 
decision of the people,as we had always done 
before, and always intended to do. In 1860, you. 


again joined issue with us on the same doctrines, 
and you were defeated. Each of us, by going 
before the people and asking for votes, pledged 
ourselves to abide by the decision of the people. 
If we had been defeated, we should have aequi- 
eseed in that decision. You would have an- 
swered us with scorn and contempt if we had 
come here and demanded. that the principles 
which we had advocated, and the people had 
rejected, should be incorporated into the Consti- 
tution. Yet this is exactly what is now asked of | 
us. ‘fhe amendments of the Constitution pro- 
posed by the distinguished Senater from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Crirrenpun,] in behalf of slavery, 
include all that was asked for slavery in the 
Breckinridge platform, and even more. These 
propositions the people refused to accept as the 
basis of the administration of the Government for 
four years, and now the demand is made that we 
shall recommend to the people to insert them into | 
the Constitution, and that they shall forever bea 
part of the fandamental law of the land, without | 
the possibility of alteration or repeal. The amend- | 
ments proposed by the gentleman from Maryland, 


i [Mr. LIarris,] commoniy called the border-State |; 


propositions, although they do not propose to 
strikea fatal blow atthe rights ofall the free colored 


tions of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crir- 


| TENDEN, | are still liable to the same general objec- 


tion. The doctrine of the North is that slavery is 


| amoral and social evil,aud ought not to be extend- 


ed into the Territories of the United States. We 
believe that every citizen of all the States has a 
voice andaresponsibility in determining whatshall 
be the laws and institutions of the Territories; and 
if we permit slavery to go into and exist in the 
Territories, then we of the free States are as much 
responsible for its existence there as is any citizen 
of a slave State responsible for slavery in his State. 
And for this reason we willnot consent that slavery 
shall be established in any of the Territories, either 
by law or by constitutional amendment, if it isin 
our power to preventit. i 

The obligations which the Constitution, as it 
is, imposes upon us, we will perform, but we are 
under no obligation to amend the Constitution for 
the benefit of slavery. The first amendment* 
of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] 
excludes slavery north of 360 30’, and fastens it 
upon all territory south of that line; so that 
neither Congress nor the people of the Territory 
can ever abolish or prohibit it, but requires that 
it shall be protected by all the departments of the 
territorial government. 
_ Now, sir, the prohibition north of 360 30! is, 
worthless to the North and to freedom. After the 
experience in Kansas, I think the attempt will not 
again be made to fasten slavery upon territory 
north of that line. This amendment is, in sub- ` 
stance, that slavery shall be protected in all the 
territory of the United States where the climate 
and soil will permit it to exist; and it would have 
been no more objectionable, but much more fair 
and honest towards the people of the North, if it 
provided in express terms that slavery should be 
protected everywhere in the Territories where it 
1s possible for it to exist. It would then have de- 
ceived nobody. The Southagreed with the North, 
forty years ago, that slavery should be excluded 
from all the territory we then had north of that 
line, and Missouri came into the Union as aslave 
State. g . . 
The law excluding slavery continued unre- 
pealed more than thirty years, and until it was 
thought that slavery might be introduced into 
Kansas; and then it was repealed by the South, 
in violation of the compact with the North, The 
attempt was made to force slavery into Kansas, 
and a slave constitution upon the people. ‘To ac- 
complish this object, all the powers of slavery, 
and all the powers of the Federal Government, 
were employed. And the action of the highest 
officers of the Government in relation to this mat- 
ter furnishes the mostdisgraceful chapterin Amer- 
ican history. The attempt failed ignominioasly, 
and covered with shame and disgrace ail who par- 
ticipated in it. The experiment demonstrated 
that slavery could not be planted above that line; 
and now, the South, satisfied of that fact, proposes 
to prohibit slavery north of that line, where it 
knows, by actual experiment, it can never go. 
And,in return for this, slavery is to be established 
and protected in all the territory south of that linc, 
by all the powers of every department of the Gov- 
ernment. And now, all the advantage being on 
the side of the South, without the possibility of 


| change, the contract is to be made a part of the 


Constitution, and irrepealable. 

Mr. Speaker, since the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise, any proposition from the South to 
the North to adjust this question on the linc of 
36° 30', or any other line, is a simple insult, If 
slavery is right in itself, or has the right under 


*Arr. l. Inat the territory ofthe United States now held 
or hereafter acquired, situated north of iatitude 36° 30, 
slavery or involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime, is prohibited while such territory shali remain under 
territorial government. Ju ail the territory south of said line 
of latitude, now held or hereatter acquired, slavery of the 
African race is hereby recognized as existing, and shall not 
be interfered with by Congr but shall be protected as 
property by ali the departments of the territorial govern- 
ment during its continuance ; and when any Territory north 
or south of said linc, within such boundaries as Congress 
may prescribe, shail contain the population requisite fora 
member of Congress, according to the then Federal ratio of 
representation of ute people of the United States, it shail, if 
its form of government be republican, be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, with or 
without slavery, as the constitution of such new State may 
provide. 
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the Constitution to go into the Territories of the 
United States, let it go into all the Territories 
where climate and soil will permit it to go. We 
are not responsible for it. Ifitis wrong in itself, 
and has no right under the Constitution to go into 
the Territories of the United States, let us exclude 
it from all the Territories, If slavery is wrong 
north of 360 30’, it is not right south of 36° 30’. 
Tam not willing that the North shall be a second 
time cheated in this matter, and will not vote into 
the Constitution any new powers for slavery. I 
can never vote to give further powers or consti- 


tutional guarantees to an institution which has | 


controlled this Government up to this time, and 
now, when one department of the Government is 
about to be beyond its control, threatens to de- 
stroy the Government itself. 
this is the most fatal remedy: for existing evils 
that can be devised by man. 

I should like, Mr. Speaker, to examine each 


of these propositions at length, but time will not | 


ermit me todo so. They are all designed and 
intended to give new and further constitutional 
powers and guarantees to slavery. The words 
slave and slavery, which our fathers would not 
permit to be in that instrument, are now to be 
written on the forefront of the Constitution, in 
characters so indelible that all the people who 
shall ever come after us can never erase them, and 
slavery is to be fastened as a national badge for- 
ever upon this capital. We are asked to provide 


that, while all thingselse may be changed, amend- | 
ed, or repealed, the provisions for the bencfit of | 


slavery shall be eternal. 
Mr. Speaker, before passing from this subject, 
I must ask the attention of the House to article 
seven of the amendments proposed'by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, [Mr.Crirtznpen.] It is in 
these words: ; 
* ARTICLE VI. 


“Sec. 1. The elective franchise and the right to hold į; 
office, whether Federal, State, territorial, or municipal, || 
shall not be exercised by persons who are, in whole or in 


part, of the African race.” 
Now, sir, what the object or purpose of such 


an amendment is, | am ata loss to understand. | 
Under the pretense of securing State rights, it | 
strikes one of the most fatal blows ever aimed at |} 


the rights ofa State. The right of each State to 


determine who of her people shall be citizens of | 
the State, who shall exercise the elective franchise, : 
and who shall be eligible to office in the State, is į 
one which I supposed had always been among the | 
cherished rights which no State would willingly i: 
surrender. [find that those men who have always | 
claimed to be the especial guardians of State rights, į 
value them only as they make in favor of slavery; | 


and while they claim the power to extend them 


over all the territory of the United States for its + opinions of the judges in the case to which I have 


protection, are willing to strike them down in || referred. Should that happen, whether it were | 


every State in obedience to its demands. This ;| 


proposed amendment deprives every State of the 


power to determine for itself whe of her citizens || 


shali have the elective franchise, and who shall 
be eligible to even State and municipal offices, 
and, at the same time, deprives a class of men, 


whose fathers fought in the Revolution and voted | 


for the adoption of the Constitution under which 


we now live, of rights which they and their an- | 
cestors have enjoyed from the foundation of the | 


Government. 


In his opinion in the Dred Scott case, Mr. : 


Justice Curtis says: 


and North Carolina, 
were not only citi 2 Sta 
had the other necessary qualificatinns possessc c 
chise of electors on equal terms with other citizens.” 

And again, in the same opinion, in speaking of 
the political rights which colored men have enjoyed 
in Massachusetts, under the Constitution adopted 
in 1780, he says: 

« It is true, beyond all controversy, that persons of color, 
descended from African slaves, were by that Constitution 
made citizensof the State; and such of them as have had 
the nee y ; 2 
clective franchise, as citizens, from that time to the pres 
ent? 

The only reason that can be given for this pro- 


posed amendmentis, that slavery, to justify itself, ` 


feels bound to degrade the colored man wherever 


he can be found. Shall we recommend to the peo- |} 


It seems to me that | 


i that des y 
|| citizen, no tribunal, acting under the authority of the Uni- 


ry qualifications, have held and exercised the | 


ple of this country to alter their Constitution for 
such a reason? 

The amendment to the Constitution, proposed 
by the committee of thirty-three, and reported by 
the chairman [Mr. Corwin] to this House, is as 
follows: ` 


“Ant. 12. No amendment of this Constitution, having 


for its object any interference, within the States, with’ 


the relation between their citizens and those described 
in section second of the first article of the Constitution 
as fall other persons,’ shal} originate with any State that 
does not recognize that relation within its own limits, or 
shall be valid without the assent of every one of the States 
composing the Union.” 


I object to this amendment; not because I wish 
to change oralter the Constitution, in this respect, 


from what we now agree it is, but because it will | 


give to the relation of master and slave, and to 
the right which a master has to his slave, a recog- 
nition and protection which it gives to no other 
relation or nght, and will justify the slaveowner 
in saying that he has, in the Constitution, protec- 
tion to his property in his slave higher than is 
given to any other property. 

I object to this amendment because it destroys 
the equality of the States. It confers upon a slave 
State the power to do that which it denies toa 
free State the power todo. It authorizes a slave 
State to originate amendments to the Constitution 


which free States are denied the power to origin- | 


ate. 


J object to this amendment, because it may hap- | 


pen that hereafter the Supreme Court may give 
to some of the provisions of the Constitution, to 


i| which the above amendment relates, an interpre- 


tation which may make it desirable that we should 
have the power to amend the Constitution with- 


‘| out being dependent upon a slave State to propose 


the amendment or being obliged to have the con- 
currence of every slave State in its adoption. I 
find the following language in the opinion of the 
court in the Dred Scott case: 

“ And if the Constitution recognizes the right of property 
of the master inaslave,and makes no distinction between 
tion of property and other property owned by a 


ted States, whether it be legislative, executive, or judicial, 
has a right to draw such a distinction, or deny to it the ben- 
efit of the provisions and gnarantees which have been pro- 
vided for the protection of private property against the en- 
eroachments of the Government. 

“Now, as we have already said inan earlier part of this 
opinion, upon a different point, the right of property in a 
slave is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Coustitu- 
tion.” 


I fear that some day this tribunal may hold that 


a master has the right, under the Constitution, to | 
| take his slaves into any State, free as well as 
| slave, and hold them there according to his own 


will and pleasure. Perhaps such a decision now 
would be less surprising than were some of the 


possible to amend the Constitution or not, I should 
regret that I had contributed to place any obsta- 
cle in the way. 

I cannot vote for the bill reported by the com- 


mittee to enable New Mexico to form a constitu- | 


tion, and be admitted into the Union. It is ad- 
mitted on all sides that she has not the requisite 


| qualification for admission at this time. Į under- 
| stand that thé admissionof New Mexico is offered | 
as a concession to the slave States, and they are | 


urged to accept it as such, because she will be 


far more likely to come ina slave State, if per- į 
ii mitted to come now, than ata future time. It 
© is well known that the Territory of New Mexico | 
|i has the most infamous slave code ever enacted on | 
| this continent—so infamous that every Republi- | 
| can in this House, except one, voted, at the last | 
Now, it is proposed by | 
! Republicans to authorize these people to form a 
constitution, leaving the same influences which | 
! enacted the code to make the constitution. i 
: result would probably be that theslave code which 

| we voted to repeal, as being a disgrace to Ameri- | 
$i can legislation, would be transcribed into the con- 
i stitution, and made a part of the fundamentallaw | 
| of the land. 
| When slavery shall be thus protected and guar- |) 
l antied in New Mexico, I shall not be surprised | 
! to see the number of slaves rapidly increase. I | 
ean understand why masters do not take their 

| slaves into a Territary so long as they fear that 
when it comes into the Union it may be a free: 


session, for its repeal. 


i 
} 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
i 
| 
i 


The | 


State. In speaking of this Territory, Henry Clay 
said: i 
“Sir, while you reproach, and justly, too, our British an- 
cestors for the introduction of this institution upon the cgn- 
tinent of America, I am, for one, unwilling that the poster- 
ity of the present inhabitants of California and New Mexico 
shali reproach us for doing just what we reproach Great — 
Britain for doing to us. If the citizens of these Territories 
choose to establish slavery, I am for admitting them with” 
such provisions in their constitutions; but then it will be 
their own work, and not ours; and their posterity will have 
to reproach them, and not us, for forming constitutions 
allowing the institution of slavery to exist among them.” 


If we admit New Mexico under existing cir- 
cumstances, and for the reasons which have been 
assigned in this House, I shall fear that posterity 
will reproach us, rather than the inhabitants. of 
New Mexico, for making her a slave State. 

_ But suppose that we should admit New Mex- 
ico now: what assurance have we that she will 


| not claim and exercise the so-called right of se- 


cession, the same as several cther States formed 
out of the territory, of the United States have 
done? i 

By geographical position, similarity of laws 
and institutions, she is identified with the States 
that have assumed to secede from this Union; and 
I doubt not that,had she been a State, she would, 
before this time, have passed a secession ordi- 
nance, and associated herself with the States in 
rebellion against this Government. . 

_All these propositions are offered as conces- 
sions or compromises;"and what is the consider- 
ation which the North is to receive? Mr. Lincoln 
is to be President of the United States. 

Have the people of the free States fallen so low 
that they are willing, after a President has been 


; duly elected according to the Constitution and the 


laws, to buy the right for him to administer the 
Government? Are they willing to change and 
alter the fundamental law of the land, in obedi- 
ence to the demands of traitors and rebels, with 
threats in their mouths, and weapons in their 
hands? 

Butsupposewe yield everything, adopt all these 
so-called compromises, make all these conces~ 
sions: who is satisfied? Will the States that have 
seceded return? These States tell us that no com- 
promise or concession will ever induce them to 
return. Any man who knows Jefferson Davis 
and Alexander H. Stephens knows that they will 
not consent to be known only as rebels against 
this Government until they have found it impos~- 
sible to be known as founders of another. 

Will the slave States that have not seceded 
agree to remain? Not unless we are willing to 
give them the absolute control of the Government. 
All these States tell us that they will never con- 
sent that this Government shall adopt any policy 
or do any actin reference to the seceded States 
which shall be what they call coercion. 

Ilow often have we been told in this House, 
within the last three months, that any attempt to 
coerce a sovereign State would make the South a 
unit against this Government. Now, sir, if we 
adopt all these compromises, make all these con- 
cessions, and then attempt to enforce the laws in 
any seceded State—attempt to.recover possession 
of the property that has been plundered or stolen 
from this Government—we shall find these new 
ligaments which we have bound around the Union 
no stronger than the threads of a spider’s web. 

Mr. Speaker, I have still other objections to all 
these compromiscs and concessions at this time. 
If we buy the right for men elected to office hy a 
constitutional majority of the people to adminis- 
ter the Government, no matter what we pay for 
it, we strike a fatal blow at republican liberty and 
republican Government. 

Hereafier,an election by the people will determ- 
ine nothing, not even who are to hold the offices. 
Hereafter, the man who is to be President must 
not only be elected by the people, but he must be 
able to make terms with the defeated party; and 
his power to administer the Government will be 
as dependent upon the one as the other. Here- 
after, the defeated party will demand, as the terms 
of acquiescence in the election, that its favorite 
political doctrines shall be made a part of the 
Constitution; and that instrument will soon be- 
come a piece of political patchwork, made up of 
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If we buy the right to administer the Govern- 
mént haw, we recognize the right of secession in 
every State, and every law enacted by this Gov- 
ernment will receive its force and vitality, not from 
the federal Government, but from. the acquies- 
cence of each-one of the States: . There will be as 


power of: this-Government’ to resist: all assaults 
upon it by foreign: powers has been tested, and it 
has not-been found wanting. Its power to resist 
assaults from’ within—domestic. assaults—rebel- 
lion—is now about to be tested, and upon the men 
of the present day rests the responsibility of de- 
ciding whether this Government is to be a suc- 
cess ora failure. If this rebellion shall be suc- 


cessful, or if this Government shall be forced to į! 


recognize the right of secession in cach State, 
then is this Government a failure. Then have 
we lived, for the last three quarters of a century, 
under.a delusion—the most pleasing and beautiful 
the world has ever known—but still a delusion. 
We? have supposed that we had a system of 
‘Government so perfectly adjusted in all its parts, 
that each State added tothe Union, while resery- | 
ing all the rights and powers necessary for itself, | 
gave. increased strength and permanence to the 
central Government. We lad learned to look upon 
itas we look upon the solar system. The Fed- 
eral Gavernmept was the sun, and each of the 
States’a planet.’ While cach revolved around and 
was sustained by the common center, all united | 
to sustain and hold in its place the common cen- 
ter itself, We should almost as soon have ex- 
pected one of the planets would attempt to rush 
madly from its bright sphere into the unknown 
regions of darkness und gloom, as to bave ex- 
pected one of the States of this Union to attempt 
to withdraw itself from the security aud protec- 
tion which it received from the Federal Govern- 
ment, at only the central power, but each in- 
dividual State, must use all its rightful powers and 


influences to retain every other State within the | 


Union. . 


Lcannot accept the doctrine that this Govern- | 


ment js buta voluntary association of States, each 
one having the right to withdraw at pleasure, and 
every State added only increasing the certainty, 
and hastening the day of its dissolution. [ can- 
not believe that our fathers constructed this Gov- 
ernment vo more wisely than would the builder, 


who should erectatemple, massive in its structure, | 


beautiful in its proportions, and omnipotent to re- 
sistall powers from without, but so designed that 
a single blow. from within would prostrate the 


llars on which it rested, and cause the temple | 


itself to topple and fall. 

We have often been told, on this floor, that it 
mattered not whether a State had the right to se- 
cede or not, secession was a fact accomplished. 
This, sir, is begging the question. Ifa State has 
a constitutional right to secede, then secession is 
a fact accomplished.in six of the States. Their 
claims on this Government are ended, and the 
jurisdiction of this Government over them is also 
ended. They have exercised a constitutional 
right; and no man can complain. But if a State 
has not. the constitutional right to secede, then it 
matters not what may have been done by State 
Legislatures or conventions, these States that have 
attempted to secede are in the Union, and their 
people are under the jurisdiction and the laws of 
this Government as much to-day as they were 
one year ago; and it is the duty of the Govern-* 
ment, and every officer of the Government, to 


enforce the laws against, and protect the rights of, | 


the people of these States. When the President 
of the United States, in his message, denied to a 
State theeright of secession, he told the country 
that he knew his duty, but that he was too weak 
or too wicked tọ do it. He had been too long the 
accomplice or the dupe of traitors to be able to 
discharge the duties which thirty million people 
had intrusted tohim. He has failed to “preserve, 
protect, and defend the Constitution of the United 
States,’? and to *¢ take care that the laws be faith- 
fully executed.” The special pleading of his At- 
torney General will not save him from the con- 


n 


tempt of all good men, and the infamy to which 
history will assign him. It matters not whether 
he supposed the object and purpose of the men 
who were plotting treason and rebellion was the 
intimidation of the North, or the actual overthrow 
of the Government; his duty was clear and plain; 
and had he, when requested and urged to do so, 
splaced one thousand men in the forts which have 
| since been seized by the secessionists, he would 
have retired from the. presidential chair with the 
people of every State obedient to the Govern- 
ment; and it would never have been said that, 
during his Adrninistration, six States, unmolested 
and unrestrained, set at defiance the Constitution 
, and the laws, and assumed to establish a separate 
Government. 

How the evils which now surround us are to 
be overcome, time alone can tell. The numer- 
ous and conflicting propositions for altering and 
amending the Constitution, prove conclusively 
that experience has not shown that any particu- 
(lav alterations or amendments are needed. And 
j a Constitution under which a people have lived 
for almost three quarters ofa century prosperous 
jand happy, grown from three million to thirty 
| million, should reecive only such amendments as 
experience has shown to be necessary. It should 
not be altered or touched in any time of excite- 
ment, or to meet any sudden difficulty which the 
Government should encounter, not requiring the 
exercise of new constitutional powers. 

I agree with the distinguished Senator from 
| Vermont, that it is proper that Congress propose 
| and recommend amendments to the Constitution 
only in case the General Government fecls the 
want of more delegated powers; and that where 


ji the States desire amendments to the Constitution 


for their security or protection, they should ask 
Congress to call a convention. 

Now, sir, if the people shall come to the con- 
clusion that any amendments to the Constitution 
are necessary at this time, the Legislatures of the 
States will apply to Congress to call a convention 
for proposing amendments; and it will be the duty 
of Congress to call the convention, Such a con- 
vention would bring together the ablest men from 
all the States; not for the purposes of general le- 
gislation; not to provide for carrying on the Gov- 
ernment for the time being; bat only to consult 
and act upon the important question of altering 
or amending the Constitution, Such a conven- 
tion might exert a salutary influence upon the 
country, whether they should propose amend- 
ments to the Constitution or not. But this is a 
question not for Congress, but for the people. 

Mr. Speaker, t feel confident that Mr Lincoln 
and the wise and patriotic men whom he will call 
i around him will do all that can be done to unite 
the people and restore peace and harmony to the 
country. 

1 expect no very sudden or miraculous cure of 
existing evils. I shall be well content if the next 
four years shall cure the evils which the last four 
have produced, Itis easier to pull down than to 
build up, todestroy than torestore. Jtrustthat the 
wisdom, firmness, and moderation of the ingom- 


whole country that they have intrusted the Gov- 
ernment to safe hands. And I hope and trust that 
the people in the States now in rebellion against 
the Government, when they shall see that the 
rights of all sections of the country are respected, 
and when they shall realize, as they soon will, 
the evils and misfortunes which secession has 

brought upon them, will reject the counsels of the 
j| men who have precipitated them into rebellion 
against the best Goveryment the world ever saw. 
and return to their allegiance. 

l rejoice, Mr. Speaker, that these evils have not 
fallen upon the country during an administration 
of the Government for which we on this side of 
the House are responsible. If the men we have 
elected to office do their duty from the 4th of 
March, come whatmay, the responsibility of this 
rebellion will not rest upon us. 

I doubt not that these men will do their duty 
boldly and fearlessly. When they were called to 
j take command of the ship of State, they knew 
that they could not expect constant fair weather. 
They knew that there might be the storm and the 
gale, as well as the clear sky and the propitious 
breeze; and they are not the men to throw over- 


ing Administration will satisfy the people of the | 


| of scrious controversy; but, in my opi 


board the chart and compass by which they pro- 
posed to steer, when the tempest is upon them, 
But, Mr. Speaker, whether the slave States 
shall remain in this Union or not, I fear not that 
I shall not havea country, I have not lost my 
confidence in God, nor in’ man’s ability for self- 
government. 1 do not believe that the world is to 
roll backward, or that the great truths which the 
life of this nation has illustrated are to be stricken 
from the page of knowledge or the hearts of men. 
I fear not that the flag with the stars and stripes 
will not continue to wave over the free States, If 
our brethren of the South shall leave us, that flag 
will still float over twenty million people, and from 
the rising of the sun to the going down thereof, 
it will cast its shadow on the head of no human 
being whom it will not protect in all the essential 
rights of manhood, It wili be the emblem of 


THE CRISIS, 


SPEECH OF HON. JNO. B. HASKIN, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 23, 1861, 
In favor of the Union, the Constitution, and the enforce- 
Ment of the laws. 

Mr HASKIN said: 

Mr. Spraner: The times are out of joint. The 
folly of our rulers and the madness of a part of 
the people have endangered the existence of the 
greatest Republic the worldeversaw;and the heart 
of every patriot now beats with anxiety and fear, 
lest it shall. be broken into fragments and irre- 
trievable ruin follow. The Constitution formed 
by our ancestors is no longer held sacred; and the 
Union, to which it gave birth, seems to be a play- 
thing in the hands of traitors. Coming as 1 do 
from a district in which the treason of an Arnold 
was first discovered and defeated, L feel called upon 
to take part in this debate, and to express the utter 
detestation and contemptof my constitucnts—who 
never knew how to treat traitors except to punish 
them—for those who are now in rebellion against 
the United States. Most of the gentlemen who 
have spoken upon the propositions reported to 
the House from the committee of thirty-three, 
have dealt with our troubles as they now exist, 
without examining the primary causes which led 
to them; and the remedies they have suggested 
have not struck me as being likely to produce the 
promised result—the preservation of the Union 
‘What we wantisa posttiveand efficacious remedy 

Mr. Speaker, E start out with the declaration 
that the perilous condition of the country is di- 
rectly traceable to the conduct of the present Ad- 
ministration; and I shall endeavor to satisfy the 
House that, had the President and his immediate 
advisers been truc to their oaths of office, and hon- 
est and faithful in their administration of the law, 
our people would now be as united, prosperous, 
and happy, as they were before they intrusted the 
reins of Government into the hands of these un- 
worthy public servants. The opinion generally 
prevails that the agitation of the slavery question 
bas been the cause of all our present woes. T ad- 
mit that the power of protecting or prohibiting the 
institution in the Territories has been the subject 
nion, it hag 
not been the controlling element in the movement 
towards the formation of a southern confederacy 
That had its origin in a question of political econ- 
omy. Bold and aspiring politicians in the South 
have forgotten their loyalty and patriotism as their 
ambitious hopes of being called to preside over 
the destinies of the nation have faded before the 
increasing preponderance of the North and the 
West; and now declare that they are satisfied that 
the continuance of the Union, as it exists under 
the Constitution, is incompatible with their own 
interests and the permanence of that southern po- 
litical power which has hitherto prevailed in all 
Federal affairs. In proof of this proposition, itis 
only necessary to recall the attempt at nullifica- 
tion by Mr. Calhoun and his followers in South 
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Carolina in 1832-33; and if this is not sufficient, 
to refer to the speech of that distinguished states- 
man in the Senate of the United States on the ad- 
mission of California as a free State. In that 
speech he enunciated the principle of an irrepres- 
sible conflict existing between the free and slave 
States, which has since been advocated so earn- 
estly by Mr. Seward, and insisted upon an 
amendmentto the Constitution of the United States 
for the purpose of preserving an equilibrium, as 
he termed it, in the political power of the two al- 
leged antagonistic secqjons. TF oresceing that the 
natural growth of the northern and western States, 
and the emigration from Europe, would give the 
free States the advantage in the Territories, and 
that the admission of free States would soon de- 
stroy the controlling political influence of the slave 
States in the Government, he also proposed an 
amendment to the Constitution, providing fora 
dual Presidency, a plan which his Virginia dis- 


ciple {Mr. Hunrer] a short time ago revived in | 


the Senate. 

In 1833, the pretext for rebellion was the nulli- 
fication of the revenue laws. General Jackson, 
a southern statesman, with a force of will and a 
strength of character which made his name im- 
mortal, and gave his party enduring strength, met 
the rebellious opposition of South Carolina, in its 
incipient stages, as became the chief executive 
officer of a great nation; enforced the laws, vindi- 


cated the sovereignty of the Federal Government, | 


and strengthened the influence of the country at 
home and abroad. The treasonable spirit then 
strangled by the patriot Jackson, has since been 
secretly cherished by the followers of Mr. Cal- 
houn, who have looked with longing eyes for an 
opportunity to precipitate a sufficient number of 


the southern Statesinto arevolution,to make them | 


independent of the North and lead to the organi- 


zation of a southern confederacy, the reopening | 


of the African slave trade, and the establishment 
of free trade. . 

As this was their design, let us see how they 
set about accomplishing it. The present Admin- 
istration came into power upon the doctrine of 
non-intervention by Congress with the slavery 
question, either in the States or the Territerics. 


Mr. Buchanan was covered all over with pledges | 


to faithfully carry out that principle; and, at the 
time of his inauguration, no one doubted his pur- 
pose to do so; but he proved false to his plighted 
faith, and, in the hope of securing a fnited South 
in favor of his renomination and reélection for 


another term, lent his Administration to thosewho ! 


were determined to make a direct and fatal issue 
with the North, by insisting upon extending sla- 
very into the Territories at all hazards.. ‘Chere 
is no doubt that he assisted, and, indeed, I have 
good reason to believe that he obtained from the 
Supreme Court of the United States, the notorious 
decision in the Dred Scott case, giving the South 
the color of the right to have * persons held to 
service or labor” considered, in the eyes of the 
law, “chattel property,” entitled to ail the pro- 
tection which that description of property receives 
under the common law. 
next, boldly and recklessly, attempted to force 
Kansas into the Union as a slave State, under the 
Lecompion constitution, against the well-known 
wishes of her people. Fortunately, he failed; but 
it was no fault of his that the pro-slavery, disunion 
party did netreceive the important reinforcement 
of two Senators and one Representative in Con- 
gress, from Kansas. With the ability and cun- 
ning for which they are noted, the disciples of 
Calhoun even managed to tarn this defeat to their 


advantage, by proclaiming that it was an attack | 
h upon the rights : 
ather i; 


of the Abolitionists of the Nor 
of the South,and appealed to their people wl 
they would tamely submit to be thus overridden, 
and become a powerless minority in the Govern- 
ment, The southern mind became inflamed, and 
these wily politicians seized the moment when 
passion had taken the place of judgment, to or- 


ganize a party whose object should be the over- | 


throw of the Government, ‘The first step in the 


conspiracy was to destroy the 


ernment at home and abroad, and thus paralyze | 
the Federal arm; and, how well they have suc- |! 


ceeded! . 
Look at the prominent part they have been al- 
lowed to play in the disorganization and demor- 


, 


This accomplished, he | 


credit of the Gov- i 


alization of the executive power. Recall the 
condition of the country in 1857, at the commence- 
ment of the Thirty-Fifth Congress, and before the 
Lecompton issue was raised. Our prosperity was 
the wonder of the world, our fraternal concord 
and happiness an example that inspired kings and 
princes with terror. Now what a spectacle we 

resent! Treason has almost done its work. 

Where are the twenty odd million dollars surplus 
then in the Treasury ? Mr. Cobb furnished them 
with wings, and they have flown away. With 
a prodigal liberality that amazed us allat the time, 
he redeemed United States securities at the ruin- 
ous premium of sixteen per cent., and in less than 
one year after he made this ostentatious display 
of the wealth of the Government, he was obliged 
to ask a loan of $20,000,000. Our reccipts of 


cost of collecting it was increased millions of dot- 
lars, to pension an army of political hacks who 
had supported the Lecompton swindle. In the 
other departments, especially the War and the 
Navy, the expenditures were increased twofold 
beyond those of the administrations of Polk and 
| Fillmore. The sale of the Fort Snelling reserva- 


Governor Floyd, and the purchase of Willet’s 


persons, were gricvous public wrongs, which the 
country has not forgotten. The Utah war was 
also a part of the conspiracy to rob and break up 
j| the Government. There was no just ground for 
its commencement; but it was prosecuted even 
after the fact had become patent to all that the 
|| only effect of quartering an army there was to 
| furnish money and supplies to the Mormons, and 

thus sustain an institution which is a blot upon 
civilization. Necessity would have compelled the 
Mormon people to disband their society had not 


| text to enable himself and friends to plunder the 
Treasury. The same lust for riches which has 
seemed to distinguish every member of this Ad- 

ninistration induced the foolish and unnecessary 
| Paraguay expcdition, carried on under the direc- 
tion of the President and Secretary Toucey, and 
resulting only in the loss of millions of the public 
money, recklessly squandered by these untrust- 
worthy guardians of the interests of the Govern- 
ment. Itis not necessary to multiply these famil- 
iar iustances of extravagance They justify me 
in saying that the-expenditures under this Ad- 
ministration during the Jast*year, which reached 
about eighty million dollars, against an income of 


have been suicidal to the best interests of the 


extent of §100,000,000. 


the part taken by Mr. Bachanan and his Cabinet 
in the conspiracy to undermine the foundation of 


go more fully into details, and f will now ask 
your attention for a few moments to the course 
pursacd by the declared leaders in thatconspiracy. 
Some 
Charleston convention, a number of Senators 
held a caucus in this city, and revived, in a more 
exclusive form, the old congressional caucus sys- 
tem. It mattered not to them that the Democracy 
had once before indignantly spurned congressional 
influence when thatinfluence had attempted to put 


i 


: upon the party, whose dictator they assumed to be. 
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of their number, Joux Sime wn, of Louisiana, to 


to the world, of their caucus resolutions as the 


he was to induceevery delegate he could influence 
to bolt, and thus disorganize the party which had 
always proved the friend and protector of all the 
justrights ofthe South, The convention rejected 
these caucus resolutions, and a portion of the 


i southern delegates withdrew, but they afterwards 
had the unblushing effrontery to present them- 
i selves and demand admission to the convention at 
| its adjourned meeting in Baltimore, in order to 


revenue from exports sadly diminished, while the | 


tion to political favorites and private agents of | 


Point, through the instrumentality of the same | 


Governor Floyd seized their foolish acts as a pre- | 


about thirty-five million dollars to meet them, | 
country. The Government is now in debt to the | 


What I have here given is but a faint outline of | 


the Republic; but my time will not permit me to | 


short time before the assembling of the | 


the favorite of the people, Jackson, aside. They į 
had a game to play; and the popular vengeance | 
was the very thing they wished to bring down | 


With an indecency ouly excelled by their acts of 
mpudent interference and tyranny, they sent one | 


Charleston as their plenipotentiary, to secure the |) 
adoption by the convention, and the publication | 


platform of the Democratic party. Failing in this, i| 


complete their work of disorganization. , By this 
course they succeeded in disturbing the harmony. 
of the proceedings there, and furnishing an excuse 
for the withdrawal of other delegates, who united 
with them, and nominated two pliant. candidates. > 
Thesecandidates accepted the responsibility, took 

| the field, and defeated the regularly-nominated 

candidates for President and Vice President; but. 
they could have derived little personal satisfaction 

from a result which proved that their own people 

repudiated them, and that their political standing 

in their own States was forever destroyed, 

I charge that these bolters are directly respons- 
ible for the election of Abraham Lincoln. They 
made no concealment of their preference for him 
as against the regular Democratic nominee; one 
of their most eloquent and finished orators [Mr. 
Bexsamin] declaring boldly in the Senate, some 
time before the election, that he preferred Lin- 
coln to Douglas. He spoke for all the conspira- 
tors. 

Mr. Speaker, in view of what I have stated re- 
garding this nefarious plot, in which Mr. Buch- 
ananand three members of his Cabinet have been 
prominent actors, it is due to the truth of history 
to connect with them the name of one, who has 
i been the Richelieu of Mr. Buchanan, ‘ the power 
behind the throne greater than the throne itself,’ 
who did much to accomplish his nomination at 
Cincinnati, and has done more since to destroy 
his fame and his country than any other man. I 
allude to Joux Sumecz, of Louisiana. Thein- 
troduction of his celebrated thirty million scheme 
for the purchase of Cuba, was the mere corollary 
of the Ostend conference manifesto of his chief. 
He used all his energies to carry it through Con- 
gress, vainly supposing that with the aid of the 
money, if he did not get Cuba, he might secure 
the nomination of the Democratic party for the 
Presidency. Mr. Buchanan, I have no doubt, 
when he found that he could not be renominated, 
desircd him for his successor. But all Mr. Sur- 
DELL’s efforts were vain. The villainy of Floyd, 
i the failure of the Paraguay expedition under Sec- 
retary Toucey, the bankrupt condition of the 
! Treasury, to say nothing of the defeat of the Le- 
compton policy of the Administration by the cham- 
| pion of popular sovereignty, Senator Doveas, 
| and the unpurchasable anti-Lecompton Repre-- 
sentatives in this House, all tended to the aver- 
i throw of his- darling scheme. He was obliged, 
| reluctantly, to abandon it, and to devote his Ma- 
chiavelian energies to the defeat of Doveras at 
Charleston,and the destruction of the Democratic 
party. He was the master spirit and director of 
the secession movements at Charleston and Bal- 
timore, and in the organization of the seceders 
into a party, the mission of which was the ulti- 
mate formation of a southern confederacy. 

Immediately upon the result of the presidential 
election being made known, South Carolina inau- 
gurated her disunion movement, for the purpose 
of precipitating tlie cotton States intoa revolution, 
to use the language of Mr. Yanecy. This wasa 
; signal for those who sympathized with this move- 
ment inthe Cabinet to increase their spoliations 
upon the public property. Floyd did his part in 
| depieting the Treasury, by plundering it of over 
six million dollars, while at the same time he or- 
dered arms belonging to the northern States from 
| arsenals in the North, to the South, to be placed 
in the hands ef rebels and traitors. Cobb did all 
in his power to depreciate the value of the stocks 
of the United States, and ruin its credit; and the 
| whole executive department became theactive and 
‘| efficient ally of South Carolina and the secession- 
ists in their unholy crusade against the Union. 
The events of the last few weeks have proved that 
no credit is due the President for the fact that we 
still have a Government. Bat for the providential 
removal of Major Anderson from Fort Moultrie 
if to Fert Sumter, and his impregnable position and 
| patriotic, defiant attitude, itis doubtful whether, 
at this time, the so-called provisional government 
of the southern confederacy, established at Mont- 
gomery, would not be the government de facto 
of fifteen slave States, and the States which we 
represent on this floor waifs on the great sea of 
revolution, into whosc dreadful vortex the old 
ship of State would ere this have been hurried. 

Mr. Speaker, I cannot cherish the hope that 
any compromise which may be devised by the 
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wisdom of man will satisfy the men who are at 
the head of this reasonable plot at the South. The 
day of American statesmen, it appears to me, has 
passed away. It is said that difficulties similar 
to those which row. environ us were: safely sur- 
mounted in the perilous year of 1850. True; but 
we then had living statesmen to meet and conquer 
them: <A-Clay and a Webster flourished then, 
and controlled public opinion; butthey have taken 
their places:among the mighty dead; while their 
great antagonist, Calhoun, sull lives in his doc- 
trines, which have poisoned the patriotism of the 
southern people; for wherever you can point me 
aman now engaged in dismembering the Union, 
cant show you one of his most zealous disciples. 
Jefferson Davis and L. Q. C. Lamar, in Mis- 
sissippi; William L. Yancey, C: C. Clay, jr., and 
J.L. M. Curry, in Alabama; Governor Pickens, 
Rhett, Hammond, Keitt, and others too numer- 
ous to mention, in South Carolina; Toombs and 
Howell Cobb, in Georgia; Mailory and Yulee, in 
Florida; and’ Slidell and Benjamin, in Louisiana, 
are all worshipers at the same shrine erected by 
Calhoun—the shrine of asouthern slave empire, in 
the establishment of which each hopes to secure 
his ambitious aspirations. Flow grand and grat- 
ifying the idea!’ They, the controlling spirits 
of a government. the boundaries of which they 
fondly dream they can extend by stealing Mexico, 
Central America, and Cuba, and in which they 
can reopen the African slave trade without being 
disturbed by a protesting North. It is this pros- 
pect that is inviting them on; and I fear no con- 
cession or compromise Gan make.them retrace the 
steps they have already taken, 

And why should we now makeany concessions 
to them? Itis they, not us, who have committed 
the wrong. Are they notin open rebellion against 
the laws of the United States, and traitors to the 
Union; and even worse, if a word could be found 
to express their grand larceny of the United States 


forts, behind which they are entrenched while | 


wofessing pease? What cohcessions from free 
States will sutisty men who have determined that 
slave labor shall build up an empire and make 
them wealthy and great? With our experienco 


of the little importance attached to former com- | 


promises by the South still fresh in our recollec- 
tions, itis ridiculous to talk about entering into 
another, and that with rebels and traitors with 
arms in theirhands, fo 1820 the Missouri Com- 
promise was adopted to save the Union, upon the 
motion and by the votes of southern men; in 1850, 
upon the admission of California, the fugitive 
slave law, dtawn by a Virginian statesman, was 
passed, to satisty the South, by giving bee addi 
tional guarantees under the Constitution; and, in 
1854. the Missouri compromise was repealed, in 
order, as we ave assured by the Representatives 
from that section, to forever remove the question 
of slavery from the halls of Congress, and thus 
render the Union perpetual. But this last conces- 
sion, like those that had been made before, did 
not give these malcontents exactly what they 
wanted, and now they are again threatening that 
they ‘will withdraw from the Union unless we 
consent to restore the Missouri line and protect 
slavery south of it. Mr. Speaker, the restoration 
of that line will not save the Union. [tis to be 
saved by no isothermal line, 

Let us inquire what was determined in the last 
presidential election. Did the people declare in 
favor of protecting slavery in the Territories? 
No. Did they declare in favor of prohibiting 
slavery in the Territories? No. Did they, then, 
declare in favor of popular sovereignty, the in- 
herent and inalienable right of man to govern him- 
self, as applicable to the Territories? No. Neither 
of these propositions was indorsed by a majority 
of the American people. ‘The simple question 
decided in the November clection was, that the 
Democratic party, which had been in power for 
twelve consecutive years, was, by reason of its 
extravagance and corruption, no longer fit to con- 
trol the destinies of this great Republic, It was 
a popular rebuke to Mr. Buchanan and his Ad- 
ministration, similar, in the desire of the people 
for a change of rulers, to that administered to 
Martin Van Buren, in 1840, by the election of 
“General Harrison. To say that Mr. Lincoln, the 
President elect, triumphed on the Wilmot proviso 
as incorporated-in the Chicago platform, is to 
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ignore the fact that he owes his success to the 
divisions in the Democratic party, and the other 


votes, were governed principally by an anxiety to 
secure an honest and economical administration 
of the Governmentafter 1860. I venture to assert 
+ that he would never have received 1,858,000 votes 
had it not been for the circumstances I have meg- 
tioned. Besides, it cannot be claimed that his 


nearly one million votes inthe Union, Judge Doug- 


654,000, and Mr. Bell 586,600—a total of 2,790,000 
against the 1,858,000 votes cast for him. 

Every phase of the slavery question was, how- 
ever, represented in the last campaign. Mr. Doug- 
! las was advocated upon the principle of non-inter- 
vention by Congress with slavery in the Territories 
and the right of the people in every organized Fer- 
| ritory to form and regulate their domestic institu- 

tions in their own way. This was the same prin- 
ciple which the Democratie party proclaimed in 
its creed in 1856, and upon which Buchanan and 
| Breckinridgercame into power. Mr. Bell’s plat- 
form was “the Constitution, the Union, and the 
| enforcement of the laws; and his party treated 
the question of the extension of slavery into the 
Territories as an abstraction upon which the 
southern mind was lashed into fury without cause, 
and proposed to deal with it as emergency de- 
manded when a Territory applied for admission 


upon which Mr. Lincoln was nominated, declared 
| the right of Congress to prohibit slavery in the 
| Territories, while Mr. Breckinridge represented 
i the converse of the proposition—the power and 
duty of Congress to protect slavery in the Terri- 
tories. The contemptible minority vote of the 
latter satisfied every sensible man that those who 
had advanced such a doctrine could never have 
hoped that it would receive the sanction of a 
majority of the American people, and that they 
merely proclaimedit to excite the fears and arouse 
the jealousy of slaveholders, and thus obtain their 


No, Mr. Speaker, 1 repeat that this secession 
movement never orfeinated from any of the is- 
i sues involved in the last political campaign. A 
truthful exposition of its cause was made in the 
{| speeches of Senators Hammonp and 'Toomns, in 
tthe ‘Thirty-Fifth and ‘Phirty-Sixth Congresses. 
| They read the handwriting on the wall; they fore- 

saw that the power of the Government was soon 
| to pass from their grasp; and they declared, in 


of the majority; while, at the same time, they art- 
| fully arrayed their people against our mud-sills” 


‘i either will be convinced that it is the loss of the 
| Federal patronage and their controlling influence 
| in public affairs, which they so arrogantly boasted 
| that they had held for half a century, that prompts 
them to dissolve the ties that bind us together. 
| Their motive is that which controlled the rebel- 
| lious angels before the fall— 


«They would rather rule in hell 
Than serve in Heaven 3? 


ganize and destroy what they find they cannot 
possess. As a northern man; as a Union Repre- 
sentative; nay, asa citizen of this great country, 
I will, to the extent of my ability, do all in my 
power to assist in the successful mauguration of 
the incoming Administration, and the enforce- 
ment of the laws; and will sustain Mr. Lincoln, 
if he endeavors to bring the Government back to 
the economical and honest policy of Jefferson and 
Madison. 

Mr. Speaker, in a popular Government parties 
are the necessary representatives of the different 
shades of that public opinion which controls and 
directs the Government; and that party the lead- 
ers of which promise and furnish the safest guar- 
antees that they will best guard the public inter- 
catand promote the general welfare, is generally 
intrusted with the responsibility by a majority 
of the people. Unfortunately, atthis crisis, party 
jeaders scem to have forgotten the people they 
represent, and to regard the Government as their 
prey, rather than as a sacred trust. Under their 
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and stronger fact that the people, in casting their | 


election is a popular indorsement of the Chicago | 
platform, for the reason that he isin a minority of | 


las having received 1,550,000, Mr. Breckinridge | 


into the Union as a State. The Chicago platform, | 


consent to the project of a southern confederacy. | 


advance, that they would never submit to the will | 


i| of the North, under the banner of the divinity of 
| slave labor. Any one who reads the speeches of 


and I never will consent to permit them to disor- | 


patriotism among the people as there ever was; 
and I predict that, out of this storm, there will 
come victorious a party representing that honesty 
and that patriotism which will rule the destinies 
of the country in the future. A 

‘And here jet me remark, that the history of 
parties in this country justifies a change of views 
and of measures, whenever the cause of right and 
justice demands such change. A true statesman, 
whe thinks for his whole country, should actlike 
a skillful general, and, no matter what his posi- 
tion may have been at the commencement of a 
battle, should advance or retreat, as the necessi- 
ties of the case required. We have had such men, 
and I will instance a few. Mr. Webster, early 
in his political career, opposed a protective tariff, 
but subsequently advocated one. Mr. Clay was 
at one time opposed to the rechartering of a Uni- 
ted States bank, but afterwards became a most 
cloquent defender of that monopolizing institution, 
and demanded that it should be rechartered. Mr 
Calhoun, in carly life, favored internal improve- - 
ments and a protective policy, but in later years 
vehemently opposed both. Imitating these illus- 
trious examples, the premier of the incoming Ad- 
ministration, Mr Sewarp, who has, perhaps, 
done more than any man living to settle and fix 
the sentiment of the entire North against the ex- 
tension of slavery into the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States, is now willing, through fear of a dis- 
solution of the Union, to recall all be has said on 
the subject. In the course of his electioncering 
tour, last fall, he proclaimed on every stump, from 
Detroit to Leavenworth, and back to his home at 
Auburn, that the Republican party and its candi- 
dates were wedded to the idea of the enforcement 
of the Wilmot proviso. He insisted that Mr. Lin- 
coln belonged to the Massathusctts school of pol- 
ities, in which school he declared he had been 
educated, and expected to live and dic. 

Since it has been given out that this distin- 
guished statesman is to be the Seerctary of State 
undef the new Administration, he has announced 
that the slavery plank of the Republican platform 
is already worn out and uscless; and that, to save 
the Union, he is willing to change, as other states- 
men have changed, in behalf of peace, patronage, 
and power, and the continuance of our present 
Government, Senator Doveras, doubtless for 
patriotic reasons, has also avowed his willingness 
to yield former opinions, and consent to the res- 
toration of the Missouri compromise, which he 
repealed, by the adoption of a constitutional 
amendmentas proposed by Senator CRITTENDEN. 
From my independent position, I am not dis- 
posed to find fault with Mr. Sewarop for his change. 
Lhe propricty of that step is to be determined by 
Republicans of that school of northern ethics at 
the head of which, until recently, he has stood. 
A change to suit the march of events and the prog- 
ress of the age, in favor of right, should not be 
condemned. Politicians sometimes scize the op- 
portunity ‘to destroy a distinguished opponent 
who makes such a change; but the people, more 
honest, generally award due credit where they 
sce the design and the object is good, and sustain 
the statesman who sacrifices his record for their 
welfare. One of the noblest examples we have 
of this description of statesman-like courage and 
sagacity is furnished in the advocacy of the re- 
form bill by Sir Robert Peel, whereby he won the 
first place in the hearts of the people of England, 
and was enabled to command the smiles of the 
Crown, whose cause he abandoned on that occa- 
sion to promote the welfare of the laboring classes. 

The Democratic and the Whig parties have 
both changed front on important national issues 
with progressive events. In the presidential con- 
test of 1852, each indorsed the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850 in their platforms, 'and yet, shortly 
after the presidential election we find Democrats 
and Whigs uniting in the adoption of a new pol- 
icy in reference to the subject of slavery. In 
1856, the Demoeratic party planted itself apon 
the doctrine of non-intervention, as previously 
declared by its national conventions in 1848 and 
1852, and this doctrine met with general approval 


| as the only one which could settle the slavery 
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agitation North and South. Had Mr. Buchanan, 
the representative of the party, faithfully adhered || 
to and carried out this principle, there would not |! 
now be a murmur of discontent in the country; |! 
but ke changed front in a wrong cause, to please | 
the extremists of the South, and in doing so lost |; 
the confidence of the people and caused the over- |! 
throw of the Democratic party. The rain which || 
he has brought upon that party has afforded the |) 
Republicans the first opportunity they have had | 
of making their party national, and this they | 
might do by simply adopting the principle of non- 
intervention which he betrayed. Such a patriotic 
course would rally to tlir support the Union 
men of the whoje country, and the Republican 
party would become irresistible. 

The honest popular sovereignty Democrats can- 
not act in concert with the disunionists, and the | 
past furnishes sufficient evidence that their coop- 
eration and aid is uot to be despised. Lt was their 
opposition to the Lecompton and English bills, | 
and their exposure of the corruptions of the pres- 
ént Administration, which secured to Mr, Lincoln 
the supportof aunited North at the last election. 
"Phey were the powerful allies of the Republican | 
party in the Thirty-Fifth Congress, and in the 
subsequent elections of 1858, and in the organiza- 
tion of the present House enabled that party to 
triumph. We have, in common, the same desire 
to extend to our brethren of the South all the pro- 
tection to their persons and property to which 
they are constitutionally entitled, and to rid the 

- Government of the horde of unnecessary office- 
holders and speculators, who, like the locusts of |; 
Egypt, have, during the last four years, been rob- 
bing the people and eating up the substance of the 
land. We have also in common the same deierm- 
ination to preserve the Federal Union, maintain 
the Constitution, and enforce the laws; and itis 
to be hoped that Mr. Lincoln may so liberalize or 
democratize his policy as to form a great Union 
party, composed of American Republicans and 
true Democrats, which, will be able to mect and 
overthrow the secession and disunion party, with 
its aiders and abettors, north and south, A cur- 
sory glance at the present leaders of parties in-both | 
sections will justify the expression of this hope. 
Inthe North, by far the most active, if vot the 
most able and influential, members of the Repub- 
lican party are old-line Democrats who bave been 
driven into its ranks by the slavery propagandism | 
of the southern wing of the Democracy; while at 
the South nearly all the so-ealicd Democratic lead- | 
ers were, but a few years since, old-line Whigs, 
and revilers and defamers of General Jackson. In 
Virginia, we have Governor Wise, the Bombastes 
Furioso of secession, and the facile Senator Hun- 
ter, both old Whigs; in Georgia, that Harry 
Perey of rebellion, Robert Toombs, and that 
Talleyrand of southern statesmen, Alexander H. 
Stephens, both old Whigs; in Louisiana, the Is- 
cariot of the tribe of Benjamin, a Whig; in North 
Carolina, Senator Clingman, an ilitbcral Whig; 
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and in Alabama and South Carolina, the whole 3. 


school of Mr. Calhoun, headed by W. Porcher | 
Miles and tailed by Keitt. 

True, under this Administration, it has been 
hard to describe a Democrat or to define Democ- | 
racy. Democrats throughout the land have been 
taught to believe that the great depositary of the 
political rights of our people is the Supreme Court || 
of the United States. Mr. Buchanan and these | 
secession leaders have insisted upon presenting 
the obiter dicta of that court upon the subject of 
slavery as a part of the Democratic creed, in op- | 
position to the creed established by the national 
Deiceaticcodvention at Charleston, and in oppo- 
sition to the time-honored principles of the party, | 
from the day of its organization down to the pres- 
ent time. Was there a Democrat—I will uot even || 
exclude Mr. Buchanan—who, during the days of 
Jackson, did not oppose the submission to the 
Supreme Court of the question of the right of Con- 
gress and the President to act as they saw fit in | 
relation to that monopoly, the United States Bank? |) 
And, coming down to a later period, it will be! 
remembered, that during the debate on the Kan- | 
sas-Nebraska bill, Mr. Davis and Mr. Toomnsin 
the Senate, Mr, Krrrr in the House, and nearly |! 
every southern disunion Democrat then holdinga | 


seat in Congress, refused to submit the question ii 
of their rights as slaveholders in the Territories il 


| President. c 
i will prevent the reunion of the Democratic party; 
and no compromise can effect that result so long | 


| sade. 


‘incoming Admir 


į out of this Union, isan absurdity. 
i upon this floor from the South, who will take the 


| remove the foundation on whieh the nullifiers 


| When colonies, we e 
| the British Empire; 


n The Declar 


| States sepi 


| eention has gridnall 


ii in some 


|! to the arbitrament of a Federal judiciary, on the 


ground that it was liable to be controlled by a 
These contradictions and divisions 


as the southern wing of it insist upona settlement 
of our present difficulties by an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States recognizing the 


| dogma of protection to slave property in tht Ter- 
| ritories. That they never intend to abandon this, 


is shown in their attempt to withdraw from the 
Union; and if the Republican party will only 
yield their doctrine of congressional prohibition, 
they will have no powerful opposition to contend 
against except that which may be offered by the 
southern disunionists. 

The patriot who is sincerely desirous of doing 
right to all sections of his country in the-present 


| crisis, cannot but deplore the opinions entertained 


by the extremists north as well as south. It 
cannot be denied that in New England the con- 
trolling class hate slavery and its further exten- 


i| sion, and that this hatred has been increased in 


its intensity by political harangues from putpits, 
and by the oratorical efforts of such men as Wen- 


|| dell Phillips, the Mirabeau of the anti-slavery cru- | 
In the South, the feelings and prejudices | 


of the people have been madly excited against- 
the North, by such men as Iverson, of Georgia; 
Wigtall, of Texas; and Yancey, of Alabama, the 


| Danton of the South, aided by a partisan press; 


which has carefully excluded from its columns 


il everything that would tend to allay their bitter- 


ness. These two extremes are, to a great extent, 
responsible for the present revolution, which 


: threatens to overthrow free institutions on this | 


continent, a result that can only be averted by the 


in 1852, and which was represented by Douglas 
in the last campaign. 

Mr. Speaker, the doctrine of secession, as now 
proclaimed south, is diametrically opposed to the 
opinions and action of that section of the Confed- 
eracy when treason raised its hideous head in the 
Hartford convention. The doctrine of sceession, 
as a legal remedy on the part of any State to get 
Gentlemen 


trouble to refer to the opinions of Chief Justice 


i Marshall, expressed when nullification was ram- 


pant in 1832, to the opinions of the father of the 
Constitution, Mr. Madison, in his celebrated let- 
ters written in 1833, 1834, and 1835, and to the, 
opinion of Websicr, the great expounder of the 
Constitution, in his speech on the admission of 
California in 1850, must be convinced that there 


: coe | 
can be no such thing under our Constitution as 


the peaceable secession of a State. Chief Justice 
Marshall, writing to his’ cousin, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, of Kentucky, on the subject, says: 
Ricumoxp, May 7, 1833. 
My pear SIR: Lammuceh indebted to you for your pam- 
phiet on Federal rei ich i have réad with much 
atisfaction. No sut sit seems to me, is more mis- 
understood er more perverted. You have brought into view 
numerous important bi-tori ‘ts Which, in my judgment, 
nd seceders, 
have erected that superstructure which o adows our 
Ei Vou have, T think, shown satisfactorily, that we 
ave been perfecty distinct, independent societies, 
eign ii the sense in which the nuilifiers use the term. 
aly were not. We were parts of 
though not directly connected 
so far as respected government, we were 
any yespecis, and were united to the same 
we took to effect separation were, as you 


with cach ott 
connected il: r 
stock. The 
have fully show 
buttaey were taken conjoindy. Then 
many respects as one people, The repr : 
colony acted for ail. Their resolutio ceeded from n 
commou source, and operated on the whole mass. The 
anny was a couiinental army, commanded by a conti- 
nental gene 


ve aete 
ves of © 


all the States. 
s made by Congress 
3 s Ronk 


timate pov : 
rs practicail 
deuce was d 


inability of C 


zen united 
acted 


one people for 
ethers. f think you bave show? 


stration, and the next Congress, j 
| planting the Government on that wholesome mid- 
dle ground which the Democratic party occupied 


continental treasury. i 
nade by a commou 


good pro- | 


1 


| of the Cupe of Fiorida? 


j to dismemb 


have demonstrated the fallacy of the. principle on which 
either nullification or the right of peaceful, constitutional 
secession is asserted. 

The time is arrived when these truths must be more gen- 
eraliy spoken, or our Union is at an end. The idea of com- 
plete suvereignty of the State converts our Government 
into a league, and, if carried into practice, dissolves. the 


Union. 
I am, dear sir, yours affectionately, 
J. MARSHALL, 
Hompurey MARSHALL, Bsq, Frankfort, Kentucky, 


Mr. Webster expressed himself as follows: 


tt Mr. President, 1 should much prefer to have heard 
from every member on this floor declarations of opiniog! 
that this Union should never be dissolved, than the decla- 
rations of opinion that in any case, uoder the pressure of 
any circumstances, such a dissolution was possible. I hear 
with pain and anguish aud distress the word secession, 
especiiuiy when it falls from the lips of those who are emi- 
neutly patriotic, and known to the country and. known over 
all the world, for their political services ! Secession. Peace- 
able secession! Sir, your eyes and mine are never des- 
tined to see that miracle. The dismemberment of this vast 
country without convulsion! The breaking up of the fount- 
ains of the great deep without rafiling the surface! Who 
is so foalish—l beg everybody’s pardon—asgo expect to see 
any suck thing? Sir, he who sees these States, now re- 
volving in harmony around a common center, and expects 
to see them quit their places and fly off without convulsion, 
may look the next bour to see the Deavenly bodies rush from 
their spheres, and jostle against each other in the realms of 
space, without producing the crash of the universe. There 
ean be no such thing as a peaceable secession. Peaceable 
secession is an utter impossibility. Is the great Constitu- 
tion under which we live here—covering this whole coun- 
try—is it to be thawed and melted away by secession, a3 
the snows on the mountains melt under the influence ofa 
vernal sun—disappear almost unobserved, and die off? No, 
sir! No, sir! 1 will not state what might produce the dis- 
ruption of the States; but, sir, I see it as plainly as [see 
the sun in‘ heaven—I see that disruption must produce such 
a war as I will not deseribe in its twofold characters. 
Peaceable secession! Peaceable secession! ‘Nhe concur- 
reyt agreement of all the members of this great Republic to 
separate! A voluntary separation, with alimony on one 
side and on the other. Why, what would be the result? 
Where is the line tobe drawn? What States are to secede ? 
What is to remain American? What am £ to be? An 
American no Jonger? Whereis the flag of the Republic to 
remain? Where is the eagle still to tower, or is he to cower 
and shrink, and fall to the ground ? 

“Why, sir, our ancestors, our fathers, and our grandfathers 
—those of them that are yet living among us wiih prolonged 
lives--would rebuke and reproach us, and our chifdren and 
our grandchildren would cry out, shane upon- us! if weof 
this generation shoud dishonor these ensigns of the power 
of the Government, and the harmony of the Union, 
whieh js every day felt among us with so much joy and 
gratitude. What is to become of the Army? What is to 
become of the Navy? What is to become of the public 
iands? How is each of the thirty States to defend itself? 
1 know, although the idea has not been stated distinetly, 
there isto bea southern confederacy. Ido not mean, when 
l atude to this statement, that any one seriously comem- 
plates such a state of things. 1 do not mean to say that it 
is true, but l have heard it suggested clsewhere that that 
idea has originated in a design to separate. [am sorry, sir 
that it has ever pecn thougit of, talked of, or dreamed of, 
in the wiidest flights of human imagination. But the idea 
must be of a separation, inciuding the slave States upon 
one side, and the free States on the otber, Sir, there is not 
—I may express myself too strongly, perhaps—but some 
things, some moral things, are almost as impossible as other 
naturai or physical things; and £ bold the idea of a sepa- 
ration of these States—those that are free to form one Gov- 
ernment, and those that are slaveholding to form another— 
as a moral impossibility. We-coutd not separate the States 
by any such linc, if we were to draw it. We could not 
sit down here to-day, and draw a line of separation that 
would satisfy any five men in the country. There are nat- 
ural causes tbat would keep and tie us together, and there 
are social atid domestic relations which we could notbreak, 
if we would; and which we should not, if we could. Sir, 
nobody can look over the face of this country at the present 
moment—nobody cap sce where its population is the most 
dense and growing—without being ready to admit, and 
compelled to admit, sir, that ere long America will be in 
the valley of the Mississippi. 

“ Wel, now, sir, Í beg to inquire what the wildest en- 
thusiast has to say on the possibility of cutting off that 
river, and leaving tree States atits source and its branches, 
and slave States down near its mouth? Pray, sir—pray, sir, 
Jet me say to the peopte of this country, that thesc things are 
worihy of their pondering and of their consideration. Here, 
„are five million freemen in the tree States north of the 
river Ohio; can anybody suppose that this population can be 
severed by a line that divides them from the territory of a 
foreign and an alien Government, down somewhere, the 
Lord knows where, upon the lower banks of the Missis- 
sippi? What will become of Missouri? Willshe join the 
arrondissement of the slave States? Shail the man from 
the Yellowstoue and the Platte be connected in the new 
republie with the man who lives on the southern 
Sir, } am ashamed to pt 
fine of remark. i distike it; I have an utter disgust for it. 
Lwould rather bear ofnatural blasts and mildews, war, pes- 
tilence, aad famine, than to bear gentlemen talk of scees- 
sion, To break up! to break up this great Government! 
r this great country! to astonish Europe with 
an act of toily such as Europe for two cer has never 
bebeli invany Government! Ne, sir! uo, siri There will 
be no secession. Gentlemen are not serious when they 
‘ OR 

rthar ibere is ta be a convention heid in 
Tam bound ww believe that, i worthy gentle- 
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mėn. meet at Nashviile in convention, their object will be 
toaüopr counsels conciliatory—-to advise the South to for 
bearance aud moderation, and.to advise the North to for- 
bearance and moderation, and to incuicate principles of 
brotherly love and affection, and attachment to the Con- 
stitution of the country as it now is.’ I betieve, if the con- 
vention wncet at all; it will be for this. purpose; for cer- 
tainly; if they ineet-for any purpose hostile to the Union. 
they kave been singularly inappropriate in their selection 
öfa place. J remember, sir, thar when the treaty was con- 
eluded between France and England, at the peace of Ami- 
ens; & stern old Englishman, and an orator who disliked 
the terms of the peace as ignominious to England, said, in 
the House of Commons, that if King William could know 
the terms of thar treaty, he would turm in his coffin. Let 
me-commend this:saying of Mr. Windham, in all its em- 
phasis and in all its force, to any persons. who shall meet 
at Nashville for the purpose of concetting measures for the 
overthrow of the Union of this country, over the bones of 
Andrew Jackson.” 

sAr uow; Mr. President; instead of speaking of the 
possibility or utility. of secession, instead of dwelling in 
theze caverns of darkness, instead of groping with those 
ideas so fuh of all that is horrid and horrible, let us come 
out into the light of day; letus enjoy the fresh air of iib 
erty and Union; let us cherish those hopes which belong 
to us; let us devote ourselves to those great objects that 
are fit for our consideration and our action; tet us raise 
our conceptions. to the magnitude and importance of the 
duties that devolve upon us; let our comprehension be 
as broad as the country for which we act, our aspiration 
as high as its certain destiny; let us not be pigmics in a 
ecase’that calls for men. Never did there devolve on any 
generation of nen higher trusts than now devolve upon us, 
for the ‘preservation of this Constitution and the harmony 
and peace ofall who are destined to live under it. Let us 
make our generation one of the strongest, and the brightest 
tink in that golden chain which is destined, i fully believe, 
to grapple the people of all the States to this Coustitution, 
forages to come. Itis a great popular constitutional Gov- 
ernment, guarded by legislation, by law, by adjudicature, 
and derended. by the whole affections of the people. No 
pronarchical throne presses these States together; no iron 
chain of despotic power encircles thems they live and 
stand'upon a Government popular in its form, representa- 
tive tits character, founded upon principles of equality, 
and calculated, we hope, to last forever, In all its history 
it-has been beneficent; it-has trodden down no man’s lib- 
erty; it has crushed no State. Its daily respiration is lib- 
erty and patriotism; its yet youthful veins are full of en- 
terprise, courage, and houorable Jove of glory and renown. | 
ft has received a vast addition of territory. Large before, 
thé couutry bas now, by recent events, become vastly 
larger. This Repabtic now extends, with a vast breadth, 
across tle whole continent. “The two great seas of the 
world wash the one'and the other shore. We realize, oni 
mighty ecale, the beautifal description of the ornamental | 
edging of the buckler of Achilles- 


«¢Now, the broad shield complete, the artist crowned 
With his last haad, and poured the ocean round; 
‘In living silver seemed the waves to roll, 
Aud beat the hueklers verge, and bonad the whole. ? 


Gentiemen have maintained upon this floor the 
right of secession, and have deprecated coercion, | 
and even noythern Democrats, following the lead | 
of the President, have argued against the coercion 
of a State, [tis a contradiction of terms to talk 
about the enforcement of the lawsand no coercion, 
at a time when the Federal’ laws are being set at | 
defiance, and the Federal property stolen from the 
United States Government. Government is force. | 
The enforcement of the laws is a duty incumbent | 
upon the President and every executive officer of | 
the Government, as well as upon Congress; for 
they, as well as cach of us, have been compelled | 
to take an oath, on entering upon the performance 
of their duties, to. support the Constitution and the 
laws. ‘The coercion of States! Sir, the seceding 
States, by revolution, have undertaken to coerce 
the United States, and to overthrow the Constitu- 
tio they covenanted to support, and which itis: 
our duty to maintain. Theseizure of Forts Moul- | 
trie, Castle Pinckney, Johnson, and Pulaski, the 
stealing of the public property at Charleston, Sa- 
vannah, Mobile, New Orleans, and other places, 
were acts of coercion, by a revolutionary people, 
againstthe United States Government; were crimes 
against cach State that remains true to the Union |; 
and ‘recognizes*the Constitution; nay, sie, were || 
acts of war, on their part, against every loyal 
State.. For what purpose was it that that provision į 
was putin the Constitution which gives the Presi- 
dent the power to call out the militia of the States 
to put down insurrection and enforce the laws? 
Clearly, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of meeting |! 
just such acts of rebellion against law and order 
as have been commitied by the madmen and trai- 
tors in the South. 

With a Jackson at the head of affairs, For 
Moultrie would not have been taken, and our flag 
would not have been disgraced; but the laws 
would have been enforced, even to the hanging of | 
all those who committed overt acts of treason. | 
The good òld'ship of State, under its present im- | 


t 


! free and slave States. 


i 
| census. 


becile captain, has been drifting along for the past 
sixty days, without helm or rudder. Craven 
cowardice hasbeen shown by ourexecutive rulers, 
and our model Government, to the strength of 
which peans have been sung for half a century, 
has fallen, in the estimation of the civilized world, 
to a position lower than that of the little Repub- 
lic of San Marino. 

Early in the present session, a committee of 
thirty‘three was formed in this House to mature 
and report plans for the settlement of alleged dif- 
ficulties. Now, the only difficulty really existing, 
which, I imagine, is peculiarly annoying to gen- 
tlemen of the southern States who supported Mr. 


-Breckinridge,‘is the fact that so many natives of 


the South, holding positions under the Govern- 
ment, as foreign embassadors and consuls, post- 
masters, collectors of the revenue, clerks, &c., 


will be obliged to vacate their offices and retire to 


private life immediately after the 4th of March 
next. 

That committee of thirty-three reported to the 
House eight. different plans of compromise; and 
I venture to assert that it is impossible for cither 
of thôsc plans to receive a majority, much less a 
two-thirds vote. Untrammeled as I am by party 
platforms, I could, if so disposed, vote for either 
of them; and an appeal to my patriotism, and not 
to my fears, would be likely to induce me to aid in 
satisfying the present discontent of the southern 
border States; but under no circumstances will 
Í vote for that proposition which the extremists 
of the South insist upon. 

The proposition of Mr. Apams, of Massachu- 
setts, or the border-States proposition, if either 
will satisfy them,and keep them in opposition to 
secession and the cotton States, will receive my 
cheerful and hearty support. Ican support the 
Adams proposition because in it the Republicans 
recede from their unnecessary doctrine of no more 
slave States, and wisely submit to the will of the 
majority of the people in the Territories. They 
receded once before, when, in the Thirty-Tifth 
Congress, they unanimously supported the Crit- 
tenden-Montgomery bill, but failed to stand firm 
by the principle of non-intervention long enough 
to feel the good effects of such an advance move- 
ment upon the South. ‘Phe Crittenden proposi- 
tion asks too much, It asks more for the exten- 
sion of slavery than even the Breckinridge men 
demanded at Charleston, Baltimore, or Richmond. 
It provides for recognizing slavery iu territory 
hereafter to be acquired, and offers a premium to 
the fillibustering spirit which F supposed had been 
destroyed when the marauder General William 
Walker was executed in Central America. Itin- 
vites the stealing of Mexico, the robbing of Cen- 
tral America, and the piratical acquisition of Cuba, 
all of which acquisitions wil be of but little value 
unless the African slave trade is reopened, and 
the necessary labor furnished to make them profit- 
able. 

Mr. Speaker, most of the political dissensions 
which have divided the country, and which have 
culminated in an attempt to destroy it, have grown 
out of the unfair and unnecessary admission of 
new States into the Union. This poiicy was ad- 
vocated by Mr. Calhoun and the South to pre- 
serve its preponderance of political power, by 


never permitting a free State to come into the i 
Union unless a slave State was yoked with it. ; 
These unnatural marriages of healthy and vigor- ; 
ous white male pioneers of the West with weakly ! 
female mulattoes of the South were solemnized ; 


in the admission of lowa and Florida, and other 
The old States, which 
possess the wealth and population, have been 


i grievously wronged by this system, which has en- 


tailed upon the Union an expense of millions of 
dollars, without conferring any reciprocal bene- 
fits. I would never consent to admit any new 
State into the Confederacy, unless it had the re- 
quisite population to entitle it to a member of Con- 
gress under the ratio established by the recent 
If this just principle had been observed 
in the case of Oregon, she would not now be a 
State, with the power to offset the vote of my 
great Commonwealth in the Senate of the United 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, the remedy which I propose for 
all existing difficuities, fancied or real, is a strict 
adherence tothe Constitution We are entertained 


with propositions of compromise in the form of 
amendments to it; but,inmy opinion, any attempt 
toamend it, by which its original intent and mean- 
ing is to be altered, will be futile. It was formed 
by such patriots as Washington, Madison, and 
Jefferson— 
“ Whose like we ne’er shall look upon again 37? 

and it is impossible for the so-called statesmen 
of the present day to improve it. It is the sacred 
instrument under which we have prospered for 
the last eighty years as no people ever prospered 
before. By the aid of its fostering care we have 
rivaled the world in the progress we have made 
in material wealth, in civilization, and in the arts 
and sciences; and that we should, ina moment of 
excitement and passion, undertake to change it, 
is a proposition so preposterous that it should not 
be seriously entertained by any sane Represent- 
ative. 

Ifthe southern States which have seceded re- 
ally hate the Constitution and the Union, why, let 


| them adopt such local institutions as they prefer, 


and live in their own way, only yielding obedi- 
ence to those Federal laws which, for their pro- 
tection and benefit, have been extended over them 
at their solicitation. The plan I propose in regard 
to them is, to repeal the laws for the admission 
into the Union of Florida, Mississippi, Alabama, 
and Louisiana, and to resume that control. over 
them as Territories, which the original States 
yielded in granting them State sovereignty and 
equality, And then, after remanding them to their 
original territorial condition, the incoming Presi- 
dent, with the consent of the Senate, may appoint 
Governors, judges, and marshals, for their pro- 
tection, and for the trial and punishment of all 
crimes committed against the laws of the United 
States, including treason against the Federal Gov- 
ernment, 3 

The doctrine has been proclaimed on this floor 
that when those States seceded they resumed, by 
the acts of theirseveral conventions, a sovereignty 


f > . . 
which they surrendered in becoming members of 


; sissippi? 


our Confederacy. There is a fallacy about this 
idea that ought to be exposed. Was there any 
sovereignty in Louisiana when that Territory was 
purchased by Jefferson in 1803, for the purpose 
of maintaining the right of deposit at New bilens, 
and of protecting the free navigation of the Mis- 
It was purchased by the United States 
Government—then consisting of but seventeen 
States—and became the sole property ofthe peo- 
ple of the whole Union. The citizens of the Uni- 
ted States were then all tenants in common in this 
immense Territory. In 1819, upon the recom- 
mendation of Mr. Jefferson, Florida was purchased 
from Spain, and previously the Territortes of Ala- 
bama and Mississippi had been ceded to the Uni- 
ted States by the States of Georgia and South 
Carolina. On the petition of the people residing 
in these Territories, the protection of the Federal 
laws was extended to them, and they were finally, 
upon their own solicitation, admitted as States. 
Zut what sovereignty did they possess before the 
Federal Government recognized and received them 
as States, and extended to them all the rights and 
privileges enjoyed by the other States? Clearly 
none. In the case of South Carolina and Georgia, 
however, itis different. They were members of 
the original thirteen States, and took part in form- 
ing, ratifying, and confirming the Constitution 
under which we live; but they cannot sever the 
bonds which connect them with us, except in the 
manner prescribed in the Constitution. The or- 
dinances of secession which they have adopted, 
therefore, are illegal and void, and not worthy of 
our serious consideration; but as a question of 
policy, I think it would be proper for Congress to 
treat the ordinances of secession of the other States 


| as petitions from them to the Federal Government, 


asking to be relieved from the burdens and bene- 
fits of the Union, and to be remanded to their ter- 
ritorial condition. By doing so we may avoid com- 
plications with foreign Powers, resume supreme 
control over them, and make such needful rules 
and regulations in regard to them as the exigen- 
cies of the times require. 

F would also give power to the President to de- 
clare, by proclamation, the ports of Savannah, 
Charleston, Mobile, New Orleans, and all other 
ports where the people are in open rebellion against 
the laws of the United States, no longer ports of 
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entry, and to call out the militia of the States to 
suppress insurrection. This, together with the 
Army and Navy, would afford power sufficient to 
enatle him toenforce the laws, protect the Federal 
property, put down rebellion, and prove to the 
nations of the world that we are, what they begin 
to doubt, a Government. 


The reflection that this great Government, in the 


last half of the nineteenth century, is to be de- 
stroyed by those who have grown rich on its 


bounty, is disheartening tc the patriot of thisand | 


every clime; and carries with it the lie to the pro- 
fessions of every orator who has in eloquent 


strains, on recurring anniversarics of our national ; 


independence, extolled the strength of our Con- 
stitution and Union. 


much to be thankful for, especially during the last 
year; for Providence has smiled benignantly upon 
us, filling our storehouses in the North and West 
with teeming cereais. The mines of Caiifornia 
have supplied gold in abundance. 
vainly preach that ‘* Cotton is King,” wii learn 
the sad lesson by experience, before long, thatthey 


would not have been so happy and prosperous in 


the past, had it not beer for the gold of Califor- |: 
nia, the material representative of wealth, and the į 
bounteous supply of the staple of life from the | 


North and West. Let us, for a moment, look 


through the horoscope of time, and see what the | 


people and potentates on the other side of the At- 
lantic have been doing in the way of progress dur- 
ing the last decade. i 


would have absorbed and destroyed the national- 


` balance of power in Europe. 
and brave Sardinia, sprang to the resene, grap- 
pled with the supposed invincible power of Rus- 
sia, and saved their ally. The would-be enslaver 
of a nation has, during the last year, become the 
emancipator of the enslaved; for, under the hand 
and seal of the autocrat Alexander, forty million 
serfs have been set free! We next find Sardinia 


enlarging her boundaries, and successfully bat- | 


tling for her own nationality. 
The Emperor of Prance—the greatest civil ruler 


now living, the ally of Sardinia to preserve her |: 


nationality—has recently written and published a 
diplomatic letter to his minister at London, Count 
Persigny, stating that the mission of France, ‘‘of 
the empire, is peace;’’ and only a short time ago, 
ata public dinner in London, Lord Palmerston, 
Premier of England, and that true friend of lib- 
‘erty, Lord John Russell, proclaimed to the op- 


pressed of the whole world, that England—our į: ( 
| severe a penalty must be paid for being so much 


mother country—sympathized with Ltaly in her 


struggles for independence, and would maintain || 


the position of non-intervention towards her 


Within the past year, Count Cavour, one of the | 
i} soon put an end to all their treasonable schemes. 


ablest statesmen of Europe, announced upon the 


floor of the Sardinian Parliament the doctrine of | 


non-intervention, and the duty of his country to 
let the people of Italy regulate their own affairs; 
and but recently has been witnessed the struggle 


of that same Italian people, whose ancient history | 
is the admiration of the world, rising in their ma- | 
jesty, and under the lead of that gallant chieftain, | 
Garibaldi, emerging from the imperfect system | 


of petty State sovereignity—of decaying small na- 
tionalities—and forming one grand Republic, with 
Italian unity for its basce. IT refer to these recent 
great events in Europe, “to point a moral and 


adorn a tale” in relation to ourselves at home. | 
They were all in the way of advancement for | 
good, the permanence of Governments, and the! 
rationaland well-established liberty of the peoples | 
who have been affected and benefited by them. | 
And with such events as these startling the world, | 
Teannot,! will not, believe that our nation, which, | 


like ‘ Minerva springing from the head of Jove, 
full armed and equipped,” has advanced to mo 
greatness aud glory in eighty years than any other 
has achieved in five centuries, wil now retrograde 
without any sufficient cause, and be destroyed by 
the pigmy efforts ofsuch menas James Buchanan, 
John B. Floyd, Howel Cobb, Jacob Thompson, 
Jefferson Davis, Robert H. Toombs, John Slidell, 
and their southern confederates Mr. Speaker, I 


n. The material prosperity of |! 
ourcountry for the last two years has far exceeded ! 
that of any previous two in our history. We have | 


Those who |! 
i the select committee of thirty-three— 


', the admiration of the world. 
ity of one of the oldest Governments in the world, |: 
while it at the same time destroyed the so-called |; 
France, Engiand, |: 


; cally ruined. 


_ repeat that I am for the Constitution of the United 
iF States, as it was made and transmitted to us by 

: the great fathers of the Republic; 1] am for the 
i Union of these States, as it has always heretofore 
: existed, and for the prornpt and efficient enforce- 
; ment of aif the Federal laws; and I hope, in the 
: name of God and this Congress, that Abraham 
: Lincoln, the President elect, may prove himself 
| the man for the times—a second Jackson—around 
, whom a party will rally, having for its motto, 
i * the Union forever,” and with whose aid he will 
i! be enabled to hand down our ancient liberties un- 
| impaired to our latest posterity 
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OF MICHIGAN, 
In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 23, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan, said: 

Mr. Sreager: Less than a century ago, thir- 
teen feeble colonies on this newly-discovered con- 
tinent, inspired by a love of Jiberty and a desire 
for seif-government, united for the purpose of 


| achieving their independence; and their success is 


one of the facts of history. For the purpose of 


|i establishing justice, and securing the blessings of || 
ii liberty to themselves and their descendants, that 
But a few years since we || 
beheld the great Russian empire ruthlessly attack- |! 
ing“ the sick man of Turkey;” and ifleftalone, it || 


union was afterwards made more perfectand per- 


petual under a Constitution framed by a body of |! 


men whose wisdom and patriotism made them 
In this brief period 
the three million people have increased to more 
than thirty milion, and the United States has 
betome a first class Power among the nations of 


ii the earth. During its existence we have had some 


of those difficulties which all Governments must 


‘encounter, but none of them have ever caused 
: serious alarm. 


The rebellion in Massachusetts, 
anda similar one in Pennsylvania, although formi- 
dable in their character, were, by the wisdom and 
firmness of the President, promptiy suppressed. 
Daring the last war with Great Britain, the old 
Federal party—then ina hopeless minority—held 
the memorable Hartford convention, in which 
they were charged with plotting the destruction 
of the Government. This charge has been per- 
sistently denied; but every man who participated 
in the proceedings of the convention was politi- 
They were marked by the people 
as Cain was by his Maker, that all men might 


: shun them thereafter and forevermore. The rest- 
` less spirits of the present day might study the his- 


tory of these men to advantage, and learn how 
as suspected of treason. 

In 1832 the State of South Carolina threatened 
rebellion, but the firmness of President Jackson 


The result was, that the confidence of the people 


in the stability of their Government increased | 
| with each succeeding year, until they believed |) 
i that it was equal to any emergency. But this 


feeling of security has suddenly given way to an 


‘alarm that is almost universal, and not without 
At this moment several States are in | 
armed rebellion against the national Government, } 


reason. 


and have seized all the forts, arsenals, and other 


| property belonging to the United States, within 
| their borders, of which they could obtain posses- 
| sion by cither fraud or violence. The immediate 


cause of these high-handed and treagonable acts 
was the defeat of the Democratic party in the late 


elections; but the chief conspirators admit that |} 
: they intended to destroy the Union; that they 


have kept this object steadily in view for many 
years, and that the triumph of the Republican 


party has enabled them to unite the South, and | 


accomplish their purpose at this time. It was 


through the influence of these men that Charles- | 
ton was selected as the place for holding the last | 


national Democratic convention; and when that 
convention assembled, it was through theiragency 
that it was broken up, its disruption foreshadow- 


| ing the intended disruption of the American Union. 


By this means the result of the presidential clec- 


i tion was placed beyond a doubt; and as their 


for a thought of revolution. 


friends and guilty associates were at the head of 
almostevery department of the Government, they 
were enabled to use its power in making all need- 
ful preparations, to give,as they hoped, complete 
success to their treasonable schemes. ys 
Mr. Speaker, I do not hold the whole Demo- 
cratic party responsible for this, for T know that 
an overwhelming majority of them are loyal and 
patriotic citizens, who love the Union, and would 
willingly pour out their biood in its defense. 
Everywhere, at the North and South, during the 
late political campaign, they pointed out the dis- 


| unionists in their party, and denounced them; and 


the sequel proves how well they understood their 
character and designs. Hitherto, defeated parti~ 
sans have gracefully submitted to the will of the 
people, as expressed through the ballot-box; but 
at this time, a majority of the people in the south- 
ern States seem to imagine themselves justified 
in resisting it. Those who are in favor of the 
Union, profess to believe their institutions are in 
danger, and demand certain amendments to-the 
Constitution as the price of their allegiance, which 
will change its character entirely and. forever. 
Though not engaged in the treasonable attempt to 
subvert the Government, they assure us we must 
not interfere with those who are, lost we cxasperate 
them, and bring on the conflict, which is sure to 
come at last, unless we will grant whatever they 
demand. 

There are some noble exceptions, of men who 
are willing to do justice to the Republican party. 
I have before me an admirable letter, written to 
some members of the Legislature of Arkansas, 
by Hon. ALBERT Rust, November 12, 1860, from 
which f make an extract, Mr. Rust says: 

“T believe that from the adoption of the Federal Consti- 
tution tothe present moment, the southern people have never 
had less cause to complain of our Government, and threalen 
its overthrow, than they now have. Ef the most experienced 
and cnlightened statesmen of other countries could witness 
the universal prosperity enjoyed by ihe people of our own, 
and at the same time the fear—if not the conviction, whieh 
is almost as Wniversal—that the Government to which we 


| owe so much of it is on the beink of disruption, they would 


be driven to the conclusion that a general lunacy had seized 
upon the minds of the American people.” . 

The admission that the South never had less 
cause tocomplain, is the admission ofa fact which 
no one can well dispute; and the prosperity of the 
people everywhere, to which he alludes in such 
forcible terms, was indeed wonderful, and with- 
outa parallel in any othercountry. Industry was 


; richly rewarded, and myriads of happy families 


dreamed only ofa continuance of this abundance. 

Again: Mr. Rust says: 

“FT recognized the election of Mr. Lincoln by Jess, per- 
haps, than one third of the votes of the United States, aided 
by the intrigues of southern disunionists, as no justification 
Elected under the forms of the 
Constitution, those who would resist, or defeat by force his 
inauguration, would commit the highest crime known to our 


| laws.” 


Many eminent southern men have used similar 
language, and F do not see how honest men can do 


j otherwise. Sir, what have the Republicans done 


to justify the hue and ery which has been raised 
about them all over the country? Nothing at all. 
In the exercise of our constitutional rights, we 
have elected Abraham Lincoln and . Hannibal 
Hamlin President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States. This we have done, and, thisis all we 
have done. ¥ know it is said that our candidates 
embody principles which are destructive of south- 
ern institutions. But if it were so—which I deny 


| —what opportunity have we to carry them into 


practice? The Opposition have a majority of 


i both Houses of Congress for two years to come, 
: and in all that time we cannot passa law; infact, 


we cannot pass theappropriation bills, to pay the 


| expenses of the Government, without the aid of 


our political opponents. 'Two years hence, they 
are as likely to elect a‘majority of this House as 
we are; bul, if they do not, they will still have a 
majority in the Senate the whole of Mr. Lincotn’s 
term; and yet we are told that his election is so 
full of danger to them that numerous amendments 


must be made to the Constitution for their secur- 


‘ity, and made forthwith, or dissolution is Inevi- 
table. Sir, Ido notlike the hot haste of these men 


in matters of so much moment. There is no ne- 


‘| cessity for it. 


But we are told the southern people are very 


| much excited against the Republican party; and 1 


presume they are, for our candidates and Gur prin- 
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ciples have been alike the subject of the vilest mis- 
representations. Southern editors have written 
what they pieased about us, confident that no one 
would dare to defend ys, and thus subject them- 
selves to the fury of the mob.. They have told 
the people that Mr. Lincoln would use ali the 
power of the National Government to abolish 
slavery in the States, and wherever itexisted; that 
he was. in favorof the social and political equality 
of the negro; and other stories of a similar char- 
acter, not..one of which could be. contradicted 
where they were published. A few weeks ago, 
a letter.purporting to be written by Mr. Lincoln 
to. some person. in Wheeling, which was well cal- 
culated to inflame the pubiic mind at the South, 
was published throughout Virginia for the pur- 
pose, doubtless, of aiding the election of disunion 
delegates to their State convention. The letter 
wag an infamous forgery, but thousands of honest 
men at the South will never hear of it. 

Southern gentlemen, too, of high position, have 
assured the people that-our Vice President, Mr. 
Hamlin, was a mulatto / and now, when they have 
succeeded by such means in exciting the people 
almost ta madness, they call upon us to pacify 
them by a base surrender of our principles. ‘The 
member. from Texas [Mr. Reacay] said, ina late 
speech, ** to.give us our rights, is to disband the 
Republican party;’? and a distinguished Senator 
from the same State said, in substance, that if the 
Republicans would abandon their principles, and 
make satisfactory amendments to the Constitution, 
they might possibly save the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, these ideas are not peculiar to 
these gentlemen, but are embodied in nearly all 

. the peace propositions, so-called, that have been 
submitted to Congress, and: in the speeches of 
southern gentlemen, which we hear almost daily. 
They bid us throw away our platform, and take 
theirs, (which was condemned by two thirds of 
the. voters of the United States in the late elec- 
tion,) and incorporate it into the Constitution! 

Why not say that northern freemen shall not 

vote at all, nor have any voice in determining 
what the policy of our Government shall be, un- 
less their opinions are in harmony with Southern 
sentiment? 

Sir, do these gentlemen from our northern cities 
who talk to ws about restoring peace and harmony 
expect that we shall cnjoy the right of suffrage 
hereafter, if we relinquish the rights growing out 
of it now? We have just clected a President, 
and the South threaten to dissolve the Union un- 
less we submit to such terms as they think proper 
toimpose. If we purchase peace at this time, and 
succecd in the elections four years hence, will not 
„the defeated party, encouraged by their success 
now, rise again in rebellion, and demand the sub- 
stitution of their policy for ours in the adminis- 
tration of the Government? Sir, we cannot do it 
without destroying all confidence in the power 
and stability of the Government, and disgracing 
ourselves at home apd abroad, Let all who love 
the Union rally around the new Administration, 
and thus preserve the national Governmeut from 
threatened destruction. That is our first duty; 
and. then, if any section of the country have any 
grievances’ to complain of, they should be re- 
dressed, But let us cling to the Government of 
our fathers, the source of our” prosperity and 
power, and the sheet-anchor of oar liberties and 
rights. 

The introduction of the question of slavery into 
politics is the source of all our troubles. Por 
this, southern politicians alone are responsible. 
By adroit appeals to the passions and prejudices 
of the people in their own section of the country 
they have succeeded in effecting a union of the 
southern States, by means of which they hoped 
to retain the continued control of the national 
Government, and use all its power for the exten- 
sion and protection of their favorite institution. 
They conceived the idea of making this a great 
slaveholding Republic, by the annexation of Mex- 
icosand Central America; and they believed. that 
they would be able to control its policy, enjoy 
its patronage, and wield its whole power forever. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to discuss the 
question of slavery; but it seems impossible to 
avoid it. Every day, from the commencement of 
the session, this subject has been thrust upon us |) 


j 


Pern statesmen discovered that slavery was xet an 


i whole civilized worid. Sir, no lover of his coun- 


to the exclusion of all other business, so far as 


State of the 


possible. We have heard the same old stories 
about fugitive slaves, the higher Jaw, the John 
Brown raid, and the last speeches of Phillips and |} 
Garrison, just as we are obliged to listen to some |} 
hand-organ under our window, that grinds out |} 
the same old tunes yesterday, to-day, and forever. || 
Sir, the policy of the Republican party is that of 
the founders of the Republic and the framers -of 
the Constitution. They consider slavery an in- 
stitution of the States, which was created’ and 
should be protected—if protected at all—by State 
legislation. The national Government have noth- 
ing to do with it, except to provide for the retur 
of fugitives, and no more power to extend and 
protect than they have to abolish it. This was 
the policy of those who administered the Govern- 
ment for the first half century of its existence, 
all denials to the contrary notwithstanding. The 
sages of 1776 looked upon slavery as a moral, so- 
cial, and political evil, and believed it would grad- 
ually disappear under the influence of the great 
principles enunciated in the Revolution. Not in 
a year, or two, was this to be accomplished; for 
it was so interwoven with the whole structure of 
socicty that its sudden removal was impossible. 
In several of the States it was gradually abolished; 
but the introduction of the culture of cotton atthe | 
South increased the value of slaves and slave Ia- |! 
bor enormously, and in due time effected a change |j 
in the opinions of the people who were benefited | 
by it. The judgment and the consciences of men 
are always affected more or less by their inter- 
ests; and while we may condemn our southern 
brethren, there is no reason to believe that we ji 
should have done better under like circumstances. |! 
If, then, we are unlike them, we must admit that ij 
it is the result of carly training, and of an educa- 
tion under different influences. 

I need not quote the opinions of the great states- 
men who lived in the early days of the Republic, 
for all are familiar with them; but Í must quote a: 
passage or two from later southern authorities in | 
reference to their opinions. From the report of | 
a committee on negro labor, to the southern com- ji 
mercial convention at Vieksburg, Mississippi, in | 
1859, 1 take the following passage: 

“When the Constitution of the United States was formed, : 
our negro labor system was, in theory amd practice, sine j 
very; bud ils ullimate abolition was generally expected, The | 
Constitution itself L evidence of this, aud so do the | 
public debates and private correspondence of that day.” | 

Mr. William L. Yancey, of Alabama, whose | 
eloquence has gilded treason itself in the eyes of | 
thousands, in aspecch delivered vefore the south- | 
crm commercial convention at Montgomery, in j 
1858, laments the influence of the opinions of the j 

| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


statesmen of the Revolution on the question of 
slavery, and said that ** the old fogies of that day 
(1776) entertained opinions in rclation to slavery 
which we af this day are unanimously agreed are not | 
samd.” Further on, he says: 

“The distinguished, venerable, practical, tnd philosoph- 
ieat geuteman from Virginia (Mr. Rutin} knows that Mr. 
Jefferson was wrong in his ideas about slavery.” 

In the eloquent eulogy which Mr. Pryor de- |} 
livered during the last session of Congress on | 
Hon. William O. Goode, of Virginia, in alluding Í 
to the efforts made in that State, in 1832, to se- 
cure the abolition of slavery, he says: 


i 
i 

1 

f 

i 

i 

“For the first lime, citizens of a slavebolding commu- | 
nity were driven, by the apparent it rity of the system, | 
| 
\ 
i 
i 
j 


to explore its foundations, and with a result for which very 
few persons were prepared, In contravention of traditional 
ideas it was discovered and demonstrated that negro siavery, i 
instead of being an aeeidental evil, which men tok 
merely for want of a practicable remedy, is an instite 
which exists in virtae of the most essential human jaterest 
and the highest sanctions of the moral law.’ 


It is not quite thirty years, then, since south- 


evil, but a blessing. Mr. Speaker, they may be | 
right, but we have failed to discover if; and, in the it 
abseuce of all proof and argument, we think the |! 
weight of authority is In our favor. | 
Mr. Yancey, Mr. Pryor, and Mr. Rurrm may i 
disagree with those‘ old fogies,’’ Jeferson, Mad- || 
| 

| 

H 

i 

H 

i 

i 

f 

| 

| 

| 


ison, Mason, and their associates, but we prefer 
“to follow in the footsteps’? of the illustrious 
founders of the Republic; and our confidence in 
the wisdom and correctness of their opinions is 
confirmed by the concurrent sentiment of the | 


| 
f 
i 
i 
i 
try can look upon the rapid increase of the slave |}! 
population without alarm. Ina few years more | 


; England. 


| Sir, in the 
| and twen 
> 


ii saving 
i more moi 


i isthe mo 
phun tot 


l Christian that there is no God, 
i be inteligent, must be free, Slavery at this time is 


{ sion, and suppress a servile insurrection. 


ji contrivar ; 
| ultra anti-slavery men, and will work greater mischief to 


they will number twenty million, and a large army 
will be necessary to Keep them in subjection. We 
are told that this rapid mereasc In numbers is a 
proof that slavery is the best condition for the la- 
borer; but the reverse is the fact. When socicty 


iis highly cultivated and the comforts of life are 


most generally diffused, population increases in 
amuch slower ratio thau it does among slaves, 
or among the degraded denizens of filthy hovels 
and dirty lanes. It was so with the children of 
Israel in Egypt; itis so here, and will be found 
so everywhere, 

To me it seems the way in which God arms the 
victims of avarice and despotism against those 
who oppress them; thus enabling them, in time, 
to compel a redress of their grievances. Be that 
as it may, their rapid increase will, ere long, drive 
the South to the adoption of some plan for the 
removal of all free negroes, and possibly of a 
portion of their slaves. [ts extension over more 
territory wil not change the result in the least, 
The South have more cotton Jands now than 
fifty million slaves can cultivate; and long before 
they reach that number the whole system wiil be 
abolished by causes whose operation it will be 
impossible to resist. Southern writers are in the 
habit of comparing the condition of their slaves 
with that of the laborers and operatives of New’ 
They seem to imagine that these op- 
eratives are almost paupers, and that the cessation 
of southern trade would be attended with fright- 
ful consequences; but they know but little of the 
independence of the free laborer at the North. 
New England States these opera- 
tives and laborers have more than one hundred 
ty-five million dollars in the numerous 
banks; and they could probably raise 
ey in ten days than the new southern 
confederacy iu two years, with all the means it 
can command, 

But why attempt a comparison of these two 
opposing systems? Any man who ever did a 
day’s work himself, knows that intelligent labor 
st profitable, always and everywhere, to 
munity; and you can no more convince 
ie contrary, than you can convince the 
Suc that labor, to 


any com 


profitable to the fee, and, under the flag of the 
Union, the slavcholder finds that peace and secu- 
rity which is so necessary to his prosperity. The 
unti-slavery press may denounce him; but if, in 
his own judgment and conscience, he Js satistied 
of the nghtfulness ofslavery, what should he care 
about their opinions? Their papers cannot cir- 
culate around him, and he can pursue the even 
tenor of his way, undisturbed by all, and secure 
in the knowledge that the whole power of the 


| Government is pledged to secure him from inva- 


If the 
caders of the secession movement desire the pros- 


| perity of slavery, their conduct would seem akin 
| to madness, since war is the worst possible cnemy 
| of the institution, 


Those who would secure the 
abolition ofslavery, without regard lo consequences, 
are delighted at the prospect of a dissolution of- 
the Union, They know it will lead to war, and 
that hope will last till slavery is abolished. The 
editor of the Knoxville (Tennessee) Whig, in a 


| late number of his paper, says: 


fort to break up this Government, led on by South 
sa wicked, daring, and damnable act, for which 
leaders ought to be izgnaminously executed. This 
seheme of disunion isamore consummare abolidon 
n ever was devised atthe North by the most 


the slave population of tue country. Te will bring about 
he overthrow of slavery one hundred years sooner than the 
Republican party could have done it.?? 


But we are told that cotton is king; that this 
great staple is especially necessary to France and 


| England, and that these great Powers would in- 


terfere to prevent a war which might destroy a 
crop for one or two seasons, to the great injury 
of their manufacturers and trade. Thisis simply 
absurd, and before long they willbe convinced of it. 

There have been a great many monopolies at 
different periods in history; but the business men 
of the day, sooner or later, found a way to es- 
cape from and destroy their power. The cotton 
monopoly is the largest ever known; and south- 
ern statesmen scem to imagine that it can rule the 
world; but they may rest assured that England 
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and France will nat consent to be dependent on 
them fora supply much longer. At a time when 
England was far less powerful and wealthy than 
she now is, she engaged in a war with the first 


Napoleon, mainly to gratify her pride, and for | 


twenty years expended $1,000,000 a day.. Will 
such a nation, where the anti-slavery feeling is 
stronger than in any other part of the world, con- 
sent to humble themselves to the slaveholders of 
the southern States for the sake of obtaining a 
supply of cotton? Will Napoleon, who in states- 
mauship seems second to nonc that ever lived, 
consent that the peace and prosperity of France 
shall depend on the whim of South Carolina and 
Alabama? Sir, the answer is obvious; both these 
Powers have already done something toward ob- 
taining what they need in other quarters; and 
now, when they find their trade and commerce 
liable to be disturbed, or partially destroyed, their 
exertions will be commensurate with the import- 
ance of the occasion. 

It is but a short time since France commenced 
the culture of cotton in Algeria; but, in 1859, they 
produced 715,006 quintals, of 221 pounds each; 
and in 1860, 1,160,000—a gain of 445,000 quintals 
in asingle year. In the space of seven years, 
from 1550 to 1857, the productions of cotton in 
Africa and: minor places increased 300 per cent.; 
in the East Indies, 111 per cent.; ia the West In- 
dies, 600 per cent.; in Egypt, 31, and in Amer- 
ica, 345 per cent. China has now been opened 
to trade by the arm’ of France and England; and 
the supply from. that quarter will soon be very 
large. The two nations will also have all the 
cooly labor, they can employ; families of them 
are to be taken to the cotton-growing regions; and 
however much we may condemn this, it will make 
no difference with them: the work will go rapidly on. 
in Lancasture, England, alarge meeting was held 
lately to consider the necessities of the manufac- 
turers, and devise means to make up the deficiency 
which they expected would be produced by our do- 
mestie troubles. They resolved to raise $5,000,000 
at once toemploy agents, and simulate the growth 
of coton in all possible ways in every dependency 
of the British empire, Lancashire alone is pos- 
sessed of more capital than all tbe banks and man- 
‘ufactories in the United States; and the energy and 
enterprise of her business men will soon set them 
free from all! dependence on “ King Cotton,” so 
far as the southern States are concerned. 

The result of these troubles in our own country, 
and the action consequent upon them in Europe, 
will be a vastly increased production of cotton in 
other portions of the world, and a consequent re- 
duction in the price, which willaffect the value of 
every slave in the South, Slave labor will be less 
profitable; and those who have aided most in caus- 
ing this political convulsion in our country, may 
live to propose its gradual abolition, and call upon 
the national Government to aid them in so great 
an undertaking. Sir, I put these prophecies on 
record, and I trust I shail live to witness their 
fulfillment. Their truth seems to me self-evident; 
and I believe the same ideas will occur to other 


minds at the South; and that time only is needed | 


to convince them of the folly of secession, since 
the result of it will assuredly be the abolition of 
slavery at a period not far distant. While Lenter- 
tain these views on the subject of slavery, I see 
nothing in them, orin the policy of the Republican 
party, to justify this rebellion atthe South. We 
are aceused of proscribing all who own slaves; 
but this is an invention of the enemy. So far as 
slavery iš concerned, our policy is identical with 
that of Henry Clay, and a host of others who 
have been leading statesmen at the South. We 
never proposed to exclude any man from office, 
or from the honors of the Government, because he 


was a slaveholder; but we will not consent that ! 


the powers of the national Government shall be 
wielded for the bencfit*of slavery, or any other 
State institution or interest in the country, north 
or south. We believe it is impolitic and wrong 
to extend slavery beyond its present boundaries 
and such was the opinion of a majority of south- 
ern statesmen buta short timeago. Mr. Clay said: 

« No earthly power could induce me to vote for a spe- 
cific measure for the introduction of slavery where it had 
not before existed”? 


And many eminent southern men have made 


: than those which afflict -us now. 


encroach on slavery, and propose to obey all the 
provisions of the Constitution in its favor, south- 
ern statesmen demand for itstill greater privileges 
and stronger guarantees. They ask us to amend 
the Constitution so as to recognize property in 
slaves; and, as the Constitution is the supreme 
law of the land, the effect of this would be to 
make slavery a national institution, and command 
for it the protection of the national Government, 
in the States and Territories, on the lakes and the 
ocean, and wherever the flag of the Union floats. 
No comment on such a demand is necessary ; the 
people of the United States will never consent to 
it, and slavery must be contented to remain a State 
institution, and nothing more. Professing a desire 
for an amicable settlement of the difficulties in 
which they have involved us, they next introduce, 


through Mr. CRITTENDEN, certain propositions | 


for that purpose, which they wish incorporated 
into the Constitution. Mr. Crrrrenpen has prob- 
ably been chosen to present them, because the re- 
spect entertained for him, by the people of the 
northern States, would secure a more favorable 
consideration of them than they would receive 
were they to come from any other southern man. 

The principal article in them provides that the 
Missouri compromise line of 369 30' shall be run 
across the continent, dividing the territory of the 
nation between the two sections; thereby, as the 
honorable Senator prophesies, putting an end to 
all strife. « Buta compromise implies concessions 
on both sides; and what do'the South yield to us 
in consideration of a compliance with their de- 
mands? A shadow for a substance; an imaginary 
tide to the mountains in the moon for the prom- 
ised possession of the provinces of Mexico. Sir, 
they claim that the Dred Scott decision carries 
slavery into ali the Territories; but if we will agree 


| to establish and protect slavery in all the territor 
i y y 


south of 360 30", that we now have or may here- 


afier acquire, they generously propose to make all | 
Mr. Speaker, they might | 


north of it forever free. 
as well promise to exciude slavery from Canada, 
so far as the North are concerned; for neither the 
Dred Scott decision, nor any other power, can 
ever establish it there. Those Territories are free 
now; and there is sufficient guarantee for their 
freedom forever in the “constitution” of the north- 
ern mind. 
for the almost omnipotent power which they de- 
sire us to confer on their favorite institution ? 
None at all; not even peace, which we all desire 
so much; for, if that proposition were adopted, it 
would prepare the way for more serious troubles 
The South 


i would at once commence an agitation for the con- 


quest of Mexico and Central America; and the 
sient and united efforts of her statesmen, en- 
couraged by their continual victories over north- 
ern sentiments and opinions, would finally prevail; 
and nothing but the force of natural laws, or the 


judgments of Heaven, could save us from centa- 


ries of subjection to the power of slavery. 

Sir, I will not believe that the American people 
will favor a measure that will be productive of 
such fatal results to freedom. Let us be content 
with the territory we pow have, until the disturb- 
ing element of slavery is disposed of in some way 
to the satisfaction of the whole country ; or, if 
the South will not consent to that, let the people, 


|i jet the whole world, understand that they are 


ready to dissolve the Union, destroy the Govern- 
ment, and involve the country ina civil war, be- 
cause we will not consent to seize Mexico for the ben- 
efit of slavery! 


The committee of thirty-three propose to settle | 


the question, so far as cur present territory is 
concerned, by providing at once for the admission 
of New Mexico as a State into the Union. Mr. 


Speaker, L know these gentlemen are actuated by | 
patriotic motives; and J doubt not they feel con- | 


vinced of the wisdom of their course; but I can- 
not give my vote in favor of this measure. I 
object to it for many reasons; but i will only men- 
tion one of them 
not promise to satisfy anybody. No concession we 
can make will satisfy the extreme South; while 
the border States, if they consent to remain in the 
Union on these terms, afix a condition that no 
attempt shall be made to retake our forts, collect 
the revenues, or enforce the laws of the United 


similar declarations. While we have no desire to || States. What benefit, then, will result to us from 


What equivalent, then, do they offer | 


nee that is all-sufficient: it does |! 


| bestow. 


| the grcat statesman of Kentucky. 


an adoption of this and other. measures recom- 
mended by the committee in their report? 

Sir, I see no reason to hope for any, and theres 
fore I shall oppose them all. I lament the didi- 
culties by which we are surrounded as muchas 
any one; but I do not believe this is the way to 
settle them, or that patching up a peace between 
political parties in a. manner unknown to the 
Constitution and the laws is likely to increase 
the respect of the people for the Government, or 
strengthen their belief jn its ability to secure them 
in the enjoyment of their rights. This Govern- 
ment is necessarily established on the principle 
that the majority shall rule, and decide all ques- 
tions in a manner prescribed by Jaw; and if these 
decisions of the people, when legally expressed, 
are not or cannot be enforced, then is our Gov- 
ernment a failure, and republican institutions an 
impossibility. Sir, if we wish for peace, we must 
enforce the laws; and, in my opinion, there is no 
other way to secure it. 

Mr. Speaker, some prominent politicians, for 
purposes of their own, implore us to break up our 
organization and discard our principles, as if they 
were a garment to be thrown off at-pleasure; and; 
as circumstances have changed since ourelection, 
they beg us to change also, that we may “save 
our country; and they assure us that we shall be 
rewarded by the plaudits of a gratefal people, and 
the welcome on our return to our constituents of 
“Well done, good and faithful servant!’ Sir, - 
these men remind me of a story of Ethan Allen, 
who, when a prisoner in England, and offered a 
vice-royalty in the colonies if he would “com- 
promise” with the Crown, and betray the people 
and their cause, replied that he was reminded of 
the temptation of our Saviour by the Devil, who 
offered him all the kingdoms of the world if he 
would fall down and worship him; while at the 
same time, said ‘Old Ethan,” the Devil didn’t 
own a foot of all the land he was so ready to give 
away. So with these imitators of his sable ma- 
Jesty, who would have us abandon our principles, 
and promise us the favor and approval of the peo~ 
ple—a reward which it is vot in their power to 
Sir, I believe in the final perseverance 
of the saints, and that those only are rewarded 
who hold out faithful to the end in the political as 
well as the Chrisuan church; and when a man 
asks me to “serve my country” by betraying my 
constituents, I feel like crying, “ Get thee behind 


| me, Satan!” 


Mr. Speaker, I know the people that I came to 
represent in the councils of the nation, I have 
been at their homes, and sat by their firesides, and 
enjoyed their hospitality, and I promised them 
that I would stand by their principles to the last; 
and, God helping me, 1 NEVER WILL BETRAY MY 
TRUST. 

I will agree to a national convention, called ac- 
cording to the provisions of the Constitution, and 
let those in whom the sovereignty of the nation 
resides, elect their delegates, and instruct them 
how to settle these matters about which we differ; 
and when it is decided in that way, no one can 
complain, for every lover of constitutional lib- 
erty will bow to the majesty of the people. But 
Iwas notsenthere toamend the Constitution, orto 
surrender for my constituents their principles and 
heir rights; and F never will consent to do either, 

Mr. Speaker, this compromise fever is nota 
new. disease with which we are afflicted, buta 


t 


| political plague that breaks out about once in ten 
| years, and usually follows a defeat of the Demo- 


cratie party. The Democracy were defeated in 


: November last, and from that day to this, the 
» whole land has rung witha cry for compromises. 
| We have had a compromise committee at work 
i here all winter, and compromise committees from 
i New York, Boston, and Philadelphia, and now 
| we have a grand compromise convention assem- 


bled at one of our hotels. Sir, we never had a 
congressional compromise that was not a curse 
to the country. The Missouri compromise ‘saved 
the Union” in 1820, to bring it to the verge of 
ruin in 1861. The compromise of 1833 has proved 


| the fruitful parent of unnumbered woes. 


Sir, Lam second to none in my admiration of 
3 T was tanght 
to love him in my childhood, and J jearned to 
venerate himin my maiarer years. Pullof yours 
and honor he passed from our midst, but we see 
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hisshining-patnway yet. His-attachment to the 
Union, like the faith of a Christian, was a part of 
his being. Hislove of liberty wassublime,and the 
history of his great deeds the only monument he 
needs to keep. his memory gréen forever. But his 
comprothise of the difficulties between South Car- 
dlinsand the United States:F have ever considered 
the most unfortunate act of his life. Had Pres- 
ident Jackson been ‘allowed to suppress the re- 
bellion tn k 
Olina would ever again have raised a parricidal 
“han inst her’ country, nor should we be de- 
libexating now as to what course we should take 
to save the Union. What good have the compro- 
mises of 1850 done? T cannot tell; but the evil 
‘effects:of them are visible to all. The civil: war 


in Kansas grew out of them, and the excitement | 
which that gave rise to all over the Union has 


culminated in the creation of a southern confed- 
eracy, and an attempt to destroy the Government 
of Uie United Suites, 

“Mr. Speaker, these are the results of the com- 
promises of 1850; and do wesee anything in them 
to encourage us to follow this policy any longer? 


In my judgment, this Government cannot survive | 


another compromise. It would destroy this work 
of the wisest. body of men that ever lived, and 
so débaueh the people as to render them incapa- 
ble‘of ‘self-government. i 

I will do'anythiong I can, without dishonor, to 
help the gallant men in the border States, who are 
strugeling with such heroism against the insanity 
of the moment. Let us agree to refer this ques- 
tion to the people in gencral convention assem- 
bied, and abide by their decision. There is no ill- 
feeling at the North toward southern men. We 
dislike slavery, and we hate it more at this mo- 
ment because of the perils in which it has involved 
us now; but those who love the Union, south as 
well as north, are our brothers, and we would 


fight for their rights as freely as for our own. Sir, | 


Vbelieve there is patriotism. enough, north and 
south, to-save the Union. 
master piece of human wisdom is to perish now. 
‘There are good and true men inall sections of the 
country; and if time be giveu for reflection, their 
number will incercase. 1 will not believe that Ken- 
tucky will desert the flag she hasa hundred times 
defended with the best blood of her sons. She 
has furnished a hero for us ‘in this hour of our 
extremity, whose one manly. deed has thrilled a 
nation’s heart, and roused the patriotism ‘of a 
whole people. As Haman had no peace while 
Mordecai, the Jew, satin the King’s gate, so South 
Carolina, with her half million population, can- 
, hot rest while the gallant Kentuckian and his 
score or two'of men sitin the gateway of the State 
in defiance of héerpower. Thestars and the stripes 
float proudly over him, and well do we know that 


he would sacrifice his life to save them from dis- | 


honor. And ‘Tennessec—we have heard her thun- 
der-shout for the Union, and its echoes yet linger 
around us—will she consent to leave her sister 
States? F cannot believe it. E cannot believe she 
would be so forgetful of the warnings of the im- 


mortal Jackson, who foresaw this treasonabte at- | 


semp. to dissolve the Union; and denounced it cre 
he-died.’ There, too, is Missouri, with territory 


and material wealth enough for an empire; old ij 
North Carolina, with her diadem.of revolutionary į 


glories; and the Old Dominion, faithful yet to the 
Constitution, the crowning wonder among the 
achievements of her sons; can they forget the 
source of their greatness and glory, and destroy 
themselves in destroying “this great nation, of 
which they area part? God, in his infinite mercy, 
forbid that they should be guilty of a erime which 
would clothe the world in mourning! 

Mr. Speaker, this “ secession’? movement has 
become formidable in conscquence of the treach- 
ery of those whom the people placed in power. 
Hereafter, Benedict Arnold can no longer occupy 
the foreground as the ehief traitor in his country’s 
history, Let no man dispute the claim of James 
Buchanan to that high eminence of infamy. After 
being the recipient of honors from his country for 
haifa century, he ends his career by disgracing 
het abroad, and leaving her at home almost in 
ruins. The London. Times says of his message: 

^ Never, for many years, can the United States be to the 
world what they have been. Mr. Buchanan’s message has 
heen d greater blowto the American people than all the rants 


x 


poi way, Ido not think South Car- | 


| exhausted first. 


It cannot be that this |} 


for all time. 


of the Georgian Governor or the’ ordinances of the Charles- 


ton convention. The President has dissipated the idea that 
the States which-elected him constitute one people. We 
had thought the Federation was of the nature of a national- 
ity—we find it is onlya partnership!” 

After alluding to.the expected secession of sev- 
eral States, the editor says: 

Ina few days more the United States of America, as the 
world has hitherto known them, will cease to exist !?? 

Mr. Speaker, is this so? Must our national 
epitaph be written now? "Will the American peo- 
ple consent to step down from the proud position 
they have held among the nations of the earth for 
seventy years, and resign their power, confessing 
their inability to retain it? Never, sir; never ! 
They have read the message with loathing for its 
author, as he attempts to prove, in defiance of rea- 
son and common sense, that a great nation, like 
these United States, has not—what the lowest 
creature in the universe of God possesses always 
—the right to defend and preserve its own existence! 

Mr. Speaker, civil war is an evil of awful mag- 
nitude, and I pray God to preserve us from it, if 
it be possible. [hope it will be avoided; and I 
believe the new Administration will be in no haste 
to shed blood, and that all other means will be 
Bat this Government must be 
maintained, and its power vindicated in the preser- 
vation of the Union and the enforcement of the 
laws. Florida and the Mississippi must be ours 
forever. Their purchase was a national necessity, 
and we cannot resign them now This capital, 
that bears the name of the Father of his Country, 
mustremain the capital of the United States. We 
must collect the revenuc of the country, and re- 
capture the forts which we built, and which were 
taken from us by treachery and violence. If we 
fail todo it, we admit the inability of men to gov- 
ern themselves, and the impossibility of combin- 
ing Republican freedom with national strength, 

Sir, we cannot do this, for under such damning 
disgrace we could not willingly live. We owe it 


| to the heroes of the Revolution; to the founders 


of our Government—we owce iv to liberty, to civil- 
ization, and humanity, and to all who are strug- 
gling against tyranny throughout the world, to 
maintain this Government and preserve the Union 
to the last, let the consequences to owrselves be what 
they may. Sir,if we fail in this grand experiment 
of self government, when can any people hope to 
succeed hereafter? Could we go to the battle- 
fields of the Revolution and call up their dead and 
buried heroes, and hear again the story of their 
hardships in “the days that tried men’s souls,”* 
and of the heroism and deeds of daring by which 


| they won for themselves and their country a 


name, as they hoped, that should never die, could 
we stand in their presence and calculate the value 
of the Union for which they paid so great a price? 
Call the rolls of the princes of the people who led 
our fathers in the struggle for freedom—Adams, 
Hancock, Warren, Putnam, Greene, Gates, Jef- 
ferson, and Madison, sages in council and he- 
roes everywhere; Patrick Henry, whose voice 
rang through the land Jike the trump of the Judg- 
ment angel, denouncing the minions of George 
HE, and rousing a whole people to a struggle for 
theirrights: and Jastand greatest ofall, the majes- 
tie figure of the Farner or ms Counrry, who 
belongs not to Virginia, not to America, but to the 
whole human family—the model man for all ages and 
As they pass in solemn review be- 
fore us,and we remember how their lives illumin- 
ated the history of the age they lived in, and 


j made their own country glorious, where shall we 


hide our heads, where shall we bury our shame, 
if we suffer the destruction of this monument of 
their wisdom and statesmanship, the Government 
under which we live, and to which we are indebted 
for all the blessings we enjoy. 

Mr. Speaker, let us rather—as we remember 
our noble ancestors, and feel that the spirits of 
this constellation of heroes and sages are hover- 
ing around us to witness our action in this crisis 
of our history—resolve to emulate their unselfish 
devotion to their country, and their desire to ad- 
vance its greatness and glory, and stand by the 
OLD FLAG, Whose starry folds have gladdened the 
hearts of heroes in the hour of death—never dis- 
gracing our noble lineage—but leaving unimpaired 
the rich legacy of our fathers, the CONSTITUTION 
anp rue Uxron, with all its heritage of, glories, 
to our posterity forever $ 


STATE OF THE UNION, 


SPEECH OF HON. ALEX H. RICE, 
OF MASSACHUSETTS, 


in rHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 26, 1861. 

The House having under consideration the report from 
the select commitice of thirry-three— 

Mr. RICE said: 

Mr Speaker: The value of any discussion 
upon the great questions which now agitate the 
country will be somewhat estimated according to 
the spirit in which it is conducted, and the meas- 
ure of faith entertained in the possibility of ad- 


justing the existing difficulties. I have felt many 


impulses to participate earlier in the discussion, 
but have been prevented by the same necessity 
which, up to this time, has excluded some mem- 
bers of the committee whose report furnishes the 
propositions before us. And although I may now 
fail to present any considerations which shall 
change a vote, or conciliate an opposing opinion, 
et I feel it incumbent upon me as a participator 
in these important scenes, and as the Represent- 
ative of a constituency which might present many 
claims to respectful audience, to utter, for myself 
and for those who agree with me, a few words 
indicative of my own purposes, and of peace and 
conciliation in behalf of the noblest and best Gov- 
ernment that the sun in all his course looks down ` 
upon. Z 
. If there were no other considerations than those 
which spring from the current events of these 
days, I might be among those who despair of the 
Republic; for we seem to be dissolving and sep- 
arating into isolated fragments, like some fair 
globe which once adorned the sky and shed its 
benignant light throughout the universe of God; 
but now, riven with convulsion, is bursting into 
meager and telescopig stars, no longer beautifying 
any constellation in the firmament, and in danger 
of becoming lost from the observation, if not from 
the knowledge of mankind. We have listencd to 
those, here and elsewhere, who talk as lightly of 
the value of the American Union as of a piece of 
merchandise, which may be produced or disposed 
of at pleasure. One might almost suppose the 
Federal Constitution, the great compact of the 
people, to be a convenient instrument which may 
e followed or violated at pleasure. And we may 
soon expect to hear the names of those who stand 
foremost in our country’s fame classed among 
dreamy enthusiasts, or as gleavers only in the 
ficlds of political speculation. But, thank Ieaven, 
such is not the voice of the people of the land, 
Amidst all the discord and apparent disintegration , 
of the country, the great heart of the people sends 
forth the pulsations of patriotic blood, giving hope 


| that the day is even yet to dawn when it shall re- 


animate the whole bod y-politic, when the members 
of the great confederate system shall revive under 
its invigorating streams, and the glow of health 
and the vigor of life shall once more restore us to 
the normal condition of unity, fraternity, and 
powe r. 

Mr. Speaker, I cannot refrain from speaking 
warmly for that Union which I have been taught 
to hold in devoted admiration from my earliest 
years. It was my fortune to be born upon soil 
near which transpired some of the principal events 
of the American Revolution. The home of my 
childhood, and of my maturer life as well, was 
withinsight of the smoke of the conflict on Bunker 
Hill, in whieh the gatlant little army of the colo- 
nies suffered a defeat, the glory of which sur- 
passed even the victory of that day. The plains 
of Lexington and Concord sent their startling 
echoes over the very hills which have since been 
my familiar haunts. I have gazed at frequent in- 
tervals, all my life long, apon the effigies in mar- 
ble and upon canvas of those who braved the 
perils and directed the counsels of these and of 
later struggles. 1 have dwelt always amidst the 
associations and traditions of their deeds. The 
walk to my daily avocations has been beside the 
memorials with which patriotism hag sought to 
bestow veneration and gratitude upon their names, 
and I have worshiped in temples beneath and 
around which all but their imperishable glory and 
their immortal spirits sleeps in the silence and 
repose of death. Sir, I ammot prepared to cele- 
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brate the obsequies of the nation which, under 
the will of Providence, the patriots founded; and 
those who are now engaged in the sacrilege of its 
destfuction shall, I verily believe, after the pas- 
sion of the hour has passed, live, while they con- 
tinue, amidst the displeasure of earth and Heaven; 
and history, through all thé years to come, shall 
render their disgrace immortal. 

I said that if there were no other considerations 
than those derived from currentevents, we might 
almost despair of the country. There are other 
considerations, The instincts of men seem al- 
ways to have pointed to a period when the ex- 
periment of aGovernment founded upon the con- 
sent of the governed should be successful; and 
the repeated failures which have attended such 
experiments hitherto, have not yet extinguished 
either the hope or the conviction of ultimate suc- 
cess, The American was founded in that hypoth- 
esis and faith. It seemed sufficient to account 
for the failure of antecedent republics that they 
had been based upon the ruins of older political 
systems, the relics and influence of which were 
necessarily intermingled with their structure and 
tempered their legislation. Here wasa new coun- 
try, with a fresh and vigorous people, where, in 
the establishment of a Government, the task was 
not so much to change and alter as to organize 
and create a social system. The result has for 
nearly eighty years stood forth as the example 
of a nation which has become more and more the 
pride and the marvel of the world. They have 
seen its wonderful growth in population, their 
enterprise, thrift, and intelligence; its development 
in arts, the spread of its commerce, its advance- 
ment in all the elements of high civilization, and 
its early attainment of the rank of one of the four 
greatest Powers of the earth. 

In the majestic presence of the great Republic, 
tyrants have trembled, and kings have wielded 
their scepters with gentler hand. Imperial cabi- 
nets and hoary Parliaments have tempered their 
decrees with growing deference to the popular 
will. Justice has entered the royal courts, and 
poised her balance upon the fulerum of civic 
rights; and fame—no longer the patron of privi- 
leged classes—has laid the avenues to her shining 
temple within the aspirations of the masses of 
men. And all this has been done before the Cap- 
itol of the nation is completed, and before all the 
companions of its peerless founder have passed 
from the earth. 

Butthere was another consideration, or element, 
to which the founders of this Government looked 
for its stability, and which made it an exception 
to its predecessors. Ít was to stand upon the basis 
of popular intelligence and civic virtues. It was 
not upon its arms, or upon its industry, or upon 
commerce, that they depended, so much as upon | 
these. If it falls now, what atremendous fact will | 
be added to the history of human governments! 
Its decline will send dismay into the hearts ofevery 
oppressed and struggling people upon earth, and 
will be everywhere accepted as the final demon- 
stration of the incapacity of the race to govern 
itself; or else we must accept the humiliating al- 
ternative, that, in this nineteenth century of the 
Christian era—the golden period of modern times 
~—there was not enough of virtue and intelligence 
among the American people to preserve a Gov- 
ernment conceived by the wisdom and patriotism, 
and sealed with the blood, of their immediate an- 
cestors. I cannot believe we have reached such 
national degeneracy as is thus implied. 

The physical structure of the continent, and 
the commercial relations thereby incident to our 
people, all point also to a unity of Government. 
We compass the width of the domain from sea 
to sea. We have great navigable waters upon 
the north and upon the south; nearly all varieties 
of natural productions grow under the several 
degrees of latitude between them; while the North 
is bound to the South, and the South to the North, 
by navigable streams whose courses conform 
nearly to the meridians of longitude. To these | 
physical bonds we may always add the less pal- |] 
pable, but even stronger, ties of community of 
race, of language, of religion, and of mutual is- |} 
terest; and we find in these all the assurance that, 
whatever obstacles may for the moment interrupt 
our peaceful union, the laws by which we are heid 
togetherare stronger even than the passions ofmen 
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; weakness, or blindness, or impetuosity, shall add 


There is, to be sure, Mr. Speaker, onè aspect 
of affairs which suggests a providential interrup- 
tion in the events which are now transpiring. 
Every reflecting mind may not have considered 
the fact that these events occur at a peculiar pe- 
riod in our national progress; and the lesson which 
they are designed to teach may havea significance 
which is not immediately apprehended. During 
the existence of the Anglo-Saxon race upon this 
continent, they have passed through the various 
political stages of colonial -dependence and con- 
federate States, and are now in the relation of a 
General Government, superseding that Confed- 
eration. It would not be difficult to suggest prov- 
idential reasons why the discovery of the conti- 
nent itself was assigned to the particular period 
when itoccurred; and something more than chance 
seems to have directed the remarkable incidents 
of the immigration by which it was settled, and 
the peculiar elements of which that immigration 
was composed. Certain it is, that nowhere else 
could that freedom of opinion have been attained 
which has here been excrcised; nor the same elas- 
ticity of character have been developed, except 
when there was the same boundless territory in- 
viting to enterprise and adventure. Was it, then, 
part of the providential design that such pecu- 
liarities of character, and a corresponding elas- 
ticity of government, should be constituted for the 
purpose of subjugating this continent, and open- 
ing it to the purposes and uses of the noblest civ- 
ilization? And this result having now been mainly 
accomplished, the wilderness threaded, the mount- 
ains scaled, the savage subdued, and the oceans 
united by a cultivated and homogencous race, are 
we preparing to enter upon a new phase of polit- 
ical life, in which the characteristics of discovery 
and expansion shall be exchanged for consolida- 
tion and discipline? A French writer of distinc- 
tion has given his conception of an ideal condition 
of society, ‘in which all men would profess an 
equalattachmentand respect for the laws of which 
they are the common authors; in which the au- 
thority of the State would be respected as neces- 
sary, though notas divine, and the loyalty of the 
subject to the Chief Magistrate would notbea pas- 
sion, but a quiet and rational persuasion; where 
every individual, being in the possession of rights 
which he is sure to retain, a manly reliance and 
reciprocal courtesyshould arise betweenall classes, 
removed alike from pride and from meanness.” 
Certainly the United States have already realized 
all,and more than this conception; and if we have 
at length reached one of those great transition 
periods which occur in the life of nations, then, 
indeed, the time has come when the real great- | 
ness of our Government and the strength of its 
institutions are to be tested; when we are to ex- 
hibit the nobility of the American people, and en- 
ter their final vindication among men; or when we | 
are to meet the fate and fortunes of those whose 


ri 


one more to the wrecks of empires. Ln view, then, | 
of the emergency which is before us and around | 
us, we may well summon our best powers to meet 
this hour of trial; to resist this demon of national 
discord; to cast out the influence which is allur 
ing us to national] dissolution and fratricidal war; 
so that, after its departure, we may survey with 
clearer vision this fairest heritage of the earth, 
and from the heights of a loyal patriotism in- 
voke those ministrations of peace which shall con- | 
secrate afresh and forever our devotion to our 
native land. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the great contro- | 
versy which is at present waged with such fero- 
city as to threaten the destruction of this Govern- 
ment, Is assigned to the smallest causes that ever | 
engendered a natienal tumult. And if the case || 
were fully stated in the catalogue of grievances 
which has been presented for its justification, it) 
would seem to require but little either of time or | 


of ability to bringabouta satisfactory settlement. į 
It has been alleged that the election of a President 
by a party limited to one section of the country is |i 
justifiable cause for the people of the opposite sec- 
tion to dissolve their connection with the Govern- 
ment. If this be so,then the eleetion of a Presi- | 
dent would seem to be a geographical problem,a ji 
question of zones and of porailels of latitude and 
longitude, whose heterogeneous suffrags must be | 
blended into the unit of a successful eandidate— 


an experiment in political alchemy too dangerous 
and intricate, I imagine, for common undertaking. 
But if it be said that the complaint is not so much 
a matter of locality as of certain opinions, and 


sentiments which are predominant in certain: 


places, then thé contest is against the incorpora- 
tion of those supposed peculiar opinions, or thé 
policy founded upon them, into the administration 
of the General Government; and the matter of 
locality is, after all, of little account. 

Now, the present Administration was elected by 
the blended suffrage of free and of slave States; 
and yet, in reference to certain opinions and pol- 
icy upon the only question of grèat importance 
in controversy between the North and the South, 
it has been as thoroughly sectional as though all 
the suffrage which created it had laid south of 
Mason and Dixon’s line. So true is this, that 
when the Democratic party assembled at Charles- 
ton to nominate new candidates for the highest 
offices in the Government, there was so much 
division of sentiment on this question that some 
of those who had been its loyal supporters for 
years, in the North, revolted in offense; and left 
their recent associates ultimately to nominate can- 
didates who received not a single electoral vote 
outside of the slave States of the Union. And yet- 
men who were the supporters of these candidates 
in the extreme South are, for the most part, those 
who propose to break up this Union for the al- 
leged reason that the new President, though 
elected by legal and constitutional means by the 
people of the country, did not receive his muppet 
m accordance with a certain geographical distri- 
bution of popular opinion and suffrage. But let 
us suppose the President to have been chosen by 
one section of the country only, and that he sym- 
pathizes with the opinions which are in a great 
degree peculiar to that section: this is, after all, a 
small matter, compared with the offset proposed. 
The Government of the United States is design- 
edly so constructed as to place in no one indi- 
vidual, and in no one department, an amount of 
authority or power, which, if exerciged alone, 
could be largely destructive of the liberties and 
rights of the people. It is made up in the form of 
a system of checks and balances, in which the 
prerogatives and immunities of the citizen are se- 
cured on the one hand, and the restraints and 
regulations of law are determined and exercised 
by Congress, Executives, Cabinets, and courts, 
on the other. 

It is only when all these are combined in a sins 
gle direction, and thus become independent of 
supervision or control, that danger and oppres- 
sion and abuse.are to be apprehended; when all 
departments of the Government, concurring in 
one line of policy, may become a manifold despot. 
All experience testifies that good faith and effici- 
ency are promoted by the supervision and re- 
straints of minorities; and that parties become 
corrupt, and the Government which they control 
weakened and pillaged, very much in proportion 
to the magnitude of their majorities and the dura- 
tion of their power. It so happened that, with 
the election of Mr. Lincoln to the Presidency, the 
party which supported him had secured a major- 
ity in neither branch of Congress, and therefore 
his opponents need not entertain fears of his ad- 
ministration, even if, under other circumstances, 
evil might be apprehended; because the existing 
laws have been enacted or approved by Con- 
gresses and Presidents of opposite opinions to his 
own respecting the disputed question of the day, 
and no new laws could be reached, except through 
a Congress in which his friends would be the 
minority. 

But it is not strictly true that the recent election 
was decided wholly upon the issue of the slavery 
guestion,as is so oftenstated, here and elsewhere. 
The people not only suspected, but had become 
convinced, that great corruption existed in some 


| of the departments of the Government. The lim- 
| ited and hasty investigations which had been in- 


stituted, gave abundant evidence of that fact; and 


| thousands of persons gave their votes for the suc- 
|: cessful candidate, from the conviction that it was 
i necessary to clear away the abuses which had 
| been so freely tolerated, The election overthrew 
! the ascendency of the then dominant party; but 
' itdid not institute its rival with such completeness 


as to render it liable to similar excesses. ‘There 


x 


. 


_paratively“few slaves; and the States at the op- 
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was such a mingling of success and of failure in, 
the vesult,as to invite watchfulness, preventfraud, 
and secure vigilance in all departments of the 
Government; so that the new Administration, 
judged by any reasonable supposition, was so 
constituted as to render it national in tone, and 
qonservative of the interésts of the whole country. 
But, besides the election of à President who did 
not reside Within the limits of the slave States, 
although he was born in one of them, certain le- 
gislative acts of some of. the free States are citéd 
as being unconstitutional, and hostile to the re- 
covery of fugitives from service in the southern 
States. “It would seem to be sufficient to say, as 
has been said already, that the laws complained 
of must be of very little practical importance, 
since they have never secured the liberty of a sin- 
gle slave. It is also well understood that all legis- 
Jation of the States must ke subordinate to the 
Constitution of the United States; and conse- 
uenily, that any law which is in conflict with 
that instrument is as inoperative and void as 
though it had never been written. It would be 
needless even to repeal such laws, except it be to 
clear the records of statutory rubbish, to remove 
causes of. misapprehension, and to maintain that 
respect for the supreme law of the land which 
wil be the desire. of all patriotic people. The va- 
lidity of any law of the free States may be easily 
determined. The Federal courts in that section 
are free to every citizen, come whence he may; 
and the judges are as incorruptible as the tri- 
bunals are accessible. If any law whatever be 
constitutional, then it is the right of any State to 
enact it; and this right becomes a duty when de- 
manded by the security and welfare of its citizens. 
lf, on the other hand, it be unconstitutional, it is 
for that reason dead. It is a notable fact that the 
importance of the laws, known as personal lib- 
erty laws, seems to be estimated inversely in the 
ratio of the necessity for their existence. Thus 
the Gulf cotton States, which were the first to 
raise the rebellion which assigns these laws, in 
part, as its cause, or its justification, lose com- 


posite extremity of the country, where fugitives 
seldom remain, and through whose domain they 
rarely pass, are those which have been among the 
readiest to enact them. 

There is no reason that lam aware of, to doubt 
that the second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution was designed to secure the rendition 
of fugitive slaves, and that it was so understood 
at the time of its adoption; and therefore, the States 
are legally and honorably bound to recognize pro- 
ceedings properly instituted for that purpose. 
While, therefore, such is the duty ofthe States to 
conform. to this obligation, that is also a reason 
why. the Federal law, carrying the provision into 
effect, should not be needlessly stringent;andabove 
all, why itshould not be made specially repugnant 


to the feelings of the people, among whom at best |f 


its execution must be more or less odious. Ibis, 
doubtless, the right of a State to protect its citizens 
against the malexecution of even Federal laws 
within its own jurisdiction, but its loyalty forbids 
that it shall interfere with their legitimate opera- 
tion, The fact that some of the States in which || 
the personal liberty laws exist have voluntarily 
modified or repealed them, or have instituted in- 
quiries respecting their validity and necessity, is 
abundant indication that the public mind is so 
open toa proper understanding of the subject, and 
to aright decision, whatever it may be, as to de- | 
stroy all occasion for a disruption of the Govern- | 
ment on this account. 

It is still further asserted that the people of the | 
free States are imbued with certain sentiments of | 
hostility to slavery, the logical sequence of which 
would Tead to its entire abolition in the United | 
States. Now, ifit be objected that the people of 
one section‘of the country entertain certain opin- 
ions respecting any subject, which opinions are 
the result of reason and observation and convic- 
tion, then, indeed, we havea difficulty not easily 
removed; because that objection strikes at the 
foundation of all freedom, and, passing through 
the spheres of public and social and domestic life, 
invades the sanctity of the individual intclect and 
heart. It is an invasion, not of the right of ac- 
tion. or of speech, but of thought, upon which no 
restraint, unless self-imposed, has ever been long 


| 
u 


successful; an invasion. which will be submitted 
to only by a weak and pusillanimous people. Er- 
roneous opinions, whose faisity can be clearly 
demonstrated, are comparatively harmless, be- 
cause they are easily cured; and as there is a 
power in nature which springs into exercise for 
the restoration of order, whene ver any of its forces 
are disturbed, so there is a law of opinion work- 
ing through the cycles of time as inflexible as na- 
ture’s king. Therefore, whatever errors of opinion 
prevail in consequence of the difficulty of demon- 
strating their falsity, will surely be corrected by 
reaction, sooner or Jater, at the very point where 
they have been most common. But the appre- 
hension felt at the South respecting the hostility 
of the North, and the purpose of the people of 
that section to interfere with slavery where 1t ex- 
ists under legal sanction, is totally unfounded. 
The discussion of this subject, if attended with 


loss of temper and with alienation of fecling, has | 


been productive of a better and clearer understand- 
ing of the mutual rights and obligations of the 
two sections of the country in respect to this in- 
stitution. While the conviction almost univer- 
sally prevails that slavery isan evil and, asan ele- 
ment in society,a weakness, for which the people 
of the North will nothold themselves responsible 
in their own section, yet it is admitted to be an 
institution which has legal existence in certain 
States of this Union, which they~ are bound to 
recognize. And the extent of this recognition is 


_to security from interference by Congress or by 


the Legislature of one State with that institution 
in any other State where it exists by sanction of 
the local law. The resolution which was unani- 


mously adopted by this House, a few days ago, | 


on this subject, shows that there is no diversity of 
opinion here on this point, and I do not believe 
thercis in the Legislatures ofany of the free States. 

But it is said that the danger lics not in the senti- 
ment of opposition to slavery as at present devel- 
oped, but in that form which, to use the current 
expression, is its logical sequence. Now, there 
is scarcely an opinion on any subject which has 
not its rational limits, beyond which itlapses into 
a vice or an absurdity; and almost every virtue 


has at some time or other been drawn out of its 
i : K | 
practical and operative sphere into the barrenand j 


useless formula of an abstraction. Thus, we are 
told that the natural consequence of hostility to 
slavery, which the northern people of this coun- 
try share with nearly the whole civilized world, 
is the desire for its abolition cvery where; and 
the sequence of this desire is the attempt to ac- 


complish that object; and this attempt is war- | 
fare upon the rights and property of the people of | 
the South, and hence the necessity for a dissolu- | 


tion of the Union. On the other hand, the state- 
ment is, that slavery being “a great moral, social, 
und political evil,” it ought not to be tolerated 
anywhere; but itis tolerated in a portion of the 
Federal Union, and ina measure sanctioned by that 
Union and its Constitution, through the opera- 
tion of local laws; henee that Constitution Is an 
infamous compact, and the Union a league with 
powers of evil, which ought to be dissolved; and 
thus the theory of logical sequence, applied in 
opposite directions to this vexed question of sla- 


very, takes us to precisely the same result; and į 


hence, too, it is that at this very day the violent 
champions of slavery on the one hand, and the 
violent Abolitionists on the other, meet in unhal- 
lowed fellowship to destroy this Union, which 
the loyal and patriotic citizens of all sections are 
striving to maintain. 

It is, indeed, not to be wondered at that excite- 
ment and apprehension prevail at the South, ifthe 
people of that section believe it to be the purpose 
of the Republican party to make forays upon their 


; towns, incite servile insurrections, and imperil the 


lives of those who are dearest to them on earth. 
Examples of the most imaginary nature are held 
up as representatives of northern sentiment; and 
the expressions of men, whose well known ultra- 
isms long since rendered their opinions powerless 
at home, are disseminated as the current and ac- 
cepted discussion of the relations of the two sec- 
tions of the country; while the foray of John 
Brown, who, after the labor of years, found, in 
the United Statesand Canada, twenty men willing 
to join a piratical expedition agaiust one of the 
States of this Union, is promulgated as the legiti- 


mate fruit of the intellectual and religious train- 
ing of the whole body of the northern people. 
But who is to be blamed for all this misrepresent- 
ation, when neither northern men nor the north- 
ern press, generally, is allowed to bear the con- 
tradiction and the evidence to their doors ? Strong 
and general as is popular disapproval of slavery 
inthe free States, I do not believe itis much, ifany, 
stronger now than it was ten or fifteen years ago. 

The resolutions of the conventions of the dom- 
inant party in the country are not more stringent 
or decisive than those of the Whig party were 
within the time alluded to; nor do the most dis- 
tinguished men of the Republican party to-day 
give it stronger opposition than did Mr. Webster 
and Mr. Clay. ‘The Whig party had contended 
for the constitutional rights of freemen, and the 
limitation of slavery, unul the controversy was 
supposed to be virtually ended in the compromise 
measures of 1850. The dominant party in the 
country to-day contends for nothing more, 

But, sir, the difficulty which at present sur- 
rounds us is deeper than the causes which are 
publicly assigned; and, as the conspirators grow 


Si 


| bolder, they become more frank in their avowals, 


Itis not that Mr. Lincoln has been elected, not 
that the question of slavery is discussed, not that 
its emancipation in the States where it exists is 
apprehended—for they know that is impossible 
so long as the Constitution and the Union are pre- 
served—but it is that two systems of civilization 
are brought into contrast upon this continent; and 
that one of these systems is supposed to suffer 
from the other, to which it nevertheless contributes 
the means of superior success. The distinguish- 
ing difference between them is, that, under one 
system, there is a union of labor and capital in 
the conduct of its enterprises without disparity in 
the prerogatives of citizenship among its popula- 
tion; and that, under the other system, capital 
owns the labor and dictates the character and 
amount of its social and political privileges. Out 
of these different relations may be traced, respect- 
ively, the tendencies towards the perpetuation of 
a Republic, and towards the establishment of a 
Government essentially aristocratic or monarch- 
ical. The peculiarities of soil and climate have 
favored pursuits in which this distinction may be 
obtained; and the growing alienation of the peo- 
ple of the two sections, arising from an interrup- 


| tion of cordial and confidential intercourse and 


association, and from contest for control of the 
unoccupied territory of the country, bas obscured 
the immense advantages which accrue from a 
common Government. 

In the midst of this unnatural isolation, the 
secds of separation, planted in an unhappy hour 
by an able but always disloyal statesman, have 


| germinated and are budding for their legitimate 


fruit. The dreamy and sunlit glories of a south- 
ern confederacy, in which the principles which 
he promulgated and the policy which he foreshad- 
owed are promised realization, now entrance the 
gaze and bewilder the patriotism of a portion of 
our fellow-countrymen; while the herald of an 
untried and perhaps blood-stained future sum- 
mons others still to its desperate embrace. 

But another of. the chief causes of the present 
disaffection in the cotton States is the arrogance 
engendered by an excessive estimate of their im- 
portance in relation to the markets of the world. 
t Cotton is king,’’ has become the watchword and 
the accepted conclusion of the people of that sec- 
tion, and they have also grown into the belief that 
while the throne of this textile sovereign is based 
upon a narrow belt of States above the Gulf of 
Mexico, his empire is the world; and that his 
scepter can sway the destinies of commerce and 
manufactures, and finally of races,and regulate the 
opinions of men, The vast importance of cotton 
to the commerce and industry of the world need 
not and cannot be questioned. But, however 
great, itis insufficient, as is any other single prod- 
duct, for the support of a civilized nation. 

One of the grand mistakes which I apprehend 
would be discovered in the proposed cotton con- 
federacy, is forgetfulness that a diversity of em- 
ployments is essential to national development 
and national wealth; and that this diversity is 
incompatible with but a single product, or with 
several products, provided they require labor of 
butasinglegrade. A significant example of this 
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fact is found in the difference between the free 
and the slave States of this Union; and especially 
between the States of Massachusetts and South 
Carolina, two among the oldest of the number. 
Nature has bestowed upon the latter superior ad- 
vantages of soil and climate, and yet, in material 
prosperity and population, she is among the slow- 
est States in progress; while the former, with 
natural disadvantages, supports a larger popula- 
tion to the square mile, well fed, clothed, and ed- 
ucated, than any other State, and has also a larger 
amount of wealth in proportion to her population, 
a large share of which has been derived from her 
diversified industry. This diversity is compati- 
ble only with a considerable degree of education 
and discipline on the part of the laborers them- 
selves. Without this the arts cannot flourish, and 
their products will always present the contrast 
of crude and unskillful experiments. Those who 
are more familiar with the characteristics of slave 
population than I am, can better tell how far itis 
consistent with security and subordination to ed- 
ucate them; butallcan judge how far the African 
can compete with the white laborer in the compe- 
titions of mechanical industry extensively prose- 
cuted, 

lt is trué that we have heard suggested as an 
alternative to this education and employment of 
the blacks an invitation to colonies of northern 
mechanics to settle in the South underinducements 
of larger profits and constant employment; and I 
remember that the newspapers, about a year ago, 
furnished accounts of such invitations from the 
extreme South to certain bodies of mechanics then 
temporarily out ofemploymentin Massachusetts. 
But the progress of emancipation in the States 
which have become free has been tolerably com- 
mensurate with the introduction of free labor; 
and I do not know why this should not still con- 
tinue to be so. Besides, if the evil or danger of 
living under a common Government with the 
northern people, though separated from them by 
long distances, is so greatas to be sufficient cause 
for the destruction of the Government and a dis- 
solution of the Union, it is not apparent how that 
evil will be abated, or that danger removed, by 
importing a sufficient number of those people to 
make up the diversity of industrial employments, 
which isessential tothe vigorous growth of States. 
But furthermore, Mr. Speaker, there is a proverb 
made trite by frequent illustration, which says 
that “ whom the gods wish to destroy they first 
make mad.’ And to entertain the idea, in this 
age, that. the exchanges of the world and its in- 
dustry can be indefinitely controlled, by monop- 
olizing within a small space a product which will 
grow upon one quarter or one third of the earth’s 


surface, is surely an approximation to the hint of | 


the proverb. Why, sir, the ‘ world’s exhibi- 
tions,” as they are termed, showed that the in- 
ventive genius of the age is unparalleled, and we 
see the practical evidences of the fact on every 
hand; and if there be one characteristic in which 
the people of the northern States proverbially 
excel, itis a wonderful sagacity in the discovery 
of expedients to overcome difficulties. 

Itstugularly happens that two or three incidents 
occur at this juncturé of affairs which are likely 
to affect the progress of the confederacy of cotton 
States which is foreshadowed. 

1. The divergence of the flow of cotton from 
the southern commercial cities to the inland rail- 
road routes, to which it is forged by the inter- 
ruption of southern ports, and the development 
of the fact that this mode of communication and 
transport presents special advantages of speed, 
safety, and probably of economy; which consid- 
erations are likely to render the employment of 
these routes permauentafter the present necessity 
for their use has been withdrawn. Should this be 
so, the effect upon the points alluded to must be 
very unfavorable, especially as the return freights 
will be likely to follow the same lines of travel 
and in the same vehicles. , 

2. As to the supply of cotton. England, if I 
mistake not, obtains about thirty per cent. of her 
supply from India; and the quantity from that 
Source is likely to increase, rather than diminish, 
in the ratio of ber future consumption; the balance 
she gets from various sources, butchiefl y from the 
United States. Recent discoveries inA frica indicate 


| quantity. 


the adaptability of an immensetract of country to 
cotton culture, surrounded and overrun with labor 
suited to that purpose; and English enterprise has 
already commenced its occupation. We have also 
accountgof influences at work in Turkey, through 
which that ancient country, reputed now to grow 
thirty-five to forty million pounds of cotton an- 
nually, will immensely increase her production. 
Egypt, Brazil, Peru, Mexico, and the West Indies, 
are also growing competitors. Two of ourcoun- 


j trymen who have enjoyed opportunities for ex- 


tensive observation in Central America, have re- 
cently given to the public statements showing the 
complete facilities for cotton culture in the region 
lying at the foot of our continent, and the pecu- 
liar inducements for its prosecution. Measures 


| have already been initiated for the organization 


gf enterprises of a peaceful nature, to be sustained 
y associated capital, which shall undertake this 
business. The land may be obtained at small 


| cost, the local governments favor the enterprise, 
and the desideratum of cheap labor may be con- | 


sidered to be substantially supplied by the local 
population and the opening of voluntary emigra- 
tion from China to California, and elsewhere, and 
which would undoubtedly be attracted to this new 
field. Here are already resources sufficient to 
supply the world with cotton; and the reason why 
they have not been earlier considered and devel- 
oped is because the regular sources of supply from 
the cotton States have not been materially inter- 
rupted. Much less than the enterprise and capital 
which have been expended on northern railroads 


or northern factories would render the cultivation fi 
of cotton in these new fields abundantly success- | 


ful, and the supply inexhaustible. 

3. There isa new rival to King Cotton himself, 
of different, but possibly of formidable lineage. 
During several years past, various experiments 
have been made for obtaining a substitute for cot- 


ton from flax; and, since the idea of compulsory į 


terms for a supply of cotton from the southern 
States has been promulgated, the result of these 
experiments bas been brought more conspicuously 
into notice. 

I have before me a specimen of flax cotton, for- 
warded to me within a week past by an extensive 
merchant, residing in the district which I have 
the honor to.represent. The specimen was ac- 
companied by a letter, which says that this article 
can be produced and delivered in Boston at seven 
and a half cents per pound, it being grown in the 
free States. Two million pounds of this article 
will be manufactured during the present year, 
the letter proceeds to say; and the quantity can 
be extended indefinitely. I do not know how 
universally adapted to use this cotton is, and I am 
aware that two million poundsis not an alarming 
But if this article is only adapted to 
the commonest purposes, and if we remember, 


| also, howrecent isthe time when the United States 


altogether did not produce two million pounds of 
cotton, this may be esteemed a competitor not to 
be despised. Whth all these facts before them, 
and many others, which this occasion does not 
permit me to mention, it appears to me thet, if 
there be any portion of the American people who 
are in danger of mistaking their commercial im- 
portance, and which needs that alliance and pro- 


| tection which is found in a great Power like the 


undivided Union, that portion is the cotton States. 

As the cause of the existing difficulties is mis- 
taken or insufficient, so is the remedy resorted to 
unjustifiable and treasonable. It is an attempt, 
under the guise of a plausible and inoffensive 
phrase, to break engagements solemnly made at 
home and abroad; to destroy the Government 
which the disaffected can no longer control; and 


| to precipitate the country into revolution, regard- 


less of the rights of those whose fealty is un- 
broken, and reckiess of the happiness of the young 
and of millions yet unborn, to whom this glorious 
Union belongs as their rightful heritage. Why 
will any deceive themselves with the change of 
name, when the startling fact of rebellion or of 
revolution is everywhere visible—States passing 
what are tenderly called ordinances of secession; 


| declaring themselves independent of a Govern- 
| ment whose responsibilities they have jointly cre- 


ated; seizing the public forts and arsenals and 
navy-yards and custom-houses and treasuries; 


setting atdefiance the Federal authorit y, and firing 
upon the national flag.: Sir, if there be-depths of 
humiliation to which an American citizen can‘ de- 
scend, more profound than the disgust which he 
feels at the imbecility or treachery of those whose 
early and decisive action might have: prevented 
these atrocious deeds, it was found in the experi- 
ence ofa gallant young officer attached tothe nayal 
station at Pensacola, and whose cheek burned 
with mingled shame- and indignation as he told 
the fact that the stars and stripes, which had so 
often kindled his ambition, and beneath which he 
had stood in the conscious pride of a citizen of a 
free and mighty nation, ignominiously. fell by 
rebellious hands in the very presence ofa foreign 
man-of-war. Secession is not a dissolution of a 
partnership of States; it is rebellion against the 
Government of the country, as has been most 
forcibly presented by that stern and vigorous pa- 
triot who dealt successfully with secession thirty 
years ago. Says General Jackson: 

“The Constitution of the United States formsa Govern- 
ment, not a league ; and whether it be formed by compact 
between the States, or in any other manner, its character 
is the same. It isa Governmentin which all the people are 
represented, which operates directly on the people individ- 
ually, not upon the States; they retained all the power they 
did not grant. But each State having expressly parted with 
sO many powers as to constitute. jointly with the other 
States a single nation, cannot, from that period, possess any 
right to secede, because such secession does not break a 
Jeague, but destroys the unity of a nation; and any injury 
tò that unity is not only a breach which would result from 
the contravention of a compact, but it is an offense against 
the whole Union. To say that any State may secede at 
pleasure from the Union, is to say that the United States are 
not a nation ; because it would be asolecism to contend that 
any part ofa nation might dissolve its connection with the 
other parts to their injury or ruin, without committing any 
offense. Secession, like any other revolutionary act, may 
be morally justified by the extremity of oppression ; but to 
call it a constitutional right is confounding the meaning of 
terms.” . 3 

Sir, there is notan American citizen who could 
endure the insults and atrocities which have been 
heaped upon his country by the seceding States 
if they had procceded from a foreign Power. 

TheGovernmenthas submitted to these wrongs 
and indignities, and still stands waiting and ap- 
palled before this gigantic rebellion. e execu- 
tion of the laws has been discussed in the aspect 
of coercing States, and the seizure of Federal 
property by revolutionary States, as the resump- 
tion of their undelegated rights; and all the while 
we have been apparently drifting towards. worse 
results. . The prestige of the Government abroad, 
as well as at home, is almost gone; its eredit 
broken; its power questioned. . The business of 
the country is becoming paralyzed; our ships idle; 
our industry hushed; and all this because of the 
madness of a few men, who are bent upon the 
policy of rule or ruin. Nor are the evils which 
flow. from this great conspiracy limited to national 
| disgrace and national calamity, but they perme- 
ate all orders of society, and demoralize the whole 
sentiment of obedience, and all love of order. The 
| example of stupendous crimes and misdemeanors 
on the part of States, and of some in Federal au- 
thority, have corrupted the public conscience, and 
prepared it for the toleration of every species of 
wrong. In places where honor dweit, treason 
boldly stalks, and shame flaps its filthy garments, 
and displays its pilfered, or meretricious charms, 
Instead of appeals to executives and tribunals for 
redress of grievances, anarchy is introduced to 
i! drown the voice of justice, and mobs are invoked 
| to anticipate with swifter vengeance the deliber- 
ate processes of law. It is but a single step fur- 
ther to the revolver and the stiletto, as the ac- 
cepted and accustomed arbitrators and avengers 
‘of individual wrongs. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, are there any means 
py which these evils, public and private, may be 
overcome, and order be composed in their stead? 
Such an undertaking, as I have already intimated, 
will demand the best powers of the nation, but it 
is not altogether hopeless. I understand full well 
the feelings of those who, smarting under a sense 
of indignation and injustice, refuse to accede to 
any measures which seem to them like an atone- 
ment for wrongs which have never been commit- 
i| ted, and who believe that the voices of living men, 
| and the silent but unequivocating testimony of 
| history, will alike declare that, in the prolonged 
| controversy which has been waged, the North 
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has had the unequal task of bearing up against 
hostile: opinion supported by the whole power 
of the Government, which for half a century, 
with small interruptions, has. been its constant 
auxiliary... l'can applaud-with honest sympathy 
the spirit which refuses to bow tothe domination 
ofits peers, or to négotiate for. peace with those 
who appear in the-panoply of rebellious arms. 
Something.in the-way of indulgence may also. be 


granted :to the: pride of a great party in the flush 


of its triumph, and- disposed. to wear its laurels 
with comeliness; save when its submission 18 1m- 
periously: demanded, But let it be remembered 
that those who: have gone out of the Union, and 
now stand-in the attitude of hostility to its Gov- 
ernment and:to its people, seek no terms of recon- 
ciliation... ‘Their purposes, no longer aided by the 
resources of the Union, are no Jonger disguised 
under the fort:of grievances seeking for redress. 
itis buta-few days since one of the Represent- 
atives of the State of Louisiana, in his valedic- 
tory remarks, upon retiring from this Hall, said 
it was his belief, that. if the most conciliatory 
propositions now before the House were adopted, 
tliat Would not. stop the progress of secession in 
the section of country from whence he came. The 
declaration of Mr. Yancey, in his recent speech 
before the State convention of Alabama, is still 
more uncompromising and decisive. He said: 

“J. -avow myself as. utterly, unalterably, opposed to any 
and all plans of reconstructing a Union with the Black Re- 
publican’ States of the North. No new guarantees, no 
amendments af the Constitution, no peaceful resolutions, 
no repeal of offensive laws, can offer me any, the least, 
inducement to reconstruct our relations with the non-slave- 
holding States.” 

This. much, then, at least,.is settled; we need 
not seek for terms of reconciliation with those 
who decline, beforehand, any appeal which could 
be submitted, and who have chosen for themselves 
He attitude of implacable enemies of the Govern- 
ment and the Union. But, sir, there are those 
who have assumed no such attitude, and yet who, 
from personal. appyehension, or from the neces- 
sity: oftheir position, look to those who desire to 
presérve the Government for some consideration 
of their position; and I have heard, not without 
emotion, the patriotic appeals of those gentlemen 
from the border States who have spoken so nobly 
and. so ably for the preservation of the Union. 
Their words have fallen upon. the. country like 
the voice of Providence interposing to stay the 
tide of rebellion: and to avert the horrors of in- 
testine war. 

And Pfelt afresh hope for the continuance of the 
Union when f heard my distinguished colleague the 
other day, under circumstances which exemplified 
and tested his: statesmanship, make his patriotic 
response to:those appeals. We may well scek for 
consistent effort and fellowship with those who 
have been as loyal to the Union as ourselves, and 
who have never approached us with maledictions 


or threats, to join again as our fathers joined, to | 


preserve that Union which they toiled and died 
to create; and for myself, L feel it to be my duty, 


without the sacrifice of essential principles, to pay | 


some heed to the exigenciesand necessities of the 
present and the future, as well as to any shibbo- 
leths of the past.: And Į believe the generous 


constituency which sent me here, not as a politi- | 


cian or as a partisan more than as a citizen, and 
by a various suffrage, will justify me, amidst these 
unexpected embarrassments, in the exercise of 
that independence which is requisite to insure the 
guidance of my own judgment. If otherwise, 
then, much as 1 might regret the loss of their con- 
currence, I cannot decline the responsibility of 


doing that which patriotism and duty demand of* 


me. | am-not prepared to sacrifice any principle 


which seems to me essential to the right position | 


of the incoming Administration. Having con- 
tributed in a humble degree to its inception, I 
expect to do whatever I may to promote Its con- 
tinued suecess. But may not some of the weapons 
of aggressive warfare be laid aside after the cita- 
del is taken, and those. be brought into action 
which. are adapted to its security and defense? 


Viewed from a political stand-point, the rallying | 
principle of a party is valuable to it chiefly to thai : 
degree in which it may be administered when that . 


party issuccessful. Licentiousness may be butan 
exeeas of liberty and superstition of faith, May 


l 


not men of all parties pause, then, and see to it 
that in our contests to settle the doctrine of civil 
freedom we do not blot out from the earth its fairest 
and most hopeful and most puissant example? 

lf they will restore peace to the country, or 
satisfy our friends in the border States, as I think 
they ought to do, I am willing to support, in the 
main, the propositions of the committee, the prin- 
cipal features of which are, the constitutional 
amendment and the enabling act for New Mexico, 
proposed by my colleague; or,ifit may. be deemed 
more satisfactory, a convention of the people, 
legitimately called, to which the subject in con- 
troversy may be referred. But I cannot vote for 
measures which, in my belief, would secure only 
atemporary lull of excitement, with the proba- 
bility of bringing back an aggravation of evils at 
no distant day. The Union is too great a prizg 
to be staked at every presidential election. The 
question of its preservation, in spite of the existing 
causes of discontent, should be definitively settled 
now. If possible, itshould be sosettled astorestore 
that ancient harmony and fellowship among the 
States, which would be a bond of Union stronger 
than statutes or compromises or constitutions. 

In addition to the noble words which have been 
spoken here and elsewhere by patriotic men from 
the border States, several of those States have 
spoken for themselves in unmistakable terms. 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and Missouri have done 
so; and Virginia, mother of States and of Presi- 
dents, has spoken with the great voice of her peo- 
ple, proclaiming that the remains of him to whose 
tomb strangers from every land make pilgrimage, 
and at the mention of whose name every Ameri- 
can heart swells with mingled reverence and grat- 
itude, shall still sleep in the soil of that Union 
which has rendered the glory of his name imper- 
ishable. Massachusetts, which holdsin her bosom 
the ashes of his great compeer—that Massachu- 
setts which poured out her treasure like sand, and 
her blood like water, in the days of common peril, 
and whose valiant sons sleep in the soil of every 
State, from Maine to Georgia—will hail with joy 
the steadfast loyalty of her ancient friend. 

Mr. Speaker, in the failure of a peaceful adjust- 
ment of the existing troubles, we have been told 
the dread alternative is war. Already have our 
ears become accustomed to that sound; some speak 
of it as possible, and others even as propable, and 
speculate upon its duration and picture its horrors. 
More than once have we heard how valiant and 
relentless will be the contest on the part of those 
who have already left, or who design to leave, the 
Union. I have no wish to say a word in retalia- 
tion; but Jet me cite the language of Mr, Clay, 
uttered a little more than ten years ago, upon the 
characteristics of such a war. He said: 

“Tf, unhappily, we should be involved in war—a civil 
war—between the two parts of this Confederacy, in which 
the efforts upon the oneside should be to restrain the intro- 
duction of slavery into new Territories, and upon the other, 
to foree its introduction there, what a spectacle should we 
present to the astonishment of mankind, in an effort, not to 
propagate rights, but—I must say, though [trust it will be 
understood to be said with no gn to excite fecling—n 
war to propagate wrongs in the ‘Territories thus aequire 
from Mexico. It would be a warin whieh we should have 
no sympathies, no good wishes; in which all mankind 


would be against us; in which our own history itself would 
be against us.” 


Even in such a waras that, sir, I will not doubt 
the valor of any of our countrymen, I will not 
impugn the courage of any portion of the Ameri- 
‘can people: But I mean no threat when 1 say, 
that it should be remembered that this manly vir- 
tue is not limited toeither section. Those who scoff 
atPuritan blood should trace the history of those 
who have come of it. If it be cold and not easily 
roused, when roused it does not so easily subside. 
lt has overflowed its earlier landmarks, and gone 
mingling with the sturdy races which people the 
mighty West; it has sent nota small element into 
the gallant South; and wherever found, it will be 
folly to count upon its weakness. The same 


qualities which would make a civil war terrible | 


among our countrymen, are those most valuable 
in the conservation of a steadfast peace. To this 
end, therefore, let our present counsels be aimed, 
and our efforts directed, and only after reason has 
failed, and conciliation trenches upon justice, let 
us think of an alternative which shall fiji our Jand 
with mourning, and its rivers with: blood, 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. L. ©. CARTER, 


OF NEW YORK, 
In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 27, 1861. 


The flouse having under consideration the report from 
the setect committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. CARTER said: 

Mr. Speaxer: I know there are many questions 
more or less connected with the subject now under 
discussion before this House; but as they all os- 
tensibly grow out of the offense taken by the South 
at the election of a Republican as chief executive 
officer of the nation, for the next four years, I pro- 
pose to first say a few words.on this subject, be- 
fore proceeding to investigate those more imme- 
diately named as matters of dispute. 

Sir, it is not my intention to weary, by the 
length.of my remarks, those gentlemen who may 
courteously give me their attention; for, in truth, 
I have felt so little disposed to enter the arena of 
political combat, that nothing but a sense of duty 
to my constituents and the common interests of 
our country could have impelled me to the at- 
tempt. Called home unexpeetedly since the com- 
mencement of this session, by a summons which 
admitted of no delay, I had scarcely entered my 
dwelling ere I was brought face to face with death, 
and thus made to realize the emptiness and inse- 
curity of earth’s fairest promises. In. the first 
hours of that crushing grief, when called upon to 
yield to “ Him who gave” my youngest born, the 
light of my household, I felt that my work, like 
hers, wasended; butas I stood by her child-grave, 
the solemn thought intruded that, if it were really 
ended, then I also should be going with her down 
to that narrow house. The rebuke was timely; it 
checked my impatient grief; and in that place of 
graves I silently resolved notto yield to its destroy- 
ing influence; but rather, by God’s help, to work 
on still, while life remained, diligently seeking to 
do the duty of the hour, whatever that might be, 
that so, when my summons did come, I might be 
ready to give an accountof my stewardship. In 
the discharge of that duty, I address you to-day; 
and though my words may be but few, I will 
endeavor that they shall be to the point, 

As regards, then, this vexed question of Presi- 
ident, I believe all men at this day admit, that 
our national Constitution is the great charter of our 
rights, the basis of all our laws, and the very ark 
of safety for all who owe allegiance to our Gov- 
ernment, or seck protection beneath the folds of 
our national flag. How doesitdeclare that a Presi- 
dent shall be elected? Sir, Lam not going to inflict 
a résumé of its provisions upon those present, as 
I take it for granted that they are perfectly familiar 
to all within the sound of my voice. I shall con- 
tent myself by simply asking: have not those pro- 
visions been complicd with in this instance? And 
if so, of what do gentlemen complain? Surely not 
that Mr. Lincoln (regardful of the proprietics of 
life, and the requirements of his high position) 
ias carefully abstained from arrogating to himself 
power that, as yet, was not rightfully his. Neither 
can they justly accuse him of any declaration of 
intentions hostile to any section of that fair land 
over which he is soon to preside as its Chief Mag- 
istrate, Elected on constitutional grounds, with 
a past record that the ablest man on this floor 
might well be proud of; a man of known integ- 
rity, conceded judgment, and much steadiness of 
purpose; possessing, also, such a reputation for 
legal capacity,as, if merited, may well make hima 
sound interpreter of his constitutional rights and 
power as President, what is there, what can there 
be, so very alarming in the elevation of such a 
man to that responsible office, as to make gentle- 
men in this House declare that they do not con- 
sider their State rights safe beneath his jurisdiction? 

But, sir, even admitting that their fears had any 
foundation in fact, (which I deny,) would that 
justify them in acts of treason against the Gov- 
ernment—that Government to which their alle- 
giance must be sworn ere they can stand up in 
i this House and make declarations inimical to it? 
i| Sir, I hold that * the Constitution of the United 
|| States” is supreme over all who hold office under 
li it; alike powerful to prevent encroachment on any 
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right which it guarantees, as to protect its faith- 
ful ministers in the full execution of their several 
duties, as declared by its provisions. Imfthis be 
so, wherefore should the election of Mr. Lincoln 
be declared a sufficient cause for the disruption 
of this Union? Sir, itis a declaration too absurd 
for belief; a declaration not believed in, even by 
those who are most strenuous in propagating the 
mischievous doctrine. 

Sir, the vital principle of our national Govern- 
ment is nurtured in the inmost recesses of every 
patriot’s heart. This I cannot surrender without 
a struggle, however weak that struggle may prove 
to be. In contemplating the condition of our coun- 
try, we are reminded of the fact that no nation of 
people since the creation has been exempt from 
the infirmities of human nature. The good and 
wise men of all nations have, at. times, been called 
upon to avert the calamities which the unwiseand 
imprudent have brought upon their nations and 
people. Sir, the time is now when we should 
call upon the wise and good men of this country 
to avert those present calamities which the un- 
wise and the imprudent have brought upon us, 
and which are now threatening the destruction of 
our national Government; beseeching them to ap- 
ply such remedies as may restore peace and har- 
mony to the people, without destroying the beauty 
of that structure which has ever been the glory 
of the nation. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, what is the cause of all 
this turmoil and disturbance and defection? lt 
is not necessary, sir, to look up for itinto Heaven; 
it surely is not there; neither shall I explore for 
itin the depths of the sea, or in the bowels of 
the earth, because the source of the present dis- 
orders is plain and palpable to every eye and to 
every ear—made patent every day, and almost 
every hour, throughout this Government, in this 
Congress, and in this Hall. 

Sir, I shall not trifle with this House, or sac- ; 
rifice my own self-respect, by dilating on false | 
or insufficient explanations; but I shall at once 
acquit my own conscience, and I believe meet the 
secret assent of every heart, when I say that the 
true cause of all the disorders which prevail is the 
great Democratic party. That party is the one | 
great source and magazine of all our woes. Sir, 
that party, once a popular (though I believe al- 
ways a deceitful) party, has, in its later history, 
struck hands with the haughty and overbearing 
leaders of the South, and agreed to rule the des- 
tinies of this nation for southern sectional ends 
and purposes, if it could, by so doing, receive the 
reward of southern sectional support in return. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, has been the unholy bar- | 
gain; and its fruitsare now beforeus. They howl 
upon every blast and sigh in every wind that 
wafts news to our ears. ‘There, sir, is the begin- | 
ning, the middle, and the end of all the difficulties | 
with which weare now enveloped; and it will be | 
only through perverse blindness, or shrinking | 
cowardice, that an attempt shall be made to search | 
for the causc anywhere else. 

Mr. Speaker, so long as a combined South and 
a divided North could be obtained as a basis of 
Democratic predominance, all went well. But, 
sir, when, by mismanagement of the cards they 
hadin their own hands, and by overplay, the Dem- | 
ocratic party presumed too far, they put their | 
supremacy to the test, and finally lost it. But for 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise—which | 
was brought out by the unholy conjunction of | 
| 
H 


southern aristocrats and northern Democrats— | 


that party might have indefinitely kept their power | 


over this deluded and defrauded people. Sir, the | 


repeal of the Missouri compromise was the weight | 
that broke the camel’s back; and the frauds and 
blood-letting in Kansas crushed it to the ground. 

The most audacious and unshrinking license | 
was taken with the popular sense of right; and in | 
this free and constitutional country the most des- | 
potically absolute and unrighteous means were 
used to force Democratic decrees and Democratic | 
policy upon an unwilling people. Sir, the Dem- 
ocratic party heard the rumbling of the distant 
thunder in 1856. They were not a little alarmed 
by it; but, like the old Bourbons of Europe, they 
would neither rememberanything nor forget any- 
thing; and to their other enormities they added | 
the use of force on the plains of Kansas, and col- 
lusion and fraud in this Capitol. Yes, sir: the | 


| trine: 


| hand, and 1860, with its notes of preparation, its 


| the citizens of the northern and southern States, 


people of Kansas were operated on in one way, 
and the Supreme Court of the United States in | 
another, here, blood was drawn; here, the | 


honor, and the deep confidence due, and really |; 


reposed by the people in our American Areopagus, i 
was tampered with, in order to buttress southern: 
encroachments and Democratic predominance. 

Gentlemén may exclaim—they may open their 
eyes in holy horror; but I firmly believe that the 
day willcome when more or less, but atall events 
enough, of the circumstances by which the Sa- 
preme Court was induced to reverse its own re- 
corded decisions, and thus to endanger its strong- 
hold upon the confidence of mankind, (asit cer- 
tainly did in the so-called Dred Scott decision,) ! 
will be exposed to the gaze of the world. Yes, | 
sir, murder will out; and some day, sir, sooner or 
later, we shall know it all. 

It may be well enough, in this connection, to 
note what some of the other courts have said in 
relation to the same subject. 

The Louisiana court says: 


«< The relation of owner and slaves is, in the States of the 
Union in which it bas a legal existence, the creature of 
municipal law.?’— Marten’s Louisiana Reports. 


The Mississippi court confirmed the same doc- 


“ The right of the master exists, not by the force of the 
law of nature, or of nations, but by virtue only of a positive 
law. Slavery is condemned by reason, and the law of na- 
ture; it exists, and can only exist, through municipal reg- 
ulations.”— Walker’s Mississippi Reports. 


The Kentucky court says: 


& Slavery exists only by positive law ofa municipal char- 
acter, without foundation in the law of nature, or the un- 
written or common Jaw.”—Marshall’s Kentucky Reports. 


But Igo on. Another quadrennial term was at 


conventions and campaigns, was upon us. 

Revert, sir, to the history of the Charleston 
convention,and you have inadvance andin minia- 
ture, the present disruptions and disorders of our 
great country. There, sir, the majority rule was 
trampled scornfully under foot; for the men who 
dominated there, though ostensibly Democrats, 
were really and solely aristocrats. 


Mr. Speaker, it will not do to charge-the Re-7 


publican party with the doings at Charleston or 
Baltimore. There were no personal liberty bills at 
either place, and Mr. Lincoln’s name was not put 
in nomination at any time, from the beginning to 
the end of the drama, either at Charleston or Bal- 
timore. The southern disunionists ruled on those 
occasions—they ousted their more numerous com- 
petitors—they disregarded all personal proprie- 
ties, and recognized party action, and showed how | 
completely they had committed themselves to the 

olicy, either to rule ortoruin. They were will- 
ing to disrupt and destroy their party. Who, then, 
can suppose they would hesitate to disrupt and 
destroy their country? 

Now, then, we perceive the law of righteous | 
retribution. The northern Democracy had sold į 
itself to the South; but when the time had come 
for it to be paid, how was it paid? Ah, Mr. 
Speaker, I will leave the Douglas Democrats on 
this floor to say how; but it seems to me as if the | 
payment was very much like what the North got 
when its time came under the contract with the 
South in 1820, for the enjoyment of the territory 
north of 360 30’. It was, to my mind, but a rep- 
etition of their practice, to keep the word of prom- 
ise to the ear, but to break it to the hope, Ah, 
Mr. Speaker, when will southern chivalry and 
honor ask to be trusted again? 

And now, let us look more directly into the 
complaints made against the North by the spokes- 
men of the South. |} understand there are four 
principal grounds of dissatisfaction: 

First. That too many of the fugitive slaves of | 
the South get away through the northern States 
into Canada, and are lost to their masters. i 

Secondly. That some of the northern States 
have enacted bills, called personal liberty bills, 
which are said to impair the efficiency of the fugi- 
tive slave act. 

Thirdly. That there is an inequality between 


as regards their enjoyment of the national Terri- 
tories. 

Lastly. That the South wants “guarantees” 
that the North will not assail its rights and its 
property, in order to remain in the Union. 


ji 
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| these personal liberty 


Mr. Speaker, as to the escape of negro slaves 
from the southern States, I do not know who is 
to blame, except the negroes themselves, and'their 
masters. Asnorthern people have nothing to do 
with southern negroés, they are not responsible 
for the discontents which the negroes may feel, 
either on account of the privation of liberty, or of 
the special hardships which they may undergo. 

With respect to the masters, the northern peo- 
ple may have this much to do; they may say to 
them, and say to them seriously, ““Why do you 


i not keep a-better police on your own side of the 


line, and not throw upon us all the burden and 
the blame of this matter? The one is not. pleas- 
ant, and the other is unjust. lf you complain of 
underground railroads in the northern States, we 
say, as a people, that we know nothing about 
them, any more than you seem to know.of the 
underground railroad in the southern States, by 
which the negroes get up to the boundary Hine. 
If we are guilty, you are more so; and, as the evil 
begins with you, you should be the first to pro- 
vide an adequate remedy forit.” Instead, there- 
fore, of slave escapes being a cause of complaint 


it by the South against the North, the complaint 


lies, with justice, in the contrary direction. 

The second alleged ground of complaint i8, that 
some of the northern States have passed personal 
liberty bills. Well, sir, lam afraid some of those 
States have really passed enactments which tend 
to neutralize the intended and lawful effect of the 
fugitive slave act. I have always disapproved 
such acts when they go to that length, and I do 
now as much as ever. I am glad to see that 
Rhode Island, and some other States, are correct- 
ing their record in that particular, by making the 
amende honorable. But, while I and all other im- 

airtial men may claim to find fault with such 
egislation, I would ask, does it lie in the mouths 
of the spokesmen and advocates of the South, to 
complain? TI respectfully submit that it does not. 

Mr. Speaker, the South is itself responsible for 
bills; their true source lies 
in that most ill-advised and fatal of all measures, 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise line in 
1854. That repeal was looked upon by the peo- 

le of the North, as a flagrant breach of honor - 
and fidelity, and asa declaration by the politi- 
cians in the interest of the South, that they were 
at all times ready to take any step, honorable or 
dishonorable, that would insure to the South 
political advantage in ‘the councils and govern- 
ment of the country. 3 

Sir, could anything be more solemn than the 
efforts made in 1851 and 1852, by the men who 
perfected the compromises of 1850, to declare the 
everlasting ‘‘ permanency” and unending finality 
of the compromises of the latter named year? 
And yet, sir, what was a ‘ permanent settlement?’ 
in 1852, was permanently unsettled in 1854, by 
the politicians I have just referred to. The North 
naturally and justly felt that the South would not 
keep its faith with them; and I suppose, partly 
from the resentments thus enkindled, and partly 
from a sense of the dangers to which the colored 
inhabitants of the free States were exposed by 
what is called the Dred Scott decision, the prin- 


|| ciple of which is, ‘that the colored man has no 


rights whichthe white man is bound to respect,”’ 
the people of a few of the States were betrayed 
into the enactment of unconstitutional features in 
their personal liberty bills. That, sir, is the whole 


| of it; and as, but for the frauds and violence that 


were connected with the history of the Lecompton 
constitution, there would have been no John 


| Brown raid; so, but for the sullied honor and 


bad faith which marked the repeal of the Mis- 
souri compromise, and the subsequent kindred 
and inhuman opinions of a majority of the judges 
of the Supreme Court, there would have been no 
personal liberty bills. 

Thus do I prove, and I think incontestably, 
that, however third parties might find fault with 
those enactments, it does not he in the mouths of 
sguthern men and politicians to complain, much 
less to break up the Union on account of them. 

Next, as to the alleged inegaality in the enjoy- 
ment of the Territories, about which, I think, 
more barefaced sophistry has been uttered than 
upon any other subject. I must confess, Mr. 
Speaker, that I have been amazéd at the length 
to which gentlemen have gone in their assertions 
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and arguments on this topic. We are told that 
the States are unequal. How so? Is there any 
toll-gate at the entrance of any Territory of the 
United States to keep out a citizen of Virginia or 
Arkansas? Ihave never heard of such, even amid 
the myriad of faise charges that have populated 
the atmosphere of this Hall. Are there not men 
_of southern origin in all the Territories, and do 
nota great. many of them vote for making those 
Territories free States, whenever they have an 
opportunity? Such, I believe, is the fact, where 
no-unhatural or political influences are set on foot 
to prevent their voluntary purposes. Well, then, 
where is the inequality? It is said, with more 
effrontery than grace, that, because southern slave- 
holders cannot transfer their negro property from 
South Carolina or Mississippi to Nebraska or 
‘Washington Territory, therefore there is inequal- 
ity. For my part, I have, individually, no objec- 
tion to their transfer, and, as many interpret the 
so-called decision of the Supreme Court, they say 
they have that right now. Why do they not go? 
A northern man takes his horses, cows, and sheep; 
soa southern man can take his horses, mules, and 
negroes. Where then isthe complaint? All is 
equal so far. But, if a negro ina Territory should 
run away from his owner, it is said there is no 
law to catch him, Is there not as much law for 
that as for the capture of a runaway horse? Prop- 
ty is property, and owners must take care of it, 
and not require Legislatures to interfere to catch 
runaway stock. A law that should be made to 
order out the posse comitatus to catch a fugitive 
negro, would be a gross inequality, if there was 
nota similar law to catch a fugitive mule. So, 
then, it.appears that the loud and noisy demand 


vhade by southern politicians for equality, is, after 
all, a demand for inequality, and in their own 


favor. i 

Thus melts into nothing complaint number 
three. 

The last ory I have to notice is * guarantees D”? 
“guarantees? Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a sur- 
prising demand, indeed, to come from the South, 
except upon one consideration, namely: that peo- 
ple are apt to suspect others to be what they are 
conscious of being themselves. But, even upon 
that principle, the South is not justified, for the 
South knows by long experience what the North 
is; and so the cry for * guarantees” is neither hon- 
est nor sincere. ‘Guarantees’ the South has had, 
and to spare, as I proceed to show. 

«Jn 1819 and 1820, when the inchoate State of 
Missouri was preparing to enter the Union with 
her southern boundary on the parallel of 360, and 
her northern boundary 40° 36° north, there nat- 
urally arose a question whether she should bea 
slave State or not. The comparatively high north- 
ern latitude into which she extended scemed to 
point. to making her a free State, under the prin- 
ciple which prevailed over the northwestern ter- 
ritory according to the ordinance of 1787. But 
the question was warmly contested, and at length 
mutual concessions were made between the par- 
ties contending respectively for making Missouri 
a free or a slave State. They agreed upon a com- 
promise, and placed it in form upon the statute- 

ook. Now, sir, that compromise continued 
thirty-four years on the statute-book, and thirty- 
four years in our country is a large portion of its 
past national existence. That was-a mutual 
“guarantee”? Tlow was it kept by the North? 

hy, sir, most religiously. . 

But the Missouri compromise was broken, and | 
by whom? It was broken at the instance—as I 
think the records will show—of David R. Atchi- | 
son, of Missouri, and Archibald Dixon, of Ken- 
tucky; andas Mr. Dixon tells us, in his speech 
in January, 1854, solely in the interests of sia- 
very and the South. He also tells us that his 
proposition, when first made in the Senate, ‘‘ took | 
that body by surprise, and no one appeared more 
startled than Judge Dovenas.’? In his letter of 
1858, addressed to Henry S. Foote, Mr. Dixon 
says that, mmediately after he had made the prop- 
osition for the repeal, Judge Dougias came to his 
seat, and 

‘t Courteously remonstrated against it, suggesting that the |) 
bilt he had introduced was almost in the words of the ter- 


ritorial acts for the organization of Utah and New Mexico; 
that they being a part of the compromise measures of 1850, |! 


he had hoped that Fra known and jealous friend of the wise 
and patriotic adjusnnent which had then taken plaee, would ii 


| not be inclined to do anything to call that adjustment in 


question, or to weaken it before the country.” 
But, sir, no matter: the burst of natural aston- 


lishment of Mr. Dove.as and his virtuous remon- 


strance, soon vanished; and he presented himseif 
ready to weaken and destroy not only the com- 
promise of 1820, but that of 1850 also, as his words 
and actions alike prove. At Chicago, November 
4, 1854, he said, as follows: , 

“So far as the point of repeal is concerned, the only dif- 
ference between me and the Ahbolitionists and the Free- 
Soilers is, that they tried to do it in 1848 and failed, and-I 
tried it in 1854 and succeeded.’? 

This was at a great public dinner, where he 
made a speech, and responded to a series of toasts, 
given. 

Again: in the same place, in response to the 
toast, ‘ The Constitution of the United States— 
the only American boundary which ought not to 
be expanded,” Mr. Dovcras spoke thus: 

“Let us stand firm by onr principles; they are the prin- 
ciples of the Constitution of the Union—of that great Dem- 
ocratic party which has so tong controlled the destinies of 
the North. Let there be no compromises with the enemy, 


for they are the enemies of the country; no concessions to 
the hateful and pernicious ‘isms’ of the day.” 


Here, if I understand Judge Douctas, he was 
opposed to any compromises, to any concessions, 
which would tend to expand the Constitution, no 


| matter by whom it was demanded, calling all such 


‘the enemies of the country.” Can he and his 


friends now compromise with, and concede to, 
those whom he calls “the enemies of the coun- 
try,” any more than they could then? Does Mr. 
Dovatas think that the provisions of the Consti- 
tution are broad enough to protect slavery in the 
Territories? And if so, why does he now seek 
w expand it, if it is not to limit the area of free- 
om? 

The difference between the Utah and New Mex- 
ico bills and the Kansas and Nebraska bill, was 
a difference which was an advantage in favor of 
the South, obtained against honor and against 
solemn pledges to the contrary. It was gained by 
the South and for the South by means of aid from 
the northern Democracy, who rejoice in being the 
subsidized cohorts of sectional southernism. It 
was done, too, against the remonstrance of south- 
ern Whigs, of whom I instance one, Mr. John 
Bell, of ‘Tennessee. Two years after the repeal 
of this compromise—February 23, 1856—Mr. Bell 
said, that at that day— 


“Tf the sentiments of a majority of the people of the 
South coutd be truly and fairly obtained, an overwhelming 
majority would pronounce the repeal of the Missouri com- 


promise the most unfortunate measure ever sanctioned by | 


Congress.” 


And, sir, itis my opinion that, if the true issues 
which are now distracting the country were hon- 
estly and truthfully put before the southern peo- 
ple, this day, an overwhelming. majority would 
denounce the traitorous acts of those designing 
men who have brought the present difficultics 
upon them and the whole country; and I predict 
that the day will come when the southern people 
will call their present political leaders to a fearful 
account for these acts of folly and madness. 

Again, sir: look at Texas. Was not that acqui- 
sition made wholly in the interest of the South, to 
give her more territory for slavery, and more States 


i for the sake of ae predominance in the Sen- 


ate? Surely, the ease and success with which 
Texas was acquired, show no need of “ guaran- 
tees’? from the North. But, sir, look for a mo- 
ment at the other side. After wasting our blood 
and treasure to give Texas a territory up to, and 
almost to the sources of, the Rio Grande, costing 
us many a million, and making her a prosperous 
and a proud State, where is she now? What 


| “guarantee” has the North for the security of that 


possession? ‘* Guarantees,” forsooth! the guar- 
antee that the lamb will not swallow the wolf! 
Again, sir: after the South had got up the Mexi- 
can war, on the false pretense that ‘American 
blood had been spilt on American soil,” and spent 
northern blood and northern treasure, in the pur- 
suit of her sectional aim, what then? Mr. Speak- 
er, it turned out that the adventurers who got into 
California, after the capture of that country by the 
American arms, were wise enough not to entail 
upon the future of that fair land the evils and 
miseries of slavery; and they applied for entrance 


reasonable, sensible, and legitimate? 


Surely so; 
but it gave an occasion to bring forth to the light 
of day, the true motive which had prompted the 
South to inveigle the country, the whole country, 
into the Mexican war. It was pretendedly un- 
dertaken on national grounds, but the bitter ani- 
mosity aroused in the southern heart, at the will 
of California to become a free State, showed that 
the blood and money of this whole nation had 
been expended to subserve purely sectional ob- 
jects. Tosuch a height did southern indignation 
rise, that they threatened disunion in 1849 and 
1850, on that sole account. Now, sir, I ask again, 
who ig it that has the true right to demand “guar- 
antees”’ for fair play and honest national action? 
Surely, sir, it is not the South that needs ‘‘guar- 
antees’’ from the North, but rather the North that 
should have them from the South, no less for the 
sake of the South herself, than for the peace and 
welfare of the whole country. 

Further, sir, let us look at Kansas, that field of 
fraudulency, perjury,and blood. In whose inter- 
est were the crimes of Lecompton committed? 
Surely, not in the interest of the North, so as to 
demand from her ‘ guarantees” that such shame- 
less profligacies shall not again be committed. 
And, lastly, behold the captured forts, plundered 
arsenals, pilfered mints, sacked custom-houses, 
anda depleted Treasury; the beleaguered troops, 
and outraged flag of our country. Has the North 
done all these things, so as to require to give se- 
curity and “ guarantees’ for future good behavior? 
Why, sir, did audacity ever equal what has been 
done, and is now doing, along the Gulf coast? 
Yes, sir; [think the audacity of requiring “ guar- 
antees” from the North for the security of the 
South far exceeds the audacity which a misguided 
Chief Magistrate has permitted, if notencouraged, 
during the past few months. Let us, then, hear 
no more of “ guarantees.” ‘ 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are told that it matters 
not by which party, or which section, the troubles 
were got up; they exist, and they must be healed, 
and that without considering their source and orit 

in. I confess that, to a certain extent, this may 

e true; but I think I perceive in it the presence 
of a policy which would secure for a particular 
political party (of which even patient men have 
grown weary) anew and perpetual lease of power, 
by snatching from hurry, panic, and incaution, 
advantages that could not be wrung from cool 
judgment and right reason. 

But, sir, I forego all objection on that score, 
and am willing to do what I can and ought to- 
wards repairing the mischiefs that have been so 
wickedly inflicted on the public weal. I am will- 
ing to vote for any measures calculated to remove 
the causes of reasonable dissatisfaction, if any 
such exist; but, sir, lam not going either to speak 
against, or to vote away, the Constitution as a 
bribe to any State or section of this country for 
staying inthe Union. If South Carolina, or Mis- 
sissipp1, or Virginia, does not esteem and love the 
Union sufficiently to remain in it, without being 
bribed by a surrender of that Constitution which 
their noble fathers made as well as mine, then 
I, for one, will offer no bribe to their acceptance. 
If the people of the southern States, who felt 
themselves aggrieved, or thought that their con- 
stitutional rights were not respected, had speci- 
fied their grievances, and proposed remedies for 
the same, Ihave been ready at all times since { 
have been a member of this Housc, and am still, 
to vote for the adoption of such remedies; pro- 
vided it comes within our constitutional power to 
apply them. And, if they asked for anything 
which involved a change of the Constitution, and 
desired to submit such proposed alteration to a 
convention of the people of the nation, that they 
might consider and decide upon the propriety of 
such alterations, I have been ready, andam still, 
to vote with them to accomplish thatend; provided 
that, inthe mean time, they acknowledge the im- 
perative duty of the executive Administration to 
enforce, and of all the people to obey, the Consti- 
tution and the laws of the United States. Atthe 
same time, I should, individually, be opposed to 
any alteration of the Constitution which would 
extend the area of slavery. 

But, sir, what are we asked for, as the consid- 
eration we are to pay for the boon of continued 


into this Union as a free State. Was not this |j union? Why, sir, it is useless to conceal it, the . 
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“ Crittenden resolutions” have been all the cry. 
No matter who might speak, however moderate 
and temperate the gentlemen of the South, or the 
Democrats of the North, it has been all ‘the 
Crittenden resolutions,” * the Crittenden resolu- 
tions!?? But what do these resolutions involve ? 
They involve a fundamental perversion of the 


Constitution; they demand a change, which Mr. | 


CRITTENDEN and his followers, both here and 
in the other Fouse virtually resisted and denied 
during the late campaign. Hear what Mr. CRIT- 
TENDEN himself said on the 2d August, 1860, in 
a speech at Louisville, (referring to the disaffec- 
tion at the South:) 


“Why are they fora dissolution of the Union? What 
harm has this Union done? Wrongs may have been done 


individuals—they may have received wrongs of this sort; | 


but, isthe Union the authorof these wrongs? What is the 
remedy which must be sought? It is to turn out of their 
places, in the proper constitutional mode, those who have 
misadministered the Government. ‘Lhe Government has 
done no wrong—the Constitution and the Union have done 
no wrong, They command equal justice to every man and 
every State and every section. ‘heir agents may have 
disobeyed their injunctions, and everything may have been 
done wrong through individuals; but individuals are ame- 
nable. What remedy would the destruction of the Consti- 
tution afford? Could they get out of its ruins indemnity 
for the wrongs on account of which they wouid tear it 
down? Could it give any satisfaction? Could itmake any 
atonement? No; and yet, by some strange perversity or 
other, their minds have been brought to look upon dis- 
union as a remedy for political wrongs. Ithas caused none 
of them—the destruction of it would be a remedy for none 
—but the greatest of all evils to the people of the United 
States.’ 
In speaking of conventions, he said: 


“ You know not whether these conventions, to whose 
rod you bumbly subinit yourselves, were composed of pa- 
triots, pondering the good of they Commonwealth, or of 
knaves, consulting the best policy of robbing it. When we 
forget our country, and disobey our Constitution, we listen 
to the summons of party.” 


And again, on the presidential question, he thus 


expressed himself: 


“I wanta President elected upon the Constitution—a 
bold man, who will not fear to perform his duty; a man 
who cannot be scared; aman who loves the Union, the 
whole Union, and will stand by it, and cousider it his sacred 
duty to protect or perish with it.” 


One other extract on the subject of the Consti- 
tution reads as follows: 
«The Constitution is platform enough for me. The Con- 


stitution, and a man to represent the people, is all the plat- | 


form that will ever avail us. This question about which 
the Democratie party is quarreling is one of the most mi- 
nute and unimportant questions that can well be imagined.” 
_ Such was the langnage of Mr. CRITTENDEN as 
the honored advocate of the constitutional party, 
claiming the Constitution as their platform, in 
August, 1860. He said at that time that “ indi- 
viduals were amenable” for any wrong which 
they had committed, or might commit. Would 
he have us understand by this that they were 
amenable, but could not be punished? Strange 
paradox! Yet it would seem that’ he must have 
had some such intention, for punishment implies 
coercion; and certainly they must not be coerced, 
especially in any matter involving national rights; 
for, according to southern doctrine at this day, 
such a course would be altogether impolitic, and 
decidedly wrong. It is possible that some differ- 
ence of opinion may exist on this subject in other 
latitudes. However, I will not discuss it further 
just now, but proceed with my inquiries. 

And now, sir, I ask, would the bold and patri- 
otic, and, I am proud to say, ‘the unterrified”’ 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr, ETHERIDGE,] or 
the eloquent gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. 
Tarris,] have voted for the Crittenden resolu- 
tions had they been presented to either of them 
onthe morning of the 6th of last November } Can 
it be possible that we are now called upon by any 
af these gentlemen to change the Constitution in 
order to compromise with secession, which I con- 
ceive to be the greatest of felonies? It is rebellion ! 
Are we now asked to change the Constitution that 
we may compromise with treason ? 
be no such thing as rightful secession from the 
national Government. Jf rightful secession be 
admitted, itat once destroys the foundation of the 
Government, and the whole fabric of our free in- 
stimtions will be scattered to the winds. 

Sir, again I ask, would the gentleman from 


Virginia, [Mr. Bore.er, who was chairman of | 


the executive committee of the constitutional 
Union party, have then advocated and voted for 


the Crittenden resolutions as they now stand, or © 


There can | 


1 
any other proposition which involved a change of 


the Constitution? I think not; for in his pub- 
lished address, as chairman of that committee, he 
said: 

“The Constitution itself was the birth of a spirit of gen- 


erous concession and magnanimous compromise, and in a | 


like spirit the country was long governed.” 


He also said: 

“ At the close of 1859, there was no portion of the terri- 
tory of the United States which had not its position fixed 
by positive and, as was supposed, irrepealable law. 

He likewise said: . 

“The auspicious calm of that day was disturbed and all 
the winds of sectional strife were let loose by events occur- 
ring between 1852 and 1856. Prominent among these were 
the untoward abrogation of the Missouri compromise, the 
acts of violence which occurred in Kansas, and the per- 


| sistent efforts to force that ‘Territory into the Union.” 


Of course as a slave State. He also said, that 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise was a Dem- 
ocratic measure. Very well, sir; ifit was wrong 
to abrogate the Missouri compromise; if it was 
wrong to enact violence in Kansas; if it was wrong 
to force the Lecompton constitution upon that un- 
willing people; isit right—can ithe right—for iden- 


tically the same object for which these wrongs- 


were committed, or attempted, to do the far worse 
thing of perverting, and thereby destroying, the 


last stronghold of liberty and popular rights—the | 


Constitution of the United States? 
We are told that the Constitution was ‘th 
birth of a spirit of generous concession and mag- 
nanimous compromise;”’ then, sir, the compro- 
mises of the Constitution will be overthrown if 
the principles of the Crittenden resolutions be ad- 
hered to. Let it not be forgotten that the com- 
romises of the Constitution were not so much 
etween slave States and free States as between 
slavery and freedom, and that there were nota 
few southern statesmen of that day who were as 
thoroughly anxious to compromise in favor of 
freedom, as their successors of this day are soli- 


i citous for the arrogant sway and unlimited exten- 
Hence, sir, this demand for | 


sion of slavery. 
* compromise ”’ proceeds upon the principle of a 


misnomer; and I think misnomers are one of the | 


greatest of all the great evils that trouble and curse 
our day. Ifall the policies and propositions and 
measures that are presented for our consideration 
oradoption were to be labeled by their right names, 
so that the popular mind should not be deceived 
with regard to them, nearly all of our troubles 
and difficulties would be banishedina single week. 

I say, sir, it is a misnomer to call the proposi- 
tion to amend the Constitution, so as to nationalize 
slavery, by the specious title of a ** compromise.” 


No, sir; it is no compromise, but it is an auda- | 


cious intrusion—an impudent invasion of a prov- 
ince never yet yielded, and which never ought to 
be yielded, to the grim spirit of political power. 


The proposition for invading and perverting | 


the Constitution is new; itisscarcely three months 
old. It dared not show its hideous form before 
the 6th November last; or, as the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. Jounson] has said, with respect 


to the recently-developed purposes of disunion by | 


the Democracy of the South, the Breckinridge and 
Lane ticket would not have secured ten thousand 
votes in the State of Tennessee, and not a quarter 
of a million in the whole South; while North, 
sir, it would scarcely have obtained a dozen votes 


in any one of the States. Do we not see, then, | 
that the manner of the introduction of this propo- į 


sition, so cunning, stealthy, and fraudulent, should 


be warning enough of its intrinsic character? Do | 


we not know the deadliness of a snake by the 
seduction of its charms? or, shall our faculties 
become numb, and our fate certain? Who does 
not sce, too, that the success of this proposition 
and the consequent victory of the slavery propa- 
gandists of the South, would be quoted m every 
despotic cabal in the world against popular or 
democratic government? It would be said, that 


: the operative classes, who live from hand to mouth 


upon the fruits of their daily labor, are unsafe de- 


positaries of free institutions. It would be urged | 
| that if, in America, and in the northern States, 


where the masses are the best educated and the 


: most intelligent in the world, in a time of plenty 


and unexampled prosperity, they are so much in 


i the power of a distant oligarchy as to be driven 


I say it would be urged that the working masses 
of men must be unsafe custodians of their own 
liberties. : Sey a 

lt may be said, nay, has often been argued, that 
constitutions and systems of free government are 
secure only in the hands of the wealthy. Sir, I 
deny that mere riches ever made a man either a 
statesman or a patriot. I will not acknowledge 
but that he who labors for his daily bread may be 
far snperior in every attribute of manhood to him 
who, by mere adventitious circumstance, has it 
in his power to command the labor of others, 
whilst he himself luxuriates in his wealth. Sir, 
laboristhe true source of contentment; it strength- 
ens the arm of defense, and ennobles the spirit of 
freedom; it has a tendency to make men honest 
towards others, and capable of governing them- 
selves. I honor the hard hand of labor when itis 
associated with an honest heart; to such, Iam 
willing to confide the keeping of the institutions 
of this country. And, sir, at this place, I hesitate 
not to denounce the means by which an attempt 
has been made to work upon the fears of the work- 
ingmen of this country, and especially of my sec- 
tion, in order to wrest from them concessions and 
t compromises’? (so called) of a Constitution of 
which they are not the owners, but only the trus- 
tees, in trast for their own children and for future 
generations, Yes, sir, such are the means by 
which public opinion has been operated upon, in 
order that imposing petitions may load the tables 
of both Houses of Congress. I am proud in being 
able to say that none such have come to me from 
my district, praying that the vital principle of our 
national Government might be destroyed; the 
foundation upon which our free institutions are 
based should be removed. Theyare not willing 
thus to scatter to the four winds of Heaven that 
rich legacy bequeathed to us by our fathers, with 
the solemn injunction that we should transmit it 
unimpaired to our posterity. 

I call upon my fellow-countrymen to pause 
and consider, and take warning from the nations 
of the earth who have gone before us; for we can 
learn (if we will) this salutary lesson from thé 
past, that whenever the people have surrendered 
their rights to designing and aspiring men, they 
have brought destruction and desolation upon 
their own heads and swift ruin upon their country, 

Sir, the principie of our (I had almost said 
divine) Government is, to secure to each individ- 
ual his inalienable rights as a human being.. The 
national Constitution is. no respecter of persons; 
its principle metes out equal justice to all, and pro- 
tects the weak from the violence of the strong. It 
is the poor man’s friend; and when properly ad- 
ministered, we can all repose in peace and security 
beneath its sheltering care. Under its benign in- 
fluence we have been blessed and prospered as a 
nation, far beyond the most sanguine hopes of our 


| sainted ancestors, who framed itso as to curb the 


wild imagination of man, and to teach him that 


| he is not a god to rule the destinies of the world; 


but that if he would be happy, he must be 
obedient. 

Sir, the first requirement of the great Architect 
of creation was obedience. Obedience produces 


l! order; obedience and order produce harmony, 


peace, and Jove, with all that is necessary to the 
happiness and prosperity of any people. I could 
say very much on this subject; but my allotted 
space of time forbids enlargement. 

And now, sir, before closing my remarks, I 
would call upon our brethren at the South, in the 
spirit of that love which should animate us all as 
citizens of one country, to return to their allegi- 
ance to that Government which has ever been to 
them, since its formation, as a nursing mother, 
a protecting father; and I here pledge to them, in 
the name of all honest men of every party, that 
every right which they can reasonably ask shall 
be secured to them. 4 f 

When I first spoke in this House, on the 14th 
December, 1859, 1 said that the people would elect 
the next President; and when elected, they would 
require him to administer the Government in 
accordance with the true intent and meaning of its 
framers. They have done so; they have elected 
the man of their choice; and they now require at 
his hands an honest and faithful discharge of the 
duties of his high office. Yes, sir, in a few days 
at longest, he will have assumed the reins of office; 
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and we have good reason to believe that he will 
not disappoint us; that the sacred trust we have 
f Ponni to his keeping shall be. faithfully 
uarded, and every duty fearlessly performed. 
‘he wise men of the nation should rally around 
him and strengthen. his hands; not for war, but 
that he may win back the hearts of the people of 
his country to the true principles of the Govern- 
ment, which protects every State in its sover- 
eigniy and every individual in his independent 
manhood. But, ifany portion of the people of this 
country will not respect themselves, nor the rights 
ofothers, then the strong arm of the Government 
ought to protect itself, and all those who are loyal 
tó it.. In this, there should be but one voice 
throughout the nation. nek 
“More especially, while the public mind is under 
such extreme excitement, should we guard the 
Constitution, as the ark of our liberty, from the 
hands of designing politicians or aspiring dema- 
gogues. If it must be changed—if the people so 
will it—then may calm deliberation mark the ac- | 
tion of every man who takes share in the weighty 
task! If sound reason and judgment be not exer- 
cised in the adoption of every change, even the 
slightest, in that time-honored charter of our lib- 
erties, the true source of our national greatness 
and prosperity, then we shall have great reason 
to fear that all will be lost, and we become a by- 
word and a reproach among the nations of the 
earth. 
May the God of our fathers avert such calamity! 


FIRST, KEEP OLD COMPROMISES. 


SPEECH OF HON JOHN U. PETTIT, 
OF INDIANA, 
In tur House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 19, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. PETTIT said: 

. Mr. Speaxer: But for sickness, which has cou- 
fined me to my room for the last two weeks, I 
should have sought an earlicr opportunity of ex- 
pressing my opinions on the important matters of 
this report. 

_ Statesmen, nor philosophers, nor lawgivers, 
ever had their wisdom tricd by a graver subject 
of deliberation than ours. It is, first, nothing less 
than the overthrow and destruction of this great 
Union of free, prosperous, and happy States. 
Next, the cause of popular Government 1s here on 
trial in sight of all nations; and if this greatest of 
all calamities to ourselves and this age,and many 
ages after us—a dismembered Union—must come 
now, it will seem to carry with it the final solu- 
tion of the vexed question of how far it is possi- 
ble to have organized just and stable liberty by 
the act and willof the people. It will be the quick | 
logic of kings that popular liberty has failed on its 
best trial; and our overwhelming calamity will 
carry gladness through all their courts and pal- 
aces. Shall we, whom all external powerand pres- 
sure are unable to subdue, alone prove equal to 
our own destruction, and commit to history the 
most flagrant example of national suicide? 

If the evil might rest here, it would be one thing. | 
But when we have thus strrendered the incalcu- 
lable blessings of union, and compromised, in our 
own example, the interest of free government, we 
are then, for the first time, brought face to face 
with the inevitable question, when and how shall 
any peace or government be recovered out of the 
violence and convulsions that first destroy us, and 
then follow our destruction? Let no one hug the 
delusion thatthere can besuch a thing asa peaceful 
breaking up of the Union. The scene of violent 
quarrel may be shifted from those who have inau- 
gurated this shameless revolution, to the border 
States, to which this controversy is most distasteful 
and unwelcome; but this will not lessen its fury. 
If it does not come at once, it will come soon. 
dissolution of the Union by any line, will be the 
signal for unchaining all the passions not already 
loose, and then the passions that have driven us 
apart, no longer restrained by any reason, will 
multiply causes for difference, and the boundary 
that divides us will be planted with hostile camps, 
and swarm with armed men. The various mu- 


tual and dependent interests we have now, nursed 
and strengthencd by long intimacy, when dis- 
turbed, will only give aggravation to the strife. 
If the force of this blow is enough to break us in 
two, another blow wil! shiver us to fragments. 
And when, at length, peace comes, what will it 

e? An armed peace, waiting for another cause 
of quarrel, or utter exhaustion, because we are 
tired of strife? And when will peace come? Soon? 
In the life-time of this generation, or shall our 
rage survive us, and become. the inheritance of 
our children? What sort of government will be 
built up on the ruins of the Union, if the Union 
is now to be destroyed, history teems with in- 
stances of. Octavius and Lepidus and Antony 
will divide the Stateand head their rival factions, 
till the people, plundered with like indifference by 
them all, and wasted by their exactions, and 
wearied with their unprofitable dissensions, and 
without protection, will take shelter under a mil- 
itary despotism; and then public liberty will die. 

These are some of the specters that start upon 
us on trying to lift the curtain on the mournful 
spectacle of a dismembered Union. Grave con- 
siderations like these, of what we are required to 
lose on blotting out the Union, and after it shall 
have been destroyed, of the increasing perils that 
will then surround us, admonish us all to act at 
every step with candor, to state our differences 
honestly, caution to avoid offense, respect to dif- 
ferences and even prejudices of opinion, and punc- 
tilious truth and justice. Counsels in such a 
spirit will do much to assuage passion, silence 
discord, and heal divisions. But if all this does 
no good, I verily believe that this great union of 
States, not of a part of them, but the union of all 
the States, will Rnd its safety—nay, even in spite 
of us, and of all the machinations of mischievous 
and deluded men—would find its safety in the 
thorough and hearty devotion and attachment to 
the Union of the whole people, whose quick in- 
stinct of self-preservation, now rousing to a con- 
sciousness of danger, would save it from over- 
throw. 

At such atime as this, more than any other, 
the country was entitled to an ingenuous search 
and exposure of the causes that have brought us 
to this perilous verge. Ifsubstantial wrongs and 
abuses existed, then correction could be applied. 
Accordingly, this House, wiscly, in my judg- 
ment, and promptly, appointed a committee of 
thirty-three gentlemen, representing every State— 
many of them of large public experience and dis- 
tinguished by past services, whose very names 
secured public confidenee—for the purpose of 
making the inquiry and suggesting remedies. 
Making such an unusual committee, was only an 
expression of the great importance of the duties 
with which it was charged. Without offensive 
distinction, it may be said with truth, that of 
the thirty-three gentlemen appointed, none had 
stronger hold on the respect and confidence of this 
body, and especially of their own section, than 
the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Taytor,] 


the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Pur.ys,] and | 


the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Wix- 
sLow.] 
bers of this House. They had lived and acted no 
small part in the contests of our late eventful 
history, and had all their motives by heart. It 
was not unlikely that they felt deeply, and would 
express cloquently, the wrongs of which their 
section complained; and it was certain that their 
ability, thoroughness, and zeal, would leave noth- 
ing else to be told, but it seemed just as certain 
that nothing would be ‘ set down in malice.” 


The action of this important committee has re- | 


sulted in two principal reports. ‘The minority 
report which defends secession—armed secession 
—on the foundations of ‘* public law and reason,” 
although cautiously and hesitatingly, is the hand- 


iwvork of the gentlemen from Missouri, Louisiana, | 


and North Carolina, with others less known; and 
has importance now, as an attempt, or, in their 
own language, an “ honest effort” at a statement 
of the causes which now justify revolution; and 
I respectfully submit that it is utterly unworthy 
of their intelligence, fairness, and candor. Per- 
haps it is proper to allow that the gentlemen who 
have united in this report have only united in its 
conclusions, and do not undertake to be respons- 
ible for its argument. But the report itself is 


They had, for a long time, been mem- | 


the most extraordinary, unfaithful, and inflam- 
matory statement of prevailing discontents, that 
the wit of man, with its many inventions, has con- 
ceived, while the cunning and malignant innuen- 
does which everywhere garnish it, seem tortured 
into their places, in order to heighten the prevail- 
ing passion. The eminent source it springs from, 
and the confidence it is likely to command, make 
it pregnant with mischief.” 

This is their argument. The contest preceding 
the adoption of the tariff of 1828, the minority 
says, wasa war between thecommercial and man- 
ufacturing classes on one side, and the agricul- 
tural interest on the other. ‘ In this contest the 
commercial and manufacturing classes at last ob- 
tained a complete victory, and fastened upon the 
country the high protective tariff of 1828.” In 
1832, South Carolina, “in her capacity of a sov- 
ereign State,” by nullification, ‘* prepared the 
way for the overthrow of the high-tariff policy.” 
“ The overthrow of that policy was the immediate 
cause of the renewal of the attempt to force the 
slavery question into politics,” because ‘¢ its over- 
throw was imputed directly to the people of the 
agricultural South in which African slavery ex- 
isted;’’ “and from that timea settled hostility to 
the South as a section, and to her citizens as a 
people, had full possession of the minds’’ of men 
in the northern and eastern States. Hence ‘ the 
introduction of a marked moral principle into pol- 
ities coincident with a geographical line,” the 
element for which was ‘found in the slavery 
question alone.’’ This was done‘ by men moved 
by the passion of gain; and who, like Shylock, 
would be avenged on those who had hindered 
them of their profits, and railed on them”? for their 
avarice. As part of this enterprise, in October, 
1833, the New York City Anti-Slavery Society 
was established, avowing, as its object, ** to take 
all lawful, moral, and religious means to effect a 
total and immediate abolition of slavery in the 
United States.” “Thus, under the stimulus of 
material aid furnished by those who had been 
hindered of their profits under the protective sys- 
tem, a great organization was formed in the north- 
ern States with the declared purpose of interfering 
with their fellow-citizens in the southern States, 
and overturning one of the institutions they had 
seen fit to maintain.’’? ‘Direct action for the 
overthrow of that peculiar and most important 
institution of the South, and for the deprivation 
of their citizens of their rights under it, was in- 
culcated as a moral and religions duty.” An 
attempt was made to abolish slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; then the fugitive slave law was 
made ‘inoperative in many of the northern 
States.” Public functionaries pandered to this 
sentiment,” and ‘* prostituted their offices to pro- 
mote the seditious and mischievous designs of 
these men.” Then the Governor of New York, 
now Senator of the United States from that State, 
[Mr. Sewarn,] ‘openly violated the letter and 
spirit of a provision of the Constitution of the 

nited States,” “ by refusing to deliver up fugi- 
tives from the justice of southern States,” for 
the advancement of party interests,” ‘* The action 
of the Legislature of that State then took the 
same direction.’ Other Governors and Legisla- 
tures followed; and ‘ a large number of northern 
States” were “ openly arrayed against the rights 
of the States, and of the citizens of the States,” of 
the South, and ‘‘ stimulated the anti-slavery sen- 
timent to still greater activity.” 

All this, it should be borne in mid, occurred 
before the treaty of peace with Mexico in 1848. 
After this, the minority of the committee proceeds 
to say, one of the great parties in the North as- 
serted the authority of Congress to legislate for 
the Territories upon all subjects whatever, sla- 
very included, and exerted itself to exclude slavery 
from the territory acquired from Mexico. Why 
do not these gentlemen ingenuously admit that all 
parties in the North, nay, by the hearty codper- 
ation of leading gentlemen of the South, and by 
the acquiescence of all parties in the South, were 
heartily agreed against planting slavery in the ter- 
ritory acquired from Mexico, where it had never 
practically existed? Then the Missouri com- 
promise was repealed, and ‘‘at once Kansas be- 
came a scene of contention from the intrusion into 
its limits of bands of armed men, sent there and 
supported by emigrant aid societies and other com- 
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binations,’’ for the purpose, with other means, of 
securing a complete union of the northern States 
in a war against African slavery as it exists in the 
South. “Then a purely sectional party arose,” on 
thesentiment singly of hostility toslavery,determ- 
ined “to take possession of the Government, and 
control its policy on all subjects, in the States and 
in the Territories, by theagency of its physical ma- 
jority in the non-slaveholding States alone.” So 
that the people of the South *¢ would thereby be de- 


prived of their character of citizens, and reduced | 


to the condition of subjects,’’ their voices stifled 
“in the management of national affairs,” and, 
with relation to their conquerors, sunk to the de- 
graded condition ‘of the oppressed and down- 
trodden ryots of unhappy India.” Such purposes 
as these have their accomplishment now in the late 
election of President and Vice President. These 
great wrongs have at last culminated, and have 
their issue in what the committee calls triumphant 
“ Garrisonian Republicanism.” Even the author- 
ity of the President, whose habitual and flagrant 
falsehood of the Republican party, unlike all other 
rules, has no single exception, is invoked for the 
assertion thatall existing discontents spring “from 
the long-continued and intemperate interference of 
the northern people with the question of slavery 
in the southern States.” 

Such is the argument of the minority of the 
committee, winnowed and separated, and, as far 
as possible, stated in its own language; namely, 
that because South Carolina, by nullification, in 
1832, thwarted the tariff, the northern States re- 
solved on a ferocious, unscrupulous, revengeful, 
and persevering war on slavery in all the States 
and Territories, with a view to its utter destruc- 
tion; organizing, for this purpose, a sectional 
party, called «*Garrisonian Republicanism,” act- 
ing on the double motive of selfishness and hate, 
waging for thirty years incessant hostilities against 
their neighbors, till now, riotous with victory, 


they are prepared to desolate the South. Remark- į 


able as the report of the minority is for what it 
says, It is quite as remarkable for what it conceals. 

hese are words of heavy accusation, pregnant 
with provocation to the slave States, whether true 
or false. If true, there is enough stated to justify 
revolution. Instead of truthful and candid state- 
ment, these seem words of fire, intended to justify 
and aggravate existing discontents, and kindle 
southern minds, already glowing, into conflagra- 
tion. 

Thus, it appears, that the late election of Mr. 
Lincoln to the Presidency, and a triumphant Re- 
publican party, are remotely deducible from the 
opposition of South Carolina to the protective 
tariff of 1828. So mysterious an origin gives the 
argument the air of mythological mvention, — 

I deny, utterly, this argument; and what is of 
more consequence, the grave impeachment of the 
justiceand integrity of the people of the free States. 
The great fact, near by, and which inexorable 
history will write, and over which the minority 
of the committee was first compelled to stumble 
—perhaps in willful blindness—before it could get 
back in its dismal antiquarian search for these 
causes in the catacombs of politics long dead, is, 
that they themseives, with their party coadjutors, 
first promoted, and afterwards supported, the 
causes of all these mischiefs, ‘The Republican 
party was born of the breach of public faith in the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise. It is them- 
selves who were parties to this act, who have 
sown these dragons’ teeth, that are now spring- 
ing up armed men. : 

Now, it is uot true that any considerable por- 


tion of any of the southern States then sympa- i 
thized, or codperated, with South Carolina in her i 


violent and jawless attempt at breaking up the 


Government in 1832 and 1833. The final passage | 


of the force bill at that time—the word was force, 


quite as rugged in its meaning as coercion now— | 
almost by the unanimity of northern and south- | 


ern votes, was a final judgment, after full argu- 
ment, of her attempt at armed secession. The 
allusion to South Carolina now is an ingenious 
attempt to renew that argument. That act of au- 
dacious crime against the integrity and peace of 


the Union has been stigmatized, and handed over | 


to history. This destroys, at once, all the impu- 
tations of avarice, malice, and revenge, long hus- 


banded by the people of the free States, relied on | 


j 


} 


; acted on. 


as the corner-stone of the argument. Nor is the 
propriety so obvious, of the Representatives es- 
pecially, of the States of Missouri, North Caro- 
lina, and Louisiana, now finding fault with the 
protective policy, under which their great staples 
first became established in importance, and the 
great benefits of which, at their own instance, they 
have enjoyed so long. But this is not necessary 
to my argument. Nor is it true that any tariff 
policy hasbeen uniformly supported by the North, 
and uniformly opposed by the South, as if this 
was ever a subject of difference between the sec- 
tions. Non» understand this better than the gen- 


tlemen of the minority of the committee. Butlet | 


this pass. 

The gravamen of the accusation is, that the 
Republican party, which has just made choice of 
Mr. Lincoln for the Presidency, is the anti-slavery 
party of whose singular views Mr. Garrison is 
deemed the principal apostle. No attemptis made 
to distinguish the opinions of the Republican party 
from his. In order to deny that there is any differ- 
ence, théy call Republicanism ‘Garrisonian Re- 
publicanism.”? The very words artfully imply a 
falsehood, afalschood that, already infinitely prop- 
agated, has for many years been the most effective 
agent, first, of breeding and afterwards maintain- 
ing these discontents. When such worthy gen- 
tlemen give currency to such things, which they 
must know are not true, on their personal credit, 
ate their constituents to be blamed for believing 
and acting on them? 

Now, she results of political elections for many 
years demonstrate that Mr. Garrison’s disciples, 
on the question of slavery, have never formed one 
hundredth part of the voters of the free States, 
and do not now count half that number; while on 
his other principal proposition, that the ** Consti- 
tution is a covenant with hell,” it is not under- 
stood that any large accessions have been made 
to his ranks, until his late large enlistments, con- 
fined almost exclusively to the seceding States, 


saving here And there a few vigorous auxiliaries | 


in Congress. But it would be lacking in parlia- 
mentary respect to the intelligence of the minority 
of the committee, to suppofe they do not well 
understand that on both these subjects, interfering 
with slavery in the States, and dissolving the 
Union, the Republican party has firmly and per- 
sistently opposed alikethese northernand southern 
yoke-fellows of disunion. Ithas not left itself to 
be misunderstood; butin its public profession of 
faith, the Chicago platform, which these gentlemen 
well understand, declared in terms ‘‘ for the main- 
tenance inviolate of the rights of the States, and 
especially the right of each State to order and 
control its domestic institutions according to its 
own judgment exclusively.” This has been main- 


| tained by Republicans everywhere, and at all 


times. No different expression has ever been 

made. The unanimous vote of the House on this 

very proposition, on Monday last, is itself sig- | 
nificant of the opinion of all the people repre- 
sented here, that on this one subject, North and 
South do notdiffer at all. With what semblance 
of apology, then, in the face of declarations so 
often made, thatall power on this subject belongs 
exclusively to the States themselves, and that all 
external interference by Congress or the States is 
unconstitutional and improper, can these gentle- | 
men, in a grave State paper, say that the Repub- | 
lican party maintains the very contrary, namely, 

that itis their right to interfere with and destroy 


i 

3 $ eea aS) 
slavery in the States, and that they will do it? | 
| 


Not only has this been said, but it has been 


promptly upon that disturbing breach of faith, j 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise, not only | 
has it controlled many of the State governments, 


but it has had a numerous and forcible minority | 
So far from doing | 
any violence to the authority of the States where | 


in both branches of Congress. 


slavery exists, it has never whispered such a pur | 
pose. If the purposes with which ithas been per- ; 
severingly calumniated are well founded, why | 
have such opportunities been lost? Nay, not only | 
has it abstained from all hostile purpose in the | 
States, but it has shown a just and wise forbear- : 
1 
f 
$ 


ance from disturbing the subject in the District of | 


Columbia, and at the dock-yards, arsenals, forts, ! 
and magazines in the slave States, where Congress | 
has compicte and constitutional jurisdiction, 


“ 


Since the formation of the party, || 


Tf, then, as the minority of the committee has 
| been pleased to say, “ fifteen of the States now 
believe a majority of the people of the other 
States have become hostile to them and their ii- 
stitutions, and that their union with them nowig 
| aunion with enemies,” for the reason only that 
they believe what is. not true, that a majority of 
the people of the free States are conspired to de- 
stroy the institution of slavery in the States; then 
the remedy for such a discontent is to tell them the 
truth, and to convince them that no one meditates 
such an object. It will not do to say, as the mi- 
nority has said, ‘It is useless to inquire whether 
the belief is well or ill-founded.” Certainly it 
was of the greatest use to inquire, and it was the 
very purpose of making the committee to determ- 
i ine whether discontents were real or imaginary, 
because, if imaginary, the public sense, at once, 
would correct them. Simply to tell the truth was 
a radical cure for this first mischief. 

The first article-of accusation of usis of unpro- 
voked and unceasing transgression on the plain 
and unquestionable rights of the States. Next, the 
minority of the committee accuses the free States 
of willful infidelity to their constitutional obliga- 
tion. The fugitive slave law, they say, is ineffect* 
ual. Ifso, whose fault is it, then? Did not you, 
the gentleman from North Carolina, and you, the 
gentleman from Missouri, having the power todo 
P: without saying tous, by your leave, make itof 
the very fashion you pleased? And the Presidents, 
and the judges and marshals, who are the right 
arm of the Government, to execute the law, have 
you not made them all? Andif the Jaw-or its 
ministers are impotent, who but yourselves have 
made them so and kept them so? But, you say, 
the States have given no remedies. The answer 
is, that the Supreme Court of yourown choice has 
determined judicially that the States are forbidden 
from all legislation that attempts to grant reme- 
dies. Then, you answer, that the States have per- 
sistently passed laws to obstructitsexecution. The 
overwhelming answer to this ‘is, what the minor- 
ity of the committee well understand, that the 
Constitution of the United States, and laws made 
in pursuance thereof, are the supreme law of the 
land, anything in the constitution and laws of a 
State to the contrary notwithstanding; and that 
even if the States did pass laws to obstruct the op- 
eration of a constitutional act of Congress, all such 
| legislation is utterly nugatory. The power to ex- 
ecute this provision of the Constitution is only 
lodged with the executive head of the Government 
| the Pierces and Buchanans, and their deriva- 
tives—all of whom have been lifted into authority 
by the aid of the minority of the committee, Let 
the blame fall there. 

How much of kind and neighborly feeling be- 
tween the States has the minority of the commit- 
tee been compelled to hide, in order to maintain 
the malignant argument that the free States, fora 
long course of years, have been united in waging 
unrelenting waron the South. Upto the decision 
made by the Supreme Court in the case of Prigg 
vs. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in 1842, 
it was understood that it was competent for the 
States, by auxiliary legislation, to provide for en- 
forcing a consututional provision in regard to fu- 
gitive slaves. Not that they were compelled to 
do so; but that, asacts of grace, they might do so. 
| Accordingly, all the border States—New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and IHinois—from 
asense of good neighborhood and comity,and at 
the instance of the slave States themselves, main- 
il tained laws for the recovery and rendition of 
fugitives, quite as stringent and as frequently in- 
| voked as the actof Congress. Ohio, Indiana, and 


‘ Illinois, granted this at the request of Kentuchy. 


Pennsylvania gracefully conceded it toa commis- 
sion sent from the State of Maryland; and itisnow 
a singular fact that what is called the personal 
liberty bill of Pennsylvania, of which Maryland 
complains, was then, in its very terms, incorpo- 
rated as a part of it with the hearty acquiescence 
of the commissioners of Maryland. Here was a 
generosity from all the free States on the border, 
that exceeded constitutional obligation. Why, 
when the very temper of the States to each other 
is their chosen subject of argument, are such 
kindly acts kept from sight by the minority of the 
committee, in uncandid suppression of history? 


i So importent is this auxiliary legislation of the 
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States now. deemed, and such confidence in the 
border States to afford it, that the peace congress 
now. proposes, as an article of amendment to the 
Constitution, to confer this power in express terms 
. upon the States.. F 
Such, Lrepeat, from the adoption of the Con- 
stitution to the decision of the Supreme Court in 
the'case of Prigg vs. The Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylyania, was a uniformly admitted: power of the 
States, namely: to legislate in aid of the power of 
Congress.on the subject of the recovery of fugi- 
tives.from service. But here that court explicitly 
denied the power. That case decided the follow- 
ing: principles: 2 

1. ‘Slavery is a mere municipal regulation, 
founded upon and limited to the range of terri- 
torial laws.” Therefore, the quality of a slave, 
by the law.of South Carolina, is lost on passing 
over the territorial limit of that State, and does 
not exist in Georgia or Texas, or the common 
Territories, unless some municipal regulation con- 
tinues it. 

2. “ The power of legislation on the subject of 
the rendition of fugitives is exclusively in the 
national Government.’’ ‘* The legislation of Con- 

ress supersedes all State legislation on the sub- 
ject-and prohibits it,” and “a law on the subject 
depends altogether for its execution on the officers 
of the United States named in it.” 

3. And, even then, ‘the delivery of the fugi- 
tive by Federal authority is limited to those cases 
of fugitives where a claim has been judicially 
made.” Thus, the constitutional provision is a 
mere consent on the part of the State that the fu- 
gitive shall not be set free by reason of any law 
or regulation of its own; and, while it is compelled 
to stand with folded hands, the national Govern- 
ment undertakes to hear the claim and deliver the 
fugitive. The duty of the State is to forbear. 
The General Government assumes, as its prerog- 
ative'duty, the execution of this provision; and 
for this purpose, as for the execution of all laws, 
moy use its whole armed power. : 

-As this was the first judicial decision on this 
subject, so its authority has never since been 
shaken, Deference to the authority of this au- 
post decision compelled all the border States to 

lot out all their legislation on the subject. 

_ Allagree that this constitutional provision ought 
to be made effective. The Republican party has 
not attempted to abate one jot or tittle of this ob- 
ligation. But every State has equally the right, 
and is under the obligation of protecting those not 
oound to service from being transported violently 
into slavery; and thus all the States, free and 
slave, with an equal humanity, have provided 
laws against kidnapping. Indiana grafted such 
a statute, borrowed from Virginia, among her first 
laws, qualifying it now by the important words, 
which exclude utterly the idea of obstructing the 
act of Congress, ‘ without having first established 
a claim upon the services of such person, accord- 
ing to the law of this State or of the United States;”’ 
and there it stands. Whenever she abandons the 

rotection of her people she will be unworthy of 

er freedom. This is her only personal liberty 
bill. OtherStates have iainiemedanieh laws from 
the beginning of the Government; yet the minor- 
ity of the committee, following South Carolina 
in her indictment against her old confederates, in 
which Indiana, by name, is arraigned for the 
wrongs she has done South Carolina, gravely 
maintains that when the tariff was broken down 
in 1833, as if such laws had not already long ex- 
isted in all the States, then, then these acts were 
assed to make inoperative the fugitive slave law. 

Now, after many years, when these laws are 
grown old, complaint is first made of them. It 
is enough that they had no such motive. Their 
origin is in a rational jealousy to protect the cit- 
izen from wrong. Charitable allowances ought 
always to be made for the securities with which 
free States seck to surround their freedom, and 
forthe hotimpulse and quick instinet with which, 
when a human voice exclaims for liberty, all men 
are prone to take sides against a seeming wrong. 

But, admitting the obligation of the constitu- 
tional provision, it should not be denied that too 
many the provisions of the fugitive slave law of 
1850. are eminently harsh and wrong. It hasbeen 
made more offensive by its worse ad ministration. 
It offends our whole intuition and education of i 


what is right. -Tried on ex parte evidence, which 
can never be -confronted, and which is already 
conclusive before any claim of service is made, 
not before a tribunal, because no tribunal ‘is in- 
voked; without the intervention of ajury, because 
the integrity of a northern jury is in question— 
tried, did I-say ?—without any substance of trial, 
the victim is seized and dragged before a commis- 
sioner, whose official merit, like Jeffreys’, is reck- 
oned by the zeal with which he always arrives at 
the same conclusion, and, in an instant, the final 
doom of a man’s liberty is fixed, with more hazard 
to the rights of freemen than assurance to the 
rights of masters. We have held, and maintain 
now, that a subject so capable of safe judicial in- 
quiry, involving the priceless wealth of a man’s 
liberty, should be searched by the universal tests 
of judicial truth, and approved by the sanction 
of the usual judicial means. Kentucky would 
wage a war if the question of the property of an 
ox or horse belonging to any of her Kople Was, 
by compulsion, forced from the shelter of her law 
and buffeted with such a mockery of justice. And 
it is the witness of the forbearance of the people 
of the free States that, objectionable as the law is, 
and more objectionable its execution, they have 
patiently submitted to it, simply because it is the 
aw. 7 

No! Pierce and Buchanan, the Presidents of 
their own choice, who are the only constitutional 
agents for executing this law, are not obnoxious 
to the unjust clamor of the minority of the com- 
mittee for delinquency in this article of duty. 
The fugitive slave law has been efficiently main- 
tained. Along a boundary of fifteen hundred 
miles, separating populous States, for ten years, 
nota half dozen instances have occurred, in which 
the law has been invoked, where its authority 
has not been triumphant. Violence and strata- 
gem everywhere, north and south, sometimes 
master or evade the law. But no other law, 
State or Federal, has compelled such habitual and 
successful compliance. This is the voluntary 
testimony of your northern friends in the House 
and in the Senate Chamber; while even your fiery 
chiefs, Davis and Merson, scoff at you while 
pn count up these empty pretenses of wrong. 

ut I heartily thank the minority of the commit- 
tee for inviting us to look at the serene and sacred 
majesty of the law, and reading us maxims of 
obedience. Certainly, let all the laws be obeyed; 
and if not otherwise, let then the mailed hand 
of the Government—for all government is force— 
defend the right and punish the wrong. 

Again: let the minority of the committee be 
thanked for teaching us that the laws ought to be 
obeyed. We have laws against the African slave 
trade, making the abominable traffic piracy. We 
have maintained neutrality laws since 1818 for the 
purpose of preventing armed organizations being 
mustered on our soil,and going forth for war and 
plunder against peaceful and unoffending States. 


: . | 
This has been our just guarantee asa member of | 


the family of nations, that we wished tolive peace- 
fully and honestly in the family. 
up sovereignty in Kansas and Nebraska, and left 
their people perfectly free to regulate their do- 
mestic institutions in thcir own way. Now, itmay 
well be questioned, as a matter of profitable in- 
struction, which ought always to carry example 
with precept, whether it is becoming in the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, [Governor Wins- 
Low,} who has breathed the very gales that have 
wafted from African barracoons those great mis- 
sionary institutions, the slave ships, with retinues 
of hungry sharks following their wakes, freighted 


In 1854, we set | 


with dense and stifled cargoes of fathers, mothers, | 


and children, tornby war from their barbaric homes 
and landed on our shores, not in defiance merely, 
but in contempt of law; or,in the gentleman from 
Louisiana, [Mr. TAYLOR, ] whose prosperous port 
has been, on several occasions, the theater of 
armed expeditions sallying out with the acknowl- 


| edged purpose of piracy and plunder against Cuba 


and Nicaragua, when the very ministers of the 
law were pleased spectators, the great chief at 
length brought back, not to face the angry frown 
of outraged law, but by long procession past cities 
in rejoicing, to take his seat at the President’s 
table; or, in the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Puexps,} who might have seen across the border 
where he dwells armed and drunken crowdsusurp- 


ing the government of another people, and tramp- 
ling all law under foot; or, whether it is becoming 
in all of them together, who afterwards sanctified, 
by their party creeds and by their. party votes, 
the bloody. butchery of Granada, and the lawless 
crimes and frauds in Kansas; it is, I repeat, at 
least questionable, whether gentlemen who have 
not rebuked such lawlessness as this, can profit- 
ably condemn here and there, feeble, riotous, and 
unorganized resistance to the fugitive slave law, 

rompted by no worse motive, if I may so express 
it, than infatuation on the side of liberty. “The 
minority of the committee may yet learn that in 
other days than Christ’s there have been beams 
in men’s eyes. 

These, war on slavery in the States, and crim- 
inal obstruction of the fugitive slave law, are the 
staple defamation that poisons the feeling of broth- 
erhood among the people of the southern States, 
by cruel and untrue imputations on the just and 
fraternal spirit of the people of the free States. 
When it is doing its criminal work like distilled 
venom, we are told by the minority of the com- 
mittee that it is “useless to inquire whether the 
belief”? in calumnies so thoroughly propagated 
“tis well or ill founded.” Medicine, Mr. Speaker, 
medicine for such disease is honest truth. For I 
dare maintain, against even the distinguished au- 
thority of the minority of the committee, that the 
sentiment of North to South is loyal, just, and 
affectionate. Besides interest, there are uncon- 

uerable motives for more than friendly. regard. 

tisnotearth and acres, but men, that make States. 
Ohio, and Indiana, and Illinois, remember how 
many of their children are derived from the pa- 
rent Commonwealths of other States, Virginia, 
and North Carolina, and Kentucky. The ances- 
tral grave-yards of more than half our people are 
beyond the Ohio; and the complaint now made 
against us, accuses not only our integrity as men, 
but our filial love as children. 

All other complaints are subordinate to these. 
What next? The sentiment of the people of the 
free States is hostile to slavery, adds the minor- 
ity of the committee. What more? One party 
in the free States, they proceed to say, assert that 
Congress has power to exclude slavery from the 
Territories. Is this all? No. Republicans main- 
tain that the right of property in slaves is local, 
stopping at the territorial boundary, where the 
local law ceases to operate, and thus denies the free 
and unrestricted right of taking slaves and hold- 
ing them as such inthe Territories. And thisisall. 

This first accusation is just. The judgment, 
calculated and ineradicable, of all the people of 
the free States, nay, of many good people of 
the slave States, nay, of the civilized world, is 
against slavery, With sucha deep-rooted convic- 
tion against it, no consent will ever be given to its 
diffusion, Terminus, inthe bright Christian noon- 
day of this age, has set its ultimate bounds. But 
whatthen? If you, gentlemen of the minority of 
the committee, are at liberty, as we freely grant 
you, to hold one set of opinions on this subject, 
are we forbidden from holding the opposite? Itis, 
if you please, a part of our reserved State rights 
to think and act as we please, and equally yours 
to think and act as you please, and to be ictalone. 
And even if we do differ, is this incompatible with 
our faithful compliance with the constitutional 
engagements we have made with you? And you 
have no right to demand more. No matter for 
such difference, if we deal honestly with each 
other. 

But the minority of the committee has set upa 
tribunal, by whose final judgment we are content 
to stand. Let all rights under the Constitution, 
they say, “be determined by the common under- 
standing of those who were to live under it, and by 
the universal sentiment of the times when tt was 
made,” These are just and manly words, The 
Supreme Court, in the Dred Scott case, had already 
anticipated it, by declaring: 

“ While the Constitution remains unaltered, it must be 
construed now, as it was at the time of its adoption.”  * 

ia Ae & As long as it continues to exist in its 
present form, it speaks, not only with the same words, but 
with the same meaning and intent, with which it spoke 
when it came from the hands of its framers, and was voted 
on and adopted by the people of the United States,” 

If, then, our opinions are to be put upon trial, 
what was opinion on this subject when the Con- 


i stitution was made? Our fathers, all our fathers, 
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did not stop at sentiment, but hated and loathed 
slavery. These are strong but true words. The 
men who led the way in our history, who made 
the great Declaration, fashioned the Constitution 
so as not to admit into it the “idea that there 
could be such a thing as property in man,” 
ordained our laws; orators who fired the multi- 
tude, and chiefs who headed armies, and grave 
judges who laid down the maxims of jurispru- 
dence, living and dying, all testified to its cruelty 
and wrong. The only question was, how to get 
rid of it. No one then defended slavery on prin- 
ciple. Its existence was universally deplored. It 


is on every page of our early history, and crosses | 


every path where we explore it. ‘ The old fogies 
of that day,” said Mr. Yancey, in a speech at 
Montgomery, Alabama, in May, 1858, on the sub- 


jectof reopening the African slave trade, ‘ enter- 


tained opinions in relation to slavery, which we, of 
this day, are unanimously agreed are not sound,”’ 

Then, cotton was not king. There is no touch 
of royalty in any form of material wealth. Since 
the lawgiver of Lacedamon said that the man who 
had all the iron would have all the gold, which 
meant simply that the iron hand that labored 
would govern what labor produced, wealth, in all 
its forms, has been weak, helpless, and cowardly, 
while labor has been the universal king. Slavery 
stands or falls by the principle of profit and loss. 
It will perish when it ceases to be profitable. 
Slave labor was then unprofitable. It then took 
one hand a whole day to ciean a pound of cotton. 
But a Yankee schoolmaster, Eli Whitney, went 
down to Georgia, and produced, with cunning 
art, the cotton gin, which did the work of a hun- 
dred hands, and revolutionized in an instant the 
whole industry of the South. But after South 
Carolina had shut him up in jail for taking the 
bounty her Legislature gave him for his wonder- 


fulinvention, and then drove him out of the State, | 


a beggar, cotton for the first time was an Ameri- 


can staple. It was when slavery was in its dying | 
agony, that Eli Whitney’s cotton-gin gave itnew | 
But, for fifty years | 


life, by making it profitable. 
afterwards, though strengthened first by raising 
cotton profitably, and afterwards by raising sugar 
and tice profitably, opinion against it remained 
inflexible. The first voice in its defense as a sys- 
tem was Calhoun’s, in his famous speech made 
in the Senate, in February, 1837. | 
fifty years from the time of making the Constitu- 
tion. But there he annowneed the amazing and 
monstrous doctrine, that slavery was a blessing, 
and that it ‘ formed the most solid and durable 
foundation on which to rear free and stable politi- 
cal institutions.” Henceforth, Calhoun was the 
Machiavel of slavery, attempting to liftit up from 
the subject condition where it had been left under 
the Constitution, and make it the master element 
in politics. 

His motive was revenge on Jackson. He had 
attempted to enlist the South in disunion on the 
tariff. He called the tariff sectional. He invoked 
a united South. When nullification was crushed 
under Jackson’s heavy hand, ‘‘ Now,” said Me. 
Calhoun, in a speech at Abbeville, ‘the South 
can never be united against theNorth on the tariff 
question. The sugar interests of Louisiana will 
keep her out. The basis of southern union must 
be shifted from the tariff to the slavery question.’ 
Jackson’s prophetic sight already explored Cal- 
houn’s next deep purpose of promoting disunion 
by slavery agitation, and ‘he expressed it in the 
following letter: 

[Private. } Wasiincron, May 1, 1833. 

My pear Sir: id Thave had a 
laborious task here, but nullification is dead; and its actors 
and courtiers will only be remembered by tbe people to be 
execrated for their wicked designs to sever and destroy the 
only good Government on the globe, and that prosperity 
and happiness we enjoy over every portion of the world, 
Haiman’s gallows ought to be the fate of ali such ambitious 
men, who would involve their country in L a 
the evils in its train, that they might reign and ride on its 
whirlwind and direct the storm. The free people of these 
United States have spoken, and cousigned these wicked 
demagogucs to their proper doom, Take care of your nuili- 
fiers; you bave them among you; let them meet with the 


* $ * 


indignant frowns of every man who loves his country, | 


"Yue tariff, itis now kuown, was a mere pretext. The neat 
pretext will be the negro or slavery question. — 

My heaith is not good, but is improving a little. Present 
me Kindly to your lady and family, and believe me to be 
your friend. Y will always be happy to hear from you. 
ANDREW JACKSON, 
Rev. ANDREW J. CRAWFORD. 


and | 


civil war, and all | 


| 


This was just | 


H 


Mr. Cumeman, now Senator from North Car- 
| olina, in a speech delivered here December 22, 
| 1848, after the slavery agitation was rife, and 
; Jackson’s prophecy had become history, used the 
| following language: 


< After the unpleasant difficulty growing out of nullifica- 
tion had been satisfactorily settied, there was a general 
disposition, both at te South and iu the North, to bury all 
sectional and local iH-feelings and differences. 
nately, however, for the repose of the country, Mr. Cal- 
houn, who had been a prominentactor on the side of nulti- 
fication, found himself uncomfortable in his then position. 
The majorities of every one of the southern States were 
not only opposed to him politically, but viewed him with 
suspicion and distrust. Being ambitious of popularity and 
influence, he sought to restore himself to the confidence of 
the South in the first place, and seized upon the slave ques- 
tion asthe means to effect that end. He professed to feel 
great dread lest the North should take steps in contraven- 
tion of our rights, and to desire only to put the South on 
her guard against the imminent danger which was threat- 
ening her. He only wished to produce agitation enough to 
unite the South, though everybody well knew that there 
: was, in relation to this subject, no division there. Whether 
he had ulterior views against the integrity of the Union, it 
is not iny purpose to inquire; I am only looking at acts,;not 
; inquiring into motives. The former obviously looked to the 
: creation of a political party based on the slavery question.” 


Then, in order to unite the South against the 
North, slavery agitation began. A thousand 
: million dollars’ worth of slaves was a powerful 
influence to be courted. Calhou®h led the way. 
The right of petition had been of immemorial use 
among the children of Englishmen, whose tough 
ancestors, in the twilight of English freedom, had 
wrung it from King John at Runnymede, and es- 
tablished it in Magna Charta, so that despotism 
should never question it afterwards. Calhoun 


put on the many-tongued press. Postmasters, 
at country cross-roads, became its censors, and 
judged, without appeal, what the press should 
say, and what the people should read, and what 
should be carried in the mails. This was the first 
lesson, that slavery was not to be talked about or 
printed about. If other arguments failed, the re- 
sistless proof that slavery is an element of weak- 
ness in a State is, that it cannot stand up safely 
in the sunlight of free speech and a free press; 
for the right is always strong, and does not fear 
| danger. 

At first, it was cautious and conciliatory, as it 
felt its way. But the Texas plot, which resulted 
from the accidental position of Mr. Tyler, Cal- 
! houn’s accomplice in nullification, in the Presi- 
dency, whereby Calhoun became Secretary of 
State, was a bold and open success in the interest 
of slavery. Henceforth it has been defiant. Then 
the honest Democracy of Andrew Jackson was at 
last fatally involved in Calhoun’s planof revenge, 
to destroy the Union by founding, as Mr. Ciixa- 
man expressed it, ‘a political party based on the 
slavery question.” President Buchanan said, in 
the Senate in 1843: “ All Christendom is leagued 
against the South upon the question of domestic- 
slavery. They have no cther allies to sustain 
their constitutional rights, except the Democracy 
of the North.’? Texas waggunexed for the sake 
of slavery. Calhoun lived to see his policy half 
complete, and Jackson died, giving warning in 
the very article of death, in his farewell letter to 
his old friend Blair, against Calhoun’s insidious 
policy, ending inevitably in disunion. Since then 
the territorial acquisition of half of Mexico, with 
the hidden meaning of plundering more; the Os- 
tend manifesto, which is a plea for public rob- 
bery; repeal of the Missouri compromise; free- 
booting expeditions against Cuba and Nicaragua, 
unrestrained by law, and afterwards justified in a 
party platform after Walker established slavery 
in Nicaragua by his personal decree; the suspi- 
| cious protectorate of Mexico; a liquorish lust for 


misgovernment of Kansas, crowned by its elec- 
tion frauds and its Lecompton swindle, and the 
greater infamy of the English bill,—are only so 
many steps in the aggrandizement of slavery, all 
done in the insulted and prostituted name of De- 
mocracy. And if disunion,—whose busy minis- 
ters have swarmed in all public places and offices, 
nay; in the “very summer heat and favor”? of the 
President’s countenance, wearing perjured con- 
sciences to their oaths of fidelity to the Union, 
: while plotting its ruin,—if disunion is to be accom- 
plished now, through the spirit that has long in- 
vesied the Government, then old Jackson’ 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Unfortu- 


attacked and destroyed it. Next, a bandage was | 


Cuba, right or wrong; the criminal and. bloody | 


| ing has been vain, and Calhoun’s ambition and 
hatred and revenge are complete. i 
No; for the first fifty years after framing- the 
Constitution, the universal condemnation. of 
slavery, South as well as North, went unchal- 
lenged- To adopt the happy expression of the 
minority of the committee, this * was the common 
understanding and sentiment of the .times;”’ and 
| by this judgment we mean to stand. It was only 
as an agent of family discord, and to rend us and 
destroy us, that mischievous men taught that 
slavery was divine. f 
“ One party in the North, after the war with 
Mexico, asserted the right of Congress to exclude 
slavery from. the Territories,” says the minority 
of the committee. This means that it was never 
asserted before; and that, when it was asserted, it 
was only by one party, and that party in the 
North. Has Congress such power? ; 
None understood better the meaning of the Con- 
stitution than those who made it. Now, it is 
indisputable, that in every instance of forming a 
territorial government, from the adoption of the 
Constitution until the passage of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill, Congress uniformly asserted its 
power of controlling this subject—sometimes, as 
in the cases of Louisiana, Mississippi, and Mis- 
souri, admitting slavery under limitations, butin 
| most instances, as the Northwest Territory— 
Indiana, Ilinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, 
Minnesota, and Oregon—utterly excluding it. It 
was the effect of the prohibition contained in the 
Missouri compromise, forbidding slavery from a 
region larger than the “ Old Thirteen.” All the 
Presidents, till Pierce, admitted its propriety. 
That Pierce did not, does not weaken its authority. 
‘he most memorable example is the act of August 
7, 1789, giving fuller effect to the ordinance of the 
Confederation of July 12, 1787, for the government 


i 


of the territory northwest of the Ohio. Here 
slavery existed by French Jaw, which prevailed 


there when England wrested the Canadas from 
France. 

Now, this act, which was unanimously passed 
by the First Congress, and approved hy Washing- 
ton, and was no half and half measure, not only 
forbade the introduction of slavery, but entered 
the Territory where it existed and expelled it from 
the Territories. Henceforth, examples of the ex- 
ercise of this power, like milestones, occur in our 
history. Adams approved the Indiana territorial 
act of May 7, 1800; Jefferson, of the Orleans Ter- 
ritory and Louisiana district, passed March 26, 
| 1804; of Michigan, February 3, 1805;and Illinois, 
February 3, 1809; Madison, of Missouri, June 
12, 1812; Jackson, of Wisconsin, April 20, 1836; 
and Polk, with whom Jackson Democracy flick- 
ered for a short season, like a spent candle in the 
socket, and with whom it died out, approved the 
organic law of Oregon, Yet all these acts quali- 
fied or excluded slavery. All these acts were con- 
sented to by all Congresses, and by northern and 
southern gentlemen, without dissent. When In- 
diana and Ilinois, on several occasions, applied 
to Congress to allow slavery permanently or tem- 

orarily, Congress refused it, southern gentlemen 

eing foremost in opposition to the extension of 
slavery. Only once was the competency of Con- 
gress to exclude slavery brought in question, on 
the occasion of the approval of the Missouri com- 
promise, when Monroe first submitted the ques- 
tion to his Cabinet, consisting of Crawford, Wirt, 
John Quincy Adams, and John C. Calhoun, who 
all agreed that Congress possessed this power. 
On two distinguished occasions the Supreme Court 
affirmed this power in Congress. The courts of 
all the States acceded to this interpretation. 

Thus, for more than sixty years, Congress as- 
serted its power of controlling this subject in the 
Territories, sometimes qualifying the manner of 
its introduction, sometimes forbidding it, but in 
both cases equally asserting its power, and with 
the acquiescence of the executive and judicial 
departments. If this was right then, it is right 
now. If it did not peril the Union then, it does 
not now. If it was not sectional then, itis not 
now; or, if itis sectional now, it would be well 
to know at what time it became sectional. If, 
from such facts as these, the equality of the States 
in the Territories isnow denied, it began with the 
men who signed the Declaration, and afterwards, 


s warn- |! by the Constitution, completed their work by 
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uiting together this fabric of free government. 
fit was wise, proper, and patriotic in those who 
first made, and then interpreted the Constitution, 
and in thè 'no less illustrious generation of great 
“men that followed after them, to observe such a 
policy, vindicated as it was everywhere bY peace- 
ful, orderly, and just government in the ‘Terri- 
tories, and resulting in such examples of free, 
prosperode, and happy States as Ohio, Indiana, 
llinois; Michigan, Wisconsin, Lowa, and Oregon, 
strengthening the bonds of our Union, and aug- 
menting our honor before all the nations of the 
earth, those of us who adhere to the same policy 
noy are justified in sheltering under such exam- 
es. 
P This plain statement of facts sums up and con- 
cludes the argument as to the power of Congress 
to exclude slavery from the Territories. It may 
be safely rested on authority alone, because it sub- 
jects the sense of the instrument to the practical 
interpretation of the great men who made it. In 
face of this uniform and irrefragable testimony, it 
was heroism in the minority of the committee to 
allow it to be implied that it was only in 1848 that 
a party in the free States, and for the purpose of 
wronging the South, first asserted this power; 
especially when it is remembered thattwo of them 
in that very year voted for the extension of the 
Missouri compromise line to the Pacific, thereby 
admitting that Congress had power to exclude 
slavery north of that line; and especially, consid- 
ering that the Democratic convention at Baltimore 
in that very year, affirmed, by a vote of 216 to 36, 
that Congress had the power. Thus, instead of 
being obnoxious to the complaint of setting up a 
new doctrine, we, in turn, accuse them of having 
abandoned the old one. 

The argument of the next matter of complaint, 
namely, that the transitory right of slavery from 
the States into the Territories is now denied, is 
involved in the argument just made, because, if 
Congress may exclude slavery from the ‘Terri- 
tories, it includes the right of denying that slavery, 
‘by mere constitutional force, may go into the Ter- 
ritories. The Constitution makes a Government 
of expressly-granted, but limited powers; and it 
neither establishes nor conveys any right, unless 
the authority for it is written in the instrument, 
Now, by the Constitution, slavery is described as 
existing in the States “ by the laws thereof,” ex- 
cluding the idea that it has any other authority 
than by the laws of the States. And, wherever 
the subject is named in the instrument, as in re- 
gard to the prohibition of the African slave trade 
after 1808, the basis of representation and of taxes, 
and the reclamation of fugitive slaves, slaves are 
treated as persons, in distinction from property. 
Indeed, that it has but a local existence, and lim- 
ited to the territorial range where the municipal 
law establishes it, is affirmed in the decision of 
the Supreme Court in the case of Prigg vs, The 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, already quoted, 
in which it lays down the following rule: 

& Slavery is a mere municipal regulation, founded upon, 
and limited to, the range of territorial laws.’ 

Thus, as property, which it is made by the 
focal law, the Constitution extends it nowhere; 
and, as it does notextend it, it affords it no safety 
or protection, The argument maintained by the 
minority of the committee—that Congress may 
not forbid slavery in New Mexico by its own act, 
or by the act of a Territorial Legislature, which 
derives its whole powers from Congress, because 
no such power is expressly granted to Congress 
by the Constitution—is of equal force that neither 
Congress nor the Territorial Legislature can in- 
troduce slavery, in opposition to the law of free- 
dom which existed there at the time of its acqui- 
sition, because the power to do so is not expressly 
granted in the Constitution. . 

Let it be considered that the complaint here 
made by the minority of the committee is, that 
the Republican party denies that slaves may be 
taken from the States, and held as such under the 
Constitution, in the Territories. I have already 
referred to the long line of instances in which 
Congress directly forbade slavery in the Territo- 
ries. In addition to these, in the tenth section of 
the act of March 28, 1804, organizing the two | 
Territories of Orleans and Louisiana purchase, it 
was provided: . 

“No slave ot slaves shall, directly or indirectly, be in- | 


| increased to £100. 


troduced into said Territory, except by a citizen of thë 
United States removing into said Territory for actual set- 
tement, and being at the time of such removal bona fide 
owner of such slave or slaves ; and every slave imported or 
brought into said Territory, contrary to the provisions of 
this act, shali thereupon be entitled to.and receive his or 
her freedom.” š f 

The same provision is contained in the act for 
the government of the Territory of Missouri, 
passed June 4, 1812. In these acts the authority 
of Congress to exclude slaves as property from the 
Territories was distinctly-asserted; for, if Con- 
gress had thus the power to exclude them in part, 
it might do so wholly. Its power. of limitation 
upon the right was, if it saw fit to assert it, a 
power of exclusion. 

Let it be further considered that this brief dis- 
cussion of this question is with reference to the 
mode of trial invited by the minority of the com- 
mittee, namely: “ by the common understanding 
of those who were to live under the Constitution, 
and by the universal sentiment of the times.” 
Not only did Congress deny this traveling or 
vagrant right of property in slaves from the States 
into the Territories, but the States denied it as 
between themselves. For example, the first act 
of the General Assembly of Virginia, at its ses- 
sion in 1788, has the following provision: 

«It shal} not be@awful to bring into this State, or to hold 
therein, any slave born out of the limits of the State.” 

An act of Delaware of the previous year pro- 
vided: 

“If any person shall, after the passing of this act, bring 
any negro or mulatto slave into this State, for sale or oth- 
erwise, the said negro is declared free to all intents and 
purposes.”? 

At tbe same time, Maryland enacted a similar 
law. Even earlier than this, North Carolina for- 
bade the introduction of slaves from other States, 
under a penalty of £100; and followed it, in 1794, 
with a heart alive to the justice of emancipation, 
then in progress in the northera States, by pro- 
viding further, that slaves brought from any of 
them where slavery was being abolished, should 
be set free, But South Carolina Jed the way in 
denying that a slave in one State was property in 
another. In 1716, the introduction of a slave from 
another colony was forbidden under a penalty of 
thirty pounds. In the very year of making the 
Constitution of the United States, the penalty was 
In 1792 the introduction and 
sale was again forbidden. The operation of the 
law was limited to five years; but was again ex- 
tended in 1797, again in 1800, again in 1801, again 
in 1803, and once more in 1816. This last was 
repealed in 1818; but in 1835 was applied to slaves 
from Maryland or Delaware, under a penalty of 
$1,000. Here, then, cotemporaneous with the 
Constitution, is found concurrent legislation in 


Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, | 


and South Carolina, denying that property in 
slaves in one State was property in another. 


Where, then, was this wandering right of prop- | 


erty in slaves by the ‘* common understanding of 
that time?” All this legislation, which was co- 
temporancous with 
itbeyond adoubt that, by the sense of these States, 
the right, whatever it was, was created by muni- 
cipal law, and limited to the territorial operation 
of the law. Whence, then, the sacred right that 
is now asserted for it in the Territories? This 
was a subject of discussiqn in the Senate on the 


5th of February, 1850. On that occasion Mr. | 


Clay said: 

« Now, really, I must say that the idea that, eo instanti, 
upon the consummation of the treaty with Mexico, the 
Constitution of the United States carried along with it the 
institution of slavery, is so irreconcilable with any compre- 
hension or reason that I possess, that I hardly know how 
to meetit. How can it be argued that the fifteen slave 
States carried into the Territory their institution of slavery, 


any more than it can be argued on the other side, that, | 


by the operation of the same Constitution, fifteen States 
carried into the ceded Territories the principle of freedom 
which they, from policy, have chosen to adapt? the power, 
then, Mr. President, in my opinion, does exist with Con- 
gress.” 

The argument of the minority of the commit- 
tee amounts to this: that the fathers meant to make 
slavery national, to invigorate it, and protect it, 
and perpetuate it. If they had meant this, they 
would have said it frankly in the Constitution, for 
they were frank men, Wil gentlemen argue, if 
all the States, where slavery now exists, should 
abolish it, that slavery would afterwards exist in 
all the Territories by the naked force of the Con- 


king the Constitution, puts ; 


stitution? Andif the people inall the States and all 
the Territories—if the people every where, wish to 
get rid of slavery everywhere, must it yet remain 
in the Territories by force of the Constitution, in 
spite of Congress, in spite of territortal legislation, 
in spite of every human power, the Wandering 
Jew of modern politics, that can never die? And 
if, thus, slavery as property is nationalized, and 
established, and set above men and all possible 
legislation, does it not then follow that the great 
struggle for independence was a struggle, not for 
man, but for property? 

Í have discussed, at some length, these several 
matters of complaint of the minority of the com- 
mittee, partly beeause it was due to the subject, 
but more, because if these several complaints are 
unfounded, then it follows that what is wanting, 
the only thing wanting, to quiet discontents and 
reéstablish the family peace, is, to tell the simple 
truth, that no one’s rights are to be wronged, and 
that Republican administration will follow the 
good and wise examples of the best periods of 
our history. 

The minority of the committee has nothing 
more to complain of than this, except that it is- 
claimed as the summary and result of the argu- 
ment, that the election of Mr. Lincoln to the Pres- 
idency was an act of the free States, with deliber- 
ated hostility to the South, on the sentiment of 
opposition to slavery alone. These gentlemen 
seem to know but little of the motives of this con- 
test. Whether slavery should be extended into all 
the Territories, and thus virtually exclude twenty 
|| million freemen—because, where slavery exists, 
free labor is virtually expelled—twenty million 
already ‘‘cribbed and confined” within one half 
the limit relatively now enjoyed by citizens of the 
slave States, was, indeed, one great question. But 
it was a legitimate subject, just as the question of 
promoting and establishing slavery in the Terri- 
tories was equally insisted upon in the canvass in 
the slave States. But this subject had practically 
been concluded by the election of 1856 and the 
progress of events in Kansas. 

But miscalled Democracy, under the adminis- 
trations of Pierce and Buchanan, was arraigned 
and brought to judgment for eight years of mis- 
government, peculation, and crime. It was much 
that it had sown dissensions by breaking down 
old compromises, which gave assurance of confi- 
dence and peace. The great crime against free 
government in Kansds was not forgotten. Its 
promises of retrenchment and economical admin- 
istration had resulted, ina season of profound 
peace and when no great public enterprises were 
in progress, in expenses increased and doubled. 
The Treasury was made bankrupt. When ma- 
terial prosperity was at its height, year by year, 
the nation was plunging in debt. Piratical enter- 
| prises against Cuba and sister Republics, our 
neighbors, went abroad unchecked. ‘The national 
name became their terror. Two hundred million 
dollars to buy Cuba into the Union, whether the 
people consented or not, as if the Queen of Spain 
| might sell her people as cattle are sold in a mar- 
| ket, making necessary new armies and greater 
navies to hold it in subjugation, and adding to the 
public burden, was in sight. Wherever Democ- 
racy was touched, it was found rotten to the core. 
But more than all was the deep conviction of a 
conspiracy, wide-spread and criminal, fostered and 
hatching and pervading all departments of the 
Government, having its headin the President’s 
Cabinet, and having for its object the destruction 
of the Union. This moved the heart of northern 
men scarcely less than in the great States of Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, and Virginia, where Bell led 
the cause of Union to victory. Such were some 
of the articles of impeachment tried in the late 
presidential election. The beneficial measures of 
the tariff, the Pacific railroad, and the homestead, 
were hardly less potent. These are issues that the 
presidential contest determined. 

Northern Democrais, who lately held our opin- 
ions and abandoned them, have been our chief 
accusers. Killing by damaging innuendoes is 
kindred to “ damning with faint praise.” They 
have called us Abolitionists, touched with an 
insane frenzy against the South. They have 
aided in spreading southern delusion, because you 
seemed to believe them, and took pleasure in being 
ii deluded. Men who do not know their own prin- 
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ciples, who throw their principles over their shoul- 
ders as carelessly as a beggar does his wallet, 


going from congressional prohibition to compro- | 


mise, and next destroy compromises for popular 
sovercignty, and now abandon popular sover- 
eignty and put up compromises again, as if com- 
promises were to be put up and knocked down 
Hike ten-pins; such men did not know, in Novem- 
ber last, in defending popular sovereignty, that it 
would now be turned off as carelessly as a found- 
ling—who do not know their own purposes— 
pretend to know -best and tell you what our pur- 
poses are. These, the Cushings and Hallettsand 

uffalo platform builders, and all their tribe, who, 
when they turned to Democracy from Abolition, 
brought nothing but its fanaticism, are enemies 
to the South in disguise, and will abandon you at 
the first temptation. Those who hold principles 
from expediency are without principle. Itisenly 
those who hold fast to the covenants of the Con- 
stitution who are true friends both of North and 
South, 

Thesecession of South Carolina, Georgia, Flor- 
ida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, does 
not have root in any such motives, but in consid- 
erations that are incompatible with the Constitu- 
tion and the Union. Therefore they wish to get 
out of the Union. Since nullification, South Car- 
olina had ‘‘caten of the insane root,” and her 
people have become poisoned with hatred to the 

nion. This is no recent infirmity; and the rea- 
sons stated by the minority of the committee, 
namely, apprehension of disturbance of the sub- 
ject of slavery in the States, and the recovery of 
fugitives, and the election even of a Republican 
President, have had nothing to do with it. In the 


convention that declared her late independence of ! 


the Union, and just after having completed the 
treasonable work, some of its leading gentlemen 
were frank to acknowledge it. Mr. Parker said: 


“Tt is no spasmodic effort that has come suddenly upon | 


us, but it has been gradually culminating for a long series 
of years, until, at Jast, it has come to that point when we 
may gay the matter is entirely right.” 

Mr. Inglis was equally explicit: 

« As my friend [Mr. Parker] has said, most of us have had 
this matter under consideration for the last twenty years; 
and J presume we have by this time arrived at a decision 
upon the subject.” 

Her infuriated orator, Mr. Kert, exclaimed: 

«I bave been engaged in this movement ever since I 
entered political lite.” 


Mr. Rhett, whose whole life has been an ex- 


pression of hatred to the Union, followed: 

“The secession of South Carolina is not an cvent of a 
day. Ut is not anything produced by Mr. Lineolr.”. election, 
or by non-execution of the fugitive slave Jaw. It hasbeen 
a matter which has been gathering head for thirty years.?” 

The contagion of this bad example had long 
infected her sister States. i 

Others sigh for cheap slaves, and reopening the 
African slave trade. This is not possible in the 
Union. Others have Utopian dreams of a wide- 


spread military empire, embracing all the sunny | 


fields of Mexico and the tropics, dazzling with 
untold riches, and bringing the world to its feet. 


The curious, the idle, and the adventurous, have į! 
hopes of distant conquests and plunder. In the | 


Union none of these are possible. Then, too, dis- 


solution will open new fields of domestic enter- | 
Many such motives and |! 
hopes, which singiy would do no harm, are coop- |; 
erating and pushing forward revolution. Thus, | 
these States have thrown off authority and alle- į; 
What cure is there for such malady but || 


prise and ambition. 


giance. : r su t 
to destroy the Union? The Union isthe evil com- 
plained of, This is the rationale of secession. But, 


in distempered times, the “ cruel and violenthave || 
sway.” I verily believe that even there, there is | 
now a silent majority in whom the love of Union, | 


with its precious freight of security, peace, hap- 


piness, glory, greatness, with rich traditions and | 


auspicious hopes, 1s not yet expired, and that the 


majority will, in good time, reclaim them from || 


revolution, and bring them home. 


We are now to consider what the exigency de- i 
mands. The gentlemen of the minority of the | 
committee assisted by their votes in tearing down |! 


the Missouri compromise of 1820, which limited 
the extension of slavery northward by the par- 
allel of 360 30’. It was done to remove the agi- 
tation of slavery from Congress; to give peace to 
the country; to put an end to an invidious and in- 


| been founded in compromise. 


| perpetually kept. f 
a law, and therefore subject to be repealed; 


| only i l 
but to save it from ruthless hands, it was, at its i 


solent distinction which denied them equality as 
States in the Confederacy. Now, at the end of a 
half dozen years of faction and disorder and crime, 
they propose once more to give peace to the coun- 
try, and end slavery agitation in Congress, by 
crowding the limit of slavery northward by half 
a degree. They recommend that in the free ter- 
ritory acquired from Mexico, theslavery line shall 
be extended still further north, to the northern 
boundary of New Mexico. In the territory south 
of this line, slavery is to be recognized as exist- 
ing. Congress shall not interfere with it. It shall 
be protected as property by all the departments 
of the TerritorialGovernment. When admitted as 
States, it shall be with or without slavery. In 
places under the exclusive jurisdiction of Con- 
gress, it shall have no-power to abolish it. Con- 
gress shall not abolish it in.the District of Colum- 
bia while it exists in Maryland and Virginia, nor 
without the consent of its inhabitants, nor with- 
out just compensation. Congress shall never pro- 


hibit officers of the Federal Government from j 


bringing their slaves into the District. Congress 
shal! not prohibit the transportation of slaves from 
State to State, by land, by rivers, or by sea. Con- 
gress shall provide by law for indeinnity for fugi- 
tives whose recovery is obstructed. The United 


States may sue and recover from the counties for | 


the damages of rescue, with interest, 
shall not abolish or interfere with slavery in any 
of the States. 
shall be perpetual. If so much is granted, says 
the minority of the committee, “harmony and 
peace will berestored to our people,and our Union 
soon again be reconstructed on such a foundation 
that it can never be shaken.” And all this is to 
be irrevocably written and established in the Con- 
stitution. This is proposed as a compromise. 
This, on full consideration of our present discon- 
tents, is the recommendation of the minority. 
Through this whole debate the best hopes have 
I like the friendly 
It implics that there can be 


word compromise. 
It shuts 


such things as trust and confidence. 


out the idea of unbrotherly strife. Occasions have | 


risen, and may arise again, for which the Consti- 
tution has made no rule; or, if it has, in which 
there are honest disagreements about interpret- 
ing it, and then some just accommodation of itis 
better than blows. Such an instance occurred on 
the acquisition of Louisiana. It was probably true, 
as the minority of the committee has said, when 
the Constitution was made, it was not intended to 
provide for any further acquisition of territory. 
In some considerable part of Louisiana slavery 
then practically existed. It had been fixed and 
rooted there for three quarters of a century. But 
ittheoretically existedthere, everywhere, through- 
out the whole of the acquired territory, westward 
to the Stony mountains, and northward to the 
British line, by the operation of French law. 
Should this imperial domain, greater than Alex- 
ander’s empire, become all slave territory, or 


| should it all become free territory? The applica- | 
tion of any absolute rule would have made it all į 
Without entering into į 


either one or the other. 


the dreary and angry controversy that then re- | 
sulted from the Missouricompromise, itis enough 


! this perilous dispute, for the reason given, was | 


then eminently proper. 


| But the importance of this great event was not ` 

so much in making it as in observing it. 
compromise, like all compromises, implied good , 
faith, imported that it was made and consented j 
‘to on the single security of the good faith of the | 
that it should be religiously and : 


parties to it, t ) 
ft was, to be sure, in form, 


| dered indispensable. 
Congress | 


AH these articles of amendment | 


This | 


very birth, baptized into the sacred name of com- 
promise, and. put in ward of the public honor.and 
affection tll it grew, as Mr. Polk expressed it in 
his Oregon message, “ into a sacredness akin: to 
the Constitution.” The wretch who first stripped 
from compromises the security and sanctity that 


| public confidence had invested them with, and 


taught that they were nothing but vulgar laws, 
mere estates at will on the statutes, has spread 
more mischief and done more wrong to public 
morals than all the common rogues that public 
justice has chastised into the public jails and pen- 
itentiaries. The confidence, the faith of the States 
in each other, is the only just assurance of affec- 
tion and peace; and the faith-breakers, the assas- 
sins of compromises, are the enemies of both. 
The merit of all compromises, I repeat, is not in 
making them, but in observing them. : 
Before making new compromises, let us begin 
by keeping the old ones. After the work of 
making the Constitution was complete, George 
Washington, president of the convention, wrote 


a letter to the old Congress, ‘by unanimous order 


of the convention,”’ in which he used this lan- 
guage: 
“ The Constitution which we now present is the result 


i ofa spirit of amity and of that mutual deference and con- 


cession which the peculiarity of our political situation ren- 
That it may promote the lasting 
welfare of that country so dear tous all, and secure her 
freedom. and happiness, is our most ardent wish.” 

Now, the Constitution of the United States isa 
bundle of compromises. It is a compromise, that 


i the President elected by a constitutional majority 


shall be inducted into office by the consent of the 
whole people, and exercise in their name the ex- 
ecutive power of the United States. It is acom- 
promise, that the wish of the people, expressed 


| by the forms of election, shall be respected and 


obeyed. It is a compromise, that the Constitu- 
tion, and the laws of the United States made in 
pursuance thereof, shall be the supreme law of the 
land, anything in the constitution or laws*of any 
State to the contrary notwithstanding. It is a 
compromise, that the President shall be the com- 
mander-in-chief of the Army and Navy. Stisa 
compromise, that no State shall enter into any 
treaty, alliance, or confederation, coin money, or 
emit bills of credit. It is a compromise, that no 
State shall, without the consent of Congress, la 
any imposts or duties on imports or exports. it 
is a compromise, that no State shall, without the 
consent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, 
keep troops or ships of war in time of peace, enter 
intoany agreement or compact with another State, 
or with a foreign Power, or engage in war. But 
the paramount compromise, and that which is the 
summary of all compromises, is the Union of 
these States, one and inseparable, now and for- 
ever. i 

Now, when I am invited to new compromises 
by these gentlemen, I first ask, will you observe 
these old compromises? aid the President in exe- 
cuting his office of preserving the Union and en- 
forcing the laws? frown on all wrongful interfer- 
ence with Federal authority in all the States? 

reserve and keep the public property? Because, 
if you will not do this, what assurance exists that 
you will keep the new compromise? And having 
made a new compromise, what assurance, then, 
that you will not deny its obligation until you 
have exacted another? First, last, and all the 
time, I stand by the sacred duty of obedience to 
the Constitution and the laws. 


What! Coerce a State? No! Ina constitu- 


i tional sense, State authority is consistent with 
' Federal authority, and can never conflict with it. 
| Each is independent of the other. Each has its 
| powers and function, divided from the other by 


aline. State and Federal authority move in con- 
centric orbits. Where one has power on a given 


i! subject, the other lacks the power. Federal sov- 
i ereignty is made by agrant of powers; State sov- 
| ereignty in the exercise of reserved rights. Thus, 
i Congress may impose duties; a State cannot. 


So 
that if duties are collected even in the name of a 
State, it is yet not the State that does it, for such 
functions are denied to it, while the Constitution 
lasts, but the act is a mere lawless usurpation of 
authority. Soin regard to forts, harbors, armies, 
treaties, alliances. States have no constitutional 
power over such subjects, and when attempted, 
their acts are merely nugatory. No! I would 
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not touch a State, acting as a State only can, in 
its appointed province; but against all usurpation 
-of Federal authority, no matter under what name 
disguised, the Constitution is emphatic, requires 
obedience-from‘all of.us, and the: Executive can 
make no-distinction between the vulgar mail-rob- 
ber and other wrong-doers, no matter what their 
numbers, that:cross 1ts:authority... lam not here 
discussing secession. That argument was long 
ago ended. Asaright granted by the Constitu- 

„tions it does not exist. "The Articles of Confed- 
eration adopted by the old Congress of 1778 con- 
cluded with this compact: 

sEThe Articles hereof shal! bë inviolably observed by the 
States we. respectively represeut, and the Union shall be 
perpetual’? £ 

When the Constitution came afterwards to be 
formed, it was “in order to form a more perfect 
Union” than existed under the Articles of Confed- 
eration.. Therefore, instead of providing for a dis- 
solution of the Union, provision was made for its 
amendment, but not for its destruction. But the 
asserted rightof secession implies that they whose 
purpose it was to make a perpetual Union, pro- 
vided, by secession, the means of its overthrow, | 
dependent, at any moment, on the caprice of any 
one of the thirty-four States. Secession is but 
another name for dissolution; and ifnow acknowl- 
edged as a right, the Union of the States is not 
worth preserving. The statement of the argu- 
ment is its own refutation. Secession, in the lan- 
guage of Mr. Madison, is ‘‘ ultra-constitutional 
and revolutionary,” and armed secession is trea- 
son. 

Following the forms of the Constitution, Mr. 
Lincoln has been elected to the Presidency. Now, 
it is claimed by the minority of the committee, 
that unless slavery obtains new guarantees, some- 
thing that it did not have before, and does not 
have now, a dissolution of the Union is the rem- 
edy. This'introduces Mexican manners into our 
politics, and for the purpose of abandoning the 
free spirit and early policy of the Government. 
In form, the Federal Bovenneat of Mexico is 
like our own; but, in fact, the minority, defeated 
at the ballot-box, takes arms in its hands and in- 


augurates revolution, Thus that unhappy coun- || 7 
| States compels a surrender of State rights, while 


try has been torn by violent factions and wasted 
by civil war, Shall we become Mexicans, or | 
maintain the good old rule of bowing to the au- 
thority of constitutional majorities, looking for 
the security of every right to the abundant means 
and in the mode provided in the Constitution? 
The minority of the committee proposes, first, to 
abandon the compromise of the Union of the 
States, and then to reject. the next greatest com- 

romise, the American principle of acknowledg- 
ing the supreme authority of the will of the ma- 
jority. Without these, republican government 
eannot exist. 

New guarantees to slavery! Twenty million 
people, proud and happy in their freedom, to 
enter into new covenants that slavery shall be 
spread and established, and perpetuated and de- 
fended, where it never was before, as the inexo- 
rable condition on which less than a half million 


masters will consent to have fellowship with them! | 


Aninstitution which scorns the sacred affections of 
family and home! as if it had not already guaran- | 
tees enough, in a representation here equal to three | 
million of our people, in our arms and wealth and 
strength, to.take back their flying fugitives, and 
our irrevocable obligation to take sides in every 


insurrectionary quarrel with the master against 
the slave, New guarantees to slavery! Not now, 
when Turk and Russian are ashamed of slavery. 
But when Star Chamber and Inquisition are re- 
established, and the Bastile is populous again 
with prey, and another long, dark night of des- 
potism creeps upon the earth, then will be the fit 
time for new guarantees to this inexcusable wrong. 
How is it, when secession is made debatable 
ground, and so many southern States assert it as | 
a constitutional right, that the minority of the | 
committee fail, by a proposed amendment, to pro- | 
vide against this real danger, when it is watchful 
to secure the authority of Congress against in- | 
terfering with siavery in the States, about which 
there is no difference of opinion? Butoughtany 
amendments to the Constitution to be made? The 


{ 
i 
t 
| 
i 
1 


experience of seventy years shows that it was || 
made by men who never made mistakes. ft is i: 


now proposed to amend it by those who begin 
by confessing that they have just escaped a laby- 
rinth of blunders. What confidence will such a 
recommendation inspire? Shall it be done as a 
compromise?’ Itis proposed by those who have 
flagitiotsly trampled compromises under foot as 
a means of meeting the present exigency. No 
constitutional amendment can be proposed, and 


| meet theconstitutional ratification of three fourths 


of the States, in less than one or two years. This 
will be too slow a remedy for the fast disease of 
revolution. And will not this at once involve all 
the States in a bitter political conflict, directed 
upon the disturbing question of slavery? Is it 
certain that a proposed amendment can be suc- 
cessful? And failing, will it not add to our embar- 
rassments? And even if it should be successful 
now, would it not set the pernicious example of 
occasioning new distractions, in order to make 
room for other amendments, and thus rob the Con- 
stitution of its principal merit—stability ? Under 
the Constitution, Congress may propose amend- 
ments when it shall deem them necessary. In my 
judgment, if my argument is worth anything, 
such a necessity does not exist. But, in addition 
to this, Congress, on the application of the Legis- 
latures of two thirds of the States, may calla con- 
vention for proposing amendments. While, then, 
I should cheerfully vote for such a convention 
from a sense of respect and duty on such appli- 
cation of the Legislatures, I feel denied from con- 
senting to propose amendments, unless upon my 
individual conviction that such ameudments are 
necessary. 

The particular proposition to deny Congress 
authority, in the States, on this angry subject of 
slavery, seems least important; because no one 
denies that such is now the constitutional rule: 
while the limitation of Federal authority on the 
subject, in places within the exclusive jurisdiction 
of Congress, seems hardly more necessary; be- 
cause, as no offensive use of it has been made dur- 
ing the long strife in which this topic has becn 
involved, it is hardly likely that it will be at- 
tempted at any other time. But all the proposi- 
tions of the minority of the committee are un- 
acceptable. The transit right through the free 


it multiplies occasions for complaint and dispute. 
The right of the Federal Government to bring suit 
against the counties for fugitives whose return has 
been obstructed involves, besides its inherent in- 
justice, a constant conflict of authority between 
the State and Federal Governments; while its 
principal proposition of recognizing constitution- 
ally the existence of slavery throughout New 
Mexico, without any authority of Congress to 
interfere with it, and with no authority over the 
subject in the Territories, except to protect it as 
property, is itself a constitutional creation of sla- 
very, utterly opposed to the theory of the Con- 
stitution, an outrage upon the people of New 


Mexico, now assured by treaty against the excr-. 


cise of such an act of arbitrary authority, and at 
war with the just and humane sentiments of our 
whole people. At least, if it be necessary, by 
new accommodations, to end an apparent war of 
the present States on the subject of slavery, it 
ought Jeast of all to be at the expense of the 
simple, distant, and strange people of New Mex- 
ico, torn by us from the federation of Mexico 
against its will, and reduced from its condition of 
sovereignty to the narrow privileges of a territo- 
rial government. 

The majority of the committee has proposed 


; measures which, too, by some, are called com- 


promises. I do not here propose to accept or re- 
ject them, together or in detail, but only to reject 


| them all in the character of compromise. I prefer 


looking at them as independent propositions, to 


be judged by their own intrinsic merit, and sepa- | 


rate from surrounding circumstances. The amend- 
ment of the fugitive slave law I accept heartily, 
not as the best law on the subject, or such a law 
as should be made, but as a beneficial amendment 
of the former law, and all that now can be ob- 
tained; giving, at Jeast, the security of a trial to 
the fugitive whose liberty is impeached, though 
ina foreign jurisdiction, and robbing the eviminal 


race of kidnappers of the facilities long enjoyed, | 


by which their occupation has thrived. 
The bill allowing the peopie of New Mexico 


to hold a convention and adopt a constitution 
preparatory to admission into the Union as a 
State, has my reluctant concurrence.. Under the 
Constitution, the admission of a new State seems 
to depend on the questions of numbers and fitness 
and ability to maintain independent representative 
government. New Mexico, almost, by its pres- 
ent boundaries, was, before our acquisition of it, 
a State in the federal system of Mexico.. This 
we have admitted in the act of 1850, fixing the 
boundary of the State of Texas. Most of its 
present population was there at the time of its 
conquest. Its people is homogeneous in race, 
language, religion, and manners. It has now, 
practically, the population (ninety-three thou- 
sand) which, if admitted, would entitle it toa 
member of Congress. The bill does not propose 
to compel it to come in, but only to allow the peo- 
pie to decide the question on its own sense of 
ability to maintain the expenses of separate gov- 
ernment, and the question of admission will then 
be determined by the next Congress. This only 
leaves room for inquiry as to the fitness of the 
people for the task of representative government; 
and even here, whatever may be our individual 
opinions, and that education both in the maxims 


and habit of government is first indispensable, 


yet we are concluded in the inquiry by the stipu- 
lations of the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, which 
compels us to regard them, in respect toall rights 
of social, religious, and political liberty, as if 
they were so many citizens of Massachusetts, 
Ohio, or Missouri. The ninth article of the treaty 
is as follows: 

« Mexicans, who in the Territories aforesaid shall not 
preserve the character of citizens of the American Repub- 
lic, conformably with what is stipulated in the preceding 
article, shail be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States, and be admitted at tie proper time, to be judged of 
by the Congress of the United States, to We enjoyment of 
all the rights of citizens of the United States, according to 
the principles of the Constitution; and, in the mean time, 
shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoymentof ' 
their liberty and property, and secured in the free exercise 
of their religion without restriction.” 


In the spirit of this stipulation, I have voted, 


| during the present week, against a territorial bill 


which dismembered New Mexico, and removed 
thousands of its people into another jurisdiction, 
because I deemed it in conflict with the sacred 
engagement of this treaty, In the same spirit, if 
there were no other reason, I now refuse utterly 
to consent, by my agency, to plant slavery there 
as an act of arbitrary power, and against its will. 
In the same spirit I yield again, but not without 
distrust, to place its people in full enjoyment of 
all the rights and privileges which would be will- 
ingly accorded if they were a people of any other 
Territory, of our own stock and kindred. 

Nor do I conceal the gratifying assurance that 
this result will contribute more than anything 
else to put at rest the long controversy in regard to 
slavery in the Territories. Besides, I feel, and 
do not wish our southern friends to be in doubt 
as to what we do feel will be the certain result, 
from the character, habits, and manners of the 
people, its peculiar industry, which limits all 
oultivation into the narrow, irrigated valleys of the 


| Petos and Rio Grande, and leaves what little else 


is fit for anything only suitable for herdsmen of 
cattle and sheep, denying altogether safe and 
profitable employment of slave labor, the isolation 
of the Territory, and other physical obstacles to 
the establishmentand permanency of slavery, that 
it will never become fixed there as an institution 
of that people. Two Democratic Administrations 
have lent to the cause of slavery in New Mexico 
the aid and encouragement of all officialappliances, 
with the meager result of less than a dozen slave 
inhabitants, among a hundred thousand people, 
seattered over its whole large territory. New 
Mexico is worth nothing to the cause of slavery, 
except as giving it security, when other regions 

of Mexico south of it shall be acquired, and 

slavery fixed there. 

_If Lam correct in believing that the evils that 
threaten us now have grown from distempered 
judgments in North and South of their respective 
feelings to each other, and from ignorance of 
much good willand hearty and fraternal feeling 
they really have for each other, what is wanting 
now is to bring them face to face, and to know 
cach other as they are. If this is so, then no mend- 
ing or patching of the Constitution is necessary. 
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The oid Constitution, which hasbeen good enough 
for three generations of prosperous and happy 
people,is good enough for their children. The 
Union of all the States, from ocean to ocean, and 
from the Gulf to the frozen North, with all its 
rich property of lands and lakes and rivers, and 
pastures and meadows, and tilled fields and pleas- 
ing landscapes, with its hives of busy and happy 

eople, in the midst of the arts and comforts and 
uxury of cultivated life—the Union of all these, 
which nature first married, and which art has 
strengthened by its reticulation of telegraphs and 
canals and railroads, which have become new 
veins and arteries of the system—this old Union 
of them all is none too great for free government 
to have elbow-room in, and yet good enough, as 
ithas been from the beginning, for maintaining 
right and justice everywhere, and upholding the 
virtues of a free and Christian Commonwealth, 
My whole faith is summed up in Tue Constitu- 
TION AND Union As THEY ARE. 

Just now, the aim must be to loosen the Gov- 
ernment from the folds of the criminal conspiracy 
which hasembraced it. But after that, after Abra- 
ham Lincoln’s oath of office to observe the Consti- 
tution, and see that all laws made in pursuance of it 
are faithfully obeyed, are auspices of better and 
wiser judgments, and, hence, renewed fraternal 
feeling, wiser, safer, and more honest public pol- 
icy, and our national name more honored,.as it 
is greatly honored now, throughout the whole 
earth. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. E.BABBITT, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


Ix rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 27, 1861. 


The House having under consideration the report from | 


the select committee of thirty-three— 


Mr. BABBITT said: 

Mr. Sreaxer: In regard to our nation and its 
Government, we have fallen on evil times, and 
seem rapidly approaching an era in our history 
fraught with wide disaster. Six States of the 
Union have gone out of it, so far as they can go 
by paper declaration, by rebellion against its 
Government, and making war upon it. Leaders 
in secession movements in other States allege that 
they will follow, unless certain large concessions 
are made to the institution of slavery, and addi- 
tional guarantees given for its support and exten- 
sion. ‘These cannot be made or given; and thus 
this model Republic of the universe, long, and, 
till lately, the pride of all American hearts and 
the admiration of the civilized world, seems ready 
to totter into ruins. Secessionists in the slave 
States allege that the property of their peculiar 
institution is not sufficiently protected; that they 
have suffered great wrongs in regard to it; and 
that the accession of Republicans to power will 
render it insecure, and for remedy whereof, 
strange as it may seem, they propose to under- 
mine the foundation of this great Union, planned 
by the wisdom, defended ‘by the valor, and sus- 
tained by the virtue of our fathers, and by them 
deemed Indispensable to the security ofall sections 
of it. Because, in the estimation of these seces- 
sionists, a peculiar kind of property is not as 
strongly protected as it should be, they are ready 
to venture on a perilous attempt at a desperate 
remedy, no less than that of causing the grand 
and beautiful structure of our Union, which, for 
near a century, has been the palladium of our 
security, to fall to the earth, and in its stead, as 
an inevitable consequence which is already be- 
ginning to develop itself in the cotton States, 
establish that kind of security which exists in 
the South American Republics; where. dictators 
and brigands, calling themselves presidents and 
generals, issue their periodical pronunciamientos, 
changing with almost every change of the moon, 
and fight against each other for supremacy; sup- 
porting themselves and armies by forced loans 
and contributions extorted at the point of the bay- 
onet, or by the terror of proscription, fom a 
tyrant-ridden and ruined people. 

“Now, sir, on the other hand, the free States 
believe that their rights in the Union have been 
greatiy aggressed upon by the so-called Demo- 


| this great case, to forget that to draw up an indict- 


| and often much more difficult to do. 


cratic party of the’slave States; that party which 
has had the General Government in its control 
for near half a century, and, by the permission of 
a weak-kneed, meek, and subservient northern 
Democracy, has used its high powers for pur- 
poses of aggression, as well as for the enlarge- || 
ment of the borders of slavery, in which it has- 

been strikingly successful. But, notwithstanding 
this, the northern States propose no such disas- 
trous and desperately wicked remedy asa destruc- 

tion of the Union, They would not, for wrongs 

tenfold greater than the seceding States allege 

they have suffered, resort to the infernal expedient 

of overthrowing the freest, most prosperous, pow- 

erful, and glorious govermental organization with 

which- God ever blessed mankind; under which 

the rights of person and property—of the white 

man—are better protected and secured than in any 

otherGovernmentuponearth. The North, though 

in its estimation suffering wrongs, desires to seek 

its redress in the Union, and through the means | 
which the Constitution framed by the wisdom 

of our fathers has provided. They will seek 

redress in no other way. 

When, Mr. Speaker, some great mischief has 
been done or is threatened, and remedial or pre- 
ventive justice is soughtina court of equity, and it 
becomes necessary to ascertain who are the wrong- | 
doers, some members of the court occupy the po- 
sition of judges; and others that of advocates, who 
do the speaking. Now, sir, this great case has been 
for months on hearing before this august equity 
tribunal, and I having failed, till now, in luck 
to obtain the floor, for which so many were con- 
tending, have, rather by compulsion than choice, 
sat as judge here, and silently listened while others 
adduced the evidence and pleaded the cause before 
me. And I have, sir, during all the long time this 
case has been on hearing, endeavored with atten- | 
tion, candor, and impartiality, to listen to the facts 
and arguments adduced; and particularly and 
specially to all adduced by the advocates who 
would justify, excuse, or extenuate, those who 
look with favor toa dissolution of the Union, either 
as consummated or threatened, as a remedy for 
the grievances alleged. Endeavoring to divest 
myself of all- preconceived opinions respecting the 
existence of such grievances, I have listened with 
care to all the evidence which any one has pro- 
duced of their existence and extent; and now, as 
a judge summing up the testimony, I am con- 
strained in justice and candor to say that, though 
the charges of grievous wrongs suffered by the 
South, for which no adequate redress can be ob- 
tained inside the Union and under the Constitu- 
tion, have been portrayed and elaborated with 
greatand moving eloquence and ability, and often 
with an intensity of fierceness, which seemed to į 
border on madness, yet I have not been able to 
discover one particle of evidence, direct or cireum- 
stantial, by any one adduced, of the existence of 
any wrongs but such as are inseparable from 
human nature and human society, and are daily 
committed, and constantly redressed in the ordi- 
nary courts of justice, in every northern State of 
the Union. These southern advocates seem, in 


ment, setting forth in law phrase that the North, 
not having the fear of God before its eyes, and j 
being seduced by the instigations of the Devil, has 
committed great and wicked aggressions and hor- 
rible atrocities against the rights and -peace and 
dignity of the South, is one thing, and quite an 
easy thing to do; but to find evidence to support 
the charges is another and quite different matter, 
The indict- 
mentsare weildrawnand well read, and the charges 
strong enough; but when the advocates are asked 
for the evidence to support them, they seem amazed 
that such a thing as proof should be thought ne- 
cessary, and, pointing to their indictments, ask 
**Do you not see it there?” 

Mr. Speaker, I hesitate not to declare, in the | 
face of this Congress and nation, that there ex- 
ists no proof whatever of any aggression by this 
Government upon any—not even the smallest 
right of any southern State; and that there exists 
no evidence whatever of any such aggression on 
the partof any State of the North, as would war- 
rant even a passing thought of resorting to the 


extraordinary and disastrous expedient of a dis- 
į solution of the Union; and none for which there i 


| there they will move for freedom. | 
j all this the law has made ample provision. It in- 


is not ample remedy and relief in the Union, and 
under the Constitution. Some States, in their 
anxiety to protect their free black citizens from 
being kidnapped—a crime ofno uncommon o¢cur- 
rence—or inretaliation for acts, passed. by South 
Carolina and some other southern States, palpa- 
bly violative of the constitutional rights of north- 
ern citizens, may have passed laws which impinge 
somewhat upon ‘the rights of the slaveholder, 
under the fugitive slave law. It has been charged 
a hundred times over that Pennsylvania has done 
so; but I know what the law of Pennsylvania is, 
in this respect, and know that the charge is’ not 
true. It may be equally false in régard to other 
States, or it may not; I have not taken time to 
examine them, well knowing how capable the 
Representatives of the other accused States are of 
expounding and defending their own laws.’ But, 
however this may be, every tyro of the law knows 
that all such acts are, so far as they may impinge 
on a law of Congress enacted in pursuance of the 
Constitution, as mere blank paper, and will be so 
declared by any and every court in the North, 
whenever and wherever the question mgy be 
raised. Very different, however, is the case in 
South Carolina, where long ago they perempto- 
rily refused to permit the question to be brought 
before any court. And moreover, most of these 
supposed infringing laws, which constitute nearly 
the whole ground on which secessionists attempt 
to justify their action, were passed long before 
the Republican party had an existence; and never 
were they thought of sufficient consequence te 
cause even an official application to the severas 
Legislatures for their repeal, till political power 
was found to be passing out of the hands of those 
who had long wielded it corruptly, and are now 
secessionists; and then it is that they suddenly 
become of sufficient magnitude in their newly- 
opened eyes to justify an immediate dissolution 
of the Union. 

Mobs at the North, it is alleged, have inter- 
fered with the slave owner when taking his fugi- 
tive back to servitude. In some instances this 
may be true. It would be wonderful if it were 
not so, for wherever the sympathies which God 
has put in the heart of man are allowed free play, 
But against 


flicts severe penalties and heavy damages on all 
who aid, or abet, or relieve, the escaping fugitive; 
and many have suffered the penalties and paid the 
damages thus inflicted. Mobs frequently, more 
frequently at the South than in the North, at- 
tempt, in a summary way, to redress imaginary 
wrongs. But never, till the recently discomfited 
corrupt party was invited to retire from power, 
was it thought sufficient cause for a dissolution 
of the Union. The sympathies of the North in 
favor of freedom and against slavery, and a sup- 
posed hatred of slaveholders, are relied upon as 
sufficient cause for the disruption of the Govern- 
ment. That all intelligent northern men, who 
have hearts in the right place, and whose minds 
are unbiased by interest or unperverted by preju- 
dice, believe slavery to be amoral, social, and polit- 
ical evil, is true. Itis a belief which fire, hot as 
that which burnt the Christian martyrs, can never 
burn out of them. It is the belief which Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Patrick Henry, and a host of 
other conscientious and distinguished southern 
men of the revolutionary era, entertained, as their 
recorded opinions prove. It is the belief enter- 
tained by all the leading minds, whether of the 
North or the South, which controlled our Revolu- 
tion and formed our Constitution, and the belief 
in which they abode till the days of their respect- 
ive deaths. It is the belief which is now enter- 
tained by the whole civilized world, outside of 
slave States. 

It seems to be taken for granted by southern 
men, that the belief in the wrongs and evils of 
slavery, and opposition to its extension, is a mat- 
ter of recent date, brought about by the persever- 
ing agitations of ultra Abolitionists. Nothing can 
be further from the fact; no idea more utterly un- 
founded. The belief preceded, by long and many 
years, the agitations of modern Abolitionism; and 
was, if possible, more universal prior to them than 
since. Though, in the days of our Revolution 
and the formation of our Constitution, slavery 
existed in nearly all the States, yet it was univer- 
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sally. considered an evil and. a wrong, to be got | 
rid of as soon as practicable, and to be no further 
extended. Our Declaration of Independence, the 
ordinance of 1787, and the whole history of the | 
times, prove-this. It.is the contrary idea—the 
dogma that slavery isright, and a blessing to both 
master and slave—that is of recent date, and ob- 
tains credence nowhere outside of the slave States, 
where cupidity alone sustains it. 

~The supposed hatred:of slaveholders by north- 
ern people is an entire misapprehension. ‘Though 
we do not like the institution of slavery, we can 
readily understand the difficulties in the way of 
its speedy abolition; and we entertain no senti- 
ments akin to ill will towards. the man whose lot 
may be cast in the midst of it, and who, there- 
fore, adopts it. Let.the owner of a hundred slaves 
but. come among us; lethim come into the district 
Í represent, the most intensely Republican one of 
the State of Pennsylvania; let bim come to my 
home, and sce if it is not so.. If he, conducting 
himself with civility, is anywhere received in any 
other manner than that of niarked cordiality and 
warm-hearted hospitality, L will agree to forfeit 
my head. He may, if he choose, call meetings, 
and’ad vocate before them the blessings of slavery, 
and show up, the evils of the free-labor system. 
He may contend, as I have heard learned and elo- 
quent southern men do, that the northern free 
laborer is more oppressed by the capitalist than 
the southern siave by his master; that his condi- 
tion is far harder; that the free-labor system has 
proved a failure, and is inconsistent with a re- 
publican form of government, that the true nor- 
mal and happiest condition of mankind, in which 
man can attain to the highest type of civilization, 
is that of master and slave. If he has ability, I 
will guaranty to him an intelligent audience, and 
a respectful, attentive hearing everywhere. Our 
freemen have no fears in regard to the promulga- 
tion of error while reason is-left free to combat it. 
I wish L could as truthfully say as much in regard 
tothe favorable reception and hearing that a north- 
érn citizen would be likely to receive in a south- 
ern State.’ 1 speak not of addresses to slaves, or 
in their hearing, but to white men, on the subject 
of the national policy of the Republican party. 

Scraps, wrenched from the context of philo- 
sophical suggestions of distinguished Republicans 
—as ‘ the irrepressible conflict,” “ the Union can- 
not exist-half slave and half free’’—are produced 
as indubitable evidence of the party’s intent to 
overthrow, by violence, the institution of slavery 
in the slave States, at whatever cost of treasure 
and. blood; and volumes of impassioned and fren- 
zied declamation have been poured forth, exhib- 
iting, in startling colors, the damning atrocity of 
the intent, and the direful calamities which would 
attend the attempt at its consummation. And all 
this, notwithstanding the thousand-times repeated 
authoritative denial in the platform of the party, 
by all its speakers and writers, of any intent to 
interfere with slavery in the slave States, and of 
all constitutional power to do so. 

But what do those scraps amount to, as mat- 
ters of evidence of intent, supposing them to be 
‘indorsed by the entire party? They exhibit no 
evidence of any intent whatever, but merely of an 
opinion that certain effects will follow the exist- 
ence, real or supposed, of certain causes. Thus, 
an irrepressible conflict may exist between two 
great manufacturing establishments, or two great 
[ines of railroad; but an opinion expressed that 
the one will extinguish the other, would be no 
evidence of an intent to destroy either of them, 
All nature is full of irrepressible conflicts. A con- 
flict has existed between the centrifugal and cen- | 
tripetal forces which hold this earth in its orbit, 
and impel its swift course in a great circle round 
the sun, since the morning of the first day—the 
day when God said, “ Let there be light, and there 
was light.” Certain philosophers have held that 
the centrifugal force is the stronger, and the earth, | 
in consequence, is gradually receding from the 
sun; others have held the centripetal to be the 
stronger, and therefore that the earth is gradually 
approaching the sun; and that, consequently, in 
time, the elements will melt with fervent heat, 
and the earth be drawn down, in a melted mass, 
upon the’sun’s surface. Butl beliéve it was never 
seriously alleged that either sect of thase philos- 


ophers: were rightfully chargeable with a mur- ii 


derous design of freezing to death the whole race 
of mankind on the one hand, or of roasting them 
to death on the other. 

There is, and ever must be, an irrepressible 
conflict between freedom and slavery; for it is the 


result of the laws of nature by and through which 


God governs the universe. Tt is the result of an 
indelible conviction of aright to be free, which 
God has written on the soul of every human crea- 
ture. Neither Sewarp, nor Lincoln, nor the Re- 
publican party, had anything ‘more to do with 
making or maintaining it, than they had to do 
with the making and maintaining of those forces 
which hoid this earth and all the heavenly bodies 
in their respective orbits. Whether, in the conflict 
between slavery and freedom, the one will ever ex- 
tinguish the other, is probably a matter of conjec- 
ture only ,and depends upon the question of how far 
an advancing civilization and enlightened Christ- 
ianity may hereafter influence the hearts of the 
dominant race in those regions where slavery now 
exists. However this may be, Republicans are 
willing, so far as political action is concerned, to 
leave the question of slavery’s continuance or ex- 
tinction in the slave States where the Constitution 
leaves it—with those States themselves. But if a 
severance of the Union—which those States are 
so fond of threatening—should be consummated, 
then I tell them, and forewarn them, that no 
power on earth could prevent the extinction of 
slavery in all those States in a very short period. 
We render back your fugitives now, though in 
violation of the sympathies of the northern heart, 
because it is so provided in the Constitution 
which our fathers and your fathers made; and we 
will not violate that compact. But if, by your 
act, you destroy it, as you threaten, by a sever- 
ance of the Union, then the last fugitive has been 
rendered back, and no slave worth owning can 
be kepta year within two hundred miles of the 
dividing line. No treaty for rendition could ever 
be made, come what might. No northern states- 
man, under any circumstances, would dare to 
propose such a thing. Nothing but our reverence 
for the unbroken Constitution and Union can 
securé the rendition of your slaves, 

But it is declared that slaves are property, and 
that Republicans, in seeking to exclude slavery 
from the Territories, are treating their southern 
brethren as not possessing an equal right with 
themsclves to take their property ofallkinds tere ; 
that this is treating them as not being our equals 
in right, and thus degrading them; and it is vehe- 
mently declared that they will all suffer death 
before degradstion. Now, all this wordy heroism 
is expended+on a purely imaginary inequality. 
Admitting, for the sake of argument, slaves to be 
property—which they are not, except in a local 
and limited manner inside of the State whose laws 
make them so—itis sufficient answer, that, in cX- 
cluding southern men from taking slaves into the 
Territories, we would also exclude ourselves from 
doing it; thus placing both parties ona perfect 
equality of rights. [sit replied that northern men 
have no slaves to take there? Very well; just such 
is the case with an overwhelming majority of all 
theinhabitants of the southern States. The census 
shows that not one in thirty of them owns a slave 
at all. And thusa vast majority of all who would 


be likely to want to emigrate to the Territories, | 
would, in order to take a slave along, have to buy | 


him in the slave market. But northern men have 


an equal right, if there be any right about it, to | 


purchase slaves and take them to the Territomies 
and make profit from their labor. Butin exclud- 
ing slavery, they would exclude themselves from 
doing this, and thus place all on a perfect equality. 


It is said there exists a constitutional guarantee | 


or right to take slaves into the Territories, and 
that, in seeking to exclude them, we seek to vio- 
late the Constitution. If such guarantee exists, 
it must be in the text of that governmental com- 
pact. But though thousands, of late, have anx- 
iously sought for it there, no one has been able 
to place-his finger on it. It is very certain that 
the men who formed that Constitution thought 
there was no such guarantee init. For they, with 
an oath to support it still fresh upon their lips, 
reénacted the celebrated ordinance of 1787, by 
which they excluded slavery from every foot of 
territory which the Union then owned, or ex- 
pected ever to own; for the doctrine of the “‘ man- 


| 
| 
| 


i 


ifest destiny’? of annexing all creation for—it 
would seem by recent secessions—the mere pur- 
pose of severing it again, bad not then been inau- 
gurated. 

Thus I have shown that there is nothing in the 
allegation, that by excluding slavery from the 
Territories we would establish an inequality of 
rights between the North and the South. Buton 
the other hand { say, that the southern design to 
Africanize the Territories by forcing slavery into 
them, is as effectually to exclude the free laborers 
of the North from them as would be a provision 
in the Constitution that they should never go 
there; because slave labor is found to degrade the 
free laborer in his social position, wherever the 
two exist together and slave laborers are any- 
wise numerous; and because freemen cannot en- 
joy life and expand in mind and improve their 
knowledge of men and things without an enlarged 
and liberal freedom of speech and of the press. 
They have been trained upin the use of the largest 
freedom in this respect, and it has become as ne- 
cessary to them as their daily bread. But all 
slaveholders, with united voice, insist that this 
cannot be allowed in a slave State; that no such 
discussions of the naturatand social right of man, 
as freemen are in the constant habit of entertain- 
ing—and think them harmless, and consider them 
beneficial—can there be allowed at all, They are 
considered incendiary, and must be suppressed 
by heavy penalties of law, or by the stronger and 
more vindictive arm of the mob. 

Now, the northern free laborer cannot, at all 
times, keep a lock upon his mind, a bridle in his 
mouth, and fetters on his pen. He must think and 
speak and write what he thinks with freedom, and 
therefore cannot live in a slave State with the ter- 
rors of lynch law constantly in his view. And, 
therefore, to admit slavery into the Territories is 
to exclude the white free laborer from them. And 
why should our southern brethren desire to do 
this? With about onc third ofthe population, they 
have about two thirds of the area of the organized 
States of this Union. And when we take into con- 
sideration the superior fertility of its soil, and 
mildness of its climate, it is, E doubt not, capable 
of sustaining a population at least fourfold more 
numerous than that which the present area of the 
free States can support. Indeed, Í have heard a 
distinguished member of Congress from the South 
aver, that the area of the organized slave States 
was capable, in addition to its present population, 
of sustaining the entire population of Europe; and 
I believe it is so. And only the other day, the 
able and eloquent chairman of the committee of 
thirty-three, demonstrated cu the floor of the 
House, from which apparent demonstration there 
was no dissenting voice, that properly to cultivate 
the State of Texas up to its full capacity for pro- 
duction would require seventy-five million slaves. 
Here, then, is room enough for slave labor. But 
free labor has not room enough; it needs more 
scope and breadth. Why then, oh, why, will our 
southern brethren try to shutus in on every side? 
Why, when they now have so much more land 
than they can possibly cultivate for two centuries 
to come, will they not allow to the free laborer a 
small sunny spot south of 36° 30’, where, if the 
fancy takes him, he may literally sit beneath his 
own vine and fig tree, where the fig tree can grow ? 
Why wish to press him northward, beyond the 
line of annual six months’ snows and ice? The 
allegation that a white man cannot labor in the 
South isa flimsy, false pretense, invented by lazy 
white men as an excuse for whipping labor out of 
the naturally still more indolent negro, White 
men labor and thrive in southern Italy, Greece, 
and Spain—where flourish the fig and the orange— 
where the flowers ever bloom; where, though in 
notaslow asouthern latitude, the climate and pro- 
ductions are far more southern than those of our 
most southern Territory The hardy American 
descendant of the Anglo-Saxon can live and labor 
wherever mortal man, ofany race, can do so. And 
thousands of them have lived and labored in every 
southern State of the Union. And itis the blight 
of slavery, and not of the climate, that drives 
them thence. Tt is true, that if they were to at- 
tempt to labor in the rice swamps of South Caro- 
lina, a considerable percentage of them might die 
before becoming acclimated; but not greater than 
it would be of the black race, transported thither 
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from the hill country of Virginia. And it would 
be the swamp miasma, and not the heat of the cli- 
mate, that would be deleterious to life in either 
case. 

My district, Mr. Speaker, is located in north- 
western Pennsylvania, on.the northern frontier of 
the Union. Thirty miles of lake separates it from 
Queen Victoria’s Canadian domain. If we start 
from this frontier and travel south, about one hun- 
dred and fifty miles will bring usto the land of the 
negro slave. Still moving south, for a thousand 
miles, bating some mountain region, we will pass 
over a wide land, fertile and sunny, but sparsely 
populated, and not cultivated up to one twentieth 
part of its capacity for production; still the land 
of the negro slave. Stretching far, far away, on 
our right and on our left, as we pass on, is still 
the mild climate, the fertile soil, and thinly pop- 
ulated land of the slave. Now, let us return. We 
come to the one hundred and fifty miles allowed 
to the free laborer, looking as though it was 
squeezed back against the Canadian frontier. Let 
us pass over it. We find it densely populated, 
mainly with a rural people. Thickly planted, 
each on its own few acres, we behold the unpre- 
tentious, but neat and comfortable, dwellings of 
free laboring farmers, with as many tradesmen, 
manufacturers, and mechanics, mostly located in 
the villages, as the wants of the region require. 
And here we behold the free laboring man—the. 
peer of every other man—proudly and joyously 
earning his bread by the sweat. of his face. In 
willing obedience to the first command of God to 
man, he is also multiplying. But his land will not 
expand in proportion; and, therefore, he wants 
more room whereon to labor. Hisarm isstrong, 
his will is good, to guide the plow, to ply the hoe, 
to herd his flocks, to wield the hammer, drive the 
saw, or push the plane; but he wants more room, 
and must have it. The young mother, as she 
presses to her bosom her first-born son, the pride 
of her eyes and joy of her heart, knows that, like 
all his fathers before him, he is born to labor, and, 
like them, will labor, with a strong arm and glad 
heart. But she knows there is not room for his 
labor in the land of his birth. Sadly but hope- 
fully she looks to the Territories of the West and 
Southwest, and says, in her heart, there is a re- 
gion provided by God for my son to labor in, 
where there is room enough. And there she ex- 

ects him to laborside by side with his peer, where 

abor is honorable and idleness disreputable, be- 
cause there all freemen will labor. She would 
despise herself for being the means, in the hand of 
God, of bringing him into the world if she thought 
he would have to labor beside the lash-driven 
slave, with a lock upon his lips. She will never 
agree, if truckling men would, that these Territo- 
ries shall be covered and cursed with the blight 


of African slavery. Does it not, I ask, better com- t 


port with truth, to say that free labor is aggressed 
upon rather than thatitis aggressive ? It certainly 
does; for such is, and for a long series of years 
has been, the truth of the controversy. 

I allege, and defy successful refutation, that no 
unprejudiced, disinterested, and intelligent mind, 


can closely study the history of our governmental | 


organization, and its continuance through its 
purest and best years, in connection with the 
recorded views of the great leading minds which 


then controlled its destinies, without being irresist- | 


ibly drawn to the conclusion that slavery, though 


it then existed in nearly all the States, was every- į 
where believed to be a great moral, social, and | 


political evil, which ought to be abolished; and 
which it was then expected and believed would 


be abolished, certainly and as soon as with a due | 


regard to public safety it could be done; and that 
it was never intended that it should be extended 
in any direction, or any more slave States ad- 
mitted. Our Constitution undoubtedly received 


its sanction under this view, and therefore con- |: 


tains some things which under the view of a pos- 
sible slavery extension would not have been ad- 
mitted into it; particularly the three-fifths slave 
representation. But, subsequently, under other 
less virtuous and more mercenary influences, large 
amounts of slave territory have been added, and 


seven new slave States admitted contrary to the | 


original intent. And now all this vast region is 
nevertheless, in liberality, by Republicans ac- 
corded to slavery. They seek not to disturb it 
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in the States, old.or new, where it exists. They 
have so recorded it in their platform, and. con- 
firmed it by their votes in this House. They 
admit that the constitutional right of rendition of 
slaves should be complied with. Further con- 
cessions would seem to be a work of supereroga- 
tion. But still, for the sake of those noble-hearted 
and brave men of the South who are battling for 
the preservation of the Union, against the clamor 
of secessionists, and to aid them in the contest, if 
it will do it, I am willing to join in voting for the 
resolutions reported by our committee of thirty- 
three, and the amendment to the Constitution pro- 
posed by its chairman. By the Constitution, as 
our fathers made it, Congress has no power over 
slavery in the States; and for the reasons just 
assigned, I will vote for this amendment, which 
provides, that in this respect the Constitution shall 
ever remain as our fathers made it. Further than 
this I cannot and will not go. I cannot and.will 
not give a vote which may, either expressly or 
impliedly, sanction the extension of slavery over 
a single foot of God’s earth now free; come what 
may, I cannot do wrong under the expectation 
that good may come of it. Those who demand 
it of us, do so, as I think I have shown, without 
authority in the Constitution; against its spirit, 
and against right and justice. Why do not Re- 
publicans compromise and save the country? isa 
question excitedly asked in my hearing a hundred 
times. I answer, because what we are required 
to do is to submit to great wrong under a threat 
from those who require it of us, that if we do not 
submit to it, they will perpetrate a far greater 
wrong. And this is what they call compromis- 
ing! 

‘And now, sir, I have gone through with the 
entire evidence adduced and claimed as sufficient 
to justify the perilous and disastrous course which 


portions threaten to adopt; to justify, not the 
supposed constitutional right of secession, which 
is a mere figment of the southern brain, and has 
no warrant in constitutional law, common law, or 
common sense, but the extraordinary right of rev- 
olution; which is only to be exercised as a relief 
from great and unendurable oppression, after all 
other means of relief have been tried, and failed. 
I think I have shown, or that it appears patent on 
its face, how insufficient, futile, and worthless it 
is for sucha purpose. There has been no aggres- 
sion or oppression upon the South, and none is 
threatened orintended by theincoming Republican 
Administration; and the leaders of secession, un- 
less for their great wickedness they have been 
given over to believe a lie of their own invention, 
knowit. The fact that all the supposed evidences 
ofaggression existed for years,while they, through 
the specious but false pretense of Democracy, 
wielded the power of the Government, fatteged 
on public plunder, and thought nothing of them, 
proves that the real cause of their secession move- 
ments is, that the power longer to misgovern the 
Union, and fill their coffers with stealings, has 
passed forever from their hands, 

But, that so venial and corrupt a combination 
could succeed in impressing the minds of many 
thousands of honest men in the cotton States with 
a belief in aggressions which have no existence, 
and which if they had, could affect the border 


| States only,and never reach them, isa most won- 


derful instance of the occasional credulity of the 
human mind. We look in amazement upon the 
indubitable but astounding fact, that, for no cause 
at all, six States are already in open rebellion, and 
levying war against the most beneficent and least 
oppressive Government thatever blessed the earth. 
Such madness and wickedness have no parallel in 
the arfnals of the world. A rebellion more cause- 
less, and a treason more base, the dark record of 
deeds of human depravity nowhere contains. 
Nothing can save the memory of those engaged 
in it from the universal execration of the civilized 
world, now and in all coming time, but the belief 
thatit is the result of one of those unaccountable 


times seizes upon the minds of a whole commu- 


of the French Revolution, when infuriated men, in 
the belief that they were promoting the causc of 


|| liberty and their country, deluged Paris with the 


| blood of its truest and best patriots, and the days 


a portion of the South has inaugurated, and other | 


butawful cases of epidemic insanity, which some- | 


nity, or nation; of which the Robespierrean period | 


of the Salem witchcraft, when.in:old Massachu-. 
setts, grave and sober men, in the belief that they, 
were doing God a service-in helping him to fight 
against the powers of Satan, which, in their wise 
estimation, were. likely to get the. upper hand, . 
hung feeble women by scores, on the charge ofian, 
impossible.crime. Butneither the bloody mob of 
Paris nor the witch-hanging men of Salem were: 
more wicked or mad than are the deceived orrav— 
ing rebels of the Gulf States, and their advocates 
in this Hall. 


ISTHMUS OF CH{RIQUI. 
SPEECH OF HON. F. H. MORSH, 


OF MAINE, 


In tHE Houses or REPRESENTATIVES; 
Febritary 4, 1861, : 
On the commerce between the Atlantic and the Pacific 


oceans by transit across the Isthmus of Chiriqui; coal 
supply, &c. 


Mr. MORSE said: y seed 
Mr. Cuarrman: I suppose that, in the present 
unhappy condition of the country, and in the 
almost bankrupt state of the national Treasury, 
but little attention can be gained for a question 
outside of politics, like the one now before the 
House, however important in a national point of. 
view. Notwithstanding this feeling of indifference 
to all questions except those we are obliged io 
meet, 1 shall feel that I have not done my duty 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, which last 
year brought this measure before the country, my 
duty to the House, or to myself, if I do not, as far 
as the brief hour allowed me will permit, state 
the reasons which controlled the Naval Commit- 
tee in their action on. this question. I shall try to. 
do this as clearly, yet as briefly, as time and the 
nature of the case will admit. After the many 
strange and visionary statements made hereagainst 
a measure which gentlemen. have failed to give 
sufficient attention to to comprehend, it is hard] 
to be expected that the committee which gave it 
origin will abandon it without a resolute attempt 
to defend it. int 
Sir, I have rarely known a great public measure 
like this, one so closely allied to the industry of 
a whole nation, to meet, from. the start, with such 
persevering and determined hostility. Some secret 
and almost unaccountable enmity seems to have 
watched and attended it from its birth to. this very 
hour. It watched its development in the com- 
mittee-room, and dogged its footsteps into this 
Hall; it followed it to the council chambers of 
Bogota, New Granada, along the shores of the 
i Chiriqui lagoon, up the dark forests and deep 
| gorges of the Cordilleras, and seems to have 
swayed, if not guided, the footsteps of at least one 
| engineer in very nearly a contrary direction from 
i that which he was instructed by his principal to 
i take and survey, until he found himself on the 
margin of the crater of an extinct volcano, when 
he abandoned his trust, found his way out of the 
mountains, and returned to the ship, and faith- 
lessly left the duties assigned him unperformed. 
If this persistent hostility comes mainly from a 
rival company, which has no other motive but 
the enlargement of its profits, it should have no 
weight or influence here, for it is in aselfish strug- 
gle.for a monopoly of trade across the Isthmus. 
Now, sir, what is this Chiriqui question and 
| the “ conditional contract,” about which so much 
| has been said here and elsewhere? I will try to 
|| state both, so that they may be understood clearly 
by all who will give me their attention. First, 
what is the nature and extent of the ‘conditional 
contract,” which the Senate amendment is de- 
|| signed to approve and carry into effect? In the 
ii month of May, 1859, this Government made a 
contract with the Chiriqui Improvement Com- 
| pany, of which Mr. Ambrose W. Thompson was 
the principal stockholderand manager, for certain 
rights and privileges, for which the Government 
agreed to pay a stipulated sum of money, after the 
approval of the contract by Congress. The im- 
mediate and direct advantages conferred upon the 
Government by this contract were, first, the right 
to take from the company’s. piers, under regula~ 
tions agreed upon by the parties, all coal wanted. 
in that locality for the use of our Gulf squadron 
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of other ships. of war, and also for the use of the 
Pachic squadron, after the construction ofa rai- 
road across the Isthmus of Chiriqui, the Govern- 
ment paying only the costof mining the-coal, and 
ten cents:per ton to the province of Chiriqui; sec- 
ond, thé ‘perpetual lease atid conveyance to.the 
United’ Statés, of land-on the shore of the harbor 
of Golfito; on ‘the Pacific, and on the "Chiriqui 
lagoon, on. the Atlantic, for: naval storehouses, 
coal depots, &c.; third; the right of way, free of 
tolls, for troops, munitions of war, &c., over the 
company?s road; from harbor to harbor, across 
the fethoias, withthe- consent of New Granada. 
These are the three advantages ceded to the Uni- 
ted- States; to which-I shall ask, the attention of 
the committee in their order, 

The first question tõbe considered is the title of 
this Chiriqui Company to the rights and privi- 
leges which they propose te’convey to the United 
States., These rights are held under three sepa- 
rate grants from the province of Chiriqui, which, 
under the constitution and laws of New Granada, 
had a full and complete right to make the convey- 
ance. The first was the coal and land grant, con- 
veying to Morell & Co. all the coal in the harbor 
and on the shores of the Chiriqui lagoon and on 
the Chanhguenola river. The next was the right 
to build a turnpike road’ from ‘the lagoon to the 
City of David, abouteighteen miles south and cast 
of Golfito; and the last, the grant to a large tract 
ofland around the‘harborof Golfito, and extending 
back:to the Cordillera mountains. The validity 
of ‘these titles has been admitted by all branches 


of the Government of New Granada—her execu- | 
tive, legislative, and judicial departments. ‘Two | 


of her attorney generals, with the district attorney 
of the province of Chiriqui; have certified to their. 
soundness and binding effect. The Attorney Gén- 
eral of the United States has carefully looked into 
the whole question, with the original deeds of ces- 
sion in both Spanish and English before him, and 
has given a written opinion that the titles are good 
and binding on New Granada; and last, but not 
least, the minister of, New. Granada to the United 
States—-General Elerran—has given his fall and 


urconditional indorsement to the entire soundness 
and legality of Thompson’s titles and rights in the 
property he claiins in the Republic of New Gra- 
nada.’ He declares ‘that the aforesaid documents 


(referring to the grants or titles) are authentic, | 


and as such are entitled to full faith and credit;” 
“thatthe titles to the lands granted ave regulated 
by Granadian legislation; and in order to have 
granted: the titles to the coal mines above men- 
tioned, they have observed the formalities. pre- 
scribed by. the Granadian code;” ‘that the. pro- 
vincial Legislature of Chiriqui had full power to 
make the grants of land, and such privileges as 
those made ‘in favor of Mr.. Thompson; and the 
Governor of the province had power to grant titles 
to the mines in the form in which they were 
granted.” After these references and citations I 
shall assume that the question of title is notasub- 
ject for controversy. It is properly asubject for 
the executive department of the Government to 
settle, and not to be passed upon amidst. the 


confusion, inattention, and indifference of this | 


House. cor 

Of the rights secured to the United States by 
the contract now before the House for approval, 
i attach far the most immediate and. direct value 
to the coal contract, though the indirect advgat- 
ages in securing and aiding a commercial route 


between the Atlantic and Pacific will, in the end, | 
be found of the greatest value and importance to | 


the whole country. These coal mines are very 


favorably located. They are in the center of a |! 


continent, on the shores and islands of a harbor 
that has nosuperior, ifan equal, inthe whole range 
of commerce. It is ina latitude where our ships 
of war are frequently passing and repassing, and 
where it will be convenient for our Gulf squadron 
to-receive its supplies. Itis on the shores of an 


j 
isthmus of only sixty miles in width, which di- i 


vides'the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, and across | 
which; before many years, the wants ofcommerce | 
will foree-a:railroad, and unite two of the best 
deep water harbors on the globe. By means of 
thig railroad; when completed, our Pacific squad- | 
ron-¢an. be supplied. with coal for about one third | 
its present cost. | 

: ime or Gulf squadron we had last year | 


a sloop-of-war. These vessels, under steam, con- | 
sume about ninety tons of coal per day, the cost 
and freight on which has averaged, for the last ten 
years, $11.60 per ton. Then there is the handling, 
storage, and other charges, which will carry it up 
to about fourteen dollars per ton. Mauch of the 
supply far the Brazilian squadron could also be 
obtained at Chiriqui; and after this harbor is con- 
nected with Golfito by railroad, the entire Pacific, 
and East [ndia:squadrons, in which there are now 
ten war steamers, which must consume over fif- 
teen'thousand tons of coal annually, canbe. sup- | 
plied from these’ mines at about one half the pres- 
entcost. Itmust also be borne in mind thatour 
war steamers are necessarily on the increase, and 
the expense of supplying them with fuel will in- 
crease as our steam tonnage increases. ‘The ap- 
| propriation last year for coal for the use of the 
Navy was $800,000.. The quantity estimated for 
the Gulf squadron last year alone was ten thou- 
sand three hundred and fifty tons, which, delivered 
| on board of our steamers at fourteen dollars per 
ton, would make the expense of fuel for this 
squadron amount to $144,900 per annum. Now, 
sir, if only this Gulf squadron could be supplied 
from Chiriqui, under contract with. the Improve- 
ment Company, more than half this sum can. be 
saved annually, and the whole $300,000 reim- 
bursed to the Government in less than five years 
from the saving of supplies to this squadron alone, 
to say nothing of the amount which could be sup- 
plied to the Brazilian, Pacific, and East India 
squadrons at an equally reduced rate. 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, we are now: told by the 
gentlemen from Missouri [Mr. PreLrs] and New 
York (Mr. Porre] that we can buy their coal 
just as cheap—that is, for its mining expense 
merely—in small quantities, as we want it, after 
the company gets its mines in working order, 
and that “ this great Government is only buying 
a privilege to mine coal.” . Es this sound argu- 
ment, or is it bare assertion, in violation of the 
laws of political economy and the laws which gov- 
ern man’s selfish nature? The Chiriqui company 
will have a monopoly of coal mined in that lati- 
tude, and must be more than human if they do not 
charge nearly the same price for it that it will cost 
to place coal there from a distance of over two 
thousand miles. Such an idea needs only to be 
stated to mal its fallacy clearly visible. Besides, 
sir, the amendment which I have proposed will 
make it the duty of the President to see that a spe- 
cific contract is entered into with this company 
for the delivery of coal, fixing the mining price, 
and the cost and terms of delivery. The execu- 
tive department is to “ establish such rules and 
regulations”? to govern the whole operations un- 
| der the ** conditional contract” as will give per- 
fee security to the Government. Before a single 
dollar is paid outof the Treasury, a contract must 
be entered into, and guarantees given that coal 
will be delivered ata stipulated price—such a price 
as will make a saving of atleast six or seven dol- 
lars on every ton of coal delivered. 

This Government sent a commission to Chiri- 
qui last fall, under the command of Commodore 
Engle, consisting of a geologist, a topographical 
and hydrographic engineer, to examine the coal 
beds and survey the harbors, and to report on 
the practicability of a railroad route from the 
lagoon to the Golfito. The report of this com- 
mission is now before the House; and the geol- 
ogist, Dr. Evans, reports that the coal is in and 
| near the harbor, easy of access, very abundant 
| in quantity, and of a quality equal to any of its 
| kind yet discovered on this continent. The an- 
| alysis of the coal brought from the different 
coal beds of Chiriqui by Dr. Jackson and other 


| 
| 


! scientific men, make it a first class coal. I think 
now, sir, the question of quality and quantity is 
placed beyond a doubt—thatis, to all minds except 
to those that are determinedly closed to all light 
on this subject, and persist in believing every 
absurd and groundless story that is put afloat by 
its enemies for some selfish purpose. 

But my friend from New York {Mr. Portier] 
complains that none of the coal beds are, on the 
; lands proposed to be leased to the Government 
i for coal and naval depots, but six miles distant. 
This certainly was not contemplated by the con- 


į 
| 


: : Pg ee i 
six steamers, of which one was a frigate, and one 


i tract, and is by no means desirable. We do not 


desire that the Government should go to mining 
coal,and therefore preferthat the coal beds should 
be at a convenient distance from the naval and coal 
depot. Coal beds upon the islands of the lagoon, 
and on the banks of the Changucnola river, only 
six miles from the shippers’ piers, and located so 
favorably as to be taken on to scows with only 
six miles of transportation, is certainly very con- 
venient and favorable to economy. It is very rare 
that coal beds of fine quality are found so near a 
piace of shipment, and on navigable waters, too. 

cannot recall.a single example of so favorable a 
location. Itis nearly all that can be desired in 
this respect. - 

Mr. POTTLE. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? : 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. POTTLE. -The geologist, in his report, 
states that he was saved much trouble because- of 
the information furnished by Mr. Morell; and E 
would ask the gentleman from Maine if Mr. 
Morell was not a member of the Chiriqui Improve- 
‘ment Company? : 

Mr. MORSE. I think the gentleman has mis- 
apprehended the report, if he thinks any one but 
the geologist of the expedition, Dr. Evans, has 
had anything to do with making it up. I do not 
know anything about Mr. Morell, what relation 
he bears to the company, or the extent.to which 
the geologist was indebted to him for his knowl- 
edge of the localities of the coal beds, nor can [ 
perceive how the solution of such aquestion would 
affect the case one way or the other; but this I do 
know: that Dr. Evans has been in the Govern~ 
ment service asa surveyor and geologist for about 
fifteen years, and was selected because of his ex- 
perience and competency to go on such an expe- 
dition and satisfactorily accomplish the work he 
was sent to perform. His report certainly shows 
that he depended on no unreliable or second-hand 
information; butthat, like a faithful agent, he sur- 
veyed and examined for himself, He had a Scotch 
miner with him, and thoroughly examined and 
surveyed the coal beds, and. informed. himself 
thoroughly of their quality. and quantity. THis 
report is the result of his own observation, of his 
own explorations and experiments. 

Mr.POTTLE. Will the gentleman permit me 
to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. MORSE. To ask any question pertinent 
to the case. 

Mr. POTTLE. I wish to read the sentence 
from the report to which I referred. The report 
says: f 

“Mr. Morell accompanied me to the coal localities; and 
but for his information, it would have required a much 
longer time to complete the examination than was placed 
at my disposal.?? 

Mr. MORSE. I have listened attentively to 
what the gentleman has read from the report, but 
cannot understand how it has the slightest. bear- 
ing on the question at issue, one way or the other, 
and do not comprehend the motive for which it 
was read. What does it show? Nothing, cer- 
tainly, to weaken. our confidence in any part of 
the report, or that the geologist was, in the slight- 
est degree, unfaithful in his duty. It only shows 
that he saved time in having a guide who knew 
all the localities of the mines; that is all. Mr. 
Morell was the first man who went through the 
prescribed forms necessary to obtain titles to this 
elass of mines in New Granada; the first man 
who, in the language of that country,“ denounced’? 
the mines, and thereby secured the: privilege of 
working them. He was, of course, familiar with 
their localities. Now, what did the geologist do? 
Just what any other sensible man would do under 
like cireumstances.. He got Mr. Morell to show 
him where the mines were located, thus saving 
himself the time and labor of prospecting all over 
the country to find them. If my friend from New 
York has made out anything, it is that the geolo- 
gist, who had never before been within hundreds 
of miles of the mines, and did not know where 
they were, obtained the services of a competent 
guide. If there is anything wrong in this, it lays 
too far out of view for my vision to reach. 

It is true that Mr. Morell first secured titles to 
these coal mines and large tract of land lying 
around the lagoon, on its islands, and running 
back to the Cordilleras. His grants or titles to 
these mines and lands were transferred to the 


1861.] 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


36TH Cong....2D SESS. 


Isthmus of Chiriqui—Mr. Morse. 


Chiriqui company, and are entirely distinct from, 
and independent of, the road grant- afterwards 
made to Thompson, and’ from the land grants 
made to Agnew around the Golfito on the Pacific, 
and transferred to Thompson. These three grants 
were obtained at different times, by different par- 
ties, each standing on its own individual merits, 
and entirely disconnected, one from the other, 
until they were all transferred to the Chiriqui 
company. But I have already dwelt too long on 
this point of the case, and will pass to others. 

The next direct advantage secured to the Gov- 
ernment by this contract is agood and convenient 
location, in a secure harbor, for a naval depot, a 
thing very much needed in that geographical po- 
sition. It is about two thousand miles from New 
York, and at a very convenient point for the-es- 
tablishment of a naval depot for the home squad- 
ron, and such other national vessels as may find 
it convenient to touch there. We now keep a 
storeship at Aspinwall, over two hundted miles 
south and east of Chiriqui. In this storeship, and 
on the shore there, we have now over two thou- 
sand tons of coal, for the use of our naval ships. 
If our naval depot were on one of the fine harbors 
of the lagoon, this storeship' might be brought 
home and put to some other use, and the expense 
of keeping her there saved. We are obliged to 
have these coal stations in all parts of the world 
where our ships of war are stationed. We have 
seven coal stations on this continent outside of the 
United States, beside having them in India, China, 
Africa,and the Sandwich Islands; but those con- 
templated at Chiriqui and Golfito will be far more 
important than the rest, because they will be on 
fine harbors, in central positions, which before 
long will become important commercial positions 
when the two harbors become connected by a com- 
mercial transit across the Isthmus. When this 
connection takes. place, these two harbors—the 
Chiriqui lagoon on the Atlantic, and Golfito on 
the Pacific—will become of great importance to all 
comniercial nations; for on their waters will con- 
centrate and float in security a large commercial 
marine, bearing the flags of all maritime nations, 
and exchanging the products of the countries 
which lie around the two great oceans of our globe. 
Who, then, so unwisely timid, so economically 
prudent, as to doubt the propriety and wisdom of 
securing for our country now, while the door is 
open to us, titles or perpetual leases to lands for 
naval depots, and a perpetual supply of coal for 
our steam ships of war in localities so desirable 
and so soon to become of such great commercial 
importance ? J ; 

But, says the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Puetrs,| and others, we cannot hold land in a 
foreign country. It is true, the law of nations 
would not uphold us in taking and holding it 
against the consent of New Granada; nor do we 
propose to do any such thing. We only propose 
to take it with the consent of that Republic; we 
propose to acquire a right from the Chiriqui com- 
pany, and then leave to hold from the sovereign 
power of the country, which is always granted 
as an act of comity between nations, for certain 
specified purposes. Should New Granada object 
to our taking an absolute fee in the soil for a cer- 
tain specified purpose, then. we can have the per- 
petual use from the Chiriqui Company of what 
land may be necessary for naval purposes, on tlie 
shores of those harbors, which will be nearly, or 
quite, the same thing tous. For these reasons, 
the objection seems to me unsound, and without 
foundation, made more in the spirit of caviling, 
like men groping about for weapons of attack, 
than in the spirit of just and fair argument. 

I come now, Mr. Chairman, to the old Goro- 
ma road grant. 1 differ with some of the advo- 
cates of this measure in reference to the extent 
of this road grant. Whatever construction others 
may put upon it, my own opinion is, that the 
parties had not a railroad grant in view when the 
grant was made. 1 was 0 
given was not because the province of Chiriqui— 
which then had full power to make a railroad 
grant across the Isthnus—was unwilling to se- 
cure a transit route by rail across her territory, 
but because the route was almost unknown, had 
never been surveyed, to their knowledge had 
never been looked at in reference to the construc- 
tion of a railroad; and it had not then occurred to 


The reason why it was not | 


{ 


either party that such a road could connect two 
of the finest harbors on the continent, located on 
the shores of two great oceans. Therefore, they 
provided for a mode of connection second only 
to that of railroad~a good, solid, macadamized 
road, over which freight and passengers could be 
transported by ‘* wheeled vehicles.” ; 

But, sir, I attach but little importance to this 
Goroma road grant. Although Mr. Thompson 
has spent considerable money there, in the ful- 
fillment of his contract, by cutting out and grad- 
ing this road, a railroad will never be located 
over it. Thatis not the favorable point for the 
location of a railroad; and whatever advantage 
that road grant may be to the company, it will be 
of but little utility to the commerce sceking transit 
from sea to sea, because that commerce demands 
something more for its transportation than express 
and freight wagons, drawn by horses or mules. 
And yet, as unimportant as this branch of the 
question is, gentlemen argue it as though they 
thought this the main and only important ques- 
tion in the case upon which the whole ‘ Chiriqui 
question ” turns. They tell us,aS though it were 
fatal to the whole question, that the grant from 
Chiriqui to Thompson prohibits him from. con- 
veying this road grant to any forcign Government. 
Very true; I do not know that I have heard that 
disputed, or that any man anywhere proposes, or 
has proposed, to violate, even in spirit, that arti- 
cle in the road grant. Certainly, the contract be- 
tween Mr. Thompson and this Government con- 
templates no such violation, Itsurrenders nothing 
to the Government by the confirmation of the con- 
ditional contract, and we shall acquire no rightin, 
or control over, the road. It only gets the priv- 
llege of conveying troops and munitions of war 
over a turnpike road frec of tolls—that is all; 
and that only after the consent of New Granada 
is obtained. 

But gentlemen object further that neither this 
privilege in the Chiriqui road grant, or Costa Rica 


railroad grant, is of any value, because those | 


grants both forbid the transportation of foreign 
troops or munitions of war over the roads. Very 
true, again. Both grants do contain such prohi- 
bition; but these prohibitions forbid nothing that 
the company had a right to do, for it would have 
no such right if the prohibition were not there. 
The iaw of nations forbids one nation from trans- 
porting troops or munitions of war over the ter- 
ritory of another nation, unless the consent of 
that other nation is first obtained. These pro- 
hibitions, then, amount to only this: that in these 
cases the law of nations shall be observed and 
obeyed. When the United States want to use any 
road ina foreign country for the transportation 
of troops or munitions of war, they will have to 
treat with two parties: first, with the party hold- 
ing the means of transportation, the owners’ of 
the road; and next, with the Government of the 
country where the road is located. 

This conditional contract treats with the road 
owners, and the next step will be to get the con- 
sent, by treaty, of New Granada to use the privi- 
leges acquired by this contract. There is nothing 
in this as ng from precedent, law, and universal 
custom. Two parties, transportation companies 


and the Governments where roads are located, l 


always have to be dealt with in such cases. Then, 
why do gentlemen complain that they cannot ob- 
tain favors by this contract never before granted 
anywhere in similar cases, and which cannot be 


granted without a violation of the law of nations? | 
; i 
Gentlemen must remember, that the nations ofi 


Central America are small both in territory and 
population, of very limited resources in the power 
of self-defense. It has been much agitated and in- 
jared by fillbusters from our own country; and 
itis not strange that they should be prudent and 
guarded against the admission of foreign troops 
to their territory. While we, as a friendly nation, 
should have no trouble in securing by treaty the 
transit of troops over this or any other road, itis 
right that they should hold what check they can 
against the admission of marauders to their coun- 
wy. Ifthere be any country in the world which 
ought to exercise more caution in this particular 


than any other, that country is Central America, | 


and it is wisdom in her to insert these careful 
exclusions inall ber grants to transit or any other 
routes. We had to take precisely this course to 


secure military transportation across the Panama 
road. We had to treat with the road company 
fit, and then with the ‘Government, before’. the 
right was secured, 9 000 SA n 

Now, sir, I hope those gentlemen who hi 
dwelt with such peculiar unction on thisimagin 
difficulty, as though they had made a discov ry 
and a development that would astound th = 
cates of this measure and prove fatal’ to it, will 
lay aside their alarm, whether real or pretended, 
and rest assured that after such an unusual dis- 
play of astuteness they have only discovered 
what all who have read these grants before knew, 
that a well-known rule of international law had. 
been incorporated into these grants merely, if 
possible, to give that rule additional force in these 
cases, : oe 

To give, if possible, additional security to those 
feeble States, and to induce them’to place confi- 
dence in the honor and good faith of this Govern- 
ment in this transaction, the amendment which T 
have offered to the Senate amendment provides, 
among other things, that no right of property in 
soil for naval depots shall be acquired in New 
Granada by the United States without the consent. 
of that Republic; nor shall troops or munitions of 
war be carried over this contemplated road until 
after her consent and sanction is first obtained. 
Thus, I propose’ to incorporate into a law thè 
very principle which the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Puetrs] and the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Porrie] so strenously objected to, because 
itis in harmony with the law of nations, of jus- 
tice, and the usage of civilized society. My 
amendment protects the Government by requiring 
the executive department to make all necessary 
rules and regulations for carrying into effect the 
“conditional contract,’ more especially the con- 
tract with the Chiriqui company for the delivery 
of coalat the Government depots at stipulated 

rices. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs thought they saw in the future that fàr 
greaicr advantages to the country were to grow 
out of this measure than a cheap supply of coal 
and the establishment of convenient naval depots. 
Ifthe commercial bearing of the question is not 
here appreciated, the time is not far distant when 
it will be; for the maritime nations of the earth. 
will soon require, and secure, too, a commercial 
transit across the Isthmus of Central America, in 
spite of all obstacles. ‘The location and configu- 
ration of this continent, extending from the Arctic 
nearly up to the Antarctic circle—from the ever- 
frozen North tothe cape of storms, in 56° of south 
latitude, obstructing the trade and commerce be- 
tween the two great oceans of the earth, demand 
an entrance to the Pacific by some other route 
than by the passage round Cape Horn. A ship 
going from New York to San Francisco has to 
sail through nearly two hundred degrees of lati- 
tude, and one hundred and twenty degrees of 
longitude, and sail a distance of about eighteen 
thousand miles. There is no way to avoid this 
but by a transit, from sea to sea, across the Isth- 
mus of Central America. 

We thought, considering the trade which was 
rapidly springing up between those two seas, and 
the prospective trade, it was of some interest that 
Americans, at least, should obtain whatever fa- 
cilities there might be for crossing the continent 
at the most favorable point, and uniting those two 
seas by a transit route. They considered it im- 
portant enough toenlist the attention of the Amer- 
ican Congress in this progressive age. Our im- 
ports from China and British India last year 
amounted to $34,000,000, while our exports did 
not run to $15,000,000. The trade with China 


| and British India amounts to nearly fifty million 


dollars annually; and that, too, mostly in those 
kinds of articles which would not seek a passage 
round Cape Horn, if we had a commercial route 
across the Isthmus. So also is the trade rapidly 
increasing with allthe portsupon the Pacificocean, 
not only our own, but those which belong to other 
countriés—-in all Polynesia, Japan, Australia, 
China, India, &c. All these facts address them- 
selves to us as statesmen, and demand that we 
should look to provide for the future, the coming 
trade and commerce of the country, and not sit 
down here, with fixed ideas and antiquated no- 
tions, and, under the influence of prejudice, de- 
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nounce, as humbugand moonshine, every project 
‘which is brought to the attention of the House, 
calculated to meet the present and coming wants 
‘of the world’s industry, so far as it can be done 
by providing facilities for its exchange. ‘The best 
course left us for uniting the trade of the two great 
Beas ‘with more facility, is to take advantage of 
sore such’ condition of things as has been pre- 
Rented tö us by this company, being careful that 
the xichts of the Government shall be guarded in 
all particulars.’ Great Britain has been seeking 
for half acentury to find a northwest passage; and 
many of her hardy sailors and brave spirits have 
been Sacrificed, and left congealed to ice perpetual 
‘on'those frozen seas of the north, seeking a pas- 
. Sage-way into the Pacific ocean by water. e 
have been fòr twenty years surveying these sev- 
eral routes across the Isthmus of Central America. 
Some years ago we surveyed the Tehuantepec. 
route; but the result was, that the route is long, 
with an open roadstead at one end, and a danger- 
ous and shallow ‘harbor, into which only small 
vessels can enter, at the other. The Honduras 
route also wasalong one, andimpracticable. Next 
came the Nicaragua route, which had only nine 
-feet of water upon this side and no harbor upon 
the'other.”” Next came the Panama route, which 
is the’ only one we now have; and that is but a 
passenger route, and not a commercial one; and 
it can never be made a commercial route, because 
you cannot get water deep enough on the other 
side of the foute to permitloaded ships to approach 
within four or five miles of the shore;and ofcourse, 
all cargoes have to be discharged into lighters and 
carried to the railroad. They now have to carry 
their passengers and everything else by tow and 
tug boats from the ships to the wharf, And upon 
this side, the terminus is little better than an open 
roadstead. i 
` AU'hope of a transit by a ship canal is now 
givenup; and, so faras we are at presentinformed, 
we have only this point left where a commercial 
highway from sea to sea can be opened. ‘That 
there are two splendid harbors at the termini of 
this route, almost opposite each other, is now eom- 
pletely and satisfactorily settled; and the commit- 
tee thought it wasa matter of great interest to all 
branches of American industry that this country 
should, in some safe and proper way, not offens- 
ive to New Granada, and in harmony with the 
law of nations, offer encouragement and protec- 
tion to this company in their effort to unite these 
two harbors by a road suitable for the purposes 
of commerce. We had evidence before us last 
year which we thought was sufficicnt to induce 
us to report favorably on this measure, and which 
resulted in, sending the commission to Chiriqui, 
which has reported this survey. The report of the 
topographical survey, of the single and only route 
passed over by the surveyor, looks, I grant you, 
rather hard for a.good freight road of easy grade. 
I would notrecommend the building of a railroad 
upa grado of three hundred feet to the mile; but 
if you will examine the report, the explanation 
of the engineer, with the profile view of the road, 
you will sce that the grades given in this report 
are surface grades, which may be reduced about 
one half, perhaps, by cuts and embankments. 
The engineer had not time to survey more than 
one of the routes to the Pavific. Hisassistant on 
one end of the route had left him, and he had to 
survey the whole route in haste, while the ships 
were waiting for him. He surveyed but one route; 
while Evans, the geologist, who was also an en- 
gineer, passed six times across the Cordilleras, 
and says there are at least two casier and better 
routes, from ten to twelve hundred fectlower. Mr. 
Morton himself gaid that roads could be built over 
the route he surveyed, where no place would have 
a grade of over one hundred and fifty feet to the 
mile, by tunneling less than four miles. We have 
grades of that extent on the Baltimore and Ohio | 
railroad. But gentlemen say we cannot go to the i 
expense of tunneling there. The whole length | 
of the tunnel there will not exceed four miles. 
Now, when you consider the commerce which is | 
now carried on between these two seas, and the | 
| 


| 
trade which will inevitably grow up along the | 
western shores of this continent, upon the islands 
of the Pacific, with China, the East Indies, Aus- | 
tralia, and Japan, itis evident that a tunnel of four | 
miles will be -but.a small obstruction to overcome; 


| 


and that we must take nfore energetic measures 
to obtain such a share of that trade as our posi- 
tion and importance as an agricultural, manufac- 
turing, and maritime nation entitle us to. And 
does any man of any foresight deny that the time 
is fast approaching when we can afford to make 
a tunnel through this four miles?. Massachusetts, 
which has only seven thousand square miles of 
territory, is_now boring a tunnel of four and a 


half miles through the Hoosac mountains, in | 


which they have progressed the distance of nearly 
three miles. If the small State of Massachusetts, 
with different lines of railroads running out of 
Boston in every direction, can make it pay to cut 
a tunnel througha solid rock four anda half miles 
in Jength, does any sagacious man, with his eyes 
open to what is going on around ` im, doubt that 
the commercial world will find it for their in- 
terest to tunnel almost the whole distance across 
the Isthmus, if it should be necessary to do so to 
facilitate the trade passing and repassing between 
these two great seas? Talk of tunneling being 
an undertaking so immense! Why, sir, I believe 
in Europe they-make tunnels for the purpose of 
saving land damages. Even in Virginia, laggard 
and slow of pace asshe is in material progress— 
Virginia—may she enjoy the blessings of this 
Union forever, and be protected in her rights for 
all coming time by the same broad shield which 
has sheltered her solong and so well!—even Vir- 
ginia has bored atunnel of over fourmiles through 
the Blue Ridge; and while completing this great 
work, she ran trains of cars over the mountain 
on a track which rose nearly four hundred feet to 
the mile. While these things are done around 
us on mere local roads, gentlemen ‘would have us 
believe that a work of no greater magnitude, even 
to let the Atlantic join hands with the Pacific at 
the center of the continent, cannot be performed 
with the treasury of whole nations to support it. 

But we are met with another objection-—an 
objection first stated by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Pasurs,}] and afterwards by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Porrer]—which is, 
that there is no power to cross this isthmus by a 
railroad, or any other kind of road; that the right 
to do so has been granted away to the Panama 
company by the Republic of New Granada; and 
that this Panama company now claims, and has 
aright to enjoy, a monopoly of all transits, from 
sea to sea, over the soil of New Granada. I shall 
now direct my attention to a brief examination 
of that point. It is a geographical question, and 
must be settled on the authority of geographers. 
If you will look into these authorities for the last 
one hundred years, you will find the authorities 
state that the Isthmus of Panama isa narrow strip 
of land or isthmus, formed around the curve of 
Panama Bay, lying between the seventy-seventh 
and eighty-first degrees of west longitude, and the 
seventh and ninth degrees of north latitude; and 
this Chiriqui isthmus is about north and west of 
the Isthmus of Panama, anda distance of between 
two and three hundred miles. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I would 
refer the gentleman to the definition which our 
treaty with Nicaragua gives to the Isthmus of 
Panama. It is in these words: 

“ That the citizens, vessels, and merchandise of the Uni- 
ted States shall enjoy in the ports of New Granada, includ- 
ing those of the part of the Granadian territory generally 
denominated the Isthmus of Panama, trom its southernmost 
extreme until the boundary of Costa Rica,” &c. 


Mr. MORSE. The gentleman will sec that if 
his reading of that treaty be correct, its advant- 
ages to us are limited to only a portion of the 
coast and ports of New Granada, and on his read- 
ing we gain no advantage from the treaty in any 

ort south and east of the Isthmus of Panama. 

t cannot be correct, and I will tell the gentleman 
why. Does the treaty mean from the southern- 
most boundary of what forms the Isthmus of 
Panama? No;certainly not. But from the south- 
ern or southernmost boundary of New Granada. 
But it does not define the Isthmus of Panama at 
all. It only laysaddjtional stress upon that Isth- 
mus. The gentleman will perceive that the part 
of the sentence he has quoted, ‘including those 


of the part of Granadian territory generally de-" 


nominated,” &c., is thrown intoa parenthesis and 
a comma placed on each side of it. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Allow me 


to say that the punctuation and the parenthesis 
to which the gentleman refers are not to be found 
in the treaty at all. 

Mr. MORSE. I can show it to the gentleman 
in this copy, in the Statutes at Large, the official 
and universally recognized copy. ce 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Let me 
read it to the gentleman from my copy of the 
treaty: 

‘Por the better understanding of the preceding articles, 
it is, and has been stipulated between the high contracting 
parties, that the citizens, vessels, and merchandise of the 
United States, shall enjoy in the ports of New Granada, 
including those of the part of Granadian territory generally 
denominated Isthmus of Panama, from its southernmost 
extremity, until the boundary of Costa Rica,” ke. 

And let me say that Morse’s Geography defines 
it in exactly the same way. 

Mr. MORSE. Of course, I acknowledge such 
high authority on geographical questions; but 
I think the gentleman will find that this same 
isthmus was by that authority denominated the 
Isthmus of Darien, as it was generally at that 
day; and in the Clayton-Bulwer treaty it is de- 
nominated the Isthmus of Central America; so 
that the gentleman can find but little or no author- 
ity in treaties to sustain his position. Now, if 
my friend’s construction be the true one, we are 
excluded by it from all the benefits of the treaty 
in all the ports south of Panama, and that con- 
struction would do great injustice to the commerce 
of the country. The true reading of the treaty is 
from the southern point of New Granada, not the 
Isthmus of Panama, up to the southern boundary 
of Costa Rica; and I say confidently, and without 
hesitation, that the treaty means directly the op- 
posite of what has been contended here; and that, 
so far as it is authority, it absolutely defines and 
confines the Isthmus of Panama to that one little 
narrow strip of land curving around the bay of 
Panama; and when you get outside of that, the 
narrow strip of land, or isthmus, stretching around 
the bay of Panama, the territory of New Granada 
extends on up to the northern boundary of Costa 
Rica, and our commercial treaty was intended to 
have force in every port in New Granada. Any 
man who reads that treaty, and comes to a differ- 
ent conclusion, must be very liberal in giving away 
the application of the treaty to about one half of 
New, Granada and important commercial rights 
of the United States. I hope the zeal of gentle- 
men to defeat this measure will not carry them so 
far as to seek the destruction of our commercial 
treaties by limiting and confining their application 
to patches only of the territory they were in- 
tended to cover, 

The grant, or charter to construct a railroad 
from Aspinwall to Panama, given by New Gra- 
nada to the Panama Railroad Company, contains 
a provision giving this company an exclusive priv- 
ilege to construct roads from sea to sea across the 
isthmus of Panama, not across any part of the 
Isthmus of Central America. They are confined 
to the Isthmus of Panama, and are now trying to 
stretch the Isthmus of Panama from the southern 
to the extreme northern boundary of New Gra- 
nada, an extent and expansion which, I believe, 
has never yet been given it by any reliable au- 
thority, The interruption of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens] has given me an op- 
portunity of showing that the treaty authorities 
relied on show just the reverse of what was claimed 
forthem here; that is, that the Isthmus of Panama 
does not come within about two hundred miles of 
the proposed road from the Chiriqui lagoon to the 
harbor of Golfito; and therefore this road is be- 
yond the reach of the operation of the Panama 
company’s charter. Gentlemen on this floor are 
claiming for this company more than it ever 
claimed for itself, until very recently, and more 
than they can find any respectable authorities to 
sustain them in. The leading authorities, from 
the time the geography of Central America be- 
came known, are against them. Lionel Wafen’s 
Description of the Isthmus, published in Lon- 
don in 1699; Alcedeo, Don Antonio d’Ulloa, and 
other Spanish writers; Rees Encyclopedia; The 
Encyclopedia Americana; The Geographer and 
Statistician, McCulloch; The British Imperial 
Gazette; and the Royai Geographical Society’s 
New Gazetteer of the World, are a few of the well 
known and reliable authorities which do not sus- 
tain the positions taken by these gentlemen herein 
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their efforts to extend the Isthmus of Panama 
beyond the bay and State of Panama into other 
parts of Central America. 

But, sir, it does not seem to me to show much 
forecast, or, Imightsay, statesmanship, for Amer- 
icans to come here and attempt, by misconstruing 
our treaties,and by various other means, to give 
a monopoly of the whole American isthmus to a 
small private company. I have no desire to make 
any attack on the Panama road company. I give 
them all credit and honor for what they have done; 
I wish them to enjoy all the privileges that belong 
to them; but I do not want to see them attempt- 
ing to grasp what does not belong to them, and 
to stand there on that isthmus misconstruing our 
treaties and holding up their monopolizing charter 
and flinging it in the face of the commercial world, 
saying that they control the gateways to the Pa- 
cific, and that no Power shall unite the two oceans 
by reads suitable for the purposes of commerce 
until they relax their iron grasp of the Isthmus, 
and permit a closer union of the Atlantic and 
Pacific oceans. s 

I may be starting a position a little in advance 
of the present state of international law; but I 
fully believe the time is not very far off when 
these isthmean transits will be brought under 
some liberal rule of international law, the same 
in principle as that wbich governs narrow seas, 
straits, and rivers. The tendency of the age for 
the last forty years has been to remove all com- 
mercial restrictions of this character, and to break 
down this class of national monopolies. The 
Danish sound dues, and all similar restrictions, 
have been removed, and such pathways have been 
made free to commerce. The Rhine, the Scheldt, 
and the Danube, have been made free rivers; and 
the tendency and spirit of the age is to removeall 
such restrictions, and give no nation exclusive 
rights to the pathways of commerce; and yet you 
seem not only willing, butanxious, that the great 
highway of commerce between the Atlantic and 
Pacific shall not be diverted or interrupted, but 
continue its weary course for a hundred or a hun- 
dred and fifty days, nearly up to the Antarctic 
Circle, and round the boisterous seas of Cape 
Horn, because a close corporation thrusts a 
parchment in your face and claims, by its false 
construction, a monopoly of all the plains, val- 
leys, ravines, and mountain gorges on the Isth- 
mus, through which a railroad can wind its way 
from sea to sea. But, sir, I believe the principle 
which has brushed away the monopolies over the 
great rivers of the earth, sounds, straits, and nar- 
row passages to inland scas, will soon be made 
to apply to the American isthmus, and no narrow 
selfishness be any longer permitted, under the law 
of nations, to bar and guard the gateways of com- 
merce across a continent, and turn away the in- 
dustry of millions to continue the beaten track it 
has followed for centuries. F have no doubt that | 
the commercial world will soon demand entire 
freedom to establish transit routes across the 
American isthmus, under such regulations as the 
law of nations may provide for. 

Suppose there were a passage way across that 
isthmus half a mile in width, and through which 
ships could pass from sea to sea: do you believe 
that the commercial world would tolerate for a 
single hour any monopoly of that passage? Cer- 
tainly not. No one supposes that any Power on 
this continent could keep it closed against the 
common use and common sentiment of mankind, | 
Suppose this isthmus were only half a mile wide, 
and you could see the riches of India, China, 
Japan, Australia, and the islands and seas of the | 
Pacific, lying just beyond it: would the principles 
which govern the wants and necessities of nations 
in this respect be so changed that gentlemen would 
be willing to drive all inter-oceanic commerce on 
the long and devious track round Cape Hom, be- } 
cause somebody had a monopoly of crossing by 
rail that little narrow strip of land? 1f you say no, | 
then suppose it fifty miles, or any distance that can | 
be crossed with dispatch and economy and save 
the long voyage: the principle would still apply. 
Thetimeiscoming,and coming soon, too, when the 
wants of the whole commercial world will demand 
and secure the opening of passages across the 
isthmus of Central America that no great or small 
monopoly can close up or obstruct. Free, intel- | 
hgent opinion will soon begin to move and tread | 


i 
i 
| 
1 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


firmly f that direction, and nothing will be able 
to turn it from its course. 

This question is, to my mind, one of the great- 
est magnitude in its commercial bearings. We 
have done too little, or rather given scarcely any 
attention to questions of thiskind. We have sat 
here day after day, week after week, and month 
after month, as the years have rolled away, talk- 
ing about politics, slavery, and ll our local in- 
stitutions, until the whole nation has become 
surfeited, tired, and sick of politics and polit- 
ical discussion, while other nations have been 
running away with the prizes of commerce, en- 
riching themselves, and leaving us far behind in 
this respect for the want of a little attention to our 
external trade. uet me illustrate this point by a 
few facts in reference to our trade with the na- 
tions inhabiting this continent south of our own 
country. The population of Mexico, Central 
and South America, and the West India Islands, 
is 35,163,028; square miles, 7,653,994; entire fur- 
eign trade, (exports and imports,) $503,736,693. 
Of this trade the United States gets, exports and 
imports, $114,814,582. The entire continental 
trade of the nations south of us—that is, of Mex- 
ico, Central America, and South America—is 
$350,000,000 annually, of exports and imports. 
Of this trade the United States has, both of ex- 
ports and imports, $52,000,000 annually, or only 
about one seventh. The other six sevenths goes 
mostly to Europe, and much the largest part to 
England. We have none to reproach but our- 
selves, for want of attention to this great national 
subject. While England has two lines of steam- 
ers to South America, with other lines running up 
and down the coasts of this continent, touching 
at about seventy different ports, accommodating 
them with conveyances for light freight, passen- 
gers, and postal service, and thus gaining facili- 
ties for carrying off all this trade, we have but one 
solitary line running to Panama. I say, then, 


| that we have got to give our attention to this sub- 


ject of external trade, and to go into the struggle 
for our share of the commerce of the world, and 
especially of the trade of this continent, instead of 
turning our backs upon all such questions as are 
calculated to expand our foreign trade and stim- 
ulate the industry of the country, and frightening 
men out of their votes and their propriety by an 
organized how] against it. 

Now, sir, Í have offered an amendment to the 
Senate amendment, which, if adopted, and acted 
on by the executive department, will secure the 
rights of the Government under it. Nota dollar 
can be paid out till a contract shall have been 
made to secure the United States in all the rights 
which they contract for. I care but little or noth- 
ing about it personally; I am looking more to the 
interests of commerce, and to the ultimate effect 
it will have on American industry, in all its 
branches, than to anything else. The men ofthe 
West may not think they have so much interest 
in it as those of the sea-board; but in reality, the 
agriculturists and manufacturers have more inter- 
estin it than the commercial men. The products 
of agriculture and manufactures which will be 
exported and transferred from sea to sea in conse- 
quence of such onterprises, are, of course, far more 
valuable than the freight on them amounts to. 
Ships are but the servants of other branches of in- 
dustry. They are but carriers and exchangers for 
them, and there should be no antagonism between 
them; for they must, as a general rule, prosper or 
suffer together. 
and agriculturist, then, to look into this question 


earnestly, and seein what way we canexport more |! 
y ' ; : 
; vouchsafed to man before, we certainly should 


of the productions of the country than we now do, 


more especially if certain events, now so seri- | 
ously apprehended, should occur. Thatis,should |: 


the cotton States succeed in getting out of the 
Union, we must give moreattention to our foreign 
trade, and replace the value of their exports by 
enlarging the exports of the remaining States, so 


as to balance our imports. With properattention | 


and energy, this can be done. We must and we 
can, by suitable measures, export, five years 
hence, twenty-five or thirty million dollars’ worth 
ofmanufactures and agricultural productions more 
than we now do. 

I hope that in the next Congress, when the 
country shall have settled down into a state of 
quiet, there will be men who will give all neces- 


Ít becomes every manufacturer | J : e : i t 
i! destiny which awaits us, if we remain a united 
| 


sary attention to these highly interesting ques- 
tions, and who will study to give American in- 
dustry a wider spread, and a firmer hold in-the 
markets of the world. This expansion of foreign 
trade will become a necessity to us, and we must 
gointo it with intelligenceand perseverance, or our 
prosperity and strength, as a commercial people, 

ave reached their meridian of glory, and under 
the universal laws of progress and decay, will not 
long be able to maintain a fixed position, but will 
wane and weaken before the sustained energy and 
intelligent industry of other States. ; 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. R. B. BRABSON, 
_ OF TENNESSEE, 


In rue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 2, 1861, 


On the report from the committee of thirty-three on the 
disturbed condition of the country. 


Mr. BRABSON said: 7 

Mr. Spzaxer: When I took my seat as a mem- 
ber of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, I determined 
not to occupy-the attention of the House with 
any remarks of a general character, believing I 
could in a quiet way better serve my constituents 
and my country. But the extraordinary and un- 
happy state of things which surround us makes 
it imperative on me to give utterance to the senti- 
ments which I entertain. I am fully aware of the 
dangers which lie in the path I must tread; but I 
would be unworthy the confidence of the intelli- 
gent and gallant people whom I represent, were 
I to shrink from the We larke of my duty. 

The question is not who shall direct the ma- 
chinery of this Government, but whether we shall 
have a Government of the United States at all? 
Startling events occur with such rapidity that the 
stoutest hearts tremble at what they foresee. The 
greatest Government on earth, commanding the 
respect and admiration of the world, is to be 
hurled to the dust unless the currents of events is 
changed, and changed quickly. No one can look 
upon these vacant seats, o¢cupied at the com- 
mencement of this session by intelligent and able 
Representatives from seven States, without feel- 
ings of sadness and sorrow. And it is to be 
deeply regretted that, while every honorable ef- 
fort is being made to stay the tide of ruin that is 
sweeping over our country by the conservative 
men of the gation, we hear it said by gentlemen 
from both sections, that nothing can be done to: 
avert impending ruin; that the alienation of feel- 
ing between the North and South, the bitterness 
of party strife, the fierce conflict of sectional pas- 
sions, destroy all hope of an adjustment. But, 
sir, I acknowledge no difficulty which may not 
be settled, no dangers which may not be averted by 
wisdom, prudence, and patriotism; and whether 
the members of this House are imbued sufficiently. 
with these virtues to meet the issues as become 
the Representatives of thirty-one million freemen, 
I have every confidence that the American people 
can and will meet the emergency successfully. 

It is not to be denied that passion, prejudice, 
and bitter party feelings, have had too much to do 
in bringing about our present difficulties; and the 
sooner we divest ourselves of those unpatriotic 
and unstatesmanlike feelings, the sooner all our 
difficulties will be settled, and our country move 
on the march of greatness and prosperity to that 


people. Born to an inheritance such as was never 


not trifle with it,and hastily and passionately de- 
stroy it; but, realizing the most solemn responsi- 
bility which can rest upon men, put forth every 
energy of our nature to protect and preserve that 
inheritance, and transmit it, unimpaired, to pos- 
terity. Should we fail so to do, posterity will not 
hold us guiltless. Amid the storm of revolution 
which is sweeping over our country, it would be 
criminal in me to add to its fury by indulging in 
crimination and recrimination, 

Could we but calmly and dispassionately in- 
quire into and ascertain the causes of all our 
troubles, we would be the better able to apply the 
remedy. Whatis the ground of complaint, and 
what the remedy? Whatever ground of com- 
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plaint there may bein relation to the execution of 
ihe laws by the:present Administration, I do not 
suppose there can be any just cause of Complaint 
against thé laws-of the United States upon the 
subject of slavery. ‘Congress has passed no law, 
gindé the decision of. the Supreme’ Court in the 
Died Scott case, upon the subject of slavery. if 
Congress has passed no law affecting the rights 
of slavery; if. the Supreme Court of the United 
States, by its decisions, guards and protects.the 
South, where ig the evil which has produced so 
mitch mischief? It is not in the Government of 
the United States, but its existence is found in the 
moraland religious training of the northern mind, 
which manifests itself in the election of a sectional 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
by a sectional organization, and upon a scctional 
principle. ; bis 
The passage of personal liberty bills, the raid 
into Virginia, the utterance of wicked and fanatical 
sentiments calculated to’stir up insurrection in the 
South, all have their foundation in hostility to the 
institution ofslavery. These things,in my opinion, 
furnish just cause of complaintagainst the north- 
ern States and northern people; and, in my judg- 
ment; the South can never submit with honor to 
the enforcement of those principles by congres- 
sional legislation. We can never submit to any 
inequality in the Territories, which are common 
property, but will demand our right to enter them, 
as long as they remain Territories, with our prop- 
erty recognized as such by the laws of the State 
from‘which we remove. Is there anything unrea- 
goriable in the proposition that the people of Ten- 
hessee may go tothe Territories of the United 
States with their property and reside there? By 
what authority shall Congress say that the Terri- 
tories shall be appropriated to the use and benefit 
ofthe people of a particular section because the 
do not own a particular species of property ? if 
this is to be the policy of the incoming Adminis- 


tration, I say to yau frankly, we can neverlive in 

gace. It istrue, Congress tna passed no law ap- 
plying such principles to the Territories, since the 
decision of the Supreme Court to which I have 
referred; and, in my opinion, the rights of the 
South are protected against such legislation by the 
Dred Scott decision. But in the face of that de- 
cision, the Republicans claim that Congress has 
tho powerjand should exercise it when necessary, 
to exclude slavery and, consequently, slavehold- 
ers, from the Territories. 

The fact thata large party asserts that the Con- 
stitution gives to the majority in Congress the 
rower to exclude the minority fromthe common 
Perritories because that minority own slaves, is 
of itself sufficient to excite the people of the South, 
and does give them just cause of complaint. The 
election Of a sectional President, apon a sectional 
platform, and by a purely sectional votes the raid 
of John Brown; ‘the personal liberty bills; the 

reventing the execution of the fugitive slave law 
Py mobs: the flooding the country with incendiary 
pamphlets, arethe principal groundsofcomplaint, 
and alliend to chafe and fret and interfere with 
the southern peuple ‘and their rights, and have 
proved fatal to the peace and good order of so- 
ciety; atid, if persisted in, will prove destructive 
to the Government itself, and the best interest of 
the American people. [t would be an act degrad- 
ing to me, and for which 1 would receive the just 
indignation of an insulted and injured constit- 
uency, were Tto return to my home in Tennes- 
sce, and say to the gallant men of Monterey, Vera 
Cruz, Cerro Gordo, Chapultepec, Churubusco, | 
and the City of Mexico, and the children of the 
brave men who fell on those bloody fields, that I 
had consented to deprive them of the right to enter 
and reside within the Territorics won by their 
valor; when the factis, E have no doubt, I repre- 
sent upon this floor more widows and orphans— 
made widows and orphans by the Mexican war— 
than some of the northern States had soldiers in 
that war. But, Mr. Speaker, is the remedy for 
all the evils which now afflict our country seces- 
sion? I think not. 1 do not believe secession a 
remedy for any of the evils of which the South 
complains; nor do I believe the doctrine finds any 
sasction in the Constitution. 

“Upon amere question of policy, ł have never 
been able to see how we could secure our consti- 


! recognizing the principle that any one member 


tutional rights in the Territories by destroying the 


Constitution, and by our own act abandoning the 
Territories; how we can better secure the re- 
turn of the fugitive from labor, by abandoning the 
fugitive slave law, and all our rights underit; how 
we can be more secure from the wicked and fa- 
patieal sentiments of northern fanatics, by remov- 
ing every constitutional and legal restraint from 
those who give utterance to such sentiments, is 
past my comprehension. I adopt the sentiments 
of the hero of the Hermitage, whose bones lie 
moldering beneath the sod of Tennessee, when 
he says: 

“It ig the right of mankind generally to secure, by all 
ineans in their power, the blessings of liberty and happi- 
ness; but when, for these purposes, any body of men have 
voluntarily associated themselves under a particular form 
of government, no portion of them can dissolve the asso- 
ciation without acknowledging the correlative right in the 
remainder, to decide whether that dissolution can be per- 
mitted consistently with their rights and the general wel- 
fare.?? 

Mr. Speaker, there can be no permanent secu- 
rity in any new Government founded upon the 
principle that any onc of the States may, at will, 
break up and destroy that Government. Is there 
not evidence of South Carolina’s disposition to 
secede from the new confederacy? Hon. J. W. 
Spratt, of South Carolina, has already sounded 
the alarm, and heralds a new crusade for the 
emancipation of the South. If the constitutional 
provision of the new Government prohibiting the 
foreign slave trade should become permanent, 
Mr. Spratt says: 

Our whole movement is defeated. It will abolitionize 
the border States. It will brand our institution. Slavery 
cannot share a Government with democracy; it cannot 
bear a brand upon it; thence another revolution. Lt may 
he painful, but we must make it, he constitution can- 
not be changed without it. Itis doubtful if another move- 
ment will be so peaceful ; but no matter.” 

Mr. Spratt is not the only one in South Carolina 
who is now agitating the question of seceding 
from the southern confederacy, unless the Afri- 
can slave trade is constitutionally recognized. 
How long will the southern confederacy last, or- 
ganized upon such principles? When a people 
are oppressed by their Government, they have 
the undoubted right of revolution to free them- 
selves from that oppression; 
slight causes, will resort to that remedy. Will 
the people consent to trast their lives, their for- 
tunes, their peace and security, in a Government 
3 
when affronted, may destroy the Government? | 
think not. 

But, sir, I will not discuss the right of seces- 
sion, Seven States have already dissolved their 
connection with the United States Government, 
and others may soon follow. They have nat only 
dissolved their connection with this Government, 
but have ordained and established a separate and 
independent provisional government, elected a 
president and vice president, and have appointed 
officers to the various offices in their new govern- 
ment, They have armed, and are arming, their 
citizen soldiers. ‘Chey have taken possession of 
the forts, arsenals, and dock-yards, within their 
respective limits 
session of the mint at New Orleans. The seces- 
sion of the seven States is regarded by the people 


of the border States as rash, ill-advised, and pre- | 


cipitate; and we have a right to complain of their 
acuion. 


i ; i 
The seven grain-growing and tobacco States 


are more interested in the permanent settlement of 


the slavery question than their sister States fur- | 


ther south, because they are more exposed to the 
depredations of northern fanatics; yet, they have 
not been consulted by the seceding States, but left 
to defend themselves as best they can. We have 
the more right to complain, because they have left 
us here in the minority, when the opposition to 
Mr. Lincoln’s policy was in the majority, and 
when, in the next Congress, the majority against 
the Republicans would be, I believe, twenty or 
twenty-one, if the southern States were all rep- 
resented here. It would have been impossible for 
the incoming Administration, for the next two 
years, to ingraft upon the legislation of the coun- 
iry the policy of the Republican party. The Pres- 
ident could not make an appointment of any im- 
portance without the consent of his opponents in 
the Senate of the United States. The majority 
in the Senate, if all the southern States were rep- 


but no people, for | 


; and Louisiana has taken pos- | 


resented in that body, could, in effect, select the 
President's Cabinet. The President can pass no 
law, cannot draw a dollar from the Treasury, 
without an appropriation by Congress. He has 
no power to make war; and, if we are to judge 
the future by the past, he can have but little influ- 
ence in forming and controlling public opinion. 

With both branches of Congress ‘opposed to 
the incoming Administration, the principles of 
whose party were voted down by a popular ma- 
jority of over one million votes, the decision of 
the Supreme Court maintaining the rights of the 
South in the Territories; with all these facts before 
us, we are asked to say, that the seceding States 
have acted with prudence, wisdom, and a due re- 
gard for the rights and interests of the border 
States. They have not only abandoned the border 
States, but have incorporated into the constitu- 
tion of their new government a provision, giv- 
ing the congress of the “ confederated States of 
North America” the power to carry out the rec- 
ommendation of Governor Gist, of South Caro- 
lina, and the Governor of Mississippi, to prohibit 
the citizens of all the States not joining the con- 
federacy from taking slaves into the seceding 
States, unless the citizens accompany them with 
the intention of permanently residing there. 

[ have said that the border States were more 
interested in the final and permanent settlement of 
the question of slavery than the cotton States, 
and I have sometimes thought there were other 
causes than the question of slavery for the pre- 
cipitate action of the seceding States, which espe- 
cially operated on South Carolina to induce her 
to take the initiative in the movement. She could 
not have been very much concerned about the 
safety of her slaves, guarded as she is by North 
Carolina, Virginia, ‘Tennessee, and Kentucky; 
and I take it for granted, those gallant States are 
as sensitively alive to their honor, and quite as 
capable of taking care of it,as any State in the 
Union. South Carolina desired a scparation from 
the United States Government upon a question of 
very grave importance to her, as always insisted 
upon by her statesmen. Her public men have 
uniformly insisted that the revenue policy of the 
Urited States Government was unjust and op- 
pressive; and to get clear of that principle, I am 
inclined to think, she embraced the occasion of the 
election of a sectional President and Vice Presi- 
dent to dissolve her connection with the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Iam supported in 
these positions by the line of argument pursued 
by one of the leading secession journals of South 
Carolina, upon the action of the southern congress 
at Moptgomery, Alabama, in adopting, as that 
naper Says, the tariff of 1857. The Charleston 
Mercury says: 

& We regret that any provisional government was formed 
at all, and in one or two important particulars confess to 


disappointment and surprise at the government and laws 
d. Itseems that the United States protective tarife 


has been adopted, and thata positive condenmation 

of the institution of slavery, through the slave trade, has 

i; Deen i d into the eonstitution itself. Neither of these 
i did we ect. We did not suppose that any southern gov- 


p 

crument, whether for amonth or a year, would sanction the 
policy of protective tariffs. The tariff of 1857 is odious 
and oppressive in its discriminations. {twas made to favor 
northern enterp t the expense of the people of the South 
—a huge free iis them—the burden of taxation for us 
to bear, and we maintain is adverse to revenue, unjust in 
principle, and oppressive in practice. Whether this is 
brought about by a partial remission in duties, or a partial 
imposition, it is still the same in effect. We enter our pro- 
test against the scheme and policy, both as regards our- 
selves, and in the results, so far as foreign nations are con- 
|| eerned, and their friendship, at this time, is valuable to us. 
In each respect free trade is the true policy of the conted- 
erate States. 

« We deem it also unfortunate and mal apropos that the 
stigma of illegitimacy and illegality should be placed upon 
the institution of slavery by a fundamental Jaw against the 
slave trade. In our opinion, it isa matter of policy, and not 
| of principle, to be decided now and hereafter, from sound 
| views of the necessity and safety of our people. We think 
| ita proper subject of legislation.” * * * * 
|< Every principle of right government and every dictate 

of policy seem to be against the Mississippi scheme. But 
| there is a graver matter than its absurdity behind this 
scheme. If is nothing else than the policy of reconstructing 
the Union. ‘lake the Constitution of the United States 
as itis, with all its constructive powers, and get the fron- 
tier States in the confederacy with us, will the Constitu- 
tion ever he aitercd ! Will we ever be freed from the same 
troubles and dangers we have been contending against for 
the last thirty years? Maryland, Kentucky, and M souri 
have been protective tariff States, and all of them in favor 
of internalimprovements. Suppose the Constitution of the 
|| United States is taken as it is, with its consolidation con- 
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structions, to obtain their union with us: will they consent 
to lave it altered so as to prevent constructive abuses? 
And, if not altered, will we not bave the same battle to 
fight over again with them, after a few years, which we 
have been compelled to fight with the northern States? We 
will only bave changed masters. But will a southern con- 
federacy exist at.all with such a policy?, Will not all-the 
northern States come again into a Union with us? Why 
should they not? They are satisfied with the Constitution 
of the United States as it is, open to their interpretation. 
It establishes a capital despotism tnder their power. Of 
course they will scek to reconstruct the Union. And will 
it not be done? Yes, certainly, under this scheme. After | 
all, we will have run round a circle and end where we 
started. The’ Union will be restored, with a few guaran- 
tees about negroes, such as the frontier States want, but 
which are of no consequence to the cotton States; and we | 
will again enter upon the broad road of consolidation and | 
ruin.’ ý l 

The majorities in Congress against the Repub- 
licans would have been abundantly able to pro- 
tect the rights of the South upon the slavery ques- 
tion; but many southern men would support a 
reventie tariff, giving individual protection to ij 
home indastry, which the Mercury regards as 
unjust in principle and oppressive in practice. 
The editor of that paper thinks the policy of the 
“confederate States of North America” will lead 
to a restoration of the Union, ** with a few guar- 
antces about negroes, such as the frontier States 

_ want, but which are of no consequence to the 
cotton States.” This leading and influential se- 
cession journal sustains me in the position that 

. the border States are more interested in quieting 
the agitation of the slavery question than the cot- 
ton States. Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, and | 
Missouri, have over fifteen hundred miles of bor- 
der on the free States, and must be the first to be | 
interfered with by the northern fanatics; and yet |} 
they stand here to defend their constitutional 
rights in the Union, demanding firmly, though 
respectfully, such constitutional guarantees as 
will place beyond the reach of politicians the ques- || 
tion of slavery, and forever silence the agitation 
of a subject which ought never to have been |) 
brought into the political arena. With all the in- 
terest these States have in slavery, they are stil} '} 
here; and E would suffer martyrdom before I would | 
forsake them in this their hour of trial and difi- || 
culty. f : : 

I mention these things because I believe, if the 
cotton States had remained in the Union instead 
of seceding, and the South had unitedly made | 
known hergrievances,and demanded inafirmand } 
manly tone a settlement of all the difficulties be- | 
tween the North and South, upon a basis alike |! 
honorable to both sections, we might have been 
saved the perils of revolution. 

Additional constitutional guarantees become the 
more necessary for the border States, since they 
have been thrown into the minority by the rash 
action of the cotton States, 

The position of the middle and border States 
is painful and embarrassing; but, sir, shall we 
despair of the Republic? Is there no hope for the 
Constitution and for constitutional liberty? A 
Government like ours, under the protection of 
which the country has grown great and prosper- 
ous, should not be abandoned to sectionalism 
withouta struggle, From three million we have 
increased to thirty-one million people, under the | 
Constitution and Union; from thirteen to thirty- | 
four States. We occupy a front rank among | 

| 


the nations of the earth. The white-winged sails 
of our commerce cover every sea; the stars and 
stripes, the flag of the Union, is wafted by every | 
breeze, inté every port under the sun, and where 
everanfurled is honored and respected. The Amer 
ican citizen, however humble, knows, whether 
at home or abroad, on the land oron the seas, the |) 
strong arm of his Government is over him to guard 
and protect. He feels that he is an American cit- 
izen. ~- 
For such a Government as this will not gentle- | 
men forget their party feuds and rise superior to | 
theirmiserable party platforms, remembering that, 
while they havea party to serve, they have acoun- | 
try to save? Of what use will your miserable 
platforms be when civil war, with all tts horrors, 
has swept over the land, not only, in its madden- 
ing course, overturning the Government of our | 
fathers, but blotting out forever the last hope of ; 
liberty throughout the world? : E 
T have been astonished, the present session of 
Congress, to see the apparent indifference mani- |: 
fested by the Republican members of this House. ` 


i no true son of hers will ever basely surrender at 


| who have long labored for the destruction of this, 


| was made, interpose, I fear these agitators will ac- 


j insulted our flag, the question would be quite a 


| best Interests of thirty-one million freemen ? 
' were possible for the spirits of the departed guod 
affairs of men, E would implore them to bend the | 
“ment, po compromise? Shall thed 


‘ing clouds of revolution continue to sweep ove 
: our once happy land? 


i action of some of the States, moving in the right | 
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the bidding of any powcr on earth. By her vote, 
‘Tennessce appeals to the conservative element of 
the whole country, to come to the rescue of the 
Constitution and Union; not with fire and sword, 
not with the swift-winged messengers of death, 
but with the principles of concession and compro- 
mise, which should characterize the action of a 
greatand free people. Shall thatappeal be in vain 
to both sectional parties? Do gentlemen prefer 
peace to war? Do they prefer a united to a divided 
people? Do they prefer union to disunion? 

I am satisfied there are men, north and south, 


the best Government on earth: and unless the 
people, by whom and for whom the Government 


complish their long-cherished and wicked designs. | 
The people are deeply interested in the settlement 
of the vexed question of slavery, the agitation of 
which more seriously affects them than the men 
who occupy high places in the Government. If 
war result from the action of the politicians, the 
brave aud hardy sons of toil are the ones to meet 
the issuc then, H any forcign Government had 


different one; but to place one section of a great 
country like ours in hostilearray against the other, 
for causes such as now distract our people, and 
thus by war destroy the people of both sections, 
is too monstrous to contemplate. Governments 
should have no other object than to guard, pro- 
tect,and advance the interests and happiness of 
the governed; and those who have sought and ob- 
tained the confidence of the people should remem- ; 
ber that— l 

< Princes and lords may flourish or may fade ; 
A breath can make them, as a breath has made ; 

Buta brave populace, their country’s pride, 
When once destroyed, can never be supplied.” 


—~ 


i 
il 
i 
dome of this Capitol? Shall column after column | 


of this the noblest and best Government ever de 
vised by man crumble and fall, because the repre- 
sentatives of the people prefer some miserable 
dogma to the Constitution of our fathers, ee 

ar 


fit 


bid it, my country forbid it, Heaven! 


and great to revisit this earth and participate in the | 
bolted heavens and come down, and shed the hght |: 


ofotherdaysaroundus, Shall we have no settle 
nd lower 


ka 


arka 


Will this House adjourn, 
We have already the 


refusing to do anything 


direction, in the repeal and modification of their l 


i convenient purposes, 


personal liberty bills; and over one million peti- 
tioners have implored us to adjust and settle the 
difficulties. Will you do it? © SE ete 
If the wild passions of party have..so blinded 
Representatives, north and south, as to. induce. 
them to refuse concession, compromise, and’ set- 
tlement, I, for one, will appeal from your partisan 
and prejudiced decision to the people of the Uni- 
ted States, feeling unwilling that this Government, 
which cost the toil and ‘suffering of seven years, 
shall be destroyed by the politicians and dema- 
gogues who infest this Capitol. Tam satisfied that’ 
appeal will not be in vain. The recollections of 
the past, the anticipations of the future; the cer- 
tainty that we cannot better our condition by de- 
stroying this Government, will all urgé the great 


| American people to the rescue of their imperiled 


Constitution and Union, and drive from power 
and place those whose devotion to party and 
party dogmas is superior to their devotion’ ‘to 
their country. 

But, sir, I am told Į am a submissionist... Iam 
always ready to submit to the Constitution of my 
country and the laws passed in conformity to it. 
But, sir, lam unwilling to run away from this Cap- 


il itol, and yield everything, Constitution, Union, 
i fame, glory, and property, at the bidding of any 


party, however powerful that party may be. ‘I 
should feel unworthy the cautidance of a gallant 
people were I to surrender-all their rights at dis- 
cretion) This, to my mind, is the worst form of 
submission. But, sir, if we are to be driveti to the 
necessity of taking the sword for the purpose of 
maintaining our constitutional rights, my advice 
will be, to draw that sword in the Union; for I 
would feel more like a soldier marching in defense 
of my constitutional rights under the stars and 
stripes, than under any other flag. . 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


SPEECH OF HON. JANES A. STEWART, 


OF MARYLAND, 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 2, 1861, 


On the report from the select committee of thirty-three on 
the disturbed condition of the country. 


Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, said: 

Mr. Speaker: In the existing deplorable con- 
dition of the country, and the sad complication of 
our public affairs, it may be well to bear in mind 
that there are now thirty-four sovereign States, to 
which the respective citizens thereof owe primary 
allegiance, and from which they are to expect 
support for their civil and religious liberty, the 
protection of their lives and property,each and 
every State having ali the essential attributes to 
constitute it a distinct and independent national- 
ity, and deprived of none, under our complex 


‘| system, except such as she may have voluntarily 


chosen to delegate to a Federal Government for 
To use the. time-honored 
language of the bill of rights of the State of Mary- 
and, which F have the honor, in part, to repre- 


ji Sent, as more expressive of this doctrine of com- 


plete and perfect State sovereignty, I shall take 


: occasion to advert here to a few of its fundamental 


ruths. 


“The Parliament of Great Britain, by a declaratory aet, 
having assumed a right to make jaws to bind the colonies 
in all cases whatsoever, and, in pursuance of such claim, 
endeavored by force of arms to subjugate the United Col- 
to an unconditional submission to their will and 
r; und iaviug at length constrained them to deciare 
themseives independent States, and to assume Government 


| under the authority of the people: Therefore, we, the dele- 


gates of Maryland, in free and full convention assembled, 
tal into our most serious consideration the best means 
of establishing a good constitution in this State, for the 
surer foundation and more permanent security thereof, 
deciare— 

& That all government, of right, originates from the peo- 
ple, is founded in compact oniy, and instituted solely for 
the good of the whole. i 

«'Thatthe people of this State ought to have the sole and 
exclusive right of regulating the internal government and 

olice thereof, 

& That all persons invesied with the legislative or execu- 
tive powers of government are the trustees of the public, 
and as such accountable for their conduet; therefore, when- 
ever the ends of government are perverted, and public lib- 
erty manifestly endangered, and alj other means of redress 
are ineffectual, the people may, and of right ought to, re- 
form the old orestabiish anew Government. The doctrine 
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of non-resiatance against arbitrary power and oppression 
is absurd, slavish, and destructive of the good and happi- 
ness of mankind.” : 

Jn the constitution of that State it is further 
provided: 

-cT hat every person appointed to any office of profit or 
trast’shall, before:he enters on the execution thereof, take 
an onth thathe will be faithful and. bear true allegiance to 
the State of Maryland”. . 

` Thus maintaining, by her declaration of rights 
and constitution, beyond question, that the people 
of that State have:the sole right of regulating their 
own. domestic affairs, and requiring all persons 
holding office therein to take an oath that they 
will bear true and faithful allegiance to the State. 
I believe similar requirements are provided for in 
the constitution of every State. 

‘Another great principle is incorporated: that 
the people have the right to abolish, change, or 
alter their forms of government whenever they 
think proper; and the doctrine of absolute sub- 
mission is denounced as slavish and absurd. This 
same principle is fully indorsed in the Declaration 
of Independence. assume, therefore, as an ax- 
jomatic truth, that these State governments are 
the primary instrumentalities for the management 
of.our public affairs, and they are not relieved of 
this responsibility by the delegation of certain 
powers to a general agency. It is a fact to be 
noted in our history, that all the amendments of 
the Federal Constitution have been made with the 
view and for the purpose of providing against a 
loose construction of the powers of the Federal 
Government, in derogation of the rights of the 
States; thus recognizing, more emphatically and 
distinctly, their self-existent individuality and in- 
dependence. In what clause is any power dele- 
gated to coerce a sovereign State, or relieve the 
Citizen thereof from his allegiance to his State and 
home government? And where is there any clause 
denying the right of a State to withdraw or secede 
from the Federal Government? Ifsuch right is 
not delegated or expressly prohibited, and the 
State retains complete authority to regulate her 
own affairs, and to change, alter, or abolish her 
form of government, would it not be an act of 
unauthorized and despotic power to undertake to 
coerce her to do anything where she, in her sov- 
ercign character as a State, thought proper to 
command her citizens otherwise? ‘The annals of 
the convention show that such a power was at- 
tempted to be conferred on the Federal Govern- 
ment, and unanimously refused. Such a doctrine 
is monstrous, arbitrary, and utterly subversive of 
every feature of our Federal system. If the State 
governments were annihilated by violence, one 
and all, or became extinct from any other cause, 
I take itthe Federal Government, whichis only 
derivative, would, ipso facto, become g nullity; 
whereas, on the contrary, if the Federal Govern- 
ment were abolished to-morrow, that would not 
interfere with our system of State government, 
Thus we sce the indestructibility of the State gov- 
ernmenis, except by their own volition; whereas | 
they possess the legitimate power to annihilate 
the General Government.. And should the Fed- 
eral Government, from any cause, cease to have 
vitality, the. States in such case would be only 
reinvested with all delegated authority, and as 
capable, to all intents and purposes, of exercising 
all the functions of government, as if no such gen- 
eral agency had ever been constituted, 

1 doubt not that, in such an event, the good 
people of the States would take care to adapt them- 
selves to such a state of things by forming other | 
alliances, if advisable, with more or less of other į 
States as to thom might scem best, or rely upon 
their distinct and independent position. To sup- 


pose otherwise, is to conclude that they are es- 
sentially incapable of self-government. ‘The pco- 
ple of the States are safe while they insist upon 
this fandamental principle of State right and au- 
thority; but when we come to ignore that great 
and solemn truth, and estcem the States merely | 
ag holding positions in our complex system sim- | 
ilar to that of counties in a State, or provinces in an | 
empire, and thus build up a great central and con- | 
solidated Government, to regulate not alone the | 
general affairs of the entire people, in such mode | 
as expressly provided, but the domestic affairs of 
each and every State and section, then the simple 
form of: our Government becomes radically per- ji 
verted, and it inevitably results either in a mili- 


tary despotism, or (what is equally as destructive 
to constitutional liberty and State equality )a dom- 
ineering and arbitrary majority of mere numbers, 
swayed, it would be, frequently, by hasty popu- 
lar delusion and ill-advised clamor. If we mean 
to preserve our liberties and maintain in its pu- 
rity the Government framed for us by our cau- 
tious and sagacious forefathers, we must prima- 
rily regard and respect the rights of the States, 
and oppose the old enemy of the system—consol- 
idation. 

Our whole scheme of government is still an 
unsolved problem; and I think the experience of 
the country will very generally assent to the con- 
clusion that, in a vast majority of the cases where 
attempts have been made to alter the old system, 
either as applicable to the State or Federal Gov- 
ernment, by making it more radical, the change 
has proved to be no wholesome reform. All the 
States have, to a greater or less extent, been 
tending to radicalism; whereas the theory of our 
system, as devised by the fathers, recognizes the 
people as the source of all political power, and 
connects with that, as an indispensable provision 
in the formation of Government, that the exercise 
of authority on the part of the people shall be 
surrounded by such safeguards as to prevent 
hasty and immature action, so as to secure the 
deliberate and well-digested judgment of the peo- 
ple in all cases, when required to exert their direct 
authority and power; thus imparting a reasonable 
degree of firmness and stability to the system. 
The chief officers of the Federal Government, 
the President and Vice President, although made 
elective in their character, were not to be chosen 
directly by the popular voice, but through a body 
of electors, who, in contemplation of the Consti- 
tution, were to select some one for President from 
one State, and another one for Vice President 
from a different State, and totally unascertained 
before, by the body of voters, as to what persons 
they might select. So in the States, the chief 
magistrates were generally to be chosen by the 
Legislature; the Senate by a body of electors; 
the judiciary, not by the people directl ybut oth- 
erwise appointed, and their tenure of office during 
good behaviðr; and officers of merely a clerical 
or ministerial character to remain in whilst they 
faithfully discharged their duties, and not to be 
subject to the fluctuations of mere party seram- 
bles. This whole system, cither by constitutional 
amendments or administrative practice, has been 
changed; and now, forsooth, everything is to be 
considered, thrown before the people pell-mell, 
hurry-scurry, and the responsibility imposed upon 
them in the firstinstance and directly to dispose of 
such grave maiters without giving them the com- 
plete opportunity fully and deliberately to con- 
sider what judgmentshould be pronounced. And 


it has so turned out, in fact, that the politicians | 


are kind enough to arrange all these matters for 
the good people beforchand, and they are merely 
called on at the proper time to ratify what has 
been done. The only difference between the 
people and politicians is this: the people would, 


if Jeft to themselves, have decided according to } 


what scemed to them to be right upon the merits; 
whereas the politicians, in most cases, will have 
had a considerable degree of reference to their 
own interests, whether that inures to the benefit 
of the people or not. i 


This practical administration of the system 


might have gone on without serious derangement, | 


perhaps, if the governmental machinery had not 
become so much enlareed, and its patronage so 


immensely increased. Recollect that the require- ! 
ments of the Government were very limited in the | 


beginning, and the expenditures of the State and 
Federal Governments both comparatively light; 
but they have now enormously increased, bring- 
ing in their train almost illimitable and incalcula~ 
ble patronage, thus swelling the proportions of 
the Federal Government. Now, when we have 
thirty-four States and a boundless territory, with 
a multiplicity of offices, a presidential election 
is an event to inspire large hopes and fears, and 


is attended with a systematic and terrible scram- | 


ble for the “ loaves and fishes;”’ sufficient in itself, 
indeed, to give a serious shock to the whole fab- 
ric, State and Federal. 


What a vast change in the simplicity of the | 


Government! Think of the colossal and increas- 


ing patronage of the Federal Government-—some 
eighty or a hundred million dollars to be dis- 
tributed in countless forms, to various appointees 
and jobbers, from a prime minister down toa 
petty postmaster. The fact is, and it cannot be 
disguised, the whole system has grown to be de- 
moralizing, and affords an extensive, yea, bound- 
less field for corruption, the direct and unerring 
tendency of which is to contaminate the fountain 
of powerand pervert all the sources of authority; 
and if not corrected, will, per se, accomplish a 
fundamental change in the action of the whole 
system. Settle this, and the slavery question 
will not be so embarrassing; and if you adjust 
satisfactorily the slavery question, and make no 
reformation of this growing evil, disorder, profli- 
gacy, and decay, will supervene. The fact is ob- 
vious, that our whole system, Federal and State, 
requires much revision; and if we could get to~ 
gether the best men of the country, in every State, 
to correct any irregularities in our State govern- 
ments, and assemble our wisest and purest pa- 
triots, in a legitimate way, to revise the Federal 
Government—I doubt not, could this be effected 
in the true spirit, many great and vital improve- 
ments might be made. 

The patronage of the General Government, es- 
pecially, is a monstrous evil, and ought to be 
diminished. The tendency is to destroy the rel- 
ative positions of the States and the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and immeasurably and incongruously to 
centralize and consolidate dangerous power in the 
Federal Government, which mustabsolutely term- 
inate, if not corrected, in demoralization and 
utter destruction. The system must move right, 
or it will go down, according to every principle 
of political philosophy. The scuffle between the 
ins and the outs assumes all the proportions of 
an organized pitched battle every four years, and 
thoroughly convulses the nation; and the suc- 
cessful party is now adopting the habit of attend- 
ing in great bodies the august celebration of the 
inauguration; the seat of Government, in such 
cases, being infested with myriads of willing, ac- 
tive, and thorough-going patriots, who devoutly 
make the pilgrimage to add to the pageant, and 
receive the benediction or benefaction, as the caso 
may be. If this goes on with accelerated momen- 
tum, in proportion to the increase of the country, 
in process of time will come the coronation, with 
bristling bayonet and rattling artillery, and the 
whole scene enlivened by the clarion notes of the 
bugle. No doubt we shail see at the inauguration 
of the last dispenser of the spoils a goodly num- 
ber of the faithful on hand, ready to pay their de- 
votions to the great Federal Mohammed, who will 
find itdifficult to wend his way through their thick 
columns. It is believed by many that the rush 
for office destroyed General Harrison and General 
Taylor; and Lincoln may share the same fate, un- 
less General Scott will turn his batteries upon this 
terrible host of seedy patriots, or form a body- 
guard to protect his majesty, Abraham the faith- 
ful. [think be stands in much more danger from 
this quarter than from any assassination; but this 
suggestion E will leave to Governor Hicks, with 
his established acumen in this department of offi- 
cial detective science, to investigate. Let General 
Scott, at all events, be vigilant in this line. There 
is, in my opinion, much more of danger that the 
corrupting system growing out of such an army 
in quest of office and plunder may §ostle the 
proper action of the Government, than from any 


| troops that Lincoln can command to march into 


the fair fields of the sunny South. He will have 
as much as he can do for the next six months to 
distribute the spoils among his camp followers. 
Indced, so overshadowing are now all the features 
of the Federal Government, and such is the inev- 
jtable tendency to the most abject and barefaced 
proftigacy and corruption, that it requires no 
prophet to foretell, from that consideration alone, 
the speedy downfall of the whole system, if not 
cheeked in its wild career. A wise and prudent 
people ought to take precautionary measures to 
correct such intolerable abuses before they be- 
come chronic and permanently fastened upon the 
body-politic. 

While the fanatical spirits of the North have 
been earnestly bent upon destroying the institu- 
tions of the South, and in hot pursuit of mad 
schemes of aggression, they have totally forgotten 
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the lessons taught them by a purer ancestry, as to 
the primary landmarks of the Government under 
which they have lived. In their attempts to over- 
throw the governments of their neighbors at the 
South, they have undermined the foundations of 
the whole superstructure; and it is quite possible 
that, in the midst of their career, the entire temple 
may fall upon their own heads. 

Our people have heretofore, from time to time, 
modified their governments, as the exigencics of 
the times seemed to prompt. According to the 
historian, our people first started out upon their 
progress on this continent mostly with charters 
from the mother country; and when she assumed 
to treat them harshly, they took the liberty, with- 
out much formal ceremony; to renounce all de- 
pendence upon her. A continental Congress was 
then found sufficient to regulate such general mat- 
ters as pertained to the whole, each State always 
retaining, to all intents and purposes, its complete 
identity—absolutely and unqualifiedly controlling 
her own domestic affairs. That arrangement, 
imperfect as it was, effectually carried them all 
through the seven years of revolutionary, bloody 
war, at the end of which their independence was 
recognized. Then they tried the Articles of Con- 
federation, absolutely pledging each other that 
they were to be perpetual; but this perpetual league 
was short-lived, and consigned to the tomb of all 
theCapulets. They then formed the present Con- 
stitution. Very soon afterwards, not fully relish- 
ing some untoward developments, and fearful that 
its provisions might be perverted, they thought 
proper to have an addendum, by way of supple- 
mentary codicil, making vital amendments ex- 
planatory of its powers, and calculated to dero- 
gate from Federal assumption, thus recognizing 
more distinctly and emphatically State‘authority 
and State independence. Notwithstanding these 
admonitory lessons from the founders of the Re- 
public, we find a party nowadays vehemently 
urging that the States are to be treated as mere 
counties or provinces, and the Federal Government 
the source of all power, honor, and authority, 
claiming for it innate, original, underived, and in- 
dependent sovereignty, immediately communi- 
cated from the people as one mass; and under its 
imperial flag, the States are to be cloven down, 
and a grand, consolidated, empire erected thereon, 
with a dictator placed in position by the voice of 
a mere Section, in utter disregard of the remon- 
strance of another section. In process of time, if 
not even at the next inaugural ceremony, I sup- 

ose the officer called the President of the United 

tates will be looked upon by his followers as 
something transcendentally divine; and in another 
stage, further on, enough will be ready to call out 
for the king to be surrounded by a standing army, 
and all the paraphernalia of royalty. 

Mr. Speaker, such results must be guarded 
against; and we must go back to first principles. 
I would sooner see the States, each one acting for 
herself, without any such Federal Government, 
than to witness the sad spectacle of a quasi self- 
constituted and arbitrary Government foisted 
upon the ruins of the State governments, display- 
ing nothing but the emblems of consolidated em- 
pire, perpetually swelling its dimensions, although 
nothingreally buta miserable and deformed usurp- 
ation, threatening to ingulf every vestige of con- 
stitutional liberty. , 

What is the exact present posture of our affairs? 
We have indeed thirty-four sovercign and inde- 
pendent States—so called, by a sad misnomer— 
gineteen of these non-slaveholding, and fifteen 
slaveholding. These fifteen comprise a popula- 
tion of some thirteen million, composed of eight 
or nine million white people, and some four mil- 
lion negroes. They have every variety of climate, 
and I may say of productions. Now, I submit 
the question, seriously, can such a people, by any 
process, however adroit, be deprived of their great 
constitutional rights, and reduced to vassalage, if 


they are true to themselves, and have the proper | 


spirit to vindicate their blood-bought privileges? 
Will any one have the hardihood to answer this 
pregnant question in the affirmative, especially 
when itis recollected that they spring from a noble 
ancestry, who, when only three million strong, 
and constituting but thirteen States, (the Old 
Thirteen,) successfully threw off the British yoke? 
No power will have the temerity to attempt to 


subjugate such a people, unless invited by intes- 
tine divisions and discord. These slaveholding 
States have established institutions that have been 
transmitted to them under all the imposing and 
cherished forms of hereditary descent, and con- 
secrated by the conservative impress of centuries. 
The whole country, north, south, east, and west, 
has grown great by the aid of these institutions, 
operating actively through a thousand channels. 

It 1s an extraordinary fact in the history of the 
times, that a President of the United States, under 
the form, but contrary to the spirit of the Consti- 
tution, has been elected without a single electoral 
vote from any one of these States, by a purely 
sectional organization, threatening war and de- 
struction to the peculiar and time-honored insti- 
tutions of the latter. Itis true, he is not chosen 
by an actual majority; butit has so happened that 
this unmitigated outrage has been perpetrated 
upon the country, north and south, by the ob- 
tension of the majority of the electoral colleges in 
due form. The man so elected is totally unfitted 
to carry the country through the shoals and quick- 
sands that at every turn environ her in this crisis 
of her destiny. Froma statement I have seen, the 
popular vote may be thus stated: total vote of 
all the States 4,739,982; popular vote for Lincoln 
1,865,840, (including all the negroes in the north- 
ern States that voted for him, against all decency 
and right.) The official vote thus against him was 
2,874,142. Stillit is pertinaciously urged that this 
Abolition minority have the right to maintain 
their policy over all the rest, even if civil war and 
the disruption of the Confederacy is the dire re- 
sult. Here is the fixed fact, that a minority can- 
didate, elected to the Presidency of the United 
States in direct opposition to the views of the 
South, and with an immense conservative vote 
North against him, and upon a platform in abso- 
lute hostility to the sacred institutions of the South, 
insists upon administering a jomt government, 
and using allits great powers, as I have described 
them, to annihilate and destroy the vital and ma- 
terial interests of the South. Was there evera 
more despicable and monstrous tyranny? 

Mr. Speaker, lct me tell you that the gallant 
and glorious South never will surrender her birth- 
right, although there may be here and there a 
doughface and traitor in their midst, who may be 
ready to becomcan ally to the treasonable schemes 
and purposes of the North. You may depend 
upon it, that the sound and unpurchasable men 
of the South, with the constitutional patriots of 
the North and Northwest, will crush out the trai- 
tors if the antagonism should ever come to blows, 
which may God forbid! Are the good and order- 
loving people of the South expected to rest quietly 
under such an alarming state of things, and, like 
sheep, surrender themselves to the tender mercies 
of such wolves? Never. Ifthe true men of the 
South will firmly stand to their posts, holding the 


ends, traitors, place-men, spoils-men, plunderers, 


Abolitionists and self-deluded patriots, together 
with all the Swiss corps of sappers and miners, 
be they north or south, organized into an army 
to carry the election, and scize upon the spoils, 
per fas aut nefas, will be found, when the time 
comes, not to have the nerve to carry their men- 
aces into execution, unless, indeed, they can com- 
mand an army of their southern allies to take 
charge of the column and fight their battles. 
They will never be able to get northern men to 
face the music. Ido not doubt the valor or cour- 
age of the North on a proper occasion; bur that 
is not what they bargained for. Havingobiained 
the spoils of victory, they want to enjoy them in 
peace; and fighting was nota part of their pro- 
gramme. No man need be alarmed, in my judg- 
ment, that there will be civil war. On the con- 
trary, every effort will be made to amuse and 
bamboozle the South, and stab us under the fifth 
rib. If, after the election of such a set of spoils- 
men, every southern State had firmly stood upon 
her reserved rights, and demanded, with one 
yoice,a solid settlement of these differences, they 
would have carried their point, and the Union 
| would have been reconstructed upon a lasting 
| basis. Unfortunately, divisions existed, 

The Governor of the State of Maryland—so de 


right of the question before God and the country, | 
they will beat a world in arms. These odds and 


camp-followers, with the whole pack of crazy | 


Fe ~ 

facto, but I have never considered de jure, be- 
cause,in the election, there was nota fair expres- 
sion of the public sentiment of our State, owing 
to the violence and frauds that.took place at the 
polls in the city of Baltimore; if the election had: 
been conducted upon fair principles, I believe his 
distinguished competitor would now. be the chief. 
magistrate of the State,—this acting Governor 
has refused to permit, in a regular way, an ex= 
pression of the voice of our people upon the grave 
state of things that.has arisen in the country; 
thus assuming the high and grave responsibility 
of denying to the good people of that old Com- 
monwealth the right to be heard through their 
most solemn and deliberate mode—a convention of 
the best men in the State, chosen to deliberate 
upon what Maryland ought todo in such a crisis; 
and claiming for himself, in fact, all the powers 
of infallibility, and the right to fix the destiny of 
the State over which he presides—an awful and 
terrible responsibility, which. neither his expe- 
rience in public affairs nor unprecedented ability, 
authorized him to assume, and which future re- 
sults will demonstrate was most unwise and fatal 
to the best and lasting interests of the State. It 
was certainly aresponsibility, in sucha convulsion 
of our affairs, which the people themselves ought 
to have had the opportunity to assume, let the 
result be whatit might. It was their business, 
not his, exceptas one of the people. What would 
have been the policy adopted under the circum- 
stances by our wisest and best men, selected with- 
out reference to party, can now be only a matter 
of conjecture. Possibly her counsels would have 
been for peace, conciliation, and a final settlement 
of all differences between the various sections of 
the Union upon a solid basis, and by which the 
Union might have been preserved, with the con- 
stitutional rights of every section placed beyond 
all controversy. Our people, with scarcely an 
exception, I believe, desire a settlement of this 
vexed question of slavery now and for all time, 
and do not desire to have it turned over to a suc- 
ceeding generation. If it cannot be settled satis- 
factorily, and the North and South must part, I 
think I'am not mistaken in my estimate of the 
pple opinion of our people when I assert that I 

elieve, with great and unparalleled unanimity, 
they will cast their destiny with their southern 
brethren. 

Let it not, therefore, be understood from the 
present position of the State, and no authentic op- 
portunity allowed, through the conduct of the act- 
ing Governor, to express her voice, that she is not 
ready to make coramon cause with her southern 
sisters. After all that has occurred, I announce 
now, as one of the Representatives of that glori- 
ous old State, that her people demand asettlement, 
solid and substantial, of this slavery question; and 
if her rights and those of her sister slave States 
south are not regarded, but insurrectionary as- 
saults upon them are to be persisted in, and no 
efforts made to reconstruct the Union; with ac- 
knowledged deference to our peculiar rights, per- 
fect security for them against aggression, direct, 
or indirect and covert, with full, complete, and 
unembarrassed opportunity to grow and expand 
with our institutions, then her people will not 
consent that she shall be dragged to the bar of the 
North, and hold what she considers dear by the 
sufferance of northern conquerors. She demands 
equality, and the power to protect herself and her 
great interests, under any division of the Conted- 
eracy; and she will take care that no temporary 
schemes of mere politicians shall deprive her of 
her rights, and locate her passively where she 
becomes a willing victim to aggression and plun- 
der. That gallant State is able to take care of 
herself; and whenever she wants allies she will 
know in what quarter to seek them. After what 
has oceurred, she suspects the Greeks, and she 
will never go north to seek protection under a dis- 
membered Union. No, sir. 1f no full and final set- 
tlement takes place, her destiny is with the South; 
her interests, her inclinations, her institutions, 
her habits, and her peace, will all prompt to that 
course. Nor do I believe she will ever be much 
impressed with the idea that her policy is to be 
in a central confederacy, where she would be be- 
tween the upperand lower mill-stone, compelled to 
fortify herself all round—on the north and south, 
and on the east—commanding neither the respect 
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form: ; ; : 

“Gir, these portentous questions’ which now dividé 
the cowntry must now be settled, finally and abso- 
tutely. It’ can “only be done, in my opinion, in 
either of twò ways: upon a solid basis of recon- 
struction, leaving no open question for dispute 
or difficulty hereafter, but with the rights of every” 
section and every State and every interest fully 
yécognized, and under which there may be an 
opportunity, if thought advisable, to acquire any 
additional territory, north or. south—Canada, 
Cuba, Mexico, Central A merica—if a reasonable 
opportunity should offer, with an carnest of good 
feeling and brotherhood, as of old; or upon the 
basis of a separation between the slayeholding and 
non-slayeholding States, under which two confed- 
éracies may be organized or recognized, or, cer- 
tainly, but one in the South, strong, powerful, 
respectable, and fully competent to protect its 
people from all aggression, come from what quar- 
terit may, In such case, treaties of amity and 
commerce, customs and postal arrangements, and 
such other international adjustments, may. be 
adopted, asjustice, policy, and good neighborhood 
may dictate. Should such be the final result of 
the existing differences and troubles, I believe 
treaties thus made will be better regarded than the 
requirements of the present Constitution, from the 
Jamentable experience we have had. 

` But it is said that the South will be worse off 
under a separation than she is now, owing to sup- 
posed greater facility for our slaves to escape. 
Not at all. lt cannot be worse than itis now, 
under any circumstances. Our negroes abscond 
now whenever they please; but they are hurried 
through the non-slaveholding States to Canada; 
and those who entice them away, and aid them in 
their progress, are not willing for them to remain 
domiciled in the free: States. ‘When they run 
away, and are thus deprived of the wholesome 
control of a master, they become nuisances in 
Canada; but this inconvenience is not felt in the 
free States, Under w separation, when slaves 
make off, they would stop as soon as they crossed 
the {ine dividing the slaveholding and non-slave- 
holding States. And 1am surc the people living 
along the border of the free States would soon 
find it. very inconvenient to be burdened with such 
incumbrances, and they would not long stand the 
imposition. Indeed, after the fretful feelings of 
the day passed away, combinations would soon 
be ‘formed to keep them out; and, I doubt nat, 
there would be a common-sense return to the old 
system, when good neighborhood prevailed be- 
tween the border free and slave States, and ab- 
sconding slaves ‘were speedily restored to their 
owners, ` 

It was usual, before this fell spirit of fanaticism 
and internal piracy had corrupted the minds of 
so many northern people, that even the old and 
sober-sided. Quakers. on the borders would catch 
and return to their owners absconding slaves. I 
have scen letters by them of this purport: 

Frienp Brown: Thy boy, Samuel, has been loafing about 
my premises. Presume he has run away trom thee, and I 
have sent him home to thee. WILLIAM PENN, 

Those were the good old times, when honesty 
and fair dealing prevailed, before abolitionism and 
transcendentalism had become infused into the 
minds of a self-deluded, gainsaying, and degen- 
erate posterity. 

It is gravely asked, what has the South suf- 
fered to justify her standing up for her rights and 
insisting upon a settlement? This is mockery 
and bold-faced impudence. What has she not 
borne? To say nothing of the pollutions of the 
pulpit, press, and literature, and the education of | 
their children and whole people to hate the South; 
when for ycars systematic schemes have been 
on foot, by which our slaves on: the border are 
run off by wholesale; when it was worth a man’s 
life to attempt to recapture them in a free State. 
Who has forgotten the diabolical and cold-blooded 
treatment of a Gorsuch and a Kennedy, estimable 
citizens of our own proud State? Then we are 
constantly threatened by their miserable spies and i 


incendiaries with attempts to excite our negroes 
tő insurrection, and all ‘the consequent untold 
horrors of a servile war; and a formidable raid, 
with pike and gun, prepared for butchery and 
death, well organized and equipped, has been 
made into the peaceable and sacred precincts of a 
sister sovereign State, threatening pillage, plun- 
der, incendiarism, and every other hellish crime 
known to the calendar, and having the boldness 
to'seize upon the property of the United States, 
the hero of this border foray, canonized by thou- 
sands in the North, and which cost the old Com- 
monwealth of Virginia thousands of dollars to 
meet the contingency of such attacks and threat- 
ened subversion of her peace and quiet. 

How would you compare the religion, piety, or 
morals, of such an anti-slavery set of propagan- 
dists, with the quietand orderly Christianity of the 
abused South, when an infamous and incendi- 


| ary pamphlet, calculated to stir up the worst blood 


of the servile race in our midst, has been published 
and made current and commendable by the signa- 
ture and indorsement of the great body of north- 
ern Representatives on this floor, and circulated far 
and wide by stealth, into the slave States; when 
we are denied our clear and adjudicated constitu- 
tional rights of equality in the ‘erritories acquired 
by the common blood and treasure, thus slight- 
ing not only the South iin this particular, but 
actually. deriding and ignoring the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, the final 
arbiter of such questions: when all sorts of laws 
and personal liberty enactments are deliberately 
passed by northern Legislatures, in direct violation 
of an express provision of the Federal Constitu- 
tion, which they were sworn to support, guaran- 
tying to every slaveholder that hisrunaway slave 
should be returned; when, acting thus, to talk to 
us now about the solemnities of the Constitution, 
and the inviolability of the oath Lincoln will have 
to take to support the Constitution and execute 
the laws; when their oaths have been thus so fla- 
grantly disregarded? How will an Abolitionist 
regard his oath to support the Constitution and 
execute the laws, when he considers the Consti- 
tution a league with the Devil and covenant with 
hell; when he wantsan anti-slavery Bible, ananti- 
slavery Constitution, and an anti-slavery God? Is 
it not blasphemous to administer a sacred oath to 
sucha man? You mightas well swear a drunken 
wine-bibber ! 

When a party has come into power whose com- 
ponent parts, individually and collectively, in 
such cases, have thusacted,and who are taken into 
fall fellowship as a part of the faithful, and who 
threaten to drive the South from the common Ter- 
ritories, and ultimately extinguish and blot out 
forever our institutions, habitually treating with 
perfect contempt constitutional guarantees and the 
solemn adjudications of the highest court, when 
coming in conflict with their higher law and 
damnable heresies, can we hear with patience 
the cool inquiry, what have they done? We may 
retort, what have they omitted to do that could 
annoy us? Are we to wait until the knife of the 
assassin is applied to our throats, or shall we trust 
toa returning sense of justice, under the scrambles 
for place produced by elections? Can the South 
be seriously blamed for peremptorily demanding 
now to have a final reckoning and ample settle- 
ment? One would hardly think that we could com- 
mand the common respect of our deadly foes, to 
say nothing of our own, if we are so weak in the 
faith and so reckless of our vital interests as to 
pocket all this and listen to the song of the siren— 
wait! wait! Time and tide wait for no man,”? 
was an old copy set for me when I was a little 
school-boy, in a plain country school. No, sir; 
the gallant and true men of the South will no 
Jonger wait, but demand a full settlement, and 
trust no longer to your left-handed apologies. 

You cannot control your own turbulent people; 
you are the victims of an iron, ruthless, and inex- 
orable despotism at the polls—spell-bound and 
powerless to stay this torrent of agrarianism by 
any innate, correct, moral force of your own; and 
nothing but the stout, hearty, and manly resist- 
ance, and fear of the physical power of the South, 
will ever check the floodgates of northern ultra- 
ism and diabolical fanaticism. Put it inthe bond, 
and we will help you, conservative men of the 


North, to control this lawless mob that now rules | 


your destiny. If you are not able to have it in 
the bond, you are demoralized and politically 
damned; and we do not mean you shall demor- 
alize us by your fanaticism and lawlessness. If 
we surrender our negro slaves, that will not 
stay the insatiate march of agrarianism; you will 
theri want our property, or a division of it;and 
if we surrender our right on this outpost, if you 
please, where is the security that the same fell 
spirit of lawlessness that derides constitutionsand 
decisions of courts, will not overrun every other 
sacred right? No, sir; this agrarian spirit must 
now be stayed, or all is lost, north and south, 
take my word for it. i 
Mr, Speaker, a candid world, including all the 
good, sound, and, trpe men of the North, as well 
as the South, will pronounce that there were fall, 
ample, complete, and unanswerable moral reasons 
on the part of the South in dissolving all paper 
connection—for it was nothing more—with such 
aset of Constitution-despoilers, who had got upon 
the inside track, and which all the conservative 
and gallant men of the North had not the power 
to eject. The mass of elements north, unfortu- 
nately holding under their control all others, have 
become demoralized; and if acquiesced in by the 
South, what js there to counteract this wild and- 
mad drift of degeneracy? Willit not pervade, 
like a moral contagion, in process of time, all sec- 
tions, under the corrupting patronage of the Fed- 
eral Executive; and will not the finale of the whole 
matter be the utter and absolute demoralization 
and destruction of every constitutional or legal 
barrier, to be succeeded by the iron hoof of des- 
potism or the grinding tramp of a military dicta- 
torship? Under such a state of anarchy the South, 
of course, would be the first victim, and lose their 
institutions, their negro property, their household 


| and sacred rights, and their entire liberty; then, 


reacting upon the North, they would in turn be 
in the same category as to their constitutional 
rights. The destruction of their liberty, their 
property, and all their dearest immunities, would 
be involved in this downward and unfathomable 
maelstrom, Isitnota palpable fact that-the South, 
in standing up in defense of their constitutional 
rights, and insisting upon the preservation of our 
well-defined and adjudicated rights, is not only 
vindicating the great cause of constitutional lib- 
erty for her own, but every other section; and that 
the result will inure as well to the benefit of the 
North as to their own section? And are there not 
men all over the country who have sacred rights, 


| and who desire to see our constitutional liberties 


preserved, and not overrun by an unlicensed 
and fanatical mob? In such a contest the South 
will be victorious, take my word for it. She-has 
the Constitution and the law, the judgment of the 
court, sound religion and old-fashioned piety, 
good morals, common sense, and fair play, on her 
side; and such, [ doubt not, will be the verdict 
pronounced by all honest and fair-minded men. 
„Ihave said that if, upon the election of Lincoln, 
(the representative of all the lawlessness of the 
North,) every southern State had withdrawn from 
such an unholy alliance and such a miscrable 
and disgraceful complication of affairs, the myr- 
midons of plunder would have been compelled to 
retreat from their advancing position, and the 
sound men of the North might have obtained the 
ascendency, and the Union have been reconstruct- 
ed upon a solid foundation; but, unfortunately, 
timid and time-serving counsels prevailed in some 
instances, and unwise delays; and now we have 
some of the southern States entirely out of the 
Union, a new governmentorganized south, and the 
Union dismembered and gone, with little prospect 
of reconstruction. The border slave States are 
hesitating and undecided as to the proper course to 
be pursued. In the midst of this confusion in our 
affairs, schemes are on foot by wily and busy 
politicians to retain them asa tail to the northern 
kite; ill-feeling is beginning to germinate between 
the border slavcholding States and the southern 
confederated States; and very soon, if this policy 
of masterly inactivity—I would rather say imbe- 
cile supineness—prevails, we shall be nowhere, 
and have no power and no influence with any sec- 
tion to aid in controlling events forthe future. In 
my judgment, without delay, as matters now 
stand, every border Stateoughtto haveits best men 
selected and assembled in convention, each State _ 
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‘monumental city, supporting the gorgeous towers | 
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acting for itself; and commissioners should then | 
be appointed by each, to meet in general confer- 
ence of all the border States; and they should agree 
upon an ultimatum as to the preservation and 
security of their disputed rights; and if not agreed 
to, they should at once take steps to combine and 
make common cause with the southern confed- 
erated States. I have a faint hope that the pre- 
yailing elements north, which have grown to be 
so formidable, may begin to dissolve, and will 
not have the hardihood to stand out against our 
united action; and should they not acknowledge 
our just demands, the northern people may, when 
the question is submitted to them, after what has 
already occurred, place their seal of condemna- 
tion upon the traitors who have destroyed their 
peace, as well as outraged us. 

But if we take no action, but fold our arms in 
stolid indifference and inertness, like men not 
knowing what to do or which way to turn—that 
inaction, recollect, necessarily results favorably 
to the North, and is but inferential acquiescence 
in their aggressions—the division which has oc- 
curred will become chronic; a dissolution of the 
Union permanent and a fixed and unalterable fact; 
and Maryland and the other border States, allies 
of a northern confederacy, under a Constitution 
which, according to their interpretation, allows 
them to banish us from all Territories and to 
refuse to return our fugitive slaves, and by moral 
suasion, at least, teach us and our children that 
Abolitionism isa great blessing. May Heaven 
save us from their patronizing kindness! The 
pontiicn of our State under sucha programme will 
je 'one of degradation; from being a proud equal 
in a Confederacy of sovereign States, she will 
become a field for the display of the Abolition mis- 
sionaries of the North; a reproach to our brethren 
of the South, and a plaything for unscrupulous 
politicians on their own soil who have northern 
affinities. May a kind Providence save us from 
such utter prostitution and degradation of her 


now consecrated to the everlasting memory of her 
heroic sires and warlike sons. In such case, that 
city becomes a waste, and weeds and the grass 
of desolation will surround her columns; her 
marts of trade will be deserted; bats and owls will 
take possession of her high places. 

The State of Maryland ought to have been in 
convention long ago, with a view of taking part 
in this great drama of a nation’s fate, when the 
settlement of these mighty questions between the 
sections is being discussed by the greatest minds; 
and should, under the authority of her sovereign 
people—nota mere acting Governor—be prepared | 
to meet any turn in the tide of public affairs; it 
might be to act as a pacificator; and if her coun- | 
sels in the right direction were not heeded, be 
ready, with her southern sisters, to vindicate, by | 
the firmest and most decided action, her great con- į 
stitutional rights. In the war of the Revolution 
the position of Maryland was not on the fence or 
out of the fight, but her men were foremost where | 
the battle was thickest. A fearful reckoning in 
the future awaits all those time-serving and short- 
sighted calculators and managers who have re- 
sisted all reasonable efforts to enable our gallant | 
State to vindicate, as did our forefathers, our fire- | 
sides, soil, and institations, from the aggressions | 
ofa relentless and fanatical foe. 

My judgment has been all along weil satisfied 
that, by firmness on the part of the South, and 
unity in our action, we could save our institutions 
and preserve the great constitutional landmarks | 
for the entire country from further desecration, 
and transmit te those who are to succeed us the | 
great principles ofciviland religious liberty. Now, 


by our unfortunate divisions south, we have to }) 
trust to the chapter of accidents, and God oniy | 


knows where we shallland. A hollow truce may | 
be agreed upon; but, as matters stand, there will 
be no permanent settement, 

Why should the South be denied the right to 
go intoany of the Territories with their property; | 
nay, why should they not be permitted to travel 
and sojourn, with their domestics, ifthey thought | 
proper, anywhere under the Federal flag? And 
why, asa matter of fair reciprocity, should not 


any man inthe North, if he had the means, and 


preferred to have negro slaves for his domestic 


servants, have that right, even ina northern State? 


That is their own business; but I am sure the 
South would not object. I think they would have 
been better off and had more social comfort, bar- 
ring the efforts of the Abolitionists to annoy them, 
and doubt not it would have improved their morals 
and added to their stock of common sense. - 
the African slave trade for a time was opened, just 
for the benefit of the North and to supply them 
with servants to a moderate extent, (and Í think 
it possible the South mightagree to open the trade, 
for the enlightenment and benefit of our northern 
friends,) I think it likely it would not only add 
to their social comfort, but much improve their 
moral system. We desire no such thing for the 
South, because we have a sufficiency. JT want no 
white man to black my boots, or clad in livery to 
drivemy carriage. Give me the disciplinedand the 


.well-contented negro forsuch employment. Sam- 


bo is a great institution, and must not be ignored. 
The white men of the North, if they will allow me 
to make a suggestion to them, ought not to allow 
themselves to be thus used by the gentry, who, if 
they will not employ Cuffy, ought to be required 
to drive their own teams, brush their own clothes, 
and black their own boots. 

If there be such an irreconcilable difference in 
the institutions desirable to the North and to the 
South that their wisest men and coolest patriots 
cannot agree upon some amicable basis of settle- 
ment, by which we can all live together without 
officious interference with the affairs of our neigh- 
bors, why, then, of course, no Government can 
ever be successfully carried on with such conflict- 
ing forcés, and each section and both will get along 
better by separate and distinct systems, adapted 
to the peculiar wants, wishes, and circumstances 
ofeach. If the discreet and patriotic men of all 
sections of the country were got together by their 
best representative men, in anational convention, 
to ascertain if such revision in our systems as | 
have adverted to could not be made, we might 
then learn if these differences could not be ad- 
justed; and if not, reasonable terms of equitable 
separation could be agreed upon, one would think. 


As to any settlement made by the politicians now |) 


on the surface, and under the excitement per- 


-vading the public mind, I have but little confi- 


dence; whoever has read history to any purpose, 
must have discovered that Governments arë ton- 
stantly changing, both as to their identity and 
modification, and all experience demonstrates that 
there is scarcely any that can be said to be fixed 
and perpetual. 

I believe our system, if it can be carried outas 


designed by our illustrious ancestors who founded ; 


it, would stand as good a chance for longevity a 
any other; that is, if the General Government 
will keep strictly within constitutional limitations, 


i and the States are regarded as sovercignties and | 


their reserved rights not invaded, and mutual for 
bearance and respect exhibited by all practically 
it is possible the complex Government might sur 
vive many years. 


and uncongenial development of its grand pro- 
portions, and its tendency to enlargement of its 
powers to profligacy and corruption in the dispen- 
sation of the spoils, become a vast, massive, ove 

shadowing, and unmanageable concern, threat- 


If 


But it is lamentably true that į 
the Federal Government has, by process of time | 


beneficially upon that section, and aid them, if 
they will profit by the lesson. If they do not, 
should they persist in their fanaticism, radicalism, 
outlawry, disregard of our constitutional, legal, 
or judicial restraints, they will soon find another 
feature developing itself—agrarianism—and they 
must, to be relieved from that, organize a strong 
military government. I would sooner see the boon 
of constitutional liberty, provided for usall by our 
sagacious forefathers, secured now and forever,to 
every section, and that all might enjoy. its bless- 
ings and rest quietly under- such a banner; -but I 

must confess, without great and pervading im- 
provement in the public sentiment of the North, 
and higher regard for constitutional right, and 
a more elevated standard of public morals, and 
closer appreciation of the true landmarks of free 
government, I have no abiding confidence that 
they can be accomplished. We must také-care 
of ourselves; and Lam well satisfied that, by. firm- 
ness and resolute and uncompromising defense of 
our own right of government and otherwise, and 
by not permitting ourselves to be demoralized 
by northern fanaticism, wé may preserve. in its 
purity the vestal fire, sustain civil and religious 
liberty, and all the manifold blessings of a consti- 
tutional, orderly, and well-regulated Government. 

That problem is now to be solved; and all these 
disturbing questions should be settled in this our 
day, and not be turned over to vex our children 

under aggravated difficulties and confounded and 
accumulated troubles. j . 

Mr. Speaker, I go, therefore, for a complete 

settlement, cither to be inaugurated here, or fora 
reference to the people of all the States, cach one 

having its own convention, and then a general 

| convention of all, under which our system shall 

| be carefully revised; and if the maladies now dis- 
turbing the body-politic are past the cure of all 
| 
| 
i 


remedies, then we must accept the necessity that 
dictates the alternative of a separation, and upon 
| such terms that cvery international matter be- 
| tween the States shall be fairly adjusted ina spirit 
| of amity, justice, and good neighborhood, War, 
ay, civil war, a war with brethren, is, tomy mind, 
li the most direful of all calamities. May a kind 
Heaven grant that the country, the whole coun- 
try, and every part, may be spared from such hor- 
rors! In thisage of civilization—when the school- 
master is abroad, and the iron horse, and the 
lightning telegraph—if the American people were 
deliberately to wage war, it would afford the 
strongest evidence that they had become demented 
and God-forsaken, and given over to worse than 
Egyptian darkness. 
The talk of coercing sovereign Statesand whole 
| sections of people, numbering millions upon mil- 
‘lions, is the wildest of all vagaries; and by a Gov- 
ernment, too, having an Army merely asa sort of 
posse comitatus, askeleton force ofsome fifteen thou- 
sand men, all told, with no money in the Treas- 
ury, and not much in the pockets of the people. 
When Providence, byits bounties, invites the hus- 
bandman to sced time and harvest—the northern 
man to plant hiscorn and reap. his wheat, the mid- 
lle man his tobacco and hemp and other varieties 
of product, the southern man his sugar, cotton, 
&c., where will any of them, except the loafers 
and fillibusters, find the leisure time to engage in 
strife, in exploits upon a battle field where no 
‘laurels are to be gathered? No, sir; you. may 
‘ enlist northern men to fight a foreign enemy, 
| because they know, in such a contest, gallantry 
| may be displayed; but when you callupon them 
‘and their chivalric spirits to march in a war 
against brethren of their own household, I tell you 
| it will be like calling spirits from the vasty deep; 
| they will net come, take my word forit. Noman 
| who takes a calm survey of the whole field, and 
| who has reflected upon all the consequences, will 
be bold enough to advance such a doctrine, you 
i may depend upon it. No, sir; these difficulties 
| that now surround us require different treatment; 
|| they are not to be settled by the sword, nor at the 
| point of the bayonet. They require the calmest, 
coolest, and the most dispassionate management 
on the part of the patriots everywhere who re- 
i gard constitutional liberty. As for fillibusters, 
| crazy spirits,and believersin spiritualism—which, 
i by the by, Lam told is the case with Lincoln— 
they are net the persons to settle such serious 
i disputes. 


ie 
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J believe there are masses of sound, constitu- 
tional, liberty-loving men of the North and North- 
west, who are alive to. the best interests of every 
section of the country, and who are not imbued 
with the fell spirit of fanaticism nor agrarianism 
which has so ‘deeply and extensively pervaded 
the northern mind-and seized upon the northern 
heart. I would fain desire/that such gallant 
spirits might'obtain the ascendency, and turn out 
the traitors. ` It were a consummation devoutly 
to be wished; but the Abolition sentiment is so 
ramified and’ intrenched, that I have but little 
hope of the solid men ever fully succeeding. The 
times demand prompt action; and revolutions, we 
aré told, never go backwards. I fully believe, if 
the'sound men of the North had the power, they 
‘would cordially and readily acknowledge all of 
our rights, and efficiently aid in putting the ship 
of State on the right course. It is a melancholy 
consideration, in this prostration of all constitu- 
tional restraints and safeguards, that they are ne- 
cessarily compelled, from their position, to suffer— 
the just with the unjust. 

Should, by a turn in the tide of public affairs, 
the friends of order and good government obtain 
the power over their adversaries, as well as our 
own, | am satisfied all of our rights would at once 
be ackiiowledged; and therefore it is of no use for 
us to be proposing any abandonment of them to 
propitiate the miserable element now holding the 
ascendency’. Give that elementan inch, and they 
will take seven miles. We can hope for nothing 
from them, except what may be commanded by 
our prowess and firmness, and their fears and ap- 
prehensions. ‘Isee no wisdom, therefore, in aban- 

oningasingleright where thatrightis undoubted. 
Where rights are equal, there may be compro- 
mise. 

To sce the Union of our fathers exist, with the 
Constitution in its purity carried out—the right 
of every man, every State, and every section, 
fully and honestly secured—would be grateful to 
every patriot’s feelings; but to see the Constitu- 
tion cloven down by the hand of arbitrary and 
lawless power, with songs of hallelujah to an in- 
animate Union, with traitors carrying the flag, is 
a sad spectacle. If we could see the rights of the 
States respected, the equality of every one fully 
recognized, and the Government administered on 
constitutional principles, in its simplicity and per- 
fection, it would be calculated to cheer the heart 
of the votary of liberty everywhere. In place of 
this, to have States dishonored; sections degraded; 
the rights of the citizen boldly ignored; civil war 
threatened; a set of harpies soon to be at the head 
of affairs, proclaiming that they have the reins of 
a splendid Government, with all its powers to be 
centralized over a people denied their constitu- 
tional rights, will be a most gloomy and miserable 
denouement in the fulfiliment of our destiny. 

I must confess, Mr. Speaker, that, although to 
you and to me, who have lived through the major 
part of our lives, and during the remnant left to 
us, we may be able to eke out our carthly exist- 
ence under any state of things, yet there is some- 
thing due to the unborn millions to come after us, 
and to the fising generation now on the threshold 
of human action. -The present condition of the 
country is to me a sad and sorrowful contempla- 
tion; and what adds to the gloom, there are scarec- 
ly any rays of genial light to scatter the darkness 
ahead. ‘To us of the South, we have this consola- 
tion lefi: we are satisfied that we are cherishing 
and sustaining the time-honored institutions trans- 
mitted to us by a glorious and gallant ancestry, 
against the most unnatural, ruthless, and unpro- 
voked ‘assaults; and we are standing firmly by 
the sacred pillars of State rights, State sovereignty, 
and State equality, and bearing aloft, as well as 
we can, the banner upon which are inscribed con- 
stitutional liberty and constitutional equality, and 
submitting to no degradation. 

As we revere the memory of an illustrious line 
of revolutionary patriots, we mean, so help us 


God, to transmit to our children no tarnished | 
name, but the everlasting principles of truth, jus- | 


tice, and constitutional government; and unborn 
millions shall not say of us men of the South that 
we proved recreant to the high trust confided to 
our keeping. No sacrilegious hands shall be laid 
with impunity upon our altars; and if traitors at- 
tempt, by-stealth or otherwise, to pollute our soil, 


we are not the men to make a truce with them; 
but they Shall have the full benefit of our ineffable 
scorn and contempt, in arms if necessary, and the 
old Maryland line will still gather fresh laurels. 
To your tents, O Israel! 

From these unfinished Halls, reposing on Mary- 
land soil, consecrated by the paternal superintend- 
ence of the illustrious Father of his Country, and 
in sight of his monument, (to the disgrace of the 
country still incomplete,) and with the highest 
reverence for his noble efforts in defense of con- 
stitutional liberty, with his brave and immortal 
compeers, who would, if living now, be denied 
the right, as slaveholders, to go into the common 
territory, as one of the Representatives of our 
gallant State, and in this presence, I proclaim to 
the sound and true men of Maryland; stand firmly 
for your rights; and the God of battles, as well of 
eternal justice, will aid in the full, complete, ample, 
and universal vindication of our holy cause. 


MILITIA LAW. 


SPEECH OF HON. B. STANTON, 
OF OIIO, l 
In Tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 2, 1861, 

On the bill to authorize the President to call out the mili- 
tary force of the country, and to accept of volunteers in 
certain cases. 

Mr. STANTON said: 

Mr. Sreaxer: The gentleman from Virginia 
objects to this bill upon the ground that Congress 
has no power to call forth the militia to suppress 
an insurrection against the authority of the Uni- 
ted States. In the enumeration of the powers of 
Congress, the Constitution provides that— 

“ Congress shal] have power to provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress in- 
surrections, and repel invasions.”? 

If the question was as to whether Congress had 
power to provide for calling forth the militia to 
suppress insurrection against the authority of a 
State, it might admit of much more doubt. But 
there can be no question about the application of 
this clause to insurrections against the authority 
of the Union. Its true reading is: 

“Vy execute the laws of the Union, suppress insurree- 
tions against the authority of the Union, and repelinvasions 
of the Union.” 

But a provision in the fundamental law of any 
State or sovercignty for suppressing insurrections 
means, necessarily and inevitably, insurrections 
against the State or sovereignty which creates 
and establishes the law. But the idea of a Gov- 
ernment not armed with power to suppress insur- 
rections or rebellions against its own authority is 
such an absurdity that it is difficult to conceive 
when or how such an idea could have originated. 
It is one of the essential attributes of sovereignty, 
without,which no Government can exist for an 
hour. Anything short of this is mere anarchy, 
and docs not deserve the name of government. 

But it is said that there is no power to use the 
military authority in any State without the au- 
thority of the State. This bill does not make any 
provision as to when, wherg, or how, the militia 
to be called out under its provisions shall be used. 
If there is no power to use it in a State, without the 
consent of the State, then itis to be presumed that 
it will not be so used until the consent of the State 
is obtained. It is never to be presumed that any 
public functionary will be guilty of usurpation, or 
in any way violate the law. If this proposition 


| be true, it can certainly do no harm to pass the 


bill and authorize the President to use the militia 
for the defense of this District, or of the public 
property in such States as may consent to its being 
so used. But whenever the laws of the United 
States are resisted, orits authority denied, whether 
within a State or not, then the military power 
may go to aid in the execution of the law, either 
with or without the assent of the State authorities. 
The authority of the United States is supreme 
and paramount over the subjects to which its 
jurisdiction extends, as well as over places within 
its exclusive jurisdiction. Armed resistance to 
the exercise of its authority over the subjects to 
which the power of this Government extends, or 
over places under its exclusive jurisdiction, is in- 
surrection, or rebellion. And the militia may be 


called forth to suppress insurrection wherever 
it may be found. 

But it is said that this bill creates a military 
despotism. It does not give the President a man 
more than he has had subject to his call any day 
since 1795. It gives him no power to use them, 
when called into the service, in any manner differ- 
ently from what he may now do. It is not this 
bill which makes the militia, when in the service 
of the United States, subject to the rules and ar- 
ticles of war. Thatisa provision of the law of 
1795, which this bill did not disturb. If this makes 
a despotism, it is one that was imposed upon us 
by the administration of Washington, under 
which we have been growing for sixty-five years, 
without knowing it. I hope we shall be able to 
survive ita few years longer. I can well afford to 
adopta law which was passed by the framers of the 
Constitution in the earlier and better days of the 
Republic, and which is sanctioned and sanctified 
by the approval of the Father of his Country. 
When the gentleman hurls his denunciations at 
me, as the author of this despotic measure, I have 
only to interpose the broad shield of him who was 
‘¢ firstin war, first in peace, and first in the hearts 
of his countrymen,” and all his denunciations fall 
harmless at my feet. 

It is said that this law gives the President power 
to call out the militia for an unlimited time. This 
billis a mere supplement to the law of 1795; and 
all the provisions and limitations of that law are 
applicable to the powers to be exercised under this 
bill. This is a mere extension of the provisions 
of the law of 1795 to ‘‘insurrections against the 
authority of the United States.” And by that law 
the militia called out under it cannotbe kept in the 
service more than thirty days after the expiration 
of the next session of Congress after they are 
called out. This objection, therefore, has no 
foundation in fact, and may be dismissed without 
further notice. 

We are told that this is a question between the 
Constitution and the Chicago platform. Iam at 
a loss to imagine—and the gentleman has failed 
to teil us—what provision of the Chicago plat- 
form is supposed to be involved in this bil. It 
looks to me much more like an indorgement of the 
Beil-Everctt platform of the ** Union, the Consti- 
tution, and the enforcement of the laws.” And 
I confess I am at a loss to imagine how it is that 
gentlemen, who rallied under that platform in the 
late canvass, fail to stand up to it here when we 
propose to carry it into practice. This talk about 
putting the Chicago platform, or any other plat- 
form, above the Constitution, is the sheerest 
sophistry in the world. I apprehend no man 
stands upon any political platform becauseit is 
the embodiment of a party creed, but hecause he 
believes it is a true and sound exposition of the 
principles of the Constitution, Whenever the 
gentleman from Virginia, or any other gentleman, 
will show me that any provision of the platform 
of my party is in conflict with the Constitution, 
I will abandon it at once, without hesitation or 
reluctance, and rally round the Constitution in 
its purity and integrity. But until this is done, 
I will sustain the platform as a sound and correct 
exposition of the principles of the Constitution, 
And itis a little remarkable that all the assaults 
that have been made upon the Chicago platform 
have consisted in mere denunciation, designed to 
cast odium upon it as the platform of a party, 
instead of pointing out any conflict between that 
platform and the Constitution. Now, Iam not 
to be driven from the support of my party or its 
principles by mere denunciation, without some 
argument to show that those principles are in 
conflict with the Constitution. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bococx] 
complains that the President elect manifests “ no 
conciliatory disposition’? Perhaps ifthe gentle- 
man had pressed his researches into the Constitu- 
tion a little further, he might have found a reason 
why the President has expressed himself in the 
manner he has. If he had turned to the last clause 
ofarticle two, section one, of the Constitution, he 
would have found a provision which seems to 
have entirely escaped his researches. I willread 
it, that the gentleman from Virginia, and other 
gentlemen on that side, may no longer remain 
ignorant of it: 

* Before he enter on the execution of his office, he shall 
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take the following oath or affirmation: ‘I do solemnly 
swear (or affirm) that I will faithfully execute the office of 
President of the United States, and will, tu the best of my 
ability, preserve, protect, and defend, the Constitution of 
the United States. 

There is another provision in the third section 
of the same article, of which the gentleman seems 
to be entirely ignorant, which reads in these 
words: 

“He (the President] shall take care that the laws be 
faithfully executed.” 

The President elect doubtless considers the 
laws imposing duties on imported goods as in full 
force, and thercfore to be ‘faithfully executed.” 
What else could he say? What else can he do? 
If their execution is resisted, I take it for granted 
that the President will use just so much force as 
may be necessary to ‘‘sce the laws faithfully exe- 
cuted.” Those who oppose their execution, by 
‘levying war against the United States,’ are 
guilty of treason; and it will be the duty of the 
President to see that the laws for the punishment 
of treason are executed, as well as the Jaws for 
the collection of duties on imports. And I trust 
the President elect will do his whole duty, so far 
oe the power at his command will enable him to 

o it. 

But we are told that this will be coercion, and 
that the border States will not permit coercion to 
be used to execute the laws in the cotton States. 
I am very reluctant to believe that the border 
States occupy any such humiliating position. 
That they will constitute themselves the bottle- 
holders and backers ofa nest of conspirators, who 
are in open and undisguised rebellion against the 
Government of the United States, to which they 
still profess to be loyal, I am not yet prepared to 
believe. I think those who represent the border 
States as occupying this position are not correet 
exponents of public opinion in those States. If 
they are, I confess I am ataloss to see how they 
differ from or are more loyal than the cotton 
States. In fact, the position of the cotton States 
is the more honorable and manly of the two. 
They avow their treason openly and publicly, 
and accept all the consequences and responsibilt- 
ties which result from it. If the border States, 
while professing loyalty to the Constitution and 
the Union, avow their determination to become 
accomplices of treason if the Government attempts 
to exercise the powers which are indispensable to 
its existence, they are certainly just as hostile to 
the Government as the cotton States. 

But it is said that this force is not needed for 
the defense of the Governmentand the execution 
of the laws; that the regular military establish- 
ment and the militia of the District of Columbia 
are sufficient. He overlooks entirely the fact, 
stated in my opening remarks, that the regular 
Army has been so scattered, that five thousand 
troops could notbe concentrated herein sixty days. 
For this the country is indebted to the gentleman ’s 
distinguished fellow-citizen, the late Secretary of 
War. His object, doubtless, was to leave the 
country defenseless, that it might fall an easy prey 
to a treasonable conspiracy. As to the militia of 
the District, without calling in question the fidel- 
ity of that force to the Government, under all cir- 
cumstances and in all contingencies, it is enough 
for mc to say that itis too few in numbers, and too 
defective in military discipline and skill, to meet 
such a force as may be brought against it. It is, 
therefore, the imperative duty of Congress to cm- 
power the President to meet any exigency that 
may arise. 4 ` 

It is said, also, that the President elect is the 
head of a sectional party which is a foreign power 
to the slaveholding States. If this be true, it Is 
equally true that the slaveholding States are for- | 
eign and hostile to the free States, and that the 
free States have submitted to the government of 
this power from the organization of this Govern- | 
ment to the present time, with brief and inconsid- | 
erable intervals, If sectionalism has become in- 
tensified of late, how has it happened, and whois | 
to blame for it? To go no farther back than 1850, l 
the gentleman from Virginia is perfectly aware | 
that the compromise measures of that year were | 
declared to be a permanent settlement of all sec- | 
tional controversies, and the allegiance of good | 

| 
i 


citizens was required to those measures as a test 
of loyalty and patriotism. In 1854, the gentle- 
man from Virginia, with his southern friends, and 


‘If he means by this that the incoming Republican 


‘benefit and protection of the people of the States 


: a State. 


a few demagogues from the free States, repealed || man’s speech, to find 


the Missouri compromise, and brought all the 
power and patronage of this Government into re- 
quisition for the purpose of establishing slavery 
in Kansas, in violation of that solemn compact, 
and in defiance of the will of the people of the Ter- 
ritory. If sectional parties have resulted from this 
action of the South, with what face can gentlemen 
charge the responsibility of it to the free States? 
. “Thou canst not say I did it: never shake 

p Thy gory locks at me.’? 

Gentlemen from the South have ‘sown the 
wind, and they must now be content to reap the 
whirlwind.’” 

The gentleman’s colleague [Mr. Pryor] insists 
upon it that this bill is a declaration of war, be- 
cause the Republican party never intend to ac- 
knowledge theindependence ofthe seceding States. 


Administration does not intend to acknowledge 
the independence of the seceding States, he is 
undoubtedly correct. The President elect will be 
sworn to preserve, protect, and defend the Con- 
stitution, and that Constitution confers upon him 
no power to release or discharge any portion of 
the States, or of the people, from their allegiance 
to that Constitution. And I presume that the 
President will exercise all the powers conferred | 
upon him by the Constitution and the laws made 
in pursuance of it, in the execution of the laws, 
which he will be sworn to “see faithfully exe- 
cuted.” And I certainly desire the passage of the 
bill now under consideration, to enable him the 
more effectually to discharge that duty. 

But the President is a prudent and sensible man, 
and therefore will not resort to the use of armed 
force in the execution of the Jaws, when it can 
possibly be dispensed with. And if the people of 
any State do not desire the interposition of the 
Federal Government for the maintenance and sup- 
port of the Federal judiciary and the execution 
of the process of the courts of the United States, 
I presume there will be no effort to force it upon 
them. These laws are designed mainly for the 


where they are situated; and if they do not desire 
their execution, they may, for the time being, 
remain inoperative. But the laws for the collec- 
tion of the revenues arising from duties on im- 
ports, which are necessary for the support and 
maintenance of the Government, must be executed 
atonce. Charleston, Savannah, and New Orleans, | 
cannot be left open to the admission of foreign 
imports duty free, so as to divert the foreign com- 
merce of the country from Boston, New York, 
Philadelphia, and Baltimore, and deprive the Gov- | 
ernment of the revenue which is indispensable to 
its very existence. Jf the seceding States resist 
the collection of duties in these ports, and make 
war upon the authorities of the United States to 
prevent it, then we must have war; and upon their 
heads be the responsibility for all the horrors and 
calamities that may result from it. 

This Government cannot be permitted to fall to 
pieces, and its several parts to form scparate con- 
federacies and governments, by any power short 
of that which created it. If there is to be any 
reorganization or reconstruction of the Govern- 
ment, it can only bedone bya national convention, | 
called in the manner prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion, with plenary power to settle all questions 
that may be brought before it, either with a view 
to the protection or preservation of the present 
Union, or for the separation of the States into 
separate confederacies. In the mean time, the | 
existing Constitution and Government must be 
sustained, and the laws executed, whenever the 
exigencies of the service may reguire, throughout 
our entire territorial limits. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pryor] is 
slightly mistaken when he says the author of this 
bill avows it to be “to authorize the subjugation 
of sovereign States.” If he regards the collec- | 
tion of duties on imports in the ports of a seceding 
State, in the manner I have indicated, as a sub- | 
jugation of the State, then he is right; if not, then 
he is wrong. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pryor] | 
quoted Alexander Hamilton in support of the 
proposition that Congress has no power to coerce 
I confess 1 was a little surprised when 
extract from Hamilton in the gentle- | 


I read the 


such. sentiments: coming 
from such a source. But, upon turning to the 
debates from which it was taken, I find that the 
gentleman has been misled, probably, by taking 
it at second hand from somebody else, without 
being aware of the context from which it. was 
taken. The sentence quoted by the gentleman is 
taken from a speech of Mr. Hamilton in the New 
York convention which adopted the Federal Con- 
stitution, and will be found in volume two, page 
232, second edition of Elliot’s Debates. The ques- 
tion under consideration was, whether the laws:of. 
the United States ought to operate directly upon 
the people, or whether they should only operate 
upon the States in their corporate capacity. On 
the one hand it was claimed that the Federal Gov- 
ernment ought to adopt the theory of the old Con- 
federation, and raise the revenues and the armies 
that might be necessary for the support-of the ` 
Government, by requisitions upon the States, and 
let the State Legislatures provide all the ma- 
chinery for levying and-collecting taxes from the 
people. Mr. Hamilton was arguing against this 
theory, and in support of the power in the Federal 
Government to levy and collect taxes under its 
own laws and by its own officers, without calling 
upon the States. And it was said by him, that 
if a State refuse to pay its proportion of the ex- 
penses necessary for the support of the Govern- 
ment, or furnish its quota of troops, it could only 
be compelled to comply by making war upon it. 
And upon this subject he says, as quoted by the, 
gentleman from Virginia: 

“It has been observed that the attempt to coerce a State ` 
is one of the maddest projects ever devised. A failure of 
compliance will never be confined to a single State,” &e, 

Coerce a State to do what? To pay money or 
to raise troops for the support of the General Gov- 
ernment. Make war upon a State to compel the 
State authorities to comply with a requisition 
or command of the Government! This is the 
thing Mr. Hamilton deprecated, and was arguing 
against. To avoid this, he was in favor of doing 
precisely what we now propose to do—have the 
General Government collect its revenues directly 
from the people, under its own laws, by its own 
officers. It never entered Mr. Hamilton’s head 
that this could ever be regarded as coercing or 
making war upon a State. 

The two gentlemen from Kentucky [Mr. Simms 
and Mr. Burner] both claim that this law is 
unconstitutional, because it authorizés the Presi- 
dent, as they say, to appoint the officers. It-is 
claimed that these volunteers can only be called 
out as militia of the States; and that, therefore 
the officers would be appointed by the States. i 
admit that the force provided for in.this bill is 
State militia, and that the officers must be ap- 
pointed by the authority and under the laws of 
the State. This bill simply authorizes the Pres- 
ident to accept and receive into the service of the 
United States organized companies or regiments 
of volunteers from any State; which would, of 
necessity, be organized according to the laws of 
the State from which they come. Organized com- 
panies or regiments, of necessity, include the 
officers required by the laws of the State, ap- 
pointed or elected in the manner required by those 
laws. ; 

It is true that this bill differs from former laws 
in requiring the officers to be commissioned by 
the President. But the “ commission?’ is not the 
“appointment” of the officer. It is only the evi- 
dence of his appointment. And the President can 
« commission”? no officer who has not been pre- 
viously clected or appointed in pursuance of the 
laws of the State from which he comes. In Ohio, 
all State and county officers are elected by the 
people; but they are ‘© commissioned’? by the 
Governor. And, I apprehend, nobody ever sup- 
posed that this gave the Governor power to ap- 
point all State and county officers in Ohio. 

I will state in all candor and frankness why the 
Committee on Military Affairs considered it im- 
portant to have the officers commissioned by the 
President, instead of the Governor of the State 
from which they come. There is no doubt: the 
Governors of several of the States who still. pro- 
fess to owe allegiance to this Government are in 
fact disloyal, and desire the overthrow of this 
Government. It may.very well be supposed that 
officers selected and commissioned by the Gov- 
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ernors of such States might not manifest any great 
alacrity to aid in the execution of the laws of the 
United States, especially if they should be resisted 
by: the people of the State from which they come. 
i was‘indispensable; therefore, forthe President 
to have in iis hands -the power to reject officers 
awhose-loyaltyswas suspected»: This could be done 
‘most conveniently by withholding commissions 
from-officers whose loyalty was: not above sus- 
picion.-. This:is: simply a rejection of any. com- 
pany ori Yeginrent that may be tendered in its 
“organized:form. But the refusal of the President 
-t0commission: an officer does not authorize him 
‘to-appoint anotherin his. place, The vacancy cre- 
ated by the rejection of an officer, or the refusal 
ta commission. him, must. be filled according to 
the laws of the State from which such company 
òr regiment may come. And if itis not so filled 
to: the acceptance of the. President, the effect is 
that the services of such company or regimentare 
not accepted, and will not be mustered into the 
service of the United States. ee 

It is said, by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr: Buayert,] that the Republican party intend 
to abolish slavery without the interposition of 
Gongress, by excluding slavery from the Terri- 
tories; and surrounding the ‘slaveholding States 
with free States. It is not said precisely how. con- 
fining slavery to its present limits,is to abolish it 
where.it now exists. I presume, however, it is 
arepétition of the claim which has frequently been 

„Set up here, that expansion is necessary to the 
preservation and maintenance of slavery; that 
slave. labor exhausts the soil, and impoverishes 
the country, and reduces the value of the prod- 
ucts of slave labor, and consequently of the 
slaves themselves; that slave labor being thus 
rendered unprofitable, slavery must ultimately be 
abandoned. If this be true, whata conclusive and 
overwhelming argument does it present against 
the institution of slavery. 

`. Free labor'has no such effect, and can be very 

well.sustained within its present limits, whether 
it:has opportunities for expansion or not. And 
if slave labor exhausts the soil.and impoverishes 
the country where it now exists, will it not do the 
same thing in the Territories where it may here- 
after be established? And its expansion must 
have some limit, even if it should be limited only 
by the limits of the continent. Hence, slavery 
must, in the nature of things, upon this theory, 
have an end, It is only a question of time. And 
the effort of gentlemen from the South is not to 
improve the condition: of the: people or of the 
country, but to postpone to future generations 
that ultimate desolation and ruin which their argu- 
ments seem to admit to be the inevitable result of 
pro-slavery. civilization. In my judgment, thisis 
not-manly, patriotic, and statesmanlike. Expan- 
sion only gives increased power and strength to 
an evil, which is now so powerful that no man 
dares to face it, or seck its extirpation. The 
States where it exists are alone responsible for it 
where it now exists; and I have no disposition to 
relieve them of that responsibility by interfering 
with it, But itis my business to prevent its ex- 
pansion into territory now free; and Ido not in- 
tend to be found negligent in the discharge of my 
duty upon that suliject. 

I have now very hastily reviewed the argu- 
ments urged by gentemen on the other side against 
this bill. Ido not propose to do more, and am 
now prepared to abide the judgment of the House 
upon its passage. 


THE PRESERVATION OF OUR UNION ON PRIN- 
CIPLES OF FRATERNITY, EQUALITY, 
AND JUSTICE TO ALL. 
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SPEECH OF HON. THOMAS B. FLORENCE, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In tos House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 27, 1861. 

The House having under consideration the report from 
the select committee of thirty-three : 

Mr. FLORENCE said: : 

Mr, Speanen: Deeply impressed with the mul- 
titudinous dangers which now so unhappily sur- 
round us, endangering the existence of the nation 
itselfias a bappy, united, and free people, I have 
sedulously endeavored, by every honorable means 


in my power, in the performance of the respons- 
ible duties which attach to me asa member of this 
House, to cast my vote with the single purpose 
of avérting the dreaded consequeness of the im- 
pending difficulties—the total, entire, and perma- 
nent dissolution of our glorious Union. 

<: Various as are the opinions of gentlemen -upon 
this floor, numerous. as are’ the suggestions and 
plans of peace, safety, concession, and compro- 
mise, and ready as I have ever been toadopt any 
measure of settlement proposed, which would 
substantially assure the country of our disposi- 
tion to restore peace and quiet to a disturbed and 
highly excited penples Ihave laoled aniiganly and 
patiently but, I regret to say it, in vain, for that 
eagerly desired practical action which would give 
assurance that we intend to adopt those certain 
measures of relief which are absolutely needed 
to fully restore confidence to trade, to give to 
commerce its lost impetus, to restore to the me- 
chanic and laborer the employment suddenly and 
ruthlessly snatched from him; ay, sir, and be- 
sides these happy results, to drive forever from 
these Halls the agitating subject of slavery, and 
to put an end to the political panic, the blighting 
influence of which we have been so long compelled 
to endure—a panic, sir, unexampled in our coun- 
try’s history; for it has enveloped the nation in 
gloom, brought with it fears of a dissevered Union 
never again to be reunited, and that more, per- 
haps, to be dreaded than all other evils, danger 
of fratricidal strife and unrelenting civil war. 

It is our duty, sir—fam deeply convinced it is 
my high and solemn duty, to aid in effecting it by 
diligent effort—to leave no means in our power un- 
exerted to restore peace, quict, and happiness, to 
our disturbed and distracted country. We may 
do so, if we will, and without any compromise of 
principle. Fully appreciating these dangers, Mr. 
Speaker, and believing they all may and can be 
easily removed, if we come fully up to the meas- 
ure of our duty, I beg to ask the attention of 
members to the proposition to amend the Consti- 
tytion of the United States, which 1 presented on 
the 19th of January last to the Touse. Failing to 
get consideration at that time, much to my regret, 
upon the 28th of January I again submitted: the 
following joint resolution which I now ask the 
Clerk to read: 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Joint resolution proposing amendments to the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Whercas serious and alarming dissensions have arisen 
between the northern and southern States concerning the 
rights and security of the rights of the slavcholding States, 
and especially their rights in the common territory of the 
United States ; and whereas it is eminently desirable and 
proper that those dissensions, which now threaten the very 
existence of this Union, should be permanently quieted and 
setted by constitutional provisions which shall do equal 
justice to all sections, and thereby restore to the people 
that peace and good will which ought to prevail between 
all the citlzens of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
ofthe United States of America in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of both Houses coneurring,) ‘That the following arti- 
cles be, and are hereby, proposed and submitted as amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, which shall 
be valid to all intents and purposes as part of said Consti- 
tution, when ratified by conventions of three fourths of the 
several States: 

ART. 1. Persons held to service or labor for life, in any 
State, under the laws thereof, may be taken into any Ter- 
ritory of the United States south of latitude 36° 30, and 
the right to such service or Jabor shall not be impaired 
thereby. And any Territorial Legislature shall have the 
exclusive right to make all needful rules and regulations 
for the protection of such right and of such persons, and 
for the maintenance and treatment of such persons and 
their descendants, in their domestic relations. But Con- 
gress or any Territorial Legislature shall not have power to 
impair or abolish such right of service in the said Terri- 
tory, nor in any other place within the jurisdiction of whe 
United States, without the consent of all the States which 
maintain such service, 

ART. 2. When any Territory of the United States shall 
have a population equal to the ratio of representation for 
one member of Congress, and the peopte shall have formed 
a constitution for a republican fori of government, it shall 
be admitted as a sovereign State into the Union, ou an 
equal footing with the other States, by the proclamation of 
the President of the United States; and the people may, in 


| the constitution for such State, either prohibit or regulate 


the right to labor or service, and alter or amend the consti-~ 
tution at their will. And if the President refuses to admit 
such Territory as 3 State, this article shall not deprive 
Congress of the power to admit such State. 

Agt.3. The present right of representation in section 
two, article one, of the Constitution of the United States 
sbalj never be altered without the consent of ali the States 
Maintaining the right to service or Jaber for life. And the 
reguiation of the right to labor or*service in any of the 


States is hereby recognized to be exclusively the right of 
each State within its own limits; and this Constitution 
shall never be altered or amended to impair this right of 
each State without its consent: Provided, That this article 
shall not be construed to absolve the United States Gov- 
ernment from rendering assistance to suppress insurrec- 
tions or domestic violence, as provided in section four, 
article four, of this Constitution. i 

ART. 4. The exclusive power to regulate or abolish thé 
right to labor or service for life in the District of Columbia 
is hereby ceded to the State of Maryland, to be exercised 
in common with such right in that State, subject, never- 
theless, to the judicial jurisdiction of the District of Co- 
Jumbia. 

Art. 5. No State shall pass any law in any way inter- 
fering with or obstructing the recovery of fugitives from jus- 
tice or from labor or service, or any law of Congress made 
under article four, section two, of this Constitution ; and all 
laws in violation of this article may be declared void by 
thè Supreme Court of the United States at the suit of any 

tate. . 

Art. 6. As aright of comity between the citizens of the 
several States, the right of transit with persons held to 
labor or service for life, or for years, from one State to 
another, shall not be interfered with, without the consent 
of all the States maintaining such service. 

Arr. 7, Whenever any State shall grant by law to citi- 
zens of other States the right of sojourn for a limited pe- 
riod with persons held to service or labor, if such persons 
escape. they shall be subject to recovery as fugitives, under 
the provisions of this Constitution, and shall be returned 
to the State from which they were brought. 

Arr. 8. The traffic in slaves with Africa is hereby for- 
ever prohibited. And the descendants of Africans shall not 
be made citizens. ` 

ART. 9. All acts of any inhabitant of the United States 
tending to incite persons held to service or labor to insur- 
rection or acts of domestic violence, or to abscond, shall 
be considered and probibited as contrary to law, and a penal 
offense. 

Arr. 10. ‘Phe county of any State, wherein a person 
owing service or Jabor is rescued from the custody of the 
owner, agent, or officer, shall be bound to pay the fwi value 
of such person, for the use of the owner, at the suit of the 
United States. 

ART. 11. Persons held to service or labor for life, under 
the laws ofany State or Territory, shall not be taken into 
any Territory of the United States, while in a territorial 
condition, north of latitude 36° 30/. 

ArT. 12. Alleged fugitives from labor or service, on re- 
quest, shall have a trial by jury at the place to which they 
may be returned. 

Arr. 13. All alleged fugitives charged with crime com- 
mitted in violation ofthe laws of the State from which they 
fled, shall, on demand, be returned to such State, and shall 
have the right of tial by jury; and, if such person claims 
to be a citizen of another State, shall have a right of appeal 
of of writ of error to.the Supreme Court of the United 
States, 

Art. 14, Citizens of any State sojourning in another 
State shall not be subject to violence or punishment, nor 
injured in their persons or property, without trial by jury, 
and due process of law. $ ` 

ART. 15. No State, or the people thereof, shall retire 
fron: this Union without the consent of three fourths of all 
the States. 

ART. 16. The reserved power of the people in three 
fourths of the States to call and forma national convention 
to alter, amend, or abolish this Constitution, according to 
its provisions, shall never be questioned, notwithstanding 
the directions in article five of the Constitution. 

Art. 17. Articles cight, nine, and ten, of these amend- 
ments shall not be altered without the consent of all the 
States maintaining service or labor for life. 


Mr. FLORENCE. These amendments, Mr. 
Speaker, I propose to present as an amendment, 
orin the nature of a substitute, to the propositions 
of the committee of thirty-three, who have had 
the subject involved in the perils of the country 
committed to their charge. I fear, however, all 
efforts at honorable compromise and conciliation 
have failed. Ihave alwaysavowed myself ready 
to vote for the Crittenden propositions, as they 
are termed. If it were possible to add thereto the 
method of submitting them to the people proposed 
by the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Breter,} so much the better. But I find, 
popular as is the proposition of the patriotic Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] anxious 
as are the people everywhere for the passage of 
the proposed amendments, evidenced by the sig- 
natures of the myriads, almost, attached to the 
thousands of petitions presented to this House, it 
will not avail. There seems to be a deep-seated 
and persistent determination to totally ignore the 
tight; to pursue a deadly and masterly inactivity, 
defying the bitter necessities that surround us, 
and which should impel us to action. In this 
critical moment I have reluctantly sought the floor 
to submit and briefly explain a plan of relief 
which, I feel assured, ought to be approved by 
and be acceptable to every right-thinking person 
in the country. 

I crave the attention of members while I pro- 
ceed with my remarks. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, it will be conceded by 
every candid and unprejudiced member of this 
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House, whatever his determination and action 
may be in regard to them, (if they ever reach a 
vote, which J fear is not their destiny,) that the 
series of amendments I have proposed, if adopted 
and incorporated into the Constitution of the Uni- | 
ted States, will place this whole Union upon a 
firmer basis than it has ever occupied. since the 
foundation of the Government; and then the pre- 
diction of some of our statesmen, who firmly 
believe that the result of this agitation, which at 
present convulses our glorious Union to its very 
center, will be to place it on a firmer foundation, | 
will have been fully verified. What patriot, what 
citizen, what member on this floor, will not join 
in attaining so great a result? With peace, comes 
unbounded prosperity. Industry, now languish- 
ing, wil*spring into activity. . ‘The sorrowing 
hearts of millions in this country will rejoice in 
the preservation of our Union, (cemented as it will 
be, by these amendments to the Constitution,) on 
principles of fraternity, equality, and justice to 
all. Under them, every human being under the 
expansive wing of the American eagle, under the 
broad folds of the Constitution of the United 
States, is forever protécted in his rights, in his life, 
in his liberty, in his pursuit of happiness. 

These amendments I believe, Mr. Speaker, will 
be satisfactory to the entire South. Gentlemen, 
not now occupying seats on this floor, have ex- 
pressed their conviction that the seceding States 
may be restored to the Union if these amend- 
ments, as they stand,are adopted. They solemnly 
declare they do not desire to leave this Union if 
they can have protection, safety, and equality, in 
it. Nine tenths of the northern people, in my 
judgment, will favor and sustain those proposi- 
tions. Under them the South will be perfectly 
safe in their domestic peace and rights, even though 
there be but a single slave State left, as time rolls 
on, in the American Union. Under their pro- 
tective power, there can be no South, no North, į 
no. East, no West. It will be all one great Union; | 
one great American people. 

I propose these amendments, Mr. Speaker, not 
for the promotion of party success. I submit them 
for my country, my whole country, and its per- 
petual good. They take care of the North as well 


as the South; they take care of the slave as well || 


as the master; they establish friendship, and 
breathe nothing but a spirit of peace. Virginia, | 
the mother of States, quite recently shadowed | 
forth in her legislative halls the very spirit of 
equality and peace which they promote. . Penn- | 
sylvania, my native State, the Keystone of the | 
Federal arch, is in favor of the guarantee and set- 
tlement and permanent security which they afford. 
They are clear, explicit, safe, and in exact ac- 
cordance with the spirit of the Constitution of the 
United States in all their parts. They employ 
legal language, well settled in its meaning, under 
the existing Constitution. They have passed the | 
scrutiny and received the sanction of some.of the | 
best constitutional lawyersin thiscountry. They | 
have not been prepared in the excitement of the | 
moment, Gentlemen may mark their calm delib- | 
eration and their measured power, and cannot | 
fail to notice how harmoniously they agree, aud j 
how comprehensive they are in guarding every | 
sacred interest. i 
| 

! 

| 

j 

i 

| 


Section one allows the servant, with the master, 
to go into that portion of our broad domain south 
of 360 30’ and any that we may acquire, by its ; 
terms “any territory’? where the peculiar pro- į 
duetions of cotton, rice, and sugar invite such | 
labor with remuneration. Free labor can go and | 
compete with it, and render slave labor valueless, | 
if the laws which God has implanted on the white į 
man, and in such climate, by any future discov- 
ery, can sustain him in such compeuuon. No 
white man, therefore, has a right to complain, 
and attempt to deny the South the right to a free | 
development of her labor, when he is al owed to | 
compete with it, if he can compete with itin these | 
productions and in such climate, It requires, 
further, that the domestic relations of the slave 
shall be protected. The South does not object to 
that; for it is the desire of the great mass of her 
people to throw the shield, not only of the Union, 
but of her several State regulations, around all of 
her institutions, for their protection and common 
safery. {t protects the master in his rights to the 
service and labor; and that is all he asks for his 


7 
superior directing care and provision in the ap- 
plication of the labor to its useful purposes, for 
the benefit of the world at large, and of this great 
nation particularly. 

The Territorial Legislature will. make these 
rules and regulations ‘in the place where they are 
to have their influence, and where all needful in- 
formation and experience is at hand to direct their 
deliberations with wisdom, and for the good of 
their immediate constituents. Congressis relieved 
of. the task of Jegislation on slavery for remote 
local sections; its agitating effects are removed by. 
it from the national counsels; and the legitimate 
duty of Congress, to confine its legislation to the | 
important regular business of the whole country, | 
can go on without these convulsive shocks of sec- 
tional feeling, and to the satisfaction of the people. 
They take the subject of slavery out of Congress, 
Under them, it can neither prohibit, nor impair, 
nor encourage the right in the territory north of 
36° 30’. Norcan it ever hereafter interfere with it, 
either in or between the sovercign States; while 
the Federal Government, under article three, is 
still bound, without any question, to protect that 
labor or service, in common with aH other parts 
of our common country, against insurrections and 
domestic violence, when requested by any State. 
What could be more equitable, what could be 
more peaceful, or what more just? 

These amendments declare that the rights of 
the States and the people in the Territories can- 
not be taken away from them hereafter, by any | 
constitutiona: amendments,without their consent. | 
They do not rest upon the simple declaration | 
that Congress shall never deprive them of these 
| rights. Such a declaration, or provision, only 
| could be repealed by three fourths of the States, 
; when, if it should eventually result that the free | 
| States would comprise three fourths, they would | 
have the Constitution dependent on their will. || 

The South will not be, and ought not to be, sat- 
isfied with amendments under which they, when | 
in a minority, could be deprived of their right to | 
labor or service without their consent. ‘These 
provisions require that in relation to that right of 
i theirs, which is local and sectional, and a com- 
i mon right of the whole people. It (their right) 
| shall not be impaired or altered without their con- 
sent. It closes the door, then, against sectional | 
views and feelings and prejudice; and, in doing | 
| so, it promotes, yea, it secures, their public peace, | 
| and with it secures the peace, the prosperity, and | 
| the rapid advancement of this whole country, on | 
a firmer foundation than ever before. For, in | 
article fifteen, in consideration of this protection, | 
this safety, the South places the credit and reli- | 
ability of the United States on a secure basis, by | 
peaceably closing the door of the open question | 
of voluntary secession, which is nowhere ex- | 
pressly prohibited in the Constitution, and does 
notexist, or, if you please, exists at present only | 
by construction of law. 

Under section one, Congress cannot forbid slave 
Jabor from being hired or employed in the navy- 
yards or other United States works situated in | 
slave States. It there is allowed a fair competi- 
tion. But if the State in which they may be sit- ! 
uated abolishes slavery, then, of course, there 
would be no slaves for the Government to employ | 
or hire in that locality; so that the question as to į 
slavery in the navy-yards or arsenals in slave | 
States would be settled necessarily by the State | 
itself as an inevitable result of its action, without | 
any legislation of Congress on the subject, but | 

| 
| 
i 
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simply by its non-intervention, and the action of 
the State within its own jurisdiction, 

Section eleven leaves the subject of slavery en- | 
tirely to the State, both south and north of 36° 
30’. When she becomes a sovereign State, she may 
be free or slave as she pleases, and is enuued to | 
admission by proclamation of the President, on | 
proving a sufficient population, and a republican į 
form of constitution—that is, a constitution based | 
on the elective franchise of the people; for that: 
was what our fathers of 1776 and our Constitution | 
consider a republican form of government, as dis- | 
tinguished from a government founded on hered- 
itary right. If the President, for any cause, re- | 
fuses to admit her, she has a right of appeal to | 
Coneress; and if her constitution provides fora | 
republican or elective form of government, Con- | 
gress is bound to admit her into this Union. And i 


when once in, 


AEREO 


the Union; she cannot leave without 
the consent of three fourths of. her sister States 
as provided in article fifteen. ; ; : 
The right of representation, by article three, is 
preserved inviolate, and the slave States cannot 
ve deprived of this vital right, under which. our 
country has already grown so great, proving that 
it is practically beneficial, and not pernicious or 
unjust. They cannot: be deprived of this right 
without their consent... The-time may-come whet 
the slave States may diminish. into.a minority of 
less than one fourth, by the slave States gradu- 
ally resolving themselves into free States, and-the 
more rapid creation of new free States.. It is but 
just, therefore, that now they should have this pro- 
tectivéguarantee that they shall not be deprived 
of this right of representation without their con- 
sent. They once had the power of.a majority 
of twelve-thirteenths, and they did not then at- 
tempt to deprive Massachusetts of her full repre- 
sentation, while they exercised only the three- 
fifths rule as to their slaves. They, when they had 
the power, did not encroach upon her; and they 
now ask of the free States an observance of that 
sacred injunction, “ Do unto. others as you would 
have others do unto you,’’ and give us, by a 
guarantce which cannot be changed without our 
consent, that we shall be secure in the rights 
which have always existed between us, determ- 
ined by our fathers as just, and proved by ex- 
perience to be wise and beneficial, not only for us, 
but for our common country, our whole country, 
Article four takes the jurisdiction over slavery: 
in the District of Columbia from Congress. The 
District, as it now stands, was ceded tousby the 
State of Maryland, for the scat of Government, 
Virginia’s portion has been ceded to her again, 
and is no longer under our exclusive control. 
The present District of Columbia would revert to 
Maryland, if the purpose for which she granted 
it should cease, from any cause. To her alone, 
then,can we cede this right over the slaves. ‘This 
section four simply has the legal effect of extend- 
ing the laws of Maryland over the slaves in the 
District, while it gives the judiciary the jurisdic- 
tion necessary to administer those laws—either to 
abolish or regulate slavery in common with the 
laws of Maryland, but not otherwise; and Con- 
gress can neither legislate for nor against slavery 
in the District. Congress is thereby placed inthe ~ 
position of non-intervention; and when Mary- 
land becomes a free State, the District of Colum- 
bia is free; and her laws regulating her slaves 


d 


j apply to the slaves in the District so long as she 


chooses to remain a slave State. 

Article five protects the South in the right to 
the recovery of her fugitive slaves; and it does not 
leave the question open to cavil by one State with 
another, as to whether her personal liberty laws, 
orany similar laws, are or are notunconstitutional, 
It does not subject a southern citizen to arrest 
and expense to test them. We have a judicial 
tribunal for the whole Union—the Supreme Court 
—and the southern citizens’ State may, in her 
capacity as a sovercign State, file a bill in equity 
in the Supreme Court against the State passing 
such law, put it in issue, and have a decision at 
once as to its constitutionality. We shall then, 
practically, see the advantages of the Union. We 
shall have no clashing of one section against an- 
other; but will ‘readily ascertain our rights, and 
live according to the Constitution, under a form 
of government as perfect as human power can 
make it. 

Article six protects the right of sale and trans- 
portation of slaves from one slave State to another 
slave State; and even though there may be but 
two slave States in the Union finally, this right 
cannot be interfered with without their consent, 

Under article seven, States may, if they choose, 


| grant the right of sojourn with slaves within their 


Gmits, under sach regulations as they please; and 
if they escape, they can be returned; and if they 
are forcibly taken away, the county, under article 
ten, must pay for them. 

The free States, however, may refuse to grant 
this right of sojourn, if they please; for no south- 
ern man desires to intrude his presence and his 
customs upon the northern people against their 
will. 

Under articles eight, nine, and ten, the traffic in 
slaves with Africa does not rest upon the will of 
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Congress. It is prohibited, and Congress must 
provide ‘the penalties for its infraction. Their 
descendants cannot be made. citizens; so that the 
degeneration. of the American people cannot be 
legalized, nor a conflict of the races.ensue from 
their'meeting toact‘as citizens or equals. Africa 
js’thé natural home of the black man; and in due 
timé the wise Almighty will perhaps prepare him 
and prepare it for “his reception, as a christian- 
ized, civilized, and‘useful people. 

>The spirit of insurrection and domestic violence 
and the enticing of slaves away, crimes in them- 
selves; are curbed forever in all parts of the Union 
för the peace of the South and the security of our 
common country from such forays as Virginia has 
lately witnessed. And that right of protection 
against incendiary acts, of whatever nature, can- 
hot-be taken away from the South, as respects this 
her peculiar institution or right of labor, without 
-her consent. The county, in a rescue, must pay 
the'value‘of the slave; which is dependent on the 
same principle that the property destroyed by a 
mob must be paid for by the county, for the 
county is bound to havea police force to preserve 
the public peace, and is liable for neglect. The 
United States also is bound to protect the owner, 
and can sué in its own name to the owner’s use, 
so'that when the judgment is satisfied the owner 
gets his money without coming here to importune 
Congress about iti And the State wherein the 
county is situated, if she wishes to discourage 
such acts of her inhabitants, may authorize the 
county to sue the rescuer with any penalties she 
pleases, without any further regulation on the 
ee by the United States. 

his is whatthe South gets under the proposed 

amendments. It makes her safe, and the ques- 
tion in the nation is not whether there are more 
or less siave States or free States. The question 
will be in Congress, how shall we, thus united and 
protected, best promote the interests of our whole 
country, as compared with other nations of the 
earth? 


“Now, what does the North get under these | 


amendments? By article eleven, she gets all the 
territory north of 36° 30! for free labor, without 
any competition from slave labor. Is not that 
generous on the part of the South? Free labor 
there can produce grain and provisions, and estab- 
lish manufactures, and thus a mutual free inter- 
. change of products will be of advantage to both, 
‘The whole country will spring into activity, and 
blossom like the rose, under this settlement, and 
the Union, secured. firmer than ever, will send its 
beneficent influence to the uttermost parts of the 
earth. ‘The resources of the continent will be, 
under tis settlement, most speedily developed; 
and the temple of liberty, now tottering to its 
base, will, thus fortified, become the central home 
of the white man from every nation of the earth. 

The fugitive black man, under article twelve, 
will not only have secured to him the hearing 
under the Constitution at the place where he is 
arrested, but the right of a jury trial is secured to 
him, if he desires it, where he is returned. There 
he'can have a jury free from prejudice, and can 
most easily prove the truth by witnesses, which 
he can require to be produced. This will un- 
doubtedly satisfy the sympathy of many northern 
men who fear unlawfal oppression on the colored 
race within their midst. 

The fugitive from justice, when he is charged 
with the commission of an offense which is a 
crime under the laws of the State from which he 
fled, though it may not be a crime under the laws 
of the State where arrested, shall be returned. 
Bot he shall have a right of trial by jury; and if 
a citizen of another State thinks that justice has 
not been done him, he can cither take the law of 
the case up on writ of error, or can take the whole 
case; both law and facts, up to the Supreme Court 
on appeal, and there obtain justice from that tri- 
bunal which represents the State of which he may 
be a citizen, as well as the State from which he 
fled. This certainly protects the northern citizen 


in the South, and also protects the southern citi- į 


zen in the North. The northern citizen, when he 
visits the South voluntarily, is, by article four- 
teen, protected in all his rights of person and of 
property. Hecan only be judged by a jury, and 
reached by due process of law. This article is 
binding upon: the action of the State, and is not 


simply a declaration of duty or injunction to reg- 
late. the action of the authority of the United 
States, as in the present Constitution. 

Article fifteen maintains the stability of the 
Union. Under it. her securities, even in war, will 
not usuriously beg for purchasers, as at present 
she does when in peace with all foreign nations. 
It closes the door of voluntary secession without 
a constitutional majority of three fourths by ex- 
press declaration, and does not leave it, as at pres- 
ent, to the construction of judicial minds, and an 
open question undefined by the Constitution; but 
so clear and so express that no State can assume 
a right, as a matter of law and sovereignty, to 
depart from the family of sovereignties composing 
the Union. 

Article sixteen is for the protection of the peo- 
ple in their inalienable right to life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness, and as announced by the 
Declaration of Independence, ‘‘ that wheneverany 
form of government becomes destructive of these 
ends, it is the right of the people to alter or to 
abolish it.” 

Article five of the Constitution is simply declar- 
atory in its nature; it is not one of the enumerated 
powers in the Constitution. It is not a “ power” 
conferred upon Congress; it is only a direction or 
privilege to call a convention. And if, as at pres- 
ent, Congress shows a political temper which is 
at variance with the judgment of the people as to 
their rights and the settlement of our national dif- 
ficulties, and refuses or neglects to call a conven- 
tion to save this Union, or refuses to make prop- 
ositions to the States for their adoption, the sov- 
ereign people or States of three fourths of this 
Union, canstituting as they do a sufficient power 
to alter or amend that Constitution, can call a con- 
vention and form a convention; for the wisdom 
of our fathers has said, in article ten of the amend- 
ments, that— 

“'Phe powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

Section five of the Constitution, intrusting to 
Congress a mode of calling a convention, is nota 
power. Itisonlya privilege or direction. ‘ Con- 
gress shall,” says the article. It is imperative. 

But suppose Congress, in such a time as this, 
does not call a convention: the reserved power 
of the people in the States is above the temper of 
Congress, always, That right of altering the Con- 
stitution, as stated in the declaration, is inaliena- 
ble. It is included within the reserved powers of 
article ten of the amendments; and the right to 
alter the Constitution is only limited by article 
five, in declaring the majority of three fourths of 
the States as necessary. Article sixtcen of these 
amendments is declaratory of this reserved power 
of the people, or three fourths of the States, to 
call and form a national convention; and,in their 


| sovereign capacity, they may dismiss the Con- 


gress that would have stood and seen our glorious 
Union shattered to fragments, when they had the 
power to save it. They can alter the Constitu- 
tion, according to its provisions, and do justice to 
every section of our country. 

Section sixteen is founded on that reserved 
power, that inalienable right of the people and of 
the States in their sovereignty; and it declares 
that right, so that none need suppose that it does 
not exist, and never be deceived by supposing that 
they are in such a position, or such a majority, 
that they can question that right of the people. 

I trust that the people may not have occasion 
to rise in their sovercign power and assert this 
right of forming a national convention. We have 
but a few more days to save this Union. These 
amendments will accomplish that result; they will 
save this Union. They will cement it in the spirit 
of fraternity, equality, and justice, on an imper- 
ishable basis; a foundation of ever-living rock in 
the sea of time, around which the waves of party 
strife may vainly dash; before which law and jus- 
tice will reign supreme; and amidst all the tem- 
pests of time, we may say with unerring confi- 
dence, the Union, our glorious Union, is safe; 
safe forever: 

“ Our Union of lakes, our Union of lands, 
Our Union of States none can sever ; 


Our Union of hearts, our Union of hands, 
And the flag of our Union forever.” 


Who is there here—where is the freeman under | 


Heaven’s broad canopy who does notin his heart 
of hearts devoutly wish a consummation so great 
and glorious? Who can, without unceasing joy, 
contemplate such unspeakable happiness—our 
Union restored, the reunion of the seceding States 
—a bloodless, peaceable, honorable, and satisfac- 
tory determination and final settlement of our na- 
tional troubles? God grant us, from His throne 
of many mercies, this deliverance ! And, oh! men 
and brethren of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, may 
He inspire your hearts with wisdom to conceive 
and courage to execute your high trust, and per- 
form your responsible duties, having this holy 
end in view! Do not falter in this fearful hour 
of your country’s peril. You can, if you will, 
restore confidence, peace, prosperity, and plenty 
to hundreds of thousands now deprived of thes 
richest of God’s precious gifts. Do it; nor a mo- 
ment longer hesitate. Do it; and the prayers of 
just men will ascend, invoking from the mercy seat 
those rewards which are always treasured up for 
good deeds. Do it; and everywhere thoughout 
the land lovers of liberty, joining in glorious har- 
monies and gleesome chorus, millions of happy 
voices, catching up the inspiring and gladdening 
strain, will shout and sing: 


“The star-spangled banner in triumph does wave, 
O’er the land of the free and the home of the brave.” 


MILITIA OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Reports from the Select Committee on the 
Special Message of the President of the 8th 
of January, 1861. 

ty rune House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 30, 1861. 


Mr. Jons H. Reynoxps, from the select com- 
mittee on the special message of the President of 
the United States, made the following report: 

The select committee, to whom was referred 
the message of the President of the United States, 
bearing date the 8th of January, 1861, with spe- 
cial instructions, in partial discharge of the duties 
imposed on them, submit the following report. 

he message of the President suggests for con- 
sideration a variety of topics of the highest im- 
portance to the welfare of the country; and in the 
discharge of the duties confided to them, it seemed 
to your committee most expedient to give their 
attention first to the question, whether any addi- 
tional legislation by Coneress was necessary to 
enable the President to execute the laws, protect 
and defend the public property, and preserve the 
integrity of the Government. With the fact ap- 
parent thata portion of the citizens of the United 
States, repudiating their allegiance to the Consti- 
tution and laws of the Union, are engaged in the 
attempt to establish an independent government, 
and, in the execution of this purpose, have unlaw- 
fully seized certain of the forts, navy-yards, arse- 
nals, magazines, and other public property, it 
seems that an emergency has arisen where the 
executive arm should be clothed with the requi- 
site power and authority to preserve the Govern- 
ment, defend its property, and protect the honor 
of its flag. This duty of protection and defense 
can only be performed under the direction of the 
Executive, and where the appropriate means are 
provided by Congress, the responsibility for its 
discharge will devolve upon the constitutional head 
of the Government. In a period like the present, 
when the existence of the Federal Union is en- 


dangered by powerfal combinations embracing 


whole States, when acts of lawless violence dis- 
turb the ordinary operations of the Government, 
Congress should, and doubtless will, be prompt 
to enact any measures calculated to enable the 
Executive to discharge all his constitutional du- 
ties in a manner consistent with the dignity, and 
essential to the preservation, of the Government. 

In considering the power at the disposal of the 
President, which may be exerted for the preser- 
vation and the defense of the country, and the 
enforcement of the laws, it may be first observed 
that there appears to be no doubt in the opinion 
of any Department of the Government of the au- 
thority of the President to employ the Army and 
Navy, in his discretion, for the defense and pro- 
tection of the public property against all aggres- 
sion from whatever. source it may come; and 
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whenever any of the forts or property of the Uni- 
ted States, have been, or may be, unlawfully 
seized there can be no doubt that the Army and 
Navy may be employed to recover their posses- 
sion. It is well known, however, that our land 
forces are scattered in different portions of the 
country, so that upon any sudden emergency but 
a very moderate number of soldiers could, with- 
out considerable delay, be concentrated for the 
defense of any place threatened with assault. The 
same is also true of our naval force. A large 
majority of our vessels-of-war are actually em- 
ployed in foreign service, and, from the necessity 
of the case, incapable of being immediately brought 
to the defense of any part of our extensive sea- 
coast; and in view of the alarming condition of 
the country, in the light of events of almost daily 
occurrence, it is a matter for serious and attentive 
consideration whether the naval force, now con- 
nected with the home squadron, is adequate for 
the protection and defense of the public property 
situated upon our. coast. We suggest, at this 
time, these facts, in order that such responsibility 
as devolves upon Congress in this regard may be 
promptly met and considered. 

Besides the Army. and Navy of the United 
States, the only other-military force which can be 
lawfully employed in the defense or protection of 
the Government, and in the enforcement of the 
laws, is the militia. By the Constitution, Con- 
gress is authorized ‘to provide for calling forth 
the militia to execute the laws of the Union, sup- 
press insurrections, and repel invasions.” Under 
this grant of power, an act was passed by the 
second Congress, approved May 8, 1792, entitled 
“ An act more effectually to provide for the na- 
tional defense, by establishing a uniform militia 
throughout the United States,” the object of 
which is disclosed in its title. During the same 
Congress another act was passed, entitled “An act 
to provide for calling forth the militia to execute 
the laws of tne Union, suppress insurrections, and | 
repel invasions,”’approved May 2, 1792, by which 
power was given to the President to employ the 
militia in certain specified cases. In 1795, another 
act was passed, entitled “ An act to provide for 
calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union, suppress insurrections, and repel inva- 
sions, and to repeal the-act now in force for these 
purposes.” This act was approved on the 28th 
of February, 1795, and by it the act of 1792 was 
repealed. The first section of the act of 1795 pro- 
vides, that whenever the United States shall be 
invaded or in danger of invasion from any foreign 
nation or Indian tribe, the President, in his dis- 
cretion, may call forth the militia to repel the in- 
vasion; and on application of the Legislature of 
any State, and in certain cases of the Executive of 
the State, the President may call forth the militia | 
for the purpose of suppressing an insurrection 
against the government of such State? i 

The second section of this act is in the following 
words: i 

“SEC. 2, And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
laws of the United States shall be opposed, or the execu- 
tion thereof obstructed, in any State, by combinations too 
powerlul to be suppressed by the ordinary course of judi- 
cial proceedings, or by the powers vested in the marshals 

is act, it shal! be lawful for the President of the Uni- 
ted States to call forth the militia of such State, or of any 
other State or States, as may be necessary tosuppress such 
combinations, and to cause the Jaws to be duly executed 5 
and the-use of the militia so to be called forth may be con- | 
tinued, if necessary, until the expiration of thirty days after į 
the commencement of the then next session of Congress.” 

There are various other laws and provisions of 
law relating to detail whenever the militia is called 
into actual service; butitis believed that the power 
of the President to call out the militia is limited 
to the eases provided for in the act of February 
28, 1795, which is now in force. f 

By an act approved March 3, 1807, entitled 
= An act authorizing theemployment of the land 
and naval forces of the United States in cases of 
insurrections,” it is provided: 

“That in all cases of insurrections, or obstructions to the 
laws, cither of the United States or of any individual State || 
or Territory, where it is lawful for the President of the | 
United States to call forth the militia for the purpose of |i 
suppressing such insurrection, or of causing the laws to be 
duly executed, it shall be lawful for him to employ, for the 
same purposes, such partot the land and naval force of the 
United States as shali be judged necessary, having first ob- 


ji 
i 

served all the prerequisites of law in that respect.” | 
Itis the opinion of the late Attorney General i 
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| thority of the act of 1795,is to be exercised strictly 


| structed; and consequently, that, in. cases where 


| struction to the execution of the laws of the Union 


i| on the ordinary administration of justice in the 


| duty of the Government, in respect to the protec- 


| clear and imperative, but in its defense and pro- 


| promptly 


‘of the militia of amy or all of the States of the | 


13. Hovor Resi 


of the United States, given to the President tinder 
date of November 20, 1860, that the employment 
of the militia by the President, under the au- 


in aid of, and subordinate to, the civil authority 
in the State where the laws of the Union are ob- 


a State has attempted to secede. from the Union, 
and set up an independent government, and where 
the judges of courts and their ministerial officers 
have resigned or refused to perform their duty, 
there is no power in the President in such a con- 
tingency to call forth the nmlitia. It is not our 
purpose at the present time to callin question the 
accuracy of this opinion, further than to suggest 
that it is quite obvious that the President is the 
sole and exclusive judge as to when the contin- 
gency provided for in the act shall have occurred; 
and having determined that the contingency has 
happened, he may act upon it, even if the officers 
of the law, in any State where unlawful combi- 
nations exist, do not invoke his aid. The laws 
of the United States do not cease to exist in a 
State because its local authorities have enacted an 
ordinance declaring such State no longer a mem- 
ber of the Federal Union; nor does any such con- 
sequence result from the resignations of Federal 
judges, marshals, or district attorneys. Notwith- 
standing these acts of disloyalty, the laws of 
Congress still remain in full force and vigor, and 
the legal duty of seeing that they are executed 
remains unchanged. 

In this aspect of the question it may be forcibly 
urged. that such action on the part of the govern- 
ment of a State, and of the Federal officers within 
its limits, furnishes the clearest evidence of ob- 


by a combination too powerful to be suppressed 
by the ordinary course of judicial proceedings; 
and that, therefore, the President may, in theex- 
ecution of his duty, resort to the extraordinary 
remedy of employing military force if, in his judg- 
ment, such an exercise of power be expedient. 
But, upon the assumption that the construction 
given to this statute by the late Attorney General | 
is correct, we do not deem it necessary to rec- 
ommend any change of the existing Statute in this 
respect, for the reason that, in the present con- 
dition of our national affairs,it would, in our opin- 
ion, be impolitic, and perhaps impracticable, to 
employ military force for the purpose of carrying 


Federal courts in any State that has, by formal 
act, undertaken to throw off her allegiance to the 
Federal Government. If it shall so happen that, 
by reason of such rebellious action, the constitu- 
tional rights of the citizens of any other State 
shall be invaded, it will be the duty of the Exec- 
utive to take such measures for their redress as 
the nature of the case shall. demand, and as the} 
laws allow. 

In respect to the forts, arsenals, navy-yards, 
magazines, and other property of the United States 
within the limits of any disloyal State, a different 
question is presented. As to all such public prop- į 
erty, wheresoever the same may be situated, the 
rights of the General Government cannot be seri- | 
ously questioned, and the practicability of defend- 
ing, with an adequate force, such. property from 
unlawful seizure, can scarcely be doubted. The 


tion and defense of such property, is not only 


tection is involved the principle of self-preserva- 
tion, as wellas our national dignity and the honor | 
of the American flag. If the means at the com- 
‘mand of the President are inadequate to the per- | 


formance of this duty, Congress will fail in its i 
Hof the Union. 


obligations to the country unless ‘provision is 
made to supply the defect. We are in- | 
clined to the opinion that, in the performance of | 
this duty, upon a just and liberal construction of | 
the present law, the President may invoke the aid 


Union. 
But the exercise by the President of any doubt- 
ful powers in the employment of military force 
has always been regarded with disfavor by the 
American people; and to remove any doubt which 
may exist in any quarter, in view of the possible 
inadequacy of the ee 
President to protect an 


i 
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defend the public prop- 


and Navy to enable the | 


| erty-under all circumstances; we. have deemed it 
expedient to recommend the passage-of an‘act ex 
pressly giving him power, whenever, in his opin- 
ion, the necessity. shall: arise; to. call forth thi 
militia of the United States for the protectionand 
defense of public property, and to enable him 
recover possession of any such: property which 
has. been, or may be hereafter, unlawfully seized: 
With the enactment ofthis law, the whole ili 
tary power of the Government Will be placed’ ‘at 
the disposal of the President, to. be. used ‘atchis 
discretion for-its. protection. in. all its operations 
under the Constitution. In analogy to all previous 
laws relating to the same subject, and almost asa 
matter of necessity, the calling. forth of the. militia 
is made to depend upon the discretion of the Pres- 
ident, and the power is to be resorted to only ih 
cases of extreme necessity... The measureis noty 
therefore, obnoxious to ie objection that it car- 
ries with it any suggestion inconsistent with'con- 
ciliation and compromise; and if the efforts now 
earnestly making towards the restoration of har- 
mony throughout the land shall Bë attended wiih 
happy issues, there will arise no‘ occasion for the 
exercise of any of the powers which the preposed 
act confers; and ofthat necessity the Presitentiiust 
judge upon the high responsibilities of his posi- 
tion. If, unfortunately for our, country and’ the 
world, the blessings of peace are to depart from 
our borders, we shall have but discharged ‘a duty 
forced upon us by the necessities of the Hour in 
providing all the means at our command for thé 
defense and preservation of that Constitution 
framed by patriotic men, “to promote the general 
welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty tò 
themselves and their posterity.” 7.7 a 
We are admonished by events of almost daily 
i occurrence, that we are now on the eve of, if not 
: in the midst of, revolution. Our forts are unlaw- 
fully seized, our flag dishonored, the lawful au- 
thority of the Government treated with contempt; 
| and if it is entitled to obedience at home, or re- 
| spect abroad, the executive arm must be clothed 
with power, and it must be exerted at all hazards 
against any who defy its authority, whenever, 
after proper efforts, it shall become apparent that 
peaceful remedies are ineffectual. Weare not per- 
mitted to close our eyes to the fact that whatever 
considerations may counsel the practice of forbear- 
ance towards any who may come in collision with 
Federal power, there is a point: beyond ‘which it 
will cease to command the approbation of any 
| portion of the Américan people who are loyal to 
| the Constitution; and while it is believed that in 
every section of the Union there is an earnest de- 
sire for the restoration of harmony and for the 
removal of every just cause for disturbing’ the 
peace of the country, there is yeta firm determin- 
ation that the disruption of this Government shall 
not be accomplished, if, when ‘all efforts at con- 
ciliation shall have been exhausted, there is suf- 
cient power to protect it from domestic violence. 
Nor can we disguise the fact that in some States 
of the Union—those who have undertaken to throw 
off Federal obligations, and in which the sov- 
ereignty ‘of the United States has been wantonly 
invaded—all terms of conciliation and compromise 
have been rejected in advance; With any who 
assume and adhere to that position, even if there 
are wrongs to be redressed, compromise is im- 
possible. Under such circumstances, itis not safe 
| to assume that a peaceful adjustment of alleged 
' difficulties can be accomplished, and whether they 
can be or not, we believe it to be the duty of Con- 
gress, while engaged in the effort to restore peace, 
to provide, as far as it may, for the preservation 
| of the dignity of the Government, the protection 
of the public property, and the defense of the flag 


We accordingly report the accompanying bill, 
and recommend its passage. : 


MINORITY REPORT. 


Mr. Brancu, a member of the select committee 
to whom was referred the message of the Presi- 
dent of the 8th of January, by leave of the House, 
presents the reasons of hisynon-concurrence with 
the committee in recommending the passage of a 
bill to be entitled An act further to provide for 
_ calling forth the militia of the United States in 
i certain cases.” 
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Ho. or Rees. 


The bill is direct and: explicit; and is in the 
following words: snes ë 

Abili to be entitled “ An-act further to provide for calling 
forth the militia of the United: States in certain: cases.”? > 
Be it enacted, &c.,. That it shali be lawful for the Presi- 
dent of the United States, whenever and as often as in his 
‘opinion it shall become necessary, to call forth the militia 
of all-or any of the States of the United States, or to aceépt 
the services of. volunteers to such extent as may: be: re- 

quired.to protect and. defend the forts, magazines, arsenals, 
lock-yards, navy-yards, public buildings, or other property 
‘of the United States, and to recover the possession of any 
such ‘forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, navy-yards, 
publio buildings, or. other. property of the United States, 
which has been, or may. herealter be, unlawfully seized or 
taken possession of by any combination of persons what- 
éyer; and the provisions of ‘An act authorizing the em- 
ploymentof the jand and naval forces of the United States 
in cases of insurrections,” appraved March 3, 1807,.and all 
existing laws and regulations relating to the actual service 
of the militia of the United States, shall be applicable to the 
employment of the same under the provisions of this act. 

. The militia force thus placed at the disposal of 
the President amounts, by the latest returns, to 
3,163,711 men; and, in addition, he can accept as 
many volunteers at home or from abroad as the 
money and credit of the Government can com- 
mand. . 

. The bill is'a declaration of war against those 
States which, having seceded, have taken posses- 
sion of the forts and other public property within 
‘their limits; for the President will, of course, con- 
strue it into an unequivocal expression of the will 
of Congress that he shall forthwith proceed to 
recover possession by the use of warlike means. 
Negotiations are eschewed, and perhaps the com- 
mittee would consider. it an impeachable offense 
for the President or any other executive officer to 
entertain negotiations on the subject. Force, and 
nothing but force, can be thought of to vindicate 
the national honor and recover possession of the 
national property. 

If the President should for a moment doubt 
whether Congress is willing to permit a resort 
to milder means than the vigorous application of 
force, that doubt will be removed when he reflects 
that the committce which reports this bill has been 
specially charged by the House to inquire and 
yeport whether he is or has, at any time, been 
holding communication with the seceding States 
on thisand kindred subjects; which inquiry either 
looks to instituting an impeachment, or has no 
legitimate object at all. 

When the President finds himself in possession 
of the whole. military resources of the nation, 
almost without limit or restriction, he will possess 
an amount of power which bas never before been 
conferred on any man in America. Our beloved 
Washington never received from Congress a 

reater mark of its confidence, and in the darkest 
dave of the revolution, and the brightest days of 
his transcendent glory, never received at its hands 
so much power sustained by such vast physical 
forces, The incumbent President, who, by his 
forbearance and moderation, has done so much 
to keep the country outof the vortex of civil war, 
might be safely invested with much power, be- 
cause he has shown that he will use it wisely and 
for the preservation of peace. But neither henor 


any other human being ought to be intrusted with | 


so much as this bill proposes to’confer. Such a 
mark of confidence, especially coming from those 
who have not generally approved the principles 
on whieh he has, for nearly four years, adminis- 


tered the Government, could not fail to be grati- | 


fying to lim personally; but it would surely fill 
his mind with gloomy forebodings of the fature 


of our country. When it is openly proposed in | 
Congress by ont individual to establish a military | 


dictatorship, and under a feverish excitement 
captains of armed bands excite an enthusiasm in 
the breasts of the people, of which Washington, 
during his seven years of patient endurance and 
brave suffering in the cause of liberty, was never 


the object; when he sees throughout onc half the | 


Union public meetings and legislative bodies, and 


private persons who do not themselves expect to ! 
participate in the dangers and sufferings of war, | 
urging measures of violence; and when he sees || 
Congress drawn into the vortex of popular ex- | 


citement, and under the same morbid passion en- 
acting this extraordinary law, his heart will be 
grieved at the decay of ihat jealousy of power, 
and especially of military power, which made us 
4 free people, and which alone can save us from 


being hurried into military despotism by mobbish 
enthusiasm. mie es 

Some of the extraordinary features of the bill 
will be brought to the attention of the House. 

-4. There is no limitimposed on the number that 
may be. called into service. f 

The only precedent for this is in theact of May 
23, 1798, when an invasion by the revolutionary 
Government of France was apprehended. And in 
that case the President was only empowered to 
exercise theauthority, ‘‘inthe event of a declara- 
tion of waragainstthe United States, or of actual 
invasion of their-territory by a foreign Power, or 
of imminent danger of such invasion distovered, 
in. his opinion, to exist, before the [then] next 
session of Congress.’ The urgent need which 
might occur during the recess, and the short dura- 
tion of the authority, (only six months,) suffi- 
ciently distinguish that from the present case. In 
ail other cases a limit as to numbers has been pre- 
scribed, beyond. which the. President could not 
go, whatever might be the nature or the immi- 
nency of the danger. Under the provisions of this 
bill the President can, at his discretion, cal} into 
the field cvery individual in the United States sub- 
ject to military duty. He may do more. If mer- 
cenaries will better serve his purposes than the 
free-born citizens of the United States, instead of 
calling out the militia, he can accept the services 
of as many Flessians and Swiss as he can hire to 
volunteer them. Let it not be forgotten that every 
usurper claims that he is ‘executing the laws.’’ 
And to retain or to regain possession of the pub- 
lic property will be an additional and generally a 
more plausible pretext than executing the laws for 
keeping an obedient army in service. 

It is obvious that when the Constitution said 
* Congress shall have the power to provide for 
|| calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the 
Union, to suppress insurrection, and repel inva- 
sion,” it meant that Congress should continue to 
hold and exercise the power, and not by a few 
lines transfer it to the President, to be exercised 
by him with no limit or restriction except his 
discretion. 

2. The bill embraces in its provisions all kinds 
of property claimed by the President to belong to 
the United States. It applies to an intrusion on 
the public lands as much as to the scizure of a 
fort or arsenal; to a horse, or wagon, ora lot of 
ground claimed by the President to belong to the 
United States, but held by an adverse claimant on 
a bona fide claim of title, just as much as to a ship 
of war captured by pirates. It releases the Uni- 
ted States from all obligation to establish its claim 
to property adversely held by suit łn court.. A 
captain of dragoons is to be sheriff, judge, and 
jury, and his saber the only process. “The roar 
of the cannon will be its eloquence, and powder 
and ball its argument.” - 

The enormity will appear the greater when it 
is considered that the courts are open to the Uni- 
ted States, and if it claims property adversely 
held, and its title is valid, it can sue and dispos- 
sess the occupant after a fair trial. Butif he is 
turned out by violence, he can have no legal in- 
vestigation into his claim nor any redress for his 
injuries, because the United States is not liable to 
suit in any court of justice. 

The undersigned deems it just to himself to say 
that, for reasons which it is not necessary to re- 
count here, he cannot justify and will not defend 
the conduct of the seceding States in taking pos- | 
session of property which the United States had 
purchased and otherwise acquired with the ex- 
press sanction of the respective States, and over 
which they had the faith of the States pledged 
that the Federal Government should be permitted 
|| to exercise eXclusive jurisdiction. 
| But whilst doing justice to himself by this ex- 
i| plicit declaration, he must also be permitted to do | 
|| justice to the honorable men who are in the coun- 

i] cils of those States, by reminding the House that | 
the authorities of those States claim that by the | 
act of secession the publie property affixed to the 
soji and immovably within their territorial limits 
legally reverts to and vests in the State govern- 
ments, respectively,as the only remaining sever- | 
eign authority. If it is admitted that the effect | 
of secession isto extinguish the Federal authority, 
the claim is valid. 


Much ef the very property | 


ji in controversy was acquired by as by the appli- 


cation ofthe same principle. Forinstance:at the 
time we acquired Florida from Spain there were 
elaborate and costly fortifications at Pensacola, 
St. Mark’s, and St. Augustine, which were the 
property of the Spanish Government. On the ex- 
change of. flags, the new sovereign succeeded to 
that and all other public property as the success- 
or of the former sovereign. Probably there is 
not a sea-board State of the Union in which there 
is not more. or less property which the United 
States acquired as the successor of the former 
sovereign, that former sovereign being Great Brit- 
ain, or Spain, or-France, or Mexico... It may be 
said that.in most of those cases we paid. for the 
property. ‘That is true; but it docs not destroy 
the analogy of the case. When Spain had yielded 
the sovereignty over Florida to us, a claim on her 
part to be continued in possession of the fertifica- 
tions as proprietor would not have been listened 
to; indeed it would have been treated as an insult. 
We required them to be given up to us as hersuc- 
cessors, and paid her for them. So the seceding 
States, claiming as they do that the sovereignty 
has been changed, assert their right to have pos- 
session of the public property within their limits, 
especially of that portion of it which is purely of 
a defensive character, and which has no value or 
significance except for their protection. Not 
claiming itas a conquest, or by right of the strong 
harid, they have unequivocally expressed . their 
willingness to pay for it to the uttermost farthing 
of its value whenever the Government will enter- 
tain negotiations as to its value. 

The undersigned is rejoiced that this Govern- 
ment has thus far kindly but firmly refused to 
enter upon any negotiation Jooking: to a perma- 
nent separation, and hopes that course will be 
adhered to until ample ume has been given for, 
and all negotiations bave been exhausted looking 
to, a reunion of the States. 

While the undersigned regrets the precipitate 
action of the seceding States in seizing the publie 
property, and pressing for an immediate recogni- 
tion of their right to hold it, he must say that if 
the violent policy proposed by this bill shall be 
adopted, it will prove that those States acted 
wisely in making the most ample and prompt 
preparations to defend themselves, and in trusting 
in no degree to the forbearance of the Federal 
Government. If the undersigned is correct in his 
statement of the grounds on which the seceding 
States have taken into their possession the public 
property within their limits, (and he does not 
doubt that his statement will be admitted to be cor- 
rect,) it is evident that the act was the necessar 
sequence of secession, and that it was rightful af 
we admit, as those States claim, that secession 
changes the sovereignty over the property, Ail 
the seizures made have been of real estate situated 
within the territorial limits of the State making 
the seizure} and of munitions of war which might 
be used against them. To large sums of money 
in the hands of public officers no claim has been 
mae; the officers being allowed to pay it over to 
the Federal Government without molestation. 

In this connection a fact is worthy of notice 
which proves the sense of honor prevailing in 
those States. Many of their citizens holding 
commissions in the Army and Navy have, from 
a sense of duty, and from inclination, resigned; 
but they have not sought in doing so to inflict 
injury on this Government, or to jeopardize its 
interests. In only one instance is it known that an 
officer has failed to discharge himself of his trast 
by placing the property committed to him in a 
position of security before resigning. 

In none of its features is the secession move- 
ment predatory. Confiscation has nowhere at- 
tended it. Those engaged in it have scen their 
private fortunes reduced by hundreds of millions 
of dollars, but they seem to have submitted cheer- 
fully to.the sacrifice in maintenance of what the 
believe to be rights essential to their security. It 
is not an insurrection against the laws, but a 
withdrawal from-the Federal Government of all 
right to make laws for them in the future. It is 
a revolation in the highest sense of the term, con- 
ducted in strict. conformity with the representa- 
tive principle, and in subordination to the will of 


i; all the peopic, expressed. in due and legal form, 


History furnishes no. instance of a revolution 
conducted with so much regularity and order, 
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except that by which the old Confederation was 
broken up and the present formed. ‘It would be 
trifling to single out one of the smallest incidents 
of such a movement, and, by making it promi- 
nent, endeavor to escape from looking at and 
dealing with the movement itself. By curing sge- 
cession we recover the public property. Willwe, 
by recovering the public property, be any nearer 
curing secession ? 

The real question for our decision is, will we 
permit the secession of a portion of the States 
from the Union, or will we attempt to prevent it 
by military power? If we intend to permit it, of 
course we will yield the forts. If we intend to 
prevent it by force, and have determined that we 
will not try conciliation, nor give time for pal- 
liatives, then let this bill be enacted into a law. 
If we have not yet determined what course shall 
be taken in the emergency, then let this bill be 
rejected, for it is a declaration of war—instant, 
stern, ferocious. 

The undersigned having fully’ presented his 
views in regard to making war on the seceding 
States in a minority report which he presented 
to-day, on the bill“ further to provide for the col- 
lection of the duties on imports,” will not repeat 
them here. The civilized world must condemn 
the eager desire manifested in some of the north- 
ern States.to shed the blood of the people of the 
South. But the people of the South know that 
the noisy braggarts who vapor forth their own 
courage, and parade on paper armed multitudes į 
who will not obey them, will not be formidable 
on any fair field of battle. Though such a spirit, 
undera temporary frenzy, may be painfully wide- 
spread at the North, the undersigned will not 
believe that the bulk of the sturdy, religious, civ- 
ilized people of those States expect or demand of | 
their representatives such legislation as is pro- 
posed in Congress. Let us bring together the 
system of measures proposed, (not by individual 
members, but by committees representing the ma- | 
jority of Congress,) thatajudgmentmay be formed 
of them in the aggregate: 

1. By a bill reported from the select committec 
of five their ports are to be closed to all foreign 
commerce, both inward and outward, so that they 
will net only be cut off from all supplies from 
abroad, but will be unable to sell any portion of 
their cotton or other surplus productions, pro- 
vided the law proves effective for its object. 

2. By a bill reported from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads they are to be de- 
prived of all postal facilities, so that they cannot 
communicate with the rest of the world, nor with 
each other. Thisgreatinstrument of civilization 
and social happiness is to be entirely withdrawn 
from the seceding States. 

These two measures will entirely isolate them 
from others, and from one another; and that fire 
and sword may complete the work, we have— 

3. The bill now under consideration. 

Bloodthirsty, revolutionary France never in- 
flicted a worse scourge upon heroic La Vendée 
when it left to its inhabitants no alternative except 
to starve or to die nobly on the battle field. Who 
can doubt that these cruel meagures will initiate 
a civil war of unsurpassed barbarity, in which 
quarter will neither be asked nor granted? And 
all this is to be done in the name of a fraternal 
Union, and to restore alienated affection. 

In conclusion, the undersigned will express the 
hope that earnest efforts may be made to redress 
grievances, restore confidence, and reéstablish 
the Union on a lasting basis. He cannot believe 
that such efforts would be vain. Whenever the 
hearts and minds of the people are right for recon- 
cillation, the terms of reconciliation can be easily 
arranged. But they never will be right so long as 
there is cultivated a morbid desire for revenge, j 
and men are indulging a vain and idle belief that | 
they can chastise the discontented, and compel 
cight or fifteen States to remain in the Union 
against their wishes. : ; : 

If we find that reconciliation is impossible, and 
that the States can no more live together under | 
ane Government, let us seperace in peace, and | 
form other and more satisfactory arrangements. | 
The object of government is the happiness of the | 
governed; and no Government ought to be main- | 
tained over large masses of mankind which does | 


not, in essentials, promote their welfare and hap- ! 


piness. In the United States it cannot be, because 
we hold that Governments “ derive their just pow- 
ers from the consent of the governed; that when- 
ever any form of government becomes destructive 
of these ends, [to promote the welfare and safety 
of the governed,] it is the right of the people to 
alter or to abolish it, and to mstitute a new gov- 
ernment, laying its foundations on such ppinci- 
ples, and organizing its powers in such form, as 
to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety 
and happiness.” 

All our institutions rest on these great princi- 
ples; and when millions of people, occupying 
eight States, some of which have constitutions 
older than that of the United States, with a una- 
nimity unparalleled in our history, and very far 
exceeding that which prevailed in our Revolution, 
declare that they consider the existing Govern- 
ment destructive of their happiness, and danger- 
ous to their security and prosperity, and that they 
intend to change it, it is idle to say they have no 
right to do so. It would be a crime against the 
principles of our fathers to marshal armies for the 
purpose of holding them in subjection. 

The undersigned will not close without remind- 
ing the House that the act of March 2, 1833, com- 
monly called the “ force bill,” was not enacted 
by Congress until a bill had been matured, and 
passed, to compromise the differences which had 
placed South Carolina in an attitude of hostility 
to the Federal Government. The two acts stand 
side by side on the statute-book, approved by the 
President on the same day. It may well be 
doubted whether the statesmen of that time would 
have enacted the law if it had not been known 
that there would be no occasion to execute its 
provisions. L. 0’B. BRANCH. 


COLLECTION OF DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Reports from the Select Committee on the 


Special Message of the President of the 9th | 


of January, 1861. 


In rus House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 30, 1861. 


Mr. Joux Cocurans, from tke select commit- 
tee of five onthe special message of the President, 
made the folowing report: 

The special committee, to whom was referred 
the message of the President of the United States, 


communicated to Congress January 9, 161, hav- 


ing carefully considered the matters embraced in 


that paper, do now respectfally submit the accom- į 


panying bill in reference to that part thereof re- 
lating to the collection of the revenues of the Uni- 
ted States; and Mr. Jons Cocurane, Jn reporting 


the bill from the committee, accompaniesthe same, | 


by authority of the committee, with a statement 
of his views in relation thereto, as follows: 
While fully concurring with the President in 
the opinion that no State possesses, under and by 
virtue of the Federal Constitution, any right or 
authority to secede, or withdraw, or separate itself, 
from the Federa! Union, I am equally convinced 
that, not having been prohibited, the justification 
of the exercise of such right is referable to the 
nature and extent of those rights reserved to the 
States or the people thereof. Therefore, all the 
acts and ordinances of secession which have been 
or may be enacted by any State or States, acting 
separately, in my opinion are, in as far as the 
same may be carried into effect, to be considered 
as revolutionary infractions of the supreme law 
of the land, however they may be regarded as the 


proper exercise of an indefeasible right of ‘ re- 


| sisting acts which are plainly unconstitutional, 
| and too oppressive to be endured. ”? 


I also concur with the President that the Fed- 
eral Constitution has abstained from conferring 
upon the Federal Government, or any department 
thereof, authority to declare and wage oppressive 
war against a seceding State, in order to coerce 
the repeal of any act or ordinance of secession 
which she may have passed, or the renunciation 
of any purpose of secession which she may en- 
tertain, or to compel her to remain nominally, as 
well as in fact, a member of the Federal Union. 
On the contrary, the plenary power of offensive 
war and reprisals, conferred by the Constitution 
upon Congress, is, in my judgment, designed ex- 


clusively to authorize and empower such war by 
the Federal Government in its discretidn, against 
such Governments and communities as may be 
rightfully considered ‘foreign to the United States. 

States which profess to have'secedéd ‘from’ thie 
Federat Union by their separate State action cary 
not, in my opinion, be rightfully so -consideré 
and therefore a just conception of ‘the conatite- 
tional authority of Congress combines with other 
and, if possible, higher and. more commanding 
motives to prescribe other measures than aggress- 
ive and coercive war to remedy the grave inton- 
veniences, perils, and ‘evils, of such secession,” ' 

It is; on the other hand, entirely manifest that 
the. Federal Government, throughout the whole 
extent of its constitutional jurisdiction, both tèr- 
ritorial and maritime, is vested with powers whi 


it cannot surrender, and charged with trusts avd 


duties which it must perform. ` It holds valuable 
property in every part of the Territory over which 
its jurisdiction has been, by the solemn mandate 
of the people of all the States, extended; and it 
holds every article of this propérty as the common 
trustee of all the people of all the States for their 
common use and benefit, and to ‘them, and ‘to all 
of them, is directly responsible for the safe-keep- 
ing and protection of such property. By consti- 
tutional legislation, supreme in its character, and 
irrepealable, exceptby theauthority which created 
it, the Federal Government has éstablished a gýs- 
tem of revenue Jaws which it is bound to main- 
tain, and againstall obstructions to the execution 
of which it is equally bound adequately to pro- 
vide. No extra constitutional action of any State 
can possibly release the Federal Government in 
any of its departments from this imperative obli- 
gation. ; 4 

It is to this aspect of the duty of Congressin 
the unfortunate and unexampled state of facts 
presented for its consideration by the President in 
his late message, that the attention of the com- 
mittee has been specially directed, and they report 
herewith a bill designed, as is believed, peacea- 
bly and, ina spirit of moderation and forbearance, 
fully to protect the entire revenue system of the 
United States from all the unconstitutional andun- 
lawful obstructions and disturbances with which 
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xt; bound to a port. within, the scope of its pro- 

‘ons, shall, with its foreign cargo, be liable.to 
seizure and.condemnation;.and, in the same.view 
‘of applying its restrictions only: to. foreign -com- 
merce m wwhich.revenue is-by law collected, all 
vessels lawfully engaged in. thecoastwise trade 
are exempted from the. operation.of. its -purely 
remedial. and defensive provisions. 


i 


` MINORITY REPORT. 
3 Branow,.a member of the select committee 
of five, to whom.was referred the President’s mes- 
aage e 3d of January, not. concurring with 
e majority.of the committee, by leave submits 
the. House. the following views in relation to 
the: bill to.be.entitled “An act further to. provide 
or. the collection of daties:on imports:”” 
`: The first. section of the bill provides that when- 
ever, by- reason of any. unlawfal combination or 
other ORATE it shall become impracticable 
to-collect the-revenuc at any port of entry, it shall 
sbe:the duty of the President to make proclama- 
tion of the fact. . 
=. The second section provides that if any vessel | 
“not engaged inthe coastwise. trade, shall there- 
fter- attempt to-enter such port, it shall be seized 
iby the xevenue officers, “t and the master, or other 
person having tke charge or command of such | 
ship.or vessel, shall forfeit for every such neglect, 
refusal, {to exhibit his manifest,} or offense, the 
-pum.of. $500, in‘addition to the sum of $500 im- 
posed by. section twenty-six of the act of March 
9.3799; and such ship or vessel, together with 
her tackle, furniture, apparel, and cargo, shall be 
subject to.seizure.and torfeiture.” 
The third'section imposes the same penalties 
_and .forfeitures. on the master and owner of any 
weasel which shall depart to a foreign port or place 
without deliveringa manifestand obtaining a clear- 
ance. from.the customs officer, 
oy Phe fourth section authorizes the takingof such 
vedselinto any port of eutry-inthe United States, 
nfers onthe circuit ov district court of the 
ict; ia, which such port. of entry is situated 
the same power and jurisdiction over said ship 
or vessel, tackle, furniture, apparel, or cargo, as 
if the same had been seized within the collection 
district.into which the said ship or vessel, tackle, 
farniture, apparel, or cargo, shall be so taken.” 
i- The filth section authorizes the President to use 
the vessels of the Navy in aid of revenue cutters 
in executing this law. 
. The sixth section gives to. the Secretary of the 
Treasury the same power to. mitigate or remit 
enagltiesas he has in reference to others of asim- 
Alar character under existing. jaws. 
_, Whe seventh. section provides. that, whenever 
the Président shall issue his proclamation declar- 
ing.that the obstruction in any port has ceased, 
then this.act to be inoperative as to that port. 
lt is apparent, on the most cursory reading of 
the bill, that the title does not correctly set forth 
its characterand: objects. The object, as declared 
in the title,is ‘to: provide for the collection of 
duties.on,imports,’? and the.means adopted in the 
body of the bill is preventing any: goods from | 
being imported which, by law, are subject to pay | 
duties... There is so obvious an incompatibility 
between the proposed ends and the chosen means, 
‘that.we may well assign to the bill an intent not 
named in the tide, [tis one of asystem of meas- | 
ures by which it is intended to punish certain 
States for asserting and endeavoring to maintain 
their independence, and to, cocrce them into obe- 
-dience to the Federal authority. . [ts provisions 
are war—crucl war—upon the citizens of the sc- 
ceding States, and must be so treated, especially 
in; connection with other measures constituting a 
complete system of coercion and conquest which 
it is proposed by the majoritytoenact. Its means 
are.to blockade their ports,and render-unavailable 
to.themeven the limited facilities nature has.given | 
to. thoge States for trade and intercourse with the 
„rest of the world. 
In modern times, and among Christian nations, 
it is an.established maxim. thata belligerent may | 
inflict the largest amount of injury onthe enemy | 
nation, but must impose the least amount of dis- 
wess on private individuals It is a beneficent 
niaxim, alike dictated by chivalry and by human- 
ye Daring. the war of the Revolution our fore- į 


! overhauled within three miles of the shore. 


fathers were admitted to-be rebels, and did not 
deny that. their rebellion, if unsuccessful, would 
be treason.. But private citizens engaged in peace- 
fal_avocations were not warred upon, even while 
their homesteads were in possession of British 
troops.. So again in the war of 1812, large por- 
tions of our territory-were invaded by the ene- 
my’s troops, but no ee was. made to ruin or 
distress private citizens. It is to be left to the 
Government.of the Federal Union to war upon a 
portion of the States of the Union, and to subject 
them to,its authority, by inflicting ruin and dis- 
tress upon private citizens, while carefully placing 
itself out of reach of guns, sabers, and otherusual 
and legitimate weapons of civilized warfare. 

Other nations discriminate between friends and 
enemies, even inanenemy’s.country. We alone 
are to wage indiscriminate war upon friend and 
foe, dealing out to the most active promoter of 
secession, and to the most devoted friend of the 
Union, equal measures of our vengeance. Nor 
isthis all. lf South Carolina is rebellious, large 
portions of Tennessee and North Carolina, whose 
foreign supplies are derived through Charleston, 
must suffer equally with South Carolina; and if 
Louisiana refuses to submit to Federal authority, 
the loyal States on the Upper Mississippi and its 
tributaries must pay the penalty when. New Or- 
leans is blockaded. 

To the United States of America belongs the 
distinguished honor of having propounded to the 
nations of the world, as a new article in the inter- 
national code; that private property on the high 
seas, not contraband of war, shall no longer be 
subject to capture. Shall it be reserved for what 
remains of that once glorious Confederacy to incul- 
cate, by its example, that waris to be confined to in- 
vading private property, and that nations are to be 
reduced by distressing individuals and destroying 
private fortunes, while no attacks are made on the 
national organization? Already we may see fore- 
shadowed in the proposed measure some of the 
barbaritics and monstrous horrors of civil war. 

it is pertinent to inquire whether the proposed 
commercial arrangements will probably inflict 
such wide-spread ruin and such unbearable dis- 


tress on the citizens of the offending States as to : 


reduce them to subjection. This depends on 


circumstances, about which we are not fully ine į 


formed, . 
1. Lfitis true, as alleged by well-informed per- 
sons at the North, that the secession movement 


has been originated and pushed forward at the |; 


South by reckless adventurers who have no prop- 
erty and but little stake in society, it is evident 
that a war upon property and domestic comforts 
will not reach them, but will only add to the suf- 
ferings of those who, as is alleged, are already the 
victinis of an excitement they cannot control, and 
are afraid to resist. 
will tend to aggravate the disease by increasing 
the disorders in society and completing the de- 


struction of values by which reckless adventurers ! 


may profit. 

2. ‘The bill sedulously guards against export- 
ations from the infected ports to foreign coun- 
tries; and this is the feature on which most reli- 
ance is placed for distressing and subduing the 
seceding States. To render the blockade effectual, 
the revenue cutters are authorized to examine ves- 
sels and cargoes going out of those ports, and for- 
feifures are inflicted for violation of the law. This 


system of police may be practiced towards vessels | 


under our own flag, wherever they may be over- 


hauled, but except within a marine league of our |; 
own shores, we cannot visit or search any vessel i; 


sailing under a foreign flag, so as to ascertain 


whether she has on board contraband cargo, or | 


is engaged in a contraband voyage. ‘This is the 
doctrine as to the right of visit and search which 


we ourselves have insisted on and fought for, and : 
caused to be incorporated into the law of nations, | 


at least so far as we are concerned; and foreign nu- 
tions will not fail to hold us to it when it will 
operate favorably to them. By employing vessels 


under foreign flags to carry their cotton, the eiti- | 
zens of the beleaguered States will avoid all the i: 


penalties of the law,uunless the vessels should be 
On 
the low sandy coasts of the southern States the 
shallows extend so far out seaward thata belt of 
three miles affords very insecure cruising ground 


On this theory, the remedy ; 


for even the smallest sea-going vessel; and favored 
by the vicissitudes of wind and weather, and with 
the advantage of being able to choose their time 
of sailing, few vessels would be overhauled and 
captured within that distance. The principal effect 
of the law might be to transfer the profits of car- 
rying the cotton crop from American to British 
ship-owners. 

This is not the sole embarrassment we may en- 
counter. ‘Nearly five million souls in the British 
Isles are, directly and indirectly, dependent ona 
regular and sufficient sup ply. of raw cotton for the 
means of subsistence. Cut off this supply, and 
the British Government must feed or fight much 
the larger portion of this five million. It may 
reasonably be expected that it will connive at any 
evasion of the provisions of a law, the enforce- 
mentof which would entail upon its subjects such 
serious evils; and her own cruisers would proba- 
bly have orders to pass merchantmen laden with 
cotton, while the cruisers of other nations would 
have no right to go on board, and consequently, 
no means of ascertaining whether. they are pro- 
vided with clearance-papers or not. 

But Great Britain might not be content to rely 
fora commodity so essential to her on the success- 
ful evasion of our laws by merchantmen, and 
might insist that we abide by another great prin- 
ciple of international law.to which this Govern- 
ment is fully committed, namely: that a blockade 
to be respected: must be maintained by an ade- 
quate force. If she should do so, we could wot 
contend that a few revenue cutters, with an arms- 
ment on each scarcely more formidable than a few 
rifles of approved construction, isa force adequate 
to blockade two thousand miles of sea-coast, and 
to deny to the world its supply of raw cotton. 
| Wot the least noticeable feature of the policy 

which this bill is to inaugurate is, that while the 
commerce of one portion of the States is nursed 
and fostered in every. possible mode by bounties 
and special favors, that of another portion is to 
be utterly annihilated. The right to raise a rev- 
enue by imposing datics on imports is made to 

ield rich protection to the industry of favored 
States, so that to them the commercial and. rev- 
enue powers of the Federal Government are as 
genial showers, blessing them with wealth, pros- 
perity, and happiness: the same powers to the 
other States are to be a poisonous sirocco, drying 
up the fountains from which they draw thelr sub- 
: sistence, blasting their prosperity, and consuming 
the fruits of theirtoil. Northern Legislatures may 
pass * personal liberty laws,” nullifying the laws 
of Congress; northern Governors may refuse, in 
palpable and acknowledged violation of the Con- 
stitution, “to deliver up on demand”? fugitives 
from justice; and northern mobs may with im- 
punity rescue fugitives from labor out of the hands 
of officers bearing the commission of the United 
States: in the midst of it all, every change iv the 
revenue laws adds to the favors and bounties 
heaped upon the offending States. But leta south- 
i ern State murmur discontent, or raise an arm to 
i resist, and forthwith the same revenue and com- 
; mercial powers are found to be a whip of scor- 
| pions, with which they may be lashed into silent 
| acquiescence and dutiful obedience. 
| 
: 


| Having commented on the injustice and impol- 
I icy of the proposed bill, it will now be considered 
i with reference to its constitutional bearings. 

| Has Congress power to coerce a State? or, to 
|! state the question with more precision and more 
' iu the terms of the bill, has the Constitution con- 
ferred on Congress the right to carry on hostili- 
ties, either legislative or military, against a State, 
or all the people of a State, because obstructions 
and combinations, however formidabie, prevent 
the execution of the laws in that State? The ques- 
tion will be considered on the hypothesis most 
favorable to the existence of the right; that is to 
say, on the hypothesis that the State is sull a 
‘member of the Confederacy.. If the State has 
_ been absolved from its Federal obligations, and its 
' citizens released from their obligations to obey its 
laws, by a “palpable, deliberate, and dangerous 
infraction ” of the Constitution, the question, of 
course, does notadmitofargument. The under- 
signed has not heard any one contend that it is 
the right of the Federal Government to make war 
- upon a State, Even in a case in which the Con- 
ii stitution, or Congress in pursuance of the Consti- 
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tution, imposes a positive duty on a State, and | 
the State neglects or refuses to perform it, no one 
pretends that Congress. can march an army into 
the State or blockade its ports to enforce obedi- | 
ence, nor can the same thing be done if a State ii 
does that which the Constitution expressly for- ; 
bids. If a State cannot be held to this responsi- į; 
bility for its own acts of disobedience, much less i 
can it be held to it for the acts of disobedience of, | 
its individual citizens, ji 


Federal bond of union is indissoluble, and who 
do notaudmit that a State can, in any case, declare 
its citizens absoived from their obligation to obey, 
that the laws must be enforced, under all circuin- 
stances, and by whatever amount of force may 
be necessary, against each and every citizen. If 
an individual commits an infraction of a Federal 
law, this class of persons would not allow him to 
eseape on a plea that he is not bound to obey, but 
would proceed to try and punish him as though 
he had not claimed absolution. But before pro- , 
ceeding to punishment, they would give him the | 
benefit of all the provisions of the Constitution, ; 
especially of those incorporated into it from Magna | 
Charta, and constituting the boast and bulwark of | 
Anglo-Saxon liberty. 
in this theory of the Constitution and of the | 
nature of the Government, the bill proposed by | 
the committee can find no sanction. So far from į 
being in execution of the laws of the Union, it | 
i 

| 

| 

i 


j 
But it is contended by those who hold that the a 
j 
| 


abrogates those very laws, the enforcement of 
which is its professed object. Instead of compel- | 
ling individuals to pay duties on imports, it puts | 
it out of the power of those who wish to pay | 
duties to do so. By its enactment into a law, large 
numbers of persons, including those who are will- 
ing to pay all the duties exacted by the Govern-"| 
ment, will be subjected to direful calamities; their | 
property will be wasted and their means of sub- 
sistence will be destroyed, not for auy refusal on 
their part to obey the law, but because of a gov- 
ernmental policy adopted by their State, over 
which they had no control. Charged with no vio- 
lation of law, they will be summarily punished | 
for disobedience, without ‘* public trial byan im- | 
partial jury,’? without “being informed of the | 

| 

| 


nature and cause of the accusation,’ without 
“being confronted with the witnesses against 
them,” without ‘having compulsory process for | 
obtaining witnesses in their favor,” and without | 
“having the assistance of counsel for their do- | 
fense.” By its operation, millions of dollars of | 
the property of peaceful and industrious citizens, 
against whom no ‘charge is made, and to whom 
no opportunity will be afforded to show the alac- 
rity with which they will obey all laws, will be | 
stucken down and destroyed. And yet the Con- ; 
stitution guaranties to every citizen the right to | 
trial by jury, ‘* where the value in controversy | 
shail cxceced twenty dollars.” Thus the blow, | 
which can be legitimately aimed only at the guilty, 
falls with equal weight upon the innocent, and į 
both guilty and innocent are punished without | 
allowing to them the benefit of those safeguards 
which the Constitution secures even to the vilest | 
malefactor. Lu the execution of the laws, hostile į 
force can only be used against those individuals | 
who will not otherwise obey them. Nine hun- |: 
dred and ninety-nine of a thousand citizens in a | 
riven community may willingly obey the law, | 
and force can only be used against the one who | 
disobeys; nor can he be punished otherwise than | 
according to the lawand the Constitution. So, if) 
but one obeys, no force can be used against him; i 
if all disobey, all may be forced, not in the ag- 
greyate, but each to the discharge of his own In- ; 
dividual obligation. They are not guarantors for | 
each other, nor is the State a guarantor for the | 
| 


good conduct in this regard of all or any portion | 
of its citizens. f 
It scems clear, then, that, under the power | 
to provide means “to execute the laws of the | 
Unon,” Congress cannot assume the right to 
wage hostilities against a State, or against all the 
people of a State m the aggregate. : 
Can it do so under the power ‘fto suppress m- 
surrection?”? Nothing would seem to be clearer, | 
nor would any proposition receive more universal | 
assent, than that a State in its corporate or aggre- | 
gate political capacity cannot be guilty of insur- | 
rection any more than it can be guilty of treason, | 


| suppress the insurrection by dispersing the insur- 
! gents, it must be doue by an atiack on them, and 
| not by a blind and. ruthiess assault upon all the 
| people of the State or neighborhood, for no prin- 


| purpose of dispersing. Punishments can only be 


:| prosecution according to Jaw. To adopt the sum- | 


i but to destroy, so that there shall be none to reg- | 
: pirit ji House, in deliberating on it, should take into. its: . 
| of the very letter of the Constitution; as much so 
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may suppress it, not by assailing the State or 
States and all their citizens, for neither State lines | 
nor State citizenship could be noticed, but by | 
seizing and punishing the insurgents accdrding to 
the law and the Constitution. If the object is.to 


ciple of law or justice will permit the innocent and 
the guilty to be confounded. The fatter remedy 
cannot be used even against individuals except 
while they are in flagrante delicto, and for the 


inflicted after civil process issued, and-after due 


mary process against a State on pretense that it 
isin insurrection against a law which has been 
repealed, would be absurd, and might be treated 
as a nullity if it did not involve civil war in its 
train. 

In as far, then, as the bill is an attempt to co- 
erce a State or Statas, and to punish whole com- 
munities for the delinquencies of individuals, as į} 
a means of compelling States to relinquish their 
purposes of secession from the Union, it is be- į 
lieved to be violative of the Constitution. 

The Constitution gives to Congress power to 
regulate commerce; but it may be questioned 
whether that carries with it a right to destroy 
commerce, or to prohibit it in a portion of the 
States. It is not doubted that Congress has a 
right to establish and to abolish ports of entry; 
and so longas this right is exercised in good faith, 
its legitimacy cannot be successfully questioned. 
But when it is used confessedly not to regulate, 


wate, it is a violation of the spirit and intent and 


as it would be for Congress to enact, under its 
power ‘to coin money and regulate the value 
thereof,” thatin certain States or in certain towns, 
on their being proclaimed rebellious by the Pres- 
ident, the use of money should be forbidden to 
ail the inhabitants. 

Again: article one, section nine, of the Consti- | 
tution, says: “no preference shall be given by any | 
regulation of commerce or revenue to the ports į 
of one State over those of another.” It would 
scem to an unsophisticated mind that to abolish 
all the ports of entry im a State, and to subject || 
ts citizens to heavy penalties for attempting to 
engage in commerce, are certainly acts that give 
a preference to ports of other States over those of | 
the proscribed State. Bat it is said this bill is | 
general, and applicable alike to allthe States; and | 

] 
i 


that even if it was applicable to only one State it į 
would not violate the Constitution, because it does | 
not require all the ports to be closed in that State. | 
To this it may be replied, that the bill is adroitly | 
framed so as to appear to be general, but in reality | 
itis not so. It does not operate at all except on | 
a proclamation by the President, and it rests en- į 
tirely with him to say where it shall operate, as | 
well as when and how long. Under its provis- | 
ions he may close up and blockade all the ports | 
iu one State without closing any others. So that, | 
under the very best construction that can be 
placed on it, it is an attempt to authorize him to 
do what the Constitution says shail not be done. 
Still more clearly is the other clause of the same 
section violated: ‘f nor shall vessels bound to and į 
from one State be obliged to enter, clear, and pay | 
duties in another.” For after all the ports of en- | 
try in Georgia have been closed, if a vessel shall | 
sail from the West Indies with a cargo of mo- | 
lasses bound to Savannah, she cannot go into Sa- | 
rannah river without having first entered and paid | 
duties, and thence cleared coastwise in some State | 
whose ports have not been closed. If she refuses 
to do that which the Constitution says shali not | 
i 

i 

| 

| 

i 

i 

| 

i 

t 
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be required of any vesscl, the captain and his ves- į 
sel willbe seized and carried off, perhaps to Maine, 
where he will be fined $1,000, and his vessel and 
cargo will be confiscated. i 
Again: article three, section two, of the Con- 
stitution says, ‘the trial of all crimes, except in 


cases of impeachment, shall be by jury; and such 


| of his vessel and-cargo, however: valuable... ‘Th 


trial shall be held in the State where.the said crimes -: 
shall have been. committed.: And the sixth: 
amendment to the Constitution says, ‘tin allerim~. 
inal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right 
to-a speedy and public trial-by an impartial jury: 
of the State and district wherein the crime shail save... 
been committed. ”* : oe ER 
Under the provisions of the bill, a vessel seiz 
within the district of Georgia—thutis, withinthree: - 
miles of its coast—may.-be carried, with its captain: 
and cargo, into any other State for trial-and.cen-,. 
demnation. It is said. the offense is pot- techni 
cally “a crime,” and the. proceeding is. not fea 
criminal prosecution”? Unacquainted with the... 
technicalities of the law, the undersignedis not 
prepared to controvert.this assertion; but he res; 
spectfully submits that, if the captain has not been: 
guilty of such a crime as entitles- him tothe safes. 
guard guarantied by the Constitution to: petty: 
offenders, he ought not to be subjected to 80 Se=- 
vere a penalty as a fine of $1,000 and forfeiture. 


punishment is disproportioned to the offense. oJ 
he has been guilty of a crime, he is. protected: 
the Constitution from being tried out of the dis- 
trict; if he has not been guilty of a erime, the, . 
pains and penalties of the bill are excessive...) |; 
So inconsistent with the nature. of-our Confed-.. 
eracy is the effort to substitute force for affection, 
as the bond of union, that every attempt to fianyer.. 
measures of coercion must, equally with thig; ens: 
counter grave and manifold constitutional diffi- 
culties, asus, aes 
The undersigned is aware that, in recommends. 
ing this bill in preference to one providing for the, 
immediate use of military force within the ‘har-. 
bors of the seceding States, the committee were; 
mainly actuated by a desire te postpone as Jongi” 
as possible an actual collision of military forcess.. 
But war will be the inevitable consequence of the, 
passage of this bill; and it is suitable that the : 


consideration the probable consequences of war 
between the Federal Government and a large por- 
tion of the States.. No human eye can take in all 
the scenes of that bloody drama, which will: lay... 
waste this fairest home of freedom, and blot out. 
all traces of the contentment, happiness, and pros~. 
perity which have been developed in an- unpar-:: 
alleled degree under the mild anu peaceful rule of 
a Governmentof affection. But some of its im- , 
mediate and least doubtful political consequences 
may properly be adverted to. ote 
In the first place, what object will this Govern- 


ment have in view in entering upon and prose- 


i cuting the war? At what point will it be willing 
‘to sheathe the sword, arrest hostilities on land 


and sca, and repeal hostile legislation? Would it 
be when the seceding States consent to assume 
the payment of all dues to the Federal Govern- 
ment which their citizens would become liable to 
pay under existing laws? If so; Congress had 
better tender that to them, in advance, as the al- 
ternative of thesword. When, in 1813, and again. 
in 1815, Congress was driven by the necessities of 
war to levy an odious and unpopular tax, which, 
as former experience taught them, would lead to , 
popular tumult, if not insurrection, authority was 
given for the States respectively to assume the 
portion which would be payable by their citizens. 
If securing the revenue is the sole object of this. 


| war, and its prosecution isto- cease when that ob- 


ject is attained, why not make the offer before; 
the war commences? Will you'prosecùte it until 
you can get persoñs to accept the offices of judge, 
marshal, district attorney, collector of customs, 
&e.? He whois brave enough to accept Federal 
office in the seceding States, is too brave to bow 
under the Federal lash. It will be easier to fill 
these oflices by persuasion before, than by com- 
pulsion after, the war begins. Will you not cease 
hostilities until the seceding Stutes consent to 
send Senators and Representatives to Congress? 
it will be easier to induce them to that course 
by conciliation—by removing grievances and all 
grounds of apprehension. for their safety in the 
Union—than by waging war. Dissolution would 
inevitably follow war. What, then, isto be gained 


* This is believed to be the onty instance ofa repetition 
in the Constitution—a proof at once of the aceuracy or the 
framers, and of their devotion tothe great safeguard of triaj 
by jury of the vicinage. 
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by war, except to enable one portion of the people 
of the Union to gratify a feeling of hatred and | 
revenge towards another portion, 

The cries that the ** Union must be preserved 
at all hazards,” and that “t the honor of the flag 
must be-maintained,’’ do not-even gloss over the 
real actuating motive of those who clamor for | 
war, though many honorable and patriotic indi- /| 
viduals are undoubtedly blinded into the belief || 
that such are their objects, and that their means || 
are conducive to their ends. The Union cannot | 
be preserved. by civil war, nor can the honor of || 
the flag -be'added to or maintained on the bloody 
fields of fraternal slaughter. | 

One more ef the probable consequences ought || 
not to be overlooked. Atpresent six States have |! 
withdrawn from the Union, and the expectation | 
is entertained that only two more will at present || 
pursue the same course, There are seven other |i 

tates having the same interest in the institution || 
ofslavery, that are only restrained from severing || 
their connection with the Union from a lingering |! 
hope that the non-slaveholding States will take |! 
effectual steps to render them secure, and to induce |! 
the return of those which have seceded. They || 
are now discharging faithfully, but in sadness, all || 
the duties imposed on them by the Federal Con- 
stitution. While they remain in the Union, they 
will fight its batdes againstall mankind, and seru- 
pulously obey all its laws. But the undersigned 
feels justified in saying that not one of those States 
willfurnish men or money, nor in any other man- I 
neraid, directly or indirectly, in waging war upon || 
their brothers, with whom they sympathize even in | 
their errors. Whenever the laws of the Union im- |! 
pose that obligation, they will withdraw from the |! 
Union, and throw off the obligation of its laws. |; 
Not anarm will they raise, norablow strike, to im- |: 
pose the yoke or inflict vengeance on those who | 

ave been harassed and persecuted for thirty years i: 
by a merciless and intermeddling fanaticism, until į: 
at length they have been driven into revolution, 

The objects for which the Union was formed, ji 
as they are set forth in the preamble to the Con- || 
stitution, were: 1. To form a more perfect Union |} 
than had previously existed. 2. To establish jus- | 
tice. 3. To insure domestic tranquillity. 4. To i 
provide for the common defense. 5. To promote ji 
the general welfare. 6. 'To secure the blessings |! 
of liberty to ourselves and our posterity. Civil | 
war cannot conduce to one of those ends, nor can | 


| 
| 
i 


j 
t 
j 
i 


} 
i 


: : . ii 
it coexist with even à semblance of regard to those 


great objects. When Congress so far forgets the 


l| great and beneficent objects for which. it was cre- 


ated as to endeavor to hur} one half of the Union 
against the other half in bloody conflict, its com- 
mands will not be obeyed; the obligations of the 
Union will be prompily and sternly thrown off. 
The responsibility will surely rest on those who 
command so unnatural an act; but Delaware, 
Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, and Missouri, with seven millions of 
population, will take upon themselves all the re- 


sponsibility incident to the occasion. Inthename | 


of Christianity and civilization they will protest 
against it; and, if necessary, with arms in their 


hands, and with such assistance as they can obtain | 


from other States, will forbid the foul and infa- 
mous deed. 


It may be asked, are the laws of the Union to | 


be set at naught, and its authority denied? When 
only private individuals assume to disregard them, 


they can and ought to be enforced. The Govern- i 


ment has always been strong cnough in physical 
forces and in the affections of its citizens to exc- 
cute them when only opposed by individuals. 
Widc-spread discontent and formidable combina- 
tions have been overcome without the shedding 


of blood by an armed soldiery. Similar difficul- | 
| ties could now be overcome in a similar manner. 


k is a striking fact, that up to the moment of se- 
cession the laws of the United States have been 
scrupulously and punctually obeyed in every se- 
ceding State. No tendency to relapse into an- 
archy, or disposition to escape from the restraints 
of law, has been anywhere exhibited. But when 
the resistance proceeds from States—not a single 


State, but an entire class of States—and the resist- | 


ance is not to.a law, but to the whole authority 
of Government, the difficulty not only becomes 


greater in magnitude, but the nature of the case is |! 
altogether changed. It ceases to be a criminal ji 
, misdemeanor, and becomes a political revolution. |! 
Constables with writs can deal with the one, while i 
only soldiers with the implements of war can | 


overcome the other, Our Government is amply 
provided for dealing with individual malefactors; 
but as the Constitution does not recognize the 
right of a State to seccde, so it has made no pro- 
vision for putting down revolution by force. If 
on the one side there is no right to do, there is on 
the other equally no right to prevent. 


It ought-not to be forgotten that the existing 
Government was formed by the voluntary seces- 
sion of the States from the old, and their volun- 
tary accession to the new, Confederacy. - North 
| Carolina and Rhode Island preferred the old to 
the new, and opposcd the ‘secession of the other 
members. The thirteenth article of confederation 
| had expressly declared that “ the Union shall be 
perpetual,” and the framers had affixed their sig- 
| matures to this declaration: 

And we do furthersolemnly plight and engage the faith 
| of our respective constituents’? * * t “that 
the articles thereof shall be inviolably observed by the States 


i| we respectively represent, and thatthe Union shall be per- 
petual.’”? 


But the States had learned from experience that 
a change was necessary to their prosperity and 
happiness, and they made the change. State after 
|| State seceded, and the new Government was put 
‘| into o eration, leaving North Carolina and Rhode 
i| Island alone clinging to the Confederation. It 
i! never occurred to these States that they hada 
|} right to raise armies in the name of the Confed- 
aracy, and make war under its flag against the 
seceding States. “Least of all was it suspected 
that George Washington, President, and James 
Madison, Benjamin Franklin, Alexander Hamil- 
i ton, Rufus King, and their compatriots, members 
of the convention which framed the present Con- 
stitution, were guilty of treason, although the 
i| Articles of Confederation, as has been seen, ex- 
pressly negatived any right of secession. 

The undersigned would rejoice to see the seced- 
| ing States return of their own accord into the 
| bosom of the Confederacy. He does not doubt 
| that they would joyfully do so, if they could be 
assured of peace and security under its wing, He 
|| therefore respectfully submits that the remaining 
|! few days of the session can be better devoted to 
perfecting plans of adjustment and pacification, 
than to organizing civil'war and devising ingeni- 
ous schemes for distressing and maltreating the 
citizens of the seceding States. : 

To give any hope either of a satisfactory adjust- 
|| ment or of a peaceful separation, we must refrain 
i| from war, and from whatever will inevitably head 
; to war; and as the undersigned is convinced that 

the proposed bill will be the most irritating form 
1; of hostilities, he cannot concur with the commit- 
| tee in recommending its passage. 


L. O’B. BRANCH. 
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Craprer I.—An Act to authorize the issue of | 


Treasury Notes, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of [the] United ; 
[States] be hereby authorized to cause Treasury | 
notes, for such sum or sums as the exigencies of ; 
the public service may require, but not to exceed į 
at any time the amount of ten millions of d 
and of denominations not less than fifty dollars | 
for any such note, to be prepared, signed, and ; 
issued in the manner hereinafter provided. i 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That such» 
Treasury notes shall be paid and redeemed by | 


the expiration of one year from the date of issue | 
of such notes; fram which dates, until they shall: 


be respecti i amed, they shall bear ‘| 
e respectively paid and redecmed, they s vall ocar i those bids no fraction shall be considered which 


such rate of interest as shall be expressed in such 
notes, which rate of interest shall be six per: 
centum per annum: Provided, 


which may at any time or times be given by th 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury in one or more news- 
papers at the seat of Government. The redemp- 
tion and payment of said notes, herein provided 
shall be made to the iawful holders thereof re- | 
spectively upon presentmentat the Treasury, and : 


ollars, |: 


ii the approbation 
i. portion of said ' 


the United States at the Treasury thereof after |: P 


shall include the principal of each note and the i 


interest which shall be due thereon, And for the : 


time and times 
United States is hereby solemnly pled 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, 
Treasury notes shall be prepared under 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, a 
be signed in behalf of the United States by the | 
Treasurer thercof, and countersigned by the Re- ' 
gister of the Treasury. Each of these officers shall 
keep in a book, or books provided for the pur- 
pose, separate, full, and accurate accounts, show- 
ing the number, date, amount, and rate of inter- 
est of each Treasury note signed and counter- 
signed by them respectively; and, also, similar | 
accounts showing all such notes which may be | 
paid, redeeme 
be returned; all which accounts shall be carefully : 
preserved in the Treasury Department. And the 
Treasurer shall account quarterly for all such 
Treasury notes as shall have been countersigned | 
by the Register and delivered to the Treasurer | 
for issue. | 


Seo. 4. And be it further 
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ged. | 


That said | 


the direc- |: 
nd shall |: 


hat, after the |) Annum, 


maturity of any of said notes, interest thereon 
shall cease at the expiration of sixty days’ i: Treasury not 


notice of readiness to redeem and pay the same, © 


retary of the Treasury is hereby 


expedient, to 
ment of warrants in favor of public creditors, or 
other persons lawfully entitled to payment, who 
may choose to reccive such notes in payment at 
par; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 


authorized, with the approbation of the President, | 
to issue the notes hereby authorized to be issued, ; 


authorized, with :| ury note or notes mentio 

of the President, to cause such ! correct, such officer or 
Treasury notes as may be deemed | for the amount, as provi 
be issued by the Treasurer in pay- '! of 


at such rate of interest as may be offered by the | 


lowest responsible bidder or bidders who may 
agree to take 
vertisement 


lowest rate of interest. 


may be Iess than one fourth per centum per 


W 


ment indorsed thereon by the 


nied together with the delivery of the note so 
assigned. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That said 
Treasury notes shall be received by the proper 
officers in payment of all duties and taxes laid by 
the authority of the United States, of all public 


the said notes at par after publicad- ; 
of not less than ten days in such : 
apers as the President may direct, the said ad- | 
vertisement to propose to issue such notes at par | 
to those who may offer to take the same at the :| 
But in deciding upon || 

i| States, as well as individuals, from fraud and loss. 


| pal and inte 


Jands sold by said authority, and of all debts to : 


payment and redemption of such notes at the `i the United States, of any character whatever, 


therein specified, the faith of the :, 


which may be due and payable at the time when 
said Treasury notes may be offered in payment 
thereof; and upon every such payment credit shall 
be given for the amount of principal and interest 
due on the note or notes received in payment, on 
the day when the same shail have been received 
by such officer. 


7. And be 


Sec. 7. it further enacted, That every 


; collectorofthecustoms, recciver of publicmoneys, 


‘or other officer or agent of the United States, who 
' shall receive any Treasury note or notes In pay 


d, and canceled, as the same may | 


ment on account of the United States, shall take 
from the holder of such note or notes, a receipt 


i on the back of each, stating distinctly the date of 


enacted, That the Sec- j! 


such payment and the amount allowed on such 
note; and every such officer or agent shall keep 
regular and specific entries of all Treasury notes 
received in payment, showing the person from 
whom received, the number, date, and amount of 


principal and interest allowed on each and every ; 


l 


edin payment, which entries 


Treasury note receiv f 1 
Treasury with the Treas- 


shall be delivered to the 


‘| money 


ned therein; and, if found” 
agent shall receive credit. 
ded in the sixth section’ 
this act. i 
| Sec. 8. And beit further enacted, That the Sec- - 
| retary of the Treasury be, aud hereby is, author- 
i ized to make and issue, from time to time, such 
instructions, rules, and regulations to the several 
collectors, receivers, depositaries, and all othera 
who may be required to receive such Treasury 
notes in behalf of, and as agents in any capacit 
for, the United States, as to the custody, disposal, 
cancelling, and return of any such potes as may’ 
be paid to and reccived by them respectively, and 
as to the accounts and returns to be made to the 
Treasury Department of such receipts, as he shall 
deem best caiculated to promote the public con- 
venience and security, and to protect the United 


Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Sec-’ 
retary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, author- 


|. - ; eas 
Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That said i! ized and directed to cause to be paid the principal 


es shall be transferable by assign- | 
person tq whose : 
order the same may be made payable, accompa- | 


and interest of such Treasury notes as may be 
issued under this act, at the time and times when, 
according to its provisions, the same shall be paid. 
And said Secretary is further authorized to pur- 
chase said notes at par for the amount of princi- 
rest due thereon at the time of such 
‘purchase. And so much of any unappropriated 
i money in the Treasury as may be necessary for 
the purpose, is hereby appropriated for the-pay- 
ment of the principal and interest of said notes. 
Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That in place 
of such Treasury notes as may have been paid 
| and redeemed, other Treasury notes to the same 
‘amount may beissued: Provided, That the aggre- 
i gate sum outstanding under the authority of this 
! act shall atno time exceed the sum of ten millions 
| of dollars: And provided further, That the power 
‘to issue and reissue ‘Treasury notes conferred by 
i this act shall ecase and determine on the first 
| day of January, in the year eighteen hundred and 
| sixty-three. 
© Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That to de- 
| fray the expenses of engraving, printing, prepar- 
| ing,and issuing the Treasury notes herein author- 
ized, the sum of fifteen thousand dollars is hereby 
| appropriated, payable out of any unappropriated 
in the ‘Treasury: Provided, That no com- 
: pensation shall be made to any officer whose sal- 
ary is fixed by law for preparing, signing, or 
issuing Treasury notes. 
Sec, 12. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall falsely make, forge, or counterfeit, 
or cause or procure to be made, forged, or coun- 
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terfeited, or willingly aid or assist in falsely mak- 
ing, forging, or counterfeiting, any note in imi- 
tation of, or purporting to be, a Treasury note, 
issued as aforesaid, or shall pass,utter, or publish, 
or attempt to pass, utter, or publish, any false, 
forged, or counterfeited; nete, purporting tobe a 
Treasury note as aforesaid, knowing the same to 
be falsely made, forged, or counterfeited, or shall 
falscly alter, or cause or procure to be falsely 
altered, or willingly aid or assist in falsely alter- 
ingany Treastiry note, issued as aforesaid, or shall 
pass, utter, or publish, or attempt to pass, utter, 
or publish, as true, any falsely altered Treasury 
note, issued as aforesaid, knowing the same to be 


falsely altered, every such person shall be deemed ; 


and adjudged guilty of felony, and being thereof 
convicted by due course of law, shall be sentenced 
to be imprisoned and keptathard labor for a period 
not less than. three years nor more than ten years, 
and to be fined in a sum not exceeding five thou- 
sand dollars. 

. Sec. .18,. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall make, or engrave, or cause or pro- 
cure to be made or engraved, or shall have in his 
custody and possession any metallic plate en- 
graved after the similitude ofany plate from which 
any notes issued as aforesaid shall have been- 
printed, with intent to use such plate, or cause or 
suffer the same to be used, in forging or counter- 
feiting any of the notes issued as aforesaid, or shall 
have in his custody or possession any blank note 
or notes engraved and printed after the similitude 
of any notes issued as aforesaid, with intent to 
use such blanks, or cause or suffer the same to be 
used,in forging or counterfeiting any of the notes 
issued as aforesaid, or shall have in his custody or 
possession any paper adapted to the making of 
such notes, and similar to the paper upon which 
any such notes shall have been issued, with in- 
tent to use such paper, or cause or suffer the same 
to be used, in forging or counterfeiting any of the 
notes issued as aforesaid, every such person, be- 
ing thereof convicted by due course of law, shall 
be sentenced. to be imprisoned and kept to, hard 
labor, for a term not less than three nor more than 
ten years, and fincd in a sum not excceding five 
thousand dollars. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, ‘That it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
cause a statement to be published monthly of the 
amount of Treasury notes issued and paid and 
redeemed under the provisions of this act, show- 
ing the balance outstanding each month. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That all 
money hereafter contracted for under the author- 
ity of the actentitled ‘* An actauthorizing a loan, 
and providing for the redemption of Treasury 
notes,” approved June twenty-second, cighteen 
hundred and sixty, shall be used in redemption 
of Treasury notes now outstanding, and those to 
be issued under this act, and to replace in the 
Treasury any amount of said notes which shall 
have been paid and received for public dues, and 
for no other purposes. 


Arpnoven, December 17, 1860. 


Cuar. If.—An Act to amend the fourth section 
of the Act for the Admission of Orcgon into the 
Union, so as to extend the time for selecting 
Salt Springs and contiguous Lands in Oregon. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United Slates of America in Congress 

assembled, That the time for selecting the salt 
springs and contiguous lands, according to the 
provisions of the fourth section of the act entitled 

“ Anact for the admission of Oregon into the 

Union,” approved February fourteenth, eighteen 

hundred and fifty-nine, be extended to any time 

within three years from the passage of this act, 
anything in said section to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

Approven, December 17, 1860. 


Cuar. IH.—An Act making Appropriations for 
the payment of Invalid and other Pensions of 
the United States for the year ending June thir- 
tieth, eighteen hundred and sixty-two. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 


assembled, Phat the following sums be, and tke 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the payment of pensions for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty-two: 

For invalid pensions, under various acts, three 


hundred and eighty. thousand dollars. . 


For pensions under.acts:of eighteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and eighteen, fifteenth May, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-eight, and seventh 
June, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, seventeen 
thousand dollars. 

For pensions to widows of those who served 
in the revolutionary war, under the. third section 
of the act of fourth July, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six, the acts of seventh July, eighteen hun- 


dred and thirty-eight, third March, eighteen hun- | 


dred and forty-three, seventeenth June, eighteen 
hundred and forty-four, second February and 
twenty-ninth July, eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight, and second section act of third February, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three, one bundred and 
seventy thousand dollars. 

For pensions to widows and orphans, under 
first section act fourth July, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six, act of twenty-first July, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-eight, first section act of third Feb- 
ruary, cighteen hundred and fifty-three, and act 
third June, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, three 
hundred and forty thousand dollars. 

For Navy invalid pensions; twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars. 

For Navy pensions to widows and orphans, 
under act of eleventh August, eighteen hundred 
and forty-cight, one hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars. 

ApproveDd, December 21, 1860. 


Cuar. V.—An Act making Appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty-two. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-two: 

For pay of officers, instructors, cadets, and 
musicians, one hundred and seventeen thousand 
one hundred and seventy-six dollars. 

For commutation of subsistence, four thousand 
one hundred and sixty-one dollars. 

For forage for officers’ horses, one thousand 
four hundred and forty dollars. 

For pay in lieu of clothing to officers’ servants, 
sixty dollars. A. 

For current and ordiaary expenses, as follows: 
Repairs and improvements, fucl and apparatus, 
forage, postage, stationery, transportation, print- 
ing, clerks, miscellaneous and incidental expenses, 
and departments of instruction, thirty-nine thou- 
sand and ten dollars. 

For gradual increase and expense of library, 
one thousand dollars. 

For expenses of the board of visitors, four 
thousand dollars. 

For forage of artillery and cavalry horses, six 
thousand six hundred and forty dollars. 

For supplying horses for artillery and cavalry 
practice, one thousand dollars. 

For repairs of officers’ quarters, five hundred 
dollars. 

For models for the department of cavalry, one 
hundred dollars. 

For targets and batteries for artillery exercise, 
one hundred and fifty dollars. 

For furniture for hospital for cadets, one hun- 
dred dollars. . 

For annual repairs of gas pipes and retorts, 
three hundred dollars. 

For warming apparatus for academic and other 
buildings, two thousand seven hundred and fifty 


! dollars. 


For materials for quarters for subaltern officers, 
three thousand five hundred dollars. 

For kitchen for cadets’ mess hall, nine hundred 
and fifty doilars. 


For mess room and kitchen for cadets’ hospital, į 


one thousand five hundred dollars. 
To defray the expenses of the commission ap- 


pointed under the eighth section of an act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-one, in addition to the amount 
appropriated by said act, thirteen hundred and 
sixty dollars. i 

Aprroven, January 5, 1861. 


Cuar. XI.—An Act to continue in force an Act 
therein mentioned, relating to the Port of Bal- 
timore. : 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That the act passed the seventeenth 
day of March, one thousand eight hundred, enti- 
tled “ An act declaring the assent of Congress to 
certain acts of the States of Maryland and Geor- 
gia,” and which, by subsequent acts, have been 
continued in force until the third day of March, 
one thousand cight hundred and sixty-one, be and 
the same, so farasit relates to the act of the State 
of Maryland, is hereby, revived and continued in 
force until the third day of March, one thousand 
eight hundred and seventy-one: Provided, That 
the duty shall not be Jevied on any vessel more 
than once in any month. 

Approven, January 19, 1861. 


Cuar. XIX.—An Act to authorize the institution 


of a suit against the United States to test the 
title to Lots Numbers Five and Six, in the 
Hospital Square in San Francisco. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That J. G. Ames, S. W. Holladay, 
and James Blair, and their heirs, assigns, and le- 
gal representatives, be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized to institutea suitagainstthe United States, 
in the circuit court of the United States for the 
State of California, for the purpose of recovering 
from the United States, two lots of ground, num- 
bers five and six, in the square in the city of San 
Francisco, on which a hospital has been erected 
by the United States; which lots are claimed to 
have been acquired by the said Ames, Holladay, 
and Blair, by deeds executed in their favor by the 
sheriff of the county of San Francisco on the 
twenty-third day of October, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-one. The said suit to be commenced by 
citation served on the district attorney of the Uni- 
ted States for the northern district of California: 
Provided, Vhat the United States shall have the 
right in any suit so brought to defend their claim 
to the title and possession of said property, or any 
part thereof, on any legal or equitable grounds, 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of, the said district attorney, under 
the direction and advice of the Attorney General 
of the United States, to defend any suit brought 
under the authority of the first section of thts act, 
and to take all necessary measures at law or in 
equity for the protection and defense of the title 
to said lots. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That either 
party may appeal or prosecute a writ of error to 
the Supreme Court of the United States from any 
final decision rendered by said circuit court in 
any suit instituted as aforesaid. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That no suit 
shall be brought by virtue of the provisions of 
this act, unless the same be instituted within two 
years from the passage thereof. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That in the 
eventof a final judgment against the United States 
in any suit instituted as aforesaid, it shall be the 
duty of the proper officers of the United States, 
who may be in charge and possession of said lots 
in behalf of the Government, to deliver up to the 
claimants said lots, or such parts thereof as may, 
by said final judgment, be decreed to belong to 
them; and the said circuit court is hereby author- 
ized to issue the process necessary and proper for 
carrying out the provisions of this act. 

Approvep, January 26, 1861. 


Cuar. XX.—An Act for the Admission of Kan- 
sas into the Union. 


Whereas the people of the Territory of Kan- 
sas, by their representatives in convention assem- 
bled, at Wyandott, in said Territory, on the 
twenty-ninth. day of July, one thousand eight 
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hundred and fifty-nine, did form for themselves a 
constitution and State government, republican in 
form, which was ratified and adopted by the peo- 
ple at an election held for that purpose on Tues- 
day, the fourth day of October, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-nine, and the said convention 
has, in their name and behalf, asked the Congress 
of the United States to admit the said Territory 
into the Union asa State, on an equal footing with 
the other States: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the State of Kansas shall be, and 
is hereby declared to be, one of the United States 
ot America, and admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States in all re- 
spects whatever. And the said State shall con- 
sist of all the territory included within the follow- 
ing boundaries, to wil: Beginning at a point on 
the western boundary of the State of Missouri, 
where the thirty-seyenth parallel of north latitude 
crosses the same; thence west on said parallel to 
the twenty-fifth meridian of longitude west from 
Washington; thence north on said meridian to 
the fortieth parallel of latitude; thence east on 
said parallel to the western boundary of the State 
of Missouri; thencesouth with the western bound- 
ary of said State to the place of beginning: Pro- 
vided, That nothing contained in the said consti- 
tution respecting the boundary of said State shall 
be construed to impair the rights of person or 

roperty now pertaining to the Indians in said 
Territory, so long as such rights shall remain un- 
extinguished by treaty between the United States 
and such Indians, or to include any territéry 
which, by treaty with such Indian tribe, is not, 
without the consent of said tribe, to be included 
within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any 
State or Territory; but all such territory shall be 
excepted out of the boundaries, and constitute no 
part of the State of Kansas, until said tribe shall 
signify their assent to the President of the United 
States to be included within said State, or to affect 
the authority of the Government of the United 
States to make any regulation respecting such 
Indians, their lands, property, or other rights, by 
treaty, law,or otherwise,which it would have been 
competent to make if this act had never passed. 

Src. 2. And beit further enacted, That until the 


next general apportionment of, Representatives || 
the State of Kansas shall be entitled to one Rep- | 


resentative in the House of Representatives of the 
United States. f 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall be construed as an assent by Con- 
gress to all or to any of the propositions or claims 
contained in the ordinance of said constitution of 
the people of Kansas, or in the resolutions thereto 


attached; but the following propositions are hereby | 


offered to the said people of Kansas for their free 
acceptance or rejection, which, if accepted, shall 
be obligatory on the United States and upon the 
said State of Kansas, to wit: First, That sections 
numbered sixteen and thirty-six insevery town- 
shipof public lands in said State, and where either 
of said sectionsorany part thereof has been sold or 
otherwise been disposed of, other lands, equivalent 
thereto and as contiguous as may be, shall be 
granted to said State for the use of schools. Sec- 
ond, That seventy-two sections of land shall be 


set apart and reserved for the use and support of, 


a State University, to be selected by the Governor 
of said State, subject to the approval of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office 
appropriated and applied in such manner as the 
Legislature of said State may prescribe for the 
purpose aforesaid, but for no other purpose. 

“hird, That ten entire sections of land, to be se- 
lected by the Governor of said State, in legal sub- 
divisions, shall be granted to said State for the 
purpose of completing the publie buildings, or for 
the erection of ethers at the seat of government, 
ander the direction of the Legislature thereof. 
Fourth, That all salt springs within said State, 
not exceeding twelve in number, with six sections 
of land adjoining, or as contiguous as may be to 
each, shall be granted to said State for its use, the 
same to be selected by the Governor thereof within 
one year afier the admission of said State, and 
when so selected, to be used or disposed of on 
such terms, conditions, and regulations as the Le- 
gislatureshalldirect: Provided, Thatnosaltspring 


„and to be |: 


| may be granted and prescribed by the charter of 


aR 


or land, the right whereof is now vested in any. 
individual or individuals, or which may be hereaf- 
ter confirmed or adjudged toany individual or indi- 
viduals, shall by thisarticle begranted to said State. 
Fifth, That five per centum of the net proceeds of 
sales of all public Jands lying within said State 
which shall be sold by Congressafterthe admission 
of said State into the Union, after deducting all the 
expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to 
said State for the purpose of making public roads 
and internal improvements, or for other purposes, 
as the Legislature shall direct: Provided, That the 
foregoing propositions hereinbefore offered are on 
the condition that the people of Kansas shall pro- 
vide by an ordinance, irrevocable without the con- 
sent of the United States, that said State shall 
never interfere with the primary disposal of the 
soil within the same by the United States, or with 
any regulations Congress may find necessary for 
securing the title in said soil to bona fide pur- 
chasers thereof. Sixth, And that the said State 
shall never tax the lands or the property of the 
United States in said State: Provided, however, 
That in case any of the lands herein granted to 
the State of Kansas have heretofore been con- 
firmed to the Territory of Kansas for the pur- 
poses specified in this act, the amount sò con- 
firmed shall be deducted from the quantity specified 
in this act. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the admission of the State of Kansas, 
as hereinbefore provided, all the laws of the United 
States, which are not locally inapplicable, shall 
have the same force and effect within that Slate as 
in other States of the Union; and the said State is 
hereby constituted a judicial district of the United 
States, within which a district court, with the like 
powers and jurisdiction as the district court of 
the United States for the district of Minnesota, 
shall be established ; the judge, attorney, and mar- 
shal of the United States for the said district of 
Kansas shall reside within the same, and shall be 
cutitled to the same compensation as the judge, 
attorney, and marshal of the district of Minne- 
sota; and in all cases of appeal or writ of error 
heretofore prosecuted, and now pending in the 
Supreme Court of the United States, upon any 
record from the supreme court of Kansas Terri- 
tery, the mandate of execution or order of fu rther 
proceedings shall be directed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States to the district court of 
the United States for the district of Kansas, or to | 
the supreme court of the State of Kansas, as the 
nature of such appeal or writ of error may require; 
and each of those courts shall be the successor 
of the supreme court of Kansas Territory, as to 
all such cases, with full power to hear and de~ || 
termine the same, and to award mesne or final 
process therein. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the judge 
of the district court for the district of Kansas shall 
hold two regular terms of the said court annually, 
at the seat of government of the said State, to 
commence on the second Mondays of April and 
October in each year. 


Approven, January 29, 1861. 


, 


Cuar. XXV.—An Act to authorize the exten- 
sion and use of a branch of the Alexandria, 
Loudon, and Hampshire Railroad within the 
City of Georgetown. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That the Alexandria, Loudon, and i 
Hampshire Railroad Company be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and empowered to extend a 
branch of their railroad into and within the city 
of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, and 
that said company shall have and exercise the 
same rights and powers and be subject to the same 
regulations and restrictions, in regard to the con- 
struction and use of such extension, as are ory 


i 
said company in regard to the main stem of said | 
road, or by the laws of Virginia in relation to 
railroads within that State. | 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the cor- || 
porate authorities of the city of Georgetown shall 
have power te regulate the manner and speed of 
running the cars of said company within the limits 
of said city. 


company shall have..power, to construct, and. opr. 
erate their said extension. upon such streets and 
public ways in said city as may,be deemed most, i 
expedient by the said company; and with: the . 
consent of the corporate authorities of said city. 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Cirs: 
cuit Court of the District of, Columbia, and the; 
several officers thercof, shall have and exercise all- 
the powers and duties in relation. to the condens. 
nation and aequisition of land or other. property., 
by the said-company for the purposes of such 
extension of their branch as are or may be pos» 
sessed and exercised by. the courts of: Virginia 
and their officers in. regard to the same; and the 
same proceedings shall be had therein as are or. 
may be proscribed or authorized by the laws.of, 
Virginia in such cases. oera eg 
Arrrovep, February 5, 1861. 


Cuar. XXIX.—An Act authorizing’a Loan.. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States 
be, and hereby is, authorized, at any time before 
the ist day of July next, to borrow, on the credit 
of the United States, a sum not exceeding twenty- 
five millions of dollars, or so much thereof ag, In 
his opinion, the exigencies of the public service 
may require to be used in the payment of the cur- 
rent demands upon the Treasury, and for the re- 
demption of Treasury notes now outstanding, and 
to replace in the Treasury any amount of said 
notes which shall have been paid and received for’ 
public dues. a 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That stock’ 
shall be issued for the amount so borrowed, bear- 
ing interest not exceeding six pe centum ‘per 
annum, and to be reimbursed within a period not 
beyond twenty years and not Jess than ten years; - 
and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is 
hereby, authorized, with the consent of the Pres- 
ident, to cause certificates of stock to be prepared, 
which shall be signed by the Register and sealed 
with the seal of the Treasury Department, for the 
amount so borrowed, in favor of thé parties lend- ` 
ing the same, or their assigns, which certificates ° 
may be transferred on the books of the Treasury, 
under such regulations as may be established by 
the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, Thatno 
certificate shall be issued fora less sum than one 
thousand dollars: And provided also, That, when- 
ever required, the Secretary of the Treasury may 
cause coupons of semi-annual interest payable 
thereon to be attached to certificates issued under 
this act; and any certificate with such coupons of 
interest attached may be assigned and transferred 
by delivery of the same, instead of being trans- 
ferred on the books of the Treasury. ` 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, before 
awarding said loan, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall cause to be inserted in two of the public 
newspapers of the city of Washington, and in 
one or more public newspapers in other cities of 
the United States, public notice that sealed pro- 
posals for such a loan will be received until a 
certain day, to be specified in such notice, not less 
than ten-days from its first insertion in a Wash- 
ington newspaper; and such notice shall state the 
amount of the loan, at what periods the money 
shall be paid, ifby installments, and at what places, 
Such sealed proposals shall be,opencd on the day ` 
appointed in the notice, in the presence of suth 
persons as may choose to attend, and the propo- 


! sals decided by the Secretary of the Treasury, 


who shall accept the most favorable offered by 
responsible bidders for said stock. And the said 
Secretary shall report to Congress, at the com- 
mencement of the next session, the amount of 
money borrowed under this act, and of whomand 
on what terms it shall have been obtained, with: 
an abstract or brief statement of all the proposals 
submitted for the same, distinguishing between 
those accepted and those rejected, with a detailed 
statement of the expense of making such loans. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the faith 
of the United States is hereby pledged for the due 
payment of the interest and the redemption of the 
principal of said stock. 

Sec. 5. And be it furlher enacted, That the res- 
idue of the loan authorized by the act of twenty- 
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Lats of the United States. 


“second of June, eighteen hundred and sixty, or 
so much thereof'as is necessary, shall be applied 
to the redemption of the Treasury notes issued 
under the act of seventeenth of December, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixty, and for no other purpose; 
and the Secretary of the Tréasuty is hereby au- 
thorized, at his discretion, to exchange at par 
bonds of the United States authorized by said act 
of twenty-second June, cightecn hundred and 
sixty, for the said Treasury notes, and the accru- 
ing interest thereon. 


Ske. 6. And be ut further enacted, That, to des | 


fray the expense of engraving and printing cer- 
tifitates of such stock, and other expenses incident 
tothe ‘exccution of this act, the sum of twenty 
thousand dollarsis hereby appropriated: Provided, 


That no compensation shall be allowed for any. 


service performed under, this act to any officer 
whose salary is established by law: : 
Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall not be obliged to 
accept the most favorable bids as hereinbefore 
provided, unless he shall consider itadvantageous 
to the United States'to doso, but for any portion 
of such loan, not taken under the first advertisc- 
ment, he may advertise again at his discretion. 
‘Approven, February 8; 1861. ` 


Ouar. XXX.—An Act to provide for a Superin- 
“tendent of Indian Affairs for Washington Ter- 
ritory and additional Agents. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, Thatthe President be, and he ishereby, 
authorized to make a separate superintendency of 
Washington Territory, and to appoint, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Scnate, or 
during the recess thereof, and until the end of its 
next séssion after such appointment, a superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs for said Territory, with 
an annual salary of twenty-five hundred dollars, 

(Bac. 2. Andbe it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
or during the recess thereof, and until the end of 
its next session after such appointment, three ad- 
ditional Indian agents for said Territory, with an 
annual salary of fifteen hundred dollars each: 
Provided, That no agent or sub-agent, either spe- 
cial or temporary, or otherwise, shall beappointed, 
employed, or continued inemployment, in Wash- 
ington Teritory, except only the threeagents and 
two sub-agents provided for by existing law, and 
the additional agents provided by this act. 

Suc. 3. Andbe it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident, in adjusting the limits of the respective 
superintendencies of Oregon and Washington, 
may. attach any tribe situated partly in both or 
either superintendency, in such manner as in his 
judgment may best promote the public service. 

Aprproven, February 8, 1861. 


Cuar. XXXIII.—An Act to change the name 
of the Schooner Augusta to Colonel Cook. 


` Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and is hereby, authorized to change the name of 
the American-built schooner Augusta, owned by 
George W. Bissell, of Detroit, Michigan, to that 
of Colonel Cook, and to grant her a register in that 
name. A 


Arrnoven, February 13, 1861. 


Cuar, XXXVII.—An Act to extend the right of 
appeal from decisions of Circuit Courts to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That from all judgments and decrees 
of any circuit court rendered in any action, suit, 
controversy, or ease, at law or in equity, arising 
under any law of the United States granting or 
confirming to authors the exclusive right to their 
respective writings, or to inventors the exclusive 
right to their inventions or discoveries, a writ of 
error or appeal, as the case may require, shall lie, 
at the instance of either party, to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the same manner 
and under the same circumstances as is now pro- 


vided by law in other judgments and decrees of 


such circuit courts, without regard to the sum or 


value in controversy in the action. ` 
Approven, February 18, 1861. 


Cmar. XXXVIL.—An Act. making further pro- 
vision in relation to consolidated Land Offices. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and. House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That from and after the passage ot this 
act the register for-the consolidated land districts 
at. Booneville, in the State of Missouri, in.conse- 
quence of additional duties imposed upon him,and 
in addition to the fees now allowed by law, shall 
be entitled to charge and reccive for making tran- 
scripts for individuals, or furnishing any other 
record information respecting public lands or land 
titles in his consolidated land district, such fees 
as are properly authorized. by the tariff existing 
in the local courts in said district: Provided, The 


-whole amount of the register’s compensation, in- 


cluding all fees and commissions to which he is 
entitled under existing laws, shall not exceed three 
thousand dollars per annum, or pro rata per quar- 
ter, the excess, if any, over that amount, shall be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States; and 
the recciver shall receive his equal share of such 
fees, and it shall be his duty to aid the register in 
the preparation of the transcripts, or giving the 
record information as aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be and he is hereby author- 
ized to makea reasonable allowance for office rent 
for such consolidated office, and, when satisfied 
of the necessity therefor, to approve the employ- 
ment by said. register of one or more clerks, ata 
reasonable per diem compensation, for such time 
as said clerk or clerks are absolutely required to 
keep up the current public business, and who shall 
be paid out of the surplus fees above authorized 
to be charged, if any, and if no surplus exists, 
then out of the appropriation for incidental ex- 
penses of district land offices; but no clerk shall 
be so paid unless his employment has been first 
sanctioned by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of this act be and they are hereby extend- 
ed to all other consolidated land offices: Provided, 
That this act shall be construed to extend to and 
provide forall expenses heretofore incurred by any 
register or receiver of any such consolidated land 
office for additional clerical aid or office room: Pro- 
vided further, That the amount of such indemnity 
be first approved by the Sceretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatit shall be 
the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to make 
arcasonable allowance to former registers of con- 
solidated land offices for room rent and clerk hire, 
made necessary by such consolidation, to be paid 
out of the appropriation for incidental expenses 
of district land offices,upon satisfactory vouchers 
actually filed, or to be filed. 

Aprroven, February 18, 1861. 


Cuar. XLII.—An Act to supply Deficiencies in 
the Appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending June thirty, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated: 


Contingent Expenses of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

To supply the deficiency in the appropriation 
for binding documents required for the first ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, fifty thousand 
dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, twenty-one thousand 
dollars. 

For folding documents, twenty-six thousand 
dollars. : 

For furniture and repairs, and boxes for mem- 


| bers, five thousand dollars. 


For stationery, six thousand dollars. 
To enable the superintendent of the Capitol 
extension to pay for labor and materials used to 


carry out the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of twenty-first February, eighteen hun- 
died and sixty, two thousand five hundted dol- 
lars. . : 

To'supply. deficiencies in the appropriations 
heretofore made for printing ordered by the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives at the first ses- 


| sion of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, and for paper 


for the same; one hundred and eighty-seven thou- 
sand eight hundred and sixteen dollars and thirty- 
eight cents. 

To supply the deficiency in the appropriation 
for paper required for the printing of the second 
session of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, fifty thou- 
sand dollars. ` ; 

To supply the deficiency in the appropriation 
for the printing of the second session of the Thir- 
ty-Sixth Congress, thirty thousand dollars. 

For the completion of the custom-house and 
post office at the city of Saint Louis, and fitting 
up and furnishing the same, the sum of fifteen 
thousand dollars. ae 

To supply deficiencies in the fund heretofore 
appropriated to enable the President of the Uni- 
ted States to carry into effect the act of Congress 
of third March, cighteen hundred and nineteen, 
and any subsequent ads now in force for the 
suppression ofthe slave trade, nine hundred thou- 
sand dollars. 

For the compensation and mileage of Senators, 
thirteen thousand dollars. 

For the contingent expenses of the Senate, for 
miscellaneous items, three thousand dollars. 

For the contingent expenses of the Senate and 
Hokse of Representatives, viz: : 

For additional police for the Capitol, payable 
by the Senate, one thousand and _ninety-six dol- 
lars and ninety-seven cents; and for additional 
police for the Capitol, payable by the House of 
Representatives, one thousand and ninety-six 
dollars and ninety-seven cents. 

To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for 
taking the eighth census, four hundred and thir- 
ty-seven thousand dollars. 

For expenses of select committee appointed 
under the resolution of House of Representatives 
of twenty-fourth December, eighteen hundred and 
sixty, five thousand dollars; and for expenses of 
select committee made by order of the House of 
Representatives of the ninth of January, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-one, three thousand dollars, 
making eight thousand dollars; and that the said 
sum'shall be added to the miscellaneous item of 
the contingent fund of the House. 

Forexpenses ofremoving the office ofthe Fourth 
Auditor of the Treasury to the apartments as- 
signed in Winder’s building, and for cleansing, 
repairing, and furnishing the same, three thou- 
sand five hundred and eight dollars and fifty-five 
cents, 

To enable the Superintendent of the Public 
Printing to carry into effect the provisions of the 
joint resolution in relation tothe public printing, 
approved Junt the twenty-third, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty, one hundred and thirty-five thou- 
sand dollars: Provided, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be expended until the title to the 
property purchased shall have been examined 
and approved by the Attorney General of the 
United States. 

#or compensation of the clerks in the land 
office at Kickapoo, Kansas, ten thousand five 
hundred and thirty-three dollars, in accordance 
with section seven of.** An act making appropri- 
ations for certain civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment,” &c,, approved August eighteenth, eightcen 
hundred and fifty-six: Provided, That no payment 
shall be made under the terms of this appropria- 
tion except upon vouchers of moneys actually 
paid by the several receivers and registers, such 
vouchers to be verified by the affidavits both of 
the registers and receivers and the parties to whom 
the payments have been made; nor unless the 
Seeretary of the Interior be satisfied of the fair- 
ness of the prices allowed: And provided further, 
That the seventh section of the act of the eigh- 
teenth of August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, 
“ making appropriations for certain civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the thir- 
tieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven,” 
be and the same is hereby repealed. he 

For carrying the mails from New York, via 
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Panama, to San Francisco, three times a month, 
from the first of July, eighteen hundred and sixty, 
to the first of July, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
one, at the rate of three hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars per annum, from which sum shall be 
deducted the amount received for postages on said 
route. i 
Approven, February 19, 1861. 


Cuar. XLIV.—An Act making Appropriations 
for the Legislative, Executive, and Judicial 
Expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-two. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be and the 
same are hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the objects hereafter expressed, for the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-two, namely: : 

LEGISLATIVE. 


For compensation and mileage of Senators, 
three hundred and thirty-six thousand six hun- 
dred dollars. 

‘For compensation of the officers, clerks, messen- 
gers, and others receiving an annual salary in the 
service of the Senate, viz: Secretary of the Senate, 
three thousand six hundred dollars; officer charged 
with disbursements ofthe Senate, four hundred and 
eighty dollars; chief clerk, two thousand five hun- 
dred dollars; principal-clerk and principal exec- 
utive clerk in the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate, at two thousand one hundred and sixty 
dollars each; eight clerks in [the] office of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, at one thousand eight hun- | 
dred ‘and fifty dollars each; keeper of the station- | 
ery, one thousand seven hundred and fifty-two 
dollars; two messengers, 
eighty dollars each; one pa 
lars; Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, two thou- 
sand dollars; assistant doorkeeper, one thousand 
seven hundred dollars; postmaster to the Senate, 
one thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars; as- 
sistant postmaster and mail carrier, one thousand 
four hundred and forty dollars; two mail boys, at 
nine hundred dollars each; superintendent of the 
documentroom, one thousand five hundred dollars; 
two assistants in documentroom, atone thousand 
two hundred dollars.cach; superintendent of the 
folding room, one thousand five hundred dollars; 
two messengers, acting as assistant doorkeepers, 
at onc thousand five hundred dollars each; four- 
teen messengers, at one thousand two hundred 
dollars each; superintendent in charge of the Sen- 
ate furnaces, one thousand two hundred dollars; 
assistant in charge of furnaces, six hundred dol- 
lars; laborer in private passage, Six hundred dol- 
lars; two laborers, at four hundred and eighty 
dollars each; clerk or secretary to the President 
of the Senate, one thousand seven bundred and 
fifty-two dollars; clerk to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, one thousand eight hundred and fifty dol- į 
lars; clerk to the Committee on Claims, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty doliars; clerk of 
printing records, one thousand eight hundred and 
fifty dollars; Chaplain to the Senate, seven hun- | 
dred and fifty dollars; making seventy-five thou- | 
sand four hundred and fourteen dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the Senate, namely: | 

For lithographing and engraving, thirty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For binding 

For stationery, 

For newspapers, three thou 
dollars. sons 

For Congressional Globe, and binding the same, 
forty-nine thousand three hundred dollars. 

For reporting proceedings in the Daily Globe for 
the first session of the Thirty-Seventh Congress, 
eighteen thousand dollars. i 

For the usual additional compensation to the 
reporters of. the Senate for the Congressional 
Globe, for reporting the proceedings of the Senate | 
for the first session of the Thirty-Seventh Con- | 
gress, eight hundred dollars each, four thousand | 
dollars. | 

For clerks to committees, pages, horses, and | 
carry-alls, twenty-cight thousand five hundred 
dollars. 


e,atfive hundred dol- 


, fifty thousand dollars. 
twelve thousand dollars. 
sand three hundred | 


| 
j 


at one thousand and |i 


i| cach; messenger to the Speaker, one thousand 


i . 
į reporters of the House for the Congressional 


I 
i 


‘geant-at-Arms, one thousand eight hundred dol- 


| for the first session of the Thirty 
| gress, at seven dollars and 


| Globe, for repor 


For Capitol police, eight thousand two hundred 
dollars. l i 

For expenses of heating and 
ratus, twelve thousand dollars. 
-For miscellaneous items, twenty thousand dol- 
ars. f 

For compensation and mileage of members of 
the House of Representatives and delegates from’ 
Territories, one million one hundred thousand 
dollars. 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, mes- 
sengers, and others receiving an annual salary in 
the service of the House of Representatives, viz: 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, three thou- 
sand six hundred dollars; two clerks, at two thou- 
sand one hundred and sixty dollars each; eleven 
clerks at one thousand cight hundred dollars each; 
principal messenger in the office, one thousand 
seven hundred and fifty-two dollars; three mes- 
sengers, at one thousand two hundred dollars 


ventilating appa- 


seven hundred and fifty-two dollars; clerk to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, one thousand 
eight hundred dollars; clerk to the Committee on 
Claims, one thousand eight hundred dollars; Cap- 
itol police, eight thousand four hundred and 
twenty dollars; Sergeant-at-Arms, two thousand 
onc hundred and sixty dollars; clerk to the Ser- 


jars; messenger to the Sergeant-at-Arms, one 
thousand two hundred dollars; Postmaster, two 
thousand one hundred and sixty dollars; one mes- 
senger in the office, one thousand Seven hundred 
and forty dollars; four messengers, at one thou- 
sand four hundred and forty dollars each; two 
mail boys, at ninc hundred dollars each; Door- 
keeper, two thousand one hundred and sixty dol- 
lars; superintendent of the folding-room, one thou- 
sand eight hundred dollars; two messengers, at 
one thousand seven hundred and fifty-two dol- 
lars each; one messenger, at one thousand seven 
hundred and forty dollars; five messengers, at one 
thousand five hundred dollars cach; six messen- 
gers, at one thousand two hundred dollars each; 
eleven messengers, to be employed during the 
session of Congress, at the rate of one thousand 
two hundred dollars each per annum; Chaplain 
of the Housc of Representatives, seven hundred 
and fifty dollars, making ninety-five thousand 
eight hundred and eighteen dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, namely: 

For binding documents, including the Congres- 
sional Globe, eighty-nine thousand dollars. 

For cartage, two thousand dollars. 

For twenty-four copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix for each member and Dele- 
gate of the first session of the Thirty-Seventh 
Congress, and one hundred of the same for the 
House Library, thirty-nine thousand six hun- 
dred and eighty-eight dollars. 

For the compensation of the clerks to commit- 
tees and temporary clerks in the office of the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, seventeen thou- 
sand eight hundred dollars. 

For engraving, clectrotyping, 
ing, fifty thousand dollars. 

For folding documents, including pay of folders, 
wrapping-paper, twine, and paste, thirty thousand 
dollars. 


and lithograph- 


For fuel, oil, and candles, including pay of | 
engineer, firemen; and laborers, repairs, and ma- j; 
terials for engine-room, fifteen thousand dollars. |! 

For furniture, repairs, and packing-boxes for 
members, ten thousand dollars. 

For stationery, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For horses, carriages, and saddle-horses, seven 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For laborers, seven thousand dollars. 

For miscellancousitems, forty thousand dollars. 

For newspapers, twelve thousand five hundred j; 


dollars. 


For pages and temporary mail-boys, nine thou- 
sand six hundred and eighty dollars, 

For reporting proceedings in the Daily Globe 
-Seventh Con- 
column, | 


fifty cents per 
twenty-three thousand dollars. . 
For the usual additional compensation to the 
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ting the préceedings of the House 
Thirty-Seventh Con- 


ii 


for the first session of the 


gress, eight hundred dollars each, four thousand. ` 
dollars. Nh ve eae fiat bw aa 
Library of Congress. 
For.compensation of librarian, three assistant 
librarians, and messenger, nine thousand dollars. 
For contingent expenses of said library ne 
thousand dollars. ©- ; i 
For purchase of books for said library, 
thousand dollars... ; f E 
“For purchase of law-books for said {library}, 
two thousand dollars.” eae poe 
For compensation of the Superintendent of Pub- 
lie Printing, and the clerks and messenger in his 
office, nine thousand seven hundred and fourteen 
dollars. ; : en s 
For contingent expenses of his office, namely: 
for blank books, stationery, postage, advertising 
for proposals for paper, furniture, traveling ex- 
penses, cartage, and labor, in storing and trans- 
portation of paper, and miscellaneous items, two 
thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars. es 
For paper required for the printing of the. first 
session of the Thirty-Seventh Congress, one hun- 
dred thousand dollars. i ie 
For printing required for the first session of the 
Thirty-Seventh Congress, seventy thousand dól- 
lars, And hereafter the Superintendent of Public 
Printing shall submit to Congress, at the com- 
mencement of each session, detailed estimates of 
the sums required for the support of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, and he shall also submit a 
report showing the payments made during the pre- 
ceding year under his direction. ` 


Court of Claims. . 


For salaries of three judges of the Court of 
Claims, the solicitor, assistant solicitor, deputy 
solicitor, clerk and assistant clerk, and messenger 
thereof, twenty-seven thousand three handred 
dollars. i 

For stationery, 
laborers, and other contin 
expenses for the Court of 
dollars. 


five, 


books, fuel, lights, pay of 
gent and miscellaneous 
Claims, four thousand 


EXECUTIVE. 

For compensation of the President of the United 
States, twenty-five thousand dollars. 7 

For compensation of the Vice President of the 
United States, eight thousand dollars. 

For compensation to secretary to sign patents. 
for lands, one thousand five hundred dollars. ` 

For compensation to the private secretary, 
steward, and messenger of the President of the 
United States, four thoasand six hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the executive office, 
including stationery therefor, three hundred and 
fifty dollars. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


For compensation of the Secretary of State and 
Assistant Secretary of State, clerks, messenger, 
assistant messenger, and laborers in his office, 
fifty-seven thousand eight hundred dollars. 


For the Incidental and Contingent Expenses of said 
Department. 

For publishing the laws in pamphlet form, and 
in newspapers of the States and Territories, and 
in the city of Washington, twenty-five thousand 
one hundred and twenty-five dollars. 

For proof reading and packing the laws.and 
documents for the various legations and consi- 
lates, including boxes and transportation of the 
same, five thousand dollars. 

For stationery, blank-books, binding, furniture, 
fixtures, repairs, painting, and glazing, ten thou- 
sand dollars. ; 

For miscellaneous items, 
dred dollars. 

For copper-plate printing 
thousand dollars. 

For extra clerk hire 
sand dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase 
fifty copies each of volumes twenty-erght and 
twenty-nine of Howard’s Reports of the Decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, five 
hundred dollars. 


Northeast Executive Building. 


For compensation of four watchmen and two 
laborers of the northeast executive building, three 


two thousand five hun- 
, booksand maps, two 


and copying, two thou- 


| thousand six hundred dollars. 
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For contingent expenses of said building, viz.: 
forfuel, light, repairs, and miscellaneousexpenses, 
four thousand five hundred dollars. e 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, clerks, 
niessenger, assistant messenger, and laborers in 
his office, fifty-three thousand eight hundred dol- 
lars.’ f 

- Forcompensation of the First Comptroller, and 
the clerks, messenger, and laborers in his office, 
thirty-three. thousand.seven hindred and forty 
dollars. i : 

For compensation of the Second Comptroller, 
and the clerks, messenger,and laborer in his office, 
twenty-eight thousand two hundred and forty dol- 
lars, 


For compensation of:the First Auditor, and the | 


clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and la- 
borer in his office, forty-two thousand nine hun- 
dred and forty dollars. i 

. For compensation of the Second Auditor, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and 
laborer in his office, thirty-eight thousand one 
hundred and forty dollars. 

‘For compensation of the Third Auditor, and 
the clerks, messengers, assistant messenger, and 
laborers in his office, iinety-three-thousand four 
hundred and forty dollars, 

For compensation of the Fourth Auditor, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office, thirty-one thousand nine hundred and 
forty dollars. 

For compensation of the Fifth Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, and laborer in his office, sev- 
enteen thousand four hundred and sixty-nine dol- 
lars.and seventy-six cents. 

For compensation of the Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post Office Department, and the clerks, 
messenger, assistant messenger, and laborers in 
his office, one hundred and ei 
five hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the Treasurer of the Uni- 
ted States, and the clerks, messenger, assistant 
messenger, and laborers in his office, twenty-cight 
thousand one hundred and fifty-one dollars and 
twenty-four cents, 

For compensation of the Register of the Treas- 
ury, and the clerks, messenger, assistant messen- 
ger, and laborers in his office, fifty-three thousand 
three hundred and forty dollars, 

For compensation of the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury, and the clerks and messenger in his office, 
cighteen thousand five hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, and the clerks, messenger, and laborer in 
his office, twenty thousand four hundred and forty 
dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborer of the Light-House Board, nine thousand 
two hundred. and forty dollars. 

Contingent Expenses of the Treasury Department. 

In the Office of the Secretary of the Treasury: 

For copying, blank-books, stationery, binding, 
sealing ships’ registers, translating foreign lan- 
guages, advertising, and extra clerk hire for pre- 
paring and collecting information to be laid before 
Congress, and for miscellaneous items, twelve 
thousand dollars. 

In the Office of the First Comptroller: 
For furniture, blank-books, binding, station- 


ery, public documents, State and Territorial stat- | 


utes, and miscellancous items, onc thousand eight 
hundred dollars. 
In the Office of the Second Comptroller: 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, pay for 
two daily papers published in the city of Wash- 
ington, to be filed and preserved for the use of the 
ofice, office furniture, and miscellaneous items, 
one thousand two hundred dollars. 
In the Office of the First Auditor: 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, office 
furniture, and miscellaneous items, including sub- 


scription for two daily papers published In the | 


city of Washington, to be filed for the use of the 
office, one thousand five hundred dollars. 
In the Office of the Second Auditor: 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, office 
furniture, and miscellaneous items, including two 
of the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, 


ghty-one thousand | 
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and preserved for the use of the office, one thou- 
sand two hundred dollars. 
Office of the Third Auditor: . 

For blank-books, binding, office furniture, car- 
peting, two daily-newspapers published in the city 
of Washington, files and papers bounty land ser- 
vice, and miscellaneous items, one thousand dol- 
lars. . : 

In the Office of the Fourth Auditor: 
For stationery, books, binding, labor, and mis- 


-cellancous items, one thousand dollars. 


In the Office of the Fifth Auditor: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, office 
furniture, carpeting, and miscellaneous expenses, 
in which are included two daily newspapers, eight 
hundred dollars. 


In the Office of the Auditor of the Treasury 
for the Post Office Department: 

For blank-books, binding, and ruling, and fur- 
niture, ten thousand one hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. 

In the Office of the Treasurer; 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 

cellaneous items, one thousand dollars. - 


In the Office of the Register: 

For ruling and full-binding books for recording 
collectors’ quarterly abstracts of commerce and 
navigation, and blank abstracts for their use, 
blank-books, binding, and stationcry, arranging 
and binding canceled marine papers, cases for 
official papers and records, and miscellaneous 
items, including office furniture and carpeting, six 
thousand dollars. 

Light-House Board. 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, miscel- 
laneous expenses, and postage, six hundred dol- 
lars, 


For the general purposes of the Southeast Executive 
Building, including the Extension, and the Build- 
ing cecupied by the Attorney General and the First 
Auditor. 

For compensation of twelve watchmen and 
eleven laborers of the Southeast Executive Build- 
ing, thirteen thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said building, fuel, 
light, and miscellaneous items, ten thousand dol- 
lars, 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


For compensation of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the clerks, messenger, assistant mes- 
sengers, watchmen, and laborers in his office, 
thirty-six thousand nine hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of the 
Gencral Land Office, and the recorder, draughts- 
man, assistant draughtsman, clerks, messengers, 
assistant messengers, packers, watchmen, and 
laborers in his office, one hundred and seventy- 


| five thousand four hundred and forty dollars. 


For additional clerks in the General Land Office, 
under the act of third March, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, granting bounty land, and for la- 
borers employed therein, fifty-eight thousand four 
hundred dollars: Provided, That the Secretary of 
the Interior, at his discretoin, shall be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to use any portion of said 
appropriation for piece-work, or by theday, week, 
month, or year, at such rate or rates as he may 
deem just and fair. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, and the clerks, messenger, assistant 
messenger, watchmen, and laborer in his office, 
thirty-one thousand nine hundred and forty dol- 
lars, 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the clerks, messenger, [assistant] mes- 
sengers, and laborers in his office, eighty-two 
thousand three hundred and forty dollars, 
Contingent Expenses—Department of the Interior. 

Office of the Secretary of the Interior: 
` For books, stationery, furniture, fuel, lights, 
and other contingencics, and for books and maps 
for the library, six thousand five hundred dollars. 

For casual repairs of the Patent Office building, 
fifteen hundred dollars. 

For expenses of packing and distributing con- 
gressional journals and documents, in pursuance 
of the provisions contained in the joint resolution 
of Congress, approved twenty-eighth January, 


i eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, and act fifth 


February, eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, three 
thousand dollars. 
Office of Indian Affairs: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, fuel, 
lights, and miscellaneous items, including two of 
the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office, five thousand 
dollars. 

General Land Office: 

For cash system and military patents, under 
laws prior to twenty-cighth September, cighteen 
hundred and fifty; patent and other records; tract- 


i books and blank-books for this and the district 


land offices; binding plats and field notes, sta- 

tionery, furniture, and repairs of same, and mis- 

cellaneous items, including two of the daily city 

newspapers, to be filed, bound, and preserved 

for the use of the office; also, for contingent 

expenses, in addition, under swamp-land act of 
twenty-eighth September, eighten hundred and 

fifty; military bounty acts of twenty-cighth Sep- 

tember, eightcen hundred and fifty, and twenty- 

second March, eighteen hundred and ‘fifty-two; 

and act thirty-first August, eighteen hundred and ` 
fifty-two, for the satisfaction of Virginia land 

warrants; and. for contingent expenses under act 

third March, eighteen hundred and filty-five, 

granting bounty land, and amendatory act of 

fourth [fourteenth] May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, for patents, patent and other records, 
stationery, and miscellancous items, on account 
of bounty land under said act, forty-two thousand 
dollars, ; 

For fuel, lights, and incidental expenses attend- 
ing the same, including pay of furnace-keepcrs, 
two thousand dollars. 

Pension Office: 
For stationery, binding books, furniture, and 


| repairing the same; miscellaneous items, includin 


two daily. city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office, and for engrav- 
ing and retouching plates for bounty land war- 
rants, printing and binding the same, fifteen thou- 
sand dollars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings, and the clerk and messenger in his 
office, four thousand two hundred dollars. 

For stationery, blank-books, plans, drawings, 
and other contingent expenses of the office of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, two hundred 
and fifty dollars. £ 


Surveyors General and their Clerks. 

For compensation of the snrveyor general of 
Florida, and the clerks in hig office, five thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Wisconsin and towa, and the clerks in his office, 
eight thousand three hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Oregon, and the clerks in his office, seven thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in Oregon, 
fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental ex- 
penses, two thousand dollars. 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in Cali- 
fornia, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental 
expenses, including pay of messenger, three thou- 
sand dollars. 

For office rent for the surveyor general of 
Washington Territory, fuel, books, stationery, 
and other incidental expenses, two thousand dol- 
lars. 

For rent of the surveyor general’s office in New 
Mexico, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci- 
dental expenses, two thousand dollars. 

For office rent of the surveyor general of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, fuel, and incidental expenses, 
two thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
California, and the clerks in his office, fifteen 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Washington Territory, and the clerks in his of- 
fice, seven thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
New Mexico, and clerks in his office, seven thou- 
sand dollars. 

For compensation of translator in the office of 
the surveyor general of New Mexico, two thou- 
sand dollars. J 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
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Kansas and Nebraska, and the clerks in his office, i 


eight thousand three hundred dollars. 

-For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Utah, and the clerks in his office, two thousand 
six hundred and fifty-five dollars and fifteen cents. 


For compensation of the surveyor general of | 


Minnesota, and the clerks in his office, eight 
thousand three hundred dollars, 

For compensation of clerks in the offices of the 
surveyors general, to be apportioned to them ac- 
cording to the exigencies of the public service, 
and to be employed in transcribing field notes of 
surveys, for the purpose of preserving them at 
the seat of government, twenty-five thousand 
dollars. 

For salary of the recorder of land titles in Mis- 
souri, five hundred dollars. 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 


For compensation of the Secretary of War, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and ! 
laborer in his office, twenty-two thousand dollars, 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger | 

-in the office of the Adjutant General, thirteen | 
thousand six hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Quartermaster General, six- 
teen thousand four hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Paymaster General, twelve | 
thousand four hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborer in the office of the Commissary General, 
ten thousand and forty dollars. i 
_ For compensation of the clerks and messenger | 
in the office of the Surgeon General, five thousand 
two handred and forty dollars. i 


For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and || 
laborer in the office of Topographical Engineers, !) thousand eight hundred and forty dollars. 
ten thousand six hundred and forty dollars, if 


Yor compensation of the clerks and messenger ` 


in the office of the Chief Engineer, cight thousand 


two hundred and forty dollars. 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger 


in the office of the Coloncl of Ordnance, twelve |: 


thousand two hundred and forty dollars. 


Contingent Expenses of the War Department. 
Office of the Secretary of War: 

For blank-books, stationery, books, maps, 
extra clerk hire, and miscellaneous items, six 
thousand dollars, 

Office of the Adjutant General: , 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- į 


cate, two thousand two hundred dollars. 


Office of the Quartermaster General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, miscel- 
Janeous items, and new furniture and book-cases, 
two thousand one hundred dollars. 

Office of the Paymaster General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 

cellancous items, five hundred dollars. 
Office of the Commissary General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, ane mis- 
cellaneous items, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. 

Office of the Chief Engineer: : 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- | 
cellaneous items, including two daily Washington | 
papers, nine hundred dollars. 

Office of the Surgeon General: 


For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- | 


cellancous items, five hundred dollars. 


Office of Colonel of Ordnance: i 


For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 


i 
j 
kf 


For the general purposes of the building 
corner of F and Seventeeth streets: ~ ` 

For compensation of superintendent, - four 

watchmen, and two laborers for said building, 
three thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars. 

For fuel, compensation of fireman, and miscel- 

laneous items, four thousand eight hundred 

dollars. - 
NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, 
and laborer in his office, twenty-nine thousand 
six hundred dollars : ; 

For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
| Navy-Yards and Docks, and the clerks, messen- 

ger, and laborers in his office, fourteen thousand 
; one hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
Ordnance and Hydrography.and the clerks, mes- 
senger, and laborer in his office, twelve thousand 
| three hundred and forty dollars. 
| For compensation ef the chief of the Bureau of 
i Construction, Equipment, and Repairs, and of the 
Engineer-in-Chief, and the clerks, messenger, and 
laborers in his office, twenty-one thousand three 
hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborerin the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 
eight thousand eight hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
Medicine and Surgery, and the clerks, messen- 
ger, and laborer in his office, nine thousand five 


| hundred and forty dollars. 


Contingent expenses of the Navy Department. 
Office Secretary of the Navy: 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, news- 
papers, periodicals, and miscellaneous items, two 


Bureau of Yards and Docks: 
For stationery, books, plans, and ‘drawings, 
į eight hundred dollars. 

Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrography: 
For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
| items, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

Bareau of Construction, Equipment, and 
Repairs: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, print- 
ing, and miscellaneous items, eight hundred dol- 
lars. 

Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: 


i Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: 
For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 


i! items, four hundred and fifty dollars. 


For the general purposes of the Southwest Executive 
H Building. 

l For compensation of four watchmen of the 
Southwest Executive building, two thousand four 
hundred dollars. 


for labor, fuel, lights, and miscellaneous items, 


lars. 
POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

For compensation of the Postmaster General, 
three Assistant Postmasters General, and the 
clerks, messenger, assistant messengers, watch- 
men, and laborers of said Department, one hun- 
dred and fifty-seven thousand eight hundred dol- 


lars. 
Contingent expenses of said Department. 


for the General Post Office building, including the 
Auditor’s office, oil, gas, and candles, printing, 


ecllaneous items, five hundred dollars. 


Office of the Colonel of Topographical Engi- 
neers: i 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
ecliancous items, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. 


For the general purposes of the Northwest | 


Executive Building: i 
For compensation of superintendent, four 
watchmen, and two laborers of the northwest 
Executive building, three thousand eight hundred 
and flity dollars. 
For fuel, light, 
thousand dollars. 


and miscellaneous items, four 


| office furniture, glazing, painting, whitewashing, 

and for keeping the fireplaces and furnaces in 

order, for enginecr, (for steam engine,) laborers, 

i| watchmen, repairs of furniture, and for miscel- 
i| laneous items, thirty-three thousand dollars. 
PRINTING FOR EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 

For paper and printing of the Executive De- 

| partments, including the paper, primung, and 

| binding the Biennial Register, and the annual 

statement of commerce and navigation, and the 


paper and printing of the annual estimates of ap- 
propriations, fifty-five thousand dollars: Provided, 
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i For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous | 


: f 3 : ii items, seven hundred dollars. 
cellancous items, including office of judge advo- |: ; 


For contingent expenses of said building, viz: | 


three thousand nine hundred: and thirteen dol- | 


For blank-books, binding, and stationery, fuel 


for repairs of the General Post Office building, | 


That the preparation of the said Register shall be 


made under the direction of the Seeretary of the 
Interior. 5 
MINT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
At Philadelphia: 

-For salaries of the director, treasurer; assayer, 
melter and refiner, chief coiner and‘engraver, as- 
sistant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, and 
seven clerks, twenty-seven thousand’ nine huñ- 
dred dollars. ` Tah 

For wages of workmen and. adjusters, fifty 
thousand dollars, i Hae 

For incidental and contingent: expenses; in- 
cluding wastage, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For specimens of ores and coins to be'reserved 
at the mint, three hundred dollars. 

For transportation of bullion. from New: York 
assay office to the United States Mint for coin- 
age, five thousand dollars. ` 


At San Francisco, California. 

For silaries of superintendent, treasurer, assay- 
er, melter and refiner, coiner, and’six clerks, 
thirty thousand five hundred dollars. - E 

For wages of workmen and- adjusters, in addi- 
tion to estimated deductions from depositors, one 
hundred and three thousand nine hundred: and 
twenty-eight dollars. 

For incidental and 
ing wastage, forty 
thirty-three dollars. 

At New Orleans. 


For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, as- 
sayer, coiner, melter and refiner, and three clerks, 
cighteen thousand three hundred dollars, 

For wages of workmen, twenty-five thousand 
dollars. . si 

For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage, twenty thousand dollars. i 


Assay Office, New York: 


For salaries of officers and clerks, twenty-four 
thousand nine hundred dollars. TA 

For wages of workmen, thirty-six thousand 
dollars. 


. A hd : 
contingent expenses, includ- 
thousand four hundred and 


At Charlotte, North Carolina: 


For salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, 
and clerk, six thousand dollars. 

For wages of workmen, three thousand five 
hundred dollars. ; i 

GOVERNMENTS IN THE TERRITORIES. 
Territory of New Mexico. , 

For salaries of governor, three judges, and sec- 
retary, nine thousand dollars. : 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand dollars. 

For interpreter ats] translator in the executive 
office, five hundred dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, ten thou- 
sand dollars. ; 

Territory of Utah. 

For salaries of governor, three judges, and sec- 
retary, twelve thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, oficers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

Territory of Washington. 

For salaries of governor, three judges, and sec- 
retary, twelve thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, including 
the sum of three hundred and seventy-five dol- 
lars due for codifying the laws, twenty thousand 
doilars. 

Territory of Nebraska. : 

For salaries of governor, three judges, and see: 
retary, ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
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contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
thousand. dollars. . 


Territory of Kansas. 


For salaries of governor, three judges, and sec- 

retary, ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

.. For-contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
‘thousand five hundred dollars. . $ 
;.. For contingent expenses, to reimburse Wilson 
"Shannon, while acting Governor of the Territory 
of Kansas, one hundred. and fifty-six dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

JUDICIARY. 


For salaries of the. Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court and cight associate justices, fifty-four thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

For salaries of the district judges, one hundred 
and fifteen thousand one hundred and eighty-four 
dollars and six cents. ; 

For salary of the circuit judge of California, six 

thousand dollars. 
_. For salaries of the chief justice of the District 
of Columbia, thé associate judges, and the judges 
“Of the criminal court and the orphans’ court, fif- 
‘teen thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars. 


* Office of the Attorney General. 


Forsalaries of the Attorney General, Assistant | 


Attorney General, and the clerks and messenger 
in his office, seventeen thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. ; : 

For contingent expenses of the office of the 
‘Attorney General, one thousand seven hundred 
dollars. f 

For purchase of law books, and necessary 
books for the office of the Attorney General, five 
hundred dollars. 

For furniture for the office of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, three hundred dollars. 

For legal assistance and other necessary ex- 

enditares in the disposal of private land claims 
in California, ten thousand dollars. 

For special and other extraordinary expenses 
of California land claims, twenty thousand dol- 
lars. 

For salary of the reporter of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court, one thousand three hundred 
dollars. 

For compensation of the district attorneys, 
cleven thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars. 

Yor compensation of the marshals, ten thousand 
four hundred dollars. 

Tor defraying the expenses of the Supreme, 
circuit, and district court[s} of the United States, 
including the Districtof Columbia; also, for jurors 
and witnesses, in aid of the funds arising from 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred in the 
fiscal year ending June thirty, cighteen hundred 
and sixty-two, and previous years; and likewise 
for defraying the expenses of suits in which the 
United States are concerned, and of prosecutions 
for offenses committed against the United States, 
and for thesafe-keeping of prisoners, one million 
dollars. i 

ANNUITIES AND GRANTS. 


To Elizabeth C. Perry, per act second March, | 


eighteen hundred and twenty-one, four hundred 
dollars. 
INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 
For salaries of the assistant treasurers of the 


United States at New York, Boston, Charleston, į 
and Saint Louis, sixteen thousand five hundred j 


dollars. . 

For additional salaries of the treasurer of the 
Mintat Philadelphia, of one thousand dollars, and 
of the treasurer of the branch mint at New Or- 
leans, of five hundred dollars, one thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For salaries of the five additional clerks author- 
ized by the acts of sixth August, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-six, and paid under acts of twelfth 


August, cighteen hundred and forty-eight, third | 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, and third 


Mareh, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, five thou- 
sand seven hundred dollars. 

For salary of additional clerk in office of assist- 
ant treasurer at Boston, one thousand two hun- 
dred dollars, 

For salaries of clerks, messengers, and watch- 


4 
i 


men in the office of the assistant treasurer at New 
York, thirteen thousand nine hundred dollars. 
For salaries of nine supervising and fifty local 
inspectors, appointed under act thirtieth August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, for the better pro- 
tection of the lives of passengers. by steamboats, 


‘with traveling and other expenses incurred by 


them, cighty thousand dollars. 

For compensation. to. the laborer in charge of 
the water-closets in the Capitol, four hundred and 
thirty-eight dollars. ; ese 

For compensation to the public gardener, one 
thousand four hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of twenty-four laborers em- 
ployed in the public grounds and President’s gar- 
den, thirteen thousand two hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the keeper of the westetn 
gate, Capitol square, eight hundred and seventy- 
six dollars. 

For compensation of two day watchmen em- 
ployed in the Capitol square, one thousand two 
hundred dollars. 

Tor compensation of two night watchmen em- 


ployed at the President’s House, one thousand 


two hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the doorkeeper at the Pres- 
ident’s House, six hundred dollars. 

For compensation of one night watchman em- 
ployed for the better protection of the buildings 
lying south of the Capitol, and used as public 
stables and carpenters’ shops, six hundred dol- 
lars. 

For compensation of watchman employed on 
reservation number two, six hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the assistant doorkeeper 
at the President’s House, six hundred dollars. 

For compensation of four draw-keepers at the 
Potomac bridge, and for fuel, oi), and lamps, three 
thousand two hundred and sixty-six dollars. 

For compensation of two draw-keepers at the 
two bridges across the Eastern Branch of the Po- 
tomac, and for fuel, oil, and lamps, one thousand 
one hundred and eighty dollars. 

For compensation of the Auxiliary Guard and 
one licutenant, and for fuel, oil, and lamps, and 
for twenty policemen, thirty-two thousand four 
hundred dollars. 

For furnace-keeper at the President’s House, 
six hundred dollars. 

For refurnishing the President’s House, to be 
expended under the direction of the President, in 
addition to the proceeds of the sale of such of the 
furniture and equipage as may be decayed and 
unfit for use, twenty thousand dollars. 

For introducing the Potomac water into the 
President’s House, four thousand four hundred 
and twenty dollars. 


Expenses of the Collection of the Revenue from 
Lands. 

To mect the expenses of collecting the reve- 
nuc from the sale of public lands in the 
several States and Territories: 

For salaries and commissions of registers of 
land officers, and receivers of public moneys, two 
hundred and thirty-four thousand seven hundred 
dollars. 

For expenses of depositing public moneys by 
receivers of public moneys, twenty-eight thou- 
sand six hundred dollars. 

For incidental expenses of the several land 
offices, twenty-five thousand dollars. 


PENITENTIARY. 


For compensation of the warden, clerk, physi- 
cian, chaplain, assistant keepers, guards, and 
matron of the penitentiary of the District of Co- 
lumbia, thirteen dheaeund Bis hundred and forty 
dollars. 

For compensation of three inspectors of said 
penitentiary, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

For the support and maintenance of said peni- 
tentiary, eight thousand four hundred and sev- 
enty-six dollars and twenty-five cents. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That there is 
hereby further appropriated, in Hke manner, to 
pay arrears due authors and artists of the explor- 


twenty-sixth, cighteen hundred and forty-two, 
eleven thousand and thirty-six dollars and twen- 
ty-six cents. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of the fifth section of chapter ninety-seven 


„of the act of Congress approved March third, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three, requiring the 
Secretary of the Treasury to limit the amount of 
refining at the Mint, whenever private establish- 
ments shall be capable of refining. bullion, shall 
be extended to the several branches of the mint 
and to the United States assay office at New 
York, in all cases where deposits of bullion are 
made for coins or fine bars. . 
Arrroven, February 20, 1861. 


Cuar. XLV.—An Act to carry into effect Con- 
ventions between the United States and the 
Republics of New Granada and Costa Rica. 


. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint a commissioner whose duty it shall 
be, conjointly with a commissioner appointed by 
the Government of New Granada, to investigate, 
adjust, and determine the amount of the claims 
of citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment of New Granada, pursuant te the.terms 
of a convention signed at Washington on the 
tenth of September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint a seere- 
tary to said commissioner in behalf of the United 
States, versed in the English and Spanish lan- 
| guages, and the said board is hereby authorized 
to appoint a clerk. 

Src. 3. Andhe it further enacted, That the com- 
pensation of the respective officers, for whose ap- 
pointment provision is made by this act, shall be 
as follows: to the commissioner, in full for his 
services, two thousand five hundred dollars; to 
the secretary and interpreter, in full for his ser- 
vices, the sum of two thousand dollars; and the 
President of the United States shall be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to make such provision for 
the contingent expenses of the said commission 
fon the part of the United States as shall to him 
appear reasonable and proper. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the said 
commissioner on the part of the United States, in 
conjunction with the commissioner on the part of 
New Granada, shall be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to make all necdful rules and regulations for 
conducting the business of their said commission; 
such rules and regulations not contravening the 
Constitution of the United States, the provisions 
of this act, or the provisions of the said conven- 
tion. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of State is hereby authorized and required 
to transmit to the said commissioner such papers 
or records relating to the said commission as he 
may deem proper, or as may be called for by the 
said commissioners, and atthe termination of the 
commission, all the records, documents, and all 
other papers which have been brought before the 
commissioners, or which may be in possession 
of their secretary, shall be deposited in the De- 
partment of State: Provided, That this section 
shall not be so construed as to prevent the com- 
missioner on the part of New Granada from de- 
positing in the said Department certified copies or 
duplicates of papers filed on behalf of his Govern- 
ment instead of originals. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That upon 
suggestion by any claimant that a witness whose 
iestimony may be deemed important to him re- 
fuses or is unwilling to testify in regard to his 
claim, it shall be competent for said board of 
commissioners to issne a commission to some 
suitable person to take the testimony of such wit- 
ness, and such witness may be compelled to ap- 
pear and testify before such commissioners in the 
same manner as is now provided by law in-the 
case of commissions issued from the courts of the 
United States. 


| Suc. 7. And be it further enacted, That all ac- 
ing expediuon, in pursuance of the act of August | 


knowledgment of indebtedness on the part of the 
Government of New Granada to claimants, citi- 
| zens of the United States, being established by 
i the award of the board of commissioners, shall 
be delivered to the Government of the United 


States, and made payable thereto; and the United 
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States shall thereupon assume and pay to such 
claimants, at the Treasury, upon: the cértificate 
of the board of commissioners, whatsoever sums 
of money shall have been severally awarded 
them, the Government of the United States be- |} 
coming thereby the creditor of the Government 
of New Granada, for the aggregate of all sums so 
assumed and paid, and entitled to receive to that 
extent the payment stipulated and guarantied 
under the third article of the convention referred 
to in the first section of this act. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, ‘That for:the 
compensation of the officers authorized by the third 
section,and the contingentexpenses ofthe commis- 
sioner on the part of the United States, and for the 
compensationand expenses of the umpire under the 
said convention, which is required to be defrayed 
by the United States, and likewise to pay the 
awards which may be made, according to the pro- 
visions of the seventh section of this act, such 
sums as may be necessary be and they hereby are 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint a com- 
missioner, whose duty it shall be, conjointly with 
a commissioner appointed by the Government of 
Costa Rica, to investigate, adjust, and determine 
the amount of the claims of citizens of the United 
States against the Government of Costa Rica, pur- 
suant to the terms of a convention signed at San 
Jose, on the second day of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the com- 
pensation of the commissioner, for whose appoint- 
ment provision is made by this act, shall be, in 
full for his services, two thousand five hundred 
dollars; and the President of the United States 
shall be and he is hereby authorized to make such 
provision for the contingent expenses of the said i} 
commission on the part of the United States as 
shall to him appear reasonable and proper. 

Sec. LL. And be ii further enacted, That the said 
commissioner on the part of the United States, in 
conjunction with the commissioner on the part of i 
Costa Rica, shall be and he is hereby authorized 
to make all needful rules and regulations for con- 
ducting the business of their said commission; 
such rules and regulations not contravening the 
Constitution of the United States, the provisions | 
of this act, or the provisions of the said conven- | 
tron. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- || 
retary of State is hereby authorized and required | 
to transmit to the said commissioner such papers | 
or records relating to the said commission as he 
may deem proper, or as may be called for by the 
said commissioners, and at the termination of the 
commission, all the records, documents, and all 
other papers which have been brought before the | 
commissioners, or which may be in possession of | 
their secretary, shall be deposited in the Depart- || 
ment of State: Provided, That this section shall | 
nut be soconstrued as to prevent the commissioner || 
on the part of Costa Rica from depositing in the 
said Department certified copies or duplicates of | 
papers filed on behaif of his Government, instead | 
of originals, i 
Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That upon | 

| 


suggestion by any claimant that a witness whose | 
testimony may be-deemed important to him re- | 
fuses or is unwilling to testify in regard ‘to his | 
claim, it shal! be competent for said board of com- | 
missioners to issue a commission to some suitable | 
person to take the testimony of such witness, and | 
such witness may be compelled to appear and tes- | 
tify before such commissioners in the same man- i 
ner as 1g now provided by law in the case ofcom- | 
missions issued from the courts of the United | 
States. 

Suc. 14. And be it further enacted, That for the 
compensation of the commission authorized by 
the tenth section, and the contingent expenses of 
the commission on the part of the United States, 
and for the compensation and expenses of the 
umpire under the said convention, which are re- 
quired to be defrayed by the United States, such 
sums as may be necessary be and they hereby are | 
appropriated out of any money m the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Approven, February 20, 1861. 


i 


| 


Crap. XLIX.—An Act making Appropriations 
for the Naval Service for the year ending the thir- 
tieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty-two. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, ‘That the following sums be and they 
are hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any 
money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-two. : 

For pay of commission, warrant, and petty 
officers and seamen, including the engineer corps 
of the Navy, four million four hundred and thir- 
ty-eight thousand five hundred and seventy-seven 
dollars. 

For provisions for commission; warrant, and 


| petty officersand seamen, including engincersand 


marines attached to vesseis fot sea service, one 
million forty-two thousand eight -hundred and 
fifty dollars. 

For surgeons’ necessaries and appliances for 
the sick and hurt of the Navy, including the engi- 
neer and marine corps, thirty-five thousand five 
hundred and fifty dollars. a 

For the repair and equipment of vessels of the 
Navy, two million five hundred and eighty thou- 
sand dollars: Provided, That not more than three 
thousand dollars shall hereafter be expended at 
any navy-yard in repairing the hull and spars of 
any vessel until the necessity and expediency of 
such repair, and the probable cost thereof, be as- 
certained and reported to the Navy Department 
by an examining board, to be composed of one 
captain or commanded in the Navy, to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Navy, the naval 
constructor of the yard where any vessel may be 
ordered for repairs, and two master-workmen of 
such yard, or one master-workman and an engi- 
neer of the Navy, according to the nature of the 
repairs to be made; said master-workman or en- 
cineer to be designated by the head of the Bureau 


| of Construction and Repairs; and not more than 


one thousand dollars shall be expended in repairs 
on the sails and rigging of any vessel until the 
expediency and necessity of such repairs and the 
estimated cost thereof have been ascertained and 
reported to the Navy Department by an examin- 
ing board, to be composed of one naval officer, 
appointed by the Sccretary of the Navy, and the 
master rigger and the master sailmaker of the 
yard where such vessel may be ordered. 

For fuel for the Navy, to be purchased in the 
mode prescribed by Jaw for other materiais, and 
for the transportation theréof, five hundred and 
forty thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of hemp and other materials 


for the Navy, three hundred thousand dollars, 


For ordnance and ordnance stores, including 
incidental expenses, three hundred and twenty- 
seven thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses’ that may acerue for 
the following purposes, viz: freight and trans- 
portation, printing and stationery, advertising in 
newspapers, books, maps, models, and drawings, 
purchaseand repair of fire-enginesand machinery, 
repairs of and attending to steam-engines in navy- 
yards, purchase and maintenance of horses and 
oxen, and driving teams, carts, timber wheels, 
and the purchase and repairs of workmen’s tools, 
postage of public letters, fuel, oil, and candles for 
navy-yards and shore stations, pay of watchmen 
and incidental labor not chargeable to any other 
appropriation, transportation to and labor attend- 
ing the delivery of provisions and stores on for- 
eign stations, wharfage, dockage, and rent, trav- 
eling expenses of officers and others under orders, 
funeral expenses, store and office rent, fucl, com- 


missions and pay of clerks to navy agents and | 


storekeepers, flags, awnings, and packing boxes, 
premiums, and other expenses of recruiting, ap- 


prehending deserters, per diem pay to persons i 
| attending courts martial, courts of ingniry, and 
other services authorized by Jaw, pay to Juuge 


and towage of vessels, and 
in distress, and for bills of 
health and quarantine expenses of vessels of the 
Jnited States Navy in foreign ports, eight hun- 
dred and ninety-nine thousand dollars: Provided, 
That the expenditures under the foregoing appro- 
priations shall be so aceounted for as to show the 
disbursements by each bureau under each respect- 
ive appropriation. 


advocates, pilotage 
sistance to vessels 


For the purchase of the right to.use in the Navy, 
if in the opinion of the Secretary- of. the.Navy it 
shall be deemed expedient, Davidson's boat low- 
ering, attaching, and-detaching apparatus, a.sum 
not exceeding ten thousand dollars. ree 

For the purchase of the right. to useby the Unie 
ted States, Brooke’s deep-sea sounding apparatus, 
five thousand dollars. i 

For the balance: of the expenses of the-survey 
of the Isthmus of Chiriqui, one thousand. six 
hundred and thirty-seven dollars and eighty-one 
cents. : i ; i 

For the purchase of the right to use inthe Uni- 
| ted States Navy, on steamships and. propellers, in 
navy-yards, or otherwise, whenever the Govern- 
ment of the United States may choose to use the 
same, Sargeant’s steam-engine ` governors,” ten 
thousand dollars: Provided, The Secretary of the 
Navy shall consider it expedient. 


MARINE CORPS. 


For pay of officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, clerks, messengers, stewards, 
and servants, for ratians and clothing for servants, 
additional rations for five years’ service, for un- 
drawn clothing and rations, bounties for reénlist- 
ments, four hundred and twenty-five thousand 
two hundred and seventy-eight dollars and eighty 
cents. 

For’ provisions,. seventy-one thousand seven 
hundred and fifty-nine dollars. 

For clothing, eighty-one thousand six hundred 
and ninety dollars. 

‘For fuel, twenty-two thousand three hundred 
and forty-two dollars and twenty-five cents, 

For military stores, viz: pay of armorers, re- 
pair of arms, purchase ofaccouterments, ordnance 
stores, flags, drums, fifes, and other instruments, 
twelve thousand dollars. 2s 

For transportation of officers‘and troops, and 
expenses of recruiting, fourteen thousand dollars. 

For repairs of barracks, and rent of offices 
where there are no public buildings for that pur- 
pose, eight thousand dollars. f ` 

For contingencies, viz: freight, ferriage, toll, 
carriage, wharfage, purchase and repair of boats, 
compensation of judge advocates, per diem for 
attending courts-martial, courts of inquiry, and 
for constant Jabor, house rent.in liew of quarters, 
burial of deceased marines, printing, stationery, 
postage, telegraphing, apprehension of deserters, 
oil, candles, gas, repair of gasand water fixtures, 
water rent, forage, straw, barrack furniture, fur- 
niture for officers’ quarters, bed sacks, spades, 
shovels, axes, picks, carpenters’ tools, keep of a 
horse for the messenger, pay of matron, washer- 
woman, and porter at the hospital headquarters, 
repairs to fire-engine, purchase and repair of en- 
gine hose, purchase of lumber for benches, mess 
tables, bunks, repairs to public carry-all, purchase 
and repair of harness, galleys and cooking stoves 
for mess rooms, stoves where there are no grates, 
gravel for parade grounds, repairs of pumps, far- 
niture for staff and commanding officers” offices, 
brushes, brooms, buckets, paving, and for other 
purposes, thirty-two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. . : 


NAVY-YARDS. 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire. . 
For repairs of all kinds, twenty thousand dol- 
lars. : : : 
i ; Boston. W 
For machinery for machine shop, twenty thou 
‘sand dollars. i 
For repairs of marine barracks at Charlestown, 
Massachusetts, nineteen thousand four hundred 
and fifty-six dollars. : 
For repairs of all kinds, forty thousand dollars. 
New York. 


For boilers for new boiler-house, sixteen thou- 
sand two hundred and twenty-five dollars. 
| For boilers for machine shop, twelve thousand 
five hundred dollars. . 

For machinery for smithery and saw-mill, eight 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For repairs of all kinds, thirty thousand dol- 


H forty-three dellars. : 
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O Washington. 

For repairs of all kinds, twenty thousand dol- 
lars. - ; f 

For wallon west side of yard, five hundred and 
forty feet long, thirteen thousand four hundred 
and eighty-eight dollars. 
ee E, Norfolk. o 
-.. For,completing timber shed number seventeen, 
nine thousand eight hundred and eighty-eight 
dollars. 


For completing spar shed, twelve thousand dol-. 


lars. . 

. For repairs of all kinds, twenty thousand dol- 
lars, : 

..For.amount due to contractors for provision 
store, and to complete the same, thirty-six thou- 
sand one hundred and sixty-eight dollars. 


Mare Island. 


For completing machine shop, fifty thousand 
dollars, : 
i For completing smithery, fifteen thousand dol- 
ars. 

For completing coopers’ shop, ten thousand 
dollars, ue 
For repairs of all kinds, twenty thousand dol- 
lars. 

` Sackett’s Harbor. 


For repairs of all kinds, one thousand dollars. 


HOSPITALS. 
Boston. 


For repairs of all kinds, two thousand five hun- 
dred. dollars. ` 
New York. 


For répairs of hospital buildings, laboratory, 
and apparatus, two thousand one hundred dol- 


lars. 
Naval Asylum, Philadelphia. 


For furniture and repairs, house cleaning and 
whitewashing, repairs to furnaces, grates, and 
ranges, gas and water rent,and for repairs of all 
kinds, four thousand three hundred dollars, 

Por, support of bencficiaries at the asylum, 
twenty-seven thousand dollars, 


Washington. 
For repairs of all kinds, one thousand dollars. 


ý Norfolk. 


For general repairs at hospital, eight thousand 
dollars, 
MAGAZINES. ; 


For the construction and completion of works, 
and for tlie current repairs at the several naval 
magazines: 

Boston. 

For repairs of all kinds, and building a powder 

boat, five thousand four hundred dollars. 


Washington. 
_Forrepairingand improving ordnance building, 
six thousand dollars. 


Norfolk. 


For shot-beds and gun-skids, additional store 
at magazine, and for repairs of all kinds, twelve 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

for pay of superintendents, naval construct- 
ors, and all the civil establishments at the several 
navy-yards and stations, one hundred and forty- 
eight thousand one hundred and four dollars. 

For the purchase of nautical instruments for 
the use of the Navy; for repairs of the same, and 
also of astronomical instruments; and for the pur- 
chase of nautical books, maps, and charts, and 
for backing and binding the same, twenty thou- 
sand dollars, 

For models, drawings, and copying; for post- 
age, freight, and transportation; for keeping 
grounds in order; for fuel and lights, and for all 
other contingent expenses; and for the wages of 
persons employed at the United States Naval 
Observatory and Hydrographical Office, viz: one 
instrument maker, two watchmen, and one por- 
ter, nine thousand dollars. 

For the erection and repairs of buildings, im- 
provement and preservation of the rounds, and 
for contingencies at the United States Naval 
Academy, forty-nine thousand five hundred and 
sixty-seven dollars and twenty-five cents, 


For preparing for publication the American 
Nautical Almanac, twenty-five thousand eight 
hundred and eighty dollars. i 

For the completion of the charts of the survey 
of the La Plata, six thousañd dollars. 

For reducing and preparing for printing and en- 


‘graving, under direction of Captain Cadwallader 


Ringgold, subject to the control of the Secretary 
of the Navy of the United States, copies of the 
charts of all surveys and reconnoissances made 
by. him while in command of the North Pacific 
Surveying Expedition, and.of the“ Coral Archi- 
pelago,’ and the approaches thereto, together 
with sailing directions, reports, hydrographic, 
and other results, and observations explanatory 
of the voyage, calculated to lessen the dangers 
and facilitate intercourse with the eastern seas, 
China, and Japan,in accordance with the esti- 
mates of Captain Ringgold, seven thousand seven 
hundred dollars: Provided, That no publication 
shall be made under and by virtue hereof, except 
the same be the result of actual surveys, recon- 
noissances, and observations, made by Captain 


‘Ringgold, or under his personal direction and 


supervision, 

‘or completing the publication of the charts of 
the exploration of the North Pacific, China seas, 
and Behring’s straits, eleven thousand six hun- 
dred and seventy-two dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be il further enacted, That the pay- 
ments heretofore made to the clerks of yards and 
the commandants’ clerks at the navy-yards of 
Kittery and Philadelphia, under appropriations 
made by Congress for that purpose, at the rate of 
twelve hundred dollars per annum, are hereby 
allowed and confirmed. 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, Thatthe Pres- 
ident of the United States is hereby authorized to 
place on a retired list any medical officer of the 
Navy who is now or may hereafter be proved to 
be permanently incapable, from physical or men- 
tal infirmity, of further service at sea; and that 
the pay of officers so retired shall be the leave of 
absence pay of their respective grades as it existed 
prior to the passage of the act of Congress to reg- 
ulate the pay of. the Navy, approved June one, 
eighteen hundred and sixty. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all va- 
cancies in the medical corps of the Navy caused 
by the foregoing section shall be filled in accord- 
ance with established usage: Provided, Thenum- 
ber of medical officers on the active list shall not 
exceed the number authorized by existing laws. 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That the third 
section of the act entitled * An act making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-one,” approved June twenty-three, 
eighteen hundred and sixty, be, and the samo is 
hereby, repealed, except so far as the said section 
prohibits the purchase of patented firearms, as to 
which the said section shall still be in force. 

Sec. 6. And be itfurther enacted, ‘That the com- 
pensation of the superintendent of the naval astro- 
nomical expedition to Chili shall be that provided 
by the act of March third, cighteen handred and 
fifty-one, entitled “ An act making appropriations 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two,” from the seventeenth 
September, eighteen hundred. and fifty-five, and 
that the amount necessary to pay the same be, 
and is hereby, appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all ap- 
propriations now or hereafter made for the prep- 
aration or publication of foreign hydrographic 
surveys shall only be applicable to their object 
upon the approval by the Secretary of the Navy, 
after a report from three competent naval officers, 
to the effect that the original data for proposed 
charts are such as to justify their publication; and 
itis hereby made the duty of the Secretary of the 
Navy to order a board of three naval officers to 
examine and report upon the said data before he 
shall approve of any application of money to the 
preparation or publication of said charts or hydro- 
graphic results. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the pay 
of first clerks to commandants at all the navy- 
yards shall be at the rate of twelve hundred dol- 
lars per annum, except that at [the] California 


snaa 


navy-yard, which shall be at the rate of fifteen 
hundred dollars per annum: that the laws ap- 
proved twenty-second April, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, fourth August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, third of March, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, and twelfth of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-eight, increasing the pay of clerks 
and others twenty per cent. at the Washington 
navy-yard, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized, to cause to be constructed for the United 
States Navy, at as early a day as practicable, 
having due regard to efficiency and economy, 
seven steam screw sloops-of-war, of the second 
class, as vessels are rated in the Navy, with full 
steam power, whose greatest draft of water shall 
not exceed fourteen feet, which sloops shall com- 
bine the heaviest armament and greatest speed 
compatible with their character and tonnage; and, 
for the purpose above specified, the sum of twelve 
hundred thousand dollars be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of an act entitled ** An act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the thir- 
tieth of June, cighteen hundred and fifty-five,” 
approved August fifth, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, as requires the navy agentat San Francisco 
to discharge the duties of purser as well as of 
navy agent, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Approven, February 21, 1861. 


Cuar. LVI.—An Act to refund to the Territory 
of Utah the expenses incurred in suppressing 
Indian hostilities in the year eighteen hundre 
and fifty-three. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Stales of America in Congress 
assembled, That there shall be allowed and paid 
to the Territory of Utah, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
fifty-three thousand five hundred and twelve dol- 
lars and twenty cents, to reimburse said Territory 
for expenses incurred in suppressing Indian hos- 
tilities in said Territory in the year one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-three, being the amount 
so expended, Jess the excess paid to officers and 
soldiers by said Territory, over the rates allowed 
to the United States troops serving on the Pacific 
coast in the same year. 


Arrnoven, February 27, 1861. 


Cuar. LVII.—An Act establishing certain Post 
Routes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America ia Congress 
assembled, That the following be established as 
post roads: 

ALABAMA. 


From Louisville, Barbour county, to Indigo 
Head, Coffee county. 

From Andalusia, via William Davis’s, Helton’s 
Cross Roads, and John Carey’s, to William F. 
Seglar’s. 

from William Wills, Covington county, to 
Thomas Baggett’s, in Florida. 

From Harpersville to Elliott’s, in Cahaba 
valley. 

From Burleson, via Frémont, to Smithville, Mis- 
sissippi. 

From the Limekiln on the Alabama and Ten- 
nessee river railroad, via Campbell’s Home, to 
Mullen’s, in Shelby county. 

From Pushmataha to Meridian, Mississippi, 
on the Mobile and Ohio railroad. 

From Centreville, via Six Mile, to Oakville. 

From Wedowie, via Jordan’s Store, Arbacoo- 
chie, Cane Land, Corn Grove, to White Plains. 

From Oleander to Warrenton, in Marshall 
county. 

From Tuscaloosa, via Six Mile, to the Cen- 
treville Depot. 

ARKANSAS, 

From Searcy to Clarksville. 

From Lewisburg to Clinton, 

From West Point to the mouth of Little Red 


river. á 
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From Dover, Popecounty, via Big Creek, New- 
ton county, to Forsyth, Taney county, Mis- 
souri. , 

From Smithville, Lawrence county, via Salem 
and Sapp’s Store, in Fulton county, to Spring- 
field, Missouri. 

From Madison, St. Francis county, via Au- 
gusta, Jackson county, to Searcy, White county. 

From Helena, along the St. Francis road, to 
Madison. 

From Huntsville, Madison county, via Ozark, 
Franklin county, to Waldron, Scott county. 

From Jacksonport, Jackson county, via Oil 
Trough and Pleasant Plains, and through: Pine 
Grove. neighborhood, to Wolf Bayou P. O., In- 
dependence county. 

From Batesville, Independence county, via Mt. 
Olive, Izard county, Yellville, Marion county, 
Carrollton, Cafroll county, Huntsville, Madison 
county, to Fayetteville, Washington county. 

From Memphis, via Madison, to Little Rock. 

From Walnut Hills, La Fayette county, to 
Courtland, Cass county, Texas, via Spring Banks 
and Bright Star. 

From Hot Springs, Hot Springs county, to 
Caddo P. O., Montgomery county. 

From Ultima Thule, Sevier county, to Boston, 
Bowie county, Texas. 

From Washington, Hempstead county, via 
Pine Grove, same county, Caddo Gap and Mt. 
ida, Montgomery county, and Waldron, Scott 
county, to Fort Smith, Sebastian county. 

From Green Mount, Drew county, to Auburn, 
Arkansas county, via Moore’s on Bayou Bar- 
tholomew. 

From Camden, via Magnolia and Homer, to 
Minden, Louisiana. 

From Grand Glaze, Jackson county, via In- 
tercourse, Pleasant Plains, Cedar Grove, Piney 
Woods, to Wolf Bayou, Independence county. 

From Little Rock, viaGillman’s, King’s Bridge, 
Springfield, Conway county, Glass Village, Do- 
ver, Pope county, Maddin’s Mill, Clarksville, 
Ozark, and Van Buren, to Fort Smith. 

From Camden, via Lisbon and Buffalo, to El- 
dorado. 

From Court-House of Craighead county to 
Pocahontas. 

From Pine Bluff to Hot Springs. 

From Frémont, via Lisbon, Varner’s and Eas- 
ter’s, to Atlanta, Columbia county. 

From Memphis, ‘Tennessee, via Wittsburg, 
Arkansas, to Jacksonport, 

From Sugar Loaf, via Adam Morris’s, Thomas 
Lewis’s, to Jack Riddle’s, on the over 
route. 

CALIFORNIA, 

From Sonora, via Jamestown, Montezuma, 
Chinese Camp, Crimea House, and Don Pedro’s 
Bar, to Coulterville. 

From Sonora, in Tuolumne county, to Mono- 
ville, in Western Utah. 

From Tehama, in Tehama county, to Ukiah, 
in Mendocino county. 

From Weaverville to Summerville, in the county 
of Klamath. 

From Weaverville, via Douglas City, to Kings- 
bury’s, on Hay Fork, in Trinity county. 

From Nevada to Carson City, in Utah. 

From Red Bluff, in Tehama county, via Lost 
Camp, Pine Grove, to Susanville, in Honey Lake 
Valley. 

From Los Angelos, via Anheim, San Juan, 
Capietruno, and San Louis Rey, to San Diego. 

From San Louis Rey to Temecula. 

From Yreka, via Shasta and Murphy, in the 
State of California, to Genoa, in the Territory of 
Utah. 

From Cloverdale, via Felley’s Valley, Ukiah 


City, Little Lake Valley, and Sherwood, to Long } 


Valley. 
From Cloverdale to Eureka. 
From Eureka to Uniontown. 


From Eureka, via Bear River, and Cape Men- | 


docino, to Mattole Valley.. i 
From Weaverville, Trinity county, via Rattle 


Snake, Grizzly Gulch, and Buelville, tothe Forks | 


of Salmon river, Klamath county. 


From Carson City, in the Territory of Utah, | 


to Nevada City, passing over the Sierra Nevada, 

through the Henness Pass, with mail routes di- 

verging therefrom; first, one leaving said route at 
New Sgrtes-—No. 21, 


Lpr 


lanď mail } 


ness Pass, to Downieville, Sierra county; and 


of Nevada, via North San Juan, to Marysville, 
Yuba county. 

From Sonora, California, by Long Gulch, 
Blakeley, and Somer’s Mills, Cherokee Pass, 
Mckee’s Mills, and Carrols Mills, to Salis- 
bury’s Mills. 

From Fort Tejon, by San Bernardino and San 
Gornonina, to Fort Yuma. — 

From San Bernardino, by Fillmore, to Salt 
Lake. 

From San Bernardino, by Temecla, to San 
Diego. 

From Visalia, by Buzzard Roost and Tulare 
Lake, to San Louis Obispo. 

From Fort Miller, by Gold Guich, Coarse Gold 
Gulch, Roan’s Store, and Brown’s Ranch, to 
Mariposa. 

From Mokelumne Hiil, by West Point, to 
Genoa. ° 

From Georgetown, by Work’s Ranch, Gaddis 
Creek, and Slippery Ford, to Carson City. 

From Georgetown, by Volcanoville, to Michi- 
| gan Blaffs. 

i From Placerville, by Coloma, to Auburn. 

From Sacramento, by Sutterville, and Run- 
yon’s Ranch, to Sharp’s Ranch. 

From Eldorado, by Miller’s Ranch and Dry- 
town, to Jackson. 

From Marysville, by Jobnson’s Crossing, 
Coon Creck, and Gold Hill, to Auburn. 
| From Fairfield, by Bernyessa Valley, to Clear 
| Lake. 

From Fairfield, by Nursis Landing, to Rio- 
|| vista, or Bazos Del Rio. 
| From Weaverville to Trinity Centre. 

From Happy Camp, California, to Waldo, 
Oregon. 

From Yreka, b 


Indiantown, to Scott’s Bar. 


ville, Ceciiville, Petersburg, and Buel’s, to Big 
Bend. 

From Big Bend, by Rattlesnake, to North Fork 
of Trinity. 

From Cioverdale, by Ukiah Valley, Little Lake 
i| Valley, and Round Valley, to Weaverville. 

From Petaluma, by Sebastopol and Port Ross, 
to Punta Arenas. 
| From Ukiah to Mendoncino City. 

From San Francisco, by Vally’s, to Napa. 

From Upper Clear Lake to Mendocino. 

From Santa Rosa to Somona. 

From Santa Rosa, by Annally’s, to Bodego. 

From San Louis Obispo to San Simeon. 

From Santa Clara, by Mountain Charley’s or 
Loquel, to Santa Cruz. 

From Downieville, by Sierra Valley, Upper 
Crossing of Truckee, Big Steamboat, and Spring 
(| Meadows, to Washoe Valley. ` 

From Quincy, by Martin’s Ranch, Lovejoy’s, 
Eightmile House, Beckwith’s, Hay Stacks, and 
Peavine Springs, to Virginia City. 

From Cloverdale to Eureka bay. 

From Eureka to Uniontown and back, daily. 

From Eureka, by Bear River and Mendocino 
to Mattole. 


to Port Oxford. i 
From Sacramento, by Ione City, to Jackson. 


Campo Seco, lone City, and Cosumne, to Fol- 
som. 

From Jackson, Pine Grove, and Fiddletown, 
! to Indian Springs. 

From Mokelumne Hill to Elk Grove. 

From West Point, by Indian Springs, to Griz- 
zley Flat. 

From Diamond Springs, by Fiddletown, to 
{i West Point. 

From Folsom, by Fiddletown, to Indian 
Springs. 

From Grizzley Flat to Georgetown. : 

From Placerville, by Greenwood, to Michigan 
: Bluffs. 
| Erom Marysville to Folsom, via Coon Creek. 
From Yankee Jim’s to Placerville. 
From Yankee Jim’s, by Liincistown and Red 
| Dog, to Nevada. 
| From Michigan 
tle York, to Nevada. 


Jackson’s Ranch, near the western end of Hen- į 


the second, leaving'at Lake City, in the county | 


From Forks of Salmon, by Farler’s, Center- || 


From Crescent City, by mouth of Rouge river, | 


From Stockton, by Poverty Bar, Lancha Plana, | 


Bluffs, by Dutch Flat and Lit- : 


From Dutch Flat, Omega, Moore’s-: Flat, and 
Alleghanytown, to Downieville. 
From Illinoistown, by Grass 
| pire Ranch, ` 
From Oregon House to Forbestown: : 
From Downieville, by Eureka North and Table 
Rock, to Gibsonville. 
| From Camptonville, by Forbestown, to 
| vine. É 
From Oroville to Forbestown. 
From Laporte, by Quincy, to Shasta. 
From Mokelumne Hill to. Murphey’s. 
From Double Springs to Columbia. 
| From Columbia to Murphey’s. 
© From Columbia to Mariposa. 
From Mariposa to Visalia. 
CONNECTICUT. 
From Redding Ridge, via Redding, to West 
edding. 


Valley, to Em- 


Pea- 


FLORIDA. 


From Tampa to Fort Meade. 

From Volusia to a point on Halifax river, 
| known as Shady’s Grove, to embrace Haw Creek 
and Tomaka. 

From Madison court-house, via Moseley’s 
Mills, to New Boston, on the Suwannee river. 

From Bronson, Levy county, via Chrystal 
| River, to Brookville, Hernando county. 

From Brookville, Hernando county, to Bay- 
port. 

: p From Fort Meade to Charlotte Harbor. 

| From Providence, via Lake Butler, to Stark. 

| From Oceola, via Number Two, Tyner’s, Wil- 

i: lis’s, Rawls’s, and Shell Pond, to Archer Station, 

on the Florida railroad. 

From Appalachicola to Cedar Key. 

GEORGIA. i 

From Newton, Baker county, via Camilla, 
Mitchell county, and Moultrie, Colquitt-county, 
to Nashville, Berrien county. > 

From Milford, via Furlow’s, to Gillionsville. 
| From Americus, Sumpter county, via Ellaville, 
Schley county, and Buena Vista, Marion county, 
| to Geneva, Talbot county. 

From Waresboro’ to. Holmesville. 

From Blackshear, Pierce county, via Strickland 
and Baggby’s Store, to Douglas, Coffee county, 

From Albany, via Moultrie and Tallokos, to 
Quitman. 

From Spring Place to Ball Grounds, Murray 
county. 

From Ellejay, via Jasper, in Pickens county, 
and Ball Grounds, to Canton, Cherokee county. 

From Rome, via the Coosa river and Greenport, 
to Talladega, Alabama. 

From Stephensville to Dublin, Laurens county. 

From Atlanta, via Roswell, Alpharetta, and 
Cumming, to Dahlonega. 

From Bowdon, via Goggin and Walthall’s 
i Store, and Tallapoosa, to Cedartown. 

From Atlanta, via Turnerand Mason’s Ferry, 
Powder Springs, Villa Rica, Buchanan, and Tal- 
lapoosa, to Jacksonville, Alabama. 

From Trader’s Hill to Tebeauville, on the At- 
lantic and Gulf railroad. 

From Statenville, Echol’s county, to Valdosta, 
Lowndes county. À 

From Newton to Bond’s Mills. 

From Doctortown, by the Antamahariver road, 
to Oakmuigecviile. 

From Reidsville to Johnson’s Station, 

From Valdosta, via Hahira, Berry Wells, and 
Ava, to Moultrie, Colquit county. : 

From Way’s Station, on the Alabama and Gulf 
railroad, via Ellarby’s Store, Valentine Gill’s, 
William Kennedy’s, and Harrill’s Store, in Bul- 
lock county, to Statesboro’. 

From Jacksonville, in Telfair county, to Sugar 
Creek. 

From Harmony Grove, in Jackson county, 

hidetta, Bushville, and the county site of Banks, 
Wells Creek, Hollingsworth, to Clarksville, in 
Habersham county. 

ILLINOIS. 

From Greenup, in Cumberland county, via. 
Prairie City and Neoga, to Shelbyville, Shelby 
county. 

From Rockland Station, on the Chicago and 
Milwaukee railroad, in Lake county, via Liberty- 
ville, Frémont, and Shields, to Forksville, in said 
county. 
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-From Marion, Williamson county, via M. F. 
Smith’s and Western Saratoga, to Jonesboro’, in 
Union county. 

From Murphysboro’, via the Bluff road, to Lib- 
erty, in Randolph county. 

From Gardner Station, on the Alton and St. 
Louis railroad; to Tonica Station, on the Illinois 
Central railroad. 

From Mount Erie, Wayne county, to Clay 
City, Clay county. 

From Carbondale,via Urbane, J.A.Williams’s, 
and Caleb Lyrely’s, to Jackson, Missouri. 

From Duquoin, Perry county, via Vergennes 
and Ava, to Chester. 

Fyom Newton, in Jasper county, via Elliotts- 
town, to Mason, Effingham county. 

From Mount Vernon to Xenia. 

From Quincy, Adams county, via Millville, 
Kinderhook, Rockport, Atlas, Pleasant. Vale, 
Pleasant Hill, Bayville, Fairview, and Ham, 
burgh, to Hardin, in Calhoun county; and return- 
ing, shall pass up the bottom lands of the Illinois 
river to Shafer’s Store, thence to Vedder, New- 
port, Harpole’s School House, Bayville, and back 
on the same route to Quincy. 

From Hardin, via News, Fielding, Jerseyville, 
and Fidelity, to Shipman, in Macoupin county. 
J From Wallingford, via Five Mile Grove, to 

oliet. 

From Georgetown, via Indianola, Palermo, 
(Hickory Grove,) Newman, and Camargo, to 
Tuscola. 

From Mateno, via Yellow. Head Grove, to 
Sherburnville. 

From Manchester, in Green county, via Win- 
chester and Oxville, to Naples, in Scott county. 

From Hickory Hill to Xenia. 

From Prairie City, via Arlowe, Burnsville, 
Job’s Creek, and Mustean’s Grove, to La Harpe. 

Erom. Belleville to Coloma, a station on the 
Central railway, Washington county. 

From Galva, Henry county, via Bishop Hill, 
to Cambridge. 

_ Erom Macomb, McDonough county, via John- 
son, Table Grove, Ipavia, Vermont, and Astoria, 
to Bardstown, in the county of Cass. 

From Indianola to Catlin, 

From Duquoin, Perry county, via Forest Hill, 
Willis Grove, and Denmark, to Steel’s Mills, 
Randolph county. 

From Benton, via Aiken, Lane’s Cross Roads, 
and Griswold, to New Haven, Illinois. 

From Jordan Post Office, Vermillion county, 
Hlinois, to Marshfield, Warren county, Indiana. 

From. Bushnell, via Marictta, Table Grove, 
Vermont, Astoria, Browning, and Frederick, to 
Beardstown. 

INDIANA. 

From Chili, via Wheatville, to Gilead. 

From Ross Station (on the Michigan Central 
railroad cut-off) to Merrillville, Lake county. 

From Grevertown, (on the Fort Wayne and 
Chicago railroad,) via Knox, in Stark county, to 
San Pierre, on the Louisville, New Albany, and 
Chicago railroad. 

i From Mooney, via Woodville P. O., to Me- 
ora. : 

From Bourbon, Marshall county, (on the Fort 

Wayne and Chicago railroad,) via Tippecanoc- 

town, Yellow Creek, Sevastopol, Akron, Gilead, 

Wheatville, and Chili, to Peru, on the Wabash 

Valley railroad. 

From Greensburgh, via Kingston, Spring Hill, 
and Clarksburgh, to Metamora. 

From Newport, via Quaker Point, to Bonwell, 
in Illinois. 

From Hobbieville, Green county, via Bloom- 
field and Linton, to Sullivan, Sullivan county. 

From Dyer Station, Lake county, via St. John’s 
and Brunswick, to Outlet. 

From Bridgeport, Perry county, to Ferdinand, 
Dubois county. - . 

From the county seat of Newton county, via 
White’s Grove, to Morocco. 

From Brownstown, via Mooney, to Blooming- 
ton. 

from Fort Ritner, via Leesville, to Heitonville. 

From Crown Point to Dyer Station. 

from Alvarado to Hamilton. 

From Aurora to Rising Sun, (by land. 

From Monrovia, via Centre Valley an 
ville, to Cartersburg. 


Belle- | 


IOWA. 
: From Forrest City, Winnebago county, via 


i Bristol, and W. H. Russel’s, Worth county, and 


Stephen’s Corners, on the Minnesota line, to 
Otranto, in Mitchell county. 

- From Des Moines, via Winterset, Madison 
county, Afton, Union county,and Bedford, Tay- 
lor county, Iowa, and Mound City, Holt county, 
Missouri, to White Cloud, Kansas. 

From Oskaloosa to Montezuma. 

From Montezuma, via Blue Point, to Lynn- 
ville, in Jasper county. i 

From Oskaloosa, via Flint, Granville, Lynn- 
ville, and Sugar Creek, to: Grinnell, Poweshiek 
county. 

From Cedar Bluffs to Mechanicsville 

From Leoni, Butler county, via Boyland’s 
Grove, Union Ridge, Hampton, County Seat, 
Franklin county, and Maysville, to Iowa Falls, 
Hardin county. 

From Shell Rock Falls, via Plymouth, North- 
wood, Shell Rock City, and Saint Nicholas, to 
Albert Lec, Freeborn county, Minnesota. 

From Wyoming, Jones county, to Louden, 
Cedar county, on the Chicago, Iowa, and Ne- 
braska railroad, crossing the Wapsapinicon river 
at Oxford City. 

KANSAS. * 


From Merrimac to Eaton City, on the Repub- 
lican river. 

From Palermo to Kennekuk. 

From Kennekuk to Louisville. 

From Cottonwood Falls to Beach Valley. 

From Cottonwood Falls, via Diamond Springs, 
to Junction City. 

From Chelsea to Diamond Springs. 

From Raysville (Osage post office,) via Day- 
ton, Turkey Creek, and 
City. 

From Leavenworth, via Pratt’s Mission, Mon- 
ticello, Olathe, Spring Hill, Paolo, Paris, Mone- 
ka, Mound City, Mapleton, and Dogtown, to 
Marmaton, in Bourbon county. 

From Marysville, Marshall county, via Cot- 
tonwood ‘Trading Post, to Washington, Wash- 
ington county. 

From Humboldt, Allen county, via Osage City, 
Catholic Mission, Free Point, and Saint John, to 
Fort Gibson. 

From Carlyle, Allen county, via Geneva, to 
Neosho Falls, Woodson county. 

From Ohio City, Franklin county, via Central 
City, to Neosho Falls. 

From Paoli, Lykins county, via Niami Vil- 
lage, New Lancaster, and Rockville, to West 
Point, Bates county, Missouri. 

From Topeka, via Burlingame, to Forest Hill. 

From Atchison, via Saint Nicholas, Winches- 
ter, and Oskaloosa, to Lawrence. 

From Atchison, via Lancaster, America, Irving 
City, and Biue River, to Clifton, in Clay county. 

From Lawrence to Salina, via Big Springs, 
Shields, and Brownsville. 

From Burlington, via Woodson Center, Nica- 
raugua, Verdigris, and Salem, on the Arkansas 
river, to Sherman, Texas. 

From Ossawatamie, via Jackson, Centreville, 
and Oakwood, in Linn county, to Xenia, Bour- 
bon county. 

From Lawrence, via Minneola and Sac and 
Fox Agency, to Burlington. 

From Leavenworth City, via Platte City, Mis- 
souri, to Cameron, Missouri. 

From Fort Riley, via Batchelder, to Gatesville. 

From Leroy, Coffee county, to Neosho Falls, 
Woodson county. 

From Atchison to Holton, in Jackson county. 

From Atchison, via Lancaster, Monrovia, Mor- 
gota, Eurcka, America, and Clear Creek, to Mer- 
rimac. . 

From Junction City, to Denver City, via 
Smokey Hill, Fork of Kansas river. 

From Fort Scott, via Cow Creck, Mr. Bax- 
ter’s, Hudson’s, Z. Danicl’s, Sulphur Springs, 
Landrum’s, John Alberty’s, Pryar’s Creck, Dun- 
can’s, Brady’s Ferry, Arkansas river, N. Fork, 
Town Creck Nation, Gary’s, and Boggy Depot, 
to Preston, Texas. 

From Denver City to Mountain City. 

From Colorado City, via Tarryall, to Breek- 


enridge. 


ockford, to Pawnee į 


From Missouri City to Breckenridge, via Span- 
ish Bar and Idaho. 

From Mountain City to Boulder. 

From the Sac and-Fox Agency to Burlington. 

From Humboldt, via Catholic Mission and 
McGee City, to Grand Falls, Newton county, 
Missouri. 

From Mapleton, via Magnolia and Vernon, in 
Allen county, to Humboldt. 

From Ellwood to Marysville. 

From Colorado City to Diamond Springs, on 


the Inde endence and Santa Fë route. 


From 
ville. 

From Fort Smith, in Arkansaw, via Fort Gib- 
son, to Pawnee Fork, Kansas. 

From Colorado City to Pawnee Fork. 

From Cottonwood Springs, in Nebraska Ter- 
ritory, to Denver City. 7 

From Woodson Centre, Woodson county, 
Kansas, via Mantaw, Allen county, Littletown, 
Lebeete, in Dorr county, Quapaw Agency, in the 
Quapaw Nation, to Neosho, in Newton county, 
Missouri. 

From Topeka, via Springfield, to Council 
Grove. 

From Council Grove to Cottonwood Falls. 

From Cottonwood Falls, via Bazaar, to Chel- 
sea. 

From Marysville, via Merrimac, St. George, 
and Waubonsa, to Wilmington. 

From Leavenworth, via De Soto, to Ossawat- 
omic. 

From Mapleton, Bourbon county, via Magno- 
lia and Vernon, to Humboldt, Allen county. 

From Colorado City to Pawnee Fork. 

From Kansas to Fort Riley. 

From Atchison to Topeka. 

From Atchison to Fort Kearny. 

From Pawnee Fork, via Fort Wise, to Pucblo, 
on the Arkansas river. 

From Pueblo to Colorado City. 

From Pueblo up the Arkansas river, via Can- 
non City, Kellar’s Bar, California Gulch, and 
Georgia Gulch, to Breckenridge. 

From Ohio City, via Cresco, to Le Roy. 

From Tanqua to California Guich, on the Ark- 
ansas. 


ermillion City, via Irving, to Eatons- 


KENTUCKY. : 

From Bowling Green, via Claypool and Gains- 
ville, to Scottsville. . 

From Murray, vie Cook’s Valley and Linn- 
ville, to Feliciana. 

From McKee, Jackson county, via William 
Golden’s and Reedville, to Mount Vernon. 

Erom John Morris’s, on Beaver Creek, Floyd 
county, to Whitesburg, Letcher county. 

From Licking Station, Floyd county, via Elli- 
la and Jackson, Breathitt county, to Boone- 
ville. 

From Danville, Boyle county, via the Danville, 
Dix River, and Lancaster turnpike road, to Lan- 
caster, Garrard county, 

From Paintsville, Jackson county, [to] Say- 
lersville, Magoffin county. 

From London, Laurel county, via Sublimity, 
to Somerset, in Pulaski county. 

From Fiat Lick, Knox county, along the old 
Wilderness and Raccoon road, to Bush’s Store, 
in Laurel county. 

From Hazard, Perry county, via Joseph Ev- 
ersole’s and Crockettsville, to Booneville, Owsley 
county. 

From Paducah, via Mayfield, to Casey’s Sta- 
tion, on the Mobile and Ohio railroad, in Ten- 
nessec, . 

From Murray, via New Providence [and] Al- 
bertson’s Mills, to New Concord. 

From Providence, via Dixon, to Poolville. 

From Cadiz, via Donaldson Creek, to Linton. 

From Wingo’s Station, via Casey’s Station 
and Feliciana, to Hickman. 

From Madisonville, via Vanderburgh, St.Jo’s, 
and Dixon, to Morganfield. 

From Clinton, Kentucky,to Dresden, Tennes- 
see. 

From Clarksville, Tennessee, via Garnetsburg, 
La Fayette, Roaring Springs, to Cadiz, Ken- 
tucky. 

From Barboursville, Knox county, via Lon- 
don, to Boston, Whitley county. S 

From West Liberty, Morgan county, via the 
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Forks of Elk Creck, the Forks of New Creek, and 
New Hope, to Bells Trace, at William Watson’s. 
LOUISIANA. 

From Opclousas to Hickory Flats, in [the] 
parish of Calcasicu. 

From Downsville, via Pipesviile, Lourence’s 
ee and John Day’s, to Lisbon, in Claiborne 
parish. 

From Greensburg, via William’s Mills, on 
Fickfaw river, to Osyka, on the New Orleans, J., 
and G. N. railroad. 

From Harrisonburg to Winsboro’. 

Krom Kirk’s Ferry to Trinity. 

From Tanchipahoa, in St. Helena, to Frank- 
linton. j 

From Villa Platte, via Hickory Flat, to Lake 
Charles. 

From Mount Pleasant, Caldwell parish, to 
Louisville, Winn parish. 

From Lake Charles to Sugar Town. 

MARYLAND. 

From Bladensburg to Buena Vista. 

_ From North East, via Bay View and Zion, to 
Brick Meeting-house, in Cecil county. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 

From Charlemont, Franklin county, through 
the northwest part of Hawley, and the northerly 

art of Savoy, in Berkshire county, to Adams, 
South Village, in said Berkshire county, via the 
post office in West Hawley, and the house of 
Timothy Baker, in said Savoy. 

From Franklin to Sheldonville. 

[From Charlottee Hall, down the three-notched 
road, tothe Great Mills,and thence to Point Look- 
out.] : 

MICHIGAN. 


From Croton to Leonard. 

From Sangatunck, via Holland, to Grand Ha- 
ven. 

From Arland, via Tompkins’ Mills, Aurelius 
Centre, and North Aurclius, to Delhi Centre. 

From Forrestville, via Bingham, Austin, Elk- 
land, Ellington, Almer, Indianfields, Watrous- 
ville, Denmark, and Blumfield Junction, to East 
Saginaw. 

From Linden, via A 
to Oak Grove. 

From the mouth of -the Menomonee river, via 
Little Bay de Noquet, to Munising, on Lake Su- 
perior. 

From Ovid, on the Detroitand 
road, to Duplain. 

From Niles, via Berrien Centre, Pipe Stone, 
and Bainbridge, to Watervliet. 

From Muskegon, county site of Muskegon, to 
Mears, at the head of White Lake. 

MINNESOTA. 

From Breckenridge, in Toombs county, via 
Graham’s Point, Sytominue, La Fayette, George- 
town, Dakota, and Fort Abercrombie, to Pem- 
bina, in Pemjna county. 

Trom Pine Bend,.in Dakota county, to North- 
field, in Rice county. . 

From Chatfield, Fillmore county, via Carimona, 
Forestville, Cherry Grove, Etna, and Elba, to 
Leroy, Mower county. 

From Reed’s Landing, via Pepin, Lakeport, 
Stockholm, and Maiden Rock, to Saratoga, Wis- 
consin. 

From Little Falls to Breckenridge. 

From Little Falls, Morrison county, via Gran- 
ite City, and the north shore of Mille Lac Lake, 
to Superior City, Wisconsin. , 

From New Elm, Brown county, via Leaven- 
worth, to Fort Ridgely, Nicollet county. 

From Jackson, Minncsota, to Fort Dodge, 
Towa. 

From Jackson, Minnesota, to 
Dakota Territory. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Prom Meadville, via Wells Creck and Knox- 
ville, to [lopewell Church. 

From Philadelphia, in Neshoba county, via 
Tearn’s Spring, to Mashulaville. 


Milwaukie rail- 


Sioux Falls City, 


From Herbert, Neshoba county, (on the great | 


stage line from Jackson, Mississippi, to Mont- 
gomery, Alabama, ) to Marion station, on the Mo- 
bile and Ohio railroad. : 

From Port Gibson, Claiborne county, via Oak 
Hill, to Union Church, Jefferson county. 


rgentine and Deer Creek, | 


From Big Oak, Kemper county, via Marion 
Station, to Philadelphia, in Neshoba county. 

From Garvin’s Ferry, on the Sunflower river, 
to Williams’s Landing, on the same river. 

From Greenwood to Sharkey, and declaring 
the‘Lallahatchie river a post route between those 
ponts. 

From Union, via William Tames, Belton, to 
Chunkey ville. 

MISSOURI. 

From Parkville to Quindaro, in Kansas. 

From Rochester, Andrew county, via Albert 
G. Atkins’s farm and Douglas, to Yolo, in Gentry 
county. 

From Trenton, Grundy county; via Edenburg, 
Grubtown, and Bolton, to Bethany. 

From Independence, via Liberty, Plattsburg, 
Osborn, Maysville, and Gentryville, to Albany. 

From Kansas City to Liberty. 

From Rockport, in Boon county, to Sturgeon. 

From West Plains to Breckenridge, in Ark- 
ansas. 

From Neosho to Fountain City, Kansas. 

From Poplar Bluffs, via Ash Hill, to Kennett, 
in Dunklin county. 

From Stewartsville, via Ridgely, to Parksville. 

From Ridgely, via Platte City, to Weston. 

From Saint Joseph, via Elwood and White 
Cloud, in Kansas, and Saint Stephen, to Ne- 
braska City. 

From Saint Joseph, via Elwood, Walthena, 
Troy, and Robinson, to Caponia. 

From Rolla, Phelps county, to Dent C. H. 

From Liberty, via Smithville and Carpenter?s 
Store, to Saint Joseph. 5 

From Iron Mountain, via Howe’s Mil, to 
Dent C. H. 

From Dundee, via Campbellton and Port Hud- 
son, to Cedar Fork. ; 

coon Cross Roads, via Brady’s Mills, to Perry- 
ville. 

From Rolla, Phelps county, via Wright and 
Kitchen’s Store and Edgar’s Springs, to Licking, 
Texas county. 

From Cuba, via Steelsville, to Dent ©. H. 

From Cadet Station to Big River Mills. 

Erom Jamestown, Phelps county, to Dent 
C. H. 

From Curran, Stone county, via Flat Creek, 
to Berryville, Arkansas. 

From Point Pleasant, via Brown’s Ferry, in 
Dunklin county, to Gainesville, Arkansas. 

From West Prairie, via Kennett, to Homers- 
ville, Dunklin county. 

From Lowndes to Bloomfield. 

From Logan’s Creek, via Mammoth Springs, 


Carter’s Mills, and Ta}lor’s Store, to Patterson. j 


From Dent C. H., via Harlow’s Mills, to 
Jack’s Fork, in Texas county. 

From Butler, via West Point, to Paoli, Kan- 
sas. 

From Ozark, Missouri, to Batesville, Arkan- 
sas. 

From Medora to Vienna. 

From Chamois to Portland. 

From California, Moniteau county, via High 
Point and Rocky Mount, in Miller county, to 
Linn Creek, Camden county. 

From Springfield, 


Arkansas. . . 
From Rocheport, via Rome, to Sturgeon, in 


Boone county. S 
From Bowling Green, Pike county, to Spencer- 


burg. 
From Macon City, via Edina and Memphis, to 
Farmington, lowa. 


From Saint Louis, via Cahokia, Centreville 


Station, Millstadt, and Floraville, to Hecker, in į 


Illinois. 
From Saint Joseph, via Elwood, Bellemont, 
and Highland, in Kansas, and Rulo, Saint Ste- 
phen, Nemeha City, Brownsville, Nebraska City, 
Wyoming, 
vuc, to Omaha, in Nebraska. , 
From Allen, via Kytesville, to Brunswick. 
From Trenton to Pleasant Plains, Iowa. 
From Fort Des Moines, Iowa, via Trenton, 
Chillicothe, and Carrollton, Missouri, to Little 
Rock, Arkansas. i 
From Paris, via Middie Grove, to Renick. 
From Glasgow, via Switzer’s Mill, 


via Ozark and Forsythe, in } 
Missouri, Burrowsville, Arkansas, to Atlanta, | 


Rock Bluff, Plattsmouth, and Bell- | 


| 


| 
i 
! 


| rel’s, and Eli Wayland’s, to Callao 


, on the Han- 

nibal and St. Joseph railroad. = : 
From Chillicothe; via Alpha, and Lindley; to 

Wintersville. i 

From Scottsville, via Terre Haute, Busick’s 
Store, and Madisonville, to. Corydon, Wayne 
county, Iowa: a 

From Keytsvillc, via Westville, Bucklin, 
Greencastle, to Unionville. 

From Fort Henry, via ‘Thomasville, and Àt- 
terbury and Jackson’s Store, to ‘Callao, Macon 
county. ; 

From Marshfield, via White Oak Spring, Ken- 
ton, and Ozark, to Galena. : : 

From Ozark, via Stevens’ Mill, to Mount Ver- 
non. 

From Hartville to West Plains. . 

From Neosho to Little Verdigris, in the Cher- 
okee Nation. ; 

From Ozark to Douglas ©. H. 
` From Crawford Seminary to Childer’s, on the 
Neosho river. 

From Clinton, Henry county, via Monagan, to 
Nevada, in Vernon county. ; 

From Silver Spring to Blackwell’s Station, on 
the Iron Mountain railroad. 

From Weston, via Jatan, to Atkinson, Kansas. 

From Columbia, in Boon county, via Provi- 
dence, Jamestown, California. Highpoint, and 
Rocky Mount, to Linn Creek, in Camden county. 

NEBRASKA. 

From Decatur, Burt county, via Logan Valley, 
to West Point, Cumming county. 

From Dakota City, along the Missouri river, 
to Fort Randall. f 
Go Highland, via Falls City, to Nebraska 

ity. 

From Falls City, via Geneva, Scott’s, Table 
Rock, Pawnee City, and Beatrice, to Patterson’s 

tanche. ; 

From Brownsville, Nemaha county, via Te- 
cumsch and Austin, to Beatrice, in Gage county. 

From Pawnee City, via A. R. Hunt’s, Tecum- 
sch, Kingston, and. Three Forks of Great Ne- 
maha, to Olatha, on Salt Creek. 

From Ponca, via Iona, to Vermitlion,in Dakota 
Territory. 


and 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


From Dover, via Rochester, Union Village, 
and Ossipec, to Conway. 
From Conway to North Conway. 


NeW JERSEY. 

From New York, via the Raritanand Delaware 
Bay railroad, to Long Branch, New Jersey. 

¥rom Bordentown, via Mansficld Square, 
Georgetown, Sykesville, Wrightstown, and Paint- 
ville, to Brown’s Mills, Burlington county. 

NEW YORK. 

From West Shandaken, via Gavet, (near Mill 
Brook,) Gant?’s Mills, and Turnwood, (near Bea- 
yerkill river,) to Shin Creek post office. 

From Hancock to Mount Pleasant, Pennsyl- 
vania, via Ball’s Eddy, Kingsbury Hill, Staatons- 
burg, Fallmansville, FLines’s Corners, and Bel- 
mont. 

From North River to Eagle’s Nest. 

From Johnsburg, via North Creck and. North 
River, to Eagle’s Nest. 

From Albany, via Greenbush, East Greenbush, 
Schodack Centre, Nassau, Brainard’s, Moffats’s 
Store, New Lebanon Centre, and New Lebanon, 
to New Lebanon Springs. f 

-From Parksville, Sullivan county, to Callicoen 
Depot, via Liberty, Robertsonviile, Youngsville, 
Jeffersonville, and North Branch. 

From Rockland to North Branch, via Thumans- 
ville. : 
NEW MEXICO. 

From Taos, via Arroyo Hondo, Rio Colorado, 
Costilla, Culebra, Fort Garland, Fountain City, 
and Russlcville, to Denver City. 

From Fort Union, via Rayado, to Pueblo. 

From Independence, Missouri, via Pawnee 
Fork, Fort Wise, Rayado, aud Fort Union, to 
Santa Fé. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

From Burnsville to Johnson Depot, in Tennes- 
see, on the East Tennessee and Virginia railroad 

From Burnsville, Yancey county, via Pleasant 


M. Har- |i Gardens, to Marion, McDowell county. 
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From Swift Creek Bridge, in Craven county, 
to Whitford’s Mills. 

From Shepardsville, Carteret county, to Had- 
not’s. 

From Shepardsville, Carteretcounty, to Swans- 
boro’, Onslow. county. 

From Swansboro’, via Palo Alto, to, Piney 
Green. 

From Newbern, via Goose Creek Mills, to 
Cherryville, in Craven county. 

From Cherryfields to Webster. 

From Manchester, onthe Fayetteville and Salis- 
bury route, via Murchison’s Mills, and Morri- 
son’s Mills, to Carthage. 

From Ashboro’, in Randolph county, via Pre- 
torsville, Cox’s Mills, Bame’s Creek, and Har- 
Jey’s Hill, to Troy, Montgomery county. 

From Holley’s Wharf, on the Chowan river, 
to Ballard’s Bridge, in Chowan county. 

From Merrick’s Creek, New Hanover county, 
via Harrison’s Creek, to Topsail Sound. 3 

From Asheville, via Bull Creek, Riem’s Creek, 
and Ivy. Gap, to Democrat, in Buncombe county. 

From Spruce Pine, Yancey county, via Childs- 
ville, Linnville Falls, Lovely Water, and Grand- 
father Mountain, to Valley Crucis, Wautauga 
county. . 

From Swannano, Buncombe county, to Mount 
Mitchell. 

From Fort Montgomery, Cherokee county, to 
Rocky Point, Tennessee. 

From Laurel Valley, Cherokee county, to Hi- 
wassee copper mines, Tennessee. 

From Oak Ridge, Guilford county, to King’s 
Store, same county. 


OHIO. 

From Edgerton, via St. Joseph, Shelin’s Mills, 
and Columbia, in Williams county, Ohio, and 
Camden, to Reading, Hillsdale county, Michi- 

an, 

From Columbus, via Hope and Gahanna, 
Franklin county, to Centre Village, Delaware 
county. 

From Worthington to Dublin, Franklin county. 

Erom New Madison, via Yankeetown and Con- 
cordia, to Brinley’s Station. 

Ti Chillicothe, via Story Creek, to Sharon- 
ville. 

From Coshocton, via Gambier, Wolf’s, New 
Castle, Mohawk Village, and Roscoe, to Mount 
Vernon. 

From Brecksville, Cayahogacounty, via North- 
field post office, to Madedonia Depot. 

rom Greytown, via Locust Point, to Port 
Clinton, Ottoway county. 

From Cincinnati, via South Pendleton, Colum- 
bia, ‘Tompkins, and Sweet Wine, to New Rich- 
mond, Clermont county. 

From Leesville, Carroll county, via Rockford, 
to New Philadelphia, Ohio. 

From Cleveland, via Saint Clair road, and Mer- 
chant’s Corners, to Collamer. 

From Republic to Clyde. . 

From W yandotto Nevada,inWyandotcounty. 

From Hamilton, via Saint Charles, to Brook- 
ville, Indiana. 

Prom Middletown, Butler county, to Winches- 
ter, Preble county. 

From Gallipolis, by the Ohio river, via Millers- 
port, Ohio, Guyandotte, Virginia, Burlington, 
Ohio, Ceredo, Virginia, Catlettsburgh, Kentucky, 
Ashland post office, Kentucky, and Lronton, Ohio, 
to Portsmouth, Ohio. i 

From Wauseon, Fulton county, Ohio, via Ot- 
tokée, Tedrow, Emery, and Morenci, to Clayton, 
Michigan. f 

From Ottokee, via Wynomeg, Lyons, Oakfield, 
Fulton county, Ohio, to Adrian, Michigan. 

From Pleasant post office, (Columbus Grove,) 
Putnam county, to Kalida. 

From Kalida, via Franconia, to Hamer, Pauld- 
ing county. | 

From Findlay, Hancock county, via Bigelow’s 


Mil, Houckstown, Blanchard’s Bridge, and | 
Mount Blanchard, to Forest. i 
From Vaughansville to Pleasant. 
From McArthur, Vinton county, to Vinton | 
Station, on the Marietta and Cincinnati railroad. 
From New Carlisle, via Medway, to Osborne. 
From Chesterville, Morrow county, through 
Sparta and Bloomfield, to Hilliar, and Centre- | 
burgh, Knox county. i 


OREGON. 
From Salt Lake City, via the Wallen route, to 
Dalles, in Oregon. 
From the City of Portland, via Phillip Foster’s, 
across the Cascade Mountains, to Old Fort Walla- 
Walla. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


From Ickesburg, via Shull’s Mills, Sandy Hill, 
and John Ernest’s, to Blain, Perry county. 

From Duncannon to Deliville, Perry county. 

From Orbisonia; (a point on the stage route 
from MountUniontoChambersburg, }via Meadow 
Gap, Maddensville, Fort Littleton, and Kobbs- 
ville, to McConnelisburg. 

From. Waterloo, via Nossville, to Shade Gap. 

From Asylum, in Bradford county, via New Era 
and Resaca, to Laddsburg, in Bradford county. 

From Dimock,in Susquebannah county, via 
Lathrop’s Lake, to Rush, in said county. 

From Montrose, via Silver Lake, to Brackney, 
in Susquehamnah county. 

‘From Water street, via Alexandria, to Peters- 
burg, (Shaver’s Creek post office,) Huntington 
county. 

From Tunkhannock, via Factoryville, Fleets- 
ville, Wallsville, Warren’s Mills, and Tompkins- 
ville, to Clifford, Susquehannah county. 

From Morleytown to Sterrett’s Gap, in Perry 
county. 

From Wellsborough, Tioga county, 
binsville, to Westfield. 

From Sugar Grove, via Beech Woods and 
Jackson Run; to Warren. 

_ From Meadville, via Harmonsburg and Line 
Mills, to Penn Line. 

From Laury’s Station, on Lehigh Valley ruil- 
road, via Unionville, Schnecksville, Weildasville, 
Lyon Valley, Hynemansville, Weissenburg, in 
Lehigh county, and Leipenspergerville, to Kutz- 
town, in Berks county. 

From Helen, via Kersey, to Benzinger. 

From Kittaning to Leechburg. . 

From Porterficld, Venango county, to Shippen- 
ville, Clarion county. 

From Freeport, Armstrong county, to Winfield, 
Butler county, returning by State Lick. 

From Philadelphia, by the Germantown turn- 
pike road, to Rising Sun Village, thence by the 
Cheltenham and Willow Grove turnpike road, to 
the intersection of the Lime Kiln turnpike road, 
thence by the latter road, via Pittville, Edge Hill 
Village, Fitzwatertown, Dreshertown, and Tar- 
rett ‘Town, and thence, via Prospectville, to 
Greentree. 

From Loudon to Bridgeport Mills, Loudon 
county. 

From Zollarsville, Washington county, to Ten 
Mile, same county. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


via Sa- 


From Leesville, in Edgfield district, to Troy į 


Level, in Newberry district. 

From Lott’s, in Edgeficld diserict, to Granite- 
ville. 

From Edgefield C. H. to Aiken, in Barnwell 
district. 

From Black Oak post office, via Pamlico post 
office, to Summerville. 

From Kingstree, in Williamsburg district, (on 
the Northeastern railroad,) via Manning, to 
Packville. 

From Manning, via Plowden’s Mills andSalem, 
to Bethlehem, in Clarendon district. 

From Sandy Grove, via Black river, to Kings- 
tree. 

TENNESSEE. 


From Dover,via Kukman’s Furnace, and Paris 
Landing, to Paris. 

From Clarksville, via Providence,and Jordan’s 
Spring, to Garrettsburg, Kentucky. 

From Withe Depot, (on the Memphis and Ohio 
railroad,) via Hickory Withe, to Oakland. 

From Rogersville, via Big Creek, Deep Springs, 
Hates’ Mill, and Cedar Till, to Holston Springs. 

From Cunningham’s, (on the Winchester and 


Alabama railroad,) via Oregon, to George’s Store, | 


in Lincoln county. 


From a point on the Southern Central railroad į 


to Campbellsville, in Giles county. 
From Smithville, De Kalb county, via Laurel 


Hill, Buffalo Valley, and Mine Lick, to Cooke- 


ville, Putnam county. 


From Freedom, Washington county, to Mill 
Creek. 

From Dyersburg to Dyersburg Landing, on the 
Mississippi river, via Richwoods, Dyer county. 

From Clarksville, Tennessee, to Cadiz, Ken- 
tucky, via Garrettsburg, Lafayette, and Roaring 
Spring, Kentucky. 

TEXAS. 

From Indianola, Calhoun county, via Green 
Lake and Kempevr’s Bluff, to Goliad. 

From Hemstead, in Austin county, via Buck- 
horn, Bellville, Forkstown, Industry, New Ulm, 
and Frelsburg, to Columbus. 

From Cora to Comanche, in Comanche county. 

From Crockett, via Alabama, Houston county, 
Leona, Leon county, Wheelock, Robertson 
county, Port Sullivan, Milam county, and Cam- 
eron, to Belton, Bell county. 

From Gainesville, Cook county, via Montague, 
Montague county, and Henrietta, Clay county, 
to Fort Belknap, Young county. 

From Gainesville to Decatur, Wise county. 

From Decatur to Montague. 

From Hamilton, Shelby county, via William 
P. Palley’s, Sabine county, to San Augustine. ° 

From Mount Pleasant, Titus county, to Paris, 
Lamar county. i 

From Paris to the mouth of Boggy, in Lamar 
county. 

From Buchanan, via Monmouth Springs and 
Alvarado, to Waxahachie. 

From Bonham, Fannin county, via Flag Spring, 
Ladonia, and Heart’s Mill, to Sulphur Springs. 

From Brownwood, via Lampassas Springs, to 
Austin City, 

From Indianola, via Texanna, to Fallettsville. 

From Owensville, Robertson county, to Cam- 
eron, in Milan county. 

From Hillsboro’, Hill county, via Crimea, 
Covington, and Buekannan, to Weatherford, 
Parker county. 

From Austin to. some point on the overland 
mail stage route from Saint Louis to El Paso. 

From Marshall, Harrison county, to Coffee- 
ville, Upshur county. 

From Weatherford, Parker county, via Veal’s 
Station, Prairie Point, Denton, and Pilot Point, 
to Sherman, Grayson county. 

From La Grange, Fayette county, to Ever- 


| green, Washington county. 


From Jefferson, via Coficeville, Lafayette, and 
Pittsburg, to Quitman. 

From Indianola, via Saluria, to Brazos Santi- 
ago, along the beach. $ 

From Waco Vilage, via Buchanan, Fort 
Worth, and Denton, to connect with the overland 
mail either at Sherman or Gainesville. 

UTAH. 

From Breckenridge to Great Salt Lake. 

From Manti, San Pete county, via Ephraim, 
Limbri, and Mount Pleasant, to North Bond, 

From Genoa, in Carson Valley, via Walker 
River Diggings, to Monoville. & 

From Brigham City, via Mendon, Cache coun- 
ty, Wellsville, Providence, Logan City, Smith- 
field, and Richmond, to Franklin City. 

VERMONT. 
ia Newport, via Newport Centre, to North 
roy. 

ram Waterford to Concord. 

From Richmond, via Jericho Centre, to Jericho 
Corners. 

From Warren, via East Warren, to West Rox- 


i} bury. 


From Sharon, via South Strafford, to Strafford. 
From South Strafford to Copperas Hill. 
From Richmond, through Huntington, and the 


| east part of Starksboro’, to Bristol. 


VIRGINIA. . 

From Wardensville, Hardy county, Virginia, 
through Trout Run Valley, via Hanna, to Lib- 
erty Furnace, Shenandoah county, Virginia. 

From Wise C. H., via Crane’s Nest and Pow- 
er’s Mill, to Hoily Creek. 

From Williamsburg to Bigler’s Mill. 

From Upper Tract, via Mallon’s and Harpold’s 
Run, to Oak Flat. 

From Bridle Creck, Grayson county, to Rye 
Valley, in Smyth county. i 

From Valley Head, Randolph county, to Addi- 
son, Webster county. x 
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From Belfield, Greenville county, to Lawrence- 
ville, Brunswick county. 

From Kanawha C. H., via Briarport, to Pey- 
tona, Boone county. 

From Mouth of Poca, Putnam county, to Ran- 
som’s, on the Charleston and Ravenswood turn- 
pike road. ; 

From the mouth of Twenty Mile creek, Kan- 
awha county, connecting with Gauley Bridge and 
Newton route; thence up Ball creek, to the head 
of Pond Gap fork; thence with the county road 
to the Morris fork of Blue creck; thence down 
said fork to Main Blue creek; thence down said 
Main Blue creek to Mrs. Slack’s; thence with 
the county road to the gap above Campbell’s 
creek; thence up the Kanawha river to the Kan- 
awha salines. 

From Ritchie Court-house, via Thomas Gofi’s 
and Jonathan Bisses’s, in Ritchie county, and 
George Fling’s, in Gilmer county, to De Kalb, 
Gilmer county. 

From Richmond to West Point. 

From West Point, by York river, to Norfolk. 

From Cohick, King’ William county, to Ur- 
banna, Middlesex county. 

From West Point to Urbanna, i 

From Cappahosic, Gloucester county, to Mat- 
thew’s Court-house. 

From Big Lick, Roanoke county, to Harper’s, 
Franklin county. 

[From] Brownstown (south side Kanawha 
river) to the Falls of Kanawha, Fayette county. 

From the Central Depot, on the Virginia and 
Tennessee Railroad, to Touncary’s Furnace, 
Floyd county. 

From Clintonville to Falling Spring, Green 
Brier county. 

From Jane Lew, Lewis county, via Cookman ’s 
Store and Johnstown; to Romaine’s Mills, in 
Harrison county. 

From Big Lick, on the Virginia and Tennessee 
railroad, in Roanoke county, via Cooper’s and 
Bonbrook, to Rocky Mount, Franklin county. 

WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

From Sebce to Sko-ko-mish. 

From New Dungenesse, via False Dungenesse, 
via Neeah bay, to Cape Flattery. 

From Ebey’s Landing, via Penn’s Cove, via 
Oak Harbor, to McDonough’s Island. 

From Dalles, via Clickitat Valley, via Simcoe 
and Okinikaine. 

From Oakland to Grey’s Harbor. 

From Olympia, via Head of Totten’s, Eld’s, 
and Hammersly’s Inlets, to Oakland. 

From Oakland, via North Bay, to Scbec. 

From Arkada to Steilacoom. 

From Scattle, via Meridian Prairie, to Ranger’s 
Prairie. 

From Seattle, via Salmon bay, to Point Elliott. 

From Colvilie to Simiikaman. 

From Colville to Pend d’Oreille Lake. 

WISCONSIN. 

From Pole Grove post office, Jackson county, 
to South Bend post office, Trempeleau county. 

From Sparta, Monroe county, via Big Creek 
Ferry, Roaring Creek post office, in Jackson 
county, and Durand, to Prescott, in Pierce county. 

From Wauzeka, Crawford county, to Viola 
post office, Richland county. F 

From Richland Centre, Richland county, via 
Rockbridge, East Ilenrietta, and Henrietta, to 
Yuba. 

From Towerville; Crawford county, via Rising 
Sun, thence west, crossing the Mississippi river, 
and via La Fayette, in Allemakee county, lowa, 
and Columbus, Milton, and Wakon, to Decorah, 

Iowa. 

From Hudson, Saint Croix county, via Saint 
Joseph, Boardman, Apple River Bridge, Cylon, 
Erin Prairie, and Hammond, to Warren. 

From Fountain City, Buffalo county, to Max- 
‘Ville, same county. i 

From Sumner, via Mondovi, Chippewa, Wau- 
beck, Galla, and Trimbelle, to Prescott, in Pierce 
county. 

From Waupaca, 
to Shaw-wa-no. 

From Mishicot, Manitowoc county, via Frank- 
lin, Montpelier, Casco, € 
nee county, Clay Banks, and White 
to Bailey’s Harbor, Door county. 


via Ogdensburg and Union, 


Fish Bay, 


and Ahaupee,in Kewau- | 


partments, at an annual salary of cight hundred 


i shall be returned under regulations to be pre- 
| scribed by the Postmaster General. 


From Cascoto Dykesville, Kewaunee county. 

From Cambria, in Columbia county, to Kings- 
ton, Marquette county. 

From Lake Mills, Jefferson county, via Mil- | 
ford and Aztalan, to Jefferson. 

From Chippewa Falls, via Island Lake, to Su- 
perior, Douglas county. ap 

From Sextonville, Richland county, via Ithaca, 
Neptune, Loyd, Cazenovia, to Wanewoc, Jeneau 
county. : 
_ From Green Bay, via Suamico, to Little Suam- 
ico. 

From Edgerton, via Albion, Busseyville, to 
Fort Atkinson. ` 

From Fond du Lac, via Foster and Wacousta 
to Cascade, in Sheboygan county. 


CHEROKEE NATION. 
From Little Verdigris to Lenark Falls. 
CHOCTAW NATION. 


From Fort Washita, in the Choctaw Nation, 
via Burney Academy, to Gainesville, Cook coun- 
ty, Texas. i 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General shall be and he is hereby author- 
ized to procure and furnish letter sheets with 
postage stamps impressed thereon, (combining in 
one bothasheet and envelope,) and toadopt such 
other improvements as may be deemed advisable, 
from time to time, in connection with postage 
stamps or stamped envelopes for letters or news- 
papers, subject to the provision that such stamps 
or envelopes shall be sold at the cost of procuring 
and furnishing the same as near as may be, and 
to all other provisions of the eighth section of an 
act of Congress entitled ‘* An act to establish cer- 
tain post roads and for other purposes,” approved 
August thirty-first, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
two. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the pen- 
alty of fifty dollars, provided by section eighth 
ofan act of Congress'’entitled “An act to estab- 
lish certain post roads and for other purposes,” 
approved March third, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, shall apply as well to the using of a stamp 
cut from a stamped letter or newspaper envelope 
as to the reuse of the envelope entire. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the fourth 
section of the act of Congress approved fifth Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, entitled 
* An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending the thirtieth June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five,’ be and the same is hereby con- 
tinued from the fifth day of August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-cight, to the fifth of August, 
eighteen hundred and sixty. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the joint 
resolution of Congress of eighteenth August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, which provides 
that there shall be ‘ onc principal messenger in 
each of the bureaus of the several Executive De- 


and forty dollars each,” shall be understood to 
embrace within its true scope and meaning the 
offices of the three Assistant Postmasters Gen- 
eral, entitling each to a messenger at an annual 
salary of eight hundred and forty dollars. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That letters 
which have been advertised under existing laws 
(vide section twenty-six, act of March three, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-five, and section 
five, act of March three, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-one) shall be returned to the Post Office De- 
partment as dead letters if unclaimed two. months 
after the date of advertisement: Provided, [That 
letters at seaports intended for persons on boar 
of certain designated vessels expected to arrive, 
and letters specially marked to be retained a longer 
period, shall be excepted from the operation of 
this act: And provided further, That said letters 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the un- 
claimed money from dead letters, now appro- 
priated to the use of the Department, under sec- 
tion twenty-six, act of March three, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-five, may be exclusively 
applied in future to promote the efficiency of the 
dead letter office, by providing for a more careful 
examination of letters, and the return of a larger 
number to the writers (whether with or without 


valuable inclosures:) Provided, {That} said officer 
shall make a detailed-report of his proceedings to 
Congress during the next session thereof. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That upon all 
letters returned from the dead letter office there 
shall be. charged the usual rates of postage, to -be 
collected on delivery, and ‘accounted for-by post- 
masters in the same manner as other postages. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That every 
letter or packet brought into the United States, or 
carried from one port therein: to another in any: 
private ship or vessel, shall be churged:with-dive 
cents, if delivered at the post office: where the 
same shall arrive} and.if-destined to be conveyed 
by post to any place, with two cents added to:the 
ordinary rates of postage: Provided, That upon 
all letters or packets conveyed in whole or in part 
by steamers or steamships over any route upon 
which, or between ports or places between whichs 
the mail is regularly conveyed in other vessels 
under contract with the Post Office Department, 
the same charge shall be levied, with the addition 
of two cents a letter or packet, as would have 
been levied if such letter or packet had been trans- 
mitted regularly. through the mail. ; 

Sec. 10. Andbe it further enacted, That all acts 
or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions 
of the preceding section of this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. : : 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be lawful for persons known as regular dealers in 
newspapers and periodicals to receive by. mail 
such quantities of either as they may require, and 
to pay the postage thereon, as they may be re- 
ceived, at the same rates.as regular subscribers to 
such publications: Provided, That the Postmas+ 
ter General be authorized to establish a daily or 
semi-daily delivery of letters and newspapers by 
carriers, throughout a circuit of nine miles from 
the City Hall, in the city of New York, under 
the supervision of the postmaster of New York, 
whenever, in his judgment, the revenue from 
such service shall defray the expense thereof. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That maps, 
engravings, lithographs, or photographic prints, 
on rollers or in‘ paper covers; books, ‘bound or 
unbound, phonographie paper, and letter envel- 
opes, shall be deemed mailable matter, and charged 
with postage by the weight of the package, not 
in any case to exceed four pounds, at the rate of 
one cent an ounce, or fraction of an ounce, to any 
place in the United States under fifteen hundred 
miles, and at the rate of two cents an ounce, or 
fraction of an ounce, over fifteen hundred miles, 
to be prepaid by postage stamps. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That cards, 
blank or printed, blanks in packages weighing at 
least eight ounces, and seeds or cuttings, In pack- 
ages not exceeding eight ounces in weight, shall 
also be deemed mailable matter, and charged with 
postage at the rate of one cent an ounce; or frac- 
tion of an ounce, toany place in the United States 
under fifteen hundred miles, and at the rate of two 
cents an ounce, or fraction of an ounce, over fif- 
teen hundred miles, to be prepaid by postage 
stamps. 

Src. 14. And be it further enacted, That the act 
of third of March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
entitled “ An act further to amend the act entitled 
‘ An act to reduce and modify the rates of pòst- 
age in the United States, and for other purposes,’ 28 
passed March third, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
one, be, and the same is hereby, so modified as 
to require the ten cent rate of postage to be pre- 
paid on letters conveyed in the mail. from any 
point in the United States east of the Rocky 
Mountains, to any State or Territory on the Pa- 
cific, and from any State or Territory on the Pa- 
cific to any point in the United States east of the 
Rocky Mountains. And all drop letters shall be 
prepaid by postage stamps. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That the 
Postmaster General is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to advertise for proposals for the daily 
transportation of the entire mailoverland, between 
Saint Joseph, Missouri, or some other point on 
the Missouri river, connected by railroad with the 
East, which may be selected by the contractor, 
and Placerville, California, over the central route, 
the bids to be received till the firs. Monday of 
April, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, and the 
service to commence July first, eighteen hundred 
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and sixty-one, or as soon thereafter as possibie, 
and to terminate July first, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-five. And the Postmaster General is hereby 
directed to award. the contract to the lowest re- 
sponsible bidder furnishing ample guarantees of 
his ability and disposition to perform his con- 
tract: Provided, That the amount of his bid shall 
not exceed eight hundred thousand dollars per 
year! Provided, That the contractor shall supply 
Denver City and Great Salt Lake City at least 
semi-weekly without extra charge: And provided 
further, That the letter and newspaper mail shall 
be carried through in twenty days, and the pam- 
phlet, magazine, periodical, and public document 
mail in thirty-five days. But the Postmaster Gen- 
eral may authorize the carrying of said pamphlet; 
magazine, periodical,and publicdocument portion 
of the mail by steamship route, at least semi- 
monthly to San Francisco, if-desired by the con- 
tractor, and if said service is performed at the.con- 
tractor’s expense: And provided further, That the 
contractor shall not be required, in addition to the 
letter mail, to carry more of the newspaper mail 
by the twenty days’ schedule than will make the 
average weight of the whole mail one thousand 
pounds per day; and the remainder, if any, of the 
newspaper mail shall be carried on the thirty-five 
day schedule above provided for. 

ec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the 
Postmaster General is hereby directed to extend 
the existing mail contract on route eight thousand 
and seventy-six, in the State of Texas, so that it 
will expire with connecting route twelve thou- 
sand five hundred and seventy-eight, known as 
the Butterfield route, provided it can be done at 
an additional expense not exceeding eighty thou- 
gand dollars per annum, and provide for a semi- 
weekly connection with the city of New Orleans, 
but the Postmaster General shall have the same 
authority over this route as over all others; and 
after said daily overland mail has gone into oper- 
ation, the postage between any State or Territory 
east of the Rocky Mountains, and any State or 
Territory on the Pacific, on each newspaper, pe- 
riodical, unsealed circular, or other article: of 
printed matter, not exceeding three ounces in 
weight, shall be one cent, and for every addi- 
tional ounce, or fraction of an ounce, one cent 
additional. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the cost 
of the sorvice on the routes named in this act shall 
be paid, after annual appropriation, by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, upon the certificate of the 
Postmaster General. And that the rate of letter 
postage between any State or Territory east of 
the Rocky Mountains, and any State or Terri- 
tory on the Pacific coast, shall be ten cents per 
kalf ounce. 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General is authorized to provide tempo- 
rary steamship service by the nearest and most 
expeditious route between New York and San 
Francisco, at a cost not exceeding three hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars a year, reserving to the 
Government the privilege of annulling the con- 
tract, after the commencement of the overland 
service, upon sixty days’ noticc. 

Suc. 19. And be it further enacted, That the cost 
of the service authorized in the three preceding 
sections of this act, and that now performing on 
the inland routes numbered eight thousand nine 
hundred and eleven, twelve thousand eight hun- 
dred and one, twelve thousand five hundred and 


seventy-cight, and eight thousand and seventy- | 


six, shall be paid, after annual appropriation, by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, upon certificate of 
service from the Postmaster General, except so 
far as appropriations may already have been made 
for such service. 

Aprroven, February 27, 1861. 


Cuar. LVHI.—An Act making Appropriations | 
for the Consular and Diplomatic Expenses of | 
the Government for the year ending the thir- | 
tieth of June, cighteen hundred and sixty-two. | 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘Chat the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for | 


! Candia, Cyprus, Batavia, Fayal, Santiago, (Cape 


the objects hereafter expressed, for the fiscal year 


ending the thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-two, namely: | 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary, ministers, 
and commissioners of the United States at Great 
Britain, France, Russia, Prussia, Spain, Austria, 
Brazil, Mexico, China, Chili, Peru, Portugal, 
Switzerland, Rome, Sardinia, Belgium, Holland, 
Denmark, Sweden, Turkey, New Granada, Bo- 
livia, Ecuador, Venezucla,Guatemala, Nicaragua, 
Sandwich Islands, Costa Rica, Honduras, Argen- 
tine Confederation, Paraguay, and Japan, three 
hundred and one thousand dollars. 

For salaries of secretaries of legation, forty- 
three thousand three hundred and fifty dollars. 

For salaries of assistant secretaries of legation 
at London and Paris, three thousand dollars. - 

For salary of the interpreter to the legation to 
China, five thousand dollars. 

For salary of the secretary of Jegation to Tur- 
hey acting as interpreter, three thousand dollars. 
. For compensation to the interpreter to the mis- 
sion to Japan, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of all the missions 
abroad, forty thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses of forcign intercourse, 
forty thousand dollars. 

For expenses of intercourse with the Barbary 
Powers, three thousand dollars. 

For expenses of the consulates in the Turkish 
dominions, namely: interpreters, guards, and other 
expenses of the consulates at Constantinople, 
Smyrna, Candia, Alexandria, and Beirut, two 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the relief and protection of American sca- 
men in foreign countries, two hundred thousand 
dollars. 

For expenses which may be incurred in ac- 
knowledging the services of the masters and crews 
of foreign vessels in rescuing citizens of the United 
States from shipwreck, ten thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of blank-books, stationery, 
arms of the United States, seals, presses, flags, 
and for the payment of postagesand miscellaneous 
expenses of the consuls of the United States, 
thirty thousand dollars. 

For office rent for those consuls general, con- 
suls, and commercial agents who are not allowed 
to trade, including loss by exchange thereon, 
twenty-seven thousand three hundred and seventy 
dollars. 

For salaries of consuls general at Quebec, 
Calcutta, Alexandria, Havana, Constantinople, 
Frankfort-on-the-Main; consuls at Kanagawa and 
Nagasaki in Japan, Liverpool, London, Mel- 
bourne, Hong Kong, Glasgow, Mauritius, Sing- 
apore, Belfast, Cork, Dundee, Demarara, Halifax, 
Kingston, (Jamaica,) Leeds, Manchester, Nas- 
sau, (New Providence,) Southampton, Turk’s 
Island, Prince Edward’s Island, Havre, Paris, 
Marseilles, Bordeaux, La Rochelle, Lyons, Mos- 
cow, Odessa, Revel, St. Petersburg, Mantansas, 
Trinidad de Cuba, Santiago de Cuba, San Juan, 
(Porto Rico,) Cadiz, Malaga, Ponce,(Porto Rico,) 
Trieste, Vienna, Aix-la-Chapelle, Canton, Shang- 
hae, Fouchou, Amoy, Ningpo, Beirut, Smyrna, 
Jerusalem, Rotterdam, Amsterdam, Antwerp, 
Funchal, Oporto, St. Thomas, Elsineur, Genoa, 
Basle, Geneva, Messina, Naples, Palermo, Leip- 
sic, Munich, Leghorn, Stuttgardt, Bremen, Ham- 
burg, Tangiers, Tripoli, Tunis, Rio de Janciro, 
Pernambuco, Vera Cruz, Acapulco, Callao, Val- 
paraiso, Buenos Ayres, San Juan del Sur, Aspin- 
wall, Panama, Laguayra, Honolulu, Lahaina, 
Cape-Town, Falkland Islands, Venice, Stettin, | 


de Verdes,) Saint Croix, Spezzia, Athens, Zanzi- 
bar, Bahia, Maranham Island, Para, Rio Grande, 
Matamoras, Mexico, (city,) Tampico, Paso del 
Norte, Tabasco, Paita, ‘Tumbez, Talcahuano, 
Carthagena, Sabanillo, Omoa, Guyaquil, Cobija, 
Montevideo, Tahita, Bay of Islands, Apia, Lan- 
thala; commercial agents at San Juan del Norte, 
Port au Prince, San Domingo, (city,) St. Paul 
de Loando, (Angola,) Monrovia, Gaboon, Cape | 
Haytien, Aux Cayes, and Amoor river, two hun- 
dred and seventy-four thousand seven hundred 
and fifty dollars; and the office of consul general 
at Simoda is hereby abolished. And the salaries 
of the consuls at Kanagawa and Nagasaki, in 
Japan, shall be three thousand dollars cach. 

For expenses incurred, under instructions from 


the Secretary of State, in bringing home from 


foreign countries persons charged with crime, and 
expenses incident thereto, ten thousand dollars. 

For interpreters to the consulates in China, 
four thousand five hundred dollars. À 

For salaries of the marshals for the consular 
courtsin Japan; China, Siam, and Turkey, seven 
thousand dollars. 

For rent of prisons for American convicts in 
Japan, China, Siam, and Turkey, and for wages 
of the keepers of the same, nine thousand eight 
hundred dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of State to have pre- 
pared and transmitted to the executives of the 
several States having boundaries with foreign 
States a competent number of authentic copies of 
the settlement of such boundaries, and the maps 
and charts relating thereto, and the evidence 
thereof in the State Department, ten thousand 
dollars. 

To meet an extraordinary emergency which 
has arisen in bringing from Batavia twenty-four 
seamen of the ship Staghound, charged with mu- 
tiny, nine thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
two dollars, or so much thereof as may be deemed 
just and fair; said sum to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of State. 

Approven, February 28, 1861. 


Cuar. LIX.—An Act to provide a temporary 
Government for the Territory of Colorada. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That all that part of the territory of 
the United States included within the following 
limits, viz: commencing on the thirty-seventh 
parallel of north latitude where the twenty-fifth 
meridian of longitude west from Washington 
crosses the same; thence north on said meridian 
to the forty-first parallel of north latitude; thence 
along said parallel west to the thirty-second me- 
ridian of longitude west from Washington; thence 
south on said meridian to the northern line of New 
Mexico; thence along the thirty-seventh parallel 
of north latitude to the place of beginning, be, 
and the same is hereby, erected into a temporar 
government by the name of the Territory of Col. 
orado: Provided, That nothing in this aet con- 
tained shall be construed to impair the rights of 
person or property now pertaining to the Indians 
in said Territory, so long as such rights shall re- 
main unextinguished by treaty between the Uni- 
ted States and such Indians, or to include any 
territory which, by treaty with any Indian tribe, 
is not, without the consent of said tribe, to he in- 
cluded within the territorial limits or jurisdiction 
of any State or Territory; but all such territory 
shall be excepted out of the boundaries and con- 
stitute no part of the Territory of Colorado until 
said tribe shall signify their assent to the Presi- 
dent of the United States to be included within 
the said Territory, or to affect the authority of 
the Government of the United States to make any 
regulations respecting such Indians, their lands, 
property, or other rights, by treaty, law or other- 
wise, which it would have been competent for the 
Government to make if this act had never passed: 
Provided further, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed to inhibit the Govern- 
ment of the United States from dividing said 
Territory into two or more Territories, in such 
manner and at such timesas Congress shall deem 
convenient and proper, or from attaching any por- 
tion thereof to any other Territory or State. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the ex- 
ecutive power and authority in and over said Ter- 
ritory of Colorado shall be vested in a Governor, 
who shall hold his office for four ycars, and until® 
his successor shall be appointed and qualified, 
unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States. The Governor shail reside within 
said Territory, shall be commander-in-chief of 
the militia thereof, shall perform the duties and 
receive the emoluments of superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, and shall approve all laws passed 
by the Legislative Assembly before they shall 
take effect; he may grant pardons for offenses 
against the laws of said Territory, and reprieves 
for offenses against the laws of the United States, 
until the decision of the President can be made 


| known thereon; he shall commission all officers 


who shall be appointed to office under the laws 


1961.) | 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Laws of the United States. 


eee 


 367H Cona....2D SESS; 


oo ABET" 


of said Territory, and shall take care that the laws 
be faithfully. executed. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be a secretary of said Territory, who shall 
reside therein, and hold his office for four years, 
unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States; he shall record and preserve all 
the laws and proceedings of the Legislative As- 
sembly hereinafter constituted, and all the acts 
and proceedings of the Governor in his executive 
department; he shall transmit one copy of the 
laws and one copy of the executive proceedings, 
on or before the first day of December in each 
year, to the President of the United States, and, 
at the same time, two copics of the laws to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and the 
President of the Senate for the use of Congress. 
And in case of the death, removal, or resigna- 
tion, or other necessary absence of the Governor 
from the Territory, the secfctary shall have, and 
he is hereby authorized and required to execute 
and perform all the powers and duties of the Gov- 
ernor during such vacancy or necessary absence, 
or until another Governor shall be duly appointed 
to fill such vacancy. 

Suc. 4, And be it further enacted, That the legisla- 
tive powerand authority of said Territory shall be 
vested inthe Governoranda Legislative Assembly. 
The Legislative Assembly shall consist ofa council 
and house of representatives. The council shall 
consist of nine members, which may be increased 
to thirteen, having the qualifications of voters as 
hereinafter prescribed, whose term of service shall 
continue two years. The house of representa- 
tives shall consist of thirteen members, which may 
be increased to twenty-six, possessing the same 
qualifications as prescribed for members of the 
council, and whose term of service shall continue 
one year. An apportionment shall be made, as 
nearly equal as practicable, among the several 
counties or districts, for the election of the council 
and house of representatives, giving to cach sec- 
tion of the ‘T'erritory representation in the ratio of 
its population (Indians excepted ) as nearly as may 
be; and the members of the council and of the 
house of representatives shall reside in, and be 
inhabitants of, the district for which they may be 
elected, respectively. Previous to the first elec- 
tion the Governor shall cause a census or enumer- 
ation of the inhabitants of the several counties and 
districts of the Territory to be taken; and the first 
election shall be held at such time and places and 
be conducted in such manner as the Governor 
shall appoint and direct; and he shall, at the same 
time, declare the number of the members of the 
council and house of representatives to which each 
of the counties or districts shall be entitled under 
this act. The number of persons authorized to 
be elected, having the highest number of votes in 
each of said council districts for members of the 
council, shall be declared by the Governor to be 
duly elected to the council; and the person or pet- 
sons authorized to be elected having the greatest 
number of votes for the house of representatives, 
equal ta the number to which cach county or dis- 
trict shall be entitled, shall be declared by the 
Governor to be elected members of the house of 
representatives: Provided, That in case of a tie 
between two or more persons voted for, the Gov- 
ernor shall order a new election to supply the va- 
cancy made by such tie. And the persons thus 
elected to the Legislative Assembly shall mect at 
such place and on such day as the Governor shall 
appoint; but thereafter the time, place, and man- 
uer of holding and conducting all elections by the 
people, and the apportioning the representation in 
the several counties or districts to the counciland 
house of representatives, according to the popu- 
lation, shall be prescribed by Jaw, as well as the 
day of the commencement of the regular sessions 
of the Legislative Assembly: Provided, That no 
one session shall exceed the term of forty days, 
except the first, which may be extended to sixty 
days, but no longer. | 

Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, That every 
freo white male citizen of the United States above 
the age of twenty-one years, who shall have been 
a resident of said Territory at the time of the pas- 
sage of this act, including thosc recognized as cit- 
izens by the treaty with the Republic of Mexico, 


| the place where the 


concluded February two, eighteen hundred and 


forty-eight, and the treaty negotiated with the 
same country on the thirteenth day of December, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three, shall be entitled 
to vote at the first election, and shall be eligible to 
any office within the said Territory; but the qual- 
ifications of voters and of holding office at all sub- 
sequent elections shall be such as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Legislative Assembly. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the le- 
gislative power of the Territory shall extend to 
all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with 
the Constitution of the United States and the pro- 
visions of the act; but no law shall be passed in- 
terfering with the primary disposal of the soil; 
no tax shall be imposed upon the property of the 
United States; nor shall the lands or other prop- 
erty of non-residents be taxed higher than the 
lands or other property of residents; nor shall 
any law be passed impairing the rights of private 
property; nor shall any discrimination be made 
in taxing different kinds of property; but all prop- 
erty subject to taxation shall be in proportion to 
the value of the property taxed. ; 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all town- 
ship, district, and county officers, not herein 
otherwise provided for, shall be appointed or 
elected, as the case may be, in such manner as 
shall be provided by the Governor and Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the Territory. The Governor 


| shall nominate and, by and with the advice and 


consent of the Legislative council, appoint all 
officers not herein otherwise provided for; and in 
the first instance the Governor alone may appoint 
all said officers, who shall hold their offices until 
the end of the first session of the Legislative As- 
sembly, and shall lay off the necessary districts 
for members of the council and house of repre- 
sentatives, and all other officers. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no mem- 
ber of the Legislative Assembly shall hold or be 
appointed to any office which shall have been cre- 


| ated, or the salary or emoluments of which shall 


have been increased, while he was a member, 
during the term for which he was clected, and for 
one year after the expiration of such term; and 
no person holding a commission or appointment 
under the United States, except postmasters, shall 
be a member of the Legislative Assembly, orshall 
hold any office under the government of said Ter- 
ritory. 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the ju- 
dicial power of said Territory shall be vested in 
a supreme court, district courts, probate courts, 
and in justices of the peace. The supremecourt 
shall consist of a chief justice and two associate 
justices, any two of whom shall constitute a quo- 
rum, and who shall hold a term at the seat of 
government of said Territory annually; and they 
shall hold their offices during the period of four 
years. The said Territory shall be divided into 
three judicial districts, and a district court shall 
be held in each of said districts by one of the jus- 
tices of the supreme court at such time and place 
as may.be prescribed by law; and the said judges 
shall, after their appointments, respectively, re- 
side in the districts which shall be assigned them. 
The j 
sided for, both appellate and original, and that of 
the probate courts and of the justices of the peace, 
shall be as limited by law: Provided, That jus- 
tices of the peace and probate courts shall not 
have jurisdiction of any matter in controversy 


when the title or boundaries of land may be in | 


dispute, or where the debt or sum claimed shall 
exceed one hundred dollars; and the said supreme 
and district courts, respectively, shall possess 


chancery as well as common law jurisdiction; | 


and authority for redress of all wrongs commit- 


ted against the Constitution or laws of the United | 


States, or of the Territory, affecting persons or 
property. Each district court or the judge there- 
of shall appoint its clerk, who shall also be the 
register in chancery, and shall keep his office at 
court may be held. Writs 
of error, bills of exception, and appeals, shall be 


allowed in all cases from the final decisions of; 


said district courts to the supreme court, under 
such regulations as may be prescribed by law; 
but in no case removed to the supreme court shall 
trial by jury be allowed in said court. The su- 
preme court, or the justices thereof, shall appoint 


urisdiction of the several courts herein pro- | 


its own clerk; and every clerk shall hold his office 
at the pleasure of the court. for which he shall 
have been appointed. Writs of error and appeals 
from the final decisions of said supreme court 
shall be allowed, and may be taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the same manner 
and under the same regulations as from the cir- 
cuit courts of the United States, where the value 
of the property or the amount in controversy, to 
be ascertained by the oath or affirmation. of cither 
party, or other competent witness, shall exceed 
one thousand dollars; and each of the said dis: 
trict courts shall have and exercise the same juria- 
diction, in all cases arising under the Constitution 
and laws of the United States, as is vested inthe 
circuit and district courts of. the United. States; 
and the said supreme and district courts of. the 
said Territory, and the respective judges thereof, 
shall and may grant writs of habeas corpus in all 
cases in which the same are grantable by. the 
judges of the United States in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and the first six days of every term of 
said courts, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
sary, shall be appropriated to the trial of causes 

ising under the said Constitution and laws, and 


arisi 
writs of crror and appeals in all such cases shall 
be made to the supreme court of said Territory 
the same as in other cases. The said clerk shall 
receive in all such cases the same fees which the 
clerks of the district courts of Oregon Territory 
received for similar services. 

Sec. 10. And be id further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed an attorney for said Territory, 
who shall continue in office for four years, unless 
sooner removed by the President, and who shall 
receive the same fees and salary as the attorney 
of the United States for the late Territory of Ore- 
gon. There shall also be a marshal for the Ter- 
ritory appointed, who shall hold his office for four 
years, unless sooner removed: by the President, 
and who shall execute all processes issuing from 
the said courts when exercising their jurisdiction 
as circuit and district conrts of the United States; 
he shall perform the duties, be subject to the same 
regulations and penalties, and be entitled to the 
same fees as the marshal of the district court of 
the United States for the late Territory of Oregon, 
and shall, in addition, be paid two hundred dollars 
annually as a compensation for extra services. 

Suc. 11. And be it further enacted, ‘That the 
Governor, secretary, chief justice and associate 
justices, attorney, and marshal, shall be nomin- 
ated and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, appointed by the President of the 
United States. The Governor and secretary to 
be appointed as aforesaid shall, before they act 
as such, respectively take an oath or affirmation 
before the district judge or some justice of the 
peace in the limits of said Territory duly author- 
ized to administer oaths and affirmations by the 
laws now in force therein, or before the Chief Jus- 
tice or some associate justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, to support the Constitution 
of the United States, and faithfully to discharge 
the duties of their respective offices, which said 
oaths, when so taken, shall be certified by the 
person by whom the same shall have been taken; 
and such certificates shall be received and recorded 
by the secretary among the executive proceedings; 
and the chief justice and associate justices, and 
all other civil officers in said Territory, before 
they act as such, shall take a like oath or affirm- 
ation before the said Governor or secretary, or 
some judge or justice of the peace of the Terno 
who may be duly commissioned and qualificd, 
which said oath or affirmation shall be certified 
and transmitted by the person taking the same to 
the secretary, to be by him recorded as aforesaid; 
and afterwards the like oath or affirmation shall 
be taken, certified, and recorded in such manner 
and form as may be prescribed by law. The Gov- 
ernor shall receive an annual salary of fifteen hun- 
dred dollars as Governor, and-one thousand dol- 
Jars as superintendent of Indian affairs; the chief 
justice and associate justices shall each receive an 
annual salary of eighteen hundred dollars; the 
secretary shall receive an annual salary of eigh- 
teen hundred dollars. The said salaries shall be 
paid quarter-yearly at the Treasury of the United 
States. The members of the Legislative Assem- 
bly shall be entitled to receive three dollars each 
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per day during their attendance at the session 
thereof, and three dollars for every twenty miles 
travel in going to and returning from the said ses- 
sions, estimated according to the nearest usually 
traveled route. There shall be appropriated an- 
nually the sum ‘of one thousand dollars, to be 
expended by the Governor to defray the contin- 

ent expenses of the Territory. There shall also 

e appropriated annually a ‘sufficient sum, to be 
expended by the secretary of the Territory, and 
upon an estimate to be made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States, to defray the 
‘expenses of the Legislative Assembly, the print- 
ing of the Jaws, and other incidental expenses; 
and the secretary of the Territory shall annually 
account to the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States for the manner in which the afore- 
said sum shall have been expended. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Colorado 
shall hold its first session at such time and place 
in said Territory as the Governor thereof shall 
appointand direct; and at said first session, or as 
soon thereafter as they shall deem expedient, the 
Governor and Legislative Assembly shall proceed 
to locate and establish the seat of government for 
said Territory at such place as they may deem 
eligible; which place, however, shall thereafter be 
subject to be changed by the said Governor and 
Legislative Assembly. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That a Del- 
egate to the House of Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States, to serve during cach Congress of the 
United States, may be elected by the voters qual- 
ified to clect members of the Legislative Assem- 
bly, who shall be entitled to the same rights and 
pee as are exercised and enjoyed by the 

elegates from the several other Territories of the 
United States to the said House of Representa- 
tives. ‘Phe first election shall be held at such time 
and places and be conducted in such manner as 
the Governor shall appoint and direct, and at all 
subsequent elections hé times, places, and man- 
ner of holding elections shall be prescribed by law. 
The person having the greatest number of votes 
shall be declared by the Governor to be duly elected, 
and a certificate thereof shall be given accord- 
ingly. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That when 
the Jand in the said Torritory shall be surveyed, 
under the direction of [the] Government of the 
United States, preparatory to bringing the same 
into market, sections numbered sixteen and thirty- 
six in each township in said Territory shall be, 
and the same are hereby, reserved for the purpose 
of being applied to schools in the States hereafter 
to be erected out of the same. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That tempo- 
rarily and until otherwise provided by law, the 
Governor of said Territory may define the judicial 
districts of said Territory, and assign the judges 
who may be appointed for said Territory to the 
several districts, and also appoint the times and 
places for holding courts in the several counties 
or subdivisions in each of said judicial districts by 

roclamation to be issued by him; but the Legis- 
ative Assembly at their first or any subsequent 
session may organize, alter, or modify such judi- 
cial districts, and assign the judges, and alter the 
times and places of holding the courts, as to them 
shall seem proper and convenient. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the Con- 
stitution and all laws of the United States which 
are not locally inapplicable shall have the same 
force and efféct within the said Territory of Col- 
orado as elsewhere within the United States. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall be, and he 
is hereby authorized to appoint a surveyor gen- 
eral for Colorado, who shall locate his office at 
such place as the Secretary of the Interior shall 
from time to time direct, and whose duties, powers, 
obligations, responsibilities, compensation, and 
allowances for clerk hire, office rent, fac], and in- 
cidental expenses, shall be the same as those of 


the surveyor general of New Mexico, under the | 


direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and such 


instructions as he may from time to time deem it | 


advisable to give him. 
Averovep, February 28, 1861. 


Cuar. LX.—An Act to amend an act supple- 
mentary to an act approved March third, eigh- 
teen hundred: and fifty-five, to organize an In- 
stitution for the Insane of the Army and Navy 
and of the District of Columbia in the said Dis- 
trict, approved February the seventh, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-seven. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, as a substitute for the second 
section of the supplementary act aforesaid, which 
is hereby repealed, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall have power to grant his order for the admis- 
sion into the Government Hospital for the Insane 
of any insane person not charged with a breach 
of the peace, upon (1) the certificate of any judge 
of the circuit or criminal court for the District of 
Columbia, or of any justice of the peace of the 
District, stating that two respectable physicians, 
resident of the District, appeared before said judge 
or justice, and certified under oath and under their 
hands, that they knew the person alleged to be 
insane, and that, from personal examination, they 
believed Him or her to be insane and a fit subject 
for treatment in said hospital, and that he or she 
was a resident of the District at the time he or she 
was scized with the mental disorder under which 
he or she then labored; also stating that_two re- 
spectable householders, residents of the District, 
appeared before him, the said judge or justice, 
and certified under oath and under their hands 
that they knew the person alleged to be insane, 
and that, from a personal examination into his or 
her affairs, they believe him or her to be unable 
to support himself or herself and family, (or him- 
self or herself, if he or she have no family,) under 
the visitation of insanity, and to pay his or her 
board and other expenses in said hospital, and the 
certificate under oath of such pbysicians and of 
such householders shall accompany the certificate 
of such judge or justice; and (2) upon an appli- 
cation requesting that such order may be issued, 
made in writing, within five days after the date 
of the affidavits aforesaid, by a member of the 
board of visitors of said hospital, upon an inspec- 
tion of said affidavits and certificate thereto, and 
it will be the duty of said visitor to withhold his 
application if he has reason to doubt theindigence 
of the party in whose behalf the application is 
desired, till such doubt is removed by testimony 
satisfactory to said visitor. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, if it shall 
appear in the case of any insane person whose 
insanity commenced while he or she was a resi- 
dent of the District of Columbia that he or she is 
able to defray a portion, but not the whole, of the 
expenses of his or ber support and treatment in 
the Government Hospital for the Insane, then the 
board of visitors of the said hospital is authorized 
to inquire into the facts of the case; and if it shall 
appear to said board, upon such inquiry, that such 
insane person has property and no family, or more 
property than is equite for the support of his 
or her family, then, as a condition upon which 
such insane person, admitted or to be admitted 
upon the order of the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall receive or continue to receive the benefits of 
said hospital, there shall be paid to the superin- 
tendent from the income, property, or estate of 
such insane person, such portion of his expenses 
in said hospital as a majority of the said beard 
shall determine to be just and reasonable, under 
all the circumstances. 


Approyen, February 28, 1861. 


Cuar. LXI.—An Act in relation to the Postal 
Service. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That whenever, in the opinion of the 
Postmaster General, the postal service cannot be 
safely continued, or the Post Office revenues col- 
lected, or the postal laws maintained, on any post 
route, by reason of any cause whatsoever, the 
Postmaster General is hereby authorized to dis- 
continue the postal service on such route, or any 
part thereof, and any post offices thereon, till the 
same can be safely restored, and shall report his 
action Lo Congress. 

Aprrnoven, February 28, 1861. 


Cuar. LXVIL.—An Act to provide for the pay- 
ment of outstanding Treasury Notes, to author- 
ize a Loan, to regulate and fix the Duties on 
Imports, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States 
be, and hereby is, authorized, at any time within 
twelve months from the passage of this act, to 
borrow, on the credit of the United States, a sum 
not exceeding ten millions of dollars, or so much 
thereof as, in his opinion, the exigencies of the 
public service may require, to be applied to the 
payment of appropriations made by law, and+hé 
balance of Treasury notes now outstanding, and 
no other purposes, in addition to the money re- 
ceived, or which may be received, into the Treas- 
ury from other sources: Provided, That no stip- 
ulation or contract shall be made to prevent the 
United States from reimbursing any sum bor- 
rowed under the authority of this act at any time 
after the expiration of ten years from the first day 
of July next, by the United States giving three 
months’ notice, to be published in some newspa-~ 
per published at the seat of Government, of their 
readiness to do so; andno contract shall be made 
to prevent the redemption of the same at any time 
after the expiration of twenty years from the said 
first day of July next, without notice. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That stock 
shall be issued for the amount so borrowed, bear- 
ing interest not exceeding six per centum per an- 
num, and the Sceretary of the Treasury be, and 
is hereby, authorized, with the consent of the 
President, to cause certificates of siock to be 
prepared, which shall be signed by the Register 
and sealed with the seal of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, for the amount so borrowed, in favor of 
the parties lending the same, or their assigns, 
which certificates may be transferred on the books 
of the Treasury, under such regulations as may 
be established by the Secretary of the Treasury: 
Provided, That no certificate shall be issued fora 
less sum than one thousand dollars: And provided, 
also, That, whenever required, the Secretary of 
the Treasury may cause coupons of semi-annual 
interest payable thereon to be attached to certifi- 
cates issued under this act; and any certificate 
with such coupons of interest attached may be 
assigned and transferred by delivery of the same, 
instead of being transferred on the books of the 
Treasury. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, before 
awarding any of said loan, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall, as the exigencies of the public 
service require, cause to be inserted in two of the 
public newspapers of the city of Washington, 
and in one or more publie newspapers in other 
cities of the United States, public notice that 
sealed proposals for so much of said loan as is 
required, will be received until a certain day, to 
be specified in such-notice, not less than thirty 
days from its firstinsertion ina Washington news- 
paper; and such notice shall state the amount of 
the loan, at what periods the money shall be paid, 
if by installments, and at what places. Such 
sealed proposals shall be opened, on the day ap- 
pointed in the notice, in the presence of such per- 
sons as may choose to attend, and the proposals 
decided on by the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shall accept the most favorable offered by respon- 
sible bidders for said stock. And the said Secre- 
tary shall report to Congress, at the commence- 
ment of the next session, the amount of money 
borrowed under this act, and of whom and on 
what terms it shall have been obtained, with an 
abstract or brief statement of all the proposals 
submitted for the same, distinguished between 
those accepted and those rejected , with a detailed 
statement of the expense of making such loans: 
Provided, That no stock shall be disposed of at 
less than its par value: And provided further, 
That no part of the loan hereby authorized shall 
be applied to the service of the present fiscal year. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in case 
the proposals made for said loan, or for so much 
thereof as the exigencies of the public service 
shall require, shall not be satisfactory, the Pres- 
ident of the United States shall be, and hereby 
is, authorized to decline to accept such offer if for 
less than the par value of the bonds constituting 
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the said stock, and in lieu thereof, and to the ex- 
tentand amount of the loan authorized to be made 
by this act, to issue Treasury notes for sums not 
less than fifty dollars, bearing interest at the rate 
of six per centum per annum, payable semi-an- 
nually on the first days of January and July in 
each year, at proper places of payment, to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary, with the approval of the 
President; and under the like circumstances and 
conditions, the President of the United States is 
hereby authorized to substitute Treasury notes of 
equal amount for the whole or any part of any of 
the loans for which he is now by law authorized 
to contract and issue bonds. And the Treasury 
notes so issued under the authority herein given, 
shall be received in payment for all debts due to 
the United States when offered, and in like man- 
ner shall be given in payment for any sum due 
from the United States, when payment in that 
mode is requested by the ‘person to whom pay- 
ment is to be made, or for their par value in coin. 
And the faith of the United States is hereby 
pledged for the due payment of the interest and 
the redemption of the principal of the stock or 
Treasury notes which may be issued under the 
authority of thisact; and the sum of twenty thou- 
sand dollars is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated,to pay the expenses of preparing the certifi- 
cates of stock or Treasury notes herein author- 
ized to be done in the usual mode and under the 
restrictions as to employment and payment of 
officers contained in the laws authorizing former 
loans and issues of Treasury notes; and it shall 
be at the option of holders of the Treasury notes 
hereby authorized by this act, to exchange the 
same for the stock herein authorized, at par, or 
for bonds in lieu of which said Treasury notes 
were issued: Provided, That no certificate shall 
be exchanged for Treasury notes, or bonds, in 
sums less than five hundred dollars: And provided 
further, That the authority to issue the said Treas- 
ury notes, or give the same in payment of debts 
due from the United States, shall be limited to 
the thirtieth day of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-two; and that the same may be redeemable 
at the pleasure of the United States at any time 
within two years after the passage of this act; 
and that said notes shall cease to bear interest 
after they shall have been called in by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury under the provisions of this 
act. 

Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the first day of April, anno Domini cighteen 
hundred and sixty-one, in lieu of the duties here- 
tofore imposed by law on the articles hereinafter 
mentioned, and on such as may now be exempt 
from duty, there shall be levied, collected, and 

aid, on the goods, wares, and merchandise, 
Perel enumerated and provided for, imported 
from foreign countries, the following duties and 
rates of duty, that is to say: 

First: On raw sugar, commonly called Musco- 
vada or brown sugar, not advanced beyond the 
raw state by claying, or other process; and on 
sirup of sugar or of sugar cane, and concentrated 
molasses, or concentrated melado§ and on white 
‘and clayed sugars, when advanced beyond the 
raw state by claying, or other process, and not 
refined, three fourths of one cent per pound; on 
refined sugars, whether loaf, lump, crushed, or 

ulverized, two cents per pound; on sugars, after 
bolus refined, when they are tinctured, colored, 
orin any way adulterated, and on sugar candy, 
four cents per p@und: Provided, That all sirups 
of sugar, or of sugar cane, concentrated molasses 
or melado, entered under the name of molasses, 
or any other name than sirup of sugar or of sugar 
cane, concentrated molasses, or concentrated me- 
lado, shall be liable to forfeiture to the United 
States; on molasses two cents per gallon; on con- 
fectionery of all kinds, not otherwise provided 
for, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid, on the importation of 
the articles hercinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: 

First: On brandy, for first-proof, one dollar per 


gallon; on other spirits manufactured or distilled | 


from grain, for first-proof, forty cents per gallon; 
on spirits from other materials, for first-proof, 


forty cents per gallon; on cordials and liquors of 
all kinds, fifty cents per gallon; on arrack, ab- 
synthe, kirsshenwasser, ratafia, and other similar 
spirifous beverages not otherwise provided for, 
fifty cents per gallon; on bay rum, twenty-five 
cents per gallon: Provided, That the duty upon 
brandy spirits, and all other spirituous beverages 
herein enumerated, shall be collected upon the 
basis of first proof, and so iñ proportion for any 
greater strength than the strength of first-proot; 
on wines of all kinds, forty per centum ad valo- 
rem: Provided, That all imitations of brandy, or 
spirits, or of any of the said wines, and all wines 
imported by any names whatever, shall be sub- 
ject to the duty provided for the genuine article 
which it is intended to représent: Provided fur- 
ther, That brandies or other spirituous liquors 
may be imported in bottles, when the package 
shall contain not Jess than one dozen, and all bot- 
tles shall pay a separate duty, according to the 
rate established by this act, whether containing 
wines, brandies, or other spirituous liquors, sub- 
ject to duty as hereinbefore mentioned; on ale, 
porter, and beer, in bottles, twenty-five cents per 
gallon; otherwise than in bottles, fifteen cents per 
gallon; on all spirituous liquors not enumerated, 
thirty-three and one-third per centum ad valorem. 

Seeond: On cigars of all kinds, valued at five 
dollars or under per thousand, twenty cents per 
pound; over five dollars and not over ten, forty 
cents per pound; and over ten dollars, sixty cents 
per pound, and in addition thereto, ten per centum 
ad. valorem; on snuff, ten cents per pound; on 
unmanufactured tobacco, in leaf, twenty-five per 
centum ad valorem; on all other manufactured or 
unmanufactured tobacco, thirty per centum ad 
valorem. 

Src. 7. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected and paid, on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: 


First: On bar-iron, rolled or hammered, com- | 


prising flats not less than one inch or more than 
seven Inches wide, nor less than one quarter of an 
inch or more than two inches thick; rounds, not 
less than one half an inch or more than four inches 
in diameter; and squares not less than one halfan 
inch or more than four inches square, fifteen dol- 
lars per ton: Provided, That all iron in slabs, 
blooms, loops or other forms, less finished than 
iron in bars and more advanced than pig-iron, 
except castings, shall be rated as iron in bars, and 
pay a duty accordingly: And provided further, 
That none of the above iron shail pay a less rate 
of duty than twenty per centum ad valorem; on 
all iron imported in bars for railroads or inclined 
planes made to patterns and fitted to be laid down 
upon such roads or planes without further man- 
ufacture and not exceeding six inches high, twelve 
dollars per ton; on boiler plate iron, twenty dol- 
lars per ton; on iron wire drawn and finished, not 
more than one fourth of one inch in diamater nor 
less than number sixteen wire gauge, seventy-five 
cents per one hundred pounds, and fifteen per 
centum ad valorem; over number sixteen and not 
over number twenty-five wire gauge, one dollar 
and fifty cents per one hundred pounds, and in 
addition fifteen per centum ad valorem; over br 
finer than number twenty-five wire gauge, two 
dollars per one hundred pounds, and in addition 
fifteen per centum ad valorem; on all other de- 
scriptions of rolled or hammered iron not other- 
wise provided for, twenty dollars per ton. 
Second: On iron in pigs, six dollars per ton; 
on vessels of cast iron not otherwise provided for, 
aud on sad-irons, tailors’and hatters’ irons, stoves 
and stove plates, one cent per pound; on cast- 


iron steam, gas, and water pipe, fifty cents per | 


one hundred pounds; on cast-iron butts and 
hinges, two cents per pound; on hollow ware, 
glazed or tinned, two cents and a half per pound; 
on all other castings of iron not otherwise pro- 
vided for, twenty-five per centum ad valorem. 

Third: On old scrap iron, six dollars per ton: 
Provided, That nothing shall be deemed old iron 
that has not been in actual use and fit only to be 
remanufactured. 

Fourth: On band and hoop iron, slit rods not 
otherwise provided for, twenty dollars per ton; on 
cut nails and spikes, one cent per pound; on iron 


dollar and twenty-five cents per one hundred 
pounds; on anchors, or parts thereof, one dollar 
and fifty centa perone hundred pounds; on wrought 
board nails, spikes, rivets, and bolts, twò cents 
per pound; on bed screws and wrought hinges, 
one cent and a half per pound; on. chains, trace 
chains, halter chains, and fence chains made of 
wire or rods one half of one inch in-diameter or 
over, one centand a half per pounds under one 
half of one inch-in diameter, and not ‘under one 
fourth of one inch in diaméter, two ‘cents’ per 
pound; ander ‘one fourth of one inch in diameter, 
and not undérnumber nine wire gauge, two cents 
and a half per pound; under number nine wire 
gauge, twenty-five per centum ad valorem; on 
blacksmiths’ hammers and sledgés, axles,or parts 
thereof, and malleable iron in castings not other- 
wise provided for, two cents per pound; on horse- 
shoe nails, three cénts and a half per pound; on 
steam, gas, and water tubes and flues, of wrought 
iron, two cents per pound; on wreught iron rail- 
road chairs and on wrought iron nuts and wash- 
ers, ready punched, twenty-five dallars per-ton; 
on cut tacks, brads, and sprigs not exceeding 
sixteen ounces to the thousand, two cents per 
thousand; exceeding sixteen ounces to the thou- 
sand, two cents per pound. 

Fifth: On smooth or polished sheét iron b 
whatever name designated, two cents per pound; 
on other sheet iron, common or black not thinner 
than number twenty wire gauge, twenty dollars 
per ton; thinner than number’ twenty and not 
thinner than number twenty-five wire gauge, 
twenty-five dollars per ton; thinner than number 
twenty-five wire gauge, thirty dollars per ton; on 
tin plates galvanized, galvanized iron, or iron 
coated with zine, twocents per pound; on millirons 
and mill cranks of wroughtiron,and wrought iron 
for ships, locomotives, locomotive tire, or parts 
thereof, and steam engines, or parts thereof, weigh- 
ing each twenty-five pounds or more, one cent and 
ahalfper pound; on screws commonly called wood 
screws, two inches or over in length, five cents 
per pound; less than two inches in length, eight 
cents per pound; on screws washed or plated, 
and all other screws of iron or any other metal, 
thirty per centum ad valorem; on all manufac- 
tures of iron not otherwise provided for, thirty 
per centum ad valorem. 

Sixth: On all steel in ingots, bars, sheets, or 
wire not less than one fourth of one inch in diam- 
eter, valued at seven cents per pound or less, one 
and a half cent per pound; valued at above seven 
cents per pound and not above eleven cents per 
pound, two cents per pound; steel in any form not 
otherwise provided for,shall pay a duty of twenty 
per centum ad valorem; on steel wire less than 
one fourth of an inch in diameter, and not less 
than number sixteeen wire gauge, two dollars 
per one hundred pounds, and in addition thereto 
fifteen per centum ad valorem; less or finer than 
number sixteen wire gauge, two dollars and fifty 
cents per one hundred pounds, and in addition 
thereto fifteen per centum ad valorem; on cross- 
cut saws, eight cents per lincal foot;.on mill, pit, 
and drag saws, not over nine inches wide, twelve 
and a half cents per lineal foot; over nine inches 
wide, twenty cents per lineal foot; on skates cost- 
ing twenty cents, or less per pair, six cents per 
pair; on those.costing over twenty cents per pair, 
thirty per centum ad valorem; òn all manufac- 
tures of stecl or of which steel shall be a compo- 
nent part, not otherwise provided for, thirty per 
centum ad valorem: Provided, That all articles 
partially manufactured, not otherwise provided 
for, shall pay the same rate of duty as if whoily 
manufactured. 

Seventh: On bituminous coal, one dollar per 
ton of twenty-cight bushels, eighty pounds to the 
bushel; on all other coal, fifty cents per ton of 
iwenty-cight bushels, cighty pounds to the bushel; 
on coke and culm of coal, twenty-five per centum 
ad valorem. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid, on the importation of 
the articles hercinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: 

First: On lead in pigs and bars, one cent per 
pound; on oldscrap lead fit only to be remanutac- 
tured, one cent per pound; on lead in sheets, 


cables or chains, or parts thereof, and anvils, one |! pipes, or shot, one cent and a half per pound; on 
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pewter when old and fit only to be remanufac- 
tured, one cent per pound, . 

Second: On copper in pigs, bars, or ingots, two 
cents per pound; on copper when old and fitonly 
to be remanufactured, one cent and a half per 
pound ; on sheathing copper, in sheets forty-cight 
inches long and fourteen inches wide, and weigh- 
ing from fourteen to thirty-four ounces the square 
foot, two cents per pound; on copper rods, bolts, 
nails, spikes, copper bottoms, copper in sheets or 
plates, called braziers’ copper, and other sheets of 
copper not otherwise provided for, twenty-five 
per centum. ad valorem; on zinc, spelter, or teu- 
tenegue,. manufactured, in blocks or pigs, one 
dollar. per hundred pounds; on zinc, spelter, or 
teutenegue, in sheets, one cent and a half per 
pound, 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the dayand year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid, on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: 

First: On white lead and oxide of zine, dry or 
ground in oil, redlead, and litharge, one cent and a 

alf per pound; on sugar of lead or acetate of lead 
and nitrate of lead, chromate and bichromate of 
potash, three cents per pound; on hydriodate, and 
prussiate of potash and chromic acid, and salts of 
iodine, and resublimed iodine, fifteen per centumad 
valorem; on whiting,twenty-five cents per one hun- 
dred pounds; on Paris white, pipe clay, and ochres 
or ochrey earths not otherwise provided for, when 
dry, thirty-five cents per one hundted pounds; 
when ground in oil, one dollar and thirty-five cents 
per one hundred pounds; on umber, fifty cents 
per. one hundred pounds; on putty, one cent per 
pound; on linseed, flaxseed, hempseed, and rape- 
seed oil, twenty cents per gallon; on Kerosine oil, 
and all other coal oils, ten cents per gallon; on 
alum, alum substitute, sulphate of alumina and 
aluminous cake, fifty cents per one hundred 

ounds; on copperas, green vitriol, or sulphate of 
iron, twenty-five cents per one hundred pounds; 
on bleaching powders, fifteen cents per one hun- 
dred pounds; on refined camphor, six cents per 
pound; on refined borax, three cents per pound; 
on tallow, one cent per pound; on tallow-candles, 
two cents per pound; on spermaceti or wax-can- 
dics and tapers, and on candles and tapers of 
spermaceti and wax combined, cight cents per 
pound; on stearine candles, and all other candles 


and tapers, four cents per pound; on spirits of | 
turpentine, ten cents per gallon; on opium, one | 


dollar per pound; on morphine and its salts, one 
dollar per ounce; on liquorice paste, or juice, 
three cents per pound. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: 

First: On salt, four cents per bushel of fifty-six 
pounds: Provided, That salt imported in bags, or 
not in bulk, shall pay a duty of six cents per 
bushel of fify-six pounds; on bristles, four cents 
per pound; on honey, ten cents per gallon; on 
vinegar, six cents per gallon; on mackerel, two 
dollars per barrel; on herrings, pickled or salted, 
one dollar per barrel; on pickled salmon, three 
dollars per barrel; on all other fish pickled, in 
barrels, one dollar and fifty cents per barrel; on 
all other foreign caught fish imported otherwise 
than in barrels and half barrels, or whether fresh, 
smoked, or dried, salted or pickled, not otherwise 
provided for, fifty cents per onc hundred pounds. 

Second: On beef and pork, one cent per pound; 
on hams and bacon, two cents per pound; on 
cheese, four cents per pound; on wheat, twenty 
‘ents per bushel; on butter, four cents per pound; 
on lard, two cents per pound; on rye and barley, 
fifteen cents per bushel; on Indian corn or maize, 
ten cents per bushel; on oats, ten cents per bushel; 
on potatoes, ten cents per bushel; on cleaned rice, 
one cent per pound; on uncleaned rice or paddy, 
fifty cents per one hundred pounds; on sago and 
sago flour, fifty cents per one hundred pounds; 
on flaxseed or linseed, sixteen cents per bushel of 
fifty-two pounds; on hemp and rapeseed, ten cents 
per bushel of fifty-two pounds; on raw hides and 
skins of all kinds, whether dried, salted, or pickled, ' 
not otherwise provided for, five per centum ad 
valorem. | r 


Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and: paid, on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: ; 

First: On cassia, four cents per pound; on cassia 
buds, eight cents per pound; on cloves, four cents 
per pound; on pepper, two cents per pound; on 
Cayenne pepper, three cents per pound; on ground 
Cayenne pepper, fourcents per pound; on pimento, 
two cents per pound; on cinnamon, ten cents per 
pound; on mace and nutmegs, fifteen cents per 
pound; on prunes, two cents per pound; on plums, 
one cent per pound; on dates one half of one cent 
per pound; on currants, two cents per pound; on 
figs, three cents per pound; on sultana, muscatel, 
and bloom raisins, either in. boxes or jars, two 
cents per pound; on all other raisins, one cent per 

ound; on almands, two cents per pound; on 
shelled almonds, four cents per pound; on all nuts 
not otherwise provided for, except those used for 
dyeing, one cent per pound. 

Src. 12. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid, on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: 

First: On all wool unmanufactured, and all hair 
of the alpaca, goat, and all other animals, unmanu- 
factured, the value whereof at the last port or place 
from whence exported to the United States shall 
be less than eighteen cents per pound, five per 
centum ad valorem; exceeding eighteen cents per 
pound, and not exceeding twenty-four cents per 
pound, there shall be levied, collected, and paida 
duty of three cents per pound; exceeding twenty- 
four cents per pound, there shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid a duty of nine cents per pound: 
Provided, That any wool of the sheep, or hair of 
the alpaca, the goat, and other like animals which 
shall be imported in any other than the ordinary 
condition as now and heretofore practiced, or 
which shall be changed in its character. or condi- 
tion for the purpose of evading the duty, or which 
shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt 
or any foreign. substance to eighteen cents per 
pound or less, shall be subject to pay a duty of 
nine cents per pound, anything in this act to the 
contrary notwithstanding: Provided, also, That 
when wool of different qualities is importedin the 
same bale, bag, or package, and the aggregate 
value of the contents of the bale, bag, or package 
shall be appraised by the appraisers at a rate ex- 
ceeding twenty-four cents per pound, it shall be 
charged with a duty of nine cents per pound: 
Provided further, That if bales of different quali- 
ties are embraced in the same invoice, at the same 
price, whereby the. average price shall be lessened 
more than ten per centum, the value of the whole 
shall be appraised according to the value of the 
bale of the best quality, and no bale or bales shall 
be liable to a less rate of duty in consequence of 
being invoiced with wool of lower value: Provided, 
also, That sheep skins, raw or unmanufactured, 
imported with the wool on, washed or unwashed, 
shall be subject to a duty of fifteen per centum 
ad valorem. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on the importation of 
the articles hereinaftcr mentioned the following 
duties, that is to say: 

First: On Wilton, Saxony, and Aubusson, Ax- 
minster patent velvet, Tournay velvet, and tapes- 
try velyct carpets and carpeting, Brussels carpets 
wrought by the Jacquard machine, and all medal- 
lion or whole carpets, valued at one dollar and 
twenty-five cents or under per square yard, forty 
cents per square yard; valued at over one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per square yard, fifty cents 
per square yard: Provided, That no carpet or rugs 
of the above description shall pay a duty less than 
twenty-five per centum ad valorem; on Brussels 
and tapestry Brussels carpets and carpeting printed 
on the warp or otherwise, thirty cents per square 
yard; on all treble-ingrain and worsted-chain 
Venetian carpets and carpeting, twenty-five cents 
per square yard; on hemp or jute carpeting, four 
cents per square yard; on druggets, bockings, and 
felt carpets and carpeting printed, colored, or oth- 
erwise, twenty cents per square yard; onall other 
kinds of carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or 
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cotton, or parts of either, or other material not 
otherwise specified, a duty of thirty per centum 
ad valorem: Provided, That mats, rugs, screens, 
covers, hassocks, bedsides and other portions of 
carpets or carpeting, shall pay the rate of duty 
herein imposed on carpets or carpeting of similar 
character; on all other mats, screens, hassocks, 
and rugs, a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Second: On woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and 
all manufactures of wool of every description, 
made wholly or in part of wool, not otherwise 
provided for, a duty of twelve cents per pound, 
and in addition thereto twenty-five per centum ad 
valorem; on endless belts for paper, and blanket- 
ing for printing machines, twenty-five per centum 
ad valorem; on all flannels valued at thirty cents 
or less per square yard, twenty-five per centum 
ad valorem; valued above thirty cents per square 
yard, and on all flannels colored, printed, or 
plaided, and flannels composed in part of cotton 
or silk, thirty per centum ad valorem; on hats of 
wool, twenty per centum ad valorem; on woolen 
and worsted yarn, valued at fifty cents and not 
overone dollar per pound, twelve cents per pound, 
and in addition thereto fifteen per centum ad va- 
lorem; on woolen and worsted yarn, valued at 
over onc dollar per pound, twelve cents per pound, 
ang in addition thereto twenty-five per centum ad 
valorem; on woolen and worsted yarns, or yarns 
for carpets, valued under fifty cents per pound, 
and not exceeding in fineness number fourteen, 
twenty-five per centum ad valorem; exceeding 
number fourteen, thirty per centum ad valorem; 
on clothing ready made, and wearing apparel of 
every description, composed wholly or in part of 
wool, made up or manufactured wholly or in part 
by the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, twelve 
cents per pound, and in addition thereto twenty- 
five per centum ad valorem; on blankets of all 
kinds, made wholly or in part of wool, valued at 
not exceeding twenty-eight cents per pound, there 
shall be charged a duty of six cents per pound, 
andin addition thereto ten per centum ad valorem; 
on all valued above twenty-eight cents per pound, 
but not exceeding forty cents per pound, there 
shall be charged a duty of six cents per pound, 
and in addition thereto twenty-five per centum ad 
valorem; on all valued above forty cents per 
pound there shall be charged a duty of twelve 
cents per pound, and in addition thereto twenty 
per centum ad valorem; on woolen shawls, or 
shawls of which wool shall be the chief compo- 
nent material, a duty of sixteen cents per pound, 
and in addition thereto twenty per centum ad 
valorem. 

Third: Onall delaines, Cashmere delaines, mus- 
lin delaines, barege delaines, composed wholly 
or in part of wool, gray or uncolored; and on all 
other gray or uncolored goods of similar descrip- 
tion, twenty-five percentum ad valorem; on bunt- 
ing, and on all stained, colored, or printed, and 
on all other manufactures of wool, or of which 
wool shall be a component material, not other- 
wise provided for, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Fourth: On oil-cloth, for floors, stamped, paint- 
ed, or printed, valued at fifty cents or less per 
square yard, twenty per centum ad valorem; val- 
ued at over fifty cents per square yard, and onall 
other oil-cloth, thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That from 
andafter the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on the importation of 
the articles hercinafter mentioned the following 
duties, that is to say: 

First: On all manufactures ofegtton not bleached, 
colored, stained, painted, or.printed, and not ex- 
ceeding one hundred threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, and excceding in 
weight five ounces per square yard, one cent per 
square yard; on finer or lighter goods of like 
description, not exceeding one hundred and forty 
threads to the square inch, counting the warpand 
fling, two cents per square yard; on goods of 
like description, exceeding onc hundred and forty 
threads, and not exceeding two hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 
three cents per square yard; on like goods exceed- 
ing two hundred threads to the square inch, count- 
ing the warp and filling, four cents per square 
yard; on all goods embraced in the foregoing 
schedules, if bleached, there shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid an additional duty of one half of 
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one cent per square yard; and if printed, painted, 
colored, or stained, there shall be levied, collect- 
ed, and paid a duty of ten per centum in addition 
to the rates of duty provided in the foregoing 
schedules: Provided, That upon all plain woven 
cotton goods not included in the foregoing sched- 
ules, and upon cotton goodsof every description, 
the value of which shall exceed sixteen cents per 
square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid a duty of twenty-five per centum ad valorem: 
And provided further, That no cotton goods having 
more than two hundred threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, shall be admitted 
to a less rate of duty than is provided for goods 
which are of that number of threads. 

Second: On spool and other thread of cotton, 
thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Third: On shirts and drawers, wove or made 
on frames composed wholly of cotton and cotton 
velvet, twenty-five per centum ad valorem; and 
on ali manufactures composed wholly of cotton, 
bleached, unbleached, printed, painted or dyed, 
not otherwise provided for, thirty per centum ad 
valorem. 

Fourth: On all brown or bleached linens, ducks, 
canvas paddings, cot bottoms, burlaps, drills, coat- 
ings, brown Hollands, blay linens, damasks, dia- 
pers, crash, huckabacks, handkerchiefs, lawns, 
or other manufactures of flax, jute or hemp, [or 
of which flax, jute, or hemp] shall be the com- 
ponent material of chief value, being of the value 
of thirty cents and under per square yard, twen- 
ty-five per centum ad valorem; valued above thirty 
cents per square yard, thirty per centum ad va- 
lorem; on flax or linen threads, twine and pack- 
thread, and all other manufactures of flax, or of 
which flax shali be the component material of 
chief value, and not otherwise provided for, thirty 
per centum ad valorem. 

Sec. 15, And be ii further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned the following 
dutics, that is to say: 

First: On unmanufactured hemp, thirty-five 
dollars per ton; on Manilla and other hemps of 
India, fifteen dollars per ton; on jute, Sisal grass, 
sun hemp, coir, and other vegetable substances 
not enumerated, used for cordage, ten dollars per 
ton; on jute butts, five dollars per ton; on codilla 
or tow of hemp, ten doilars per ton; on tarred 
cables or cordage, two cents and a half per pound; 
on untarred Manilla cordage, two cents per pound; 
on all other untarred cordage, three cents per 
pound; on yarns, four cents per pound; on coir 
yarn, one cent per pound; on scines, six cents 
per pound; on cotton bagging, or any other man- 
ufacture not otherwise provided for, suitable for 
the uses to which cotton bagging is applied, 
whether composed in whole or in part of hemp, 
jute, or flax, or any other material valued at less 
than ten cents per square yard, one cent and a 
half per pound; over ten cents per square yard, 
two cents per pound; on sail duck, twenty-five 
per centum ad valorem; on Russia and other 
sheetings, brown and white, twenty-five per cen- 


tum ad valorem; and on all other manufactures | 


of hemp, or of which hemp shall be a component 
part, not otherwise provided for, twenty per cen- 
tum ad valorem; on unmanufactured flax, fifteen 
dollars per ton; on tow of flax, five dollars per 
ton; on grass cloth, twenty-five per centum ad 
valorem; on jute goods, fifteen per centum ad 
valorem; on all other manufactures of jute or 
Sisal grass, not otherwise provided for, twenty 
per centum ad valorem. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: 

First: On silk in the gum, not more advanced 
in manufacture than singles, tram, and thrown or 
organzine, fifteen. per centum ad valorem; on all 
silks valued at not over one dollar per square 
yard, twenty per centum ad valorem; on all silks 
valued at over one dollar per square yard, thirty 


per centum ad valorem; on all silk velvets, or | 


velvets of which silk is the com 


pon material 
of chief value, valued at three doll 


ars per Square 


t 
yard, or under, twenty-five per centum ad valo- į 


rem; valuedat over three dollars per square yard, 


thirty per centum ad valorem; on floss silks, 
twenty per centum ad valorem; on silk ribbons, 
galloons, braids, fringes, laces, tassels, buttons, 
button cloths, trimmings, and on silk twist, twist 
composed of mohair and silk, sewing silk in the 
gum or purified, and all other manufactures of 
silk, or of which silk shall be the component ma- 
terial of chief value, not otherwise provided for, 
thirty per centum ad valorem. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: 

First: On rongh plate, cylinder, or broad win- 
dow glass, not exceeding ten by fifteen inches, 
one cent per square foot; above that, and not ex- 
ceeding sixteen by twenty-four inches, one cent 
and a half per square foot; above that, and not 
exceeding twenty-four by thirty inches, two cents 
per square foot; all above that, and not exceed- 
ing in weight one pound per square foot, three 
cents per. square foot: Provided, That all glass 
imported in sheets or tables, without reference to 
size or form, shall pay the highest duty herein 
imposed: And provided further, That all rough 
plate cylinder, for broad glass, weighing over 
one hundred pounds per one hundred square feet, 
shall pay an additional duty on the excess at the 
same rates as herein imposed; on crown, plate, 
or polished, and on all other window glass not 
exceeding ten by fifteen inches, one cent and a 
half per square foot; above that, and not excced- 
ing sixteen by twenty-four inches, two cents and 
a half per square’ foot; above that, and not ex- 
ceeding twenty-four by thirty inches, four cents | 
per square foot; all above that, five cents per 
square foot: Provided, That all crown, plate, or 
polished, and all other window glass weighing 
over one hundred and fifty pounds per one hun- 
dred square fect, shall pay an additional duty on | 
such excess of four cents per pound; on all plain 
and mouldand press glassware, vot cut, engraved, 


or painted, twenty-five per centum ad valorem, || 
| in rolls; bronze powder; Burgundy pitch; burr 


on all articles of giass, cut, engraved, painted, 

colored, printed, stained, silvered, or gilded, 

thirty per centum ad valorem; on porcelain and 

Bohemian glass, glass crystals for watches, paint- 

ings on glass or glasses, pebbles for spectacles, 

and all manufactures of glass, or of which glass 

shall be a component material, not otherwise pro- 

vided for, and all glass bottles or jars filled with | 
sweetmcats, preserves, or other articles, thirty 

per centum ad valorem. 

Second: On China and porcelain ware of all | 
descriptions, thirty per centum ad valorem; on all | 
brown earthen and common stone ware, twenty 
per centumad valorem; onallothercarthen, stone, 
or crockery ware, printed, white, glazed, edged, 
painted, dipped, or cream colored, composed of 
earthy or mineral substances, twenty-five per 
centum ad valorem. 

Src. 18. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on the importation of 
the articles hereinafter mentioned, the following 
duties, that is to say: On all books, periodicals, } 
and pamphlets, and all printed matter and illus- | 
trated books and papers, and on watches and parts 
of watches, and watch materials, and unfinished 
parts of watches, fifteen per centum ad valorem. 

Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall į 
be levied, collected, and paid a duty of ten per 
centum on the importation of the articles hercin- | 
after mentioned and embraced in this section, that 
is to say: acids, nitric, ycllow and white, oxalic, 
and all other acids of every description used for 
medicinal purposes, or in the fine arts, not other- 
wise provided for; aloes; amber; ammonia, sal 
ammonia; muriate and carbonate of ammonia; 
anise seed; arrowroot; assafetida; bamboos; 
barks of all kinds not otherwise provided for; 
beeswax; black lead, or plumbago; borate oflime; | 
brass, in pigs or bars, or when old and fit only to. 
be remanufactured; Brazil paste; bronze liquor; 
building stones; cantharides; castor beans or! 
seeds; chronometers, box or ship’s, and parts | 
thereof; cocculus indicus; compositions of glas 
or paste, not set, intended for use by jewelers; 
cornmeal; diamonds, glaziers’, set or not set; . 
Dutch and bronze metal, in leaf; engravings or i 


plates, bound. or unbound; ergot; flocks, waste, 
or shoddy; fruit, green, ripe, or dried, not other- 
wise provided for; furs, dressed or undressed, when 
on the skin; furs, hatters’, dressed-or undressed, 
when not on the skin; gamboge;-ginger, ground, 
preserved, or pickled; glass, plates or disks, un- 
wrought, for optical instruments; goldbeaters’ 
skin; green turtle; grindstones, wrought or fin- 
ished; gum copal; gum substitute, or burntstarch; 
hair of all kinds, cleaned, but unmanufactured, 
not otherwise provided for; hops; horns, horn- 
tips, bones, bone-tips, and teeth, manufactured; 
iodine, crude; ipecacuanha; iron liquor; jalap; 
juniper berries; lemon and lime juice; lime; man- 
ganese; manna; marrow and all other grease, and 
soap stocks and soap stuffs; mineral kermes; 
moss, Iceland; music, printed with lines, bound 
or unbound; oatmeal; oils, palm, seal.and cocoa- 
nut; olive. oil in. casks, other than salad oil; 
oranges, lemons, and limés; orange and lemon 
peel; paintings and statuary, not otherwise pro- 
vided for; paving stones; pearl or hulled barley; 
Peruvian bark; plaster of Paris, when ground; 
Prussian blue; quicksilver; rhubarb; rye flour; 
saffron and saffron cake; saltpeter, or nitrate of 
soda, or potash, when refined or partially refined ; 
salts of tin; sarsaparilla; sepia; shaddock; sheath- 
ing paper; sponges; spunk; squills; tapioca; tag- 
ger’s iron; teazels; terne tin, 1 plates or sheets; 
tin-foil; tin, in plates or sheets; vanilla beans; 
vegetables, not otherwise provided for; verdigris; 
yams. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the dayand ycar aforesaid there shall be, 
levied, collected, and paid a duty of twenty per 
centum on the importation of the articles herc- 
inafter mentioned and embraced in this section, 
that is to say: antimony, tartrate of ; acids, citric 
and tartaric; blank books, bound or unbound; 
blue or Roman vitriol, or sulphate of copper; 
boards, planks, staves, laths, scantling, spars, 
hewn and sawed timber, and timber used in build- 
ing wharves; brick, fire-brick, and roofing and 
yaving tile not otherwise provided for; brimstone, 


stones, manufactured or bound up into millstones; 
calomel; castor oil; castorum; chicory root; choc- 
olate; chromate of lead; corks; cotton laces, cot- 
ton insertings, cotton trimming laces, and cotton 
braids; cowhage down; cubcbs; dried pulp; cther; 
feather beds, feathers for beds, and:downs of all 
kinds; feldspar; fig-blue; firewood; fish gluc, or 
isinglass; fish skins; flour of sulphur; Frankfort 
black; fulminates, or fulminating powders; glue; 
gold and silver leaf; grapes; gunpowder; hair, 
curled, moss, seaweed, and all other vegetable 
substances used for beds or mattresses; hat bodies, 
made of wool, or of which wool is the component 
material of chief value; hattcrs’ plush, composed 
of silk and cotton, but of which cotton is the com- 
ponent material of chief value; lampblack; leather, 
tanned, bend, or sole; leather, upper, of all kinds, 
except tanned calfskin, which shall pay twenty- 
five per centum ad valorem; magnesia; malt; mata 
of cocoa-nut; matting, China, and other floor mat- 
ting, and mats made of flags, jute, or grass; mer- 
curial preparations, not otherwise provided for; 
medicinal roots and leaves, and all other drugs 
and medicines in a crude state, not otherwise pro- 
vided for; metals, unmanufactured, not otherwise 
provided for; mineral and bituminous substances 
in a crude state, not otherwise provided for; mu- 
sical instruments of all kinds, and strings for 
musical instruments of whip gut, or catgut, and 
all other strings of the same material; mustard, 


j! ground or manufactured; needles of all kinds for 


sewing, darning,and knitting; oils, neatsfoot and 
other animal oils, spermaceti, whale and other 
fish oil, the produce of foreign fisheries; oils, vol- 
atile, essential, or expressed, not otherwise pro- 
vided for; osier or willow, prepared for basket- 
makers’ use; paints, dry or ground in oil, not 
otherwise provided for; pitch; plasier of Paris, 
calcined; quills; ratans and reeds, manufactured 
or partially manufactured; red precipitate; Roman 
cement; rosin; sal soda, hyposulphate of soda, 
and all carbonates of soda, by whatever name des- 
ignated, not otherwise provided for; salts, epsom, 
glauber, Rochelle, and all other saltsand prepar- 
ations of salts, not otherwise provided for; shoes 
or boots, and other articles, composed wholly of 
India-rubber, not otherwise provided for; skins, 
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tanned and dressed, of all kinds; spices of all 
kinds, not otherwise provided for; spirits of tur- 
pentines starch; stereotype plates; still bottoms; 
strychnine; sulphate of barytes, crude or refined; 
sulphate of magnesia; sulphate of quinine; tar; 
thread laces, and insertings; type metal; types, 
new; varnish of all kinds; vandyke brown; ve- 
netiant red; vermilion; whalebone, the produce of 
foreign fisheries; white vitriol or sulphate of zinc; 
wood, ulimantifactured, not otherwise provided 
for; woolen listings. ` 

Sec. 2l. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid on copper ore and 
diamonds, cameos, mosaics, gems, pearls, rubies, 
and ‘other precious stones, when not set,a duty 
of five per centum ad valorem on the same; when 
set in gold, silver, or other metal, or on imita- 
tions thereof, and all other jewelry, twenty-five 
per centum ad valorern; on hair cloth and hair 
seatings, and all other manufactures of hair, not 
otherwise provided for, twenty-five per centum 
ad valorem. 

Suc. 22. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid a duty of thirty per 
centum on the importation of the articles herein- 
after mentioned and embraced in this section, that 
is to say: alabaster and spar ornaments; ancho- 
vies, sardines, and all other fish preserved in oil; 
argentine, alabatta, or German silver, manufac- 
tured or unmanufactured; articles embroidered 
with gold, silver, or other metal; articles worn by 

-men, women, or children, of whatever material 
composed, made up, or made wholly or in part 
by hand, not otherwise provided for; asses’ skins; 
balsams, cosmeti¢s, essences, extracts, pastes, 
perfumes, and tinctures, used either for the toilet 
or for medicind! melas baskets, and all other 
articles composed of grass, ozier, palm leaf, straw, 
whalebone, or willow, not otherwise provided 
for; beads of amber, composition, or wax, and 
all beads; benzoates; Bologna sausages; bracelets, 
braids, chains, curls, or ringlets, composed of 
hair, or-of which hair is a component material; 
braces, suspenders, webbing, or other fabrics, 
composed wholly or in part of India-rabber, not 
otherwise provided for; brooms and brushes of 
all kinds; buttons and button moulds of all kinds; 
canes and sticks for walking, finished or unfin- 
ished; capers, pickles, and sauces of all kinds, not 
otherwise provided for; caps, hats, muffs, and 
tippets of fur, and all other manufactures of fur, 
or of which fur shall be a component material; 
caps, gloves, leggins, mits, socks, stockings, wove 
shirts and drawers, and all similar articles made 
on frames, of whatever matcrial composed, worn 
by men, women, or children, and not otherwise 
provided for; carbonate of magnesia; card cases, 

ocket-books, shell-boxes, souvenirs, and all sim- 
ilar articles of whatever material composed; car- 
riages, and parts of carriages; clocks, and parts 
of clocks; clothing, ready-made, and wearing ap- 
parel of every description, of whatever material 
‘composed, except wool, made up or manufactured 
wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or 
manufacturer; coach and harness furniture of all 
kinds, saddlery, coach and harness hardware, sil- 
ver plated, brass, brass plated, or covered, common 
tinned, burnished or japanned, not otherwise pro- 
vided for; combs of all kinds; compositions of 
glass or paste, when set; composition tops for 
tables, or other articles of furniture; comfits, 
sweetmeats, or fruits preserved in sugar, brandy, 
or molasses, not otherwise provided for; coral, 
cut or manufactured; cotton cords, gimps, and 
galloons; cotton laces, colored; court plaster; 
crayons of all kinds; cutlery of all kinds; dolls 
and toys of all kinds; encaustic tiles; epaulets, 
galloons, laces, knots, stars, tassels, tresses, and 
wings of gold, silver, or other metal; fans and 
fire-screens of every description, of whatever ma- 
terial composed; feathers and flowers, artificial 
or ornamental, and parts thereof, of whatever 
material composed; flats, braids, plaits, sparterre, 
and willow squares, used for making hats and 
bonnets; firecrackers; frames and sticks for um- 
brellas, parasols, and sunshades, finished or nn- 
finished; furniture, cabinet and household; hair 
pencils; hat bodies of cotton; hats and bonnets for"! 
men, women, and children, composed of straw, 
chip, grass, palm leaf, willow, or any other vege- 


table substance, or of hair, whalebone, or other 
material, not otherwise provided for; human hair, 
cleansed or prepared for use; ink and ink powder; 
japanned, patent, or enamelled leather, or skins 
of all kinds; japanned ware of all kinds, not other- 
wise provided for; jet, and manufactures of jet, 
and imitations thereof; lead pencils; maccaroni, 
vermicelli, gelatine, jellies, and all similar prepa- 
rations; manufactures of ‘silk, or of which silk 
shall be a component material, not otherwise 
provided for; manufactures of the bark of the cork 
tree, except corks; manufactures of bone, shell, 
horn, ivory, or vegetable ivory; manufactures, 
articles, vessels, and wares, not otherwise pro- 
vided for, of brass, copper, gold, iron, lead, pew- 
ter, platina, silver, tin, or other metal, or of which 
either of these metals or any other metal shall be 
the component material of chief value; manufac- 
tures, not otherwise provided for, composed of 
mixed materials, in part of cotton, silk, wool, or 
worsted, or flax; manufactures of cotton, linen, 
silk, wool, or worsted, if embroidered or tam- 
boured, in the loom or otherwise, by machinery 
or with the needle, or other process, not other- 
wise provided for; manufactures of cedar wood, 
granadilla, ebony, mahogany, rosewood, and sat- 
inwood; marble, in the rough or blocks, manu- 
factures of marble, marble paving, tiles, and all 
marble sawed, squared, dressed, or polished; 
manufactures and articles of leather, or of which 
leather shall be a component part, not otherwise 
provided for; manufactures of paper, or of which 
paper is a component material, not otherwise 
provided for; manufactures, articles, and wares, 
of papier mache; manufactures of goats’ hair or 
mohair, or of which goat’s hair or mohair shall 
be a component material, not otherwise provided 
for; manufactures of wood, or of which wood is 
the chief component part not otherwise provided 
for; medicinal preparations, not otherwise pro- 
vided for; etale pens; mineral waters; muskets, 
rifles, and other fire-arms; oil cloth of every de- 
scription, of whatever material composed, not 
otherwise provided for; olive salad oil; olives; 
paper boxes, and all other fancy boxes; paper 
envelopes; paper hangings and paper for screens 
or fire-boards; paper; antiquarian, demy, draw- 
ing, elephant, foolscap, imperial letter, and all 
other paper not otherwise provided for; parasols 
and sunshades; parchment; plated and gilt ware 


of all kinds; playing cards; prepared vegetables, | 


meats, fish, poultry, and game, sealed or unsealed, 
in cans or otherwise; red chalk pencils; salmon, 
preserved; scagliola tops, for tables or other arti- 
cles of furniture; sealing-wax; side arms of every 
description; silver-plated metal, in sheets or other 
form; slates, roofing slates, slate pencils, slate 
chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all 
other manufactures of slate; soap, castile, per- 
fumed, Windsor, and all other kinds; twines and 
packthread, of whatever material composcd, not 
otherwise provided for; umbrellas; unwrought 
clay, three dollars per ton; vellum; velvet, when 
printed or painted; wafers; water colors; webbing 
composed of wool, cotton, flax, or any other ma- 
terials, 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid the importa- 
tion of the articles hereinafter mentioned and em- 
braced in this section shall be exempt from duty, 
that is to say: acids, acetic, acetous, benzoic, 
boracic, muriatic, sulphuric, and pyroligncous, 
and all acids of every description used for chem- 
ical and manufacturing purposes, not otherwise 


provided for; alcornoque; all books, maps, charts, | 
mathematical, nautical instruments, philosoph- į 
ical apparatus, and all other articles whatever, im- | 


ported for the use of the United States; all philo- 
sophical apparatus, instruments, books, maps, and 
charts, statues, statuary, busts, and casts of mar- 
ble, bronze, alabaster, or plaster of Paris; paint- 
ings and drawings, etchings, specimens of sculp- 
ture, cabinets of coins, medals, regalia, gems, and 


all collections of antiquities: Provided, ‘The same | 
-be specially imported, in good faith, for the use 


of any society incorporated or established for phi- 
losophical, literary, or religious purposes, or for 
the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use 
or by the order of any college, academy, school, 


or seminary of learning in the United States; am- | 
bergris; annatto, Roncou,‘or Orleans; animal car- | 


bon, (bone black;) animals, living, of all kinds; 


antimony, crude or regulus of; argol, or crude 
tartar; arsenic; articles ina crude state used in dye- 
ing or tanning, not otherwise provided for; asphal- 
tum; bananas; bark, Peruvian, or bark quilla, 
barilla, and soda ash; bells, old, and bell metal; 
berries, nuts, flowers, plants, and vegetables used 
exclusively in dyeing or in composing dyes; but 
no article shall be classed as such that has under- 
gone any manufacture; birds, singing, or other, 
and land and water fowls; bismuth; bitter apples; 
bolting cloths; bones, burnt, and bone-dust;books, 
maps, and charts imported by authority of the 
Joint Library Committee of Congress, for the use 
of the Library of Congress: Provided, That if in 
any case a contract shall have been made with an 

book-seller, importer, or other person aforesaid, 
{and such person] shall have paid the duty or 
included the duty in said contract, in such case 


i the duty shall be remitted; borax, crude, or tincal; 


boucho leaves; Brazil wood, braziletto, and all 
other dye-woods, in sticks; breccia, in blocks or 
slabs; brimstone, crude, in bulk; brime; bullion, 
goldand silver; burr stones, wroughtor unwrought, 
Dut unmanufactured, and not bound up into mill 
stones; cabinets of coins, medals, and all other 
collections of antiquitics; cadmium; calamine; 
camphor, crude; chalk, French chalk, and red 
chalk; cochineal; cobalt; cocoa, cocoa shells, cocoa 
leaves, and cocoa nuts; coffee and tea, when im- 
ported direct from the place of their growth or 
production, in American vesscls, or in foreign 
vessels entitled by reciprocal treaties to be exempt 
from discriminating duties, tonnage, and other 
charges; coffee, the growth or production of the 
possession of the Netherlands, imported from the 
Netherlands in the same manner; coins, gold, sil- 
ver, and copper; copper, when imported for the 
United States Mint; cotton; cork-tree bark, un- 
manufactured; cream of tartar; cudbear, vegeta- 
ble, and orchil; divi-divi; dragon’s blood; emery, 
in lump or pulverized; extract of indigo; extract 
of madder: extract and decoctions of logwood, 
and other dye-woods, not otherwise provided for; 
felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels; flints; flint, 
ground; fish, fresh caught, for daily consump- ` 
tion; fullers’? earth; ginger root; gum, Arabic, 
Barbary, East India, Jedda, Senegal, Tragacanth, 
Benjamine or Benzoin, myrrh, and all other gums 
and resins ina crude state, not otherwise provided 
for; gutta percha, unmanufactured; grindstones, 
rough or unfinished; garden seeds, and all other 
seeds for agricultural, horticultural, medicinal, 
and manufacturing purposes, not otherwise pro- 
vided for; glass, when old, not in pieces which 
can be cut for use, and fit only to be remanufac- 
tured; goods, wares, and merchandise, the growth, 
production, or manufacture of the United States, 
exported to a foreign country, and brought back 
to the United States, in the same condition as when 
exported, upon which no drawback or bounty has 
been allowed: Provided, That all regulations to 
ascertain the identity thereof, prescribed by ex- 
isting laws, or which may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, shall be complied with; 
guano; household effects, old, and in use of per- 
sons or families from foreign countries, if used 
abroad by them and not intended for any other 


| person or persons, or for sale; hair of all kinds, 


uncleaned and unmanufactured,and all long horse- 
hair used for weaving, cleaned oruncleaned, drawn 
or undrawn; India-rubber, in bottles, slabs, or 
sheets, unmanufactured; India-rubber, milk of; 
indigo; ice; iridium; irris, orris root; ivory, un- 
manufactured; ivory nuts, or vegetable ivory; 
junk, old, and oakum; kelp; lac dye; lac spirits; 
lac sulphur; lastings, mohair cloth, silk, twist, or 
other manufactures of cloth, cut in strips or pat- 
terns of the size and shape for shoes; slippers, 
boots, bootees, gaiters, and buttons, exclusively, 
notcombined with India-rubber; leeches; liquorice 
root; madder, ground or prepared, and madder 
root; manuscripts; marine coral, unmanufactured ; 
medals, of gold, silver, or copper; machinery, suit- 
able for the manufacture of flax and linen goods 
only, and imported for that purpose solely, but 
not including that which may be used for any other 
manufactures; maps and charts; mineral blue; 
models of inventions, and other improvements in 
thearts: Provided, That no article or articles shall 
be deemed a model, or improvement which can 
be fitted for use; munjeet or India madder; natron; 
nickel; nutgalls; nux vomica; oil, spermaccti, 
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whale, and other fish, of American fisheries, and 
all other articles the produce of such fisheries; 
orpiment, or sulphuret of arsenic; paintings and 
statuary, the production of American artists re- 
siding abroad: Provided, The same be imported in 
good faith as objects of taste and not of merchan- 
dise; palm leaf, unmanufactured; pearl, mother of; 
personal and household effects, not merchandise, 
of citizens of the United States dying abroad; pine- 
apples; plantains; plaster of Paris, or sulphate of 
lime, unground; platina, unmanufactured; platina 
vases or retorts; polishing stones; pumice and 
pumice stones; quassia wood; rags, of whatever 
material, except wool; ratans and reeds, unman- 
ufactured; rottenstone; safilower; saltpetre, or ni- 
trate of soda, or potash, when crude; sandal wood; 
seedlac; sheathing metal, or yellow metal, not 
wholly of copper, nor wholly or in part of iron, 
ungalvanized, in sheets forty-cight inches long and 
fourteen inches wide, and weighing from fourteen 
to thirty-four ounces per square yard; shellac; 
shingle-boltsand stave-bolts; silk, raw, orasreeled 
from the cocoon, not being doubled, twisted, orad- 
vanced in manufacture any way, and silk cocnons, 
and silk waste; smalts; specimens of natural his- 
tory, mineralogy, and botany; staves for pipes, 
hogsheads, or other casks; stoneware, not orna- 
mented, above the capacity of ten gallons; sub- 
stances expressly used for manure; sumac; terra 
japonica, catechu, or cutch; tin, in pigs, bars, or 
blocks; tortoise and other shell, unmanufactured ; 
trees, shrubs, bulbs, plants, and roots, not other- 
wise provided for; turmeric; types, old, and fit 
only to be remanufactured; wearing apparel in 
actual use, and other personal effects, (not mer- 
chandise,) professional books, implements, instru- 
ments, and tools of trade, occupation, or employ- 
ment of persons arriving in the United States: 
Provided, That this exemption shall not be con- 
strued to include machinery, or other articles im- 
ported for use in any manufacturing establish- 
ment, or for sale; weld; woad or pastel; woods, 
namely: cedar, lignumvite, lancewood, ebony, 
box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, 
and all cabinet woods, unmanufactured ; wool, un- 
manufactured, and all hair of the goat, alpaca, and 
other like animals, unmanufactured, the value 
whereof at the last port or place from whence ex- 
ported to the United States, shall be eighteen cents, 
or under, per pound, 

Sro.. 24. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there’ shall 
be levied, collected, and paid, on the importation 
of all raw or unmanufactered articles, not herein 
enumerated or provided for, a duty of ten per 
centum ad valorem; and on all articles manufac- 
tured in whole or in part, not herein enumerated 
or provided for, a duty of twenty per centum ad 
valorem. 

Sec. 25. Andbeit further enacted, Thatall goods, 
wares, and merchandise, which may be in the 
public stores on the day and year aforesaid, shall 
be subject to no other duty upon the entry thereof 
than if the same were imported respectively after 
that day. 

Sec. 26. And be it further 
eyer the word “ton”? is used in this act, in refer- 
ence to weight, it shall be deemed and taken to be | 
twenty hundred weight, each hundred weight be- | 
ing one hundred and twelve pounds avoirdupois. | 

Suc. 27. And beit further enacted, That railroad i 
iron, partially or wholly worn, may be imported 
into the United States without payment of duty, 
under bond to be withdrawn and exported after 
the said railroad iron shall have been repaired or 
remanufactured; and the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury is hereby authorized and directed to prescribe 
such rules and regulations as may be necessary | 
to protect the revenue against fraud, and secure 
the identity, character, and weight of all such ; 
importations when again withdrawn and exported, 
restricting and limiting the exportand withdrawal 
to the same port of entry where imported, and | 
also limiting all bonds to a period of time of not | 
more than six months from the date of the im- 
portation. 


enacted, That where 


Src. 28. And be it further enacted, That in all |} 


cases where the duty upon any imports of goods, 
wares, or merchandise shall be subject to be levied | 
upon the true market value of such imports in | 
the principal markets of the country from whence 
the importation shall have been made, or at the 


‘all goods, wares 


| three thousand dollars, of ti 
į appropriation for incidental expenses of district 


port of exportation, the daty shall be estimated 
and collected upon the value on the day of actual 
shipment whenever a bill of lading shall be pre- 
sented showing the date of shipment, and which 
shall be certified by a certificate of the United 
States consul, commercial agent, or other legally 
authorized deputy. 

Src: 29. And be it further enacted, That the 
annual statistical accounts of the commerce of the 
United States with foreign countries, required by 
existing laws, shall hereafter be made up and 
completed by the Register of the Treasury, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, so 
as to comprehend and include, in tabular form, 
the quantity by weight or measure, as well as the 
amount of value of the several articles of foreign 
commerce, whether dutiable or otherwise; and 
also a similar and separate statement of the com- 
merce of the United States with the British Prov- 


| inces under the late, so-called, reciprocity treaty 
| with Great Britain. 


Sec. 30. And be it further enacted, That from 
and after the day and year aforesaid there shall 
be allowed a drawback: on foreign hemp manu- 
factured into cordage in the United States and 
exported therefrom, equal in amount to the duty 
paid onthe foreign hemp from which it shall be 
manufactured, to be ascertained under such reg- 
ulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and no more: Provided, That ten 
per centum on the amount of all drawbacks so 
allowed shall be retained for the use of the United 
States by the collectors paying such drawbacks 
respectively. 

Sec. 31. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
and parts of acts repugnant to the provisions of 
this act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed: 
Provided, That the existing laws shall extend to, 
and be in force for, the collection of the duties 
imposed by this act, for the prosecution and pun- 
ishment of all offenses, and for the recovery, col- 
lection, distribution, and remission of all fines, 
penalties, and forfeitures, as fully and effectually 
as if every regulation, penalty, forfeiture, provis- 
ion, clause, matter, and thing to that effect, in the 
existing laws contained, had been inserted in and 
reénacted by this act. 

Sec. 32. And be it further enacted, That when 
merchandise of the same material or description, 
but of different values, are invoiced at an average | 
price, and not otherwise provided for, the duty 
shall be assessed upon the whole invoice at the | 
rate the highest valued goods in such invoice are 
subject to under this act. The words value and 
valued, used in this act, shall be construed and 
understood as meaning the true market value of 
the goods, wares, and merchandise in the princi- | 
pal markets of the country from whence exported 
at the date of exportation. 

Src. 33. And be it further enacted, That all 
goods, wares, and merchandise actually on ship- 
board, and bound to the United States, within 
fifteen days after the passage of this act, and 
, and merchandise in deposits in 
store on the first day of April, 
xty-one, shall be subject 


vided by law before and | 


warehouse or public 
eighteen hundred and si 
to pay such duties as pro 


at the time of the passage of this act, and all goods i 


in warehouse at the time this act takes effect, on 
which the dutics are Icssened by its provisions, 
may be withdrawn on payment of the duties | 
herein provided. 

Approvep, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LXIX.—An Act to provide for bringing 
up the arrearages of work of the Land Office at 
Olympia, Washington Territory. 


| Cuar, LXK.—An Actto provide forthe payment 
` of expensesincurred by the Territories of Wash- 
ington and Oregon in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities therein, in the years eighteen hundred 
and fifiy-fiveand eighteen hundred and fifty-six. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the following sums, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, be and: they are 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to defray 
the expenses incurred in the Territories of Wash- 
ington and Oregon, in the suppression-of Indian 
hostilities therein, in the years eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five and eighteen hundred and fifty-six. 

For the payment of volunteers, embracing the 
first, second, and ninth Oregon regiments, and 
the three companies of minute-men, numbered 
sixty, sixty-one,and sixty-two, and the firstand 
| second Washington regiments and promiscuous 
| companies, including the companies of Captain 
Strong and Captain Hays, four hundred thousand 
dollars, afier deducting stoppages as ascertained 
by the Third Auditor of the Treasury in his re- 
portof the seventh of February, eighteen hundred 
and sixty, made in. pursuance of a resolution of 
the House of Representatives, passed the eighth 
of February eighteen hundred and fifty-nine; said 
claimasto be examined and audited by the Third 
Aucitor of the Treasury, who shall allow to said 
volunteers the same pay and allowances as were 
paid to officers and soldiers of equal grade at that 
period in the United States Army serving in that 
country: Provided, That payment shall only be 
made to such of the above-named companies as 
shall be shown by satisfactory proof to have been 
engaged in actual service in the field for the period 
and in the manner claimed. 

For the payment of claims for services, sup- 
plies, transportation, and so forth incurred in the 
maintenance of said voluntcers, two million four 
hundred thousand dollars, to be paid upon the 
principal, and agreeably to the rates for services, 
supplies, transportation, and so forth, allowed and 
reported by the Third Auditor of the Treasury in 
his aforesaid report of the seventh of February, 
eighteen hundred and sixty: Provided, That said 
Auditor be and he hereby is authorized and di- 
rected to receive additional evidence as to the 
amount or value of supplies, transportation, and 
personal services, and to correct errors in his 
former report touching the same; and in cases 
where supplies were furnished at points in either 
of said Territories, where similar supplies were 
not furnished for the regular Army during the 
hostilities in which said voluntecrs were engaged‘ 
he shall allow for such supplies the prices pai 
for similar supplies for the regular Army at the 
most convenient point where Army supplies were 
furnished during said time, adding thereto the cost 
of transportation to the place where such supplies 
were furnished to said volunteers: And provided 

further, That no compensation shall be made for 
the services of any person in more than one ca~ 
pacity for the same time; and all payments made 
in pursuance of this act shall be received in full 
satisfaction and discharge of the claims upon 
which they are made. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, Thatall claims 
for horses or other property lost or destroyed in 
said service shall be sailed according to the act 
approved the third of March, cighteen hundred 
and forty-nine, providing for payment for horses 
or other property lost or destroyed in the mili- 
tary service of the United States. 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That there be 

aid to Robert J. Atkinson, Third Auditor of the 
Treasury, for the. duties heretofore performed by 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Statesof Americain Congress | 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be 
authorized to make such allowances for clerical 
services in bringing up the arrearages of business 
at the land office at Olympia, Washington Terri- 
tory, including payment of clerical services al- | 
ready necessarily incurred, as, on the prodtiction į 
of the proper evidence, he may deem equitable į 
and just, the amount not to exceed the sum of | 
3 and to be paid out of the | 


land offices. 
Approved, March 2, 1861. 


i: Secretary o 


him in the investigation of said claims, the sum 
of one thousand dollars, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That for the 
payrnent of claims provided for in this act, the 
fthe Treasury may, if he deem it ex- 

dient, issue to the claimants, or their legal rep- 
| resentatives, bonds of the United States of a de- 
| nomination not less than fifty dollars, redecmable 
i 


p (B 


in twenty years, and bearing interest at the rate 

of six percent. perannum, with couponsattached, 

and payable annually or semi-annually at the 

discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Approven, March 2, i361. 
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Cuap. LXXI.—An Act for the payment of ex- 
penses incurred in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities in the State of California. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the sum of four hundred thou- 
sand dollars, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
sary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to defray the expenses incurred by 
the State of California, in the suppression of In- 
dian hostilities therein, in the years eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, fifty-five, fifty-six, fifty-eight, 
and fifty-nine, and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
when the said expenses of the State of California 
shall have been audited and allowed, shall be, and 
hereby is, authorized to pay the same in bonds of 
the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act of February the eighth, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury be, and he hereby 
is, authorized and required to audit the accounts 
of the said State of California for payments for 
the services of volunteers, and for supplies, trans- 
portation,and personal services, furnished or ren- 
dered to said volunteers in the Shasta expedition 
of eighteen hundred and fifty-four, in the Siski- 
you expedition of eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
in the Klamath and Humboldt expedition of eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, in the San Bernardino 
expedition of eighteen hundred and fifty-five, in 
the Klamath expedition of cightcen hundred and 
fifty-six, in the Modoc expedition of eighteen 
hundred and fifty-six, in the Tulare expedition 
of eighteen hundred and fifty-six, in the Klamath 
and Humboldt expedition of eighteen hundred 
fifty-cight and fifty-nine, and in the Pitt River 
expedition of eighteen hundred and fifty-nine: 
Provided, That no higher rate shal! be allowed or 
paid for the services of said volunteers than was 
paid for services in the same grade and for the 
same time in the United States Army serving in 
California, nor shall payment be made for the 
services of any such volunteers except for the 
time during which they shall be shown by satis- 
factory evidence to have been engaged in actual 
service in the field: And provided further, That 
no allowance shall be made for the services of 
any person in more than one capacity for the 
same time. And in auditing the said claims for 
supplies, transportation, and personal services, 
the same shall be computed at prices correspond- 
ing, as nearas can be ascertained, to the rates 
paid for similar supplies and transportation fur- 
nished or rendered to the United States Army in 
the same country at the same time; and the Third 
Auditor,as to all principles not expressly settled 
by this act, shall be governed in auditing and set- 
tling said claims by the principles adopted in his 
report upon theclaims of the Territories of Wash- 
ington and Oregon, of the seventh of February, 
eighteen hundred and sixty, made in pursuance 
of a resolution of the House of Representatives, 
passed the eighth of February, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-nine: Provided, That he be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed, whenever in 
his opinion the evidence in support of any claim 
for services, supplies, and transportation, is not 
sufficient to establish such claim, or where he 
may have doubts as to the genuineness thereof, to 
require additional and satisfactory proof touching 
such claim, or the value of the services rendered 
or the supplies furnished, before reporting such 
claim for settlement and payment as herein di- 
rected: And provided further, That no payment 
shall be made for the expenses of any expedition 
hereinbefore mentioned, if the Secretary of War 
shall be of opinion that there was not a necessity 
for calling out said troops: Provided, That the 
acceptance of theindemnity hereby provided shall 
operate as a final and complete discharge and 
satisfaction of all claims or matters hereinbefore || 
referred to. 

Approvenp, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LX X{1.—An Act making Appropriations || 
for the support of the Army for the year end- |] 
ing thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and jj 
Sixty-two. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress l! 


| eighteen hundred and nineteen ,and August fourth, 


‘employed as clerks at division and department 


assembled, That the following sums be, and the | 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the support of the Army for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
two: 

For expenses of recruiting, transportation of 
recruits, three months’ extra pay to non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates on reén- 
listment, oné hundred thousand dollars. 

For the pay of the Army, three million six 
hundred and four thousand six hundred and for- 
ty-cight dollars. 

For commutation of officers’ subsistence, one 
million twelve thousand four hundred and fifty 
dollars and fifty cents 

For commutation of forage for officers’ horses, 
one hundred and twenty-five thousand nine hun- 
dred and fifty-two dollars. 

For payments to discharged soldiers for cloth- 
ing not drawn, fifty thousand dollars. 

For payments in lien of clothing for officers’ 
servants, forty thousand three hundred and sev- 
enty dollars. 

For subsistence in kind, two million one hun- 
dred and twenty-one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-four dollars. ii 

For clothing for the Army, camp and garrison 
equipage, six hundred and sixty thousand six- 
teen dollars and twenty-one cents. 

For the regular supplics of the quartermaster’s 
department, consisting of fuel for the officers, 
enlisted men, guard, hospital, storehouses, and 
offices; of foragein kind for the horses, mules, and 
oxen of the quartermaster’s department at the 
several posts and stations, and with the armies 
in the field; for the horses of the two regiments 
of dragoons, two regiments of cavalry, the regi- 
ment of mounted riflemen, the companies of light 
artillery, and such companies of infauury as may 
be mounted, and for the authorized number of 
officers’ horses when serving in the field and at 
the outposts, including bedding for the animals; 
of straw for soldiers’ bedding, and stationery, 
including blank-books for the quartermaster’s 
department, certificates for discharged soldiers, 
blank forms for the pay and quartermaster’s dé- 
partment; and for the printing of division and 
department orders and reports, one million seven 
hundred and one thousand dollars. 

For the incidental expenses of the quartermas- 
ter’s department, consisting of postage on letters 
and packets received and sent by officers of the 
Army on public service; expenses of courts-mar- 
tial and courts of inquiry, including the addi- 
tional compensation of judge-advocates, recorders, 
members, and witnesses, while on that service, 
under the act of March sixteenth, eighteen hun- 
dred and two; extra pay to soldiers employed, 
under the direction of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, in the erection of barracks, quarters, store- 
houses, and hospitals; in the construction of roads 
and other constant labor, for periods of not less 
than ten days, under the acts of March second, 


eighteen hundred and fifty-four, including those 


headquarters; expenses of expresses to and from 
the frontier posts and armies in the field; of escorts 
to paymasters and other disbursing officers, and 
to trains where military escorts cannot be furn- 
ished; expense of the interment of officers killed 
in action, or who die when on duty in the field, 
or at the posts on the frontiers, or at other posts 
and places when ordered by the Secretary of War; 
and of non-commissioned officers and soldiers; 
authorized office furniture; hire of laborers in the 
quartermaster’s department, including the hire of + 
interpreters and guides for the Army; compensa- j 
tion of clerks to officers of the quartermaster’s 
department; compensation of forage and wagon 
masters, authorized by the act of July fifth, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-eight; for the apprehen- 
sion of deserters, and the expenses incident to 
their pursuit; and for the following expenditures 
required for the two regiments of dragoons, the 
two regimentsof cavalry, the regiment of mounted 
ridJemen, and such companies of infantry as may 
be mounted, viz: the purchase of traveling forges, | 
blacksmiths’ and shocing tools, horse and mule 

shocs and nails, iron and steel for shoeing, hire 

of veterinary surgvons, medicines for horses and ! 


mules, picket ropes, and for shoeing the horses 
of the corps named, four hundred and sixty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For hire or commutation of quarters for officers 
on military duty; hire of quarters for troops; of 
storehouses for the safe-keeping of military stores; 
of grounds for summer cantonments and for tem- 
porary frontier stations, making one hundred and 
nineteen thousand three hundred and fifty-one 
dollars and eighty-eight cents. 

To pay the amount of a judgment recovered by 
John James against Captains A. T. Lee and T. 
G. Pitcher, First Lieutenant Thomas M. Jones, 
and Lieutenant Colonel W. Seawell, for damages 
for timber cut upon the land of said James for 
Fort Davis, one thousand dollars, and such further 


‘sum as may be necessary to pay the costs of the 


suit in which said judgment was rendered. 

For hutting troops, and for repairing, altering, 
and enlarging buildings at the established posts, 
two hundred and thirty-six thousand seven hun- 
dred and sixty-five dollars and eighty-one cents. 

Fortheconstruction of barracks and other build- 
ings, ninety-five thousand three hundred and 
eighty-four dollars and twenty-seven cents. 

For the purchase of heating and cooking stoves, 
fifteen thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of clocks for permanent posts, 
five hundred and sixty dollars. 

For mileage, or the allowance made to officers 
of the Army for the transportation of themselves 
and their baggage, when traveling on duty with- 
out troops, escorts, or supplies, one hundred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For the transportation of the Army, including 
the baggage of the troops when moving either by 
land or water; of clothing, camp and garrison 
equipage from the depot at Philadelphia to the 
several posts and Army depots, and from those 
depots to the troops in the ficld; of horse equip- 
ments, and subsistence from the places of pur- 
chase and from the places of delivery under con- 
tract, to such places as the circumstances of the 
service may require them to be sent; of ordnance, 
ordnance stores, and small-arms from the found- 
cries and armorics to the arsenals, fortifications, 
frontier posts, and Army depots; freights, wharf- 
age, tolls and ferriages; for the purchase and hire 
of horses, mules, and oxen, and the purchase and 
repair of wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships 
and other sea-going vessels and boats required for 
the transportation of supplies and for garrison 
purposes; for drayage and cartage at the several 
posts; hire of teamsters; transportation of funds 
for the pay and other disbursing departments; 
the expense of sailing public transports on the 


| various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the At- 


lanticand Pacific; and for procuring water at such 
posts as, from their situation, require it to be 
brought from a distance; and for clearing roads, 
and removing obstructions from roads, harbors, 
and rivers, to the extent which may be required 
for the actual operations of the troops on the fron- 
tier, two million two hundred and thirty-two 
thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of horses for the two regi- 
ments of dragoons, the two regiments of cavalry, 
and the regiment of mounted riflemen, one hun- 
dred and thirty-six thousand dollars. 

For contingencies of the Army, twenty-five 
thousand dollars. 

For the medical and hospital departments, one 
hundred and fifteen thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s department at department headquarters, 
five hundred dollars. . 

For compensation of the clerk and messenger 
in the office of the Commanding General, two 
thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the office of the 
Commanding General, three hundred dollars. 

For armament of fortifications, two hundred 
thousand dollars. 

For the current expenses of the ordnance ser- 
vice one hundred and sixty thousand dollars. 

For ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies, 
including horse equipments for the mounted regi- 
ments, two hundred and fifty thousund dollars. 

For the manufacture of arms at the national 
armories, three hundred and sixty thousand dol- 
lars. 

For repairs and improvements and new ma- 
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chinery at Springfield armory, Massachusetts, 
fifty-nine thousand five hundred dollars. 

For repairs and improvements and new ma- 
chinery at Harper’s Ferry armory, sixty-four 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the Allegheny arsenal, repairing and paint- 
ing public buildings, and for repairs and preserva- 
tion of roads, culverts, and fences, four thousand 
onc hundred seventy dollars. 

For the Benicia arsenal, fifty thousand dollars. 

For the Fort Monroe arsenal, twenty-four thou- 
sand eight hundred dollars. 

For Frankford arsenal, Pennsylvania, six thou- 
sand one hundred dollars. ‘ 

For Leavenwortharsenal, Kansas, twenty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For New York arsenal,two thousand six hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

For North Carolina arsenal, five thousand dol- 
ars, 

For St. Louis arsenal, one thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars. 

For Washington arsenal, two thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For Watertown arsenal, eleven thousand seven 
hundred and ninety dollars. 

For Watervliet arsenal, four thousand dollars. 

For contingencies of arsenals, twenty thousand 
dollars. 

For surveys of military defenses, geograph- 
ical explorations, and reconnoissances for military 
purposes, and surveys with the armies in the field, 
fifty thousand dollars. 

For purchase and repairs of instruments, ten 
thousand dollars, 

For printing charts of lake surveys, ten thou- 
sand dollars, 

For continuing the surveys of the northern and 
northwestern lakes, including lake Superior, sev- 
enty-five. thousand dollars. 

To indemnify citizens of Iowa and Minnesota 
for the destruction of property at or near Spirit 
Lake by Ink-pa-du-tah’s Pand of Sioux Indians, 
nine thousand six hundred and forty dollars and 
seventy-faur cents, or so much thereof as may be 
found necessary. ; 

For the following fortifications: 

Fort Montgomery, Lake Champlain, New 
York, ten thousand dollars, 

Fort Knox, Penobscot river, Maine, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

Fort on Hog Island Ledge, Portland, Maine, 
thirty thousand dollars, 

Tort Winthrop, Governor’s Island, Boston 
harbor Massachusetts, ten thousand dollars. 

Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhode Island, 
five thousand dollars. 

Fort Richmond, Staten Island, New York, fif- 
teen thousand dollars. 

Fort on site of Fort Tompkins, Staten Island, 
Now York, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Fort Delaware, Delaware river, twenty-five 
thousand dollars. 

fort Carroll, Sollers’s Point Flatts, Baltimore 
harbor, Maryland, fifty thousand dollars. 

Fort Calhoun, Hampton Roads, Virginia, fifty 
thousand dollars. 

Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida, seventy thou- 
sand dollars. 

Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, Florida, seventy- 
five thousand dollars. 

Fort at Fort Point, including outworks, San 
Francisco bay, California, fifty thousand dollars. 

Fort at Alcatraz Island, San Francisco bay, 
California, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Fort at entrance of New Bedford harbor, Mas- 
sachusetts, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Fort at Sandy Hook, New Jersey, seventy-five 
thousand dollars. | 

For protection of the site of Fort Macon, Beau- 
fort harbor, North Carolina, ten thousand dollars. 

Contingencies of fortifications, preservation of 
sites, protection of titles, and repairs of sudden 
damage, thirty thousand dollars. 

Repairs and alterations of barracks, quarters, 
and hospitals, store-rooms and fences at perma- 
nent posts not occupied by troops, ten thousand 
dollars. 

Por the construction of a military post in or 
near the valley of the Red River of the North, | 
fifty thousand dollars, or so much thereofas may | 
be deemed necessary by the Secretary of War. 


The site to be selected and post built under direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War. 

For completing the report and perfecting the 
drawings of the San Juan exploring expedition, 
one thousand eight hundred dollars. 


For deficiency to cover expenditures made by 


the quartermaster’s bureau in consequence of 
Indian hostilities during the current fiscal 
year, namely: 

Incidental expenses, fifty-seven thousand and 
igh ty-four dollars. 

ransportation of troops and supplies, four 
hundred and seventy-three thousand four hundred 
and sixty-four dollars. 

Barracks and quarters, one hundred and sev- 
enty-eight thousand eight hundred and eighty- 
seven dollars: Provided, That the Secretary of 
War shall cause an exapination to be made into 
the expenditure in the quartermaster’s bureau 
since the first day of July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-seven, and report the same to Congress at 
its next session. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to audit and state the accounts 
of the late superintendent of the Fort Ridgely and 
South Pass wagon road, up to the time when he 
was relieved from the care of the public property 
in his possession, allowing him all such sums 
as, in the opinion of the Seerctary, may be fair, 
reasonable, and just, and charging him with all 
such sums as, in his opinion, he ought to be 
charged with, and report the same to Congress. 

Sec. [3.] And be it further enacted, That for the 
protection of emigrants on the overland routes 
between the Atlantic slope and the California and 
Oregon and Washington fronticr, the sum of fifty 
thousand dollars is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not othcrwise appro- 
priated, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, if, in his judgment, the same 
may be necessary. 


Approved, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LXXIH.—An Act making Appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of 
June, eighteen hundred and sixty-two. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
game are hereby, appropriated, for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, cighteen hundred and sixty-two, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury arising from 
the revenues of the said Department, in conform- 
ity to the act of the second July, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-six. 


For transportation of the mails, Cinland,) ten 


million forty thousand two hundred and cighty- 
four dollars; andthe Postmaster General is hereby 
directed to reéxamine the causes for discontinu- 
ance or curtailment of the postal service on inland 
routes since the fourth day of March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-nine, and to restore all such 
parts of said service as can be restored with due 
regard to the publicinterest and the circumstances 
of each case, whether such discontinuance or cur- 
tailment was upon contracts yet in force, or has 
taken effect upon the making of new contracts: 
And provided, That the restoration or increase of 
service hereby contemplated, shall not be made 
without the consent of the contractor in each case, 
or in pursuance of his contract. f 

For compensation to postmasters, two millions 
seven hundred thousand dollars: Provided, ‘That 
no compensation shall be paid to postmasters after 
the thirticth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
one, for the delivery of free letters or papers to 
their recipients, except to the postmaster at Wash- 
ington city, District of Columbia, in pursuance of 
the existing Jaw authorizing a special allowance 
to him for such service. 

For clerks in the offices of postmasters, one 
million forty-five thousand five hundred and sev- 
enteen dollars and twenty-three cents. 

For ship, steamboat, and way letters, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

For office furniture for post offices, four thou- 
sand dollars. 

For advertising, seventy thousand dollars. 


For mail bags, fifty-five thousand dollars. 

‘For paper for blanks, sixty thousand dollars. 
For printing blanks, twelve thousand dollars 

j For wrapping paper, forty-five thousand dol- 
ars. ` 

For mail-locks, keys, and stamps, twenty thou- 
sand dollars. . : 

For mail depredations and special agents, sev- 
enty-five thousand dollars: Provided, That the 
proviso in the first section of the act of June fif- 
teenth, eightecn hundred and sixty, making appro- 
priations for the ‘service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, which restricts the maximum compensation 
to be paid to route agents to the sum of eight hun- 
dred dollars per year, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. j 

For miscellancous payments, one hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars. . 

For postage stamps and stamped envelopes, 
one hundred and ten thousand dollars. 

For payment of balances due to foreign coun- 
tries, three hundred thousand dollars. 

For payment of letter carriers, two hundred 
and ten thousand dollars. : 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the third 
section of the act making provision for the postal 
service in California, Oregon, and Washington, 
approved July twenty-seven, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed; and that all dead letters which may accu- 
mulate in the post offices in said States and Ter- 
ritory, after thirtieth June next, shall be returned 
to the General Post Office Department, at Wash- 
ington, under such regulations as the Postmaster 
General may prescribe. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That if the 
revenues of the Post Office Department shall be 
insufficient to meet the appropriations of this act, 
thense [the] sum of five million three hundred and 
nincty-one thousand three hundred and fifty dol- 
lars and sixty-three cents, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, be, and the same is bere 
appropriated; to be paid out of any money in.the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to supply 
deficiencies in the revenue of the Post Office De- 
partment for the yearending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-two. l 

Src. 4. And be il further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of the third section of an act entitled “An 
actamendatory ofan act regulating the Post Office 
Department,” approved March second, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-seven, be, and the same are 
hereby, applied to all post routes which have 
been, or may hereafter be, established in any town 
or city by the Postmaster General, by virtue of 
the tenth section of an act entitled “An act to 
reduce and modify the rates of postage in the Uni- 
ted States, and for other purposes,” approved 
February twenty-seven, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-one. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the com- 
pensation of the special mail agent of the Post 
Office Department for the Pacific coast, shall be 
two thousand five hundred dollars per annum; 
such rate to take effect in virtue of this provision 
from the thirticth day of June, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-one. ` 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of three hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
carrying the mail from New York, via Panama, 
to San Francisco, three times a month, from the 
first day of July, eighteen hundred and sixty, to 
the first day of July, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
one. ; 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General be, and he is hercby, directed to 
refund to Franklin Haven and his associates, the 
sum of money deposited by them with the Post 
Office Department required as indemnity for the 
continuance of the Boston post office in the former 
locality, said post office having since been re- 
moved: Provided, That from the sum of money 
thus deposited the Postmaster General shall first 


i deduct the expensenses of one removal of said 


post office each way. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General is hereby authorized to extend 
the existing mail contract on route thirteen thou- 
sand five hundred and sixty-four, in the State of 
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Minnesota,so thatit willexpire June the thirtieth, 


eighteen hundred and sixty-five, and that the said 
service be semi-weekly for the same period: Pro- 
vided, The increase of pay shall not exceed the 
pro rata amount now paid. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That in lieu 
of the daily service on the central route, provided 
by the act entitled ‘* Anact for the establishment 
of post routes,” approved February twenty-sev- 
enth, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, the Post- 
master General is hereby directed to discontinue 
the mail service on route number twelve thousand 
five hundred and seventy-eight, from Saint ‘Louis 
and Memphis to San Francisco, California, and 
to modify:the contract on said route, subject to 
the same terms and conditions only as hereinafter 
provided, said discontinuance to take effect on or 
before July one, cighteen hundred and sixty-one. 
The contractors on said route shall be required to 
transport the entire letter mail six times a week 
on the central route, said letter mail to be carried 
through in twenty days’ time, eight months inthe 
year, and in twenty-three days the remaining foar 
months of the year, from some point on the Mis- 
souri river, connected with the East, to Placer- 
ville, California, and also to deliver the ‘entire 
mails tri-weekly to Denver City, and Great Salt 
Lake City; said contractors shall also be required 
to carry the residue of all the mail matter in a 
period not exceeding thirty-five days, with the 

rivilege of sending the latter semi-monthly from 

ew York to San Francisco in twenty-five days 
by sea, and the public documents in thirty-five 
days. They shall also be required, during the 
continuance of their contract, or unt the com- 
pletion of the overland telegraph, to run a pony 
express semi-weekly, at a schedule time of ten 
days eight months, and twelve days four months, 
carrying for the Government, free of charge, five 

ounds of mail matter, with the liberty of charg- 
ing the public for transnortation of letters by said 
express not execeding o! ¢ dollar per half ounce. 
For the above service said contractors shall re- 
ceive the sum of one million dollars per annum; 
the contract for such service to be thus modified 
before the twenty-fifth day of March next, and 
expire July one, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
four. ` 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
contractors on route twelve thousand five hun- 
dred and seventy-eight, shall be entitled to their 
present mail pay during the necessary time re- 
quired to change their stock from their present 
route to the central route without performing the 
service, and shall be entitled also to two months’ 

- pay on their present contract as liquidated dam- 
ages for such change of service, if made by them 
in accordance with the terms of the preceding 
section, 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That, should 
the contractors on the route twelve thousand five 
hundred and seventy-cight fail to accept the above 
modification of their present contract on or before 
the twenty-fifth day of March, as before stated, 
then the Postmaster General-is directed to annul 
said contract, and advertise for thirty days for 
carrying the mail in the manner herein provided; 
the service to commence July one, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty-one, or as soon thereafter as pos- 
gible, and to expire July one, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-four, and to let the same to the lowest 
responsible bidder, having due regard to their 
ability to perform the service; and the sum of 
one million of dollars is hereby appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 


propriated, to carry into execution the provisions | 
of so much of this act as provides for the estab- | 


lishment of a daily mail on the central route: 
Provided, nevertheless, That the Postmaster Gen- 
eral or Congress shalt have power, from time to 
time, as the same may be deemed necessary, to 
alter or modify the contract hereby authorized, 
or to put an end to the same entirely, should the 
public interest demand a discontinuance of the 
service. But in cither case the contractors shall 
be entitled to receive all such reasonable damages 
as they may sustain because of any such altera- 
tion or annulment of their contract. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the 


above provision shall not apply to a discontinu- | 


ance of any routes or contracts connected with 
said route number twelve thousand five hundred 


and seventy-eight, and the Postmaster General is 
authorized to replace any local service affected by 
the discontinuance of said route, now performed 
by the contractors on said route, by good and 
suficient mail service, to take effect upon such 
discontinuance. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That any of 
the provisions of of the act entitled “ An act for 
the establishment of post routes,’’ approved the 
twenty-seventh of February, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-one, befere referred to, which conflict 
with the provisions of this act, are herebywe- 
pealed. 

Approven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LXXIV.—An Act for the Relief of certain 
Chippewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed [to] 
examine and report to Congress at its next ses- 
sion, what amount, if any, is due to the Chip- 
pewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians now 
residing in the State of Michigan, under and by 
virtue of the treaties of July twenty-nine, eigh- 


teen hundred and twenty-nine, the twenty-sixth | 


of September, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, 
and the articles supplementary thereto of Septem- 
ber twenty-seven, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
three, with said Indians, and under the treaty of. 
the fifth and seventeenth of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-six, with the Pottawatomie nation 
of Indians; and the Secretary of the Interior is 
furthermore hereby authorized and directed to 
ascertain and report at the same time whether 
{there is] any money or property heretofore pay- 
able to said Pottawatomie nation under and by 
virtue of the treaty of October twenty-six, cigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-two, or other treaties, 
which has not been appropriated and paid; and, 
ifany, what amount. 
Aprrovep, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LXXV.—An Act declaring the value of 
the new Silver Florin of Austria. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the new silver florin of Austria 
shall,in all computations at the custom-house, be 


estimated at forty-six cents and nineteen-hun- | 


dredths of a cent. 
Appnoven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LXXVI.—An Act making Appropriations 
to supply a Deficiency in_the Appropriations 
for the completion of the Geological Survey of 
Oregon and Washington Territories. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
game are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
wit: 

First. For defraying the expenses of a geolo- 
gical reconnoissance and explorations in Oregon 
and Washington Territories, over and above the 
appropriations of March three, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-three, and eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, as per accounts audited and adjusted, three 
thousand five hundred and seventy-four dollars 
and seventy cents. 

Second. Forexpenses incurred iv the analysis 
of eighty-eight specimens, from different locali- 
ties, of soils, coals, and ores, and preparation of 
the final reportfor publication, six thousand nine 
hundred and eighty-four dollars and fifty cents. 

Approven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LXXVII.—An Act authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to issue a Register to 
the Schooner Perseverance, of Ogdensburgh, 
State of New York. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House 


and he is hereby, authorized and directed to issue 


a register to the owner of the schooner Persever- | 


ance, of Ogdensburgh, in the State of New York, 


of Repre- |: 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
| assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, i 


the said schooner or vessel having been built in 
Canada; and said schooner or vessel shall here- 
after be considered and deemed to be a schooner 
or vessel of the United States, and entitled to all 
the rights and privileges accorded by law to ships 
or vessels built in the United States: Provided, 
The Secrctary shall be satisfied that the owner 
of said schooner is a citizen of the United States. 
Aprroven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LXXVIIL.—An Act to provide for the 
completion of the Military Roads from Fort 
Union to Santa Fé, and from Taos to Santa 
Fé, New Mexico. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the sum of thirty-five thousand 
dollars be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the completion of the military road 
from Fort Union to Santa Fé, New Mexico, and 
for the completion of the military road from Taos 
to Santa Fé, in New Mexico, fifteen thousand 
dollars. 

Approvep, March 2, 1861. 

Crap. LXXIX.—An Act donating to the States 
of Minnesotaand Oregon certain Lands reserved 
by Congress for the “Territories of Minnesota 
and Oregon for university purposes, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That the lands reserved for the use of 
a university in the Territories of Minnesota and 
Oregon under section second of an act of Con- 
gress passed February nineteenth, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-one, entitled “ An act to 
authorize the Legislative Assemblies of the Ter- 
ritories of Oregon and Minnesota to take charge 
of the school lands in said Territories, and for 
other purposes,” be hereby donated to the States 
of Minnesota and Oregon for the use of said uni- 
versity. 
Arrroven, March 2, 1861. 


Cmar. UXXX.—An Act to remove the United 
States Arsenal from the City of Saint Louis, 
and to provide for the sale of the Lands on 
which the same is located. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and required to proceed at 
once to have the. grounds now used for the pur- 
poses of an arsenal, inthe city of St. Lotis, laid 
off into blocks, according to the present plan of 
that portion of the city, and to have the same sub- 
divided into lots of'a convenient size for building 
purposes, and subject the western unoccupied 
portion of the same to sale to the highest bidder, 
at public vendue, on such terms as to him may 
scem most advantageous, first giving sixty days’ 
notice by advertisement in at least three news- 
papers, published in the city of Saint Louis, of 
the time, place, and terms of sale, with a descrip- 
tion of the property to be sold; the proceeds of 
such sale to be applied to the erection at Jeffer- 
son Barracks, in the State of Missouri, of suitable 
buildings for containing all the tools, implements, 
machinery, arms, and materials now at said Saint 
Louis arsenal. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted That the Sec- 
retary of War be, and hereby is, authorized, as 
soon as the buildings above provided for shall be 


-in readiness for that purpose, to cause the busi- 


ness heretofore carried on at said Saint Louis 
arsenal to be transferred to the military reserva- 
tion known as Jefferson Barracks, in the county 
of Saint Louis, and State of Missouri; and also 
to cause all the tools, implements, machinery, 
arms, and materials nowat said arsenal to be re- 
moved to said reservation. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, as soon 


| as possible after the removal of the arsenal from 


Saint Louis to Jefferson Barracks, the Secretary 

of War shall sci], in the manner directed in the 

first section of this act, all the residue of the 

grounds attached to the said Saint Louis arsenal, 

and the buildings thereupon. The proceeds of such 

sale shall be paid into the United States Treasury. 
Aprproven, March 2, 1861. 


1861. | ce 


APPENDIX- TO THE; CONGRESSIONAL: G 


36m Cora...-20 


Si 7 igna 
Cuar LXXXI.—An Act to amend :the provis- 
ions of the fifty-sixth section of ‘An Act to reg- 
ulate the collection of Duties on- Imports and 
Tonnage,” approved the second day of March, 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine. 
Be it enacted by the Senate.and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That whenever any goods, wares, or 
merchandise, shall be imported into any port of 
the United States from any foreign port; in any 
ship or vessel, at the expiration of eight working 
days, if the ship or vessel shall be less than three 
hundred tons burden, and within twelve working 
days, if it be of three hundred tons burden and 
less than eight hundred, and within fifteen days, 
if it be of eight hundred tons burden and upwards, 
-after the time within which the report of the mas- 
ter or person having charge or command of any 
ship or vessel is required.to be made to the col- 
lector of the district, if there shall be found any 
goods, wares, or. merchandise, other than shall 
have been reported for some other district, or some 
foreign port or place, the collector shall take pos- 
session thereof; but with the consent of the owner 
or consignee of any goods, wares, or merchandise, 
or with the consent of the owner or master of the 
vessel in which the. same may be imported, the 
said goods, wares, or merchandise may be taken 
possession of by the collector, after one day’s 
notice to the collector of the district. 
Aprroven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LXXXII.—An Act legalizing certain En- 
tries of Lands on Leavenworth Island, in the 
State of Missouri. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all preémption entries heretofore 
made in good faith at the land office at Kickapoo, 
in the Delaware land district, Kansas Territory, 
of lands embraced within the island opposite Leav- 
enworth City, known as Leavenworth Island, in 
the State of Missouri, be, and the same are hereby, 
declared valid, in the same manner as if made in 
the proper land district of the State of Missouri: 
Provided, Suchentries shall be found by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, in all other respects, to be in 
accordance with the preémption law. 

Approvep, March 2, 1861. 

Cuar. LXXXIII.—An Act to organize the Ter- 
ritory of Nevada. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Stgtes of Americain Congress 
assembled, That all that part of the territory of the 
United States, included within the following lim- 
its, to wit: beginning at the point of intersection 
of the forty-second degree of north latitude with 
the thirty-ninth degree of longitude west from 
Washington; thence, running south on the line 
of said thirty-ninth degree of west longitude, unul 
it intersects the northern boundary line of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico; thence due west to the 
dividing ridge separating the waters of Carson 
Valley from those that flow into the Pacific; thence 
on said dividing ridge northwardly to the forty- 
first degree of north latitude; thence due north to 
the southern boundary line of the State of Oregon; 
thence due cast to the place of beginning, be, and 
the same is hereby, erected into a temporary gov- 
ernment by the name of the Territory of Nevada: 


Provided, That so much of the territory within | 


the presentlimits of the State of California shall not 
be included within the Territory unul the State of 
California shall assent to the same by an actirrev- 
ocable without the consent of the United States: 
Provided further, That nothing in this actcontained 
shall be construed to impair the rights of person or 
property now pertaining to the Indiansin said Ter- 
ritory, so longas such rights shall remain unextin- 
eaished by treaty between the United States and 


such Indians, or to include any territory which, by | 


treaty withany Indian tribe, isnot, without the con- 
sent of said tribe, to be included within the territo- 
rial limits or jurisdiction ofany State or Territory; 
but all such territory shall be excepted out of the 
boundaries and constitute no part of the Territory 
of Nevada, until said tribe shall signify their as- 
sent to the President of the United States to be 
included within the said Territory, or to affect the 
authority of the Government of the United States 
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to make any regulations respecting such Indians, 
their lands, property, or other rights, by. treaty, 


law, or otherwise, which it would have been com- | 


petent:for the Government to make if this-act had 
never passed: Provided: further, That nothing in 
this act contained shall be construed to inhibit the 
Government ofthe United States from dividing 
said Territory into two or more ‘Territories, in 
such manner and at such times as-Congress shall 
deem convenient and proper; or from attaching 
any portion thereof to any other Territory orState. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That the ex- 
ecutive power and authority in and over said Ter- 
ritory of Nevada shall be vested in a governor, 
who shall hold his office for four years, and until 
his successor shall be appointed and qualified, 
unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States. The governor shall reside within 
said Territory, shall be. commander-in-chief of 
the militia thereof, shall perform the duties and. 
receive the emoluments of superintendent of In- 


dian affairs, and shall approve all laws passed by 


the Legislative Assembly before they shall take 
effect; he may grant pardons for offenses against 
the laws of said Territory, and reprieves for of- 
fenses against the laws of the United States until 
the decision of the President can be made known 
thereon; he shall commissionall officers who shall 


be appointed to office under the laws of said Ter- | 


ritory, and shall take care that the laws be faith- 
fully executed. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be a secretary of said-Territory, who shall 
reside therein, and hold INs office for four years, 
unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States; he shall record and preserve all the 
laws and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly 
hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and pro- 
ceedings of the governor, in his executive depart- 
ment; he shall transmit one copy of the laws and 
one copy of the executive proceedings, on or be- 
fore the first day of December, in each year, to the 
President of the United States, and at the same 
time two copies of the laws to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the President of the 
Senate, for the use of Congress; and in case of the 
death, removal, or resignation, or other necessary 
absence of the governor from the Territory, the 
secretary shall have, and he is hereby authorized 
and required, to execute and perform all the powers 
and duties of the governor during such vacancy 
or necessary absence, or until another governor 
shall be duly appointed to fill such vacancy. 

Sec. 4. And be it further "enacted, That the 
legislative power and authority of said Territory 
shall be vested in the governor and a Legislative 
Assembly. The Legislative Assembly shall con- 
sist of a council and house of representatives. 
The council shall consist of nine members, which 


may be increased to thirteen, having the qualif- i 


cations of voters as hercinafter prescribed, whose 
term of service shall continue two years. 
house of representatives shall consist of thirteen 
members, which may be increased to twenty-six, 
possessing the same qualifications as prescribed 
for members of the council, and whose term of 
service shal] continue one year. An appointment 
shall be made, as nearly equal as practicable, 
among the several counties or districts for the clec- 
tion of the council and house of representatives, 
giving to each section of the Territory represent- 
ation in the ratio of its population (Indians ex- 
cepted) as nearly as may be; and the members of 
the council and of the house of representatives 
shall reside in, and be inhabitants of, the district 
for which they may be elected, respectively. 
Previous to the first election, the governor shall 
cause a census or enumeration of the inhabitants 
of the several counties and districts of the Terri- 
tory to be taken; and the first eleetion shall be 
held at such time and places, and be conducted in 


‘such manner, as the governor shall appoint and | 


direct; and he shall, at the same time, declare the 
number of the members of the council and house 


of representatives to which cach of the counties | 


or districts shall be entitled under this act. The 
number of persons authorized to be elected having 


the highest number of votes in cach of said coun- | 


cil disiricts for members of the council shall be 


declared by the governor to be duly elected to: 


the council; and the person or persons author- 
ized to be elected, having the greatest number of 


The | 


the number to.which each county-e 
be entitled, shall be declared by the gov 
be elected members of the house of 
tives: Provided, That in-case-of a:dte’-bet 
twa or:more persons voted for, the governor 
ordera new election to supply: the vacancy 

by such:tie. And the persons thus clected to th 
Legislative. Assembly. shall mect:at: suc 
and ow such day as the governor-shall-a. 
but thereafter, the-time, place, and. man 
holding'and conducting all elections by.the 
ple, and the ‘apportioning. thé representations, in- 
the several counties or districts to the council: 
and house of: represefftatives, according. to. the 
population, shall'be prescribed:by Jaw, as well as’ 
the day of the commencement of the regularses-, 
sions ‘of the Legislative Assembly: - Provided, 
That no one session shall exceed the term of forty 
days, except the first, which may. be-extended to” 
sixty days, but no longer. é wed 

Suc. 5. And beit further: enacted, That every. 
free white male inhabitant of the United, States 
above the age of twenty-one years, who shall have. 
been a resident of said Territory at the time of the 
passage of this act; shall -be entitled to vote atthe 
first election, and shall be eligible to any office 
within the said Territory; but the qualifications 
of voters and of holding office at all subsequent. 
clections shall be such as shall be prescribed by the. 
Legislative Assembly: Provided, That the xightof 
suffrage and of holding office shall be exercised 
only by citizens of. the United States and those 
who shall have declared on oath their intention 
to become such, and shall. have taken an oath to 
support the Constitution of the United States. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the le- 
gislative power of the Territory shall extend to 
all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with 
the Constitution of the United States and. the pro- 
visions of this act; but no Jaw shall be passed’ 
interfering with the primary disposal of the soil; 
no tax shall be imposed apon the property of the 
United States; nor shall the lands or other prop- 
erty of non-residents be taxed higher than the 
lands or other property ofresidents; nor shall any 
law be passed impairing the rights of private prop- 
erty; nor shall any discrimination be made in tax+ 
ing different kinds of property; butall property: 
subject to taxation shall be in proportion to- the 
value of the property taxed. =.> eee 

Suc. 7. And be it further enacted, That all:town- 
ship, district, and county officers, not herein oth- 
erwise provided for, shall be appointed or elected, 
as the case may be, in such manner as shall be 
provided by the governér and. Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory. The governor shall . 
nominate and, by and with the advice and. con- 
sent of the legislative council, appoint all officers 
not herein otherwise provided for; and, in the 
first: instance, the governor alone may appoint all 
said officers, who shall hold their offices until-the 
end of the first session of the Legislative Assem- 
bly, and shall lay off the necessary. districts for 
members of the council and house of representa- 
tives, and all other officers. : 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no mem- 
ber of the Legislative Assembly shall hold or be 
appointed to any office which shall have been cre~ 
ated, or the salary or emoluments of which shall 
have been increased while he was a member, dur- 
ing the term for which he was elected, and for, 
one. year after. the expiration of such term; and 
no person holding a commission or appointment 
under the United States, except postmasters, shall 
be a member of the Legislative Assemby, or shall 
hold any office under the government of said Ter- 
ritory. 

Bes. 9. And be it further-enacted, That the judi- 
cial power of said Territory shall be vested ina 
supreme court, district courts, probate courts, and 
in justices of the peace. The supreme court shall 
consist of a chief justice and two associate. jus- 
tices, any two of whom shall constitute a quorum, 
and who shall hold a term at the seat of govern- 
ment of said Territory annually, and they shall 
hold their offices during the period of four years. 
The said Territory shall be divided into three 
judicial districts, and a district court shall be held 
in each of said districts by one of the justices of 
the supreme court, at such time and place as ma 
be prescribed by law; and the said judges shall, 


| March:2, 


‘after. their appointments, respectively, reside in. 
the districts which shall be assigued them. The 


jurisdiction of the several courts herein provided 
Yor, both appellate and original, and that of the 

robate. courts, and-of the justices of the peace, 
shal} be aslimicd by law: Provided, That justices 
of ihe peace shall not. have jurisdiction of any 
matter in controversy when the title of boundaries 
of land:may be in dispute, or where the debt or 
sum claimed: shal exceed one hundred dollars; 
and the said supreme and district courts, respect- 
ively, shall possess chancery as well as common- 
jaw jurisdiction, and authority for redress of all 
wrongs committed againstthe Constitution or laws 
of the United States, or ofthe Territory, affecting 
persons or property. Each district court, or the 
judge thereof, shall appoint its clerk, who shall 
also be the register in chancery, and shall keep 
hig office at the place where the court may be held. 
Writs of error, bills of exception, and appeals, 
shall be allowed in all cases from the final decis- 
ions of said district courts to-the supreme court, 
under such regulations as may be prescribed by 
law; but in no case removed to the supreme court, 
shall trial by jury. be allowed in said court. The 
supreme court, or the justices thereof, shall ap- 
point its own clerk, and every clerk shall hold his 
office at the pleasure of the court for which he 
shall have been appointed. Writs of error and 
appeals from the final decisions of said supreme 
court, shall be allowed, and may be taken to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the same 


manner and under the same regulations as from | 


the cireuit courts of the United States, where the 
value of the property, or the amount in contro- 
versy, to be ascertained by the oath or affirma- 
tion of either party, or other competent witness, 
shallexceed one thousand dollars; and each of the 
said district. courts shall have and exercise the 
same jurisdiction in all cases arising under the 
Constitution and laws of the United States as is 
vested in the cireuitand district courts of the Uni- 
ted States; and the said supreme and district courts 
of the said Territory, and the respective judges 
thereof, shalland may grant writs of habeas corpus 
in.all cases in which the same are grantable by 
the judges of the United States in the District of 
Columbia; and the first six days of every term of 
said courts, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 
sary, shall be appropriated to the trial of causes 
arising under the said Constitution and laws; and 
writs of error and appeals in all such cases shall 
be made to the supreme court of said Territor 
the same as in other cases. The said clerk shali 
receive, in all such cases, the same fees whìch the 
clerks of the district courts of Utah Territory now 
_receive for similar services. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed an attorney for said Territory, 
who shall continue in office for four years, unless 
sooner removed by the President, and who shall 
receive the same fees and salary as the attorney 
of the United States for the present Territory of 
Utah. There shall also be a marshal for the Ter- 
ritory appointed, who shall hold his office for four 
years, unless sooner removed by the President, 
and who shall execute all processes issuing from 
the said courts when exercising their jurisdiction 
as circuit and district courts of the United States; 
he shalk perform the duties, be subject to the same 
regulations and penalties, and be entitled to the 
same fees as the marshal of the district court of 
the United States for the present Territory of 
Utah, and shall, in addition, be paid two hundred 
dollars annually as a compensation for extra ser- 
vices. 

Src. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
governor, secretary, chief justice and associate 
justices, attorney, and marshal, shall be nomin- 
ated and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, appointed by the President of the 
United States. -The governor and secretary to 
be appointed as aforesaid shall, before they act 
as such, respectively take an oath or affirmation 
before the district judge, or some justice of the 
peace in the Hmits of said Territory duly author- 
ized to administer oaths and affirmations by the 
laws now in force therein, or before the Chief 
Justice or some associate justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States and faithfully to 
discharge the duties of their respective offices; 


| in each township in said Territory shall be, and 


ernor to defray the contingent expenses of tlie | 
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been expended. 

Src. 12. ‘And be it further enacted, That the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Nevada 
shall hold its first session at such time and place 
in said Territory as the governor thereof shall 
appoint and direct; and at said first session, or as 
soon thereafter as they shall deem expedient, the 
governor and Legislative Assembly shall proceed 
to locate and establish the seat of government for 
said Territory at such place as they may deem 
eligible; which place, however, shall thereafter be 
subject to be changed by the said governor and 
Legislative Assembly. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That a dele- 
gate to the House of Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States, to serve during each Congress of the 
United States, may be elected by the voters quali- 
fied to elect members of the Legislative Assembly, 
who shall be entitled to the same rights and priv- 
ileges as are exercised and enjoyed by the Dele- 
gates from the several other Territories of the | 
United States to the said House of Representa- 
tives. The firstelection shall be held at such time 
and places, and be conducted in such manner as 
the governor shall appoint and direct; and at all 
subsequent elections, the times, places, and man- 
ner of holding eleetions shall be prescribed by 


votes shall be declared by the governor to be duly | 
elected, and a certificate thereof shall be given ! 
accordingly. | 
Sec. T4. And be it further enacted, That when | 
theland in said Territory shall besurveyed, under : 
the direction of the Government of the United | 
States, preparatory to bringing the same into | 
market, sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six 


the same és hereby, reserved for the purpose of 
being applied to schools in the States hereafter to | 
be erected out of the same. | 
Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That tempo- 
rarily, and until otherwise provided by law, the 
governor of said Territory may define the judi- | 
cial districts of said Territory and assign the 
judges who may be appointed for said Territory 
to the several districts, and also appoint the times | 
and places for holding courts in the several coun- | 
ties or subdivisions in each of said judicial dis-! 


$ 


tricts, by proclamation to be issed by him; but 
the Legislative Assembly, at their first or any 
subsequent session, may organize, alter, or mod- 
ify such judicial districts, and assign the judges, 
andalter the times and places of holding the courts, 
as to them shall scem proper and convenient. 
Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the 
Constitution and all laws of the United States 


| which are not locally. inapplicable shall have the 


same force and effect within the said ‘Territory of 
Nevada as elsewhere within the United States. 
Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall be, and 


| he is hereby, authorized to appointasurveyorgen- 
j| eral for Nevada, who shall locate his office at such 


place as the Secretary of the Interior shall from 
time to time direct, and whose duties, powers, 
obligations, responsibilities, compensation sand 
allowances for clerk hire, office rent, fuel, and in- 
cidental expenses, shall be the game as those of 
the surveyor general of New Mexico, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior and such 
instructions as he may from time to time deem 
it advisable to give him. 
Approven, March 2, 1861 


Cuar. LXXXIV.—An Act making Appropria- 
tions for sundry Civil Expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June thirty, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-two 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, "Chat the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, for the objects 
hereafter expressed, for the fiscal year ending 
the thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
two, viz: 

ł SURVEY OF THE COAST. 

For continuing the survey of the Atlantic and 
Gulfcoast of the United States, (including com- 
pensation of civilians engaged in the work, and 
excluding pay and emoluments of officers of the 
Army and Navy, and petty officers and men of 


i the Navy employed on the work,) two hundred 


and thirty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the survey of the western coast 
of the United States, including compensation of 
civilians engaged in the work, one hundred and 
ten thousand dollars. 

For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs 
and keys, (inclading compensation of civilians 
engaged in the work, and excluding pay and 
emoluments of officers of the Army and Navy, 
and petty officers and men of the Navy employed 
on the work,) twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For completing the line to connect the triangu- 
lation on the Atlantic coast with that on the Gulf 
of Mexico, across the Florida peninsula, includ- 
ing compensation of civilians engaged in the work, 
five thousand dollars. 

For publishing the observations made in the 
progress of the survey of the coast of the United 
States, including compensation of civilians en- 
gaged in the work, five thousand dollars. 

For repairs of steamers arid sailing schooners 
used in the coast survey, ten thousand dollars. 

For fuel and quarters, and for mileage or trans- 
portation for officers and enlisted soldiers of the 


r | Army serving in the coast survey, in cases no 
law. The person having the greatest number of || 


longer provided for by the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, five thousand dollars. 

For pay and rations of engineers for seven 
steamers used in the hydrography of the coast 
survey, no longer supplied by the ‘Navy Depart- 
ment, twelve thousand eight hundred dollars. 

To supply deficiency in the fund for the relief 
of sick and disabled seamen, two hundred thou- 
sand dollars. 

For the discharge of such miscellancous claims, 
not otherwise provided for, as shall be admitted 
in due course of settlement at the Treasury, five 
thousand dollars. 

LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT. 

For the Atlantic, Lake, and Gulf coasts, viz.: 

For supplying the light-houses and beacon- 
lights with oil, glass chimneys, wicks, chamois 
skins, polishing powder, whiting, and other elean- 
ing materials, transportation, and other necessary 
expenses of the same, repairing and keeping in 
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repair the lighting apparatus, one hundred and 
fifty-four thousand six hundred and ninety-eight 
dollars and eighty cents. 

For repairs and incidental expenses, refitting 
and improving all the light-houses and buildings 
connected therewith, one hundred and two thou- 
sand two hundred dollars. 

For salaries of five hundred and ninety-six keep- 
ers of light-houses and light-beacons, and their 
assistants, two hundred and thirteen thousand 
one hundred and ninety-three dollars and thirty- 
three cents. 

For salaries of forty-three keepers of light-ves- 
sels, twenty-three theusand nine hundred dollars. 

For seamen’s wages, repairs, supplies, and in- 
cidental expenses of forty-five light vessels, one 
hundred and seventy thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-seven dollars and seventy cents. 

For expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, re- 
pairing, remooring,and supplying losscs of buoys 
and day-beacong, and for chains and sinkers tor 
the same, and for coloring and numbering all the 
buoys, one hundred and twelve thousand three 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

For expenses of visiting and inspecting lights, 
and other aids to navigation, two thousand dol- 
lars. 

Forcommissions, at twoandahalf per centum, 
to such superintendents as are entitled to the same 
under the proviso to act third March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-one, on the amount that may 
be disbursed by them, seven thousand dollars. 


For the coasts of California, Oregon, and Wash- 
ington. 

For supplying nineteen light-houses and beacon 
lights with oil, glass chimneys, wicks, chamois 
skins, polishing powder, and other cleaning ma- 
terials, transportation, expenses of keeping lamps 
and machinery in order, publishing notices to 
mariners of changes of aids to navigation, seven- 
teen thousand two. hundred and seventy dollars. 

For repairs and incidental expenses of nineteen 
light-houses and buildings connected therewith, 
ten thousand dollars. 

For salaries of forty-three keepers and assist- 

< ant keepers of light-houses, at an average not ex- 
ceeding cight hundred dollars per annum, twenty- 
five thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, 
repairing, remooring, and supplying losses of 
floating buoys and day-beacons, and for chains 


and sinkers for the same, and for coloring and | 


numbering all the buoys, ten thousand dollars. 

For inspection and transportation purposes, 
five thousand dollars. 

For commission, at two and a half percentum, 
to such superintendents as are entitled to the same 
under the proviso to the act of March third, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-one, oné- thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For commutation of fuel and quarters for offi- 
cers of the Army serving on light-house duty, the 
payment of which is no longer provided for by 


the quartermaster’s department, five thousand two | 


hundred and thirty-nine dollars and seventy-nine 
cents. ; 

For compensation of two superintendents for 
the life-saving stations on the coasts of Long 
Island and New Jerscy, three thousand dollars. 


For compensation of fifty-four keepers of sta- ! 
tions, at two hundred dollars each, ten thousand | 


eight hundred dollars. 


For support, care, and medical treatment of | 


forty transtent paupers, medical and surgical pa- 
tients in Washington Infirmary, six thousand 
dollars. 

For purchase of manure for the public grounds, 
one thousand dollars. 

For hire of carts-on the public grounds, one 
thousand and ninety-five dollars. i 

For purchase and repair of tools used in the 
publie grounds, five hundred doilars. 


For purchase of trees and tree-boxes, to replace, f 


where necessary, such as have been planted by |) o i co y 
ploring and surveying expeditions of the Govern- | 


the United States, to whitewash trec-boxes and 
fences, and the repair of pavements in front of the 
public grounds, two thousand five hundred qol- 
lars, 

For annual repairs of the 
public stables, water-pipes, 
walks within the Capitol square, 


pavements, and other 
broken glass, 


Capitol, water-closets, | 


i 
i 
i 
| 


and locks, and for the protection of the building, 
five thousand dollars. 

For annyal repairs of the President’s House 
and furniture, improvement of grounds, purchase 
of plants for garden, and contingent expenses 
incident thereto, six thousand dollars. - 
| For fuel, in part, of the President’s House, one 
| thousand eight hundred dollars. 
|  Forlighting the Capitol and President’s House, 
} the public grounds around them, and around the 
‘executive offices, and Pennsylvania avenue, 
Bridge and High streets, in Georgetown, Four- 
and-a-half, Seventh, and Twelfth streets, across 
the mall, forty-two thousand dollars. : 

Por purchase of books for library at the Exec- 
utive Mansion, to be expended under the direction 
of the President of the United States, two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 
| For repairs of the Potomac, navy-yard, and 

upper bridges, and the roatls appurtenant thereto 
owned by the United States, six thousand dollars. 

For repairs of Pennsylvania avenue, three 
thousand dollars. 

For public reservation number two and Lafay- 
ette square, two thousand dollars. 

For taking care of the grounds south of the 
President’s House, continuing the improvement 
of the same, and keeping them in order, three 
thousand dollars. 

For repairs of water-pipes, five hundred dollars. 

For cleaning ‘out the sewer traps on Pennsyl- 
| vania avenue, and repairing the same, three hun- 
dred dollars. 

For repairs of furnaces under the Senate cham- 
ber and Supreme Court rooms, five. hundred 
t dollars. 

GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. 

For the support, clothing, and medical and 
moral treatment of the insane of the District of 
Columbia, and of the Army and Navy, and of the 
revenue service, at the asylum in said District, 
including books and incidental expenses of the 
| asylum, thirty-five thousand five hundred dollars. 

For repairs and painting of four western or first 
; erected sections of the hospital edifice, including 
| additions to the furniture and gardener’s houses, 
| and out-buildingsand fences;ice-houses, inchiding 
| preserving cellar, extension of stable for storage 
| of hay and other fodder, and shelter of farm wag- 
{ 
j 
| 


l ons and carts; and inclosing two sides of farm- 

| yard with brick wall; improvement of grounds, 

: including pavement surrounding all the buildings; 
grading and planting tees, paving gutters, and 
placing seats in the pleasure grounds of the pa- 
tients; forcing and green-houses, including appa- 
ratus; fitting up two bowling-alleys, one in base- 

; ment of each wing, eight thousand dollars. 

PATENT OFFICE. 

For constructing the cellar of the north front of 
the Patent Office building into offices and store- 
rooms, and for putting iron railing around the 
areas in the court-yard of said building, and for 
flagging the same, twelve thousand dollars. 

For collection of agricultural statistics, investi- 
gations for promoting agriculture and rural econ- 
omy, and the procurement, propagation, and dis- 
tribution of cuttings and seeds, sixty thousand 
dollars: Provided, however, That in the expendi- 
ture of this appropriation, and especially in the 
selection of cuttings and seeds for distribution, due 


tivation, and the encouragement of the agricul- 


States. 
care of copyright Books, charts, and cther copy- 


i as may be necessary to be applied to the deficiency 
in that fund for the present fiscal year. 
Exploring Expedition. 

For preservation of the collections of the explor- 
| ing and surveying expeditions of the Government, 
| four thousand dollars. 
| For the distribution of the collections of the ex- 


ment, and the construction of additional cases to 
! receive such part of said collections as may be 
| retained by the Government, six thousand dol- 
i lars; such distribution to be only to institutions 
willing to receive the same, and at their own €X- 
| pense 


regard shall be had to the purposes of general cul- | 


Porexpenses of receiving, arranging and taking | 


| right matter, two thousand dollars;so much thereof ; 


tural and rural interests of all parts of the United j| 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
1 
i 
} 
i 
i 
i 
; 
i 


|i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 


Institution of the Deaf, Dumb, and Blind. 

For salaries and’ incidental ‘expenses of. the 
Institution of the Deaf, Dumb, and Blind; in the 
District of Columbia, three thousand dollars: 

For expenses of taking the eighth census. of 
the inhabitants of the United States, one hundred 
and ninety thousand dollars ae 

Botanic: Garden. - i 

Forgrading, draining, procuring manure, tools, 
fuel, and repairs, purchasing trees'and shrubs for 
botanic garden, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Library Committee of Congress, three 
thousand three hundred dollars. i f 

For pay of horticulturists and assistants in the 
botanic garden and green-houses, to be expended 
under the direction of the Library Committee. of 
Congress, five thousand one hundred and twenty- 
one dollars and fifty cents. 

SURVEY OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

For surveying the public lands, (exclusive of 
California, Oregon, Washington, New Mexico, 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Utah,) including inci- 
dental expenses and island surveys in the inte- 
rior, and all other special and difficult. surveys . 
demanding augmented rates, to be apportioned 
and applied to the several surveying districts, ac- 
cording to the exigencies of the public service, 
including expenses of selecting swamp lands, and 
the compensation and expenses. to survey or to 
locate private land claims in Louisiana, in addi- 
tion to the unexpended balances of all former 
appropriations, fifty thousand dollars. 

For surveying the public lands and private land 
claims in California, to be disbursed at the rates 
prescribed by law for the different kinds of work, 
twenty thousand dollars. : 

For surveying the public lands and privateland 
claims in New Mexico, ten thousand dollars. 

For surveying the public lands-in Kansas and 
Nebraska, also outlines of Indian reservations, 
twenty thousand dollars. i 

For salary of the clerk detailed for the special 
service in the General Land Office toattend to the, 
unfinished surveys in the States where the offices 
of the surveyors general have been closed,. two 
thousand dollars. era, 

For surveying the publie lands in Oregon, to 
be disbursed at the rates now authorized by law, 
fifteen thousand dollars. N 

For surveying the public lands in Washington 
Territory, at the rates now authorized by law, 
fifteen thousand dollars: Provided; That theclause 
of the act approved the. twenty-third of June, 
cighteen hundred and sixty, appropriating eight 
thousand dollars to carry into effect the act ap- 
proved the sixteenth day of May, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty, creating an additional land dis- 
trict in Washington Territory, be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed. 

For preparing the unfinished records of public 
| and private surveys, to be transferred to the State 
authorities, under the provisions of the act of 
twelfth of June, eighteen hundred and forty, in 
those districts where the surveys are about being 
completed, per act of twenty-second of January, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three, eight thousand 
eight hundred dollars. 

To supply deficiency in appropriation for eX- 
penses for the present fiscal year, of transporta- 
tion of bullion from the assay office, at New York, 
to the mint at Philadelphia, for coinage, twenty- 
nine thousand dollars. 

For constructing on each floor of the Govern- 
ment building called ‘* Winder’s Building” the 
necessary water-closets, urinals, slop-water sinks, 
and hose-cocks, three thousand four hundred and 
fifty dollars. 

Yor incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 


| ing wastage of the mint at Philadelphia, in addi- 


tion to the sum appropriated by the act “ making 
| appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government,” fifteen 
thousand dollars. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage, at the mint at San Francisco, in ad- 
dition to the sum appropriated by theact making 
appropriations for the legislative; executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government,” twenty 
thousand dollars. 

To enable the President of the United States to 
carry into effect the act of third March, eighteen- 
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hundred and nineteen, and any subsequent acts 
now in force, forthe suppression of the slave trade, 
nine hundred thousand dollars; and the President 
is hereby authorized to allow such compensation, 
not exceeding in the whole ten thousand dollars, 
to the United States marshals, district attorneys, 
and any other persons employed in enforcing said 
laws, as may to him seem proper, forany services 
they may render, for which no allowance can now 
be made under existing laws: Provided, That in 
no case shall the compensation made to any dis- 
trict attorney or marshal in any one yearexceed 
the sum of six thousand dollars, the maximum 
amount now allowed by law, and at that rate for 
any period of time less than one year. 

To pay for labor on, and materials furnished 
for Post Office extension, sixteen thousand dol- 
lars. 

For the Capitol extension, two hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to make 
the payment authorized by the resolution of the 
Senate of twentieth March, one thousand eight 
hundred and sixty, to Mrs. E. A. Linn, two thou- 
gand six hundred and seventy-two dollars. 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian 
affairs and three additional agentsin Washington 
Territory, for the fiscal. year ending thirtieth 
June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, two thon- 
sand five handred and twenty-seven dollars and 
seventy-seven cents, 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian 
affairs and three additional agents in Washington 
Territory, for the fiscal year ending June thirty, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-two, seven thousand 
dollars. i 

For payment of balance due contractor for 
building the custom-houses at Belfast and Ells- 
worth, Maine, four hundred and forty-eight dol- 
lars and seventy-nine cents. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there is 
hereby appropriated, in like manner, for the pur- 
pose of completing and providing proper farniture 
for the new court-house and post office at Indian- 
apolis, Indiana, the sumof five thousand dollars. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That the sum 
of sixty thousand dollars be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any, money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same 
being a-veappropriation of the same amount, 
(which sum was appropriated by law on the third | 
March, cighteen hundred and fifty-seven, and re- 
verted to the surplus fund of the Treasury,) to 
constract the sewer on Flashing avenue, Brook- | 
lyn, New York, in continuation of that now con- 
structed to such point on said avenue as shall be 
determined by the Navy Department; thence 
through the United States grounds, or through 
Vanderbilt avenue, as shall be decided by said 
Department, to the waters of the Wallabout: Pro- 
vided, The city of Brooklyn willagree to pay one 
half of the expense of said sewer on Flushing 
avenue, 

Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That to cnable 
the Superintendent of Public Printing to execute 
the binding and ruling, and to furnish blank books 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial depart- j 
ments after the fourth of March, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-one, in accordance with the provisions | 
of the joint resolution of June twenty-third, eigh- | 
teen hundred and sixty, in relation to the public 
printing, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is 
hereby, authorized to place to the eredit of the 
Superintendent of Public Printing the sums here- 
tofore appropriated for binding, ruling, and blank 
books for said Departments respectively; and 
should the printers or binders to the present Con- 


° 


gress, or either of them, decline or fail to execute |! 


any of the printing or binding ordered by the Sen- | 
ate or House of Representatives during the pres- | 
ent session, the Superintendent of the Public | 
Printingis hereby authorized and directed to cause | 
the printing or binding so ordered and declined to | 
be executed under the provisions of the joint res- 
olution heretofore referred to. 


For salaries of Governor, three judges, and sec- 
retary, ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 


t 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
TERRITORY OF COLORADG. | 
| 

| 
Fer eompensation and mileage of the members | 


j ceptint 


of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
thousand dollars. æ% 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of eighty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary for the purpose, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated for the payment for 
materials delivered for the extension of the Treas- 
ury building under existing contracts; and that 
the further sum of two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars be also appropriated for the continuance 
of the work of sych extension. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs be directed to examine 
the accounts of Brigham Young, late Governor of 
Utah Territory, and ex officio superintendent of 
Indian affairs, for disbursements alleged to have 
been made by him on account of the Indian ser- 
vice in said Territory, and report a statement 
thereof to Congress. * i 

Sec. 7. And beit further enacted, That the judge 
of the district court for the district of Minnesota 
is hereby required to hold a term of said court in 
each year at Mankato, to commence on the first 
Monday in June, instead of at Preston, as now 
required by law; and so much of the act of Con- 
gress approved March third, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-nine, requiring the said judge to hold a 
term of said court at Preston, is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the treas- 
urer of the branch mint at San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
Michael Cassin, administrator of the estate of 
James Cassin, deceased, the sum of three hun- 
dred and ninety-one dollars, being the value of 
twenty-two ounces ofgold dust deposited by James 
Cassin, deceased, in the year eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, and by mistake credited to John 
Cassin. 

Sro. 9. And be i further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of State be directed to audit and settle the 
accounts of Charles J. Helm, consul-general of 
the United States at Havana, upon the principles 
of justice and equity, for the expenses incurred 
by him in preparing and making the reports and 
returns, and bringing up the arrearages of the 
business of his predecessor in that office, and for 
extra clerk hire in his office, and for moneys ad- 
vanced to destitute American citizens, and forextra 
rent, and to pay the amount thereof, not exceed- 
ing the sum of eight thousand seven hundred and 
sixty-eight dollars, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Suc. 10. And be it further enacted, That all pur- 
chases and contracts for supplies or services, in 
any of the Departments of the Government, ex- 


| cept for personal services, when the public exi- 


gencies do not require the immediate delivery of 
the article or articles, or performance of the ser- 
vice, shall be made by advertising a sufficient time 
previously for proposals respecting the same. 
When immediate delivery or performance is re- 
quired by the public exigency sthe articles or ser- 
vice required may be procured by open purchase 
or contract at the places, and in the manner in 
which such articles are ysually bought and sold, 
or such services engaged between individuals. 
No contract or purchase shall hereafter be made, 
unless the same be authorized by law or be under 
an appropriation adequate to its fulfillment, ex- 

inthe Warand Navy Departments, for cloth- 
ing, subsistence, forage, fuci, quarters, or trans- 
portation, which, however, shall not exceed the 
necessities of the current year. And the third 
section of the actentitled “An act making appro- 


priations for the legislative, executive, and judi- | 


cial expenses of the Government for the*year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one,” shall be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

Approveb, March 2, 1861. 


Crap. LXXXV.—An Act making Appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indiaf Tribes, 
for the year ending June thirty, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty-two. f 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives ofthe United Statesof Americain Congress 

assembled, That the following sums be, and they 


are. hereby, appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purpose of paying the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department, and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes— 
For the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department, namely: 

For the pay of superintendents of Indian af- 
fairs and of the several Indian agents, per acts 
of fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty, twenty- 
seventh. February, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, 
thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
third March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
eighteenth August, eighteen hundred and ñfiy 
six, third March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, nineteehth June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty, twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty, and per fifteenth article of treaty of nine- 
teenth April, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, 
with the Yanctons, eighty-six thousand four hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. E N 

For the pay of the several Indian sub-agents, 
per act of thirty-first July, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, six thousand dollars. 

For the pay of clerk to superintendent at St. 
Louis, Missouri, per act of twenty-seventh June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, one thousand two 
hundred dollars. sg 

For the pay of interpreters, per acts of thirtieth 
June, eighteen hundred and thirty-four, twenty- 
seventh February, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
one, and eighteenth August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, twenty-four thousand nine hundred 
dollars. 

For presents to Indians, five thousand dollars, 

For provisions for Indians, eleven thousand 
eight hundred dollars. 

For buildings at agenci 
ten thousand dollars, 

For contingencies of the Indian department, 
thirty-six thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the employment of temporary clerks by 
superintendents of Indian affairs on such occa- 
sions and for such periods of time as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may deem necessary to the: 
public service, five thonsand dollars. 

For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the vari-" 

ous Indian tribes: 


Blackfoot Nation. 


For sixth of ten installments as annuity, to be 
expended in the purchase of such goods, provis- 
ions, and other useful articles as the President, 
at his discretion, may, from time to time, de- 
termine, per ninth article of the treaty of seven- 
teenth October, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
twenty thousand dollars. 

For sixth of ten installments as annuity, to be 
expended in establishing and instructing them in 
agricultural and mechanical pursuits, and in edu- 
cating their children, and promoting civilization 
and Christianity, at the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, per tenth article of the treaty of seventeenth 
October, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, fifteen 
thousand dollars. 


es and repairs thereof, 


Chasta, Scoton, and Umpqua Indians. 


For seventh of fifteen installments of annuity, 
to be expended as directed by the President, per 
third article treaty eighteenth November, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, two thousand dol- 
lars. 

For seventh of fifteen installments for the pay 
of a farmer, per fifth article treaty eighteenth 
November, eighteen hundred and fitty-four, one 
thousand dollars. 

For seventh of ten installments for pay of phy- 
sician, medicines,and expense of care of the sick, 
per fifth article treaty eighteenth November, eigh- 
teen hundred and ‘fifty-four, one thousand five 
hundred dollars. ` 

For seventh of fifteen installments for pay of 
teachers and purchase of books and stationery, 
per fifth article treaty eighteenth November, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, one thousand two 
hundred dollars. 


Chippewas of Lake Superior. 


For two thirds of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments in money, per fourth article treaty 
fourth October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, 
and eighth article treaty thirtieth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, eight thousand 
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three hundred and thirty-three dollars and thirty- 
three cents. : 

For two thirds of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the pay of two carpenters, per 
fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thir- 
tieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
eight bundred dollars. : 

For two thirds of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments in goods, per fourth article treaty fourth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, seven thousand dollars. 

For two thirds of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the support of schools, per fourth 
‘article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one 
thousand three hundred and thirty-three dollars 
and thirty-three. cents. i 

For two third-of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the pay of two farmers, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six 
hundved and sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven 
cents. 

For two thirds of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the purchase of provisions dnd to- 
bacco, per fourth article treaty fourth October, 
eighteen hundred and forty-two, and cighth ar- 
ticle treaty thirtieth September, cighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, one thousand three hundred and 
thirty-three dollars and thirty-three cents. 

For seventh of twenty installments in coin, 
goods, houschold furniture, and cooking utensils, 
agricultural implements and cattle, carpenters’ 
and other tools-and building materials, and for 
moral and educational purposes, per fourth article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, nineteen thousand dollars. 

For seventh of twenty installments for six 
smiths and assistants, per second and fifth ar- 
ticles treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, five thousand and forty dollars. 

For seventh of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of six smiths’ shops, per second and fifth 


articles treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hun-, 


dred and fifty-four, one thousand three hundred 
and twenty dollars, 

For fifth of twenty installments for the seventh 
smith and assistant, and support of shop, per 
second and fifth articles treaty thirtieth Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thou- 
sand and sixty dollars. 

For support of a smith, assistant, and shop for 
the Bois Forte band, during the pleasure of the 
President, per twelfth article treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thou- 
sand and sixty dollars. 

For support of two farmers for the Bois d*orte 
band, during the pleasure of the President, per 
twelfth article treaty thirtieth September, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, one thousand two 
hundred dollars. . 

Chippeihs of the Mississippi. a 

For one third of twentieth of twenty-five install- 
ments in money, per fourth article treaty fourth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, four thousand one hundred 
and sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven cents. 

For one third of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for ‘the pay of two carpenters, per 
fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-two, and eigbth article treaty thir- 
tieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
four hundred dollars. ; 

For one third of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments in goods, per fourth article treaty fourth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 


hundred and fifty-four, three thousand five hun- | 


dred dollars. 

For one third of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the support of schools, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six 
hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven 
cents. 


For one third of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for purchase of provisions and tobacco, 
per fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen 
bundred and forty-two, and eighth article treaty 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, six hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty- 
seven cents. 

For one third of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the support of two smiths’ shops, 
including the pay of two smiths and assistants, 
and furnishing iron and steel, per fourth article 
treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred and forty- 
two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred and 
sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven cents. 

For one third of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for pay of two farmers, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred and 
forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, three 
hundred and thirty-three dollars and thirty-three 
cents. : 

For seventh of twenty installments of annuity 
in money, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, twenty 
thousand dollars. $ 
Chippewa, Pillager, and Lake Winnibigoshish 

Bands. 

For seventh of thirty installments of annuity 
in money, per third arucle treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, ten 
thousand six hundred and sixty-six dollars and 
sixty-six cents. 

For seventh of thirty installments of annuity 
in goods, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, eight 
thousand dollars. 

For seventh of thirty installments for purposes 
of utility, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, four 
thousand dollars, 

For seveuth of twenty installments for purposes 
of education, per third article treaty twenty-sec- 
ond February, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
three thousand dollars. 

For seventh of fifteen annual installments for 
support of two smiths and smiths’ shops, per 
third article treaty twenty-second February, cigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, two thousand one hun- 
dred and twenty dollars, 

For pay of an engineer to grist and saw mill at 
Leech Lake, six hundred dollars. 


Chippewas of Saginaw, Swan Creek, and Black 
River. 


For sixth of ten equal annual installments in | 


coin, to be distributed per capita, in the usual 
manner of paying annuities, per second article of 
the treaty of second August, cighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. 

For sixth installment for the support of one 
blacksniith shop for ten years, per second article 
of the treaty of second August, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, twelve hundred and forty dol- 
lars. 


Chippewas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, and New 


York Indians. 
For education during the pleasure of Congress, 


pe fifth article treaty cleventh August, eighteen | 
i 


undred and twenty-seven, one thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 
Chickasaws. 


For permanent annuity in goods, per act of 


twenty-fifth February, seventeen hundred and | 


ninety-nine, three thousand dollars, 
Choctaws. 


For permanentannuity, per second article treaty 
sixteenth November, eighteen hundred and five, 
and thirteenth article treaty twenty-second June, 


eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thousand | 


dollars. 

For permanent annuity for support of light 
horsemen, per thirteenth article treaty eighteenth 
October, eighteen hundred and twenty, and thir- 
teenth article treaty twenty-second June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, six hundred dollars. 

For permanent provision for education, per 
second article treaty twentieth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-five, and thirteenth article 
treaty twenty-second Jane, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, six thousand dollars 


For permanent. provision for. blacksmith, per 
sixth article’treaty. eighteenth October, eighteen 
hundred and twenty, and thirteenth article treaty 
twenty-second June, eighteen. hundred and fifty- 
five, six hundred dollars. y í a 

For permanent provision for iron and steel, per 
ninth article treaty twentieth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-five, and thirteenth article of 
treaty twenty-second June, eighteen. hundred and 
fifty-five, three hundred:and twenty. dollars, = 

for interest on five hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, for education and other bene- 
ficial purposes, to be applied under the direction 
of the general council of the Choctaws, in con- 
formity with the provisions contained in the tenth 
and thirteenth articles of the treaty’of twenty- 
second June, eighteen hundred and ‘fifty-five, 
twenty-five thousand dollars, 


Comanches, Kiowas, and Apaches of Arkansas River. 


For eighth of ten installments for the purchase 
of goods, provisions, and agricultural implements, 
per sixth article treaty twenty-seventh July, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-three, eighteen thousand 
dollars. : , 

For expenses of transportation of the eighth 
of ten installments of goods, provisions, and ag- 
ricultural implements, per sixth article treaty 
twenty-seventh July, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, seven thousand dollars. 

Creeks. : 

For permanent annuity in money, per fourth 
article treaty seventh August, seventeen hundred 
and ninety, and fifth article treaty seventh August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, one thousand five 
hundred dollars. ae 

For permanent annuity in money, per second 
article treaty sixteenth June, eighteen hundred 
and two, and fifth article treaty seventh August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, three thousand 
dollars. : 

For permanent annuity in money, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen | 
hundred and twenty-six, and fifth article treaty 
seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, 
twenty thousand dollars... 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and 
assistant, and for shop and tools, per eighth arti- 
cle treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen han- 
dred and twenty-six, and fifth article treaty sev- 
enth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, eight 
hundred and forty dollars. 

For permanent provision for iron and steel for 
shop, per eighth article treaty twenty-fourth Jan- 
uary, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, and fifth 
article treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, two hundred and seventy dollars. 

For permanent provision for the pay ofa wheel- 
wright, per eighth article treaty twenty-fourth. 
January, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, and 
fifth article treaty seventh August, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-six, six hundred dollars, 

For blacksmith and assistant, and shop and 
tools, during the pleasure of the President, per 
fifth article treaty fourteenth February, eighteen 
bundred and thirty-three, and fifth article treaty 
seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, 
eight hundred and forty dollars. 

For iron and steel for shop during the pleasure 
of the President, per fifth article treaty fourteenth: 
February, cighteen hundred and thirty-three, and 
fifth article treaty seventh August, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-six, two hundred and seventy dol- 
lars. 

For wagon-maker during the pleasure of the 


| President, per fifth article treaty fourteenth Feb- 


ruary, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, and 
fifth article treaty seventh August, eighteen han- 
dred and fifty-six, six hundred dollars. 

For assistance in agricultural operations during 
the pleasure of the President, per eighth article 
treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-six, and fifth article treaty seventh 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, two thou- 
sand dollars. 

For education during the pleasure of the Pres- 
ident, per fifth article treaty fourteenth February, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-three,and fifth article 
treaty seventh August eighteen hundred and fifty- 
six, one thousand dollars. 

For the fifth of seven additional installments for 
two blacksmiths, assistants, shops, and teols, per 
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thirteenth article treaty twenty-fourth March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two, and fifth article 
treaty seyenth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
six, one thousand six hundred and eighty dol- 
lars. : 

For the fifth of seven additional installments for 
iron aġd steel for shops, per thirteenth article 
treaty twenty-fourth March, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two, and. fifth attiele treaty seventh 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, five hun- 
dred and forty dollars. 

For thirty-first of thirty-three installments for 
education, per fourtharticle treaty fourth January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, and fifth article 
treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
six, three thousand dollars, : 

For. eighteenth of twenty installments for edu- 
cation, per fourth article treaty fourth January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, and fifth article 
treaty seventh August, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, three thousand dollars. 

For five per centum interest on two hundred 
thousand dollars for purposes of education, per 
sixtharticle treaty seventh August, cighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-six, ten thousand dollars. 


Delawares. 


For life annuity to chief, per private article to 
supplemental treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, to treaty of 
third October, eighteen hundred and eighteen, one 
hundred dollars. 

Tor interest on forty-six thousand and eighty 
dollars, at five per centum, being the value of 
thirty-six sections of land set apart by treaty of 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine for education, 
per resolution of the Senate nineteenth January, 
eighteen bundred and thirty-eight, and fifth article 
treaty sixth May, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, two thousand three hundred and four dol- 
lars. 

For last of cight equal installments for payment 
of five chiefs, per sixth article treaty sixth May, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thousand two 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

Lowas 

For interest in lieu of investmenton fifty-seven 
thousand five hundred dollars to the first July, 
eighteen hundredand sixty-two, at five percentum, 
for education or other beneficial purposes, under 
the direction of the President, per second article 
treaty nineteenth October, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-cight, and ninth article treaty seventeenth 
May, cighteen hundred and fifty-four, two thou- 
sand cight hundred and seventy-five dollars. 


Kansas. 


For interest in licu of investment on two hun- 
dred thousand dollars, at five percentum, per sec- 
ond article treaty fourteenth January, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, ten thousand dollars, 

Kickapoos. 

For cighth installment of interest, at five per 
centum, on one hundred thousand dollars for ed- 
ucation, persecond article treaty cighteenth May, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, five thousand 
dollars. 

For the payment of this sum as the eighth in- 
stallment upon two hundred thousand dollars, to 
be paid in eighteen hundred and sixty-one, per 
second article treaty cighteenth May, cightcen 
hundred and fifty-four, nine thousand dollars. 


Menomonces. 


For sixth of twelve installments for continuing 
and keeping up a blacksmith shop, and providing 
the usual quantity of iron and steel, per fourth 
article treaty eighteenth October, cighteen hun- 
dred and forty-eight, and third article treaty twelfth 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, nine hun- 
dred and sixteen dollars and sixty-six cents. 

For sixth of ten installments of annuity upon 
two hundred thousand dollars, balance of three 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, for cession of 
lands, per fourth article treaty eighteenth Octo- 
ber, cighteen hundred and forty-cight, and third 
article treaty twelfth May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, twenty thousand dollars. 

For sixth of fifteen installments for pay of a 
miller, per third article treaty twelfth May, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dollars, 


| second June, eighteen hundred and twenty-five, 


$ Miamies of Kansas. 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and 
assistant, and iron and steel for shop, per fifth 
article treaty sixth October, eighteen hundred and 
eighteen, and fourth article treaty fifth June, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, nine hundred and 
forty dollars, 

‘or permanent provision for miller, in lieu of 
gunsmith, per fifth article treaty sixth October, 
eighteen hundred and cightcon, ffth article treaty 
twenty-third October, eighteen hundred and thir- 
ty-four, and fourth article treaty of fifth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dol- 
lars. 

For interest on fifty thousand dollars, at five 
per centum, for educational purposes, per third 
article treaty fifth June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments upon two 
hundred thousand dollars, per third article treaty 
fifth June, cightcen hundred and fifty-four, seven 
thousand five hundred dollars 


Miamies of Indiana. 


For interest on two hundred and twenty-one 
thousand two hundred and fifty-seven dollars and | 
eighty-six cents, at five per centum, for Miami 
Indians of Indiana, per Senate’s amendment to 
fourth article treaty fifth June, cighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, cleven thousand and sixty-two 
dollars and eighty-nine cents. q 


Miamies, Eel River. ‘ 


For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per fourth article treaty third August, seventcen 
hundred and ninety-five, five hundred dollars. 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article treaty twenty-first August, eigh- ’ 
teen hundred and five, two hundred and fifty 
dollars, | 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third and separate article to treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and nine, three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. f 


Nisqually, Puyallup, and other Tribes and Bands 
of Indians. 

For seventh installment, in part payment for 
relinquishment of title to lafids to be applied to 
benegeinl objects, per fourth article treaty twen- 
ty-sixth December, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, fifteen hundred dollars. 

For seventh of twenty installments for pay of | 
instructor, smith, physician, carpenter, farmer, ; 
and assistant if necessary, per tenth article treaty | 
twenty-sixth December, eighteen hundred and | 
fifty-four, six thousand seven hundred dollars. 


Omahas. 


Yor the fourth of ten installments ofthisamount, | 
cing second of the series, in money or otherwise, 
per fourth article treaty sixteenth March, eigh- | 
teen hundred and fifty-four, thirty thousand dol- 
ars. { 

For seventh of ten installments for support of | 
a miller, pereighth article treaty sixteenth March, | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dol- | 
ars. | 

For seventh of ten installments for support of | 
vlacksmith and assistant, and iron and steel for 
shop, per cighth article treaty sixteenth March, 
cighteen hundred and fifty-four, nine hundred 
and forty dollars, ` 

For seventh of ten installments for support of | 
farmer, per eighth article treaty sixteenth March, | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred | 
dollars. | 

For keeping in repair the grist and saw mill | 
provided for by the eighth article of the treaty of | 
sixteenth March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
three hundred dollars. 

For supplying the smith’s shop with tools, and 
keeping the same in repair, per eighth article of 
the treaty of sixteenth March, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, three hundred dollars. 

For an engineer, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. 


Osages. 


For interest on sixty-nine thousand one hun- 
dred and twenty dollars, at five per centum, being 
the value of fifty-four sections of land set apart | 


for educational purposes, per Senate resolution | 


nineteenth January, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
eight, three thousand four hundred and fifty-six 
dollars. 

Ottoes and Missourias. 


For the fourth of ten installments of thisamount, 
being the second series, in money or otherwise, 
per fourth article treaty fifteenth March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, thirteen thousand dollars. 

For seventh of ten installments for. pay of 
miller, per seventh article treaty fifteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dol- 
lars. 

For seventh of ten installments for blacksmith 
and assistant, and iron and steel for shop, per 
seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, nine hundred and forty 
dollars. 

For seventh of ten installments for farmer, per 
seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dollars. 

For keeping in repair the grist and saw mill 
provided for by the seventh article of the treaty 
of fifteenth March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, three hundred dollars. 

For supplying the smith’s shop with tools, and 
keeping the same in repair, per seventh article 


‘of the treaty fifteenth March, eighteen hundred 


and fifty-four, three hundred dollars. 
For an engineer, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. 
Ottawas and Chippewas of Michigan. 


For sixth of ten equal annual installments for 
educational purposes, to be expended under the 


| direction of the President, according to the wishes 


of the Indians, so far as may be reasonable and 
just, per second article of the treaty of the thirty- 
first July, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, ene 
thousand dollars. 

For sixth installment for the support of four 
blacksmith shops for ten years, per second arti- 
cle of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, four thousand two hun- 
dred and forty dollars. 

For sixth installment of principal, payable an- 
nually for ten years, to be distributed per capita, 
in the usual manner of paying annuities, per 
second article of the treaty of thirty-first July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, ten thousand dol- 
ars. 

For interest on two hundred and forty-six 
thousand dollars, unpaid part of the principal sum 
of three hundred and six thousand dollars, for 
one year, at five per centum per annum, to be 
distributed per capita, in the usual manner of 
paying annuities, per second article of the treaty 
of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, twelve thousand three hundred dollars. 

For sixth of ten equal annual installments on 
thirty-five thousand dollars, in lieu of former 
treaty stipulations, to be paid per capita to the 
Grand River Ottawas, per second article of the 
treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-tive, three thousand five hundred dollars 

Ottawas of Kansas. 

For their proportion of the permanent annuities 
in money, goods, or otherwise, payable under the 
fourth article of the treaty of third August, seven- 
teen hundred and ninety-five, second article of the 
treaty of seventeenth November, eighteen hun- 
dred and seven, fourth article of the treaty of sev- 
enteenth September, eighteen hundred and eigh- 
teen, and fourth article of the treaty of twenty- 
ninth August, eighteen hundred and twenty-one, 
two thousand six hundred dollars. 


Pawnees. 


For fourth of five installments in goods and 
such articles as may be necessary for them, per 
second article treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, forty thousand 
dollars. 

For support of two manual-labor schools an- 
nually, during the pleasure of the President, per 
third article treaty twenty-fourth September, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-seven, ten thousand dol- 
lars. 

For pay of two teachers, under the direction of 
the President, per third article treaty, twenty- 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


| seven, one thousand two hundred dollars. 


For purchase of ironand steel, and other nezes- 
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saries for the shop, during the pleasure of the | 


President, per fourth article treaty twenty-fourth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, five 
hundred dollars. 

For pay of two blacksmiths, one of whom to 
be a gunsmith and tinsmith, per fourth article 
treaty twenty-fourth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifay-seven, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. 


For compensation of two strikers or appren- 
tices in shop, per fourth article treaty twenty- 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, four hundred and eighty dollars. 

For fourth of ten installments for farming uten- 
silsand stock during the pleasure of the President, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, one thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

For pay of farmer, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-fourth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-seven, six Hundred dollars. 

For third of ten installments for pay of miller, 
at the diseretion of the President, per fourth arti- 
cle treaty twenty-fourth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-seven, six hundred dollars. 

For third of ten installments for pay of an engi- 
neer, at the discretion of the President, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fourth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-seven, one thousand two hun- 
dred dollars. 

For compensation to apprentices, to assist in 
working the mill, per fourth article treaty twenty- 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, five hundred dollars. | 

For last of three installments for the pay of six 
laborers, per seventh article treaty twenty-fourth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, 
three thousand dollars. 


Pottawatomies. 


For permanent annuity in silver, per fourth ar- 
ticle treaty third August, seventeen hundred and 
ninety-five, one thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity in silver, per third ar- 
ticle treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred 
and nine, five hundred dollars. 

For permanent annuity in silver, per third ar- 
ticle treaty second October, cighteen hundred and 
eighteen, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For permanent annuity in money, per second 
article treaty twenticth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-cight, two thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity in specie, per second 
article treaty twenty-ninth July, cightcen bun- 
dred and twenty-nine, sixteen thousand dollars. 

For life annuity to chief, per third article treaty 
twentieth October, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, two hundred dollars. 

For life annuity to chiefs, per third article 
treaty twenty-sixth September, eighteen hu ndred 
and thirty-three, seven hundred dollars. 

For education during the pleasure of Congress, 
per third article treaty sixteenth October, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-six, second article treaty 
twentieth September, eighteen hundred and twen- 


ty-cight, and fourth article treaty twenty-seventh | 


October, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, five 
thousand dollars. 

For permanent provision for the payment of 
money in lieu of tobacco, iron, and steel, per sec- 
ond article treaty twentieth September, eighteen 


hundred and twenty-eight, and tenth article of the | 
treaty of the fifth and seventeenth June, eighteen. | 


hundred and forty-six, three hundred dollars. 
For permanent provision for three blacksmiths 
and assistants, per 
October, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, second 
article treaty twentieth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-eight, and second article treaty 
twenty-ninth July, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
nine, two thousand one hundred and sixty dollars. 


For permanent provision for iron and steel for | 


shops, per third article treaty sixteenth October, 
eighteen hundred 
treaty twentieth : 
twenty-eight, and second article treaty twenty- 
ninth July, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, 


six hundred and sixty dollars. 


For permanent provision for fifty barrels of salt, | 


per second article of treaty twenty-ninth July, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 


third article treaty sixteentl | 


and twenty-six, second article | 
September, eighteen hundred and | 


For interest on six hundred. and forty-three 
thousand dollars, at five per centum, per seventh 
article of the treaty of the fifth and seventeenth 
Jane, eighteen hundred and forty-six, thirty-two 
thousand one hundred and fifty dollars. 


Pottawatomies of Huren. 


For permanent annuity in money or otherwise, 
per second article treaty seventeenth November, 
eightcen hundred and seven, four hundred dollars. 


š Quapaws. 

For,education during the pleasure of the Pres- 
ident, per third article treaty thirteenth May, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-three, one thousand 
dollars. 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 
and iron and stcel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per third article treaty thirteenth 
May, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, one 
thousand and sixty dollars. 

For farmer during the pleasure of the President, 
per third article treaty thirteenth May, eighteen 
handred and thirty-three, six hundred dollars. 

Rogue Rivers. 

For eighth of sixteen installments in blankets, 

clothing, farming utensils, and stock, per third 


article treaty tenth September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-three, two thousand five hundred dollars. 


Sacs and Fowes of Mississippi. 


For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article treaty third November, eighteen 
hundred and four, one thousand dollars. 

For last of thirty installments as annuity in 
specie, per third article treaty twenty-first Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

For last of thirty installments for gunsmith, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-first September, 
cighteen hundred and thirty-two, six hundred 
dollars. on 

For the last of thirty installments for iron and 
steel for shop, per fourth article treaty twenty-first 


hundred and twenty dollars. 

For last of thirty installments for blacksmith 
and assistant, shop, and tools, per fourth article 
treaty twenty-first September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two, eight handred and forty dollars. 

For last of thirty installments for iron and steel 
for shop, per fourth article treaty twenty-first 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, two 
hundred and twenty dollars. a 

For last of thirty installments for forty barrels 
of salt and forty kegs of tobacco, per fourth arti- 
ele treaty twenty-first September, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-two, one thousand dollars. 

For interest on two hundred thousand dollars, 
atfive pereentum, per second article treaty twenty- 
first October, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, 
ten thousand dollars. 

For interest on eight hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, per second article treaty elev- 
enth October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, 
forty thousand dollars. 


Sacs and Foxes of Missouri. 


Forintereston one hundred and fifty-seven thou- 
i| sand four hundred dollars, at five per centum, 
under the direction of the President, per second 
article treaty twenty-first October, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-seven, seven thousand eight hun- 
dred and seventy dollars. 


‘ Seminoles 

Por the fifth of ten installments for the support 
of schools, per eighth article treaty seventh Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, three thou- 
sand dollars. 

For the fifth of ten installments for agricultural 
assistance, per cighth article treaty seventh Au- 
gust, cightecn hundred and fifty-six, two thousand 
dollars. 

For the fifth of ten installments for the support 

of smiths and smiths’ shops, per eighth article 
treaty seventh August, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, two thousand two hundred dollars. 
il For five per centum interest on two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars, to be paid as annuity, 
per cighth article treaty seventh August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-six, twelve thousand five hun- 
if dred dollars 


September, cighteen hundred and thirty-two, two 
| 


For interest-on two hundred and fifty thousand 


| dollars, at five per centum, to be paid as annuity, 


they having joined their brethren west, per: eighth: 
article treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred. 
and fifty-six, twelve thousand five hundred. dol. 
lars. elie hae 

k Senecas: sua Pika bes 

For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-ninth September, eighteen’ 
hundred and seventeen, five hundred dollars. » 

For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth. 
article treaty seventeenth September, eighteen 
hundred and eighteen, five hundred dollars. < 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop-and tools, 
and iron and steel, during the pleasure of the Pres- 
ident, per fourth articletreaty iwenty-eighth Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, one thou- 
sand and sixty dollars. e, i 

For miller during the pleasure of the President, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-eighth February, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-one, six hundred dol- 
lars 

Senecas of New York. 

For permanent annuity, in lieu of interest on 
stock, peract nineteenth February, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-one, six thousand dollars. 

For interst, in licu of investment, on seventy- 
five thousand dollars, at five per centum, per act 
of twenty-seventh June, eightecn hundred and 
forty-six, three thousand seven hundred and fifty 
dollars. ‘ 

For interest, at five per centum, on forty-three 
thousand and fifty dollars, transferred from On- 
tario Bank of the United States Treasury, per 
act of twenty-seventh June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, two thousand one hundred and fifty-two 
dollars and fifty cents. f 


Senecas and Shawnees. 

For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth 
article treaty seventeenth September, eighteen hun~ 
dred and eighteen, one thousand dollars. . 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 
and iron and stecl for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per fourth article treaty twentieth 
July, cighteen hundred and thirty-one, one thou- 
sand and sixty dollars. : 


Shawnees. 

For permanent annuity for educational pur- 
poses, per fourth article treaty third August, sev- 
enteen } undred and ninety-five, and third article 
treaty tenth May, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, one thousand dollars, 

For cighth installment of interest, at five per 
centum, on forty thousand dollars, for education, 
per third article treaty tenth May, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, two thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity for educational pur- 
poses, per fourth article treaty twenty-ninth Sep- 
tember, cighteen hundred and seventeen, and third 
article treaty tenth May, eighteen hundred. and 
fifty-four, two thousand dollars. 


Siz Nations of New York. 


For permanent annuity in clothing and other 
useful articles, per sixth article treaty eleventh 
November, seventeen hundred and ninety-four, 
four thousand five hundred dollars. 

Sioux of Mississippi. a 

For interest on three hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, per second article treaty twen- 
ty-ninth September, cighteen hundred and thirty- 
seven, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For eleventh of fifty installments of interest, at 
five per centum, on one million three hundred 
and sixty thousand dollars, perfourth article treaty 
twenty-third July, eightcen hundred and fifty- 
one, sixty-eight thousand dollars. 

For eleventh of fifty installments of interest, at 
five per centum, on one hundred and twelve thou- 
sand dollars, being the amount in lieu of the res- 
ervations set apart in the third article of Senate’s 
amendment of twenty-third June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-two, to treaty twenty-third July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-one, five thousand six 
hundred dollars. 

For eleventh of fifty installments of interest, at 
five per centum, on one million one hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars, per fourth article treaty 
fifth’ August, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, fif- 
ty-eight thousand dollars. want 
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For eleventh of fifty installments of interest, at 


five per centum, on sixty>nine thousand dollars, 
being the amount allowed in lieu of the reserva- 
tion of lands set apart by the third article of Sen- 
ate’s amendment of twenty-third June, erghteen 
hundred and fifty-two, to treaty fifth August, 
eighteen hundred and. fifty-one, three thousand 
four hundred. and fifty dollars. 


Treaty of Fort Laramie 
For first of five installments, at the discretion 
ofthe President; in provisions and merchandise, 
for payment of annuities, and transportation of 
the same, to certain tribes of Indians, seventy 
thousand dollars. 


Umpquas, (Cow Creek Band.) 


For eighth of twenty installments in blankets, | 


clothing, provisions, and stock, per third article 
treaty nineteenth September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-three, five hundred and fifty dollars. 


Umpquas and Calapootas, of Umpqua Valley, Ore- 
gon. 

For seventh of ten installments for the pay of 
a blacksmith, and furnishing shop, per sixth arti- 
cle treaty twenty-ninth November, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, one thousand five hundred 
dollars, ` 

For seventh of fifteen installments for the pay 
of a physician and purchase of medicines, per 
sixth article treaty twenty-ninth November, cigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, two thousand dol- 
lars. 

Yor seventh of ten installments for the pay of 
a farmer, per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth 
November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one 
thousand dollars. 

For seventh of twenty installments for the pay 


ofa teacher, and purchase of books and station- | 
ery, per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth Novem- | 
ber, eighteen. hundred and fifty-four, one thou- | 


sand four hundred and fifty dollars. 


Winnebagoes. 


For interest on one million one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, at five per centum, per fourth arti- 


cle treaty first November, eighteen hundred and : 


thirty-seven, fifty-five thousand dollars. 

For fifteenth of thirty installments of interest 
on eighty-five thousand dollars, at five per cen- 
tum, per fourth article treaty thirteenth October, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, four thousand 
two hundred and fifty dollars. 


Yancton Tribe of Sioux. 


For third of ten installments to be paid to them 


or expended for their benefit, commencing with 
the year in which they shall remove to and settle 
and reside upon their reservation, per fourth 


article treaty nineteenth April, eighteen hundred | 


and fifty-cight, sixty-five thousand dollars. 


Calapooias, Molalla, and Clackamas Indians, of 
Willamette Valley. 

For second of five installments of annuity for 
beneficial objects, per second article treaty twenty- 
second January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
eight thousand dollars. 


Poneas. 


For third of five installments to be paid to them | 


or expended for their benefit, commencing with 
the year in which they shall remove to and settle 
upon the tract reserved for their future homes, 


per second article treaty twelfth March, eighteen | 


hundred and fifty-eight, twelve thousand dol- 
lars. 


For third of ten installments for the establish- | 


mentand maintenance of one or more manual- 
labor schools, under the direction of the Presi- 


dent, per second article treaty twelfth March, | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, five thousand j 


dollars. 

For third of ten installments, or during the 
pleasure of the President, to be expended in fur- 
nishing said Indians with such aid and assist- 
ance in agricultural and mechanical pursuits, in- 
cluding the working of the mill provided for in 
the first part of this article, as the Secretary of the 
Interior may consider advantageous and neces- 
sary for them, per second article treaty twelfth 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-cight, seven 
thousand five hundred dollars. 


Dwamish and other Allied Tribes in Washington 
Territory. 

For second installment on one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, per sixth article treaty twenty-second Jan- 
uary, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, twelve 
thousand dollars. , 

For second of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishment and support of an agricultural and in- 
dustrial school, and to provide said school with 
a suitable instructor or instructors, per fourteenth 
article treaty twenty-second January, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, three thousand dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishment and support of a smith and carpenter’s 


shop, and to furnish them with the necessary: 


tools, per fourteenth article treaty twenty-second 
January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, five 
hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of a blacksmith, carpenter, fariner, and 
physician who shall furnish medicines for the 
sick, per fourteenth article treaty twenty-second 
January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, four 
thousand six hundred dollars. 


Makah Tribe. 


For second installment on thirty thousand dol- 
lars, under the direction of the President, per 
fifth article treaty thirty-first January, cighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, two thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of an agricultural and industrial school and 
for pay of teachers, per eleventh article treaty 
thirty-first January, cightecn hundred and fifty- 
five, two thousand five hundred dollars, 

For second of twenty installments for support 
of a smith and carpenter’s shop, and to provide 
the necessary tools therefor, per eleventh article 
treaty thirty-first January, cightcen hundred and 


| fifty-five; five hundred dollars. 


For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and 
physician who shall furnish medicines for the 
sick, per eleventh article treaty thirty-first Janu- 
ary, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, four thousand 
six handred dollars. 


Walla- Walla, Cayuse, and Umatilla Tribes. 


For second of five installments of fifty thousand 
dollars for the erection of buildings on the reserva- 
tions, fencing and opening farms, per third arti- 
cle treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For second of five installments of eight thousand 
dollars, under the direction of the President, per 
second article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, eight thousand dollars, 

. For second of twenty installments for the pur- 
chase of all necessary mill fixtures and mechan- 
ical tools, medicines, and hospital stores, books 
and stationery for schools, and furniture for the 
employés, per fourth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thousand 
doliars. 

For sccond of twenty installments for the pay 
and subsistence of one superintendent of farming 
operations, one farmer, two millers, one black- 
smith, one wagon and plow maker, one carpen- 


ter and joiner, one physician, and two teachers, | 


per fourth article treaty ninth June, cighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, eleven thousand two hundred 
dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the pa 
of each of the head chiefs of the Walla-Walla, 
Cayuse, and Umatilla bands, the sum of five hun- 
dred dollars per annum, per fifth article treaty 


ninth June, etghteen hundred and fifty-five, one. 


thousand five hundred dollars. 
For second of twenty installments for salary for 


| thesonof Pio-pio-mox-mox, per fifth article treaty 


ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one 


| hundred dollars. 


Yakima. 


For second of five installments for beneficial | 
objects, at the discretion of the President, per | 


fourth article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. i 

For the second of twenty installments for the 
support of two schools, one of which is to be an 
agricultural and industrial school; kecping in re- 


pair school buildings, and for providing suitable 
furniture, books and stationery, per fifth article 
treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
five hundred dollars, i 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of one superintendent of teaching and 
two teachers, per fifth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of one superintendent of farming and 
two farmers, two millers, two blacksmiths, one 
tinner, one. gunsmith, one carpenter, and one 
wagon and plow maker, per fifth article treaty 
ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, nine 
thousand four hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair saw and flouring mills, and for furnish- 
ing the necessary tools and fixtures, per fifth ar- 
ticle treaty ninth June, cightecn hundred and 
fifty-five, five hundred dollars. s 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair the hospital, and providing the necessary 
medicines and fixtures therefor, per fifth article 
treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
three hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the pay 
of a physician, per fifth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one thousand four 
hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair the buildings required for the various em- 
ployés, and for providing the necessary furniture 
therefor, per fifth article treaty ninth June, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, three hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the sal- 
ary of such person as the said confederated tribes 
and bands of Indians may select to be their head 
chief, per fifth article treaty ninth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, five hundred dollars. 


Nez Percé Indians. 


Yor sceond of five installments for beneficial 
objects, at the discretion of the President, per 
fourth article treaty eleventh June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of two schools, one of which to be an agri- 
cultural and industriat school; keeping in repair 
school buildings, and for providing suitable fur- 
niture, books, and stationery, per fifth article 
treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five; five hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of one superintendent of teaching and 
two teachers, per fifth article treaty cleventh June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair blacksmiths’, tinsmiths’, gunsmiths’, 
carpenters’, and wagon and plow makers’ shops, 
and for providing necessary tools therefor, per 
fifth article treaty eleventh June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, five hundred dollars, 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of one superintendent of farming, and 
two farmers, two millers, two blacksmiths, one 
tinner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, and one 
wagon and plow maker, per fifth article treaty 
eleventh June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
nive thousand four hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in ropalr saw and flouring mills, and for furnish- 
ing the necessary tools and fixtures therefor, per 
fifth article treaty eleventh June;eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, five hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair the hospital, and providing the neces- 
sary medicines, and. furniture therefor, per fifth 
article treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, three hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for pay of a 
physician, per fifth article treaty ekeventh June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty five, one thousand four 
hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair the buildings for the various employés, 
and for providing the necessary furniture there- 
for, per fifth article treaty eleventh June, cighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, three hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the sal- 
ary of such person as the tribe may select to be 
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their head chief, per fifth article treaty eleventh 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, five hun- 
dred dollars. 


Flatheads and other Confederated Tribes. 


For second installment on one hundred and 
twenty thousand dollars for beneficial objects, at 
the discretion of the President, per fourth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, six thousand dollars. : 5 

‘For second of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of an agricultural and industria] school, keep- 
ing in repair the buildings, and providing suitable 
furniture, books, and stationery, per fifth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, three hundred, dollars. : 

For second of twenty installments for provid- 
ing suitable instructors therefor, per fifth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eightcen hundred and fifty- 
five, one thousand cight hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair blacksmiths’, tin and gunsmiths’, car- 
penters’, and wagonand plow makers’ shops, and 
providing the necessary tools therefor, per fifth 
article treaty sixteenth July, cightcen hundred 
and fifty-five, five hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of two farmers, two millers, one black- 
smith, one tinner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, 
and one wagon and plow maker, per fifth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, seven thousand four hundred dollars, 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair saw and flouring mills, and for furnish- 
ing the necessary tools and fixtures therefor, per 
fifth article treaty sixteenth July, cighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, five hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair the hospital, and providing the. neces- 
sary medicines and furniture therefor, per fifth 
article treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, three hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for pay of a 
physician, per fifth article treaty sixteenth July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one thousand four 
hundred doilars. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping 
in repair the buildings required for the various 
employés, and furnishing necessary furniture 
therefor, per fifth article treaty sixtcenth July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three hundred 
dollars. . 

For second of twenty installments for the pay 
ofeach of the head chiefs of the Flathead, Koo- 
tenay, and Upper Pend d'Oreilles tribes, per fifth 
article treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, fifteen hundred dollars. 


Confederated Tribes and Bands of Indians in Mid- 
dle Oregon. 

For second of five installments of eight thou- 
sand dollars for beneficial objects, at the discre- 
tion of the President, per second article treaty 
twenty-fifth June, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
eight thousand dollars. 

For secord of fiftecn installments for pay and 
subsistence of one farmer, one blacksmith, and 
one wagon and plow maker, per fourth article 
treaty twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for pay and 
subsisicnce of one physician, one sawyer, one 
miller, one superintendent of farming operations, 
and one school-teacher, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
five thousand six hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for payment 
of salary to the head chief of said confederated 
bands, per fourth article treaty twenty-fifth June, | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, five hundred dol- 
lars. 


Molel Indians. 

For second of ten installments for keeping in 
repair saw and flouring mills, and for the pay of 
necessary employés, the benefits of which to be 
shared alike by all the confederated bands, per | 
second article treaty twenty-first December, eigh- ! 


teen hundred and fifty-five, one thousand five j 


hundred dollars. a ; a 
For second of five installments (in addition to | 


with the Umpquas and Calapooias of Umpqua 
valley) for furnishing iron and steel and other 
materials for the smith and tin shops provided for 
in said treaty, and for the pay of the necessary 
mechanics, per second article treaty twenty-first 
December, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one 
thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For second of ten installments for the pay ofa 
carpenter and joiner to aid.in erecting buildings 
and making furniture for said Indians, and to fur- 
nish tools insaid service, per second article treaty 
twenty-first December, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, two thousand dollars. . 

For pay of teachers to manual-labor school, for 
all necessary materials therefor, and for the sub- 
sistence of the pupils, per sccond article treaty 
twenty-first December, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, three thousand dollars. 

For second of five installments for the pay of 
an additional farmer, per second article treaty 
twenty-first December, eighteen hundredand fifty- 
five, eight hundred dollars. 


Qui-nai-elt and Quil-leh-ute Indians. 


Forsecond installment on twenty-five thousand 
dollars for beneficial objects, under the direction 
of the President, per fourth article treaty first 
July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, two thou- 
sand dollars, 

For second of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of an agricultural and industrial school, and 
for pay of suitable instructors, per tenth article 
treaty first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For sccond of twenty installments for support 
of smith and carpenter shop, and to provide the 
necessary tools therefor, per tenth article treaty 
first July, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, five 
hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of a blacksmith, carpenter, and farmer, 
and a physician who shall furnish medicine for 
the sick, per tenth article treaty first July, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, four thousand six 
hundred dollars. 

S’ Klallams 


For second installment on sixty thousand dol- 
lars, under the direction of the President, per fifth 


articletreaty twenty-sixth January, eighteen hun- j 


dred and fifty-five, five thousand dollars. 


For second of twenty installments for the sup- | 


port of an agricultural and industrial school, and 
for pay of suitable teachers, per eleventh article 
treaty twenty-sixth January, eighteen bundred 
and fifty-five, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment ofa blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, and 
a physician who shall furnish medicines for the 
sick, per eleventh article treaty twenty-sixth Jan- 
uary, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, four thou- 
sand six hundred dollars. 

Indian Service in New Mexico. 


t 
For the general incidental expenses of the In- 


dian service in New Mexico, presents of goods, 
agricultural implements, and other useful articles, 


| and to assist them to locate in permanent abodes, 
| and sustain themselves by the pursuit of civilized 
life, to be expended under the dircetion of the | 


Secretary of the Interior, fifty thousand dollars. 


Indian Service in the District of Country leased from 
the Choctaws. 

For the Indians lately residing in Texas: 

For the expenses of colonizing, supporting, and 
furnishing agricultural implements and stock; pay 
of necessary employés; purchase of clothing, 
medicine, iron, and steel; establishment and main- 
tenance of schools, and building houses for the 
Indians lately residing in Texas, in licu of those 


! abandoned in that State, to be expended under the 


direction of the Secretary of the Interior, twenty- 
two thousand eight hundred and twenty-five dol- 
Jars. 
For the. Wichitas and other affiliated bands: 
For the expenses of colonizing, supporting, and 


farnisbing said bands with agricultural. imple- | 


menis and stock, pay of necessary employés, pur- 
chase of clothing, medicines, iron and steel, estab- 
lishmentand maintenance of schools, and building 
agency houses, to be expended under the direc- 


the installments specified in the treaty of twenty- i tion of the Secretary of the Interior, thirty-seven 


ninth November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 


thousand eight hundred dollars. 


| lars. 


Indians, 


N Indian Service in California. 

For the general incidental expenses of the In- 
dian service in California, including traveling ex- 
penses of the superintending agents, seven thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. i pi 

For defraying the expenses of theremoval.and 
subsistence of Indians in California tọ reservar : 
tions in that State, twenty-five thousand. dollars. 


Miscellaneous. 


For insurance, transportation, and_necessary 
expenses of the delivery of Pawnee, Ponca, and 
Yancton Sioux annuity, goods, and. provisions, 
ten thousand dollars. 8 . : 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary 
expenses of the delivery of annuities abd provis- 
ions to the Indian tribes in Minnesota and Mich- 
igan, twenty thousand three hundred. and fifty 
dollars and sixty-two cents. - 

For expenses of transportation and delivery of 
annuity goods to the Blackfeet Indians for the 
year, seventeen thousand dollars. 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary 
expenses of the delivery of annuities and provis- 
ions to the Chippewas of Lake Superior, five 
thousand seven hundred and sixty-two dollars 
and sixty-three cents. 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary 
expenses of the delivery of annuities and provis- 
ions to the Chippewas of the Mississippi, three ` 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-six dollars 
and seventy-five cents. : 

For the compensation of five extra clerks cm- 
ployed in the Indian office under the act of fifth 
August, cightcen hundred and fifty-four, and third 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, and under 
appropriations made’ from year to year, seven 
thousand dollars. : 

For compensation of one clerk in the Indian 
office, to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
carry out the regulations prescribed to give effect 
to the seventh section of the act of March third, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, granting bounty 
lands to Indians, fourteen hundred dollars. 

For compensation of two extra clerks in the 
Indian office, employed to carry out the treaty 
with the Chickasaws in the adjustment.of their 
claims, two thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For expenses attending the vaccination of In- 
dians, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For survey of the Ponca Reserve, two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For compensation of five supervisors for the 
reservations in California, to instruct the Indians 
in husbandry, at one thousand cight hundred 
dollars cach, per act nineteenth June, eighteen 
hundred and sixty, making nine thousand dol- 


For compensation of twenty laborers, to aid 
cach of the surpervisors, (which compensation 
not to exceed fifty dollars per month,) per act 
nineteenth June, eighteen hundred and sixty, 
twelve thousand dollars. 

For defraying the expenses of the removal and 
subsistence of Indians in Oregon and Washing- 
ton Territory, (not partics to any treaty,) and 
for pay of necessary employés, fifty thousand 
dollars. 

For the general incidental. expenses of the In- 
dian service in Oregon and Washington Terri- 
tory, including insurance and transportation of 
annuities, goods and presents, (where no special 
provision therefor is made by treaties,) and office 
and traveling expenses of the superintendent, 
agents, and sub-agents, thirty-five thousand dol- 
lars. . 

For payment to the Sisseeton and Wah-pa-ton 
bands of the Dakotahk or Sioux Indians, for their 
reservation on the Minnesota river, in the State 
of Minnesota, containing five hundred and sixty- 
nine thousand six hundred acres, at thirty cents 


| per acre, one hundred and seventy thousand eight 


hundred and eighty dollars: Provided, That the 
said sum may be paid, at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in bonds of the United 
States authorized by law at the present session of 
Congress. 

For payment to the Med-a-wa-kan-ton and 
Wah-pa-koo-ta bands of the Dakota or Sioux 
for their reservation on the Minnesota 
State of Minnesota, containing three 


river, in the } 
at thirty 


hundred and twenty thousand acres, 
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cents per acre, ninty-six thousand dollars: Pro- 
vided, ‘That the said sum may be paid, at the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, in bonds 
of the United States authorized by law at the 
present session of Congress, : 

For general incidental expenses of the Indians 
in the Territory of Utah on reservations therein 
remote from-emigrant routes, purchase of agri- 
cultural implements and stock cattle, and for the 
erection of houses, &c., including the necessary 
traveling expenses of the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, agents, clerk hire, &c., forty-five 
thousand dollars. p 

For salary of one superintending agent for the 
northern. district of the Indian service in Cali- 
fornia from twenty-cighth of June, eighteen hun- 
dred dnd sixty, when he entered on his duties, to 
the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
one, per act of nineteenth of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty, at three thousand six hundred 
dollars per annum, three thousand six hundred 
and twenty-nine dollars and sixty-seven cents. 

For salary of one superintending agent for the 
southern district of the Indian service in Califor- 
nia, from nineteenth September, sighteen hundred 
and sixty, when he entered on his duties, to thir- 
tieth June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, at 
three thousand six hundred dollars per annum, 
per act of nineteenth June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty, two thousand five hundred and twelve dol- 
lars and cight cents. 

For salaries of five supervisors to the Indian 
reservations in California to instruct the Indians 
in husbandry, at cighteen hundred dollars per 
annum each, for the half year ending thirtieth 
June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, per act of 
nineteenth June, eighteen hundred and sixty, four 
thousand five hundred dollars. i 

For compensation to twenty laborers for the 
five reservations in California, at fifty dollars per 
month, for the half year ending thirtieth June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-one, per act nine- 
teenth June, eighteen hundred and sixty, six thou- 
sand dollars, 

“For salary for an additional agent for the Indian 
service in New Mexico, from twenty-second Au- | 
gust, cighteen hundred and sixty, when he exe- 
cuted his official bond, to thirtioth June, cightecn | 
hundred aud sixty-one, per act of twenty-fifth | 
June, cighteen hundred and sixty, at fifteen hun- 
dred dollars per annum, twelve hundred and 
eighty-nine dollars and ninety cents. | 

Bor salary for an agent to the Ponca Indians, | 
from the twenty-first August, cighteen hundred į 
and sixty, when he executed his official bond, to 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, 
at. fifteen hundred dollars per annum, per act | 
twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred and sixty, 
twelve hundred and ninety-six dollars and nine- | 
teen cents. 

For salary for an agent to the Pawnees, from 
eighteenth October, cighteen hundred and sixty, 
when he executed his official bond, to thirtieth 
June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, at fifteen 
hundred dollars per annum, per act of twenty-fifth 
June, eighteen hundred and sixty, one thousand 
and fifty-five dollars and seventy cents. 

Por salary for an agent to the Yancton Sioux, 
for the fiscal year ending the thirtieth June, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixty-one, per fifteenth article | 
of treaty of ninetcenth April, eighteen hundred | 
and fifty-cight, one thousand five hundred dol- | 
lars. | 

For payment for such permanent improvements į 
as may have been made by claimants to land on | 
the reserve named in the second article of treaty ; 
of tenth September, cighteen hundred and fifty- i 
three, with the Rogue River Indians, per second 
and third articles of said treaty, two thousand 
dollars. 

For arrears of interest due first January, eigh- | 
teen hundred and sixty-one, on seventy thousand | 
dollars, five per centum bonds of the State of In- 
diana, seven thousand dollars. i 

For cxpenses attending the negotiation of the i 
treaties of nineteenth June, eighteen hundred and | 
fifty-eight, with the lower and upper Sioux Hn- | 
dians, per tenth articles of said treaties, fifteen | 
thousand eight hundred and sixty-five dollars and | 
seventy-six cents, or so much thereof as may be t 

i 
i 


necessary for the expenses actually incurred. 
For payment to the Choctaw nation or tribe of 


Indians, on account of their claim under the elev- 
enth and twelfth articles of the treaty with said 
nation or tribe made the twenty-second of June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, the sum of five 
hundred thousand dollars; two hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars of which sum shall be paid in 
money; and for the residue, the Secretary of the ! 
Treasury shall cause to be issued to the proper 
authorities of the nation or tribe, on their requi- 
sition, bonds of the United States, authorized by 
law at the present session of Congress: Provided, 
That in the future adjustment of the claim of the 
Choctaws, under the treaty aforcsaid, the said 
sum shall be charged against the said Indians. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sal- 
ary of the agent for the Wichitas and other En- 
dians in the country leased by the Choctaws to 
the United States, shall be fifteen hundred dollars 
per annum from and after the first day of July, 
eighteen hundred and sixty. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That for the 
relief of destitute Indians, and with the view of 
preventing suffering and starvation among the 
Indian tribeseavho have failed in raising crops 
from the drought of last summer, there be appro- 
priated the sum of fifty thousand dollars, and 
provided that the amount shall be expended, if 
necessary, within the present fiscal year. 

Approvep, March 2, 1861 


Cuar. LXXXVI.—An Act to provide a tempo- 
rary Government for the Territory of Dakota, 
and to create the Office of Surveyor General 
therein. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all that part of the territory of the 
United States included within the following limits, 
namely: commencing at a point in the main chan- 
nel of the Red River of the North, where the 
forty-ninth degree of north latitude crosses the 
same; thence up the main channel of the same, 
and along the boundary of the State of Minnesota, 
to Big Stone Lake; thence along the boundary line ; 
of the said State of Minnesota to the Iowa line; 
thence along the boundary line of the State of 
Iowa to the point of intersection between the Big | 
Sioux and Missouri rivers; thence up the Mis- 
souri, and along the boundary line of the Terri- | 
tory of Nebraska, to the mouth of the Niobrara | 
or Running Water river; thence following up the 
game, in the middie of the main channel thereof, 
to the mouth of the Keha Paha or Turtle Fill 
river; thence up said river to the forty-third par- 
allel of north latitude; thence due west to the 
present boundary of the Territory of Washington; | 
thence along the boundary line of Washington | 
Territory, to the forty-ninth degree of north lati- 
tude; thence cast, along said forty-ninth degree 
of north latitude, to the place of beginning, be, 
and the same is hereby, organized into a tempo- 
rary government, by the name of the Territory of 
Dakota: Provided, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed to impair the rights of | 
person or property now pertaining to the Indians | 
in said Territory, so long as such rights shall 
remain wnextinguished by treaty between the 
United States and such Indians, or to include any 
territory which, by treaty with any Indian tribe, 
is not, without the consent of said tribe, to be in- 
cluded within the territorial limits or jurisdiction 
of any State or Territory; but all such territory 
shall be excepted out of the boundaries and con- 
stitute no part of the Territory of Dakota, until 
said tribe shall signify their assent to the Presi- 
dent of the United States to be included within 
the said Territory, or fo affect the authority of 
the Government of the United States to make 
any regulations respecting such Indians, their 
lands, property, or other rights, by treaty, law, | 
or otherwise, which it would have been compe- ; 
tent for the Government to make if this act had 
never passed: Provided further, That nothing in 
this act contained shall be construed to inhibit 
the Government of the United States from divid- | 

| 
i 


| 
i 
i 


ing said Territory into two or more Territories, | 
in such manner and at such times as Congress 
shall deem convenient and proper, or from attach-" 
ing any portion thereof to any other Territory or | 
State. i 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the ex- : 


ecutive power and authority in and over said Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, shall be vested in a governor, 
who shall hold his office for four years, and until 
his successor shall be appointed and qualified, 
unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States. The governor shall reside within 
said Territory, shall be commander-in-chief’ of 
the militia thereof, shall perform the duties and 
receive the emoluments of superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, and shall approve all laws passed by 
the Legislative Assembly before they shall take 
effect; he may grant pardons for offenses against 
the laws of said Territory, and reprieves for of- 
fenses against the laws of the United States until 
the decision of the President can be made known 
thereon; he shall commission all officers who 
shall be appointed to office under the laws of said 
Territory, and shall take care that the laws, be 
faithfully executed. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be a secretary of said Territory, who shall 
reside therein, and hold his office for four years, 
unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States; he shall record and preserve all the 
laws and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly 
hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and pro- 
ceedings of the governor in his executive depart- 
ment; he shall transmit one copy of the laws and 
one copy of the executive proceedings, on or be- 
fore the first day of December in each year, to the 
President of the United States, and, at the same 
time, two copies of the laws to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the President of 
the Senate, for the use of Congress; and in case 
of the death, removal, or resignation, or other 
necessary absence of the governor from the Ter- 
ritory, the secretary shall have, and he is hereby 
authorized and required, to execute and perform 
all the powers and duties of the governor during 
such vacancy or necessary absence, or until an- 
other governor shall be duly appointed to fill such 
vacancy. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power and authority of said Territory shall 
be vested in the governor and a Legislative As- 


| sembly. The Legislative Assembly shall consist 


of acouncil and house of representatives. The 
council shall consist of nine members, which may 
be increased to thirteen, having the qualifications 
of voters as hereinafter prescribed, whose term of 
service shall continue two years. The house of 
representatives shall consist of thirteen members, 
which may be increased to twenty-six, possess- 
ing the same qualifications as prescribed for mem- 
bers of the council, and whose term of service shall 
continue one year. An apportionment shall be 
made, as nearly equal as practicable, among the 
several counties or districts for the election of the 
council and house of representatives, giving to 
cach section of the Territory representation in the 
ratio of its population (Indiansexcepted) as nearly 
as may be; and the members of the council and 
of the house of representatives shall reside in, and 
be the inhabitants of, the district for which they 
may be elected, respectively. Previous to the first 
election, the governor shall cause a census orenu- 
meratiou of the inhabitants of the several counties 
and districts of the Territory to be taken; and the 


| firstelection shall be held atsuch time and places, 


and be conducted in such manner, as the governor 
shall appointand direct; and he shall, at the same 
time, declare the number of the members of the 
council and house of representatives to which each 
of the counties or districts shall be entitled under 
this act. The number of persons authorized to 
be elected, having the highest number of votes in 
each of said council districts, for members of the 
council, shall be declared by the governor to be 
duly elected to the council; and the person or per- 
sons authorized to be elected having the greatest 
number of votes for the house of representatives, 
equal to the number to which each county or 
district shall he entitled, shall be declared by the 
governorto be elected members of the house of 
representatives: Provided, That in case of a tie 
between two or more persons voted for, the gov- 
ernor shall order a new election, to supply the 
vacancy made by such tie. And the persons thus 
elected to the Legislative Assembly shall meet at 
such place and on such day as the governor shall 
appoint; but thereafter, the time, place, and man- 
ner of holding and conducting all elections by the 
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people, and the apportioning the representation 
in the several counties or districts to the council 
and house of representatives, according to the 
population, shall be prescribed by law, as well as 
the day of the commencement of the regular ses- 
sionsof the Legislative Assembly: Provided, That 
no one session shall exceed the term of forty days, 
except the first, which may be extended to sixty 
days, but no longer, 

Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That every 
free white male inhabitant of the United States 
above the age of twenty-one years, who shall 
have been a resident of said Territory atthe time 
of the passage of this act, shall be entitled to vote 
at the first election, and shall be eligible to any 
office within the said Territory; but the qualifica- 
tions of voters and of holding office at all subse- 
quent elections shall be such as shall be prescribed 
by the Legislative Assembly: Provided, That the 
right of suffrage and of holding office shall be ex- 
ercised only by citizens of the United States and 
those who shall have declared on oath their inten- 
tion to become such, and shall have taken an oath 
to support the Constitution of the United States. 

Sec. 6. And beit further enacted, That the legis- 
lative power of the Territory shall extend to all 
rightful subjects of legislation consisteht with the 
Constitution of the United States and the provis- 
ions of this act; but no law shall be passed inter- 
fering with the primary disposal of the soil; no 
tax shall be imposed upon the property of the 
United States; nor shall the lands or other prop- 
erty of non-residents be taxed higher than the 
lands or other property of residents; norshallany 
law be passed impairing the rights of private prop- 
erty; nor shall any discrimination be made in 
taxing different kinds of property; but all prop- 
erty subject to taxation shall be in proportion to 
the value of the property taxed. 

Sec. 7. And beit further enacted, Thatall town- 
ship, district, and county officers, not herein other- 
wise provided for, shall be appointed or elected, 
as the case may be, in such manner as shall be 
provided by the governor and Legislative Assem- 

ly of the Territory. The governor shall nom- 
inate and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the legislative council, appoint all officers not 
herein otherwise provided for; and, in the first 
instance, the governor alone may appoint all said 
officers, who shall hold their offices until the end 
of the first session of the Legislative Assembly, 
and shall lay off the necessary districts for mem- 
bers of the council and house of representatives, 
and all other officers. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no mem- 
ber of the Legislative Assembly shall hold or be 
appointed to any office which shall have been 
created, or the salary or emoluments of which 
shall have been increased, while he was a mem- 
ber, during the term for which he was elected, and 
for one year after the expiration of such term; 
and no person holding a commission or appoint- 
ment under the United States, except postmas- 
ters, shall bea member of the Legislative Assem- 
bly, orshall hold any office under the government 
of said Territory. ; 

Suc. 9. And be it further enacted, That the judi- 
cial power of said Territory shall be vested in a 
supreme court, district courts, probate courts, and 
in justices of the peace. The supreme court shall 
consist of a chief justice and two associate jus- 
tices, any two of whom shall constitute a quorum, 
and who shall hold a term at the seat of govern- 
ment of said Territory annually, and they shall 
hold their offices during the period of four years. 
The said Territory shall be divided into three 
judicial districts, and a district court shall be held 
in each of said districts by one of the justices of 
the supreme court, at such timeand place as may 
be prescribed by law; and the said judges shall, 
after their appointments, respectively, reside in 
the districts which shall be assigned them. The 
jurisdiction of the several courts herein provided 
for, both appellate and original, and that of the 
probate courts and of the justices of the peace, 
shall be as limited by law: Provided, That jus- 
tices of the peace shall not have jurisdiction of 
any matter in controversy when the title or bound- 
aries of land may be in dispute, or where the debt 
or sum claimed shallexceed one hundred dollars; 
and the said supreme and district courts, respect- 
ively, shall possess chancery as well as common 


judges thereof, shall and may grant writs of 


| ation before the said governor or secretary, or 
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law jurisdiction, and authority for redress of all- 
wrongs committed against the Constitution or 
laws of the United States, or of the Territory, 
affecting persons or property. Each district court, 
or the judge thereof, shall appoint its clerk, who 
shall also be the register in chancery, and shall 
keep his office at the place where the court may 
be held. “Writs of error, bills of exception, and 
appeals, shall be allowed in all cases from the 
final decisions of said districtcourtsto the supreme 
court, under such regulationsas may be prescribed 
by law; but in no case removed to the supreme 
court shall trial by jury be allowed in said court. 
The supreme court, or the justices thereof, shall 
oppoint its own clerk, and every clerk shall hold 
his office at the pleasure of the court for which 
he shall have been appointed. Writs of error and 
appeals from the final decisions of said supreme 
court shall be allowed, and may be taken to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the same 
manner and under the same regulations as from 
the circuit courts of the United States, where the 
value of the property, or the amount in contro- 
versy, to be ascertained by the oath or affirma- 
tion of either party, or other competent witness, 
shall exceed one thousand dollars; and each of 
the said district courts shall have and exercise 
the same jurisdiction, in all cases arising under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States, 
as is vested in the circuit and district courts of the 
United States; and the said supreme and district 
courts of the said Territory, and the respective 


habeas corpus in all cases in which the same are 
grantable by the judges of the United States in 
the District of Columbia; and the first six days 
of every term of said courts, or so much thereof 
as shall be necessary, shall be appropriated to the 
trial of causes arising under the said Constitution 
and laws; and writs of error and appeals in all 
such cases shall be made to the supreme court of 
said Territory the samc as in other.cases. The 
said clerk shall recvive,in all such cases, the same | 
fees which the clerks of the district courts of Ne- 
braska Territory now receive for similar services. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, ‘That there | 
shall be appointed an attorney for said Territory, 
who shall continue in office for four years, unless 
sooner removed by the President, and who shall 
receive the same fees and salary as the attorney | 


of the United States for the present Territory of | 
| y ory 


Nebraska. There shall also be a marshal for the 
Territory appointed, who shall hold his office for 
four years, unless sooner removed by the Presi- 
dent, and who shall execute all processes issuing 
from the said courts when exercising their juris- 
dietion as circuit and district courts of the United 
States; he shall perform the duties, be subject to 
the same regulations and penalties, and be enti- | 
tled to the same fees as the marshal of the district 
court of the United States for the present Terri- | 
tory of Nebraska, and shall, in addition, be paid | 
two hundred dollars annually as a compensation | 
for extra services. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the gov- 
ernor, secretary, chief justice and associate jus- 
tices, attorney, and marshal, shall be nominated 
and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appointed by the President of the United 
States. The governor and secretary to be ap- 
pointed as aforesaid shall, before they actas such, 
respectively take an oath or affirmation before the 
district judge, or some justice of the peace in the 
limits of said Territory duly authorized to admin- 
ister oaths and affirmations by the laws now in | 
force therein, or before the Chief Justice or some 
associate justice of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, to support the Constitution of the | 
United States and faithfully to discharge the du- | 
ties of their respective offices; which said oaths, | 
when so taken, shall be certified by the person | 
by whom the same shall have been taken; and 
such certificates shall be received and recorded by 
the secretary among the executive proceedings; | 
and the chief justice and associate justices, and 
all other civil officers in said Territory, before 
they act as such, shall take a like oath or affirm- 


some judge or justice of the peace of the Territory | 
who may be duly commissioned and qualified, 
which said oath or affirmation shall be certified 
and transmitted by the person taking the same to 


the secretary, to be by him recorded as aforesaid; 
and afterwards the like oath or affirmation Shall: 
be taken, certified, and recorded. in such: manner 
and form as may be prescribed by law. ‘The 
governor shall receive.an annual salary. of fifteen: 
hundred- dollars as. governor, and:one:thousand 
dollars: as: superintendent of Indian affairs; the.. 
chief justice and associate justices shall each te+ 

ceive an annual salary of. eighteen hundred dol 
lars; the secretary shall receive an annual salary: 
of eighteen-hundred dollars. The'said salaries 
shall be paid quarter-yearly at the Treasury. of 
the United States, The members of. the Legis- 
lative Assembly shall be entitled to receive three 
dollars each per day during their attendante.at the: 
session thereof, and three dollars for every twenty: - 
miles’ travel in going toand returning trom the 
said sessions, estimated according to the nearest 
usually traveled route. There shall-be appropri» 
ated annually the sum of one thousand dollars, to 
be expended by the governor to defray the con- 
tingent expenses of the Territory. -There shall 
also be appropriated annually a sufficient sum ,to 


| be expended by the sceretary of the Territory, 


and upon an estimate to be made by the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury of the United States, to defray the 
expenses of the Legislative Assembly, the print- 
ing of the laws, and other incidental expenses; 
and the secretary of the Territory shall annually 
account to the Secretary of the Treasury of ‘the 
United States for the manner in which the afore-. 
said sum shall have been expended. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the.Le- 
gislative Assembly of the Territory of Dakota 
shall hold its first session at such time and place 
in said Territory as the governor thereof shall 
appoint and direct; and at said first session, or 
as soon thereafter as they shall deem expedient, 
the governor and Legislative Assembly shall pro- 
ceed to locate and establish the seat of govem- 
ment for said Territory at such place as they may 
deem cligible; which place, however, shall there 
after be subject to be changed by the said governor 
and Legislative Assembly. : 
` Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That a Del- 
egate to the House of Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States, to serve during each Congress of the 
United States; may be elected by the voters qual- 
ified to elect members of the Legislative Assem- 
bly, who shall be entitled to the same rights and 
privileges as are exercised and enjoyed by the 
Delegates from the several other Territories of 
the United States to the said House of Represent- 
atives. The first election shall be held at such 
time and places, and be conducted in such man~ 
ner, as the governor shall appoint and direct; and 
at all subsequent elections, the times, places, and 
manner of holding elections shall be prescribed 
by law. The person having the greatest number 
of votes shall be declared by the.governor to be 
duly elected, and a certificate thereofshall begiven 
accordingly. 

Src. 14. And be it further enacted, That when 
the land in said Territory shalt be surveyed, un- 
der the direction of the Government of the United 


| States, preparatory to bringing the same into mar- 


ket, sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six in 
each township in said Territory shall be, and the 
game are hereby, reserved for the purpose of being 
applied to schools in the States hereafter to be 
erected out of the same. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That tempo- 
rarily, and until otherwise provided by law, the 
governor of said Territory may define the judicial 
districts of said Territory and assign the judges 
who may be appointed for -said Territory to the 
several districts, and also appoint the times and 
places for holding courts in the several counties 
or subdivisions in each of said judicial districts 
by proclamation to be issued by him; but the 
Legislative Assembly, at their first or any subse- 
quent session, may organize, alter or modify such 
judicial districts, and assign the judges, and alter 
the times and places of holding the courts, as to 
them shall seem proper and conveniente 

Suc. 16. And be it further enacted, That the Con- 
stitution and all laws of the United States, which 
are not locally inapplicable shall have the same 
force and effect within the said Territory of Da- 
kota as elsewhere within the United States. 

Src. 17. And beit further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident of the United States, by and with the advice 
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and ‘consent of the Senate, shall be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to appoint asurveyor-general 
for Dakota, who: shall locate his office at such 
place as the Secretary of the Interior shall from 
time to time direct, and whose duties, powers, 
obligations, responsibilities, compensation, and 
allowances for clerk hire, office rent, fuel, and in- 
cidental expenses, shall be the same as those of 
the surveyor-general of Nebraska and Kansas, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and such instructions as he may from time 
to time deem it advisable to give him. . 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of the public lands of the United States in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, west of its eastern boundary and 
east and north of the Niobrara, or Running Wa- | 
ter river, be formed into a land district, to be called | 
the Yancton district, at such time as the Presi- 
dent may direct, the land office for which shall be 
located. at such point as the President may direct, 
and shall be removed from time to time to other | 

oints within said district whenever, in his opin- 
ion, it may be expedient. f 

Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
a register and receiver for said district; who shall 
respectively be required to reside at the site of 
said office, and who shall have the same powers, 
perform. the same duties, and be entitled to the 
same compensation, as are or may be prescribed 
by law in relation to other land offices of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the river 
in said Territory heretofore known as the River 
aux Jacques, or James river, shall hereafter be 
called the Dakota river. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That, until 
Congress shall otherwise direct, that portion of 
the Territories of Utah and Washington between 
the forty-first and forty-third degrees of north lat- 
itude, and east of the thirty-third meridian of lon- 

itude west from Washington, shall be, and is 
hereby, incorporated into and made a part of the 
Territory of Nebraska. 
Aprrovenp, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LKXXVIL—An Act to amend an Act 
approved February fifth, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-nine, entitled «An Act pro- 
viding for keeping and distributing all Public 
Documents, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That in all cases where the number of 
copies of any document is insufficient to supply 
one institution therewith, upon the designation of 


each member of the Senate and House of Repre- | 


sentatives, as required by existing law, the same 
may be distributed by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to such incorporated colleges, public libra- 
ries, atheneums, literary and scientific institutions, 
boards of trade, or public associations, as he may 
select 

Suc.'2. And be it further enacted, That the doc- 
uments of the second session of the Thirty-fifth 


Congress shall be sent to the same institutions | 


which were designated to receive those of the first 
session thereof; and in all cases hereafter the se- 
lection of an institution to receive the documents 
ordered to be published or procured at the first 
session of any Congress shall control the docu- 
ments of the entire Congress, unless another des- 
ignation be made before any distribution has taken 
place under the selection first made: Provided, 
however, That where the same work is printed by 
order both of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, the duplicates may be sent to different 
institutions, if so desired, by the member whose 
right it is to direct the distribution: 4ad provided 
further, That in future the public documents to be 
distributed by the Secretary of the Interior, shall | 
be sent to the institutions already designated, un- 
less he shall be satisfied that any such institution 
is no longer a suitable depository of the same. 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That one set 
of the works of John Adams, and four sets of the 
Atetican State Papers, volumes four and five, 
shall be distributed to the institutions described 
by law, on the designation of the members of the | 


Senate and House of Representatives of the pres- 


2 ae 


ent Congress, which designation shall also control 
the distribution of an equal number of each of the 
volumes thereof yet to be published. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That instead 


of five hundred copies of the Biennial Register, or || 


Blue Book, now ordered to be published, which 
shall hereafter be compiled under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, there shall in future 
be published seven hundred and fifty copies. 
Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That in lieu 
of the number of copies of the pamphlet laws 
directed by the act of twentieth April, eighteen 


|| hundred and eighteen, to be delivered to the offi- 


cers of the Executive Departments, there shall 


| hereafter be delivered to the head of each depart- 


ment, including the Attorney General, for the use 
of those officers, a number equal to the number of 
copies which they are or may be entitled to receive 
of the Statutes at Large, published by Little and 
Brown, under the provisions of the act of eighth 
August, eighteen hundred and forty-six. 

Sec. 6. And beit further enacted, That one copy 
of the Decisions of the Supreme Court, published 
by authority of the act of twenty-ninth August, 
eighteen hundred and forty-two, sball be depos- 
ited in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and one copy sent to each of the judges and to the 
solicitor of the Court of Claims, the judges of the 
criminal and orphans’ courts for the District of 
Columbia, the Commissioner of Customs, the 
Commissioner of Patents, and to the heads of such 
other Executive offices of equal grade as have been 
established since the passage of the law distrib- 


uting said decisions, and to such as may hereafter | 


be provided for, each of whom shall likewise be 
entitled to receive one copy of the Statutes at 
Large. 

Sec.7. Andbeit further enacted, Thatfifty copies 
of the American State Papers now in course of 
publication, as authorized by act of twelfth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, shall be depos- 
ited and kept in the library of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, twenty copios in the library of the 
Senate, two copies in the congressional library, 
one copy in the library of the President, one copy 
in the State and territorial library of each State 
and Territory, and ten copies in each of the ex- 
ecutive departments, for the use of the officers 
connected therewith, 

Sec.8. And beit further enacted, That the num- 
ber of pamphict laws directed to be placed in the 
library of Congress by the act of twentieth of 
April, eighteen hundred and eighteen, and of the 
Statutes at Large, published by Little and Brown, 
directed to be placed in the said library by the act 
ofeighth August, eighteen hundred and forty-six, 
shall be distributed by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, agreeably to the provisions of the eleventh 
section of the act of fifth February, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-nine, excepting twelve copies to be 
sent to the library of Congress for the use of the 
Supreme Court during its sessions; and two copies 
for use in said library. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions 
hereof are hereby repealed. 

Aprroven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. LX XXVIII.—An Act in addition to An 
Act to promote the progress of the Useful 
Arts.” Í 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Commissioner of Patents may 
establish rules for taking affidavits and depositions 
required in cases pending in the Patent Office, and 
such affidavits and depositions may be taken be- 
fore any justice of the peace, or other officer author- 
ized by law to take depositions to be used in the 
courts of the United States, or in the State courts 
of any State where such officer shall reside; and 
in any contested case pending in the Patent Office 
it shall be lawful for the clerk of any court of the 
United States for any district or Territory, and 
he is hereby required, upon the application of any 
party to such contested case, or the agent or at- 
torney of such’ party, to issue subpenas for any 
witnesses residing or being within the said district 
or Territory, commanding such witnesses to ap- 
pear and testify before any justice of the peace, or 
other officer, as aforesaid, residing within the said 


district or Territory, at any time and place in the 


| subpena to be stated; and if any witness, after 


being duly served with such subpena, shall re- 
fuse or neglect to appear, or, after appearing, shall 
refuse to testify, (not being privileged from givin 
testimony,) such refusal or neglect being prove 
to the satisfaction of any judge of the court whose 
clerk shall have issued such subpena, said judge 
may thereupon proceed to enforce obedience to 
the process, or to punish the disobedience in like 
manner as any court of the United States may do 
in case of disobedience to process of subpena ad 
testificandum issued by such court; and witnesses 
in such cases shall be allowed the same compen- 
sation as is allowed to witnesses attending the 
courts of the United States: Provided, That no 
witnesses shall be required to attend at any place 
more than forty miles from the place where the 
subpena shall be served upon him to give a dep- 
osition under this law: Provided, also, That no 
witness shall be deemed guilty of contempt for 
refusing to disclose any secret invention made or 
owned by him: And provided further, That no wit- 
ness shall be deemed guilty of contempt for dis- 
obeying any subpena directed to him by virtue 
of this act, unless his fees for going to, returning 
from, and one day’s attendance at the place of 
examination shall be paid or tendered to him at 
the time of the service of the subpena, 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
purpose of securing greater uniformity of action 
in the grant and refusal of letters-patent, there 
shall be appointed, by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, three exam- 
iners-in-chief, at an annual salary of three thou- 
sand dollars each, to be composed of persons of 
competent legal knowledge and scientific ability, 
whose duty it shall be, on the written petition of 
the applicant for that purpose being filed, to re- 
vise and determine upon the validity of decisions 
made by examiners when. adverse to the grant of 
letters-patent; and also to revise and determine in 
like manner upon the validity of the decisions of 
examiners in interference cases, and whenrequired 
by the Commissioner in applications for the ex- 
tension of patents, and to perform such other du- 
ties as may be assigned to them by the Commis- 
sioner;.that from their decisions appeals may be 
taken to the Commissioner of Patents in person, 
upon payment.of the fee hereinafter prescribed; 
that the said examiners-in-chief shall be governed 
in their action by the rules to be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Patents. 

Sec 3. And be it further enacted, That no ap- 
peal shall be allowed to the examiners-in-chief 
from the decisions of the primary examiners, eX- 
cept in interference cases, until after the applica- 
tion shall have been twice rejected; and the second 
examination of the application by the primary 
examiner shall not be had until the applicant, in 
view of the references given on the first rejection, 
shall have renewed the oath of invention, as pro- 
vided for in the seventh scction of the act entitled 
“ An act to promote the progress of the useful 
arts, and to repeal all acts and: parts of acts here- 
tofore made for that purpose,” approved July 
fourth, cighteen hundred and thirty-six. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the sal- 
ary of the Commissioner of Patents, from and 
after the passage of this act, shall be four thou- 
sand five hundred dollars per annum, and the 
salary of the chief clerk of the Patent Office shall 
be two thousand five hundred dollars, and the 
salary of the Librarian of the Patent Office shall 
be eighteen hundred dollars. 

Sec.5. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of Patents is authorized to restore to the 


| respective applicants, or when not removed by 


them, to otherwise dispose of such of the models 
belonging to rejected applications as he shall not 
think necessary to be preserved. The same au- 


| thority is also given in relation to all models 


accompanying applications for designs. He is 
further authorized to dispense in future with mod- 
els of designs when the design can be sufficiently 
represented by a drawing. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the tenth 
section of the act approved the third of March, 


| eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, authorizing 


the appointment of agents for the transportation 
of models and specimens to the Patent Office, is 
hereby repealed. 
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Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner is further authorized, from time to time, 
to appomt, in the manner already provided for by 
law, such an additional number of principal ex- 
aminers, first assistant examiners, and second 
assistant examiners as may be required to trans- 
act the current business of the office with dis- 
patch, provided the whole number of additional 
examiners shall notexceed four of Gach class, and 
that the total annual-expenses of the Patent Office 
shall not execed the annual receipts. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner may require all papers filed in the Pat- 
ent Office, if not correctly, legibly, and clearly 
written, to be printed at the cost of the parties 
filing such papers; and for gross, misconduct he 
may refuse to recognize any person as a patent 
agent, either generally or in any particular case; 
but the reasons of the Commissioner for such re- 
fusal shall be duly recorded, and subject to the 
approval of the President of the United States. 

Suc. 9. And beit further enacted, That no money 
paid as a fee, on any application fora patent after 
the passage of this act, shall be withdrawn or re- 
funded, nor shall the fee paid on filing a caveat be 
considered as part of the sum required to be paid 
on filing a subsequent application fora patent for 
the same invention, That the three months’ no- 
tice given to any caveator, in pursuance of the 
requirements of the twelfth section of the act of 
July. fourth, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, 
shall be computed from the day on which such 
notice is deposited in the post office at Washing- 
ton, with the regular time for the transmission of 
the same added thereto, which time shall be in- 
dorsed on the notice; and that so much of the 
thirteenth section of the act of Congress, approved 
July fourth, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, as 
authorizes the annexing to letters-patent of the 
description and specification of additional im- 


provements is hereby repealed, and in ail cases | 


where additional improvements would now be 
admissibles independent patents must be applied 
or. 

Src. 10. And beit further enacted, That all laws 
now in force fixing the rates of the Patent Office 
fees to be paid, and discriminating between the 
inhabitants of the United States and those,of other 
countries, which shall not discriminate against the 
inhabitants of the United States, are hereby re- 
pealed, and in their stead the following rates are 
established: 

On filing each caveat, ten dollars. 

On filing each original application for a patent, 
except for a design, fifteen dollars. 

On issuing cach original patent, twenty dollars. 

On every appeal from the examiners-in-chief to 
the Commissioner, twenty dollars. 

On every application for the reissue ofa patent, 
thirty dollars. 

On every application for the extension of a 
patent, fifty dollars; and fifty dollars in addition, 
on the granting of every extension. 

On filing each disclaimer, ten dollars. 

For certified copies of patents and other papers, 
ten cents per hundred words. $ 

For recording every assignment, agreement, 
power of attorney, and other papers of three hun- 
dred words or under, one dollar. 

For recording every assignment, and other 


papers, over three hundred and under one thou- | 


sand words, two dollars. 

For recording every assignment or other writ- 
ing, if over one thousand words, three dollars. 

For copies of drawings, the reasonable cost of 
making the same. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That any 
citizen or citizens, or alien or aliens, having re- 
sided one year im the United States, and taken 
the oath of his or their intention to become a citi- 


zen or citizens, who by his, her, or their ownin- | 


dustry, genius, efforts, and expense, may have 
invented or produced any new and original de- 
sign, or a manufacture, whether of metal or other 
material or materials, and original design for a 
bust, statue, or bas relief, or composition in alto 
or basso retievo, or any new and original impres- 
sion or ornament, or to bé placed on any article 
of manufacture, the same being formed in marble 
or other material, or any new and useful pattern, 
or print, or picture, to be either worked into or 
worked on, or printed, or painted, or cast, or 


‘of three years and six months, ten dollars, for 


| out of the patent fund. 


otherwise fixed on, any article of manufacture, | 
or any new and original shape or configuration | 
of any article of manufacture, not known or used 
by others before his, her, or their invention, or 
production thereof, and prior to the time of his, 
her, or theirapplication fora patent therefor, and 
who shall desire to obtain an exclusive property 
or right therein to make, use, and sell, and vend 
the same, or copies of the same, to others, by 
them to bé made, used, and sold, may make ap- 
plication, in writing, to the Commissioner of 
Patents, expressing such desire, and the Com- 
missioner, on due proceedings had, may grant a 
patent therefor as in the case now of application 
for a patent, for the term of three and one half 
years, or for the term of seven years, or for the 
term of fourteen years, as the said applicantmay 
elect.in his application: Provided, That the fee to 
be paid in such application shall be, for the term 


seven years, fifteen dollars, and for fourteen years, 
thirty dollars: And provided, That the patentees 
of designs under this act shall be entitled to the 
extension of their respective patents for the term 
of seven years, from the day on which said pat- 
ents shall expire, upon the same terms and re- 
strictions as are now provided for the extension 
of letters-patent. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That all ap- 
plications for patents shall be completed and pre- 
pared for examination within two years after the 
filing of the petition, and in default thereof, they 
shall be regarded as abandoned by the parties 
thereto, unless it be sown to the satisfaction of 
the Commissioner of Patents that such delay was 
unavoidable; and ail applications now pending 
shall be treated asif filed after the passage of this 
act, and all applications for the extension of pat- 
ents, shall be filed at least ninety days before the 
expiration thereof; and notice of the day set for 
the hearing of the case shall be published, as now 
required by law, for at Icast sixty days. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That in all 
cases where an article is made or vended by any 
person under the protection of letters-patent, it 
shall be the duty of such person to give suffi- 
cient notice to the public that said article is so 
patented, either by fixing thereon the word pat- 
ented, together with the day and year the patent 
was granted; or when, from the character of the 
articie patented, that may be impracticable, by 
enveloping one or more of the said articles, and 
affixing a labg] to the package or otherwise attach- 
ing thereto a fabel on which the notice, with the 
date, is printed; on failure of which, in any suit 
for the infringement of letters-patent by the party 
failing so to mark the article the right to which is 
infringed upon, no damage shall be recovered by 
the plaintiff, except on proof that the defendant 
was duly notified of the infringement, and con- 
tinued after such notice to make or vend the article 
patented. And the sixth section of the act en- 
titled “An act in addition to an act to promote 
the progress of the uscful arts,” and so forth, 
approved the twenty-ninth day of August, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-two, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 14. And beit further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of Patents be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to print, or in his discretion to cause to be 
printed, ten copies of the description and claims 
of all patents which may hereafter be granted, 
and ten copies of the drawings of the same, when 
drawings shall accompany the patents: Provided, 
The cost of printing the fext of said descriptions | 
and claims shall not exceed, exclusive of sta- 
tionery, the sam of two cents per hundred words 
for each of said copics, and the cost of the draw- 
ing shall not exceed fifty cents per copy; onc 
copy of the above number shall be printed on 
parchment to be affixed to the letters-patent; the 
work shall be under the direction and subject to 
the approval of the Commissioner of Patents, and 
the expense of the said copies shall be paid for 


Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That printed 
copies of the letters-patent of the United States, i 
with the seal of the Patent Office affixed thereto, | 
and certified and signed by the Commissioner of | 
Patents, sball be legal evidence of the contents of 
said letters-patent in all cases. 

Sec. 16, And be it further enacted, Thatall pat- 


ents hereafter granted shall remainin force for 
the term of seventeen years from the date of issue; 
and all extension of such. patents is hereby -pro- 
hibited. . f E 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
and paris of acts heretofore passed, which are 
inconsistent with the provisions of this act, be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Approvep, March 2, 1861. 


PUBLIC RESOLUTIONS. 


No. 1.—A Resolution authorizing the Secretary, 
of the Treasury to permit. the owners of the 
Steamboat Jobn C. Frémont to change the name 
of the same to that of Horizon. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in: Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and is hereby, authorized to permit the owners of 
the steamboat John. C. Frémont to change.th 
name of the same to that of Horizon - wis 

Approven, January 19, 1861. 


No. 2.—Joint Resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to change the name of the 
Schooner Spring Hill to that of the. United 
States. ; 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to change the name 
of the schooner Spring Hil! to that of the United 
States. 

Approven, January 19, 1861. 

No. 5.—A Resolution authorizing Lieutenant T 
A.M. Craven, United States Navy, to receive 
certain marks of distinction tendered him by the 
Spanish Government. ; 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That Lieutenant T. A. M. Craven, of 
the Navy of the United States, be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to accept from the Spanish .Gov- 
ernment a medal and diploma, tendered him in 
acknowledgment of the services rendered by him 
to the seamen of the Spanish vessel Bella, wrecked 
on Cayo Gunichos in June last, 

Avproven, February 13, 1861. 


No.9.—Joint Resolution giving theassent of Con- 
gress to certain acts passed, or to be passed, by 
the Legislatures of the States of Arkansas, Lou- 
isiana, and Texas, or any two of them, in rela- 
tion to the Raft of Red River, and for other 
purposes, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
alives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the assent of Congress be, and the 
same is hereby, given toany acts that have been, 
or may be, passed by the Legislatures of the States 
of Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas, or of any 
two of them, having for their object the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Red river by the removal 
of the raft therefrom.. í 

Sec, 2. And be it further resolved, That Congress 
hereby assents, that after and so soon asany com- 
pany Incorporated by the States aforesaid, orany 
two of them, for the purpose, shal] have removed 
the obstructions to navigation in Red river caused 
by the raft, and have rendered the same naviga- 
ble, and not before, the said States, or any two of 
them, may, through the said company, underand 
in accordance with, and in the mode provided by, 
the acts incorporating the same, for the benefit of 
the company and to reimburse to it its expendi- 
tures in removing said raft, levy and collect, by 
way of commutation for duties of tonnage, tolls 
upon all boats or other water-crafis ascending or 
descending said river, and passing through the 
portion thereof that shall so have been improved 
and rendered navigable, not to exceed the follow- 
ing sums, that is to say: fifty cents on and for cach 
bale of cotton, and twenty-five cents on and for 
each barrel of goods, wares, and merchandise 
wherewith such boats or.crafts may be laden; and 
that this privilege may continue until the expira- 
tion of thirty years from the ninth day of March, 
anno Domini eighteen hundred and sixty: Pro- 
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vided, That nothing herein contained shall author- 
ize the said company to impair the navigation of 
Red Bayou: Provided further, That the United 
States shall have the right, at any time after the 
expiration of ten years, to take possession of the 
work by paying. to the company the amount of 
expenditure, with seven per centum interest. 
Approven, February 21, 1861. 


No. 11.—Joint Resolution to quit title to Lands in 
the State of Iowa. 


Resolved. by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all the title which the United 
States still retain in the tracts of land along the 
Des Moines river, and above the mouth of the Rac- 
coon fork thereof, in the State of Lowa, which 
have been certified to said State improperly by 
the Departmentof the Interior, as part of the grant 
by act of Congress approved August eight, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-six, and which is now 
held by bona fide purchasers undor the State of 
Jowa, be, and thesame is hereby, relinquished to 
the State of lowa. 

Aprnovep, March 2, 1861. 


No. 12.—A Resolution for the appointment of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the vacancies inthe Board of Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class 
“otherthan members of Congress,” be filled by 
the appointment of William L, Dayton, of New 
Jersey, in place of Richard Rush, deceased; Wil- 
liam B. Astor, of New York, in place of Gideon 
Hawley, whose term bas expired; and that Cor- | 
nelius C. Felton, of Massachusetts, whose term 
has expired, be reappointed. 

Approvep, March 2, 1861. 

No. 13.—Joint Resolution to amend the Consti- 
tution of the United States. | 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent | 
atives of the United States of America in Congress |; 
assembled, That the following article be proposed 
to the Legislatures of the several States as an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which, when ratified by three fourths of 
said Legislatures, shal! be valid, to allintents and 
purposes, as part of the said Constitution, viz: 

‘Article Thirteen. 

‘ No amendment shall be made to the Consti- 
tution which will authorize or give to Congress the 
power to abolish or Interfere, within any State, 
with the domestic institutions thereof, including 
that of persons held to labor or service by the 
laws of said State.”’ 

Approvep, March 2, 1861 


No. 14.—A Resolution authorizing the issue of 
the same quota of Arms to the State of Cali- 
fornia for the years eighteen hundred and fifty 
and eighteen hundred and fifty-one, as was is- 
sued to that State for the yearcighteen hundred 
and fifty-two. 

Resolved by the Senate and Howse of Represent- |; 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he | 
is hereby, authorized to.issue to the State of Cal- |i 
ifornia, a quota of arms for the years cighteen ; 
hundred and fifty and eighteen hundred and fifty- |} 
one, equal to the annual quota issued to the said ji 
State of California for the year eighteen hundred || 


and fifty-two. | 
Appnrovep, March 2, 1861. 


No. 15.—A Resolution to correct certain errors 
in the Act entitled ** An Act to provide for the | 
payment of outstanding Treasury Notes, to | 
authorize a Loan, to regulate and fix the Du- | 
ties on Imports, and for other purposes,” ap- | 

proved the second of March, eighteen hundred | 

| 
| 
j 


and sixty-one. 

Resoived by the Senate and House of Represent- | 
atives of the United States of America in Congress || 
assembled, That the act entitled “‘ An act to pro- | 


notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the || 


duties on imports, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 


proved the second March, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, shall be so far altered and corrected as 
to strike from said act the following words, that 
is to say, from the list of articles exempt from 
duty: ‘© Wool, unmanufactured, and all Hair of 
the goat, alpaca, and other like animals, unman- 
ufactured, the value whereof, at the last port or 
place from whence exported to the United States, 
shall be eighteen cents, or under, per pound;”’ 
from section twenty-four, as follows: 

“Seo. 24. And be it further enacted, That all 
goods, wares, and merchandise, which may be 
in the public stores, on the day and ycar afore- 
said, shall be subject to no other duty upon entry 
thereof than if the same were imported respect- 
ively after that day;” and from section thirteen, as 
follows: ‘‘On woolen shawls, or shawls of which 
wool shall be the chief component material, a 
duty of sixteen cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto twenty per ccntum ad valorem.” 

Aprrrovep, March 2, 1861. 


No. 16.—Joint Resolution authorizing Commo- 
dore H. Paulding to receive a Sword awarded 
to him by the Republic of Nicaragua. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That Commodore H. Paulding, of the 
United States Navy, be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to accept the sword presented to him by the 
Republic of Nicaragua. 

Approvep, March 2, 1861. 


No. 17.—A Resolution authorizing Captaim Wil- 
liam L. Hudson, of the United States Navy, 
to accept a Diamond Brooch for his wife, pre- 
sented to her by the Emperor of Russia. 


u 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That Captain William L. Hudson, of 
the United States Navy, be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to accept for his wife, a diamond 
brooch presented to her by the Emperor of Rus- 
sia, asa mark of the appreciation by that Govern- 


ment of the courtesy extended to the offiecrs of 


the Russian service on board the United States 
ship Niagara during the laying of the Atlantic 
cable. 


Aprrnoven, March 2, 1861 


No. 18.—A Resolution authorizing W. H. Smi- 
ley, United States Commercial Agent at the 
Falkland Islands, to receive a Telescope ten- 
dered him by the Belgian Government. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 

atives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That W. H. Smiley, United States 


commercial agent at the Falkland Islands, be, | 


and he is hereby, authorized to accept from the 
Belgian Government a telescope tendered him in 
acknowledgment of the services rendered by him 
toa seaman belonging to a Belgian vessel, the 
Leopold, wrecked in the neighbood of the Falk- 


i land Islands, in the year cighteen hundred and 


fifty-eight. 
ÅprrovED, March 2, 1861. 


PRIVATE ACTS. 
Cuar. IV.—An Act forthe Relief of William A. 


Linn’s estate. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


| sentatives ofthe United States of Americain Congress 
‘| assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury is 


hereby directed to satisfy, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a judg- 


ment rendered by the circuit court, in and for the | 


county of Saint Louis, State of Missouri, at its 


i October term of the year eighteen hundred and 


fifty-seven, in favor of Thomas C. Reynolds and 
against the late William A. Linn, for services in 
defending said Linn in a suit brought against him 
by William H. Belcher and Charles Belcher, on 
account of acts done by said Linn as an officer of 
the United States; and also to pay to said Rey- 
noldg a like additional sum, in satisfaction of his 
demand in another suit brought by him in the 


county of Saint Louis, against said Linn, and 


| 
vide for the payment of outstanding Treasury || Saint Louis court of common pleas in and for said |! 


now pending against said Linn’s administrator 
for other likè services in defending said Linn. 
Avrrovep, December 22, 1860. 


Cuar. VI.—An Act for the Relief of Lieutenant 
George L. Flartsuff, United States Army. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, outof 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to Lieutenant George L. Hartsnff, acting 
assistantcommissary ofsubsistence, United States 
Army, the sum of three hundred-and eighty dol- 

-Jars, lost by wreck of steamer Lady Elgin, it being 
the amount of public funds he had in his posses- 
sion while traveling under orders on board of said 
steamer, in the month of September, eighteen 
hundred and sixty, which sum he subsequently 
paid over to his successor, in order to balance his 

„accounts on the books of the Treasury Depart- 

ment, 
Appnovenp, January 5, 1861. 


Cuar. VIL.—An Act for the Relief of Mrs. Eliza 
A.Merchant, widow ofthe late First Lieutenant 
and Brevet Captain Charles G. Merchant, of the 
United States Army. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘hat the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Eliza A. Merchant on the pension list, at the rate 
of fifteen dollars per month, to commence on the 
fourth day of March, onc thousand eight hundred 
and sixty, and continue during her life 

Aprroven, January 5, 1861. 


Cuar. Vil.—An Act for the Relief of Jeremiah 
Pendergast, of the District of Columbia, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre-~ 
seniatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and be is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Jeremiah Pendergast on the pension list, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, from the fourth 
day of September, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-six, and to continue during his life, in 
lieu of the pension to which he is now entitled by 
law. 

Approven, January 15, 1861. 


Cuap.1X.—An Act for the Relief of the Assignee 
of the Honorable David C. Broderick, deceased 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Senate of the 
United States is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
to the assignee of the honorable David C. Brod- 
crick, deceased, latea Senator of the United States, 
the amount of compenation and salary due the 
deceased at the time of his death. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of any act as may conflict herewith is hereby re- 
pealed, in so far as it may interfere with the pay- 
ment authorized in the first section of this act. 

Arproven, January 15, 1861. 


Cuar. X.—An Act for the Relief of Richard ©. 
Martin 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of [the] Treasury 
is hereby authorized and directed to pay to Rich- 
ard C. Martin, outof any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of one thou- 
sand and fifty dollars, in full of a lost draft drawn 
by G. W. Barbour, formerly Indian commissioner 
in California, on Riddick McKee, disbursing 
agent, in favor of Thomas W. Lane, for beeves 
furnished to the Government, which said draft 
was uccepted by said Riddick McKee, and after- 
wards transferred and delivered to said Martin. 

Aprnoven, January 15, 1861. 


Cuar. XIL.—An Act for the Relief of Franklin 
Torrey. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

| assembled, That the Seerctary of the Treasury is 
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hereby authorized to cause five certificates of the 
loan of cighteen hundred and forty-eight, of one 
thousand dollars each, with coupons of semi- 
annual interest from the first of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-eight, attached thereto, to be issued 
to Franklin Torrey, or bearer, to replace that num- 
ber of similar certificates, the property of said 
Torrey, which were destroyed by the burning of 


the steamer Austria, in the year cighteen bun- | 


dred and fifty-eight: Provided, That before the 
issue of such new certificates said Torrey shall 
furnish to the acceptance of the First Comptroller 
of the Treasury such bond of indemnity as is 
usually required by the regulations of the Treas- 
ury Department for the issue of duplicate certifi- 
eates of inscribed stock. 
Approven, January 19, 1861. 


Cuar. XHI.—An Act for the Relief of Samuel 
R. Franklin. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and instructed to allow to Lieutenant Samuel R. 
Franklin, United States Navy, in the settlement 
of his accounts, the difference between the pay 
he received as lieutenant, and the pay a purser 
would have received on board the United States 
sloop-of-war Falmouth, during the period in'which 
he discharged the duties of purser on board said 
vessel: Provided, The same shall not exceed the 
sum of five hundred and ninety-eight dollars and 
sixty-three cents. 

Approven, January 23, 1861. 


Cuar. XIV.—An Act for the Relief of O. F. D. 
Fairbanks, Frederick Dodge, and the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be paid, out of any money 
in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to O. 
F. D. Fairbanks, the sum of two hundred and 
fitty dollars; to Frederick Dodge, Indian agent at 
Carsou’s Valley, six hundred and fourteen dol- 
lars and thirty-eight cents; and to the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company, four handred and twelve 
dollars and fifty cents for transportation, cloth- 
ing, and board of the survivors of the Sublette 
Cut-off massacre in Utah Territory, onthe twenty- 
seventh of July, anno Domini eighteen hundred 
and fifty-nine. 


Approven, January 23, 1861 , 


Ciar. XV.—An Act for the Relief of Major 
Benjamin Alvord, Paymaster United States 
Army. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the ‘Treasury Department be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed, in settling the accounts 
of Major: Benjamin Alvord, Paymaster United 
States Army, to credit him in the sum of fourteen 
thousand dollars, that being the amount of public 
money for which he was accountable, lost by the 
shipwreck of the steamship Northerner, on the 
fifth January, eighteen hundred and sixty, near 
Cape Mendocino, California, it having been for- 
warded to him at Fort Vancouver, Washington 
Territory, per said vessel, by the assistant quar- 
termaster at San Francisco. 

Approven, January 23, 1861. 


Crap. XVI.—An Act directing the Secretary of 


the Interiorto liquidate the Accounts of Mitchell |i 


and Rammelsburg and Baker and Von Phul. - 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 


assembled, That the Seeretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized and required to pay to Mitchell 
and Rammelsburg, their survivor or lawful as- 
signee, for furnishing the United States court- 
rooms in the city of Cincinnati, Ohio, the sum of 
five hundred and fifty-two dollars and seventeen 
cents, which amount, when paid, shall be in full of 
their claim against the Government. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and directed in like manner to pay to Baker 
and Von Phul, their survivor or assignee, the sum 
of one hundred and sixty-one dollars and twenty 
cents, in full of their account against the Govern- 
ment for furniture for said court-room, and all 
other claims. 

Approven, January 23, 1861. 


Cuar. XVII.—An Act for the Relief of the Chil- 
dren of the late Captain E. A. Capron. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled That the proper accounting officer of the 
Treasury Department be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to the children of the late Captain 
E. A. Capron, out of any moneys not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of three hundred dollars, 
the same being arrears due on a pension granted 
August twentieth, eighteen hundred and forty- 
seven. i 

Aprrrovep, January 23, 1861. 


Cuar, XVIII.—An Act granting a Pension to 
Eliza Reeves. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of Eliza Reeves on thé invalid pension 
rolls of the United States, at the rate of nine dol- 
lars per month, to commence on the first day of 
January, cightcen hundred and sixty, and to con- 
tinue during her widowhood. 

Approved, January 26, 1861. 


Cuar. XIX.—An Act to authorize the institution 
of a suit against the United States to test the 
title to Lots numbers five and six in the Hos- 
pital Square in San Francisco, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


assembled, That J. G. Ames, S. W. Holladay, and | 


James Blair, and their heirs, assigns, and legal 
representatives be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to institute a suit against the United States, 
in the circuit court of the United States for the 
State of California, for the purpose of recovering 
from the United States, two lots of ground, num- 
bers five and six, in the square in the city of San 
Francisco on which a hospital has been erected 
by the United States; which lots are claimed to 
have been acquired by the said Ames, Holladay, 


and Blair, by deeds executed in their favor bythe | 


sheriff of the county of San Francisco on the 
twenty-third day of October, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-one. The said suit to be commenced by 
citation served on the district attorney of the Uni- 
ted States for the northern district of California: 


| Provided, That the United States shall have the 


right in any suit so brought to defend their claim 
to the title and possession of said property, or any 
part thercof, on any legal or equitable grounds, 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the said districtattorney, under the 
direction and advice of the Attorney General of 
the United States, to defend any suit brought under 
the authority of the first section of this act, and to 
take all necessary measures at law or in equity for 
the protection and defense of the title to said lots. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That either 
party may appeal or prosecute a writ of error to 
the Supreme Court of the United States from any 
final decision rendered by said circuit court in 
any suit instituted as aforesaid. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That no suit 
shall be brought by virtue of the provisions of 
this act, unless the same be instituted within two 
years from the passage thereof. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That in the 
event ofa final judgment against the United States 
in any suit instituted as aforesaid, it shall be the 
duty of the proper accounting officers of the United 
States, who may be in charge and possession of 
said lots in hehalf of the Government, to deliver 
up to theclaimants said lots, or such parts thereof 


| as may, by said final judgment, be decreed to be- 


long to thems; and the said circuit court is hereby 

authorized to issue the process necessary and 

proper for carrying out the provisions of this act. 
Approven, January 26, 1861 


Ciar. XXI.—An Act for the Relief of David’ V. 
Whiting. - aiii Sui 
` Be it enacted by the Sentite ind House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
cause to be paid to David V- Whiting, the sum 
of three thousand and forty dollars for his sérvices 
as translator for the territorial government of New 
Mexico, from the eighth day of March, anno 
Domini eighteen hundred and fifty-one, to the 
twenty-first day of September, annó Domini 
eighteen hundred’ and fifty-two; and that said 
sum be paid out of any moneys remaining um- 
expended of the sums appropriated by Congress 
for the incidental expenses of the Legislative As- 
sembly of said Territory; and should there bë no 
surplus remaining of such moneys, then the same 
to be paid out of any moneys in'the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. ~ 
Approven, January 29, 1861. 


Cuar. XXIIL.—An Act for the Relief of Robert 
A. Matthews. F Ma 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to Robert. A. Matthews, attorney 
of Charles W. Tosh, the amount of the price re- 
ecived from said Tosh for one hundred and fifty- 
five and sixty-two one hundredth acres of land, 
entered by him at the Jand office, at Sioux City, 
in the State of Iowa, onthe second. October, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-six, as per.register’s cer- 
tificate and receiver’s receipt, both numbered four 
hundred and fifty-five, the said entry having since 
been canceled as embracing land within the limits 
of the railroad grants made by Congress by, act 
approved fifteenth May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six. i a 
Arpnoven, January 29, 1861. 


Cuar. XXIN.—An Act authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue a Land Warrant to 
Daniel Davis. ; 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to issue 
a land warrant for one hundred and sixty acres 
to Daniel Davis, for his services as a teamster in 
Wayne’s war, in seventeen hundred and ninety- 
five. 

Apvrroven, January 23, 1861. 


Cuar. XXIV.—An Act for the Relief of Samp- 
son Stanfill, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That Sampson Stanfill shall be, and 
hereby is, released and discharged from all claim 
and demand of the United States to the balance 
of money now remaining due upon a certain judg- 


! ment recovered against the said Sampson Stanfill 


in favor of the United States before the circuit 
court of the United States of Tennessee, holden 
at Knoxville, which said judgment was recovered 
on a recognizance entered into by the said Samp- 
son Stanfill as a surety for one Lewis G. Stanfill. 
Avrroven, January 31, 1861. . 


Cuar. XXV.—An Act to authorize the exten- 
- sion and use of a branch of the Alexandria, 
Loudoun, and Hampshire Railroad within the 
City of Georgetown. : 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Alexandria, Loudoun, and 
Hampshire Railroad Company be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and empowered to extend a 
branch of their railroad into and within the city 


| of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, and 


that said company shall have and exercise the 
same rights and powers, and be subject to the same 
regulations and restrictions, in regard to the con- 
struction and use of such extension, as are or may 
be granted and prescribed by the charter of said 
company in regard to the main stem of said road, 
or by the laws of Virginia in relation to railroads 
within that State. 
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Sec: 2. And be it further enacted, That the cor- 

orafe authorities of the city of Georgetown shall 
Fave power to regulate the manner and speed of 
running the cars of said company within the limits 
of said city. . = 

SEC. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
company shall have power to construct and oper- 
ate their said extension upon such streets and 
public ways:in said city as may be deemed most 
expedient by the said company, and with the 
consent of the corparate authorities of said city. 


‘Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the cir- | 


guit court of the District of Columbia, and the sev- 
eral officers thereof, shall have and exercise all the 
powers and duties in relation to the condemnation 
and acquisition of land or other property by the 
said company for the purposes of such extension 
of their branch as are or may be possessed and 
exercised by the courts of Virginia and their of- 
ficers in regard to the same; and the same pro- 
ceedings shall be had therein as are or may be pre- 
scribed or authorized by the laws of Virginia in 
such cases. 
Approven, February 5, 1861. 


Cuar. XXVI.—An Act granting an increase of 
Pension to William G. Bernard, late a Soldier 
in the United States Army. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of William G. Bernard, of the State of 
New York, on the roll of invalid pensions, at the 
rate of twenty-five dollars per month, commenc- 
ing on the eleventh day of June, anno Domini 
eighteen hundred and fifty-nine, in lieu of the 
pension he now receives. 

Approven, February 5, 1861. 


Cuar. XXVII.—An Act for the Benefit of Ga- 
briel J. Johnston. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the entry. made by Gabriel J. 
Johnston, of Jefferson county, Missouri, on the 
second day of November, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-nine, of the northeast quarter of section 
number eleven, in township number forty-one 
north, of range number four east, in the district 
of lands subject to sale at Saint Louis, Missouri, 
be, and the same is hereby, confirmed and de- 
clared valid, notwithstanding said tract of land 
was at the time of entry reserved from sale as min- 
eral lands. And the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office is hereby authorized and required 
to issue to said Gabriel J. Johnston a patent for 
said tract, as in ordinary cases of the entry of pub- 
lic lands subject to sale at private entry. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall not be construed to interfere with any exist- 
ing rights of third persons, but shall only operate 
as a relinquishment of the title of the United 
States. 

Appnroven, February 5, 1861. 


Cuar. XXVII.—An Act for the Relief of F.M. 
Beauchamp and Betsy D. Townsend. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That F. M. Beauchamp and Betsy D, 
Townsend be, and they are hereby, released from 


the payment of the sum of four thousand dollars, | 


and all interest thereon, being the principal of a 
replevin bond executed by said Beauchamp, as 
principal, and said Townsend, his security, on 
the twenty-first day of November, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty, payable to the United States of 
America; and the same is not to be collected by 
any officer of the United States. 

Approven, February 5, 1861. 


Cuar, XXXIW—An Act for the Relief of Mary 
K. Guthrie, widow of Presley N. Guthrie. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Mary K. Guthrie, widow of Presley N. Guthrie, 
on the pension roll, at the rate of thirty dollars 
per month, from the twenty-ninth day of Decem- 
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ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-se¥en, to continue 
during widowhood. : : 
Approven, February 8, 1861. . 


Cuar. XXXIl.—An. Act for the Relief of Moses 
Meeker. : 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Statesof Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
instructed to ascertain, as in the case of John P. 
B. and Henry Gratiot, what amount, if any, of 
rent was exacted by the United States agents of 
lead mines from Moses Meeker for lead mined 
and smelted upon the lands of the Ottawa, Potta- 


- watomie, Chippewa, Winnebago, or other tribes 


of Indians, prior to the purchase thereof by the 
United States, and pay such amount as may be 
legally proved to have been actually paid by the 
said Moses Mecker to such agents of the United 
States, to Moses Meeker, or his legal represent- 


atives, out of any money in the Treasury not 


otherwise appropriated. 


Approven, February 8, 1861. 


Cuar. XXXIV.—An Act for the Relief of Aaron 
H. Palmer. 


Be it enucted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be paid to Aaron H. Pal- 
mer, out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, the sum of three thousand 
dollars, in full compensation for his labor and 
research in collecting information, and preparing 
the same for the use of the Government, relative 
to the Oriental nations, and particularly Japan. 

Aprnoven, February 13, 1861. 


Cuar. XXXV.—An Act granting a Pension to 
Gregory Patti. 

Be it enacted by the Senute and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of Gregory Patti on the list of invalid 
pensions, at the rate of seven dollars and fifty 
cents per month, and pay him a pension at that 
rate, from the first day of January, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty, and continue during his natural 
life. 

Aprproven, February 13, 1861 


Cuar. XXXVI.—An Act for the Relief of the 
Parish of Saint Matthew’s Church, of the City 
of Washington, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sensatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That Charles J. White, parish priest 
of Saint Matthew’s Church, in the City of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and empowered to sell certain lots 
of ground decded to the priest of said parish by 
the late William Easby, Commissioner of Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and known in the plat 
of said Washington city as lots numbered five, 
six, seven, eight, nine, ten, eleven, twelve, thir- 


| teen, and fourteen, in square numbered two hun- 


dred and thirty-six; the proceeds of such sale to be 
applied to the uses and benefit of the said parish. 
Apprroven, February 16, 1861. 


| Cuar. XXXIX.—An Act for the Relief of John 


Peebles. 


Be in enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ef the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is, directed, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to John Peebles the sum of twenty-five dollars, 


in full for his services as surveyor, performed ! 


under the direction of John Cuthbert, timber agent 
for the southern district of Alabama. 
Approven, February 18, 1861. 


Cuar. XL.—An Act for the Relief of Townsend 
Harris or his Heirs or legal Representatives. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, Phat there be allowed to Townsend 

Harris, out of any money in the Treasury not 

otherwise appropriated, for his services and ex- 


penses in negotiating a treaty of commerce be- 


_tween the kingdom of Siam and the United States, 


the sum of ten thousand dollars; the said sum 
to be paid to the said Townsend Harris, or to 
any attorney of said Harris under any power of: 
attorney executed by him, whether before or after 
the passage of this act, or to the heirs or legal 
representatives of the said Harris. ; 

Avprovep, February 18, 1861. ; 
Cuar. XLI.—An Act for the Relief of William 

Cowing. : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to William 
Cowing one hundred and twenty-six dollars, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, in full for additional allowance as 
clerk, under the provisions of the second section 
of the “ Act making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government,” 
approved August thirty-one, eightcen hundred 
and fifty-two. 

Approvep, February 18, 1861. 


. 


Cuar. XLIII.—An Act for the Relief of Randall 


Pegg. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, required to pay to Randall 
Pegg, out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwiseappropriated, one hundred and ninety-nine 
dollars and fifty-eight cents, being the difference 
between the pay allowed him as a watchman on 
the construction of the Patent Office extension 
and that allowed to other watchmen. 

Approven, February 19, 1861. 


Cuar. XLVI.—An Act for the Relief of Laura 
C. Humber, widow of Charles H. Humber. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized and directed to place the name 
of Laura C. Humber, widow of Charles Humber, 
late captain in the seventh regimentof the United 
States infantry, upon the pension roll, and to pay 
her at the rate of twenty dollars per month, to 
continue for life or widowhood. 

Approved, February 20, 1861. 


Cuar XLVII.—An Act for the Relief of James 
Smith. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and heis hereby, authorized and required to place 
the name of James Smith, now of the city of Wash- 
ington, late a soldier in the war with Mexico, 
and on the frontiers of Texas, on the invalid pen- 
sion roll, at the rate of eight dollars a month, to 
commence on the fourth day of March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-eight, and to continue during 
his lifetime. 

ApproveD, February 20, 1861. 


Cuar. XLVIL.—An Act for the Relief of Annie 
D. Reeves. 

Be it enacted by the Senate und House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and required to place 
the name of Annie D. Reeves, widow of J. S. 
K. Reeves, late captain ffi the first regiment artil- 
lery, United States Army, on the pension roll, at 
the rate of half pay proper, commencing on the 
first day of January, cighteen hundred and sixty, 
and to continue during life. 

Approven, February 20, 1861. 


Cuar. L.—An Act for the Relief of Samuel S. 
Green. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


i| sentatives ofthe United States of Americain Congress 


assembled, That the fines imposed by the Post 
Office Department on Samuel S. Green, of New 
Orleans, while carrying the mai! on route num- 
ber three thousand five hundred and threc, from 
New Orleans and other ports on the Gulf of Mex- 
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ico, to Key West. and back, when he failed to 
depart from or arrive at any port named in his 
contract with the mails at precisely ‘ schedule 
time,’’ be, andthe samce are hereby, remitted; and 
that the accounting officers of the Treasury be, 
and they are hereby, directed to settle his account, 
and allow the amount of said fines and the bal- 
ance due him on his contract; and that the same 
be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriatcd. 
Approven, February 23, 1861. 


Cuar. LI.—An Act for the Reliefof James Floyd. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of James Floyd on the invalid pension 
rolls of the United States, at the rate of eight dol- 

‘Jars per month, said pension to commence on the 
twenty-cighth day of January, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-eight, and to continue duringhis natural 

ife. 

ArrroveD, February 23, 1861. 


Cuar. LII.—An Act for the Relief of Mary Wal- 
bach, widow of the late Brevet Brigadier Cren- 
eral John De B. Walbach, of the United States 
Army. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
dirceted to place the name of Mary Walbach, 
widow of the late Brevet Brigadier General John 
De B. Walbach, on the pension roll, at the rate 
of fifty dollars per month, commencing on the 
tenth ‘day of June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, for and during her natural life 

Approven, February 23, 1861. 


Cuar. LIIL—An Act for the Relief of Azel Spald- 
ing. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasary be, 
and he. is hereby, directed to pay to Azel Spald- 
ing, out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, two hundred and twenty-six 
dollars.and sixty-nine cents, being two per centum 
on moneys disbursed by him as pension agent in 
the year eighteen hundred and forty-one. 

Approven, February 23, 1861. 


Cuar. LIV.—An Act for the Relief of Captain 
Alexander V. Frazer. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to allow and pay to Alexander V. Frazer 
the sum of three thousand nine hundred and 
twenty dollars, being an allowance of thirty-five 
cents a ration upon eleven thousand two hundred 
rations furnished by him to the Government for 
the crew of the United States revenue cutter Law- 
rence in the year eighteen hundred and forty- 
nine. 

Approven, February 23, 1861. 


Cuar. LV.—An ‘Act for the Relief of Samuel 
Perry. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to Samuel Perry 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of six handred and thirty- 
eight dollars and ninety-cight cents, it being the 
amount which was improperly deducted from his 
freight for the transportation of Indian supplies 
in the year eighteen hundred and thirty seven, a 
portion of which were lost by the sinking of a flat- 
boat. 

Approyven, February 23, 1861. 


Cmar. LXU.—An Act for the Relief of Thomas 
Chittenden. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
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‘twenty-third day of March, cightecn hundred and | 


and he is hereby, required to. place the. name of 
Thomas Chittenden, of the State of Wisconsin, on 
the roll of invalid pensioners, at the rate of eight 
dollars per month; said pension to commence on 
the first day of January, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-cight, and to -continue during his 
natural life. ` 


Approven, February 28, 1861.: 


Cuar. LXILI.—An Act for the Relief of Messrs. 
Coale & Barr. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to Messrs. 
Coale & Barr the sum of two hundred and four 
dollars, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, in full payment for pub- 
lishing thelaws of the second session of the Thirty- 
second Congress in the Abingdon Virginian. 

Arrroyep, March 1, 1861. 


Cuar. LXIV.—An Actfor the Relief of Augustus 
H. Evans. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is, directed, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Augustus H. Evans, the sum of eight hundred | 
dollars in full for his services as clerk, in the State 
of Missouri, during the years cighteen hundred 
and thirty-five and cightcen hundred and thirty- 
six. 

Arrrovep, March 1, 1861. 


Cuar. LXV.—An Act granting a Pension to 
Prentis Champlain. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘Chat the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and instructed to 
place the name of Prentis Champlain on the in- 
valid pension rolls of the United States, at the rate 
of eight dollars per month, to commence on the 


sixty, and to continue during his natural life. 
Aprroven, March 1, 1861. 


Chap. LXVI.—An Act to confirm a certain | 
Private Land Claim in the Territory of New | 
Mexico. | 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress ! 

assembled, That the private land claim in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, as recommended for con- 
firmation by the surveyor geueral of that Terri- 
tory, and in his reportto the Commissioner of the 

General Land Office, of November twenty-fourth, 

eighteen hundred and sixty, designated as num- 

ber forty-three, be, and the same is hereby, con- 
firmed: Provided, That the foregoing confirmation 
shall only be construed as quit claim or relinquish- 
ment, on the part of the United States, and shall i| 
not affect the adverse rights of any other person | 
or persons whomsoever. | 

Aprrovenp, March 1, 1861. 


Cuar. LXVII.—An Act for the Relief of Green- 
bury M. Watkins, of Montgomery County, 
Maryland. 


Be it enucted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
required to cancel the patent issued in the name 
of Thomas Stewart for the northeast quarter of 
section twenty-five, in township cight, of range | 
nineteen, in the district of lands subject to sate at į 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, bearing date the first 
day of October, A. D. cighteen hundred and fifty- | 
eight,and numbered one hundredand ninety-cight; 
and that said Commissioner be, and he ishereby, | 
authorized and directed to issue a patent for the | 
said northeast quarter of section twenty-five, in |} 
township cight, of rage nineteen, to Greenbury 
M. Watkins, of Montgomery county, Maryland, 
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as the assignee of the said Stewart. 
Approvep, March 1, 1861. 


Cuar. LX XXEXs-AnAct’ forthe 
-o Richard: Chenery... © 
Be it enacted: by the Senate and Hi 
sentatives of the United States of Anierica in: Congr 
assembled, That the Commissioner of Customs b 
and he is hereby, directed to. settle the account 
Richard Chenery, assignee of Horace P: 
for the construction by the latier of the 


pay 
him such sum-às may beshówn to, be legally and 


sum shall not excee 
dred and ninety dollars. ; 
Arpnoven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. XC.—An Act for the Relief of William 
Sutton. : ant ; 
Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repres 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Sceretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of William Sutton on the roll of invalid 
pensioners, and cause him to be paid the sum of 
six dollars per month, to commence from and 
after the fifth day of February, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-cight, and to continue during the period 
of his natural life. : : 
Avrrovep, March 2, 1861. 


Crap. XCI.—An Act granting a Pension to Jane 
Yates, aS 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be; 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed.to place 
the name of Janc Yates on the invalid pension 
rolls 6f the United States, at the rate of four dol- 
lars per month; said pension to commence on the 
first day of January, eighteen hundred and sixty, 
and to continue during her widowhood. 
Aprroven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. XCIL.—An Act granting an Invalid’ Pen- 
sion to Charles Appleton. f 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the name of Charles Appleton on the invalid pen» 
sion rolls of the United States, at the rate of eight 
dollars per month, to commence on the first day 
of January, eighteen hundred and sixty, and ‘to 
continue during his lifetime. 

Appnoyen, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. XCUL—An Act for the Relief of Jobn Y. 
Sewell. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Uniled States of America in Congress 
assembled, That John Y. Sewell, for services in 
the restoration of the United States mail lost from 
the steamer Southerner on the coast of Washing- 
ton Territory, and for expenses incurred in ob- 
taining the same from the Indians who had it in 
their possession, be, and he is hereby, allowed 
the sum of one thousand dollars, in fall for his 
claim therefor, to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. XCIV.—An Act for the Relief of Mrs. 
Mary Ann Henry. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Commissioner of Pensions be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and required to place 
the name of Mrs. Mary Ann Henry, of Pennsyl- 
vania, widow of the late Captain Henry Henry, 
of the United States Navy, on the naval pension 
roll, at the rate of twenty dollars per month, to 
commence from the first January, eightcen hun- 
dred and fifty-eight, the date of her application, 
and to continue during her life, unless ‘she shall 
again marry, in which case the pension shall cease 


i from the date of said marriage. 


Avprovep, March 2, 1861. 


si 


pa 
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Guar. KCV.—An Act for the Relief of Simon de 
Visser and Jose Villariibia, of New Orleans. 
Be it. enacted bythe Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That Simon de Visser and Jose Villa- 
rabia, jr. merchants of New Orleans, be, and 
they are hereby, released from the payment of all 
claims, penalties, and forfeitures which may le- 
gally exist against them, in favor of the United 

States, arisisg out of frauds committed in the | 

eustom-house of New Orleans by one Charles 

Meteye, they having been judicially declared to 

be entirely innocent of said frauds; and especially į 

{that} they be released frora the penalties and for- | 

feitures claimed by reason of said frauds in two 

guits now pending in the district court of the Uni- 
ted States for the eastern district of Louisiana, in 
which the United States are plaintiffs, and said 
de Visser and Villarubia arc defendants: Provided, 

That the said defendants shall pay all costs ìn- | 

curred in said suits, and that the rights of the 

United States against said Charles Meteye be, 

and. they are hereby, expressly reserved: And 

provided further, That the intent and meaning of 
this act shallin no case be construed into a release 
of the said Simon de Visser and Jose Villarubia |} 
of or from any duties justly chargeable upon the | 

oods and merchandise entered in their behalf by | 
the said Charles Meteye, in the absence of any | 
fraud attempted or committed in their entry by | 

the said Meteye. H 
Aprrovep, March 2, 1861. 


Onap. XCVI An Act for the Relief of John H. 
Wheeler. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay | 
to John H. Wheeler, late minister resident of the 
United States at Nicaragua, the sum of five thou- 
gand seven hundred and fifteen dollars and twenty 
cents, in full for losses by exchange, for property 
destroyed at Granada, expenses incurred in taking 
testimony at San Juan del Norte, and for relief 
extended to distressed American ciuzens crossing 
the Isthmus during the interval between October, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four,and October, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-six. 

Aprpnoven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar, XOVIL—An Act for the Relief of Kath- 
erine K. Russell. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the name of Katherine Kirby 
Russell be, and the same is hereby, placed upon 
tho pension list of the United States of America. 

Sec, 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to said Katherine K. Russell the 
sum of twenty-five dollars per month, and this i 
sum to commence and to be computed from and |} 
afier the first day of January, cighteen hundred |) 
and fifty-five, and the same to continue during her ji 
widowhood. 

Approvenp, March 2, 1861. i 


Cuar. XCVIL.—An Act for the Relief of Leslie 
Combs and Robert H. Crittenden, Sureties of l 
the late A. J. Mitchell, Purser in the United | 

i 


States Navy. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That Leslie Corabs and Robert H. Crit- 
tenden be, and they are hereby, relieved from all 
Hahility as sureties of the late Purser A. J. Miteh- 
oll, United States Navy, on account of any bal- 
ance found due to the United States from said 
Mitchell, upon the settlement of his accounts as 
purser of the United States steamer Michigan, 
and thatany judgment based upon such liabilities 
be, and the same is hereby, released. 

Approvep, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. XCIX.—An Act for the Relief of Eliza B. | 
Mils, widow of Robert Mills. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, Thar theré be paid, ont of any money 'i west and southeast quarters of the northeast [i 


i! sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


ll of the British forces; the same not being by law | 


‘| assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be 


i day of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
pats z i Dg 
| sixty, for and during her natural life. 


| enter at the proper land office the following de- 


| the said college association; the said property to 


| sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


‘appropriated, the same being due the said Dud- 


i tricts of the late Territory of Minnesota. 


i| assembled, That the title to all the lands sold as 
i| saline lands in Jackson county, State of Illinois, 


i 
t 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
Eliza B. Mills, widow of Robert Mills, the sum | 
of fve hundred dollars, in paymentfor services of 
the said Robert Mills as aschitect in preparing 
and furnishing plans and estimates for a marine 
hospital at New Orleans, and a public printing 
office in the city of Washington. 
Approved, March 2, 1861. 


Cuap.C.—An Act for the Relief of Henry Rice. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he- js hereby, directed to pay, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to Henry Rice, the sum of ten thousand five 
hundred and thirty-nine dollars and eighty-eight 
cents, being a repayment to him of that sum paid 
by him into the Treasury as and for duties upon | 
goods imported into Castine, while in possession 


subject to the payment of duty, under tke decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Approven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar, CIl.—An Act granting a Pension to: Eliza 
M. Plympton. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


directed to place the name of Eliza M. Plympton, 
widow of the late Colonel Joseph Plympton, of 
the United States Army, on the pension roll, at 
the rate of thirty dollars a month, from the fifth 


Approvep, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. Cl].—An Act to enable the Trustees of | 
the Bluemont College to preémpta certain Quar- 
ter Section of Land, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the following persons, Isaac 
Goodnow, S. D. Houston, Washington Marlatt, . 
Charles E, Blood, Joseph Dennison, William H. 
McCollom, Johu Paulson, John Pipher, and John 
Kimball, trustees of the Bluemont College Asso- | 
ciation, ke, and they are hereby, empowered to 


scribed quarter section of land, to wit: 

The southwest quarter of section twelve, (12,) 
township ten south, of range seven east, in the | 
district of lands subject to sale at Junction City, | 
in Kansas Territory, for the use and benefit of 


be held exclusively for the benefit of the said col- | 

lege, and to be regulated or disposed of under 

such rules and regulations as the Legislature of 

the Territory or State may prescribe. 
Approven, March 2, 1861. 


Cnrar. CIIL—An Act for the Relief of Taylor i 
Dudley, of Minnesota. | 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, | 
and he hereby is, puthermedenad directed to pay 

to 'Laylor Dudley, of Benton county, Minnesota, 
the sum of three hundred and seventy dollars, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 


ley for services as clerk of the United States dis- 
trict court for the second and third judicial dis- 


Approvep, March 2, 1861 


Cuar. CIV.—An Act for the confirmation of the 
title to the Saline Lands in Jackson County, 
State of Hlinois, to D. H. Brush and others ; 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


as follows, to D. H. Brush and others, namely: į 
To D. H. Brush, the northwest, northeast, and 
southwest quarters of the southwest quarter of 


quarter, northwest and northeast quarters of the 
southeast quarter, southeast quarter of the south- 
west quarter, and southwest and southeast quar- 
ters of the southeast quarter of section one, town- 
ship nine, of range three: to Edward: Holden, 
the northeast, southeast, northwest, and south- 
west. quarters of the southeast quarter of section 
seven, township nine, of range two; northwest, 
southwest, and northeast quarters of the north- 
west quarter of section one, township nine, of 
range three: to Joseph Sorrels, the northwest 
and northeast quarters of the southwest quarter 
of section seven, township nine, of range two: 


i to Daniel Worthern, the southwest quarter of 


the southwest quarter of section seven, township 
nine, of range two; northeast quarter of the north- 
west quarter, and northwest quarter of the north- 


| east quarter of section one, township nine, of 


range three: to William Qualls, the southeast 
quarter of the southwest quarter of section eight, 
township nine, of range two: to William Wool- 
sey, the southeast quarter of the southeast quar- 
ter of section seven, township nine, of range two: 
to Richard Worthen, the west half of the north- 
west quarter of the southwest quarter of section 
one, township nine, of range three: to George 
Elmore, the northwest and ‘northeast quarters of 
the northwest quarter, and southeast. quarter of 
the south west quarter of section thirty-five, town- 
ship eight, of range three: to Alexander Morris, 
the southwest and southeast quarters of the north- 
east quarter of section thirty-five, township cight, 
of range three: to Doctor Logan, the northwest 
quarter of the northwest quarter of section thirty- 
one, township eight, of range two: to John G. 
Sparks, the northwest and northeast quarters of 
the southeast quarter of section thirty-one, town- 
ship eight, of range two: to Stephen Holliday, 
the southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of 
the southeast quarter of section thirty-one, town- 
ship eight, of range two: to Isaac Morgan, the 
southwest quarter of the north west quarter of sec- 
tion thirty-five, township eight, of range three: 
to A. Crow, the northeast quarter of the north- 
east quarter of section one, township nine, of 
range three: to William Woolsey, the northeast 
quarter of the northwest quarter, and the north- 
west quarter of the northeast quarter of section 
thirty-one, township cight, of range two: to T. 
M. Logan, the northeast and southwest quarters 
of the northeast quarter of section thirty-one, 
township eight, of range two: to Edward Hol- 
| den, the south west quarter of the northwest quar- 
į ter, and the northwest and northeast quarters of 
the southwest quarter of section thirty-one, town- 
ship eight, of range two: to John Logan, the 
southwest and southeast quarters of the southwest 
quarter of section thirty-one, township cight, of 
range two: to Cyrus Thomas, the northeast quar- 
i ter of the northwest quarter of section thirty- 
one, township eight, of range two: to Edward 
Holden, the southwest quarter of the northwest 
quarter, and the northeast and northwest quar- 
ters of the southwest quarter of section thirty- 
one, township eight, of range two: to Hall Neil- 
son, the southwest quarter, and east half of the 
| northwest quarter of the southwest quarter of 
section one, township nine, of range three: to 
Richard Worthen, the southwest quarter of the 
northeast quarter of section thirty-five, township 
eight, of range three: and to John Sorrels, the 
northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of sec- 
tion thirty-five, township eight, of range three, be, 
and the same is hereby, confirmed to the several 
purchasers herein mentioned, (from the county 
of Jackson, and State of Mlinois,) and be as valid 
i as if originally purchased from the United States 
of America. 


Approvenp, March 2, 1861. 


! Cuar. CV.—-An Act for the Relief of Thomas G. 


Corbin. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury pay to Lieutenant Thomas G. Cor- 
bin, United States Navy, the sum of two hundred 
and ninety-three dollars and fifteen cents, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


section eight, township nine, of range two; south- 


priated, 
Appnoven, March 2, 1861. 
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Caap. CVIL>An Act for the Relief of Daniel B. 
Hibbard. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Postmaster General of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out.of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Daniel | 
B. Hibbard, the sum of eight hundred and thirty i 
dollars, in full compensation for his services in 
transporting the United States mail between the 
villages of St. Johns and Lyons, in the State of 
Michigan, under his agreement with the deputy 
postmaster at said St. Johns. 

Aprroven, March 2, 1861. 


{ 


Cuar. CVIL—-An Act for the Relief of Lewis 
Warrington, Paymaster United States Navy. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of | 


the Treasury be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed, in the settlement of the accounts | 
of Lewis Warrington, as paymaster of the Pensa- 
cola navy yard, where the proper vouchers can- | 
not be produced, to receive and allow statements 


verified by his oath, of expenditures or losses in- | 


curred in consequence of the forcible seizure and 
detention of the papers and property of the Gev- 
erument at said yard by the military of the State 
of Florida: Provided, That the Secretary of the 


Navy shall be satisfied that said Warrington’s | 


vouchers are improperly withheld from him. 


Approvep, March 2, 1861. f 


peana 


Cumar. CVIIL—An Act for the Relief of Com- 
mander Thomas J. Page, United States Navy. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 
i No. 6.—Joint Resolution for the Benefit of Duvall 


assembled, That the proper accounting oflicers of 
the Treasury be authorized and directed to allow 
to Commander Thomas J. Page, of the United 
States Navy, in the adjustment of his accounts as 
purser of the United States steamer Water Witch, 
credit forcertain suspended items of said accounts, 
not to exceed the sum of three hundred and fifty- 
four dollars and forty-six cents. 
Avproyven, March 2, 1861. 


Cuar. CIX.—An Act for the Relief of Hockaday 
and Ligget. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That the sum of forty thousand dollars 
be allowed to Hockaday and Ligget, in full pay- 


ment for damages sustained by them in reduction | 
of pay for carrying the mails on route number | 


eight thousand nine hundred and eleven, and that 
said amount be paid to William Ligget for and 
on account of Hockaday and Ligget, and for their 
benefit, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated. 


[Signed] WM. PENNINGTON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
{Signed] JOHN C. BRECKINRIDGE, 


Vice President of the United States 
and President of the Senate. 


Indorsed by the PRESIDENT: 


‘Received, Saturday, February 16, 1861.” 


| an extension of said Patent. 


| eighteenth February, eighteen hundred and fifty- | 
| nine. 


“PRIVATE RESOLUTIONS. 


No. 3.—A Resolution for the Relief of Lieutenant 
John C. Carter. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury, in the settlement of the accounts of 
Lieutenant John C. Carter, of the United States 
Navy, be,and they are hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to allow him the sum provided in the joint 
resolution of Congress approved February thir- 
teen, eighteen hundred aud fifty-five, for such 
expenses as were incurrad by him whilst acting 
as purser on board the ship Massachusetts while 
undergoing repairs at San Francisco, California, 
deducting therefrom the sum which has been paid 
or allowed him on account of the’same since the 
date of the passage of the aforesaid joint resolu- 
tion: Provided, The same shall not exceed the 
sum of nine hundred and fifty-five dollars and thir- 
ty-six cents. 

Approven, January 23, 1861. 


No. 4.—Joint Resolution extending the time for 
taking Testimony on the-application of Cyrus 
II. McCormick, for the extension of his Patent. 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives ofthe United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, That the further time of nincty days 
be given to parties interested in resisting the ex- 
tension of the patent of Cyrus H. McCormick, 
for his patent reaper, or his improvements or 
modifications of the same, to enable them to take | 
testimony in opposition to said extension, to be 
used before the Commissioner of Patents, on the 
hearing of the application of said McCormick for 


Arrroven, February 9, 1861. | 


and Brothers. 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre-, 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 
assembled, That the Sceretary of the Treasury be, | 


and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay i! 


to Duvall and Byothers, merchant tailors in the f 
city of Washington, assignees of R. A. Davidge, | 
the amount of money appropriated for the benefit | 


of said Davidge, by anact of Congress approved | 


Appnoven, February 13, 1861. 


No. 7.—Joint Resolution directing the Account- 
ing Officers of the Treasury to settle the Ac- 
counts of the late Robert Stockton, Quarter- 
master, and so forth. | 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, That the proper accounting officers of | 
the Treasury Department be, and they are here- | 
by, directed to settle the accounts of the late Robert 

Stockton, of New Jersey, an assistant quarter- | 

master and forage master in the war of the Rev- 

olution, and pay to his legal heirs and representa- 
tives such sum or sums as may be shown due upon 
suficient proof of his service as quartermaster 
aforesaid, out of any money in the Treasury not 

otherwise appropriated. l 

Appnoven, February 16, 1861. | 


No. 8.—Joint Resolution authorizing the proper 
Accounting Officers of the Treasury. to revise 
and adjustthe Account ofJohn Randolph Clay, 
United States Minister to Pera.) (hoe 2 
Be it resolved, by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the proper accounting officers’ of 
the Treasury be authorized-and required to yevise 
and adjust the account of John Randolph Clay, 

as minister to Peru. D 
Appnovenp, February 20, 1861. 


No. 10.—A Resolution to repeal the Joint Reso- 
lution approved June fifteenth, eighteen hun- 


dred and sixty; for the Relief of William Hi. 
Degroot. A : 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 


atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the joint resolution, approved 
June fifteen, eighteen hundred and sixty, forthe 
relief of William H. Degroot, be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed ; and thatthe Secretary of Wat 
be, and he is hercby, directed to transmit all the 
papers in his Department relating to ‘the case of 
the said William H. Degroot to the Court of 
Claims for examination. 
Appnoven, February 21, 1861. 


No. 19.—Joint Resolution repealing a Resolution 
relating to the Claim of George Fisher, late of 
Florida, deceased, approved June one, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixty. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That a resolution entitled “ A resolu- 
tion relating to the claim of George Fisher, late 
of Florida, deceased,” passed at the first session 
of this Congress, and approved June one, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixty, be, and the same is here- 
by, rescinded, and the same, and all proceedings 
under it, are hereby made null and void. 

Arrnovep, March 2, 1861. 


No. 20.—Joint Resolution for the Benefit of: 
George H. Giddings. Pah gh 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That George H. Giddings be paid for 
services on that portion of the route eight thou- 
sand and seventy-six lying between El ‘Paso and 
San Antonio, inaccordance with the order of Post- 
master General A. V. Brown, of October twenty- 
third, eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, after de- 
ducting whatever has been received thereon up to 
June thirty, cighteen hundred and sixty-one, on 
proof being furnished that the trips have been 
performed. 'The said amount to be paid on the 
certificate of the Postmaster General, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated; and to be accepted by the said Giddings in 
fall for all claims of service and damage thereon 
against the United States. 


[Signed] WM. PENNINGTON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
{Signed} JOHN C. BRECKINRIDGE, 


Viee President of the United States 
and President of the Senate. 


Indorsed by the President: 
“ Received, 18th February, 1861.” 


APPROPRIATIONS, NEW OFFICES, E te. 


STATEMENTS SHOWING 
1. Appropriations made during the second ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Sixth Congress. 
II. Officers created and the salaries thereof. 
Ill. The offices the salaries of which have been 
increased, with the amount of such increase 
during the same period. 

Arriu 15, 1861.—Prepared under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, in compliance with the sixth 
section of the ‘ Act to authorize the appointment 
of additional paymasters, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 4, 1836. 


I, APPROPRIATIONS MADE DURING THE SECOND SES- 
SION OF THE THIRTY-SIXTH CONGRESS. 


By the act to authorize the issue of Treasury 
notes, and for other purposes. 

To pay the principal and interest of such Treasury notes 

as pay be issued under this act... ses seee. e [Indefinite] 
To defray the expenses of engraving, printing, 
preparing, and issuing the Treasury notes 

herein authorized.. sssessersssessee essere. e $15,000 00 


$15,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the year ending June thirtieth, cigh- 
teen hundred and sixty-two. 


For invalid pensions under various acts.....«..380,000 00 
For pensions under acts of cighteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and eighteen, fifteenth May, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-eight, and sev- 
enth June, eighteen hundred and thirty-two., 
For pensions to widows of those who served in 
the revolutionary war, under the third section 
of the act of fourth July, eighteen hundredand - 
thirty-six; the acts of seventh July, cighteen 
huadred and thirty-eight, third March, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-three, seventeenth 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-four, second 
Februaryand twenty-ninth July, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-eight; and second section of 
act of third February, cighteen hundred and 
filty-three sesseseresseresreeseseneeene esere 170,000 00 
For pensions to widows and orphans, under first 
section act fourth July, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six; act of twenty-first July, eighteen 
hundred and forty-cight; first section act of 
third February, eighteen “hundred and fifty- 
three; and act third June, eighteen hundred ` 
and fifty-eight. . cece seceeeeeeeee arenes «a e- + 340,000 00 
For Navy invalid pensions.. s.s... . 25,000 00 
For Navy pensions to widows and orpbans, under 
act of eleventh August, eighteen hundred and 
forty-eight. ..sssssssreprersrerreseorsennree: 


$1,082.000 09 


17,000 00 


150,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the year ending 
the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-two, 

For pay ot officers, instructors, 
CLANS. eee e ee eeen evens 

For commutation of subsi 

For forage of officers’ borses . 

Eorpa lieu of clothing to otticers’ servants.. 

For current and ordinary expenses, as follows: 
repairs and improvements, fuel and apparatus, 
forage, postage, stationery, transportation, 
printing, clerks, miscellaneous and incidental 
expenses, and departments of instruction... 


and musi- 
$117,176 00 
. 4,161 00 
1,440 00 

60 00 


cadets, 


29,010 09 


For gradual increase and expense of library.... 1,000 00 
For expenses of the board OF VISILOTS...c+. sees 4,099 00 
For forage of artillery aud cavalry horses.....- 6,640 00 


357 


į To supply deficiencies in the a 


For supplying horses for artillery and cavalry 


practice......... Wale AENOR sates seeceseeeeees G1,000 00 
For repairs of officers’ quarters...... 500 00 
For models for the department of cavalry...... 100 00 
For targets and batterics for artillery exercise... 150 00 
For furniture for hospital for cadets........006 100 00 
For anual repairs of gas pipes and retorts.... 300 00 
For warning apparatus for academic and other 

buildings iia ee elec alee antares gk e... 2,750 00 
For materials for quarters ubaltern officers, 3,500 00 
For. kitchen for cadets’ mess hall... seses sese 950 00 
Vor mess room and kitchen for cadets’ hospital, 1,500 00 
To defray the expenses of the commission ap- 

pointed under the eighth section of an act 

making appropriations for the support of the 

Army forthe year ending the thirticth of June, 

eightean hundred and and sixty-one, in addi- 

tion to the amount appropriated by said act.. 1,360 00 

$185,697 00 


By the act authorizing a loan. 


To defray the expense of engraving and printing certificates 
of such stock, and other expenses incident to the exeeu- 
tion Of LNIS ACL. ce cece eee serrin eee eee ee Aa 00 


+ . . as a 

By the act to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 

tions for the services of the fiscal year ending 
June thirty, eighteen hundred and sixty-one. 


Contingent expenses of the House of Representatives : 
To supply the deficiency in the appropriation for binding 
documents required for the first session of the Thirty~ 
Sixth Congress. .........00.005 aoa Silane cee tie + $50,000 00 
For miscellaneous items seo ncccescses coos 21,000 00 
For folding documents... ..cccecere eevee cece ee 26,000 00 
For furniture and repairs, and boxes for members, 5,000 00 
For StatiOncry sss ccseeccereeveecreeseeeccesses 6,000 00 
‘To enable the Superintendent of the Capitol Ex- 
tension to pay for labor and materials used to 
earry out the resolution of the {louse of Rep- 
resentatives of twenty-first February, cighteen 
hundred and sixty... erei 
To supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
heretofore made for printing ordered by the 
Senate and House of Representatives at the 
first session of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, and 
for paper for the same.... . +++ 187,816 38 
To supply the deficiency in the appropriation 
for paper required for the printing of the sec- 
ond session of the Thirty-Sixth Congr 
To supply the’ deficiency in the appropr 
for the printing of the second session of the 
Thirty-Sixth Congress...eccecesers 
For the completion of the custom- house and post 
office at the city of St. Louis, and fitting up 
and furnishing the SaAMe....ssesesesrerereere 
To supply deficiencies in the fund heretofore 
appropriated to enable the President of the 
United States to carryinto effect the act of 
Congress of third March, eighteen hundred 
and nineteen, and any subsequent acts now in 
foree for the suppression of the slave trade... 900,000 60 
For the compensation and mileage of Senators.. 13,000 00 
For the contingent expenses of the Senate, for 
misechaneous ItCMS...... eee ee eee eee ee eee 
For the contingent expenses of the Senate and 
Ttouse of Representatives, viz: 
For additional police for the Capitol, payable by 
the Senate 
For additional police for the Capitol, payable by 
the House of Representatives... : 
pro 
taking the eighth Census... .s.esere eere eee 437,000 00 
For expenses of selectcommittee appointed un- 
der the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives of twenty-fourth Deeember, eighteen 
hundred and SiXty.... see cece estes eee cere 
For expenses of select committee made by order 
of the House of Representatives of the ninth 
of January, ciehteen hundred and sixty-one... 
For expenses of removing the office of the Fourth 
‘Auditor of the Treasury to the apartments as- 
signed in Winder’s building, and for cleans- 
ing, repairing, and furnishing the same...... 


2,500 00 


30,000 00 


15,000 00 


3,000 00 


1,096 97 
1,096 97 


5,000 00 


50,000 00 | 


3,000 09 | 


To enable the Superintendent of the Publie. ` 
Printing to carry into effect the provisions of 
the joint resolution in relation to the public 
printing, approved June the twenty-third, ar 
eighteen bundred and sixty. s.e... essees ee +s§95,000. 00 

For the compensation of the clerks in the land 
office at Kickapoo, Kansas, in accordance 
with section seven of “ An act making appro .... 
priation for certain civil expenses of the Goy- 
ernment,” &c., approved August. eighteen, 
eighteen hundred and filly-six...esrecsersene 10y 

For carrying the mails from New York, via Pan- 
ama, to San Francisco, three times a month 
from the first of July, eighteen. hundred and 
sixty, to the firstof July, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, at the rate of three hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars per annum, from which sum | 
shall be deducted the amount received for post- , `, a 

definite.) 


AYCY ON SDI LOULC cso eee ececreeseeenes ove e(Ind 
$1,905,551, 87 


53300 


By the act making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year: ending the thirtieth 
of June, eighteen hundred and sixty-two. - 

Legislative. : 

For compensation and mileage of Senators. ..,336;600 00 
For compensation of the officers, clerks, mes- 

sengers, and others receiving an annual sal- 


ary in the service of the Senate, viz: 
Seeretary of the Scnate......eeee 


Officer charged with disbursements of the Sen- ~ A 
MIC sc diaveeeedsedateeveasapatessacevectaereee, ABD OO 
Chief clerk....... secccceveseessscaceseeecesee 2500:00 
Principal clerk and principal executive clerk in : 
the oftice of the Secretary of the Senate, at two : 
thousand one hundred and sixty dollars cach; 4,320 00 
Eight clerks in the oflice of the Secretary of the 
Senate, at one thousand eight hundred and fifty “~~ 
dollars each...s.s ee 14,800 00 
Kecper of the stationery...... 1,752. 00 
‘Two messengers, at one thousan d eighty ` 
dollars CaCh...essssesaceressesesereeasroesa : 2160 00 
ONC PAgreceecerersecessecvesserer 500 00 
Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper... 2,000 00 
tant Doorkeeper.... 1,700 00° 
taster to the Sena 1,750 00 
ssistant Postmaster and mail-carrier....s.ace5 ` 1,440 00 
Two mail boys, at nine hundred dollarseach.... 1,800 00 
Superintendent of the document room.........+ 1,500 00 
‘Two assistants in document room, at one thou- : 
sand two bundred dollars each. .cceesseneees 2,400 00 
Superintendent of the folding room............ 1,500 00 
Two messengers, acting as assistant doorkeep- 
ers, at one thousand five hundred dollars each, 3,000 00 
Fourteen messengers, at one thousand two hun- : 
dred dollars each.. 16,800 00 
Superintendent in charg 1,200. 00 
Assistant in charge OF £UrndCeS....eereereveees 600 00 
Laborer in private passage... 2.21 e.ceseeeeese 600 00 
Two laborers, at four hundred and eighty dollars 
each... aaie wannan tiia aiaeei aen 960 00 
Clerk or secretary to the President of the Senate, 1,752 00 
Clerk to the Committee on Finances... eegee: 1,850. 00 
Clerk to the Committee on Claims. .... ssr... 1,850 00 
Clerk of printing records... esesassrseeseeeres 1,850 00 
Chaplain to the Senate ...... sere es cence evenness 750 06 
For contingent expenses of the Senate, vi 
For tithographing and engraving. . 30,000 00 
60,000 00 
12,000 00 
Tor newspape A 3,300: 00 
For Congressional Globe, and binding the same, 49,300 00 
For reporting proceedings in the Daily Globe for 
t session of the Thirty-Seventh Con- 
Ua ihabaedd asd eieaa asa aas terai bOj0U0 00 
ia) additional compensation to the re- 
porters of the Senate for the Congressional 
Globe, for reporting the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate for the first session of the Thirty-Seventh 
Congress, eight hundred dollars each........ 4,000 00 
For clerks to committees, pages, horses, and 


CALTY-DUS ocr eee eesneceecensasieneerenssetas 28,500 00 


358 


36rn Cona....2p SESS. . 


For Capitol police....essssssessresereerese rere 88,200 00 
For expenses of heating and ventilating appa- 

TALUS wcrcevcevenseccceeccvevenscdeceeageeees 12,009 00 
Tor miscellaneous items....-- +... e+ «+++ 20,000 00 
For compensation and mileage of embers of the 

House of Representatives and Delegates from 

POrrivOrleS.. cede esence sacs cevecadeessaeeeetyl00,000 00 

"For compensation of the officers, clerks, mes- 

sengers, and others receiving an annual sal-: 

ary in the sérvicée of the House ‘of Repre- 

sentatives, Viz: i Radi a Hoy $ 
Clerk of the House of Representatives a.a 3,600 00 
4,320 00 


‘Two clerks, at two thousand one hundred and 
Sixty dollars CAC... cccraveeccerescvevecsres 
Eleven clerks, at one thousand cight hundred 
dollars cach. ccc cece eee cee «ee 19,800 00 


Principal messen 1,752 00 
Three messengers, at one thousand two hundred 

solars CAC. wee eee eee cere eee eee es as. 3,600 00 
Messenger to the Speaker... . 1,752 00 
Clerk to the Committee of Waysand Means.... 1,800 00 
Clerk to the Committee on Claims.......+6+ . 1,800 00 


sapitol police......-+. 
Se@rgeant-at-Arms... 


Clerk to the Sergeant-at-Arins.......- 1,800 00 
Messenger to the Sergeant-at-Arms 1,200 00 
Postmaster ...cccceeeeaeee 2,160 09 
One messenger in the officc........ 1,740 00 
Four messengers, at one thousan 

and forty dollars ¢ach. ai.. sesi 5,769 00 
Two mail boys, at nine hundred d 1,800 00 
Duorkeepers eee se cece 2,160 00 
Superintendent of the folding room.. 1,800 00 
"Pwo messengers, at one thousand seven hun- 

dred and fifty-two dollars cach.. 3,504 00 
One messeriger. 1,740 00 


Five messengers, at one thous 
dollars CAC cee cece eee cee went ee eeee na tere 
Six messengers, at one thousand two hundred 
dollars CACR dees seer ere geceereenee 
Eleven messengers, to be employed during the 
session of Congress, at the rate of one thou- 


7,500 00 
7,200 00 


sand two hundred dollars each peranuum.... 7,700 00 
Chaplain to the House of Representatives...... 750 00 
For contingent expenses of the Mouse of Rep- 
resentatives, namely : e 
For binding documents, including the Congres- 
| sional GID. ee 89,000 00 
FOr -COrtage.. cece eceeteeacereaecsesveceeagens 2,000 00 


For twenty-four copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix for cach member and 
. delegate of the first session of the Thirty- 
. Seventh Congress, and one hundred of the 
same for the House library... cae eeees 
For compensation of the clerks to c 
and temporary clerks in'the office of the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives. ....ce ee eeee 
Far engraving, electrotyping, and lithographing, 
For folding documents, including pay of folders, 
wrapping-paper, tWine, and pasts... seas sere 
For fuel, oil and candies, including pay of engi- 
heer, firemen, and laborers, repairs and mate- 
vials for Cugine rOOD cece ee eee e eens 
For furniture, repairs, and packing-boxes for 
members. sarsana wane 
For stationery 
For borses, carriag 
For laborers... d 
For miscellaneou 
Tor newspapers...... PESEE 
Por piges and temporary mail ÞOy..sssesssese 
For reporting proceedings in the Daily Globe for 
the first session of the Thirty-Seventh Cou- 
‘gress, at seven dollars and fifty cents per 
COV eee ceereeee esarevaso ceeeeenes 
For the usual additional compensation to the 
reporters of the House tor the Congressional 
Globe, for reporting the proceedings of the 
House for the first session of the Thirty- 


39,688 00 


17,890 00 
50,099 00 


30,090 00 


15,000 00 


10,000 00 
15,000 00 
7,500 00 
7,000 00 
40,000 00 
12500 00 
9,630 09 


y aud saddle-horses...ceeee 


items 


23,000 00 


Seventh Congress, cight hundred dollars cach, 4,000 00 
Library of Congress. 

For compensation of Librarian, three assistant 

librarians, and messengers... ccc. cee ee eee eee 9,000 00 
For contingent exper of said Jibrary. «a 1,000 00 
For purebase of books for said library... +» 5,000 00 
For purchase of law books for said library..... 2,000 00 
For compensation of the Superintendent of the 

Public Printing aud the clerks and messenger 

IN WIS OFFICE eee e erence cee eeeereeteeeserece 9734 00 


For contingent expenses of his office, viz: 
For blank-books, stationery, postage, advertising 
for proposals for paper, furniture, traveling ex- 
pesses, cartage, and labor in storing aud trans- 
portation of paper, and misecllancous items., 
For paper required for the printing of the first 
session of the Thirty-Seventh Congress ......100,000 00 
For printing required for the first session of the 
Thirty-Seventh Congress..........eceee ereen. 70,000 00 


Court of Claims. 

For salaries of three judges of the Court of 
Claims, the solicitor, assistant solicitor, dep- 
uty solicitor, clerk and assistant clerk, and 
messenger INETCOF. vce ee ceeeen ee eeee eee eees 27,800 00 

For stationery, books, fuel, lights, pay of tabor- 
ers, and other contingent and miscellaneous 
expenses for the Court of Claims....c.eeeeee 


Executive. 
For compensation of the President of the United 
BECS. ausernee We E E E EE TEA N 
For compensation of the Vice President of the i 
United States.. cc. cee ceca sees nei . 8,900 00 
Tor compensation to secretary tosign patents for 
1,500 00 


Lands scceteccerscetsaceneteereeenereseneeeegs 


2,850 00 


4,000 00 


For compensation to the private secretary, stew- 
ard, and messenger of the President of the 
United States..ccsccecesccnseceaccncancneves 

For contingent expenses of the executive office, 
including stationery therefor. ..s.eeseee serene 


Department of State. 


For compensation of the Secretary of State, and 
Assistant Secretary ofState,clerks messenger, 
assistant messenger, and Jaborers.in his office.. 
For the incidental and contingent expenses of 

said department: 

For publishing the laws in pamphlet form, and 
in newspapers of the States and Territories, 
and in the city of Washington... ..ecaeeesees 

For proof reading and packing the laws and doc- 
uments for the various legations: and consu- 
lates, including boxes and transportation of the 
SOME ceeceacoreeeteresseseennaceecs 

For stationery, blank-books, binding, farniture, 
fixtures, repairs, painting, and glazing.... 

For miscellaneous items...... . 

For copper-plate printing, books, and maps. 

For extra clerk hire and COpying.....eserereees 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase 
fifty copies each of volumes twenty-eight and 
twenty-nine of Howard’s Reports of the De- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States.....6. 

Northeast Executive Building. 

For compensation of four watchmen and two 
laborers of the northeast executive building.. 
For contingent expenses of said building, 

namely: : 

For fuel, light, repairs, and miscellaneous ex- 
PONSCSscrevceceeenenseengnoevenernenetenenes 

Treasury Department. 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and 
laborers in his OfFCO.. cc. cee eeee cet e eee eeeee 

For compensation of the F Comptroller, and 
the clerks, messenger, and laborers in his 
OMC voce ee eens 

For compensation of the Second Comptroller, 
and the clerks, messenger, and Jaborer in bis 
OMICS Losec cece eens e 

For compensation ofthe First Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, and 
Taborer in Dis OCC., seusesreseroseesesarer 

For compensation of the Second Auditor, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, aud 
laborer in Dis OMCE cere cece ee cate ee ee enenes 

For compensation of the ‘Third Auditor, and 
thie clerks, messengers, assistant messenger, 
and the daborers in his OLRCO ss. cee eee ee eens 

For compensation of the Fourth Auditor, and 
the elerks, messenger, and assistant messen- 
ger, in his OFCO sssesessreeeresereevereeeres 

For compensation of the Fifth Auditor, and the 


. 


For compensation of the 
ted States, and the clerks, m g 
aut messenger, and Jaborers in his office 

For compensation of the Register of the Tre 
ury, and the clerks, messenger, assistant mes- 
senger, and laborers in his ofice . 

For compensation of the Solicitor of the 
ury, and the clerks and messenger in h 
office... eae deena 

For compensation o: Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, and the clerks, messenger, and laborer 
in his OCC. ere eeeee aes 

For compensation of the clerks, in 
laborer of the Light-Llouse Board.. 

Contingent Expenses of the Treasury Depart- 

ment. E 
In the office of the Secretary of the Treasury : 

For copying, blank-books, stationery, binding, 
sealing ships? ters, translating foreign lan- 
guages, adve a, and extra clerk hire for 
preparing and collecting information to be laid 
before Congress, and for misceHaneous items, 
In the offtee of the First Comptroller : 

For furniture, blank-books, binding, stationery, 
public documents, State and territorial stat- 
utes, and misccHancons ItCMS ..ecereeeen eres 
In the office of the Second Comptroller: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, pay for two 
daily papers published in the city of Washing- 
ton, to be filed and preserved for the use of 
the office, office furniture, and miscellaneous 
JteMS Coe eee ecw cece ee eereee 
In the office of the First Auditor : 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, office fur- 
niture, and miscellaneous items, including 
subscription for two daily papers published in 
the city of Washington, to be filed for the use 
OF NC OTFCC eee ceeerre eer ere ones cence nvees 
In the office of the Second Auditor: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, office fur- 
niture, and miscellaneous items, including two 
of the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, 
and preserved for the use of the office... sse. 
In the office of the Third Auditor: 

For blank-books, binding, office furniture, car- 

peting, two daily newspapers published in the 

city of Washington, files and papers for bounty- 
land service, and miscellaneous items......6+ 


cenger, and 


$4,600 09 
350 00 


57,800 00 


25,125 00 


5,000 00 


10,000 00 
2,500 00 
23609 00 
2,000 00 


500 00 


3,600 00 


4,500 09 


53,800 00 
33,740 00 
28,240 00 
42,940 00 
38,140 00 
93,440 00 


31,940 00 
17,469 76 
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28,151 24 
53,340 00 
18,549 00 


20,440 00 


9,940 00 Í 


19,000 09 


1,800 00 | 


1,200 00 


1,500 00 


1,200 00 | 


1,000 00 | 


In the office of the Fourth Auditor: 
For stationery, books, binding, labor, and mis- 
cellanc@ous I1teMS...... 6 cece ee cee ete eee eeneene 


Iv the office of the Fifth Auditor: ` 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, office fur- 

niture, carpeting, and miscellaneous expenses, 

in which are included two daily newspapers.. 


In the office of the Auditor of the ‘Treasury for 
the Post Office Department: 
For blank-books, binding, and ruling, and fur- 


DELILE crews eer renc cease ssersoesessavesssoroo 


In the office of the Treasurer: 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items.....++ 


In the offigg.of the Register: 

For ruling aM fall binding books for recording 
collectors’? quarterly abstracts of commerce 
and navigation, and blank abstracts for their 
use, blank-books, binding, and stationery, ar- 
ranging and binding canceled marine papers, 
cases for official papers and records, and mis- 
ecllaneaus items, including office furniture 
and CATPELINT. ocr ee vecereereereenverseaveces 
Light-House Board: © 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, miscela- 
neous expenses, AN pOStAZC. sese saresroseree 


$1,009 00 
800. 00 
3 


10,150 00 


3,000 00 


6,090 00 


600 40 


For the general purposes of the Southeast Ex- 
ecutive Building, including the Eatension, 
and the building occupied by the Altorney 
General and the First .luditor : 

For compensation of twelve watchmen and 
eleven laborers of the southeast executive 
ROC Se eee ee 

For contingent expenses of said building, fuel, 
light, and miscellaneous items. 


13,800 00 
10,000 00 


Department of the Interior. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the m- 
terior, and the clerks, messenger, assistant 
Mersungers; watchmen, and Jaborers in his 
olf $ sesono 

For compensation of the Commissioner of the 
Generat Land Office, and tbe recorder, 
draughtsman, assistant draughtsman, clerks, 
messengers, assistaut messengers, packers, 
watchmen, and laborers in his office 175,440 00 

For additional clerks in the General Land Office, 
under the act of third March, cighteen bhun- 
dred and fitty-five, granting bounty land, and 
for laborers employed thetein.......66 . 58,400 00 

For compensation of the Commissioner 0 
dian Affairs, abd the clerks, messenger, assist- 
ant messenger, watchmen, and Jaborer in his 
OCC ocr ecen ee cneee sees setae 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the clerks, messenger, assistant 
messengers, and laborers in his office....... 


36,900 00 


31,940 00 


82,310 00 
Contingent expenses, Departinent of the Interior. 


Office of the Secretary of the Interior: 

For books, stationery, furniture, fuel, lights, and 
other contingencies, and for books and maps 
for the library ..ccseeeeseeseees 

Por casual repairs of the Patent Office building, 

For expenses of packing and distributing con- 
gressional jouruals and documents, in pursu- 
ance of the provisions contained in the joint 
resolution of Congress, approved twenty- 
eighth January, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
seven, and act fifth February, cighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-mine....... SERRA 


Office of Indian Affairs: 

Forblank-books, binding, stationery, fuel, lights, 
and miscellaneous items, inciuding two ot the 
daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office.. 
General Land Office : 

For cash system aud military patents, underlaws 
prior to twenty-eighth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty ; patent and other records ; 
tract hooks and blank-books for this and the 
district land offices; binding plats and field 
notes, stationery, furniture, and repairs of 
sane, and miscellaneous items, ineluding two 
ofthe daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, 
and preserved for the use of the office ; also, 
for contingent expenses, in addition, under 
swamp-land act of twenty-eigbth September, % 
eighteen hundred and filty; military bounty 
acts of twenty-cighth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty, and twenty-second March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty two, and act thirty- 
first August, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, 
for the satisfaction of Virginia land warrants 5 
and for contingent expenses under act third 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, grant- 
ing bounty land, and amendatory act of four- 
teenth May, eighteen hundred and fifty-si 
for patents, patent and other records, station- 
ery, and miscellaneous items, on account of 
bounty jang under said aCt,assesers seen ueee 

For fuel, lights, and incidental expenses attend- 
ing the same, inclading pay of furnace keep- 
ers.. 
Pension Office: 

For stationery, binding books, furniture, and re- 
pairing the same; miscellaneous items, in- 
eluding two daily city newspapers, to be filed, 
bound, and preserved for we use of the office, 
and for engraving and retouching the plates 
for bounty land warrants, printing and bind- 
ing the SaM. sesse esreererererereeeseresere 15,000 00 


6,500 00 
3,500 00 


3,000 00 


5,000 00 


42,000 00 


2,000 00 


ge. 


Offices, 


For compensation of the Commissioner of Pub- 
He Buildings, and the clerk and messenger in 
HIS OFF CO or ceveee ere c sees cence enesteceeernns 

Forstationery, blank-books, plans, drawings, and 
other contingent expenses of the office of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings....... 

Surveyors General and their clerks. 

For compensation of the surveyor gencral of Flor- 
ida and the clerks in bis office...... 108. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of V 
consin and Iowa, and the clerks in his office... 

Forcompensation of the surveyor generat of Ore- 
gon, and the clerks in his Offices... ssseeeeeee 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in Oregon, 
fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental 
EXPENSES cece vere cceecerese nese eaneeneeroren: 

For rent of surveyor general ’s office in Califor- 
nia, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci- 
dental expenses, including pay of messeng¢ 

For office rent for the surveyor general of Wash- 
ington Territory, fucl, books, stationery, and 
other incidental expenses see irns 

For rent of the surveyor general’s office in New 
Mexico, fuel, books, stationery, and other in- 
Cidental EXPENSES. veseseseedeeeereresescneee 

Far office rent of the surveyor general of Kansas 
and Nebraska, fuel, and incidental expenses.. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of Cal- 
ifornia, and the clerks in his office... 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Washington Territory, and the clerks in bis 
OC Cesesoressseeevesssossoovo rresoreosneseo 

Forgompensation of the surveyor general of New 
Mexico, and clerks in his Offce. s.e sree esse 

For compensation of translator in the office of 
the surveyor general of New Mexico........ 

For compensation ofthe surveyor general of Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, and the clerks in his office, 

For compensation of the surveyor gencral of 
Utah, and the clerks in his office..... 

For compensation ofthe surveyor general of Min 
nesota, and the clerks in his Office. 6... coer 

For compensation of clerks in the offices of the 
surveyors general, to be apportioned to them 
according to the exigencies of the public scr- 
vice, and to be employed in transcribing field 
notes of surveys, for the purpose of preserving 
them at the seat of Government...ccsceeees 

For salary of the recorder of land titles in Mis- 


SOUL eccecccvavenceceer sess serena erereucenee 


War Department. 


for compensation of the Secretary of War, and 
the clerks, messenger assistant messenger, and 
faborer in his Off1CG... 6 ee eee wees cere ners rece 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger in 
the office of the. Adjutant General. ssssssssiee 

For compensation ofthe clerks and messenger in 
the office of the Quartermaster Gencral....... 

For compensation of the clerks and messengerin 
the oflice of the Paymaster Gencral...ecerere 

For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborer in the office of the Commissary Gen- 
GAL Lee ce vena vers 

For compensation of the clerks and me 
the office of the Surgeon General.. 

For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborer In the office of the Topograpical En- 
GIMCCKS sere ever ee settee 

For compensation of the clerks and 
in the office of the Chief Bngincer..... cece 

For compensation of the clerks and mes 
in the office of the Colonel of Ordnance...... 

Contingent Eapenses of the War Department. 
Otice of the Secretary of War: 

For blank-books, stationery, books, maps, extra 
cierk-bire, and miscellaneous items.........+ 
Office of the Adjutant General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery,and miscet- 
lancous items, including office of judge adyo- 


a Ce ee 


Office of the Quartermaster General : 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, miscella- 
neous items, and new furniture and book- 
Office of the Paymaster General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
eclianeous items 
Office of the Commissary General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
COHANCOUS TICINS seer cere cere cone eee ee ne eeee 
Office of the Cluct Eugincer: , 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items, including two daily Wash- 
ington PAPCTS. ese coer veseeeeererereeees 
Office of the Surgeon General: l 

For blank-bocks, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items..... 
Office of Colonel of Ordnance: ; 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
ceNaneous jteEMS..ererererseesueenrinpreseres 
Office of the Colonel of Topographical Engi- 

neers ¢ . 

For blank-bool&, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellancous itCMS... ee ere eres 

For the general purposes of the Northwest Frec- 

: utive Building. 

For compensation of superintendent, four watch- 
men, and two laborers of the northwest execu- 
tive buildings. ccsescrecseereeractete oe 

For fuel, light, and miscetlannous items... +. + 


$4,200 00 


250 00 


5,500 00 
8,300 00 
7,500 v0 


2,000. 00 


3,000 00 


2,000 00 | 


2,000 00 
2,000 00 
15,500 00 


7,000 00 | 
7,000 00 | 


2,000 00 
8,390 00 


2,655 15 


8,390 00 į 


25,000 00 
500 00 


22,000 00 
13,640 00 
16,440 09 
12,440 90 


10,049 00 
5,240 00 


10,646 00 
8240 00 
12,240 00 


6,000 00 


2.9 f $ i 
220000 l) For salarics of the director, treasurer, nssayer, 


2,109 00 


509 09 


wa 


200 00 


900 00 


500,00 


500 09 


1,200 00 


For the general purposes of the building 
corner of F and Seventeenth. streets. 
For compensation ofsuperintendent, four watch- 


men, and two Iaborers for said building. ...,. $3,850 00 


For fuel, compensation of fireman, and miscel- 
LANCOUS TOMS... 6c eee eee ee eee errentero 


Navy Department. 


4,800 00 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, © 


and the clerks, messenger, assistant. messen- 
ger, and laborer in Dis Office. ss. seese swsssen 

For compensation of the chief of the Burean. of 
Navy-Yards and Docks, and the clerks, mes- 
senger, and laborers in his office... sess eines 

For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
Ordnance and Hydrography, and the clerks, 
messenger, and laborer in his office. sses eres 

For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
Construction, Equipment, aud Repairs, and of 
the engineer-in-chief, and the clerks, messen- 
ger, and laborers in his OfffcO..eas. cere eeeees 

For compensation of the clerks, messenger, and 
laborer in the Bureau of Provisions and 
CHOU. cas rece see ceteratseres Sret 

For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
Medicine.and Surgery, and the clerks, messen- 
ger, and Inborer in his Of Ce... see ewes een ee 
Contingent Expenses of the Navy Department. 
Office of the Secretary of the Navy: 

Por blank-books, binding, stationery, newspa- 
pers, periodicals, and miscellancous items,,.. 
Bureau of Yards and Docks: 

For stationery, books, plans, and drawings.... 
Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrography: 

For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
ULES tasnia ass aiene naiai ig eaaa 
Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and Re- 

pairs: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, printing, 
and miscellaneous LOMB... cece cere eres eeee 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: 

For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
LLCS cee cceceeccceccvocenreseseetererttere 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery : 

For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
LLCINS SEEEN OEE T 

For the general purposes of the Southwest Ezec- 

utive Building, 

For compensation of four watchmen of. the 
southwest executive building... 
For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 

For labor, fue), tights, and miscellancous items, 


Post Office Department. 


For compensation of the Postmaster General, 
three Assistant Postinasters General, and the 
clerks, messenger, assistant messengers 


29,600 00 
14,140. 00 


12,340 00 


21,840 00 
8,840 00 


9,549 00 


9,840 09 


800 00 


750 00 


800 00 
700 00 


450 00 


2,400 00 


3,913 00 


watchmen, and laborers of said department. X 157,800 00 


Contingent Expenses of said Department, 
Yor blank-books, binding, and stationery, fuel 
for the General Post Office building, including 
the Auditor’s offiee, oil, gas, and candles, 
printings for repairs of the General Post Office 
building, office furniture, glazing, painting, 
whitewashing, and for keeping the fire-places 
and furnaces in order, for engineer, (for steam 
engine,) Jaborers, watchmen, repairs of fur- 
niture, and for misceHAneous ILCMS. 666 eee es 

Printing for Executive Departments. 
Kor paper and printing of the Gxecutive Depart- 
ments, including the paper, printing, and bind- 
ing the Biennial Register, and the Annual 
Statement of Commerce and Navigation, and 
the paper and printing of the Aunual Estimates 
Of APPYOPriATIONS . cc csc ceceee ee eeeeeeeeee nes 


Mint of the United States. 
At Philadelphia : 


melter and refiner, chief coiner and engraver, 
assistant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, 
and seven clerks....6-.+6- 
For wages of workinen and adjusters... seers. 
For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing WUSTABE Voce ee cree eee eeee tee tere tenes 
For specimens of ores and coins to be reserved 
atthe MANte cece ee coerce neeeee enon a’ 
For transportation of bullion from New York 
assay office to the United States Mintfor eoin- 
age 
At San Francisco, California: 
For salaries of superintendent treasurer, assayer, 
melter and refiner, coiner, and six clerks..... 


i For wages of workmen and adjusters, in addition 


33,000 00 


55,000 00 


27,900 00 
50,000 00 


15,000 00 | 


300 00 


5,000 00 


30,500 00 


10 estimated deductions from depositors .,.... 103,928 00 


Forjncidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
UNE WASTAZC. cove e rece e teens tenn ee tee cte eres 


At New Orleans: 
Forsalaries of superintendent,treasurer, assayer, 
coiner, melter and refiner, and three clerks... 
For wages of WOrkMen..csces ester eer e nee ares 
For incidental and contingent expenses, includ - 
ing wastage ..+ 
Assay Office, New York: 
For salaries of officers and clerks........05 cie 
For wages of workmen.. 
At Charlotte, North Carolina: 
For salaries of superintendent, comer, assayer, 
and clerk.,....5 ` 
For wages of workmen..... 


40,483 00 


18,300 00 
25,000 00 


20,000 00 


24,900 00 
36,000 00 


6,000 00 


33500 00 l 


Governments in the Te 
Territory of New Mexico 
For salaries of Governor, 


three j 


LOLDTY oe ssn e ceases wots qeceaieas oe aay clas ay es 


udges,-and see 


For contingent expenses of said. Territory. 
For interpreter and translator ip, the ox: 
ONCE eseies eevee een EREE ESE ET 
For compensation and mileage ofthe member: 
of.the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 
and contingent expenses ofthe Assembly... . 
Territory of Utah t 
For salaries of Governor, 
TRATY osu areare bees save revi cue en seen tae 
For contingent expenses of said Territory. 4 ss 
Yor compensation and mileage-of the menibers 
of the Legistative Assembly, officers, clerks, 
and contingent expenses of ‘the Assembly.... 
‘Territory of Washington: os a 
For salaries of Governor, three judges, and sec- 
FOLALY ccc ceeeer eee eeeenee aries cud oe ayaa tete 
For coitingent expenses of said Territory... si 
For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assombty, officers, clerks, 
and contingent expenses of the Assembly, idi 
cluding tie sum of three hundred and seventy- 
five dollars due for codifying the laws... oos. 
Territory of Nebraska : 
For salaries of Governor, three judges, and sec- 
FOLOLY cess ccsansces ever csesavese ener ge neue 
For contingent. expenses of said Territory. s. 
For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 
and contingent expenses of the Assembly... 


Territory of Kansas: 
For salaries of Governor, three judges, and see+ 
FOLQLY oe iccc ence cece cede een eeennew eres geen ve 
For contingent expenses of said ‘Verritory.....6 
For contingent expenses, to. reimburse Wilson 
Shannon, while acting Governor of the Terri- 
tory Of Kansas. .c.cscsannereescneoserraeneae 
For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 
and contingent expenses of the Assembly... 
Judiciary. 

Yor salaries of the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court and eight associate JUstiCCBs. vecerveeees 

Forsalaries of the district judges... 

For salary of the circuit judge of California... 

{or salaries of the chief justice of the Districtof 
Columbia, the associate judges, and the judges 
of the criminal court and the orphans’ court.. 
Office of the Attorney General : 

For salaries of the Attorney General, Assistant 
Attorney General, and the clerks and messen- 
gerin his OMCC.....e cess ener seen gee 

For contingeut expenses of the office of the At- 
TOMNCY GONCA. crccsensevencrecsewevernee sees 

For purchase of law books and necessary books 
for the office of the Attorney Gencralies.sees 

For furniture for the office of the Attorney Gen- 

For legal assistance and other necessary expend- 
itures in the disposal of private land claims in 
Californi s.es seer ee ceee en enen eaten cenees 

For special and other extraordinary expenses of 
California land claiMs...cseeesseeeseeese tone 

For salary of the reporter of the Decisions of the 
SUPLEnse COUT see vecececeecavenscteens ones 

For compensation of the district attorneys... 

For compensation of the marshals. esesesee 

For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, cir- 
cuit, and district courts of the United States, 
including the District of “Columbia; also, for 
jurors and witnesses, in aid of the funds aris- 
ing from fines, penalties, and forfeitures in- 
curred in the fiscal year ending June thirty, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-two, and previous 
years, and likewise for defraying the expenses 
of suits in which the United States are con- 
cerned, and of prosecutions for offenses com- 
mitted against the United States, and for the 
safe-keeping of prisoners... 


Annuities and Grants. 


To Flizabeth C. Perry, peract second March, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-Ones...esvveees- 


Independent Treasury. 


For salaries of the assistant treasurers of the 
United States at New Vork, Boston, Chartes- 
ton, and St, LOUIS.. ..esserssporereessesnene 

For additional salary of the treasuier of the Mint 
at Philndclphia..cccsscecesvceerscaveseeseeee 

For additional salary of the treasurer of the 
branch mint at New Orleans..coesseereseees 

For salaries of the five additional clerks author- 
ized by the acts of sixth Angust, cighteen hun- 
dred and forty-six, and paid under acts of 
twelfth August, cighteen hundred and forty- 
eight, third March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
one, and third March, eighteen hundred and 
FULLY-fIVE. ccc eens cee n eee mene neenees eener» 

For salary of additional clerk in office of assist- 
ant treasurer AL Boston... ceece nr ewcc cece caer 


For salaries of clerks, messengers, and watch- 


men in the office of the assistant treasurer at 
NewYorRK..ssesosressaseeseeretorrreverrens 
For salaries of nine supervising and fifty local 
inspectors, appointed under act thirtieth Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, for the 
better protection of the lives of passengers hy 
steamboats, with traveling and other expenses 
Incurred by HEM ....ccrete crete ere eeenes 


Peres 


threo judges, and see- ‘ 


eS 
s% 


12450009 
1,500.00 


ee: 
20,000 00 


10,800.00 
1,090 00 
20,000 00 ° 
40,800 00 
15500 00 
156. 00 


20,000 90 


54,500: 00 


asea rees 115518408 


6,00000 


15,750.09 


17,500 00 
» 1,700.00 
500 09 
309 00 


10,000 00 
20,000 00 
1,300 00 


11,8590 00 
10,400 08 


Kaane ea ee enehj@00,000 00 


0060 


80,00 00 


360 : 
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36TH Cona....2D SEss. 


Appr opriations, New Offices, ke. 


For compensation to the laborer in charge of the 

water-closets in the Capitols .assrreess se seni 
For compensation to the public gardener. s.s.s. 
For compensation of twenty-four laborers. em- 
“sploved inthe public grounds and President’s 
«garden... we beceees ov 13,290 00 
Por comp the western: - 


1,440 09 


gate, Capitol squaress...scecesenesue desros 876 00 
For compensation of two day watchmen-em- 
-ployed in the Capitol square. ises sssresseueee 1,200 09 
For compensation of two night watchmen em-.-.. 

ployed atthe President’s House.....c....eee. 1,200 00 
For compensation of the doorkeeper at the Pres- 
syddent’s House sacs vesie mes secrseenee, n- 600.00 
For compensation of one night watchman, em- 

ployed forthe better protection of the buildings 

Jying south of the Capitol and used as public 

stables and carpenters? ShOps.... sees ee eeseee 600 00 
For compensation of watchmen employed on 

reservation nuniber EWO... ceee ee rene eee wee 600 00 
For competsativn of the assistant doorkeeper at 

the President’s House.......0....66 See 600 00 
For compensation of four draw-kcepers at the 

Potomac bridge, and for fuel, oil, and lamps... 3,266 00 
For compensation of two. draw-keepers at the 

two bridges across the Eastern branch of the ; 

Potomac, and for fuel, oil, and lamps......... 1,180 00 


For compensation of the Auxiliary Guard and 
one lieutenant, and for fuel, oil, and lamps, 
and for twenty policemen.. e 32,400 00 

For furnace-keeper at the President’s House.... 600 00 

For refurnishing the President’s House, to be cx- 
pended under the direction of the President, 
in addition to the proceeds ofthe sale of such 
of the furniture and equipage as may be de- 
cayed and unfit fOr USC.. .sesusssesasaoerosoe 

For introducing the Potomac water into the Pres- 
ident’s THOUS... ceececeeeecceee neces drasa 


Expenses of the Collection of the Revenue 


_ from Lands. 
To meet the expenses of collecting the rev- 
enue from the sale of public lands in the 
stveral States and Territories: 
For salaries and commissions of registers of land 
offices and receivers of public moneys.......234,700 00 
For expenses of depositing public moneys by 


20,000 00 
4,420 00 


receivers Of public MONZYS........eeeee eee ee 28,600 00 
For incidental expenses of the several land of- 
FICS. ccevarncercccvserecescrssevscesnsceses 253000 00 


Penitentiary. 
For compensation of the warden, clerk, physi- 
cian, chaplain, assistant keepers, guards, and 
matron of the penitentiary of the District of 


COMBI. ..0 0s ceveeeeee eee ereerseeseecesess 13,640 00 
For compensation of three inspectors ofsaid pein- 
MERRY eens cecee cece eee spese ners eernccce O 00 


For the support and maintenance of said peni- 
TeNtiary... cee eeee cere anaE 
To pay arrears due authors and artists of the 
exploring expedition, in pursuance of the act 
of August twenty-six, eighteen hundred and 
TOY AWO esa user eee rece cteseeseveceseeecne £1,036 26 


8,476 25 


6,728,871 72 


By the act to carry into effect conventions be- 
tween the United States and the Republics of 
New Granada and Costa Rica. 

For the compensation of the officers authorized by the third 
section, and the contingent expenses of the commis- 
sioner on the part of the United States.....[Indefinite.] 

For the compensation and expenses of the um- 
pire under the said convention, which is re- 
quired to be defrayed by the United States..[{{ndefinite.] 

To pay the awards which may be made accord- 
ing lo the provisions of the seventh section of 
MİS ACE. ccc ceceeeccenesceeeens ssa seee {Indefinite J 

For the compensation of the commission author- 
ized by the tenth section, and the contingent 
expenses of the commission on the part of the 
United States. s.e ciccccceeeerenevesces see e [indefinite] 

For the compensation and expenses of the um- 
pire under the said couvention............{Indefinite.] 


By the act making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-two. 

For pay of commission, warrant, and petty officers 
and seainen, including the engineer corps of the 
. $4,438,577 00 


= 1,042,850 09 
or the 


For the repair and equipinent of vessels of the 


$438 00 


35,550 09 | 


NOVY cceecece ceases ceaseseneeses saer e :2580,000 00 | 


For fuel for the Navy, to be purchased in the 

mode prescribed by law for other materials, 

and for the transportation thereof...... 540,000 00 
For the purchase of hemp iid other materials 

for the Navy... cee dast aanas es visio biel 
For ordnance and ordnance stores, including fn- 

cidental exponses......6.. seeeeseeess 327,500 00 
For contingent expenses that may accrue for the 

following purpoées, viz: freight and transport- 

ation, printing and: stationery, advertising in 

newspapers, books, maps, models, aud draw- 

ings, purchase aud repair of fire-engines and 

machinery, repairs of and attending to steam- 


300,009 00. 


engines in navy-yards, purchase and mainte- 

nance of horses‘and oxen, and driving teams, 

carts, timber wheels, -ane the purchase and 

repairs of workmen’s teols, postage of public 

letters, fuel, oil, and candles for navy-yards 

and shore stations, pay of watchmen and inci- 

dental labor not chargeable to any other appro- 

‘priation, transportation to and labor attending 

the delivery of provisions and stores on foreign 

stations, wharfage, dockage, and rent, travel 

ing expenses of officers and others under orders, 

funeral expenses, store and. office: rent, fuel, 

commissions and pay of clerks to navy agents 

and storckeepers, flags, awnings, and packing 

boxes, premiums and other expenses of recruit- 

ing, apprehending deserters, per diem pay to 

persons attending courts-niartial, courts of 

inguiry, and other services authorized by law; 

pay to judges advocate, pilotage and towage 

of vessels, and assistance to vessels in distress, 

and for bijis of health and quarantine expenses 

of vessels of the United States Navy in foreign 

POTB eesse soserepesssreresesessesen ass e. $899,000 00 
For the purchase of the right to use in the Navy, 

if in the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy 

it shall be deemed expedient, Davidson’s boat 

lowering, attaching, and detaching apparatus, 30,000 00 
For tbe purchase of the right to use by the 

United States Brooke’s. deep-sea sounding ap- 

Paratus....... sevecereeee ~ 5,000 00 
For the balance‘of the expenses of the survey of 

the Isthmus of Chiriqui... ccc scseceeteeeceee 
For the purchase of the right to use in the Uni- 

ted States Navy onsteamships and propellers, 

in navy-yards, or otherwise, whenever the 

Government of the United States may choose 

to use the same, Sargeant’s steam-engine gov- 

OMG casewsr ener vervencsissetersesccdssa: 1000000 


MARINE CORPS. 

For pay of officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, clerks, messengers, stew- 
ards, and servants, for rations and clothing for 
servants, additional rations for five years? ser- 
vice, for undrawn clothing and rations, and 
bounties for rognlistments.... cs eeeeeeeee ees 425,278 80 

Por provisions... sceceeccseeesceecccesecesece 715,759 00 

For clothing.. i. ssresesseocepssoesossesseosees 81,690 00 

For FOC)... ccc ceceee ce seneeececctecessesesecas 22842 25 

Vor military stores, viz: pay of armorers, repair 
of arms, purehase of accouterments, ordnance 
stores, flags, drums, fifes, and other instru- 
TONES cee ceeeeceer eer eeseereerceencaeceres 

For transportation of officers and troops, and ex- 
penses Of recruiting .....+eseeeseeeeeeeerees 14,000 00 

For repairs of barracks, and rent of offices where 
there are no publie buildings for tbat purpose, 8,000 00 

For contingencies, viz: Sreiglit, ferriage, toll, 
carriage, whartage, purchase and repair of 
boats, compensation to judges advocate, per 
diem for attending courts-martial, courts of in- 
guiry, and for constant labor, house rent in 
iicu of quarters, burial of deceased marines, 
printing, stationery, postage, telegraphing, ap- 
prehension of deserters, oil, candies, gas, re- 
pair of gas and water fixtures, water rent, 
forage, straw, barrack furniture, furniture for 
officers’ quarters, bed sacks, spades, shovels, 
axes, picks, carpenters’ tools, keep of a horse 
for the messenger, pay of matron, wasberwo- 
man, and porter at the hospital headquarters, 
repairs to fire-engine, purchase and repair of 
engine hose, purchase of jumber for benches, 
mess tables, bunks, repairs to pubtic carry-all, 
parchase and repair of harness, galleys and 
cooking stoves for mess rooms, stoves where 
there are no grates, grave) for parade grounds, 
repairs of pumps, furniture for staff and com- 
manding officers’ offiees, brushes, hrooms, 
buckets, paving, and for other purposes...... 


NAVY-YARDS. 


Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 
Por repairs of all Kinds... ccc. ccc cecceeseeeee 


Boston. 

For machinery for machine shop.....eseeeee 
For repairs of marine barracks at Charlestown, 
Massachusetts. ses ossoa 
For repairs of aH kinds.......... 

New York. 

For boilers for new boiler-house 
For boilers for machine shop.......... 
For machinery for smithery and saw 
For repairs of all kinds. .....cceecees eens 


Philadelphia. 
For repairs of all kinds .... 0 se cce cee eee eeeeee 


Washington. 
For repairs of all kinds.. aeevense 
For wall on west side of yard, five hundred and 
forty LOCC Olg. .sssesserassensssssessacssess 
Norfolk. 
For completing timber shed number seventeen.. 
For completing sp Ue its ten ties 
For repairs ofall kinds.........0.. ewe 
For amount due to contractors for provision 
store, aud to complete the SAMG...ee sees enee 
Mare Island. 
For completing machine shop. 
For completing smithery... 
For completing coopers’ shop 
For repairs of al] Kinds. ... ces cece cceeceseceen 


1,637 81 


12,000. 00 


32,500 


20,000 


20,000 


19,456 
40,000 


16,295 
12,500 

8:500 
30,000 


12,043 


20,000 00 
13,488 00 


9,888 00 
12,000 00 
20,000 00 


38,168.00 


50,009 00 
15,000 09 
10,000 00 
20,000 00 


Sacketi’s Harbor, ; 
For repairsof.all kinds... sarees teen ence eesens $1,000 00 
i HOSPITALS. 


Boston. 
For repairs of all kindss.:...s dure esessrereewe 2,500 00 
; New York. is 
For repairs of hospital buildings, laboratory, and 
APPAYOLUS. cee eee eee cree eee eveeruceensene, OLOT 00 
i NAVAL ASYLUM. 
Philadelphia. 
For furniture and re airs, house cleaning and 
whitewashing, repairs to furnaces, grates, and 
ranges, gas and water rent, and tor repairs of 
a T E PETERET E TTE T T TE S 00 
For support of beneficiaries atthe asyium.....,. 27.000 00 


Washington. 
For repairs of all kinds. 


Norfolk. 


For general repairs at hospital....... 


MAGAZINES. 


For the construction and completion of works, 
and for the current repairs at the several 
naval magazines: 


J Boston. 
For repairs of all kinds, and building a powder- 

Poat coe ccee cree cece sees wceecucue 

Washington. 
For repairing and improving ordnance building, 
Norfolk. 

For shot-beds and gun-skids, additional store at 

magazine, and for repairs of all kinds........ 12,500 00 
For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, 

and all the civil establishments atthe several 

NAVY yards and statiOns..essesssesoeoe ever o e L43,104 00 
For the purehase of nautical instruments for the 

use of the Navy; for repairs of the same, and 

also of astronomical instruments; and for the 

purchase of nautical books, maps, and charts, 

and for backing and binding the samc.. ++ 20,000 00 
For models, drawings, and copying 3 for postage, 

freight, and transportation ; for keeping grounds 
in order; for fuel and Jights, and toral other 
contingent expenses; and for the wages of per- 
sons employed at the United States Naval Ob- 
servatory and Hydrograpbical Office, viz : one 
instrument inaker, two watchmen, and one 


1,000 00 


8,000 00 


5,400 00 


6,009 00 


teeeeteeeveeees seve 9,000 00 
tion and repairs of b j i 
provement and preservation of the grounds, 
and for contingencies at the United States 
Naval Acadetiysscovsssv estes eevee end «+ 49,567 25 


For preparing for publication the American 

Nautical Almanac.......sce cece sneer eeeees 25,880 00 
For the completion of the charts of the survey 

of the La Plata... cececesseceenes +. 6,000 00 
For reducing and preparing for printing 4 n- 

graving, under direction of Captain Cadwal- 

lader Ringgold, and subject to the control of 

the Secretary of the Navy ofthe United States, 

copies of the charts of all surveys and recon- 

noissances made by him while in command 

of the North Pacific Surveying Expedition, 

and of the Coral Archipelago, and the ap- 

proaches thereto, together with sailing direc- 

tions, reports, hydrographic and other results, 

and observations explanatory of the voyage, 

calculated to lessen the dangers and facilitate 

intercourse with the eastern seas, China, and 

Japan, in accordance with the estimates of 

Captain Ringgold tenes 
For completing the publication of the charts of 

the exploration of the North Pacific, China 

Seas, and Beliring straits. ..c.cseeeeseeeeeeee 11,672 00 
For the compensation of the superintendent of 

the naval astronomical expedition to Chili, 

provided by the act of March third, eighteen 

hundred and fifty-one, entitled “ An act mak- 

ing appropriations for the ycar ending the thir- 

tieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-two,” 

from the seventeenth. September, cighteen 

hundred and fifty-five.......6 ceceeeeeee eee [Indefinite.] 
Forthe construction for the United States Navy, 

at as carly a day as practicable, having duc re- 

gard to efficiency and economy, seven steam 

screw sloops-of-war, of the second class, as 

vessels are rated in the Navy, with fail steam 

power, whose greatest draught of water shall 

not exceed fourteen fect, which sloops shail 

combine the heaviest armament and greatest 

speed compatible with their character and 

LOTMAGE oo ceca cccece eves seneetenceeee 1,200,000 00 


7,700 00 


By the act to refund to the Territory of Utah the 
expenses incurred in suppressing Indian hos- 
tilities in the year eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three 

For expenses incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities in 
said Territory in the year one thousand cight hundred 
and fifty-three, being the amount so xpended, less the 
excess paid to officers and soldicrs by said Territory, over 
the rates allowed to the United States troops serving on 
the Pacific coast in the same year.. s.s.s e.: $53,512 20 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONA 


Appropriations, New Offices, de. 


By the act making appropriations for the consu- 
‘lav aiid diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixty-two. 


For salaries of envoys extraordinary, ministers and com- 
missioners of the United States at Great Britain, france, 
Russia, Prussia, Spain, Austria, Brazil, Mexico, China, 
Chili, Peru; Portugal, Switzerland, Rome, . Sardinia, 
Belgium, Holiand, Denmark, Sweden, Turkey, New 
Granada, Bolivia, Beuator, Vexezucla, Guatemala, Nie- 
aragua, Sandwich Islands, Costa’ Rica, lHonduras, Ar- 
gentinc Confederation, Paraguay, and Japan. .8301,000,00 

For salaries of secretaries of legation..........+ 43,350 00 

For salaries of assistant secretaries of legation 


at London and Paris..ce..ccseverecereseesce 3,00000 
For salary of the interpreter to the legation to 

CHINA cesee secede scenes create nescereseesece 53000 00 
For salary of the secretary of legation to ‘lurkey, 

acting AS iŲterpreter.,..ssoscsiscssesosseosos 3,000 00, 
For compensation to the interpréter to the mi f 

sion to Japan,.... 2,500 CO 
For contingent expenses of all the missions 

nT POPPE OERE E TE 40,000 09 
For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse.. 40,000 00 
For expenses of intercourse with the Barbary 

POWCES. eneco ehneiesosese ebsoodeesoanseooeo 


3,000 00 


For expenses of the consulates in the furl 
dominions, munety: interpreters, guards, and 
„other expenses of the consulates at Constan- 
tinople, Smyrna, Candia, Alexandria, and Bei- hg 
rut... +» 2,500 00 
For the relief and protection of American sca- 
men in forcign countries... 06... eee wees ee 200,000 00. 
For expenses which may be incurred in ac- 
knowledging the services of the masters and 
crews of foreign vessels in rescuing citizens of 
the United States froin shipwree 
For the purchase of blank-books, statiouery, 
arms of the United States, seals, presses, flags, 
and for the payment of postages and mi 
laneous expenses of the consuis of the United 
States. .cccccccsccceecrcoecevenseusseresecss 30,000 00 
For officc rent for those consuls general, consuls, 
and commercial agents who are not allowed to 
trade, including loss by exchange thercon.... 27,370 00 
For salaries:of consuls general at Quebec, Cal- 
cutta, Alexandria, Havana, Constantinople, 
Frankfort-on-the-Main; consuls at Kanagawa 
and Nagasaki in Japan, Liverpool, London, 
Melbourne, Hong Kong, Glasgow, Mauritius, 
Singapore, Belfast, Cork, Dundee, Demarara, 
Halifax, Kingston, (Jamaica,) Leeds, Man- 
chester, Nassau, (New Providence,) South- 
ampton, Turk’s {sland, Prince Edward’s Isl- 
- and, Havre, Paris, Marseilles, Bordeaux, La 
rochelle, Lyons, Moscow, Odessa, Revel, St. 
Petersburg, Matauzas, Trinidad de Cuba, San- 
tiago de Citha, San Juan, (Porto Rico,) Cadiz, 
Malaga, Ponce, (Porto Rivo,) Trieste, Vienna, 
Aix-li-Chapello, Canton, Shanghae, Foo- 
Choo, Amoy, Ningpo, Beirnt, Smyrna, Jeru- 
salem, Rotterdam, Amsterdam, Antwerp, Fun- 
chal, Oporto, St. Thomas, Hlsineur, Genoa, 
Basle, Geneva, Messina, Naples, Palermo, 
Leipsic, Munich, Leghorn, Stuttgardt, Bre- 
men, Hamburg, Tangiers, Pripoli, Tunis, Rio 
de Janeiro, Pernambuco, Vera Cruz, Acapulco, 
Callao, Valparaiso, Bucnos Ayres, San Juan 
del Sur, Aspinwall, Panama, Laguayra, Hono- 
lulu, Lahaina, Cape Town, Fatkiand tstands, 
Venice, Stetten, Candia, Cyprus, Batavia, 
Fayal, Santiago, (Cape de Verdes,) Saint 
Croix, Spe , Athens, Zanzibar, Bahia, 
Maranbam sland, Para, Rio Grande, Mata- 
moras, Mexico, (city,) Tampico, Paso del 
Norte, ‘Tabasco, Paita, Tumbez, Taleanuano, 
Carthagena, Sabanillo, Omoa, Guayaquil, Co- 
bija, Montevideo, Tahita, Bay ot Iskands, Apia, 


10,000 00 


Li ala; commercial agents at San Juan 
del rte, Porte au Prince, San Domingo, 


iver. 
s inenrred, under instructior 3 
eeretary of State, in bringing home from 
mm countries persons charged with erime, 
pe neident thereto... 
lates in Chinas... 
For salaries of the marshais for the consular 
courts in Japan, China, Siam, and Turkey... 
For rent of prisons tor American convicts in Ja- 
pan, Chin am, and Turkey, and for wages 
of the keepers of the same. 
To enable the Secretary of State to have pre- 
pated and transmitted to the e sutives of the 
several States having boundaries with foreign 
States a competent number of authentic copies 
of the settlement of such boundaries, and the 
maps and charts relating thereto, and the evi- 
dence thereof in the State Departinent.....++ 
To meci an extraordinary emergency which has 
arisen in b g from Batavia twenty-four 
seamen of the ship Staghound, charged with 


TILLY. cece caver cerns nee ae neeras scence cere 


10,000 00 
4,500 00 


and ex 
For interpreters to the con 


7,000 00 


9,800 00 


10,000 00 


9,792 09 


$1,036,562 00 | 


_ By theact to provide for the payment of outsiand- 

= “ing ‘Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to 
regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

To pay the expenses of preparing the certificates of stock 


or Treasury notes herein authorized; to be done in’ the 
usual mode and under the restrictions as to employment 
and payment of officers contained in the laws,anthoriz- 
ing former loans and issues of Treasury notes, $20,009. 00 


By the act to provide forthe payment of expenses 
incurred by the Territories of Washington and 
Oregonin the suppression of Indian hostilities 
therein in the years eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five and eighteen hundred and fifty-six. 


Tag: -4 $ s 
For the paymentof voluntecrs, embracing the first, second, 
and ninth Oregon regiments, and the three companies of 
minute men, numbered sixty, sixty-one, and sixty-twOy 
and the first and seeond Washington regiments and pro- 
miscuous companies, including the companies of Captain 
Strong and Captain Hays, atter deducting stoppages as 
ascertained by the 'Phird Auditor of the Treasury in bis 
report of the seventh of P&bruary, cighteen hundred and 
sixty, made in pursuance of a resolution of the House of 
Represcutatives passed the eighth of February, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-nine.. cc... eee eee ee ee ey a $400,000 00° 
For the paymentof claims for services, supplies, 
transportation, and su forth, incurred in the 
maintenance of said volunteers.. s.s... e.. 2,400,000 60 
To pay Robert J. Atkinson, Third Auditor of the 
‘Treasury, for the duties heretofore performed 
by him in the investigation ofsaid claims.... 
* L 


1,000 00 


&2,801,00b GO 


By the act for the payment of expenses incurred 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the 
State of California. 


To defray the expenses ineurred by the State of California | 


in the suppression of Indian hostilities therein in the 
years eighteen hundred and fifty-four, filty-five, fifty-six, 
fifty-cigit, and fifly-niness. ss cee eee vere eee e G400,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for the support 


of the army for the year ending thirtieth of 


June, cightecn hundred and sixty-two. 


For expense of recruiting, transportation of recruits, three 
months? extra pay to non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, and privates on reéniiatment.......+.9100,000 00 

For the pay of the Arnty...eee. - 3,604,648 00 

For commutation of officers? subsistence.. ... . 1,012,450 59 

For commutation of forage for officers’ horses... 125,952 00 

For payments to discharged soldiers for clothing 
NOL UTOWH cee cece cece eee e en ceen eens 50,090. 00 

For payments in lieu of clothing for officers? ser- 
vanter oeii enaner neaei «ese, 40,0000 

Por subsistence in RINd ssssseseese ereot ees 2,121,964 00 

For clothing for the Army, camp and garrison 
CQUIPALC eee cece ence cece seeeerer essere eres e 060016 21 

For the regitar supplies of the quartermaster’s 

department, consisting of fuel for the officers, 

enlisted men, guard, hospital, storehouses, and 

oflices ; of forage in kind for tie horses, mules, 

and oxen of the quartermaster’s department at 

the several posts and stations and with the 

armies in the Geld; tor the horses of the two 

regiments of dragoons, two regiments of cav- 

alry, the regiment of mounted riflemen, the 

companies of fight artillery, and such compa- 

nics of infantry as may be mounted, and for 

the authorized number of officers’ horses when 

serving in the field and at the outposts, in- 

cluding bedding for the animals; of straw for 

soldiers? bedding, and stationery, including 

blank-books for the quartermasters depart- 

ment, certificates for discharged soldiers, blank 

forms for the pay and quartermaster’s depart- 

ments; and for the printing of division and 

departinent orders and r 1,701,000 00 

‘or the incidental expe of the quarterma 

ter’s department, consisting of postage ou let- 

ters and packets received and seut by officers 
of the Army on public sice; expenses of 
courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including 


p 


+ the additional compensation of judges advo- 


cate, recorders, members, and with swhile 
on that serviee, under the act of March six- 
teenth, eighteen hundred and two 3 extra pay to 
soldiers employed under the direction of the 
quartermaster’s department in the erection of 
barracks, quarters, storehouses, and hospitals 
in the construction of roads, and other con- 
stant labor, for periods of not less than ten days, 
under the acts of March second, cighteen hun- 
dredand nineteen, and August fourth, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four sading those em- 
ployed as clerk» sion and department 
headquarters; expenses of expresses to and 
from the frontier posts and armies in the fie 
of escorts to paymasters and other disbt g 
officers, and to trains where military escorts 
cannot be furnished; expe f the interment 

rs killed in aetion, or who die when on 
i on the frontiers, 


sand place 
Sceretary of War; and of non-comy 
officers and soldier: 
> ture; hire of labore 


in the quarfermaster’s 
the hire of interpreters 

y; compensation of 
of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment; compe on of forage and wagon mas- 
ters, authorized by the act of July fifur, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-eight; for the appre- 


clerks to offic: 


hension of deserters, and the expenses 
‘to their purstit rand fi HO 

“itures required for. the ‘two 
“goons, the1yvo regime ¢ 


"shocing tools, horse and mule sloes'and nails, 
iron and stéel fof ‘shoeing, Hite: of a 
surgeons, medicines: for torses ‘and Milds 
picker ropes, and’ for shoeitig the hd: ofthe 
corps named... Tekid tere een es 
For hire‘or commutation of quarters for © k 
on military duty; hive of qaarters for troops; 
of storehouses for the safe-keoping ol Hibitary’ 
stores y of grounds: for summer eantonments = orks: 
and for temporary-frontier stations. e004 551 10,85): 
To pay the amount-of a judgment recovered-by® 
John Jamésagainst Captains Ac Te Leciang tt 
‘G: Pitcher, First Lieutenant Thomas M. Jones, 
and Lieutenaut Coloriel W. Seawell, for dane 
ages for timber cut upon the land of said J 
for Fort Davise. iced e cee tes 
n which said judg- =s 
iape eviii .pPidedini 
For hutting troops, and for repairing; altering, ande ii it 
-enlarging buildings atthe established posts.;::5236,765 
Por the construction of barracksand otherbuild-. 
fagscce eke ee eoees Tak G5, 884) 27 
For the purchtse of heating and cooking stoves,-15,000:00 
For the purchase of clocks for pérmanent posts, “560-0 
Por mileage, ot the allowance ‘madt to ‘officers! > t 
of the Army for the wansporuttion of them- 
selves and their baggage, When traveling’ on: :: i 
duty without troops, escorts, ‘or-supplies.. ce, 125;090:00 
For the transportation of the Army,- including, °° 
the baggage of the troops when moving. either: 
by land or water: of cloubing, camp: ang gare 
son equipage from the depot.at, Phitadelpbia., 
to the several posts and army depots, aud from 
those depots to the troops in the field of horse’... 
equipments, and subsistence from the places: 
of purchase and from the places of delivery un- 
der contract, to such places as the circum- 
stances of the service may require therm to be 
sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, aud smali- 
arms from the founderies and armories to the 
arsenals, fortifications, frontier posts, and 
army depots ; freights, wharfage, tolls, and fer- 
riages ; for the purchase and hire-of horses, 
mules, and oxen, and the purchase and repair 
of wagons, carts, and drays, and of:ships ‘and 
other sca-going vessels and boats required for A 
the transportation of supplies and for garrison. 
f¥rposes 5 for drayage and cartage at the sev- 
eral posts; hire of teamsters 5 transportation 
of funds for the pay and other disbursing de- 
partments; the expense of sailing: public, 
transports on the various rivers, the. Gulf ofii sa 
Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific; and for, i 
procuring water at suck posts as, from their sit- 
uation, require it to be brought from a dis- 
tance; and for clearing roads, and removing 
obstructions from roads, harbors, and rivers, to 
the extent which may be required for the 
actual operations of the troops on the fron- ; 
tler.se.. ee. 2,239,000 00 
ts 


weed eeeeeas i 


eras department at department headquarters, 500 00 
For compeusation of the clerk and messenger in 

the office of the commanding gencral.. 2,000 00 
For contingent. expenses of the office o 1 

COMMANAING GENEL ses ceevee cree eens 300 00 
Por armament Of fortifications sasas erse se oe oe 200,000, 00 
Yor the current expenses of the ordnance ser- 

VICC rece cccceseeeeeas - 160,000 00 
For ordnance, ordnance 

cluding horse equipments for the mounted regi- 

MEM an ETER TETTEE -250,000 00 


manufacture of arms at the national 


Kor th 


ALMOTICS sees eee eeeeesee esses trasee eee sees 360,000: 00 
For repa and improvements and new mi 
chinery at Springfield armory, Massachusetts, 59,500 .0 


For repairs aud improvements and new ma- 6 


ebinery at Harpers Ferry armory..eces server 64,500 00 
For the Allegheny. arsenal, repairing and paint- 

ing publie buildings, and for repairs and pres- 

ervation of roads, culverts, and fences....,. . 4,170.00 


50,000 00 


For the Benicia arsenal F 
24,800 09 


For tbe Fort Monroe arsenal 


For Frankford arsenal, Pennsylvania epesosaesa -0,100 00 
For Leavenworth arsenal, Kansas 20,000. 00 
Bor New York arsenal, .sessasessasere 2,656 00 


5,009. 00 
1,880 00 
2,500 00 
13,780 00 
4,000 00 
20,000 00 


For North Carolina arsenal .. 
St. Louis arsenal.....< 
ashington arsenal... 
For Watertown arsenal.. 
For Watervliet arsenal... 
For contingencies of arsenals ` 
For surveys of military defenses, geog 
„explorations, and recomnoissances for military 
purposes, and surveys with the armies in the 
field er ere rere rrr) 
For printing charts of Jake surveys.... . 
For purehase and repairs of instruments. or 
For continuing the surveys of the northern and 
northwestern lakes, including Lake Superior, 
To indemnity citizens of lowa and Minnesota 
for the destruction of property at or utar Spirit 
Lake by mmk- pa da-tal’s band of Sioux in- 
dians ..., % 


50,000 00 
10,000 00 
10,800 00 


75,000 00 


9,840 74 


362 


x 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Appropriations, New Offices, &e. 


ZGT Cong....2D SEss: 


For the following fortifications: r ; 
Fort Montgomery, Lake Champlain, NewYork, $10,000 00 
Fort Knox, Penobscot river, Maine +... sesse.. -20,000 00 


Fort on Hog Island, Ledge; Portland, Maine.... -30,000 00 
Fort. Winthrop, Governor’s Island, Boston har-. 

bor, Massachusetts, ....erereres 10,000 00 
Fort Adams, Newport harbor, Rhod 5,900 00 
Fort Richmond, Staten island, New York...... 15,000 00 
Fort on site-of Fort ‘Fompkins, Staten. Island, 

New York. .acccedseaeseterevececeseverses 25,000 09 
Fort Delaware, Delaware river. n.: » 25,000 00 - 
Fort:Carroil, Sollers’ Point Flats, Bal 

Hor, Maryland isise esaseesenerscere 50,000. 00 
Fort Calhoun, Hampton: Roads, Virginia 50,009 00 
Fort Taylor, Key. West, Florida..seserssee erae 70,000 00 


Fort Jefferson, Garden Key, Florida........- 
Fort at Fort: Point, including outworks,.. San 
Prancisco bay, California... mses ccccreeeeus 
Fortat Alcatraz Island, Sau Francisco bay, Calir 
FOTN. cece ee ec ad eee cena nes eere ere 
Fort at entrance of New Bedford harbor, Massa- 
CDUSCUS os even sorsod ene narada 
Fortat Sandy. Hook, New Jersey.. 
For protection of the site of Fort Macon, Beau- 
r fort harbor, North Carolina. esessessosarseres 
Contingencies of fortificatiotis, preservation of 
sites, protection of titles, and repairs of sudden 
HAMALE. sev ajeivees cee cer coer enctesereneres 
Repairs and alterations of barracks, quarters, and 
hospitals, store-rooms, and fences at perma-. 
nent posts hot occupied by troops.s...cereres 
For the construction of a military. post in or near 
the valley of the Red River.of.the North.. 
For: compicting. the report and perfecting the 
drawings of the San Juan exploring expedi- 


CION sesse candace ccoeeere sense vasemseretens 


è For deficiency to cover expenditures made by 
the quarterinaster’s bureau in consequence 
of Indian hostilities during the current fiscal 
year, namely: 
Incidental Cxpenses......eseree cre ses 57,084 00 
Transportation of troops and supplies woe 473,464 00 
Barracks and quarters... scccveceeeeeeeeesees 178,887 00 
For the protection of emigrants on the overland 
routes between the Aulantic slope and the Cal- 
ifornia and Oregon aud Washington frontier, 50,000 00 


12353000 00 
50,009 00 
25,000 00 


25,000 00 
75,000 00 


10,000 00 


30,000. 00 


10,000 00 
50,000 00 


3,800 00 


5,802,948 41 


By the act making appropriations for the service į; 


of the Post. Office Department during the fiscal | 
ear ending the thirtieth of June, eightggn 
hundred and sixty-two. 


For the service of the Post Office Department for the 
year ending the thirtieth of Junc, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-two, out. of any moneys in the Treasury 
arising from the revenues of the said Department, in 
conformity to the act of the second July, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-six : 

For transportation of the mails, (intand)..... 
For compensation to postimasters.....erreeee 
For clerks in the offices of postmasters ... 
For ship, steamboat, and way letters.. 
For office furniture Jor post office 
For advertising. ssssessserre eves 
For mail bags... 
For paper for blank 
For printing blanks 
For wrapping paper..... 
For mail locks, keys, and stamp: sè 
For mail depredations and special agents... ... 75,000 00 
For miscellaneous payments. s.s. .sese osses eee 160,000 00 
For postage stamps and stamped envelopes..... 110,000 CO 
For payment of balances due to foreign coun- 

a ee eer + 200,000 00 
For payment of letter-ci 210,000 00 
To supply deficiencies in the revenue of the Post 

Office Department for the year ending the 

thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and sixty- 

UWO siers + 5,891,350 63 
For carrying the mail from New York Pan- 

ama, to San Francisco, three times a month, 

from the first day of July, eighteen hundred 

and sixty, to the first day of July, eighteen 

hundred and sixty-one. severe e + 350,000 00 
To transport the entire letter x times a 

week on the central route, said letter mail to 

be carried through in twenty days’ time eight 

months in the year, and in twenty-three days 

the remaining four months of the year, from 

some point on the Missouri river connected 

wlth the cast, to Placerville, California, and 

also to.deliver the entire mails tri-weekly to 

Denver city and Great Salt Lake city; said 

contractors shall also be required to carry the 

residue of all maii matter in a period not ex- 

ceeding thirty-five days, with the privilege of 

sending the latter semi-monthly from New 

York to San Francisco in twenty-five days by 

sea, aud the publie documents in thirty-five 

days; and during the continuance of their con- 

tract, or until the completion of the overland 

telegraph, torin a pony express semi-weekly, 

ata schedule tiine of ten days cight months, 

and twelve days four months, carrying for the 

Government, free of charge, five pounds of mail 

matter, with the liberty of charging the public 

for transportation of letters by said express not { 

exceeding one dollar per half ounce......-. 1,000,000 60 | 

1 


10,040,284 00 
2,700,000 03 
1,045,517 20 
20,000 00 
4,000 00 
70,000 00 
55,000 00 
60,000 00 
12,000 00 
45,000 00 
+ 203000 00 


$21,668,151 86 | 


By. the act making appropriations to supply a 
: deficiency in. the appropriations for the com- 
letion of the geological survey of Oregon and 
ashington Territories. : 
For defraying the expenses of a geological reconnolssance 
and explorations in Oregon and Washington Territories, 
over and above the appropriations of March three, eigh- 
teen hundred and- fifty-three, and eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, as per accounts audited and adjusted, $3,574 70 
For expenses incurred in the analyses of eighty- 
cight specimens, from different localities, of 
soils, coals, and ores, and preparation of the 
final report for publication. ....es..esreseesee 6,954 50 


$10,559 20 


By the act to provide for the completion of the 
military roads from Fort Union to Santa Fé, 
and from Taos to Santa Fé, New Mexico. 

For the completion of the military road from Fort Union 
to Santa Fé, New Mexico... ...+ coos erro +e $35,000 00 

For the completion of the. military road ‘from 
Taos to Santa Fé, New Mexico.......++++0+6 15,000 00 


$50,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June thirty, eighteen hundred and sixty- 
two. 

Survey of the Coast. 

For continuing the survey of the Atlantic and Gulfcoast of 
the United States, (including compensation of civilians 
engaged in the work, and excluding pay and emoluments 
of officers of the Army and Navy, and petty officers and 
meu of the Navy employed on the work)....230,000 00 

For continuing the survey of the western coast 
of the United States, including compensation 
of civilians engaged in the work........-+++.110,000 00 

For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs 
and keys, (including compensation of civilians 
engaged in the work, and excluding pay and 
emoluments of officers of the Army and Navy, 
and petty officers and men of the Navy em- 
ployed on the WOrk)..sessseesesabpeseeseeeeo 

For completing the line to connect the triangu- 
lation on the Atlantic coast with that on the 
Gulf of Mexico, across the Morida peninsula 
including compensation of civilians engage 
in TNE WOFK. cee eee e reer ee ene ee reer ereeneee 

For publishing the observations made in the 
progress of the survey of the coast of the Uni- 
ted States, including the compensation of 
civilians engaged in the Work... cere eeee eee 

For repairs of steamers and sailing schooners 
used in tho COASE SUTVEY. cece ev eeeteeeeeeeeee 

For fuel and quarters, and for mileage or trans- 
portation of officers and enlisted soldiers ofthe 
Army serving in the coast survey, in cases no 
Jonger provided for by the quartermaster’s 
department..... Lawseeach aaeeeiai 3000-00 

For pay and rations of engineers for seven 
steamers used in the hydrography of the coast 
survey, no longer supplicd by the Navy De- 
PALL. wee eee eee cere eens 

'To supply deficiency in the fund 
sick and disabled seamen. -200,000 00 

For the discharge of such miscellaneous claims, 
not otherwise provided for, as shal] be admitted 
in due course of settlement at the ‘Treasury... 


Light-house establishment. 
For the Atlantic, Gulf, and Lake coasts, viz: 

Yor supplying the light-houses and beacon-lights 
with oil, glass chimneys, wicks, chamois skins, 
polishing powder, whiting, and other cleaning 
materials, transportation, and other necessary 
expenses of the same, repairing and keeping 
in repair the lighting apparatus...... +... +++. 104,098 80 

Forrepairs and incidental expenses, refitting and 
improving all the Jight-houses and buildings 
connected therewith....... daar dee sale A e.. -102,200 00 

For salaries of five hundred and ninety-six keep- 
ers of light-houses and light-beacons, and their 
assistants peasescccsecces M1193 33 

For salaries of forty-three oflight-vessels, 23,800 00 

For seamen’s wages, repairs, supplies, and inci- ` 
dental expenses of forty-five light-vessels....170,967 70 

For expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, re- 
pairing, remooring, and supplying losses of 
buoys and day-beacons, and for chains and 
sinkers for the same, and for coloring and num- 
bering al] the bUOVS....-.. 66. erence eee eens 

For expenses of visiting and inspecting lights and 
other aids to navigation. .....c cece cere ween ee 

For comniissions, at two and a half per centum. 
to such superintendents as are entitled to the 
same under the proviso to act third March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-one, on the amount 
that may be disbursed by them......- ep cdbialbs 
For the coasts of California, Oregon, and 
_ Washington: 

For supplying ninetcen light-houses and beacon- 
lights with oil, glass chimneys, wicks, cha- 
mois skins, polishing powder, and other clean- 
ing materials, transportation, expenses of 
keeping lamps and machinery in order, pub- 
lishing notices to mariners of changes of aids 
to NAVIGATION... see cere tee ee eereneeee teeees 

For repairs and incidental expenses of nineteen 
light-houses and buildings connected there- 


25,000 00 


5,000 00 


5,000 00 
10,000 00 


12,800 00 


for the reli 


5,000 00 


S 


112,350 00 
2,000 00 


7,000 00 


17,270 00 


10,009 .00 


i 


1J 


For salaries of forty-three keepers and assistant 

keepers of light-houses, at an average not €x- 

ceeding eight hundred dollars per annum.....$25,800 00 
For expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, re- 

pairing. remooring, and supplying losses of 

floating buoys and day -beacons, and for chains 

and sinkers for the same, and for coloring and 


numbering all the DUOYS...6+.-ceeeeseveeeees 10,000 00 


For inspection and transportation purposes..... 5,000 00 
For commission, at two aud a half per centum, 

to such superintendents as are entitled to the 

saine under the proviso to the act of March 

third, eighteen hundred and fifty-one...s..... 1,500 00 


For commutation of fuel and quarters for officers 
of the Army serving on light-house duty, the 
paymentof which is no longer provided for by 
the quartermaster’s departments. ssceseserees 

For compensation of two superintendents for the 
life-saving stations on the coasts of Long 
Island and New Jersey.. 

For compensation of fitty-four keepers of sta- 
tions, at two hundred dollars €ach...c.eriee 

For support, care, and medical treatment of 
forty transient paupers, medical and surgical 

. patients in Washington Infirmary ....seeeeees 

For purchase of manure for the public grounds.. 

For hire of carts on the public grounds......... 

For purchase and repair of tools used in the pub- 
Jie grounds.......-++eese eee TETE EPEITI 

For purchase of trees and tree-boxes to replace, 
where necessary, such as have been planted 
bythe United States, to whitewash tree-boxes 
and fenees, and the repair of pavements in 
front of the public grounds... 6. secre reseveee 

For annual repairs of the Capitol, water-closets, 
public stables, water-pipes, pavements and 
other walks within the Capitol square, broken 
glass, and locks, and for the protection of the 
building eese eeee sewers cons seneva verses eees 

For annual repairs of the President’s house and 
furniture, improvement of grounds, purchase 
of plants for garden, and ‘contingent expenses 
incident therctO.. se cece sree ceeere rere seeree 

For fuel, in part, of the President’s House...... 

For lighting the Capitol and President’s House, 
the public grounds around them, and around 
the executive offices, and Pennsylvania ave- 
nue, Bridge and High streets, in Georgetown, 
Four-and-a-half, Seventh, and Twelfth streets, 
across the MAI lever cesecreverseeeerreveceer 

For purchase of books for library at the Execu- 
tive Mansion, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States.... 

For repairs of the Potomac, navy-yard, and up- 
per bridges, and the roads appurtenant thereto 
owned by the United States....cccseeeererees 

Yor repairs of Pennsylvania avenue... 

For public reservation number two and Lafay- 
CULO SQUALC esso eeso rere eceeneeeeresrensenes 

For taking care of the grounds south of the Pres- 
ident’s House, continuing tlie improvement of 
the same, and keeping them in order......e es 

Por repairs Of Water-pipes..ssecscseseeeerenees 

For cleaning out the sewer traps on Pennsylya- 
nia avenue, and repairing the same. seeseeee 

For repairs of furnaces under the Senate Cham- 
ber and Supreme Court roOms......eeeree eee 


5,239 79 


3,000 00 
10,800 00 


6,000 00 
1,000 00 
15095 00 


500 00 


2,509 09 


5,000 00 


6,000 00 
1,800 00 


42,000 00 
250 00 
6,000 09 


3,000 00 
2,000 00 


-3,000 09 
500 00 


309 00 
509 00 


Government Hospital for the Insane. 


Yor the support, clothing, and medical and moral 
treatment of the insane of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and of the Army and Navy and of the 
revenue service, at the asylum in said Dis- 
trict, including books and incidental expenses * 
Of THE ASYIULL oe cece ne ee rece cree eeee nee ees B5000 no 

For repairs and painting of four western or first 
erected sections of the hospital edifice, includ- 
ing additions to the furniture and gardener’s 
houses, and out-buildings and fences; ice- 
houses, including preserving cellar, extension 
of stable for storage of hay and other fodder, 
and shelter of farm wagous and carts; and in- 
closing two sides of farm yard with brick wall; 
improvement of grounds. including pavement 
surrounding all the buildings; grading and 
planting .trees, paving gutters, and placing 
seats in the pleasure grounds of the patients ; 
forcing and green-houses,inclading apparatus ; 
fitting up two bowling-wlleys, one in basement 
Of each WING... eee eee ee eee 4 iad sie setae Sar 


Patent Office. 


For constructing the cellar of the north front of 
the Patent Office building into offices and store 
rooms, and for putting iron railing around the 
areas in the court-yard of said building, and 
for flagging the saMe s.s.. sree esoroass 

For collection of agricultural statistics, investi- 
gations for promoting agriculture and rural 
economy, and the procurement, propagation, 
and distribution of cuttings and seeds.......+ 

For expenses of receiving, arranging, and taking 
eare of copyright books, charts, and other 
copyright matter 

Exploring Expedition. 

For preservation of the collections of the ex- 
ploring and surveying expeditions of the Gov- 
CHNMENL cee cee cree cece rece enero neneeene 

For the distribution of the collectious of the e 
ploring and surveying expeditions of the Gov- 
ernment to institutions willing to receive the 
same, and at their own expense, and tite con- 
struction of additional cases to receive such 
part of said collections as may be retained by 
the Governinent.... 


8,090 00 


12,000 00 


60,000 90 


2,000 00 


4,000 09 


6,000 09 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


‘Appropriations, New Offices, dc. 


Institution of the Deaf and Dumb and the 
Blind. ` 
For salaries and incidentai expenses of the In- 
stitution of the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind, —_- 
in the District of Columbia .ssssssesssi sessi $3,000-00 
For expenses of taking the eighth census of the 
inhabitants of the United States...........5. 190,000 00 


Botanic Garden. 

For grading, draining, procuring manure, tools, 
fuel, and repairs, purchasing trees and shrubs 
for botanic gagden, to be expended under the 
direction of the Library Committee of Con- 

For pay of horticulturists and assistants in the 
botanic garden and green-houses, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the. Library 
Committee OLCONEIESS.. 6. eee cee creer ceeees 5121 50 


Survey of the Public Lands. 


For surveying the public lands, (exclusive of 
California, Oregon, Washington, New Mex- 
ico, Kansas, Nebraska, and Utah,) including 
incidental expenses and island surveys in the 
Interior, and all other special and difficult sur- 
veys demanding augmented rates, to be appor- 
tioned and applied to the several surveying 
districts, according to the exigencies of the 
public service, including expenses of select- 
ing swamp lands, and the compensation and 
expenses to survey or to locate private Jand 
claims in Louisiana, in addition to the unex- 
pended balances of all former appropriations.. 50,000 00 

For surveying the public lands and private land 
claims in California, to be disbursed at the 
rates prescribed by law for the different kinds 
of work. ....... eens + 20,000 00 

For surveying the public lands and private Jand 
claims in New Mexico,... steeveresecess 10,000 00 

For surveying the public Jan n Kansas and 
Nebraska, also outlines of Indian reservations, 20,000 00 

For salary of the clerk detailed for the special 
service in the General Land Office to attend 
to the unfinished surveys in the States where 
the offices of the surveyors general have been 
CHOSE cee ceen es erseeenese rere rtee seen sentes 

For surveying the public lands in Oregon, to be, 
disbursed at the rates now authorized by law, 15,090 00 

For surveying the public lands in Washington 
Territory, at the rates now authorized by law.. 15,000 00 

For preparing the unfinished records of public 
and private surveys, to be transferred to the 
State authorities, under the provisions of the 
act of twelfth June, cightecn hundred and 
forty, in those districts where the survey: 
about being completed, per act of twenty-sec- 
ond of January, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
UTOC. ceeeecsec cree veer eer 

To supply deficiency in_appropriation 
penses for the present fiscal year of transpor- 
tation of bullion from the assay office at New 
York to the Mint at Philadelphia for coinage, 29,000 00 

For constructing on each floor of the Govern- 
ment building, called Winder’s building, the 
necessary water-closets, urinals, slop-water 
Sinks, and hOSC-COCKS...4eeeeeeeeeeeeees 

Por incidental and contingent expenses including 
wastage of the Mint at Philadelphia in addi- 
tion to the sum appropriated by the act making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expens@s of the Goverpment..... 

For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage at the Mint at San Francisco in 
addition to the sum appropriated by the act 
making appropriations for the legislative, cx- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
MENt..sescsosesreevsaesses erences 

To enable the President of the United States to 
carry into effect the act of third March, eigh- 
teen hundred and nineteen,and any subsequent 
acts now in force for the suppression of the 
SIAVE tA .ccccece cece cece ec eee eeeneresse s 900,000 00 

‘Yo pay for labor on and materials furnished for 
Post Office extension... . 36,000 00 

For the Capitol extension...... « 250,000 00 

"ro enable the Secretary of the Senate to make 
the payment authorized by the resolution of 
the Senate of twentieth March, one thousand 
eight hundred and sixty, to Mrs. B. A, Linn. 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian 
affairs and three additional agents in Wash- 
ington Territory, for the fiscal year ending thir- 
tieth June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one. ... 

For compensation of superintendent of Indian 
affairs and three additional agents in Wash- 
ington Territory, for the fiscal year ending 
June thirty, eighteen hundred and sixty-two.. 

For paymentof balance due contractor tor build- 
ing the custom-houses at Belfast and Eijs- 
worth, Maine ..... tes 

For the purpose of completing and providing 
proper furniture for the new court-house and 
post office at Indianapolis, Indiana.......--- 

To construct the sewer on Tlushing avenue, 
Brooklyn, New York, in continuation of that 
now constructed tosuch point on said avenue 
as shall be determined by the Navy Depart- 
ment; thence through the United States 
grounds, or through Vanderbilt avenue, as 
shall be decided by said Department, to the 
waters of the Wallabout,...sessresreereeee 


Territory of Colorado. 
For salaries of Governor, three judges, and sec- 


FOLATY cee seecceeneneeneneeen ce cores tes ecsc ts 
For contingent expenses of said Territory...» 


2,000 00 


8,800 00 


3,450 00 


15,000 00 


5,000 00 


60,000 00 


10,500 00 
13500 00 


3,300 00 | 


20,000 00 | 


For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative-Assembly, officers, clerks, 
and contingent expenses of the Assembly ....$20,000 G0 

For the payment for-materials delivered for the 
extension of the Treasury building under ex- 
isting CONLTACIS....... eo rarere ee eeerennee tree 00;000,00 

For the continuance of the work of such ex- 
tensioths 200.0. cece eset et ienesis eee oes +250,000 00 

To audit and settle the accounts of Charles J. 
Helm, consul general of the United States at 
Havana, upon the principles of justice and 
equity, for the expenses incurred by him in 
preparingand making the reports and returns, 
and bringing up the arrearages of the business 
of his predecessor in that office, and for extra 
‘elerk hire in his office, and for moneys ad- 
vanced to destitute American citizens, and for 


|} @XEKA TENE, occ cecs cece ere ccensceccee seer eens 8,768 00 
A $3,715,752 68 


By the act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
thirty, eighteen hundred and sixty-two. 


For the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, namely: 

For the pay of superintendents of Indian affairs and of the 
several Indian agents, per acts of fifth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty, twenty-seventh February, cighteen 

i hundred and fifty-one, thirty-first July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, third March, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, eighteenth August, eigitcen hundred and fifty- 
six, third March, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, 
nineteenth June, eighteen hundred and sixty, twenty- 
fifth June, eighteen hundred and sixty; and per fifteenth 
articles of treaty of nineteenth April, eighteen hundred 
and filty-eight, with the Yanctans . $86,450 00 

For the pay of the several] Indian sub-agents, per 
act of thirty-first July, cighteen hundred and 


Fifty HOUT. cece crecee cere eeeererececeeseesss 6,000 00 
For the pay of clerk to superintendent at St. 

Louis, Missouri, per act of twenty-seventh 

June, eighteen hundred and forty-six........ 1,200 00 
For the pay of interpreters, per acts of thirtieth 

June, eighteen hundred and thirty-four, 

twenty-seventh February, eighteen hundred 

and fifty-one, and eighteenth August, eigh- 

teen hundred and fifty-sixseccccessecees eesse 24,900 00 
For presents to Indians... ..ccseeeesecseceees 5,000 00 
For provisions for Indians... cess esses esseere. 11,8600 00 
For buildings at agencies and repairs thereof... 10,000 00 


For contingencies of the Indian department... 
For the employment of temporary clerks by su- 
perintendents of Indian affaira on such ocea- 
sions and for such periods of time as the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may deem necessary to 
the public Service ..eeceee cee e ee eeeceeceree 


For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the vari- 
ous Indian tribes: 


Blackfoot Nation. G 


For sixth of ten installments as annuity, to be 
expended in the purchase of such goods, pro- 
visions, and otber useful articles as the Presi- 
dent, at his discretion, may from time to time 
determine, per ninth article of the treaty of 
seventeenth October, cighteen hundred and 
FAMLY-fIVO. cece ce eee ee eee ee scence nen eeernn ee 
For sixth of ten installments as annuity, to be 
expended in establishing and instructing them 
in agricultural and mechanical pursuits, and 
in educating their children, and promoting 
civilization and christianity, at the discretion 
of the President, per tenth article of the treaty 
of seventeenth October, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five......... 


Chasta, Scoton, and Umpqua Indians. 


For seventh of fifteen installments of aunuity, 
to be expended as directed by the President, 
| per third article treaty eighteenth November, 
yo eighteen hundred and fifty-fOUr.. cee eeee eee 
i| For seventh of fifteen instaltments for the pay of 
| a farmer, per filth article treaty eighteenth 
| November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. .. 
For seventh of ten instailments for pay of phy- 
sician, medicines, and expense of care of the 
sick, per fit) article treaty eighteenth Novem- 
her, eighteen hundred and fifty-four .....6.... 
For seventh of fifteen installments for pay of 
teachers and purchase of hooks and stationery, 
per fifth article treaty cighteenth Nobember, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four......s... sees 


Chippewas of Lake Superior. 

For two thirds of twentieth of twenty-five in- 
stallments in money, per fourth article treaty 
fourth October, eighteen hundred and forty- 
two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth Sep- 

i tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four...... 

| For two thirds of twenticth of twenty-five in- 
stailments for the pay of two carpenters, per 
fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two,and eighth article treaty 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-fOUL.. cece eee eee ners Pike es 

For iwo thirds of twentieth of twel five in- 
staliments in goods, per fourth article treaty 
fourth October, eighteen hundred and forty- 
two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four....-- 


36,500 00 


5,000 00 


& 


20,000 00 


15,000 00 


1,000 00 


1,500 00 


1,200 00 


8,333 33 


809 00 


7,000 09 


2,000 00 | 


For two thirds.of twentieth. wenty-five 
stallments ‘for ‘the support: of.schools; <p 
fourtiy article. treaty fourth. October, eighteen, 
hundred and: forty-tiws d, eighth: ‘article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighte 
and fifty-four... ess 

For two thirds of twentieth ð 


en ‘hundred 


a 
l Aventy-five ‘in- 

stallments for the pay of two. farmers; per 
fourth articlé treaty fourth October, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, and: “eighth -article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundre 
and fifty-four. cexeveeseeeee Errado 
For two thirds of twentieth of twenty-five i 
staliments for the purchase-of provisions and © 
tobacco, per fourth article treaty fourth Octo- 


ber, eighteen hundred and © forty-two, and- 


eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four a, is i.e civeee purset 
For seventh of twenty installments in coin, 
goods, household furniture, and cooking uten- 
sils, agricultural implements and cattle, car- 
penters’ and other. tools and: building mate- 
rials, and for moral and educational purposes, : 
per fourth article treaty. thirtieth- September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four. ...cceseeeees 
For seventh of twenty installments. for six 


19,000.00 


smiths and assistants, per second.and fifth: `; 


articles treaty thirticth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four... eee sec eee cee so 
For seventh of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of six smiths?’ shops, per second and fifth 
articles treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four... ec eee 
For fifth of twenty installments fort 


‘5,04000 


1,320.00 


smith and assistant, and support of shop, per... 


second and fifth articles treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. ss sa 
For support ofa smith, assistant, and shop forthe | 
Bois Forte band, during the pleasure of the 
President, per twelfth article treaty thirtieth 
September, cighteen hundred and Hfty-four, s 
For support of two farmers for, the Bois Forte 
band, during the pleasure of the President, per 
twelfth article treaty thirtieth September, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four... ; 


Chippewas of the Mississippi. 

For one third of twentieth of twenty-five install- 
ments in money, per fourth article treaty fourth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, cigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four.. sses.. wees 

Fog one third of twentieth of twenty-five install- 
ments for the pay of two carpenters, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, cighteen bun- 
dred and forty-two, and cighth. article treaty 
thirtieth September, cighteen hundred and 
ARTY POUT eae RRs ce meee eset eed ee teay 

For one-third of twentieth of twenty-five install-» 
ments in goods, per fourth article treaty fourth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four...... 

For one third of twentieth of twenty-five install- 
ments for the support of schools, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen bundred and fifty-four.. 

For once third of twentieth of twenty-five install- 
ments for purchase of provisions and tobacco, 
per fourth article treaty fourth October, cigh- 
teen hundred and forty-two, and eighth article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four P 

For one third of twenticth of twenty-five install- 
ments for the support of two smiths’ shops, 
including the pay of two smiths and assistants, 
and furnishing iron and steel, per fourth arti- 
ele treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred and 
forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 

For one third of twentieth of twenty-five install- 
ments for pay of two farmers, per fourth arti- 
cle treaty fourth October, cighteen bundred 
and forty-two, and cighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fitly-four... 

For seventh of twenty installments of aunuity in 
money, per third article. treaty. twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five.<... 


Chippewa, Pillager, and Lake Winnibigo- 
shish Bands. 


For seventh of thirty installments of annuity in 
money, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen bundred and fifty-five 

For seventh of thirty installments of annuity in 
goods, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, cighteen hundred and fifty-five.... 

For seventh of thirty installments for. purposes 
of utility, per third article treaty twenty-sec- 
ond February, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, 

For seventh. of twenty installments, for purposes 
of education, per third article treaty twen 
second February, eighteen hundred and fitty- 
LAZOTETETET 

For seventh of fifteen annual installments for 
support of two smiths and smiths’ shops, per 
third article treaty twenty-second February, 
cighteen hundred and fifty-five. ........ aad ne 

For pay of an engineer to grist and saw-iwill at 
Leech lake. ....cccceee cece eae ee een eteeen ees 


Chippewas of Saginaw, Swan Creek, and 
Black river. 

For sixth of ten equal annual instalhnenuts in 

coin, to be distributed per capita, in the usual 


Pree eee ene 


1,060;00 
1,060 90 


1,200 00 


4,166 67 - 


- 409 00 


3,580 00 


666 67 


666 67 


10,666 66 


8,000°00 


4,000 00 


3,000 00 


2,120 00 
504 00 
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Beas 


: ‘86m Cong....2p BES. 


Appropriations, New Offices, £e. 


manner of paying annuities, per second article 
of the treaty of second August, eighteen hün- 
red. and AEP HVE ee eee bee ete es 
For sixth ingtalimeit forthe support of one black- 
= smith shop for ten years, per second article of 
Athe treaty of second August, eighteen-hundred 


‘and fifty-five. 


Chippewas, Menomonces, -Winnebagoes, 
“oo and New. York Indians. 


_For education during ‘the pleasure of Congress, 
“pér fifth article treaty eleventh August, eigh- 
teen hundredand twenty-seven. 


Ghickasaws. `- 

For permanent: annuity, in: goods, per act of. 
twenty-fifth, Febmary, seventeen hundred and 
EIVPMELY-NING Loc cee eens eee stee ee rren sewer anes 


Choctaws. 

For permanentannuity, per second article treaty 
sixteenth November, ‘eighteen hundred and 
five, and thirteenth article treaty twenty-sec- 
ond June; cightecn bundred and fifty-five... 

For permanentannuity forsupport of light-horse- 

“men, per thirteenth article treaty cigbtcenth 
October, ‘eighteen hundred and ‘twenty, and 
thirteenth article treaty twenty-seeond June, 
eighteen hundred and fitty-five. See wlante sie’ 

For permanent provision tor education, persec- 
ond article treaty twentieth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-five, and thirteenth arti- 

-cle treaty twenty-second June, cighteen hun- 
dred andefifty-five..... f. 


“pete beccivnve 


teen bundred and twenty, and thirteenth arti- 
ele treaty twenty-second June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five 
For permanent provision for iton and steel, per 
ninth article treaty twentieth January, cigh- 
teen hundred and twenty-five, and thirteenth 
article of treaty twenty-second June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five. se cece aeeeren tees 
For interest on five hundred thousand dollars, at 
five per centum, for education and other ben- 
eficial purposes, to be applied under the direc- 
tion of the general council of the Choctaws, 
in conformity with the provisions contained in 
the tenth and thirteenth articles of the treaty 
of twenty-second June, eighteen hundred and 
ALY LIVE cece eee eet cere ner eneeeeneees 


Comanches, Kioways, and Apaches of Ark- 

ansas river. 

For eighth of ten installments for the purchase 
of goods, provisions, and-agricultaral imple- 
ments, per sixth article treaty twenty-seventh 
July, eighteen hundred and fifty-three... esses 

For expenses of transportation of the eighth of 
ten installments of goods, provisions, and agri 
cultural implements, per sixth article treaty 
twenty-seventh July, eighteen hundred and 
filty-threC cee ne ener eae e teen neon eene enon eens 


Creeks. j 
For permanent annuity in money, per fourth 
article treaty seventh Angust, seventeen hun- 
dred and ninety, and firth article treaty sev- 
~ enth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six.. 
For permanent annuity in money, per second 
article treaty sixteenth June, cighteen hundred 
and two; and fifth article: treaty seventh 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six... 
For permanent annuity in money, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-six, and fifth article treaty 
seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
BUN cee case e eee nee eee ee ceeras ce seseenar aces 
For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 
sistant, and for shop and tools, per eighth ar- 
ticle treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-six, and fifth article treaty 
seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
SIX cee eeceen eee 
For permanent provision for iron anc 
shop, per eighth article treaty twenty-fourth 
January, eighteen hundred and” tweaty- 
and fifth article treaty seventh August, € 
teen hundred and fifty eee 
For permanent provision for the pay of a wheel- 
wright, per cighth article treaty twenty-fourth 
January,eightecn hundred and twenty-six, and 
fifth article treaty seventh August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty 


teenth February, eightecn hundred and thirty- 
three, and fifth article treaty seventh A 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six ite 
For wagon-maker during the pl 
President, per fifth article treaty fourteenth 
February, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, 
and fifth article treaty seventh August, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty- oe 
For a: ance in agricultural operations during 
the pleasure of the Prezident, per eighth arti- 
cle treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-six, and filth article treaty 
seventh August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


10,000°00 


1,240 00 
1,500 00 
3,000 09 
-3,090 00 

600 00 
6,000 00 

600 09 


320 00 


25,009 00 


18,000 00 


7,009 00 


1,500 00 


3,000 00 


20,000 00 


840 00 
270 00 


600 00 


840 09 
270 00 


600 00 


2,000 00 


į For'the fifth of seven additional 


For education during the pleasure of the Presi- . 
dent, per fifth article treaty fourteenth Febru- 
ary; eighteen hundred and thirty-three, and 
fifth article. treaty seventh August, eighteen =.” 
hundred and fifty-six... ce beep ee cess $1,000 00 


staliments for 
two blacksmiths, assistants, shops, and tools,.; -+ 
per thirteenth . article . treaty twenty-fourth. 
Mareh, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, and 
fifth article treaty seventh August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-six . 
For the fifth of seven additional installments for 
iron and steel for shops; per-thirteenth-article 
treaty twenty-fourth March, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two, and fifth atticle treaty seventh 
August, eighteen handred-and filly-six .....- 
For thirty-first of thirty-three. installments for 
` education, per fourth article treaty fourth Jan- 
uary eighteen hundred and forty-five, and fifth 
article treaty seventh August, cighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-siX.......essessereneeeperasee 
For eighteenth of twenty installments for edu- 
cation, per fourth article treaty fourth January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, and fiith ar- 
ticle treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred 
and filty-SIX. ccc sce eee cece ee ee eeee teen ee nees 
For five ‘per centum interest on two hundred 
thousand dollars for purposes of education, per 
sixth article treaty seventh August, eighteen 


1,680.00 


540 00 
3,000 00 


3,000 00 


hundred and fifty-SiX.....essse sree seveeeese e 10,000 00 | 


. Delawares. 

For life annuity to chier, per private article to 
supplemental treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, to treaty of 
third October, eighteen hundred and eighteen, 

For interest on forty-six thousand and cighty 
dollars, at five per centum, being the value of 
thirty-six sections of land set apart by treaty of 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine for educa- 
tion, per resolution of the Senate nineteenth 
January, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, 
aud fifth article treaty sixth May, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four... 

Por the last of eight equal installments for pay- 
ment of five chiefs, per sixth article treaty 
sixth May, eighteen hundred aud fifty-four... 1,250 09 


Towas. 

Por interest in lien of investment on fifty-seven 
thousand five hundred dollars to the first July, 
cighteen bundred and sixty-two, at five per 
centum, for education or other beneficial pur- 
poses, undor the direction of the President, per 
second artiele treaty nineteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-cigbt, and ninth arti- 
cle treaty seventeenth May, cightcen hundred 
and AtY-TOUL.. cee ee cece ee eee cere recente es 


Kansas. 

For interest in Jien of investment on two hun- 
dred thousand dollars, at five per eentum, per 
second article treaty fourteenth January, cigh- 
teen hundred and forty-sia 

Kiekapoos. 

For cighth installment of interest, at five per 
centum, on one hundred thousand dollars, for 

education, per seeond article treaty cighteenth 
May, eighteen hundred and fitty-fou e.e. 

For the payment of this sum as the eighth in- 
stallment upon two hundred thousand dollars, 
to be paid in eighteen bundred and sixty-one, 
per second article treaty cightcenth May, eigh- 
teen hundred and filty-SOUr eee ee cece essere 


Menomonecs. 

For sixth of twelve installments for continuing 
and keeping up a blacksmith shop, and provid- 
ing the usual quantity of iron and steel, per 
fourth article treaty cighteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-eight, and third article 
treaty twelfth Ma i dred and fifty- 
LOU cee eee eee 

Por sixth of ten instalime annuity upon two 
hundred thousand do balance of three 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, for cession 
of lands, per fourth article treaty cighteenth 
October, cighteen hundred and forty-cight, and 
third article treaty twellth May, eighteen bnn- 
dred and fifty-four PTET TETE sesseee 20,000 00 

For sixth of fifteen installments for pay of a mil- 
lor, per third article treaty wwellth May, eigh- 


100 00 


2,304 00 


10,000 00 


petra eens wenee 


5,000 00 


9,000 00 


916 66 


tecn hundred and fifty-four....... TT ELE s 600 00 
Miamies of Kansas. 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 

sistant, and iron and steel for shop, per fifth 

article treaty sixth October, eighteen hundred 

and eighteen, and fourth icle treaty fifth 

June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four......... 940 09 | 
For permanent provis for milice, in lieu of | 

gunsmith, per fifth article th October, | 

eighteen haudred and e u article 

treaty tween ird October, lred 

and thirty d fourth artic ‘ | 

June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 600 00 | 
For interest on fifty thousand do : 

centum, for educational purposes, per@hird ar- 

ticle treaty fifth June, eighteen hundred and 

fiftv-four...... ése venas ee 2,500 00 


For second of twenty installments up wo bun- 
dred Hiousand dolars, per third articie treaty 
fifth June, eightecn hundred and fifty-four... 7,500 00 
Miamies of Indiana. 
For intercst on two huadred and twenty-one 
thonsand two hundred and filly-seveu dollars 
and eighty-six cents, at five per centum, for 


| For inte 


. 


Miami Indians of Indiana, per Senate’s amend- 
ment to fourth article treaty fifth June, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four. s.v. sese eese eeso $11,062 89 
Miamies, Eel River. ` 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per fourth-article treaty third August, seven- i 
teen bundred and ninety-five .........- x 500 00 
For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article treaty twenty-first August, 
eighteen hundred and five......ssesene ieee 
For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third and separate article to treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and nine......- 


Nisqually, Puyallup, and other Tribes and 
Bands of Indians. 

For seventh installment, in part payment for re- 
linquishment of title to ands to be applied to 
beneficial objects, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-sixth December, cighteen hundred and 
Fifty-fOUT socio e cece da cee esectee rererere se 

For seventh of twenty installments for pay of in- 
structor, smith, physician, carpenter, farmer, 
and assistant if necessary, per tenth article 
treaty twenty-sixth December, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-f0Ur. css ccceccceerreceereen eres 


Omahas. 

For the fourth of ten instaliments of this amount, 
being second of the series, in money or other- 
wise, per fourth article treaty sixteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fiity-four...eeseseeeees 

Por seventh of ten instalments for support of a 
miller,per eighth article treaty sixteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-fOUr..sesreserereo 

For seventh of ten instaliments for support, of 
blacksmith and assistant, and iron and steel 
for shop, per eighth article treaty sixteenth 
March, eighteen, hundred and fitly-four......- 

For seventh of ten installments for support of 
farmer, per cighth article treaty sixteenth 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 

For keeping in repair the grist andsaw mill pro- 
vided for by the eighth article of the treaty of 
sixteenth March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


J 


‘250°00 


350 00 


4,500 00 


6,700 00 


30,000 00 


600 00 


940 00 


600 00 


TOUT. sssesssserveoeeseceevese os 300 00 
For supplying the smith’s shop with tools, and 
keeping the same in repair, per cighth article 
of the treaty of sixtcenth March, eighteen huu- 
dred and fiity-four.... x 300 00 


For an engibCer sesse ee 1,200 00 


Osages. 

For interest on sixty-nine thonsand one hundred 
and twenty dollars,-at five per centum, being 
the value of fifty-four sections of land set apart 
second June, cightcen hundred and twenty-. 
tive, for educational purposes, per Senate res- 
olution nineteeuth January, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-eight. ss... EEE 


Ottoes and Missourias. 
For the fourth of ten installments of this amount, 
being the second series, in money or other- 
wise, per fourth article treaty filteenth March, 
cighteen hundred and fifty-four css cree ener 
For seventh of ten installments for pay of miller, 
per seventh article treaty fiftecuth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four.....6 56s. eee 
For seventh of ten installments for blacksmith 
and assistant, and iron and stec) for shop, per 
seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four. sccecceee eevee 
For seventh of ten installments for farmer, per 
seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four.....ceeeee 
For keeping in repair the gristand saw mill pro- 
vided for by the seventh article of the treaty 
oe fifteenth March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
OBE eee essees 
For supplying the Smitb’s shop with tools, and 
keeping the same in repair, per seventh artiele 
of the treaty fifteenth March, eighteen bun- 
dred and fifty-fOUr ...ce. cess erence eeeeceeeee 
For an Cngincers..cs ccs ecee avec eeenenee 


Ollawas and Chippewas of Michigan. 
For sixth of ten equal annual installments for 
educational purposes, to be expended under 
the direction of the President, according to the 
wishes of the Indians, so far as may be rea- 
sonable and just, per second article of the 
treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five... OSA 
For sixth installment for the support of four 
blacksmith shops for ten years, per second ar- 
ticle of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen 
hundred and Afty- f1VG. cc cece ese eee ene enee 
For sixth installment of principal, payable an- 
nually for ten years, to be distributed per cap- 
ita, in the usual manner of paying annuities, 
per second article of the treaty of thirty-first 
Jul hteen hundred and fifty-five. ......- 
on two hundred and forty-six thou- 
sand dollars, unpaid part of the principal sum 
of three hundred and six thousand dollars, for 
one year, at five per centum per annum, to be 
ibuted per capita, in the usual manner of 
aying annuities, per second article of the 
of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred 
ÉVE e kerites bode eres ee ee severe 
xth of ten equal annual installments on 
thirty-five thousand dollars, in lieu of former 
treaty stipulations, to be paid per capita, to the 
Grand River Ottawas, per second article ofthe 


Rhee en es connate 


3,456 00 


13,000 00 


600 00 


940 00 


600. 00 


300 00 


300 00 
1,200 00 


HEERE casno ee. 8,000 00 


4,240 00 


10,000 00 


12,300 00 


treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred 


and fifty-five..... wa tintin gus Sh Asateees R 800000 
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LOBI 


Ottawas of Kansas. 

For their proportion of the permanent annuities 
in money, goods, or otherwise, payable under 
the fourth article of the treaty of third August, 
seventeen hundred and ninety five, second.ar- 
ticle of the treaty of seventeenth November, 
eighteen hundred and seven, fourth article of 
the treaty of seventeenth September, efghteen 
hundred and eighteen, and fourth article ofthe 
treaty of twenty-ninth August, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-one..... eee cece eseaee ees 


: Pawnees. 

For fourth of five installments in goods and such 
articles as may be nécessary for them, per 
second article treaty twenty-fourth Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven........ 
For support of two manual-labor schools annu- 
ally, during the pleasure of the President, per 
third article treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven 


For pay of two teachers, under the direction of 


the President, per third article treaty twenty- 
fourth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
SEVEN cece cece sececesrcceseceescereeste oe 

For purchase of iron and stec}, and other neces- 
saries for the shop, during the pleasure of the 
President, per fourth article treaty twenty- 
fourth September; eighteen hundred and fifty- 
SEVEN sss sesceeeretecceceensevceesicecesens 

For pay of two blacksmiths, one of whom to be 
a gunsmith and tinsmith, per fourth article 
treaty Lwenty-fourth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-seven... cccececcse seen ceeeees 

For compensation of two strikers or apprentices 
in shop, per fourth article treaty twenty-fourth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, 

For fourth of ten installments for farming uten- 
sils and stock, during the pleasure of the Pres- 
ident, per fourth article treaty twenty-fourth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, 

For pay of farmer, per fourth article treaty twen- 
ty-fourth September, eighteen hundred and 
Ffty-SOVEN E E S 

For third of ten installments for pay of miller, 
at the discretion of the President, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fourth September, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-seven.. 

For third of ten installments for pay of an engi- 
neer, at the discretion of the President, per 
fourth article treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-SEVEn,.ssesesssres 

For compensation to apprentices, to assist in 
working the mill, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-fourth September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-SCVen.....ccceceeerenereereereneces 

For last of three installments for the pay of six la- 
borers, per seventh article treaty twenty-fourth 
September, eighteen hundred and fitty-seven.. 

Poltawatomies. 

For permanent annuity in silver, per fourth arti- 
ele treaty third August, seventeen hundred 
ANd ninety-ÑVe.,seeseeseseesresseorreepesces 

For permanent annuity in silver, per third arti- 
ele treaty thirticth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and NINE. <.:¢05 00a s ehet ebave ssn cand 

For permanent annuity in silver, per third arti- 
cle treaty second October, eighteen hundred 
and eighteen......... PA 

For permanent annuity in money, per se 
article treaty twentieth September, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-cight......... 

For permanent annuity in specie, per second 
article treaty twenty-ninth July, cighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-nine... 

For life annuity to chief, pe d ty 
twentieth October, eighteen hundred and thir- 
a a TTO EST E 

For life annuity to chiefs, per third article treaty 
twenty-sixth September, ‘eighteen hundred 
Bnd thirty-three... ces cee cee cece wees eeceece 

For education during the pleasure of Congress, 
per third article treaty sixteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and twenty-six, second article 
treaty twentieth September, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-eight, and fourth article treaty 
twenty-seventh October, eighteen hundred 
and thirly-tWO. sce cereceuseeercetreretcceees 

For permanent provision for the payment of 
money in lieu of tobacco, iron, and steel, per 
second article treaty twentieth September, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-cight, and tenth 
article of the treaty of the fifth and seven~ 
teenth June, eighteen hundred and forty-six.. 

For permanent provision for three blacksmiths 
and assistants, per third article treaty sixteenth 
October, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, 
second article treaty twentieth September, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-eight, and sec- 
ond article treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-nine..... cece es ee eens 

For permanent provision for iron and steel for 
shops, per third article treaty sixteenth Octo- 
ber, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, second 
article treaty twentieth September, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-eight, and second article 
treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen. hundred 
and tWenty-Hine ss sc cece sees cose csecenveenrs 

For permanent provision for fifty barrels of salt, 
per second article of treaty twenty-ninth July, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine..... s.s.s. 

For interest on six hundred and forty-three thou- 
sand dollars, at five per centum, per seventh 
article of the treaty of the fifth and seventeenth 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-six..... 06+ 


$2,600 00 


40,000. 00 
10,000 00 


1,200 00 


500 00 


3,200 09 


480 00 


1,200 00 


600 00 
600 00 
1,200 00 


500 00 


3,000 00 


1,090 00 

500 00 
2,500 00 
2,000 00 


16,000 00 


200 00 į 


700 00 


5,000 00 


300 00 


2,160 00 


660 00 


250 00 


32,150 00 
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Pottawatomies. of Huron. meng 
For permanent annuity in money or otherwise, ~ 


per second article treaty scventeenth Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and Sevene... resisa so 


Quapaws. na 


For education during the pleasure of'the Presi- ` 


dent, per third article treaty, thirteenth May, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-three.........00. 
For blacksmith and assistant, sliop and tools, 
and iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per third article treaty thir’ 
teenth May, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
UNYCE oo eevee cece ees dre CEVES EEE raS 
Forfarmer during the pleasure of the President, 
per third article treaty thirteenth May, eigh- 
teen bundred and thirty-three.. 


Rogue River Indians. 


For eighth of sixteen installments in blankets, 
clothing, farming utensils, and stock, per third, 
article treaty tenth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-three... 0.0.0... ccc cee ee cease 


Sacs and Foxes of Mississippi. 


For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article treaty third November, eigh- 
teen. hundred and four... cies ccceee ccc eeeeee 

For last of thirty installments as aunnity in spe- 
cie, per third article treaty twenty-first Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two..... 

For last of thirty installments for gunsmith, per 
fourth article treaty twenty-first September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two..........0.. 

For the last of thirty installments for iron and 
steel for shop, per fourth article treaty twenty- 
first September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
CWO. oo set. ikra ssrds EET a oes 

For last of thirty installments f acksmith and 
assistant, shop, and tools, per fourth article 
treaty twenty-first September, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-tw0......ssceee cece cess ences 

For last of thirty iustailments for iron and steel 
for shop, per fourth article treaty twenty-first 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, 

For last of thirty installments for forty barrels of 
salt and forty kegs of tobacco, per fourth arti- 
cle treaty twenty-first September, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-tW0.:....s.sse cece eceee 

For interest on two hundred tfousand dollars, at 
five per _centum, per second article treaty 
twenty-first October, cighteen hundred and 
CHITtY-SOVON . 0c. EEEE E TEA PEE AT NN 

For interest on cight hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, per second article treaty 
eleventh October, eighteen hundred and forty- 


LWOeveecscccrerereceveverenasevesececss coves 


Sacs and Foxes of Missouri. 


For interest on one hundred and fifty-seven thou- 
sand four bundred dollars, at five per centum, 
under the direction of the President, per sec- 
ond article treaty twenty-first October, eigh- 
teen hundred and tiirty-sevensiccccccsscaees 


Seminoles. 


For the fifth of ten installments for the support 
of schools, per eighth article treaty seventh 
Angust, eighteen hundred and fifty-six....... 

For the filth of ten installments for agricultural 
assistance, per eighth article treaty seventh 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-six...... 

For the fifth of ten instaliments for the support 
of smiths and smiths’ shops, per eighth article 
treaty seventh August, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six... IN sees 

For five per e erest on two hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars, to be paid as annuity, 
per eighth article treaty seventh August, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-six. 

For interest on two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, at five per cenium, to be paid as an- 
nuity, they having joined their brethren west, 
per eighth article treaty seventh August, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-six. .s..seesceseecees 


Senecas. 


For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth arti- 
cle treaty twenty-ninth September, eighteen 
hundred and Seventeen ..ceciececcerecseeeree 

For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth arti- 
cle treaty seventeenth September, eighteen 
hundred and eightee 


For blacksmith and ant, shop and tools, 
and iron and steel, during the pleasure of the 
President, per fourth article treaty twenty- 
eighth February, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
a A E OTO tosssacsnana FAN 

For miller during the pleasure of the President, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-eighth Febru- 
ary, eighteen hundred and thirty-OnG...s es.. 


Senecas of New York. 


For permanent annuity, in liew of interest on 
stuck, per act of nineteenth February, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-one.........eceue eee 

For interest, in lien of investment, on seventy- 
five thousand dollars, at five per centum, per 
act of twenty-seventh June, eighteen hundred 
and fOrty-SiX... cess eee cece erence iaie 

For interest, at five per centum, on forty-three 
thousand and. fifty dollars, transferred from 
Ontario Bank to the United States Treasury, 
per actof twenty-seventh June, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-SiX.. ssec coissi ipowe 


$400'00. 


1,000 00 


1,060 09 


600 00 


2,500 00 


1,000 00 
20,000 00 


600 00 
220 00 


840 00 


220 00 
1,000 00 
10,000 60 


40,000 00 


7,870 00 


3,000 00 


2,000 00 
2,200 00 


12,500 00 
12,500 00 


500 00 


500 00 


1,060 00 


600 00 


6,000 00 


3,750 00 


2,152 50 | 


For permanentamuity-in specie, per fourth artl- 
cle treaty -seventecath Septeinber;: eleh tee 
hundred and eighteen i 06 

For blacksmith and assistan Sa 
fron and steel for'shop, during the pleasure of: 
the President, per fourth ‘article treaty twej 
tieth July, eighteen hundred and thirty-on 


` Shawnees. ee 

For permanent: annuity for educational: pur-: 
poses,’ per fourth article treaty third August 

seventeen hundred and ninety-five, and third 


article treaty tenth May, eighteen and: afty- eo ae 
OUP eee eee eee see castes eee bia oae eae ON ee 


For eighth installment of interest; at five per: 


centum, on forty thousand dollars for-educa- 


tion, per third article treaty tenth May;-eigh- 


teen hundred and fifty-four écscie disease dees 


For permanent annuity for educational “pur- 
poses, per. fourth article treaty twenty-ninth: 


September, eighteen. hundred and seventeen, 
and third article treaty tenth May, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four... sise ro a e 


Siz Nations of New Yorki °° + 


For permanent annuity in clothing and’ other - 


useful articles, per sixth article treaty eleventh =: 


November, seventeen ‘hundred and’ nipety-~ 
LOWE OEE gested de $ : ; 


Sioux of M 


sissippi. 


For interest on three hundred thousand. dollars, 
at five per centum, per second article treaty: : 


twenty-ninth September, eighteen hundred: 
and thirty-seven. s cs.. 
For cleventh of fifty installments of interest pat 


VD eend ew nee ion ene’ 


18,000 00 


five per centum,on one milion three hundred. 


For eleventh of fifty instalments of interest, at 
five per centum, on one hundred and twelve 
thousand dollars, being the amount in lieu of 
the reservations set apart in third article of 
Senate’s amendment of twenty-third June, 


eighteen hundred and fifty-two, to. treaty ... 


twenty-third July, eightcen hundred and fifty- 

OU cree re tree sees aerer sever vecreateeaet saro 
For eleventh of fifty installments of interest, at 

five per centum, on one million one hundred 


and sixty thousand dollars, per fourth article: 


treaty filth August, cightcen hundred and fifty- 
For cleventh of fifty instalments of Interest, at 
five per centum, on sixty-nine thousand dol- 
lars, being the amount allowed in lieu of the 


reservation of lands set apart by the third arti- » 
cle of Senate’s amendment of twenty-third : 


June, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, totreaty” 
fifth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-one... 


Treaty of Fort Laramie. 


For first of five installments, at tho diseretion of 


the President, in provisions and merehandise, 
for payment of annuities, and transportation 
of the same, to certain tribes of Indians... s.s 


Uinpquas, (Cow Creek Band.) 


5,600 00 


58,000 -00 


DE na 


3,450 00 


70,090 00 


For cighth of twenty installments in blankets, ` 
clothing, provisions, and stock, per.third arti-~ - 


cle treaty nineteenth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fLTY-tNVEC eevee cs ecee aete vr icwiaw 


550.00 


Umpquas and Calapootas, of Umpqua Val- ` 


. ley, Oregon. ; 
For seventh of ten installments for the pay of a 
blacksmith, and furnishing shop, per sixth arti- 


cle treaty twenty-nintlr November, eighteen. : 
hundred and fifty-four. ..iss ce cceeeeceeeeeent: 


For seventh of fifteen installments for the pay 
of a physician and purchase of medicines, per 
sixth article treaty twenty-ninth November, 
eighteen bundred and fifty-four....... 6.6 eee 

For seventh of ten installments for the pay of a 
farmer, per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth 
November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. J 

For seventh of twenty installments for the ‘pay. 
of a teacher, and purehase of books and sta- 
tionery, per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth 
November, cighteen hundred and fifty-four... 


Winnebagoes. 


For interest on one million one hundred thou- ” 


sand dollars, at five per. centum, per fourth 
article treaty first November, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-seven 4 
For fifteenth of thirty instailnents of interest on 


. -55,000.00 


eighty-five thousand dollars, at five percentum, -~ 


per fourth article treaty thirteenth October, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six........00 evos 


Yancion tribe of Sioux. 

For third of ten installments to be paid to them 
or expended for their benefit, commencing 
with the year in which they shall remove to 
and settle and reside upon their reservation, per 
fourth article treaty nineteenth April, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-cight......eeccaseesees cece 


Calapooias, Molalla, and Clackamas Indi- 
ans, of Willamette Valley. 

For second of five. installments. of annuity for 

beneficial objects, per second . article: treaty. 


twenty-second January, eighteen hundred and 
fly- AVe sirika krad ee rE EEEa 


4,250.00 


65,000 00 


8,000- 00 


36a. ConG....2D' Sass. 


Appropriations, New Offices, 


£c. 
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gh Poncise oret oos 
For third of five installments to be paid to the 
or expended: for : their benefit, commencing - 
-Swiththe yearin which they shall remove. to 
and settle upon the tract reserved for their fu- 
tare homes, per second article treaty twelfth 
Mareh, eighteen hundred and fifty-cight..... $12,000 00 
For third of ten instaliments.for the establish- 
ment and inaintenatice of one or more manual 
Jabor schools, uider the direction of the Pres- 
ident, per secoitd article treaty twelfth March, 
Cighteen hundred and fifty-cight........-..55 
For third of ten installments, or during the pleas- 
ure of the President, to be expended in furnish- 
«ing said: Indians with such aid and assistance 
in agricultural and mechanical pursuits, in- 
eluding the working of the mill provided for in 
the first part of this article, as the Secretary of 
“the Interior may consider advantageous and 
necessary for them, per second article treaty 
twelfth. March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


Dwamish and other Allied Tribes in 
Washington Territory. 

For second instalment on one bundred and fifty 
thousand. dollars, under the direction of the 
President, per sixth article treaty twenty-sec- 

$ ond January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five. 

For second of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishment and support of an agricultural and 
industrial school, and to provide said scheel 
with a sultable instructor ur instructors, per 
fourteenth article treaty twenty-second Jan- 

:-uary,eighteen hundred and fifty-five.......+. 

For second of twenty installments for the estab- 
lishment and support of a smith and carpenter’s 
shop, and to furnish them with the necessary 
tools, per fourteenth article treaty twenty-sec- 
ond January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, 
and physician, who shall furnish medicines for 
the sick, per fourteenth article treaty twenty- 
second January, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
LIVE cece ccccrtennees tee ee en nes enn bento e rene 

Makah Tribe. 

For the second installment on thirty thousand 
doliars, under the direction of the President, 
per filth article treaty thirty-first January, cigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five. cc seecccen eeenee 

For second of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of an. agricultural aud industrial school 
and for pay of teachers, per eleventh article 
lreaty thirty-first January, eighteen hundred 
ANA AUTV-fIVE cece cee cece eee ee rene eee ee ossee 

For second of twenty installments for support of 
a smith and carpenter’s shop, and to provide 
the necessary tools therefor, per eleventh arti- 
cle treaty thirty-tirst January, cightcen hun- 
dred and Gfty-ÑVe.ssssess sossasessaseessere 

For second of twenty installments for the en- 
ployment of a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, 
and physician, who shatl furnish medicines for 
the sick, per eleventh article treaty thirty-first 
January, cighteen hundred and filty-five...... 


Walla-Walla, Cayuse, and Umatilla 
Tribes. 

For second of five installments of fifty thousand 
dollars for the erection of buildings on the res- | 
ervations, fencing and opening farms, per 
third article treaty ninth June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five. cece cee ee erence cece 

For second pf five instalinents of eight thou 
dollars, under the direction of the President, 
per second article treaty ninth June, eighteen 
hundred and flty-fiver.cccee cree ree een ceees 

For second of twenty installments ior the pur 
chase of alt necessary mill fixtures and me- 
chanical tools, medicines, and hospital stores, 
books and stationery for schools, and furniture 
for the employés, per fourth article treaty ninth 
June, eighteen hundred and filty-five......... 3,000 00 | 

For second of twenty installments for the pay ! 
and subsistence of one superintendent of farm- 
ing operations, one farmer, two millers, one 
blacksmith, one wagon and plow maker, one 
carpenter and joiner, one physician, and two 
teachers, per fourth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five... ....eee en ees 

For second of twenty installments for the pay of 
each of the head chiefs of the Walla-Walla, 
Cayuse, and Umatilla bands, the sum of five 
hundred dollars per annum, per fitth article 1 
treaty ninth June, cighteen hundred and fifty- | 

a>... 41,500 00 | 


five oc. eee ssesssases | 
r salary for | 
F 


5,000 00 


7;500 00 


12,000 00 


3,000 00 


500 00 


4,600 00 


2,500 00 


2,500 00 


509 00 


4,600 00 


25,000 00 | 


8,000 00 || 


11,200 00 | 


Por second of twenty installments 
the sen of Pio-pio-mox-mox, per fifth artiele 
treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred and titty- 
FIVE eres esceceees 100 00 | 


Yakima. i 


For second of five installments for beneficial ob- 
jects, at the discretion of the President, per i 
fourth article treaty ninth June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-Bve...ccceece eens seer cree cceeee 10,000 00 

For second of twenty installments for the sup- į 
port of two schools. one of which is to be an 
agricultural and industrial school, keeping in 
repair school buildings, and tor providing suit- 
able furniture, books, and stationery, per fifth 


ERETT 


$ 


article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred 
and AUY-LVe cece eee ee cence 


500 00 i! 


For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of one superintendent of teaching 
and two teachers, per fifth article treaty ninth 
June, eighteen. hundred and fifty-five ....... 

For second of twenty installments. for the em- 
ployment of one superintendent of farmingand 
two farmers, two millers,-two blacksmiths, 
one tinner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, and 
one wagon and plow maker, per fifth article 
treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

For second of twenty instal for keeping in 
repair saw and flouving mills, and for furnish- 
ing the necessary tools and fixtures, per fifth 
article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five. 

For second of twenty installments p: 
repair the hospital, and providing the neces- 
sary medicines and fixtures therefor, per fifth 
article treaty ninth June, eighteen hundred 
ANG fIfLy-fiVE.. ceca cee e ee eect ee sree eneeee 

For second of twenty installments for the pay of 
a physician, per fifth article treaty ninth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five .. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in 
repair the buildings required for the various 
employés, and for providing the necessary fur- 
niture therefor, per fifth article treaty ninth 
June, eighteen hundred and filty-five... 

For second of twenty installments for the 
of such person as the said confederated tribes 
and bands of Indians may select to be their 
bead chief, per fifth article treaty ninth June, 
elgbteen hundred and fifty-five...s.eeseeeeee 


Nez Percés Indians. 


For second of five installments for beneficial 
objects, at the discretion of the President, per 
fourth article treaty eleventh June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five. sic. ee ceeeee eer eeeeees 

For second of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of two schools, one of which to be an ag- 
ricultural and industrial. school; keeping in 
repair schoo! buildings, and for providing suit- 
abie furniture, books, and stationery, per fifth 
article treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred 
and Lfty-fiVve cc. ce ee eee ee cere escent eran 

Vor second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment ofone superintendent of teaching and 
two teachers, per fifth article treaty cleveuth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five sessen.. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in 
repair blacksmiths’, tinsmith’s, gunsmith’s, 
earpenter’s, and wagon and plow maker’s 
„shops, and for providing necessary tools there- 
for, per fifth article treaty eleventh June, eigb- 
teen hundred and fifty-five... cece eeeee eee eee 

For second of twenty installinents for the em- 
ployment of one superintendent of farming and 
two farmers, two willers, two blacksmiths, 
one tinner, one gunsmith, one carpenter, and 
one wagon and plow maker, per fifth article 
treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred and 
ARELY-fIVC Lecce cece cece ee rece ee nese races oseo 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in 
repair saw and flouring mills, and for furnish- 
ing the necessary tools and fixtures therefor, 
per fifth article treaty eleventh June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five ....0. cece ee eee eee eee 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in 
repair the hospital, and providing the neces- 
sary medicines and furniture therefor, per fifth 
article treaty eleventh June, eighteen hundred 
and filty-five...erere sees 

Por secand of twenty installments for pay of a 
physician, per fifth article treaty cleventh 
June, cightcen hundred and fifty-five..... ese. 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in 
repair the buildings for the various employés, 
and for providing the necessary Furniture there- 
for, per titth article treaty eleventh June, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five... eceeee cece tees 

For second of twenty installments for the salary 
of such person as the tribe may select to be 
their head chief, per fifth article treaty elev- 
enth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five.... 


Flatheads and other Confederated Tribes. 


For sceond instalimenton one hundred and twen- 
ty thousand dollars for beneficial objects, at the 
discretion of the President, per fourth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and 
FILLY TIVE Le ec cece ee eens cece en eee eee eeus 

For second of twenty installinents for the sup- 
port of an agricultural and industrial school, 
keeping in repair the buildings, and providing 
suitable furniture, books, and stationery, per 
fifth article treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five.. cc. cc cca cece nee eee cees 

For second of twenty installments for providing 
suitable instructors therefor, per fifth article 
treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-fVC. sse eee eee ee ee cen cent ane cenene 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in 
repair blacksinith’s, tin and gunsmith’s, car- 
penter’s, and wagon and plow maker’s shops, 
and providing necessary tools therefor, per fifth 
article treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of two farmers, two milters, one 
blacksmith, one tinner, one gunsmith, one car- 
penter, and one wagon and plow maker, per 
fifth article treaty sixteenth July, cighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five. ....-.-- 


eee ee Serer rey 


$3,200 00 


9,400 00 
500 00 


300 00 


1,400 00 
300 00 


500 00 


-10,000 00 


500 00 


3,200 00 


500.00 


9,400 00 
500 00 


* 300 00 


1,400 00 


300 Ou 


500 00 ; 


6,000 00 


300 00 


1,800 00 


500 00 


For second of twenty installments for keeping in 
repair saw and flouring mills, and for furnish- 
iug the necessary tools and fixtures therefor, 
per fifth article treaty sixteenth July, eighteen 
hundred and filty- five. cc eccr acne seer eeeeres 

For second of twenty installments for keeping in 
repair the hospital, and- providing the neces- 
sary medicines and furniture therefor, per fifth 
article treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five......060- seas sans 

For second of twenty installments for pay of a 
physician, per fifth article treaty sixteenth July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five. PERA 

For second of twenty instaHments for keeping in 
repair the buildings required for the various 
employés, and furnishing necessary furniture 
therefor, per fifth article treaty sixteenth July, 
eighteen hundred and filty-five...... seed eee 

For second of twenty installments for the pay of 
each of the head chiefs of the Flathead, Koot- 
enay, and Upper Pend d'Oreilles tribes, per 
fifth article treaty sixteenth July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five. cece cee eceeereens ee ence wes 


Confederated Tribes and Bands of Indians 

in Middle Oregon. 

For second of five installments of eight thousand 
dollars for beneficial objects, at Ure discretion 
ofthe President, per seeond article treaty twen- 
ty-filth June, cighteen hundred and filty-five... 

For second of fifteen installments for pay and 
subsistence of one farmer, one blacksmith, 
and one wagon and plow maker, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fifth Jane, eighteen bhun- 
dred and ffty-GV€...sesesoseseseseosenocsese 

For second of twenty installments for pay and 
subsistence of one physician, one sawyer, one 
miller, one superintendent of farming opera- 
tions, and one school teacher, per fourth arti- 
ele treaty twenty-filth June, eighteen hundred 
and tifty-five..... TET 

For second of twenty ins for payment 
of salary to the head chict of said confederated 
hands, per fourth article treaty twenty ifth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five. sss ese. 


Molel Indians. 


For second of ten installments for keeping In 
repair saw and flouring mills, and for the pay 
of necessary employés, the benefits of which 
to be shared alike by all the confederated 
bands, per second article treaty twenty-first 
December, eighteen buudred and filty-five.... 

For second of five installusents (in addition to the 
instalments specified in the treaty of twenty- 
uinth November, eighteen hundred and fitty- 
four, with the Umpquas and Calapooias of 
Umpqua valley) for furnishing iron and steel 
and other materials for the smith and tìu shops 
provided for in said treaty, and for the pay of 
the necessary mechanics, per second article 
treaty twenty-first: December, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-fiVO.. cece eeee ee eee ew en eeeeens 

For second of ten installments for the pay of a 
carpenter and joiner to aid in erecting build- 
ingsand making furniture for said Indians, 
and to furnish tools in said service, per second 
article treaty twenty-first December, eighteen 
hundred and filty-five... cee cee eeeeeeeernen 

For pay of teachers to manual-labor school, for 
ali necessary materials therefor, and for the 
subsistence of the pupils, per second article 
treaty twenty-first December, eighteen hun- 
dred and fLY-fIVE occ cece eee cerns meee 

For second of five installments for the pay of 
an additional farmer, per second article trealy 
twenty-first December, eighteen hundred and 


HUY HIVE ooo ee cece ene e earns wnee eee eenede 


Qui-nai-elt and Quil-leh-ute Indians. 


For second installment on twenty-five thousand 
dollars for beneficial objects, under the direc- 
tion of the President, per fourth article treaty 
first July, eighteen bundred and fifty-five..... 

For second of tweuty installments for the support 
ofan agricultural and industrial school, and for 

` pay of suitable instructors, per teath article 
treaty first July, eighteen bundred and fifty- 
five .... senssa 

For second of twenty in } 
smith and carpenter shop, and to provide the 
necessary tools therefor, per tenth article treaty 
first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five..... 

For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of a blacksmith, carpenter, and 
farmer, and a physician who shall furnish 
medicine for the sick, per tenth article treaty 
first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five..... 


S’Klallams. 


| For second installment on sixty thousand dol- 


lars, under the direction of the President, per 
fifth article treaty twenty-sixth January, cigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five. ss IN 
For second of twenty installments forthe support 
ofan agrieultural and industrial school, and for 
pay of suitable teachers, per eleventh article 
treaty twenty-sixth January, eighteen hundred 
and fULY-fIVE cee cece cece eee e eee ne nee eee 
For second of twenty installments for the em- 
ployment of a blacksmith, carpenter, farmer, 
and a physician who shali furnish medicines 
for the sick, per eleventh article treaty twenty- 
sixth January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 


$500 00 


300 00 


1,400 00 


300 00 


1,500 00 


8,000 00 


3,500 00 


5,600 00 


500 00 


1,500 00 


1,800 00 


2,000 00 


3,000 00 


800 00 


2,000 00 


2,500 00 


500 00 


4,600 00 


5,000 00 


2,500 00 


4,600 00 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


l Appropriations, New Offices, &e. 


36T Cong... 2p SESS 


remirar 


Indian service in New Mexico. 

For the general incidental expenses of the Indian 
service in New Mexico, presents of gonds, ag- 
ricultural implements, and other. useful arti- 
cles, and to assist them to locate in permanent 
abodes, and sustain themselves by the pursuit 
of civilized life, to be expended uuder the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior.... 


Indian service in the district of country 
leased from the Choctaws. 
For the Indians lately residing in Texas: 

For the expenses of colonizing, supporting, and 
furnishing agricultural implements and stock, 
pay of necessary employés, purchase of cloth- 
ing, medicine, iron, and steel, establishment 
and maintenance of scbodts, and building 
houses for the Indians lately residing in Texas, 
in lieu of those abandoned in that State, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary 
Of the Interit sce ssevaseccoesosososeesssese 


Forthe Wichitas and other Afiliated Bands. 


For the expenses of colonizing, supporting, and 
furnishing said bands with agricultural imple- 
ments and stock, pay of necessary employés, 
purehase of clothing, medicines, iron and steel, 
establishment and maintenance of schools, and 
building ageucy houses, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior.. 

Indian service in California, 

For the general incidental expenses of the Indlan 
service in California, including traveling ex- 
penses of thesuperintending agents......... 

For defraying the expenses of the removal and 
subsistence of Indians in California to reserv- 
ations EN ANAL Btäte....sesssosssossosoosoetoe 


Miscellaneous. 


For insurance, transportation, and neces 
penses of the delivery of annuities and provis- 
ions to the Indian tribes in Minnesota and 
Michigan.... IEEE TEREE 

For expenses of transportation and delivery of 
annuity goods to the Blackfeet Indians for the 
YEML.sereevoesurnosvosossepreraroreressesees 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary ex- 
penses of the delivery of annuities and pro- 
visions to the Chippewas of Lake Superior... 

For insurance, transportation, aud necessary €x- 
penses of the delivery of annuities and pro- 
visions to the Chippewas of the Mississippi.. 

For the compensation of five extra clerks em- 
ployed ia the Indian office, under the act of 
filth August, ciguteen hundred and fifty-four, 
and third March, eighteen hundred and fiity- 
five, and under appropriations made from year 
LO YCAD asec cceaeeecesvacenrenee seen teeecenees 

For compensation of one clerk in the Indian 
office, to enable the Secretary of the Interior 
to carry out the regulations prescribed to give 

fect to the seventh section of the act of 
March third, eighteen hundred and fifty 
granting bounty lands to Indians 

For compensation of two extra clerks in the 
dian office, employed to carry out the treaty 
with the Chickasaws inthe adjustment of their 
CIALMS eee ete ere ween nee 

For expenses attending th ation of 
TANS cee cree ere eee teees 

For the survey of the Ponea reserve... 

For compensation of five supervisors for the 
reservations in California, to instruet the In- 
dians in husbandry, at one thousand eight 
hundred dollars each, per act nineteenth June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty.... s% 

For compensation of twenty laborers, to aid 
each of the supervisors, (which compensation 
not to exeeed fifty dalars per mouth,) per act 
nineteenth of June, eighteen hundred and 

For defraying the expenses of the removal and 
subsistence of Indians in Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory, (not parties to any treaty,) 

` and for pay of necessary employés.....see+.+ 

For the general incidental expenses of the In- 
dian service in Oregon and Washington Ter- 
ritory, including insurance and transportation 
of annuities, goods, and presents, (where no 
special provision therefor is made by treaties,) 
and office and traveling expenses of the super- 
intendent, agents, and sub-agents 

For payment to the Sissecton and Wah-pi-ton 
bands of the Dakota or Sioux Indians, for their 
reservation on the Minnesota river,in the State 
of Minnesota, containing five hundred and 
sixty-nine thousand six hundred acres, at 


oe 


thirty cents perac. esseere ceeeer eres censess 170,880 00 j 


for payment to the Med-a-wa-kan-ton and Wah- 
pa-koo-ta bands of the Dakota or Sioux In- 
dians, for their reservation on the Minnesota 
river, in the State of Minnesota, containing 
three hundred and twenty thousand acres, at 
thirty cents per acre... - ee eee 
For general incidental expenses of the Indians 
inthe Territory of Utah on reservations therein 
remote from emigrant routes, purchase of ag- 
ricultural implements and stuck cattle, and 
tor the erection of houses, &e., including the 
necessary traveling expenses of the superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs, agents, clerk hire, 


-$50,000 00 


| By the act for the relief of William A. Linn’ 


eea 45,000 001! 


For salary of one superintending agent for the 
northern district of the Indian service in Cali- 
fornia from twenty-vighth of June, eighteen 
hundred and sixty, when he entered on his du- 
ties, to thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, per act nineteenth of June, gigh- 
teen hundred and sixty, at-three thousand six 
hundred dollars per ANNUM ..sesssessesses eee Q369 67 
For salary of one superintending agent for the 
southern district of the Indian service in Cali- 
fornia from nineteenth September, cightecn 
hundred and sixty, when he entered on his 
duties, to thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-one, at three thousand six hundred dol- 
lars per annum, per act of nineteenth June, 
eighteen hundred and Sixty....se-eeeeereeees 2,532 08 
For salaries of five supervisors to the Indian res- 
ervations in California to instruct the Indians 
in husbandry, at eighteen bundred dollars per 
annum each, for the half year ending thirtieth 
June, eighteen hundred aud sixty-one, per act 
nineteenth June, eighteen hundred and sixty.. 4,500 00 
For compensation to twenty laborers for the five 
reservations in California, at fitty dollars per 
month, for the half year ending thirtieth June, 
eighteen bundred and sixty-one, per act nine- 
teenth June, eighteen hundred and sixty...... 
For salary for an additional agent for the Indian 
service in New Mexico from twenty-second 
August, cighteen hundred and sixty, when he 
executed his official bond, to thirtieth June, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-one, per act of 
twenty-fifth June, eignteen hundred and sixty, 
at fifteen hundred dollars per annum.........- 1,289 90 
For salary of an agent to the Ponca Indians from 
the twenty-first August, cighteen hundred and 
sixty, when he executed his official bond, to 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and sixty-oue, 
at fifteen hundred dollars per annum, per act 
twenty-fifth June, eighteen hundred and sixty, 1,296 19 
For salary for an agent to the Pawnees, from eigh- 
teenth October, cignteen bundred and sixty, 
when be execated his official bond, to thirtieth 
June, eighteen hundred and sixty-one, at fif- 
teen hundred dollars per annum, per act of 
twenty-tifth June, cighteen hundred and sixty, 1,055 70 
For salary for an agent to the Yaneton Sioux for 
the fiscal year ending the thirtieth June, cigh- 
teen hundred and sixty-one, per fifteenth arti- 
ele of treaty of nineteenth April, eighteen hun- 


6,000 00 


Sor payment of such permanent improvements 
as may have been made by claimants to land 
on the reserve named in the second article of 
treaty of tenth September, cighteen hundred 
and fifty-three, with the Rogue River Indians, 


persecond and third articles of said treaty..., 2,000 00 i 


For arrears of interest due first January, cightecn 
hundred and sixty-one, on seventy thousand 
dollars, five per centum bonds of the State of 


Indiani... eessooreesereesseseserersesseseese 7,000 00 | 
| Mor expenses attending the negotiation of the 


treaties of nincteenth June, eighteen hundred 

and fifty-eight, with the Lower and Upper 

Sioux Indians, per tenth articles of said trea- 

fies, or so much thereof as may be necessary 

for the expenses actually INCurr d...e... e. 15,865 76 
For payment to the Choctaw nation or tribe of 

Indians on acconnt of their claim under the 

eleventh and twelith articles of the treaty with 

said nation or tribe m the twenty-second 


of June, cighteen hundred and fifty-five. ... . 500,000 C0 
For the relief of destitute Indians, and with the 

view of preventing suffering and starvation 

among the Indian tribes who have failed in 

raising crops from the drought of last sum- 


50,000 09 


estate. 


For payment of a judgment rendered by the circuit court 


in and for the county of Saint Louis, State of Missouri, 
at its October term of the year eighteen hundred and 
fifty-seven, in favor of Thomas C. Reynotds and against 
the late William A. Linn, for 
Lion in a suit brought agains 
cher and Charles Belcher, on account of acts done by 
said Linn as an officer of the United States, { Indefinite.} 


i To pay to said Reynolds a like additional suin, 


in satisfaction of his demand in another suit 
brought by him in the Saint Louis court of 
common pleas in and for said county of Saint 
Louis, against said Linn, and now pending 
against said Linn’s administrator for other like 
services in defending said Linn............[hidefinite.] 


| By the act for the relief of Lieutenant George L. 


Hartsuff, United States Army. 


For the amount lost hy wreck of steamer Lady Elgin, it 


being the amount of public funds, he had in his posses- 
sion while traveling under orders on hoard of said 
steamer, in the month of September, eighteen hundred 
and sixty, which sum he subsequently paid over to his 
successor, in order to balance his accounts on the books 
of the Treasury Department. . -63380 00 


By the act for the relief of Richard C. Martin. 


| Por a lost draft drawn by G. W. Barbour, formerly Indian 


commissioner in California, on Riddick MeKee, dis- 
bursing agent, in favor of Thomas W., Lane, for beeves 


furnished to the Government, which said draft was 


dred and filty-Cight.cccccseeeee see eer eee eves 1,500 00! 


ervices in defending said į 
him by Wiliam H. Bel- | 


accepted by said Riddick McKee, aud afterwards trans- 
ferred and delivered to said Martinesas sa «+, 91,050: 00 


By the act for the relief of O. T. D. Fairbanks, 
Frederick Dodge, and the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company. i wi EN 

To pay O. F. D. Fairbanks the sumof two hundred: and 
fifty dollars; to pay Fréderick Dodge, Indian agent at 
Carson’s Valley, six hundred and fourteen dollars and 
thirty-eight cents; and to: pay the Pacific Mail Steam- 

ship Company four hundred and twelve dolars and fifty 
cents for transportation, clothing, and board ofthe sur- 
vivors of the Sublette Cut-off massacre, in Utah Terd- 
tory, on the twenty-seventh of July, amo Domini eigh- 
teen hundred and Fifty-nine... ... sse esee tese GL,Q76 8S 


By the act for the relief of the children of the late 
Captain E. A. Capron. re 

For arrears due on a pension granted August twentieth, 

eighteen hundred and forty-seven. .....+ 000444300 00 


By the act for the relief of David V. Whiting. 


Yor his services ag translator for the territorial government 
of New Mexico, from the eighth day of March, anno 
Domini eighteen hundred. and fifty-one, to the twenty- 
first day of September, anno Domini eighteen hundred 
ANA filty-LWOn sc cececcsvecsercedcsesacaieeee $3040 00 


By the act for the relief of Moses Meeker. 


For the amount of rent exacted by the United States agents 
of lead mines from Moses Meeker for lead mined and 
smelted upon the Jands of the Ottawa, Pottawatomie, 
Chippewa, Winnebago, or other tribes of Indians, prior 
to the purchase thereof’ by the United States, (Indefinite.} 


By the act for the relief of Aaron H. Palmer. 


For full compensation for his labor and research in collect= 
ing information, and preparing the same forthe use of the 
Government, relative to the oriental nations, and partic- 
Ularly Japanese reer cece ee eens cree eee ee BE 


By the act for the relief of John Peebles. 
For his services as surveyor, performed under. the direc- 
tion of John Cuthbert, timber agent for the southern dis- 
trict Of AlabAMddee. sec ccee cece rece cee ensen ones B25 00 


By the act for the relief of Townsend Harris or 
his heirs or legal representatives. 


| Forhis services and expenses in negotiating a treaty of 


commerce between the kingdom of Siam and the United 
SIs veer ec caste cree er eeeeeetecescseseses 10,000 00: 


By the act for the relief of William Cowley. 
Mor additional allowance as clerk, under the provisions of 
the second section of the “Act making appropriations 
for the civiland diplomatic expenses ofthe Government’? 
approved August thirty-one, eighteen hundred and fifty~ 
LWOs seer er cereccene a 


isstasraesaszacesdve QO 00 


By the act for the relief of Randall Pegg. 
Yor the difference between te pay allowed him as a 
watchman on the construction of the Patent Office ex- 
tension and that allowed to other watehmen..,. $199.58 


By the act for the relief of Samuel S. Green. 


i} For payment of the fines imposed by the Post Office De- 


partinent on Samuel S. Green, of New Orleans, while 
carrying the mail on route number three thousand five 
hundred and three, from New Orleans and other ports on 
the Guit of Mexico, to Key West and back, when he 
failed to depart from or arrive at any port named in his 
contract with the mails at precisely ‘schedule time,’? 
and the balance duc him on his contract.,.[Indefinine.} 


By the act for the relief of Azel Spalding. 
For payment of two per centum on moneys disbursed by 
hin as pension agent in the year cightcen hundred and 
LOLLY-ONC. sesses vene nes etree cence eenent setana BG BF 


i By the act for the relief of Captain Alexander V, 


. Fraser. 

For an allowance of thirty-five cents a ration upon eleven 
thousand two hundred rations furnished by him to the 
Government for the crew of the United States revenue 
cutter Lawrence, in the year eighteen hundred and forty- 
NING cee cece eceeneeeees ve asrece oeno.. £2920 00 


By the act for the relief of Samuel Perry. 


! For the amount which was improperly deducted froin his 


freight for the transportation of Indian supplies in the year 
eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, a portion of which 
were lost by the sinking of a flatboat............9638 98 


By the act for the relief of Messrs. Coale & Barr. 


By the act for the relief of Augustus H. Evans. 
For his services as clerk in the State of Missouri, during 
the ¥ eighteen bundred and thirty-five and eighteen 
hundred and thirts 


’ 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ge”. 


Appropriations, New Offices, ce. 


< By the.act for the relief of Richard Chenery. 

For the construction by the latter of the granite paving ‘on 
‘Battery street, in front of the United States custom-louse 
Ae Sau Francisca. eras sees savers hiteenai es $3,890. 00 


“By the act for the relief of John Y. Sewell. 


Forservices.in the restoration of the United States mail lost 
-from tha steamer. Southerner on the coast of Washington 
Territory, and for expenses incurred in obtaining the same 
from the Indians who had it in their possession. .$1,000 00 


By the dct for the relief of John H. Wheeler. 
Forlosses by.exchange, for property. destroyed at Granada, 
--expenses incurred in taking testimony. at San Juan del 

Norte; and for relief extended to distressed American cit- 

izens.crossing the Isthmus during the interval between 
““Oetobér, eighteen- hundred and fifty-four, and October, 

eighteen hundred and fifty-six.. 15 29 


By the act for the. relief of Eliza B. Mills, widow 
: of Robert Mills. 

PorServices of the-said Robert Mills as architect in prepar- 

ing and furnishing plans and estimates for a marine hoş- 

_ pital at New Orleans and a public printing office in the 

city. of Washington. vesers sse 00. 00 


‘By the act for the relief of Henry Rice. 
Por repayment. to him of that sum paid by him into the 
‘Treasury as and for duties upon, goods imported into Cas- 
«tine while in possession of the, British forces, the same 
; not-being bylaw subject to the payment of duty under 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
BUALER ss srs paveeeccce cncebacegves cone ssceG@l0,539 88 


By the act for the relief of Taylor Dudley, of 
; ’ Minnesota. 


For services as clerk of the United States district court for 
the secondand third judicial districts of the late Territory 
Ol MINNESOLAs +s veo eceev eee esevereeseserereeess a $370- 00 


By the act for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin. 


To pay Licutenant Thomas G. Corbin, United States 
NAVY cecececoceensceeceaceeeestevssesseeteses 293 15 


By the act for the relief of Danicl B. Hibbard. 


For his services in transporting the United States mail be- 

tween the villages of St. John’s and Lyons, in the State 
. of Michigan, under his agreement with the deputy post- 
| master at said St, JOINS... 2... eres eeee ee ee eee e B830 00 


By the act for the relief of Hockaday and Ligget. 
For damages sustained by them in reduction of pay for 
carrying the maijs on route number cight thousand nine 
hundred and C1CVON.+ seve eeee eeeene eres +44 40,000 00 


By the joint resolution directing the accounting 
officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts 
of the late Robert Stockton, quartermaster, and 
so forth, 

To settle the accounts of the late Robert Stockton, of New 
Jersey, an assistant quartermaster and forage master in 
the war of the Revolution, and pay to his lega) heirs and 

- representatives such sum or sums as may be shown due 
upon sufficient proof of his services as quartermaster 
BUOVESAL s..sserserseessrreerereoreere eese [Indefinite.] 


By the joint resolution for the benefit of George 
H. Giddings. 


For services on that portion of the route eight thousand and 
seventy-six, lying between El Paso and San Antonio, in 
accordance with the order of Postmaster General A. V. 
Brown, of October twenty-third, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-cight, after deducting whatever has been received 
thereon up to June thirty, eighteen hundred aud. sixty- 
one, op proof being furnished that the trips have been 
performed oo. cceeeceerecceseeweceneeeeeee [Indefinite] 


` RECAPITULATION, 


Legislative, executive, judicial, civil, and miscellane- 
DONG is simon tae Pale ste Sole carl a ooo 12,504,060 8 


Diplomatic and consular ...... 1,036,562 
Indian department, revolutionary, invalid, 
and Other pCusions. scree ceeeecdeeees eens 
Army, fortifications, Military Academy, and 
military roads..... 
Suppression of Indi 


3,802,344 68 


n hostilitt 


*'This amount embraces a double appropriation for 
$5,991,350 63 for the same objects one being an appropri- 
ation. out of any money in the Treasury, and contingent 


upon the insufficiency of the revenues of the Post Office | 


Department, outof which the other is appropriated to mect 
the same. 


i 
| 
{ 
| 
I 


4: the district of 


. F{.—OFFICERS CREATED AND. THE SALARIES 
THEREOF: 


By the act (chap. 20, January 29, 1861) for the 


admission of Kansas into the Union. 


A judge, attorney, and marshal of the United States for 
Kansas; to be entitled to the same compen- 


sition as the judge, marshal, and: attorney for the district 
of Minnesota. ` 
By the act (chap. 30, February 8, 1861) to pro- 
vide for a superintendent of Indian affairs for 
Washington Territory and additional agents. 
. A superintendent of Indian: affairs for Washington Ter- 


| ritory, at an annual salary of twenty-five hundred dollars. 


"Porree additional Indian agents for the said Territory at 
an annual salary of fifteen hundred dollars each. 


By the act (chap. 38, February 18, 1861) making 
farther provision in relation to consolidated 
land offices. 


The register of the consolidated land office at Booneville, 
Missouri, to appoint, when necessary, one or more clerks, 
at a reasonable per dicm compensation. ` 


By the act (chap. 45, February 20, 1861) to 
carry into effect conventions betweeh the Uni- 
ted States and the Republics of New Granada 
and Costa Rica. 


A commissioner to investigate and determine the claims 
of citizens of the United States against the Republic of 
New Granada; to receive in full for hig services two thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

A secretary and interpreter. 
thousand dollars. 

A clerk to be appointed by the commissioner. Compen- 
sation not stated. 

A commissioner to investigate and determine the claims 
of citizens of the United States against the Republic of 
Costa Rica; to receive in full for his services two thou- 
sand five bundred dollars. 


By the act (chap. 57, February 27, 1861) estab 
lishing certain post routes. 3 


A principal messenger to the office of each of the three 
Assistant Postmasters General, at an annual salary of eight 
hundred and forty dollars. 


By the act (chap. 59, February 28, 1861) to pro- 
vide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Colorado. 


A Governor of the Territory, who shall act as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs, atan annual salary of fifteen hun- 
dred dollars as Governor, and one thousaud dollars as 
superintendent of Indian affairs. 

A secretary of the Territory, at an annual salary of eigh- 
teen hundred dollars. 

A chief justice and two associate justices of the supreme 
court of the Territory, atan annual salary of cighteen hun- 
dred dollars each. 

A marshal for the T: 


Tn full for his services two 


erritory, to reccive two hundred dol- 


| lars per annum and fees. 


An attorney for the Territory, to receive the same com- 


| pensation as was allowed to the attorney for the late Ter- 


ritory of Oregon. 

A clerk for the supreme court and one for each judicial 
distriet of the Territory. Compensation not stated. 

A surveyor general for the Territory, at an annual salary 
of three thousand dollars. 

Justices of the peace for the Territory. 
compensation not stated. 

Nine members of the legislative council, which may be 
increased to thirteen, and thirteen meinbers of the house 
of representatives of the Territory, which may be inereased 
to twenty-six, each to receive three dollars per day during 
their attendance at the ons, and three dollars for every 
twenty miles of travel going to and returning from the 
same. 

A delegate in Congress ; to receive the pay and mileage 
of a member of Congress. i 


By the act (chap. 83, March 2, 1861) to organize 
the Territory of Nevada. 


A Governor of the Territory, who shall act as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs, at an annuat salary of fifteen 
hundred dollars as Governor, and one thousand dollars as 
superintendent of Indian affairs. 

A secretary of the ‘Territory, atan annual salary of eigh- 
teen hundred doliars. 

A chief justice and two associate justices of the Terri- 
tory, at an annial salary of eighteen bundred dollars each. 
‘erritory ; to receive two hundred 


Number and 


A marshal for the T 
dollars per annum and fees. 

An attorney for the Territory, who shall receive two 
hundred and fifty dollars per annum and fees. 


A clerk for the supreme court and one for each judicial | 


district of the Territory. (compensation not stated. 

Justices of the peace for the Territory. Number and 
compensation, not stated. 

A surveyor general for the Territory of Nevada. 
pensation, three thousand dollars per annum. 

Nine members of the legislative council of the Terri- 
tory, which may be increased to thirteen, each to be al- 
lowed three dollars per day during their attendance at the 
sessions, and three dollars for every twenty miles of travel 
going to and returning from the same. 

‘Thirteen members of the house of representatives, 


Com- 


which may be inereased to twenty-six, cach to reecive 
three dollars per day "during their attendance at the session, 
and tbree dostars for every twenty Miles of travel going to 
and returning from ihe same. = 

Adelegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States; to receive. pay and miléage of a member of the 
House of Representatives. 


By the act (chap. 85, March 2, 1861) making 
appropriations for the current and. contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for 

fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various 
Indian tribes for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1861. i 


For compensation of two extra clerks in the Indian office 
for the adjustment of Chigkasaw claims, two thousand 
eight hundred dollars. 


By the act (chap. 86, March 2, 1861) to pro- 
vide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Dakota, and to create the office of surveyor 
general therein. 3 ws 


A Governor of the Territory, to act also as superintend- 
ent of Indian affairs, at an annual salary of fifteen hundred 
dollars as Governor, and one thousand dollars as superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. “ 

A secretary of the Territory, at an annual salary of eigh- 
teen hundred dollars. 

Nine members of the legislative council, which may be 
increased to thirteen, and thirteen members of the house 
of representatives, which may be increased to twenty-six, 
to receive, each, three dollars per day during their attend- 
ance at the sessions of the Legislature, and three dollars 
for every twenty miles of travel going to and returning from 
the same. 

A chief justice and two associate justices of the supreme 
court of the Territory, who shall each receive an annual 
salary of eighteen hundred dollars. 

A clerk of the supreme court and three other clerks, one 
for each district court, to be appointed by the respective 
courts; compensation, the same fees as are allowed to 
clerks of the district courts of Nebraska. 
ices of the peace for the Territory. Number and com- 
pensation not stated. 

An attorney for the Territory, to receive the same fees 
and salary as are allowed to the attorney for Nebraska. 

A marshal for the Territory, who shali be entitled to the 
same foes as the marsbal for the Territory of Nebraska, and 
an addition thereto of two hundred dollars per annum. 

A delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 


| States, who shall be entitled to the pay and mileage of a 


member of the Honse of Representatives. 

A surveyor general for the Territory, whose compensa- 
tion and allowances for clerk hire, &c., shalt be the same 
as are allowed to the surveyor general of Nebraska and 


A register and receiver for the Yancton land district in 
Dakota, to be allowed the same compensation as is allowed 
by law to other land officers in the United States. 


By the act (chap. 88, March 2, 1861) in addition 
to “Anact to promote the progress of the useful 
arts,” 


Three examiners-in-chief for the Patent Office, cach at 
an annual salary of three thousand dollars. 

The Commissioner of Patents is authorized to appoint 
such additional number of principal examine and first 
and second assistant examiners, not to exceed four of each 
class, as the business of his office may from time to time 
require. 


T1l.—-Orrices, THE SALARIES OF WHICH HAVE 
BEEN INCREASED WITH THE AMOUNT OF SUCH 
INCREASE. 


By theact (chap. 38, February 18, 1861) making 
further provision in relation to consolidated 
land offices. 

The register of the consolidated land districts at Boone- 
ville, Missouri, to receive additional fees for additional 
duties, but his compensation not to exceed by sneh increase 
three thousand dollars per annum ; the reeciver of the con- 
solidated land districts at Booneville to reecive an equal 
share of the additional fees allowed to the register. 


By the act (chap. 49, February 21, 1861) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending the 30ih of June, 1862. 


‘The pay of the first clerks to commandants at the na 
yards at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, and Philadelphia, 
increased from nine hundred to twelve hundred dollars per 
ammam., 

The pay of the first clerk to the commandant at the navy- 
yard at Mare Island, California, increased froin nine hun- 
dred to fiiteen hundred dollars per annum. 


By the act (chap. 88, March 2, 1861) in addition 
to * An act to promote the progress of the use- 
ful arts.” 

Office of Commissioner of Patents, 
three thousand to four thonsand dollars per annum. 

Office of chiefclerk in the Patent Ot lary ivereased 
from two thousand to two thousand five Dundred per annum. 

_ Office of librarian to the Patent Office, salary increased 

from sixteen hundred dojiars to eighteen hundred dollars 

per anmum. 


ary increased from 


